REGISTERED POST/
BY HAND

No N-11026/2/2008/BSUP/INNURM —Vol. IX
Government of [ndia
Ministry of Housing and Urban Poverty Alleviation

Room No. 201, G Wing
New Delhi, dated 147 July, 2008

OFFICE MEMORANDUM
The undersigned is directed to enclose herewith a copy of the minutes of the 37"
mecting of the Central Sanctioning and Momtormg) Comunittee of Ministry of Housing and
Urban Poverty Alleviation held on 3 June, 2008 under the Chairmanship of Sccretary
(FIUPA) to consider and sanction projects under Sub-Mission on Basic Services to the Urban
Poor (B3UT) under Jawaharlal Nehru National Urban Renewal Mission {(JNNURM).

2. {he appraisal agencies (i.c. HUDCQO, BMIPC) are requested to convey the decisions
of the Central Sanctioning & Monitoring Committee to all the State fimplementing
agencics/nodal agencies for BSUP and THISDP ro take appropriate follow up action as per the
minutes of the meeting.

3. A copy.of the minutes is forwarded o the Secretaries in-charpe of ISSU 'md TSP
in the States/Ul's with a request to take further follow up action. "

\l Q. "&/,L l(/(n’ (isay

(M. ﬁdyﬂclmnch';m) b
Deputy Direcior (BSUP)
Telephone 011-2306 1519

Encl: Minutes, of the meeting

To
Mcembers of the CSMC as follows:
1. The Sceretary, Ministry of Urban Developrent, Nirman Bhavan, New Delhi.
2. "the Secretary, Ministey of Finance, Department of Fxpenditure, New Delhi.
3. The Principal Adviser (FTUD), Planning Commission, Yojana Bhavan, New Delhi
I Uhe Seeretary, Ministry of Lnvironment and lFotests, Paryavaran Bhavan, CGO
Complex, odhi Road, New Dclhi,
5. e Sceretary, Miniscry of Social Justice and Empowerment, Shastri Bhavan, New Delhi,
6. The Secretary, Ministry of [lealth and Family Wellfare, Nirman Bhavar:, New Delhi,
7. The Secretary, Department of Education, ‘ﬁh'lst!l Bhavan, New Delhi
8. the Joint Seeretary and 'A, Ministry of Urban Development and Ministry of [TUPA,
New Dcthi.
9. "L'he Chief Planner, Town and Country Planning Organisation (T'CPO}, [.D. Pstare,
New Delhi.
L0, The Adviser, CPHETQ, Ministry of Urban Development, Nirman Bhavan, New Delhi.
1. The CMD, Housing and Urban Development Corporation Lid., FTUDCO Bhavan, fndia
Habitat Centre, Lodht Read, New Delhi.
. The Joint Secretary (JNNURM)/Mission Director, Ministry of Housing and Utban
Poverty Alleviation, New Delhi — Member-Secretary

Copy to the concerned officers in respect of projects considered in the meeting:-
1. Shri O.P. Verma, Chief Engincer (Slum Wing}, Slum & |] Department, Municipal
Corporation of Delhi, Vikas Bhavan Annexe, Indraprastha Estate, New Delhi-110 002 .

1



L2

Shei Shaitesh Kumar Singh, Scererary, Urban Development Depaviment, Covemment

of Tharkhand, Project Building, P.O. Dhurwa, Ranchi-834 004,

3. The Direcror, SUDA, Government of Utear Pradesh, 10-Ashok Marg, Navchetna
Kendra, Lucknow

4. The Secretary, Municipal Admn. & Urban Development, Governmen: of Andhra
Pradesh, L-Block, Secretariat, Hyderabad-500 002,

5. Ms. Sumita Dawra, Mznaging Divector, APUFIDC, O/ o b-in-C, Public Mealth, A C.
Guards, Hyderabad

6. Dr. N. Satyanarayana, Additional Mission Director, Mission for [liminaton of Poverty in

Municipal Aveas (MEPMA), Hyderabad 3rd Floor F-N-C(PH) Ottice Complex,

AC.Cuards, Opposite 1T Bullding, Hyderabad, Andhra Pradesh — 500 004

“The Principal Sceretary (UD), Urban Development Department, Government of NC'T of

Delhi, 9th Level, " C" Wing, Dellhi Sceretariat, 11O, New elhi-110 002,

8. L'he Seeretary (U1D/1.8G) Government of Chhatishgarh, Room No 254, D IS Bhawan,
Mantralaya, Raipur.

9. "Uhe Secretary, Uthan (Housing), Government of Chhatdsgarh, 1.5, Bhavay,

-l

Mantralaya, Raipur.

10. The Sceretary (U1D), Local Selt Government Department, Government of Werala,
Secretaviat, Thiruvananthapuram-695 GO1L.

P Mes, Sarada Muraleedharan, xecurive Director, Kudumlbashree, State Poverty
Liradication Mission, Government Kerala of, 2 [loor, TRIDA Building, Chalikuzhy
Road, Medical College (P.O)), Thiruvananthapuram-695 011

12, . Manjit Singh, Sceretary(1.5G), Government of Rajasthan, Government of Rajasthan,
Room No. 39, S50 Building, Government Scerctariat, Jaipur

13, 'I'he Sceretary UL & FHousing), Government of Uttarnkhand, Litrarakhand Secretartat,
4-13, Subhash Read, Dehradun.

Copy to the Seceetaries in charge of Basic Services to the Urban Poor (BSUP) and
Integrated Housing & Slum Development Programumc (IHSDP) in the Stutes/UTs:-

‘T'he Principal Sceretary, “[he Principal Sceretary,

Urban Development & [Housing Department,

Municipal Administration Depacunent Government of Andhra Pradesh,

Government of Andhra Pradesh, I-Block, A1 Secretatiat,

[ -Block Sceretariat Hyderabad - 500 062

[lyderabad — 500 002

T'he Seeretary, The Principal Sccrelary,

Municipal Admimistration Department, Urban Development & Touedsm,
| Government of Andhara Pradesh, Government of Arunchal Peadesh,
| L-Block Scererariat, Civil Scererartat,

[lyderabac-50G 002. Nanagar.
;

The Commisstonet & Secretary, The Scorctary,

LD Department, Urban Development Deparunent,

Crovernment of Assam, L Government of Bihar,

Assam Sceretarait, Vikash Bhawan,

Dispur, New Secrctatiat,

Guwalati =781 0046. Patna..

“Uhe Additional Secretary & Duector "The Secrcrary (Fousing),

(BUDAY, Government ol Bihar

Urban Development Department, Sachivalaya

CGovernment of Bihar, Praina — 800 015

Vikash Bhawan,

Patna.




t'T'he Secretary,

| School Education & UD/LSG,
Government of Chhadshgarh,
Room NO 254, DKS Bhawan,
Manzralaya, Raipur.

The Secretary(Fousing)
Government of Goa,
Secretariat Annexe,

DC House,
Panaji- 403 001

The Principal Secretary(UD) & Housing,
Government of Gujarat,

Block No, 14, 9" Floor,

New Sachivalaya,

Gandhinagar-382 010,

The Chicf Executive Otficer,

Gujarat Urban Development Mission,
GMEFDB Building, Sector-10.4A,
Gandhinagar — 382 016.

|

The Commissioner & Secretary,
Department of Urban Development,
Government of Faryana,

SCO-20 Sece7C,

Chandigarh — 160 001.

The Secretary (UD),
Government of flimachal Peadesh,

Shimla — 171 002

The Sccrerary,

[Tousing and UL Department,
Government ol Jammu & Kashmir,
New Sceretariat, Srinagar

The Principat Secretary ([ Tousing),
Government of Himachal Pradesh,
Shimla — 171 002

The Director,

Urban Lecal Bodies

Government of Jammu & Kahsmir,
151-A/1D, Gandhi Nagar,

Jammu,

The Seeretary
Urban Development Department,
Government of Jharkhand,

Ranchi -834 004.

The Sccretary (Housing)
Government of Jharkhand,
Project Building, Dhurwa,
Ranchi-834004

T'he Principal Secretary (Housing)
Government of Karnataka,
Room No.213,

2 I'gor, Vikas Sauda

Dr. B.R. Ambedkar Road, Bangalore-560 001

‘T'he Principal Sceretary to Government
UL Department,

Covernment of Karnatka

Room No.436,

4" Iiloor, Vikas Sauda

D B Ambedkar Road

Bangalore 560 201

The Sceretary (Housing),
Gaovernment »f Kerala,
Secrelatiat,
"Fhiruvananthapuram — 695 001

"I'he Principal Secretary,

Iocal Self Government [Department
Government of Kerala
“Thiruvananthapuram — 695 001

"T'he Secretary ,

Local Self Covernment,
Government of Kerala,
‘Thiruvananthapuram-695 001

The Executive Director

Kudumbashrece

State Poverty Eradication Mission
Government of Kerala

2" Floor, TRTDA Building,

Chalakuzhy Road, Medical College (PO),
Thiravainanthapuram 695 011,

"I'he Principal Sceretary,

Urban Administration and Development
Department,

Government of Madhya Pradesh,
Mantralaya,

Bhopal - 462 132
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. The Principal Sccrerary (Housing &
| Environment,

 Government of Madhya Pradesh,
Mantralaya, Ballabh Bhavan,
Bhiopal - 162 032 '

The Commissioner,

Urban Administration & Develepment,
Government of Madhya Pradesh,
Nagar Paliks thwzm,'Shivaji Nagar
Bhopal -462 016

The Principal Secrerary (UD),
| Government of Maharashtra,
| Room No.423, 4" floor
' Nantraalaya, Mumbal-400 032

The Principal Secretary (Hoasing),
- Government of Maharashera,

Room No.268,

2" [loor, Mantralaya,

Mumbai-100 032

|
! Commissioner & Scoretary,
| Urban Affairs & Housing,
Governiment of Meghalaya,
Main Sceretariat Building
Shillong-793 001

The Sceretary,

Housing, UD & Municipal Administration,
Government of Manipur,

Chief Secretariart,

[mphal =795 001

The Commissioner & Scererary (LA,
Government of Mizoram,
Civil Sceretariat,

Arwal-796 001,

"[he Principal Secretary,
Urban Develepment Depariment,
Government of Nagaland,

Kohima — 797 001

| Che Commissioner & Seererary, Wouls &
Llousing,

Guovernment of Nagatand

[Kolima - 797 001

‘I'he Principal Scerctavy {(flousing & ULy,
Government of Ocissa,

Orissa Sccrelarat,

Bhubaneswar - 751 001

The Prinicipal Secretary(H.SG)
f Government of Punjab

Mini Secretaruit

Sector-9,

Chandigarh 160 001

The Secretary {Housing & UL)
Government of Punjab,

Room No.419, Mini Secrerartat, Sectoe-9
Chandigarh 160 001

The Principal Seerctary,
LI & LSCG Diepartment,
Government of Rajasthan

[ Romim No. 29, Main Building,
Scoretarias, Jaipur

T'he Secretary,

Local Sclt Guvernment Department,
Government of Rajasthan

Roony No.39, S50 Building,
Government Sceretarial

Jaipur 302 005,

e Sceretary,

i Department of UD & THousing,
Government of Stkkim,

INTH 31A,

Gangtok =737 101

T'he Sceretary {FHousing & U1},
Government of Tamil Nadu,
Fort St. George, Sceretariat,

Chennai — 600 009

|

| The Sceretary,

Municipal Administration & Water Supply,
GCovernment of Tamil Nadu,

5" Floor, Hzhilagam Annexe,

Chepauk, Chennat— 600 009

The Secretary (UD),
Government of "Uripura
Civil Secretanat,

Pr. Nehru Complex,
Agarrala-799 001




‘The Principal Secretary (UD & MA)
Government of Utrar Pradesh,
Room No.823,

8" floor, Bapu Bhawan,

Lucknow — 226 001

The Principal Secretary (Housing),
Government of Uttar Pradesh,
325 Bapu Bhavan,

Lucknow - 220 001

The Director,

SUDA,

Government of Uttar Pradesh,
Navchema Kendra,

10, Asholk Marg,

Tucknow.

The Secretary (UD & Housing),
Government of Uttarakhand,
Uttatakhand Sceretariat,

4 BB, Subhash Road
DEHRADUN

The Principal Secretaty (UD),
Government of West Bengal,
Nagarayan DE-8, Scctorl,
Bidhannagar, .

