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INTRODUCTION 

I, the Chairperson of the Standing Committee on Urban Development (2019-20) 

having been authorized by the Committee, present this Second Report (17th Lok Sabha) on 

the 'Demands for Grants (2020-21)' of the Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs. 

2. The Demands for Grants of the Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs were laid on 

the Table of the House on 10.02.2020 Under Rule 331E of the Rules of Procedure and 

Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha.  

3. The Committee took briefing of the representatives of the Ministry of Housing and 

Urban Affairs at their Sitting held on 17th February, 2020. The Committee considered and 

adopted Draft Report at their Sitting held on 28th February, 2020. 

4. The Committee wish to express their thanks to the officials of the Ministry of 

Housing and Urban Affairs for appearing before them and furnishing the information that 

they desired in connection with the examination of the Demands for Grants of the Ministry. 

5. The Committee would also like to place on record their deep sense of appreciation 

for the invaluable assistance rendered to them by the Officials of Lok Sabha Secretariat 

attached to the Committee. 

6. For facility of reference, the observations/recommendations of the Committee have 

been printed in bold letters and placed as Part II of the Report. 

  

 

 

New Delhi;  

28th February, 2020 

9 Phalguna, 1941 (Saka) 

JAGDAMBIKA PAL,  

Chairperson, 

Standing Committee on 

Urban Development 
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REPORT 

 
PART - I  

 
CHAPTER -  I.  

 
Introductory  

 

(a) Vision of the Ministry  
 

1.1 Vision of the Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs is to provide ease of 

living, responsive governance, clean and sustainabe environment, rapid 

inclusive economic growth and livelihood opportunities for the citizens. 

 
(b) Role of the Ministry  

 

1.2 The Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs (MoHUA) is entrusted with 

the responsibility of broad policy formulation and monitoring of programmes 

regarding urban housing and urban development. It is the nodal Ministry for 

planning and coordination of urban transport matters at the central level. 

Urban development is a State subject and the Constitution (Seventy-Fourth) 

Amendment Act, 1992 has enjoined upon State Governments to delegate many 

functions to urban local bodies.  Government of India, however, plays a 

coordinating and monitoring role and also supports various urban housing 

programmes, urban livelihood mission and overall urban development through 

Central and Centrally Sponsored Schemes. The Ministry addresses various 

issues relevant to urban sector through appropriate policy guidelines, 

subordinate legislation and sectoral programmes. The Ministry of Housing and 

Urban Affairs has five attached Offices, and three Subordinate Offices, three 

Public Sector Undertakings and nine Statutory/Autonomous Bodies, including 
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one non-statutory registered society and a Government company as shown at 

Annexure-I. 

 

(c) Urbanisation trends  
 

1.3 Urbanization in India has become an important and irreversible proces, 

and it is an important determinant of national economic growth and poverty 

reduction. The process of urbanization is characterized by a dramatic increase 

in the number of large cities, although India may be said to be in the midst of 

transition from a predominantly rural to a quasi-urban society. The 2030 

development agenda of the United Nations has emphasized the role of 

sustainable cities by incorporating Sustainable Development Goal (SDG) i.e. 

Sustainable Cities and Communities for making cities and human settlements 

inclusive, safe, resilient and sustainable. At current rate of growth, urban 

populatioon in India is estimated to reach a staggering 575 million by 2030 

A.D. According to Census 2011, as many as 53 cities in India had a million 

plus population. 

 
(d) Response of Ministry for Urban Challenge  

 

1.4 The Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs offers a response to Urban 

Challenge with the prominent Fglagship Missions of Pradhan Mantri Awas 

Yojana (Urban) (PMAY-(U)), Smart City Mission (SCM), Atal Mission for 

Rejuvenation and Urban Transport (AMRUT), Swachh Bharat Mission 

(Urban)(SBM(U)), Deen Dayal Antyodaya National Urban Livelihood Mission 

(DAY_NULM) Scheme. 
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(e) Stretegy of the Ministry for Urban Transformation  

 

1.5 As cities in the country are at different stage of development and with a 

view to ensure that urban India is going to play an important role in achieving  

5 Trillion Dollar target. The Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs has 

eloborated before the Committee three level strategy. In Level One taking care 

of three biggest issues of poverty Alleviation, Affordable Housing and cleaness 

by way of implementing DAY-NULM, PMAY(U) and SBM (U) for all 4372 Urban 

Local Bodies in the country. In Level Two focussing on Water Supply and 

Sewerage need requiring economy of scale in implementing 500 AMRUT cities 

(All India cities with more than 1 lakh population and above finally in Level 

Three is 100 Smart Cities addressing the issue of ease of living by increased 

use of digital technology to improve the urban infrastructure and services. 

 

(f) Trend of Budgetary allocation  

 

1.6 Glancing through the trend of Budgetary Allocation over the last six 

years starting from Rs. 26,018/- cr in 2014-15 to Rs. 50,040 cr in 2020-21, 

indicates these allocations has been doubled. 

 

***** 
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CHAPTER -II.  
 

Over -all Analysis  
  
2.1  (a) An overview of Demands for Grants (2020 -21)  

 
 Gross Provision    : Rs. 57,786.22 Cr 
 

Recoveries     : -Rs 7,746.3200 Cr 
 

Net provisions    :  
 

Revenue Section    : Rs. 36,637.20 Cr 

 
Capital Section    : Rs. 21,149.02 Cr 

 
Total Net     : Rs. 50,039.90 Cr 

 

2.2 Scheme -wise provision proposed for 2020 -21 and its distribution  
 in %  
 

Scheme-wise provision proposed for 2020-21 and its distribution in % is as 
under: 

 

Srl 

No 

Schemes Budget 

Estimate  
(2020-21) 
(Rs. In Cr.) 

Distribution 

in % 

1 MRTS & Metro Projects 20,000.00 39.97 

2 PMAY (U) 8,000.00* 15.99 

3 AMRUT 7,300.00 14.59 

4 100 Smart Cities 6,450.00 12.89 

5 Swachh Bharat Mission 2,300.00 4.60 

6 DAY-NULM 795.00 1.59 

7 General Pool Accommodation (Res)/ 
CPWD 

545.32 1.09 

8 General Pool Accommodation (Non-
Res)/CPWD 

742.69 1.48 

9 NERUDP 150.00 0.30 

10 CSSS-Nirman Kaushal Vikas Yojana 50.00 0.10 

11 Non -Scheme  3,706.89  7.41  

 Grand Total  50 ,039.90  100.00%  

* The PMAY (U) scheme is being partly funded through a reserve fund namely 

Central Road and Infrastructure Fund (CRIF). Out of Rs. 8000 Cr. provisioned 
for PMAY, Rs. 7554.31 Cr. is to be met through CRIF. Rs. 10000 Cr. have also 
been provisioned for this scheme through Extra Budgetary Resources (EBR). 
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2.3 Scheme wise Budget Estimate and Revised Estimate and their % share during 

last three years is at Annexure -I . 

2.4 The Scheme-wise BE, RE and Expenditure during (2019-20) and BE (2020-21) 

as on 15.02.2020 is as under: 

Centre Sector Schemes  

(Rs. in Crore) 

Sch eme  BE 
2019 -20  

RE 
2019 -
20  

Expenditure 
as on 
15.02.2020  

BE 
2020 -
21  

MRTS & METRO PROJECTS 19152 18890 14845 20000 

CPWD (GPRA+GPOA) 1050 1022 924 1288 

NER AND NERUDP 400 371 302 150 

Champion Service Sector 

Scheme-NKVY 

- - 0 50 

Non-Scheme & Other Schemes 3372 3238 3009 3707 

Grand Total 48,032 42,266 34,697 50,040 
 

Centrally Sponsored Schemes  

Pradhan Mantri Awas Yojana 
(Urban) 

6853 6853 5578 8000 

AMRUT 7300 6392 5923 7300 

Mission for 100 Smart Cities 6450 3450 2406 6450 

Swachh Bharat Mission 2650 1300 1030 2300 

National Urban Livelihood Mission 750 750 680 795 

Total 24,003 18,745 15,617 24,845 
 

(b) Demand vis -à-vis availability of funds  

2.5 The details of proposed Outlay, Budget Estimates, Revised Estimates and 

Actuals (2018-19) and (2019-20) and BE (2020-21) are as under: 

(Rs. In Cr.) 

Year  Proposed Outlay  
(Projected BE)  

Budget 
Estimates  

Revised 
Estimates  

Actual 
Expenditure  

2018-19 86,099.97 41,765.13 42,965.13 40,611.87 

2019-20 67,278.82 48,032.17 42,266.72 31,733.51  

(as on 
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31.12.2019) 

2020-21 82,986.65 50,039.90 - - 

 2.6 The details of Gross Budgetary Support (GBS) and Extra Budgetary Resource 

(EBR) for PMAY (U) during the corresponding period are as under: 

(Rs. In Cr.) 

Year  EBR approved  EBR raised  Actual 
Release  

2018-19 25000 20000 20000 

2019-20 20000 10000 10000 

2020-21 10000 - - 

 

2.7 During the course of evidence of the representatives of Ministry of Housing and 

Urban Affairs, the Secretary, Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs informed: 

òÞØ, ÛÝx 2019 -20 Öʃ 48,032 ¾Øɨî ȻÒ×ɭ ¾ɟ ÈɨÈÙ ÔÅÈ ¤ĦÈɡÖɭÈ Îɟ] {Þ¾ɭ yÙɟÛɟ, ßÖɟØɭ 

εÙ¤ 20,000 ¾Øɨî ȻÒ×ɭ ¾ɥ ¤ĆĦŘɟ ÔÅÈØɡ ȎØÞɨÞx ¾ɥ ģ×ÛĦÎɟ ¾ɥ À| Îɠ] {Þ¾ɭ θÛȻʬÐ ßÖɟØɟ 

zØ.|. 42,266 ¾Øɨî ȻÒ×ɭ ¾ɟ Îɟ] {Þ¾ɭ θÛȻʬÐ yÕɠ Í¾ ÙÀÕÀ 82 ŢȑÍÜÍ ¾ɥ ØɟεÜ ¿Ãx ßɨ 
À| ßɮ] {Þ¾ɥ ÜɭÝ 18 ŢȑÍÜÍ ØɟεÜ zÀɟÖɠ Êɭï ÖßɡÑɭ Þɭ č×ɟÏɟ ¾ɟ Åɨ ÛĆÍ ßɮ, }ÞÖʃ ¿Ãx ßɨÀɠ] 

 ÞØ, {Þ ÞɟÙ ¾ɟ Åɨ ÔÅÈ ¤ĦÈɡÖɭÈ ßɮ, Ûß 50,040 ¾Øɨî ȻÒ×ɭ ßɮ, Åɨ θÒÄÙɡ ÔɟØ ¾ɭ ÔÅÈ 
¤ĦÈɡÖɭÈ Þɭ ÙÀÕÀ Ïɨ ßÅɟØ ¾Øɨî ȻÒ×ɭ č×ɟÏɟ ßɮ] {Þ¾ɭ yÙɟÛɟ, ßÖʃ ¤ĆĦŘɟ ÔÅÈØɡ ȎØÞɨÞx ¾ɭ ÍɩØ 
ÒØ 10,000 ¾Øɨî ȻÒ×ɭ εÖÙɭ ßʅ, Ć×ʇη¾ ŢÐɟÑ Öɰŝɠ zÛɟÞ ×ɨÅÑɟ ¾ɨ ÓĔÊ ¾ØÑɭ ¾ɭ εÙ¤ ¤ĆĦŘɟ 

ÔÅÈØɡ ȎØÞɨÞx ¾ɭ ÍɩØ ÒØ 60,000 ¾Øɨî ȻÒ×ɭ ¾ɟ ¤¾ ÑɭÜÑÙ yÔxÑ ßɟ}εÞɰÀ ÓĔÊ ηŎ¤È η¾×ɟ 

À×ɟ Îɟ] }ÞÖʃ Þɭ yÕɠ Í¾ ßÖ ÙɨÀʇ Ñɭ {Þ ÞɟÙ ¾ɭ 20,000 ¾Øɨî ȻÒ×ɭ Öʃ Þɭ 15,000 ¾Øɨî 

ȻÒ×ɭ ȎØÙɡÅ ¾Øɟ εÙ¤ßʅ] ßÖɟØɭ ÒɟÞ ¾ɭÛÙ 10,000 ¾Øɨî ȻÒ×ɭ ¾ɟ ßɡ ÖɟȒÅxÑ }ÒÙĜÐ ßɮ] ÅÔ ßÖ 
ÏɨÔɟØɟ ¾ɮȐÔÑɭÈ Öʃ Åɟ¤ɰÀɭ Íɨ ßÖʃ {Þ¾ɭ εÙ¤ yÙÀ Þɭ ¦ÎɨØɟ{ÅɭÜÑ εÖÙɭÀɟ ©Ø ÍÔ ßÖʃ {ÞÖʃ ©Ø 
ÒɮÞɭ |.Ôɠ.zØ. ¾ɭ ÍɩØ ÒØ εÖÙ Þ¾ʃÀɭ]ó 

2.8 On the issue of demand vis-à-vis actual allocation the Secretary, Ministry of 

Housing and Urban Affairs during the course of evidence informed: 
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òÞØ, zÒ {ÅɟÅÍ Ïʃ Íɨ Öʅ ¤ĆÞĚÙɭÑ ¾ØÑɟ ÃɟßȕɰÀɟ] ßÖÑɭ yÒÑɭ ÅÛɟÔ Öʃ Õɠ {Þ¾ɨ ¤ĆÞĚÙɭÑ ¾ØÑɭ 
¾ɥ ¾ɨεÜÜ ¾ɥ ßɮ] Åɨ ßÖ ÙɨÀ Óɟ{ÑʃÞ εÖȑÑĦŘɡ ¾ɭ ÞɟÖÑɭ ιÊÖɟɰʪÞ Ø¿Íɭ ßʅ, Ûß ŢÒɨÅÙ Ø¿Íɭ ßʅ η¾ 
ßÖ ßØɭ¾ Ħ¾ɥÖ ¾ɨ ¤¾ ÞÈɴÑ ĦÒɠÊ ¾ɭ ÞɟÎ ÒȕØɟ ¾ØÑɟ Ãɟßʃ Íɨ ¾ɮÞɭ ¾Ø Þ¾Íɭ ßʅ] Åɨ 2020 -21 Öʃ 
ßÖÑɭ ιÊÖɟɰÊ 82986 ¾Øɨî Ȼ. ¾ɥ Ø¿ɠ Îɠ, ×ß ßÖÑɭ ×ß ÞɨÃ¾Ø Ø¿ɠ η¾ ßÖɟØɡ ÅɮÞɭ η¾ ßɟ}εÞɰÀ ¾ɥ 
Ħ¾ɥÖ ßɮ, ÖɮŘɨ ¾ɥ Ħ¾ɥÖ ßɮ, ȒÅÍÑɠ ÞɟØɡ Ħ¾ɥĞÞ ßʅ, }Ñ¾ɥ Åɨ ¤¾ ÞÈɴÑ ĦÒɠÊ ßɮ, }Þ ĦÒɠÊ ¾ɭ ÞɟÎ 
ßÖ η¾ÍÑɟ ¿Ãx ¾Ø Þ¾Íɭ ßʅ] Åɨ ¤Ùɨ¾ɭÜÑ ßɨÍɟ ßɮ, ÀÛÑxÖʃÈ ¾ɥ ÈɨÈÙ Ć×ɟ ȎØÞɨÞɴÅ ßʅ, }Ñ¾ɭ zÐɟØ 
ÒØ ¤Ùɨ¾ɭÜÑ ßɨÍɟ ßɮ] }ęßʇÑɭ ÞØ¾ɟØ ¾ɥ ¤Ùɨ¾ɭÜÑ 50039 ¾Øɨî ȻÒ×ɭ ¾ɥ] ÛɟĦÍÛ Öʃ ×ß Åɨ 
ȎØÛɟ{čÊ ¤ĦÈɡÖɭÈ ßɨÍɟ ßɮ, }Þ ÞÖ× yɰȑÍÖ ÍɠÑ ÖßɡÑɭ Öʃ ÞØ¾ɟØ ¾ɥ ÛɭÅ ¾ɥ Ć×ɟ ÒɨÅɠÜÑ ßɮ, }Þ¾ɭ 
ȏßÞɟÔ  Þɭ ßɨÍɟ ßɮ] ÙɟĦÈ |×Ø Öʃ Õɠ ÔÍɟ Ïȕɰ η¾ ÙɟĦÈ |×Ø Öʃ Åɨ ÀɮÒ Îɟ, Åɨ 42965 ¾ɭ yÀʃĦÈ 
40611 ¾Øɨî ȻÒ×ɭ Îɟ] ßÖ ÒȕØɟ ÒȕØɟ ¿Ãx ¾ØÑɭ ¾ɥ ȒĦÎȑÍ Öʃ Îɭ] }Þ ÞÖ× ßÖʃ ȎØÞɨÞɴÅ ¤Ùɟ} Ñßɡɰ 

η¾×ɭ] Allocation is based on RE. There is a resource; there are aspirations 

and expectations. Ûß ÞɟØɟ ¤¾ ÏȕÞØɭ ¾ɭ ÞɟÎ ÃÙÍɟ ßɮ]ò 

 

2.9 On the issue of higher projections of the order of Rs. 86,099.97 cr in 2018-19 

Rs. 67,278.82 cr in 2019-20 and Rs. 82,986.65 cr during 2020-21 and lower 

allocation to the tune or Rs. 41,765.13 cr, Rs. 48,032.17 cr and Rs. 50,039 cr 

respectively in corresponding years with actual expenditure still at lower levels 

making ground for lower allocations. The Committee enquired about reasons 

therefore, explaining the position the Secretary, Ministry of Housing and Urban 

Affairs stated: 

ñÞØ, ¿Ãx ¾ɥ ȒĦÎȑÍ Öʅ ÔÍɟ Ïȕɰ, ÅɮÞɭ ÙɟĦÈ |×Ø ¾ɟ Îɟ, ÙɟĦÈ |×Ø ¾ɟ Åɨ ßÖɟØɟ ÔÅÈ ¤ĦÈɡÖɭÈ Îɟ, 
Ûß ÛÝx 2018 -2019 ¾ɟ 41765 ¾Øɨî ȻÒ×ɭ ¾ɟ Îɟ] ÞØ, ßÖɟØɟ 41765 ¾Øɨî ȻÒ×ɭ ¾ɟ ÔÅÈ 
¤ĦÈɡÖɭÈ ¾ɟ Îɟ] ßÖɟØɭ ¿Ãx ¾ɥ ȒĦÎȑÍ {ÍÑɠ yċÄɢ Îɠ η¾ ÅÔ ȎØÛɟ{čÊ ¤ĦÈɡÖɭÈ ßɨÍɟ ßɮ, ÅÔ 
ÞĚÙɡÖʃŘɡ ιÊÖɟɰʪÞ ¾ɭ εÙ¤ ιÊÞ¾ÜÑ ßɨÍɟ ßɮ, }Þ ÃÃɟx Öʃ ßÖÑɭ θÛǡ ÞκÃÛ ¾ɨ ¾ɰθÛɰÞ η¾×ɟ η¾ 
ßÖɟØɡ ȒÅÞ Ţ¾ɟØ ¾ɥ ¿Ãɴ ¾ɥ ȒĦÎȑÍ ÃÙ Øßɡ ßɮ, We are able to spend much more 

than that. ßÖÑɭ ©Ø č×ɟÏɟ ¾ɥ ιÊÖɟɰÊ ¾ɥ Îɠ] ßÖɟØɡ ÔɟÍ ¾ɨ ÖɟÑÍɭ ßȓ¤ }ęßʇÑɭ 42965 ¾Øɨî 
ȻÒ×ɭ ÖɟÑ εÙ×ɟ Îɟ] This was accepted by the Finance Ministry. η¾ ßÖ {ÍÑɟ ¾Øɨî 
ȻÒ×ɭ Ïɭ ÏʃÀɭ Ùɭη¾Ñ ÅÔ ÙɟĦÈ Öʃ ¿Ãx ¾ØÑɭ ¾ɥ ÒɨÅɠÜÑ z|,  It is the estimation and 
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expenditure. ßÖʃ ¤¾ ÞÈɴÑ ĦÈɭÅ ÒØ ÔÍɟ×ɟ À×ɟ η¾ yÔ zÒ ¿Ãɟx Ñßɡɰ ¾ØʃÀɭ] 40611 ¾Øɨî 
ȻÒ×ɭ Åɨ ßÖɟØɟ ßȓz, ßÖ yÀØ ÃɟßÍɭ Íɨ ßÖ ×ß ÒȕØɟ ¤Öɟ}ɰÈ ¿Ãx ¾Ø ÙɭÍɭ] {Þ ÔɟØ Õɠ 50039 

¾Øɨî ȻÒ×ɭ ¾ɟ ÔÅÈ ¤ĦÈɡÖɭÈ ßɮ, ßÖɟØɡ ÒȕØɡ ¾ɨεÜÜ ßɨÀɠ ©Ø zÒÑɭ Åɨ ßÖʃ 2019 -2020 ¾ɥ 
ηÓÀØ Ïɡ ßɮ, 42266 ¾Øɨî ȻÒ×ɭ Íɨ ßÖɟØɟ ȎØÛɟ{čÊ ¤ĦÈɡÖɭÈ ßɮ] 31733 ¾Øɨî ȻÒ×ɭ Íɨ 31 

ȏÏÞĞÔØ Í¾ ¾ɟ Îɟ] zÅ ¾ɥ ÊɭÈ Öʃ Åɨ ßÖɟØɟ ¿Ãɟx ßɮ, Ûß 34697 ¾Øɨî ȻÒ×ɭ ßɮ] We are 

trying out best.ó 

 

(c) Over -all requirement of funds for Urban infrastructure  

2.10 During examination of DFG (2019-20) it came out before the Committee that 

the projected investment requirements of Rs. 39 lakh Cr in urban infrastructure as 

recommended by High Powered Expert Committee set up by Ministry of Housing and 

Urban Affairs in 2011 for capital investment from 2011-2032 (at 2009-10 prices) 

which was to replenish the deficit accumulated over the years for achieving urban 

service delivery and also to meet the future needs of cities. 

2.11 Asked about the work done by Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs towards 

replenishing the deficit accumulated over the years for achieving urban service 

delivery and how far MoH&UA has been able to do the same with available budgetary 

support / EBR / PPP etc during the last five years the Ministry of House and Urban 

Affairs clarified:  

 "As submitted by the Ministry during the examination of the Demands for 

Grants for 2019-20, the critical issue of higher funding required for urban 

infrastructure was addressed by substantial increase in budgetary allocations. 

As against a total of Rs. 1,58,164 Cr. allocated during 10-year period from 

2004-05 to 2013-14, the cumulative budgetary allocations during next six 

years, i.e. 2014 onwards till 2019-20 have been to the tune of Rs. 2,68,455 Cr.. 

The annual average budgetary allocation during the preceding 10 year period 

was around Rs. 15,800 Cr. which was increased now to more than Rs. 44,000 

Cr. (inclusive of allocations under Extra Budgetary Resources (EBR), i.e., 
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around 3 times increase. Budgetary allocation for 2020-21 is Rs. 50,039.90 Cr. 

which is 4.18% higher than the B.E. of previous year.  

2.12 Further, in addition to the investment made by the Central government, 

substantial investment have been made by the State Governments, Urban Local 

Bodies, Multilateral  Funding Agencies and through Public Private Partnership 

(PPP). 

 Scheme wise details are given below: - 

  During the last 5 years, the Government of India has approved an 

investment of Rs.1.81 lakh Cr. for Metro and RRTS projects. Central financial 

contribution to the tune of Rs 74,000 Cr. has been provided during last five 

years for implementation of Metro Rail system in different cities.  This is in 

addition to the contribution by State Government, Urban Local Bodies and 

other organizations.  For Urban Transport in smaller cities, this Ministry has 

issued standard specifications for Light Urban Rail Transit system named 

Metrolite, which can be implemented at much lesser cost. This system would 

provide low cost rail based mass mobility solution with a feel of conventional 

metro system. Metrolite can also act as a feeder to high capacity Metro system.  

During last 5 years, more than 440 kms of new Metro Rail lines have been 

made operational. At present, about 691 kms of metro rail is operational in 18 

cities with a ridership of about 85 lakh passengers per day. 

  Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs launched AMRUT Mission with 

major focus on urban water supply. Priority based financing is thus provided 

for water supply sector. The funds allocated for AMRUT in 2019-20 have so far 

been able to meet the requirement of the States for speedy implementation of 

the scheme and consequent urban service delivery. The projects under AMRUT 

are being implemented through central share and corresponding State/ ULB 

share.  Under AMRUT, the annual action plans were approved for Rs.77,640 

Cr., however, the States on their own have taken up projects worth Rs.83,603 

Cr.. The extra amount required over and above Rs.77,640 Cr. is to be borne 

entirely by the State. Some of the States in addition to their own resources 

have mobilized funds through loans and external borrowing. For example, 

Punjab has pooled in Asian Development Bank. The budgetary provisions 

made by the Ministry were able to meet the central share requirement of the 

States. 
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 Swachh Bharat Mission (Urban) has two primary components of 

implementation: 

 (a) Achieving 100% open defecation free (ODF) status, and 

 (b) Putting in place systems to achieve 100% solid waste management – in 

 all ULBs in the country. 

 Till October 2014, given that there was no large scale program dealing with 

urban sanitation, there was a huge gap in service delivery in this sector. While 12% 

of urban households were without household toilets, and no cities were Open 

Defecation Free (ODF), only 18% of municipal solid waste was being processed, the 

rest being indiscriminately dumped in landfills. Under Swachh Bharat Mission (U), 

there has been a significant reduction in this gap: today, 99% of cities have become 

ODF, and waste processing has gone up more than three times, to 60% currently. 

 The Committee during the course of examination also pointed out that the 

Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs has also underlined the imminent need to 

significantly enhance the funds for urban infrastructure in the context of 

Governments' resolve to urban rejuvenation based on the gains of important Flagship 

Missions for Urban India in the light of three fold hike in cumulative budgetary 

allocation from the level of Rs. 15,000 during ten years period of 2004-2005 to 2013-

2014 to as high as Rs. 44,000 Cr including EBR from 2014 onwards. 

2.13 Asked about spadework that has been done for enhancing funds for urban 

infrastructure for the purpose outlined above the Ministry of Housing and Urban 

Affairs stated: 

 "About 691 kms of metro rail has been constructed and made operational in 

the 18 cities and about 911 kms of metro rail and RRTS are under 

construction in various cities.  In next five years, the operational metro rail/ 

RRTS network is likely to reach 1,500 km.  Development of Metro Rail system 

is an ongoing process, planning for which is initiated by the respective State 

Governments.  In the next 5 years, many new cities are likely to come under 

metro network. 

 Urban Transport, including Metro Rail, is an integral part of the urban 

development, which is a State subject.  Hence, respective State Government 

and Urban Local Bodies are required to plan for development of urban 

transport.  Central Government provides financial assistance to such projects 

based upon feasibility of project and availability of resources. Metro Rail Policy 
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2017 also encourages private contribution under Public Private Partnership 

mode as well as for unbundled components. Metro Rail Policy 2017 envisages 

Transit Orient Development woth Value Capture finance to encourage 

enhancement of revenues for the financial viability of the metro project in long 

term. 

 The Ministry is planning next phase of Swachh Bharat Mission (Urban-2), -  

which will focus on creating all cities ODF++ by 2024, and all cities rated at 

least 3-Star Garbage Free cities. Regarding funding, private sector participation 

in sanitation and solid waste management is also envisaged besides normal 

funding by Central Government, State Government, ULBs etc. 

 100 Smart Cities were selected in 4 rounds of selection during January, 2016 

to June, 2018. These Smart Cities have proposed 5,151 projects amounting to 

Rs. 2,05,018 Cr. in their Smart Cities proposals(SCPs).  These Smart Cities are 

expected to implement their projects within 5 years from the date of their 

selection. As cities have been selected in 4 rounds over a period of two and a 

half years starting from January 2016 to June 2018, all projects proposed 

under the Mission are expected to be completed by 2023. 

 As far as Smart Cities Mission is concerned, the funding pattern for the 

Mission implementation has been well thought out in advance while preparing 

the Smart Cities Proposals by the Cities. As per the Scheme, the Central 

Government would provide grant to the extent of Rs. 48,000 Cr. with equal 

contribution by the States/UTs which comes to around 45% of the total 

funding requirements. Additional funding requirement would be met by the 

Smart Cities through Convergence with other schemes to the extent of 21%, 

through PPP to the extent of another 21% and through other sources by ULBs. 

 Through the scheme of PMAY (U), a validated demand of about 1.12 Cr. houses 

would be met by March 2022 under the ‘Housing for All by 2022’ Mission. 

Total requirement of fund for central assistance has been estimated to nearly 

Rs. 1.80 lakh Cr.. In view of the nominal year-on-year increase in budgetary 

support, the Ministry is using EBR fund for providing central assistance under 

the scheme. The Ministry will complete raising the approved EBR of Rs. 

60,000.00 Cr. by the 1st half of the FY 2020-21 (Rs. 43000 Cr. has already 

been raised). Keeping in view the huge requirement of fund, the Ministry will 

approach the Union Cabinet for considering more EBR fund in the range of Rs. 

60,000 Cr. to Rs. 80,000 Cr. to be raised in FY 2020-21 and FY 2021-2022 as 

per requirement. 

 Encouraged by the progress and achievements of the AMRUT Mission, the 

Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs is planning to launch Jal Jeevan 
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Mission (JJM) – Urban on the lines of AMRUT mission, with focus on water 

source conservation, circular economy of water, recycling of wastewater with 

the objective of providing piped water supply to households in all statutory 

towns. This will also target removing inefficiencies in water usage.  

 Public private partnership is also envisaged especially in treatment and reuse 

of wastewater. ULBs will be encouraged to raise funds through issuance of 

Municipal bonds. Credit rating of the Mission cities was a mandatory reform 

under AMRUT in order to assess and improve the financial health of the ULBs. 

SEBI has recently constituted ‘Municipal Bonds Development Committee’ 

headed by Executive director, SEBI to advise SEBI on issues related to 

regulation and development of primary and secondary market for issuance of 

municipal debt securities. The committee will facilitate the cities to raise funds 

through municipal bonds in the coming years. Development of Municipal Bond 

Market will go a long way in making funds available for Urban Infrastructure. " 

 

2.14 The Committee also wanted to know whether with prevailing scenario of scarce 

resource the goal of taking the country’s economy to five trillion dollar economy by 

2024 appears to be distant, the Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs informed: 

  "Taking into account the investment made in Urban Sector in past 6 years and 

the projected investment of Rs.17,74,167 Cr. on urban infrastructure in the 

National Infrastructure Pipeline, MoHUA will also contribute to achieve the 

goal of  five trillion dollar economy by 2024." 

 

2.15 The Committee further asked whether Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs 

taken the State Governments and private sector into confidence for possible resource 

mobilization, the Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs clarified 

"Urban transport is a State subject, the proposals of which are initiated by the 

State themselves. Metro Rail Policy 2017 has enabling provisions for resource 

mobilization by the State Governments and private sector.  The Central 

Government is providing pass through assistance against external loan 

component to ensure timely availability of funds for the project activities. 
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Credit rating of 469 cities has been completed under AMRUT. Some cities with 

non-investible grade rating have involved transaction advisors to improve their 

rating with a view to raise funds through issuance of municipal bonds. The 

cities may relook at their financial statements and remove inefficiencies. The 

states are fully involved in the entire process.  

The overall budget of the Swachh Bharat Mission (Urban) specifies that in 

addition to the Central funds, there is a mandatory contribution to be made by 

the States/UTs and Urban Local Bodies, and the balance needs to be 

contributed by either private sector or other sources of funding. In SBM (U) the 

Central share is Rs.14,013.46 Cr. and total investment is more 62,009 Cr., 

which include State Share/Private investment. The States are actively involved 

at every stage of the mission.  

The funding pattern for implementing Smart Cities Mission has been well 

thought out and planned in advance. The States/UTs are already on board for 

effective implementation of the Scheme and are required to contribute 

matching share to the tune of 50:50 of the funds allocated by the Central 

Government. The total funds thus being provided for each city by the Central 

and State Governments/ULBs is 1,000 Cr. shared equally among them. 

Around 21 percent of the projects proposed under the Mission are being 

undertaken in PPP mode. 

The funding under PMAY (U) is shared by Central Government, concerned 

State/UT Governments and other stakeholders including beneficiaries and 

private partners. The scheme is being implemented through the State/UT 

Governments in the spirit of co-operative federalism. The project approval 

under the scheme is done by the concerned State/UT based on their demand 

for housing as assessed under the scheme. The contribution from States/UTs 

in implementing the projects varies and is dependent on the resource 

availability as decided by them. The Ministry has also circulated 8 PPP models 

to attract Private Investment for construction of affordable houses on Public 

and Private land under the scheme. Thus, the States/UTs/Private Sector are 

on the board for investing their shares in the scheme for implementing the 

projects to achieve the goal of ‘Housing for All by 2022’. 

 

2.16.  The Committee pointed out that National Infrastructure Pipeline 

launched on 31st December, 2019 with Rs. 103 lakh Cr for funding 6,500 projects 

across sector including Housing and Metro for in next five years. Asked in what way 
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the proposed National Infrastructure Pipeline (NIP) is going to salvage the situation of 

shortage of funds currently being faced by the Ministry of Housing and Urban 

Affairs, the Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs replied: 

"The Ministry is able to provide central share of funds to various States as per 

their requirement under various Missions. Going forward, National 

Infrastructure Pipeline (NIP) will provide fillip to sustain the momentum in 

supplementing the efforts of States in development of urban infrastructure and 

will contribute to the economic growth of country.  

NIP comprises projects proposed / planned under various missions. Under 

AMRUT, PMAY(U) and Smart Cities Mission, Central Share for implementing 

projects under NIP has already been factored-in the respective mission 

designs. Similarly, Metro / Urban Transport Projects in NIP are based on the 

projects formulated by various States. The other two components, namely SBM 

(U) 2.0 and Jal Jeevan Mission are at planning stage.   

 As indicated in the Preliminary material on Demands for Grants (2020-

21), Ministry has projected investment of Rs. 17,74,167 Cr. for various 

missions / projects  during 2019-25 as per following details: 

S. 

No. 

Scheme / Project 

Investment 

Rs. in  Cr. 

1. AMRUT 47,381 

2. Smart Cities Mission 1,31,460 

3. Metro & Urban Transport 5,73,365 

4. Affordable Housing 5,40,712 

5. Jal Jeevan Mission 2,79,492 

6. SBM (U) 2.0 2,01,757 

 TOTAL 17,74,167 

 

***** 
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CHAPTER -III.  
 

Scheme -wise Analysis  
 

(A) Central Sector Schemes  
          
 (i)  MRTS/Metro Projects  

 

3.1 During the course of evidence in a presentation given before the Committee 

MoH&UA has given the following highlights about MRTC and Metro Projects: 

(1). On 24th Oct, 1984 India’s first Metro commissioned in Kolkata (3.4 Km 
esplanade to Bhowanipora, West Bengal) 
(2). On 25th Oct, 2002 Delhi Metro starts joining (8.4 Km Shadara to Tis 

Hazari) 
(3). At present 691 Km Metro operational in 18 cities and also 910 Km 

(including 82 Km Delhi-Meerut RRTS) under construction in 27 cities. 
(4). Daily ridership for Metro Rail System in various cities across the country 
is more than 85 lakh. 

 

 

(a) Allocation vis -à-vis utilisation  

3.2 The BE and RE and Actuals during 2018-19 and 2019-20 as on 31.12.2019 

and BE (2020-21) in respect of MRTS/Metro Projects are as under: 

(Rs in Cr) 

Sl. 
No 

MRTS & 
Metro 

Projects 

2018-19 2019-20 2020-
21 

BE RE 
Actual as 

on 
31.12.18 

BE RE 
Actual as 

on 
31.12.19 

BE 

1. Grants of 
DMRC/othe

r Metros 
50 50 50 414.70 414.70 414.70 0.00 

2. Equity to all 
Metros 

2341 2341 1710 3815 3713.06 1939.45 3256 

3. Sub-
ordinate 

Debt to all 
1550 1550 1331 1684 1684.00 1230.80 1152 
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Metros 

4. Pass 
Through 

Assistance 
to all 

Metros 

10373 
10973.

