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INTRODUCTION 

I, the Chairperson of the Committee on Government Assurances (2020-2021), having 

been authorized by the Committee to submit ~he Report on their behalf, present this Forty-

Seventh Report (17th Lok Sabha) of the Committee on Government Assurances. 

2. The Committee on Government Assurances (2020-2021) at their sitting held on 19 

January, 2021 inter-alia considered Memorandum Nos. 28 to 47 containing requests received 

from various Ministries/Departments for dropping of 23 pending Assurances and decided to 

pursue 18 Assurances. 

3. At their sitting held on 29 July, 2021, the Committee on Government Assurances (2020-

2021) considered and adopted this Report. 

4. The Minutes of the aforesaid sittings of the Committee form part of the Report. 

NEW DELHI; 

'-~~ c July, 2021 

- Sravana, 1943 (Saka) 

RAJENDRA AGRAWAL, 
CHAIRPERSON, 

COMMilTEE ON GOVERNMENT ASSURANCES 

iv 





A •.!..r REPORT 

While replying to Questions in the House or during discussions on Bills, Res°'utions, 

Motions, etc. , Ministers sometimes give Assurances, undertakings or promises either to 

consider a matter, take action or furnish information to the House at some later date. An 

Assurance is required to be implemented by the Ministry concerned within a period of three 

months. In case, the Ministry finds it difficult to implement the Assurance on one ground or 

the other, it is required to request the Committee on Government Assurances to drop the 

' Assurance and such requests are considered by the Committee on merits and decisions taken 

to drop an Assurance or·otherwise. 

2. The Committee on Government Assurances (2020-2021) considered Twenty 

Memoranda (Appendix-I) containing requests received from various Ministries/Departments 

for dropping of 23 pending Assurances at their sitting held on 19 January, 2021. 

3. After having considered the requests of the Ministries/Departments, the Committee 

are not convinced with the reasons furnished for dropping of the following 18 Assurances:-

SI. SQ/USQ No. & Date 
No. 
1. USQ No. 2734 

dated 27.12.2018 

Ministry Subject 

Youth Affairs & Sports Rajiv Gandhi National Institute 
(Department of Youth of You~h Development 
Affairs) (Appendix - II) 

~--~~~~~·t--'-~~~~_;_~~~-=~~ 

2. USQ No. 1587 Environment, Forest and Implementation of Forest Policy 
dated 25.07.2Q_!Z_ _ _ _ Clim~te Ch_~ng_~ (Appendix - III) 

3. USQ No. 2799 Youth Affairs & Sports National Sports Policy/Code-
dated 05.12.2019 (Department of Sports) 2011 

, (Appendix - IV) 
·-4~-- -- (i) SQ-No. 67-------~-~ He~lth and Family I (i) Review of CGHSS~hem; --

dated 12.1 1.2010 Welfare .. . " I 
(Department of Health & (ii) Health Insurance Scheme '. 

.,.1~ . (ii) USQ No . 3205 Family Welfare) for CGHS Beneficiaries I 
dated 12.07.2019 

II 

L I 

1 



-·i .:·SI. 
No. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

I 

113. 
j 14. 

1 

15. 

SQ/USQ No. & Date 

(iii) USQ No. 972 
dated 29.04.2016 

(i) USQ No. 6641 
l dated 06.05.2015 

(ii) USQ No. 4129 
dated 23.12.2015 
SQ No. 150 
dated 28.12.2017 

SQ No. 164 
dated 11.08.2011 
(Supplementary oy Shri 
Hukmdev Narayan 
Yadav, M.P.) 
SQ No. 164 
dated 03.07.2019 
(Supplementary by 
Shri Mohanbhai 
Kalyanjibhai Kundariya, 
M.P.) 
USQ No. 864 
dated 26.06.2019 
USQ No. 2844 
dated 10.07.2019 

USQ No. 1831 
dated 26.07.2017 
USQ No. 2489 
dated 06.02.2014 

I 
I 

I USQ No. 3208 
I 

dated 14.03.2018 
: USQ No. 1927 
! dated 31.07.2015 
I 

I 
! USQ No. 1477 
I dated 26.07.2018 
I 

~ 

I 

Ministry Subject 

-
(iii) Health Insurance for CGHS 
Pensioners 
(Appendix - V) 

Housing and Urban (i) Land for Netaji Memorial 
Affairs 

{ii) Memorial of Netaji 
(Appendix - VI) I 

Jal Shakti Drinking Water Proposals 
(Department of Drinking (Appendix - VII) 
Water and Sanitation) 

Rural Development W~steland Development 
(Department of Land Programme 
Resources) (Appendix - VIII) 

i 

····· 
--

Railways Maintenance under Northern 
Railway Facility 
(Appendix - IX) I 

Railways Rail Projects in Andhra Pradesh 
(Appendix - X) 

Railways Mumbai Suburban Railway 
System 
(Appendix - XI) 

Railways Palakkad Coach Factory 
(Appendix - XII) 

Railways Job in Lieu of Land Acquired for 
Railway Lines 

\ 
(Appendix - XIII) 

! i 
1 Defence I Fighter Planes 
I (Department of Defence) (Appendix - XIV) 
Commerce and Industry 
(Department of 
Commerce) 

I Jal Shakti 
I (Department of Water 
j Resources, RD & GR) 

2 

Ordinance for Restricting II 

Extension of Tea Garden 
(Appendix - XV) 1 

I Par-Tapi-Narmada Rivers Link 1 
i (Appendix - XVI) I 



·~ -- ... 
4. The details of the Assurances arising out of the replies and the reason(s) advanced by 

the Ministries/Departments for dropping of the above mention~d 18 Assurances are grven in 

Appendices -II to XVI. 

s. The Minutes of the sitting of the Committee dated 19 January, 2021, whereunder the 

requests for dropping of the Assurances were considered, are given in Appendix- XVII. 

6. The Committee desire that the Government should take note of the Observations of . . 

the Committee, as contained in Annexure-II of Appendix-XVII and take appropriate action for 

the implementation of the Assurances expeditiously. 

NEW DE~HI; 
3c July, 2021 

C 8 Sravana, 1943 (Saka) 

RAJENDRA AGRAWAL, 
CHAIRPERSON, 

COMMilTEE ON GOVERNMENT ASSURANCES 

3 
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:.} Appendix- I 
COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT ASSURANCES (2020-2021) 

Statement showing summary of requests received from various Ministries/Departments 

. regarding dropping of Assurances and considered by the Committee on 19 January, 2021 
,.. ... _ -.- . 

Sl. Memo Question/ Discussi Ministry Departm~nt Brief Subject 
Noll No. on References 

1 28 USQ No. 2498 Agriculture and Department of Corruption in Coconut 
dated 09.07.2019 Farmers Welfare Agriculture, l Development Board 

Cooperation and 
Farmers Welfare 

r I 

2 29 USQ No. 2734 I Youth Affairs & Department of \ Rajiv Gandhi National 
dated 27.12.2018 Sports Youth Affairs I Institute of Youth 

# ! Development 
- I 

3 30 USQ No. 1587 Environment, ! Implementation of 
dated 25.07.2017 Forest and · Forest Policy 

Climate Change 

! 

