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Summary R ecord of discussions of the 71" Meeting of Advisory Committee on Irrigation, 
Flood Control and Multipurpose Projects held on 3/08/1999. 

The 71" Meeting of Advisory Committee on Irrigation, Flood Control and Multipurpose 

Projects was held on 3/08/99 at 1 SOO Hrs. in the Committee Room of Ministry of Labom, 

S.S.Bhawan, Rafi Marg, New Delhi, under the Chainnanship of Secretary, Ministry of Water 

Resources. A list of participants is enclosed at Arulexure - 1. 

Chairman of the Advi~ory Committee welcomed all the participants and thereafter discussions 

on the following projects were taken up as per the agenda. 

1. UPPER KOLAB IRRIGATION PROJECT - EXTENSION OF AYACUT AT 
14.3 1(1\1S. OF JEYPORE MAIN CANAL - ORISSA (NEW MAJOR) 

Estimated Co!>t Rs. 71.660. (SOR-1998) 
GGA 12052 ha. 
Annual Jrrigation 19283 ha. 

Chief Engineer (P AO) briefly explained the project proposal and put up the same for the 

consideration of the Committee. Adviser (I&CAD), Planning Commission indicated that the 

Committee of Secretaries" had recommended for single window clearance of the project and 

as such only those projects for which all statutory clearances have been obtained and which 

have been found techno-economically viable should be considered for clearance in the meeting. 

While agreeing with the need for single window clearance, Secretary (MOWR) indicated that 
. .. .. So":'" :r""f;~ H. (;",\>""",-m<w..­

normally clearance from Ministry of EnVlfonment & Forests and Ministry of Wdf~e lakes '''''5'''''­

time because of different formalities involved in it. As such the practice of according teclmo­

economic clearance by the Advisory Committee is being continued, Representative from 

Plimning Commission wanted that this issue should be sorted out forever before taking up 

discussion on the individual project. Secretary, (MOWR) pointed out that some ongoing 

projects, which have not been accorded investment clearance by the Plimning Commission, are 

getting fund from the Government of India forllr:tnPlementation. The Plimning Commission 

may consider enforcing financial discipline while allocating funds to the Projects. 

Representative from NEC pointed out that even Ministry of Envirorunent & Forests are also 

giving conditio",ll clearances in respect of many projects. Further, it was also intin1ated that the 
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MOE&F and MOSJ&E desire to know whether the project has been accepted by the Advisory 

Committee before processing the case in their Ministries. If all formalities are required to be 

completed before putting up to the Advisory Committee, the clearance of the project would be 

delayed considerably. Representative from Planning Commission indicated that if clearances 

from Ministry of Environment & Forests and Ministry of Social Justice and Empowerment are 

not obtained before hand, it would not be possible to finalize the cost of the project as it would 

not include the cost ofR&R package to be given to the oustees and land acquisition. To this it 
P"'OlnfriO 1\3 

was clarified that adequate 1m .. i',inn for these items are included in the Cost Estimate. After 

discussion, it was decided that a cabinet note for constituting an Apex Committee consisting of 

representatives of Ministry of Water Resources, Ministry of Environment & 'Forests, Ministry 

of Social Justice & Empowerment and Planning Commission would be prepared by the 

MOWR for single window clearance, We- the projects hti. ~ n accepted from techno­

economic angle by the Advisory Committee. 

After the above decision, Upper Kolab Irrigation Project was taken up for discussion. 

On a querry from the representative of the Planning Commission it was clarified that the 

project did not include lift water component. Representative froln Government of Orissa 

indicated that no forest land is involved in this project. However, it was clarified that .! 

~erti.ficate to this effect would have to be obtained by the Irrigation Department from the Forest 

Department for consideration of the investment clearance of the project. After some 

discussion, the project was found acceptable by the Advisory Committee from techno­

economic consideration. However, the State Government would need to obtain clearance of- . 
the project from Ministry of Environment & Fgrests and Ministry of Social Justice & 

Empowerment and conCWTence of State Finance Depaltment for the updated cost of Rs. 71.66 

crore before the investment clearance is accorded by the Planning Commission. It was also 

indicated that lift irrigation should not be taken up unless UplO date water availability is 

established for the same. 

(Action: MOWR/State Government) 
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2. RENUKA DAM PROJECT (MULTIPURPOSE) - liP. (NEW-MAJOR) 

Estimated Cost Rs. 1224.64 Cr. (SOR May /997) 
CCA Not Applicable. 
Annual IrrigiJJWlt Not Applicable. 

Discussions on the project started after a brief description of the project proposal by CE 

(PAO). Representatives of Himachal Pradesh State Electricity Board and Central Electricity 

Authority expressed reservation about the cost allocation to power component. It was indicated 

that cost allocation to power component is very high and it would be very difficult to justifY the 

project as the cost of power generation works out to about Rs. 10 Crore/MW. Member 

(Technical), Himachal Pradesh State Electricity Board indicated that the power component in 

the project was included on the request of Govemment of Delhi to make the proposal more 

attractive. However, in the present case the cost of power generation per unit works out to 

about Rs. 4.00 whereas the present rate being charged from conswner in Himachal Pradesh is 

Rs. 1.50 only. As such, the Himachal Pradesh Electricity Board will incur a loss of Rs. 2.50 

per unit of power generated. Secretary, Water Resources also agreed with the views of CEA 

and HPSEB and told that there is need for review of cost allocation between the power and 

water supply. Representative from Delhi Jal Board expressed concern about the water Camel' 

system, which has to pass though the temtory of Haryana. Member (\VP&P) suggested that 

issue of water carner system though Haryana is required to be sorted out by Delhi itself 

because there is no other alternative route to bring water from H.P. for Delhi. He also 

indicated that Delhi Govemment might also explore the possibility of cheaper altemative source 

of water supply to Delhi. As regards the acceptance of the Project by Govemment of Delhi, 

the representative from Delhi Jal Board intimated that the proposal is still under consideration 

by Govemment of Delhi. 1n view10f this, the rep'resentative of Planning Commission said that 
\AM. ~ ~tW+- ' 1: D~ 'it\1I'tA -vI4 c___ - . 9 • ~c.~'-t ' 

the !lI:oJ~ not be acceptect According1y, it wa.~ decided to consider the Pfoject after
&- lot ~ t{;:.. ~~iR 

the~eB~~~~ the Govemment of Delhi ,ancI.i!(l','iew (Jf cost allocation by 

J-.....~in consultation with ef A, HPSEB and Government of Delhi. 

(Action: CWClDelhi GovernmentlHPSEB) 
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3. UTAWALI IRRIGATlONPROJECT - MAHARASI-JTRA fJ'\fEW-MEDIUM) 

Estimated Cost Rs. 35.78 Cr. (SOR 1996-97) 

e CA 4650 110. 

Annual Irrigation 5394110. 

After brief description of the project proposal by CE (PAO), the representative from 

Maharashtra intimated that in principle forest clearance has already been accorded by Forest 

Department in respect of this project. Regarding conCUITence of the State Finance 

Department for the updated cost, it was indicated that the same would be obtained after 

acceptance of the project by the Advisory Committee. In genet'a~ it was felt that project 

proposal is attractive. After some discussion, the project was accepted by the Advisory 

Committee. However, the State Government would need to obtain formal c~nce from 

~try of Environment & Forests for diversion of 135 ha. of forest land and concurrence of 

State Finance Depaltment for the updated cost before the investment clearance is accorded by 

the Planning Commission. It was also suggested that 9~P!\ . Government of Maharashtra 
~\)~&.') 

would have to plan for utilization of assured ground watet· potential of 9.50 MCMl'f~~ 
simultaneously along with the project and ground water levels should be monitored in the post 

irrigation scenario. 

• 
(Action: State Government) 

4. RET IRRIGATlON PROJECT - ORISSA (NEW-MEDIUM). 

Estimated Cost Rs. 86.14 Cr. (SOR March 1999) 

GGA 8500110. 

Annual Irrigation 9775 ha. 


Chief Engineer (PAO), CWC wIllie briefly explaining the project proposal, indicated that this 

Medium Irrigation project falls in the KBK Region of Orissa, which is drought prone. The 

Representative from Indian Council of Agriculture Research emphasized the need to divet"Suy 

the cropping pattern. He suggested that since the area is drought prone it would be appropriate 

to reduce the area of paddy crop and propose some other crop requiring less water. Secretary, 

Water Resources clarified that the problem of KBK Regi on is different from other drought 

prone areas. He told that the gap between two rains is very wide as a result, of which the crops 

sown in the beginning of the monsoon get affected due to shortage of water. As such there is 
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need to have storage in this area so that water requirement of the crop could be met in time. 

Representative from t>-1inislly of Agriculture emphasized the need for catchment area treatment 

plan for directly draining area. It was clarified by Member (WP&P) that only a limited 

catchment area can be taken up for ll-eatment at the cost of the il1'igation project and rest area 

can be taken up for treatment by Ministry of Agriculture under Integrated Plan for soil 

conservation. Finally, the project was accepted from techno-economic angle . However, State 

Government would need to obtain the clearances from Ministry of Social Justice & 

Empowerment, Ministry of Environment & Forests and concurrence of State Finance 

Department for updated co!!,t. It was also suggested that ground water levels in post irrigation 

stage should be monitored and necessary ground water utilization plan be prepared in 

consultation with State Ground Water Department. 

(Action: State Government) 

5. TELENGmI IRRIGATION PROJECT - ORISSA (NEW - MEDIUM). 

Estimated Cost & .106.18 Cr. (SOR March 1999) 
CCA 9950110.. 
Annual Irrigaticn 13829 ha. 

This project also falls in KBK Region of Orissa. After brief discussion of the project proposal, 

the project was found acceptable by the Advisory Committee from techno-economic 

consideration. However, State Government would need to obtain clearances from Ministry of 
5·-~1;." . --' - ..­

Social[ Welfare & Empowennent for R&R Plan for tribal population, f9rest clearance from 

Ministry of Environment & Forests and conCUlTence of St.1tc Firu1nce Department for the 

updated cost. It was also suggested that ground water levels in the post irrigation stage should 

be monitored and ground water utilization plan should be prepared in consultation with State 

Ground Water Department. 

(Action: State Government) 
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6. SUPPLEMENTARY NOTEON JIR1 MEDIUM IRRIGATION PROJECT­
MANIPtJRlASSAM (NEW-MEDI UM) 

Emmated Cost Rs. 48.68 Cr. (SOR 1996-97) 
CCA 5750 ha. 
Annual Irrigatinn 9775 ha. 

It was infOlmed by the CE (pAO) that the inter-state agreement for which the acceptance of 

the project was deferred in the last meeting of the Advisory Conunittee had been signed by the 

beneficiary States of Manipur and Assam. As such the project was accepted by the Advisory 

Conunittee from techno-economic consideration. 

(Action: State Government) 

7. KANDJ CANAL EXTENSION FROM HOSHIARPUR TO BALACHAUR ­
PUNJAB (NEW-MAJOR) 

Estimated Cost Rs.147.12 Cr. (SOR May 1997) 
CCA 29527 ha. 
Annual Irrigation 23326 ha. 

Chief Engineer (p AO) informed that the present project proposal envisaged extension of 

existing Kandi Canal from Hoshiarpur to Balachaur for utilization of remaining 258 cusecs of 

water. Representative from Govenunent of Punjab informed that Environment Impact 

Assessment Report of the Project had been got prepared from Expert Organizations and would 

be submitted soon to the Ministry of Environment & Forests. After brief discussion, the 

project was accepted by the Advisory Conunittee. However, State Government would need to 

obtain environmental and forest clearance from Ministry of Environment & Forests for 

investment clearance by the Planning Commission. It was suggested that State Government 

would ensure consumptive use of sUlface and ground water and monitor ground water levels in 

the command area and review overall planning after five years of operation of canal on the 

basis of actual canal, conveyance and field application efficiency. 

(Action: State Government) 

http:Rs.147.12
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8. UPPER KIUL RESERVOIR PROJECT - BIHAR (NEW-REVISED) 


Estimated Cost &.106.53 Cr. (SOR 1997) 
CCA 16673 h{~ 
Anflual /rrigaJion 190001w. 

After brief description of the project proposal by CE (PAD) , the Project was Ulken up for 

discussion. Secretary, Water Resources desired to know the target date of completion of the 

project and whether any benefit is accruing from the project. Chief Engineer, Government of 

Bihar intimated that the project L~ targeted to be completed in June 2000. He also informed 

that the project is getting assistance under AIBP and about 9500 ha. of command area was 

bein~gated last year which is likely to increase to about 11 ,000 ha. during current season. 

After some discussion, the project was accepted by the Advisory Committee. However, State 

Government would need to obtain environment and forest clearance from Ministry of---.-- --	 . 

Environment & Forests before investment clearance is accorded by the Planning Commission. 

(Action: State Government) 

9. 	 FLOOD PROTECTIONIDJVERSION SCHEME OF KOTA C TTY 
CPHASE-D - RAJASTHAN (MAJOR) 

Estimated Cost &. 19. 75 Cr. 
CCA - NA 

Annual /"igation - t.J" 

Chief Engineer (FM), CWC explained the project proposal and intimated that flood threat to 

Kota City would be eased out by divelting 30,000 cusecs of flood water to river Chambal, 

Upstream of Kola Barrage by constructing a pickup weir-cum-diversion channel. SUlte 

officials showed some photographs of flood affected area. After discussion, the project was 

accepted by the Advisory Committee. 

(Action: State Govemment) 
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10. MODIFIED PRO.TECATOF GHAGGAR FLOOD CONTROL - RAJASTHAN 
(MAJOR) 

Estimated Cost 
CCA 

&.101.69 Cr. 
- Nt\­

Annual Irrigation - N {I 

~~ 

Chief Engineer (FM)~xplained the project proposal in brief and intimated that the project had 

already been cleared by Ghaggar Standing Committee from inter-state angle in its meeting held 

on 22.2.99. After some discussion, the project was accepted by the Advisory Committee. 

However, State Govenunent was advised to obtain clearance from Ministry of Environment & 

Forests and Central Ground Water Board. 

(Action: State Government) 

The meeting ended with vote of thanks to the Chair. 
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Annexure - J 

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS 

MEMBERS OF COMMITTEE: 
S/Shri 
f':' 	 Z.H.1san, Secretary, Ministry of Water Resources, New Dellti In the Chair 
'2:) 	 B.N.NavalawaJa, Adviser (l&CAD), Planning commission, New Delhi Member 
~ 

J. 	 Amar Prasad, Additional Commissioner (Representing, Secretary, Member 
Department of Agriculture and Cooperation), New Delhi 

I.i 	 f Dr. S.P.Sinha Ray, Member (SM & L), CGWB (Representing Member 
Chainnan,CGWB), New Delhi 

S 	 51 Dr.D.K.Paul, Principal Scientist (Representing Director General of (lCAR), Member 
New Delhi 

6. 	 B.K.Aggarwa~ Chief Engineer (HAD), CEA (Representing Chauman, Member 
CEA), New Delhi 

7 .1 latinder Kumar, US (B&T) (Representing Financial Adviser, MOWR), New Member 
Delhi 

8. 	 R.N.P. Singh, CltiefEngineer (PAO), CWC, New Deilli Member Secretary 

Special Invitees: 

Central Water Commission 

1. R. S.Prasad, Member (WP&P), CWC. 

~ S.C.Sud, Chief Engineer (IE), CWC. 

3. 	 S.K.Agraw~ Chief Engineer (PPO), CWC. 
4. 	 S.B.Srivastava, Chief Engineer (FM), CWC. 

\? 	 5~ A.Mahendran, Direcator (Appraisal), CWC, CGO Complex, 'C' Block, 3'd floor, Semanary 
Hills, Nagpur. 

6. 	 S.K.Bane!jee, Director CA(I), CWC. 
7. B.G.Kaushik, Director (pP-C), CWC. 

Kl D.S.Kll.angura, DU'ector, CWC, 6th floor, CGO, (Kendriya Sadan), Sector-9, Chandigarh. 

9. 	 M.K.Sinha Director (P A-N), CWC. 
10. Sanjiv Aggarwa~ Director (PM-I), CWC. 

Planning Commission 
1. 	 K.K.Narang, Direcator (l&CAD), New Delhi . 

Ministry Of Water Resources 
1. 	 J.L.Chugh, US (PR), New Delhi. 

1. R. Kiliirover, Director, New Deilli. 
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State Government Officers: 

BihfIT 
1. 	 P.N.Sinha, Chief Engineer, WRD, Deogarh. 

Delhi 
1'-	 1. S.KChhabra, Engineer-in-Chief (W), Delhi Jal Board. 

2. 	 L.N.Kapoor, Chief Engineer (W), Delhi Jal Board. 

l1mwhcal Pradesh: 
II CD O.C.Kaushal, Member (Civil), HPSEB, Vidyut Bhawan, Shimla. 
, I 2J H.C.Thakur, Member (Technical) HPSEB, Vidyuit Bhawan, Shimla. 
r, 3. 	 S.R.Khitta, ChiefEngineer, Investigation & Planning, HPSEB, BBMB Colony, 

Sundemagar, Distt. Mandi, H.P. 
4. 	 v.P.Arora, Ex. Engineer, HPSEB, BBMB Colony, Sundemagar,H.P.-174402. 

Manipur,, I, 	 D.K.Singh, Adviser (IFC&WSM), NEC Secn. Shilong-793001. 

M ahfITashtra: 
~ A.A.Jauaiekar,ChiefEngineer, Inigation Deptt. , Amaravati, Maharashtra. 


I ~ 2. B.KZote, S.E., BIPC, Butdona, Maharashtra. 

3. 	 H.A.Dhangore, Ex. Engineer, Mon. Project Division, Khorngoon, Disn. Buldana, 

Maharashtra. 

Orissa: 
fl.' 	B.B.Mishra, Engineer-in-Chief, EIC (P&D), DOWR, BBSR, Orissa. 
2. 	 K.C.Panda, L.O., Depanment on·Vater Resources, Govt. of Oilssa, New Delhi. 

Punjab
1) R.S.Goyal, Chief Engineer, Kanid Area Canal, Chandigarh. 


11 (1) R.C. Jindal, S.E., Kandi Canal, Hoshiarpur. 

3. 	 Avtar Singh, mID, Kandi Canal Project, Chandigarh. 
4. 	 S.S.Yassan, Ex. Engineer, Chandigarh. 

Rajasthan 
, I. 1. O.P. Saxena, Chief Engineer Inigation, (HQ), Jaipur. 
;. I 2J L.KNuwal, Add!. Chief Engineer, Inlgation Kola, Rajasthan. 
l. } l1} KKSharma, SE, Inigatlon, Hanurnan Garh, RaJasthan. 

4. 	 HarbansSingh, Executive Engineer, GFC Division, Suratgarll, Rajasthan. 
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Summary Record of discussions of the 73rd Meeting of Advisory Committee 
on lrrigation, Flood Control and Multipurpose Projects held on 31/05/2000, 

Tht: 73rd Meeting of Advisory Committee on Inigation, Flood Control and Multipurpose Projects 

was held on 31.05.2000 at 1100 HIs. in the Committee Room of Ministry of Labour, 

S.S.Bhawan, Rafi Marg, New Delhi, under the Chainnanship of Secretary, Ministry of Water 

Resources. A list of pal1icipants is enclosed at Anne,,:ure - r. 

ChaUman of the Committee welcomed all tile participants and intimated that there are ten projects, 

three from Andhra Pradesh, three from Orissa and one each from Bihar, Rajasthan, Uttar Pradesh 

and Kamataka to be con~idered in this meeting. Thereafter, he requested CE (PAO), the Member 

Secretary to take up the Agenda items and briefly introduce the projects one by on<; for 

~and discussi0i' by the members of the Committee and clarifications, if an~6;;ilie 

special invitees. 

Following Projects were taken up as per the Agenda. The discussions held and decisions taken by 

the Committee are summarised below: 

1. VAMSADHARA PHASE-I OF STAGE-II (A.P,) 

Estimated Cost Rs. 123.936 Cr. (1999 -2000 SOR) 
CCA 33,298 ha. 
Annual Irrigation 25,203 ha. 

Chief Engineer (P AO) briefly described the project proposal with its techno-economic \~ability 

and put up the same for consideration by the Committee. On the query about the lift involved 

and ground water utilisation, it was clarified that the present proposal does not em~sage any lift, alJ 

inigation is through gravity canals and the data furnished about ground water utili~ation is as per 

the State Ground Water Department. On this, it was suggested that concurrence/~ews of Central 

Ground Water Board may be obtained about the availability and utilisation in the command area. 

Ad\%or (planning Commission) wanted to know whether the certificate from the Forest 

Department has been obtained regarding non-involvement of forest land. To this, the Project 

officials assured that - they will obtain the requisite certificate from the State Forest Department. 

The Secretaty, Minishy of Water Resources asked about the clearance by Ministry of 
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Envirorunent and Forest. It was informed by the Project Authorities that the Environmental 

Impact Assessment Report has already been submitted. They were advised to pursue the 

clearance expeditiously. 111e Project was accepted subjcct to: 

(i) Envirorunental clearance from Ministry of Environment and Forest; 

(ii) Concurrence of State Finance Department; 

(iii) Concurrence by Central Ground Water Board. 

(Action: MOEF/State Government) 

2. SUDDAVAGU MEDIUM IRRIGATION PROJECT (AP.) 

Estilllated Cost Rs. 56.18 Cr. (1998-99 SOR) 

CCA 5,666 ha. 

Annual Irrigation 5,666 ha. 


After brief introduction of the project proposal and its techno-economic viability by Chief 

Engineer (pAO), the project was taken up for discussion. It was pointed out that the Government 

of Maharashtra has raised the issue of submergence in its ten"itory and the backwater studies 

carried out by APERL along with river cross-sections had been sent to them. Chairman (CWC) 

stated that from the river cross-section at the border, it reveals that there will be a depth of water 

of about 2.5 m confined into the gorge at FRL and the backwater will merge with normal water 

level during floods well within the boundary of Andhra Pradesh. Therefore, there will not be any 

adverse effect in the territory of Maharashtra. However, representative of Government of 
~ t~ 

Maharashtra requested for joint surveys to assess the extent of submergence and t}1:~ costAto be 

borne by Government of Andhra Pradesh. The request of the Government of Maharashtra was 

acceded to and they were asked to provide all cooperation to ensure completion of joint surveys 

within six months. After some discussion, the project was accepted subject to: 

(i) Review of design flood at the time of construction; 

(ii) Approval of R&R Plan by lvlinistry of Tribal Affairs; 

(iii) Prm~sion of adequate funds; and 

(~;Qll ofjoint Sn°'e?'s withjn S;; Iii. J ths.­

(Action: J\finistr), of Tribal Affairs/State Government) 
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3. 	 PEDDAVAGU MEDIUM tRRlGATION PROJECAT (A.P.) 

Estimated Cost Rs. 202.5977 Cr.(1998-99 SOR) 

CCA 9915 hu. 

AnnllallrrigalUJn 10,927 /10. 


\;lfhile explaining the projw proposal, the CE (FAO) pointed out that though the cost of irrigation 

development in this case is more than Rs. 2 lakhslha., the B.c. Ratio isL 95 which is quite favorable. 

This is so because the main crop proposed in the command area is sugarcane and most of the benefits 
• 

accrued from it Secretary, Ministry of Water Resources desired to know the comments of :Ministry of 

Agriculture on the cropping pattern. Representative of Ministry of Agriculture suggested that the use of 

other crops such as paddy and pulses should have been adopted instead of sugarcane because the latter 

requires much more water. Representative of Andhra Pradesh pointed out that they want to use surplus 

Godavari Water, which is other wise going waste. CE, CWC, Hyderabad indicated that cropping pattern 

has been vetted by State Agriculture Department Ministry of Agriculture desired to know about the 

availability of sugar factories in the area to which the State representative clarified that the sugar factory 

is located at about 40 lans . in Aditabad. The Ministry of Agriculture suggested to cover more area under 

paddy cultivation. Secretary, Ministry of Water Resources and Chairnmn, CWC were of the view that 

extensive irrigation should be promoted instead of intensive irrigation for making proper use of available 

water resources and its equitable distribution. Secretary, Ministry of Water Resources also desired to 

know as to why provision of Right Bank Canal has not been made in the project proposal when abundant 

water is available. Representative of AP. clarified that due to unfavorable topographical features it is 
<L... , ' 	 . 

not possible to construct Right Bank Canal for a long distance. However, another project is proposed for __ 

meeting the requirement of this area. 

Finally, the project was accepted by the Advisory Committee subject to following conditions: 

(i) 	 Approval ofR&R Master Plan by the Ministry of Tribal Affairs. 

(ii) 	 Fore;t clearance RS-pe,-FoIt;st eooseltatioll Ae!;-+980. ~'"" 'IJ,... . t<\:~ 11 4-, '1 ,Q r~.-

(i ii) 	 Provision of adequate fWlds. 

(iv) 	 Review of design flood 

(v) 	 Review of cropping pattern in order to ensure extensive irrigation rather than intenslVe 
lITIgation. 

(Action: MOTA/State Govemment) 
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4. KANUPUR lRRIGATION PROJECT (ORISSA). 

Estimated Cost Rs. 428.32 Cr. (1998 SOR) 
CCA 29578 ha. 
Annual Irrigation 47,709 ha. 

The project proposals were briefly explained by CEcPAO). Secretary, Ministry of Water 

Resources appreciated the efforts of State Engineers for obtaining the environmental and forest 

clearance from Ministry of Environment and Forest before consideration of the project by the 

Advisory Committee. After some deliberation, the project was accepted by the Advisory 

Committee subject to obtaining concurrence of State Finance Department. 

(Action: State Government) 

5. 	 SAMAKOI BARRAGE IRRIGATION PROJECT (ORISSA). 

Estimated Cost 	 &.43.85 Cr. (March 1999 SOR) 
CCA 9990 ha. 
Annual Irrigation 10,906 ha. 

After brief description of the project proposal and its techno-economic viability by CE cPAO), 

discussion on the project commenced. Secretary, Ministry of Water Resources desired to know 

whether the cost of the project has been updated. Representative of State Government clarified 

that the cost of the project has been updated at March 1999 price level. The cost of inigation 

development of Rs. 40,281.00 per ha. was found to be quite attractive. After some deliberation, 

the project was accepted subject to following conditions: 

(i) 	 Clearance from Ministry of Environment and Forest, Government of India needs 
to be obtained for diversion of 44 ha. of forest land. 

(ii) 	 Concurrence of State Finance Department. 

(iii) 	 Monitoring of ground water levels in the post-irrigation stage and necessary ground 
water utilisation plan may be prepared in consultation with the State Ground Water 
Department to achieve conjunctive use of ground and surface water thereby 
avoiding any water logging problem in the command area. 

(Action: Ministry of Environment and ForesUState Government) 

http:40,281.00
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6. UPPER LANTH IRRIGATION PROJE)CT (ORISSA). 


Estimated Cost Rs. 48. 99 Cr. (J999$OR) 
CCA 4700 /1fJ.. 
Annuullrrigution 6105 hu. 

WillIe explaining the project proposa~ the CE (pAO) indicated that this medium irrigation project 

envisaged inigation benefit to a CCA of 4700 ha. in BolanagW district which forms a part of KBK"4­

region. Sin~e!he f'";,~.in_?Jyes the displacement of 595 families out of which 207 families ~ 
belong iJi.i!j ~.rt"'c,,~e has l~ 'te taken for rehabilitation and resettlement of these families. F .~ 

Secretary, Ministry of Water Resources desired to know about R&R package. Representative of 

Orissa Government clatified that adequate provision for rehabilitation and resettlement of these 

families has been made in the estimate as per the norms of R&R policy of the State government. 

Advisor, Planning Commission remarked that the financial return from the project even at the end 

of 15 th year is negative. He was of the view that such situation should not happen as the water 

rates have been enhanced in Orissa recently. Secretary, Ministry of Water Resources expressed 
It;;:< ~ c~'I:.e.~Lb,,-

that the economic viability is RloQfe niwanl . I . for irrigation projects and financial viability is 
r-. 

an indicator for the planners to review the water rates. After some deliberation, the project wa~ 

accepted by the Corrunittee subject to: 

(i) 	 Forest clearance from Ministry of Environment and Forest for diversion of 394.40 
ha. of forest land. 

(li) 	Clearance of R&R Plan from Ministry of Tribal Affairs. 

(iii) 	Concurrence of State Finance Department. 

(iv) Monitoring 	of ground water levels in the post-tmgation stage and necessary 
ground water utilisation plan may be prepared in consultation with the State 
Ground Water Department at that time if it deems feasible to explore the possibility 
of conjunctive use of ground and surface water. 

(Action: MOEFIMOTAJ State Government) 
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7. TILAlYA DHADHAR DIVERSION PROJECT (BIHAR) 

Estimaftd Cost &.220.1134 Cr. (1998 SOR) 

CCA 35225 ho. 

Annual Irrigation 31700 ha. 


Chief Engineer (P AO) briefly described tIle project proposal including the background of earlier 

techno-economic appraisal of this project. It was explained that this project had earlier been 

considered by the Advisory Committee in its meetings held in July 1982 and March 1983. 