60 
7158.68 

12214.
93 

12214.93 8425.78 13074 

5. NCRTC 
659 659.00 100 974.25 824.25 700.00 

2487.4
0 

6. Global 
Environmen

t Fund 
0.10 0.10 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 

7. Transport 
Planning 

and 
Capacity 

Building in 
Urban 

Transport 

26.30 26.30 10.99 49.11 39.11 14.85 30.60 

 Total Metro 
Projects 

15000 15600 

10361.37 
14433 (as 

on 
31.03.19) 

19152 18890.06 

12725.58 
15985.57 

(as on 
date) 

20000 

 

3.3 Asked about the reasons for steep hike in BE (2019-20) over lower actuals as 

on 31.12.2018, the Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs informed: 

“During the last 5 years, the Government of India approved an investment of 

Rs.1.81 lakh Cr. for Metro and RRTS projects. BE (2019-20) was estimated 

based upon requirement of fund of various Metro projects.”  

3.4 The Committee also enquired about the justification of seeking higher BE 

(2020-21) when RE (2019-20) and actuals as on 31.12.2019 both were lower, the 

Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs stated: 

“B.E. (2020-21) has been projected based upon the requirement of funds 

indicated by various Metro Rail Corporations as per their implementation plan.  

The requirement of funds depends upon project implementation, which varies 

from year to year. The expenditure against projected RE  2019-20 is likely to be 

achieved.” 
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3.5 The Committee further asked about the reasons for downsizing the Grants to 

DMRC / other Metro and Equity to all Metro subordinate debt to all Metros in B.E. 

(2020-21) over R.E. (2019-20) and the rationale behind enhancing Pass Though 

Assistance to all Metro from B.E. (2018-19) to B.E. (2020-21), the Ministry of 

Housing and Urban Affairs stated: 

 “The fund for Metro Rail projects comprises of equity, grant, subordinate debt 

and pass through assistance. The allocation is based upon the sanctioned cost 

and requirements indicated by Metro companies, which may vary from year to 

year. Pass through assistance against external loan forms substantial portion 

of project cost, which has increased with the cumulative sanctioned cost of 

project. Further category wise allocation is based upon sanctioned cost and 

requirements indicated by metro companies, which may vary from year to 

year.”  

 

3.6 The Committee also enquired about the reasons that against lower actuals 

during 2018-19 and 2019-20 over corresponding RE, huge amount i.e. three fold 

hike over RE (2019-20) has been proposed for BE (2020-21), the Ministry of Housing 

and Urban Affairs stated: 

“Total expenditure during 2018-19 was Rs.14,433 Cr. and during current year 

i.e. 2019-20 cumulative expenditure of Rs 14,298 Cr. has been incurred up to 

31.01.2020 and further additional expenditure is expected in the remaining 

part of the financial year. BE 2020-21 has been estimated as per requirement 

of funds projected by the Metro companies.” 

(b) The Target vis -à-vis achievement in construction of Metro Rail Pr oject  

 

3.7 Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs has given the following figures: 
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2018 -19  2019 -20 (As on 
31.12.2019)  

Target  
(As on 31.12.2018)  

Achievement  Target  Achievement  

Construction/operation of metro rail 
line – 80 km 

97.72 
Kilometer 

11.6 
Kilometers 

9.95 
Kilometers 

 

3.8  Asked about the reasons for under performance, MoH&UA in post 

evidence reply clarified: 

“During 2019-20, so far about 39 km of new metro rail lines have been 
commissioned and opened for public in the cities of Delhi (4.3 km), Kochi (5.65 

km), Hyderabad (12.5 km), Nagpur (11 km) and Kolkata (5.3 km). New Metro 
lines are opened in a manner to cover a reasonable stretch, which is dependent 
upon ridership, passenger convenience etc.” 

 
 

3.9 It came out that as against the budget of Rs.18,890.06 crore, the utilisation 

was as low as Rs.12,725.56 crore and Rs.6000 crore remained unutilised. Asked 

about the reasons thereof, MoH&UA explained: 

 
“Fund releases are made as per the progress of the projects and requirements 

conveyed by respective metro rail companies. During the current FY 2019-20 
against RE of Rs. 18890.06 crore, expenditure of Rs.15985.57 crore has 
already been incurred so far and the balance is likely to be incurred in the 

remaining part of the financial year.” 
 

3.10 It came out during the course of evidence of the representative of MoHUA that 

in the light of annual budget of as high as Rs.18,000 crore to Metro Projects as low 

as 9.95 kilometre of Metro Rail network has been added during 2019 as against the 

achievement of Rs.97.71 during 2018. Asked about the reasons thereof, the 

MoH&UA further explained: 
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ñDuring the current financial year, so far about 39 km of new metro rail lines have been 
commissioned and opened for public in the cities of Delhi, Kochi, Hyderabad, Nagpur  
and Kolkata. Metro projects are cost intensive having long gestation period. 
Theseprojects have different components like Civil, Electrical, Signalling, 
Telecommunication and Rolling Stock, which are constructed or installed as per 
construction plan as a series of activities, in which some portion may be under 
commissioning while other portions under different stages of construction/ installation. 
Funds are spent for metro sections under commissioning as well as for metro sections 
under different  stages of construction. For example, Rs 11,250.2 crore has been 
released in the current financial year so far to some of the metro rail projects like 
Bengaluru, Mumbai, Pune, Ahmedabad and Chennai where metro projects are in 
different stages of constructi on. The fund has been utilised in these cities to construct 
various components like foundation, viaduct, tunnel, station, depot, overhead catenary 
system, signalling, telecommunication and other electrical and electromechanical 
components etc. These projects are likely to become operational in the coming years in 
a phased manner. In addition,Rs. 995.23 crorehas been released in the current 
financial so far year to some newly approved metro rail projects in the cities of Bhopal, 
Indore, Patna and Delhi-Meerut Regional Rapid Transit System (RRTS) corridorwhich 
are likely to be completed in next four to six years in phases. The operationalisation of 
metro rail lines thus may vary from year to year depending upon various factors as 
mentioned above and also the gestation period of individual projects. Construction of 
metro rail is a challenging task. Nevertheless, Metro rail companies have gained ample 
experience to deal with the issues arising during the course of implementation.ò 

 

3.11 During the course of evidence the issue of covering only 9.98 kilometers in 

2019 as against covering 97.72 kilometer during 2018 particularly when the as high 

as Rs. 18,000 cr is given for Metro works came up before the Committee, the 

Secretary, Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs stated: 

 

 òÛÝx 2019 -20 Öʃ ßÖɟØɭ ÖɭŘɨ ¾ɟ Åɨ ¦ÒØɭÜÑ ßȓz ßɮ, }ÞÖʃ ÑɟÀÒȓØ ÖɭŘɨ ¾ɟ 11.5 η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØ ¾ɟ 
¦ÒØɭÜÑ ßȓz ßɮ] ßɮÏØɟÔɟÏ ÖɭŘɨ 11 η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØ ßɮ] ¾ɨȒċÃ ÖɭŘɨ 5.6 η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØ ßɮ ©Ø ¾ɨÙ¾ɟÍɟ ÖɭŘɨ 
5 η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØ ßȓz ßɮ] {Þ Ţ¾ɟØ Þɭ 33 η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØ ÖɭŘɨ ¦ÒØɭÜÑÙ η¾¤ À¤ ßʅ] 

 ÞØ, Öʅ ȒÅÞ ÔɟÍ ¾ɟ ȑÑÛɭÏÑ ¾Ø Øßɟ Îɟ η¾ η¾Þɠ Õɠ ÖɭŘɨ ¾ɟ ¾ɟÖ ÒɟɰÃ ÞɟÙ Öʃ ÒȕØɟ ßɨÍɟ ßɮ] ȏÏġÙɡ 

ÖɭŘɨ ¾ɭ ÓɭÅ 3 ¾ɟ ¾ɟÖ ÒȕØɡ ÍØß Þɭ ¾ɰĚÙɡÈ ßɨ Ãȓ¾ɟ ßɮ] Ôɟ¾ɥ ÖɭŘɨ ¾ɟ ¾ɟÖ ÅɮÞɭ-ÅɮÞɭ ÒȕØɟ ßɨÍɟ Åɟ¤Àɟ, 

ÛɮÞɭ ßɡ ÅɟÑ¾ɟØɡ Ïɭ Ïɡ Åɟ¤Àɠ] }ÞÖʃ {Þ ÍØß Þɭ ĚÙɟÑ ßɨÍɟ ßɮ η¾ yÀÙɭ 5-6 ÞɟÙ Öʃ Åɨ Õɠ ¾ɟÖ Üȓȼ 
ßɨ, }Þ¾ɨ ßÖ ¾ɰĚÙɡÈ ¾Ø Ïʃ] {ÞÖʃ ÑɰÔØ ÁÈ-Ôï Þ¾Íɟ ßɮ, Ùɭη¾Ñ Åɨ ¤ĆÜÑ ßɮ, ¾ɰĦŘĆÜÑ ¾ɟ ¾ɟÖ 
ÃɟÙȕ ¾ØÑɟ ßɮ, }Þ¾ɭ εÙ¤ ØɨεÙɰÀ ĦÈɦ¾ ÒØ ÙɭÑɟ, }Þ¾ɭ ¾Ğ×ȓȑÑ¾ɭÜÑ εÞĦÈÖ ¾ɨ ÙɭÑɟ ßɨÍɟ ßɮ] The 
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whole thing is in process. {ÞεÙ¤ ÛɟĦÍÛ Öʃ η¾ÍÑɟ ¦ÒØɭÜÑÙ ßɮ, }Þ¾ɨ ßÖ |×Ø Ôɟ| |×Ø 
ÔØɟÔØ Ñßɡɰ ¾Ø Þ¾Íɭ ßʅ] But, we are moving very fast. Öʅ ÖɟÑÑɠ× ÞεÖȑÍ ¾ɨ ÔÍɟ Þ¾Íɟ 
ßȕɰ η¾ ßÖ ÔßȓÍ ÍɭÅɠ Þɭ ßØɭ¾ ÖɭŘɨ ¾ɟ ÔßȓÍ č×ɟÏɟ ιÊÈɭÙ Öʃ ȎØģ×ȕ ¾Ø¾ɭ, Åɨ }Þ¾ɟ Èɟ{Ö ţɭÖ ßɮ, }Þ¾ɭ 
ȏßÞɟÔ Þɭ ¾ØÍɭ ßʅ] ¾ßɡɰ-¾ßɡɰ ¥Þɠ ŢɦĜÙÖ ßɨ ÅɟÍɠ ßɮ, ¾ßɡɰ Ùɨ¾Ù ÙʅÊ ¾ɭ ÔɟØɭ Öʃ ŢɦĜÙÖ ßɨ ÅɟÍɠ ßɮ] 
yÀØ ¥Þɠ ¾ɨ| ÄɨÈɡ-ÖɨÈɡ ȏÏĆ¾Í ßɨÍɠ ßɮ Íɨ ßÖ }Þ¾ɨ ÜɦÈx z}È ¾ØÍɭ ßʅ, yę×Îɟ ßÖɟØɡ ĦÒɠÊ Öʃ 
¾ßɡɰ ¾ɨ| ¾Öɠ Ñßɡɰ ßɮ]ò  

 

3.12 The Committee enquired about the reasons for as low as 9.95 kilometer 

coverage during 2019-20 as against allocation as high as Rs. 18890 cr the Secretary, 

Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs replied: 

 ̆×ßdηÓÀØdȏÏÞɰÔØdÍ¾d¾ɟdÎɟ]d2019-20 ÖʃdŢɨÅɭĆʨÞd¦ÙØɭÊɠd¦ÒØɭÜÑÙdßɨdÀ¤]dÒßÙɟdŢɨÅɭĆÈd

¦ÒØɭÜÑdÑɟÀÒȓØd¾ɟdßȓzdÎɟ]dyÕɠdÎɨîɭdßɡdȏÏÑdÒßÙɭd11.5 η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØd¾ɟd}ʬÁɟÈÑdη¾×ɟdÀ×ɟdßɮ]d
ßɮÏØɟÔɟÏdÖʃd11 η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØ, ¾ɨÃɠdÖʃd5.6 η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØd©Ød¾ɨÙ¾ɟÍɟdÖʃd5.33 η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØdßɮ] 

33 η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØd¾ɭdŢɨÅɭĆʨÞdßÖɟØɭd¦ÙØɭÊɠd{ÞdÞɟÙdÒȕØɭdßɨdÀ¤dßʅ]dßÖÑɭd{ÞdÞɟÙd¾ɟdÅɨd¤ĆÜÑd
ĚÙɟÑdØ¿ɟdÎɟ, }Þ¾ɭdÖȓÍɟȐÔ¾dßÖʃd40 η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØdÜȓȼd¾ØÑɭdÎɭ]d40 η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØdÖʃ, ¾ɨċÃɠd¾ɟdËɟ|d
η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØd©ØdÃɭęÑ|d¾ɟd¾ØɡÔdÑɩdη¾ÙɨÖɠÈØdÒȕØɭdßɨÑɭdÛɟÙɭdßʅ]dÅÔd×ɭdÏɨÑʇdεÖÙdÅɟ¤ɰÀɭdÍɨd40 

η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØdÞɭd~ÒØdßɨdÅɟ¤Àɟ]dÅɮÞɟdÖʅÑɭdÞȓÔßdÜȓȻzÍdÖʃdÔÍɟ×ɟdÎɟdη¾, yÕɠdÖɰÀȕdεÞɰßdÅɠdÔÍɟdØßɭd
Îɭ, ÅɨdŢɨÅɭĆÈdÞʅĆÜÑdßɨÍɭdßʅ, }Þ¾ɨd¾ĞĚÙɡÈd¾ØÑɭdÖʃdÞɟïɭdÍɠÑdÞɟÙ, ÃɟØdÞɟÙd×ɟdÒɟɰÃdÞɟÙdÙÀÍɭd
ßʅ]d×ɭdyÙÀ-yÙÀdĦÈɭÅɭÅdÒØdßʅ]d¾ĞĚÙɡÜÑd¤¾dÃɠÅdßʅ, Ùɭη¾Ñ, ¾ßɡɰdÒØdεÞθÛÙd¾ɟd¾ɰĦŘĆÜÑd

ÃÙdØßɟdßɮ, ¾ßɡɰd{ÙɭȒĆŘ¾Ùd¾ɟdÃÙdØßɟdßɮ, ØɨεÙɰÀdĦÈɦ¾dzdØßɟdßɮ, ×ɭdÞɟØɡdÃɠÅʃd¤¾dÞɠØɡÅdÖʃd
ÃÙÍɠdßʅ]d{ÞεÙ¤, ¾ĞĚÙɡÜÑdÍɨdÒɟɰÃdÞɟÙd¾ɭdÒɠȎØ×ÊdÖʃdßɡdÒȕØɟdßɨdÒɟ¤Àɟ]dßÖÑɭdÛÝxd2019-20 Öʃd
40 η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØd¾ɟddÈɟÀɴÈdØ¿ɟdÎɟ]d33 η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØd¾ɟd¦ÙØɭÊɠdÜȓȼdßɨdÃȓ¾ɟdßɮd©ØdÔɟ¾ɥd9 

η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØdyÀÙɭdÊɭïdÖßɡÑɭd¾ɭdÕɠÍØdÜȓȼdßɨdÅɟ¤Àɟ]¬ 

 

3.13 Explaining the work done and roadmap of DMRC for Delhi the CMD, DMRC 

replied: 

Ö̴ʅ ȏÏġÙɡ ÖɭŘɨ ¾ɭ ÔɟØɭ Öʃ ŤɠÓ ¾ØÑɟ ÃɟßÍɟ ßȕɰ] ßÖ ¾ØɰÈÙɡ 389 η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØ ¾ɟ ÑɭÈÛ¾x ¦ÒØɭÈ ¾Ø Øßɭ 
ßʅ] {ÞÖʃ 30 η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØ Ñɨ¤Êɟ, ŐɭÈØ Ñɨ¤Êɟ Õɠ ÜɟεÖÙ ßɮ ©Ø ÀȓîÀɟɰÛ ØɮθÒÊ ÖɭŘɨ Õɠ {ÞÖʃ {ę¾ÙȕÊ ßɮ] 
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{ÞÖʃ ¾ØɡÔ 60 Ùɟ¿ ÒɮÞʃÅØ ÊɭÙɡ zÍɭ ßʅ ©Ø ¾ØɡÔ 5,000 ŘɭÑ ȏŘÒ ßɨÍɭ ßʅ] {Þ¾ɥ ÒɰĆÃȓ¤εÙÈɡ 
99.9 ÒØÞʃÈ ßɮ] ×ß ¦ÒØɭÜÑ Þɟ{Ê Öʃ ßɮ] 

 Åßɟɰ Í¾ ¾ɰĦŘĆÜÑ ¾ɥ ÔɟÍ ßɮ, 2005 Í¾ ÓɭÞ-1 65 η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØ Îɟ] ÓɭÞ-2 Öʃ 125 η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØ 

©Ø ¤Ê η¾×ɟ Îɟ] ÓɭÞ-1 ©Ø 2 εÖÙɟ¾Ø 190 η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØ ÛÝx 2011 Í¾ ßȓz Îɟ] 2012 Þɭ ÓɭÞ-
3 Öʃ ̈ ØɡÅÑÙɡ ÞʅĆÜÑ 103 η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØ Îɟ, ÔɠÃ Öʃ ©Ø ¾ɨȎØÊɨØ ßɨÍɭ À¤ ©Ø 2012 Þɭ θÒÄÙɭ 

ÞɟÙ Í¾ 190 η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØ ©Ø ¤Ê η¾×ɟ] {Þ ÍØß Þɭ ¾ØɡÔ 380 η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØ ßȓz] 

 ÓɭÞ-4 Öʃ ̈ØɡÅÑÙɡ Ä: ¾ɨȎØÊɨØ ¾ęÈɭĞÒÙɭÈ η¾¤ Îɭ] Ä: Öʃ Þɭ θŢ×ɟȎØÈɡ ÒØ ÍɠÑ ¾ɨȎØÊɨØ ÞʅĆÜÑ ßɨ 
À¤ ßʅ ©Ø Ä: ÒØ ÒɟÈxÙɡ ¾ɟÖ Üȓȼ ßɨ À×ɟ ßɮ] {Þ¾ɥ ÓɰιÊɰÀ ¾ØɡÔ 50 ÒØÞʃÈ Ùɨ¾Ù ØßÍɠ ßɮ, ¾ʃş ©Ø 
Øɟč × ÞØ¾ɟØ ¾ØÍɠ ßɮ, Ôɟ¾ɥ 50 ÒØÞʃÈ Åɟ{¾ɟ Þɭ ÙɨÑ zÍɟ ßɮ] Ùɨ¾Ù ÓɰιÊɰÀ ¾ɭ ßÖÑɭ ÈʅÊØ 
Óɟ{ÑɭÙɟ{Å ¾Ø ȏÏ¤ ßʅ ©Ø {Ñ ÒØ ¾ɟÖ Üȓȼ ßɨ À×ɟ ßɮ] {ÞÖʃ č×ɟÏɟÍØ ¤ȒĈÅȒĦÈɰÀ ¾ɨȎØÊɨÞx ¾ɭ 
¤ĆÞÈʅÜęÞ ßʅ, {Ñ ÒØ ¾ɟÖ Üȓȼ ßɨ À×ɟ ßɮ] {Þ¾ɭ yÙɟÛɟ ÔɮÙʃÞ ÍɠÑ ¾ɨȎØÊɨØ ÞʅĆÜÑ Öʃ ßʅ, ÞØ¾ɟØ ¾ɭ 
¾ęÞɠÊØɭÜÑ Öʃ ßɮ] ÖɭØɭ ć×ɟÙ Þɭ ×ß Òɠz|Ôɠ ÙɮÛÙ Í¾ ÃÙɟ À×ɟ ßɮ] Åɨ ¾ɟÖ yÕɠ Üȓȼ ßȓ¤ ßʅ, yÀÙɭ 
ÍɠÑ ÞɟÙ Öʃ ÞÔ ¾ɰĦŘĆÜÑ Öʃ ØßʃÀɭ ©Ø ÒßÙɭ ¾ɨȎØÊɨØ ¾ɟ ÞʅĆÜÑ ¾ØɡÔ Þɟïɭ ÍɠÑ ÞɟÙ ÔɟÏ ¿ȓÙɭÀɟ] 
{Þ¾ɭ ÔɟÏ ÐɠØɭ-ÐɠØɭ 103 η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØ ÓɭÞ-4 ¾ɭ ¾ɨȎØÊɨØ ÒȕØɭ ßɨ Åɟ¤ɰÀɭ] 

 ÒßÙɟ ¾ɨȎØÊɨØ θÒɰ¾ Ùɟ{Ñ ÅÑ¾ ÒȓØɡ Þɭ z}ÈØ ȎØɰÀ ØɨÊ ÒØ ßɮ, Ûß zÀɭ ¤ĆÞÈʅÊ ßɨ Øßɟ ßɮ] {ÑØ ȎØɰÀ 

ØɨÊ ÛɟÙɟ ¾ɨȎØÊɨØ ×ÖȓÑɟ θÛßɟØ ÛɟÙɡ Þɟ{Ê Þɭ ßɮ, Ûß ĆÙɨÅ {Ñ ßɨ Åɟ¤Àɟ ©Ø ÖÅεÙÞ Òɟ¾x Í¾ z 
Åɟ¤Àɟ] ×ɭ ÏɨÑʇ ¾ɨȎØÊɨØ ÏɨÑʇ Þɟ{Ê Þɭ ÒßÙɭ z¤ɰÀɭ]ò 

3.14  It also came out before the Committee that currently various Metro lines 

are operationalisation in the country. Asked about the city-wise Metro Rail network 

currently operational in kilometres, the MoH&UA gave the following details: 

 
 

S.No  Cities with  

 Metro Rail Facility  

Operational Length  

in kms so far  
(Approx.)  

1 Delhi  

377 
2 Noida 

3 Greater Noida 

4 Ghaziabad 
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5 Faridabad 

6 Ballabgarh 

7 Bahadurgarh 

8 Gurugram 11.7 

9 Bangalore 42.3 

10 Hyderabad 69 

11 Kolkata 32.7 

12 Chennai 45 

13 Jaipur 9.7 

14 Kochi 23.8 

15 Lucknow 22.9 

16 Mumbai 31 

17 Ahmadabad 6.5 

18 Nagpur 24.5 

 Total  696  

 

3.15 The Committee also watnted to know the amount allotted and spent in each 

city, the MoH&UA gave the following details: 

 

“The details regarding sanctioned Central Government contributionvis-à-vis 
funds released so far in respect of various metro rail projects are as under:- 

 

Funds sanctioned and released w.r.t. Metro Rail / RRTS Projects  
(in Rs crore)  

City  Name of the project  
Sanctioned 

GoI 

contribution  

Funds 
released so 

far  

Delhi-NCR 

Delhi Metro Rail Project  66,736.19 51,348.54 

Noida - Greater Noida Metro Rail 
Project 970.62 970.62 

Bangalore 
Bangalore Metro Rail Project Phase-

1&2 25,057.34 13,534.25 

Chennai 
Chennai Metro Rail Project including 

extension 14,420 13,550.60 

Kochi Kochi Metro Rail Project 2,329.34 2,329.34 

Mumbai Mumbai Metro Rail Project Line 3 16,662.20 11,808.78 

Lucknow Lucknow Metro Rail Project 4,802.00 4,802.00 

Nagpur Nagpur Metro Rail Project 6,076.00 5,704.15 
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Ahemdabad 
Ahemdabad Metro Rail Project 

Phase-1&2 11,786.52 5,099.72 

Pune Pune Metro Rail Project Phase-1 7,785.50 2,932.86 

Kolkata 
Kolkata East West Corridor Metro 

Project 1,315.63 1,147.80 

Bhopal Bhopal Metro Rail Project 4,657.78 146.07 

Indore Indore Metro Rail Project 4,476.36 99.16 

Patna Patna Metro Rail Project 7,361.24 50.00 

Kanpur Kanpur Metro Rail Project 7,519.32 0 

Agra Agra Metro Rail Project 5,638.12 0 

Surat Surat Metro Rail Project 7,329.49 0 

  Total for Metro Rail projects 1,94,923.65 1,13,523.89 

Delhi - NCR 
Delhi-Ghaziabad-Meerut Regional 

Rapid Transit System 22,776.00 800.00 

  
Total for Metro Rail/ RRTS 
Projects  

2,17,699.65  1,14,323.89  

 

3.16 The Committee also  enquired how much time it will take in every city phase-

wise for completion of entire projects, the MoH&UA stated as under: 

Cities with Metro Rail Facility  Tentative completion period  

Delhi  March 2025 

Noida 

Sanctioned metro length 

operational 

Greater Noida 

Ghaziabad 

Faridabad 

Ballabgarh 

Bahadurgarh 

Gurugram 

Bangalore June 2024 (in phases) 

Hyderabad operational 

Kolkata March 2023 (in phases) 

Chennai June 2020 

Jaipur June 2020 

Kochi March 2020 

Lucknow Operational 

Mumbai October 2026 (in phases) 

Ahmadabad& Gandhinagar May 2024 (in phases) 

Noida-Gr.Noida Operational 

Nagpur March 2021 

Pune March 2022 (in phases) 
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Kanpur May 2024 

Agra May 2024 

Bhopal December 2023 

Indore December 2023 

Patna June 2024 

Surat June 2024 

Delhi-Meerut RRTS June 2025 

 
3.17 Asked about plan of MoH&UA for it, the MoH&UA stated:  

 
“Metro rail system is being developed in the country under various models of 

implementation like, fully Central Government owned, 50:50 equity sharing 
model, State owned and Public Private Partnership. Metro rail 
companiesprepare an implementation plan for respective metro projects. 

Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs provides financial contribution to metro 
projects approved by the Government of India under 50:50 equity sharing 

model.  The Ministry also provides necessary guidance to metro companies and 
arranges meetings/ workshops towards sharing of experiences and finding 
solutions to the problems encountered by them. State Governments also have 

their own mechanisms to address various issues arising during the course of 
implementation of metro projects.” 

 

(C) Issues  relating with DMRC  

 (i)  Issue of permitting free ride to women in Delhi Metro  

3.18 During the course of examination the Committee also recalled that prominent 

issues of examining free ride for Women in Delhi Metro has been raised by the 

Committee while examining DFG (2019-20). Asked how far the things have 

progressed so far, the Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs stated: 

“DMRC has informed that the Metro fare collection system is technology based 
and the current level of technology provided is not capable of distinguishing 

between beneficiaries and non beneficiaries. Further, Metro Rail fare is fixed by 
Fare Fixation Committee, chaired by serving or retired judge of High Court in 
terms of extant provisions of Metro Railways (Operation and Maintenance) Act, 

2002. Any such concession applicable for particular segment of society should 
be deliberated upon by the statutory fare fixation committee. The 
recommendation of Fare Fixation committee is binding on the metro rail 

administration.” 
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(ii)  Issue of ensuring last Mile connectivity by Delhi Metro by promotion of 
Small aggregators  

 

3.19 During the course of examination the Committee also recalled that while 

examining Demands for Grants (2019-20) recalled that they had recommended for 

promotion of Small aggregators for ensuring last mile connectivity by Delhi Metro. 

When asked about action taken thereon the Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs 

informed: 

“DMRC  has informed that as on date, CAB Aggregator kiosks are operational 
from 12 Metro stations and it is planned to extend the services from 210 metro 

stations for door to door connectivity. In addition, there are other last mile 
connectivity initiatives undertaken by DMRC also, as given below: 

 

(i)  Metro Feeder Buses  
 

Presently, 174 MIDI feeer CNG NON-AC buses are being run on 32 

STA approved routes, which connect 69 metro stations. DMRC is also in 
the process to procure 100 AC e-buses to be operated on 10 new 

routes. Procurement order has already been placed in Dec 2019 and the 
e-buses are expected to be supplied within one year. 
 

(ii)  E-Rickshaw Services  
 

A fleet of 800 e-rickshaws are operational from 17 stations serving 

1  lakh passengers on weekdays. To enhance the service, spaces at 24 
metro stations have been allotted recently. Three more operators have 

been selected recently to provide services from additional 11 metro 
stations. 

 

(iii)  E-Scooter Services  
 

E-Scooter services by DMRC authorized operator are operational 
from 4 metro stations. The services will soon be initiated from 3 more 
metro stations. 

 
(iv)  Cycle Sharing Services  

 

Padal bicycle sharing services by 4 operators are operational from 
16 metro stations. Two operators are providing battery operated cycle 

services from 36 metro stations (service yet to be operationalized at few 
stations). 
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3.20 MoHUA has issued standards for various metro rail components to promote 

indigenization and reduction in cost. The Metro Rail construction has evolved over 

the years in the country and domestic participation is progressively increasing. In 

addition to civil construction, rolling stock, signaling components and other electrical 

and electro mechanical items are manufactured locally. 

3.21 MoHUA has also issued standard specifications for Light Urban Rail Transit 

system named Metrolite, suitable for cities with lower projection of ridership, which 

can be implemented at much lesser cost. This system would provide low cost Rail 

based Mass mobility solution with a feel of conventional metro system. Metrolite can 

also act as a feeder to high capacity Metro system. 

 
(d) Promoting cost reduction in Metro Rail Projects  

 

3.22 During the course of examination the Committee recalled that the issue of 

promoting cost reduction in Metro Rail Projects was also recommended by the 

Committee in the Report on Demands for Grants (2019-20). In this connection 

during the course of evidence the Secretary, Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs 

also submitted: 

ò18 ÜßØʇ Öʃ ÖɭŘɨ 691 η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØ ¦ÙØɭÊɠ ÃÙ Øßɡ ßɮ] 27 ÜßØʇ Öʃ ÙÀÕÀ 910 η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØ 
¾ɟÖ ÃÙ Øßɟ ßɮ] {Þ¾ɭ yÙɟÛɟ ÍÖɟÖ ÜßØʇ Öʃ ÖɭŘɨ ŢɨÅɭĆÈ ÔÑ Øßɭ ßʅ] yÔ ßÖɟØɟ Óɨ¾Þ ßɮ 
η¾  ¾ɮÞɭ ¾ɦĦÈ ÁÈɟ| Åɟ¤ ©Ø {Þɭ č×ɟÏɟ Ûɟ¤ÔÙ ÔÑɟ×ɟ Åɟ¤] yÀØ ßÖ ÔßȓÍ {ęÈɭȒęÞÛ 
ÖɭŘɨ ÃÙɟ¤ɰÀɭ Íɨ }ÍÑɟ ßÖ ¤ÓÈx Ñßɡɰ ¾Ø Òɟ¤ɰÀɭ]Ó 
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3.23 In this connection during the course of evidence the Ministry of Housing and 

Urban Affairs outlined that the following new initiatives have been taken for cheaper 

transport: 

 

 

“Standards for Metrolite : 

Standards for Light Urban Rail Transit System ‘Metrolite’ issued in July, 2019; 

States/Uts have been requested to adopt it as  a prime mode of urban mass 

transport 

(i) Much lesser construction cost. 
(ii) Suitable for cities with lower ridership. 
(iii) More financially viable and sustainable. 

(iv) Lesser operational cost compared to metro system. 
(v) Can be used as feeder system to high capacity metro system. 

Metro-Neo: 
(i) Rubber tyre based Mass Rapid Transit System with exclusive right of 

way for public transport in smaller cities.” 

 

3.24 The Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs has also stated: 

 
 As per National Infrastructure Pipeline, Urban Transport Projects are 

divided into following five categories with the total project cost of Rs 

6,55,661.53 crore and proposed investment of Rs 5,73,365.75 crore from 

2019-20 to 2024-25 are given as under: 

(All amount is in Rs crores) 

S. 

No. 
 

Projects w.r.t. UT Division Total Project 

Cost (TPC) 

Cost 
incurred 

till 

31.03.2019 

Total 
Investment 
from 2019-

20 to 2024-

25 
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A Metro/ RRTS Projects sanctioned 
by GoI under 50:50 equity sharing 

pattern between Central 
Government and respective State 

Governments 

258143.47 77424.92 180718.55 

B Projects being implemented by 

respective State Governments 

under State Sector 

85104.8 4470.86 80633.94 

C Projects implemented under Public 

Private Partnership (PPP) 
43156 0 43156 

D Metro/RRTS Projects proposed by 

respective State Governments for 

approval by GoI - under appraisal  

164061.73 310.9 163750.83 

E Metro/RRTS / Metrolite Projects 
likely to be put up by State 

Governments for approval by GoI  

105195.53 89.1 105106.43 

 
Grand Total  6,55 ,661.53  82 ,295.78  5,73 ,365.75  

 

3.25  It came out during the course of evidence that in 18 cities in 692 km, the 

Metro is operational and in 27 cities around 970 km. Metro is under construction 

and the focus is on cost reduction and making it more viable. Asked about the kinds 

of measures are already underway and proposal for cost reduction and viability of 

Metro Projects across the country, the MoH&UA stated: 

 
“Development of metro rail system in the country has evolved over the years.  
With the standardisation and indigenisation, there has been a continual 

reduction in cost of metro components.  
 
MoHUA has issued standards for various metro rail components viz. rolling 

stock, signalling & telecom systems, electrical & electromechanical systems 
and civil engineering structures to promote indigenisation and reduce cost. 
 

Further, Standards for Light Urban Rail Transit System named "Metrolite" has 
been issued by this Ministry in July, 2019, cost of which is likely to be lesser 

than that of high capacity metro rail system being developed presently in the 
country. The Operation and Maintenance (O&M) cost of this system is also 
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expected to be much lesser than that of high capacity metro rail system. This 
system is suitable for cities with lower projection of ridership. It can also be 

used as a feeder system to existing metro system. 
 
Metro Rail Policy, 2017 envisages adoption of various measures by the State 

Governments like Transit Oriented Development, Value Capture Financing, 
creation of Urban Transport Fund etc. to enhance viability of metro rail 
system. Metro Rail Companies also resort to revenue generation through non 

fare box revenue like property development, advertisement etc.” 
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3.26 It also came out before the Committee whether the MoHUA is contemplating 

any foreign collaboration in Metro Projects currently and in future also. Asked about 

the view of the MoHUA in this regard, the MoH&UA in post evidence reply clarified: 

 
“Over the years, sufficient expertise has developed indigenously for 
implementation of metro rail projects in India. The Government and Metro Rail 

Companies are open to imbibe state of the art technologies indigenously or 
otherwise as found suitable during the course of implementation of the project. 
Metro projects being capital intensive are being developed with external 

financial assistance from Multilateral/ Bilateral agencies. Under Make in India 
initiative, domestic manufacturing of Metro components with foreign 
collaboration are also encouraged.” 