- ·--- ~--;~ 

4 

5 

6 

- -

17 
I 
I 
I 

31 

32 

33 

~ 
134 
i 
I 
I 

l 

---

USQ No. 2799 Youth Affairs & 
dated 05.12.2019 Sports 

(i) SQ No. 67 Health and 
dated 12.11.2010 . Family Welfare 

(ii) USQ No. 3205 
dated 12.07.2019 ~ 

I 

(iii) USQ No. 972 I 
dated 29.04.2016 

(i) USQ No. 6641 Housing and 
dated 06.05.2015 Urban Affairs 

(ii) USQ No. 4129 
dated 23.12.2015 

! --- ---~- ------r--
' 
I SQ No. 150 
. dated 28.12.2017 

1 Jal Shakti 

I 

Department of 
Sports 

Department of 
Health & Family 
Welfare 

l ... • 
' 

I 
! 
: 

-1 

1

1 Department of 
Drinking Water 

I and Sanitation 
I 
' I 

National Sports 
Policy/Code-2011 

(i) Review of CGHS 
Scheme 

I 
(ii) Health Insurance 
Scheme for CGHS 

I Beneficiaries 

1 

(iii) Health Insurance 
for CGHS Pensioners 

t (i.) Land for Netaji 
-

Memorial 

(ii) Memorial of Netaji 

I Drinking Water 
l Proposals 

- --

: _____ I -- --~' -- --- - ---~ ---~ ------~---·· -----

4 



.......... ~ 

~w~~ .Memo Question/Discussi Ministry Department Brief Subject 
No. No. on References 

8 35 SQ No. 164 Rural Department of Wasteland 
l I dated 11.08.2011 Development Land Resources Development 

I (Supplementary by Programme 
Shri Hukmdev 
Narayan Yadav, 
M.P.) 

9 36 SQ No. 164 Railways Maintenance under 
dated 03.07.2019 Northern Railway 
(Supplementary by Facility 
Shri Mohanbhai 
Kalyanjibhai 
Kundariya, 
M.P.) 

10 37 USQ No. 4533 Minority Affairs Hostel Facilities to \ 

dated 14.12.2016 · Poor Students 

11 . 38 SQ No. 367 Agriculture and Department of Seeds Bill 
dated 28.03.2017 Farmers Welfare Agriculture, 

Cooperation and 
Farmers Welfare 

12 39 USQ No. 864 Railways Rail Projects in 
dated 26.06.2019 Andhra Pradesh 

13 40 USQ No. 2844 Railways Mumbai Suburban 
dated lOWT.2019 Railway System ! 

14 41 USQ No. 570 Railways New Railway Lines 
dated 27.04.2016 and Doubling of Rail 

Lines 

15 42 USQ No. 1831 Railways Palakkad Coach 
dated 26.07.2017 Factory 

! 16 43 I USQ No. 2489 Railways Job in Lieu of Land 
i [ dated 06.02.2014 

I 
I Acquired for Railway 

I 

I 
I I 

1 
l Lines l I ! l 

I 144 j USQ No. 3208 
! I 

; 17 I Defence Department of Fighter Planes 
i 

I 1 

dated 14.03.2018 I Defence 
I 

' j I I 

I 45 ! USQ No. 1927 Commerce and Department of ! Ordinance for I 
j 18 I 

I 
I 

i ! dated 31.07.2015 I ndustry Commerce Restricting Extension , 
! of Tea Garden I 