However, the project could not be accepted because of inter-state issues. Thereafter, two inter­

state meetings were held in July 1992 by MOWR and in December 1997 by Member (WP&P), 

CWC. In ilie meeting of December 1991, it was agreed iliat "the project could be cleared from 

inter-state angle as per the provisions of the agreement and it was decided that Bihar may submit 

the modified report with updated cost estimate to CWC early for its techno-economic appraisal". 

In compliance to this, Bihar submitted the updated project proposal in January 1998, which was 

appraised and put up for consideration by ilie Advisory Committee. Representative of CEA 

indicated iliat there was also a proposal for power generation with this project. It was clarified that 

the State Government has submitted the proposal only for inigation part and the power generation 

part would be submitted by ilie State Power Corporation. Advisor, Planning Conunission while 
~ 

commenting on the inter-state aspect stated that iliis aspect i needed to be looked into ,(the ~ 

framework of ilie inter-state agreement of 1978. To tills, the representativ~ of ilie Gov!. of Bihar 
• 	 I , 

produced the letter' by the Secretary (1&W) Deptt. Government of West Benga~ addressed to llie 

SecretalY (WRO), Gov!. of Bihar wherein it was mentioned iliat tile Govt. Qf West Bengal has no 

objection of exe<euting Konar Diversion and Tilaiya Diversion Schemes for inigation development 
~,- - -	 - - - ~. --­

in Bihar. On the query about ilie low B.C. Ratio (1.19), it was brouglll to the notice that ilie 

project is intended to provide inigation facilities and drinking water supplies in llie perpetually 

drougllt striken area of N awada and Gaya Districts. Appreciatip~ the urgent need to provide 4­
drinking water supplies and inigation benefits to ameliorate ilie sufferings of people of such 

chronically drougllt affect areas and Gov!. of India's Policy to assign top priority to such projects, 

as well as ilie GoV!. of West Bengal's "no objection" to llie execution of ilie project; iO iCtal) 

~isr'3 r Water PesmwC§ ) e hId tbiit l' ,rejest eftil l. pi j , i kCGOI'diRB:9!; the 

project was accepted by ilie Committee subject to: 

(i) Environmental clearance from Ministry of Environment and Forest; 

(li) Concurrence by the State Finance Department. 

(1:0 	 ~:x....c..J, 0 Y1 "ls 1;1".... f'-n>j", c.j 'J.( b" (Action: M OEF/Sla. te Government) 
-reA",vo.,-,l.. .. La .•.v::",,? L 0" "-2'1. I (>"-lj"CI---Lo ~· 1L';hAl·tn,,~, q,- ', ­
aJ. i ~ 1J. ..,.. I \'" 7 p . 	 ,., ! ~ . o.S "",,-r 11" ' fI ~'r""""" 01' 
. U 	 := ~.." ." -, Q '/: '"0 c lOll , " ' 1 

(1 ' b o,J Co.. b'M !>g- 5,-o.)~, 1·'90 .... 'S,£,ulef 0..1- ' c1 

'"% e, . 	 . 
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8. MODERNISATION OF GANG CANAL SYSTEM (RAJASTI-LI\.t"lj) 

Estimal£d Cost Rs445.79 Cr. (1998 SOR) 
CCA Old 3. 08 lakh ha. and additional 48,192 ha. 
Annual I"igation Addilional 96500 ha. 

CE (PAO) explained that this project was basically for replacing the70 years old and dilapidated 

lime kinker lining of the existing canal '')'stem and saving the excessive seepage losses. The 

relining of canals will save about 71 0 clL~ecs of water which can be utilised for enhancing the 

intensity of irrigation from existing 60% to 79% and water allowance from existing 2.56 cusecs 

per thousand acre to 3 cusecs per thousand acres in the existing command of 3.08 lakh ha. and 

also providing irrigation facilities to additional CCA of 48192 ha. TIus will also enable to utilise 

the State's share of 1.44 MAP (1.11 MAP pre partition utilisation + 0.33 MAP allocated to this 

project from State's share of 8.60 MAF in the surplus Rabi Beas Waters). After some discussion, 

the project was accepted by the Advisory Comnlittee. 

(Action: State GovernmenUCWC) 

9. mE PROJECT ESTIMATE FOR CONSTRUCTION OF RlGlIT MARGINAL 
UNO ON RIVER GANGA FROM BHOGPUR IN BALWALI IN DISTT. 

HARDWAR (UTTAR PRADESH) 

Estimated Cost Rs.13.89 Cr. 

Area BenefiJUd 7800 ha. from inundation find no ha. from erosion. 


Chief Engineer (P AO), CWC explained the project proposal. Thls scheme was intended to 

provide pl'Otection to 7800 ha. of land from year to year inundation and to save 220 ha. from 

erosion. The benefit cost ratio was quite attractive. After some deliberation, the project was 

accepted by the Advisory Comnlittee subject to concurrence of State Finance Department. 

(Action: GFCC/State Government) 

http:Rs.13.89
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10. UPP1!~R KRISHAN STAGE-II MULTlPURPOSE PRO.lEeT (lRRJG 
P ORTION) - (KARNATAKA) 


Estimau!d Cosr & .2849.06 Cr. (1998-1999 SOR) (To bejirf1U!d up) 
eGA 197120 ha. 
AlllluallrrigaJion 226688/1fJ.. 

Chief Engineer (PAO), CWC, explained the project proposal and pointed out that this project is 
""1lv.

being put up for consideration of the Advisory Committee light of verdict of Hon'ble Supreme 
1\ 

Court dated 25.4.2000. The views of Andlu'a Pradesh and Maharashtra on Upper KJishna Stage-

II Project was circulated in the meeting by the representatives of the State Governments. Advisor, 

Planning Commission wanted to know the views of CWC and Govenunent of Karnataka on the 

issues raised by the A.P. and Maharashtra. Member (D&R), CWC, infonned that necessary 

suggestions for modifications are being given to the State Government in order to restrict the FRL 

at 519.60 M. To achieve this, the skin plates in all the gates have to be kept up to 519.60 M. in 

the central 7.8 M. with suitable protection of end anns and piston rods of hydraulic hoist cylinders 

by means side shields on either ellds. Representative from GoV!. of Maharashtra indicated that 

there will be submergence of~ area in the upstream of the reservoir as per PMl' finalized by 

CWC and land acquisition is not blOing done with respect to that level. Chairman, CWC clarified 

that land acquisition is done corresponding to FRL and not cOITesponding to MWL. However, in 

the present case, he intimated that the MWL under nonnal condition will be 519.60 M. and only 

in emergency condition (23 gates under operation) would be 520.6 M. The earlier proposal under 

consider'l.tion was for FRL at 524.256 M. , which has now been reduced to 519.60 M. As such 
.M-~L ~ 

~ there ~ not be any submergence in the temtory of Maharashtra. Representative from A.P. 

pointed out that Government of Karnataka had constructed seven projects in the upstream of 

Almati Dam which were supposed to be different alternative sites for Hipargj project and their 

utilisation was not accounted for in the over all allocation of water to Karnataka under KWDT. "*" 
wag alsa J3ernt~ d alit that GOll! ef Kamataka Has 3gfced in one gf its statemcnt tlut 52000 a.roo 

af S'I$IIe3lle is beilil!; iffil!:ftled flfill ~,cse Ilfe>jesl.!;.. Andlua Pradesh also expressed their 

apprehension over the construction of over size canal to draw more water than their allocated 

share. The representative of Maharashtra also pointed out that some of the area in Maharashtra 

temtory is also likely to come under submergence of Almati Dam. For this purpose joint survey is 

being camed out as per the decision of the Inter-state meeting held in February 1999. While 

replying to the quelles of Maharashtra and A.P., representative of K1lrnataka requested Members 

of the Committee to honour the judgement of the Hon'ble Supreme Court. He pointed out that 
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one barrage project with FRL of 525 Mt. is existing near the Kamataka - Maharashtra border. 

This project is benefitting both the lvlahara~htra and Karnataka but no territory of l'vlaharashtra is 

being submerged due to this project as such the apprehension of Karnataka regarding 

submergence of Almati Dam over FRL of 519.6 is devoid of substance. Regarding construction 

of Hipargi Barrage project, it was clarified that the project has been accepted by T AC. Regarding 

other barrage projects mentioned by A.P. , Kamataka representatives told that there is no such 

barrage in the upstream. Only one barrage has been built by the local farmers and not by the 

Govt. of Karnataka. This project will come under submergence after construction of Almati Dam. 

So utilisation of this project is not going to affect the overall utilisation of Krishna Water by 

Kamataka. Regarding higher canal capacity proposed under this project it was intimated tllat this 

provision has been made keeping in view the additional allocation of water by KWDT under 

scheme 'B'. Secretary, Ivlinistry of Water Resources stated that utilisation under UKP cannot be 

permitted more than the allocation of 173 TMC. The canal capacities have to be restricted to . 
~~ ~'1 ~ ....tlC";' au ~ ....t-.<"';..J...-._ 

water requirements as per demand (,1ble ed 1(' 6 If" fur mBa iffi"atiOIl. A~~~~:.in tlle 

already constructed canals and construction of residual canals would be as per the advice of CWe. 

As regards the utilisation of upstream balTages, some of thenl wQuld be ':'In''&le under 
~	..,~O)( • 

submergence and some of them are included in t.iW list of projects i 1 v wt;:T. t6Wy ~ 
1lLt 

Kamataka has to ensure the1i; utilisation by all ,..schemes within their allocated share of waters. 

Finally the project was accepted by the Advisory Committee subject to following conditions: 

(i) 	 Clearance of forest, environment and R&R plan from the respective Central 
l'vIinistries. 

(ii) 	 The FRL will be restricted to 519.60 M and there would be no physical capacity to 
store more water above 51 9.60 M. 

(iii) 	 The operation ofthe project would be such that there will not be any SUbmergence 
in territory of iVlaharasht ra. 

(iv) Canal capacity would be restricted to water requirements as per the demand table 
and considering 10% extra for rush irrigation and the design FSL should ensure 
irrigation in the command under Stage-IT. 

(v) 	 The utilisation shall not exceed 173 TMC under Stage-l and II of Upper Krislma 
Project. 

(vi) 	 Finalization of cost estin1ate of the project with FRL 519.60 M and f1I1lling of the 
other economic parameters of the project. 

(Action: State Government/eWe ) 

The meeting ended with vote of thanks to the Chair. 

http:A~~~~:.in
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Annexure - I 

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS 

MEMBERS OF COMMITTEE: 

S/Shri 
I . 	 Z.Hasan, Secreuuy, Minislly of Water Resources, New Delhi In the Chair 
2. 	 A.D.Mohile, Chairman, CWC, New Delhi Member 
3. 	 B.N.Navalawala, Adviser (WR), Planning commission, New Delhi Member 
4. 	 R.K.Srivastava, Assistant Commissioner [Crops) (Representing, Secretary, Member 

Department of Agriculture and Cooperation), New Delhi 
5. 	 Aditya Prakash, Deputy Commissioner, CGWB Member 

(Representing Chairman,CGWB), Fardiabad. 
6. 	 Dr.D . K.Pau~ Principal Scientist (Representing Director General of (lCAR), Member 

New Delhi 
7. 	 B.K.AggalWa~ Chief Engineer (HAD), CEA (Representing Chairman, Member 

CEA), New Delhi 
8. 	 Jatinder Kumar, Deputy Secretary (B&T) (Representing Financial Adviser, Member 

MO\VR), New Delhi 
9. 	 Tarun Coomar, Director, (Rep. Secretary, Minislly of Tribal Affairs), Member 

New Delhi. •

10. R.N.P. Singh, Chief Engineer (PAO), CWC, New Delhi 	 Member Secret3!Y 

Special Invitees: 

Central Water Commission 

1. 	 S.C.Chitkara, Member (WP&P), CWC. 
2. 	 Dr. B.K.Mitta~ Member (D&R), CWC. 
3. 	 A.Sekhar, Chief Engineer, CWC, Hyderabad. 
4. 	 S.K.Agrawal, Chief Engineer (PPO), CWC. 
5. 	 B.B.Vats, Director (Mon.-N), CWC [Representing CE(PMO) CWC]. 
6. 	 S.K.Banerjee, Director (pA-S), CWC. 
7. 	 S.P.Singh, Director (PP-N&S), CWC. 
8. 	 B.K.Kaushik, Director (PP-C), CWC. 
9. 	 P.K.Saha, Director, CWC, Bhubaneshwar. 
10. R.K.Pachauri, Director (pA-Central) and (PA-N0I1h), CWC. 
II. V.P.Shiv, Director (Hydrology-Central), CWC. 
12. R.N. Ray, Deputy Director (PA-North), CWC. 
13. B.B.Haldar, Deputy Director (CA-I), CWC. 
14. R.C.lvlalhotra, Deputy Director (PP-N&S), CWC. 
IS. T.D.Sharma, Deputy Director (PA-S), CWC. 
16. P.P.Abdurahiman, Deputy Director (PA-C), CWC. 
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Ganga Flood Control Commission 
1. 	 G.N.Murty, Chairman, GFCC, Patna. 

Planning Commission 
1. 	 K.K.Narang, Director (WR), New Delhi 

Ministry of Water Resources 
1. 	 P.C.Mathur, Conunissioner (projects). 
2. 	 S.M.Sood, Sf. Joint Conunissioner (projects). 
3. 	 M.K.Sinha, Sf. Joint Conunissioner (CAD). 

MinistD' of Agriculture 
1. 	 C.M.Panday, Deputy Conunissioner (Hydrology), Ministry of Agriculture, DAC, 

102, B-Wing, ShashtriBhawan, New Delhi-lIO 001. 

State ~vernment Officers: 
Andhro Pradesh 
1. 	 P.K.Agarwal, Secretary, Govt. of Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad. 
2. 	 S.M.N.N.Jinnah, Engineer-in-Chief, Irrigation, Errurn Manzi!, Hyderabad. 
3. 	 K.Nagendrappa, Chief Engineer - Inigation, I&CAD Department, Govt. of Andhra Pradesh, 

Hyderabad. 
4. 	 Routhu Satyanarayana, Chief Engineer (!vfediurn Inigation), Errurn Manzi!, 

Hyderabad-500 082. 
5. 	 YLavakusha Reddy, Superintending Engineer, Inigation Circle, Ninnal, Distt. Adilabad 

(A.P.) 
6. 	 N.Gopal Reddy, Superintending Engineer, Office of the Chief Engineer, ISWR, Errum 

Manzi!, Hyderabad (A.P.). 
7. 	 I.S.N.Raju, Project Administrator, Varnsadhara Project, Srikakulam (pO & Distt.) A.P. 

Bihar 
1. 	 Junaid Asghar, Chief Engineer (Monitoring), 2nd floor, Sinchai Bhawan, Patna-800 00 I. 
2. 	 Tripurari Sharma, Executive Engineer, Waterways Division, Govt. of Bihar, Fatehpur (Gaya). 

K ll1'nataka 
1. 	 S.K.Dhruva, Secretar)" Inigation, 6th floor, M.S. Building, Bangalore, Karnataka. 
2. 	 K.N.Sluivastava, MDIKBJNL, 3'" floor, PWD Office Annexe, K.R.Circle, 

Bangalol'e-560 001. <,o.l,~ ~ ~ .... ~ . 
3. 	 D.N.Dessai, Chairrruln, ~ommittee ,furcAlrnatti . . ~At;A'- t.. "i 
4. 	 S.MJaamdar, Conunissloner (R&R), Upper Krishna Project,!8Mlgalore, Kamataka. 
5. 	 S.S.MagadaL Chief Engineer, Bangalore, Kamalaka. ~ 

Maharashlra 
1. 	 S.V.SodaL Chief Engineer and Joint Secretary, Mantraiaya, Govt. ofMaharashtra, Bombay. 

Orissa 
1. 	 B.B.Singh Sarnant, Chief Engineer (Inigation), SeehaSadan, Bhubaneswar-751 001. 
2. 	 K.c. Panda, Liaison Officer, Deptt. of Water Resources, Govt. of Orissa, Klll-12, NDSE-II, 

New Delh. 
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Raiastlwn 
1. 	 S.K.Gupta, Chief Engineer (N), Hanumangarh. (Rajasthan). 
2. 	 A.P.Sharda, Superintending Engineer- Irrigation, Gang Canal Projecat, Sri Ganganagar 

(Rajasthan). 
3. 	 Kuldeepbishnoi, Executive Engineer, Modernisation of Gang Cana~ Sriganganagar. 



No. 	16/27/2000-PA (N)I 2..5 38-n 
GOVERffiv1ENT OF INDIA 


CENTRAL WATER COMtvllSSION 

PROJECT APPRAISAL (NORTH) DlllliCTORATE 


407, SEWi\ BHAVi\N, 

RIC PURA1V], 


NEW DELHl-110 066. 

FA.,'(-6103561 


DJled:~1JjSeplember 2000. 

Subject: 74 lh Meeting of Advisory Committee on Irrigation, Flood Control and 
Multipurpose Projects held on 20/09/2QOO. 

Sununary record of discussions of the above meeting held at New Delhi on 

20'l> September 2000 is enclo~ed for infonnntion and nccessal)' action please. 

Enc1,..; As slated above. 

• 
~ 

(R.N.P.SINGH) 
CE (P/\O) & 

Member Secretary ­
Advisory Committee 

Copy to: 

MEMBERS OF COMMITTTEE: 
I. 	 Chaimlan, CWC, Sewa Bhawan, R.K.Puram, New Delhi. 

2. 	 Secretary (Expenditure), Ministry of Finance, North Block, New Delhi. 

3. 	 Seerelary, Department of Power, S.S. Bhawan, New Delhi. 

4. 	 Secretary, Ministry of Envirorunent & Forests, Paryavaran Bhawan, CGO Complex, New Delhi . 

5. 	 Secretary, Ministry of Tribal Affairs, R. No. 603. A-Wing, Shastri Bhawan. New Delhi . 

Secretary, Department of Agriculture & Cooperation, Krishi Bhawan, New Delhi. 

7. 	 Director General, ICAR, Krishi Bhawan, New Delhi . 

8. 	 Chainnan, CEA. Sewa Bhawan, RKPuram, New Delhi . 

9. 	 Chairman, Cenlral GroWld Waler Board, Jam Nagar House, Man Singh Road, New Delhi-I 100 II . 

10. Adviser (WR), Planning Commission, Yojana Bhawan. New Delhi. 

11 . Adviser (Power), Planning Commission. Yo,iana Bhawan, New Delhi. 

12. Financial Adviser, Ministry ofWaler Resources, S.S.Bhawan, New Delhi. 
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Sprcinl Invitees: 
1. 	 Member (WP&P), CWC, New Delhi . 
2. 	 Member (D&R), CWC, New Delhi. 
3. 	 Commissioner (projects), Ministry of Water Resources, New Delhi. 
4. 	 Commissioner (Indus), Ministry of Water Resources, CGO Complex, Block-ll, 8"' floor, Lodhi 

Road, New Delhi. 
5. 	 Chief Engineer, Krishna Godavari BasinIDirector (Mon. & App.), cwe, RNo. 5/9/201/B&BJ. 

Chirag Ali Lane, Hyderabad-500 001, AP. (FAY, No. 040-3201605) 
6. 	 Chief Engineer, MnhRnadi Basin/Director (Mon. & Appraisal), CWC, Plot No. 655, Sahid Nagar, 

Bhubneshwar751 007 (Orissa). (FAX No. 0674-5J9432) 
7. 	 Chief Engineer (PPO), CWC, New Delhi. 
8. 	 Chief Engineer (]MO), cwe, New Delhi. 
9. Chief Engineer (PMO), CWC, New Delhi . 

JO. Engineer-in-Chief, Water Resources, Secha Sadan, Bhubneshwar751 001, Orissa. (FAX No. 0674, 


404687) 
J 1. Chief Engineer, Irrigation and CAD Department, Erramanjil, J!¥derabad CAP.} 
12. 	Chief Engineer, BisalpurIrrigation Project, Jaipur, Rajasthan (FAX No. 0141-702194). 
13. 	Chief Engineer (North), Irrigation Department, Hanuman Garh Junction, Rajasthan. (FAX No. 

01552-501 J 6). 
14. 	Chief Engineer, Hathnikund Barrage, Haryana Irrigation Department, SCO-843, Manimaira, 

Chandigarh, 
J5 . Director, Project Appraisal (North), CWC, New Delhi. 
J6. Director, Project Appraisal (Central) ewe, New Delhi. 
17. 	Director, Project Appraisal (Soulh), CWC, New Delhi. 
18. Director, PP (Central), CWC, New Delhi. 
J9. Director, PP (N&S), cwe, New Delhi. 

Copy for information to: 

J. 	 Secretary, Irrigation Department, Govt. ofHaryan,a Chandigarh. 
2. 	 Secretary, Irrigation Department, (CAD), Government of Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad. 
3. 	 Secretary, Water Resources Department, Government of Orissa, Bhubneshwar, Orissa. (FAX No. 

0674-402446). 
4. 	 Secretary, Irrigation Department, Government of Rajasthan, Sinchai Bhawan, Bhawanisingh Marg, 

Jaipur-302 005 (Rajasthan). 
5. 	 PPS to Secretary, Ministry of Water Resources, New Delhi. 



Summary Record or disclissions or the 74th Meeting or Advisory Committee 

Oil Irrigation, Flood Control II lid Multipurpose Projects held on 20/09/2000. 


The 74 '10 M<.:eling of Advisory COJnlllillee on lnigalion, Flood Control and MuHipulpose Project, 

was held on 20.09.2000 at 15:00 Hrs. in the Conuninee Room of Minishy of L1boUL 

S.S.13hawan, Rafi Marg, New Delhi, under the Chainnanship of Secretary, Ministty of Wat~1 

Resources. A list of participants is enclosed at Annexure - 1. 

Chairman of tile Conuniltee welcomed aU the paL1icipants and inlimated that there are eighl 

projects (four fi'om Orissa, two from Rajasthan, one from Andhra Pradesh and one from 

Haryana) to be considered in this meeting. Thereafter, he requested CE (PAO), the Member 

Secretary to take up the Agenda ilems and bri"fly introduce the projects one by one · for the 

consideration and discussion by the members of the Conunittee. 

SUllunalY of discussions held and decisions taken are described below: 

1. 	 Cheligada Dam Project (Meiliwu) - Orissa 

(Inter-Stale Basin Transfer) 

Estimated Cost Rs. 52.96 Cr. (1999 SOR)(Rs. 28.96 Cr. fOT Irrigation) 
CCA 3,000 ha. 
Annual Irrigation : 31,20 ha. 
Drinking Water Provision 31.54 jl-fCM (Town) 

0.73 MCM (Rural) 

Chief Engineer (PAO) briefly desctibcd Ihe project proposal wilh its teclmo-economic viability 

and pUI up the same for consideralion by the Conunillee. On the query about the design aspccts 

of Ihe project including tunnel and open cut channel, Siale Representative replied that Ibe Designs 

have been made by the Water Resources Deptt. and checked by the State's Central Design 

Organisation. Advisor (Planning Conunission) indicated that the project is yet 10 be cleared by 

Ministry of Envirorunent and Foresl and a time limit of 6 months may be imposed for oblaining 

such clearances. To this, the Project officials assured that they will make aU possible effo11s 10 

oblain the requisile clearances from Ihe various Minislries within six months. The Project was then 

accepted subject to: 
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(i) Forest and R&R Plan clearance from the concemed Centrall'v1inistries. 

(ii) Concuo'ence of State Finance Depaltment. 

(iii) Monitoring of Ground Water kvel in Post-Project scenario to explore the possibility of 

conjunctive use of Surface and ground water, 

(Action: MOSJ&E, MOTA, MOEF/State Govenllueni) 

2. 	 Improveme.nt of Sason Canal System (Excluding Paramanpur 
Distl'ibutol'Y) of Hirakud Distribution System (Majolo) - Orissa. 
(Model1lisation) 

Estimated Cost Rs. 34.92 Cr. (1999S0R) 
CCA 16,282 ha. 
Annllallrrigunon 26,05111a. 

After brief introduction of the project proposal and its techno-economic viability by Ch.ief 

Engineer (PAO), the project was taken up for discussion. After a brief discussion, the project was 

accepted subject to: 

1. 	 Concurrence of State Finance Depn. 

2. 	 Monitoring of Ground Water in post project condition to take ameliorative meilsures to 

combat water logging. 

3. 	 Suggestions of CWC to change the grade of lean concrete for bedding and covering around 

the joints, provision of by-pass arrangement in addition to Ule filling valve to achieve the 

balanced head condition dUling constmction of the project. 

(Action: State Government) 

3 . ONG DAM PROJECT-l\1AJOR (ORISSA) 

Estimar.ed Cost Rs. 304.66 Cr. (2000 SOR) 
CCA 30,000 ha. 
Annllallrrigation 34,500 ha. 

After a brief introduction of the p:roject by CE (PAO), SecretalY, lv1inistry of Water Resources 

pointed out that the drinking water provision of 1.5 MCM is velY low considering the live storage 

of 289 MCM. Moreover, as per the established practice, nearly 10% of the live storage capacity 

could be eannarked for drinking water supply. Representative of GoV!. of Orissa claIified that this 

http:Estimar.ed
http:Improveme.nt


3 


provision has been kept for the projected population in the command area up to the year 202:' 

Further, there are no towns/cities to be served by this project 

Representative of Govt. of Madhya Pradesh raised the issue of submergence and 51-li e I 

that Gov!. of Oiissa has not provided them any infollualionlDPR. Representative of GOI/I. " i 

Orissa clarified that they have kept the FRL at 219.0 M although the agreement between M.P. and 

Orissa permits FRL of 220 M and therefore submergence is not an issue. Gov!. of M.P. stated 

that even at FRL of 219.0 M, there would be submergence in their territory. In view of this, ii 

was concluded that a copy of DPR may be furnished to Madhya Pradesh by Orissa and Olis~" 

should satisfy Madhya Pradesh on the issue of submergence. Advisor, Planning Commissiol' 

obselvcd that the provision for drainage and field channels were on lower side and there is a need 

to make adequate provision to avoid water logging and salin1ty problems in post project scenario. 

On this, representative of Govt. of Orissa inlimated that since drainage problem is not anticipaled . 

in the command, the provision would be adequate. Secretary, Ministry of Water Resource,,, 

stressed for proper ground water monitoring to plan for conjunctive use of water in future. Th~ 

representative of Ministry of Tribal AIT"irs queried about the R&R Plan for the project to whicll 

representative of Gov!. of Orissa infol1lled tllat tlley would be submitting the R&R plan shortly. 

Secretary, Ministry of Water Resources indicated that Govt. of Orissa should submit the l~&R 

Plan to the concerned Ministry within lIu'ee months and eff011s should be made to get it cleared 

within sh months. Regarding forest and environment clearance, representative of Gov!. of Orissa 

intimated that they would be submitting the proposal to Ministry of EnvirolUllcnt and Forcsi 

shortly. After that the project was accepted subject to ­

1. Forest clearance from lVlinistry of Environment and Fores!. 

2. R&R clearance from Ministry of Tribal Affairs. 

3. Ground water monitoring in post project condition & planning for conjunctive use. 

4. Concunence of Stale Finance Depal1ment. 

(Action: MOTAlM.OFF/State Government) 
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4. IMPROVEMENT TO SALKI IRRIGAnON PROJECT (ORISSA). 

Estimat.ed Cost Rs. 11.57 Cr. (2000 SOR) 
CC4 J9,891Iw. 
Annual Irrigation 20,141 lIa. 

The project proposals were briefly explained by CE (P AO). After brief discussion, the project 

was accepted subject to ­

I. 	 TIle adequate prowion should be made for safe passage of revised flood of higher 

magnitude under intimation to ewe. 

2. 	 Concurrence of State Finance Department for updated cost. 

(Action: State Government) 

5. 	 mSALPUR DRINKING WATER-CUM-IRRIGATION SCHEME -REVISED ­
(RAJASTHAN) 

E5timated Cost Rs.657.91 Cr. (ZOOOSOR) (Rs. 385.60 Cr. for irrigation) 

CCA 76700 ha.. 

Annual Irrigation 55.224l1a. 

Dri.nking Wilier PrOJ'Lrion -158.36 MCIII 


After brief description of the project proposal and its techno-economic viability by CE (P AO), 

discussion on the project commenced. The project was earlier approved by the Planing 

Commission in December 1997. Forest, Environment and R&R Plan have already been cleared 

by the respective Ministries. After some deliberation, the project was accepted subject to 

foUowing conditions: 

(i) 	 Furnishing the details of benefiting urban and rural population and thei.r per capita 
aUocation of drinking water in the project. 

(ii) 	 Concunence of State Fi.nance Depm1ment. 

(Actiun: State GOI'Crnlll('lIl) 

http:Rs.657.91
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6. NOHAR IRRIGATION PROJECT (RAJASTHAN). 