 
 
3.27 During the evidence of Ministry on 17.02.2020 on DFG (2020-21), the 

Secretary, informed about Light Metro.  In post evidence replies the MoH&UA stated: 

 
“Brief on Standards for Light Urban Rail Transit system named “Metrolite” is 
as under: 
a) Standards for Light Urban Rail Transit system called “Metrolite” has been 

issued by the Ministry on 15.07.2019. Metrolite is a low-cost solution to the 
requirement of mass transit in the cities with lower projection of ridership 
that are aspiring for rail-based mass transit system. This system can also 

be used as feeder to high capacity metro rail system. The cost of its 
construction is less compared to high capacity metro system. This system is 

more viable and sustainable due to its relatively low capital, operation and 
maintenance costs. The salient features of this system are as below: 

i) System as far as possible should be planned at grade with dedicated 
right of way 

ii) Light Rolling stock of 12 ton axle load  
iii) Maximum speed 60 kmph 

iv) Traction system- 750 volt DC overhead catenary system or embedded 
third rail 

v) Track curve of radius upto 25 meters 

vi) Train configuration of 3 car unit of 33 meter length, which may be 
increased based upon requirement 

vii) Simpler platform structure  

viii) Communication Based Train Control system” 

 



40 
 

40 

 

 

(e) Status of different Metro Rail Projects  

(i)  Kochi Metro Rail Projects  

3.28 During the course of evidence the Secretary, Ministry of Housing and Urban 

Affairs informed the Committee that DMRC has made 5-6 Kilometer during 2019-20 

of Kochi Metro. Asked about the operationalisation of Phase-II Kochi Metro the 

Secretary, Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs submitted: 

òÞØ, ¾ɨȒċÃ ÖɭŘɨ ¾ɭ ÓɭÅ-2 ¾ɟ Åɨ ŢɨÅɭĆÈ ßɮ, ȒÅÞ¾ɟ zÒ ÖɭęÜÑ ¾Ø Øßɭ ßʅ, {Þ¾ɭ ÔɟØɭ Öʃ Ûßɟɰ Þɭ 
ŢĦÍɟÛ εÖÙɟ Îɟ] yÕɠ ÖɭŘɨ ¾ɟ Åɨ ÞÔÞɭ Ôîɟ ÃɮÙʃÅ ßɮ, Ûß ¾ɦĦÈ {ɰÈɭÑεÞÛ ŢɨÅɭĆÈ ßɮ] yÀØ ßÖɟØɟ 

¤¾ η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØ ¾ɟ ÖɭŘɨ ̈ ÛØßɭÊ ßɨÍɟ ßɮ Íɨ }Þ¾ɭ ~ÒØ 300 Þɭ 350 ¾Øɨî ȻÒ×ɭ ÙÀ ÅɟÍɭ ßʅ] yÀØ 
Ûß yɰÊØŐɟÊɰÊ ßɨÍɟ ßɮ Íɨ 500 Þɭ Ùɭ¾Ø 700 ¾Øɨî ȻÒ×ɭ ÙÀ ÅɟÍɭ ßʅ] {Þ¾ɟ ¤¾ ÏȕÞØɟ ¦ĚÜÑ 
ȑÑ¾ɟÙɟ À×ɟ ßɮ η¾ Ùɟ{È ÖɭŘɨ ¾ɥ ÜȓȻzÍ ¾ɥ Åɟ¤] ¤¾ η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØ ¾ɥ Ùɟ{È ÖɭŘɨ 100 Þɭ Ùɭ¾Ø 125 

¾Øɨî ȻÒ×ɭ Öʃ Üȓȼ ßɨ Þ¾Íɠ ßɮ] ßÖÑɭ }Þ¾ɟ ĦÈʅÊÊx ¾ȓÄ ¾Ö η¾×ɟ ßɮ] {Þ Ţ¾ɟØ ¾ɥ ÖɭŘɨ ÏȓȑÑ×ɟ ÕØ Öʃ 
ÃÙÍɠ ßɮ] {Þ¾ɟ ÑɟÖ ÖɭŘɨ Ùɟ{È Ø¿ɟ À×ɟ ßɮ] {Þ¾ɟ ĦÈʅÊÊx ÔÑɟ¾Ø ÑɨȏÈÓɟ| ¾Ø ȏÏ×ɟ À×ɟ ßɮ] ȏÏġÙɡ 

Öʃ {Þ¾ɥ ÒßÙɡ Ùɟ{Ñ ¾ØɡÔ 22 η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØ ¾ɥ ßɮ] Ùɟ{È ÖɭŘɨ ¾ɨ Êɠ¤ÖzØÞɠ ÔɨÊx Ñɭ yŢȕÛ ¾Ø¾ɭ 
ȏÏġÙɡ ÀÛÑxÖʃÈ ¾ɨ ÕɭÅɟ ßȓz ßɮ] Öʅ ÞÖÆÍɟ ßȕɰ η¾ yÕɠ ȏÏġÙɡ ÀÛÑxÖʃÈ Ñßɡɰ ÔÑɠ ßȓ| ßɮ] ÀÛÑxÖʃÈ 

ÔÑÑɭ ¾ɭ ÔɟÏ }Þ¾ɥ εÞÓɟȎØÜ z Åɟ¤Àɠ]ò 

 

3.29 The Committee also enquired whether Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs is 

contemplating to go for Light Metro in Kochi, the Secretary, Ministry of Housing and 

Urban Affairs clarified: 

òÞØ, Öʅ }Þɠ ÔɟÍ ÒØ z Øßɟ ßȕɰ] {ÞÖʃ ¾ɭØÙ ÀÛÑxÖʃÈ Þɭ ¾ßɟ À×ɟ Îɟ η¾ zÒ {Þ¾ɨ Õɠ ¤ĈÅɟεÖÑ 

¾ȎØ¤] zÒ zÅ ¾ɥ ÊɭÈ Öʃ Åɨ 300 -350 ¾Øɨî ȻÒ×ɭ ÖɟɰÀ Øßɭ ßʅ, can you do it with Rs.100 

crore? Íɟη¾ ¤¾ η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØ ¾ɥ ÅÀß ßÖ ÍɠÑ η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØ ¾Ø Þ¾Íɭ ßʅ] ¾ɭØÙ ÀÛÑxÖʃÈ Ñɭ }Þ¾ɨ 
¤ĈÅɟεÖÑ η¾×ɟ ßɮ] }Þ¾ɥ ÒɦεÞȐÔεÙÈɡ Ñßɡɰ ßɮ] ßÖɟØɭ ×ßɟɰ Þɭ ÈɡÖ ÕɭÅ¾Ø ÖʅÑɭ Ãɭ¾ ¾Øɟ εÙ×ɟ ßɮ] yÔ 
}Þ¾ɟ {ɰÈØεÖȑÑĦÈɡȎØ×Ù ¾ɰÞġÈɭÜÑ ¾ɟ ŢɨÞɭÞ ÃÙ Øßɟ ßɮ] zÒÑɭ ¾ɭØÙ ¾ɭ ÔɟØɭ Öʃ ¾ßɟ, ×ßɟɰ 7-8 
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η¾ÙɨÖɠÈØ ¾ɥ Ùɟ{Ñ ßɮ, ȒÅÞ¾ɭ ÔɟØɭ Öʃ ¾ɰÞġÈɭÜÑ ÃÙ Øßɟ ßɮ] It will be considered by the 

PIB. Åɨ ØɭĈ×ȓÙØ yŢȕÛÙ ¾ɟ εÞĦÈÖ ßɮ, }Þ yŢȕÛÙ ¾ɭ εÞĦÈÖ Öʃ Åɟ¤Àɟ]ò 

3.30 The Committee also pointed out whether PIB clearanance is pending for 

project, the Secretary, Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs submitted: 

 òÞØ, ¾ȓÄ-¾ȓÄ ÒɨÜʋÞ Îɭ, yÔ ×ß {ɰÈØεÖȑÑĦÈɡȎØ×Ù ¾ɰÞġÈɭÜÑ ŢɨÞɭÞ Öʃ ßɮ]ò 

(ii)  Agra Metro Rail Project  

3.31 During the course of examination of Demands for Grants (2019-20) of Ministry 

of Housing and Urban Affairs, the Committee while observing that the matter of 

starting Agra Metro that time was with Hon’ble Supreme Court, the Committee 

recommended taking up all out efforts in this regard. During the course of evidence 

the Committee asked about the latest position, the Secretary, Ministry of Housing 

and Urban Affairs submitted: 

òÞØ, ÞȓŢɠÖ ¾ɨÈx Ñɭ ¤ÑÛɟ×ØÖʃÈ ¾ɥ ÛÅß Þɭ zÀØɟ Öʃ ¤¾ ÅÑØÙ ¤ĞÔɟÀɼ ÙÀɟ Ø¿ɟ ßɮ] Øɟč× ÞØ¾ɟØ 
Ñɭ zÀØɟ ÖɭŘɨ ¾ɭ εÙ¤ ÞȓŢɠÖ ¾ɨÈx Öʃ ÔßÞ ¾ɥ ©Ø ÞȓŢɠÖ ¾ɨÈx Ñɭ {ÅɟÅÍ Ïɭ Ïɡ] ¤¾ ÖɦÑɠÈȎØɰÀ ¾ÖɭÈɡ 

ÔÑɠ ßɮ, }Þ ¾ÖɭÈɡ ¾ɭ ʬÛɟØɟ yÞɮÞ η¾×ɟ À×ɟ ©Ø ¾ÖɭÈɡ Ñɭ ÒɦȒÅȏÈÛÙɡ ȎØ¾ÖĔÊ η¾×ɟ ßɮ η¾ {Þ¾ɥ 
ÛÅß Þɭ zÀØɟ ¾ɭ ¤ÑÛɟ×ØÖʃÈ Öʃ ÔɭßÍØɡ ßɨÀɠ] }Ñ¾ɥ ȎØÒɨÈx z À×ɠ ßɮ Åɨ ÞȓŢɠÖ ¾ɨÈx Öʃ zÑɠ ßɮ] 
yÕɠ Ïɨ ȏÏÑ ÒßÙɭ Öʅ Ù¿Ñ~ Öʃ Îɟ, Åßɟɰ {Þ¾ɨ ȎØģ×ȕ η¾×ɟ À×ɟ Îɟ] ÞȓŢɠÖ ¾ɨÈx Öʃ ȎØÒɨÈx ÅɟÑɭ ¾ɭ ÔɟÏ 
zÏɭÜ ÅɟØɡ ßɨÀɟ, ÍÕɠ ßÖ zÀɭ Ôï Þ¾Íɭ ßʅ] zÀØɟ ©Ø ¾ɟÑÒȓØ ¾ɭ εÙ¤ ¤¾ ßɡ ȏÏÑ ÞʅĆÜÑ η¾×ɟ 
À×ɟ Îɟ] Öʅ ÔßȓÍ zÜɟȒęÛÍ ßȕɰ η¾ {Þ¾ɥ ȎØÒɨÈx zÑɭ ¾ɭ ÔɟÏ ÞȓŢɠÖ ¾ɨÈx {ÅɟÅÍ Ïɭ ÏɭÀɟ] ÑɮĆĦÈ ĦÈɭÅ 
¾ɭ εÙ¤ Õɠ ÞȓŢɠÖ ¾ɨÈx ¾ɭ ÞɟÖÑɭ Ùɭ¾Ø Åɟ¤ɰÀɭ] 

 (ii)  General Pool Accommodation(GPA) (Res) and General Pool 

Accommodation  (GPA) (Non -Res) CPWD  

3.32 The Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs in their presentation before the 

Committee given the following highlights about CPWD: 

 (i) Projects in progress : Rs. 60,000 cr 

 (ii) Projects in pipelines : Rs. 1,40,000 cr 
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 (iii) Maintenance of Govt assets over 3 lakh residential units and 75 lakh 

 Sqm office spaces across the Country.  

  (a)        Allocation vis -a-vis Utilisation  

2018 -19  2019 -20  2020 -21  

 BE RE Actuals  
(As on 

31.12.18)  

BE RE Actuals  
(As on 

31.12.19)  

BE 

GPA 

(Res) 

Rs. 

547.10 
Cr 

Rs. 

547.11 
Cr 

 

 
 

Rs. 
563.92 Cr 

Rs. 

525.83 
Cr 

 

 
 

Rs. 
997.60 
Cr 

 

 
 

Rs. 
864.64 Cr 

 

 
 

Rs. 
1288.01 
Cr 

GPA 
(Non-

Res) 

Rs. 
300.25 

Cr 

Rs. 
300.29 

Cr 

Rs. 
524.27 

Cr 

 Rs. 
847.35 

Cr 

Rs. 
847.40 

Cr 

Rs. 
1050.10 

Cr 

 

3.33 Asked about the justification for seeking higher BE(2020-21) over lower BE 

and RE of previous year, the Secretary, Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs 

replied: 

“Higher demand is due to additional works to be carried out and 

implementation of the revised GPRA upgradation schemes.” 

 (b) Requirement of funds for construction of flats for MPs at BD Marg.  

3.34 It came out during the course of evidence that against the project cost of Rs.218.72 cr. 

sanctioned by the House Committee, Lok Sabha way back in 2018-19 for construction of 76 

MPs flat at B.D. Marg, Rs.103.00 crore were as demanded by CPWD out of which Rs.32.12 

crore has been spent and remaining amount to be made available to CPWD for scheduled 

completion of projects before March, 2020.  In this context, Secretary, MoHUA apprised the 

Committee that the MoHUA has a demand of Rs.200 crore for this purpose. Asked by when 

finally the required funds would be made available to CPWD as many as 125 MPs require flats 

for their Parliamentary work at Delhi, in the post evidence the MoH&UA stated: 
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“CPWD has requested for additional funds in supplementary demand for grants II for 

the current financial year 2019-20.ò 
 

(c) Work done on New Parliament Building  

3.35 During the course of evidence, the representative of MoHUA, the Secretary, MoHUA on 

the issue of workdone for New Parliament informed the Committee that New Parliament is 

targeted to be completed by Monsoon Session in 2022 for which DPR work will be over by 

March, 2020 and a presentation thereof is to take place next day followed by similar 

presentation before Speaker, Lok Sabha and Vice-President of India and by March, 2020 the 

work will be tendered out. Asked about the details of the area identified, funds allocated, 

spent, agencies involved and roadmap if any drawn up for construction to completion,  in the 

post evidence the MoH&UA stated: 

“The new Parliament building is proposed to be constructed on Plot No. 118 

adjacent to existing parliament. The plinth area of proposed building is 64,000 
sqm. Concept plan of same is being finalized in consultation with Lok Sabha 
Secretariat. Till date no expenditure is incurred on construction or shifting of 

services. Detailed plan for construction shall be prepared once work is 
awarded.” 

 

(d) Other issues pertaining to CPWD  

3.36 During the course of evidence, the issue of development of two Parks by CPWD 

one in the vicinity of DMRC staff colony, Saket and other opposite  27-28 DD Marg 

came up before the Committee.  In reply to a query, in the post evidence reply the 

MoH&UA stated: 

 “CPWD is taking necessary action to develop a park at the said location.” 
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 (iii ) Nirman Kaushal Vikas Yojana  

3.37 In BE (2020-21) for new scheme of Nirmal Kaushal Vikas Yojana Rs.50.00 

crore has been proposed and it has been mentioned that indicators and Targets 

under the scheme are under finalisation. Asked about the objectives of the Nirmal 

Kaushal Vikas Yojana Scheme and wherewithal available with MoHUA to spent the 

budgeted amount for achieving its objectives, in the post evidence reply the MoH&UA 

stated: 

“Government of India has identified 12 Champion Service Sectors for 
boosting global services exports and to increase the share of services to GDP. 

The Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs (MoHUA), designated as the nodal 
Ministry for ‘Construction and Related Engineering Services’, has been given 

the mandate for implementation of the ‘Nirman Kaushal VikasYojana’ (NKVY), 

one of the schemes under Champion Service Sector. 

 
Objective of the Scheme :  
The NKVY aims to enhance the quality of ‘vocational training’ and ‘certification’ 

for workers in the Construction Industry to meet the demand in the 
construction sector – both domestic and overseas. 

 
The focus areas of the Scheme are as follows: 
 

1. VGF for upgradation of training infrastructure  
2. Internationally recognized Certification for Overseas Returnees/Domestic 

workers 

3. Incentivizing Construction companies to set up On-site training facilities 
through Wage Compensation 

4. Promoting Apprenticeship by suitably modifying Government 
contribution in the National Apprenticeship Promotion Scheme (NAPS)  

5. Incentivizing Nirman Innovation through incubation support  

6. Development of training modules as per international requirements and 
new technologies 

7. Strengthening interface between industry and Skilled Workforce through 
‘Market Information System’ of CSDSCI  
 

Status of implementation :  
The Scheme is proposed for implementation from the year 2020-21 till 2022-
23.  In this regard, a multi-party agreement amongst the Ministry, National 

Skill Development Corporation (NSDC), and relevant Sector Skill Councils 
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(SSCs) is under consideration. Implementation guidelines and deliverables 
would be issued by April 2020 in consultation with NSDC. 

 
Budget availability :  
The total budgetary requirement for the Scheme is Rs. 656 crore over a period 

of three years i.e. 2020-21 to 2022-23 and an amount of Rs. 50 crore has been 
allocated for the year 2020-21.” 

 

B. Centrally Sponsored Scheme  

 (i)  Pradhan Mantri Awaas Yojana (Urban) (PMAY (U))  

3.38 Under PMAY (U) Mission Housing for All (2015-2022)  with a total estimated 

requirement of funds is Rs. 1.80 lakh Cr. by Central Government for construction of 

112 lakh  houses. The Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs in their presentation 

before the Committee given the following expenditure highlights about PMAY(U): 

(Rs. in Cr) 

Year  BE RE Expenditure  

 

2018-19 6505 6505 6143.79 (94%) 

2019-20 6853.26 6853.26 5897 (81%) 

2020-21 8000 - - 

Year EBR Approved EBR Raised Actual Release 

2018-19 25000 20000 20000 

2019-20 20000 15000 10000 

2020-21 10000   

 

3.39 EBR (Extra Budgetary Resourse) is a unique funding mechanism adopted in 

order to supplement the additional requirement of funds over and above the 

budgetary allocation under PMAY (U). 

Housing Demand vis -à-vis supply under PMAY (U)  

Housing Demand   : 112 Lakh units 

Houses Sanctioned  : 103 Lakh units 
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Houses Grounded   : 62 Lakh units 

Houses Completed  : 32 Lakh units 

New Technology Houses  : 15 Lakh units 

Verticalwise breakup of the 103 Lakh houses sanctioned  

 (i) Beneciary Led Construction (BLC)  - 62 Lakh units  

 (ii) Affordable Housing Partnership (AHP) - 28 Lakh units 

 (iii) Credit Linked Subsidy Schemes (CLSS) - 8.5 Lakh units 

 (iv) In Situ Slum Rehabilitation (ISSR)   - 4.6 Lakh units 

 98.97 Lakh sanctioned houses are in states other than North East and Hilly 

States. 

Houses Sanctioned in big States 

Srl 
No 

Name of the State  Houses  

1. Andhra Pradesh 20.07 Lakh 

2. Uttar Pradesh 15.74 Lakh 

3. Maharashtra 11.77 Lakh 

4. Tamil Nadu 7.69 Lakh 

5. Gujarat 6.44 Lakh 

6. Karnataka 6.52 Lakh 

7. Madhya Pradesh 7.85 Lakh 

8. Bihar 3.13 Lakh 

  Central Assistance Approved  - Rs. 1.63 Lakh Cr  

 Central Assistance Releases  - Rs. 63,676 Cr  

(a)  Demand of funds  

3.40 The following is the year wise estimated tentative demand of finds for PMAY (U) 

(Rs. in Cr.) 

Year Estimated Demand Total 

Budgetary support EBR 

2015-16 1,359.31 - 1,359.31 
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2016-17 4,624.94 - 4,624.94 

 

2017-18 8,507.57 8,000.00 16,507.57 

2018-19 5,986.74 20,000.00 25,986.74 

2019-20 3,527.42 51,572.58 55,100.00 

2020-21 3,700.00 42,390.00 46,090.00 

2021-22 3,900.00 25,846.00 29,746.00 

Total  31,605.98  147,808.58  179,414.56  

  

3.41 Asked about spade work done for additional infusion so far for timely arrival of 

funds, the Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs stated: 

"The Union Cabinet approved raising of Rs. 60,000 cr over a period of four 

years. Out of this, a total of 43,000 cr has so far been raised (Rs. 8,000 cr in 

F.Y. 2017-18, Rs. 20,000 cr in F.Y. 2018-19, Rs. 15,000 cr in current F.Y. 

2019-20).  Rs. 10,000 cr more of EBR has been provisioned for raising in the 

current F.Y. 2019-20.  Rs. 10,000 cr more of EBR has been provisioned for 

raising in the current F.Y. 2019-20.  Further, Rs. 10,000 cr has also been 

provisioned in B.E. in F.Y. 2020-21.  Keeping in view the huge requirement of 

fund, the Ministry will approach the Union Cabinet again for considering more 

EBR in the range of Rs. 60,000 Cr. to Rs. 80,000 Cr. to be raised in FY 2020-

21 and FY 2021-2022 as per requirement. 

In so far as Financial Progress is concerned, the Ministry has already 

disbursed more than Rs. 64,000 cr out of the committed Central assistance of 

1.63 lakh Cr. The Ministry has received utilization certificates of nearly Rs. 

51,000 Cr.  In so far as Physical Progress is concerned, nearly 62 lakh houses 

have been grounded for construction of which more than 32 lakh have been 

completed / delivered. This progress is mostly out of nearly 80 lakh houses 

sanctioned till 31st March 2019. The present pace of work in the 

implementation of the scheme is very rapid and with arrangement of fund 

through budgetary support and EBR, the Ministry is confident in achieving the 

goal of ‘Housing for All by 2022’ well within the Mission period.” 

(b) Central funds and their utilisation  

3.42 The following year wise Central Assistance Committed and its utilization from 

2015-16 has been as under: 
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(Rs in Cr) 

Financial Year  Central assistance 
Committed (Rs. in Cr.)  

Central assistance 
Spent / Released (Rs. 
in Cr.)  

2015-16 12,192.31 3,222.50 

2016-17 14,244.80 4,597.68 

2017-18 37,914.72 16,531.21 

2018-19 60,237.88 25,071.84 

2019-20 38,571.16 14,253.27 

Total  1,63,160.86  63,676.50  

 

3.43 Asked about the reasons that as against the Central Assistance Committed of 

Rs. 1.63 lakh Cr the utilization/releases are as low as Rs. 63,673.50 cr. 

"Central assistance under the scheme of PMAY (U) is being released in 3 

installments in ratio of 40:40:20. The 1st installment of 40% of central 

assistance is released on attachment of beneficiary details in MIS (in case of 

BLC/ISSR projects) as per approved DPR, selection of developers, placing of 

work orders, registration under RERA (in case of AHP projects). However, in 

case of CLSS beneficiaries, the subsidy is released upfront in the beneficiaries’ 

housing loan account on completion of procedural steps as required in CLSS 

Awas Portal (CLAP). 

2nd installment of 40% is released based on compliances by States/UTs 

regarding beneficiary attachments, submission of utilization certifications of at 

least 70% of the earlier released funds with respect to the projects as well as 

utilization of the corresponding State/UT share along with commensurate 

physical progress, compliances of Site Scrutiny Report, Action Taken Report on 

the observation of Third Party Quality and Monitoring Agency, geo-tagging of 

the houses etc.  

Release of 3rd installment also requires all the above requirements along with 

Project Completion Certificates and the achievement of reforms as required 

under the scheme." 
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3.44 The Committee also wanted to know the difficulty in not utilising the fund of 

Central Assistance on the parts of States/UTs, the Ministry of Housing and Urban 

Affairs informed: 

"Out of the Central assistance released to States/UTs, nearly 80% of the fund 

has been utilized and remaining fund is being utilized for nearly 30 lakh 

houses which are presently at various stages of construction. From the overall 

progress of scheme, the Ministry is quite satisfied with the involvement of 

States/UTs in providing their share of financial support. If any difficulty in not 

utilising the Central Assistance by States/UTs is brought to the notice of the 

Ministry, the same is resolved suitably in the quickest possible manner." 

3.45 Asked about the State / UT wise details in this regard as on 31.01.2020, the 

Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs gave the State/UT wise details of Central 

Assistance committed and spent/released under PMAY(U) as on 31.1.2020 is as 

under: 

 State/UT wise details of Central Assistance committed and spent/released under PMAY(U) 

as on 31.1.2020 

 

S.No. State/UT Details of Central assistance (Rs. in Cr.) 

Committed Spent /Released 

1 A&N Island (UT) 9.18 0.45 

2 Andhra Pradesh 30264.27 7422.7 

3 Arunachal Pradesh 162.82 109.23 

4 Assam 1767.34 511.27 

5 Bihar 4867.3 1611.76 

6 Chandigarh (UT) 9.62 9.62 

7 Chhattisgarh 3842.43 1581.51 

8 D&N Haveli (UT) 80.21 63.65 

9 Daman & Diu (UT) 22.78 17.39 

10 Delhi (NCR) 391.99 391.99 

11 Goa 19.19 18.65 

12 Gujarat 11305.42 7139.05 

13 Haryana 4270.16 800.06 

14 Himachal Pradesh 176.25 82.65 

15 J&K (UT) 825.43 185.62 
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16 Jharkhand 2994.52 1643.86 

17 Karnataka 10337.42 3349.44 

18 Kerala 2046.83 1126.04 

19 Ladakh (UT) 36.67 17.28 

20 Lakshadweep (UT) 0 0 

21 Madhya Pradesh 12229.29 6404.37 

22 Maharashtra 18312.17 5666.23 

23 Manipur 642.75 237.04 

24 Meghalaya 70.76 6.86 

25 Mizoram 465.2 116.91 

26 Nagaland 505.95 166.36 

27 Odisha 2410.02 998.81 

28 Puducherry (UT) 204.07 80.72 

29 Punjab 1407.53 446.95 

30 Rajasthan 3332.18 1263.6 

31 Sikkim 8.19 3.32 

32 Tamil Nadu 11852.14 4799.22 

33 Telangana 3467.15 1826.2 

34 Tripura 1288.21 693.6 

35 Uttar Pradesh 24168.14 8900.58 

36 Uttarakhand 722.53 352.67 

37 West Bengal 6355.86 3365.19 

 Total* 1,63,160.97 63,699.85 

 *including subsidy of Rs 2,289 Cr. released to CNAs recently. 

(c) Status of pending UCs  

3.46 The following is the broad status of releases and utilization during 2018-19 

and 2019-20: 

(Rs in Cr.) 

Year  Amount Released  UCs received  

2018-19 Rs. 4,203.66 cr Rs. 2,754.00 cr 

2019-20 Rs. 4,266.24 cr Rs. 1,894.00 cr 

State -wise details are as under  

Pradhan Mantri Awas Yojna (PMAY) 

 2018-19 2019-20 (As on 31.12.2019) 

Name of the State Amount 
Released 

UCs Received Amount Released UCs Received 
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Andaman & Nicobar 0.11 - 0.17 - 

Andhra Pradesh 395.00 288.05 66.46 - 

Arunachal Pradesh 13.07 - 18.36 - 

Assam 6.35 - 148.88 - 

Bihar 24.64 2.29 55.29 - 

BMPTC 5.00 3.75 2,134.63 1,894.71 

Chandigarh - - - - 

Chattisgarh 102.29 36.34 63.71 - 

Dadar & Nagar Haveli 2.79 - 2.73 - 

Daman & Diu 0.92 - 0.64 - 

Delhi 0.13 - - - 

Goa 0.60 - - - 

Gujarat 209.11 55.70 40.24 - 

Haryana 124.96 - 26.82 - 

Himachal Pradesh 21.81 2.01 7.29 - 

Jammu & Kashmir 0.42 - 79.63 - 

Jharkhand 6.66 - 64.87 - 

Karnataka 103.70 40.04 16.52 - 

Kerala 97.01 17.33 28.89 - 

Lakshadweep - - - - 

Madhya Pradesh 990.17 861.01 96.15 - 

Maharashtra 297.60 16.65 0.38 - 

Manipur 11.36 0.67 65.60 - 

Meghalaya 1.12 - 1.09 - 

Mizoram 29.87 1.11 - - 

Nagaland 14.33 8.53 15.55 - 

National Building 
Org. (NBO) 

  
2.09 

 

Odisha 191.65 155.91 39.04 - 

Puducherry 9.66 - 11.96 - 

Punjab 12.47 0.46 1.62 - 

Rajasthan 0.52 - 15.33 - 

Sikkim 1.25 - - - 

Tamil Nadu 588.66 436.69 485.07 - 

Telanagana 0.35 - - - 

Tripura 144.21 71.20 60.15 - 

Uttar Pradesh 437.33 404.12 583.40 - 

Uttarakhand 4.05 0.35 - - 

West Bengal 354.51 351.82 133.68 - 

Total 4,203.66 2,754.00 4,266.24 1,894.71 
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3.47 The Committee also pointed out that during 2018-19 good performing States 

are Uttar Pradesh, West Bengal, Andhra Pradesh, whereas States that are lagging 

behind are Bihar, Gujarat, Himachal Pradesh, Maharashtra etc. Asked about the 

difficulty in not performing well among slow moving States, the Ministry of Housing 

and Urban affairs informed: 

"In addition to Capacity constraint in project implementation, few States are 

relying more upon AHP and ISSR verticals where construction period ranges 

from 24 to 36 months and subsequent releases are in the interval of longer 

durations and causing delay in claiming of installments. Moreover, ISSR 

projects in Gujarat and Maharashtra are with positive premium due to high 

value of land where release of fund is not required." 

3.48 On being asked whether Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs held Inter State 

reviews also and how it impacted, the Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs stated: 

"The Ministry regularly reviews the progress of implementation as well as 

financial progress including submission of UCs of the Central funds released 

through meetings of the CSMC and video conferencing with the States as well 

as field visits by senior officers to the States/UTs and meetings with State/UT 

officials & implementing agencies. As a result, out of Central assistance of Rs. 

64,087 Cr. released, Utilization certificates of nearly Rs. 51,000.00 Cr. has 

been reported by States/UTs and correspondingly, physical progress is rapidly 

going up." 

3.49 Asked about the reasons for showing Rs. 1894.00 cr against BMTPC has been 

shown, the Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs stated: 

"As against BMTPC, UCs of 1894.71 Cr. refer to utilization against interest 

payment made by BMTPC with regard to the EBR loan taken for PMAY (U)." 

 

3.50 Clarifying the issue, the Secretary, MoHUA during the course of evidence 

submitted: 
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òÞØ, ßÖÑɭ Åɨ ȎØÞɨÞxØɭÅ η¾×ɟ, }Þɠ ¾ɭ {ɰÈØɭĦÈ ¾ɨ Òɭ ¾Ø Øßɭ ßʅ] ÅɮÞɭ ÛÝx 2017 -18  Öʃ ßÖÑɭ 8 

ßÅɟØ ¾Øɨî ȻÒ×ɭ ¤Ñ¤Þ¤Þ¤Ó ¾ɭ ÖɟĘ×Ö Þɭ ØɭÅ η¾¤] yÔ ßÖʃ 8 ßÅɟØ ¾Øɨî ȻÒ×ɭ ¾ɥ ÒɭÖʃÈ 

¾ØÑɠ ßɮ, Ûß ßÖ ÔÅÈ Þɭ Òɭ ¾Ø Øßɭ ßʅ] yÀÙɭ ÞɟÙ ßÖÑɭ 20  ßÅɟØ ¾Øɨî ȻÒ×ɭ ØɭÅ η¾¤] {Þ ÞɟÙ 
ßÖÑɭ 15 ßÅɟØ ¾Øɨî ȻÒ×ɭ ØɭÅ η¾¤] }Þ¾ɥ Õɠ yÔ ßÖɟØɭ ~ÒØ Ùɟ×ȐÔεÙÈɡ z À| ßɮ] ×ß 
Ùɟ×ȐÔεÙÈɡ ÔïÍɠ Åɟ¤Àɠ it is just like this. ßÖʃ zÅ ¿Ãɟx ¾ØÑɟ ßɮ, Ùɭη¾Ñ ßÖɟØɭ ÒɟÞ zÅ 

ÒɮÞɟ Ñßɡɰ ßɮ] ßÖÑɭ Öɟ¾ɴÈ Þɭ ÒɮÞɟ ØɭÅ ¾Ø εÙ×ɟ ©Ø {Þ¾ɥ ØɡÒɭÖʃÈ 10  ÞɟÙ ¾ɥ ßɮ] ßÖɟØɭ εÙ¤ 
ÊɭÓÊxØɡÒɭÖʃÈ ßɨ Øßɟ ßɮ] ßÖɟØɭ ÒɟÞ ÅɮÞɭ ÔÅÈ Öʃ 10 ȻÒ×ɭ ßʅ ©Ø ßÖ 10 ȻÒ×ɭ Þɭ 100 ȻÒ×ɭ¾ɟ ¾ɟÖ 
¾ØÛɟ Øßɭ ßʅ, η¾ ßÖÑɭ Öɟ¾ɴÈ Þɭ ÒɮÞɟ ØɭÅ η¾×ɟ ©Ø }Þ¾ɥ Ùɟ×ȐÔεÙÈɡ ¾ɨ ßÖ yÀÙɭ 10 ÞɟÙ Òɭ 
¾ØʃÀɭ] Ö¾ɟÑ ßÖʃ zÅ ÔÑɟÑɟ ßɮ ©Ø ×ȏÏ ßÖ ÔÅÈ ÒØ zκŬÍ ØßÍɭ, Íɨ ßÖ Ö¾ɟÑ Ñßɡɰ ÔÑɟ ÒɟÍɭ] 

ßÖÑɭ Öɟ¾ɴÈ Þɭ ÒɮÞɟ ØɭÅ η¾×ɟ, ÙɨÀʇ Ñɭ yÒÑɠ ĦÖɦÙ ÞɭθÛɰÀ Þɭ ÒɮÞɟ ÅÖɟ η¾×ɟ] ÕɟØÍ ÞØ¾ɟØ ¾ɭ 
ÒɟÞ ÒɮÞɟ {¾ʨ Éɟ ßȓz, Ùɭη¾Ñ ÕɟØÍ ÞØ¾ɟØ ¾ɨ ÒɮÞɟ ÛɟÒÞ ¾ØÑɟ ÒîɭÀɟ, Ûß ßÖ yÒÑɭ ÔÅÈ Þɭ 
ÛɟÒÞ ¾ØʃÀɭ]ò 

Work done  

3.51 The following information data were given: 

1. The validated demand of houses reported 
by States/UTs so far 

112 lakh 

2. Houses sanctioned 103 lakh 

3. Houses in various stages of construction  60.51 lakh houses  

4. Houses completed/delivered 32.08 lakh  

 

3.52 The Committee during the course of evidence wanted to know the reasons for 

gap between houses sanctioned and houses grounded/constructed, explaining  the 

position, the Secretary, MoHUA informed: 

òÞØ, {Þɭ ÞÖÆÑɭ ¾ɥ zÛĤ×¾Íɟ ßɮ] ÞØ, Åɨ Õɠ Ö¾ɟÑ ÔÑ Øßɭ ßʅ, Ûɭ ÃɟØ η¾ĦÖ ¾ɭ ÔÑ Øßɭ ßʅ] ÒßÙɡ 
Ħ¾ɥÖ ÔɭȑÑηÓĤ×Øɡ ÙɭÊ ¾ɰĦŘĆÜÑ ßɮ, ȒÅÞÖʃ Åɨ zÏÖɠ Åßɟɰ ÒØ Øß Øßɟ ßɮ, Ûß yÒÑɠ ßɡ ÅÀß ÒØ 
yÒÑɟ Ö¾ɟÑ ÔÑɟ¤Àɟ ©Ø }Þ¾ɭ εÙ¤ ÞØ¾ɟØ ¾ɥ ÍØÓ Þɭ Êɭï Ùɟ¿ ȻÒ×ɭ ȏÏ¤ ÅɟÍɭ ßʅ] Øɟč× ÞØ¾ɟØ Þɭ 
Õɠ ¾ȓÄ ÒɮÞɟ εÖÙÍɟ ßɮ ©Ø Ûß yÒÑɟ ÒɮÞɟ Õɠ ÙÀɟÍɟ ßɮ] ÏȕÞØɡ Ħ¾ɥÖ yÓɦÊɴÔÙ ßɟ}εÞɰÀ {Ñ 
ÒɟÈxÑØεÜÒ ßɮ, {ÞÖʃ ÒȒĜÙ¾ ×ɟ Ţɟ{ÛɭÈ ÊɭÛÙÒÖʃÈ yÎɦȎØÈɡ ×ɟ ßɟ}εÞɰÀ ÔɨÊx yÒÑɠ ÅÖɠÑ ¾ɨ ÏɭÀɟ ©Ø 
Ûßɟɰ ÒØ ÖȒġÈĦÈɨØɡ ¾ɦĞÒÙɮĆÞ ÔÑɟ¤Àɟ] {ÞÖʃ ÞØ¾ɟØ Êɭï Ùɟ¿ ȻÒ×ɭ ÏɭÀɠ] Øɟč× ÞØ¾ɟØ Õɠ ¾ȓÄ ÒɮÞɟ 
ÏɭÀɠ ©Ø {Þ¾ɭ yÙɟÛɟ Ûß Õɠ yÒÑɟ ÒɮÞɟ ÙÀɟ¤Àɟ] ÍɠÞØɡ Ħ¾ɥÖ {Ñ-εÞÈȕ ĦÙÖ ØɡÊɭÛÙɭÒÖʃÈ ßɮ] Åßɟɰ 
ÒØ ĦÙĞÞ ßʅ, }Ñ¾ɨ y¾ɦÖɨÊɭÜÑ Ïɭ¾Ø Ûßɟɰ ÒØ ØɡÊɭÛÙɭÒ ¾ØʃÀɭ ©Ø ÃɩÎɠ Ħ¾ɥÖ ŎɭιÊÈ εÙɰ¾ ÞȒĜÞÊɠ 
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ßɮ] ×ß ÞÔÞɭ ÍɭÅ Ħ¾ɥÖ ßɮ] yÀØ {ÞÖʃ ÔÑɟ ÔÑɟ×ɟ Ö¾ɟÑ ¾ɨ| ¿ØɡÏÑɟ ÃɟßÍɟ ßɮ Íɨ ÞØ¾ɟØ }Þɭ 
ÙÀÕÀ ïɟ| Ùɟ¿ ȻÒ×ɭ ÏɭÍɠ ßɮ] ×ß ÒɮÞɟ }Þ¾ɭ y¾ɟ}ɰÈ Öʃ ÞɠÐɟ ŘɟɰÞÓØ ¾Ø ȏÏ×ɟ ÅɟÍɟ ßɮ] Ôɟ¾ɥ 
Ħ¾ɥĞÞ Öʃ ÞÖ× ÙÀÍɟ ßɮ] {Þ¾ɭ yÙɟÛɟ ÔɭȑÑηÓĤ×Øɡ ÙɭÊ ¾ɰĦŘĆÜÑ Öʃ ¾Ö ÞÖ× ÙÀÍɟ ßɮ, Ć×ʇη¾ 
}ÞÖʃ ¿ȓÏ ¾ɥ ÅÖɠÑ ßɨÍɠ ßɮ Íɨ Ûß Ûßɡɰ ÒØ Ö¾ɟÑ ÔÑɟ ÙɭÍɟ ßɮ] Ôɟ¾ɥ ¤¤ÃÒɠ ©Ø Þɠ¤Ù¤Þ ¾ɟ ÍɠÑ 
ÞɟÙ ¾ɟ ÅɭĦÈɭÜÑ ÒɠȎØ×Ê ßɮ] ÅÔ ßÖ }Þɭ ÞʅĆÜÑ ¾ØÍɭ ßʅ Íɨ ÒßÙɭ ßÖ ÊɠÒɠzØ ÔÑɟ¾Ø }Þ¾ɟ ÈʃÊØ 
¾ØÍɭ ßʅ] ×ß ¾ØÑɭ Öʃ Ëɟ| Þɭ ÍɠÑ ÞɟÙ ¾ɟ ÞÖ× ÙÀÍɟ ßɮ] ÞØ, ÜȓȼzÍ ¾ɭ ÞÖ× Öʃ Ôɠ¤ÙÞɠ ¾ɭ 
¾ɟ×xŎÖ ßɨ Øßɭ Îɭ] zÅ ¾ɭ ÞÖ× 28 Ùɟ¿ ¤¤ÃÒɠ ¾ɭ ßɟ}Þ ßʅ] ¤¤ÃÒɠ ¾ɟ zÉ Þɭ Ñɩ ÖßɡÑɭ Öʃ Åɟ¾Ø 
ÈʃÊØ ßɨ ÒɟÍɟ ßɮ] }Þ¾ɭ ÔɟÏ ¾ɟÖ Üȓȼ ßɨÍɟ ßɮ Íɨ {ÞÖʃ Õɠ Ëɟ| Þɭ ÍɠÑ ÞɟÙ ÙÀ ÅɟÍɭ ßʅ]ò 