Kolkata 700 064

The Secretary (UD & Housing),
Chandigarh Administration,
UT Sccretariat, Sector 9,
Chandigach-160 001

The Sceretary (Flousing),
Government of Puducherry,
Chief Sceretariat,
Puducherry-605 001

The Secrerary,

Local Administration Department
Governiment of Puducherry,
Chicl Secretariat,

Puducherry-605 001

The Principal Secretary (UD),
Government of NCT of Delhi,

9" loor, C Wing,

Delhi Secretariac, TP Estate, New Delhi.,

The Additional Secretary (U1},
Government of NC'U of Delhi,
Delhi Secretariat, [P Dsiate,
New Delki-110 002

The Commussioner & Sccretary,
(Reliel & Rehabilitatior),

Ul of Andaman & Nicobar Tslands,
Sccretariat,

Port Blair =744 101

The Scerctacy {Iousing & UD),
U1 of Daman & Diu,
Secretariat,

Moti Daman-396 220

The Sceretary { lousing & UL),
U1 of Dadra & Nagar Haveli,
Secretariat,

Silvassa-396 220

The Chiel "Fown Planner,

Town & Country Planning Department,
Ul Administration of Dadra & Nagar
Havell, 2™ Floor, Scerelarial,

Silvasa — 396 230,

Copy Lo

1. Lhe Joint Secretary to Hon'ble Prime Minister {(Kind attention Shri . Gopalakrishnany,

PM(:), South Block, New Delhi
DS to [lowble Minister {[HTUPA)
Sr. PPS to Secretary (FIUPA)

v

4. Joint Secretary (M), Ministry of FTUPA
‘The Joint Secretary (PP), Ministry of Minority Affairs, Room No.1125, 1" Floor,

o

Paryavatan Bhavan, CGO Complex, New Dethi.

6. Director (UPA}, Ministry of HUPA

7. OSD (INNURM), Ministry of FHUPA.

8. Director (Administration), Ministry of [IUPA

9. DSONNURM), Ministry of HUPA
10, US(NNURDMD, Ministry of HUPA
11, DD(PC), NBO, Ministry of FUPA

12. DD(Data & MISY, NBO, Ministy of HUPA
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. SO (IFSDP), Ministry of HUPA

wrd

G\EJLI:_-

Road, New Delhi-110 003

e CMD, NBCC, “NBCC Bhavan”, Lodhi Read , New Delhi-110 003
. The CMD, HPL, Jangpura, New Delhi-110014
. The Exceutive Director, BMTPC, Core 5- A, First Floor, India [Habitat Centre, Lodhi

17. The Director (Corporate Planning), HUDCO, “HUDCO Bhavan”, India Flabitat Centre,

Lodhi Road, New Dethi 110 003,

18, The Director, [ndian Tnstitute of Technology Dethi, Hauz Khas, New Delhi-110 016

19. The Direcror, Indian Institute of Technology Roorkece,

Roorkee, Utraralkhand — 247 667

Copy to- Guard folder on JNNURM

i
f

[ /

oA T T

(M. J'1 yachandran)
Deputy Dicector (BSUDP)

Q\(:\'\\‘\;/J



MINUTES OF THE 37+ MEETING OF THE CENTRAL
SANCTIONING AND MONITORING COMMITTEE (CSMC) OF
SUB-MISSION ON BASIC SERVICES TO THE URBAN POOR
(BSUP) UNDER JAWAHARILIAL NEHRU NATIONAL URBAN
RENEWAL MISSION (JNNURM)

Nirman Bhawan, New Delhi, 37 June 2008

The 37" meeting of the Central Sanctioning and Monitoring
Committee (CSMC) of the Sub-Mission on Basic Services to the Urban Poot
(BSUP) under Jawaharlal Nechru National Utban Renewal Mission
(INNURM) was held under the Chairmanship of Sccretary, Ministry of
Flousing and Utban Poverty Alleviation 1n New Delht on 3¢ June, 2008.
List of participants is at Annexure ~ 1.

2. Joint Sectetaty (INNURM) welcomed the patticipants and requested
the States/ULBs to concentrate on implementation of already approved
projects.  He drew attention of the States/UTBs/implementing agencics to
the following:-

o Capacity Building Activities: In the year 2006-07, the Ministry of
HUPA had teleased fund to the State Governments for capacity
building activities tncluding  Rescarch  and  Traming  towards
implementation of BSUP and THSDP projects. Unless the States
submit utilisation certificates for the funds released catlier, tutther
release of Central Assistance would be held up, as utilisation
certificates have to be furnished within 12 months from the date of
closure of the financial year to which financial sanctton pertains.

e Status of Project Implementation:  The States/ULBs  should
present Quatterly Progress Repotts/Monthly  Progress Reports
before bringing proposals to the Central Sanctioning & Moritoting
Committee/Central Sanctioning Committee. Lutther, one page
abstract on the status of implementation of projects & reforms must
be presented before presenting the project proposals in the
meetings of Central Sanctioning & Monitoring Committee/Central
Sanctioning Committee.

o Setting up of PMU/PIA/PIU:-The  States  should  submit
proposals to the o/o OSD (JNNURM) which will get the same
appraised; and bring up before the Central Sanctioning &
Monitoring Committee/Central Sanctioning Committee.



o Fees for Preparation of DPRs: The States should submir
proposals 1o the concerned Appraisal Agency which had appraised
the projects. The Appraisal Agency has a crucial role in examining
the claim with particular reference to the varous stages of
improvement and modificatons that were brought out in the DPRs
before they were finally approved by the Central Sanctoning and
Monitoring  Committee/Central  Sanctioning Committee.  The.
Appraisal Agency will submit proposals to the Ministry for releasing
Central Assistance towards the cost of preparation-of DPRs (both
in the case of DPRs prepared by in-house personnel as well as by
consultants). These will be considered by the Central Sanctioning
and Monitoring Committee.  After approval, recommendation will
be sent to Ministry of Linance/Ministry of Home Atfairs for
releasing Central Assistance out of the ACA allocation for the
particular State/ UL in the case of projects prepared by consultants.
The Central Assistance for DPRs prepated  through  n-housce
personnel of the States would be released from out of the 1%
JNNURM fund in the Budget of Ministry of HUPA as dectded in
the Central  Sanctioning &  Monitoring  Coramiteee/Central
Sanctoning Committee meetings carler.

e Community Development Network (CDN):  'lhe State
should prioritise and get necessary approval from SLSC/SILCC to
the proposals related to Community Development Network (CDN).
Such proposals received in the Ministty of HUPA will be appraised
by a tcam working under the GOLUNDP Projdet on National
Strategy for Utban Poor coordinated by the National Project
Coordinator/Deputy Secretary (JNNURM). The reports will then
be placed before the Central Sanctioning & Monitoring Commitiee.

3.1 Chairman, CSMC and Sccretary (HUPA) said that o all mectings,
befote new projects are taken up, a status repore on already sanctioned
projects should be brought up before the Committee. "This should cover
physical and financial progress of projects, utilization of funds and reforms.
The States should submit Quarterly Progress repotts and bricE Monthly
Progress Reports without fail to enable the Ministry to repott to Prime
Minister’s Office in time.  This should not only contain information on
physical and financial progress of the projects on hand, but also the
achicvement of reforms in accordance with agreed timelines.

3.2, Chairman, CSMC and Scererary (HUPA) laid special emphasis on the
following:- _



(a)

(b)

(¢)

(H

Quality of Projects:  Fousing for the poor does not mean poor
quality housing. Utmost emphasts must be given to the quality of
houses for the poor. A\ vector-free atmosphere and healthy living
cnvironment should be ensured tn the housing projects under

BSUP/THSDP.

Third  Party  Inspection and  Monitoting  (TPIM):
States/UlBs/Parastatal agencies should pay attention towards quality
assurance and the tmportance of third party inspection and monitoring
of projects (IPIM}.. The Ministry would give necessary assistance to
the States for TPIM. Toolkit has been prepared and communicated to
the State Governments.

Socio-economic Survey: No cfforts  should be spared for
conducting socio-cconomic surveys of poteatial beneficiartes including
prepatation of bio-metric catrds.  Such surveys should emphasize
housing, health, educational and livelithood profiles of the utban poor.
The survey would assist in designing good BSUP/TEISDP projects by
taking into account important aspects such as dependency load in the
cxisting schools and hospitals, need for multi-purpose communtty
centres  including livelthood centre and  informal  sector  matket.
HUDCO and BMTPC have developed good designs of howses and various types of
social infrastructure which conld be appropriately unsed while formulating project

proposals. A Toolkit has also been published,

Convergence of Health, Education and Social Security : Tt i
nccessary to integrate provisions of Health, lducation and Socal
Sceutity with Fousing for the Poor to enable them to lead a better
quality of life. "The Utban Local Bodies and the State Governments
have a critical role to play to cnsure proper convergence of facilitics
under the alteady available schemes for education, health and social
sccurity implemented  through  different  departments/fields. The
projects should list out the deficiencics in terms of access to school,
ptimaty health centre, provision of social welfare measures so that
timely remedial measutes in accordance with the socto-cconomic
sutvey can be taken up.

Community Development Network, The dynamics of the CDN

should lead to fraternity with the neighbourhood so that the tssues of
alienation of all sorts ate climinated. CDN should wotk towartds bettet

3jau




mter- and intra- relationships in colonies to get over the dividing
forces. This will strengthen a feeling of solidarity among the residents.

3.3, Chawman, CSMC urged upon the States to come up with projects,
espectally for m-situ development, with good lay-outs and designs. [n the
case of 1n-situ projects, the cmphasis should be to provide a better and
supporuve atmosphete of Iving. The in-sitn development should not end up
with creation of another cluster of houses without access to watet, sanitation
and soctal infeastructure.

54, Lo create a sense of belongtagness, the slums may be named in
consultation with the wmtended beneficiaries. Provision of a low  cost
enclosure around a slum pocket being covered under BSUP/HSDP could
be considered by a State/ULB in the interest of safety and a sense of local
identity, if the cost s not prohibitive.

3.5, Chairman, CSMC also retterated that proposals for release ol 20
tnstalment should be based on the acwal progress on the ground and
utilization of Central Share, State Share and UTB share. e requested all
States to come up with proposals in the prescribed format for second and
subscquent instalments for already sanctioned projects with appropriate
utilisation certiftcates i the prescribed formats.  Progress of sanctioned
projects and release of funds to them for completion should be
accorded Yop Priority. Central share along with State share should be
released to ULBs within 2-3 days from the date of recept of ACA. Any
delay on this account would result in delay in the completion of projects
which would put the poor beneficiaries in undue hatvdships.

3.6. Chatrman, CSMC further poimnted out that special atrention should
be paid for implementation of the three reforms stipulated under
JNNURM that are critical to the urban poor: (1) internal carmarking
within local body budgets for basic services to the urban poor; (if) provision
of basic scrvices including the 7-point charter in accordance with agreed
umelines; (i} carmarking at least 20-25% of developed land in all housing
projects (both public and private agencies) for LWS/1IG category with a
system of cross subsidization.  Chairman informed that poor are squeezed
out of the urban land market and the tssue of land for housing the poor and
informal sector activities and sccurity of fand tenure must be accorded top-
most priority by the State Governments.

;‘1_ / "\';'?_}‘
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3.7.  Chairman, CSMC drew attention of the States/UTs towards the Prime
Minister’s New 15-Point Programme for the Welfare of the Minorities. An-
important objective of the new programme is to ensure that the benefits of varions
government schemes for the underprivileged reach the disadvantaged sections of the minonty
communities.  In this regard, carc should be taken to take up clusters of
minotity beneficiarics to the extent possible. Wherever feasible, efforts
should be made to allocate upto 15% of targets and outlays under BSUP and
[FISDP for the minoritics.  Similatly, priority should be given to
accommodate physically challenged beneficiaries.

4, Chairman also drew attention of the membets of the CSMC and
representatives of the States to the following issues, tatsed in previous
mectings, directly related to improving the quality of life of the urban poot:-

o In case there is time constraint, a regular socio-cconomic sutvey can be
preceded by a raped survey for identifying beneficiaries, thetr main and subsidiary
occupations, their educational profile and felt-needs so as io desion appropriale sovial
infrastructure for each project. Willingness of the beneficiaries should also
be taken for any rehabilitation/cclocation projects.

e Affordability of the urban poot should be kept in view while working
out Bencficiaty Contribution. Ovetall construction cost of the housing
unit should be kept at a minimum.  The housing component should
generally be at least 50% of the total project cost with a view to giving
primacy to provision of shelter to the utban poor cxcept where
housing units have already been constructed/are being constructed
under VAMBAY or othet TEWS scheme of Central o State
Governments.  Further, considering the difficultics and special needs
of the urban poor at some locations, clusters having 15 housing units
can also be considered.

o [lach project should be accompanicd by a list of beneficiartes based on
a socio-cconomic sutvey and ULBs should go for bto-mctric cards,
whetever feasible, to avoid the possibility of sale/misuse ol housing
units allotted to properly targeted beneficiaries. “The list should be
notified and placed in the website of the ULB/INNURM.

o ‘l'he layout plan must be sociaily cohesive and facilitate social
interaction. Lfforts may be made for providing at least 30% open
spaces with 15% green atea in the lay-outs and adequate social and
livelihoods nfrastructure, ,

e Adequate space must be provided for community activitics, informal

" scctor markets, livelihood activities, pen for animals (if permirted and
required), space to take care of convergent services such as health,



L]

5.

cducation and recreatdon conforming to the specific needs of cach of
the slum pockets and their benefictaries.