I 
! I 

; 
I ! I i I 

5 



~~~~~ ..... ~. Memo Question/ Discussi 
1\8 "'· No. on References 
19 46 USQ No. 1477 

dated 26.07.2018 

20 47 USQ No. 3528 
dated 15.12.2014 

I 

,. ... _ ... 

·- · - . 

Ministry 

Jal Shakti 

I 

Railways 

6 

Department 

Department of 
Water Resources, 
RD&GR 

' .... . 

Brief Subject 

Par-Ta pi-Narmada 
Rivers Link 

Contract ·of IRCTC 
with Travel Agency 





. . .. 
., •• I : • ." I 

·· ·. .' 

.. . ,· 
'. 

t:" • .,, . .;.;( , 
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LOK SABHA SECRETARIAT . /JjJjXrzdbL -JI 
COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT ASSURANCES BRANCH 

MEMORANDUM· No. . 2-'1 . 
SJbject: Request for dropping of Assurance given in reply to Unstarred 

Question No. 2734 dated 27.~2.2018 regarding "Rajiv ~andhi 
National Institute of Youth Development". 

On .27 December, 2018_, Shri Bharathi Mohan R.K. and various other, 
M.P.s, addressed aR Unstarred Question ·No.· 2731 to the Minister -of Youth 
Aff~lr$ and Sports. _The text of the Questh;m along with the reply of the 
Minister is as given in the Annexure. 
2. The reply to the Question was treated as an · ASsurance by .the 
~mmittee and required to be· implemented by ~he Ministry of Youth Affairs and Sports within three months from the date of the reply but the Assurance 
is yet to be impl~mented. . 
3. In this regard, the Ministry of Youth Affairs and Sports (Department of 

Youth Affairs) -vide O.M.No. H-11oi2/4/2019-RGNIYD dated 10 September, 
2020 have stated as under:- · 

.. ". ~ 

"In respect of the above Assurance, it is stated that as far as the 
appointment of Vice-Chairperson of Exe~utive Council (EC) of RGNIYD Is 
concerned, a number of appUcations ~ere received by Ministry and some 
appHc.ations were also -received by Mnisters office directly but .none of 
the candidates was . found suitable. Vice Chairperson is a member of 
Executiv~ Council, RGNIYD and participates in meetings of Executive 
Council of RGNIYD. Vice-Chairperson, does not participate i~ day-to day , 
affairs of RGNIYD. It is further stated that the nomin~tlon for the post of : 
Vice-Chairperson Is made by the Visitor, i.~. the President of India, on 
the recommendation~ of MoS(I/C), as such the Minisny is unable to 
furnish the timeline by which the Assurance could be fulfilled'i. 

4. In view of ~he above, the Ministry, with the approval of the Minister of 
State (Independent Charge) for Youth Affairs and Sports, have requested the Committee to drop the A$surance. · 

The Committee may consider. 

DATED:- 14 \o \ \ 2..o 2.. ) 
NEW DELHI 



.. . 
.. · .. 

.. . 
. . 

· . .. 

GOVERNMENT _OF INDIA 
MINISTRY OF YOUTH AFFAIRS AND SPORTS 

{DEPARTMENT OF YOUTH AFFAIRS) 

LOK SABHA 

UNST ARRED QUESTION NO. 2734c 
TO BE ANSWERED ON 27/12/2018 

Rapv Gandhi National Institute c:>f Youth Development 
2734: SHRI. BHARA THI MOHAN R.K.: . .. ' .... .. SHRI PR. SENTHIL NATHAN: 

SHRIMATI VANAROJ~ R.: 
SHRIMATI V. SATHYA BAMA: 

Will the Minister of YOUTH AFFAIRS A~D SPORTS b~ pleased to state: 
(a) whether the Government has provided· financial ~upport and infrastru~ture · ·faclllti.es to the Rajiv Gandhi National Institute of Youth Development (RGNIYD) in Sriperumbudur, Tamil Nadu; 

· · (b) If so, the details thereof and the funds allocated to .RGNIYD during each of the l~st four years: an~ 

(c) the details· of steps taken/being taken by the Government to fill . up the vacant posts in· RGNIYD including t_hat of the Vice-Chairman? 

ANSWER . 

THE MINIST~R OF STATE {INDEPENDENT .. CHARGE) FOR 
. I YOUTH AFFAl~S & SPORTS 

{CO~. ~JYAVARDHAN RATHO.RE(RETD.)} 

(a) Yes Madam, RGNIYD Is getting budgetary support from Government. of India in the form of Grant-in-Aid. 

{b} The funds allocate_d to RGNIYD in the l.ast four years are as follows:= 
Year Rs. inCrore 
2014 .. 15 21.70 
2015-16 23.00 
201 ·5-17 36.00 
2017.;.15 36.00 

I 
{c){I!!e Ministry is ~ooking for appropriate candidate for the post of Directoy and Vice Chairm~nD \ · . -------- - . 

*** 
. g 



... _ 

I ---L 0 KS AB HASE C RE TARI AT /Jl#~.Y:/.JL 
COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT ASSURANCES BRANCH 

MEMORANDUM No. 3 o 

Subject: Retjues.t for dropping of Assurance given in reply to Unstarred 
Question No. 1587 dated 25.07.2017 regarding "Implementation of Forest · 
Policy" 

On 25 July, 2017, . Shri Lallu Singh, M.P., addressed an Unstarred· 
Question No. 1587 to the Minister of Environment, Forest and Climate Change. ' 
The text of the Question alo~g with the reply of the Minister is as given in the 
Annexure . . 
2. The reply to the Question was treated as an Assurance by the 
Committee and required to be implemented by the Ministry of Environment, 
Forest and Clim~te Change within three months from the date of the reply but 

·. the Assurance is yet to be implemented . 

3. The · Ministry of. Environment, Forest and Climate Change vide OM F. 
No.6-39/2017-FP dated 14, November 2017 had requested to drop the 
Assurance on the following· grounds:-

"The. draft N~tional Ft?rest Policy /New Forest Policy is not ready and on 
the ·basis of precedence five· similar cases where the Assurance was · 
later on considered dropped by Rajya Sabha Secretariat, the Committee 
on Government Assurances, Lok Sabha Secretariat is requested that the 
instant Assurance given in reply to USQ . No. 1587 dated 25.07.2017 
may also be considered that this may kindly not to be treated as 
Assurance." 

4. The above request for dropping the Assurance was not acceded to by 
the Committee at their sitting held on 04 December, 2019. The -Committee 
accordingly presented their SiXth Report (17th Lok Sabha) on 20 Septen1ber, 
2020. The Committee desire. that the Ministry must actively pursue the· matter 
and expedite the fulfillment of the ~Assurance. 

5. · However, the Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate Change vide 
O.M. F. No.6-39/2017-FP dated 18, September 2020 have stated as under:-· 

"The Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate Change has already 
submitted final · Note for the Cabinet for consideration and approval of 
National Forest Policy, 2020. The matter is under active consideration in 
the Cabinet Secretariat." 

6. In view of the above, the Ministry, with the approval of the Minister of 
State in the Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate Change, have again 
requested the Committee to drop the Assurance. 

The Committee may re-consider. 

Dated: - \ 4 \ cJ\ \ 2.0 2- \ 

New Delhi 



r ·. 
/;'\ 
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 
MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT, FOREST AND CLIMATE CHANGE 

LOK SABHA 
UNS'f ARRED QUESTION NO. 1587 
TO BE ANSWERED ON 25.07.2017 

Implementation of Forest Policy 

1587. SHRJLALLU SINGH: 

• 

\ - . 

OIH 

· Will the Minister of ENVIRONMENT, FOREST AND CLIMATE CHANGE be pleased to state: 

. (a) 

(b) 
. (c) 
(d) 
(e) 

whether a recommendation has been made in a report submitted to the Government for iniplementation of Forest Policy; 
if so, ~he acreage of the land recommended to be included as forest land under the policy; 
whether the decision has so far been taken to implement. the said policy; · 

· if so, the facts in this regard; and 
the time.by which the·said polfoy is likely to be implemented? 

ANSWER 

MINISTER FOR ENVIRONMENT, FOREST AND CLIMATE CHANGE 
(DR. HARSH V ARDHAN) 

(a) to (e) The Ministry of E!!vironment, Forest and Climate Change is not aware of any such 
report regardin implementation of Forest Polic;y. However, Indian Institute of Forest 

. anagerrient (IIFM), ·Bhopal under the Ministry of Enviroilllf ent, Forest and Climate 
· .Change (MoEF&CC) was asked to prepare a draft National Forest Policy document. . 