3.53 In reply to a query, the witness further added: 

òÞØ, ¤¾ ÅɭĦÈɭÜÑ ÒɠȎØ×Ê ßɨÍɟ ßɮ, ȒÅÞÖʃ ŢɨÅɭĆÈ ¾ɟ ÊɠÒɠzØ ÔÑɟÑɟ, }Þ¾ɭ εÙ¤ ÅÖɠÑ Í× ¾ØÑɟ, 

ÈʃÊØ ¾ØÑɟ, ÈʃÊØ Í× ¾ØÑɭ ¾ɭ ÔɟÏ ÖÑɠ ¾ɭ ěÙɨ ¾ɨ Ïɭ¿Ñɟ, }Þ¾ɭ ÔɟÏ ¾ɰĦŘĆÜÑ ¾ɥ ¤ȒĆÈθÛÈɡ zÍɠ ßɮ 
Íɨ ×ß ÒȕØɟ ÒɠȎØ×Ê ÙÀÕÀ ÍɠÑ ÞɟÙ ¾ɟ ßɨÍɟ ßɮ] ÞØ, ×ȏÏ ßÖ ÍɠÑ ÞɟÙ ¾ɭ ÒɠȎØ×Ê ¾ɨ |×Ø Ûɟ{Å 
Ïɭ¿ʃÀɭ Íɨ 163 ßÅɟØ ¾Øɨî ȻÒ×ɭ, Åɨ ÀÛÑxÖʃÈ ¾ɟ ¾εÖÈÖʃÈ ßɮ, {ÞÖʃ ßÖ ÙÀÕÀ 64 ßÅɟØ ¾Øɨî 
ȻÒ×ɭ Ïɭ Ãȓ¾ɭ ßʅ] ßÖ {ÞÖʃ ÖÑɠ ¾ɟ ěÙɨ Õɠ {ɰĤ×ɨØ ¾Ø Øßɭ ßʅ] ÞØ, {ÞÖʃ ÅÖɠÑ ¾ɥ Åɨ zÛĤ×¾Íɟ ßɮ, 
zÒÑɭ ease of doing business and construction permit ¾ɭ ÔɟØɭ Öʃ ŢÅʃÈɭÜÑ η¾×ɟ ßɮ] 
ÞØ, ÅÖɠÑ ¾ɥ ģ×ÛĦÎɟ Øɟč× ÞØ¾ɟØ ¾ɨ ¾ØÑɠ ßɮ] {Ñ ÞɟØɡ ÃɠÅʇ ¾ɥ {Þ Ţ¾ɟØ Þɭ ÖɦȑÑÈȎØɰÀ ßɨ Øßɡ ßɮ 
η¾ ßÖ {Þ¾ɨ ÞÖ× Þɭ Ôïɟ Þ¾Íɭ ßʅ] ßÖʃ ÒȕØɟ θÛĤÛɟÞ ßɮ ©Ø Åɨ ßÖɟØɟ ÍɠÑ ÞɟÙ ¾ɨ Ïɭ¿Íɭ ßȓ¤ ÛÝx 
2022 Í¾ ¾ɟ ÈɟØÀɭÈ Îɟ η¾ ÛÝx 2019 Í¾ ßÖ ÞɟØɟ ¾ɟ ÞɟØɟ ÒɮÞɟ ÞʅĆÜÑ ¾Ø ÏʃÀɭ] ßÖÑɭ ¤¾ ¾Øɨî 
ÔɟØß Ùɟ¿ ¾ɭ yÀʃĦÈ ÙÀÕÀ 1 ¾ØɨÊ ÍɠÑ Ùɟ¿ ȻÒ×ɭ ÞʅĆÜÑ ¾Ø ȏÏ¤ ßʅ] yÀÙɭ ÍɠÑ ÞɟÙ Öʃ ßÖʃ ÃɭÅ 
¾ØÑɟ ßɮ, ȒÅÞÞɭ ×ɭ ÞɟØɭ ¾ɟÖ ¾ĞĚÙɡÈ ßʇ, Ć×ʇη¾ ÍɠÑ ÞɟÙ ¾ɟ ÅɭĦÈɭÜÑ ÒɠȎØ×Ê ßɮ] {ÞεÙ¤ ×ß 
ȒĦÙÒ Ñßɡɰ ßɨ Øßɟ Îɟ, ÔȒġ¾ ×ß ¤¾ ŢɨÞɭÞ ßɮ, ȒÅÞÞɭ ×ß ¾ɟÖ ¾ĞĚÙɡÈ ßɨ Þ¾Íɟ ßɮ]ó 

3.54 Asked about the State wise validated demand of houses reported vis-à-vis 

houses sanctioned; houses grounded for construction, houses completed as on 

31.01.2020, the Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs gave the State wise validated 

demand of houses reported vis-à-vis houses sanctioned; houses grounded for 

construction, houses completed as on 31.01.2020 is as under: 

State wise validated demand of houses reported vis-à-vis houses sanctioned; houses 

grounded for construction, houses completed as on 31.01.2020 
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Sl. No. 

 
States/UTs 

Likely Demand 
after validation 

Houses 
Sanctioned  

(In Lakh) 

Houses 
Grounded 
(In Lakh) 

Houses 
Completed 

(In Lakh) 
1 Andhra Pradesh 20.70 20.07 7.56 3.25 
2 Bihar 4.00 3.13 1.53 0.68 
3 Chhattisgarh 2.54 2.55 1.93 0.83 
4 Goa 0.05 0.01 0.01 0.01 
5 Gujarat 7.65 6.44 5.41 3.75 
6 Haryana 3.00 2.68 0.45 0.21 
7 Himachal Pradesh 0.15 0.10 0.08 0.04 
8 Jharkhand 2.00 1.99 1.35 0.77 
9 Karnataka 7.00 6.52 3.58 1.65 
10 Kerala 1.50 1.30 1.01 0.72 
11 Madhya Pradesh 8.50 7.85 5.74 3.16 
12 Maharashtra 11.75 11.77 4.74 2.78 
13 Orissa 3.00 1.54 1.00 0.68 
14 Punjab 1.00 0.91 0.47 0.23 
15 Rajasthan 3.00 2.01 1.11 0.77 
16 Tamil Nadu 8.30 7.69 5.77 2.90 
17 Telangana 3.00 2.17 1.85 0.99 
18 Uttar Pradesh 15.00 15.74 9.72 4.33 
19 Uttarakhand 0.50 0.40 0.20 0.13 
20 West Bengal 4.71 4.11 3.23 1.89 

Sub- total (States) :- 107.35 98.98 56.73 29.77 
21 Arunachal Pradesh 0.12 0.07 0.07 0.02 
22 Assam 1.30 1.17 0.53 0.18 
23 Manipur 0.46 0.43 0.28 0.04 
24 Meghalaya 0.07 0.05 0.02 0.01 
25 Mizoram 0.31 0.30 0.11 0.03 
26 Nagaland 0.32 0.32 0.21 0.04 
27 Sikkim 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.00 
28 Tripura 0.85 0.82 0.53 0.41 

Sub- total (NE States) :- 3.44 3.17 1.74 0.73 
29 A&N Island (UT) 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 
30 Chandigarh (UT) 0.04 0.00 0.05 0.05 
31 D&N Haveli (UT) 0.05 0.04 0.04 0.02 
32 Daman & Diu (UT) 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 
33 Delhi (NCR) 0.79 0.17 0.58 0.41 
34 Jammu & Kashmir (UT) 0.40 0.55 0.27 0.07 
35 Ladakh (UT) 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.00 
36 Lakshadweep (UT) - - - - 
37 Puducherry (UT) 0.15 0.13 0.10 0.03 

Sub- total (UT) :- 1.46 0.94 1.06 0.60 

Grand otal 112.24 103.23* 60.51  ̂ 32.08  ̂

* including 13,965 beneficiaries for which subsidy has been released to CNAs recently. 
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^ including 97,719 beneficiaries for which subsidy released and breakup awaited from banks. 

 

3.55 The Committee pointed out that  from State wise data given about progress of 

construction of houses that a few States of Gujarat, Chhattisgarh, Tamil Nadu, 

Telangana, Goa, Kerala, Madhya Pradesh and Rajasthan have fared well.  However 

big states like Maharashtra and Haryana are lagging behind. Asked in what way 

these States are being motivated to accelerate the pace of completion of houses that 

are at various stage of construction in view of impending target of Housing for All by 

2022, the MoHUA explained: 

"There are number of steps taken by MoHUA to motivate the State/UTs to 

accelerate the pace of progress and ensure timely completion: 

i) PMAY (U)  Awards: In a bid to recognize the outstanding performance by 

States/UTs, Urban Local Bodies and Beneficiaries, the Ministry of Housing and 

Urban Affairs, Government of India has instituted the ‘PMAY (U) awards for 

Implementation and Innovation’ under the Mission. The overarching purpose of 

the PMAY (U) award is to identify and award the “Achievers” and encourage 

others to compete and attain the goal of ‘Housing for All’ in a sustained 

manner. In the award evaluation process, 50% weightage has been given to 

grounding and completion of houses.  

ii) Additional manpower for Implementation and Monitoring : MoHUA 

provides financial support for establishment of State Level Technical Cell 

(SLTC) and City Level Technical Cell (CLTC) for smooth function at State/ City 

level and to ensure timely execution and completion of projects. 

iii) ANGIKAAR : The Ministry launched the ‘Angikaar’ campaign on 2nd October 

2019 for Change Management for PMAY (U) beneficiaries during their life 

transformation phase through ‘door-to-door’ awareness and ward level IEC 

activities. Through this campaign, beneficiaries have been converged with 

various Missions of MoHUA and other Central Ministries like Health & 

Family Welfare, Jal Shakti, Environment Forest & Climate Change, New & 

Renewable Energy, Petroleum & Natural Gas, Power, Youth & Sports 

Affairs, and Women & Child Development.  As a part of these activities’ best 

practices such as water & energy conservation, waste management, health, 

sanitation and hygiene have been implemented. 
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iv) Workshops / Training Programs : MoHUA regularly conducts number of 

training programs/ workshops on project formulation and implementation 

wherein all the queries and bottlenecks from State/UTs are discussed with 

appropriate solution leading to timely completion. 

v) Data Compliance and Project Implementation :  Ministry has initiated a 

month-long drive namely “Data Compliance and Project Implementation” 

starting from 15th Feb to 15th March 2020. The purpose of this drive is to work 

together with States/UTs and to streamline various actions and compliances 

pending for subsequent fund release to ensure timely implementation of the 

projects comprehensively to fulfill Mission objectives." 

 

3.56 Appreciating the idea of incentiving the good performers in the field of 

construction of houses, the Secretary, MoHUA during the course of evidence stated: 

òzÒÑɭ {ɰÞɭȏÈɰÛ ÏɭÑɭ ¾ɭ εÙ¤ ¾ßɟ ßɮ Íɨ ×ß ÔßȓÍ yċÄɟ z{ιÊ×ɟ ßɮ] ßÖ {Þ¾ɨ {ĆÅɟεÖÑ ¾ØʃÀɭ] 

ηÓÙßɟÙ ßÖ {ɰÞɭȏÈÛ Ñ Ïɭ¾Ø, we are more like a challenge system. ßØ ¤¾ ĦÈɭÈ ¾ɨ zÅ 

¾ɥ ÊɭÈ Öʃ ÖɟÙȕÖ ßɮ η¾ }îɠÞɟ ¾ßɟɰ ÒØ ßɮ] }îɠÞɟ ¾ɭ ßØ ÜßØ ¾ɨ ÖɟÙȕÖ ßɮ η¾ }îɠÞɟ ¾ɭ ÞɟØɭ ÜßØʇ Öʃ 
Ûß ¾ßɟɰ ÒØ ßɮ] ßØ ¤¾ zÏÖɠ ¾ɟ ÒØÓɦÖʍÞ is based on how many have you 

sanctioned, how many have you completed, what is the quality, etc. ßØ ¤¾ ¾ɨ 
{ɰÊɭĆÞ ¾Ø¾ɭ ÞÈɴÑÖɟĆÞx Ïɭ Ø¿ɭ ßʅ] We have done all these exercises over a period of 

time. It is a lot of learning. We keep improving it. It is not that we are not 

studying. {Þ ÞɟÙ ¾ɟ Åɨ ĦÈɮĔÊÊx ßɮ, Ûß yÀÙɭ ÞɟÙ Öʃ ÔÏÙ ÅɟÍɟ ßɮ] That is our learning. 

Öʅ yÒÑɭ εÖÜÑ Êɟ×ØɭĆÈØ Þɭ ¾ßȕɰÀɟ η¾ Ûɭ zÒ¾ɨ {Þ¾ɥ ¾ɦÒɠ ÕɭÅ ÏʃÀɭ η¾ η¾Þ ×ß η¾Þ zÐɟØ 
ÒØ ¾ØÑɟ ßɮ]ò 

3.57 In this connection, a representative of MoHUA added: 

“It is a scheme of the Central Government. States are taking the burden for 

doing the entire thing. Can you give us the details of the funds allocated by 

States and the value of land given by them.”  

3.58 Asked about the response of stakeholders, the Ministry of Housing and Urban 

Affairs informed: 

"The response from the State/ UTs has been encouraging from the fact that the 

pace of grounding and completion has almost doubled since the 

announcement of PMAY (U) awards.  
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In view of the financial support from the Ministry for establishment of SLTCs/ 

CLTCs, almost all States/ UTs have deployed the specialists who are helping in 

various activities in implementation of the projects thereby accelerating the 

pace of construction of houses." 

3.59 At this the Committee pointed out that States / UTs have been requested to get 

projects proposals for all the remaining demand of houses sanctioned by March, 

2020 so that construction of all houses may be progressing to be completed by 2022.  

Enquired about the overall preparedness on the part of M/o H&UA along with State 

Governments for getting timely sanctioning of projects, the Ministry of Housing and 

Urban Affairs informed: 

"Ministry has been conducting Central Sanctioning & Monitoring Committee 

(CSMC) meetings on monthly basis for sanction of project proposals from 

State/UTs. Against a validated all India demand of 1.12 Cr. houses, a total of 

1.03 Cr. houses have already been sanctioned. The States/UTs have been 

asked to submit proposals to saturate their demand by March 2020 so that 

construction of houses is progressively completed by March 2022 for achieving 

the goal of ‘Housing for All by 2022’ Mission." 

3.60 The Committee dealt with component wise issues are shown below: 

(i)  ISSR  

 In the case of ISSR asked about the reasons that as compared to the remaining 

three verticals, the performance under ISSR is lowest and how it can be enhanced in 

view of imminent goal, the Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs informed: 

"Land and colonization is the State subject and the responsibility of project 

formulation, approval and implementation as well as beneficiary identification 

under PMAY (U) based on eligibility criteria is with the States/UTs. Such 

flexibility has resulted in greater participation of the States/UTs and the 

citizens. The scheme guidelines have the provisions for the States/UTs to 

adopt door to door survey, online applications and applications through 

common Citizen Service Centre with a cafeteria approach for the beneficiaries 

to choose benefit from any one of the above 4 verticals of the scheme, 
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depending on the suitability/choice of the beneficiaries as well as availability of 

encumbrance free land for construction of houses." 

(i i)  Affordable housing  

3.61 In the content of Affordable Housing the Committee pointed out that for timely 

availability of Affordable Housing to urban poor through Global Housing Technology 

Challenge (GHTU) India short listing of alternative and innovative technologies to fast 

track construction has been outlined and six light Houses Projects in Six States 

covering 1000 houses at different locations through open bidding. Asked about the 

State wise details of locations and number of houses targeted to be fast tracked for 

construction, the Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs informed: 

"MoHUA launched the Global Housing Technology Challenge-India (GHTC-

India) on 14th January 2019 with an aim to identify and mainstream innovative 

and alternate construction technologies from across the globe for housing 

construction sector that are eco-friendly, sustainable and disaster resilient 

through a challenge format which can bring a paradigm shift in construction 

practices for affordable housing.  

Through this challenge, 54 proven and alternate technologies were shortlisted 

by a Technical Evaluation Committee which was further grouped into six broad 

categories. As part of GHTC-India, six Light House Projects (LHPs) in six states 

have been proposed to be constructed for showcasing the use of six distinct 

shortlisted innovative technologies (one each from above broad group)." 

3.62 State wise details of location and number of houses under these LHPs targeted 

to be fast-tracked for construction are detailed below: 

Indore, Madhya Pradesh;   1024 houses 

Rajkot, Gujarat    1144 houses 

Chennai, Tamil Nadu   1152 houses 

Ranchi, Jharkhand   1008 houses 

Agartala, Tripura    1000 houses 

Lucknow, Uttar Pradesh   1040 houses” 

 About brining technology in housing sector, the Secretary, MoHUA submitted: 
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òyÕɠ ÈɭĆÑɨÙɦÅɠ ÃɮÙʃÅ ¾ɥ {ęßʇÑɭ ÔɟÍ ¾ɥ, ßÖÑɭ ¤¾ ĈÙɨÔÙ ßɟ}εÞɰÀ ÈɭĆÑɨÙɦÅɠ ÃɮÙʃÅ η¾×ɟ, 

Íɟη¾ ÏȓȑÑ×ɟ ¾ɥ ÔɭĦÈ ÈɭĆÑɨÙɦÅɠ z Þ¾ɭ] ßÖÑɭ zÙØɭÊɠ Ûß ÈɭĆÑɟÙɦÅɠ z{ÊʃÈɡÓɟ| ¾Ø¾ɭ Ä: ÅÀßʇ 
¾ɭ εÙ¤ ßÖɟØɡ ÞɟØɡ ÃɠÅʃ Í× ßʅ] Öʅ ÞÖÆÍɟ ßȕɰ η¾ ÖɟÃx ¾ɭ ÖßɡÑɭ Öʃ ßÖ ÙɨÀ Őɟ}ĔÊ ¾ØʃÀɭ ©Ø zÉ Þɭ 
ÏÞ ÖßɡÑɭ Öʃ ÙÀÕÀ ¤¾ ßÅɟØ Ö¾ɟÑ ÔÑɟ ÏʃÀɭ] ¥Þɟ ßÖÑɭ ÃɮÙʃÅ ¾ɭ Şȕ η¾×ɟ ßɮ] ßÖɟØɭ ÒɟÞ ×ß 
ÈɭĆÑɨÙɦÅɠ Îɠ, ×ß ßÖ Ñ| ÈɭĆÑɨÙɦÅɠ ¾ɭ Şȕ ¾ØÑɭ Åɟ Øßɭ ßʅ] ßÖ ÙɨÀ {ÑĆ×ȕÔɭÜÑ ÞʃÈÞx ÒØ Õɠ ¾ɟÖ 
¾Ø Øßɭ ßʅ, Íɟη¾ ÕθÛĥ× Öʃ ßÖ Ñ| ÈɭĆÑɨÙɦÅɠ ÔÑɟ Þ¾ʃ] ßÖÑɭ ÒɟɰÃ-ÒɟɰÃ {ÑĆ×ȕÔɭÜÑ ÞʃÈÞx ÃɟØ 
z|z|Èɡ Öʃ ©Ø ¤¾ ¤ÑÔɠzØz| Öʃ ÔÑɟ¤ ßʅ]ĥħĥħŀů ŏƎĳő ĮĶ Įŉōůĥőĥħ ŏƎōŉūĮ ŜƑίò 

3.63 The Committee further enquired in what way it is going to ensure timely 

delivery, the Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs explained: 

"These projects will demonstrate and deliver ready to live mass housing at an 

expedited pace as compared to conventional brick and mortar construction 

and will be more economical and sustainable, of high quality and durable.  

The period for construction of these projects will be of 12 months from the date 

of handing over of site after all approvals. It has been ensured that all 

statutory approvals required for these projects shall be provided in a fast track 

mode by the concerned States. For smooth fund-flow, it has been decided to 

earmark the required share in advance from Central Ministry as well as from 

concerned States/ beneficiaries. 

A Project Monitoring Committee (PMC) has been set up at MoHUA to oversee 

the entire progress of construction of LHPs at six locations. Also, appropriate 

monitory award has been provisioned for successful and timely completion of 

these projects within the stipulated time." 

3.64 The Committee further wanted to know whether such drive could be opened up 

in big way in different States/UTs that are slow moving, the Ministry of Housing and 

Urban Affairs stated: 

"Yes; once implemented these LHPs will serve as models for replicating in big 

way in different States and UTs. These LHPs will be the live laboratories for all 

stakeholders including States and UTs for learning research and 

documentation which would lead to successful transfer of these innovative 

technologies from lab to the field. During the period for construction of these 

projects, various States/ UTs and other stakeholders will be invited for 
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exposure and learning about the technology knowhow for further adoption. The 

readily available empanelled 54 alternate and innovative technologies may be 

implemented in different slow moving States/ UTs as per their suitability and 

geo-climatic conditions of the area." 

(iii) Beneficiary Led Construction (BLC)  

3.65 In this context the Committee pointed out that houses sanctioned under BLC 

are highest as per Statement showing State wise financial contribution (Annexure-  ) 

under AHP and BLC is seen that many States/UTs like Kerala, Karnataka, Daman 

and Diu are contributing higher than the per unit assistance of Central Government. 

Further in AHP also States like Chhattisgarh, Kerala, Tamil Nadu and UT of Dadar 

and Nagar Haveli is contributing higher funds also. Even Telangana is giving ‘Free 

Housing’ Asked whether the Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs is also 

considering hiking the per limit for helping out beneficiaries to move in these houses 

at lower amount, the Ministry stated in the negative. 

3.66 The Committee further enquired about on received any such representations 

from States also? If so, the details thereof, the Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs 

stated: 

 "Yes; the State of Arunachal Pradesh, Chhattisgarh and UT of Jammu & 

Kashmir have sent representations with regard to increase in the Central 

Assistance per unit house." 

  

3.67 About contribution to DLC/AHP, the witnesses informed: 

òÞØ, ŢÐɟÑ Öɰŝɠ ×ɨÅÑɟ Öʃ ßÖ Êɭï Ùɟ¿ ȻÒ×ɭ Ôɠ¤ÙÞɠ-¤¤ÃÒɠ Öʃ ÏɭÍɭ ßʅ, ¤¾ Ùɟ¿ ȻÒ×ɭ 
z|¤Þ¤ÞzØ Öʃ ÏɭÍɭ ßʅ ©Ø ¾ØɡÔ Ëɟ| Ùɟ¿ ȻÒ×ɭ Þɠ¤Ù¤Þ¤Þ Öʃ ÏɭÍɭ ßʅ] Þɠ¤Ù¤Þ¤Þ Öʃ Øɟč× 
ÞØ¾ɟØ ¾ȓÄ Ñßɡɰ ÏɭÍɠ ßɮ, Ôɟ¾ɥ ÍɠÑ ×ɨÅÑɟ¨ɰ Öʃ ¾ȓÄ Øɟč× ÞØ¾ɟØʇ ¾ɥ ÞßÖȑÍ ÅɠØɨ Þɭ Ùɭ¾Ø Þɟïɭ ÃɟØ 
Ùɟ¿ ȻÒ×ɭ Í¾ ßɮ] ¾ȓÄ Øɟč× ÞØ¾ɟØʃ ÅɠØɨ Ïɭ Øßɡ ßʅ, ¾ȓÄ Òęşß ßÅɟØ ȻÒ×ɭ Ïɭ Øßɡ ßʅ ©Ø ¾ȓÄ Øɟč× 
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ÞØ¾ɟØʃ Þɟïɭ ÃɟØ Ùɟ¿ ȻÒ×ɭ Õɠ Ïɭ Øßɡ ßʅ] {Þ¾ɥ ¾ɨ| ¤¾ ØɟεÜ Ñßɡɰ ßɮ, ×ß {Þ ÒØ ιÊÒʃÊ ¾ØÍɟ ßɮ η¾ 
Øɟč× ÞØ¾ɟØ ¾ɭ Ć×ɟ ȎØÞɼÞɭÅ ßʅ] ßØɭ¾ Øɟč× Öʃ yÙÀ-yÙÀ ¤Öɟ}ĔÈ ßɮ] ŢÐɟÑ Öɰŝɠ zÛɟÞ ×ɨÅÑɟ 
¤¾ ÍØß Þɭ ÞɠÊ ÖÑɠ ¾ɥ ÍØß ßɮ, Êɭï Ùɟ¿ ȻÒ×ɭ ¾ɟ ÕɟØÍ ÞØ¾ɟØ ¾ɟ Åɨ ¾ɰŘɡĜ×ȕÜÑ ßɮ, {Þ ÔßɟÑɭ 

ÍÖɟÖ ÙɨÀ z{ÊʃȏÈÓɟ| ßɨ À¤, }ÍÑɭ ÙɨÀʇ ¾ɨ Þßɟ×Íɟ εÖÙ À| ©Ø Ûɭ Ö¾ɟÑ ÔÑ À¤] ¾ßɡɰ-¾ßɡɰ ÒØ 
{ÞÖʃ Ùɨ¾Ù ÔɦÊɠÅ Õɠ ¾ɰŘɡĜ×ȕÜÑ Ïɭ Øßɡ ßʅ] yġÈɡÖɭÈÙɡ ×ß ÞÔ ÒɮÞɟ εÖÙɟ¾Ø, Åɨ ŢÐɟÑ Öɰŝɠ Åɠ ¾ɟ 
ÞÒÑɟ ßɮ η¾ 2022 Í¾ ßØ ģ×ȒĆÍ ¾ɭ ÒɟÞ yÒÑɟ Ö¾ɟÑ ßɨ, }Þ ÞÒÑɭ ¾ɨ ÒȕØɟ ¾ØÑɭ Öʃ ÙɨÀ ÙÀɭ ßȓ¤ 
ßʅ]ò  

 (iv) Credit Linked Subsidy Schemes (CLSS) 

3.68 It came out before the Committee during the Study Tour to Kolkata that 

performance of Commercial Banks under CLSS was negligible on account of more 

lucrative Scheme opened by State Government of West Bengal. Asked in what way 

the CLSS needs to be reviewed so as to make it more beneficiary friendly and 

workable in West Bengal and also in the country, the Ministry of Housing and Urban 

Affairs informed: 

"Under CLSS, a total of 8.51 lakh beneficiaries have availed benefits, which 

involve Rs.20,983 Cr. of subsidy amount.  In West Bengal, 23,569 beneficiaries 

have so far availed CLSS benefits involving Rs.531.27 Cr. of subsidy amount. 

To make the CLSS more beneficiary friendly, a CLSS Awas Portal (CLAP) has 

been launched for more efficient and transparent processing of the claims and 

to create more awareness about the Scheme.  This Portal also has a CLSS 

Tracker, which enables beneficiaries to track the status of their applications. 

The Ministry along with the Central Nodal Agencies (CNAs), has been 

conducting CLSS awareness campaigns for beneficiaries and workshops for 

sensitization & interaction with Bankers and Housing Finance Companies in 

various parts of the country for attracting beneficiaries and effective 

implementation of CLSS. This has resulted in more number of beneficiaries 

availing of subsidy under CLSS. 

In addition to National Housing Bank (NHB) and Housing and Urban 

Development Corporation (HUDCO), State Bank of India (SBI) has also been 

nominated as Central Nodal Agency (CNA) to channelize CLSS subsidy to 

beneficiaries taking housing loan from SBI branches." 
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(ii)  Atal Mission for Rejuvenation and Urban Transport (AMRUT)  

   

3.69 AMRUT was Launched on 25th June, 2015 for five year period from FY 2015-16 

to 2019-20 in 500 cities as Centrally Sponsored Schemes including cities with one 

lakh or more as per census 2011, all States Capital, Tourist Destinations with its 

coverage to 60% of Urban population for Water Supply, Sewerage & Septage 

Management, Storm, Water Management, Green Space and Parks Non-Motorised 

Urban Transport, Implementation of Reform etc. The Ministry of Housing and Urban 

Affairs in their presentation before the Committee given the following expenditure 

highlights about AMRUT: 

 (a) The approved plan size for projects is Rs.77,640 cr. of which Central 

 share is Rs.35,990 cr.  

 (b) Balance amount of Rs.41,650 cr. is to be borne by the States/ULBs.  

Total projects taken up by States/UTs for Rs.83,851 cr. Some States have 

taken projects in excess of approved plans, in such cases entire excess amount 

will be borne by the States. 

Sector wise break up  Physical Progress  
 

(i) Water Supply   
Rs 39,011 crore (50%) 

(i) Contracts awarded & Work in 
Progress (Rs.64,582 cr.) 

(ii) Sewerage & Septage  
Rs. 32,456 crore (42%) 

(ii) Projects completed 
 (Rs.8,717 cr.) 

 

(iii) Drainage 

Rs.2,969 crore (4%) 

(iii) NIT issued (Rs.6,687 cr.) 

 

(iv) Urban Transport 
Rs. 1,436 crore (2%) 

(iv) DPRs approved (Rs.3,865 cr.) 
 

(v) Green Spaces & Parks 
Rs. 1,768 crore (2%) 

(v) DPRs to be prepared/ approved 
(Rs.593 cr.) 
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Physical Progress  Financial Progress  

(i) 

 

 

Water tap 
connections 

 

Target  Progress  Status of Funds Released  

 

139 

Lakh 

71 Lakh (i) On Projects*- Rs. 21,580 cr 

(ii) Sewer 

connections 
 

145 

Lakh 

43 Lakh (ii) Reform incentives- Rs. 

1839 cr 

(iii) 
 
 

Green Spaces 
& Parks 
 

Work done (iii
) 
 

 
A&OE- Rs. 865 cr 1,400+ parks 

developed 5,200+ 
acre under 
greening 

(iv) Green Mobility 
(Cycle tracks 

and 
pedestrian)   

90+ projects 
completed 

260+ projects 
under progress 

(iv) GIS Based Master plan- Rs. 
98 cr 

    (v) LAP-TPS- Rs. 7 cr 

 

* For AMRUT projects Rs.18,436 cr & for erstwhile JnNurm Rs.3,144 cr 

Progress in Implementation of Reforms  

Sector  Target  Actual  

(i) Energy efficiency 
Energy Efficient Lights 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
Energy Audit of Water 

Pumps 
 

100 Lakh 
Results-  
(i) Increased 

illumination 
(ii) Energy 

savings upto 
161.48 crore KWh 
per annum 

(iii) Reduction 
in CO2 emission 
by 12.92 lakh 

tonnes per annum 
 

Energy audit 
completed in 384 
cities & 11,629 

pumps identified 
for replacement. 

74 Lakh 
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(ii) Credit rating  
 

 

Work done 

(i) Credit rating awarded to 469 cities  

(ii) 163 cities received Investible Grade 
Rating 

(iii) 36 cities across 12 States/UTs 
have A- and above rating  

(iii) Municipal bonds 
 

Municipal Bonds worth Rs.3,390 crore 
have been issued in 8 cities namely 
Pune, Hyderabad, Bhopal, Indore, 

Amravati, Vishakhapatnam, 
Ahmedabad and Surat. 

(iv) Capacity building 
 

45000 52017 

(v) Ease of doing business 
through seamless 
integration 

Online Building Permission System 
(OBPS) implemented in 2,053 
towns/cities 440 AMRUT Mission cities 

out of  500 have operationalized OBPS  
 OBPS implemented in all the ULBs of 
13 States/ UTs  

 

3.70 During the course of examination, the Committee inquired about the 

achievement of the objective with outlined coverage, the Ministry of Housing and 

Urban Affairs informed: 

"AMRUT Mission was launched for a period of five years: 2015-2020. Major 

objectives of the Mission are universal coverage of water supply and 

substantial improvement in sewerage and septage management in 500 mission 

cities along with provisioning green spaces and parks, storm water drains and 

non-motorized urban transport. So far 71 lakh new water tap connections 

against target of 139 lakh and 43 lakh new sewer connections against target of 

145 lakh have been provided. In addition, existing infrastructure for water 

supply and sewerage has been strengthened. More than 1,400 parks have been 

developed adding more than 5,200 acres of green area. Although the objectives 

of the Mission are being achieved in progressive manner, extension of the 

Mission till 2022 is required to achieve the objectives fully." 

 

(a)  Allocation vis -à-vis utilization  

3.71 The following are the figures of allocation vis-à-vis is utilization during two 

years: 
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(Rs. in Cr) 

Year  BE RE Actuals a s on 
31.12.2018  

2018-19 Rs. 6000.00 cr Rs. 6400.00 cr Rs. 4747.54 cr 

2019-20 Rs. 7300.00 cr Rs. 6392.00 cr Rs. 5850.54 cr 

2020-21 Rs. 7300.00 cr   

  

3.72 During the course of examination the Committee pointed out that funds for 

AMRUT Scheme has risen from Rs. 6000.00 cr in BE (2018-19) to Rs. 7300.00 cr 

during BE (2019-20) and same level of funds have been proposed for BE (2020-21). 

Asked about the reasons for higher funds during above period, the MoH&UA stated: 

 “The duration of Mission is five years : 2015-20. First two years of the Mission 

were largely utilized for approval of SAAPs, preparation and approval of DPRs 

and award of contracts. Subsequently, pace of implementation of the mission 

increased and like-wise utilization of funds also increased necessitating 

demand for higher funds in subsequent years.” 

Quantum of Funds   

3.73 The Mission outlay of Rs. 1 lakh Cr including Central share of Rs. 50,000 and 

rest with States/UTs. Out of which Rs. 77,640 Cr has been earmarked as State 

Annual Action Plans (SAAPs) including Rs. 35,900 of Commuted Central Assistance. 