The houses proposed should have two rooms, balceny, kitchen and
separatc bathroom and latrine, individual water connection and scwer
connection. Aspects such as storage space for keepmg things in
rooms/ kitchen, location of kitchen, location of toilet and bathroom n
the houses to facilitate prvacy, independent access from both rooms to
toilet and bathroom, leaving a small space for fitting exhaust fan in
kitchen and toilet, balcony for drying clothes cte., are some of the
nuances that can be thoughtfully incorporated mn the design of the
houses for the poor.

‘The State authoritics/ UTLLBs may adopt some of the innovative designs
and layouts of houses, multi-purpose community centres, informal
sector markets and animal pen, cte., prepared and compiled by
HUDCO and BMTPC. The Toolkit published may be referred to.

‘The State authotitics in consultaton with appratsal agencies should
ensure that necessary clearances such as environmental clearance,
Coastal Regulation Zone (CRZ) regulation  clearance, land  usc
clearance, cte., are obtained. They should also ensure that necessary
technical approvals are sccured from the compelent agencics as per
State PWD Code.

Since these projects ate required to be generally completed in 12 1o 15
months, it is generally expected that any escalation of the project cost 1s
botne by the State Government/ULDB concerned.

Wherever informal sector markets are taken up as a parte of social
infrastructure, their operation on a time-shating basts by inhabitants for
cnabling wider coverage of the bencficiaries can be considered by the
UL concerned.

Adequate provision should be made for solid and liquid waste disposal
and digester technology can be adopted in place of dual-pits/septic
tanks wherever feasible.

Road-side plantations with tree guards are advisable.

Chairman, CSMC and Sccretary  (HUPA)  further said  that the

responsibility of the technical specifications (adherence to State PWID Code)
and their approval by the competent authotity les with the ULBs/State Level
Nodal Agency. ‘lhe appraisal agencies must  cnsure  that technical
specifications are duly approved by the technically competent authority.

0.

For the Meetng, the following items were put up in the agenda:-



7. The

Two new BSUP projects- onc cach from Delhi and Dhanbad
(Jhatkhand), brief details of which are at Annexute-IL.

Three proposals for release of 2~ installment of ACA- Two
from Lucknow and onec from Mathura. Brief details are at

Annexure-I1.

Proposals for reimbursement of cost of preparation of DPRs for
4 BSUP projects in Raiput (Chattisgarh). Brief details are at
Annexure-111.

Seven Proposals for support to State Level Programme
Management Units (PMU) — one cach from the States of Andhra
Pradesh, Chattisgach, Jharkhand, Uttarakhand, Rajasthan, NCT
of Delhi and Kerala.  Brief details are at Annexure-1V.

‘Thitteen  proposals  for  suppott to  City TLevel Project
Implementation Units (PTU) from three States (7 from Andhra

Pradesh, 2 from Rajasthan, 3 from Kerala and 1 from NC'T of
Delhi). Bticf details are at Annexure-V.

Chairman, CSMC requested the  tepresentatives of the State

Governments to give an account of the following:-

()

(iii)

Bricf details of physical and financial progress of already approved projects
including the actial availability of Central share, State share, ULB share,
beneficiary contribution, and loan component; tentative schedule fort
secking 2 instalment of Central share; number of houscs
actually constructed;  stage  of progress  of  housing and
infrastructure, reforms ctc.;

Basic details of the present proposals such as total project cost
and its break up into housing and infrastructure components
(percentages); break-up of cost of housing and infrastructure
under Central Share, State share, ULB share, Bencficiary
contribution, loan, contribution by parastatals if any; and

Design of colony layout and housc layout proposed.

8.1. Representative of NC'1 of Dethi made a presentation on the project for
MCD. The Committee observed the following:-

o Central shate for dwelling unit should be in the ratio of 50:50, mstead
of the proposed share of 44% from Centre and 56 from State
(including beneficiary contribution);



s Bencficiarics have to be identified and socio-economic  survey
conducted. The Committee decided that this should be done
within a period of two months and that the release of further
installments to the project would depend on submission of the
report of the survey;

o Cost of dwelling unit nceds o be clearly stated. "The cost per DU
presented in the meeting 15 Rs. 233,412 as amainst Rs.2,29,350
proposed in the DPR; and

o Necessary apptoval from SLSC should be obtained for the project and

communicated.

8.2. 'I'he appraisal agency (BM1PC) has informed that the State ageney
(MCIDD) has made necessary corrections regatding shating of cost of DUs
between Centee and State/ULB. Benefictaries will be wdentified and SOCIO
cconomic survey conducted within 2 months and due care will be taken to
wccommodate minotities. It has also been informed that the cost of DU has
been fixed as Rs.2,33,412 per DU as there 1s an addition of Rs.4,002 per DU
due to additional estimated quantity of reinforcement based on technical
scrutiny.  Details of the approved project arc at Statement-I of
Annexurc-VII. First instaiment of Central share will be released on
receipt of SLSC approval.

9.1.  Representative of the State Government of Jhatkhand made a
presentation on the BSUP project for Dhanbad.  The Commitiee obscrved

the following:-

o Cost cstimates of the scheme have been prepared as per the
Jharkhand PWD SOR 2006. "This may be revised as per the latest
schedule of rates; and

o [ilected body is not in place. As a special dispensation was
accorded to Jharkhand, the Committee, decided that only first
instalment of Central share will be released for the time being.
Release of 2% instalment will be considered only if the elected
body is in place.

9.2. ‘'lhe appraisal agency (HUDCO) has informed that the State has
revised the cost as per Jharkhand PWD SOR 2008, The project cost has now
incrcased to Rs.2055.06 lakh as against the cost of Rs.2042.28 lakh mentioned
in the agenda cireulated. Fowever, this does not attract fresh SLSC approval



as the project cost approved by SLSC is more than the revised cost. Detatls
of the approved proposal arc at Statement-IT of Annexure-VIL.

10.  'The Committee then considered the proposal from Uttar Pradesh for
relcase of 2nd instalment of Central assistance for the BSUP projects in
Lucknow and Mathura, OSD (NNURM) informed that the State/ULB has
futnished required documents and utilisation certificate as per prescribed
guidelines. Tt was, however, noticed that the State share did not teflect the
beneficiary contdbution. Also copies of the Resolutions passed by the State
Government/ ULB regarding commitment to teforms had not been
submitted. The Committee approved the proposal for releasing the 2nd
instalment of Central assistance for BSUP projects in Lucknow and
Mathura to ensure speedy execution of work, subjcct to the following
conditions: :
i) State Government teleasing in full its share of 1% installment
including beneficiary share.
iiy  Furnishing copies of resolution passed regarding
commitment to reforms

Details of the approved 2+ instalment are at Annexure-VIIL

11, l'he proposals for reimbursement of cost of DPRs for 4 BSUP projects
in Raipur prepared by consultants were defetred to enable the appraisal
apency (HUDCO) to come up with detailed analysis of the proposals and
fulfill requisite formalities in consultation with the State Government —
subject to limits preseribed by guidelines issued by CSMC.

12.1. The Committee then considered the proposals recetved from 7 States
for suppott to State Level Programme Management Units (PMUY and City
Leve Project Implementation Units (PTU). “The representative of the State
Government of Kerala requested for considering inclusion of 22 towns for
scttirg up of PIUs. He stated that the State’s request for setting up of 9 PIUs
for 22 towns have not been reflected in the agenda. e made a presentation
on the proposal from Kerala. OSD (INNURM) referred to the latest request
from the State of Andhra Pradesh (vide letter No.1 JAPUFTDC/INNURM/
PMU-BSUP/07-08 dated 2.6.2008. The representative from GoAPR/AP
Urban Tinance and Infrastructure Development Cotporation Lid. explained
about the decision of the State Government to set up PIU for a group of
towns in different districts. e presented the revised proposal of the State
Covernment which has mote clarity than the State’s proposal sent catlier. Fle

9L
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requested the Committee to consider the revised proposal for seriing up of

PIUs (Annexure-VI).

122, The Committee decided that staffing proposed at the State and City
level for ‘Research & Training (vide special CSMC mecting held on
2:4.1.2008) would be part of PMU & PIU respectively. Thetefore, PMU and
PIL will consist of 5 experts (in various ficlds) to be supported by BSUP and
THSDP. The funding for experts would be on the same pattern as approved
at the special meeting of CSMC held on 24.1.2008 i.c. 60%: of the financial
support for PMU/PIU by MoHUPA would be for the staff cost and 40% for
the nonstaff cost. The non staff cost. would be subject to the following

[imits:
o Iravel Cost — 20%;
o System Suppott Cost plus Stationcry, Documentation & printing cte. —
10% ; and
o Overheads & Other Miscellaneous expenses — 10%.

12.3. The Committee approved these proposals from the States of Andhra
Pracdesh, NC1 of Dcthi, Chhattsparh, Jhatkhand, Kerala, Rajasthan and
Uttarakhand  for cogaging 5 cxperts at PMU/PIU with the following
conditions:-

o Annual support (staff and non-staff) for the PMU i connection with
the engagement for Project Specialist (Housing & Slum Development),
Specialist— (Social  Development) and  Specialist  (Community
Mobilisation & MIS} will be limited to Rs. 40 lakhs per _ﬁnnum. Annuoal
support  Lor PMU  for the engagement of Utban Poverty and
Management Specialist & Rescarch and "Uraining Coordinator will be
limited to Rs.40 lakhs per annum for large States and Rs.25 lakhs o
smalt States;

o Annual support for the PTU/PIA for the engagement of three experts
namcly * Project  Coordinator,  Social Development  Officer &
Livelihoods Development Specialist will be on tapering basis. ‘The fist
year suppott will be 100%, the second year suppott will be 75% and
the third year support will be 50% of the approved fust year amount.
Annual Support fo: the PIU in connection with the cngagement of
Rescarch Officer (Utban Poverty and Management Specialisty and
Research and Training Coordinator o suppott research and aintng
activities will be limited to Rs.15 fakhs per city for citics sclected under
BSUP and cides sciected under THSDP, preferably with more than 5

lakhs populati(m.



e A single PIU/PIA may be set up for 3 or mote towns or for a group of
towns/ districts, subject to administrative and geogtaphical feasibility if
considered appropriate by the State Government. In such case the
combined population of THSDP towns could be considered for sctting
up of PIUs/PIAs. This would help teduce administrative expenditure.
The number of experts in a PIU/PLA may go up to 5. Wherce felt
necessary, the numbet could be reduced.

o [lingagement of cxperts, the remunetaton to be paid, staff and non-
staff costs, etc., will be as per the guidelines approved by the Minstey
(as per Minutes of the special mecting of CSMC held on 13.9.2007 and
24.1.2008/guidelines approved by Minister for Housing & Utban

Povetty Alleviation from time to time).

Details of approved proposals in respect of PMU are at Annexure-IX
and PIU at Annexure X(a), (b), (¢} & {(d).

13, Concluding the mecting, the Chaitman of CSMC and Sceretaty
(HUPA) once again  urged  the  States/ UT's/ULBs/parastatals - (c.g,
Development  Authotity)/implementing — agencies/appraisal - agencies 1o
adhere to the puidelines as well as undertake measures for smooth
implementation of the projects to benefit urban poor.

14.  'I'he meceting ended with a vote of thanks to the Chait.

e s e e s ok o ok o
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ANNEXURE-L

LIST OF FARTICIPANTS IN THE 37" MEETING OF CENTRAL

SANCTIONING AND MONITORING COMMITTEE (CSMC) OF BSUP HELD

i7.
18.
(9.
20.
21,
22,
23.
24,
23.

26.
27.
28
29,
30.
31
32.

1

35,
34,
35.
36.
37
38.
39.