Estimated Cost Rs. 49.38 Cr. (March 2000 SOR) 
(Rs. 91.7S Cr. incLuding share cost of PUlljab and 
Haryollo) 

CCA J2536Iw. 
AllnuaL Irrigation 13665 ha. 
Dri.nking Water Provision 3MCM 

After lnief description of the project proposal and its teclmo-economic viabiuty by CE (PAO). 

discussion on the project commenced. TIle project was earlier approved by the Planing 

Corrunission in July 1990. Forest, Environment and R&R Plan h.we already been cleared by the 

respective Ministries. After some deliberation, the project. was accepted 8ubject to follolVillg 

conditions: 

(i) 	 Implementation of environmental safeguard.. as stipulated by 1vlini~try of 
Environment and Forest. 

(il) 	 Concurrence of Stale Finance Department. 

(Action: State Government) 

7. VALLlGALLU RESERVOIR (ANDHH.A PRADESH) 

Estimated Cost 	 Rs.143.67 Cr. (1998-99S0R) 
CCA 9715 lUi. 
AnnuaL Irrigation 10525 ha. 
Drinking Water Provision 2.23 MCM 

CE (PAO) described the project proposal and its techno-economic viability. After some 

deliberation, the project wa~ accepted subject to the following conditions ­

1. 	 Concurrence of State Finance Dep311ment for updated cost. 

2. 	 Monitoring of ground water should be done in post project conditions to adopt 

measures to avoid water logging. 

(Action: State Government) 

http:Rs.143.67
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8. WESTERN Y AMllNA LINK CHANNEL CHARyANA) 

Estimat.ed Cost fu 33.98 Cr. (1999 SOB) 
CCA Link eh anllel 
Annuallrrigation Link Channel. 

Brief description of the project proposal, ils techno-economic viability was explained by C I 

(P AO). After some deliberation, the project was accepted subject to the concunence of St~l · 

Finance Department within 6 months. 

(Action: State Governmc1I1 , 

The meeting ended with VOle of thanks to the Chair. 
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LIST OF PARTICIPANTS 

ME:MU1mS OF COMMITTKE; 
S/Slul 
1. 	 Z.Hasan, Secretary, Ministry of Watcr Resources, New Delhi 
2. 	 B.N.Navalawala, Adviser (WR), Planning commission, New Delhi 
3. 	 KP.S.Verma, Deputy Commissioner [WM&Rj (Representing, Secretary, 

Depariment of AgJlculture and Cooperation), New Delhi 
4. 	 A.K.Agarawal, Deputy Director, CGWB 

(Representing Chairman, CGWB), fardiabad. 
S. 	 Dr.D.KPaul, Principal Scientist (Rcpresenting Director General of (lCAR), 

New Delhi 
6. 	 T.Das, Director (HAD), CEA (Representing Chairman, GEA), New Delhi 
7. 	 Jatinder Kumar, Deputy Secretary (B&T) (Representing Financial Adviser, 

MOWR), New DeUIi 
8. 	 S.Prak.lsh, Deputy Secretary, (Rep. Secretm)" Ministry of Social Justice & 

Empowem1cnt), New DcUIi. 
9. 	 R.N.P. Singh, Chief Engineer (PAO), CWC, New Delhi 

Spcciullnvilees; 

Central Wuler Commission 
I. 	 R.S.Prasad, Member (WP&P), CWC. 
2. 	 M.R.Baig, Chief Engineer (PPO), ewe. 
3. 	 A.B.Pal, ClliefEngineer (PMO), CWC. 
4. 	 S.K.Banerjee, Director (PA-S), cwe. 
S. 	 A.KGanju, Director (BCD-EN&NE), cwe. 
6. 	 S.P.Singh, Director (PP-N&S), CWC. 
7. 	 C.N.Subranl<1nian, Director (Mon. & Appraisal), cwe, Hyderabad. 
8. 	 Pradccp Kumar, Director (PA-Norih), cwe. 
9. 	 B.G.Kaushik, Director (PP-C), CWC. 
10. P.KSaha, Director, ewc, Bhubaneshwar. 
II. 	R.K.Pachauli , Director (PA-Central), ewe. 
12. I{am Saran, Dcputy Dircctor (PA-North), ewc. 
13. 0.1". Saxena, Dcputy Dircctor (LlCD-EN&NE), CWe. 
14. RN.Ray, Deputy Director (PA-North), CWC. 
IS. D.N.Dahiya, Deputy Director (PA-Central), CWC. 
16. T.D.Sharma, Deputy Director (PA-S), ewe. 

Planning COlli mission 
I. 	 R.N.Sarangi, Deputy Adviser (WR), New Delhi. 

Minish)' or WaleI' Hesources 
1. 	 P.C.Mathur, Comnlissioner (Projecls). 
2. 	 S.lvLSood, Sr. Joint Commissioner (Projects) . 
3. 	 M.S.Gupta, Sr. Joint COlTullissioncr (1'). 

Annexul'(' - I 

In the CI , 
Mem' 
MeltII 

Melll;' 

Melll i, 

Mend· 
Men,! 

lvkm!> 

Member Secret. · 
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State Government Officers: 

O,.issa 
1. 	 A.K.Mohanty, Engineer-in-Chic!; Water Resource Dcp;nimcnt, Gov!. of Olissa. 

Bhubaueswar. 
2. 	 KC. Panda, Liaison Officer, Deptt. of Water ResoW"ces, Gov!. of Otissa, Klll-12, NDSE-lI, 

New Delhi. 

Rajasthan 
1. 	 R.KChatul", Chief Engineer, Bisalpur Project, Sinchai Bhawan, Jawalrarlal Nehm Marg, 

Jaipur. 
2. 	 KK.M.athur, Chief Project Director-cum-Chief Engineer, H,lnumangarh In. (Rajasthan). 
3. 	 Kundanlal, Superintending Engineer-Darn, Bisalpur project, Deoli, Rajasthan. 
4. 	 R.S.BhandaIi, Superintending Engineer-Canal (Civil), Bisa\pur project, Deoli, Rajasthan. 
5. 	 B.M.Jalan, Superintending Engineer, Nohar irIigation Project, Sidlunukh Project Circle, P.O. 

Bh.lcLu-335501 , Distt. Hanumangarh. 
6. 	 G.R.Tak, Executive Engineer, Nohar inigation.Project, Nohar, Rajasthan. 

lIarvana 
I. 	 M.G.Thukra~ EngineerO-in-Chief, Haryana Inigation, 30 Bays Building, Secator-l7, 

Chandigarh. 
2. 	 R.KAilawadhi., Chief Engineer, HKB Project, 30 Bays Building, Sector-17, Chandigarh. 
3. 	 Kunj Vashishta, Superintending Engineer, Hathnukund Barrage, I,Canal Colony, Jagadlu'e, 

Haryana. 
4. 	 G.D.Gupta, SupeIintending Engineer, Projects, Haryana Inigation, SCO 883 Shivalik 

Enclave, U.T. Chaudigarh. 

M adh va Pradesh 
1. 	 G.S.Salmi, Principal Secretal)" Gov!. of Madhya Pradesh, WRD, Bhopal. 
2. 	 Ranjit ChakrabOliy, Deputy Secretary, WRD, Gov!. of Madhya Pradesh, Bhopal. 
3. 	 S.S.Sachdev, Executive Engineer, IvJ.P. Water Resources DepaJiment, L-26, South 

Extension-II, Govenuuent of Madhya Pradesh, Delhi. 



No. 16/2712000-PA (N)I 2> 2. 02-- 33D7 
GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 

CENTRAL WATER COMMISSION 
PROJECT APPRAISAL (NORTH) DIRECTORATE 

407, SEWA BHAVAN, 

RK PURAM, 


NEW DELHI-110 066. 

FAX-61 03561 


Dated: 2.2>41· December 2000. 

Subject: 76th Meeting of Advisory Committee on Irrigation, Flood Control and 
Multipurpose Projects held on 1811212000. 

Summary record of discussions of the above meeting held at New Delhi on 

18'h December 2000 is enclosed for information and necessary action please. 

Enc!.: As stated above. 

" 1~-----­(R.N.p.siNGH) 

CE (PAO) & 


Member Secretary ­
Advisory Committee 


Q2.Irl to: 

MEMBERS OF COMMITTEE: 
1. 	 Chairman, CWC, Sewa Bhawan, R.K. Puram, New Delhi. 

2. 	 Secretary (Expenditure), Ministry of Finance, North Block, New Delhi. 

3. 	 Secretary, Department of Power, S.S. Bhawan, New Delhi. 

4. 	 Secretary, Ministly of Environment & Forests, Paryavaran Bhawan, CGO Complex, New 
Delhi. 

5. 	 Secretary, Ministry of Tribal Affaiars, R. No. 603, A-Wing, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi. 

6. 	 Secretary, Department of Agriculture & Cooperation, Krishi Bhawan, New Delhi. 

7. 	 Director General, ICAR, Krishi Bhawan, New Delhi. 

8. 	 Chairman, CEA, Sewa Bhawan, R.KPuram, New Delhi. 

9. 	 Chairman, Central Ground Water Board, Jam Nagar House, Man Singh Road, New Delhi­
110011 . 

10. Adviser (WR), Planning Commission, Yojana Bhawan, New Delhi. 

11. Adviser (Power), Planning Commission, Yojana Bhawan, New Delhi. 

12. Financial Adviser, Ministry of Water Resources, S.S Bhawan, New Delhi. 



Special Invitees: 
1. 	 Member (WP&P), CWC, New Delhi. 
2. 	 Member (D&R), CWC, New Delhi. 
3. 	 Commissioner (Projects), Ministry of Water Resources, New Delhi. 

81h4. 	 Commissioner (Indus), Ministry of Water Resources, CGO Complex, 810ck-11, fioar, 
Lodhi Road, New Delhi. . 

5. 	 Chief Engineer, Krishna Godavari 8asin/Director (Mon. & App.), CWC, H.No. 
5/9/201/8&81, Chirag Ali Lane, Hyderabad-500 001 , A.P. (FAX No. 040-3201605) 

6. 	 Chief Engineer, Mahanadi BasinlDirector (Mon. & Appraisal), CWC, Plot No. 655, Sahid 
Nagar, 8hubneshwar751 007 (Orissa). (FAX No. 0674-519432) 

7. 	 Chief Engineer (Indus 8asin)/Director (Mon. & Appraisal), CWC, Chandigarh. 
8. 	 Chief Engineer (EMO), CWC, New Delhi. 
9. 	 Chief Engineer (PMO), CWC, New Delhi. 
10. Engineer-in-Chief, Water Resources, Secha Sadan, 8hubneshwar751 001, Orissa. (FAX 

No. 0674-404687) 
11. Chief Engineer, Project & Planning, Water Resources, Secha Sadan, Bhubneshwar751 

001, Orissa. (FAX No. 0674-404687) 
12. Chief Engineer, Irrigation and CAD Department, Gov!. of A.P, Erramanjil, Hyderabad 

(A.p) 
13. Chief Engineer, Planning & Monitoring, Water Resources Deptt., Gov!. 	of Bihar, Sinchai 

Bhawan, Patna. 
14. Chief Engineer (Canals), Irrigation Works 	 Department, Government of Punjab, Hydel 

8uilding, Sector-18, Chandigarh-160 018. 
15. Engineer-in-Chief (IPH), Irrigation Department, Gov!. of H.P, Shimla-171 001 . 
16. Chief Engineer, Irrigation & Flood Control, Gov!. of J&K, Jammu. 
17. Chief Engineer, Irrigation & Flood Control, Gov!. of J&K, Srinagar. 
18. Chief Engineer, Rajghat Dam, Betw8 River Board, Nandanpura Junction, Jhansi (U. P), 

Pin No. 284 003. 
19. Chief Engineer (Ganga), Irrigation Department, Gov!. of UP, Victoria Park, Meerut (UP). 
20. Director, Mon. & Appraisal, CWC, Shimla. 
21. Director, Mon. & Appraisal, CWC, Jammu. 
22. Director, Project Appraisal (North), CWC, New Delhi. 
23. Director, Project Appraisal (Central), cwe, New Delhi. 
24. Director, Project Appraisal (South), CWC, New Delhi. 
25. Director, Control Board, CWC, New Delhi. 

Copy for Information to: 

1. 	 Principal Secretary, Irrigation & Power Department, Government of Punjab, Sector-9, 
Chandigarh-160009. 

2. 	 Secretary, Irrigation Department, (CAD), Government of Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad. 
3. 	 Secretary, Water Resources Department, Government of Orissa, Bhubneshwar, Orissa. 

(FAX No. 0674-402446). 
4. 	 Secretary, Irrigation Department, Government of Bihar, Sinchai Bhawan, Patna. 
5. 	 Secretary, Irrigation, Gov!, of Himachal Pradesh, Shimla-171 002, 
6. 	 Secretary, Irrigation Department, Gov!. of J&K, Jammu-180 001, 
7. 	 Secretary, Irrigation Department, Government of Uttar Pradesh, Lucknow-226 001 (UP). 
8, 	 Secretary, Irrigation and Waterways Directorate, Government of West Bengal, Writers 

Building, Calcutta-700 001 , 
9. 	 PPS to Secretary, Ministry of Water Resources, New Delhi. 



Central Water Commission 

Project Appraisal Organisation 


Summary Record or dlscusslolls of the 7Slb Meeting or Advisory Committee 
on Irrigation, Flood Control and Multipurpose Projects held on 18.12.2000. 

7S'b Meeting of Advisory Committee on Irrigation, Flood Control and Multipurpose 

Projects was held on 18.12 .. 2000 at 11:00 fIrs. in the Conunittee Room of MIDistry of Labow', 

Shram Shakti Bhawan, Rafi Marg, New Delh~ under the Chaitmanship of Secretary, Ministry of 

Water Resources. A list of participants is enclosed at Annexure -I. 

Chainnan of the Committee welcomed all the participants and intimated that there are len 

projects (Two from Andhra, two from J&K and one each from Billar, Madhya Pradesh, Punjab, 

Himachal Pradesh, Orissa and Uttar Pradesh) to be considered in this meeting. Thereafter, the 

Chainnan requested CE (pAO), the Member Secretary to take up the Agenda items and briefly 

introduce the projects one by one for the consideration and discussion by the Members of the 

Committee and clarification, if any, be given by the Special Invitees. 

The following projects were taken up as per agenda. The discussions held and decision 

taken by the Committee are summarised below: 

1. BHVPATIUPALEM RESERVOIR SCHEME (MEDlUM)-ANVHRA PRADESH 

Estimated Cost - Rs. 47.23 crores 

(1998-99 SOR) 

CCA - 5419 ha 

Annual Irrigation: 6516 ha. 

Chief Engineer(P AO) briefly explained the project proposal with its techno-economic 

viability and put up the same for consideration by the Conunittee. TIle Commissioner (projects) 

stated that B.C. Ratio of this Project is 1.52 which is marginal. The Chief Engineer, KGB, 

ewc explained the background of tlus project and emphasised for its clearance as it was 

included in the Godavari Action Plan. The Project was accepted by the Committee subject to 

the following conditions: 



i) Review of design flood at the time of consuuction based on observed data; 

ti) Approval ofR&R Master Plan by Ministry of Tribal Affairs; 

iii) Provision of adequate funds; 

iv) Clearance for diversion of 180 ha. forest land as per Forest Conservation Act 1980. 

( Action: Forest Deptt.lState Govt.) 

2.SVRAMPALEM RESERVOIR SCHEME PHASE-II {MEDlUM)-ANDHRA PRADESH 

Estimated Cost - Rs. 4950 crores 

(1998-99 SOR) 

CCA - 5120 ha 

Annual Iniga tion : 5520 ha. 

The Project was taken up for discussion alter brief introduction of the project propusal and its 

tcclmo-economic viability of the project by the Chief Engineer (PAO). The Director (WR), 

Plalming Commission slated that this proposal is linked up with the project proposal indicated at 

Sl. No. I. A~ such, it would have been better to consider it as an integrated project instead of 

separately. This was clarified by Chief Engineer, KGB, Hyderabad that the command area 

available at Bhupati Palm is less and therefore they contemplated to divert surplus water to 

Surampalem Reservoir where from additional area available could be irrigated. ChaiJ'man,CWC 

indicated tllatthis aspect of the project would be required to be kept in view while implementing 

the Suram Palem Project (Phase I) accepted by the Advisory Committee earlier since a part of the 

main canal will be common water catTier. After some discussions, the Project was accepted to 

following conditions: 

i) Provision of adequate funds 

ti) Review of ?esign flood of Surampalem Reservoir and Bhupathipalem Reservoir at tile 

time of construction based on observed daLa; 

iii) Clearance of R&R Plan of Surampalem md Bhupathipalem Reservoir Schemes by the 

Ministry of Tribal Affairs; and 

iv) Clearance for diversion of 180 ha forest land of Bhupathipalem Reservoir Scheme as per 

Forest Conservation Act, 1980. 

(Action: Forest Deptt.lState Govt.) 



3. 	 MODERNISATION OF KATI-IUA CANAL (MEDlUM) (J & K) 

Estimated Cost - Rs. 15.68 crores 

(1997 SOR) 

CCA - Additional 1994 ha. 

Annual Irrigation : 3304 ha. 

The Project proposal was hrief explained hy the Chief Engineer (p1\0). The 

Corrunissioner (Projects) pointed out that tJle llill is only 8% which is on lower side. H was 

clarified by the project authority that the working period is only two months i.e. during 

February and March due to which the progress of work is slow and the time of construction is 

higher resulting in lower internal rate of return. The project was accepted by the Committee 

subject to:­

(i) 	 Concurrence of the State Finance Department for the latest estimated cost of RlI.1S.68 

crores and, 

(ii) 	 Monitoring of ground water level in post project condition for proper planning of 

sUlface and ground water utilisation. 

(Action: State Government) 

~ . Ivl0DERNISATION OF ZAINGIR CANAL (MEDIUM) - J & K 

Estimated Cost - Rs.I3.66 Crores 

(312000 price level) 

CCA - (Additional 300 Ita) 

Annual Irrigation - Additional-2l40 hal 

After brief introduction of the project proposal and its techno-economic viability by CE 

(P AO), the project was taken up for discussion. TIle Commissioner (project) pointed out that the 

B.C. Ratio of 3.89 of tlus project appears to be on Jugher side. The CE (PAO) clarified that the 

project draws water directly from the liver and there is no structureC(Cross the river and therelore, 

the B.C. ratio is higher. To the qucly abOut the allocation of fund to tlus project, the projec t 

of1icial clarified that reccntly the State GoVeJ1ll11cnt has proposed to take up the construction of 

this project under A.l.B.P. After brief discussion, the project was accepted subject to : 

http:Rs.I3.66
http:RlI.1S.68
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i) concurrence of the Slilte Finance Department for the latest estimated cost of 

Rs.13.66 Crores. 

(Action: State Govemmenl) 

5. 	 BALH V ALlEY (LEFT BANK) MEDIUM.lliJUGATION PROJECT - HIMACHAL 

PRADESH. 

Estimated Cost - RsAl.64 Crores 

(1999-2000 SOR) 

CCA-2780ha 

Almual Irrigation - 4354 ha 

The project proposals were brief explained by CE (PAO). To the query about 

concurrence of this project by co-basin States, it was clarified that BBNfB had already conveyed 

the concurrence on behalf of lhe partner States. The project was accepted by Advisory 

Corrunittee subject to the following conditions :­

i) ConCUITence of the State Finance Department for the latest cost ofRs.41.64 crores. 

ii) Certificate of non-involv.ernent of forest land from the Forest Department. 

(Action: State GoverrunentIForest Department) 

RAISING UNING OF BHAKRA MAIN LINE (MAJOR) - PUNJAB 

Estimated Cost - Rs.20A6 Crores 


(8 /98 price level) 


CCA - Not applicable) 


Annual Irrigation - Not applicable 


The project proposals and the teclmo-economic viability were briefly explained by Chief 

Engineer (P AO). ~er some deliberations, tile project was accepted by tile Advisory Committee 

subject to :­

i) The concurrence of State finance Department for the latest estimated cost of Rs.20.46 

crores. 

(Action: State Government) 

http:Rs.20.46
http:ofRs.41.64
http:Rs.13.66


7. RAJGHAT DAM PROJECT - M.P. AND U.P. (REVISED ESTIMATE) 

Estimated Cost - RB.300.60 Crore 

(112000 price level) 

CCA -145378 ha - u.P. (Net) 

150227 ha - M.P. (Net) 

Annual Irrigation - 142083 ha. u.p 

121450 ha. M.P. 

After the initial introduction of the project by the CE (P AO), the project was taken up for 

discussion. The Chief Engineer, Rajghat Dam Project, informed that Rajghat Dam being a joint 

venture of U.P. and M.P. States, the funds are to be provided by the respective State 

Governments equally as per interstate agreement. The construction of the project is in advanced 

stage and likely to be completed by 612001. The reason for increase in cost is mainly due to 

price rise, inadequate provision for R&R. He further stated that about RB.30 crores are 10 be paid 

to farmers as land compensationIR&R. Chairman, Advisory Committee asked whether estimate 

has been examined by the Executive Committee of Betwa River Board and the conCUITence of 

State Govts have been obtained. The Member (WP&P) informed that C:WC has earlier finalised 

the cost of the project as Rs.267.29 crore in 1995 which had been accepted by the Executive 

Committee and the partner States have been paying their shares. u.P. Govt had released its share 

of RB.133.00 crore while the M.P. Govt. has released about RB.90 crore. Further the State Govts 

have agreed to release their shares only after the acceptance of the revised cost by the Advisory 

Committee. Director (EM), CWC pointed out about the slow progress of the implementation of 

some of environmental safeguard. Chief Engineer (PAO) also intimated that similar 

observations have been made by Ministry of Environment and Forest. They have also raised 

some observations 'about catchment area treatment, etc. Chief Engineer, Rajghat Dam Project 

informed that State <;Jovt. is taking up the plantation work under green' belt. Compliance to other 

environmental conditions, Member (WP&P), CWC stated that these points will be sorted out in 

the Executive Conunittee Meeting. 

After some discussions, the revised estimate of the project was accepted subject to the 

following conditions; 

http:RB.133.00
http:Rs.267.29
http:RB.300.60


i) Implementation of Environmental Safeguards as suggested by Ministry of 

Enviromnent and Forest. 

ii) Computation of lntegJ'ated D.C. Ratio and concurrence of co-basin St.ates for the 

present revised cost. 

iii)R&R Plan clearance from Ministry of Tribal Affairs for S.T. population affected. 

(Action: Stale ofV.P. & MY.! Betwa Control Board) 

8. MODERNISATION OF AGRA CANAL (MAJOR) - UTTAR PRADESH. 

Estimated Cost - Rs. 74.16 Crore 


12/99 price level) 


CCA - 32,700 ha (Additional) 


AlulUallrrigation - 50,000 ha (Additional) 


After brief introduction of the project proposals and its techno-economic viability by CE 

(P AO), the project was taken up for discussion. Chairman (Advisory Committee) desired to 

know whether the present modernisation proposal included the share of Haryana and Rajasthan. 

TIle State officials of u.P. intimated that the present capacity expansion is only for the share of 

their States. Since the ftrst j;;t~en Kilometer of the Canal would require to carry the share of 

Haryalla and Rajasthan also, this reach would require further capacity expansion. Accordingly, 

II!;.; Gov!. of u.P. must frame the proposal including the share of Haryana and Rajasthan and 

submit the rcpolt within two months. 111is was agJ'eed to by the V.P. State Govt. officials. 

Director (EM), CWC pointed out that the estinl3ted cost of tllis scheme is more than RS.50 

crores, the enviromnental clearance is required to be obtained. The State Govt. officials agreed 

to take necessary action & submit the EIA report within three months. TIle project was then 

accepted by the Advisory Committee subject to the following conditions; 

i) Concurrence of State Finance Department for an estimated cost of R8.74.16 crores. 

u) Submission of Project Report for capacity expansion in the initial J;;1~eft km. reach of 

the canal to calTY the shares of H.lryana and Rajasthan as well within two months. 

iii) Environmcnt clearance fi'om Ministry of Envirorunent and Forest. 

(Action: State Govt/lvlinistry of Environment and Forest) 

http:R8.74.16


9. KONAR IRRIGATION PROJECT (MAJOR) - BlliAR. 

Estimated Cost - 336.. 69 Crore 

(3/2000 price level) 

CCA - 56293 ha 

Annu.lllnigation - 64738 ha 

The project proposal and its teclUlo-econornic viability was briefly explained by CE 

(PAO). Director (WR), Planning Commission pointed out about the interstate issue of the 

project. To this, it was clarified that this aspect has earlier been discussed in the interstate 

meetings with DVC, Bihar and West Bengal. The Govt. of West Bengal has also conveyed its 

no objection to Iltis project. Further, other connected clauses of Interstate Agreement of 1978 do 

1101 require .my clearancc by Advisory Commitlce/Planning Commission while the conslJuclion 

of Project would require clearance by the Advisory Committee & Planning Commission. The 

clearance of the project would rather pave the way for the resolution of the other connected 

issues of the Agreement mutually by party-States. After a brief further discussions, the project 

was accepted by the Advisory Committee subject to the following conditions; 

i) Concurrence of the State Finance Department for the latest cost of Rs.336.69 

crores. 

ill Environmental clearance finrn Ministry of Environment and Fores~ 

iii) Implementation of the Project will be subject to strict compliance of the relevant 

clauses of Interstate Agreement between Gov!. of West Bengal & Bihar of 19th 

July, 1978. 

(Action: Minishy of Environn1ent and Foresl!Staic Gov!.) 

10. BRUTANG IRRIGATION PROJECT (MAJOR) .,. ORISSA 

Estimated Cost - Rs. 227.25 Crore 

(2000 Price level) 

CCA - 23,300 ha 

Annuallnigation - 30,290 ha 

http:Rs.336.69


The CE (PAO) briefly explained the project proposals and its teclmo-economic viabilit~y. 

Director (EM), CWC pointed out that this projcct would require environmental clearance for 

which it appears that no action has been initiated by the State Govt. TIle Engineer-in-Chief, 

Govt. of Orissa informed that they would take up the case on priority basis and would make 

efforts to submit the EIA report witllin three months and obtain all statutory clearances within a 

year. 

After a brief f\llther discussion, the project was accepted by the Advisory Committee 

subject to the following conditions; 

i) Clearance of forest, environment, and R&R Plan from the concerned Central Ministries. 

ii) Concurrence of State Finance Department for the fmalised cost of the project. 

iii) Monitoring of ground water in post project condition Witll State Ground Water Bo~rd to 

guard against waterlogging in the command area. 

iv) Hyillological data observation at the dam ;lite and collection of reliable catchmcnt rainfall 

data for firming up the Hydrology at detailed design stage. 

v) Model testing for energy dissipation arrangement, reservoir water tightness studies, 

additional laboratory and in-situ tests for embankment materials, darn foundation and 

abutments as per standard procedure & practice at detailed design stage. 

(Action : Slate Govt.lMinistry of Environment and Forest) 

Meeting ended with vote of thanks to the Chair. 
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Summary record of discussions of the above meeting held at New Delhi on 

29th March,2001 is enclosed for information and necessary action please. 

End : As stated above. 

o_ K.°' ~.~~~~ 
. (S.K. ChaudlluFi 

CE (PAO) g o_ .~ 
Member Secretary ­
Advisory Committee 

~to: 

MEMBERS OF COMMITTEE: 

1. 	 Chairman, CWC, Sewa Shawan, RX Puram, New Delhi. 

2. 	 Secretary (Expenditure), Ministry of Finance, North Siock, New Delhi. 

3. 	 Secretary, Department of Power, S.S. Shawan, New Delhi. 

4. 	 Secretary, Ministry of Environment & Forests, Paryavaran Shawan, CGO Complex, New 
Delhi. 

5. 	 Secretary, Ministry of Tribal Affaiars, R. No. 603, A-Wing, Shastri Shawan, New Delhi. 

6. 	 Secretary, Department of Agriculture & Cooperation, Krishi Shawan, New Delhi. 

7. 	 Director General, ICAR, Krishi Shawan, New Delhi. 

8. 	 Chairman, CEA, Sewa Shawan, R. K. Puram, New Delhi. 

9. 	 Chairman, Central Ground Water Board, Jam Nagar House, Man Singh Road, New Delhi­
110011 . 

10. Adviser (WR), Planning Commission, Yojana Shawan, New Delhi. 

11 . Adviser (Power), Planning Commission, Yojana Shawan, New Delhi. 