·. IIFM has submitted the draft poli£_:Y document. The :Ministry of Environment, Forest .. 
and Climate Change has not finalized the new National Forest Policy. f · 

***** 

jo 
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Subject: 

LOK SABHA SECRETARIAT · /Jf'fat?4J:X-J}2' 
COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT ASSURANCES BRANCH 

MEMORANDUM No. 3 \ 

Request for dropping of Assurance given in reply to Unstarred 
Question No. 2799 dated 05.12.2019 regarding "National Sports 
Policy /Code-201 ~ ". 

· On 05 December, 2019, Shri N.Reddeppa and various other · M.Ps., 
addressed an Unstarred Question No. 2799 to the Minister of Youth Affairs, 
and Sports. The text" of the Question along with the reply of the Minister is as 
given in the .Annexure. 

· 2. The· · reply to the Question was treated as an Assurance by the 
Committee and required to be. implemented by the Ministry of·Youth Affairs 
and ~ports within three months fyom th~ date of the reply but the Assurance 
is yet to be implemented, 

3. In this regard, the Ministry of Youth Affairs and Sports (Department of 
· Sports) vide. O.M.F.No. H-11016-24/2019-SP-III. dat~d 08 October,· 2020 have 

stated as under:-

"In 2017, a committee was constituted to study the· existing sports 
governance framework in the country, recent developments _related to · 
sports governance, international best practices, etc. and to make 
recommendations .. The committee recommended a Draft National Code 
for Good Governance in Sports, 2017 . 

This Deptt. vide order dated 26.11.2019 constituted a committee to 
review the Draft National Code for Good Governance in Sports, 2017 & 
suggest measures so that there is a sync between the Government & an 
stakeholders and a balance is struck between the autonomy of NSFs vis-
a-vis the need for transparency and accountability,. · 

. . 
In this ·regard it is informed that the Delhi High. Court vide. its order 
dated 06.12.2019 has stay.ed . the above mentioned order dated 
26.11.2019 vide which .this -Committee was constituted to review the 
Draft National Code for Good Governance in Sports, 2017. Therefore, it 
is difficult to indicate any timeline by which decision will be taken on the 
recommendations of the Committee." 

4. In view of the above, the Ministry, with the approval of the Minister of 
State for Youth Affairs and Sports (I/C), have requested the Committee to 
drop the Assurance 

The Committee may consider. 

DATED:- l 4 r o d2-a2.. \ 

NEW DELHI 

l \ 





-- r i • 

.. :' : .. 

Government of India 
MinistrY of Youth Affairs & Sp~rts 

Department of Sports · 

LOK SABHA 
· UNSTARRED QUESTION N(). 2799 

TO BE ANSWERD ON 05.12.2019 

National Sports Policy/~·ode-2011 

2799.SHRIN.RED~EPPA: 

SHRIMATI VANGA . 
G.EETHA v1sWANATH: 

•• .. • • i • ... 

SHRIMATI RAKS~A 
NlKHii. KHADSE: 

Will the ·Minister of YOUTH AF~AIRS AND SPORTS be plea~ed to 
state: 

(a) wheJher the Government is not sanctioning funds to those spor:ts 
acade~ies and organisatio~s · that are violating National Sports 
Policy/Code2011; 

(b) If so, t.he details thereof, State-wise including Andllra Pradesh; 
and 

(c) whether the ~overnment has proposed and·asked for a f~edback 
from Indian Olympic Association for the draft National Sports Code 
drafted in 2017 for administrative reforms and if so, the details 
·thereof? 

ANSWER 
THE MINU~TER OF STATE (INDEPENDENT CHARGE) 

FOR YOUTH AFFAIRS AND SPORTS 
[SHRI KIREN RIJIJU] 

(a) & (b) All the Nationa~ Sports Federations (NSF~) and the indian 

Olympic Association. (IOA) are required to adopt the provisions of 

the National Sports Development Code of India, 2011! (NSDCl)a 

Academies and State leveB sports bodies, including that of Andhra 

Pradesh, do not ifalD under the purview of NSDClc Tc be eHgibie for 

,~ 



assistance under the Scheme of Assistance to NSFs, all the NSFs 
' . 

must maintain their recognized status with the Department of i f) 

Sports. 

(C) Comments I suggestions have been sought from the Indian 

Olympic Association and various recognized NSFs, as being 

stakeholdt!rs, on the draft N~tional Code for Good Governance in 

Sports, 2017. Subsequ.en~ly, l an Expert Com~ittee. heacled by a 

retired Judge of Supreme Court .. of India has been· constituted to 

hold .consultation!» with stakeholders and give its recommen.dation 
' 

***** 

,,. ,· . 
.. '· . 
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LOK SABHA.SECRETARIAT 
COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT ASSURANCES BRANCH 

MEMORANDUM No. 3 2-

Subject: Request for ·dropping· of Assurances given in replies to:-
(i) Starred Question No. 67 dated 12.11.2010 regarding "Revi~w· of CGHS, 

Scheme." (Annexure-I). . 

(ii) Unstarred Question No. 3205 dated 12.07.2-019 regarding "Health Insurance 
Scheme for CGHS Beneficiaries." (Annexur~-II). · 

(iii) Unstarred Question No. 972 dated 29.04.2016 _ regardin~ "Health ·insurance 
for CGHS Pensioners." (Annexure-m). 

Tue above mentioned Starred Question a_t. SI. No .. (i) was asked by Shri C. 
Rajendran, M.P·. and the Un:starred Questior:i at SI. No~ (ii) was asked by Shrl K. 
Navaskani, M.P., to the Minister of Health and .Family Welfare. However, the 

· Unstarred Question at SI. No. (iii) was asked by Shri P.C. Mohan, M.P., to the 
Minister _of Fina~ce. The Assurance ·given in reply to Ul}starred Qu~stiori at SI. (iiO 
was later on transferred to the Ministry of Health and Family '{\/elfare. The contents . . 
of the Questions along· with the replies of the Minister are as given in Annexures I to 
III . 

. 2. · The replies to the Questions were treated as Assurances and required to be · 
implemented by the Ministry of Health and Family Welfare (Department of Health ' 
and Family Welfar~) within three months of the date of the reply but the Assuran~es 
are yet to be implemented. 

3. The Ministry of Health & Family Welfare (Department of Health. & Family 
Welfare) vide· O.M. No .. H-11016/92/2010-CGHS (P) dated 25.08.2015 had requested to drop the Assurances given in reply to SQ No. 67 dated 12.11.2010 mentioned at SI. No. (i) above and another Lok Sabha Question i.e. USQ 4277 dated 23.04.2008 on the following grounds:-

"That the Central Government Employees & Pensioners Health Insurance 
Scheme (CGEPHIS) has not been finalized so far. It is difficult to prescribe a 
time-limit by which the proposed Insurance Scheme for Central Government Employees will be implemented." 

4. Further, the Ministry of Health & Family Welfare (Department of Health & Family 
Welfare) vide O.M. F. No. H. 11017/13/2015-CGHS(P) dated 12.04.2016 had also 

, 
- . 



requested to drop the two Assurances mentioned in · Para 3 above on the ·following 
·grounds:-

'That the EFC note on Central Government Employees & Pensioners Health 
Insurance Scheme (CGEPHIS) was circulated to the concerned Ministries/ 
Departments. The comments have been received from some Ministries and ' 
Departments. Response from some Ministries is still awaited the process will 
take some more time." . -\ ' . . 

· 5. The above reques~ for dropping the Assurances was considered by the 
Comm.ittee at their sitting held on 09 March, 2017 and it was decided .not to drop 
the two Assurances. The Committee accordingly presented their 64th report (16th 
Lok Sabha) on .10 August, 2017. The Committee, re~ommended that ·the Ministry ··---· 

. s~~uld pursued the matter with Minlstries concerned and take necessary steps to 
implement the.Assurances without further delay. 

6. However, ~ssurance given in reply to USQ 4277 dated 23~04.2008 . was. 
subsequently, dropped by the Committee at their sitting. held on 11 August 2020 
during review of pending Assurances of the 14th Lok Sabha. 

7. The Ministry of Health & Family Welfare (Department of Health & Family 