40,

UNDER THE CHAIRMANSHIP OF SECRETARY (HUPA) ON 3.6.2008

Dr. Harjit S. Anand, Secretary, vorne 10 Chair

Ministry of Housing and Urban Poverty Alleviation

Dr. P.K. Mohanty, Joiat Secretary and Mission Director, Ministry of HUPA

Shri D.S. Negi, OSD (JNNURM), Ministry of HUPA

Shri V.K. Gupta, Deputy Financia! Adviscr, Ministry of Urban Development

Shri Ashish Joshi, Director, Ministry of Minority Affairs

Shri Deena Nath, Deputy Dircctor, Ministry of Finance, Department of expenditure
Shei M.L. Chotani, Additional Chief Planner, TCPO, Ministry of Urban Development
Shri J.A. Vaidyanathan, Under Secretary, Ministry of HUPA

Shri Umraw Singh, Deputy Director, Ministry of HUPA

. Shri S. Bandyopadhyay, Accounts Oflicer, Ministry of HUPA

. Shri Devender Singh, Section Officer, Ministry ol HUPA

_Smt. Usha P Mahavir, Deputy Chiel (P), HUDCO, New Delhi

_Smt. Radha Roy, Assistant Chicl, HUDCO, New Delhi

_Shri Debesh Chakraborly, Assistant Chicl’ (Projects), HUDCO, Raipur

_Shri C.N. Jha, Development Officer, BMTPC )

. Dr. N. Satyanarayana, Additional Mission Director, MEPMA, Government of Andhra

Pradesh

Shri K. Rajendra Prasrad, Project Manager, APUFIDC, Hyderabad

Shei A Chakraborty, AO (P), HUDCO, Ranchi

Shri AP Tiwari, Assistant Chicf (), HUDCO, New Delhi

Shri A. Kumar, Min.ol Health & Family Wellare, New Delhi

Shri Sudeep Das, Appraisal Officer(Projects), HUDCO

Smt. Vaijayanti Mahabale, Appraisal Officer(Comm. Dev), HUDCO, Mumbal

Shri C.ICK haitan, Secretary (UAD), Government ol Chhattisgarh

Shrl Saurabh Jain, Additional Secretary (Urban Dev), Governmentl ol Uttarakhand
Dr. K. Krishnakumar, State Programme Officer, Kuadumbashree, SLNA, Government
of Kerala

Shri Shailesh Singh, Sceretary (UDD), Government of Jharkhand

Shri Shiv Kumar Verma, Administrator, Dhanbad Municipal Corporation

Shri Gajanand Ram, Associate Town Planner, UDD, Jharkhand

Shri A. Markandey Kr Rakesh, Executive Engineer, Dhanbad Municipal Corporation
Shri N, Venugopalan, Deputy Sccretary, Min. of Urban Development

Shri Rajiv Pandey, Project Officer, Deliradun

Shri Jitender Shukla, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Raipur

Shei Alok Chandravanshi, Dy. Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Raipur

Shri Anil Bansal, Program Manager, [PE, Delhs

Shiri ManoharV. Kharabe, Sectional Engincer, M HADA, Maharashtra

Ms. Dalject Kaur, [PE, Delhi

Ms. Madushree, 1PE, Delhi

Shei H.M. Thakur, JE, Municipal Corporation, Ramltek, Maharashtra

Shri Udaypatta H. Gajbhiye, Architect Consultant to Municipal Corporation, Mohapa,
Maharashtra

Shri O.P.Verma, Chief Englneer, Slum Wing, Municipal Corporation of Delhi

.12 /(L:



41. Shri Vinod Sehgal, Assistant Engineer, Slumé& JJ Department, Municipal Corporation
of Dethi

42. Shri N.K.Jain, Stumé& JJ Department, Municipal Corporation of Delhi

43. Shri Jeet Ram, Slum& JJ Department, Municipal Corporation of Delhi
44. Shri S.K.Mahajan, Slumé& JJ Department, Municipal Corporation of Delhi
45, Dr. Raghavendra MS, Urban Consultant, APUFIDC, Hyderabad
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oL ..r.m "~ BRIEY SUMMARY OF AGENDXA FOR CONSIDERATION TO CENTRAL SAMCTIONING & .SOZMM@OWMH
A .y COMMITTEE (CS&MC) UNDER BASIC SERVICES TC THE URBEN PGOR (Sub-I -Mission-I1)
UM (Rs. in Crores)
-~ i,
< — e _ . =
e 5i. | Mission Project Title voizi entral! State | Ist H Srief of Apprailsal Report P
No | City, Cost hare |Share |instali- | 2
State ‘ ment
(50%
m :
] Ceniral
i . ‘ Share) N
A |Savada Construction | 184.92]66.91|88.07] 156.72/> CDP approved and ihoA signed.
Ehevra of Four m > No details of SLSC approval provided.
(Phase- storied Low 2 List of beneficiarizs for proposed scheme
3), Deihi |cost housing i _ with criteria of selection not provided. Tt
for Slum { IS mentioned that the average inceme of
Dwellers at | peneficiaries is 3000 to 4000 per month.
| Sevada | = No details of livelihood details, number of
Ghevra, , | dwelling and criteric  for selection/
Phase-3 “ m | alletment has not been included. Bio- ,
Delhi by Sum W, | mefric survey not conducted. .q,
& TT | | |= Being relocation project, distance from
Department | A the existing location not give
of Municinal 4, nu The same being Um:m_h:.ma from any
ﬁo%ow..mio.: m [ central/state schemez earlier cannot be
£ Delhi, _ _ - validated. |
_ T Beneficiary contribution has been taken as
W _ , .
| _ ¢ 60,000 (26% of housing cost), though

3750 CSAHME meeting, dured: 03.06.2008 (Agends Grigf) Page tof 3 L




| orIEF SUMMARY OF AGENDA TOR CONSIDERATION TO CENTRAL SENCTIONING mn EOZM@M@M@
m COMMITTEE (CS&NMC) UNDER BASIC SERVICES TO THE URBAN POOR (Sub-Mission-II} .

(Rs. in Crores)

beneficiaries not identified and selection
criteria not given.

2 4672 DUs in G+ 3 structures with carpet
area of 25.00sq. mir. To be constructed. 2
community centre and 1 primary health
cenire proposed under social

infrastructure.

> Details of land ownership are not given.

o

o
-]

Under  taking  on adequacy = of
design/estimates/SOR are not included.
> Details of structural design and details of

A SR A

h buildings block have not been furnished.

o = Drawing and Cost estimates for proposed
scheme not approved by the compeient
authority.

> Details with regard to site development
with the cost of Rs. 113 Lakhs not
furnished.

s Charges payable to DJB for water supply®
Rs, 10,438 per beneficiary, sewerage @ Rs.
721¢ per beneficiary and to Discom for

12 500  per

electrification @ Rs

’

377 CSIGAC meeting , dated : 03.06.2008 (Agenda Brief)




BRIE ﬂ;ﬁ@rﬁ%i CrAGENDEFOR OOZ.UHUNE].”OE

T HIBAL SANCTIONING & 1T leZMqHHle‘
COMNITTEE (C3&MIC) UNDER BASIC SERVICES®

T
O THE TRB ﬁ.z 20 GM (Sub-Mission-ID)
(Rs. in Crores}

| | beneficiary are also included in DPR,
v ! > Cos? estimates are based on Delhi SOR|
\ : ! | 2007,

7 .
| _ : ° The duration of project is 18 months.

|
]

[

2l | 454.9266.91/88.07 18.72

PSS QUDAQR ) ennrw
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ERIEF SUMMARY OF SUPPLEMENTARY AGENDA FOR CONSIDERATION TO CENTnaL SANCTIOMNING &
MONITIORING COMMITTEE (CS&tMO) UNDER BASIC SERVICES TO THE URBAN POOR Ammwizwmmwoz-ﬂw
{Rs. in Crores)
T.L. ’?ﬂm..mmmﬁ Project Title | Tota! Mﬂmanm_" State ﬁmmm : Brief of Appraisal Report Pa
| Mo | Gity, Mﬁomm mewm Share | Instaii- | No
ﬁm.ﬂmﬁrm # # ﬂ mﬁ.mwj«-.. Omd "
_ _w ﬂ _ | Central | ~
( ,f m _ A_ ﬂ Shars -_lql
! : : , i - .
PAL # Dhanbad, |Basic services ﬂ NO.&N, w.ﬂm_,_ 10.6S1 2.43° COF approved and MoA signed.
# 73 ! _ | | ls 5 iect
| Jharkhand |for The Urban _ W | > SLSC has approved the project. |
f Poor at Dhandad “ w H _, s Tdentification of beneficiaries and sium
_ , ,f i .
M Ph ITT) ﬂ ‘ H | . pockets has been done on the basis of socio- |
__ (Prase-1L-). ] | ’ W , economic  survey,  consuifation with
l Dhanbad, m _ _ _ ! beneficiaries etc.
Jharkhand “ r _“ u In 3™ Phase, 5 slums have been taken for
‘ | _, | | construction of 672 DUs in 5+1 block
_u # _ , ” ” consisting 4 units with plinth are of 3452 _
m_ 7 | i _ | sq. mir. each. Design of DU developed by
_ I ’ . ,_ _ HUDCO as sample is used.
| _, _ | f Trfrastructure facilities like water mcnn:\.'
“ | ! W | | sewerage, roads and pathways etc. are
A , ﬁ _ _, proposed. 6 community cenire, :<m:roof
W | ; _ i centre, informal shops, livelihood centre Q,NM
4 | | H_ | ,, | proposed under social infrastructure.
! i H ;
| | # d ,f 's Beneficicry iist has been submitted and
‘_ ! | m _ ,, ” : Y
#, _, M w ’ w | contribution of 10% of housing component
ﬂ | “ L _
_ _ | ! oo oposed. ﬂ
L » ] w ﬂ i Lund ownership is with the municipality. |A|
b 37T OSeTHM( mesiing , deted : 03.06.2008 (Supplementary Jgends Brief) - V\M @age-+0f 3
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| Raizur,
Chaitisgarn

Nl

CCEMNTRAL SANTUIION
RB

AN POOR (Sub-Mission- ww

{Rs. in Croresj

|
|
!
|
!

| Claim of DPR |
r% paration w
JQ\,. ﬁmmm inrespect _ﬂ
Tﬁ 4 BSUP schemes

| of Raipur Municioal
| Corperation,
Chattisgarn

|
|
J,
|
|
|
A

e

3780 CS<THC

fal

meziing ,

R. QQ MQOO \rm.ﬁ

plemne

The ration of housing fo infrastructure
60%:40% of project cost.

18

Cost estimates are work ouf as per Sfaie
SOR December, 2005,

s Project duration is Ol year and 3 months.

s

m 2 0gle CSMC hed approved all 4 projects in 6

L

| " Mezting on 28.11.2006 with project cost of
' Rs. 39144 Crores.

The submitted
documents evidencing actual payment made

Agency has - not any

V]

o consultants.

, “ The work was cwearded informally To M.M
| | consultants during  Ociober, 2006 ﬂu:cm_ awf,
m - formal work orders were issured o.i_ )
, 22.12.2007 after post Tacfo approval.

,, a De+tails of admissibie/ ineiigitle componenis

“ cennot ascertained as the Tees charged and

,_ cigimed on lump sum basis ie. @ 05% of

| project cost plus service Tax.

.W 2% Q70 Rzcommendation  for 2™ instaliment is

W | submitted for 2 projects from Luknow and 1

_ from Mathura. Y
o Utilisation of ceniral shore for 2 m?&ﬁn»m

_ i from Lucknow is 100% ana 77 %. |
Brizf) . Page 2 of 3
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DRIZE SUMMAKT UT DUFPLEMENTAKT ABENUA TUR CUNSIUEKATIUN 1U LENIRAL JANUIIUNING &
MONITIORING COMMITTEE (CSaxMC) UNDER BASIC SERVICES TC THE URBAN POCR (Sub-Mission-ii}

{Rs. in Crores)

2 Utilization of central share for 1 nwo.wmni

- from Mathura is 95.71%. o

» CSMC has approved all 3 projects in FY
2007-08.

o Total amount of 2™ installment is Rs. 25.07

Crores
Total 47.58|111.81|10.69! 25.59¢
3700 CSTTAC meeting , dated : 03,06.2008 (Supplementary Agenda Brizf) = _ L %n,mwm\m\mw 3

..



pu—

A Oy ¥
Anvang 2o -4

I O I

Adenda - Appraisal of claims of DPR preparation chargas in respect of

o 4 BSUP schemes of Raipur Municipal Corporation.