About the overall progress with regard to utilization of SAAP size of Rs. 77,640 cr and 

corresponding release of Committed Central Assistance of Rs. 35,900 cr as on 

31.01.2020 State wise, the Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs gave the following 

details: 

 "Overall expenditure on projects as on 31.01.2020 is Rs. 29,346 Cr against 

SAAP size of Rs.77,640 Cr. Total central assistance released to States/UTs for 

projects is Rs. 18,436 Cr against committed Central Assistance of Rs.35,990 
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Cr. So far, the States have furnished UC for Rs.13,586 Cr against the Central 

share released. Details are as under: 

 (Amount in Rs.cr) 

Statement Showing State-wise overall expenditure, Central Assistance released and UC received as on 
31.01.2020 

# 
State/UTs SAAP Size 

Committed 
Central 
Assistance 

Central  
Assistance 
Released (CA) 

UC of CA 
Received 

Actual 
Expenditure 
as per portal 

1 Andaman and 
Nicobar Islands 

10.82 10.82 6.48 3.93 4.67 

2 Andhra Pradesh 2,890.17 1,056.62 866.38 619.69 1562.23 

3 Arunachal Pradesh 140.25 126.22 42.88 25.25 21.46 

4 Assam 657.14 591.42 73.23 0.22 2.75 

5 Bihar 2,469.77 1,164.80 369.93 351.28 758.8 

6 Chandigarh 95.07 54.09 53.26 32.06 51.47 

7 Chhattisgarh 2,192.76 1,009.74 553.57 426.25 877.41 

8 Dadra and Nagar 
Haveli 

10.82 10.82 6.43 2.16 28.34 

9 Daman and Diu 18.03 18.03 3.60 1.61 23.15 

10 Delhi 802.31 802.31 312.00 110.06 186.04 

11 Goa 209.18 104.58 20.91 6.40 12.2 

12 Gujarat 4,884.42 2,069.96 1,593.36 1,447.37 2302.03 

13 Haryana 2,565.74 764.51 442.61 270.66 670.25 

14 Himachal Pradesh 304.52 274.07 145.61 79.13 107.61 

15 Jammu and 
Kashmir 

593.05 533.72 419.50 245.96 218.32 

16 Jharkhand 1,245.74 566.17 332.45 167.53 330.59 

17 Karnataka 4,952.87 2,318.79 1,852.41 1,265.24 2921.32 

18 Kerala 2,359.38 1,161.20 426.97 325.97 621.4 

19 Lakshadweep 3.61 3.61 1.42 0.73 0.87 

20 Madhya Pradesh 6,200.67 2,592.86 2,396.29 1,201.50 3189 

21 Maharashtra 7,759.32 3,534.08 1,532.52 946.78 2377.39 

22 Manipur 180.31 162.28 96.21 95.63 104.35 

23 Meghalaya 80.14 72.12 8.91 0.00 0 

24 Mizoram 140.25 126.22 74.44 74.44 41.78 

25 Nagaland 120.22 108.19 33.66 21.63 26.92 

26 Odisha 1,598.96 796.97 785.23 565.19 1207.17 

27 Puducherry 64.91 64.91 12.98 12.98 15.38 

28 Punjab 2,766.62 1,204.47 240.89 240.89 398.94 

29 Rajasthan 3,223.94 1,541.95 871.42 758.51 1587.05 

30 Sikkim 40.06 36.06 12.50 7.21 9.49 

31 Tamil Nadu 11,194.78 4,756.58 1,686.74 1,686.74 3726.96 

32 Telangana 1,666.26 832.60 480.82 451.30 981.64 

33 Tripura 148.25 133.43 26.68 14.53 153.58 

34 Uttar Pradesh 11,421.67 4,922.46 1,470.52 1,197.49 3017.07 
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35 Uttarakhand 593.02 533.72 198.70 185.17 214.65 

36 West Bengal 4,035.00 1,929.32 984.30 744.60 1593.62 

Total 77,640.02 35,989.70 18,435.81 13,586.09 29,345.90 

 

(b) Progress in implementation of projects  

3.74 The Ministry has given the following data:    Projects in Nos  

 (i) Contracts awarded & Work in Progress (Rs.64,582 cr.) - 2929 

 (ii) Projects completed  (Rs.8,717 cr.)    - 2414 

 (iii) NIT issued (Rs.6,687 cr.)     - 319  

 (iv) DPRs approved (Rs.3,865 cr.)     - 116 

 (v) DPRs to be prepared/ approved (Rs.593 cr.)  -  

3.75 The Ministry has also stated that some States have taken projects in excess of 

their approved SAAPs. In such cases the entire excess amount is to be borne by the 

States. During the course of evidence the representatives of MoH&UA a 

representative of MoH&UA clarified: 

 “ÞØ, ÒȕØɭ ¾ɰŘɡ Öʃ yÖȗÍ ×ɨÅÑɟ ¾ɟ ÈɨÈÙ ŢɨÅɭĆʨÞ 77,000 ¾Øɨî ȻÒ×ɭ ¾ɟ ßɡ ßɮ] ȏÏÞĞÔØ ÖßɡÑɭ ¾ɭ 
Åɨ Õɠ zɯ¾îɭ Îɭ,  it was some Rs. 7,500 crore, but right now works amounting to 

Rs. 8,800 crore are completed and contracts for Rs. 64,622 crore are 

awarded.  So, total put together, we have crossed Rs. 73,400 crore out of Rs. 

77,000 crore and more than half of them are going to get completed by 

December, 2020.  So, we are making a good progress.  ¾ɭÛÙ 3,000 ¾Øɨî ȻÒ×ɭ ¾ɟ 
Û¾x yÛɟÊx Ñßɡɰ ßȓz ßɮ] zÅ ¾ɥ ÍɟØɡ¿ Öʃ ×ß ÊɠÒɠzØ ĦÈɭÅ ÒØ ßɮó 

3.76 During the course of evidence the following sector wise details at different 

stages came up before the Committee: 
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S 
No 

Sector  Contracts 
Awarded  

Work 
Completed  

NITs Issued  DPRs 
Approved  

1. Water  1244 379 59 26 

2. Sewage and 
Septage 

697 156 91 26 

3. Water 

Drainage 

761 296 18 11 

4. Non-Motorized 

Urban 
Transport 

322 94 16 17 

5. Green Space 
and Parks 

2280 1413 120 50 

 
6. 
 

7. 

        Achievements  
Water Taps Connections     64.99 Lakhs 
       - Targets 145 Lakhs 

Sewage Connections     41.80 Lakhs 
        106.79 Lakh 

 
 

 

3.77 During the course of evidence the Committee pointed out as compare to 

primary concerns of AMRUT of Water Supply and Sewerage Management, a large 

number of projects are being implemented in Green Space Cover/Parks besides the 

achievements were less than targets in water tab connection and sewerage 

connection, a representative of MoH&UA clarified: 

 “AMRUT had three SAAP stages.  The budget flow was like this.  For example, 
UP has a size of 11,500 crore apprx. But they had to submit SAAP I SAAP II 

and SAAP III and it would be approved.  But the Ministry had approved SAAP 
sizes of all the three SABs by 2017.  So, what has been approved in third 
SAAP, that goes on for 2.5 years and especially many of the States which are 

doing the projects like Odisha, they never had the experience of doing 
underground drainage to find the contractors, to get the people to do 

manholes.” 

3.78 The witness elaborating the work done on sewerage connection, the witness 

added: 
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 “Regarding the present work which is going on, for the first time, we have 
made a concerted effort and 7100 MLD STP capacity is getting created across 

the country.  This is the first time that a focussed effort on sewerage is getting 
done but there is a problem of giving connection to sewerage till we complete 
the STPs and the underground pipelines. Actually, some of the States never 

implemented such projects on such huge quantities earlier.  They are finding it 
difficult to find contractors but not that is getting ironed out. For example, Goa 
could not do anything because of the coastal management plan.  They are 

again a poor performing State.   Now they are refurbishing their projects 
outside their coastal management plan.  We have agreed to it. Now they will 

start the work. Punjab could not find matching resources. Tamil Nadu was 
waiting for some loan.  Of course, for Tamil Nadu, it is Rs. 11,500 crores like 
UP.  Both of them have the highest amount taken.   On water supply, 

connections are going very fine but sewerage work will happen and we are 

hopeful to achieve our target in 2020-22 end.  It has made a real difference.”   

 

3.79 The witness further added” 

 “Many sub urban areas have not been declared as urban agglomerations 
whereas they are urban agglomerations.  We really went to each of the 

households and here, we find that v©Sv~©St p¶ m~ |¦« ¦³, v| v©t« v¦İOf |¦© ¦³ {© t¦ħÊ 

We got a 90 per cent satisfaction level from across India.  We have interviewed 

most of the women of the households. 100 Ľ¶h²ñķ¥ a¶ ~²a| h¶ a©z aĊ Ć~«k ¦İR ¦³, U¥a© ĸ©UOm 

ĽªwOc a© a©z ªa{© ¦³Ê It was a wonderful learning.  Some of the States like Orissa, 

Tripura, etc. have done well.  We never thought that these people will give 
water at one go. But the design of the mission is such that money is given 

partly  and priority is mentioned.  We never interfere with the approval 
process. It is completely handled by the State Government.  But the design of 

the mission is very great.  

 

3.80 Non availability of contracts capability for handling huge projects, revision of 

SAAPs by States due to local constraints etc are outlined before the Committee 

during examination of DFG (2019-20). Asked about the problems still continue and 

States which are facing such problems, the MoH&UA stated: 

 “The progress of awarding the projects has improved substantially. Against 

total approved SAAPs of Rs.77,640 Cr., projects worth Rs. 73,085 Cr. (more 

than 94% of approved SAAPs) have been awarded/completed. Progress of 
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award of contracts is slow in the State of Meghalaya due to local constraints 

like forest issues.” 

(c)  Credit Rating of AMRUT Cities  

3.81 The Committee recalled that during examination of DFG (2019-20) on the issue 

of credit rating of AMRUT cities, they were informed about inviting representatives of 

55 cities and their Chief Secretaries with Experts and Bankers before National Stock 

Exchange at Mumbai for improving Credit Rating of AMRUT cities. The Committee 

wanted to know the outcome of the above convergence and in what way it worked 

toward the work assigned, the Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs informed: 

"A conference on Municipal Bonds in association with National Stock Exchange 

was organized for consultation on improving credit rating to enable 50 cities to 
raise funds through issuance of municipal bonds by 2024. SEBI has 
constituted ‘Municipal Bonds Development Committee’ headed by Executive 

director, SEBI to advise SEBI on issues related to regulation and development 
of primary and secondary market for issuance of municipal debt securities. It 

is expected that the committee will facilitate the cities to raise funds through 

municipal bonds in the coming years." 

(d) Other aspects related with implementation of Reforms.  

3.82 During the course of evidence two prominent issues of strengthening finances 

of ULBs and energy audit came up before the Committee. On the issue of 

strengthening of finances of ULBs the Secretary, MoH&UA stated as under: 

ÝRvt² h¶ {.[~.x«h. a² w©Stâ¥ aĪ v¶h«£t aĪ x©p aĪ ¦³, {¦ ªxĎa¬~ ¥¦« ¦³Ê {.[~.x«. ~²¢~ v| h¶ 

v́ª~ªka~ ª¥Ĕkz ¦³, p¶ ¢² ~¶c t¦ħ f©¦p² ¦å ªa ¦©U¥ k³ñ¥ zâ ¢®ªŤ ¦¶, ¢©k| k³ñ¥ zâ ¢®ªŤ ¦¶ {© ªa¥« 

QĄ{ Ľa©| a² k³ñ¥ zâ ¢®ªŤ ¦¶Ê ~¶a~ ~²¢~ v| ¢² ªa¥« Ľa©| a© \¥© ģ|Ĕa ~²t© t¦ħ f©¦p² ¦åÊ a¬g hc¦ 

v| ~¶cƊ t² ªa{© ¦³Ê S¥a© r¥|© p|«a© {¦ ¦¶p© ¦³ ªa Rv {¦ SOĒ{¶| a|âc² ªa h¶ ~¶c S¥ t²k zâ t¦ħ ¦³, 

Uta¶ t²k zâ ~² R[OÊ \¥© t©cv¬|, ¦³r|©x©r, ~btV t² ªa{© ¥ª¦p x¦İp ¥©|² £¦|Ɗ t² ªa{©Ê UĄ¦Ɗt² Ư¶t ¥¢ã 

a|a² ¦| [a ¦©U¥ aĪ ªmk²~ ªta©~ r« ¦³Ê {¦ 40-50 v|¥âk ¦¶ v©{© q©, ~²ªat {¦ ªw| y« ¥ªwª£[Ok t¦ħ 

¦³Ê S¥ x©p a¶ pz©z az²k«h t² a¦© ¦³Ê Qy« Ľ²hâk~« w©Stâ¥ az«£t ¥² h¶ ģ|v¶kè RT q« p¶ U¥zâ y« 

SĄ¦Ɗt² S¥a² ª~[ h¶| ªr{© ¦³ ªa a³¥² S¥a² ģ|¥¶¥ãh a¶ xÃ© ¥ap² ¦åÊ We are thinking over it. [a ¦zt² 

t{© Sªtª£{²ªk¢ ª~{© ¦³Ê ¦z ht©ĸ¦ ¥OĔq© a² z©ă{z ¥² v¶kè~ p³{©| a| |¦² ¦åÊ S¥ v¶kè~ a² z©ă{z ¥² ¦| 
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[a {.[~.x«. aĪ ø{©r© ¥² ø{©r© f«hƊ a¶ _vt Qv a| râÊ h³¥² Rv r²bâc² ªa Uî| Ľr²£ aĪ Rx©r« a© 

k¶k~ |²¢²Ą{ 20 a|¶Â Rp© ¦³ ̀| c¬h|©p a© 200 a|¶Â |²¢²Ą{ Rp© ¦³Ê S¥zâ r¥ c¬t² a© waè ¦³Ê \¥© t¦ħ 

¦³ ªa c¬h|©p a² ~¶c x¦İp ø{©r© ģ|f ¦å ̀| {¦©O v| ~¶c c|«x ¦åÊ Qc| Rv waè r²bâ p¶ 10-20 v|¥âk a© 

waè ¦¶ ¥ap© ¦³, ~²ªat w©Stâª£{~ v́ªh£t x¦İp b|©x ¦³Ê This is a kind of learning we are trying 

to use. ht©ĸ¦ a² z©ă{z ¥² ¦zt² {¦ xt©t² aĪ a¶ª££ aĪ ¦³ÊÝ 

 

 

3.83 Asked about the State-wise, year-wise share of State vis-à-vis that of their 

ULBs in revenue generation during the last three years, the MoH&UA stated: 

 
 “The data as available is as under: 

 

Own Revenue as a % of Revenue Receipts of the ULBs  

S.No  State Name  2014 -15  2015 -16  2016 -17  

1 Andhra Pradesh 64.68 70.28 72.91 

2 Assam 32.22 45.72 63.54 

3 Chhattisgarh 49.00 42.71 58.01 

4 Goa 47.04 50.63 64.32 

5 Gujarat 49.24 48.50 59.66 

6 Haryana 23.81 37.53 22.66 

7 Jharkhand 23.21 31.58 33.50 

8 Karnataka 53.71 42.92 29.75 

9 Kerala 36.61 36.82 42.57 

10 Madhya Pradesh 31.87 29.75 26.57 

11 Maharashtra 42.18 39.19 41.03 

12 Manipur 5.43 6.82 9.98 

13 Mizoram 1.66 4.54 16.36 

14 Odisha 15.87 18.64 19.60 

15 Punjab 21.30 23.98 39.55 

16 Rajasthan 21.55 23.23 16.90 

17 Tamil Nadu 37.02 34.68 41.23 

18 Telangana 72.81 75.53 89.02 

19 Tripura 10.25 8.68 71.56 

20 Uttar Pradesh 17.01 21.39 24.93 

21 Uttarakhand 13.46 18.60 19.61 

22 West Bengal 36.29 36.12 35.88 
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It can be seen that some states have shown an increasing trend in the 

percentage of own revenue to total revenue receipts during the three years 

 

3.84 Asked in what way, the share of ULBs can be strengthened from further 

destinations, the MoH&UA stated: 

 

“The Ministry has been advising and encouraging States to implement the 74th 
Constitutional Amendment Act (CAA) in letter and spirit so that proper 
devolution of powers vis-à-vis, functions, functionaries and funds is achieved. 

To bridge the gap in the requirement of funds for the functions of the ULBs, 
the States need to assign the levy and collection of appropriate taxes, duties, 

tolls and fees to the Municipalities. In order to improve the efficiency of 
collection of the existing sources of revenue by the municipalities, the Ministry 
has sponsored studies for improvement of property tax collection (71 cities), 

enhancement of advertisement tax (135 cities), value capture financing (132 
cities) etc. 

 In addition, the Ministry is also encouraging the ULBs to raise funds by 

issue municipal bonds through funding the cost of credit rating.” 

 

3.85 On the issue of energy audit the witness added: 

 “Rvt² [thĨ ]ªmk a² x©|² zâ x©p aĪ q«Ê ¦z T.T.[¥.[~. a² Ū©|© [thĨ ]ªmk a|©p² ¦åÊ S¥zâ ¦z r¶ 

f«hƊ a© [thĨ ]ªmk a|©p² ¦åÊ S¥zâ [a Ĕƭ«k~©Sk a© [thĨ ]ªmk a|©p² ¦åÊ [thĨ ]ªmk a|©a| a³¥² 

¦z Ĕƭ«k~©Sk a¶ aĄ¢kè a|â ̀| a|âk ~©Sk ¥² [~.T.m«. zâ aĄ¢kè a|â p¶ U¥¥² ªapt« ¥²ª¢Oc ¦¶c« ̀| 

U¥ ¥²ª¢Oc ¥² ªapt² ¥©~ zâ U¥a¶ |«v²zâk a| ¥ap² ¦åÊ Rh ¦z©|² ~cyc 1 a|¶Â ¥² q¶Â² az k¶k~ Ĕƭ«k 

~©Sk a² v́SOķ¥ ¦å ̀| Utzâ ¥² 500 Ĕz©kè ª¥k«h zâ 74 ~©b xr~ f¬a² ¦å ̀| x©aĪ Ľ¶¥²¥ zâ ¦åÊ ¦zt² 

[z._.{. T.T.[¥.[~. a² ¥©q ¥©St ªa{© ¦³ ªa ªhpt² y« ¢©k| ̀| ¥«¢| a² vĊĆ¥ ¦å, Uta¶ [thĨ 

[ªwª£[Ok a² Ū©|© fâh ªa{© h©[Ê [thĨ [ªwª£[Ok vOĆ¥ Ĕk©| |²k²m ¦¶p² ¦å, ªhta² x©|² zâ Rva¶ x¦İp ¥©|² 

Ĕk©| |²ªkOc a² x©|² zâ vp© ¦¶c©Ê Qc| ¦z Ĕk©| |²k²m vĊĆ¥ ¥² a|âc² p¶ [thĨ ¥²ª¢Oc ¦¶c«Ê U¥ [thĨ ¥²ª¢Oc ¥² 5 

¥©~, 7 ¥©~ ģ|v² a| ¥ap² ¦åÊ ¦z 400 ¥² ø{©r© ª¥k«h zâ [¥²¥zâk a|© f¬a² ¦åÊ Please understand that 

this is the work of the State Government and local bodies. We are pursuing them ªa Uta¶ 

¢aè Q~́k a| ªr{© h©[Ê ¥|, 384 ª¥k«h a© [¥²¥zâk aĊĆ~«k ¦¶ f¬a© ¦³Ê aT £¦|Ɗ zâ ]~|²m« a©z f~ 

|¦© ¦³Ê aT £¦|Ɗ t² ģ|Ć~²¥ y« a| ªr{© ¦³Ê Work is in progress. 500 £¦|Ɗ zâ 98 ~©b Ĕƭ«k ~©Sķ¥ ¦å, 

ªhtzâ 74 ~©b ]~|²m« ¦¶ f¬aĪ ¦åÊ {² 500 £¦| ª¦Ąr¬Ĕp©t aĪ a|«x 65 Ľªp£p Rx©r« a¶ a¢| a|p² ¦åÊÝ 
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3.86 The Committee further enquired whether it is cost effective, the witness 

clarified: 

ÝAbsolutely, Madam, because you do not have to spend even a single penny. T.T.[¥.[~. 

U¥a¶ ģ|Ć~²¥ a| r²p© ¦³ ̀| RvaĪ h¶ ¦| z¦«t² aĪ ¥²ª¢Oc ¦¶p« ¦³, U¥ ¥²ª¢Oc ¥² Rv v² a|p² ¦åÊ U¥zâ 

Rva© 5 ¥©~, 6 ¥©~, 7 ¥©~ a² ª~[ ]ªmk a² Rs©| v| h³¥© Rva© [ñ¥våªmf| ¦³, U¥a² ª¦¥©x ¥² 

Rva© |«v²zâk ¦¶ h©p© ¦³ÊÝ 

(e) Addressing imbalance in functions and finances of ULBs . 

3.87 In a post evidence replies it came out before the Committee that Reports of the 

High Powered Committee quoted above raised issue of imbalance between functions 

and finances of ULBs and need for generation of revenue at the level of ULB was 

underlined since most of States have not devolved taxation power to ULBs and as a 

result the share of our revenue of ULBs has gone down from 63%  in 2003 to as low 

as 53% in 2007-08 and 44% in 2015-16 and is still declining. Asked in what way, the 

above imbalance in functions and finances of ULBs can be addressed, the MoH&UA in post 

evidence reply stated: 

“As per the 74th Constitution Amendment Act (CAA), the power to assign taxes, 

duties, tolls and fees to the Municipalities and providing grants-in-aid to the 
Municipalities from the Consolidated Fund of the States, is given to the State 

Governments. Further, it prescribes the constitution of State Finance 
Commission (SFC) every five years for determination of taxes, duties, tolls and 
fees to be assigned to the Municipalities and the duration of grants-in-aid from 

the Consolidated Fund of the State. To correct the imbalance in the functions 
and finances, the State Governments to implement the 74th CAA by assigning 
appropriate taxes, duties, tolls and fees to the municipalities and timely 

constitution of State Finance Commission and implementation of their 

recommendations. 

(f ) Issues concerning Mathura and Agra  

3.88 During the Course of evidence, various issues concerning Mathura and Agra 

came up before the Committee. About Mathura, the issue of improving of public 
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transport and bringing Mathura within the jurisdiction of NCR for getting necessary 

infrastructure came up before the Committee. About improving the public transport 

the Secretary, MoH&UA clarified: 

 “z³mz, Rvt² h¶ y« z¬ţ² Ul©[ ¦å, U¥zâ ø{©r©p| |©ø{ ¥|a©| a² ¦« ï²Ļ©ªsa©| ¢©~² ¦åÊ ¦z 

Utzâ a¶T SOk|w²{|â¥ t¦ħ a| ¥ap² ¦åÊ {² ¥x a©z |©ø{ ¥|a©| {© ~¶a~ x́m«Á a¶ a|t² ¦åÊ 

ø{©r©p| \¥² a©z ¦å, ªhta² Vv| ¦z©|© a¶T Qªsa©| t¦ħ ¦³Ê Ur©¦|o a² ª~[ Rvt² ƭ²t a² x©|² 

zâ a¦© ¦³, ƭ²t a² x©|² zâ v¦~© p¶ zq¬|© zâ vªĈ~a ƭ©OĔv¶kè a² p·| v| x¥ f~t« f©ª¦[Ê px h© 

a| ̀| ªa¥« ª¥Ĕkz aĪ x©p ¦¶ ¥ap« ¦³Ê ¥x¥² v¦~² p¶ ¢¦ đ{¢Ĕq© ¦¶t« f©ª¦[Ê U¥a² ª~[ 

|©ø{ ¥|a©| Qvt« m«v«R| xt©[, U¥a¶ wOm a|², ĔaĪz xt© a| U¥ v| a©z a|t© f©ª¦ [Ê 

Qc| ¦z©|« ªa¥« ĔaĪz zâ wOªmOc ¦¶ ¥ap« ¦³ p¶ ¦z ~¶c hƀ| a|âc²Ê zq¬|© a² ª~[ y« z²ƭ¶ Ą{ 
a² x©|² zâ Ľ¶h²ñk xt© ¥ap² ¦å, 50-60 ¦h©| a|¶Â ſv{² Ľªp ªa~¶z«k| bf©è R[c©Ê Qc| v©Of-

g¦ ªa~¶z«k| pa m©~ râ p¶ U¥¥² a©wĪ ø{©r© waè R ¥ap© ¦³Ê Initiative has to come 

from the State Government. t p¶ ¦z©|² v©¥ ģ|¥¶¥ãh ¦å, t z³t v́¢| ¦³ ªa ¦z ¦| £¦| a© 

Ľ¶h²ñk xt©[Oc²Ê |©ø{ ¥|a©| a¶ ¦« ¢¦©O a© áªĊĽ¦âª¥¢ z¶x²ª~k« Ć~©t, ªh¥a¶ ¥«[zx« a¦p² 

¦å, ¢¦ xt©t© vÂ²c©, Ĕkm« a|t« vÂ²c«, ~¶cƊ a© v³ktè ñ{© ¦³, [a ªrt a² ª~[ p¶ a¶T Ć~©t xt 

t¦ħ ¥ap© ¦³ ªa [a ªrt Qc| x¦İp y«Â ¦¶ h©p« ¦³, U¥a© Ć~©t xt©[O, ~²ªat U¥a© a¬g 

aOkâhâk Ć~©t xt© ¥ap² ¦å, ~²ªat v|© Ć~©t t¦ħ xt© ¥ap² ¦åÊ ¢¦©O v| vªĈ~a a© ñ{© z¢zâk ¦³, 

ƭ³ªwa a© ñ{© z¢zâk ¦³, ¢¦ ¥©|« [ñ¥|¥©Sh a|t² a² x©r ªw| ¢² R ¥ap² ¦å, ]Ďk|t²ªk¢ 

[t©~©Sª¥¥ a|t² a² x©r ªa ñ{©-ñ{© ]Ďk|t²ªkđ¥ ¦z©|² v©¥ Uv~Ĉs ¦åÊ z¬i² ~cp© ¦³ ªa h¶ 

¥x¥² v¦~© ]Ďk|t²ªk¢ ¦³, ¢¦ x¥ f~©t² a© ¦³Ê Qc| x¥ f~©[O p¶ U¥¥² vªĈ~a a¶ ģ|~«w ¦¶ 

¥ap© ¦³ÊÝ 

3.89 The witness added: 

 òz³mz, S¥«ª~[ |©ø{ ¥|a©| h¶ ªxĎa¬~ tÁr«a ¦³, |©ø{ ¥|a©| a¶ S¥ Ľa©| a© áªĊĽ¦âª¥¢ z¶ªxª~k« 

Ć~©t xt©t© f©ª¦[Ê Uta¶ ¥¶ft© f©ª¦[ ªa a³¥² ¦z©|© h¶ Qxèt ªmh©St Ć~©t ¦³ ̀| áªĊĽ¦âª¥¢ 

z¶ªxª~k« Ć~©t ¦³, St r¶tƊ a¶ a³¥² z³|« a|âc²Ê 3 Mobility is a very important infrastructure, as much 

as water, sewage or sanitation. ¢¦ ¥©|« f«hâ a|t² a² x©r |©ø{ ¥|a©| Qc| xt© a| r²c«, p¶ ªw| 

y©|p ¥|a©| ¥² x¦İp ¥©|² p|«a² ¦å, Qc| U¥a¶ ¦zâ a¶T [ñ¥k|t~ [m wOm a|t© ¦³ p¶ ¦z ¢¦ a| ¥ap² 

¦åÊ ¦z©|« a¶T ĔaĪz ¦³, U¥zâ ¦z U¥a¶ ~© ¥ap² ¦åÊ but the initiative has to come from them.  We 

do not have resources.  We do not have any body which is working for us in any such city. 

¦z©|² v©¥ p¶ a¶T \¥« x́m« y« t¦ħ ¦³Ê t p¶ ¦z©|© |«ht~ ¦³, t ª¥k« a© ¦³Ê h¶ ¦³, ¦z©|© ¥©|© a© ¥©|© aâļ 

¥|a©| zâ {¦ħ ¥² a©z a|p² ¦åÊ S¥ª~[ ¦z {¦ t¦ħ a| ¥ap² ¦åÊÝ 
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3.90 On the issue of brining Mathura in NCR fold, a representatives of NCRPB 

clarified: 

“¥|, ¦zt² S¥zâ r¶ ]Ć£t xt©[ ¦å, for delineation of NCR. v¦~© ]Ć£t ¦³ h¶ ¥· ªa~¶z«k| a² [ģ|{© 

zâ ¦³, and the contiguous areas. Beyond that, we have taken up the TOD concept. So, 

Mathura is coming within that purview.Þ 

3.91 In this context, the Secretary, MoH&UA also supplemented: 

“¥|, t²£t~ a³ªvk~ Ć~©ªtOc x¶mè a¶ ªzªtĔk| ¥©¦x f²{| a|p² ¦å, U¥zâ f©| Ĕk²k a² z¬ò{zOĻ« zâx¥è ¦åÊ 

y©|p ¥|a©| a² r¥|² ªzªtĔk| y« zâx¥è ¦åÊ U¥aĪ x¶mè aĪ z«ªkOc Qc~² r¶-z¦«t² zâ ¦¶c« ¦¶c«, ¦z©|² v©¥ 

ĽĔp©¢ ¦³ ̀| ¢¦ aĄ¥«m| ¦¶c©ÊÝ 

3.92 On the issue of improving urban transport in Agra on the issue of opening 

Mono Rail, the Secretary, MoH&UA clarified: 

“¥|, z¶t¶|²~ a² ª~[ v«[¥m« k¶k~ 10 ¥² 15 ¦h©| a² R¥-v©¥ ¦¶p© ¦³Ê v¦~« x©p p¶ z¶t²|²~ ¦z©|² r²£ zâ 

¥ñ¥²w¬~ t¦ħ ¦³Ê {¦ Ľ¶v|©Sk|« RSkz ¦³Ê v|² r²£y| zâ a²¢~ [a z¶t¶|²~ z¬OxT zâ ¦³Ê z¬OxT aĪ z¶t¶|²~ y« r¶ 

¥©~ pa xOr |¦«Ê ªw| ¦z ~¶cƊ t² x¦İp Ľ{Āt ªa{© p¶ ª¥Oc©v¬| aĪ aOvt« t² f©~ aĪÊ {¦ Ľ¶v|©Sk|« RSkz 

¦³Ê Qc| a|t© ¦« ¦¶c© p¶ Qy« ¦z ~¶c h¶ z²ƭ¶ a² t«f² z²ƭ¶ ~©Sk ̀| z²ƭ¶ Ą{ aĪ x©p a| |¦² ¦å, z²ƭ¶ Ą{ h¶ 

50-60 ¦h©| a|¶Â ſv{² v| ªa~¶z«k| a² ª¦¥©x ¥² k©{mè z²ƭ¶ f~²c« p¶ \¥² g¶k² k«{|-2 aĪ ª¥k«Á ¦å, Uta² 

ª~[ ¢¦ v{©èŬ ¦³Ê t©ª¥a y« zq¬|© ̀| ¢®Or©¢t h³¥© ¦« s©ªzèa ̀| Ră{©ªĀza aâļ ¦³, ¢¦©O v| ¦z ~¶c z²ƭ¶ 

Ą{ a² x©|² zâ ]~|²m« z¦©|©ēƭ ¥|a©| Ľ¶h²ñk xt© |¦« ¦³Ê zq¬|© a² ª~[ y« z²ƭ¶ Ą{ a² x©|² zâ Ľ¶h²ñk xt© 

¥ap² ¦å, 50-60 ¦h©| a|¶Â ſv{² Ľªp ªa~¶z«k| bf©è R[c©Ê Qc| v©Of-g¦ ªa~¶z«k| pa m©~ râ p¶ 

U¥¥² a©wĪ ø{©r© waè R ¥ap© ¦³Ê Initiative has to come from the State Government. t p¶ 

¦z©|² v©¥ ģ|¥¶¥ãh ¦å, t z³t v́¢| ¦³ ªa ¦z ¦| £¦| a© Ľ¶h²ñk xt©[Oc²Ê |©ø{ ¥|a©| a¶ ¦« ¢¦©O a© 

áªĊĽ¦âª¥¢ z¶x²ª~k« Ć~©t, ªh¥a¶ ¥«[zx« a¦p² ¦å, ¢¦ xt©t© vÂ²c©, Ĕkm« a|t« vÂ²c«, ~¶cƊ a© v³ktè ñ{© 

¦³, [a ªrt a² ª~[ p¶ a¶T Ć~©t xt t¦ħ ¥ap© ¦³ ªa [a ªrt Qc| x¦İp y«Â ¦¶ h©p« ¦³, U¥a© Ć~©t xt©[O, 

~²ªat U¥a© a¬g aOkâhâk Ć~©t xt© ¥ap² ¦å, ~²ªat v|© Ć~©t t¦ħ xt© ¥ap² ¦åÊ ¢¦©O v| vªĈ~a a© ñ{© 

z¢zâk ¦³, ƭ³ªwa a© ñ{© z¢zâk ¦³, ¢¦ ¥©|« [ñ¥|¥©Sh a|t² a² x©r ªw| ¢² R ¥ap² ¦å, ]Ďk|t²ªk¢ 

[t©~©Sª¥¥ a|t² a² x©r ªa ñ{©-ñ{© ]Ďk|t²ªkđ¥ ¦z©|² v©¥ Uv~Ĉs ¦åÊ z¬i² ~cp© ¦³ ªa h¶ ¥x¥² v¦~© 

]Ďk|t²ªk¢ ¦³, ¢¦ x¥ f~©t² a© ¦³Ê Qc| x¥ f~©[O p¶ U¥¥² vªĈ~a a¶ ģ|~«w ¦¶ ¥ap© ¦³ÊÝ 
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(iii)  100 SMART CITIES MISSION  

(a) Over view  

3.93 Smart Cities Mission (2015-2020) was started on 25th June, 2015 for 

promoting 100 cities in the country in four different rounds  for core infrastructure 

giving decent quality of life to the citizens for core issue of livability, economic ability 

and sustainability through Area Based Development and Pan City Development. The 

Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs in their presentation before the Committee 

gave the following differenciators: 

 (i) Competition  

(ii) Different Starting Points  

(iii) Special Purpose Vehicles (SPVs)  

(iv) Citizen Engagement  

(v) ABD + Pan City Strategy  

(vi) Convergence  

5151 projects in 100 Smart Cities with proposed investment of Rs. 205018 cr. 

3.94 The Funding pattern, proposed investment and project progress is as under: 

Funding Pattern  Proposed Investment in Key Sector  

SCM 45% Social Economic 
Development 

Rs. 43411 cr 

PPP 21% Mobility Rs. 43040 cr 

Conversion 21% Area Development  Rs. 41481 cr 

Others 13% Water & Waste 
Management 

Rs. 29465 cr 

  Energy & 
Environment 

Rs. 25435 cr 

  ICT Solutions Rs. 22156 cr 
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Project Progress  

Tendered 4508 projects Rs. 1,63,065 cr (80%) 

Grounded 3665 projects Rs. 1,20,550 cr (59%) 

Completed 1560 projects Rs. 25726 cr (13%) 
  

  

 

3.95 During the course of examination asked how far the MoH&UA has been able to 

address the issue of core infrastructure for decent quality of live to its citizens, 

livability, economic ability and sustainability taking into account that the mission 

like may not go beyond 2023 keeping in mind the year of selection of cities, the 

MoH&UA informed: 

“While the Mission was launched on 25 June 2015, 100 cities were selected in 

four rounds spread over two and half years from Jan 2016 to June 2018. The 

100 cities proposed 5,151 projects amounting to more than Rs. 2 lakh Cr..  

Given that every city gets 60 months to complete their projects, total Mission 

duration for 100 cities is 6000 ‘city-months’, out of which the cities, in 

aggregate, have so far spent only 3,660 city-months working on their projects. 

This is about 61% or an average of 3.2 years for the Mission. 

 

With the Mission Age of 3.2 years (out of 5 years), i.e. 61% of the Mission 

duration, the progress in SCM is as follows: 

¶ Projects Tendered – 80% of the total projects 

¶ Work Orders issued – 60% of the total projects 

¶ Projects Completed – 12.5% of the total projects 

It may be noted that, the pace of implementation of the Mission has increased 

in the last 1.5 years.  
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The Mission cities are on-course to achieve their respective targets and complete 

their projects as per schedule, which is 5 years from the date of selection of 

respective cities. 

The main achievements of the Mission are summarized below. 