Welfare) vide OM File No. H.11016/20/2016-CGHS (P) dated 20 December, 2018 
had· also requested to drop the Assurance given in ·reply to. USQ No. 972 dated , 
29.04.2016 mentioned at SI. No. (iii) above on the following grounds:-

"Final EFC memo regarding finalization of the Central Governrnent J:mployees 
&· Pensioners. ~ealth Insurance Scheme (CGEP.HIS) has been sent for . 
appraisal of the Expenditure Finance Committee. It is pertinent to mention 
here that it has also been decided that the subject matter of Central 
Government Employees & Pensioners Health Insurance Scheme (CGEPHIS) 
may be put up on Ministries' website of CGHS for inviting the comments of 
stakeholder on the proposal. As such, it will take time to fulfill the above 
Assurance." 

8. The above request for dropping the Assurance was considered by the 
Committee at their sitting held on 24 January, 2020 and it was decided not to. drq,J?. 
the Assurance. The Committee accordingly presented their 12th report (17th Lok· 
Saqha) on 23rd September, 2020. The Committee ob.served that the Assurance 
should be brought to its logical end and hence they directed the Ministry to pursue 
the matter vigorously and apprise them of the initiatives taken and progress made 
in the matter. 



.... · .. ., ~ 

9. However, the Ministry of Health & Family Welfa~e (Department of Health & 
Family Welfare) vide OM File No. H.11012/01/2020-EHS dated 19 November, 2020 
have stated as under:-

"The 3 Parliamentary Assurances are pending due to finalization of the 
proposed Central Government Employees and Pensioners' Health Insurance 
Scheme (CGEPHIS). The final EFC Memorandum regarding finalization of the ' 
scheme has been sent to Department of Expenditure, Ministry of Finance for 
appraisal of the Expenditure Finance Committee in 2017. SlJbsequently, 
reminders have also been issueq to Department of Expenditure· in 2018 and · 
2019. It is difficult to prescribe -a time limit by_which the proposed Insurance 
Scheme will be finalized and implemented. Citing the ·above difficulty in . finalization of CGEPHIS, this "Ministry had requested· the Committee on 
Government Assurances, Lok Sabha to drop the Assurance in respect. of Lok 
Sabha Unstarred Question No. 4277 dated 23.04.2008, which was also 
pending due to finalization of CGEPHIS .. Considering the request of ·this 
Ministry, Committee on · Government Assurances, Lok Sabha (2019-2020) in 
i~ meeting held on 11.08.2020 has dropped the·said Assurance." 

10. In yiew of the above, the Ministry, with the approval of the Minister of State · 
for Health and Family Welfare, have again requested the Committee to drop all the 
above mentioned three Assurances. 

The Committee may re-consider. 

New Delhi: 

Dated: \4 \~\\202..\ 

)6 

\ .. 
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 
MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMJILY VVJELFARE 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH ANU :FA.MJ£JL'lt VVEI.iltrA.RE 

LOK SABHA 
STARRED QUESTION NOo 67 

,.._ ~ TO BE ANSWERED ON 12THNOVEMBER, 2010 
REVIEW OF.CGHS SCHEME 

*67 SHRI C. MJENDRAN: . 
Will the Minister of HEALTH AND FAM ]{L Y VVELJF ARE be . 

pleased to state: 

. (a) whethe~ the Central qovemment Health Scheme· (CGHS) has 
· been reviewed; . ; 

(b) if so, the details thereof: 

. ( c) wliether the Governni.ent proposes to introduce a new Hea.lt!i 
Insurance Scheme for the beneficiaries of CG·HS;· . 

( d) if so, the details thereof; 

(e) . whether Government has invited proposals fron1 the insurance 
companies in this regard; · 

(f) if so, the details thereof; an.d 

(g) the time by which the new schen1e if Hki::ly to be irnplernented 
.by the. Government? 

ANSWER 
1rlHIJE MJINISTER OJf? HJEAlLTJBt .. ~l'l"IJJ 1~ ~~-~10fLY W]nLF l~R.l~ 

(SJHrRJI GIDJJLAM NABJr AZAlU) 

(a)to(g): A statement is laid on the Table of the House. 

[7-
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STATEMENT llE~ERRED TO~ REPl,Y TO LOK SABHA. 
STARRED QUESTION NO. 67 FOR 12TH l\TOV}~iV[BER~ 201((]9 

00000 

(a)&(b): The ·performance of the CGHS·is regularly reviewed by fb.e 
Government. Some of the recent initiatives are listed below: 

. (1) Comphterisation: To keep pace with the inodem times, 
computerisation of . CGHS has been completed in almost all 
dispensaries in collaboration with the National Informatics .Centre. 
As ~ result of computerisation, benefit~ have start~d accruing in terms 
."of lesser waiting period for bene~ciaries at t4e dispensaries, on-lh1e 
placement of i11dents on local chemists, .availability of padent profiles, 
availability of medicines I ~gs usage pattern, which will enable the 

~ . \ - .. . 

C~HS ·to prepare a realistic list of f ormulary d~gs, removal . of 
jurisdictional restriction . (as ·regards the dispensary) for t11e 
penefi~iaries, etc. 

• I 

(2) . Introduction of Plastic Cards: -A~ part of the . 
computerisation process, it has· been decided to issue _plastic cards 

individually to each beneficiary qfthe CGHS. This will enable 

beneficiaries to avail CGH:S ~acility in any city after all dispensaries 

in various cities are networked. 

(3) ~c.r.~dlitatio!! o( ~Q;~pitais and Ralbs: With a vievv to providing 
better quality treatment to CGHS beneficiaries, it has been decided 



..... -.. .. ,. 
that private hospitals, · diagnostic. centers and. labs should h1'-"'1e · 

. · -~ccreditatiOn with QuatitY'COullCil ofllldia. Cf 

(4) Holding of Claims A~alats: In order to expedite processing .. 

and settlement of pending medical reimbursement claims, ·claims 

adalats are to be held in each Zonal office of CGHS, Delhi, under the 

chairmanship of Additional Directors· of th~ respective zones. 

(S) Local Advisory Committees: · .Local . .· Advisory 

Conunittee meetings are held in ~ach CGHS dispe~sary:. on ·second 

S.aturd.ay of the 1nonth, vvhich is atte~ded by tJ;ie Area Welfare Officer 
. . 

appointed by the Department of Personn.;~l & Training, representatives 

froffi the. pensioners' ~sociati~n, local ·chemist to reso~ve problems at 

the dispensary level. ' . :. 

(6) · Det.e_ntralisation and deleKJJtion of powers: 
l\llinistrie~/Departments . have been· delegated 'powers ·to· han9le all 

cases of reimbursement claims: if no relaxation· of rules was· involved. . ....-
' . ·Earlier they had ·powers to handle requests upto Rupees ·two la~s and 

. . 

beyond that amount, the cases.~ ~<?~e refer~e4 to GG~S, Minis~ of 
• • ' • • - • • ~ ,,. 4 • 

Health & Fa1nily Vlelfare:. 
• I 1 , ,• • ,·, " I '! : ~ , ~ : - - • . . 

Orders have been · issued to permit issue of 
l • ~ • 

Analogue (Insulin .Cartridges) to CGHS beneficiaries. 

(t~) Qutsoux.~iJ!g_fil_£l!!aning urocess . ..,gf.dill,1ensaries: As there 

was sho1tage of_ Class l'' Staff in a large number of·dispensaries in 

Delhi, it was decided t~ relocate Class IV staff front a few deficient 
' ' 

disp~nsaries to oth~r deficient dispensarieS. To overCo~~ 'the vacuum 
, ." . ·' . . . . . . . . . . . . . : I . ". ·.' . 

so created in so1ne dispensaries, cleaning work has been outsourced _to 

a private agency .. -



,• 

(9) Rate contract for purchase of drugs: Dispensaries in Delhi 
have been .permitted to pl~ce . indent~ of co~.monl~ prescribed ' : . . . :. . . . . . -
medfoineS direCtiy_ on the manufacturers on rate contraet . basis. It is 
being extended in a phased manner to other cities. The b~nefit of this 
arrangement is ~that dispensaries I CGHS d9 not hav~ to carry huge 
inventory of medicines and indents can be placed on a inonthly basis 

· · depending on the.need. 

(10) UTI-TSL ;has be~n. engaged as th~ ~ill· Cl~aring Agency in 
respect of hospital b~lls pertaining __ to · tre~tment availed· by pensioner 
CGIIS -b~neficial-iesw UTI - TSL · is requrr~d to J;llake payn1ents to . . . -