12. Financial Adviser, Ministry of Water Resources, SS.Bhawan, New Delhi. 



j 

Speciallnvilees: 

I. 	 Member (WP&P), CWC, New Delhi. 
2. 	 Member (D&R), CWC, New Delhi. 
3. 	 Member (RM), CWC, New Delhi. 
4. 	 Chainnan, GFCC, Sinchai Bhawan, Patna - 800 015, Bihar. 
5. 	 Commissioner (projects), Ministry of Water Resources, New Delhi. 
6. 	 Commissioner (Indus), Ministry of Water Resources, CGO Complex., Block-II , 80h floor, Lodhi 

Road, New Delhi. 
7. 	 Commissioner (ER), Ministry of Water Resources, COO Complex., Block-II , 8'" floor, Lodhi 

Road, New Delhi . 
8. 	 Chief Engineer, Mahanadi BasinlDirector (Mon. & Appraisal), CWC, Plot No. 655, Sahid Nagar, 

Bhubneshwar75I 007 (Orissa) (FAX No. 0674-519432) 
9. 	 Chief Engineer (Indus Basin)lDirector (Mon. & Appraisal), CWC, Chandigarh. 
10. Chief Engineer (EMO), CWC, New Delhi. 
II . Chief Engineer (PMO), CWC, New Delhi . 
12. 	Chief Engineer (PPO), CWC, New Delhi. 
13. 	Chief Engineer (FMO), CWC, New Delhi. 
14. Engineer-in-Chief, Water Resources, Secha Sadan, Bhubneshwar751 00 I, Orissa. (FAX No. 

0674-404687) 
15. 	Sh. S. Mund, Chief Engineer. PP & F, Water Resources Deptt., Govt. of Orissa, Secha Sadan, 

Bhubneshwar-75I 001 , Orissa. (FAX No. 0674-410386) 
16. Chief Engineer, Irrigation & Flood Control, Govt. of J&K, Jammu. 
17. 	Chief Engineer, Irrigation Deptt., Govt. of Rajasthan, Jaipur. 
18. 	Chief Engineer (Ganga), Irrigation Department, Govt. of UP, Victoria Park, Meerut (UP.). 
19. Director, Mon. & Appraisal, CWC, Jammu. 
20. Director, Project Appraisal (North), CWC, New Delhi. 
21. 	Director,_Pjl!1CWC, New Delhi. 
22. Director, Project Appraisal (South), CWC, New Delhi. 

copy for information to: 

I. 	 Secretary, Water Resources Department, Government of Orissa, Bhubneshwar, Orissa. (FAX No. 
0674-402446). 

2. 	 Secretary, Irrigation Department, Government of Bihar, Sinchai Bhawan, Patna- 800 015 .. 
3. 	 Secretary, Irrigation Department, Govt of J&K, Jammu-l 80 001. 
4. 	 Secretary, Irrigation Department, Govt. of Rajasthan, Jaipur. 
5. 	 Secretary, Irrigation Department, Government of Uttar Pradesh, Lucknow-226 001 CUP.} 
6. 	 PPS to Secretary, Ministry of Water Resources. New Delhi . 



Central Water Conunission 
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Summllry Record of t1iscussiullS of thl' 76'" meeting of .-\(1\ isoQ ('ommittec on 
lrdgalioll. Flood Control and :\luJtipurpos<: J'ro.lects held un 29.3.2001. 

76'" meeting or \d\'iso . · C()I11 Il1I tt~e on Imgiltilm. Flood Coll1rl'l and 

_ llli l i pllrpos~ Projc.:t~ \\iI, hdJ on 29.3.2001 at 15.00 1m. inlhc Conllnin~e ROOI11 

or Central YaleI' COIllIll.issiOIJ . Sell a BI1:1\·al1. R.h.Puram. :\ew Deihl under the 

l'hainllan~hip uf Secretary. . I {l ~·at.:r Resuurces. -\ II',t of P'1I1Icipanl> I" 

I.!nch)sed at _ 'ulll.:,,;ure-!. 

Cl1alT111i1ll 0[' the (\)JluUille<' \\ekllmed al l Ih ~kmber, " I' Ihe 

Committee and panicipanls and intimal.: that Ihere arc se\'<'11 prnJec-ls in d uding Y fl>Q 

"os. flood (ontrol pfl~iects Ii-om crce (OIl~ IWIIl Bihar and ,'n.. IhlI11 J&K) [\Il) 

..~ .­frolll llfLsl';~.9ne Jrol11 Rajasrl"1II .k1wo 11'0 111 L nar Pradesh) .... 

to be cOlJsid"red ill this meeTing. ThcreaJtcr. Ihe Chai011an r<:quesled <.:. E. (I'. \0). 

th<) ~klllh<:r-S~cr~lary . tu lak.: lIJl th~ . .\gct1c!a Items and briefly introduce th~ 

proj.:ct one b~ olle lor c()mid.:mlJOll and diSCUSSIOn I" the \Jcl1lber~ ot the 

CI)t1lmitke and ciaritl<.:llliolls. if un;. . b.: gil'en hy the special i n\'itce~. 

TIle proj ect" \\efe taken lip a. per .·\ g~ncW. The discussions he ld and 


decision laken Ln- thc C<)lllluiL1ee are SllllllTI'lriscd b,' \o\\ : 


L,)I1h.i . .. 2, . 
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1. IIROYIDl:"G KII.\RIF C'H. \. !'IIEL J. ' IlL'. DO\' KRISII\l DO,-\B (LP.) 

E,titnat.:d Cost. Rs .66 .3.J. erurc .// 

(] 2 99 pnc~ !.:I·dj ./ 

(~C. \ : 31 t1-20 H<I . v 

\JUlUal TlTigalh)f1: 11 600 Ha. /
) 

ChicI' [ngil1cer (P.-\O) bridly c'\plaill.:d Ihe proj.:.:t prnposal' \\it il it~ 

techno-cconomic \"iabilill and pLlt up Ih.: same for eon~ideratiun 11\ 111, 

Committee. Ch<1 innal1, .-\cll' ison· COlUllllllc.: ,d;.;d th~ pr~Sl! nt ~tatlls of Ih~ 

prof,'Tess of t he Yor~ t he rroj,ct f.:alllre~ illld pre_ent stalll~ of \york il-m ' b~n ~~7"'",j 

~xph i!l!>d ~ Ehi'd Engineer (Ganga). Irr iglltion Depll .. Crr Director (F:>'l). 

ewe nl<~tJtl"n ed thai elll'iromne lllal impaC:l ,'wdles should be the intcgral pan or 
DPR and details are required to be gil'en e\'en though Ille cost of pn~icct IS bell)\\" 

R. .50 00 Crore. On thi ,. Dire.::tor (I&C.\D)' Plann ing Commission clarified Ihal 

I h~ C<1 e lor emirolullcilial cill')UlIlCc wi ll be processeJ lor pro.lecu eoMillg more 

(haA" 50 ~ only . Chainnan. Adyisory Commi ll.:e I1lcmion~d that thl! proj.;:ct 

has been recenlh· appl'oycd by th.: Planl1lng Cnll1l11i~~iol1 01\ 7.12.2000. ""\"-,li;'h. 
~ t.) c. ., 'ho ..- . -- >/ -ll 
wh.p ·., If Ihe necd 10r pLiUlllg Ille projecl agam en": r. \c ~.ftt.+. Chief cngineer 

-{;.'" ~ I ~~ ..,. I;J \" I. 
(Clanga). Irrigation DeplL I l~{l arifh:d tlKlt II{c.:lpprnl·all";t< glwn <It 9 96 pm:.:: 

kl-cl and the rr...~.:nt .:~(it11ak Ill' R,.61i.3..J ,'IW~ i ~ hascd 1m 12 99 pri" k,·.;:1. 

conto ....3. 
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.\ll~r ~ol11e di~":lI~"I(lI1~. Ihe r,,\'i~.:d "~rill1ate of ule project \Ias a..:..:t:pLed 

subJed to the ti)ilowing conditions 

I) En\'ironll1ental ..:I~arallce i~ to b~ obtained fi'om the \1 0 Ell'ironment and 

For~st. WI.' 
ii) Concurrence or State I·inanee Deptt. for th.: revised C,,!;1 ofRs.6t>:14 Cn)re. 

( \etion : \1 n tlwironmcnt & Fon:sts Slak GO\t.) 

2 . 	..\.:'-i.\.. 'DPCR BARR-\GE PROJECT ACROSS RH'ER BAITAR . I 

C\LUOR) - ORIS".\.. 

!:'stlillaled C. 0,'1: 	RsAR2.26 emre ../ 

2()OO'price !..:wI) ./ 

CC. : 60.000 Bu. / 

\JUllialln'igation: 56. no Ba. ./ 

nle 	project propo~1I1 was brieily ~;o.'PlaiJled b\' the C.E. (P. \0). 
q"...,!,/ Mo~t- ".,a., e....,~... '" 

Chaimlall . . \dvisol) COllUllitke.ahked' Lhe / r<,atllre~ or Lh~ project. Il.UIlIll;:fthc 

technical fi!aslbil iLy of d[I'ersion of water from the propo cd .\nalldplIl' Ba [Tag~ to 

Bidhyadharpur BlllTIlge already cotl~tnLeted und"'f Salandi Irrigation Project. The 

Chief Fngineer (PPF). Tn'i~aliol1 GepLt.. Bhubanc~\\ar. Orissa exaplaincd that 
~N"d~ 

ther~ [ a drop oj' ~ 11l.~ and as slIch then" is 110 prohlelll for linkage of' bafT<lgc 
~ 

llu'ougl1 cana I "ySlC'1Tl The detailed ~l1r\'t::Yt il1\'cstigatlOI1 arc in progress :md model 
. • f...., 

~tlIdies for mailllallling th.: dc~u'ed llOl\' iSfl!ing c,lrricd olll <IS ~lIggc'kd bY C\\'C~ 

comd . A .. 

http:RsAR2.26
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bel'of<~ wklng up the constnlellOll Director {E:--Il, ewe Im:ntioned that detaJled 
",11»11 

em'ironment,,1 i mpa~'t studies i>; roll 10 hc dOl1c and proposall.$ll b.: subm itted 10 

:--rOF,&F TIle Cham11<m. ,-\d\lsory Committee m~dt)'t':J that a tim.: limit ,) [' G 

months tj hI': gl\'en for ~ubll1 ission nf proposal to \ rOE&F and llhlaini ng the 
~"' . 	 tf.c,t; .

el1\'lfotlJ11ent<l1 dl':'lr'lIlc,:~ lf J':'lred b~ the Stale~ ne.:e~sar;. a'sl~tance would be 

pl'Ovided b~ E:-- l Dk C\\T I()!' linalising lh ~ E1I\ i rolUn~1lIaI1Tl1[l"':t ,tUlJi~s-tf­

r.:qlleskd b~ St~te UQ\L 1)1re.:tor (L.\f) Ul<l~ caH1pJ.Ot:-!l-t~or~I{} l\dp-lll') 

~I~ 

;-\.fter discussiolL the proje.:t lI'as accepted by the ConU11inee ~lIbJe"l h) 

ule folloll'iJlg eondJtlon~: 

- i) Com:l1rrenc~ o['Slule Finance lJepl1. tor Ole unaJised cost 01'01<: project 

ii ) 	 \!nnitoring or ground \\aler ifCY post Pl'lljcd condition uml to plilll li)r ~ 

':onjuncl i I'e ut i! i.al ion in consultat ion \I itll Stale ground water Board to 

g\lard against water Ingglllg in lh~ command Ufca, 

iIi ) CoJl ~L:lion of 11~'droh)gical data nb, ernlion al Ihe ban'ag~ ~it~ & rdiabt.: 

catchment rainfall da ta tor tinning up the yield at proJect SI te, 

i\') ColJection o j' short ternl rain fall data in catd un ent for adopting 

IIrdrometeorologiea l approach in design !lood stud ies, 

\'J Obt<lining C nCllrrCllee of 'tate .\gnclliturc Department fo r Cropping 

PattC1l1 and CH1P .:alcndar adopted in th~ prnject. 

\ i) 	 Hydrauli c raratJ1Ctcr~ of' the lin1-- challn.::l linking propos.::d . \nandpur 

Barrage (a.; l'o ' ~ river Bai t,lmnl) to ~"isting Burrage (acl'Os~ rile!' Solandi m 

flidyadhanpur) to he il nalised after detaikd ~\lrl'ey. inl'est igat ion and mode! 

stlldic~ so as to maintain lh~ d~~ir~d /1\11\ , 

contd .5 .. 



\'ii) I he r~qui red Clcological and Foundat ion i nvcst i gat ioll~ need to be camed 

out and de~iglls for cOllslnlctillll dOlle aCl:ording \0 the Il llalysi" and resu lt 

tlwre lrolll before starting execUlion ofthc project. 

viii) 	 At the time 01" detailed d~~igns poi nt~ like requ ired tests model <;tudics, 

reducing th" lOp of th" ~trudu rc lc\ 'd "hall be considc·r.:d bdorc 

consu'ul'liOIl, 

r~st results for the ~oll from foundation and COllstruction lllatcrial~ nil ) be 

gol \"et1ed fhml C S , ~!.RS . bdbre execution o r the pro ject. 

- '\) 	 Certificate from State Fore"t l)cpal1mcnl for non-i I1l"ol,",~ment of fores t 

land in the project to be fumishcd. 

EllI'ironmcl1 tul dearan.:e [i'0111 the ~ [ \) Em inllll1clll & Forest s, G01 within 

6 monOls. 

(Action: Stat.: Go\'!. \1 0 Em '. & Forest. E\ I Ole .. C\\'C) 

contd . .. 6.. 
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3. 	 HADL\. IRRIG.\TJO:'i PROJECT (~IEDInn - ORISSA 

Est imated Cost: Rs.61.-l8 erore ,/ 

CA.: 3948 Ha. ,/ 

.\nnunl 1n'igation: 5728 ITa ,/ 

...vIcr the brief introduction 0 Ule project by C.I' . (P.-\O). the project \\,IS 

taken up for discussion. Chamllan. .\.d\·isor\, Conunitt.:c ~ut thc intcr­

state isslhls. c.E. (~ll:,RO).. ewe explaincd Ihnl the proposcd catchmcnt and 

conunalld area lies in t flSs;l. state. Hom:ver. bClIlg a tribulor\, of \Iahanadi river 

it ill\oln;s int.:rslak issu ' . ...\1 pr.:~enL th~.:! is no agreement hd\\.:cn :-.radhya 

Pradcsh and recently tTelltcd Chhnttisgarh Statl!. Dirc.:tor (E:-'I). ewe m<!nliollcd 

that the prO\ Isions made for R&R .it! see1l1jt' to be on lower ~ Idc. On this. CE 

(~[ERO) c:qllain.:d that pJ'<)vi~i()n has been mad..: as per R&R outla) 19<;1-1 of 

Orissa State. Directot (P.\.C) fitrthcr explaincd that R~.J9 . 76 lakl1s is made fo r 

R&R \\'orks. In addition. Rs.58 lakl1s provision has been Jllud..: for land 
~~ ~/.,M.J,w.~I~ ...a- . \,>M 

a..:quisition & compensation lor propeltltlfM9Hhlrgcti. Present status of R&R ~ also 

explained by the Chid Engineer of th~ Project. In \iew of the good drop 

ayai labJc. it was suggested to e~lJlore possibilit~of Hydro Power generation. 

could ... 7.. 

http:R~.J9.76
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. \ficr discuss ion . the proj~cl was a~ccpted by the CO!lllllit1<!t! subJect 1<' 

the folloWI ng conditillll~. 

,/f' 	Project authorities hay" I obtain th" cI"arance Ii"om \1inistn of Tribal AJTai r<;. 

0011. 01" India for rehabilitat ion and resettlement plan ror the projcct alreeled 

people in project area. 
/" 

/ 2. 	 For",l clearance [rol11 \linistry of Ennronm<!!1t and Forest~. Go\·"mm.:nt (l[" 

India is to he obtained fur dil'ersion of210 l1a. of forest land. 

3. 	 :"lonitori llg of ground lIaler levels in tbe post- jlTigation stage ma\" be dOlle :lnd 

necessary ground waler utilisation plan may be prepared in consul 1,11 inn with 

the State Ground Willer Department at that lime if it d<!em, f~asibh:: to explore 

the possiblhtl of conjunC1,,"., use ofground and sUli"ace water. 

A. COnCUIT~I1CC of the State Finane..: lJ.:partm.:nt for the estimate uJ' R~.61.48 
.:rore i~ 10 b~ obtained. 

5. 	 Sin.:.: the projc.:t li lls lInd"l :\Iahalladi B~~ ill which is UII intllrst,lte basIII 

h~t\\ ~en Orissil und Chhatisgarh. the GU\' !. of Orissa may inlon11 Gm1. 01" 

Clthatti~garh hefore taki ng lip the con~tru'::lion ofth.:: pmj.::c1. 

6 . 	 rhe State ('01 <!mment should cunl111lle collection 01' hvdrologt..:a[ and ll\'dro ­

met~orologica l data 1 finn up the h\'drological panuneters at the d<1{<I11cd 

design und operation stage" 

7. 	 Sp<1ettk plan Ollt . hould be made III fiwo llr of the project during clImml y~J 

Five . "ear Plan. 

8. 	 Fea~ i bi Ji ty for exploration of Hydro Paller Generation. 
",

9, 	 Cleanlilee Irom El1l'ironmcll!al angk Jroll1 \L 0 bll' irollmenl & I-orest. \\lll~6 

1l111nths. 

( etion: liIle Gmt. ~L [) t ll\"irmlll.:nl & For.:,t) 

cnntd .. 8 .. 

http:R~.61.48
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-t. R \FIABAO mG" LIFT lRIUGATlO.\ SCHK\lE (J&K) 

Estimated Co t : Rs.35 .60 Cmre v 

3200 price b od) ./ 

CC.-I.: 29~2 Ha. ,/ 

Allllualirrigalion: 2932 Ha. / 

. \fter the initial introdu.:tioll or the project by the CE (PAO). the project 

1\ as lak'::n LIp l'll- di~CLlssioll . Chainnun . . \dYisor~ Commill~ . sked (he audilillU<ll 

benetit in tenllS of lbddm against 2000 acres of orchard land. C ,,. Irngation 

Dcptt.. kashmir expl'lined that 64 l\liJlioll TOil h-fz~itwill be produced and value 

or produ.:.;:s II ill b~ Rs.ll;20 emre. Clliurmall. . \d,·isory C ommitlc.;: ti.llihcr 

pointed out that a.~ per 1.ltest Guideline, oj' Planning Commission If no interstate , 
ISSU<: ' ar TIl\"{llycd th.: State GO\l. ean thems.::!ves clear the project. CI-.. 

I 
Irrigation Depll. slated that due to Induf, lYat~r Tr~at~ , it inyohes the inkrnational 

j S~ L11! und clearance II'hich \l'er{l~ought .:arlier in ) 91:14 while .:onsidering the 
A 

project ti'lllll International angle . 

.-\.fte.. disclIssions. the Conunittee accepted the project slIbj ect;(hl 
i) Concurrence of tate Finance Department for Rs.35 .60 Crore. 

ii) Clearance from State CDO in r 0 Design asp.:cts. 

(.'-\.Clion : State Oo\'t.) 

.:ontd . .. 9 . 
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5, It \JA. TIIA.1\I ",HER 'F,CTOR RE~IRl"('TLRII\G PROJECI 

(R...I"JASTHA.r\) 

Estimated Cost: Rs.745 .59 Cror~ / 

CCA: 619195 Ha. -->---------------­ J ' 

~ (Rehabilitation of system co\'en~g CC. 

TIle proJ':C! proposal was explained Il\' CE (IJ\.0). rhen~atler. the 

project 1I'a..~ taken up Jor discu sions. The Chief Engineer. lITigation D.::ptt., 00\1. 

of Rajasthan 00s l:xplaine:d the main features of the: project. He stated that 

Raja ·than GovenUllent wi.• 1l the assistance of the ,\ orld Batik propose to CarT) -out 

rehabilitation of ~ 1>.lajor. 37 medium 3Jld 46 minor ~chel1les of existing projects 

and overall \\ ater :ector rc lbnn ,,:o\'ering Cc. \ olf 6.19.195 Ha. for which detai led 

udics 011 V(lnOtt. a~pects related to canal systenl. environment. agronomy. s cio· 

economic conditions etc. lI'ere came:d out. ,\ grant from Japanl:se Go\'t.· PHRD 

Grant and ADP fil!\ds \\ ere: made U\'ailabk t the State GO\'\ for taking up th..: 

studie:s. Dire:ctor. Planning COlllmission asked \\he:ther the proje:cl has been 
d"""".f, <..C 

cleared from State Fi llaIlce Deptt. jj)n this CEo lITigation Deptt , RajasthaIl ~ 

thaI the ca~e has been taken up "ith thct~Goyt,. for expedltiJlg the same. 

Dir.:ctor. PlatlJlJllg Conunission tin1her mentioned that integrated and co· 
v""' ....•ordinaled approach is r ...quircd as it inyol\'e~)J.0SA aspects. . 

~e.1o>+- r-. 4fv-' .......<.. 
CE (PPO). C\\'C ~~plained that thc,zprop,)sal ha5 bi!i!1l i!:-:amineu"as per guidd in ...~ . 

He fi.Hth~r slaled that ther!;! is no e~'tr<l utilisation of I\'ati!r. no r..:slrLlI:tllring of Ill.: 
().M..I. ..., AI ~ 

projecl. 110 ctl\'ironmelltal clearance is necessary as per suggestions 0[' ~L 0
L 

Enyironml.'nl & Forest. 

contd .. «),. 

http:Rs.745.59
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\.fter dis~llS,iol1s. the Commillee a.:c<'pLed the project subject to 

fnllo\\"ing condItions: 

i) 	 Planning Ground \\ att!1" t..\1ractiol1 for irrigalion and drinking wat<'r 

purposes should b~ Jomu tl atecl in consultation with 'cntral Ground \\ ater 

Board 

ii) State Gowmmenl should prepuu plans lor drinking \~ater ailocalloLl [or the 

<'l1tir¢ stal~ und('r normal and drought \·cars. 

ii i) State should submit quarterly progress report and .-\Jlllual . \ elion Plans for 

the project implementatlollto ('we for Illontloring. 

iy) Dam break studies a.nd disaster nlllioation plans should be prepared unda 

the Em·Ir0lUlh!mal Studic~ . 

v) 	 (fOyenll11ent of Rajasthan should ensure timely fund alloc;)tion to all the 

components under the project 10 ensure full and limcl~ utilisation of TD. \ 

Cr.:dil. 

vi) Possiblhl\ of charglllg water rates Irom non-agricll lUJralllses Ill.l\· also be 

explored. 

\'ii) Works pl!rtaining tu iLlcrease in h.::ight of all) dam has to he ~ublllined (0 

\\.'C fo r c1eanUlc~ b<lfore laking up its execution. 

\·Iii) .-\.llY additional utilisation of water l1la\ he taken up onl\ in ~n~1I1latioll 
\\ ith CWe. BB\JB and \ [R - Raiaslhrul lnter. tate Cllntrol Bllard. 

( 	 , 

( 
C_-\ction: State GO\1. ('WC) 

C0IUd . . . 11. 
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6..JEWAR - TAPP.\L DIB...\..."\I..:ME:-.iT SCIIK\ill ( l.P.) 

Estimated Co,t: RS.27. 15 Crore /" 

B~lIe1 i tt~d Area 7619.65 Ha. / 

The project proposal \\,<L~ bridl \' explaincd I)\' th Chief Engiecr (P. \0). 

T his is the Flood Protecti on Sch~me for construct ion of Jell'ar Tappal :,,\arginal 

BUild 011 left bank of River Yamun~ in di~tJi"ts .c ligarh and GUlItam13udha ~agar 

in CPoTh.: Sch":ll1c has been recommcndcd b. G.F.C.C. of\IO\\'R. 

. -\l1er briddi scll~RioJl th..: COtJ11l1.itt e~ cleared lh ~ proj~ct 

(Act ion: Planning Commission). 

7. TRI :\IrH.\~1 KL'RSEU. K'm'\..'1K.\LE~T SCI-IDLE (BIH.\R) 

E~ (il1lated Cost: Rs. 19. -J. Crorc J 
B<:ndil1<:u .-\rea: 6636 lIa. J 

The project proposal was brieny e:\:plailled b! ' th~ C.E. (PA.o). The 

scheme (:Il\'isaged COll<;truclioll o f 30 .89 ".Ill long embankmelll ti'OlIl Tri :,, [uhani 

to \ 'illage \Iah~spll r in Blhpul' Hlock of Distt . Bhagalpur Jor prOl~Ctlon of b636 

Hit. ofland. The scheme has becn rcc0l1lluell,ded b~ G.F.C.C. or.. [O\\'R. 

.-\Her hriefdisCliSIOI1- Lh~ onU11ittt'c Hcceph:J lh~ proj ecl proposal 

(.\':l ion: Plann mg Commission) 



Arutexure - I 

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS 

:MEMBERS OF COMMITTEE: 
S/Shri 
l. 	 Z.Hasan, Secretary, :Ministry of Water Resources, New Defui In the Chair 
2. 	 Dr. B.K .MittaL, Chairman, CWC, New Delhi. Member 
3. 	 Dr. S.P.Sinha Ray, Member, CGWB(Representing Chainnan, CGWB) Member 
4. 	 Maheshchander Jt. Advisor, [Representing Adviser -WR], Planning Member 

commission, New Delhi 
5. 	 Jatinder Kumar, DS(B&T), MOWR [Representing Financial Adviser] Member 

MOWR 
6. 	 R.K Grover, Director, CEA(RepresenJing Chairman, CEA) Member 

7 	 S.K. Chaudhuri, Chief Engineer, PAO, CWC Member Secretary 

7. 	 Special Invitees: 

Central Water Commission 
1. 	 Suresh Chandra, Member WP&P, CWC, New Delhi. 
2. 	 S.K. Das, Mernber(RM), CWC, New Delhi. 
3. 	 R.N.P Singh, Chief Engineer, (IMO), CWC, New Delhi. 
4. 	 A.B.Pa~ Chief Engineer (PMO), CWC 
5. 	 R.K.Sharma, Chief Engineer,(M&ERO), CWC, Bhubneshwer. 
6. 	 Indl'a Raj, Chief Engineer, (PPO), CWC ,New Delhi. 
7. 	 R.S.Goe~ Director (EM), CWC, New Delhi. 
8. 	 S.K.BaneIjee, Director (P A-S), CWC. 
9. 	 Pradeep KUItlM, Director (P A-North), CWC. 
10. Y.K. Handa, Supertinding Engineer, (Coordn.), Indus Basin, Chandigarh. 
11. W.M.Tembhurney, Director (P A-C), CWC. 
12. T .P.Singh, Director (BCD), CWC, New Dellii. 
13..Ram Saran, Deputy Director (PA-North), CWC. 
14. R.N.Ray, Deputy Director (P A-North), CWC. 
15. T.D.Sharma, Deputy Director (P A-S), CWC. 
16. S.P Garg, Deputy Director, PP©, CWC, New Delhi. 
17. Rakesh Kashyap, Deputy orrectOr, M&A Dte., CWC, Janipur, Jammu. 

GFCC, Palna 

I.S.K. Sinha, Member (P), GFCC, Palna. 
Planning Commission 
1. 	 K.K. Narang, Director, WR, Planning Commission, New Delhi. 

Ministry of Water Resources 
l. 	 A.Shekhar, Commissioner (Projects). 
2. 	 A.D Bhardwaj, Sr. Joint Commissioner (Projects). 
3. 	 M.S. Gupta,Sr. Joint Commissioner, (BM) 
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State Government Officers: 

Jammu & Kashmir 

1. 	 M.Y. Hakim, Chief Engineer. Irrigation and Flood Control Depn.Kashmir. 
2. 	 S.M. Usman , Executive Engineer,Irrigation Divirsion Soporl Kashmir. 

--=-
Orissa 

1. 	 B.B.Singh Saman, Chief Engineer, (PPF) Secha Sadan Bhubaneshar. 

1. 	 G.S Chaudhary, Chief Engineer, Irrigation Deptt. , Govt. of Rajasthan, Jaipur. 
2. 	 N.S. Satsangi, Superintending Engineer, Irrigation Depn., Govt. ofRajasthan, Jaipur. 

UtIm Pradeslr 

1. 	 RK.Dewan, Chief Engineer (Ganga), Irrigation Department, Govt. of u.P., Victoria Park, 
Meerut, u.P. 

2. 	 Radhay Mohan, Superintending Engineer, Irrigation Department, Govt. of u.P., Meerut. 
3. 	 B.G. Venna, Executive Engineer, Drainage Division, Meerut. 
4. 	 A.P Aggarwal, Executive Engineer, Irrigation Construction Division, Meerut 
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No 16/27/2001-PA (Nli 

Government of India 


Central Water Commission 

Project Appraisal (North) Directorate 


407, Sewa Bhawan, 
R. K. 	Puram, 

New 	Delhi-I 10 066, 
Fax-6103561 

Date: August 2001. 

Sub: 	 77'1> meeting of the Advisory Committee for consideration of techno­
economic viabIHty of Irrigation, Flood Control and Multl.purpole 
Project proposals held Oil 3.8.2001 

Summary record of discussions of the above meeting held at New 

Delhi 	on 3rd August 200 I is enclosed for information and necessary action 

please, 

Encl.: As above, 

(R. C, 	Jhal 
Chief Engineer (PAO) & 

Member Secretary ­
Advisory Committee 

MEMBERS OF THE C014M1TTEE: 
1. Chairman, CWC, Sew a Bhawan, R, K, Puram, New Delhi, 

I - ~ Secretary (Expenditure), Ministry of Finance, North Block, New Delhi, 
-J - ')...x Secretary, Department of Power, S, S , Bhawan, New Delhi. 
3 	- .....r- Secretary, Ministry of Environment & Forests, Paryavaran Bhawan, CGO 

Complex, New Delhi, 

'1 

)0 ---S, Secretary, Ministry of Tribal Affairs, R, No, 603, A-Wing, Shastri Bhawan, New 
Delhi. 