Sector 
In Progress Completed 

Projects Cost Projects Cost 

Integrated Command and Control Centre (ICCC) 32 3,676 45 5,985 

Smart Roads 396 18,999 156 1,993 
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Smart Solar 67 1,304 41 218 

Smart Water 138 13,637 27 1,016 

PPP 174 18,456 78 2,365 

Vibrant Public Places 218 21,719 87 3,834 

All costs in Rs. Cr. 

(Source: SCM MIS, as on January 2020) 

3.96 During the course of evidence, the Secretary, MoH&UA also elaborated: 

 

Ý100 Ĕz©kè £¦|Ɗ zâ ¦z©|² k¶k~ Ľ¶h²ñķ¥ 5,100 a² a|«x ¦åÊ Stzâ ¥² a|«x 4,500 Ľ¶h²ñķ¥, a|«x 80 Ľªp£p, 1,60,000 

a|¶Â ſv{² a² Ľ¶h²ñķ¥ ĸ©Uÿm²m ¦å {© Ut v| a©z f~ |¦² ¦åÊ Stzâ ¥² ~cyc 25,000 a|¶Â ſv{² a² a©z v|² ¦¶ f¬a² ¦åÊ  S¥a² 

a©z aĪ {¦ ĸ©w ¦³Ê {¦ S¥ p|¦ f~ |¦© ¦³Ê ªa¥« y« f«h a¶ a|t² a² ª~[ hx [a x©| ĸ©Uÿm v| h©a| a|p² ¦å p¶ {¦ x¦İp 

p²h« ¥² f~p© ¦³Ê ~©Ĕk~«, ¦z©|² {² Ĕz©kè £¦| ht, 2018 zâ ¥²~²ñk ¦İ[ ¦åÊ ¥²~²ñk ¦¶t² a² x©r a|«x 17-18 z¦«t² Ľ¶h²ñk a¶ 

£¬ƀ a|t² zâ ~c h©p² ¦åÊ [a x©| Ľ¶h²ñk £¬ƀ ¦¶ c{© p¶ ªw| ¢¦ p²h« ¥² f~p© ¦³ÊÝ 

Round wise cities  

3.97 During the course of examination it came out before the Committee that 

following list following list of cities selected in various rounds under Smart Cities: 

Smart City Mission(100 Cities)  

 Jan -16   May -16   Sep-16   Jun -17   Jan -18  

 20 selected 
from 97 

 13 
selected 
from 23 

 27 
selected 
from 63 

 30 selected 
from 45 

 10 selected 
from 15 

S.
N
o 

Round 1 
Cities 

S. 
No 

 

Fast 
Track 
Cities 

S. 
No 

Round 2 
Cities 

S.
N
o 

Round 3 
Cities 

S. 
N
o 

Round 4 
Cities 

1. Bhubaneshw
ar 

1. Luckno
w 

1. Amritsar 1. Thiruvanan
tapuram 

1 Silvasa 

2. Pune 2. Warang
al 

2. Kalyan 
Dombivali 

2. Rajkot 2 Erode 

3. Jaipur 3. Dharam
shala 

3. Ujjain 3. Naya 
Raipur 

3 Diu 

4. Surat 4. Chandig
arh 

4. Tripati 4. Amaravati 4 Bihar 
Sharif 

5. Kochi 5. Raipur 5. Nagpur 5. Patna 5 Bareilly 

6. Ahmadabad 6. New 
Town 
Kolkatta 

6. Mangalore 6. Karimnaga
r 

6 Itanagar 

7. Jabalpur 7. Bhagalp
ur 

7. Vellore 7. Muzaffarpu
r 

7 Moradabad 
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8. Vishakhapat
nam 

8. Panaji 8. Thane 8. Puduchery 8 Saharanpu
r 

9. Solapur 9. Port 
Blair 

9. Gwalior 9. Gandhinag
ar 

9 Kavarati 

1
0. 

Davanagere 10
. 

Imphal 10
. 

Agra 1
0. 

Srinagar Jun-18 

1
1. 

Indore 11
. 

Ranchi 11
. 

Nashik 1
1. 

Sagar  10
. 

Shillong 

1
2. 

NDMC 12
. 

Agartala 12
. 

Raurkela 1
2. 

Karnal   

1
3. 

Coimbatore 13
. 

Faridab
ad 

13
. 

Kanpur 1
3. 

Satna   

1
4. 

Kakinada   14
. 

Madurai 1
4. 

Bangaluru   

1
5. 

Belgaum   15
. 

Tumkur 1
5. 

Shimla   

1
6. 

Udaipur   16
. 

Kota 1
6. 

Dehradun   

1
7. 

Guwahati   17
. 

Thanjavur 1
7. 

Tiruppur   

1
8. 

Chennai   18
. 

Namchi 1
8. 

Pimpri-
Chinchwad 

  

1
9. 

Ludhiana   19
. 

Jalandhar 1
9. 

Bilaspur   

2
0. 

Bhopal   20
. 

Shimoga 2
0. 

Pasighat   

    21
. 

Salem 2
1. 

Jammu   

    22
. 

Ajmer 2
2. 

Dahod   

    23
. 

Varanasi 2
3. 

Tirunelveli   

    24
. 

Kohima 2
4. 

Thoothuku
di 

  

    25
. 

Hubli-
Dharwad 

2
5. 

Tiruchirapa
lli 

  

    26
. 

Aurangaba
d 

2
6. 

Jhansi   

    27
. 

Vadodara 2
7. 

Aizawl   

      2
8. 

Allahabad   

      2
9. 

Aligarh   

      3
0. 

Gangtok   
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(b) Allocation and Utilization  

3.98 The MoH&UA has given the following data: 

Year BE RE 
Actuals as on 

31.12.2018 

2018-19 Rs. 6169.00 cr Rs. 6169.03 cr Rs. 4496.46 cr 

2019-20  Rs. 6450.00 cr Rs. 3450.00 cr Rs. 2305.76 cr 

 (as on 31.12.2019) 

2020-21 Rs. 6450.00  cr   

 

3.99 Asked about how the MoH&UA would  be able to manage with availability of 

funds on the above lines, the MoH&UA clarified: 

“The 100 Smart cities identified their financing plans based on available 

sources of funds while formulating their Smart City Proposals. The project 

implementation is expected to follow the funding pattern.”  

3.100  During the course of evidence the Committee pointed out that during 

2019-20 only Rs. 3450 cr were utilized which was 53% of the sanctioned amount, a 

representative of MoH&UA clarified: 

“So, in the previous years, what we had done was, we had released full 
instalments in the beginning and since these cities needed some time to start 
operations after setting up their SPVs and creating their human resources and 

appointing their staff and all that, we saw that this money was lying with them 
for a long time.  Therefore, we have reduced the amount that we have given as 

first instalment.  That is one reason why this amount has come down. The 
second is, since all the cities have been selected, by 2018, we were in the 
process of selection of cities.  So, the amount did not pick up that much.   But 

now since all the cities have been selected and the initial 18 months is getting 
over, we expect a large amount of expenditure next year which is why this Rs. 
3450 crore has jumped upto Rs. 6450 in the next year.  This was your 

question.” 

3.101  Asked whether the whole RE would be utilized, the witness hoped: 
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“We are working on that. Now we have all the cities have been selected.  The initial 
instalments have already been given. The first 100 cities have been selected.  The 

first 100 selection got completed in 2018. 

3.102  At this Secretary, MoH&UA added: 

“It is like a laboratory.  Once you do and develop some system, then that can be 
expanded.  It can be percolated down to many cities like Smart Education, Smart 

Water, etc.” 

 

3.103  During the course of examination the Committee were informed that a 

total of Rs. 17875 cr has been released to cities under SCM during 2015-16 to 2019-

20 and utilization of funds also increased from Rs. 1,000 cr. March 2018 to and Rs. 

8563.27 cr Oct, 2019. The Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs has given the 

following figure about releases vis-à-vis utilization under Smart City Mission during 

2018-19 and 2019-20: 

Year  Releases  UCs received  

2018-19 5855.60 2346.94 

2019-20 
(As on 

31.12.2019) 

2298.35 631.14 

 The State wise details are at Annexure -II . 

3.104  The Committee pointed out that Andhra Pradesh, Gujarat, Madhya 

Pradesh, Uttarakhand, West Bengal have fared well and other States are lagging 

behind. Asked about the poor response toward utilization of SCM funds, the 

MoH&UA clarified: 

“It is noted that for projects worth Rs.1,20,000 Cr. work orders have been 

issued as on 31st January 2020 which amounts to 60% of the total cost and 

utilization has improved to 55% of the total funds released. The utilization of 

funds is in line with the on-ground implementation of projects.” 
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3.105  The Committee also wanted to know whether the States have been 

properly advised to improve their performance, the MoH&UA further clarified: 

“Performance monitoring dashboard, which analyses the progress with respect 

to tender, work order, completion of each city and with respect to the cities 
selected in the same round. Every city is provided the status on a weekly basis 
through City Performance Sheet.  

3.106  MoHUA uses several mechanisms to ensure ground results are correctly 

reported and counsel State/Cities where performance is lacking, as follows. 

i) Field visits – Key officers of the Ministry and Smart Cities Mission have made 

field visits to the States and Smart Cities to review on-ground progress and 

assess implementation. These field visits include inter alia meetings the 

Principal Secretaries for Urban Development, city CEOs and Municipal 

Commissioners to jointly review the on-ground implementation, discuss issues 

related to execution and deliberate on measures to fast track progress. In 

addition to the above, the MMU/TASC teams have made numerous site visits 

to the cities to review on- ground progress. 

 In addition to field visits, the Mission has set in place the following 

mechanisms to monitor the status of projects. 

 

ii) City Reviews through Video Conferencing – The Mission Directorate of SCM 

conducts frequent reviews of progress achieved in cities. These VCs are 

attended by key officials including, inter-alia, Smart City CEOs, Principal 

Secretaries of the states, State Mission Directors, engineers, and city PMCs. 

The mission management unit within SCM has appointed City Support 

Coordinators who interface between cities and the Mission and MIS portal is 

updated by the cities with latest information. In the last two years, more than 

65 video conferences based meetings were conducted by the Mission 

Directorate to understand concerns of the cities, provide solutions and fast 

track implementation of the mission. 

 

iii) Smart Cities Events - For proactive monitoring and to get first-hand 

information on the progress and understand the problems faced by cities, the 

Mission keeps organizing events vis. Conferences, work-shops, seminars, etc. 

Three APEX conferences of Smart Cities CEOs have been held in which State 
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government officials, officials from MoHUA, domain experts and ecosystem 

partners participated in Bhopal, New Delhi and Vizag in 2018, 2019 and 

January 2020 respectively. ‘Transforming Urban Landscape’, a workshop to 

catalyze effective implementation was organized in Lucknow on 28-29 July 

2018. Zonal workshops named ‘Implementathon’ have been organized in 6 

Smart Cities including Chennai, New Delhi, Shillong, Ranchi, Gandhinagar 

and Panaji. In 2019, Implementathon was held in Panaji on 8th November 

2019, to address the cities which need to improve performance and 19 cities 

participated. The Implementathons ensured that progress of the mission 

picked up significantly during the period Sept, 2018 – Dec, 2019 with 

tendering of projects increasing by 136%, issue of work-order increasing by 

176% and work completion increasing by 211%. 

 

3.107  With the Mission Age of 3.2 years (out of 5 years), i.e. 61% of the Mission 

duration, the progress in SCM is as follows: 

¶ Projects Tendered – 80% of the total projects 

¶ Work Orders issued – 60% of the total projects 

¶ Projects Completed – 12.5% of the total projects 

3.108  On the issue of positive impact of Smart City the Secretary, MoH&UA 

during the course of evidence submitted: 

 Ý¥|, Qy« zåt² hx ª¢£©b©vîtz zâ Ĕz©kè ª¥k«h a² ¥«.T.{¶Á. a© áĄľâ¥ ªa{© p¶ zåt² [a tT 

f«h a¶ Qt©UO¥ ªa{©, Rv ~¶cƊ t² r²b© ¦¶c©, pz©z Qbx©|Ɗ ̀| z«ªm{© zâ y« S¥² xÂ© v́ªhªkđ~« ªva-

Qv ªa{© c{©Ê zåt² Û2020Ü ~´Ąf ªa{©, zp~x h¶ k´v-20 ¦³ ̀| h¶ x́kz-20 ¦³, zåt² r¶tƊ a¶ h¶Â ªr{©Ê 

[a £¦| a² ¥©q r¥|² £¦| a¶ h¶Â ªr{©Ê ¥|, ¦z©|² r²£ zâ [a |©ø{ zâ ¥©|² £¦| [a h³¥² t¦ħ ¦åÊ [a |©ø{ 

r¥|² |©ø{ h³¥© t¦ħ ¦³Ê ¦| |©ø{ a² ¥©q x¦İp Ĕƭc~ a|t© vÂp© ¦³, x¦İp a¶ª££ a|t« vÂp« ¦³Ê v|, ¦z zâ 

x¦İp áªĄwmâ¥ ¦³Ê ªh¥ Ľa©| ¥² z©tt«{ Ľs©t zOĻ« h« a© ª¢ht ¦³, he wants to transform India 

and we are trying our best to transform India.  

(c) Work done  

3.109  The Ministry has given the latest position as on 31.01.2020 

 (Cost is in Rs. Cr.) 

State 

Tendered Work Ordered  Work Completed 

No. of 

projects 
Cost 

No. of 

projects 
Cost 

No. of 

projects 
Cost 



86 
 

86 

 

Andaman Nicobar 

Islands 

6 37.68 3 20.33 2 14.33 

Andhra Pradesh 216 8495.27 193 7604.44 60 793.78 

Arunachal Pradesh 2 171.89 2 171.89 0 0 

Assam 11 561.44 7 38.93 2 5 

Bihar 78 4664.45 44 2695.41 8 527.88 

Chandigarh 49 1491.23 32 324.9 19 203.95 

Chhattisgarh 156 2974.93 116 2066.61 73 531.39 

Dadra and Nagar Haveli 5 183.16 5 183.16 2 10.9 

Daman and Diu 8 545.38 4 53.47 1 0.29 

Delhi 97 1281.87 90 1126.87 80 427.93 

Goa 22 392.02 18 348.34 9 14.77 

Gujarat 340 20102 268 14915.38 132 3466.36 

Haryana 43 1328.15 29 758.64 4 162.11 

Himachal Pradesh 40 674.47 35 445.21 12 207.37 

Jammu and Kashmir 30 1091.05 24 1033.52 9 47.07 

Jharkhand 29 3189.9 28 2603.44 2 49.57 

Karnataka 711 15388.53 602 12088.9 243 1760.1 

Kerala 84 2310.33 63 1614.05 6 575.48 

Lakshadweep 7 111.51 5 8.51 2 1.15 

Madhya Pradesh 575 22915.89 496 16389.18 270 5418.02 

Maharashtra 255 20710.06 210 15443.97 83 2266.94 

Manipur 17 445.91 4 275.16 0 0 

Meghalaya 2 50.02 1 0.02 0 0 

Mizoram 21 331.03 20 329.53 6 78.26 

Nagaland 20 443.28 17 381.2 9 125.67 

Odisha 46 5526.23 39 3526.42 13 838.48 

Puducherry 15 82.11 9 67.67 1 12.6 

Punjab 76 3506.07 40 977.64 5 12.22 

Rajasthan 334 6617.57 249 5048.08 99 956.73 

Sikkim 26 1179.95 20 822.7 1 7.64 

Tamil Nadu 363 13627.09 329 11924.7 93 655.41 

Telangana 60 1643.9 49 1385.77 9 515.46 

Tripura 73 900.28 58 586.76 25 17.95 

Uttar Pradesh 559 17852.68 454 13134.27 255 5919.31 

Uttarakhand 39 1645.4 32 1497.75 3 46.35 

West Bengal 73 326.6 54 167.66 15 6.86 

Total 4,488 1,62,799 3,649 1,20,060 1,553 25,677 

 

3.110  The Round wise details are as under: 

Under Smart Cities Mission, these projects are across 100 cities and at 
different milestones, as under: 
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Distribution of 

projects (stage 
wise)  

Under 

Implementation  

Tender 

stage  

DPR 

stage  

TPC (INR 

crore)  

Round 1 (20 cities) 17,251 10,665 7,777 35,693 

Fast Track (17 cities) 3,745 3,720 9,452 16,917 

Round 2 (27 cities) 12,139 9,323 9,209 30,671 

Round 3 (30 cities) 10,566 5,578 24,004 40,148 

Round 4 (10 cities) 471 749 6,811 8,031 

Grand Total 44,172 30,035 57,253 1,31,460 

 

Implementation 
schedule of SCM 

projects  (FY wise)  

FY 

2020  

FY 

2021  

FY 

2022  

FY 

2023  

FY 

2024  

TPC 
(INR 

crore)  

Grand Total 11,251 40,607 38,789 29,526 11,286 1,31,460 

 

 

3.111  These projects include infrastructure projects such as Smart Roads, 

Solid waste management, Smart Solar, Street lights, riverfront/lake side 

development, Smart meters and water supply, waste to energy projects etc.   

  

3.112  During the course of exmination asked about completed projects State-

wise the MoH&UA has  given the following information. 

State  

Smart Command 
and Central 

Centers  

Smart Roads  Smart Solar  
Smart 

Wastewater  
Smart Water  

No. of 

projects  
Cost  

No. of 

projects  
Cost  

No. of 

project

s 

Cost  

No. of 

project

s 

Cost  

No. of 

project

s 

Cost  

Andhra 
Pradesh 

2 231.24 4 8.23 4 
30.2

5 
0 0 1 160 

Arunachal 
Pradesh 

1 81 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
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State  

Smart Command 

and Central 
Centers  

Smart Roads  Smart Solar  
Smart 

Wastewater  
Smart Water  

No. of 

projects  
Cost  

No. of 

projects  
Cost  

No. of 

project

s 

Cost  

No. of 

project

s 

Cost  

No. of 

project

s 

Cost  

Assam 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2.09 

Chandigarh 0 0 5 70.75 5 
33.7

8 
1 

0.8

2 
1 0.2 

Chhattisgarh 2 305.82 4 7.84 0 0 1 
4.4

4 
2 5.33 

Dadra and 

Nagar Haveli 
0 0 0 0 1 8.56 0 0 0 0 

Delhi 1 124 11 95.52 4 
14.0

7 
1 

37.
33 

3 4.74 

Goa 0 0 3 7.08 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Gujarat 6 577.34 7 96.16 1 11 7 
526
.22 

15 
218.1

5 

Haryana 1 159.4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Himachal 
Pradesh 

0 0 2 97.18 0 0 2 
1.0
1 

1 29.73 

Jharkhand 1 164.85 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Karnataka 5 235.63 39 
331.3

9 
2 0.98 2 

54.
29 

11 
176.6

1 

Kerala 1 64.5 1 89.29 0 0 0 0 2 4.78 

Lakshadweep 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0.9 

Madhya 

Pradesh 
7 255.41 23 

496.9

2 
7 

30.6

9 
3 

253

.36 
7 

927.5

4 

Maharashtra 4 938.45 7 72.07 3 4.77 0 0 3 3.52 

Manipur 1 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Nagaland 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 11.28 

Odisha 1 733 0 0 1 20 0 0 0 0 

Punjab 0 0 0 0 1 2.64 0 0 0 0 

Rajasthan 1 46.64 12 96.88 5 
15.9

2 
2 

19.
57 

0 0 

Sikkim 2 233.12 1 7.64 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Tamil Nadu 1 149.84 6 58.47 5 
39.6

1 
4 

15.
8 

5 
260.4

3 

Telangana 0 0 1 22 0 0 0 0 1 
489.1

3 

Tripura 1 113.68 1 0.45 0 0 1 
5.5

5 
2 1.68 

Uttar Pradesh 6 1257.11 28 
433.5

1 
2 5.91 2 

68.

95 
20 68.76 
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State  

Smart Command 

and Central 
Centers  

Smart Roads  Smart Solar  
Smart 

Wastewater  
Smart Water  

No. of 

projects  
Cost  

No. of 

projects  
Cost  

No. of 

project

s 

Cost  

No. of 

project

s 

Cost  

No. of 

project

s 

Cost  

Uttarakhand 1 294.41 0 0 0 0 1 
28.

41 
0 0 

West Bengal 0 0 1 1.21 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Total  45  5,985  156  1,99

3  

41  218  27  1,0

16  

78  2,36

5  

 

3.113  During the course of examination the Committee recalled that during the 

study visit to Indore the Committee could see various innovative Smart City work like 

Gaiki Roti ATM, Nekki ki Deewar, Censure based monitoring of waste collection. 

Asked about whether States could be asked to open up such works on above lines in 

the Smart Cities, the MoH&UA clarified: 

“The Mission is encouraging sharing of ideas between Cities/States. Some of 

the initiatives in this direction are as stated below.  

1. Till date three Apex Conference of CEOs conferences have been held. These 

conferences serve as a platform for exchange of innovative projects being 

implemented across Smart Cities. 

2. ‘Implementathons’ are held on a regular basis for sharing of ideas amongst 

cities and provide technical assistance to cities which require capacity 

building. 

3. Regular videoconferences are held by the Mission Director, SCM with cities 

where innovative project being implemented in one smart city is shared with 

other cities. 

4. The Smartnet portal managed by the Ministry has a learning library with 

modules on various sectors/projects that can be accessed by all cities. 

5. The Mission has created the concept of sister cities, under which 20 best 

performing cities have been paired with 20 cities which need to improve 

their performance the most.” 

3.114  During the course of examination The Committee also recalled that 

during the course of examination of the subject ‘Smart Cities Mission – an 
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Evaluation’ slow progress of work done in selected Smart Cities of Aurangabad, 

Patna, Bhubaneshwar, Lucknow, Jaipur, New Town Kolkata as compared to Surat 

and Indore came up before the Committee. Subsequently while hearing 

representatives of Smart City of Patna the issue of doing Smart City work on the site 

which were already inaugurated previously also came up before the Committee. 

Asked about steps taken for fast tracking Smart City work at above cites, the 

MoH&UA clarified: 

“The 3rd Apex Conference of Smart Cities was recently held in the city of Vizag 

on 24th and 25th January where the Journey so far and achievements of the 

Mission was presented to all CEOs, Municipal Commissioners/Mayors and 

other invited experts. A progress review of all mission cities was done. As of 

January 2020, 80% of projects have been tendered and only 20% projects 

worth Rs. 40,000 Cr. remain in DPR stage. The Mission is focusing on 

accelerating implementation and target is to issue work orders for all projects 

by June 2020. Thistarget was communicated to all Smart Cities in Vizag. 

The concept of sister cities was floated in the Vizag conference in which 20 

cities best performing smart cities have been teamed up with 20 other cities 

which need support to improve performance. The move is aimed to boost 

progress of cities whose performance needs improvement. The pairing of cities 

has been announced as follows: 

City  Sister City  City  Sister City  

Diu Visakhapatnam Guwahati Indore 

Chandigarh Ahmedabad Saharanpur Surat 

Aizawl Bhopal Shimla Ranchi 

Atal Nagar Amravati Pasighat Kota 

Amritsar Varanasi Kavaratti Vellore 

Bareilly Davanagere Jammu Nashik 

Karimnagar Kanpur Port Blair Nagpur 

Silvassa Tirrupur Puducherry Agra 

Dharamshala Pune Moradabad Vadodara 

Itanagar Udaipur Shillong Dehradun 
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The Ministry regularly organizes Zonal workshops named ‘Implementathons’ to 

address the cities which need to improve performance. These have been 

organized in 7 Smart Cities including Chennai, New Delhi, Shillong, Ranchi, 

Gandhinagar, Panaji and Amritsar. Recently two Implementathons have been 

held, one in Panaji on 8th November 2019, the other in Amritsar on 10th and 

11thFebruary. In Panaji26 cities participated and16 cities invited in Amritsar. 

These workshops ensured that progress of the mission picked up significantly 

during the period Sept 2018 to January 2020 with tendering of projects 

increasing by 136%, issue of work-orders increasing by 176% and work 

completion increasing by 211%.” 

3.115  Asked about the factual position on the  Patna Smart City work, the 

MoH&UA clarified: 

“During the recent meeting of the Standing Committee of Parliament on Urban 
Development, some of the Hon’ble Members, inter alia, had raised specific 

issues with regard to the Smart City of Patna. The SCM has deputed one of its 
Director (Smart Cities) to visit Patna and convene meetings with Principal 
Secretary(UD) and CEO, Patna Smart City and enquire into the issues 

raised.Director, Smart Cities has visited Patna on 5th February, 2020 and 
convened meetings with Principal Secretary(UD), Municipal Commissioner, 

Patna, Divisional Commissioner, Patna and CEO, Patna Smart City. Visit to 
important projects was also carried out by the  Director, Smart Cities. 
Assessment report is being prepared by the Director, Smart Cities  in the 

matter.”  
 

3.116  During the couse of evidence the issue of frequent changes in Smart City 

Projects came up before the Committee specially in Jaipur Smart City, clarifying the 

position the Secretary, MoH&UA stated as under: 

 ò¥|, Uta¶ xr~t² a© Qªsa©| t¦ħ ¦³ÊÝ 

3.117  At this the Committee pointed out that changes have 

been done the witness clarified: 

ÝQc| \¥© ¦³ p¶ U¥aĪ ¦zâ h©ta©|« t¦ħ ¦³Þ 
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3.118 During the course of evidence the issue of no workdone in 

Smart Cities of Jammu and Srinagar came up before the Committee and 

it was stated with no system of pace management in Dul Lake area the 

waste generated by house boat owners is going into the Dul Lake, 

answering the querry the witness clarified: 

“Rvt² Ĕz©kè ª¥k« aĪ x©p aĪ ¦³Ê h²[Oma² {k« ̀| ~ţ©b {k« a© z²|² v©¥ Qy« m©k© t¦ħ ¦³, {¦ m©k© y« ¦z Rva¶ râc²Ê 
h³¥© zåt² Rva¶ a¦© ªa Rc² a² ª~[ zå ì«tc| ̀| ~ţ©b a© Ľ¶ĸ©z xt©VNc© ̀| ¢¦©N Rva¶ x¬~©VNc© y«, ªh¥¥² Rv 

r²b ¥aâÊ 

3.119 Elaborating about opening up of five new Smart Cities under 

PPP more the witness added: 

 Ýp«¥|« x©p Rvt² Ĕz©kè ª¥k« a² 5 t{² v«v«v« a² x©|² zâ a¦« ¦³Ê Qy« ¦z©|² v©¥ S¥aĪ ªmk²Ď¥ t¦ħ ¦³Ê St v©Of Ĕz©kè 

ª¥k«h aĪ x©p ¦³, p¶ Rva¶ vp© ¦¶c© ªa ªrĎ~«-z¬OxT SOmĔƭ«{~ á|«m¶|, xåc~¬ſ-f³ĄtT SOmĔƭ«{~ á|«m¶|, S¥ Ľa©| ¥² aT ¥©|² 

á|«m¶| xt© |¦² ¦å, p¶ ¢¦©O t[ Ĕz©kè ª¥k«h xt©t² aĪ x©p ¦³Ê 

(d) Status of projects selected in  Round one (January, 2016 ) 

3.120  During the Course of Examination, the Committee asked about the 

progress of implementation 20 cities sellected in Round One, the MoH&UA furnished 

the following information: 

 “The first 20 cities have tendered out almost 90% of their proposed 

projects and 65% of the projects have been grounded/ completed. The key 

projects being implemented by the Round 1 cities are given in table below. 

These projects are aimed at improving livability, safety and security in these 20 

cities. Summary of key projects is as below: 

Sector 

Under tendering Under Implementation Completed 

Citie

s 

No. of 
Project

s 

Cost  
(Rs. 

Cr.) 

Citie

s 

No. of 
Project

s 

Cost  
(Rs. 

Cr.) 

Citie

s 

No. of 
Project

s 

Cost  
(Rs. 

Cr.) 
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Smart 
Command 

& Control 
Centres 

3 3 231.00 1 1 30.00 15 15 
2000.0

0 

Smart 

Roads 
14 25 

1289.7

8 
19 107 

4062.5

2 
14 62 

1015.3

2 

Smart 

Solar 
3 3 64.83 10 14 132.27 12 22 143.86 

Smart 

Wastewat
er 

6 11 
1073.8

7 
13 25 

2296.4
5 

10 16 738.33 

Smart 
Water 

8 10 832.64 16 39 
4154.8

9 
11 35 

1284.5
4 

PPP 
12 35 

5173.3
6 

17 46 
7077.7

4 
13 36 

2623.4
6 

Impactful 
8 11 

2229.6
1 

14 30 
2067.3

2 
12 21 119.40 

3.121  Explaining the details of workdone during the course of evidence the 

Secretary, MoH&UA submitted: 

h¦©N pa Rvt² h¶ {¦ x©p a¦« ¦³ ªa pz©z ¥©|« {¶ht©_O a© ~©y t¦ħ ªz~ |¦© ¦³, zå fOr f«hâ Rva² ¥Oð©t zâ 

~©t© f©¦ıNc©Ê Rvt² Ĕz©kè ª¥k« aĪ x©p aĪ ¦³Ê h²[Oma² {k« ̀| ~ţ©b {k« a© z²|² v©¥ Qy« m©k© t¦ħ ¦³, {¦ m©k© y« 

¦z Rva¶ râc²Ê h³¥© zåt² Rva¶ a¦© ªa Rc² a² ª~[ zå ì«tc| ̀| ~ţ©b a© Ľ¶ĸ©z xt©VNc© ̀| ¢¦©N Rva¶ 

x¬~©VNc© y«, ªh¥¥² Rv r²b ¥aâÊ Rh aĪ m²k zâ ¦z©|² Ĕz©kè az©Om [Om aOƭ¶~ ¥²Ąk| 45 f~ |¦² ¦åÊ 45 S¥ ¥z{ 

f~ |¦² ¦å ̀| 32 a² Vv| a©z f~ |¦© ¦³, r¶tƊ a¶ ªz~©a| 77 ¦¶ h©p² ¦å, x©aĪ m«v«R| aĪ Ĕk²h zâ ¦åÊ ]~|²m« 

¦z©|« 157 ªa~¶z«k| aĪ Ĕz©kè |¶m wOñ£t~ ¦³Ê h³¥² Rv SOr·| zâ ¦å, ¥|p zâ Rv ¦å, Rva¶ z©~z ¦¶c© ̀| ñ{© 

waè R{©, ¢¦ Rv xp© ¥ap² ¦å, ¢¦©N a² ~¶c xp© ¥ap² ¦åÊ ¦z©|² Ĕz©kè |¶m a² 157 Ľ¶h²ñk aĊĆ~«k²m ¦åÊ Rh aĪ 

m²k zâ 396 Ľ¶h²ñķ¥ a² Vv| a©z f~ |¦© ¦³Ê hc¦-hc¦ a©z f~ |¦² ¦åÊ 

3.122  The witness further added: 

¥|, Rh ¦z©|² {¦©O Ĕz©kè ¥¶~| a² 41 Ľ¶h²ñķ¥ ]~|²m« v|² ¦¶ f¬a² ¦åÊ h{v¬| a² Qy« z©tt«{ ¥©O¥r t¦ħ 

¦åÊ ¢¦©O v| y« zå h©a| Ĕ¢{O r²b f¬a© ¦ıOÊ ¢¦©O y« v|© ¦¶ f¬a© ¦³Ê 67 Ľ¶h²ñķ¥ v| a©z f~ |¦² ¦åÊ Ĕz©kè ¢©k| Ľ¶h²ñk 

a² a©|o Rh 24x7 ¢©k| ¥Ć~©T ¦¶ h©p« ¦³Ê ¥©|² a² ¥©|² Ĕz©kè ª¥ĔkĊ¥ a©z a|p² ¦åÊ ¦z©|² Ĕz©kè ¢©k| a² 88 

Ľ¶h²ñķ¥ ]~|²m« a©z a| |¦² ¦åÊ a¦ħ v«.v«.v«. z¶m v| p¶ a¦ħ m©{|²ñk~« a©z a| |¦² ¦åÊ ¦z©|² a|«x 174 

Ľ¶h²ñķ¥ v| a©z f~ |¦² ¦åÊ  

 Ĕz©kè ¢²Ĕk ¢©k| Ľ¶h²ñk, ªh¥a² Vv| ¥©|© ª¥Ĕkz a©z a| |¦© ¦³, U¥a² 41 Ľ¶h²ñķ¥ aĊĆ~«k²m ¦åÊ zå [a-

[a Ľ¶h²ñk a© t©z ~² ¥ap© ¦ıOÊ Rv h©a| ¢¦©O r²b ¥ap² ¦å ªa ¢² ªa¥ p|¦ ¥² a©z a| |¦² ¦åÊ 138 Ľ¶h²ñķ¥ v| 

a©z f~ |¦© ¦³Ê vªĈ~a-Ľ©S¢²k v©kèt|ª£v v| ~cyc 21,000 a|¶Â ſv{² a© a©z f~ |¦© ¦³Ê Rh pa ª¦Ąr¬Ĕp©t zâ 

Spt« xÂ« |©ª£ v| a©z t¦ħ ¦İRÊ ª¦Ąr¬Ĕp©t zâ v¦~« x©| 21,000 a|¶Â ſv{² ¥² ø{©r© a² Ľ¶h²ñķ¥ vªĈ~a-Ľ©S¢²k 

v©kèt|ª£v v| a©z a| |¦² ¦å, h¶ Q~c-Q~c t²f| a² a©z ¦åÊ ¦z©|² 78 Ľ¶h²ñķ¥ aĊĆ~«k ¦¶ c[ ¦åÊ Rh aĪ p©|«b 
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zâ 217 Ľ¶h²ñķ¥ v| a©z f~ |¦© ¦³Ê S¥zâ x¦İp ªaĔz a² SĊv³ñf¬Q~ Ľ¶h²ñķ¥ ¦åÊ h³¥² Rva¶ z©~z ¦¶c© y¶v©~ zâ 

h¶ ¥r| zOªh~ q«, ¢¦ ªapt« x¬|« ¦©~p zâ q«Ê Rh Rv r²bâc² ªa ¢¦ a³¥© xt c{© ¦³Ê SĄr·| zâ ģ|¢| ľOk a© h¶ 

a©z ¦İR ¦³, ¢¦©O v¬|©t² xt² ¦İ[ q², h¦©O v| [£²h |bp² q², Rv U¥² h©a| r²ªb[Ê ¢² p¶ ªxĎa¬~ c©{x q²Ê Rh aĪ 

p©|«b zâ ¢¦©O x¦İp ~¶c ª¢ªhk a| |¦² ¦åÊ 

 ¥|p a² z©tt«{ ¥rĔ{ {¦©O x³l² ¦İ[ ¦åÊ ¥|p a© h¶ v¬|©t© ªa~© q©, U¥a© p«t-f·q©T ª¦Ĕ¥© hz«t a² 

QĄr| q©Ê Rh Rv h©a| r²ªb[ ªa Rh ¢¦ ªa~© \¥© ¦¶ c{© ¦³ ªa x¦İp-¥² ~¶c U¥² r²bt² h© |¦² ¦åÊ S¥ª~[ \¥© 

t¦ħ ¦³ ªa a©z t¦ħ ¦İR ¦³Ê x¦İp a©z ¦İ[ ¦å, v| Uta© Ľf©| t¦ħ ¦İR ¦³Ê 

 ¥|, ªvg~² z¦«t² zåt² ª¢£©b©vîtz zâ Ĕz©kè ª¥k«h a² ¥«.T.{¶Á. a© áĄľâ¥ ªa{© q©Ê U¥zâ ¦| ¥«.T.{¶. a² v©¥ 

ªrb©t² a¶ x¦İp ¥©|« f«hâ qħ ªa UĄ¦Ɗt² ªapt© a©z ªa{© ¦³ÊÝ  

(IV)  Swachh Bharat Mission (Urban)  

3.123  The Swachh Bharat Mission (2015-2020) was launched to achieve 100% 

and 100% scientific processing of solid waste in all the statutory towns in the 

country. 

(a) Objectives & Achievements  

3.124  The MoHUA has given the following data about objectives and 

achievements Swacch Bharat Mission (U): 

Sanitation  (Eradication of Open 
Defication in all ULBs)  

 

Solid Waste Management  

(i) 35 States/UTs declared ODF in 
their urban areas. 