hospit~ls within ten days of physical receipt ofbil~~ . fron1 hospitals. ._ ' 

(11) CGHS, in collaboration with Mis Alliance Medicorp (India) Ltd 
has set up a stand-alone dialysis unit in CGHS dispensary in Sadiq 
Nagar, New Delhi. The unit will provide dialysis facil~ty to 21 CGHS . 
beneficiaries in a day I 6510 cases per annum. 

(c) to (g): The Sixth Central Pay Commission recomnlended 
~ 

. the introduction of health insurance scheme for .Central Government 
employees and pensioners. It had recom111ended · that for existing 
employees and p~nsioners, the scheme should 'be avail.able on the 
voluntary basis, subject to their paying prescribed contribution. It 
also recommended that the health insurance schen1e should be 
compulsory for new Government employees vvho "iNould be joining 
service after the iniToduction of the schernec Similarly~ it had 
recom1nended that new retir~~s, .. a~er. the introduction. of the insurance 
would be covered under-the scheme .. 



• ·~ • • • • # t! .. ,~ . • 't .... . • ' . t ., .. •. 
.. ~ . 

The Central Government. Employees and Pensioners Heah.n,0 
Insurance Scheme (CGEPl-IIS) has ·not been introduced as yet. 

Government of India had floated an Expression qf Interest for 

studying the feasibility of introducing a He~lth Insurance Scheme for 

Central. Government Employees and Pensioners and their . dep~ndent 

family members all over India. On the ·basis of inputs from the 

Insurance compani~s and inter-departinental consultation, a draft 

scheme was prepared and a~cordingly a Request For Proposal (RFP) 
' 

was floated .inviting insuranc.e premiun1 quotes fy·om the Insurance· 

· 1· compani.es. The rates have been received . in responSe t~ereto. .]~_:·,i 

M~is~ h~ not yet taken a final decision in the matt~. I · 

':'.· ·. · 

.. -
\ 

:'·,· 
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GOVERNMENT OF Il~DIA 
MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY WELFARE 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND FAMILY WELFARE 
LOK SABHA 

UNSTAR.R)£D QUESTION NO. 3205 
TO BE ANSWERED ON 12TH JULY, 2019 

HEAL TH JN:SURANCE _SCHE~ FOR CGHS BENEFICIARIES. 

3205. SHRI K. NA V ASKANI: 

Ahne>ru 'a"e-ll 

Wiil the Minister of HEALTH AND FAMILY WELF~ be pleased to state: 

(a) whether the Government proposes to introduce Health .Insurance Scheme for Central Government Health Scheme (CGHS) beneficiaries including for OPD treatment facilities; 
•: 

(b) if so, the details thereo~; and 

( c) if not, the reasons therefor? 
ANSWER 

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF HEAL TH AND 
.,..... .. ~ ... FAMILY WELFARE . 

. (SHRI ASHWINI KUMAR CHOUBEY) 

(a) to (c): The Sixth Central Pay Commi~sion in its report had recommended the introduction of a Health Insurance S.cheme for central government employees and pensioners and their 
dependent family members on pan India basis. Ministry of Health & Family Welfare has framed I 
th. e draft health Insurance Scheme. OPD faciliti~s ·are not.,_@Yered under the proposed scheme. The draft scheme has been sent to the De_I!._8.{!!nent of Expenditure, Government of India, fur . appraisal and approval of fl'.ietinancial feasibility of the schem~. : ' . 





·r. 
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 
- MINISTRY OF FINANCE 

OEPARTMENT Of! FINANCIAL S~RVICES 
LOK SABHA 

UNSTARRED QUESTIO~ NO. ·972 
TO BE ANSWERED ON 29th April, 2016Naisakha 9, 1938 (Saka) Health Insurance for CGHS Pensioners 

972. SHRI P.C. MOHAN: 
Will the Minister of FINANCE be pleased to state: 
(a) ~hether the Government has any proposal to launch a.' new scheme of health iDsurance to Central Government Employees and pensioners; 

(b) if so, the details thereof and the benefits likely to be available to the pensioners: -and 

(G) the time by which the" new scheme is likely to be launched in this regard? 

ANSWER 

l ....... . 
·THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF Fl.NANCE (SHRI JAYANT SINHA) 

I . I (a) to (c): Ministry of Health and Family Welfare has informed that an insurance scheme for the Central Government Employees and Pensioners is under their consideration-:- I The salient features of Central Government Employees and Pensioners Health Insurance Scheme (CG~PHIS) a~d the main ~fe;;itures proposed are as under: 

i. Optional for serving and r~tired Central govt. Employees including future retirees. ii. Compulsory for new recruits. 
iii. Covers all the members of family as per CGHS norms. iv. Sum insured Rs. 5 lakh per year on a family floater basis. v. All pre-existing diseases covered from the day one. vi. Pre and post hospitalization benefits available. 

vii. Maternity benefit upto two living children. 
viii. Payment of fixed medical allowance (FMA} for meeting OPD needs. ix. Cashless treatment faciHty. 

x. Govt. to subsidize the payment of premium 
xi. Scheme to be implemented on pan India· basis. 

********** 

2.J 





Subject: 

'LOK SAB~A SECRETARIAT ,l)jjzf>4'fx :?/ 
COMMITTEE ON GOVERNME~T ASSURANCES ~RANCH 

MEMORANDUM No. 3 3 

Request for dropping of Assurances given in replies to:-

(i). Unstarred Question No. 6641 dated 06 May, 2015 regarding "Land for 

N~taji Memorial" (Annexure-I). 

(ii) Unstarred Question No. 4i29 dated 23 December, 2015 regarding "Land 

for Netaji Memorial" (Annexure-II). · · 

The. above· mentioned,QuestiOrJS were· addressed by Shri Ashwini Kumar,· M.P·;, to the 

then Minister or° Urban Deve~opment. lhe contents of the Questions along ~ith the replies of 

the .Ministers are as given in Anriex~res I and II. _ · 

· -2. · The replies to .. the Questi.ons were ·treated . as Assurances and required to be· 

. implemented by the Ministry within three months of the date of the reply but the Assurances 
·~--- ... . 

··are yet to be Implemented. 

3~ In this reg~rd, the Ministry of Housing and Urban Af!airs (erstwhile Ministry· of Ur,ban . 

Development) videO~M. No. L-IIB/LS/USQ No. 6641/128 dated 05 May,· 2020 have stated as 

under:-

11A ·request had been receiv~d from Netaji Subhash Foundation · on 11.02.201$ for 

allotment of land out of the land allotted to Indira Gandhi· National Centre for Arts 
I 

• . 

~ 

(IGNCA) for construction. of a Netaji Bhawan in New Delhi. The matter was examined 

in consultation with the Tech. Section of the Land & . Development Office (L&DO). 

~~chnical Se~ion opined that land measuring 24.706 acres allotted to IGNCA. canno1 

be allotted to any other institution as it is not possible to take back the land for re· 

allotment to any other body. This office vide its letter dated 11.05.2015 alsc 

requested M/o Culture , the nodal Ministry of IGNCA, to 'offer their comments in thi 

regard. As the matter was under examination, the reply to the another similar LJS( 

No. 6641 dated 06.05.2015 was accordingly placed before the Parliament. 

M/o Culture vide its O.M. dated 25.06.2015 had inter-al!a informed that no pa 

of IGNCA can be spared. Thereafter, the matter was under examination at varim 



levels arid a meeting was also held in this regard by the then Hon'ble UDM with ~hi( 

then Hon'ble Minister of Culture on 05.08.2015; however, no decision could be taken. 

As such, it was mentioned in reply to above mentioned Unstarred ·Questions that the 

matter is under examination. 

Subsequently, the Netaji Subhash Bose-INA Tr~st r~quested to allot 6 acres of 

land on Minto Road for the purpose of construction of Netaji Subhash Memorial. 

4 -

' 
The request of the Trust was examined and found that' no such land measuring 

6 acres is available 'for · allotment at ~into Road. They furth~r ·opined that two plot 

admeasuring 2.'08 acres is lying va~ant o~ the Mint~ ~oad. Ac.cordingly,. a propos~I for · 

allotment of said to · INA Trust was placed before the LASC. The LASC in its meeting 