.:;- ... ~ 
, - .-1, 

Secretary, Department of Agriculture & Cooperation, Krishi Bhawan, New Delhi , 
Director General, ICAR, Krishi Bhawan, New Delhi, 

-) - 8 , 
~"'9 , 

Chairman, CEA, Sewa Bhawan, R. K, Puram, New Delhi, 
Chairman, Central Ground Water Board, Jam Nagar House, Man Singh Road, 

~ •~v(o , 
New Delhi-IIOOII, 
Adviser (W,R,), Planning Commission, Yojana Bhawan, New Delhi, 

- .. ""11, Adviser (Power), Planning Commission, Yojana Bhawan, New Delhi. 

'II - .. 0 2, Financial Adviser, Ministry of Water Resources, S, S, Bhawan, New Delhi, 




Special Invitee.: 
1. Member (WP&P), CWC, New Delhi. 

2 Member (D&R), CWC, New Delhi. 

3. Member (RM), ewe, New Delhi. 

1/ ~. Chairman, OFee, Sinchai Bhawan, Patna - 800015, Bihar. 
11 -':.6 . Commissioner (Projects), Ministry of Water Resources, New Delhi. 
1;1 . 6 . Commissioner (Indus), Ministry of Water Resources, CGO Complex, Block-II, 8th 

floor, Lodhi Road, New Delhi. 
II -77 . Commissioner (ER), Ministry of Water Resources, eGO Complex, Block- II, 8th 

floor, Lodhi Road, New Delhi. 
I'> -=/8. Chief Engineer (Indus Basin)/Director (Mon. & Appraisal), ewe, ehandigarh. 

9. Chief Engineer (EMO), ewc, New Delhi. 
10. Chief Engineer (PM 0), ewc, New Delhi. 
11. Chief Engiueer (PPO), ewe, New Delhi. 
12. Chief Engineer (FMO), CWC, New Delhi. 

Il? -7t3. Chief Enginee r, Irrigation & Flood Control, Govt. of J&K, Jammu. 
f 7 l4 .Chief Engineer, PP Cell, Water Resources Department, Govt. of Bihar, Anisabad, 

Patna. 

,8 ":715.Chief Engineer, Ranjit Sagar Dam Project, Shahpurkandi Township, Punjab. 

I"} ~6.Chief Engineer, Irrigation Deptt ., Govt. of Rajasthan, k ·p'''' . c.,.., r, 

1() 7 17. Chief Engineer (Sone), Irrigation Dept., Govt. of U. P., Varanasi,(U. P.). 

2-1 ,7 l8.Director, Mon. & Appraisal, CWe,Jammu. f-.. 

19. Director, Project Appraisal (North), ewe, New Delhi. 
20. Director, PP (C), ewe, New Delhi. 

C OPY for information to: 
""I J ~.-'1 . Secretary, Irrigation Department, Government of Bihar, Sinchai Bhawan, Patna­

800 015. 
"} .... -""/2 . Secretary, Irrigation Department, Govt. of J&K, Jammu-180 00 1. 
-III - .,i3 . Secretary, Irrigation Department, Gov1:. of Rajasthan, Jaipur 
l .'>-7'" 4. Secretary, Irrigation Department, Government of Uttar Pradesh, Lucknow-226 

001 (U .P.). 

'l+ -75. Secretary, Irrigation Department, Government of Punjab, Chandigarh . 

2-) -7- 6 . PPS to Secretary, Ministry of Water Resources, New Delhi. 




SUMMARY RECORD OF DISCUSSIONS OF THE 7 7m MEETING OF 

THE ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR CONSIDERATION OF TECHNO­


ECONOMIC VIABILITY OF IRRIGATION, FLOOD CONTROL AND 

MULTIPURPOSE PROJECT PROPOSALS HELD ON 3 .8.2001 


The 77fJJ. meeting of the Advisory Committee for consideration of 

techno-economic viability of Irrigation, Flood Control and Multipurpose Project~ 

proposals was held on 3.8.2001 at 15.00 Hours in the Committee Room of 

Central Water Commission, Sewa Bhawan, R. K. Puram, New Delhi under the 

Chairmanship of Shri B.N.Navalawala, Secretary, Ministry of Water Resources. 

A list of participants is enclosed at Annexure-I. 

To start with, the Chairman welcomed the Members of the Committee' 

and officers present and intimated that there are 8 Projects (5 Irrigation, 1 

Multipurpose and 2 Flood Control Projects) for which techno-economic viability 

are to be considered . He further mentioned that a proposal for Revised 

Procedure for su bmission of Detailed Project Report has also been submitted, 

which may be considered first. Thereafter, he requested the Chaimlan, CWC to 

present the proposal of Revised procedure for su bmission of Detailed Project 

Report before taking up project proposals for discussions . The discussions held 

and decision taken by _the Committee are summarised below: 

1. Revised Procedure for Submf..ion of Detailed Prgject Report. 

Briefly describing the present procedure of appraisal of the project, the 

Chairman, CWC intimated that due to several reasons, often the projects are 

conditionally cleared by the Advisory Committee, but compliance of those 

conditions take a lot of time and at times require additional cost provisions 

resulting in the revision in the cost of the projects even before they are started . 

In view of this difficulty following two-stage clearance process has now been 

contemplated. 

The concerned State Government, in the initial stage will submit such 

details e.g., hydrology, ir'I'igation planning etc. (as prescribed m the revised 

procedure), whicll are required to establish the soundness of the project 

proposal. After receipt of the project, CWC will examine and if found 

acceptable, shall ;<llimate in principle consent for preparation of Detailed 

Project Report (the revised procedure may please be consulted). 



Detailed Project Report alongwith clearance from MOEF, MOTA and 

concurrence of State Finance Desk will be examined in detail by the different 

specialized Directorates of CWC/Ministries/other Central Government agencies, 

etc. After incorporating observations/ suggestions, the project proposal shall be 

put up to the Advisory Committee of MOWR. After appraisal, the project will be 

cleared. This will be, by and large, like a single window clearance of the project 

for the State ClOvernment. 

v' Secretary, MOWR, stressed the need for revision of appraisal 

procedure as the present practice is facing problem of repeated approval and 

revision due to delays in clearance/compliance. He further explained the 

reasons and efforts made by the Government for early clearance of the project 

and while informing the gathering that in 1986, under the Chairmanship of 

Cabinet Secretary, a Committee of Secretaries had recommended Single 

Window Clearance, he expressed that the revised procedure may work in this 

direction. The present system will be effective from July 2002. Response from 

the State Government Officials was very encouragin\> on the revised procedure 

of appraisal and they expressed their consenl. Thus the proposed revised 

procedure for submission of detailed project report was unanimously accepted. 

(Action: e WC / MOWR) 

o 2. Modernisation of New Pratap Canal tNew-Medium) - J &K . 

, Estimated Cost: Rs.21.68 Crore (Year 1997 Price Level + 30ot. 
Escalation/ 


GCA: 9028 hectare 

Annual Irrlge&tion: 12042 hectare 


Chief Engineer (PAO) briefly explained the project proposals. The 

project was discussed in detail and looking into the age old performance of the 

project, the Advisory Ccmmittee accepted the project subject to the following 

conditions: 

i) Concun'ence of State Finance Desk shall be obtained; and 

ii) Water rates shall be reviewed to fill the gap between the rate for surface 

water and that for ground water. 

(Action: State Govt.) 

2 
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3. 	 Ravi Project Unit-I IRanlit Sagar {Thelnl Dam with 
Shahpurkandl Dam Project - Upper Bari Doab canal Hydel Project 
Stage-Ill (Revised Estlmatel - (New - Multipurpose) - Punjab 

Estimated Con: R$. S065J..48 Crore (June 2000 Price level) 

CCA: 348000 Ha. 

Power: 645 MW'& 168 MW. 


Chid Engineer (PAO), CWC, brieOy explained the project proposal. 

Looking into the benefits and increase in productivity, the project was accepted 

by the Advisory Committee with a condition that Punjab will use the water to 

the extent of its share i.e. 4.22 MAF till the finalization of report by Rabi Beas 

Tribunal and the conditions noted below: 

Ralliit Salar Dam Profect 

(i) 	 Pending Inter-state issue shall be resolved. 

(ii) 	 Release pattern should be submitted to CWC. 

(iii) 	 Timely su bmissions of environmental safeguard monitoring report 

shall be ensured. 

(iv) 	 ConculTence of State Finance Department shall be obtained. 

(v) 	 As per TAC note of 1986, J&K is to bear 10% of cost of Ranjit Sagar 

Dam chargeable to irrigation sector, which at that time was taken as 

11.4% of cost of Ranjit Sagar Dam. Su bsequently, the cost allocation 

to irrigation sector was reviewed and enhanced to 20.9% on specific 

request of Govt of Punjab on the condition that cost chargeable to J&K 

towards irrigation will be kept as 10% of 11.4% of the cost of Ranjit 

Sagar Dam. The state Govt of Punjab will have to ensure that 

additional cost chargeable to irrigation sector will be fully borne by 

them . 

Shahpurkandl Dam Project 

(i) Government of Punjab has to honour the views of BBMB for co-basin 

states . 

I 

(ii) 

(iii) 

Sharing of Power by Government of Haryana and by Government of 

Rajasthan will be governed by Supreme Court's decision and will be 

binding on Punjab Government. 

The 's tate govt of Punjab will have to ensure that the release pattern of 

Shahpurkandi project is such that irrigation as well as other 

3 



requirements of modernisation project of UBDC, Ravi CflIlal &Kashmir 

canal 	of cl&K and other unidentified projects of Punjab and other 

states are fully met with. 

(iv) 	 Concurrence of State Finance Department shall be obtained. 

(v) 	 Comments on design aspects of CWC should be kept into 

consideration at the time of Design! execution of projec t. 

(Action: State Government) 

(:'" 	 4. Lining of Channel (New-Medium) - ERM . !>uHfab 

Estimated Cost: 	 Rs.49.0.2 Crore 
(September 1999 Price Level) 


CCA: 9800 hsctare 

Annual Irrigadan: 8330 hectare 


After the brief introduction of the projec t by the Chief Engineer (PAO) , 

the project was taken up for discussion. The representative of Indian Council of 

Agricultural Research (ICAR) raised doubt on the production of crops in pre­

project and post-project conditions. The State officials briefly clarified that the 

yield presented in the project is approved by the State Agriculture Department.
Representative of ICAR also mentJoned about the loss due to free electricity and 

water to the farmers. Secretary (WR), clarified that the matter relates to pclicy 

of the State Government, as such need not be discussed . The representatives of 
the Planning Commission raised doubt about the benefits to the farmers of the 

tail end. The Secretary, Irrigation, Government of Punjab, infonned that the 

Barabandi is presently being practiced in the Punjab, whic h is a very useful 

scheme and water will certainly be available to the tail enders. Chief Engineer 

(PAO) also infonned that the scheme of saving water is located at the tail end 

and hence that will certainly benefit the tail enders . 

/ The project was the a=epted by the Committee subject to the following 

conditions; 

(i) 	 Concurrence for State Finance Desk shall be obtained; 

(ii) 	 Conjunctive use of surface and ground water shall be ensured; 

(iii) 	 Before implementing the project, State Government will carry out the 

evaluation study to verify upto what extent objectives would be 

achieved. 

(Action: State Govt.) 
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5 . Increasing Capacity of Bhu paU Pump Canal (New.M!for) - U.P. 

&timated CI»t: Rs.6 0 .5 3 Crore C ~O()O P"o .u.~J) 
CCA: 22475 hectare 
Annual Irrlgatl.on: 346 0 5 hectare 

Brief introduction of the proj"'ct was given by the CE (PAO) . As for 

runnmg pump canal considerable amount of electrical power is required, 

availability of power was discussed in the backward areas of Uttar Pradesh. 

Water User Association\role in handling the project was also discussed by the 

members. Chief Engineer - U.P. Irrigation informed that though the running of 

canal can be handled by the Water User Association' but maintenance of the 

./ 	system cannot be attended by the j),Water-User--Assodation '. Looking into H",­

expenditure on electric ity by Pump Canal System, Secretary (Water Resources) 

asked the State officials to further explore cheaper alternativ(,{and put up the 

project with such alternatives for clearance. The Advisory Committee deferred 

the project till compliance. 

(Action: State Government) 

( 0 6. 	 Pun -pun Barrage Scheme (New-Ma,!orj - Bihar 

Enimated Cost: 	 Rs.I02.26 Crore (SOR. 2000-.nrlce kvel) 
CCA: 	 13680 hectare 
Annual Irrlgatl.on: 	 13898 hectare 

The project proposal was explained by CE (PAO). During discussions 

representatives of the Planning Commission raised their doubts about initial 26 

km reach of the canal without any irrigation benefits. After explanations given 

by the State Official and detailed discussions, considering geographic 

conditions and non-availability of water for inigation in fertile land, the 

Committee accepted the project subject to the following conditions: 

il 	 Clearance of environment from the Ministry of Environment and Forest 

shall be obtained'I ~ii) Concurrence of State Finance Department for the finalized cost of the 

project shall be obtained; 

iii) Monitoring of ground water in post project condition shall be attended 

and conjunctive utilization of water shall be planned in consultation with 
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State Ground Water Board to guard against water-logging In the 

command area; 

iv) Hydrological data observation at the barrage site and collection of reliable 

catchment rainfall data for firming up the Hydrology at detailed design 

stage shall be carried out; 

v) Certificate from State Forest Department for non-involvement of 

forestland in the project shall be furnished; and 

vi) At the time of detailed designs, requisite tests and model studies of the 

project shall be carried ou t before construction. 

(Action : State Government/CWC) 

~\. :'J 	 7. Sidhmukh Irrigation Prolect (Revised M!yor) - Rajasthan 

Enimated Cost: Rs.220.86 CraTe (January 2000 Price Level) 
CCA: 761 9 .6 5 hectare 
Annual I rrigation: 43214 hectare 

The project proposal was briefly explained by the Chief Engineer 

(PAO) . During the course of discussion, Chief Engineer - Rajasthan Government 

explained that the project is partly being funded by European Union and they 

have permitted to complete the project upto December 2001 and work in 

respect of remainder 20,000 hectare of CCA is being funded by NABARD . When 
""-asKed by the Secretary (Water Resources) regarding status of completion of 

work in different States in which this project is under implementation the 

concerned Chief Engineer informed that in Punjab 1% work is pending and in 
Haryana only lining portion is to be completed. The project was acceptea by the 

Advisory Committee subject to the following conditions: 

(i) 	 Concurrence of the State Finance Department for the estimated cost of 

the project i.e . Rs. 220 ,86 Crore shall be obtained and furnished; 

(ii) 	 Restoration work of Bhakra Main Line to the original capacity of 

12500 cusecs (354 cumecs) shall be completed and concurrence of 

Bhakra Beas Management Board shall be obtained; 

(iii) 	 Close network of piezeometers (tube-wells) shall be established in the 

command area for monitoring the ground water level to assess the 

effects of proposed irrigation on ground water regime in space and 

time; and 

(iv) 	 Environmental clearance from Ministry of Environment and Forest 

shall be obtained. 

(Action: state Government ) 

6 

http:Rs.220.86


B. 	Eldension of GomUnaglU' Protection Bundha upto 4.B IuD downstream of 
Northern Railwav Line (New MlUor) - U.P. 

Estimated Cost: Rs. 99649 Cra,.." 

After brief introduction of the project by the CE (PAO), dUling the 

discussion, the representative of ICAR raised the issue of the drainage of 

stagnating water behind the bund. He also mentioned that in such schemes in 

absence of adequate provision of drainage, water remains standing behind 

bund for a long period. Chief Engineer, Uttar Pradesh explained that water 

accumulated behind bund is to be drained through pumps, for which a 

separate scheme has been contemplated . This scheme has already been 

approved by the Ganga Flood Control Commission (GFCC) , Patna. Looking into 

the matter and explanation, the committee accepted the project with a 

condition that the State Government will make alTangement to immediately 

remove the standing water behind the bund or will make alternate permanent 

I 	 ,.scheme 

(Action: GFCe / State Govemment) 

"'\ 
9 . 	Protection to the R.h:ht Bank of River Gaoca/Padma from downstream7 	 of Jl'arakka Barrage to Jalangi, Distriet Munhidabad (New Major) ­

West Bengal . 

Estimated Cost: Rs. 29.4072 Crare 

After brief introduction of the project by the CE (PAO), the project was 

taken up for discussion. During the oourse of discussion, in a reply to question 

raised by the Chairman, CWC, Shri Vibhash Kumar, Director, Ganga Flood 

Control Commission (GFCC) , explained that several Committees such as 

Keshkar Committee and Murthy Committee had already declared this area 

under very critical eros ion. Being a very important scheme, it has already been 

cleared by GFCC. Chief Engineer (PAO) also explained that the other bank of 

the river Ganga lies in Bangladesh. Hence, the protection from erosion of right 

bank of the Ganga is important from geographical as well as international 

angle. The Advisory Committee accepted the project with the condition that 

apart from structural measure green belt will also be developed in this area. 

(Action: GFCC/ State Govemmentl 

The meeting ended with a vote of thanks to the Chalr. 
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SU,\Jl\IARY H1CCO!<D OF DI SCUSSIONS 01" 1'111': 7f1 111 (l.mKff NG OF THE ADVlSORY 
cnI\LVIlTTKI'~ )iOR CONSmJl:RATION (W TI':C IINO- I~(,ONOl\nC VIABI LITY OF 
IH I{I (:AT IO, '. FLOO D ('(IN'I'IWI. ,\1'(1) 1\111 1.'1'11' , IRP()S ' ~ l'TH ).JI':C' 1' 1' 1« W{)SJ\l,S [l1'; J., 1) 
o. ' 2.J -09-20ll1 , 

'Ill" 78'10 nl':c linf', of Ill" ;ld vir,Ol'Y Coltlmille f or co nside ration of tcclmo-econorruc v inlli lity of 

In ignli Ill , Flooci con1rol and J\ l uJ li plirposc projt!cl I1J'Opo~,ti , W;J' he ld on 24-09-20111 :1t 15,nO 11 () ur~ in 
th~ C'()!mniltec R,(1C"n of Cel\l r;1 W~lcr COIMli"i"n, S ew~ IJh~IV;1 l\ , R.K. Purrun. New DeU,i unckr Ihe 
<..haiJ'!lWllShip of ,)iu'i D.N. N"v~I,I\I'i1IH . S Ccr~ l;! ry, Millislry Cl[\',;ater res ourc~ fo r i:lXil til lnil lion lclear,IIlGc 
01 Ihe U P. \\':!ler 'cdor RcsJlUtiuring Proj <:d « (JPW~RP). A lis t of p<u1icipanls is enclosed al 
, Inll ';;lIl'C- I 

The C h1li rlll nn \vc lconH.' r! fhe rvic lll hlJl'!i of the Conllnittcc, their rcprcscntnli vc :'i nnd olhcr officers 
pre';~!l 1. l11" Chai llllilil also \ydCOlllCti Sil ri D .l'. ~ iTl p il. J' rulcipal Secret;l!')" Sliri i\~I\()k KlIlll~r, 

S Cc rcl"I'~ ' (IniZ"lion), Sliri N .C. lq~hc~hwn r i , F&C and othor oHiccrs from Go\'elJ1 l11cnt of IAt,,], Pr~ cl csh 
aut! reques ted Shl-j D .P. Singh to p l'c~eI1 1 r lt ~ projec i proposal. 

n eftile i) ll mrln illg Ihe [liujeci pfopo.s;tl Shri D.P. Singh, P lincipilj 2l ccrc la rv, GOWI11 111cnt o[ 
( Ili aI' I'ra,bh in fhJl ncd Ihe COlI\l1lill~C Ihal alter creation of Ul1ilr:mch;J l, ath"r Ih"l1 Ghaglll'a, H.ap l; and 
S"rYll Dar,.agc, al l Wiil lr l ~ c~ ()urrc Sln lclurc' alc now \ocal crl ill UIi, rancha! and present Stale of U.T' . is 
more 01' Ic~ s a dcpel\d ~ n t on Thl'l'l1 li1 1Power e"ccpl JCJr <I [ew Hydel Projects like Rihancl anel Obra. He 
flulher added thai though TITig <llion Potcn ti'li of 77. -1 L~c h(·,; tare ililS already he<:n crcalcll through 
'-'~nn ls and 1.·+ L~<.; hCd:lre is u!l(kr clnlion i ll 0arVl l Na lwf Pariyojna, th~\~ is ;l gar between polent ial 
dcvdopmenl ,1110 " 11InJ nl il izillion. Furth er, not much i'nprovcJl\cnt Itas so f~r been m"de in tilck!ing the 
problel\l of 1V:l!cr .. l o f!,g i li gi ci rail\a g~ cO il l!e~l i o l\. \Theil the ri ver GaJlf}l is in high slagc of di scharge, Ihe 
Ir; I1 I1I;II'i,,;; (I f' lil is riv I' fl rnv iu)! tlmll1 2h caslell! T rr Hnd Hih:II' gel backed-np and the area suffers from 
!lood and SUbSl'CjllClI l l:;' a la rge p,l l'l 1I[ 1.11" arc; \ suGers [;-0111 wiltcr-Jo gingirira inag<.: congestion. Thus, 
Ihere i., a !lc<.:ri 01 moclel11 ;1j1 proach I" dfcclive ly lacklc thc prob lel11. 

"' he Present rc~~(rtLc( uri ng Projcc i :lilH S at ­
(1 ) lllcrca , ing Ibe \·v atn avnil n!' i\il)' . 
(2) Su\I .limuilj l.\· ofIn igalio(1 ~nd 
(3) lmpro\'in £ Ihe living "Ialllbrd of 1110St backwnrd easlClll rii slriels of TJ.I'. 

I I.: hr icll y c1i %u<;5Cd th e b ; l d;wardn~.s~ or iRei! , hig.h .popul :l tion rieTlSily nnd requil'en1CnJ' of 
oplim i2;'li rm of r.o.,OIIl·C", [or uplifhll ClIt of Ille ,1:,,1<1:11'(1 " f pCOI,Ic Jivillg in thesc bacl<warrl disl)'icls of 
U.f'. 

lh~ [u ril ler slaled th ai 10 mocic'rn il,c. op tilllize and irnprove the exis ting system, in lllC UPWSRP 
\ ·luli i-dimcnsion:ll in 'li hllilHl:II re[onns in p lonllillg and management have b"en duly stressc(1ill il cl cl ition 
to Ihe ph~' s i eal rch alJ ili l<llioll wor);;; [or oV<lrall (lCve!ojllllel1 ts illdudil1g develop men I of sfll il ll lTydro 011 
Call ais, Wet Lanrl 7l,1:lIlilgemcnl. Rain \V;lter I-Jarvcs(llr etc.. 

Ik in[(\nncd thai the S tal e Wal'f Board (SWn wal crc:ilc.d ill 19% anti Ihe Stale \V al~f 

R"~"'l\'~ 'i i\:;~nc, ' (S Wl~ i\) and St il !.: W ilk .. He,,'lII'cc, J) illn & , \nal)~ i ~ , ' enlro (S WHDAC) have now 
beell cl't;;]leil . 111e ~ I" ) water Rcs()lIl\:e~ I\gellcy i- il ll1 ul l i di s~ ipli ll<lry org; llI i,a lio n and ol'fiCCI'S [wm 
var ious d" cipl ines li ke Waler Res()urc"<, Agri"ul l ur~, Ec()t1l1l11 ics, Social Science cl C. sh:.1J be drnwn 011 
J ep1llaliOll 11'()l\\ Vii i iOllS S iale. Cenlrill , 3~ncies . There wi ll Hot he any pcrm :lllcllt s r ~ff. Tll is Agellcy 
,-'.fil! he re~pon~ ihJe lor ov era Ji pbnn;nfl (.~ Jevt.:io}lJncn t of \Va lcr ~~clo r l,;OVer1 p.g every aspect o( if. 1"0 
optimize 11r " W;l! c r If:SO llrCes w et lalld lw ·: b~cn icicntiiicii for improvement , 011 low l"illg orC'IS, ,,·hich 
UCI Ooo(kd. wi lli", ill1J1 I'(),,~ d. 1' .1;11 lI .1t er h"rwqitll! lV ill he· lli'Jdicc:d al a l:lrgcr SC il k. 



S\\1<'J)/\C' w ill be rCt.;.po!l sihle for d:tta c.o lkc.lion zm d n..: lriev <l l ;'It a rush bultOll disIJJ1c.;: . - lt ~~ 
jJi ub lelll heing f ilCCc) by offil.",cf.'.i iI! pn,:scllI is 11w: "'";l l lT flS ...TS ;n G flu t providing infurnrJlimt abolll II s c~of 
lVal~ i ' by (kill whcncw r r~ qu i rcd. Thi~ "gefl<'.I' wiil e<)11111 " , c of every drop or ··" ,Ier. Jt wi il hdp i ~ \ 
impkmcil! ;ng lil(; pot icy of Go\"~~ nunC'nt that "1'0\1 :11 ~:L~lll.!.u~C~~I.~ · " . 

Th0 D(win \v il;e oq~ani ~fl lion wiIi he cr'~:llcd w ith the intention 1hnt HlO hCtlds \-vill be) mm.1c 
re,:poll ~ ibh: ~nd thcy will eMur" Ihnl tile sys tenl e<1rn 3Iliieipal '~ (1 revenue. Tile Govemment will allow 
Sllc' l OIE ;l[li ~ ~ tio l1 10 keep sO l1le pent of revenue fo r nLfl lli ng and maintenance of 111(; syslem. 111is wi lt 
ll1 a k~ s!liJ-ba~ ills sel [-suiTicicnl. The slafling will be m~(L iiolll the exisling staff ami Ji'Olll M ired 
seni or lllf ;c i:-ll s wlth l1lin illl U1ll 25 y~:Jr$ ex )crience . 

I I;" 10 )i jlmd,' ct ivily of Ihe an.rieull l1tc prod llce will also be laken care or by cO Illl\lctillg 
Gx{ C'n~ ioll pro~ri.lI\1!)l{;H through ;\ grieuliurc Dcpi1rlm c.nL Tbrollg,h IhC::iC c.\iL:ngion pr()gram.m c ~ \Vnter 
USCI' i\ssociilliDn (W.U.A.) will be fi';lI11cd [or [lie ht'( iCf;[ of Li nners commllnily. 

..\I! s l~l;ellO l clers will be cOtlne~lccJ lJ; ruil~h co m[JlIl~rs wiill Ihis department, whieh will help in 
tirncly ;l(!imding eOlilp};:t iols ;ltld maintcll;tll ce OfPliol'ities. 

PiincipJc Secretar)' in ronned 'aboHI the Jorrn:llioll of Sl~k Water Tariff Regulalory Commission 
(SWIRC). On enquiry ii'om ill<' Chail1n~n . il IVa!; , .'plaine\! IJ \al this Commission shall be indcpendent 
and ils recoll ll nendJlions will be binding i!llLa[ure. 

Ii WJ!' iI1J(ml\~d thel t alit of lotal cosl of Rs. 663.~ I e mrc fo)' .l'llase-l ofUPWSIU'~ parallel 
""Cf rnlllOI' may he diITicl!!t to conslrlle! due 10 land acquis ilion problem. However, a provi~ion ofRs 100 

Crore ha$ e 11 llli1de f'or lhi~ jlelll. 

T :1C Ch"i nll "" ellquired abOLlI the proccuLlre In hc fu llowed by \J.P. Govcmr1lclll on Siaic Will cr 
Board's dc: ci, ions. A[1 ~r hrid' dis~ \I s ,ions til , Ch"i nnan sll .g,gcsicd Ihat Board's decision ';ilould he 
f1 : ~e c l1.v pU!-l!P t() th \~ CabiJ1 ~ l for approva l ~o tbJ! dects ions t'lken (Ire not lo~, t ide lj!yed in depnrllllCn! ~1l 

()ccliurcs . 

The :PJill ciP;ll S "cr~rar.' also i;l fonild UI'" qua l'lY conl rol of t h ~ worL.' i!; al"o pmposcd to be 
looked :r[kr by <I ll indcpt.!1lck nt technical ;ll1 dil in~ Hll ll\ ll rii y . 

Direclor E.I. A r;L! Scti Ill<; i., su,;U or c!carau.:t' or cll vimllTlienla i aSp'"Cls. Th~ CE (1'AO), cwe 
clari.fi cd l !Wl pr~ jccl docs not I'ropo~e " n~' n,, \'! ill' igal iOll ,ldLCIlIC all d Ole 1I-l0E&F hilS a!J'c ~ dy 

COHlI111I11 ICa lo;; c\ lh ~lt prima facie !he,\" do HOl hil ve any objecllon for Ihe proposal. Jf.() \Vcv{.; r~ De{~ i kd 
Envir:HHlwnt t\ssr.sStn(.'·n l Rr.,;pnrf, vh~n pr\}p nre.d~ sha ll be subse.qncntly SUbllllP(:d to ~:IOE&F. 