 
(ii) 4137 ULBs certified ODF out of 

4320 cities declared ODF  
 
(iii) 1276 cities ODF + 

 
(iv) 411 cities ODF + 

 
(v) 100% scientific Solid Waste 
Management in all ULBs 

(i) 60% Waste Processed 
 

(ii) 96% urban wards have 
100% Door to Door collection 

and  
 
(iii) Municipal Solid Waste  

 
(iv) 74% Urban wards have 

100% segregation of Municipal 
Solid Waste 
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(b.) Allocation vis a vis Utilisation  

                                                                                                   (Rs. in crore) 

Year  BE RE Actual  

2018-19 2500.00 2500.00 1912.30 

2019-20 2650.00 1300.00 1020.02 

2020-21 2300.00   

 

3.125  Asked about the reason for lowering funds of RE(2019-20) over 

corresponding BE, the Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs stated: 

“Solid Waste Management Projects of Swachh Bharat Mission (SBM) 
Scheme is a capital intensive with a completion time range of one to 

three years. Funds released for SWM component during 2017-18 & 
2018-19 were mostly first instalments against which subsequent 
demands have not been received from the States/UTs resulting in 

lowering of funds of RE (2019-20).” 

3.126  The Committee also wanted to know the justification for seeking higher 

BE(2020-21) against lower actual (2019-20), the Ministry of Housing and Urban 

Affairs clarified: 

“Solid Waste Management Projects of Swachh Bharat Mission (SBM) 

Scheme is a capital intensive with a completion time range of one to 
three years. Funds released for SWM component during 2017-18 & 
2018-19 were mostly first instalments against which subsequent 

demands have not been received from the States/UTs resulting in 
lowering of funds of RE (2019-20), the same are expected to be received 
during the F.Y 2020-21, accordingly, a higher BE for the year 2020-21 

will be required.”  

3.127  The Mission Allocation, Releases and Utilisation from 2015-16 onward is 

as under:- 

(Rs. in crores) 

Sl. 
No.  

Name of States  Mission 
allocation  

Releases  Utilisation  

1. A&N 3.52 1.69 0.11 

2. Andhra Pradesh 571.33 571.43 517.43 
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3. Arunachal Pradesh 36.28 26.43 17.23 

4. Assam 244.30 200.00 138.07 

5. Bihar 556.68 385.95 186.59 

6. Chandigarh 28.02 25.29 19.60 

7. Chhattisgarh 357.85 357.85 357.85 

8. Dadra and Nagar Haveli 4.13 0.92 0.11 

9. Daman and Diu 2.58 0.66. 0.29 

10. Delhi 349.75 160.99 93.93 

11. Goa 17.09 15.13 10.13 

12. Gujarat 834.15 536.22 597.29 

13. Haryana 287.08 180.36 122.59 

14. Himachal Pradesh 43.95 30.70 18.55 

15. J&K 200.63 131.68 691.07 

16. Jharkhand 258.71 209.44 129.06 

17. Karnataka 820.96 559.62 151.20 

18. Kerala 219.95 97.98 19.19 

19. Madhya Pradesh 920.04 748.09 627.05 

20. Maharashtra 1677.80 1063.61 731.53 

21. Manipur 83.10 45.36 35.18 

22. Meghalaya 24.12 10.66 6.26 

23. Mizoram 49.02 31.89 19.77 

24. Nagaland 53.44 43.33 32.44 

25. Odisha 372.02 246.20 145.84 

26. Pudducherry 28.94 12.06 11.37 

27. Punjab 364.02 218.38 160.64 

28. Rajasthan 705.46 611.35 600.20 

29. Sikkim 11.52 5.95 4.75 

30. Tamil Nadu 1200.50 1101.12 1083.58 

31. Telangana 413.74 196.25 151.89 

32. Tripura 100.37 26.99 14.50 

33. Uttar Pradesh 1740.98 1193.20 885.37 

34. Uttarakhand 112.00 58.09 40.79 

35. West Bengal 911.34 410.42 254.46 

 States/UTs  14013  9710  7307  

 

Note : The SBM has been able to achieve substantial milestone in both 

physical and financial terms in so far mission objectives are concerned. The 
utilisation certificates are required to be submitted within 12 months of the 
closure of the financial year in which the grants were released. As on date a 

total cumulative grant released is Rs.10198.48 Cr. for which utilisation 
certificates are due only upto March 2018, i.e. approximately Rs 6337 Cr.. 

At the closure of the year 2019-20, as against the due amount of Rs. 6337 
Cr. for Utilisation Certificates actual UCs for an amount of Rs.7307 Cr. 
were received, this figure also includes some UCs which will be due in next 

financial year i.e. 2020-21. 
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3.128  The Committee while reviewing the State-wise utilisation during 2018-19 

wanted to know the reasons that States like Delhi, Punjab and |Jharkhand and 

majority of North-Eastern States are lagging behind behind the MoHUA stated: 

“The above-mentioned States/ UTs are lagging in utilization as they have 
taken time for DPR preparation and its approval by SHPC, before 

requesting for SBM (U) funds from the Ministry. However, their 
performance may not be judged on this basis, as it is not directly linked 

to disbursal of funds. States like Punjab, Jharkhand and Manipur are 
performing well in terms of physical progress of the mission’s objectives. 
It may be noted that there would be some time gap between fund 

releases and resultant performance, depending on extent of proactivity 

and intent from state.” 

3.129  The coverage of source segregation of 74% and Solid Waste processing of 

60% also came up before the Committee and Committee underlined the need for re-

verification of data as reported by States/UTs. 

 

3.130  Asked the available data about coverage of source segregation and SWM 

processing is verified at the level of MoHUA, the MoHUA clarified: 

“MoHUA has developed a robust online MIS for capturing monthly 
progress data from cities and states on all components of SBM (U), 

including coverage of source segregation and SWM processing. The 
verification of these data is done periodically on the field during the 

Swachh Survekshan survey, where independent third party assessors 
validate the progress data claimed on MIS through direct observations, 
as well as by talking to citizens and getting their feedback on these 

components. Additionally, the Star Rating protocol for Garbage Free 
cities also includes these two indicators, which, in addition to the MIS 

progress, verifies the claimed progress through on-field observations and 
citizen feedback, conducted by independent third party assessors, for 
certifying cities as garbage free. 

 
 

3.131  Asked further about making  any independent assessment at the level of 

MoHUA, the MoHUA stated: 
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“Yes, the Swachh Survekshan survey and Star Rating protocol for 
Garbage Free cities certification process are conducted by independent 

third party assessors.” 

 

ODF Verification by Third Party Verification 

       Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs have stated that out of 4320 cities that 

have been declared ODF, 4187 cities have been certified Third Party Verification. 

3.132  Asked by when you are likely to achieve 100% ODF by Third Party 

Verification, the Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs stated: 

“Ministry is trying to ensure that all ULBs are certified as 100% ODF by 31st 

March 2020.” 

(c) Workdone  on Sanitation  

(i)  Progress of Work done on Certification of ODF+ (Toilet with water, 

maintenance and hygiene), ODF++ (Toilet with sludge and septage 
management) and Water Protocols (Toilet with treating and Reuse of 

water)  
 

 3.133  The Committee recall that during examination of ODF (2019-20) the 

Committee were informed that by 2024 the Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs 

plans to complete the work on these Protocols outlined above. The Ministry of 

Housing and Urban Affairs has stated that 1276 cities have soon certified ODF+ and 

411 cities have soon certified as ODF++. Asked about the State-wise preparedness on 

these Protocols, the Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs stated: 

 

“As on date, 1276 cities have been certified as ODF+ and 411 cities as 

ODF++. States are targeting to make all their cities ODF++ by 2024, by 

putting in place infrastructure (toilets, their maintenance, and fecal 

sludge management systems.” 
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3.134  The Committee also wanted to know whether Ministry of Housing and 

Urban Affairs would be able to achieve the goals with available funds, the Ministry of 

Housing and Urban Affairs stated: 

“Under SBM(U), the objective of ODF has already been achieved by 

utilizing available funds, for large scale behavior change through ‘Jan 

Andolan’.  This has been possible through multi-media communication 

campaigns, on-ground citizen activation, and citizen outreach through 

Swachh Survekshan and other digital media such as Swachhata app, 

Swachh manch etc.  In order to sustain the ODF status and ensure 

complete Fecal Sludge Management additional funds will be required.” 

3.135  In this connection, elaborating before the Committee during the course 

of evidence, the Secretary, MoHUA submitted: 

“ÞØ, ¨Êɠ¤Ó ĚÙÞ ßɮ, Åɨ ¾Ğ×ȓȑÑÈɡ Èɦ×ÙɭÈ ßʅ Ûß ßɟ{ÅɭȑÑ¾ ¾ęÊɠÜÑ Öʃ Øßɭ, ×ɟÑɠ Ûßɟɰ 

ÞɟÔȓÑ ßɨ, ÞÓɟ| ßɨ, ÒɟÑɠ ßɨ ©Ø ȐÔÅÙɡ ßɨ, Íɟη¾ }Þ¾ɟ }Ò×ɨÀ ßɨ] ßÖÑɭ Èɦ×ÙɭÈ Íɨ ÔÑɟ 
ȏÏ×ɟ, yÀØ Ûß ÀɰÏɟ Òîɟ ØßɭÀɟ Íɨ ¾ɨ| Õɠ }Þ¾ɨ ×ȕÅ Ñßɡɰ ¾ØɭÀɟ] {Þ¾ɨ ßÖ ÙɨÀ ̈ Êɠ¤Ó 
ĚÙÞ ¾ßÍɭ ßʅ] zÅ ¾ɥ ÍɟØɡ¿ Öʃ 1276 ¨Êɠ¤Ó ĚÙÞ ßɨ Ãȓ¾ɭ ßʅ]ò 

3.136  The witness further added: 

òÞØ, ¨Êɠ¤Ó ĚÙÞ ĚÙÞ ¾ɟ ÖÍÙÔ ßɮ η¾ ßÖÑɭ ÞɟØɟ ¾ęÈɭÑ ¾Ø ȏÏ×ɟ, ¤¾ ÞÖ× ¾ɭ ÔɟÏ Ûß 
ÕØ Åɟ¤Àɟ ÅÔ ÕØɭÀɟ Íɨ Ûßɟɰ ÏɨÔɟØɟ ŢɨÔġÖ ßɨÀɠ ©Ø Ûß ÑɟÙɭ Öʃ ÔßÑɟ ÃɟÙȕ ßɨÀɟ] }Þ¾ɨ 
ÞɭÓÙɡ {ÛɮĆ×ȓÈ ¾Øʃ, }Þ¾ɨ ŘɟɰÞÒɨÈx ¾Øʃ ©Ø }Þ¾ɨ ŘɡÈ ¾Øʃ] yɰÍÍ: ×ɭ ÞɟØɡ ģ×ÛĦÎɟ {ÞεÙ¤ 
ßɨ Øßɡ ßɮ η¾ ÙɨÀʇ ¾ɭ ĦÛɟĦĖ× ¾ɭ ŢȑÍ Åɨ ßɟȑÑ¾ɟØ¾ ŢÕɟÛ ßɮ }ÞÞɭ ÖȓȒĆÍ Òɟ Þ¾ʃ ×ɟ Ûßɟɰ 

εÞÛØ εÞĦÈÖ ÙÀɟ ßȓz ßɨ, εÞÛØ εÞĦÈÖ ÔßȓÍ ¾ɦĦÈÙɡ ßɨÍɟ ßɮ ©Ø ÞÖ× Þɭ Ñßɡɰ ÙÀ Òɟ Øßɟ 
ßɮ, Óɥ¾Ù ĦÙÅ ¤ɰÊ ÞɭĚÈɡ¾ ÖɮÑɭÅÖʃÈ εÞĦÈÖ ÙÀ Åɟ¤, zÒ ηÓ¾Ù ĦÙÅ ¾ɨ ȑÑ¾ɟÙʃ, 

ÞɭÓÙɡ }Þ¾ɨ ŘɟɰÞÒɨÈx ¾Øʃ, ŘɟɰÞÒɨÈx ¾Ø¾ɭ }Þ¾ɨ ¤ÞÈɡÒɠ ¾ɭ ÞɟÎ ŘɡÈÖʃÈ ¾Øʃ, ¤Ó¤Ó¤ÞÈɡ Öʃ 
}Þ¾ɟ ŘɡÈÖʃÈ ¾Øʃ] {Þ¾ɨ ̈Êɠ¤Ó ĚÙÞ ĚÙÞ ¾ßÍɭ ßʅ] yÕɠ ßÖÑɭ ÑɭĆÞÈ ŢɨÈɨ¾ɦÙ Í× η¾×ɟ 
ßɮ, Ûß ÛɦÈØ ĚÙÞ ¾ɟ Í× η¾×ɟ ßɮ]    

ÛɟÈØ ĚÙÞ ¾ɟ ÖÍÙÔ ßɮ η¾ ĜÙɮ¾ ÛɟÈØ ¾ɟ 100 ÒØÞʃÈ ŘɡÈÖʃÈ ¾ØÑɟ ßɮ] ßÖ ¤ȒĦÒØɭÜęÞ Öʃ 
ÐɠØɭ-ÐɠØɭ ¤¾ ÙɮÛÙ ÔïɟÍɭ Åɟ Øßɭ ßʅ] zÅ ¾ɥ ÍɟØɡ¿ Öʃ 1276 ¨Êɠ¤Ó ĚÙÞ ßɨ À×ɟ ßɮ, 411 
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¨Êɠ¤Ó ĚÙÞ ĚÙÞ ßɨ À×ɟ ßɮ] ßÖɟØɟ ÈɟÀɴÈ ßɮ η¾  ÛÝx 2024 Í¾ 100 ÒØÞʃÈ ̈Êɠ¤Ó ĚÙÞ 
ĚÙÞ ¾Ø Ïʃ]ò 

3.137  On the issue of coverage of remaining ULBs in ODF, the witnesses 

stated: 

òÖßɨÏ×, ßÖÑɭ ÛɮĦÈ ÔɰÀɟÙ ¾ɭ ÞɟÎ ÖʅÑɭ ¾| ÒÞxÑÙ Øɟ}ɰÊ η¾¤ ßʅ] ÖȓÆɭ ÙɟĦÈ ¾εÖÈÖʃÈ εÖÙɟ 
η¾ ȏÏÞɰÔØ Í¾ ÒȕØɟ ¾Ø ÙʃÀɭ] ßÖÑɭ yÕɠ ηÓØ ÔɟÍ ¾ɥ Íɨ }ęßʇÑɭ ¾ßɟ  ÓØÛØɡ Í¾ ¾Ø ÙʃÀɭ ©Ø 
yÔ ¾ß Øßɭ ßʅ η¾ 31 ÖɟÃx Í¾ ÒĆ¾ɟ ¾Ø ÙʃÀɭ]ò 

(ii)  Need for proper maintainance of Toilets in East Delhi Area  

3.138  It came out during the course of evidence that as per a survey as high as 

80% Toilets in East Delhi Area are un-usable for want of proper maintainance in this 

connection in reply to a querry the Commissioner, East Delhi Municipal Corporation 

(EDMC) clearlified as under: 

“With your kind permission, I would like to humbly submit that it is a fact that 

×ß ÒȓØɟÑɟ ÞÛɴ ßɮ] }Þ¾ɭ ÔɟÏ {ÞÖʃ ¾ɟÓɥ {ĞŢȕÛÖʃÈ η¾×ɟ À×ɟ ßɮ] Centre for Urban and 

Regional Excellence (CURE) Þɭ ßÖ Ñɭ ÏɨÔɟØɟ ÞÛɴ ¾ØÛɟ×ɟ ßɮ] }Þ¾ɥ ȎØÒɨÈx z| ßɮ] yÕɠ 
ÀÛÑxÖʃÈ ¦Ó {ɰιÊ×ɟ Ñɭ ¤¾ ÖɠȏÈɰÀ  ¾ɥ ßɮ, ßÖ Ñɭ Ûßɟɰ ÒØ ×ß ȎØÒɨÈx ÞȒĜÖÈ ¾ɥ ßʅ]ò 

3.139  In reply to a question the witness added: 

Ý¥|, ¢¦ a©z a|© a|, U¥zâ ¥² c³v RSmâªkw©T a|a², ¦z t² r¶x©|© ¥¢ã a|©{© p¶ UtaĪ {hªxª~k« 100 Ľªp£p t¦ħ ¦³, 

~²ªat ¢² Spt² y« b|©x t¦ħ ¦åÊ 

(iii)  Scientific Solid Waste Management  

3.140  The Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs has given the State wise 

details of releases and their utilisation under SWM since 2015-16: 

(Rs. in crores) 

Sl. 

No.  

Name of States  Releases  Utilisation  

1. A&N 0.40 0.11 

2. Andhra Pradesh 308.54 308.54 

3. Arunachal Pradesh 6.84 6.84 
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4. Assam 76.76 38.38 

5. Bihar 182.19 71.59 

6. Chandigarh 22.24 16.56 

7. Chhattisgarh 126.93 126.93 

8. Dadra and Nagar Haveli 0.00 0.00 

9. Daman and Diu 0.00 0.00 

10. Delhi 116.60 62.21 

11. Goa 8.68 5.16 

12. Gujarat 536.22 364.11 

13. Haryana 115.31 57.66 

14. Himachal Pradesh 12.16 9.10 

15. J&K 39.45 10.90 

16. Jharkhand 113.74 104.4 

17. Karnataka 313.51 41.15 

18. Kerala 51.64 2.01 

19. Madhya Pradesh 301.75 188.75 

20. Maharashtra 610.72 335.20 

21. Manipur 9.61 0.00 

22. Meghalaya 4.09 2.80 

23. Mizoram 8.21 8.21 

24. Nagaland 7.14 7.14 

25. Odisha 128.74 28.29 

26. Pudducherry 5.15 4.57 

27. Punjab 120.38 100.83 

28. Rajasthan 344.26 341.62 

29. Sikkim 1.63 1.63 

30. Tamil Nadu 689.88 672.34 

31. Telangana 111.72 84.86 

32. Tripura 7.76 0.00 

33. Uttar Pradesh 427.73 374.36 

34. Uttarakhand 16.32 5.00 

35. West Bengal 199.80 87.08 

 States/UTs  5026  3470  

 

Note: The SBM has been able to achieve substantial milestone in both 
physical and financial terms in so far mission objectives are concerned. The 

utilisation certificates are required to be submitted within 12 months of the 
closure of the financial year in which the grants were released. As on date a 
total cumulative grant released is Rs.10198.48 Cr. for which utilisation 

certificates are due only upto March 2018, i.e. approximately Rs 6337 Cr.. 
At the closure of the year 2019-20, as against the due amount of Rs. 6337 
Cr. for Utilisation Certificates actual UCs for an amount of Rs.7307 Cr. 

were received, this figure also includes some UCs which will be due in next 

financial year i.e. 2020-21. 
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3.141  The Committee also recalled that they had visited Indore in January, 

2020 and witnessed that Indore has been able to 100% municipal waste treatment 

and has received the award of cleanest city in India.  In this connection,  the 

Committee wanted to know whether an institution of national prominence in the area 

of sanitation and solid waste management can be opened at Indore, the Secretary, 

MoHUA clarified: 

 

“ÞØ, ßÖ ¤¾ ÑɮÜÑÙ yÔxÑ ÙɡÊØεÜÒ ßÔ ÔÑɟ Øßɭ ßʅ, ȒÅÞÖʃ ßÖ ÙɨÀ ¾ɨ| Ñ×ɟ {ęţɟĦŘĆÃØ 

ηŎ¤È Ñßɡɰ ¾ØʃÀɭ] Åɨ ¤ȒĈÅȒĦÈɰÀ εÞĦÈÖ ßɮ η¾ ßÖɟØɟ ÞʃŘÙ ÙɮÛÙ ÒØ ¤¾ ÖɭÑ ¾ɨ¦ιÊxÑɭÈ ¾ØÑɭ 
¾ɭ εÙ¤ ßɨÀɟ, ÒɟɰÃ ØɡÅÑÙ ßʇÀɭ]ò 

3.142  Asked about steps taken in this regard, the witnesses submitted: 

“Åɨ ¤ȒĈÅȒĦÈɰÀ ßɮ, }Þɠ ¾ɨ ßÖ ©Ø ĦŘʃÎÑ ¾ØʃÀɭ, ¦Ù {ɰιÊ×ɟ ÑɭÜÑÙ {ɰĦÈɡʨ×ȕÈ ¦Ó yÔxÑ 
yÓɭ×Þx, ¤Ñz|×ȕ¤ßɮ, ×ß {ɰιÊ×ɟ ßɮ ȐÔÈɭÈ ÞʃÈØ Öʃ ßɮ, }Þ¾ɨ ßÖ ÙɨÀ ĦŘʃÎÑ ¾ØʃÀɭ] ÞØ, ßÖ 
¾ØʃÀɭ] ÅɮÞɭ {ɰÏɩØ Öʃ ßÖ ØɡÅÑÙ ÞʃÈØ Ø¿ Þ¾Íɭ ßʅ]ò 

(iv)  Need for converting Ghazipur landfill into park as done by Indore  

3.143  During the course of evidence, the issue of long pending conversion of 

Ghazipur landfill site into Park as was done by Indore came up before the Committee 

and Chairperson directed that Commissioner, East Delhi Municipal Corporation 

alongwith Joint Secretary in charge of Swachh Bharat Mission (Urban) should visit 

the site for finding some way out.  Asked about the actual progress, the MoHUA in a 

post evidence reply informed: 

“The visit to Ghazipur site was arranged on 18.02.2020, the Hon’ble Member 
Shri Gautam Gambhir, Hon’ble Mayor EDMC, Joint Secretary & Mission 

Director (SBM-U), Chairman Standing Committee (EDMC), Chairman (SSZ) 
EDMC and Commissioner EDMC visited the site and after detailed discussion 
EMDC agreed to continue bio-mining of the landfill and the output will be used 



103 
 

103 

 

in RDF and C&D plants. Further, NHAI has also agreed to take initially 5,000 
MT of soil for road construction. A copy of the Inspection Note is at Annexure-I.  

 

3.144  Asked whether MoHUA can make effort to remain Ghazipur landfill done 

by Indore Municipal Corporation, the MoHUA clarified: 

“EDMC has informed that efforts are being done to remediate the Ghazipur 

land fill site on line of Indore Municipal Corporation. However, the legacy 
waste at Indore was 13 lakh tonnes whereas at Ghazipur it is over 140 lakh 

MT. EDMC has signed a Memorandum of Agreement (MoA) with NHAI in 
2016 for disposal of inert material to be used in the filling / embankment 
for Delhi Meerut Expressway and other roads. However, NHAI is yet to 

commence the lifting of inert material. 

Recently, EDMC has started remediation at Ghazipur landfill site by 

providing machines and manpower. After segregation of legacy waste, the 

following fractions are being obtained: 

i.Inert type mixed rejects of size -30 mm — 60 to 70% 
ii.+30 mm light material (RDF type) — 10 to 15% 

iii.+30 mm heavy materials (C&D type) — 10 to 15% 
 

EDMC got the inert type mixed rejects fraction tested from SRI and result 

show that it is non- hazardous and can be used as filling material for low 

lying area / embankment subject to removal of plastics. 

 At present, EDMC is using the RDF type fraction at Waste to Energy (WtE) 
plant Ghazipur, however, this cannot be considered a certain disposal of such 

material if processing capacity is to be maximized. The C&D type fraction can 
be processed at C&D waste plant, Shastri Park. The major component i.e. inert 
type mixed rejects which virtually becomes the same volume of compacted 

excavated legacy waste which is lying at landfill which is already facing space 
constraint. 

  
Way Forward  

  

            For remediation to continue and maximize: 
  

a. Segregation need to be made upto -6mm using additional 6mm trommel 
b. Utilization of source segregated fractions into road embankment for 

which NHAI / PWD are potential entities. 

c. 6mm soil enricher material can be effectively utilized in parks forests and 
agricultural land as per test report of SRI for which Forest Deptt. Delhi 
Govt., Horticulture Deptt. of MCDs, PWD, DDA, Railways and CPWD are 

potential entities. 
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d. Off take of recycled material from C&D waste processing need to be 
stressed upon so that it reduces the load on natural material and 

avoidance of land filling material. 

 

e. Combustible material (RDF type) can be utilized by cement industries 
and NTPC is also in process of converting plastic to charcoal for use in 
thermal power plants. 

f. Financial support for remediation to the required extents.” 
 

(V) Deen Dayal Antyodaya Yojana - National Urban Livelihood Mission (Urban)  

 DAY -NULM  

3.145  DAY-NULM is being implemented since September, 2013 for reducing 

poverty and vulnerability of urban poor households through following seven 

components: 

 (i)  Social Mobilisation and Industrial Development (SM&ID) 

 (ii)  Capacity Building and Training (CBT) 

 (iii)  Employment through Skill Training and Placement (EST&P) 

 (iv)  Self Employment Programmes (SEP) 

 (v)  Support for Urban Street Venders (SUSV) 

 (vi)  Shelter for Urban Homeless (SUH) 

 (vii)  Innovative and Special Projects (I&SP) 

 Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs has given the following achievements as 

on 31 January 2020. 

 (i)  4.3 lakhs Self Help Groups (SHGs) 

 (ii)  Over 10.50 lakh skill trained 

 (iii)  Over 5.86 lakh wage/self employment 

 (iv)  1365 shelters functional costs 78% urban shelters geotagged. 
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 (v)  (a)  12.47 lakh street vendors identified 

   (b)  9 lakh IDs card issued 

   (c)  Survey completed in 2449 cities 

(a)  Allocation vis -a-vis  Utilisation  

Year  BE RE Actuals  

2018-19 Rs. 310.00 Cr Rs. 510.00 Cr Rs. 290.00 Cr  
(As on 31.12.18) 

2019-20 Rs. 750.00 Cr Rs. 750.00 Cr Rs. 640.00 Cr 
 (As on 31.12.19) 

2020-21 Rs. 795.00 Cr   

 

3.146    The Committee pointed out that level of funds has risen from Rs. 

310.00 Cr in BE(2018-19) to as high as Rs. 795.00 Cr in BE (2020-21) whereas 

the performance in terms of number of beneficiaries trained during (2019-20) has 

not been on the same pattern as shown below: 

2018 -19  
 

2019 -20  
 

DAY -NUM  Target  Achieve
ment  

Target  Achievement  

(i) Number of beneficiaries 
provided for skill training 

3,98,400 2,24,349 3,50,00
0 

93,663 

(ii) Number of skill trained 
persons placed 

70% of 
trained 

1,48,254 70% of 
trained 

46,995 

(iii) Number of 
beneficiaries provided 

assistance under setting-
up micro-enterprises 

25,000 1,13,083 35,000 67,183 

(iv) Number of SHG’s 

disbursed loans under 
SHG-Bank Linkage 

25,000 94,335 35,000 1,33,170 

(v) Number of SHGs 
formed 

30,000 73,738 40,000 53,398 

(vi) No. of SHGs provided 
Revolving Fund support 

21,000 49,991 30,000 41,818 
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3.147  During the course of examination the Committee also pointed out that as 

per Economic Survey (2019-20) (Vol 2 Page A171) All India Urban Unemployment 

rate 2017-18, 15 years and above is 7.7% whereas in Kerala it is as high as 13.2% 

and in big States of Bihar and Uttar Pradesh it is 7% and 9.5%. 

3.148  Asked about the reasons for under performance, the Ministry of Housing 

and Urban Affairs clarified: 

"In addition to MoHUA, other Ministries, viz. Ministry of Small and Medium 

Enterprises, Ministry of Skill Development and Entrepreneurship, Ministry of 

Social Justice & Empowerment and Ministry of Minority Affairs etc. also are 

implementing their respective skill training programmes in urban areas of the 

country.  

Comparing the data of 2019-20 of trained candidates to that of 2018-19, 

during first quarter of 2019-20, the implementation of skill training was 

affected to some extent due to general elections, and simultaneous assembly 

elections in some states. Further, the shift from Skill Development 

Management System (SDMS) and Skill Development Information System (SDIS) 

to Skill India Mission Portal during the current year impeded the pace of 

skilling initiatives due to initial adjustment issues.  

The progress, however, has picked up and as on 14.2.2020, the number of 

candidates skill trained is 1,13,317 and number placed is 49,793 during this 

financial year. Further, more than 1.45 lakh candidates are undergoing 

training and over 33,000 candidates have completed the training already and 

their assessment is in process." 

 

3.149  The Committee also wanted to know that whether above high rate of 

urban unemployment puts a big question mark on over all role of DAY-NULM (U) 

wherein self employment is a component, the Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs 

submitted: 
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“DAY-NULM is an urban poverty alleviation programme focusing on livelihoods 

creation by way of skill training, subsidized credit and facilitating access to 

wage/self-employment. The target group of the Mission is urban poor only with 

special focus on women, not the entire urban population. Further, 

unemployment is caused by various factors including many under the control 

of the state and city governments.  

Under the Mission, as of now, more than 12.85 lakh livelihoods have been 

created. In this process interalia over 4.8 lakh Individual and Group members 

facilitated with subsidized bank loans for setting up micro enterprises, about 6 

lakh bank linkages to the SHGs and over 5 lakh skill trained candidates placed 

in wage/self-employment.” 

(b) Creation of Urban Shelters  

3.150  During the course of evidence the issue of creation of urban shelter in 

the country came up so far the Committee, the Secretary Ministry of Housing and 

Urban Affairs clarified: 

yÕɠ Í¾ ÒȕØɭ ÏɭÜ ÕØ Öʃ ßÖɟØɭ 1,365 ÜɭġÈÞx ÓɰĆÜÑÙ η¾¤ Åɟ Ãȓ¾ɭ ßʅ, ȒÅÑÖʃ ¤¾ ÞÖ× Öʃ ÙÀÕÀ 
¤¾ Ùɟ¿ ÙɨÀ Øß Þ¾Íɭ ßʅ] ×ß ¦ÙØɭÊɠ ηŎ¤È η¾×ɟ Åɟ Ãȓ¾ɟßɮ] ×ɭ ÞɠÅÑÙ ÜɭġÈÞx Ñßɡɰ ßʅ, ×ɭ ÞɟÙ ÕØ 
¾ɭ εÙ¤ ßʅ ©Ø ×ɭ }Ñ ÙɨÀʇ ¾ɭ εÙ¤ ßʅ, Åɨ ȐÔġ¾ȓÙ ÀØɡÔ ÙɨÀ ßʅ, Åɨ ÞÔÞɭ ÀØɡÔ ÙɨÀ ßʅ, ȒÅÑ¾ɭ ÒɟÞ 
yÒÑɠ ¾ɨ| ģ×ÛĦÎɟ Ñßɡɰ ßɮ] ÅɮÞɭ ÙɨÀ yĦÒÍɟÙ Öʃ {ÙɟÅ ¾ØɟÑɭ ¾ɭ εÙ¤ zÍɭ ßʅ, }Ñ¾ɭ ÒɟÞ ØßÑɭ ¾ɥ 
¾ɨ| ģ×ÛĦÎɟ Ñßɡɰ ßɮ, Íɨ Ûɭ {Ñ ÜɭġÈÞx Öʃ Øß Þ¾Íɭ ßʅ] ¥Þɭ ÙɨÀʇ ¾ɭ εÙ¤ Åɨ ȐÔġ¾ȓÙ ÊɭȒĦÈʨ×ȕ Èßʅ, 

ȒÅÑ¾ɭ ÒɟÞ ¾ɨ| ģ×ÛĦÎɟ Ñßɡɰ ßɮ, Ûɭ {ÑÖʃ Øß Þ¾Íɭ ßʅ] ÞɟÖɟę× ÍɩØ ÒØ Åɨ ÔÞ ĦÈɭÜÑ, ØɭÙÛɭ ĦÈɭÜÑ 
×ɟ yę× ¥Þɠ ÅÀßʇ ÒØ Åɟ¾Ø Þɨ ÅɟÍɭ Îɭ, }Ñ¾ɭ εÙ¤ ×ɭ ÞɭęÈØ ÔÑɭ ßȓ¤ ßʅ ©Ø ×ɭ ÃÙ Øßɭ ßʅ] {Ñ ÞɭęÈØ 

¾ɨ ÃÙɟÑɭ ¾ɭ εÙ¤ ÞɭęŘÙ ÀÛÑxÖʃÈ ©Ø ĦÈɭÈ ÀÛÑxÖʃÈ ßɨÍɠ ßɮ ©Ø {ęßʃ ÞɟÖɟę× ÍɩØ ÒØ ¾ɨ| Ñ ¾ɨ| 
¤ÑÅɠ ̈ÃÙɟ Øßɟ ßɮ] {Þ¾ɨ ©Ø {ĞŢȕÛ ¾ØÑɭ ¾ɭ εÙ¤ {Ñ ÞɟØɭ ÞɭęÈÞx ¾ɭ ÞɟÎ ßÖÑɭ Ùɨ¾Ù ¾ɦÙɭÅɭÅ Þɭ 
¾ßɟ η¾ zÒ {Þ¾ɨ ¤ÊɦĚÈ ¾Øɨ ©Ø yÒÑɭ ÔċÃʇ ¾ɨ Ûßɟɯ ÕɭÅɨ, ȒÅÞÞɭ ×ßɟɯ Åɨ ÔȓÅȓÀx ©Ø yÜĆÍ ÙɨÀ 
ØßÍɭ ßʅ, }Ñ¾ɭ ÞɟÎ ¤¾ ÔɭßÍØ yɰÊØĦÈɮȒęÊɰÀ ÞÖÆ¾Ø }Ñ¾ɥ ÖÏÏ Õɠ ¾Ø Þ¾Íɭ ßʅ] {Ñ ÔßȓÍ ÞɟØɡ 
ÃɠÅʇ Öʃ {ĞŢȕÛÖʃÈ ßȓz ßɮ] ÞȓŢɠÖ ¾ɨÈx ¦Ó {ɰιÊ×ɟ Êɟ×ØɭĆÈÙɡ {Þ¾ɨ ȎØģ×ȕ ¾Ø Øßɟ ßɮ] ȒÅÑ Øɟč×ʇ Öʃ 
{Þ¾ɥ ÒØÓɦØÖʃÞ ¿ØɟÔ ßɮ, }Ñ Øɟč×ʇ ¾ɭ ÃɠÓ ÞɭŎɭÈØɡ ¾ɨ ÔȓÙɟ¾Ø ÞȓŢɠÖ ¾ɨÈx ¾ɭ ÖɟĘ×Ö Þɭ }Ñ¾ɨ 
ÓÈ¾ɟØ Õɠ ÙÀÍɠ ßɮ ©Ø }Þ¾ɟ ȎØģ×ȕ ¾Ø¾ɭ ¤ĆÜÑ Õɠ εÙ×ɟ ÅɟÍɟ ßɮ”] 
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(c) Determination of Vending Zones  

3.151  It came out during the Committee of  examination that in the absence of 

proper vending zones in cities the common street vendors everyday face the 

traumatic conditions as their sole products are confiscated by police and they are 

even beaten up.  Asked the situation, the Secretary Ministry of Housing and Urban 

Affairs admitted: 

 “¾ɟÑȕÑ ¾ɭ ÖȓÍɟȐÔ¾ ÛʃιÊɰÀ ÅɨÑ ÔÑɟ×ɟ Åɟ¤”] 

*****  
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PART -II  

Recommendations/Observations  

In view of rising urbanisation trends Government asked to do extra effort for 
achieving the goal of taking countryõs economy to Five Trillion Dollar by 2024. 

 

 The Committeeõs examination of Demands for Grants (2020-21) of 

Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs that seeks to propose a gross provision of 

Rs. 57,786 Cr and net provision of Rs. 50,039 cr deducting anticipated 

recoveries is within Ministryõs vision of providing ease of living, responsive 

governance etc is  part of Governmentõs response to urbanisation challenges by 

way of  implementation of prominent flagship programmes of PMAY (U), SCM, 

SBM (U) and DAY -NULM through a Three Level Strategy addressing th ree big 

issues of ôPoverty Alleviationõ, ôAffordable Housingõ and ôCleanlinessõ and also 

covering the areas of Water Supply, Sewerage and Improving  infrastructure, so 

that urban India can play an important role in achieving $5 Trillion Economy 

target by 2 024. The Committee however feel that in the light of 2030 

development agenda of the United Nations with  emphasis on sustainable cities 

and in view of rising urbanisation trends witnessing as high as 53 cities with 

more than one million plus population, bo th the response of the Government 

and strategy available need to be strengthened for achieving the intended 

goals. The Committee therefore recommend that extra efforts are needed to 

materialise intended goals.  