held on 03.06.2016 observed as under: 

'~he Committee is of the view that the· Trust in question is a private Trust and 

. . 

in view. of the policy being followed since 2006, the land cannot be allotted ~o private 

Trust. It \'Vas, however, decided that if the concerned Ministry Viz. either Ministry of 

Culture · or Ministry of Home Affairs decides to construct such a memorial, then the 

land could be ·allotted to one of these Ministries on Government to Government 

transfer basis." 

. Accordingly, the matter was again taken up with .M/o Culture vide this office 

O.M. dated ~3.07.2016. Ministry of C-ulture vide their letter dated 16.09.2016 

informed no such proposal is under consideration at this stage. It was also mentioned 

that M/o Culture is not the nodal Ministry of dealing with Netaji Subhash Bose - INA 

Trust. All matters relating to · Netaji Subhash Bose are dealt by the Ministry of Home 

Affairs. As such, the matter may be taken up with Ministry of Home Affairs. 

4 . In v·iew of the ~bove, this office v1de its O.M. dated 17.10.2016 requested Mi9 

Home Affairs (MHA) to look into the request of Netaji Subhas Bose - INA Trust and if 

they find it appropriate, a proposal in this regard may be sent to this Ministry which 

25 



...... . _ 

would be considered as per the policy. However, no res·ponse ·in this regard was 

received from M/o Home Affairs so tar. 

The matter was once again considered by the LASC in its meeting held on 

12.05.2017. It was observed in the meeting that in the absence of any commitment 

from M/o Culture, it would not be possible to allot the aforesaid plot for the Memorial 

to a private trust. 
I - .. 

Later on, the then Hon'ble MoS(I/C), M/o Culture vide his D.O. letter dated 

07 06.2017 inform~d that ~hile commemorating birth centena~y/12~th/150th birth 

anniversaries of eminent p~rsonalities, M/o Culture provides financial assistance for 

construction of memorials in the memory of such personalities. However, cost _of land 

ls not borne by the M/o Culture As such, the land free from all encumbrances and , 

also free of cost needs to be made available for construction of such memorials, 

Keeping in view the circumstances mentioned above, this office time to time 
' 

, 
I 

requested M/o Parliamentary Affairs for exterision of time in respect of the above two 
. . 

assurances. The last ex_tension in · both the assurances were given upto 06.02.2020. 

However, it may be seen that no such proposal of allotment of land to Netaji Sub.hash 

Foundati~n has been moved by MHA and M/o Cu~ture is not ready to take land on the 

prescribed rate. It is further mentioned that policy. ~eing followed since· 2006, th~ land 

cannot be allotted to a private organization, namely, Netaji Subhash Bose-INA Trust. 

s. In view of the above, the .Ministry with the approval of the Minister of State (IC), 

Ministry · o{ Housing & Urban .Affairs have requested the Committee to drop . the above 

mentioned Assurances . 

The Committee may consider. 

NEW DELHI 

DATED: \ 4 \o d 2-o.2.. \ 
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. 10/23/2020 

GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 
MINISTRY OF URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

LOK SABHA 

'. UNSTARR.ED QUESTION NU: 6641 
ANSWERED ON: 06.05.2015 

1 
LAND FOR NETAJI MEMORIAL 

; ASHWINI KUMAR 
I 

; Will the Minister of be p~eased to state:-

I 
I 
l 

URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

(a) whether Netaji Subhas~ Chandra Bose INA Trust have requested the Government for the 
allotment ofland in New Delhi to.set up_Netaji Memorial; and 

1 (b) if so, ~e status of the request? 
·L 

ANSWER 

THE ·MINISTER OF STATE. IN THE MINISTRY OF URBAN DEVELOPMENT (SHRI BABUL 
SUPRIYO) 

a) :Yes, Madam. 

·1, b) : The matter is under examination. / 
•• - ·-- . . .. .. J -- -.-• ... . . .. _ . __ -::-__ • ____ -J-. · ··--- ----~-···· ···-·-· -... -· ~·---·--·--- ···--- . -- ···--· .... .. .. 

2?-

I ..... . 





. No.4129 

GOVERNMENT OF H~DiA 
I - .. 

MINISTRY OF URBAN DEVELOPME.NT 
. LOKSABHA 

i.JKSTARRED QUESTION NOA129 

TO BE ANSWERED ON l>·ECEMBER 23, 201·5 

MEMORIAL OF NETA.JI " 

SHRI ASHWINI KUMAR: 

Will the Minister of URBAN DEVELOPMENT. be pleased to state : 
. . 

a) whethe~ THE Govemment has receiv~d request from various 

organizations for ~llotment of land ln·the vlcinity of India Gate to 

· set up Netaji Memorial; and 

. 
-

b) if so, the detaUs ther~f and the- action taken/ being tarken by the 

Government In this regard? · 

ANSWER 

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

(SHRI BABUL SUPRIY.O) . 

. a) : Yes9 Ma~a~a 

._ __ · •· / b) a The matter is qndor examination. / . 





LOK SABHA SEfRETARIAT 
·COMMITTEE ON

1GOVERNMENiAssiJRANCES BRANCH h . l i • J ', J i If p C f · C fl I • 

MEMORANDUM No. · 3 + 
Subject : Request for dropping of Assurance given in reply tq Starred Question No. 150 dated 28.12.2017 regarding "Drinking Water Proposals." 

On 28th December, 2017, Shri Laxman Giluwa, and .Shri Laxmi Narayan Yadav 
M.Ps., ~ddressed a Starred Question No.150 ·to the· M~nister of Drinking Water and 
Sanitatipn. ·The text of the Question alo!lgwith the reply of the Minister are as given·in the 
Annexure. 

. . 2. The reply to the Question was treated as an Assurance by the Committee on 
Government Assurances and required to be implemented by the Ministry of Drinking 
Water and Sanitation within three months from the .date of the reply ·but the sai~ · 
Assurance· is yet to ~e implemented. 

3. In this regard, The Ministry of Drinking Water an~ Sanitation* vide their .Q:M. 
No.H.11012/11/5/2018-Water-I dated 14.05.2018, have stated as under:-

''The information given in the reply of above cited question which has been treated as Assurance may not be treated as Assurance as it is ongoing·process to receiv~ the proposals and funds release under National ~ater Quality Sub Mission (NWQSM). The same is ~erely the sta(ement of facts. n 

4. .In view of the above, the Ministry, with the approval of the Minist~r of State for 
Drinking Water an~ Sanitation have requested the Committee to drop · the said 
Assurance. 

The Committee may consider. 

DATED :- \4\o\\2d 2 \ 

NEW DELHI: 

* A new Ministry named the Ministry of 'Jal Shakti' has been formed by merging the Ministry of Water Resources, River Development and Ganga Rejuvenation and Ministry of Drinking water and Sanitation. , 
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GOVERJ\fiVIENT OF ll\fDIA 
MINISTRY OF DR.INKING WATER AND SAl\JlT A TION 

LOK SABHA 
.ST ARRED QUESTION N0.150 

TO BE ANSWERED ON 28.12.2017 

Drinkfug '1Vater Proposals 

+*150.SHRI LAXMA.i~ GILUWA, 
SHRI LAXMI NARAYAN YAD~ V 

\ • 

Will the Minister of Drumq:NG WATER AND SANITATION be plea.sed to ·state: 

(a) the details of proposals with regard to providing drinking water received by the Government 
from the States dllring each of the last three years and the current year, State-wise; and . 

(b) the action taken by the Government on these proposals and the outcome thereof, proposal and 
State/UT :-wise? 

ANSWER 

MINISTER FOR DRINIONG WATER AND SANITATION 
(SUSHREE UMA BHARTI) 

(a) to (b). A Statement is laid on the table of.the house. 

-, .. .-._ .. ~ . 



Statiement referrred t.o nn tbe npl; t·D Lok Sabha St~rredl Quesrlom Nin. 150 due for ans1 .~: on 
28.12.2017. , .. . . . . . . .. . . . . .! ·o 

. (a) & (b) Rural drinlcing water supply is a state subject. This Ministry supplements the ~ffcms' ·Jf 

the states by providing them with technical arid financial assistance through tb.~ centrally 

sponsored National Rural Drinking Water Programme (NRDWP) for improving the cov~;lg~ 

of clean drinking water to nral population. Under NRDWP, states are empowered to plaB, 