R~prc~ent.1 iive~ ofPb llll inl! C'O\illl\i s .~ ion raj ~cd the fnl!O'.\ijl1g i;.;'.;oes ; 
(I ) T Il< )I 'gi; lil,,11 c.'pcnciilurc on [(lrllpk! .:ti ~,1J'(Ja :;aIWY,lk PariyojniL has bL'L,n Iloted in ih,' 

l>bnn ill g. ( 'mnm i ~s iol1J !ht· c h.;:~r;l11 ce or S:lryu P;i ri::f~i llfl llc:cds l)(' I._ ken ,di\,;r comply inu 
wilh the obsc rv;l tion of !hc :'qlvisOfY '- ommll! (; ~ in lC;PC(.t 0. ' cl carilncc of 1\ 101:&,1'"; 

(2) 	 TI1'c arca b~ing hac !;"'.1 !".!, in,,!all:ltion or ~kc:ronic gldr;cts as Ill nt\l1'd m ay no l b~ 
~·.lIccc~H;tul :

\ (.'\) 	 L:l l or Jlon-in ig.llj"11 1:' I;lIcLi ac i j lk~ li:l ~ been incilJ(h:d in I h~ projec l; 

I 
(.!, V[(S i.. a !lon-plan cOlilpollcnl Jnd it cannot rnrm a part of plal\ , dle Lll" . 

C"fi. ~P~\O) ~x'p ain cd lit:d the nbscn:lt ion itt . e~p ~I Jr !he d e3f:lilCe of S:1.ryu Pariyo,in:l h:1 s 
already h C\:"1I nO{. 'Li :$ Iinc of tbe conditions :;uhicCl lr L,\ll!.:.j l tile proj .,.;ct is proposl.!d in Ix ckan.:d. l ~l c 

jLlrliL,'i' ;l dd~d tilat O!I'.' l i J1l~ ~~pcilLlillire OLI illsI L lll l iol1,II'lkr~i,tJll""t~1 rd',Iln>, in;;(nm ~[Iii1 liOJ1. 'I,;. 

http:L,\ll!.:.jl
http:clari.fi
http:pr()gram.mc


should !l0\ be :i probh.:rn 11 ~ even when 1 h ~ <:i i..: o nc · !l!ll expellS s n' le n cou nlecl under Phil'sl:: -l alolle, the 
!j ,C . l ili io lJ[ l. RG ;md H-~R oj' 17f 'u i( ,i' iilc ~dlcml~ arc "\"~-' ry ,II I 1:ll.>1ivc, 

'11Hj t h~ ;nn iq 1 \.·ll :i, h;:<.;; / (.:: d on d ~ rr\ ih.· ( l ' ,lq d ;c~ nnrl pl:Jn:i illg i()1' t:O!) :-! \lJnj}!t VC W ', \,; of \V;:(cr 
JZ~sn u rccs . Rcprcscu lali'.'~ 0[' C.G. w.n i n {o nl1' ~ d Ihal by ,H\olliing consllmllliw usc of w~l cr i11 Ihese 
corl 1 ~' :lI:ds .' \vo te r lnUJ...: cuuld bo considc1" lb! )' lo \,vcrcd, ...vhich \~'ould reduce walerlogging problc.m. 
S l ~t(; () fl i.' i ~i s ,I greed to CO!lSllii CG. w.n at Ill..:; !iule of c:\~ (lJli on of project. 

,\fI ,;1' dis U~,i(Jt1 f , the proj eci' \ \ ';1$ i echno- r..conomic~lly ~ ccep red ~Ilcl recomlUen(l ed ' fo r 
ill\'(S lm~!\ 1 d CJI' <l llce ,llbject to close ol il e-lil ion nf cD!ldil inlls llle.ntioneclldnlV: 

( I) rhc :) t ~le GO\,CUlI IlClil should prepare plan and silitatrly all ocalc fund tor drinking water 
allocation under norn,,,l ilntl drougbt ;cond ition,. 

(2) 	Th~ s{"le sllould submit J II IlIl;t! ac (iun plan one! quarterly progress repOit for pro.iect 
'impl" tnen tation to ewe .ti)j' monitoring. 

(3 ) 	Proposa l 1'01' f'l'Olill d W;11Cr extrac.tion for irrigatioll and drinking warer purposes ~hol1ld be 
formulated i" cOIIsu ll<llio" with lire Cenlra l Ground Wal eI' Boord. State Governmenl should 
\,;llSlil C !rlOllilodHg or ground Wi1! t:r condition ill proj ec t ar~a (lnd to pl<lll for conju llc live 
ulili7.ation ill consul l,l tion with Ihe Slal (; ,round Wafer Bn~rct to guard ag;linst walcrlogging in 
the Cf'lHI1'i .HHJ , 11'« 1. ' ' .'r~ 

(4) 	 the 1~1t;lbl l i lil l iC\rt 01' Irrigat ion ano drzllnagc works IVhich mc reported to ha w bee'll cOlIstl'llcicci
" 

bofore 1989 and damaged d,ou ld only be con5ider,~d and distl-ibution network nnd dl',,;nagc 
worls, which are under construction as 'part of S~ry\l Nahal' Padyojanil need Ho t be included lor 
re h;rb;lit ~tion. 

(5) 	CiO l'emlllCl1I uf U ll al' Pr;ldcsh should ensul'e that w~ler planning Oil Saryu Naha l Pari'lo.i~lla as 
;:pl' ('()vcd h)' lil e TAe in J;ul um)' 2000, cf' ll sick.ring conjunctive use of surface and grouno WiI,er 
"' ilh iI provision of 3G00 tube wdh shollid lIot be altered during rehabilitation worb . 

(G) 	 The state ;',llOUlcJ revi se til e slIl'fucc water rales sitch tilal there is not mueh diJ[crclice belween the 
r;rics or Slllface nwl grou nd wa leI' to discor lrClge lire excess ive Ilse of surfa ce waler to 8voi,1 Wil ler 
JO g:g lU g;. 

(7 ) 	T ir e Slate GO\-crnl1l (? llt sha ll ;! Itmd 10 condilion of clearance of MOE&F ill rcSrcci of 245.23 
hcct.an~ of forest lanel in volved ill , aryu N ;l lJ iU' P al';yojn~ . 

(8) 	GuvGnlmcn t of Uttar Pradesh should ensure timely fu nd allocation to nil Ihe components uilcler 
Ihe projeCI to ensure full <lncllimd:1' uti\iz,llion n["Vmld B~nk credit. 

(9) 	The GO\,CriU Tlw t of Uttar Pradc slr sliould monitor Ihe yield vis-~-vis yield pl'Oposed for 
sllb" ' 'lLlCnl as:,cs.\l1lcnt " f the pro.iect. 

(lO) fkFore implemcn tin g lI re project Governmenl of Utlar l'r<ldes ir wi ll cn!'rv Oll t Benell M;rrk 
Studies to verify lloll-s lruc.tufnl requin:mCll!8 and eXlent to which ohjectives of Ihe scheme 
wUJlld be ac lri,~ v(;d. 

n I)T he ewe IYill be ke pt inlormed "bOlll Ihe sl udies l\l ;rde by Ihe Govcl'Jlment of U[' and 
('. ( H1 Sll ll ~lnl ~, changL's in th e scopc/cO:-ll , if Ll il)'. 

--?( 12)Cf'l1CUrrenc.e of St ille Financ,: Dt p,u1.11l II Ifor the final ized cos t of Ule projec.t will be oblained. 
( D) i\ b o ice t Ilnp ic !1l cnl ;tl inn Commit tee ,\r " l! be , cl-up in c.w.e witl; rcprc:scll t;rl ivc: s from 

C.W .C'. 1,"'3(": \, iI.[ ,IJl;lgCntcnl W ing of f\1. 0 .\V.1Z, I'h Jlllillg C01l1I\1i ~ si() n ;rnd Siale Govcnlln<;nt 
C ) ~fi·. j~lb tn r,Jv iew 111 ,; pr~ jecl ~ ·I ;l tH'~ nnd pr(lgr"" ~ !l -rom tim e 10 time. 

'7' I · )'d lc 1 ~ J. \ ;; l lIlI i c~ ~O I l(J uclc cl ""d n!]l o l is pl'~pilr<;d under Ilri s projecl 1'1'01'0,,;;1 slrali b" suh mitted 
10 lI,(OfT 

(15 )Th" S t",,· GOVcl'll lllcn l \V,)u ld ]1H I'S Il~ \, ili! Ihe 1' lJllll i1tg COllllll issitJfl fu r a<.:co r(tin~ !nv'c:;tllH'1I 1 
c k 'lr:mct.: . 

! he Iilcc1 i; lg. "ndcd wili! :l vole of Ihonk" I'') Ihe C' 1l;;;1'. 

-' 



Annenure - l 

" :PST OF PARTlqPANTS 

:MEMBERS OF COMl\!UTTEE, 
S/S!)r; . 
1. B.N.N;:walawala . Sec l'et.ary , M in i s li~' of \!hi t r;r Res0urr .;:; , Nc:w Del h i In t he C hair 
.., S u reell Cklilci l'fl , C'hninnn lJ, ewe. Ne\\' Delhi. M c' m ber 
d . ni', ~:: . P . 8ild la Ha\1 , MCITI ; )f~ r ) ca vIn p~t..!pre~~ ent il )h CI1(linTH-l J1 , CGWBI l'vl Iml bel' 
' I . Mult<:!'>ltr.i'twldl!r Joill t. [\dviscr 1!<cj)r.;S<!1Ii ing Ad'/isc"r -W . i< .J, Melllb,,,' 

Plann ing Con; llli$~j()n, N(;\ Ddhi 
::;. 1~ . I\. Grov(;l' , Director, CEA [l~{,:r \'es enLin f~ C i1:-lin nal\ , C~: '\I Membcl­
G. !.~. e. ,Jh;'] , L:hic:f E:nginet:r , PAO, ewe> 	 tvlcm ber 

Secre tfl t'y 

Special Invitees: 

- Central Water Commission 
1. R.J eyasecdam, tvlem brcr !l&R, ewe, N0W Delhi, 
2. A.BPDI, Chief Eligineer (PMO), ewe 


. , 3 . l Ui: Kh a nna , Di n.:clor (EIA), ewc. 

4 . 'ade~p ,';umRl', Director PA .. Norl il), C ie. 
3 . ri .p .S itlgh , iiirector (PP-N&;S), ewe, 
6. I\ silok Gaulan l, Di rector (E 'onomies), CWC. 
7 . 	 S .R J ag'.'.'ani , Dipoctor (Mon . Cx, /Ippra i,wl), ewe, ,)abnavi Sadan, 21/196, Indira Na gnr, 

Luc:know (U. F.). 

- Milli~try of Wat er Resourccs 
I. A, C.Tyl\gi, Con llll'fl s io nc t- (PP). 

2 , M . I(.Sharm,;., Com mis s ionct' (CAD), 

3. G. S.Jho, S t'. ,Joint COll1rnission f; [' (CM)) . 

'1, J- h a jCl I1 :::; ingil, Deputy Serrcla ry, 


- Planning Commission 
L. ;\ v;nas il M ish rn , Sf<O (W I, ). 

- Uttar Pradesh 
f. 	 n. r .Singh, Princi J;al , cerdary, Irrigat ion, Governrnen t o f Uttar Prades h , Yojna Bhawan, 

Lu r- kn0'" (U. P.) . 
2 . 	 Ashol< I(u n,,,r, St:C" t',l a ry - I r f'igH lion , G,)vernmenl of U l tar Prades h, Bapu B hawan , U .P. 

I 

Sec ret ariat, Luc know (I I. P.). 


,) 
') N. C . lvIah esw nri, EnginceI'- in-Ch ief, U,P. Irrigation Depar!' lllent, Lucknow (U.P.). 

'1. 	 1 ~r.HjJr:. ~j l ! K U Jl H:l r ~J: i ifl ) C,tlir-i' l~I 'gtlH::CI' J Pal'ika1r R hA.van, LJ.P. }l'r ip.J:ll, ion De partntcnl ) 

L",' h ,01" (1.I .1'. !. 
5. 	 clClg I()~hil n 1",,1 , Advise']' , U Y , I:Tigmioll Ik par uTI<;n!. , I,.uck now (U .P.). 

I 6. Dcep ,\.umar GUptil , Superi ntending fE n ~~i l1 ~er , WaLeI' Sec tor, f<%t , Circle, JtTi g; ltion 
Dep'lrllllr.fll , l'C1k r i K;\ l 'll l, AI Clribagil , [, li CK now (U .I'.). 

7 . 	 V. J{. VI~rn 'n ) f:upf; ~ 'J tc;ud ing ~~n gi nC: t;r , () I Ti r ~ [;; of j he 8ngine~r- in- Ch icC U PI 0) Luckno,,\: 
(U P.j. 

8. 	 p! '.,~h '-Hll. J': lllHl r , ~en i ('w /\ ~ I'f) Ilf)ln i~·. P P.IJ . , f'8nl :::'11p R ha'.'!Rl1 ; LUf'kno.......- (U.P.l. 
i. . ~ ... . T ' ill:Il ', 1 ';1 ( ·lI i i·;/ , ir:l q ',i ll"T, r 'III(' l n~w n.. 1,i;lisnl l t Irfi t ,!:, () ~~ Id:l , N(:,"," J)c- 'l ri 

,) 



No . 16/n /2002 -PA (N)I 0'% ~ 10-0:;­
Govern me n t of lnd ia 


Central Waler Commission 

Project 1\l'l'r;lis;1I (North) Directorate 


407, Sewa Shawan, 
R. K. Puram, 

New Delhi-l1 0066. 
j7ax-6l.9356I 

Date:/Oft;June 2002. 

S ub: 	 79 lh mee ting of the Advisory Committee for consideration of techno­
eco n omic viability of Irrigation, Flood Control and Multipurpose 
Proj ect proposals held on 24.05.2002 

Summary record of discussions of the above meeting held at New Delhi on 24th 

May 2002 is enclosed for information a nd necessary act ion please. 

Cncl.: 	As abovc . iL~ 
(R C. 	Jha) 

Chief Engineer (PAO) & 
Member Secretary ­
Advisory Committee 

Co py 	to: 

MEMBERS OF THE COMMITTEE: 
1. 	 Chairman, CWC, Sewa Shawan , R K. Puram, New Delhi. 
2. SJ':crelary (Expenditure). Ministry of Fin a nce, North Slock, New Delhi. 
~. Sccrclar y, Dcpartmcilt of Power, Slmll1l Shakti. Bhawan, New Delhi. 
4. 	 Secretary, Ministr y of Env ironment & Forests. Paryavaran Bhawan, CGO Complex, New Delhi . 
5. 	 Secretary, Mini stry of Tribal Affairs , R No. 603;· A-Wing, Shastri Shawan, New 

Delhi. 
6. 	 SccretellY, Depar tmen t of Agric ulture & Coopera tion, Krishi Shawan , New 

DellI i. 
7 . 	 Direc tor Genera l, ICAR, [(ri s hi S h awa n , New Delhi. 
8. 	 Chairman , CEA , Sewa S hawan , R 1< . Puram, New Delhi . 
9. 	 C lJ8i rman , Central Grou nd Water Soard, Jam Nagar House, Man S ingh Road , 

New Delhi-I I 00 11 
10. 	 Adviser (W.R) , Planning Commission , Yojana Shawan , New De lhi. 
11. 	 Adviser (Power), Planning Commission, Yojana Shawan , New De lhi . 
12. 	 j7i: lan cial Advise r, Ministry of Water Resources Shrum Shakt i Shawa n , New Del hi . 



Spccinl Invitees: 
1. 	 Hember (1"lP&P), CWC, New Delhi. 
2. 	 1'1 mber (D&R) , CWC, New Delh i. 
3 . I",ember (RI··1), CWC, ~Iew Deihl. 

'1. Commissioner (Projects ), Mon istry of Water Resources , New Delhi . 

S. 	 CommisSioner (ER), H ln islry o f Wate r Resources, CGO Complex, Block-11 , 8'" 

floor, l'Ocl l" Road, New Delh i. 
G. 	 General i'lanil~ er. Brahma put l'a Board, BclSisthil , Guwahati- 701 029 . 
7 . 	 Chief Engmeer flood con trol Depa.tme!1t Govt. of Assam , Chandmar i, Guwah atl­

78 1003. 
8. 	 ChieF Engi:leer ( uppe r Ganga Basin)/Dil'ector (Mon . & Appra isal), CWC, lanhavi 

Btlaw"", 21/496, I nde ra Naga r , Lucknow. U P-226061 6 . 
9 . 	 Chief Engineer (Ganga),Irrig ation Department , Gov t of U.P, Vic toria Park, Meerut , 

Utta Pradesh . 
10. Chief Engineer (C&SR), Cauvery & Southern Ri vers , CWC, N-10, R.K.Nagar, 

Singhilnallu, P.O. Coimba tore -641005 (Tami l Nadu) . 
11 . Ch ief Engineer (MER) , Mahanadi & Eastern Rivers, CWC, Plot No. 655, Sahid 

Nagar, Bhu ,neshwar -75100 7 (Ori ssa). 
P	 . Cllle i Engmeer (~1 0n -S), CWC, F-Wing, 3'd floo r, Kendri ya Sadan, 17''' Main-[] 

Bloc' , Koramamg la, Ba nglore-560034. 
13 . Chid Engll1eer (8&BB), Bi'ah maputra & Barak Basin, CWC, Marana tha Poh kseh, 

p .O. Umpllng, Shillong-793 006 
14 . Chief Engineer (EMO), CWC, New Delh i . 
15 . Chief Engineer (PM O) , CWC, New Deihl. 
16 . Chief Engineer (Moni toring (Cll/ Director (M&A), CWC, Nagpur . 
17 . Chief Engineer ( Fi"1 0 ),/Director FM-2, CWC, New Delhi 
18 . Chief Engineer, Public Works Department,VVater Resourses Organisation,Govt of 

Tamil Ncdu,Madur,Jj Reg ion , t'-1adLrrai -2 
19 . C: hlcf Engineer ,i-1ahi Bajaj s~gar projec(, Govt of Rajasthan,Post & Dist Banswara, 

k apsthan . 
20. Director (Tec.) . OSD (IS~1 ) , m &R, Govt of Rajas tl,an Sil1chal Bhawil n lLN ~lar9 

Jilipur . 
21. Chief Engi"~er 8<6asin r~anager , Lower l'vIahanadi Basin, Sechai Sadan,Ministry of 

Water ResOursCs, Govt of Ol-i ssa, Bhuban eshwar,Orissa. 
22. Chief Engineer , Irrigation (N), Club ROud, Belgaum , Karnataka-5 90001. 
23. Chief Engineer, KNNL Upper Tunga Project Zone,Near Circuit House,Sagar 

ROud ,Shlmoga , Karnataka- 577202 
2'1. Chief Engineer, Sinchan Sewa Bavan,Shivaji .Nagar,Amravati ,Pune, Maharashtra­

444603 

25 Chief Engineer (Sone), Irrigat ion Dept., Govt. of U.P., Vara nasi (U.P.). 

25 . Director , Project Appraisal (Nor th), CWC, New Delhi. 
27. 	D.rector, Project Appraisal (south), CWC, New Delh i. 
~8 Director, Project Appraisal (Cen t ral) , CWC, New Delhi. 

",29 . PS to Cl 1I(~f E ng l nc er,PAO,CWC , ~Jew Delhi ' 

Qw.y fe,.. info rma t ion tQ : 

1. 	 Secretary , Department of Flood Cont1'Ol, Government of Assam, Chandmari, 
Guwahali -78 1003 

2. 	 Secretary , Irriga t ion Department , Gov t. of Ka tna taka , MS Building, Dr Ambedkar 
Veed ' li , Bangalol'e -5 6000 1 

3. 	 Commissioner & Secreta ry , I rrigatmn Departm en t, Govt. of Orrissa , 
Bhubaneshwar -75100 1 

~ . Secretary , In'gation Department, Governm ent of Uttar Pradesh , Lucknow- 22 6 001 
(U.P. ). 

5. 	 Sccrcttlry , PWD &[l'ngatIOI1 , Government of Tamil Nadu, Chennai-600009 . 
G. 	 SccreldlY {i rrigaliDn ), Governm ent of rV1a h~ r()s llt ra ~1 (]n tralay Cl /Mu mba i- t! 00032 .. 
i	 . Pru1Ci~al SecretarY,Govt of r.ajil stilan ,I rrigation ,CAD& WU Department , 


S~cret3r;at ,) aipuf, Raj asthan . 

8. 	 ~la n2g"'g Director, I< Nt'~l , ~tl' Floor, CoFfee Goard Buildlng ,Ambedakar 


Vee<iili,Bnngalorc -l 

9. 	 O- D to r·lin sl er , '··1.nl try of Wilter Resources,Shram SllUk ti l3 ilawan New Delili. 
10. PPS to Secretary, fvJinl stry of VVC!ter Re , ources, Shrarn Shakti Bhawan New Delh i. 



ADVISORY COMMITTEE liOR CONSIDERATI O N OF 

TECllNO-ECON OI\IlC V1AlllLlT Y 01<' lRlU GAT IO N, FLOOD CONTROL 


A:'IlD VWLTl-PURPOSE PROJECT PRO POSALS 


SU,\!i\/-\RY RECOlW O F DISCUSSIO NS OF THE 79'11 MEETING HELD ON 24'" 
rd".\ , 2002. 

Th e. 7·},h mee ting 01 the Advisory Comm iltee for cOlls icier<ltioll or techllo-ecollomic 
vi~\hili ly 0 :' 111 i!!,H lio ll , r lood Co ntro l ,1 IH\ t'vhlllipllr[1osC Project proposals WilS held 011 
2·1 ..'i. 21l112 at 1 ~1I11 h,S ill the ('orllilli tl ee IZoolll or Celltral Water Comillissioll, Sewa Llh<lw<lll, 
lZ. i< . I' lIr;lIn , New Uelhi ulldcr the Chai,l11 allship of Shri B.N. Navalawala, Secret;lry, Ministry 
o r W;,ler lZcsoll\"ces. A list of p" rt ic ip;l!lls is ellclosed at A nnexure-J 

The Cll,,;; m<lll welcomed the mem be rs or the Committec, their represelltativcs allu 
ot llel o fficers present and illtimated thatiecililo-ecollomic viability of 14 projects (Meclium-G, 
Major -S ;l! 1e1 Flood COlltrol-3) are [0 be cOllsiclered in the meetillg. He then requestecl 
Me lll b cr- S~cre tar v to [lu t up the projecls in agencla. Discussions held alld decisions taken by 
Ihe COfllll1 ill cC on the agenda items arc summarised below: 

["l.-r'lWVlDING LINK CHANN EL FOR EASTERN YAMU NA CANAL, i.e. i 
~~\THNIKlINU LlN K C.!:IANNEL (REVISED MAJOR), UTTAR PRADESH I 

Rs.:lG.4:l Crore (June 2000 Price Level) 

The Cilief [ "gi llcer (I'AO), CWC brie fl y explainecl tile project proposal Advisor 
(vV 1Z ), Pl: llwi ug Com missioll wisheu 10 kllow the reasons [or increase in cost [rom Rs.22.44 
UO f(' to :l() AJ crOl'e w itilin one or two ),c;:rs. The eoncernecl Chief Engineer, Government of 
UP eX !l [;llllCd tililt the increase in the estimated cost of Ihe project is due 10 changes in design 
parame ter's Gn th e hasis of model stlldies, changes in scheclule of rates ancl the project would 
be comple lecl w ith in this cost. 

The Ad l"i sory Com mi tt ee accepted the project proposal subject to concurrence of 
the State Finance Department. 

UlIUPALl PUl'vll' CANAI:(NEW M'AJ(}t{)- ERM - UTTAR PRADESH LE 
Es ti llw tcd Cost R' .60.S3 Crare (2 001 P rice Level) 
CC;\ 22·H511" 
AH lI nal Irri gat ion 34(,05 ha 

Thc (' hid [ng in ccr (I'AO) bri l·n), introclllced Ihe projeci pmpos;Ii. IZcc;Iiling the 
7i liclis cu:"s;oll .'\ he ld Oil the Slime proj cc! in Jl1~c(il1g, the Chairman desired to kllOw the 

pO ' itio ;r leg;mli ng com pli ance of the obscrvo! ion 01 the Advisory Committee. The CE(PAO) 
cx pLlincd lil at ill the 77'" l1leeting, the Advisory Committee had suggested to examine <I few 
;Iit l' ,'na tivcs to lhe proposal and the S,lI11 e has been <lllellclccl to while resubmitting the 
propos,,!. r,~ Advisor , Pl a nl1 ing Commission exprcsced ilis doubt about tile iligh figure of 
IRR i.e. 3"% whe n BC rali o is j .56. III his OiJinion, the IRR has been calculated on erroneous 
pil a, ing Oill d e :< pcllriilll 'C. The P['Qjcct alllh n,- ;Iy agreeu to recheck calculation ror JRR. 

The Cmnm il tcc acccpt ~d Ihe proj ect propos ai subject to submission of revised 
ca icula tio n for JRR and C(ln ClI lTCn Ce 01' the Sta te fi nance De partm ent. 

-: 1 :­
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[3 . I'ATI!I:"-\J 0.'\[\\ PROJECT (RE '151m \lEDIC M) - UTT A R r ZAD ESll 

411' 2->-- I9 qq
Estilllalc(1 c,)~t Rs.3-QHt Crare (,w.{H- Pri ce Le 'e l) 

CC.\ 35( 9 hn 

. \I1fIIl:,IIIT ; <~"ti() 1I 2998 ha 


1"1,,: Chief Fllginrc ! (1'/\0) hrie l'ly in lroouccd Ihe project proposal and explained tha t 
though th ,; IlC ' alio aId I IU~ arc i.lc <111(19% re~ pc c ti ve!)' ,the bcnefited arca being droughl 
1)lOlIe. thL I'[(ljcel ca1l be accepted. The Chairman wished to know whether any tribal 
popu la tion is displaced. The concerned Chier En) lleer, Government of UP confirmed that 
Ihcr~ i< Ill) tlibal uisplacelll cnt inlhc project. 

The Committee ucceptcd the pro,ie ct proposal subject to concurrence of State 
Fin'lIl <.' c !lcP,,!·t ll1cnL 

L~ . LAL NALLI iJfiliGATlO rRO./I~CT (MEOIU M) - MAJIARASHTRA 

~3'61 

E ti I!l a led Co, t H.s.~ Crore (1999-2000 Price Level) 

CC. 6850 ha 

A1IIlualirrigaiio 7020 hn 


r,C Ci:id Eng ineer (PI\O) brie fly ex pl ained the project proposal The Chairman 
desireu to know the extent of trib"l families likel y to be affected from the project. The 
Icprc,clIl:ttivc of Go vernmenl of Ma il aras"tr:! in formed th at 43 tribal families involving 224 
pCISOIl. arc like ly II' be d ispl aced . 

:\f(CI' brief di; cuss ions, lhe Comm it tce accepted the project proposal subject to 
I hc cllntii!ion, mentioned helow : 

(i) 	 Allp r'ovnl or R&R P lan by Minb try elf T ribal Affairs. 
(ii) 	 COllcurren ce 01' Sta le Finauce Dcparl!ll cnL. 
(iii) 	 Conjullctive use " t' ground wu tl't" and mo nitoring of grou lld water levels in 

consll llat:o ll wilh GS UA. 

5. T.·\.JNAI'UH LIFf IRRIGATION PROJ ECT"I'llASE-l (MEDIU M) ­
l\ !AHARASHTRA 

1-:. im 'lIcd Cost Rs 23 .46 Crore (1')1)7 Pl"ice Level) 
CCA 274-1 ha 
All !!tiit l 3 iTiga liul! 3622 ha 

'T ,ll' Chief Enginee r (1'1\0) int roduced the project and inlim<1led Ihal the wo rks on Ihe 
rroied are .1IrcaJ)" ill proglc:, and abo!!t .)(,% works ha ve bee n comple led Lill March 2()()1 

aftc r ol'Wi ll ing COltCu rrCllce nr Siale Fin"!lce Dc;nrtmcnt. The Advisor(WR), PI;lOlling 
C'Jl11111;ssion opined lilat lile proposed liftin g of water would ful'lher reduce Ihe wdler 
a· .. "il<lbility ill Ihe irrig<ll ion COllllll ,l\ld of h yak watli reservoir. The CE(PAO) explained that 
h,- p;oros~cI lining of w;lt er for lhe T~jnapl1r Lif! IrriGation Project is ill fulfilment or a 

commilll1enl to supply water to Ihe OlJ~!CCS disp laced during cons truction of Jayakwadi 
le, ",""i l. 'n,crCl' r('sc lI l; rli vc of GnvcrlllJ1Clll of Maharas lr tr e cX[l lained thai a storage of )OY.8 
hlP- il i~d ;llrc;HI.\; (leCI1 carmar~cd fo r I:li~ Li n Irrigat ion Sc h~!ll e in the JaY;l kv,,'ad i rese rvo ir , 
,Ui u[ ",;;idl .1.1 . ! I lun' i·; 0 he lii'Led IInd-r phase .. !. T he C hai rman advised that the cOllcern 
ilh~'lI~ llnnagt:. of '.vakr i.ivailahility 111 J 'J yakwttdi resC' rvo ir ~J1(1 lJ ld be con~ i dered wh ile 
fill.di:-.inr; I' ll liS',> II of IIll' SC It:lTiI:. 