State Urban Nevelopment  Agency has  submitted proposd| far
; reimbursernent of fees for preparation of DPR in prescribed proformd cluly
signed DY ihe SUDA and Raipur Municiod| Corpoidson. The Amount
requested for totd reimbursement of Rs. 21991783/ (K5 19572410/ iowards
consultancy fee and Rs2419173/- towaras service charges @ 12.36%) as pef

following: -

,,,,,,, S ST T Admissibl

SN Seheme ‘[ Project cost Amount Claimed (Rs.) a
©. as T Serice | ol amount (27
sanctioned ‘fjel o T:JIx - _of_the PC or
| in  CSMC € 75 lakhs
l meeting on | (0.5%of | (@12.36%) y\('rl_lfgh_?ver
l 28.11.04. 1 Project Cost) is rniniraum)
1. BISUP al Raipur 532529000 12250 340040 & 3777990 . 3272990
Schorme |
B T A 1 N S FE N P e el Iy _l
2o psub at Kaipur 1082766000 5413830 LEP1 AT HOR2979 HU0R2979
Schomae 7
3.1 BSUP ol [ cipur 1528187000 71640935 C944417 8505354 - S b
Scheme 3 ) 7500000
B A AN NS S P Sy R ]
4. | BSUP ot Raipur k 20979000 36048925 445065 4050460 4050440 |
Schame 4 ;
I R3] N R e ST Te 2 I P —
TOTAL i 39144461000 19572610 2419Y73 21991783 20906429 ]

aalit s By, 75.00 lakhs ar 2%

k _ o
As por guidelings on reimburserment of expenses of
tingg is indicaled ds

' . ~ i . . - . .
- of the Project Cost, whicheyver is minirnum. Howaver, In workshoot 1, cel
29 of the Project Cost of Rs. 40,00 lakhs , whichever is miniraun.

EINat The proposal has been appraised und following are ihe observations:

1. The Agency has not submitted any documents evidencing actual
payment made to consultants. So far, they have not paid any
armount.  The Rclpur Municipa! Corporation nformed that due o
budget conslraints  actudi paynen! could not bo made oigle
pOyment Jhall be mode ds soon Ul sund from Govl. of inclicr is
recelved.

2. The work was awarded to 8 preject consullants for preparalion of
DPRs jointly. Raipur Municipal  Corporahion has selected the B
consultants from thelr empanelled consultants with post fachor
approval of e General Body meeting held on 05.12,2007. 1 has
been informed by the Municipal Corporation that, work was awarded
informally to the consultants durirg October 2004 without competilive
bidding. But formal work orders were ssued on 22.12.2007 after post
facto approval, HOWEVErD the schemas were approved In CSMC

meeting held on 28.1 1.2006.

3. Payment clamed by fhe Agency is on lurnpsump Rasis 1.e @ 0.5% of
the Prolect cos! and service tax as applicable as per the agreement




executed between Municipal Corporation and the consuitants. The
detailed item wise breakup of fees has nof been furnished. However,
the consultant wise fees charged for each of the project with
supporting bills have been submitted.

4. Details of admissible / ineligible componenis cannot be ascerlained
as the fees charged and claimed on lumpsump basis i.e. @ 0.5% of
the Project cost plus service tax as applicable as per the cgreement
executed between Municipa!l Corporafion and the consultants.
Considering the ceiling of Rs. 75.00 lakhs per project or 2% of the
Project cost, whichever is the minimum as per guidelines, the
admissible amount for the above 4 BSUP work of Raipur Municipal
Corporation works out fo Rs. 209046429/,

As indicated in the points above, CSMC may take o view on the proposal for
reimbursement of DPR charges as requested by Raipur Municipal Corporalion
and SUDA, Chhattisgarh,

The duly filled in Worksheet 2 (1o be filled by Appraiser) and Proposal alongwilh
Forrm A, Worksheet 1 and Supplement as submitted by the SUDA and Raipur
Municipal Corporalion for reimbursernent of DPR s enclosed.
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Annexur

BRIEF SUMMARY OF AGENDA FOR CONSIDERATION BY CSMC

IN ITS 377" MEETING FOR SETTING UP OF PMU

PMU in Andhra Pradesh

J.u.H.O.bmnﬁ mmw.nn;mm.ﬁ - { o
- I /-
! (Iousing and slum Development) — 1 No. 36 50,000/ m £8,00.000/
. 1
2 Specialist {Secial Development) — 1 No. 36 50,000/- 18,00,000/- _
T Spectalist (Community Mobtlization and . _ .
: - 18,00,000/-
3 MIS) -1 No. 36 50,000/ 3.00.000,
4 | Specialist (Poverty Management) — 1 Neo. 36 50,000/ m 18,00,000/- |
5 Research & Training Officer — 1 No. 36 40,000/ - 14,40,000/-
Sub-Total 1 84,40,000/-
[ Teavel Ixpenses | R
; 28.80,00
‘ |,N (@ 20% of the total annual support) o - ; 80,000
q Operational mxmm:n&.?nn- System Support Cost, Stationeries, i 110000/
Decumentation, Printing, etc (@ 10% of the total annual support) T
9 m.u%mlﬂo\uam & Miscellancous Expenses inc. Contingencies 1440000/
| () 10% of the rtotal annual support) i
Sub-Total 2 57,60,000/-
GRAND TOTAL r 1,44,60,600/-

Page 1 of >
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Annexure I

th

to the minutes of 37" mecting of C

Obsecrvations:
The Educauonal Qualification  of  the
professionals is in accordance with the guideli

the PMU.

The scope of work of the professionals is as ¢
guidelines/toolkit.

The proposal for financial support is as pe
guidelines,

The rotal funds to be sanctioned to the
may be restricted to Rs 120 fakh onfyv for 3
Keeping in view the ceiling Iimit of Bs 44
per annum as per the PMU gurdelines,

The formulation and scope of work of PMU ~
strictly in accordance with the terms and cond
laid down fn the guidelines/toolkit for establish
of PMU/PIU.



Anncxure IV
to the minutes of 37" mceting of CS

(b) PMU in Chhattisgarh

Observations:
a. The Educational Qualification of the
.?anﬁ specialist professionals Is in accordance with the guideline
! a 2 73 - - MU
1 (Housing and slum Development) -- 1 No. 12 75,000/ 9,00,000/ the PMU
: b, The scope of work of the prefessionals 18 ns pet
2 Speaialist (Social Development) — 1 No. 12 50,000/ 6.00,000/- guidelines/ toolkit.
Specialist (Community Mobilization and _ c. The proposal for financial support is as per
3 MIS) -1 No. 12 50,000/~ 6,00,000/- guidelines, except for the Project Specialist for w,
Rs 70,000/~ remuneraton per month, as propo
S is restricted to Rs 50,000/- p.m only. .
4 Specialist (Poverty Management) - 1 No. 12 50,000/- 6,00,000/ -
d. The total funds ro be sanctioned fto the s
may be restricted to Rs 3516 Jakfis per an:
5 Research & Training Officer — 1 No. 12 40,000/- . 4.80,000/- keeping in view the ceiling limit Rs 50, 060
annum remuneration to project specialist as
the PMU guidelines.
Sub-Total 1 31,80,000/- _,
_ e. The formulation and scope of work of PMU wi
- . , N . strictly in accordance with the terms and condit
7 Support Cost (if any) 6,36,000/- laid down in the guidelines/toolkit for establishr
: of PMU/PIU.
GRAND TOTAL - 38,16,000/- |
i ;
| |

T -

ﬂmmﬁr O



(c) PMU in NCT of Delhi

Project specialist
{ITousing and slum Development) — 1 No.

6,00,000/-

(@ 10% of the total annual support)

2 Specialist {Social Development) ~ 1 No. 12 50,000/ 6,00,000/ -
£
- Spectalist {Community Mobihization and -
2 - W00 /-
3 MIS) -1 No. 12 50,000/ “ 6,060,000,
4 | Speaialist (Poverty Management) — 1 No. 12 50,000/ 6,00,000/-
5 Research & Training Officer — 1 No. 12 40,000/- 4,80,000/-
Sub-Total 1 28,830,000/~
- Travel ixpenses o ¢ ,
/ (@ 20% of the total annual support) ¥,60.000/- _
Operational Expenditure- Systermn Support Cost, Stationertes, ,
3 . o ’ e . 4,30,000/-
Documentation, Printing, etc (@ 10% of the toral annual support)
9 Overheads & Miscellaneous Expenses inc. Contingencies

180,000/

Sub-Total 2

19,20,000/ -

GRAND TOTAL

48,00,000/-

PR

Pz

Annexure 1Y
to the minutes of 37" mectine of C
O

Observations:

a. The Educaticnal Qualification  of ihe

professionals is in accordance with the guidelin
the AT

b. The scope of work of the professionals is as pc
cutdelines/toolkit.

¢. The proposal for financial support is as pe
guidelines.

d. The total funds to be sanctioned to the
may be restricted to Ks 40 Lakhs onfy
anaum keeping in view the ceiiing limie a:
the PMU guidelines.

e. The formulation and scope of work of PMU w
strictlv in accordance with the terms and condi
laid down in the guidelines/toolkit for establish;
of PMU/PIU.




(d) PMU in Jharkhand

Page 4

Y
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UH.u.H..o_nnﬁ m_umﬂ.wr.ﬂ 5 U
Z - 0 -
1 (Housing and slum Development) -~ 1 No. ! 50,000/ 6,00,000/
2 Specialist (Social Development) — 1 No. 12 50,000/- 6,00.000/-
Specialist (Community Maebilization and - ,
> | MI$) 1 No. 12 50,000/- 6,00,000/-
4 Specialist (Poverty Management) — 1 No. 12 50,600/ 6,00,000/-
5 | Rescarch & Training Officer - 1 No. 12 40,000/- 4,80,000/-
Sub-Total 1 28,80,000/-
Travel Expenses
/ (@ 20% of the total annual support) 9,60,000/-
8 Operational Expenditure- Systemn Support Cost, Stationeries, 4.80.000/-
) Documentation, Printing, etc (@ 10% of the total annual support) o
Overheads & Miscellancous Expenses inc. Contngencies
s 4,80,000/-
J (@ 10% of the total annual suppori) 80,000/
Sub-Total 2 19,20,000/-
GRAND TOTAL 48,00,000/-
b
i ‘.s.a\\\_../\\\ ",\,w,“

d

Annexure I}
meeting of C.

~—=th

to the minutes of 37

Observations:

The FEducational Qualification of the
professionals is in accordance with the guidelin
the PMUL

The scope of work of the professionals 1s as pe
guidelines/toolkit.

The proposal for financial support is as per
guidelines.

The rotal funds to be sanctioned to the
may bc restricted to Rs 40 Lakhs only
annum keeping in view the celling limit a:
the PMU guidelines.

The formulation and scope of work of PMU w
strictly in accordance with the terms and condi
laid down in the guidelines/toolkit for establish
of PMU/PIU.



(e} PMU in Kerala

H:Enmn ﬂ_uonﬁxrﬁ _

_ 2 00.000/- |
(M'ousing and slum Development) — _ No. ! 6,00.000/- A
2 Specialist (Sodial Development) — 1 No. 12 50,000/ - 6,00,000/- |
Specialist (Communirty Moebilizatuon and , -
pecialist { ;. )
3 MIS) -1 No. 12 50,000/ 6,060,000/
4 Specialist (Poverty Managerment) — 1 No. 12 30,000/- £,00,000/-
5 Research & Training Officer — 1 No. : 12 40,000/- 4,80,00G/-
Sub-Total 1 28,80,000/ -
Travel Wﬂﬁobmnm
- /-
/ (@ 20% of the total annual support) 760,000
3 Operarional Fxpenditure- System Support Cost, Stationeries, 4.80.000/
| Documentation, Printing, etc (@ 10% of the total annual support) T i
9 anQﬁm\m&,f. & Miscellancous Expenses inc. Contingencies 180,000/
@ 10% of the total annual support)
Sub-Total 2 19,20,000/-
GRAND TOTAL 48,00,600/-

Page 3.GF 7
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Annexure IV
5

to the minures of 377 mecting of C8

Observations

The Educadonal Qualification  of  the
professionals is in accordance with the guideline

the PMU.

The scope of work of the professionals 1s as per
& : [ !
guidclines/toolkit.

The proposal for fnancial support s as per
guidelines.

The total funds to be sanctioned to the s
may be restricted to Rs 40 Lakhs onfy
annum keceping in view the ceiling liniit as
the PMU guidelines.

The formulation and scope of work of PMU wil
strictly In accordance with the terms and condir
laid down in the guidelines/toolkit for establishn
of PML/PIU.