(Recommendation Sl. No. 01)  
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Lower allocation than proposed funds, reduction of funds at RE level and lower 
utilisation criticised and Government asked to come up with realistic demand 

for funds  
 

 The Committeeõs examination has revealed that not only the Ministry of 

Housing and Urban Affai rs has been denied the funds as proposed by them 

during the last three years i.e 2018 -19, 2019 -20 and 2020 -21 but whatever 

amount that was available was also brought down during 2019 -20 in flagship 

schemes like MRTS Metro, 100 Smart Cities Mission and Swac hh Bharat 

Mission (Urban) with utilisation of funds as on 15.02.2020 on lower side. In this 

connection the Committee are amazed to find that Ministry of Housing and 

Urban Affairs was not allowed to spend even beyond a point. The Committee 

owe an explanatio n in this regard. The Committee also recommend that 

Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs should come out with realistic demand of 

funds at Budget estimate level so that no reduction takes place at RE level with 

hundred percent utilisation.  

(Recommendation  Sl. No. 02)  

Government asked to enhance funds for overall urban infrastructure 

development  

 The Committee recall that while reviewing the Demands for Grants (2019 -

20) of the Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs, they had come across that 

High Powered Exp ert Committee (set up within the MoHUA in 2011) had 

recommended a projected investment requirement of Rs.39 lakh crore for 

capital investment from 2011 -2032 at 2009 -10 prices for replenishing the 

deficit in allocations over the years for achieving service delivery and also for 

meeting future needs of cities. The Committee were informed that necessary 
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replenishment is being done by arriving at three fold hike in annual average 

budgetary allocation from the level of Rs.15,800  crore between 10 years period 

fr om 2003 -2004 to 2013 -14 to as high as Rs.44,000 crore (inclusive of Extra 

Budgetary Resource (EBR)  i.e. 2014 -15 onwards till 2019 -20 with even higher 

allocation of Rs. 50,029 crore for BE (2020 -21).  In this context, the Committee 

have been informed that MoHUA has projected investment of Rs.17.74 lakh 

crore for  different Missions during the period from 2019 to 2025 with Rs. 5.73 

lakh crore for ôMetro Urban Transport õ, Rs.5.40 lakh crore for ôAffordable 

Housing õ,  Rs.2.79 lakh crore for ôJal Jeevan Mission õ, Rs. 2.01 lakh crore for 

ôSwachh Bharat Mission (Urban) SBM(U)õ, Rs.1.31 lakh crore for ôSmart City 

Mission; and Rs. 0.47 lakh crore for AMRUT.  

 In this connection, the MoHUA has submitted before the Committee that 

the Mission -wise flow of investment approved by the Government together with 

Central Government share thereon during the last five years and expected flow 

for future. For instance, for RRTS, Metro,  Government approved investment is 

Rs.1.81 lakh  with Central Government financial contribution of Rs.74,000 

crore, for AMRUT Mission  Rs.77,640 crore with States coming up with higher 

investment   for SBM(U) Rs.62,000 crore , for Smart Cities Mission Rs. 2.05 lakh 

crore and for PMAY(U) Rs.1.80 lakh crore with approval of Rs.60,000 crore a s 

Extra Budgetary Resources (EBR) and raising of Rs.43,000 crore with more 

EBR.  In this context, the MoHUA hopeful that through National Infrastructure 

Pipeline (NIP) launched during 2019 -20 Budget would give fillip to sustain the 

momentum in supplementin g the efforts of States in development of urban 
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infrastructure also.  The Committee while appreciating the workdone by the 

MoHUA in this regard, feel that a lot is to be done for mopping up necessary 

funds for over -all urban infrastructure as recommended b y High Powered Expert 

Committee set up by the Ministry way back in 2011.  

(Recommendation Sl. No.3)  

Lower utilisation of funds for MRTS/Metro Projects criticized and Government 

asked to make all out efforts for full and judicious utilisation of funds  

 The Committeeõs examination of allocation vis-à-vis utilization of funds 

under MRTS and Metro Projects during 2018 -19 and 2019 -20 reveal s that 

actual expenditure is lower than RE level.  For instance, as against the 

Rs.15,600 crore and Rs.18,890.06 crore of RE  (2018 -19) and (2019 -20), the 

level of expenditure was Rs.14,433 crore in FY (2018 -19) and Rs. 15,985,57 

crore as on date and additional expenditure is expected in the remaining part 

of FY.  In this connection, the Committee have been informed by MoHUA tha t 

requirement of funds depends upon project implementation which vary from 

year to year and expenditure against projected RE (2019 -20) is likely to be 

achieved.  The Committee also find for BE (2020 -21) Rs.20,000 crore have been 

proposed.  The Committee ap prehend that as the MoHUA has not been able to 

utilize full RE amount in 2018 -19 and RE(2019 -20) of Rs.18,890 crore may not 

likely to be spent in remaining part of the FY (2019 -20) when expenditure level 

is as low as Rs.15,985.57 crore as on date.  The Com mittee recommend that all 

out efforts be made to avail the precious funds being given for MRTS/Metro 

Projects.                                                                    (Recommendation Sl. No.4)  



113 
 

113 

 

Progress on Metro Rail Network welcomed however Gover nment asked to take 

remedial resources for making up the target with performance during 2019 -20  

 The Committeeõs examination of MRTS/Metro Projects has revealed that 

journey of Metro Rail Network starting from First Metro Rail Project 

commissioned in Kolka ta on 24 th  October, 1984 and then on 25 th  October, 

2002 by Delhi Metro to the present level of 691 km Metro currently operational 

in 18 cities with daily ridership of over 85 lakh and about 910 km (including 82 

km. Delhi -Meerut RRTS) under construction in 27 cities is appreciable.  The 

Committee, however, are glad to find that performance of Metro Rail Projects is 

above the targets however they are constrained to find that was not the case in 

2018 -19 where as against the target of 11.6 kms. the achievement has been as 

low as 9.95 km.  In this connection, the Committee have been informed that 

during 2019 -20, 33 km Metro Rail network has been made operational with 

11.5 km. in Nagpur, 11 km in Hyderabad, 5 -6 km in Kochi and 5 km in Kolkata 

and no let up has bee n in the speed in construction of Metro Rail Network.   

The Committee find that from post evidence reply of the MoHUA that as 

against 2.17 lakh crore of amount sanctioned as low as Rs.1.14 lakh has been 

released to Metro Projects.  In this connection, the Committee also find that 

CMD, DMRC has also given a brief resume of work taken up for Phase IV of 

Delhi Metro.  The Committee, therefore, recommend that project planning and 

implementation needs to be further strengthened for improving the 

performance in F Y (2020 -21).   

(Recommendation Sl. No.5)  



114 
 

114 

 

Examining the issue of free ride for vulnerable society  in Delhi Metro and use 
of small aggregators for ensuring last mile connectivity in Delhi Metro ð 

reiterated  

 

 The Committeeõs examination has revealed that two prominent issues of 

permitting free ride for women in Delhi Metro and ensuring last mile 

connectivity by promotion of small aggregators had come up before the 

Committee while examining the Demands for Grants (2019 -20). The Committee 

feel that possible wa ys and measures should be taken into consideration by the 

Ministry to provide for affordable and safe transportation services to the 

vulnerable sections of the society including the women, the children (the 

students) and the aged.   

 On the issue of ensuring last mile connectivity, the Committee have been 

informed about the details of Metro Feeder Bus, e -rickshaw services, E -scooter 

services, cycle sharing services and need for promoting  use of Metro lite has 

been highlighted.  The Committee apprehen d that the issue of ensuring last 

mile connectivity by small aggregators still remains to be addressed and needs 

to be examined afresh.  

(Recommendation Sl. No.6)  

Government asked to persuade the State Governments for low cost Metrolite  

works for their urb an transport needs of Tier 2 and Tier 3 cities  

 The Committee are constrained to find that currently the per km cost of 

construction of Metro Rail Network is as high as Rs.500 crore to Rs.700 crore 

as compared to Metrolite that costs as low as Rs.100 crore  to Rs.125 crore.  

The Committeeõs examination has revealed that as per National Infrastructure 

Pipeline (NIP) out of total investment on Metro Projects to the tune of Rs.5.73 

lakh crore from 2019 -20 to 2024 -25, an amount  as high as Rs.1.05 lakh has 

been devoted for Metrolite works.  The Committee find that as per post 
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evidence reply of MoHUA Metrolite system is suitable for cities with lower 

projection of ridership besides it can also be used as a feeder system to existing 

metro system.  The Committee als o feel that under ôMake in India Initiativeõ, 

the level of encouraging domestic manufacturing of metro components with 

foreign collaboration be promoted in big way as the system is more viable and 

sustainable due to its low capital costs, maintenance and o perational costs. The 

Committee recommend that the State Governments may follow the Kochi 

Metro by moving to Metrolite projects for the works which are under approval.  

The Committee feel in view of the low cost of construction Metrolite projects 

on the li nes of Kochi be taken up in other States for meeting the urban 

transport requirement s of Tier 2 and Tier 3 cities expeditiously.  

(Recommendation Sl. No.7)  

Government asked to expedite Metro Rail Project for Agra  

 The Committeeõs examination has revealed that prominent place of 

tourist attraction Agra is awaiting Metro Rail Network work due to imposition 

of general embargo on environmental angle by the Honõble Supreme Court.  The 

Committee recall that this issue was taken up by the Committee last year also.  

The Committee has been informed that after the Honõble Supreme Court has 

accorded permission, the matter is before  Monitoring Committee again to be 

submitted before Honõble Supreme Court.  The Committee feel that all out 

efforts be made for ea rly clearance of Agra Metro Project from Honõble Supreme 

Court.  
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(Recommendation Sl. No.8)  

Lower physical and financial performance under GPA (Res./Non -Res.) scheme 
criticized and Government asked to revamp the schemes for their proper 

implementation  

The Co mmitteeõs examination has revealed that Rs.1,288.01 crore has 

been proposed for GPA (Res./Non -Res.) for BE (2020 -21) as against the lower 

actuals of Rs.864.84 crore in previous year following high demand of additional 

works to be carried out and implementa tion of revised GPRA Upgradation 

Scheme.  The Committee would like a clarification from MoHUA showing 

details of additional demand arising out of Revised GPRA Scheme so as to 

arrive at logical conclusion for seeking step hike of about Rs.4,00 crore.  

 (Reco mmendation Sl. No.9)  

Government asked to look into various issues concerning requirement of Flats 

for MPs in BD Marg and development of two parks by CPWD in Delhi . 

The Committeeõs examination has revealed that various prominent issues 

of requirement of fun ds for construction of flats for MPs at BD Marg, 

preparedness for New Parliament Building and issue of development of parks 

opposite 27 -28 DDU Marg and in the vicinity of DMRC Park, Staff Colony Saket 

by the CPWD came up before the Committee.  On the issue  of making available 

funds for construction of flats for MPs at BD Marg, it came out before the 

Committee that out of cost of Rs. 103.00 crore for the project, only Rs.32.12 

crore has been spent for flats that are scheduled to be completed by March, 

2020.  It also came out during the course of evidence that a demand of Rs.200 

crore has been received.   The Committee find from the post evidence replies of 
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MoHUA that CPWD has requested for additional funds in supplementary 

Demands for Grants II for current fi nancial year 2019 -20.  The Committee feel 

that required amount should be made available for pending work at the earliest.  

As regards work on New Parliament Building, the Committee have been 

informed that DPR work would be over by March, 2020 followed by t endering so 

that the New Parliament comes up before Monsoon Session 2022.  In this 

context, the Committee find from post evidence replies that proposed building 

is proposed  to be constructed at Plot No. -118, adjacent to existing Parliament 

with concept pl an currently being finalized with Lok Sabha Secretariat.  The 

Committee expect that update on the issue be apprised to them.  

On the issue of development of Parks opposite 27 -18 DDU Marg and in the 

vicinity of DMRC park, Staff Colony Saket by the CPWD, the  Committee find 

from the post evidence replies from MoH&UA that CPWD has agreed to develop 

the park. The Committee desire that it should be expedited.  

(Recommendation Sl. No.10)  

Conceiving of Nirmal Kaushal Vikash Yojana for training construction workers 
welcomed and its early implementation recommended  

 

 The Committee appreciate that MoHUA has come out with Nirmal 

Kaushal Vikash Yojana for three years period from 2020 -21 to 2022 -23 with 

bud getary requirements of Rs.656 crore beginning with Rs.50.00 crore for BE 

(2020 -21) that seeks to give quality vocational training for workers in 

construction industry.  The Committee also find that 12 champion service 
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sectors have been identified for globa l service exports and enhancing the share 

of service s to G DP for implementation set up jointly by MoHUA, National Skill 

Development Corporation (NSDC) is currently under consideration of 

Government and will be finalised by April, 2020.  The Committee feel that this 

is good initiative and be finalised expeditiously.  

(Recommendation Sl. No. 11)  

Arranging more funds to meet PMAY (U) requirements recommended  

 

 The Committee are constrained to find that as against the estimated 

tentative demand of Rs. 1.79 lakh cr for construction of 112 lakh houses by 

2022, the Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs has been able to sanction as 

high as 103 lakh houses for which R s. 1.63 lakh cr has been approved as 

Committed Central Assistance out of which Rs. 63 ,676 cr has been releas ed to 

States, out of which UCs of as high as Rs. 51,000 cr have been received. In this 

context the MoH&UA has got Cabinet approval for raising Rs. 6 0,000 cr of EBR 

for the period of four years (Rs 8000 cr in 2017 -18, Rs. 20,000 cr in 2018 -19, 

Rs. 15,000 cr  in 2019 -20) out of which Rs. 43 ,000 cr has been released  and 

balance Rs. 17,000 cr are to be raised. Further the MoH&UA has also informed 

that Rs . 10,000 cr has been provisioned for 2019 -20 and Rs. 10,000 cr has been 

provisioned  for 2020 -21. Besides this the Committee have also been informed 

for FY (2020 -21) and FY (2021 -22) the MoH&UA plans to approach the Union 

Cabinet for considering the EBR in the range of Rs. 60,000 cr to Rs. 8,000 cr. 

The Committee feel that necessary funds for PMAY (U) requirement should be 
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arranged expeditiously as the level of sanctioning will rise further so as to 

reach the target of 112 lakh houses finally by 2022.  

(Recom mendation  Sl  No. 12)  

Government asked to release the share of Committed Central Assistance to 
States for early completion of 103 lakh sanctioned houses . 

 

 The Committeeõs examination  of State wise Central Assistance 

committed vis -a-vis spent reveal that as  against committed Central Assistance 

of Rs. 1.63 lakh cr the level of releases is as low as  Rs. 63,699.85 cr and most 

of the States like Andhra Pradesh, Assam, Haryana, K arnataka, Maharashtra,  

Rajasthan, Odisha, Punjab  and Tamil Nadu  have not received their share of 

Committed Central Assistance. The Committee therefore recommend  that their 

share of Central Assistance be released by mobilis ing timely EBRs  Budget 

Provisions  so that houses already sanctioned are completed on time.  

(Recommendation  Sl  No. 1 3) 

Failure on the part of States not furnishing UCs criticised and Government 
asked to open up a drive for expeditious  submission of pending UCs  

 

 The Committee are constrained to note that during 2018 -19 and 2019 -20 

as against actual release of Rs. 4 ,203.66 cr and Rs. 4 ,266.24 cr, the UCs have 

been received of as low as Rs. 2,754.00 cr and Rs. 1,594 cr. The Committee 

also are constrained to note that State s like Bihar, Chhatti sgar h, Gujarat, 

Kerala, Maharashtra and Mizoram have not been able to send th eir requisite 

UCs during 2018 -19. The Committee therefore recommend that a special drive 

be opened advising these slow moving States to submit their pending UCs 

expeditiously . 

(Recommendation  Sl  No. 14)  
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Government asked to have inter State conference s between good performing 
States and slow moving States for improving their performance . 

 

 The Committeeõs examination of State wise data of houses 

constructed/Grounded/Completed reveal that good performing States are 

Gujarat, Jharkhand, Karnataka, Bihar, O disha, West Bengal Chhatisgarh, 

Kerala, Uttar Pradesh, Uttarakhand, Manipur, Sikkim, Meghalaya, Assam  and 

J&K etc, where as the poor performing States are Maharashta and Haryana. The 

Committee desire that inter State Conferences be organised between good 

performing States and poor performing States so that slow moving States may 

keep pace with good performing States for early completion of houses 

sanctioned.  

(Recommendation Sl No. 15)  

Government asked to promote latest technology for early completion of hous es 
incentivising  better  performing States . 
 

 The Committeeõs examination has revealed that pace of sanctioning of 

houses is not commensurat e with houses grounded and houses completed. For 

instance as against the 103 lakh houses sanctioned as low as 60.51 lakh houses 

are under construction and still lower i.e  32.08 lakh houses have been 

completed. In this connection it came out before the Committee that out of  

four verticals of Beneficiaries  Led Construction (BLC), Affordable Housing 

Partnership (AHP), Credit Linked Subsidy Scheme (CLSS) and In Situ Slum 

Rehabilitation (ISSR) in AHP time taken for tendering house construction etc is 

three years and half and in BLC it is relatively less wherea s in CLSS beneficiary  

is allowed to go for a ready built houses . In this connection it also came out 

before the Committee that the pace of construction is being quickened by fast 



121 
 

121 

 

tracking construction under Light Houses Projects (LHPs) for affordable housi ng 

in Indore, Rajkot, Chennai, Ranchi, Agartala and Lucknow. The Committee feel 

that such drive should be opened across the States so that long g estation 

period usually taken is considerably reduced.  The Committee also find that 

with reference to vertical  of Beneficial Led Construction component of PMAY 

(U) States of Arunachal Pradesh, Chhattisgarh and UT of Jammu & Kashmir 

have pititioned before MoH&UA for suitably enhancing the available limit of Rs. 

1.50 lakh per beneficiary. The Committee feel that the  issue be favourably 

examined within MoH&UA for The Committee also appreciate at the idea of 

incentivising States which are performing well should also be promoted as has 

been opined by Secretary MoH&UA for faster completion of houses across the 

States.  The Committee also appreciate that MoH&UA has opened an ôAngikarõ 

campaign  from 2 nd  Oct, 2019 onwards wherein beneficiaries  have been allowed 

to converge with different  Missions of MoH&UA and other Central Ministries 

like Health and Family Welfare, Jal Shakt i, Ministry of Petroleum  and Natural 

Gas, Power, Youth & Sports and Women and Child Development for imbibing 

best practices  in water and energy conservation, Waste Management, Health 

Sanitation  and Hygiene . The Committee recommend that Angikar Campaign 

sho uld be open in a big way for making it beneficiary friendly and people 

oriented.   

(Recommendation Sl No. 16)  

 
Government asked to look into various issues relating to achievement of 

targets, expediting UCs and faster implementation of Reforms agenda  under 
AMRUT Scheme . 
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 The Committeeõs examination has revealed that under AMRUT Scheme 

Rs. 7300 cr have been proposed for BE (2020 -21) which is higher than actual 

(2019 -20) of Rs. 5,850.54 cr by reasons of increased pace of implementation of 

AMRUT Project s. In this connection the Committee are happy to note that out 

of approved plan size of Rs. 77,640 cr with Central share of Rs. 35,930 cr the 

total projects taken up has grown up to  Rs. 83,851 cr. In this connection the 

Committee find that 92% of total AM RUT are for Water Supply and Sewerage 

and Septage. The Committee however are constrained to note that in Water 

connection and Sewerage connection the performance is below target. For 

instance , current Water connections against the target of 139 lakh, the 

achievement was 71 lakh  connections only,  similarly , for sewerage 

connection s as against the target of 145 lakh sewerage connection, the 

achievement was as low as    43 lakh. Similarly , the  work done on 

implementation of reform agenda like replacement of Energy Efficient Light as 

against the target of 100 lakh, the actual work done was 74 lakh. The 

Committee are also constrained to note that as against the prime area of Water 

Supply  and Sewerage the majority of works that have been contracted pertain 

to Gr een Space and Parks. The Committee feel that there is a need for 

reviewing  the issue. The Committee are also constrained to note in other area 

like credit rating, issuing Municipal bonds, implementing Online Building  

Permission  System  (OBPS), the  work nee ds to be enhanced . In this connection 

on the issue of strengthening finances of ULBs as part of implementation of 

Reform agenda under AMRUT Scheme the Secretary, MoH&UA candidly 

admitted before the Committee that urban local bodies at local level political  
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system is not in favour of enhancing taxes on water and house. Therefore there 

is a need to bring in a large part of urban population within the ambit of Tax 

regime as has been done in cities like Nagpur, Hyderabad and Lucknow for this  

MoH&UA is working on e -portal through which maximum items of ULBs are to 

be put on public domain for enhancing tax ability of ULBs. The Committee also 

find from the post evidenc e reply that States have shown an increasing t rend in 

percentage of own resources to total resources. However the Committee feel a 

big drive be opened to increase their resources on their own for making them 

self sustainable. On financial performance the Committee are also constrained 

to find that out of Rs. 18,435.81 cr  Central Assist ance released as low as    Rs. 

13,586.09 cr of UCs have been received and only few States of Tamil Nadu, 

Telangana, Rajashthan, Punjab, Gujarat, Chhatisgarh, Bihar etc have timely 

furnished their UCs.  The Committee therefore feel that necessary cor rective 

steps be taken up urgently.  

(Recommendation  Sl  No. 17)  

Government asked to advise State Governments of Uttar Pradesh for effective 

Urban Transp ort System in Agra and Mathura t owns . 
 

 The Committeeõs examination has come across prominent issues relating  

to urban transport  in two UP towns  of  Mathura and Agra which are facing  the 

problem of traffic congestion due to arrival of vehicles from different adjoining 

States ferrying tourists. With a view to sort out the issue a Comprehensive 

Mobility Plan preferably by bus transport for Agra was suggested by Secretary, 

MoH&UA with a  rider that an initiative has to c ome from State Government. It 

was also suggested by Secretary, MoH&UA that Metro lite can be useful for both 
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the towns. It also came out before the Com m ittee that there is a need for 

bringing  Mathura under NCR for getting the benefit of infrastructure that is 

otherwise available in NCR towns. In this connection the Committee have 

informed that the proposal is being considered by the NCR Pl anning Board 

shortly. The Committee therefore find that MoH&UA should advise the State 

Government s in the matter so that traffic problem of the prominent towns of 

Agra and Mathura are resolved early.  

 (Recommendation  Sl  No. 18)  

 

Lowering of funds of RE (20 19 -20) and huge unspent funds under SCM 
criticised  and MoH&UA asked to take remedial steps for course correction.  
 

 The Committee find that Rs. 6 ,450.00 cr has been proposed for BE (2020 -

21) for Smart City Mission Scheme. The Committeeõs examination of allocation 

vis -a-vis utilisation during 2018 -19 and 2019 -20 reveal that as against the 

higher RE (2018 -19) of Rs. 6 ,169.03 cr actuals expenditure was as low as 

Rs.4,496.46 cr as on 31.12.18 Further the BE (2019 -20) of Rs. 6 ,450.00 cr has 

been brought down to Rs.3 ,450.00 cr with actuals expenditure at Rs. 2 ,305.76 

cr as on 31.12.2019. The Committee has been informed that time taken in 

various stages of implementation has been the reasons for reduction at RE 

(2019 -20). The Ministry is optimisti c of utilising the available amount for BE 

(2020 -21) with initial 18 months of execution work getting over after the 

selection of Smart Cities requiring funds like a established laboratory   that 

require money after necessary development of system. The Com mittee feel that 

reduction should have been avoided had MH&UA been really aware about 
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realistic position at ground level. In this connection the Committee are 

concerned to note that the rate of utilisation of funds is also not well For 

instance during 2018 -19 and 2019 -20 as on 31.12.2019 as against the releases 

of Rs. 5,855.60 cr and Rs. 2,298.35 cr these UCs received have been as low as 

Rs.2 ,346.94 cr and Rs. 631.14 cr respectively. In this context the Committee 

appreciate that during 2018 -19 Andhra Prades h, Gujarat, Gujarat, Uttar 

Pradesh, Uttarakhand, West Bengal, Sikkim have performed well however other 

States like Bihar, Tamil Nadu, Pun jab, Madhya Pradesh, Kar nataka, 

Maharashtra etc . are lagging behind. The Committee find that although 

MoH&UA has mentio ned  steps taken like field visits, city reviews etc they 

however recommend that the States that are slow moving be properly advised 

to submit their pending UCs expeditiously.  

(Recommendation  Sl  No. 19).  

Uneven progress of implementation of Smart Cities projects across States 
criticized and stricter monitoring mechanism accommodated for faster 

implementation  

 The Committeeõs examination has revealed that 100 Smart Cities Mission 

that was started on 25 th  J une, 2015 for providing infrastructure giving decent 

quality of life to its citizens for the purpose of liveability, economic ability and 

sustainability through Area Based and Pan city development by way of taking 

up 5151 projects with likely investment of  Rs.2.01 lakh crore during the 

Mission period largely 45% from SCM, 21%  from PPP  and 21% from 

convergence  is currently at implementation stage as cities selected on 

different Rounds from January, 2016 to January, 2018 needed a period of 60 

months for imp lementation i.e with total Mission duration of 60 months the 
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total city months come to 60x100=6,000 city months for the purpose.  The 

Committee have further been informed that in aggregate during 3.2 years of 

time spent on Smart City Mission work that come s to 3,660 city months i.e. 

61% and as such during this period as high as 4,508 projects worth Rs.1.63 

lakh or 80% are tendered stage, 3,665 projects worth Rs.1.20 lakh or 59% are 

at Grounded stage and 1560 projects with Rs.25 lakh crore 12.5% are at 

compl eted stage  in  the forms of Integrated Command and Control Centre 

(ICCC) Smart Roads, Smart Solar, Smart Metro, PPP Vibrant Public Spaces.  The 

Committee have been informed that pace of progress of Mission has increased 

in the last 1.5 years.  In this conn ection, the Committee have been informed by 

Secretary, MoHUA that it takes 17 -18 months for starting the projects.  

 The Committee has examined the progress of projects in terms of 

ôProjects Tenderedõ, ôWorks Orderedõ and ôWorks Completedõ as on 31.01.2020.  

The Committee find that on ôProject Tenderedõ the good performing States are 

Karnataka, Madhya Pradesh, Gujarat, Andhra Pradesh, Chhattisga rh, Uttar 

Pradesh, Rajasthan,  Maharashtra and Telangana etc.  Similarly on ôWork 

Orderedõ the States which have faired well are Karnataka, Madhya Pradesh, 

Uttar Pradesh, Gujarat, Chhattisgarh and Maharashtra etc.  Finally on ôWork 

Completedõ the States that have done well are Gujarat, Karnataka, Madhya 

Pradesh, Uttar Pradesh, Maharashtra, Andhra Pradesh and Rajasthan.   The 

Committee have been informed that monitoring mechanism is already put in  

place for implementation of Smart City Mission  in  the form of city review 

through  Video Conferencing, holding Smart Cities Events etc.  In terms of 
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comparative State -Wise, proj ect wise analysis of completed projects, the 

Committee find that States of Gujarat, Karnataka, Madhya Pradesh, Uttar 

Pradesh, Maharashtra, Andhra Pradesh, Chhattisgarh  etc.  have faired well in 

Command and Control Centre s, whereas in Smart Roads, Karnataka,  Madhya 

Pradesh, Uttar Pradesh etc. have faired well.  The similar is the situation in 

other areas.  The Committee feel that only few States have progressed and 

other States are lagging behind.   In this connection, the Committee also 

appreciate that MoHUA  has paired 20 best performing cities that need 

improvement . The Committee recommend that available monitoring 

mechanism be so strengthened expeditiously to trigger faster implementation 

of SCM projects across the concerned States.  

(Rec ommendation  Sl  No.2 0) 

Irregularities reported in Smart City work criticized and good workdone 

welcomed and Government asked its replication across the country  

 The Committeeõs examination of 100 Smart Cities Mission has revealed 

various issues like frequent changes in Smart City project specially in Jaipur, 

no worthwhile workdone in Smart Cities of Sri Nagar and Jammu, irregularity 

in Smart Cities of Patna etc.  Besides, the Committeeõs examination has also 

revealed that no much progress has been visible in Smart City work at  Smart 

City of Aurangabad, Raipur and Patna also.  The Committee recall that these 

issues were taken up by the Committee in their DFG (2019 -20) Report also.  

The Committee feel that there is a need for putting one extra effort so that 

complaints are genera lly addressed. In this connection, the Committee also 
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appreciate that fairely good work has been done in Smart cities of Surat and 

Indore.  The Committee recall that in Indore they had an occasion to see the 

innovating projects like ôGai ki Roti ATMõ, ôNekki ki Deevarõ Censure based 

waste collection.  The Committee feel that all these projects need to be 

replicated in other States also so that Smart City Mission is used for the 

benefit of common man and society at large.  

(Recommendation Sl No.21)  

Slow workdone on three ODF protocols of criticised and Government asked to 

more fasten for achieving the goal by 2024.  

 The Committeeõs find that work on three Protocols of ODF+ (Toilet with 

Water, maintanance and hygiene) ODF++ (Toilets with sludge and septage  

management) and Water Plus (Toilet with treating and reuse of water) are to be 

completed by 2024. However the Committee are constrained to note that the 

ground situation is not commensurating with the assigned timeline .  For 

instance out of 4320 cities de clared ODF as low as 1276 cities have been 

certified as ODF+ and still lower level of cities i.e 411 have been certified as 

ODF++. The Committee also find that ODF work is yet to take place in some 

ULBs and West Bengal and the Committee ha ve been apprised by the Secretary, 

MoH&UA that the work will be over by March, 2020. The Committee feel that 

there is a need to mov e faster with regard to the coverage of three Protocols of 

ODF+, ODF++ and Water Plus so as to adhere the time line of 2024. In this 

connectio n the Committee during the course of evidence came  across a 

peculiar position while  quoting a survey it was highlighted before the 
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Committee prominently that as high as 80% of Toilets in East Delhi Area are 

throughly unusable for want of proper maintanance  and the Committee were 

apprised by the Commissioner EDMC that the related survey was old  and the 

position was not all that bad as per the survey available. In view of ground 

reality the Committee do not subscribe to the views of the EDMC and 

recommend th at all out efforts be made on the part of MoH&UA under 

sanitation component for required level of maintainance in the affected area.  

 (Recommendation Sl No.22)  

Lower utilisation of releases by States under SBM (U) criticized Government 

asked to persuade the concerned States to improve their utilisation  

 The Committeeõs examination has revealed that a sum of Rs.2,300 crore 

has been proposed for BE (2020 -21) as against lower actual of Rs.1,020.02 and 

RE of Rs.1300 crore during 2019 -20.  The Committ ee find that during 2019 -20, 

the BE of  Rs.2650 crore were brought down  to Rs.1300 crore on the ground 

that Solid Waste Management Projects were capital intensive with completion 

time of one to three years and as such funds released for SWM component 

durin g 2017 -18 and 2018 -19 were mostly first instalment against which 

subsequent demand have not been received from the States/UTs resulting in 

lowering of funds at RE (2019 -20) and the same may be received during 2020 -

21 .  T hus higher funds have been proposed for 2020 -21.  The Committeeõs 

examination of Mission allocation vis -à-vis releases and utilisation from 2015 -

16 onwards has revealed that as against the Mission allocation of Rs.14,013 

crore, the releases have been as low as Rs.9790 crore and level of util isation is 
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still lower at Rs.7307 crore.  The Committee also find on explanation of MoHUA 

that on date a total commulative grant released is Rs.10,198.48 crore for which 

UCs are done only upto March, 2018 i.e. approximately Rs.6337 crore as 

against Rs.7307  crore were received which includes some UCs which will be 

done in 2020 -21.  In terms of releases and their utilisation, the Committee find 

that good performing States are Chhattisgarh, Gujarat, Maharashtra, Madhya 

Pradesh, Manipur, Mizoram, Meghalaya, Wes t Bengal, Odisha, Punjab, 

Rajasthan, Telangana, Uttar Pradesh, Tamil Nadu etc. whereas like Karnataka 

and Kerala are lagging behind.  The Committee recommend that special drive 

be opened for persuading the slow moving States to improve their 

improvement.  

(Recommendation Sl No.2 3) 

 

Full utilisation of SWM funds by some States appreciated and poor performance 

by slow moving States criticised and asked to improve their utilisation level  

 The Committeeõs examination of releases vis-à-vis utilisation under Solid 

Waste Management component of SBM (U) from 2015 -16 onwards has reve aled 

that out of Rs. 5026 cr of releases ,  the total  utlisation is as low as Rs. 347 0 cr. 

The Committee from the States wise details are glad to find that States of 

Arunachal Pradesh,  Andhra Pradesh, Chhattisgarh, Nagaland, Rajashthan, 

Mizoram , Sikkim  and Tamil Nadu have utilised hundred percent of releases and 

States like Gujarat, Madhya Pradesh, Meghalaya,  Jharkhand,  Telangana , 

Punjab and Uttar Pradesh and so on h ave  faired well. Th e Committee are 

however constrained to note that Bihar, Karnataka, Kerala, Maharashtra, 
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Odisha , Haryana, Tripura, Manipur etc. are lagging behind. The Committee 

therefore recommend that a special drive be opened with slow moving States to 

improve their tal ly also.  

(Recommendation Sl No. 24)  

Government asked to open up a  Nationl Institut e of Sanitation and Solid Waste 

Management (SWM) at Indore for examplary work done in the area of sanitation 

and SWM  

 The Committee are glad to find that MoH&UA is going to o pen a regional 

Centre at Indore as part of Natioonal Urban Leadership Hub being developed by 

strengthening the existing infrastructure that is currently with National 

Institute of Urban Affairs Delhi. The Committee recall that they have recently 

visited In dore and were quite impressed with the examplary level of cleaniness 

that has not only been awarded the cleanest city recognition in the Country 

three times in a row but also have a rare distinction of hundred percent 

Municipal Waste Treatment. The Committ ee feel that in the light of above 

examplary work  done in Sanitation and Solid Waste Management, Indore may 

be favourably considered for opening up National Institute for Sanitation and 

Solid Waste Management so that example of Indore can be replicated el sewhere 

in the Country.  

(Recommendation Sl No. 2 5) 

Government asked to start the work on bio mining at Gazipur land fill site in 

Delhi for its removal as was done by Indore.  

 The Committee note that during the course of evidence of the 

representatives of M oH&UA a prominent issue of converting Delhiõs land fill 



132 
 

132 

 

site into a park as has been done by Indore Municipal Corporation came up 

before the Committee in a big way. The Committee from the post evidence 

reply find that as desired by them a visit of Commissi oner, EDMC, Joint 

Secretary in Charge of SBM (U) in MoH&UA alongwith local MP took place and it 

was agreed to continue bio mining of land f i ll site and use of output for RDF 

and C&D plants with NHAI agreeing to take initial 5000 MT of soil for road 

constru ction. The Committee recommend that work as agreed be started 

expeditiously on the pattern of Indore.  

(Recommendation Sl No. 26)  

Enhancing employment , C reation of Urban Shelters and determination of 

Vending Zones recommended.  

 

 The Committee examination of the Scheme of Deen Dayal Antyodaya 

Yojana ð National Urban Livelihood Mission (DAY -NULM) reveals that Rs. 795 cr 

have been proposed for BE (2020 -21) for this scheme of Urban Poverty 

Allivation focusing on livelihood creation. While reviewing  allocation vis -à-vis 

utilisation of the last two years i.e 2018 -19 and 2019 -20, the Committ ee find 

that the allocation has  been enhanced from the level of Rs. 310 cr in 2018 -19 

to Rs. 750 cr in 2019 -20 and the utilisation of funds during 2019 -20 is even 

h igher i.e Rs. 680 cr as on 15.02.2020. In the context of low performance on 

number of beneficaries provided skill training, the Committee have been 

informed that it was owing to factors like general election in some States and 

shifting from the Skill Devel opment Management System to Skill India Mission 
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Portal and the performance has improved further. The Committee are however 

constrained to note that the MoH&UA has left the issue of providing 

employmen t to State and City Governments.  T he Committee therefor e feel 

that the MoH&UA should also on their own the responsibility for this. The 

Committee also find that two prominent issues of creation of Urban Shelters 

and determination of Vending Zones in the country have come up before the 

Committee. The Committee therefore feel that a lot more is needed at the level 

of MoH&UA so that the have nots take shelters on these urban shelters and 

common venders is given a proper designated place for selling their articles  

without fear of being upr oo ted.  

(Recommendation Sl No. 27)  

 

 

 

 

New Delhi;  

3rd March, 2020 

13 Phalguna, 1941-42 Saka) 

JAGDAMBIKA PAL ,  

Chairperson, 

Standing Committee on 

Urban Development. 
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