I( ,'0 . 1/ I 1'1' ," - r. "-II Hi.,"" • ,f. 2 ­



Arte r d i sc \l .\s io n~ , Ihe Advisory Committee accep ted the project propos al. 

(i. 	 IIARANG SU B· flAS IN DRAINAGE j) EVEI~OPMENT SCHEM E 
(REVISED MAJ O R) - ASSt\l\'l 

1':.\ i illl a k d Cos t Rs.30.49 C rore (2001 l' rice Level) 

The Chid Eneilleer (rAO) explai ll ed thai the project was first fOimulat ed by 
Brah ma pulra Board ill J <) ~'J fOi all estimated cost of Rs 4.9 crore which was first revised to Rs 
I ll.RI Go re ill I 995-Y 1 alld li re presellt proposal at an es timated cost of RS.30.49 crore is at 
2DD) Pri ce L~ve l. IIe further informed that the scheme was cleared by MoEF as a Pi lo t 
proposal ill June 1990. Shri M.L. Goyal , Comm issioner (ER), MaWR intim ated that the 
projcc! was scheclul ed to be compl eted ill August 2002 but the same would now be completed 
by l)cccl11bn 20tU. The re presenta ti ve of the Government of Assam intimated that the main 
reasons for incrcase in cost are changes in design parameters , increase in the cost of land 
acquisit ion and price escalalion. The Cornmissioller(ER) intimated that the project is under 
Ceil! r " I Su :!o r. 

The Adl"isory Comm ittee considered and accepted the project proposa l with 
fo\lowing two ohservations: 

(i) 	 III futurc , !he ccntral sector scheme should be routed through SFC/EFC 
mem o : 11<1 11 0 scparat.e investment clearan ce from Planning Commission 
sholl ld he sought. 

(ii ) 	 No further time a"d cost over nlll should be allowed for this project. 

I7_ SALANDl S.'\NSK R PROJECT - 0 ISSA 

Est ima tcri COSI Rs.99. 14 Crore (1999 -2000 Price Level) 

CCA 71 11 ha 


The Chief Eng ineer (PAO) exrl ~ined that the Sa lalldi Sanskar Project is basically a 
fl ood pr" !ec lio n sche me for raising and strengthening of embankment along two branches of 
!he S,ila ndi ri v"r htlt the "rea under command of two natural callais emanating from the rive r 
nrc ," so cxpected to stnbil ise . The Advisor(WR), Planning Commission wished to know the 
sector under wil ich the project w ill be considered. The concerned Chief Engineer, 
GmT!"n men! of Orissa ex plained that the project has been considered undcr floocl scctor bllt it 
is g0i ng to stah il ise irriga tio l1 ill 7111 ha of CCA. By virtue of thi s feature, in his opinion, the 
projeci is mUlti purpose in nature. The Chief Ellgineer (PAO) informed that in case, the project 
is ClII1'iriered rm eie r flood sector alone , the project cannot qualify for exemption from 
cl1 viro nmcntal clearance as int imated by rVloEF. However, since irrigation benefits are also 
accruing, I\10 E1' can he re:r pp roachcd fo r reconsiderat ion. The Chairman, Advisory 
COlllmittee w as o f ilre view that thi s iss\JC can be sorted out by the project authorities with 
MoEI' "Ill! thc pro ject can he acccp!ed subj ect to environment clearance. 

Accordingly , the Ad visory Committee accep ted the prQject proPQsal subject to. 
ihe cflntjiliult s gil' ell I clll\\' : 

(i) 	 COllculTcnce of Sialt Fina llce Department , Techni ca l Adviso ry/F lood 
COltlrol l\ o. " n l­

(ii) 	 E nviron menta l c-icarnncc of MoEF. 
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I S. I'UHNA IlYER PIW.J EctTMEDlUM) - I\J!\JI!\( !\SIITRA 

E~timalcd C{)~l Rs.123.79 Crore (2000-2001 P rice Level) 
CA 7843 ' 11I 

AnollnIlrrig:!tillll 7530 hn 

Ti,e l' ); lin rc"I Ul cs of Ihe scheille we re expl"incd by Ihe Chid Eng ineer (1' /\0) . 
/\ t!V;o.;lll(\V n ), PLi Il Il ! lIg (,(l il I 11 1i ssio ll (1h~(;. ; v t'd 111 ,11 til e illlcr-sl;tlc aspect hilS Ilo t been <.: 1<': ' ll"ly 
:"pdl 0111 ;1I1d \\'anlCli 10 kilOw ihe extelll or submerge nce . The rep resenlali ve of Ihe 
Govemlllc ni of lv!aiJarash lril exp lained Iha l Ihe area under subm ergence fall s bOlh in 
M:i1I ;l rash IJa and MP a:Jd Ihe inler-slatc isslIes between these sta les have been so rled out by 
the Inler -Sla lc Comro! Board. 

Arter d iscHssiollS , the Advisory Commi ttee accepted the project proposal subject 
to Ihe foll owin g c('Ild it io lls : 

(i ) 	 Concurrence ui' the Sta te fin ance Dcpar tlll cnt fo r the updnted cost. 
(ii ) 	 \1(1nitllri r.g " I' g,-ulIlnl wale)' levels in lhe pre and post irrigation condition 

;)1Il1 conj unctive li se of surface and ground water. 

19. lRUKKANGUDI RESEI VOIR PROJECT (MEDIUM) - TAMIL NADU J 

Estimated C()~I Rs.72.00 CnJl'c (20(ltH li Price Level) 
CCA 4229 11 a 
, \1I 11t1 ;0) .[TigalitJl 4229 i1 ;1 

Th Cilie ! Engi neer (rAO) in troduced Ihe Project and expl ained thai the proposa l is 
L\e ll~filin g droug l1l pralle area. Arl vi sor( WR), [,I <ln ning Commiss ion observed Ihal the 
:rr i '; .tiI1Jl cilicicnry of 75% adopted ror the project is 100 high. While expressi ng similar 
vicws on IllC irrigation efficiency , Cha irman, Advisory Committee also fell thall he irriga tion 
should Ilc (mlie ex tens ive til an in lens ive, p;lrlicularly considering tilat Ihe area bei ng droughl 
pr(l: ll: . !lOll! Ihe al!\)\ 'C aS j1c~ ls \V~ rc di scussed al le ngth in which Ihe Siaic OITie ials and 
rcp r(:>;Ctlial :ve fr o!!1 Minist ry of Agricul tu re ;J! so expressed their vi ews. 

It W DS thcn decided that the project may be deferred and resubmittcd by the 
Stale Gove rllllleut after rcyi ew of irriga tion effi ciellcy and cropping pattern with a view 
to pro\'id~ c.'tcns il e ir rigation. 

I 10. J\It\1IENDR-\TANAY A IRRIGAnON PROJECT (NEW ME!)l M) - O RISSA 

Estilllated Cost [{s. l DO .98 C r OrC (2000-0 . Price Level) 
CC\ 	 79ciO ha 
l\lI !lual il'l'ig;, tiHII 950·J ha 

The Ch iel Engineer (1'/\ 0 ) inlrou!lccd Ibe Projec!. T he Pro ject features we re discusseu 
i Jl..:llldil1~ slli1m 'rgcllcc a:Hl ill[cr -s l;Itc ;l~pecls. Fi naH ,\', the Ad visOl "'y COll11nittec accepted 
th e proiect pml)("al Srlbjccl In rollowing conditi ons: 

(il 	 Suhmission and appro)'a l of RR Plan fr'0111 i\lin iSII')' of Tl'i lJ al AITnirs. 

(ii) 	 Fure,[ clearance frol1l MoEI' fnr submergen ce of 192 ha. of fa t-cst la nd . 

, " .-. 
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(ii i) !\ lo llilOring of groulld watcl' levels in tile post-irrigation stagc, preparation of 

ground water utilization p lan in con sultat ion with the State Ground Water 
Departlllent a lld conjunctive usc of ground and surface water. 

(i v) 	 Concu rrence or the Sta te F ina nce Department for the revised cos t. 

(v) 	 L,(:d)lishmcllt of hydrologicnl ollscn'a tion stations at dam site and co llection 
of hydr() lo:~ical da la to fi nll up hydro!ogica l parameters at construction slage. 

!L!_I_. \ IA~KANDEYi\ RESERV OIR PROJECT (N EW-l'I'IA IOk) - KARNATAKA 

Esti lll a ted Cost Rs. 209.85 Crore (1999,2000 Price Leve l) 
CCA 	 19105 ha 
AIl Jl ual lr ri g:lt ion 19 105h<1 

The Chid Enginee r (PAO) explained the project proposa l. The Chairman, Adviso ry 
Co mm il tee enCjuired about the status of clea rance of the Project from MoEF. State Official s 
in eli caled ih,lI thi s has been taken up with the MoEF and is be ing pursued. Since so me Tr iba[ 
popUlali(lli is affected, il was discussed and agreed thai R&R plan has to be prepared and got 
clea red I'ro m Ihe Mi nistry of Tribal Affairs . When queri ed regarding Stale Finance 
Concmrcnce, the Siale Official s clarified that ihis is yet to be ob tained fo r the estim ated cost 
or Rs 209.S5 crore. Chair man , CWC s ll ~ges led th at poss ibi lit y o f Hydro Power Deve [opment 
may also be looked inlo. T his was agreed to by the Slate Officials . 

Aft e; ' 	 disc ll ssion , the 1)I'ojec t "'opus :l1 was accep ted wbjecl to the [,ollo w in g 

condit ions. 

(i) 	 EIH' irotlillcn lal and Forest C learance from MoEI.<'. 
(ii) Submissi on and approva l of RR Pl an from Ministry ofTriba[ Affairs. 
(iiil Study 10 explore poss ibility of' hydropower generat ion. 
(iv) 	 Obscrvations o f CGW B to be com plied with. 
(v) 	 Concurrence of Stale Fi nance Department fo r the es timated cost. 

12. Ul'l'l::it TUNGA P ROJ ECt(NEW -MA10R) - KARNATAKA 

Estimated C ost Rs . 1052.33 CI'ore (2000-01 Price Leve[) 
CCA 9-l698 hu 
AnTl ual Jrr igation 80494 hn 

T he Chief Enginee r (PAO) gave lhe background of technical aspects of the project and 
expl:lin cd that the proposa l is benefi ting drought prone areas and has been founel to be tec hno­
econom ically viab le, However, whil e in troduc ing the project, he drew specific attention 10 the 
[ol [oll' ing const ra inls in enviro nmental clearance to the project as commu nicaled by the 
Mi nis iry of Env iron me nt and Forests vide thei r letter No. J-1 5012/1 4/99, IA- I dated 13.5.2002 

( i) 	 4Y .26 hec lare area o f Shcttihalli Sanctuary is invo lved. 
(ii) 	 Likelv cn ll1p[e te suhmergence of Mandagadde sancluary 
(iii l 	 1\ study hy As ian elc ph'ln l Conse rva ti on Cent re had indicated drast ic 

c[l ecls o n wildlife due to canal excaval ion. 

T he Managing Di reclnr, KNNL suhmitted tha t as rega rds di vers io n o f fores l lands fo r 
UT f', Ihe s:lid ic l! er or f.. lolT docs not give ihe full picture. T-Ie submi tt ed Ihat Ih e Sta le 
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G O\'l'f'l1illl'll t Iud sen! i.i d':: l;lilcd rq)o r! long bac k ~dl j\y i llg lhe fears r q;~H d illg ad ve rs e e rrec ts on 
rior,1 (\: 1';luna ; ml btl requested Cen tral GO\T rnlll c: nt ror reconsideration. In response the re' 
t h ~ CC!111 a! Gmwnm~i1 t had already referred the mailer to the Indian Board fo r W ild Lite 
(Jl3WL) and h;lc"d \i)On lhe directi ons or i ilWL. a high level team compris ing Secretary to 
GO\Trnl1le nt of Ind ia . ~·l o EF and Olhers had alread y inspected the said area recentl y. The 
M:ln;lbing DircCk)r, ;( NKL mentioned !lut the ma[[er was un de r rev iew by the Central 
GO\'crnment and SI;:[c Goverr1mcnt was confident of resolution of [he issues with the MoEI' 
;,lld S(, lIgil [ tech no-eco nomic clca r:lll ce o r the project subj ec[ [ 0 reso lu[ion of the "Ulle. 
J' ~pre,ellj:, [iv e ld ~loEr was not presc llt [0 c larify [he st;ltliS. 

On [ h~ basis of the abo ve letler of MoEF da[ed 13 .5 .2002, the Chai rma n, Advisory 
C0111 1lliliCC obse lved thal the projec t is not being considered for Enviro)1Jnental Clearance by 
MoE F at all an d ti le l11<:tler has to be sorted ou[ firs t by the Project Authol ities with MoEF. 

In "i ew of the above, it was deci ded to defer the proj ect proposal till the matter 
rc~al'(JiI1 clll'inlllmenta l clearance is ~ort ed out with MOE F. Whil e resubmitting the 
p roj ct't propos, I, the project aullioriUcs shoul d also attempt to in crease th e intensity of 
f!T ig a tiull . 

1 13. .-\VULSION OF BRAHMAPUTRA AT DIIOLLA H ATlGl-l ULI - ASSAM 

Estimateci C ost Its 13.71Crore 

Th e. Cl lid Ellginccr (PAG) ir !lro tl ced the project proposal and intimated tha t the 
prohkm or <l vt:is io n a nd related pl o b le m or eros ion or lea ga l(it;ns, v il lages) fe rtile land, e tc 

wcre stud ied hy an Expel t Com mittee , which suggested va rious ancill ary anti-erosion 
iIle ; SIne s lJ )C implemented in [nUf phases. He further clarified that in the prese nl proposa l, 
lI' ,y(..s (l ntle :' Phase-! have bee n conside red on the bas is of recommenclations of th e Expert 
Commi[t e ' and the recomillend at io ns of th e 32,,,1 Spec ial TAC of ASS"1l1 rl ood Con[rol 
Departmen t ami Illaln provisions are ror P ilo t channels, Permeable spurs, T emporary 
.~Ilide llllllcl to nllrllor these Spill'S and cons tru ct ion of Saikhowa Retiremellt bum! near 
J1 a ti ghJl li I'i llagc. The CO l11 l11 issionu CP.IZ), Ma WR int'ormed the Ad visory CO l1llllit[ee th,,[ 
tilt L Xj1(;rl COlli li lil! 'c Il<ld suggesled all these ph ase -I works [0 be compl eted in one working 
S(;;;50n. T he concerned Ch ici' Ellginee r, Gove rnment of Assam co nfirmed that [he wo rks 
woul d be cOlllpl Icd in one working seaso n as ad vised. 

Aft(,I ' discussions, the scheme was accepted by the Ad vi sory Committee. 

~ MAIlJ nA.;AJ SA(;A R PROJECT, UNIT-II : CAN AL 
~. mEVISEIl MAIOH ) - IV\ ,JASTIIAN 

Estimated eml l~ s 538.58 enlre (2000 P rice Level) 

CCi\ xO,oon ha 

An ll uallrl'ignl ion 71 ,200 ha 


The Chief Enginee r (PAO) inlroduced the revised proposa l o f Unit-II of the project. 
He intimated that ( r ' cons truc tio n of th is project was started in Pre-Fourth Five Year Plan and 
work'i perta ining to t 'nit-I and Un;[-III have alrcady bee n co mpleted long b;lck and about 80 
III l}fl ' ; oj ihl' work" "r Linit -II:Cl nals have ' l, S(l l'een co mpleted. T he Ch «i rl1l <Jn , A d ~iso r y 
CUlHl:. iltl'C wi,lted 10 !;I; OW Ihe fin,,: sched ule l'I' completio l1 . The concerl1ed Chid Eng ineer, 
( i l1v" f!1 mClii ('[ ({")'I, ll all inf(1! med tll«1 li:c h:rI <l l1ce works are likely [0 be complet ecl il y 
\I arcil ~()O:i . 

d . I'.HII I ' 1111r;' 'i,I,/\f ' j"I'I/,., " ',1 -: () :­



Artel" d iscussions, the Aclrisol"Y COl1llllitt ee accepted the project proposal subj ect 
to: 

(i ) 
(ii) 

(iii ) 

(iI·) 

COIlCUlTenCe of the Slate F inance Departmcnt for the estimated cost. 
Comple iOll of remai lling work hy 2005, failillg which TAC clearance would 
a uto ma tica lly lapse. 
Est ablis hmcnt of a Jo int Int er-State Control Meclwnis m for regulation of 
uses of l\iahi W:ltel" iii Ihe co-h asill Slales. 
COIlC1l rl'CIlCe of State Agricu ltu re Department for the proposed cl"oppillg 
patt{~rn. 

-: 7 :­



-- . 	 '.:> 

Annexure - I 

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS 

MEMBERS OF COMMITTEE: 
8 / S h r i Ii 

I . 	 B .N.l\~alawala , Secretary, Ministry of Water Resources, New Delhi . In the Chair 
2. 	 Suresh Chandra , Chairman, CWC , New De lhi. Member 
3. 	 A. Sekh ar, Advisor (WR), Planning Commission, New Delhi Me mber 
4. 	 A.D. -lose p h, Suptdg. Hyd ro geo logist, COWS [Representing Me mber 

Ch ainnaI l, CGWSI. 
5. 	 Nira nj aIl Pa nt, -l S & FA, Ministry of Water Resources, New Delhi. Member 
6. 	 Dr. D.K.Pall !, Principal Scien tist (WM ), ICAR [Representing Director Member 

Genc ra l (I Cf\R). 
7. 	 "C. -lha , Ch ie f Sngince r , PAO, ewc. Me mbe r 

Secre la ry 

Special Inv ite es: 

- Ministry o f Water Re sou rces 
I . M. L. Ooya! , Commissioner (ER), MOWR, New Delhi . 
2. A.](. 88:<en8, Deputy Secretary, MOWR, New Delhi . 

- Planning Commissio n 
I. Mahes h Ch ilnder, -loint Ad visor , Planning Commission , New Delhi. 

- Centra l Wate r Commission 
1. 	 F: .N. P.Sin gh , Ch ief Engineer, CWC , Shubneshwar. 

2. 	 A. BY,-,I , Chief Engi neer (PMO), CWC 

3. 	 B.S.I\hllj<l, C hi ef En gin cCl", (SMO), CWC, Ncw Delhi. 

4. 	 VR.SY. as lry , C hief EL1gin eer (HSO), CWC, New Delhi. 

5. 	 Munobcu- Singh, Chief Engineer (MCO), CWC , Nagpur. 

6 . 	 S.ICBan erjce, Director (PA-S), CWC. 

7. 	 W.·rvr.Temburney, Directo r (PA-C), CWC 

8. 	 SK.Sri vas tava , Director (PA-N), CWC. 

9. 	 C. P. Singh , Direclor [PM II), CWC. 

10 . R.D.Ya cl a v, Director (FFM) , CWC. 

11 .A. Ma hen ciran, Direclor (Appraisal), Nagpur. 

12 .T .M.Ven llgop!an , Director (Mon), CWC. 

13 . S. FC,I<1 Rw;·lni . Dircc lo l' (?l1&A), CWC, l,u c know. 

H.B .S.Vmshney , Direc to r (R&R), CW C. 

j 5. Pra d ccp Ku mar, SE (Plann ing Circle), CWC, Faridabad. 

!6.D.N.Dah ia , Dcputy Direclo r (PA-C), CWe. 

17.R. N.Roy , Oy . Dircclor, (PA-N), CWC 

1 8T.D.~h"nna Dy . Director (PA-S), cwe . 

19.13 ~Jlka , Dy. Di rector (:vt&i\), CWC, Shu b neshwar. 

2Q .A.K lvlu khe r jce, Dy. Direeio r (FT"1 ), CWC. 

2! .U X' rCl bhD J: Clr . Dy Director (1Iy cl -SJ, CWe. 

22 .Sl1cr Si ngh, Dy .Direclor (FFM), CWe. 

23. R.P .S. Verma , Asstl . Di reclor (P!\ -N), Cwe. 




- C('nti:al Ele c tricity Authority 

I . rvI. P. C; ll, ~iJ , Director (CE.I\). HP. Divisio n , Sewa Bhawan, R.K.Puram, New Delhi . 

State Government Offi c ers : 

:...!l.~sam 

I . 	 N . N . Go~ \\,," l11i , Chief' En ginee r (.I\ssam E: ngg. Dcp tl.), Gov t. of Assam, Gauhati . 
2. 	 P. C Yadav, Co nsulta.n t to Assam Govt ., C/o CI:':, Assam FC Dept t ., Assam . 

- Ora lllllptltra .lJ..qard 
1. 	A. 8arkcll<.lk l, (JC:lleral Manager, Brahmaputrd Board, Bas is tha, Assam. 
2. 	 K. K. S2rma, l::E , LO.Brahmaput ra Board , Palika Bhawan , R.K.Puram, New 

Delhi . 
3 . 	T:·iioclJ.;:U1 Baj'uQh, SE, Brahmputra Board , S ilchar , Assam 

Jiqrna(sllca 
j . 	 A .P . .Josili , MD , l\. f\ L, Bangi}i ore. 
2. 	 D. Subra manya , SE, L'pper Tunga Projec t Circle , Shim oga. 
3. 	 J .R.K .Kal 'adi , SE,. larkandeya Proj ec t. 
4. 	 D.S.i\ agraj, AI:': , % CE UTP Zone , Shimoga, J<arnatalca 

. lI:falzaraslt trq 
1. 	 D.D.Rewalka,r, Sr:: , Upper Ward h a Project C ircle, Am rava ti. 
2. 	 L. K. I<ih1dc, Ex.Sll gi nccr, Ahmedn agill Medium Project Div .,Maharashtra. 
3. 	 R G. l)anlu lkcr , I\ E !I,M .I. Division , Wa rdh ". 
4. 	 T, J'diindalappo. , 3DO, M. I Division , \~ (:lIdha . 

;). N.IiYabra, SOl:. /\ hmeci naga r, Mal1aras htra . 

- Orissa 
1. 	 J .P.Bas.." E~\ gin(;er - in-Chief, (P&D), Secha Sadan, Kesari Nagar, Bhubnes h war . 
2 . 	 iL'i.R"jPgunr , Liason OfJice r, Government o f O rissa. 
3. 	 1<.C.PcHi'ari , Chie f P.n f,;i ncer (Plannin g) , OepLl. or \Nater Resource s, Ori:::; sa. 

~ Rqiast/tan 
1. 	 J. S Chl .ajerh , Cl icf Engineer, Mal1i Bajaj Sagar Project, Raj asthan. 
2. 	 \I.S Jo'h i, Sr., i\lah i Project 13Jnswara , Rajasthan. 

- '[uJll iill(fdll 
" 

I . 	 !\. :-';~/':d Jail er illls" lin , .IUi'li Ch id J: llgincer WRD(I'), G OVOll1l1CIlI 0[' 

Td 1l1iJnildu , PWD, Chennai -5 . 
2. 	 iC:iakt lrlV-.:l, [I:, lrrukkangudi Reservoir Pro ject Divi sion, Tanhadi, Taill iI n'1(.i u. 

- V ila/' J}rndrsh 
l . 	 RI~. Dewan , Chief engineer, Gan ga, ID UP, Merru t, !J.P. 
2. 	 A.h: .J a in ,Ch ief [O:n ginner (8elwa Pariyojna), V. P. Irriga tion Deptt.,Jha ns i. 
3. .S .Ch au hC1.11 , C hie f Sngineer (Son 10), Va ranasi. 
4. 	 A.K.Jind::rJ, sr:& Senior Staff Officer CC (Son) Varanas i, !J.P. 
5. 	 S i",.J Puja n Singh , SE, Iri'i!;ation Constnl ct ion Circle, Jhansi (V .P.). 
(), lC .K .. };;i'1 ,E I·;. ! I T i ~[lli(} i1 ConsL n.D i\':sio!l , \.J h ...,n si. 
~i . : ~ . I'. :"II; lI" JII:L L E, ; rig~.\t i oll Cons tn .Di\'" nl1:!zipll !" (U .P.) 
8 . . . 1", lang,-,1. [C , Yam " " Lin k Chan:1cl Ca ns t. Division , Sahara npu r (U.P.) 
9. 	 R.K.Caur..E , Yam" ni1 L'nk C hann c ·. CO;] st. Division, Sah aranpur (V.P .) 
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No. 16/27/2002-PA (N)/3 \I ~ -1..1'-13 
Government pf India , -" 

Central Water Commission 
: \. 

Project Appraisal Organization 
407, Sewa Bhawan, 

R. K. Puram,...... - .' New Delhi-110 066. 
Fax-6103561 

Date: \ 'l)" March 2003. 
-••. 

Sub: 	 80'" meeting of the Advisory Committee for consideration of techno-economic viability of 
Irrigation, Flood ~ontrol and Multipurpose Project proposals held on 07.02.2003. 

Enclosed please find a copy of the summary record of discussions of the above meeting held at 
New Delhi on 07''' February 2003 for information and necessary action. 

l~l tP: 
-~ 

(R. C. Jha) 
Chief Engineer (PAO) & 

Member Secretary - Advisory Committee 

COPY TO: 

MEMBERS OF COMMITTEE: 
1. 	 Chairman, CWC, Sewa Bhawan, R. K. Puram, New Delhi. 
2. 	 Secretary (Expenditure), Ministry of Finance, North Block, New Delhi. 
3. 	 Secretary, Department of Power, 5.5. Bhawan, New Delhi. 
4. 	 Secretary, Ministry of Environment & Forests, Paryavaran Bhawan, CGO Complex, New Delhi. 
5. 	 Secretary, Ministry of Tribal Affairs, R. No. 603, A-Wing, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi. 
6. 	 Secretary, Department of Agriculture & Cooperation, Krishi Bhawan, New Delhi. 
7. 	 Director General, !CAR, Krishi Bhawan, New Delhi. 
8. 	 Chairman, CEA, Sewa Bhawan, R. K. Puram, New Delhi. 
9. 	 Chairman, Central Ground Water Board, NH-4, Faridabad, Haryana. 
10. Adviser (WR), Planning Commission, Yojana Bhawan, New Delhi. 

11 Adviser (Power), Planning Commission, Yojana Bhawan, New Delhi. 

12. finallCiill Adviser, Ministry of Water Resources, S.S. Blwwan, New Delhi. 

Special Invitees: 
1. 	 Member (WP&P), CWC, New Delhi. 
2. 	 Member (D&R), CWC, New Delhi. 
3. Member ( RM), CWC, New Delhi. 

(!j 	- 4. Chairman. Ganga Flood Control Commission, (GFCC), Sinchai Bhawan, Patna-800015 (FAX No. 0612­
2222294 ). 

5. 	 Commissioner (Projects), Ministry of Water Resources, New Delhi. 
6. 	 Commissioner (ER), Ministry of Water Resources, CGO Complex, Block-ll, 8th floor, Lodhi Road, New 

Delhi. 
(6)_ - 7. Special Scuelaly-PWD. Government of Tamil Nadu, Cilennai. 
7}!T'- 8. Engineer-in-chief, Madhya Pradesh Water Resources Department, Vallabh Bhawan, Bhopal, Madhya 

Pradesh. 
(5''-- 9. Ellgineer-in·chief (Planning & Design), Water Resources Department, Government of Orissa, 

Bilubilncshwar.
® --rOo Engineer-in-chief, Irrigation Department, Government of Uttar Pradesh, Lucknow. 




iJ

(~-11. Shri S.K.5ingh, Chief Engineer, Water Resources Department, Dehri, Bihar. 
('J-12. Chief Engineer, Mahanadi Godavari Basin, Water Resources Department, Shankar Nagar, Raipur­

492001, Chhattisgarh (FAX No. 0771-2424036). 
@-13. Shri G.H.Shah, Chief Engineer, Irrigation & Flood Control Department, Government of J&K, Jammu. 
®- 14. Shri A.PJoshi, Managing Director, Karnataka Neeravari Nigam Limited (KNNL), Coffee Board Building, 

Bangalore. 
@-I S. Chief Engineer (Ganga), Water Resources Department, Government of Madhya Pradesh, Rewa, Madhya 

Pradesh. 
16. Shri P.R.Maahanandani, Chief Engineer-lOR, Irrigation Department, Rajasthan, Jaipur. 
17. Shri B.P.Sharma, Additional Chief Engineer, Irrigation Zone, Government of Rajasthan, Jaipur. 
8. 	Shri S. Rajagopalan, Commissioner (WRCD), Office of Engineer-in-chief, Government of Tamil Nadu, 

Chennai. 

f,
19. Chief Engineer (Bansagar Organization, Irrigation Department, Government of Uttar Pradesh, Allahabad. 