(f) PMU in Rajasthan

_ Rs
Iroject specialist o c
(Housing and slum Development) — 1 No. 12 >0.000/- 6,00,000/-
Specialist AMOD& Development) — 1 No. 12 30,000/- 6,00,000/-
Specialist (Community Mobilization and ,
MIS) 1 No. 12 50,000/- 6,00,000/-
Spectalist (Poverty Management) — 1 No. 12 50,000/- 6,00,000/-
Research & Training Officer - 1 No. 12 40,000/- 4,80,000/-
Sub-Total 1 28,80,000/-
Travel Expenses
(@ 20% of the total annual support) 9:60,000/-
Operational Expenditure- Systemn Support Cost, Stationeries, 1.80.000/-
Documentation, Printing, ctc (@ 10% of the total annual support) U
Orverheads & Miscellaneous Expenses inc. Contingencies 4.80,000/-
(@ 10% of the total annual support)
Sub-Total 2 19,20,000/ -
GRAND TOTAL 48,060,000/ -
|
. | .-
<TG

Anncxure I

th mecting of C!

to the minutes of 37

Observations:

The Educational Qualification  of  the
professionals 1s in accordance with the guideling
the PMU.

The scope of work of the professionals 1s as pe;
euidelines/tonlkir.

The proposal for financial support is as per
guidelines.

The total funds to be sanctioned to the
may be restricted to Rs 40 Lakhs only
annum keeping in view the ceiling Jimit as
the PMU guidelines. .

The formulation and scope of work of PMU wi
strictly in accordance with the terms and condi
laid down in the guidelines/toolkit for establishi
of PNU/PIU.



(g) PMU in Uttarakhand

I
..Mu,.nomonw fﬁeﬂmrnﬁ o
! (Housing and slum Development) — 1 No. ) 5,00.000/-
2 Specizlist {Social Development) - 1 No. 6,00,000/-
L Specialist (Comumunity Mobilizaton and .
3 MIS) -1 No, 12 50,000/- 6,00,000/-
4 | Spcaalist (Poverty Management) — 1 No. 12 50,000/~ 6,00,600/-
5 Research & Training Officer ~ 1 No. i2 40,000/- 4,80,000/-
Sub-Total 1 28,80,0600/-
Travel Lixpenscs )
! {@ 20% of the total annual support) 7,60,000/-
g Operational Expenditure- System Support Cost, Stationeries, 1.80,000/
i Documentation, Printing, ctc (@ 10% of the roral annual support) s
9 c;-owrnaam.mﬁ Miscellanieous Expenses inc. Contingencies 4.80.000/-
(@ 10% of the total annual support)
. Sub-Total 2 19,20,000/- |
GRAND TOTAL 48,00,000/- |

Annexure IV
. < =] .
ro the minures of 37" meeting of C

Observations:
The Educadonal Qualification  of  the
protessionals is in accordance with the guideline
the PN,

{ . .
The scope of work of the professionals is as pe
guidelines/ toolkit.
The proposal for financial support is as pes

guidelines.

The rtotal funds to ke sanctioned to the s
may be restricted to RKs 40 Lakiis only
annum keeping in view the ceifing limit zas
the PMU guidelines.

The formulation and scope of work of PMU wi
sirictly in aceordance with the terms and cendit
lad down in the guidelines/toolkit for establishr
of PAU/PIL.



Annexut

BRIEF SUMMARY OF AGENDA FOR CONSIDERATION BY CSMC
IN I'TS 37"" MEETING FOR SETTING UP OF PIU

a) PIU in Ajmer-Pushkar (Rajasthan)
! WMMMQMNM%HMHUm&omaga ~1No. 12 40.000/- +80,000/-
2 | Specialist Development officer —'1 No, 12 40,000/ - 4 80,000/
3 | Livelihood Development Specialist -1 No. 12 40,000/ 4.80.000/
4 | Rescarch Officer - 1 No. 12 30,000/- 3.60,000/
5 | Rescarch & Training Coordinator — 1 No. 12 20,000/- 2,40,000/
Sub-Total 1 20,40,000/-
(100%hs 750+ 507 of 20,40.000/- 45,90,000/-
G Travel Expenses (@20% of ﬁoﬁ&. annual support} 15,30,000/-
7 | Operational Expenditure 7.65.000/- |
9 Overheads & Miscellaneous Expenses inc. Contingencies M 7.63.000/- n
Sub-Total 2 _ 30,60,000/-
, GRAND TOTAL 76,50,000/-

i

b)

Annexure
to the minutes of 37" mecting of C:

Observations:

The Educational Qualification of
kev professionals is in accordance
the guidelines of the PMLUL

The scope of work of
professionals is as per the guidel

toolkit,

The proposal for financial suppe
as per the guidelines. The total fur
support shall be Rs 76.50 Lakhs

yeatrs.



b)  PIUin NCT of Delhi

Project Coordinator " -
. . 2 0,600/- 00,000/ -
: {(Housing and slum Development) — 1 No. ! 30.000/ 60,0
2 Specialist Coﬂn_oﬁamzﬂ officer —- 1 No. . 12 30,000/ 6,000,000/
3 Livelithood Development Specialist -1 No. 12 50,000/ - 6,00,000/
4 Research Officer - 1 No. 12 30,000/- 3,60,000/
5 Research & Training Coordinator — 1 No. 12 20,000/ - 2,140,000/
Sub-Total 1 24,060,000/
- Consulting Charges for 3 years
- .Ih.—v _
- (100%-+ 75% + 50%) of 24,00,000/- 54,00,000/
6 | Travel Expenses (@20% of total annual support) 18.00,000/ -
7 Operational Expenditure (@10%%of total annual support) 9.00,000/-
9 - -nqu:mm%\_&f & Miscellancous Expenses inc. Contingenciles : 900,000/ -
|| {@10%0f rotal annual support)
Sub-Total 2 | 36,00,000/-
_ GRAND TOTAL 90,00,000/-
oo R _ _ -
" ..,,.
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Annexure

a—th

to the minutes of 377 meeting of C

Observations:

D

)

<)

The liducational Qualific
ot the key professionals
accordance with the guid
of the PMUL

The scope of work of
professionals 18 as  per
guidelines/ toolkit.

The proposal  for fin
support is as per the guide
The total funding suppoit

be Rs 90 Lakhs for 3 yea



<)

PiU in Hyderabad (A.P) -

Project Coordinator . " %mm.ﬁ @100%
1 | (Housing and stum - : 36 50,000/- 2" Year @75%
Development) — 1 No. 3% Year @ 50% 300
o 1% Year @100% 6.00
5 Specialist Development 126 50,000/ 2 Year @75% 250
offlcer — 1 No. -
3 Year @ 50% 3.00
o 1™ Year @100% 6.00
3 ﬁ_aunrrno& Uma.mwovn:m:n 36 50,000/ - Nz_ Tear @75% 150
Specialist -1 No. : _
3 Year @ 50% 3.00
1% Year @100% 3.60
4 | Research Officer - 1 No. 36 30,000/~ | 2 Year @75% 2.70
3" Year (@ 50% 1.80
N 1% Year @100% 240
5 Hwo.nmn_ﬁnr & A.H.EE.Sm 36 20.000/- 0V et (@75% 120
Coordinator — 1 No. ’ . _
3% Year {@ 30% 1.20
. Sub-Total 1 52.92
- Travel Expenses : 1038
(@ 20% of the total annual support)
g Ovnmmc.oa& Expenditure | 599
(@ 10% of the total annual support)
9 Overheads & Miscellancous Expenses inc. Contingencies 590
({@ 10% of the total annual support)
Sub-Total 2 2117
GRAND TOTAL 74.09

Anncxuse

Observations:

a) The Educational Qualification o
key professionals is in accord
with the guidelines of the PMU.

b) The scope of work of

professionals  1s  as  per

guidelines/toolkit,

¢) The proposal for financial supp:
as per the guidelines.



d)

PIU in Jaipur (Rajasihan)

Reémunératio’

Project Cootdinaror f

1 (Hlousing and slum Development) — | 12 530,000/- 6,00,000/- !
No. : “
) . . i |
2 Specialist Development officer — 1 No. 12 30,000/ A 6,00,000/
3 HLH? clihood Development Specialist -1 12 ,. 50,000/- 6.00,000/
No.
4 | Research Officer - 1 No. 12 30,000/- 3,60,000/
5 ﬂnm@mﬂor & Training Coordinator — 1 12 20,600/ - 240,000/
No.
Sub-Total 1 24,00,000/-
] Consulting Charges for 3 veats -
{ y 4 -
 (100%+ 73% 1 50%) of 24,00,000/- 54,00,000/
6 Travel Expenses (@20% of total annual support) 18.,00,000/-
7 Operational Expenditure 9,00,000/-
9 Overheads & NMiscellaneous Lxpenses inc. Contngencics 9.00,000/-
]
m Sub-Total 2 _ 36,00,000/-
| GRAND TOTAL 50,00,000/-

Annexuse &
mecting of C

]

to the mimttes of 377

Observations:
a)  The Hducatonal Qualification o
kev professionals is in accord

with the guidelines of the PNU.

by The scope of work of
professionals  is  as  per
ouidelines/ toolkit.

¢) The proposal for financial supp
as per the guidelines. The
funding support shall be R
Lakhs {for 3 years.



€)

PIU in Kakinada (A.P)

Project Coordinator

1 | (Housing and slum Development) — 1 12 30,000/~ 3,60,000/-
Na.
2 Specialist Development officer — 1 No. 12 30,000/- 3,60,000/-
3 mwmrroo& Development Specialist -1 12 30,000/~ 3.60,000/
TOTAL 10,80,000/-
TOTAL for 3 vears (100% + 73% -+ 50%) of 10,80,000 24,30,000/-

Anncxure ¥
. ” .
to the minutes of 37" tecting of €5

Observations:

a) The Educational Qualification o
kev professionals is in accord
with the guidelines of the PMU.

b) The scope of work of
professionals 15 2 per

guidclines/toolkit.

o

¢) The proposal for financial suppc
as per the guidelines. Accordingl
total funding admissible shal
Rs 24.30 Lakhs for 3 years.



Annexure

o
' - - il : APt
to tne minutes of 37" meeting of €8

f) PIU in Karimnagar (A.P)

Observations:

n per mornth L pdnount u ) . o

mu R&) {Rs'in Lakhs) a) The Educavonal Qualification of
Sl RSl el e kev professionals is in accordance
the guidclines of the PN

Project Coordinator

1 (ITousing and slum Development) — 1 36 30,000/- 10,80,000/-*
| No. ! b) The scope of work of the professic
i ” is as per the guidelines/toolkit.
2 Specialist Development officer - 1 No. ' 36 30,000/- 10.80,000/-=

R ¢) The proposal for financial suppo

3 ﬂMn:roo& Development Specialist -1 36 30.000/- 10,80,000/ not as per the guidelines. Accordin
L B . .

~3

; _ the guidelines, the funding to the 1
1
_
1

wiil be on the tapering basis, e, 11

- aa —c o |
4 Support Cost 7.60,000/- for 1% year, 75% for 2" year and .
: for 3 vear. Accordingly  the

funding admissible shall be Rs 3
Lakhs for 3 years.

5 TOTAL S 40,00,000/-* 7
|




2)

PiU in Rajahmundry (A.P)

Project Coordinator

1 (Housing and slum Development) — 12 30,000/~ 3,60,000/-
1 No.
~iali - £ _
5 m%oPQwr,nﬁ Development officer — 1 12 30,000/- 3,60,000/
3 Livelthood Development Specialist 12 30,000/- 3.60,000/
-1 Neo.
! Research Officer - 1 No. 12 30,000/ 3.60,000/
5 Research & Training Coordinator — io 20,000/- 2.40,000/
1 No.
Sub-Total 1 16,80,000/-
Consulting Charges for 3 years -
(100%+ 75% + 50%) of 16,80,000/- 37,80,000/
G Travel Expenscs 7,56,060/-
7 Operational Expenditure 3,78,000/-
9 Overheads & Miscellaneous Expenses inc. Contingencies 3,78,000/-
Sub-Total 2 15,12,000/-
GRAND TOTAL 52,92,000/-

Anncxure %
to the minutes of 37" meeting of Cf

Observations:

a) The Lducational Qualificatior
the key professionals is
accordance with the guideline
the PMLU.

b) The scope of work of
professionals is as  per
guidelines/ toolkit.

¢) The proposal for financial suf
is as per the guidelines. The
funding support shall bc Rs £
Lakhs for 3 years.