15 	 O. Chief Engineer (Baswa Reservoir), Irrigation Department, Govt. of U.P, Jhansi. 


-21. Chief Engineer (MER), Mahanadi & Eastern Rivers Organization, CWC, Plot No. 655, Sahid Nagar, 

Bhubneshwar-751007 (Orissa) (FAX No. 0674-2522217). 

tf"""---22. Chief Engineer, Narmada Basin, Block-3, Ground Floor, Paryaras Bhawan, Arena Hills, Bhopal (Madhya 
'-J Pradesh). 

3. Shri Y.C.Agrawal , Director (Minor Irrigation), Irrigation Department, Jaipur. 

I 1. 51,,·; S.I::.Vcclpatak, /lsslt. Chief Engineer, Irrigation department, Aural1gabad, Mai1arasiltra. 


I 5. Shri G.Sahu, Executie Enigneer, Rukura irrigation Division, Rourkela, Orissa-751001. 
~26. Chief Engineer (EMO), CWC, New Delhi . 

27 :f:hief Engineer (PMO), CWC, New Delhi. 


@~ Chief Engineer (Monitoring (C))/ Director (M&A), ewc, Nagpur. 

29. Chief Engineer (FMO), CWC, New Delhi. 
30. Chief Engineer (PPO), ewc, New Delhi. 

@-31. Superintendent Engineer, Circle-V, Station Road, Bareilly, Uttar Pradesh (FAX No, 0581-22427119). 
~2. Shri S.M .Kansal, Superintending Engineer (Coord,), ewc, Janhavi Bhawan, 21/ 496, Indera Nagar, 

Lucknow, U.P,e--33. Director (M&A), Gool House, Indira Colony, Timber Road, Janipur, Jammu Tawi-180007 (FAX No, 0191­
2530675),

/7q.--- 34, Shri A. Mahendran, Director (Appraisal), CWC, Block-C, 3'° fioor, CGO Complex, Seminary Hills, Nagpur­
V 440006. 
~5. Shri S.K.Haldar, Director (M&A), CWC, Block-3, Ground Floor, Paryawas, Jail Road, Bhopal-462011. 

36. Director, Project Appraisal (North), CWC, New Delhi. . 
37, Director, Project Appraisal (south), CWC, New Delhi, 
38. Director, Project Appraisal (Central), ewc, New Delhi. 
39. Director, PP (Central), CWC, New Delhi. 
40. 	Director, EIA, CWC, New Delhi, 

Copy for information to:@-1. Commissioner & Secretary, Water Resources Department, Government of Bihar, Sinchai Bhawan, Patna­
~ 800015 (FAX No. 0612-2225942), ® 2. Commissioner & Secretary, Irrigation Department, Govt, of Orissa, Bhubaneshwar-751001 

3. 	 Principal Secretary, Irrigation Department, Government of Uttar Pradesh, Bapu Bhawan, Lucknow -226 
001 (U,P.). 

@~4. Secretary, Water Resources Department, Government of Madhya Pradesh, Ballabh Bhawan, Bhopal­
462001 (FAX No. 0755-2551781), 

Secretary (Irrigation), Government of Maharashtra Mantralaya, Mumbai-400032. 

Secretary, Water Resources Department, Government of Chhattisgarh, Mantralaya Bhawan, Raipur­
492001 , Chhattisgarh. 

Secretary, Irrigation Department, Government of Rajasthan, Jaipur. 

Secretary, Irrigation Department, Government of Karnataka, M.S , Building, Dr. Ambedkar Veedhi, 

Bangalore-560001. 


9. PPS to Secretary, Ministry of Water Resources, New Delhi. 



ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR CONSIDERATION OF TECHNO-ECONOMIC VIABILITY OF 

I RRIGATION, FLOOD CONTROL AND MULTI-PURPOSE PROJECT PROPOSALS. 


****** 

SUMMARY RECORD OF DISCUSSIONS OF THE 80TH MEETING 

HELD ON 7TH FEBRUARY, 2003. 


The 80"1 meeting of the Advisory Committee for consideration of techno-economic viability 
of Irrigation, Flood Control and Multipurpose Project proposals was held on 7.2.2003 at 1500 hrs. 
in til e Committee Room of Central Water Commission, Sewa Bhavan, R.K.Puram, New Delhi under 
tile Cil ail manship of Shri AX Goswamy, Secretary(WR), Ministry of Water Resources. A list of 
participants is enclosed as Annexure-I. 

Tile Cl 1(1 irll1an welcomed the members of the Commiltee, lhei r represcnt(1lives and olher 
officers present and intimaled that techno-economic viabili ty of 15 projects (New Medium-4, Flood 
Control-1, New Major-9 and Revised Major-1) are to be considered in the meeting. He then 
requested fVlember-Secretary to put up the project proposals on agenda . Discussions held and 
decisions taken by the Committee on the agenda items have been summarized below: 

11. MODERNI§ATION OF DADI CANAL (NEW MEDIUM) - J&K 


Estimated Cost Rs.11.10 crore (2000 PL) 
Cell, 3,069 ha. 
Annual Irrigation 4,526 ha. 

The Chief Engineer (PAO), CWC briefly explained the project proposal. The Advisor (WR), 
Planning Commission enquired whether any hydropower project existing on the down stream of 
the project site would be affected with the implementation of this project. The Chairman requested 
tile represen tative of CEA to give a brief account of the existing power projects on river Jhelum. 
Director (HPA), CEA mentiOned names of the existing Hydro Power Projects on River Jhelum and 
confi rmed that there is no power project existing on downstream of the Dadi Canal Headworks. 
This was also endorsed by Chief Engineer (I&FCD), J&K. 

After discussions on various components of modernization, particularly lining of 
canal and design discharge in canal, the Advisory Committee accepted the project 
proposal subject to concurrence of the State Finance Department. 

I 2. WAI<OD MEDIU M If3,RI GATION PROJECT (N EW MEDIU~J. - MAHARASHTRA ~ 

Estimated Cost Rs.34.36 Crore (2000-01 PL) 
CCA 2,565 I1a. 
Ann ual Irrigation 2,217 ha. 

Tile Chie f Engineer (PAO), CWC introduced the project proposal and explained that though 
the BC ratio and IRR are 1.073 and 9.4 1% respectively, the benefited area being drought prone, 
the project can be accepted. The Advisor (WR), Planning Commission pointed out that a large 
nUl11ber of Irri gation Projects of Maharashtra i.e . 54 Major and 44 Medium are already on-going 
and are still to be completed and raised the issue of availability of fund and timely completion of 
tilis project. The Chairman desired to know whether Government of Maharashtra is serious to take 
U this project or not. On this, the representative of Government of Maharashtra clariFied that the 
project proposal is induded in the X Plan and assured that the same would be co rnpleted as 
schcdu cd . I ssues pertaining to Irrigation intenSity were also raised, discussed and clariAed. 

-: I :­
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Finally the Committee accepted the Project proposal subject to: 

i) 	 Concurrence of the State Finance Department; and 

ii) 	 Monitoring of ground water level in post irrigation stage and implementation of 
conjullctive utilization of ground water, as found necessary/feasible. 

I 3. SUTIAPAT MEDIU M I RRI GATIO N PROJECT ( NEW MEDIUM) - CHHATIrSGARH 

Estimated Cost Rs.46.95 Crore (2002-2003 PL) 
CCA 	 6,571 ha. 
Annual Irrigation 6,960 ha. 

The Chief Engineer (PAO), CWC briefly introd uced the project proposal and stated that the 
proposal was earlier discussed in 45'" TAC meeting held on 16.11.1989 and was deferred mainly 
due to inadequate provision of RR Plan in respect of Tribal population and clearance by M/o Tribal 
Affairs . He further informed that these observations have now been complied with and the 
proposal is techno-economically viable. The Advisor (WR), Pla nning Commission clarified that 
th ough there is no water sharing agreement between basin States in Mahanadi basin, the 
antiCipa ted util ization bei ng 34 .78 hm3 only, the pl·oposal can be accepted. The Chairman also 
endorsed the need for comprehensive agreement for sharing available water of Mahanadi. 

After (L:ussions, the Advisory Committee accepted the project proposal. 

Estimated Cost Rs. 72 crore (2000-01 P.L.) 
Cct\ 4,229 ha. 
Ann ual Irr igation 4,229 ha. 

TIl e Chief Engineer, PAO, CWC briefly explained the Project and indicated that the project 
proposal was put up to the AdviSOry Committee in its 79'" meeting held on 24.5.02 wherein 
Committee decided that the project may be deferred and resubmitted by the State Govt. after 
review of irri gation efficiency and cropping pattern with a view to provide extensive irrigation. He 
further explained that since there is no more area available wi thin gross command which could be 
brought under irrigation so as to achieve extensi ve irriga tion, the project could be considered by 
the Advisory Committee. Advisor, (WR), Planning Commission emphasized that the Project 
Authoriti es may ensure the high irrigation efficiency as indicated in the project proposal, The 
Speciel SecretalY, PWD , Tamil Nadu mentioned that the project authorities are approaching 
I~ABARD for financing the project and by some modifications such as in river training, the cost of 
tile project may cO llle down Lo the tune of Rs. 62 crore. 

The Advisory Comm ittee accepted the project proposal subject to: 

i) 	 Concurrence of the State Finance Department; and 

ii) 	 Preference to be given to drinking water requirement particularly in the deficit 
years lJefore provid ing water for irrigation. 

-: 2 :­
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5 . PROJECT FOR CONSTRUCTION OF MARGINAL EMBANKMENTfRIGHT BANK OF 
RIVER GI-IAGRA AND LE FT BANf( OF RIVER SARDA (FLOOD CONTROL) - UTTAR 
PRADES~H~.~__________________________________________________~ 

Estimated Cost RS.13.82 crore 

The Chief Engineer (PAO), CWC introduced the project proposal and intimated that the 
sche e was recommended by the TAC of UP State Flood Control Board in its 115til meeting held at 
Luc now on 13th July, 1999 and also found technically viable by Ganga Flood Control Commission 
(GFCC), Patna . The Chairman desired to know the type of crops being cultivated in the doab. 
The Chairman, GFCC informed that sugarcane is mainly cultivated in the doab area. The Member, 
GFCC gave an account of the population affected by flood. Representative from [CAR expressed 
tllat wilh mar\j in I embankments the area may become more susceptibl e to waterlogging . 
Member (WP&P) explained that the land between the embankments is sloping towards the river 
and is proposed to be drained through embankment sluices, such that there would be no 
waterl ogging. CIO (PAO) suggested that the drainage courses may preferably be provided w'lth 
maintenill1ce free type gates to ensure sluices are operational when required or else the gates 
would have to be periodically maintained and kept in good condition. 

I\fter a brief discussion, the scheme was accepted by the Advisory Committee 
wi th a suggestion to t ake car e of the dra inage aspects appropriately. 

6 . MAHAN (G ULAB SAGAR) IRRIGATION PROJECT STAGE-I (NEW MAJOR) - MADHYA 
PRADESH 

Estimated Cost Rs. 146.5 1 Crore (2002 PL) 
CCA ( Net) 14,000 ha. 
Ann ual I rri g<l tion 19,4·70 ha. 

The Chief Engineer (PAO), ewc explained the project proposal and stated that earlier the 
project was considered and accepted by TAC in the meeting held on 7.6. 1933 subjec t to certain 
conditions, but Investment clearance could not be accorded by the Planning Commission mainly as 
cost towards Ca tchment Area Treatment was not included in the estimate . He further intimated 
that the aspects of Catchment Area Treatment have now been included and accordingly the cost 
estimate of the project has been fi nalised. The Chairman desired to know the provision made in 
the estimate for Catchment Area Treatment. The concerned Chief Engineer intimated that an 
amount of Rs.49 .50 lakh has been kept in the estimate for this purpose. The Engineer-in-Chief, 
. Govt. of M.P. stated that the concurrence of State Finance Department for Rs.140.86 crore has 
been obtained. Director (PAC) pOinted out that the revised concurrence for the estimated cost of 
Rs.146.S1 crore would be required. The representative of Mlo Tribal Affairs raised the issue of 
compensation and fishing rights to be given to triba l people in the project area. The Engineer-in­
Chie f, Govt. of Madhya Pradesh stated that proposal regarding fishing right is already under 
consideration within the R&R Policy of tile State Govt. He further added that necessary 
com pensation has already been suggested for resettlement of ST population in the revised RR 
Pla n, recently submitted to the State Govt. for concurrence. 

In light of t he above discussions, the Advisory Committee accepted the project 
proposal subject to: 

(il 	 Rev ised concurrence of the Sta te Finance Deptt. for estimated cost of 
Rs.146.51crore; and 
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(ii) 	 Clearance of the RR Plans in respect of Tribal population from Mjo Tribal Affairs, 
Govt. of Ind ia. 

i 7. 16 IRRIGATION PROJECT (NEW MAJOR) - ORISSA 

Estinlilterl Cost Rs. 1140 crore (2000 PL) 
CCA 1,06,279 ha. 
Annual Irrigation 1,06,279 na. 

The Chief Engineer, PAO introduced the project proposal in brief and mentioned that in 
pursuance of the Agreement between Orissa and Madhya Pradesh (now Chhattisgarh) dated 
28.4 .1983, the State of Chhattisgarh may generate Hydro Power at the Head Works (Canal Heads) 
of Ib Irrigation Project for which they will prepare a separate Project Report. He further explained 
tilat lhe Planning for Irrigation component of the project is in orde r with FRL at 266 m but on the 
basis of 1983 Agreement, FRL has been kept at 272.5 m for which Orissa has agreed to keep 
necessalY provision in the deSign of the dam. The Chairman wished to know the extent of 
submergence and forest area affected in the State of Chhattisgarh . The Engineer·in·Chief, Govt. 
of Orissa informed that at FRL 272.5 m an area of 110.91 hectare is likely to be submerged in 
Chhattisgarh including 67.38 ha of forest land and that there is no submergence in Chhattisgarh at 
FRL 270 m. The Chief Engineer (PAO) opined that higher FRL at 272.5 m is required to be studied 
in respect of power generation vis'a-vis submergence. The Representative officer from Electricity 
Board, Govt. of Chhattisgarh mentioned that worki ng table of the project incrementally upto FRL of 
266 m has been supplied to them by Govt. of Orissa but they need working table upto RL 272.5 
m so tha t power potentia l studies for the project could be made and finalized. The Engineer-in­
Chief, Govt. of Orissa explained that since Orissa has to bear full cost of the dam and Chhattisgarh 
will bear the full cost of all civil and electrical works required for generation of Hydro Powe, and 
aiso to make its own arrangement for operation and transmiss!on of power generated . Govt. of 
Orissa would extend all co-operation to Chhattisgarh in preparation of combined working ta ble. 
The Advisor (WR), Planning Commission suggested that till final ization of combined working table 
and p: oposal for power generation, the Govt. of Orissa may construct the dam assuming FRL at 
272. 5 m but would fill up the dam only upto a height say 270 m ensuring that there is no 
su bmergence in the territory of Chhattisgarh. The Representative of !CAR suggested lhat high 
yielding varieties of crops consuming less water could have been adopted in the proposal. The 
Engineer-in-Chief, Govt. of Orissa stated that the cropping pattern has been proposed on the 
recommendations of the State Agriculture Department. 

After discussions, the project was accepted by the Advisory Committee subject to 
t he foll ow ing conditions: 

(i) 	 The dam may be constructed assuming FRL at 272.5 m but Govt. of Orissa would 
fill up the reservoir upto RL 270 m to avoid submergence in the State of 
Chhattisgarh till power generation aspect is finalized by the Govt. of 
Chhattisgarh and their concurrence is obtained for raising the reservoir level 
upto 272.5 J11i 

(ii) 	 Clearance for use of forest-land and environmental clearance from MOEF; 

(iii) 	 Clearance of R &R Plans from Ministry of Tribal Affairs; and 

(;v) 	 Con currence of State Finance Depa rtment for the finalized cost of the project. 
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8. MAHANADI RESERVOIR PROJECT (NEW MAJOR) - CHHATIrSGARH 

Estimated cost Rs 566.88 (19 98 Pl) 
CCA 	 3,01,000 ha 
Annua l Irrigation 2,64,000 ha 

The Chief Engineer (PAO), CWC explained the project proposal of consolidating irrigation 
benefits from three existing reservoirs, New Rudri Barrage and Ca nal systems by developing entire 
network as a complex. He also stated that a sim ilar proposal for developing compl ex for six 
reservOirs w~s earlier deferred in the 57'" TAC meeting held in 1994 for want of MOE&F clearance 
of one on-going Sondur Dam and other proposed Pairy High Dam. Since the present proposa l of 
~I R P doc;s not include Sondu r, Sikasar and Pairy dams, MOEF has exempted the project 
cons!d ri ng no extension of ca nal. Advisor (WR), Planning commission pointed out the 
discrcpanci()s in l c Ground wa ter utilization needed to be sorted out. The concerned Chief 
Engineer clarified that the State Governm ent is providing subsidy to encourage insta llation of tube 
well s. Representative of ICAR also suggested to include provision for adequate drainage and 
proper utilization of ground water potential. Representative of CGWB clarified that there is no over 
ex loitation of ground water resources in the region so far and thus there is considerable scope for 
ground water utilization. The Project Authorities were also advised to explore possibility of 
implementation of palticipa tory Irrigation ~1anagemen t on completion of the project. 

After discussions, the Advisory Committee accepted the project proposal subject to: 

(i) 	 Concurren ce of t he State Finance Department for the updated cost; 

(i i ) Planning of conjunctive use of surface and ground water in consultation with 
State/ Central ground Water Board; 

(iii) 	 Clearance of Rehabilitation & Resettlement Plan for Tribal population by the 
Ministry of Tri bal Affairs; and 

(iv) 	 Mon itoring of Command Area Development Programme by tile Project 
Authorities to ensure effective utili zation of provisions made for the purpose. 

I 9. SONE CANAL MODERNISATION SCHEME ( REVI SED MAJOR) - BIHAR 

Est imated Cost Rs.493.17 crore (at 2000 PL) 
CCA 	 6,99,000 l1a . 
Ann ual Irrigation 9,00,000 ha 

Mai n features of the scheme were explai ned by the Chief Engineer (PAO), CWe. The Advisor 
(WR), Planning Commission raised the issue of availabi li ty of small residual amount for meeting 
expenses of establishment after adjusting the expenditure so far incurred under the Head 11­
Eslablishment. The Chairman and the Advisor desired to know whether establi shment cost of the 
project cun be reduced ililel tile project Ciln be compleled in scheduled lime ilncl at csLimillecl cost. 
The concel'lled Chief Engineer cm d the Superi ntend ing Engineer, Water Resources Department, 
Bihar confi rmed tha t the Govt. of Bihar has considerably reduced the strength and cost of 
estal1lishlncnl and hencc the alloca ti on towards establishment is suffici ent to complete the project 
within the stipulaled time and cost . 
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The scheme was accepted by t he Advisory Committee subject to: 

(i) 	 Con currence of the State Finance Department; 

(ii) 	 Mon itoring of Ground Water Level in post irrigat ion stage and conjunctive 
uti lization of surface and ground w ater; 

(iii) 	 Prov ision o f drinking water facilities in the command, as required; 

( iv) Implemen ation of environmental safeguards stipulated by Mlo Environment 8, 
Forests; and 

(v) 	 The present approval is for balance works taken up under AIBP and other new 
works as p roposed . 

10. IMPROVING WATER MANAGEMENT ON EXISTING SARDA CANAL SYSTEM (NEW 
MAJO R) - UTTAR PRADESH . 

Estimated cost RS.l02.41 (December 2000 PL) 
CCA 16,12, 60 0 ha. 
Annual lITigation 8,06,300 ha. 

The Chief Engineer (PAO), CWC narrated the background and the need for improving 
around 9677 km long Sarda Canal System. The Advisor (WR), Planning Commission wished to 
know whether this project was also considered while framing the Uttar Pradesh Water Sector 
Restructuring Project (UPWSRP) and the reason for small provision of cost of RS.l02.41 crore only 
to achieve the annual irrigation to the extent of 8.063 lakh ha. The Chief Engineer (PAO), CWC 
cl arified that in UPWSRP, apart from institutional reforms, only options for reform of irriga tion and 
cirainage system in Ghagra-Gomti doal) was consi cl ered. The Engineer-in-Chief, Govl. of Uttar 
Pradesh informed that works on Sarda Cana l System were partly attended under NWMP with 
World Bank assistance and the present proposal is for the completion of the balance works, which 
when completed, would ensure stipulated irri gation benefits. The Advisor (WR) also desired 
elaboration of the benefits derived while there is no change in the area under irriga tion after the 
project. The representative of ICAR explained that by improving water management and thus by 
increased availability of water, crop water requirements would be met and it would be possible to 
adopt high yielding varieties of seeds and higher irrigation intensity, thus increased production. In 
ilis opin ion, such projects should be given priority for getting higher yields with less investment. 

Afte r discussions, the sch eme was accepted by the Advisory Committee subject to: 

(i) Concurrence of the State Finance Department; 

(ii) Conjunct ive use of surface and ground water in the post construction stage; 

(iii) Provision of drin!<i ng w ater facilities in the command if not provided; and 

(iv) The approval is f o r balance of works taken up under NWMP. 
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11. BAN SAGAR CANAL PROJECT NEW MAJOR) - UTIAR PRADESH 

Estimated cost Rs.620.80 crore (2001 PL) 
CCA 2,32,441 ha. 
Annual Irrigation 1,50,132 ha. 

The Chief Engineer (PAO), ONC briefly described the project proposal and stated that the 
project was earlier accepted by the TAC in its 57") meeting held in January, 1994 for Rs.190.27 
[TOI c suil.icrt to Cllvironm('ll t and forest cl earance and concurrence of the State Finance 
D.:pa rLmCnl. He (urli lcr aclclcd Lllal thc prescnL proposa l Is uaslcally , III UllUiJLed eS LililJLe, uy dlUJ 
la rg e, without uny change in the overall scope. The Advisor (WR), Planning Com mission desired to 
know the status of Environment and Forest clearance. The Engineer-in-Chief, Govt. of UP 
expla ined that the State level actions are in advanced stage, but fo rmal approval is required to be 
issued by the Central Govt. 

After brief discussions, the project was accepted by the Advisory Committee 
subject to: 

(i) Concurrence of the State Finance Department for updated cost; and 

(ii) En vironment and Forest clearances from MOE&F. 

L12. MODERNISATION OF LAHCHURA DAM (NEW MAJ AOR) - UTIA R PRADE""S..:...:H___ --' 

, Estimated Cost Rs.94.18 crore (2001 PL) 
CCA 97,169 ha. 
AnnLlal Irrigation 4 6,485 ha. 

The project proposal was briefly introduced by the Chief Engineer (PAO), CWe. He further 
added tilJ t the modernisation proposal contemplating replacement of old existing Lahchura dam 
was earlier cleared and accepted by the TAC of the Planning Commission in April , 1980 fo r Rs. 8.52 
crore . The present proposal is revi sed project estimate with the provision of enhanced design 
fl oods of 18000 cumec. The Advi sor (WR), Planning Commission wished to know the status of 
hydrological studies conducted so far. The Chief Engineer (PAO) clarified that the hydrological 
parameters have been finalized based on the synthetic data but improvement is always possible 
with availabili ty of site-speci fic data . 

After brief discussions, the project proposal was accepted by the Advisory 
Corn m i ee subject to: 

(i ) Co nclIIrence of the State Finance Depzlltment for updated cost; an d 

(i i) Fo rest clearance fO I 73 Ila of fo rest land b y MOE&F, Govt. of Indi a. 

, 13. UTILISATION OF YAMUNA WATER IN BHARATPUR DISTRI CT - -~YAM UNA WATER 
e-.!RRIGATlON PROJECT IN TH E DISTRICT OF BHARATPUR ( NEW MAJOR) - RAJASTHAN 

Estimated cost Rs 17 5.44 Crore (2000 PL) 
CCA 65, 208 ha 
Annual Irrigation 76,681 ha 
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The CE (PAO), CWC explained the project proposal. The Chairman desired to know the 
status of concurrence of Govt. of Haryana . The Chief Engineer & Add!. Secretary to the Govt. of 
Rajasthan clarifi ed that the matter has already been discussed at Chief Minister's level and agreed 
to, but agreement in th is regard is yet to be signed. Since the project has been planned 0 11 the 
basis of average availability, the Advisor (WR), Planning Commission desired to know the success 
rate of proposed irrigation. The Commissioner (PR) clari fied that with the available data, the 
I'equired success ra le has already been established, but the sa me needs to be reconfirmed with 
updated data ava ilable at Tajewal a & Okhla duly accommodating uti lization of UP, Haryana and 
Deilii. 

After discussions, the comm ittee accepted the project proposa l subject to: 

(i) 	 Concurrence of Govt. of Haryana of the cost of wori(S to be carried out in their 
territory and tal([ng up the construction in Haryana and Rajasthan 
simul taneously; 

(ii) 	 Concurrence of State Finance Department; 

(iii) 	 The Monitoring of ground water level in the post irrigation stage and 
conjunctive utilization of surface and ground water in consultation with CGWB; 
and 

(iv) 	 Confi rmat ion of success of irrigation as well as drinking water supply on ten 
daily basis at source before t aking up the construction of the project. 

14. UTILISATION OF YAM UNA WATER IN JriUNJHUNU & CHURU DISTRICTS (NEW 
~.AJ0R ) - RAJASTHAN. 

Estimated cost Rs 9 3 4.70 Crore (2000 Pl) 
CCA 1,95,8 6 0 ha 
Ann uu l lrr igation 1,76,274 ha 

Tile CE (PAO), CWC introduced the project proposal and stated that the project is 
contemplating to provide drinking water and irrigation to drought prone areas in Jhunjhunu and 
Ch uru District of Rajasthan. The Advisor (WR), Planning Comm ission suggested to implement the 
project in pllased manner in view of the large outlay for the same. 

After brief discussion, the Advisory Committee accepted the project proposal 
subject t o : 

(i) 	 Concurren ce of Govt. of Har'lana for the cost of Works to be carried out in their 
tCi'ri t ory and taking up t ile construction in Haryana and Rajasthan 
simult."Ineously; 

(ii) 	 Concurrence of State Finance Depa rtment; 

( i i i) Moni ' oring of ground water leve l in tile post irrigat ion stage and conjunctive 
utilization of surface and g rou nd w ater in consultation with CGWBi 

( iv) Confirl11illion o f su ccess of i rrigat ion as well as drinking water supply on ten 
da iiy basis at source before ta iling up the construction of the project; and 

(v ) 	 Environmental c learance from the MOE&F, Government o f India. 

-: ~ :­



115. UPPER TUNGA PROJECT (NEW MAJOR) - I(ARNATAKA 

Estimated Cost Rs. 1052.33 crore (200 1 Pl) 
CCA 	 94,698 ha. 
Ann ual l iTigation 80, 494 ha. 

TIle Chief Engineer, PAO, CWC briefly explained the project proposal and intimated that the 
proposal was put up to U~e Advisory Committee in its 79'" meeting held on 24.05.02 wherein 
Commi ttee decided to defer the project till the matter regarding environmental clearance is sorted 
Ol lt with I~OEF and suggested tha t while resubmitting the project proposal the project authorities 
Illil)' aLtempt to increase the intensity of irrigation . The Chil irman wished to know the status ()f 
d'2ilrancc of the project by /v10EF. The Managing Director, KNNl stated that the project proposal 

as al ready been d eared by the Indian Board of Wild li fe (I8Wl) subject to certain conditions 
and also has been considered by the Central Empowered Committee constituted by the Hon'ble 
Supremc Cc urt of India ror diversion of the (orest area within the Shettihalli Sanctuary in 
Karnataka for construction of the Upper Tunga Irrigation Project. As regards the intensity of 
irrigation, he explained that the irrigation through this project is in Kharif season only for which the 
Agriculture Department has already suggested the cropping pattern suitable for the area and thus 
increase in intensity is not practically possible. 

After brief discussions, the AdviSOry Committee accepted the Project proposal 
subject to : 

(i) 	 Clearance o f the project f rom MO&EF; 

Con currence of the Sta te Finance Department; 

(i i i) Yie ld se ries at project site beyond 1990 to be revalidated after applying 
co nsis tency checks to the observed data and inflow data at the e)<isting Tunga 
aniclJt t o be cheel,cd with tile updated yield series; 

(iv) 	 Design Flood to be validated on the basis of latest observed flood data at 
Shimoga G&D site and concurrent short duration rainfall data; and 

(v) 	 Considering the advanced stage of construction of dam and that COT of dam has 
been placed on loam y soil w ithout curtain grouting and on fractured rock strata, 
suitab le t reatment of foundation is required to be carried out. 

The meeting ended with a vote of thanks to the Chair . 
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