Anncxure
- - 14 . -
to the minutes of 37" meetng of €

PIU in Tirupati (A.P)

(Amount. .
SR - ARs in Lalhs) Gbservations:
Project Coordinator |
1 mﬂmocﬂnm and slum Development) ~ 1 12 b 3,600,000/ - ) The Educational Qualification «
‘ 2 : key professionals is in accon
2 | Specialist Development officer — 1 No. 12 _ 30,000/- 3,60,000/ with the guidelines of the PMU.
3 M/L,_wa\cr.ﬁccm Development Specialist -1 12 30,000/ 3.60,000/ by The scope of work of
Shits . m professionals  1s  as  per
4 Research Officer - 1 No. ‘ 12 _ 30,600/- 3,60,000/ guidelines/toolkit.
5 ﬂﬂnmoﬁ.nr & Training Coordinator — 1 ] 1 20,000/ 240,000/ ¢) The proposal for financial su
| No is as per the guidelines exce
Sub-Total 1 W 16,80,000/- &L No 8, which is non admis
S S Accordingly the total fus
Hﬁoﬂwumﬁc:wﬂrmmwwmwwmm for 3 w'mmm% 37,80,000/ - admussibife shufl be By 29 7
(100%+ 75% + 50%) of 16,80,0060/- for 3 years.
G 1 Travel Cxpensces 5.60,000/-
7 Chperational Hxpenditure Z,80,006/-
8 | Procurement/ Selection® 2,830,000/ -
9 Overheads & Miscellancous Expenses inc. Contingencies 2,830,000/ -
T
Sub-Total 2 14,860,006/
GRAND TOTAL ‘ 31,80,600/-

3

isa
—
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i)

PIU in Vijayawada (A.P)

Project Coordinator
(Flousing and slum m_m_ Year (@/5% L.
Development) — 1 No. 3% Year @@ 30% 3.00
Soecialict Devel 1" Year @100% 6.00
5 meﬂ,m mﬁg /m/ clopment 16 wDbOO\| P Y ear @qmo\o 4.50
officer — 1 No. 3 Year @ 50% 3.00
o 1* Year @100% 6.00
3 _m_éQ.LHXWQMU/MA.&O?S@BH 36 50,000/ 79V ear @75% 150
Specialist -1 No. 37 Year @ 50% 3.00
1™ Year @100% 0.00
4 | Research Officer - 1 No. 36 30,000/-= 2 Year @75% 4.50
3" Year @ 50% 3.00
o 1% Year @100% 4.80
5 Hﬁnmoﬁ..nr & ,HHM:E,Dm 36 40,000/ 7 Year @75% 360
Coordinator — 1 No.
3 Year @ 50% 7.0
Sub-Total 1 64.80
. Travel Expenses 12.96
(@ 20% of the total annual support) -
§ | Operational Expendiwre- (@ 10% of the total annual support) 6.48
Overheads & Miscellaneous Expenses inc. Contingencies
9 : © 6.48
(@ 10% of the total annual support)
Sub-Total 2 5.92
GRAND TOTAL

L,

il

Page 90 1.

Annexure
to the minutes of 37" mecting of C

Observations:

)

b)

c)

The Educational Qualification of the
professionals is in accordance with
guidelines of the PMU.

The scope of work of the professionals
per the guidelines/toolkit.

The proposal for financial support .
per the guidelines cxcept at SLINo. 4
5. The remuneration for the same
be restricted to Rs 30,000/- anc
20,000/- per month as per the
guidelines.  Accordingly  the
funding admissible shall be Rs
Lakhs for 3 years.



PIU in Visakhapatnam (A.P)

S Aot
No. | = _ _ (Rs'in Lakhs)
Project Coordinator ﬂgm»m.mmn @W@.@ﬁ -
U} (Housing and slum 36 NA Year {075% +.30
Development) — 1 No. 3" Year @ 30% 3.00
- o 1% Year @100% 6.00
5 mmen_m.riHU/m/.QomuBn:ﬁ 36 50,000/ 7 Year @75% 1350
officer - 1 No. 3 Year @ 50% 5 00
o 1" Year @100% 6.00
3 Hw?.nfﬂ.oo& Hu.mjwiowugmbﬂ 16 50.000/- 27 Year @75% 4350
Speaalist -1 No. 5 Year @ 30% 300
o 1" Year @100% 6.00
4 Research Qfficer - 1 No. 36 30,000/ - 2™ Year @75% 4.50
3 Year @ 30% 3.00
N 1 Year @100% 4.80
5 ﬁnmnﬁ..nr & HH.m:i.,Dm 3% 10,060/ 7 Year @75% 360
Coordinator — 1 No. S—_— _
3" Year @ 30% .40
Sub-Total 1 64.80
- Travel Fmﬁmmnmm B 12.96
(@ 20% of the total annual support)
§ | Operational Expenditure- (@ 10% of the total annual support) G.A43
| Overheads & Miscellaneous Expenses inc. Contingencies
S - = G.48
(@@ 10% of the total annual support)
Sub-Total 2 25.92

GRAND TOTAL

Rs 90.72 Lakhs

e — ——

bi\
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Annexure
to the minutes of 37" meeting of

Observaticns:

The Educational Qualification of th
professionals s in accordance witt
cuidelines of the PMLL

The scope of work of the professional
per the guidelines/toolkit.

The proposal for financial support
per the guidelines except at S1.No,
5. The remuneration for the same
be restvicted to Rs 30,000/- an
20,000/~ per month as per the

guidelines.  Accordingly  the
funding admissible shafl be Rs
Lakhs for 3 yrars.



k) PIU in Kochi (Kerala)
Project Cootdinator
iy . g B . ‘
1 mWocmE.m and slum Development) — 1 12 50.000/- 6,840,000,
2 Specialist Development officer — 1 No. 12 30,000/- 600,000/
3 ﬁwﬂm_%oo& Development Specialist -1 12 50,000/- 6.00.000/
No.
4 Research Officer - 1 No. 12 30,000/- 3.60,000/
- Rescarch & Training Coordinator — 1 . o e
5 . 12 20,000/ - 2,40.,600/
No.
Sub-Total 1 24,00,000/-
Consulting Charges for 3 vears -
(100%+ 75% + 50%) of 24,00,000/- 5%,00,000/
G Travel Expenses ((@20% of total annual suppert) 18,00,000/-
7 Operational Expenditure {@10%0f total anniual cupport) - 9,00,000/-
9 O/‘nlw\nmnw.n & Miscellaneous Expenses inc. Contingencies 9.00.000/-
(@ 10%o0f total annual support)
Sub-Total 2 36,00,000/- W
GRAND TOTAL ,i 90,00,000/-

to the minures of 37

{Observations:

Anpexur
e

"meeting of

The Educational Qualificaion of d

professicnals

guidelines of the PMU.

1%

in

accordange Wit

The scope of work of the professiona
per the guidelines/toolkit.

The proposal for financial support is as
guidelines. The total funding support
Rs 90 Lakhs for 3 vears.



Annexw
to the minutes of 37" meeting ot

1) PiU in Thiruvananthapuram (Kerala)

2 S No. of; nnMwMMMMM ~Amount’ Observations:
‘No.- | X Months - |- pe AWw o710 (Rsin Lakhs): . o
: — = " . : E— — s : a) The Fducawonal Qualificaten of o
Project Coordinator | . _ o Pt g o i .
: ; : . i . professicoals 15 in accordance  wi
1 Q.‘HO:Z:@. and slum Development) — 1 12 10,000/- 4.80,000/- guidelines of the PALE
No. | .
) o - ) . B The scope of work of the professions
2 Specialist Development officer — 1 No, 12 i 40,000/ - 7 4,280,000/ per the guidelines/ toolkit.
3 HW«.OETOO& Development Specialist -1 12 10.000/- 480,000/ c) The proposal for financial support is as
No. ’ o guidelines. The total funding support
[ B T . Rs 765 Lakhs for 3 years.
4 Rescarch Officer - 1 No. . 12 30,000/- 3,60,000/
‘ carc aining Coordinator — :
5 H,/‘mmnﬁ ch & Training Coordinator — 1 12 20,000/ - 240,000/
No. _ ! |
Sub-Total 1 20.40.000/-
ﬁonmfﬂmmm OWmmmnm for 3 vears 43.90,000/-
(160%-+ 75% + 50%}) of 20,40,000/- “
G Travel Expenscs (@20% of total annual support) ! 15.30.000/- .
7 Operational Expenditure 7,653,000/
o Overheads & Mscellaneous Expenses inc. Contingencies 765,000/
| Sub-Total 2 _
— e —— - - ———— —
GRAND TGTAL _




m) PIU in Pulanur, Alappuzha, Chitoor, Shornur, Ottapalam, Malappuram,

Perinthalmana, Kannur & Kasaragod towns

Project Cocrdinator

! {(Housing and slum Development) — 1 No. 12 15,000/ 1,80,000/-

i 2 Livelthood Development Specialist— 1 No. 12 10,000/- 1.20,000/-
Total 3,00,000/-

Total (foz 2 vears) 6,00,000/-

Total (for 9 cities/towns) 54,00,600/-

Annexure V
to the minutes of 377 mecting of C

Observations:

a1
N

The Educational Qualification of the
professionals is in accordance with
guidelines of the PR UL

The scope of work of the professionals
per the guidelines/toolkit.

The cities/towns as  proposed can
clubbed together to torm a single PIU |
towns. Henece total no. of PIUs ma
restricted to 3 Nos. Accordingly, the
funding support will be Rs 18 Lakhs |
vears for all the 9 towns proposed.



REVISED PROPOSAL

PROPOSAL OF ESTABLISHING SEVEN PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION UNTTS (PIUs)

COVERING 22 DISTRICTS UNDER INNURM (BSUP& IHSDTP) FOR ANDHRA PRADESH
S1. | Position | No.of [Amount |No.of | Amoun
No | | petsons | per month | months i in Rs.
e ] (Rs.) .
AL Oo» wards Profcssionals m o “ _
ﬁ:u_nnﬁ Coordmaror { Housing and shum Development) | 7 [ 50.000.C0 z i 2.520,000.00
. Sacial Development Ofticer W 7 i 30,000.00 12 320 333 00

Livelhoods Development Specialist

3000000 | 12

Research Qfficer 7 30,000.00 12 2, mmo ooo 00
) Research and Training Coordinator 7 20,000.00 12 1,680,000.0C
_ Sub-total | 11,760,080.00
B.Non-Staff Component 4
). Travel @ 20% of total annual imvﬁﬁoﬁ — Sl mww.m@w@,od
L. 10% towards svstem support Cost, s stationery, documentation, printing ctc. 1,176,000.00
<. 10% row ards overheads and other miscellaneous m,ém..?mn 1,176,000.00
| L Sub rotal # W | _ 4,704,004.00
Grand Total (annual support for 1st year) i 16,464,000.060
5L WName of the Districts - | Towns Name of PIU
Na. i covered
1 .-m_.wwmrcwm_? ﬁmwmmmmm_\mﬁu Visakhapatnam 3 ‘ Yizianagaram
"2 | West Godavari, East Godavari & Krishna 3 Rajamundry
3 Guntur, Prakasham, & Nellore 3 Guntur
1 i Ananthapur. Chittor. Kadapa. Kamool 4 W. Ananthapur
m Mahaboobnagar. Medak, Wm:.mm_‘man_/. and Nalgonda | 1 i Rangareddy
_ 6 | Karimnagar, Nizamabad, o i 2 ..‘.i-.--meﬁﬂgmrr
7 | Warangal, Adilabad & Khammam 3 _ .fi.rsmmh

Seven r

gienal level PIUs
the entife'state are proposcd
cstablished whercin cach P
3-1  districis
established at

cOvVer ,
O/ R
Directoers, Municipal Adminis
RDALL)



to the manutes of the 37

Annexure-
1 CRAC (BR

Rs. in lakh

Name of the Total Project{Central | State 25 % of
No.i  Name of the Staie City BSUP Project Name / Components Cost Shars Share Central 8h
&) (2) Q) (3} () i
Comnstruction of Four Storeved Low cost housing for Slum
1 |Delhi Delhi Dwellers at Savda Ghevra-Phase-3.
EWS Housing Unis {1672 Nos & plity 10903.00 343250 5152.50
unit).Relocation,G+3;carpet area 25 2
STATEMENT-I rooms,kitchen,toilet,bath and balcony.The DUs to be alioted on
iease hold basis and the title of the DU in joint name of husband
A land wife of heneficiary family,
Details of State Share B Infrastructure:-
1 m::m. Grant (includes LOA Share & Re.3,413.80 Lakh . 366,000 183,00 18300
contingency charges) Roads & Culverts
450,00 239 50 239.50
2)|Beneficiary Contribution {(only for DUs) Rs.2,803.201 Lakh .
) . . . Sewerage
PULB/ Any Other Rs.0.00 Lakh Warer supply T1RLL0 390,50 590050 i
SEL00 292.00 29200
Totall Rs.8,217.00) Lakh
External Electrification
Per DU finance SW Drains 32000 16450 16430
1)| Central share Rs.116,705.91 Parks 134 69,50 o5t
2)iState Share/Land Chwing Agency Rs.36,705.91 Informal sector market 6200 S 31.00
3)|Beneficiary contribution (in the form of 187.00 . I740
EMI of about Rs.5,00-Rs.600 for a Rs.60,000.00
period of 15-25 years) Primatv school
Total] Rs.233,411.82 Cormnpound Wall & Jogging Track 58,00 ESAES 2900
Communit- center 1. 34.50
Solid waste managernent fron
Site Development M
Commaon Space AR 3100
Primarv health center 62140 pu o
Sub Total (B) 4323.00 2019.500  2303.50 5
Contingencies @ 3% 45100 .o 43100
DPR preparation, IEC Charees T 0.0 sy
Sub Total (C) 461.00 0.00 461.00
Project Total (A+B+C) 13689.00 7472.00; 8217.00 18




Annesure-

o the minures of the 37th USMC (8s
w Rs.in lakh
<l | Name of the Total Project|Central State 23 % of
No. MName of the Stz City BSUP Project Ivamie / Components Cast Share share Cessteal 85
(&) 2 €) (3) (6 o
2 {Jhaskhand Dhanbad Basic Services for the Urban Poor at Dhanbad (Ph-I1I)
1196.52 39820 AN8.2¢6 14
Insitu - Construction of 672 new Drwelling units 70 Rs 178034/
per DU, G+1/G=2 stozed howse with one bed zoom, a baleonr,
multt-purpose room / hving area, a lutchen space with attached
) Albach & WC having carpet area 23.37 sq mr. Affer the constructon
of the DUs the TOﬁ.nmw will be allntred to the beneficiaries and 1g
will be ensured that female member of the famuly is the owner/co-
owner of the properoy,
Details of State Share (Rs in lacs) Sub Tatal (A) 1196.52 393.26 508.2¢
¥ | State orant 30144 1. Roads and Pathwavs 4262 215t 21.%1
2) [ULB share 46751 2. Development of green areas R 36.74 36.74
3 {Beneficianes share 119.65 3, Water Sunplv 73.20 30.60 36.60
4) {Other charpes 97 .80 4. Sewerage 141.67 084 i
Total State Share 1676.46 3. Srorm water drain 1721 3.70
Per DU Finance {Rs.) B 6. Communite spaces 112,43 36.22 1
1} {Central share £9027.00 7. Serect hghts 3724 1862
2) |Stare grant 35610.80 8. Animal Pen 2897 14,46
3 UL share F5610.80 9. 1 ivelihood renire 12235 6128 i
4 | Bencheries share 17805.40 10, Informal Sector Marke T.07 384
Total 178054.00 11, Common areas Lke Staireaze & Corndor 103 34 5167 1
Sub Total (B) 760.68 380.34 g
Sub Toial (A+B) 1957.29 978.60 24
1 TEC, capacier building @5 3% of PC 5872 0.00
C [2. DPR preperation cost @ 2%0 of PC 3914 0.00 3014
Suh Total (Q) 07.86 0.06 97.8%
2055.06 978.60  1076.45 2
Project Cost (A+B+0)
Grand Total (2 projects)
Delhi (1 project) 153689.60] 7472.00 8217.00 13!
Jharkhand (1 project) 20355.06 978.00] 1076.4
Total {2 projects) 1774406 450.60] 9295.44

1st instalment of Central share {or the

Dethi project will be released on ¢

eceipt of ap

proval of SLSC for the project



Anncxure-¥1ii
to the minutes of 37th CSMC
(R in fik2hi)

2
M % of
.m Amount amount
m Amount Amount of recommended {recommend
= Total of State share for release of fed to the
m Central  |State Central [% of {including 2nd/3:d total Central
& m Sl Shared Share Central share so far  {Share utilisati |ULB share |Amount |% of instalment of (Share
| Z {No. |Name of Project approved |Approved released utilised jon released) |utilised |utilisation| Central Share |approved
1st 2nd 2nd 3rd
instalm (instal instalme jinstal
ent ment | Total nt ment
Integrated
Rehabilitation Project
for IUrban poot
staving in slums in
Lucknow under
w 1 BSUP 1478.48 177417 369.62 369.620  369.000 99.83% 298,73 29873 100.00% 369.62 25%
.m BSUP Scheme for )
S102 Lucknow Citv 8218.85 $9333.87| 2034.71 205471 15381.76) “6.98%: 1650.74) 1381.706 95.82%0 205471 25%
Integrated
Jm - Rehalbiliration Project
< = for the Usban poor
2 ﬂﬂ,. staving 1n slums in
S 13t 3 |Mathura under BSUP 33294 124.85 83.23 85.23 T9.660 95.71% 11.90 11908  100.00% 83.23 255%
5 Total 10030.27) 11432.89| 2507.56 2507.56; 2030.42) 80.97% 1961.37| 1892.39 96.48%| 2507.56 25%
Release of 2nd instalment is subject to the following conditions:-

1) State Government releasing in full its share of 1st installment including beneficiary share; and (if) Furnishing copies of resolution passed regarding
commitment to reforms




Annexure TX
to the runutes of 37th CSMO

FINANCIAL SUPPORT AFPROVED FOR ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAMME MANAGEMENT UNIT (PMU) UNDER
JNNURM (BSUP& IHSDP) FOR ANDHRA PRADESH, NCT OF DELHI, CHUATTISGARH, JHARKHAND, KERALA,

RAJASTHAN & UTTARAXKHAND {Annual Support)
5L No Position No. of persens JAmount per No. of monihs |Amount in Rs.
month (Rs.)

A. Cost towards Professionals

L Project Specialist (Housing and slum Development) 1 30.000.00 12 GO0,000.00

2 _ Specialist (Social Development) 1 50,000.00 12 600,000.C0

3 Specialist (Community Mobilisztion & MIS) 1 50,000.00 12 600,000.00

1 Urban Poverty/ Management Specialist i 30,000.00 12 600,000.00

3 Rescarch and Tralning Cocrdinator 1 40.000.00 12 480,000.00
Sub-rotal 2,880,000.00

B.Non-5taff Component

a). Travel (@ 20% of total cost 96(,000.00

[5)R 10%s towards svetem support cost, stationery, documentation, printing, eic. . +80.000.C0

o). 10% towards overheads and other miscellaneous expenses 480,000.00
Sub ng_ W 1,920,000.00

Grand Total® 4,806,000.60

* However the Arnual Financial Supnort would be restricted o Rs. 40 Takh




Annexure-X (a)

to the minutes of 37th CSANC

FINANCIAL SUPPORT FOR ESTABLISHMENT OF ONE PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION UNIT (PI1U) EACH,
UNDER JNNURM (BSUP& THSDP) FOR AJMER-PUSHEKAR (RAJASTHAN) AND THIRUVANANTHAPURAM

S1.  |Position No.of [Amount per |{No. of Amount in Rs.
No persons |month (Rs.) {months
A. Cost towards Professionals ) :
1 Project Coordinator ( Housing and slum Development) 1 40,000.00 12 +480.000.00:
2 Social Development Officer i 40,000.00 12 480.000.00
3 Livelthoods Development Specialist 1 40,000.00 12 480.000.00
4 Research Officer 1 30,000.00 12 360,000.00
3 Research and Training Coordinator 1 20.000.00 12 240.000.00
Sub-total 2,040,000.00
B.Non-5taff Component

a).  |Travel (@ 20% of total annual suppott 630.000.00
by, ]110% towards system support cost, stationery, documentation, prinfing etc. 340,000.00
c).  {10% towards overheads and other miscellanecus expenses 344,000.00
Sub toral 1,360,000.00

Grand Total {annual support for Ist vear) 3,400,000.00

Financial Support indicated sbove is per PIlJ




Annexure-X {b)

to the munvtes of 37th CSMC

FINANCIAL SUPPORT FOR ESTABLISHMENT OF ONE PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION UNIT (PIU) EACH,
UNDER JNNURM (BSUP& [HSDP) FOR NCT OF DELH]I, JAIPUR, HYDERABAD, VIJAYAWADA,

VISAKHAPATNAM & KCCHI

S1. {Posttion No.of |Amount per {No. of Amount in Rs.
No ersons |month (Rs.) [monihs
A. Cost towards Professionals
1 Project Coordinator ( Housing and slum Development) 1 30,000.00 12 G00.000.00
2 Secial Development Officer 1 30,000.00 12 GO0 ,000.00
3 Livelihoods Develepment Specialist 1 50,000.00 12 600,000.00
4 Research Officer 1 30,000.00 12 360.000.00
3 Research and Training Coordinator 1 20,000.00 12 240.000.00
Sub-total , 2,400,000.00
B.Non-Siaff Component .
a).  |Travel @ 20% of total annual support 800,000.00
b, |10% towards systein support cosr, stationery, documentation, pristing etc. 200.006.00
<). 10% towards overheads and other miscellanecus expenses 400,000.00

Sub HOSL

1,600,000.00

Grand Total (annual support for st vear)

)

4,600,060.00

&

Financizf Support indicated sbove is per FIU

r




-Annexure-X (c)
to the minutes of 37th CSMC

FINANCIAL SUPPORT FOR ESTABLISHMENT OF SEVEN PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION UNITS (PIUs)
COVERING 22 DISTRICTS UNDER JNNURM (BSUP& IHSDP) for ANDHRA PRADESH

51 |Position No.of |Amount per {No. of Amount in Rs.
No persons {month (Rs.) jmonths
A. Cost towards Professionals ”
1 Project Coordinator ( Housing and slum Development) 1 30,000.00 12 360,000.00
2 Social Development Officer 1 36,000.00 12 360.000.00
3 {ivelihoods Development Specialist 1 30,000.00 12 360,000.00
4 Research Officer 1 30.000.06 12 360.000.00
3 Research and Training Cocrdinator 1 Z0.000.00 12 240 00000
Sub-total 1,680,000.00
B.Non-Staff Component
). |Travel @ 20% of total annual support 560,000.00
). |10% towards system support cost, stationery, documentation, printing etc. 280,000.00
c). |10% towards overheads and other miscellaneous expenses 286,000.00
Sub total] ~ 1,120,000.00j ”,
Grand Total (annual support for 1st year) 2,800,000.00 .
S, |IName of the Districts Towns Name of PIU i
No. coveted
1 |Srikakularn, Vizianagaram 2 VYizianagaram
2 | West Godavari, East Godavari, Rajamundry & Krishna 4 Rajamundry
3 | Guntur, Prakasham, & Nellore 3 Guntur
4 jAnanthapur, Chittgr, Kadapa, Kamool 4 Ananthapur
5 [Mahaboobnagar, Medak. Rangareddyv and Nalgonda 4 . Rangareddy
6 |Karimnagar, Nizamabad. 2 Karimnagar
7 |Warangal. Adilabad & Khammam 3 Warangal
22

Finandial Support indicated sbove is per PiU/




FINANCIAL SUPPORT FOR ESTABLISHMENT OF ONE PROJECT

Annexure-X (d)

1

e res

o the tinues of 37th CSNMO

IMPLEMENTATION UNIT (PiU) EACH,

UNDER INNURM (BSUP& IHSDP) FOR PULANUR, ALAPPUZHA, CHITOOR, SHORNUR, OTTAPALAM,
MATLAPPURAM, PERINTHALMANA, KANNUR & KASARAGOD TOWNS

51, |Position Ne. of  {Amount per [No. of Amount in Rs.
No persans |month (Rs.) [months
iA. Cost towards Professionals
1 Project Coordinator { Housing and slum Development 1 15,000.00 12 180,000,600
2 Social Development Officer 1 10.000.00 12 120,000.00
Sub Total 360,600.00
B.Non-Staff Component
2).  |Travel @ 20% of total annual support 100.000.00
b).  [10% towards svstem support cost, stationery, documentation, printng etc. 50.000.00
c). 10% towards overheads and other miscellaneous expenses 30,000.00
Sub total M@@u@D@.@@
Grand Total (annual support for ist year) m 500,000.06
S1.  |Name of the towns covered ™No. of Name of PIU
No. 0wWns
coversd
1 {Punalur, Attingal, Seuth Paravur 5 Punalur
2 |Alappuzha, Changanassery, Todupuzha 3 Alapnuzha
3 Chittoor 1 Chittoeor
4 |Shotrnur, Kunnamkalam, Chavalklad 3 Shornur
5 [Ottapalam 1 Ottapalam
5 | Malappuram 1 Malappuram
7 |Pennthalmanna 1 Perinthalmanna
8 |Kannur, Keothuparamba, Matfannur, Thaliparamba, Thalasserry 3 Kannur
9 |Ksaragod, Kanhangad, Kozhikode, Kovilandv 4 Kasaragod
22

Financial Suppore indicated above is per Pl
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