design and execute rural water suppiy schemes which are approved by State Level Scheme . 

Sanctioning Committee (SLSSC) and do not come to this Ministry for approval. 

F~her, this Ministry had launched National Water Quality Submission (NWQSM) fpr which. 

proposals submitted by the States, .proposals considered in the Ministry and funds· released 
. . 

under NWQSM as on 22nd D·~cembe!,. 201 7. is at Annexure. 

Moreover, St!ites seeking external assistance from. intemationhl lending agencies for rural 
. . 

drinking wat~ supply projects do submit proposals to ~s Ministry for reco:mmendation to 

Department of Economic Affairs (DEA), Ministry of Finance. Since 2014-15, eighteen su.ch 

proposals have been received from the States. Six of. these· proposals were d~fi~ient in respec·t 
· p~ requisite documents and fr1e remaining 12 have been recornmended to the DEA. 

~ 
I 
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"~~xure referred t~ m repiy to part (2) of LoJ<_ Sabha S~lJred Q. No. -156 due for Si!SW~r 
... . Olm 28 .. 12.2017 

~ S.No. l ' l 
l I . i 

I 
I , 
{ .!. 
I I 

I 
I 

State 

Andhra Pradesh 

Nos. of 
.Proposals 
(PWS& 
CWPPs) 

Submitted 
73 

Nos. of 
Proposals 
considered 

Nil 

Fund 
released 
(in Rs. 
crore) 

Nil 

Remarks I 

i 
I 

Additional _A_etails I 
:eroceedings are. i ' 
awaited I 

~ ') 
l~ 

; Assam 

I 
122 Nil Nil ~Additioi:ia1 details /\I 

! 
i 

14 
I 
\ 
.I ~ I -. . i 
i 
16 
17 
I 

i 
i 

Bihar 794 75~ . 

Chhattisgarh 15 (CWPPs) Nil 

80.37 

Nil 

proceedings · are_ 
awaited . . 
Balance· proposals are 
Un.der examination 
Additional details I 
.proceedings are 
awaited -

\ Haryana 12 06 09.63 ~alance-proposals ·are 
1 . ,., -Qnaer ex8.ID:lllation - -· \ Jharkhand m 01 07.25 · ·- · • Nil -

PWS & 1003- proceedmgs me l CWPPs) awahen - · --

,
1 

Rajasthan 1,os2 (49- Nil Nil ~dditional details . , ··r 
; 8 \ Telangana 27 27 440.51 Nil 
\ 9 · I West Bengal 07 03 154.37 !3alance p~oposals are 

• 
1 I under ex~nation-- ~ 

· ~¥ PWS: Piped Water Supply $cheme and CWPPs: Community Water Purification Plants. ---· '' 

...... ........ 
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. LOKSABHASECRETARIAT _ /:;}/:J£~Pc --J!j!£ 
COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT ASSURANCES BRANCH 

MEMORANDUM No. 35 

Subject: Request for dropping of Assurance given in reply to Supplementary to 
Starred Question No. 164 dated 11 August. 2011 by Shri Hukumdev 
Narayan Yadav, MP regarding "Wasteland Development Programme." 

On 11 August, 2011, Shri Jeetendra Singh Bundela and Shri San]ay Brijkishor Lal , 
Nirupam, M.Ps., adqressed a Starred Question No. 164 to the Minister of Rural 
Development. The te1d: of the Question along with the reply of the Minister is given in 
the Annexure. · 
2. During the discussion, Shri Hukumdev Narayan Yadav, M.P., raised the following 
Supplementary to Starred Question No. 164 dated 11 August, 2011·to the MiniSter of 
Rural Development:-

"! would like to humbly request the Honourable Minister, Shri Jairam 
Ramesh to reply to my quest,on In Hindi, as he speaks Hindi well, tq 
make the millions of farmers of the country to understand his reply very 
well. ' My question ls pointed. We needed to organized movement under 
the leadership of Dr. Ram Manohar ~ohiya from the year 1962 to 1977 on 

· this issue and used to say" that waste land and barren· land will be 
reclaimed and Bhoomi Sena will be r-ais·ed .... comprising poor, marginal 
and small farmers, D~.lits, forest dwellers, unemployed youths of the . 

. agricultural sector in order to provide them employment because -by 
treating the land as their mother, they can reclaim the barren, · waste and 
rocky land, convert it into greenery with their hard work to create a new 

. country." 

3. · In reply, the then. Minister of Rural Develop~ent (ShrLJaifam Ramesh) stated as 
follows:-

· "Hon'ble ~adam Speaker,· I ·will definitely consider the 
suggestions of Hon'ble Member of Parliament. , I do remember 
that some 20-25 years back several State Governments, when 
Mr. Ram Krishan Hegde was the Chief Minister of Karnatal<a1 that 
time he had constituted Bhoomi Sena and such efforts were also 
made by few other States. This is a good suggestion .. We will 
definite1,, consi.der whether we can constitute Bhoomi Sena on 
behalf of the Union Government under the Usar land or Sodic 
Land Reclamation Programme. But in the case of MGNREGA 
programme, I want to say.aa .. (interruption)." 



4. The above reply was treated as an Assurance by the Committee and required to -.-a ..... 

be implemented by the Ministry of Rural Development within three· months from the 

date of the reply but the Ass~rance is yet to be implemented. 

5. The Ministry of Rural Development vide O.M. No H-11012/2/2011-PPC dated 08 

February, 2012 had requested to drop the Assurance on the following grounds:-

"That the objectives of the Bhoomi Sena, proposed by Hon'ble Member, is similar 

to the works executed by the Watershed Committee, the dedicated agency at 

vlll~ge . tevef for impleme~tation of Integrated Watershed Management 

Programme (IWMP). Tf]e Watershed Committee at village level is constituted by 

the Gram Sabha with at least 10 members to implement. the watershed project 

with the. technical support· .of the Watershed Development Team (WDT). As per 

the Comm·on Guidelines 2008, half of the members of this Wat~rshed Committee 

shall be representatives of Self Help Groups (SGHs) and User Groups, SC/ST 

community, women and landless persons in the village. One member of the WOT 

·shall also be represente.d in tne Watershed Committee. 

. 
. 

Since an agency viz. Watershed Committee similar to Bhoomi Sena 

already exists in the implementation set~up of Integrated Watershed · 

Management Programme, it is requested to delete the Assurance." 

6. The above request for dropping the Assurance was considered by the Committee 

at their sitting held on 14 Jan.uary, 201~ and it was decided not to drop the Assurance. · 

The Committee accordingly presented their Twenty Seventh Report (lSth Lok Sabha) 

oil 13 March, 2013. The Committee were not convinced with the reasonings adduced ·by 

the Ministry for dropping of the Assura.nce and desired specific actions taken by the 

Ministry on the suggestions of the Hon'ble M·ember. 

. -
I 

7. However, the Ministry of Rural Development (Depa~ment of Land Resources) 

vide O.M. NC?.H-11012/02/2011-PPC dated 21st October, 2020 have now stated as 

under :-

"The objectives of the Bhoomi ·sena, proposed by Hon'ble Memb~r, is to 

make land army of the youth who are poor, weak, poor farmers of villages which 

are iri the category of marginal and small farmers, dalits and forest dwellers, 

unemployed so that they will also get the employment There exists Watershed 

Committee - the dedicated agency at village level, for implementation of 

erstwhile Integrated Watershed Management Programme (IWMP) since 2009-10 

and now in the Watershed Development Component of Pradhan Mantri Krishi 

Sinchayee Yojana (WDC-PMKSY) since 2015-16. Under the Common Guidelines 

for Watershed Development Projects - 2008 (Revised Edition - 2011), the 

Committee is constituted by the Gram Sabha with at least 10 members to 

implement the watershed project with the technical support of the Watershed 

Development Team (WDT) . Half of these members are representatives of Self 

Help Groups (SHGs) and User Groups, SC/ST community, women and landless 



l-... r···:.J 
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persons in the. village. One memb~r of the WDT also be the member in the . 
Watershed Committee. It is evident from the description of the Committee that 
the objectives of Bhoomi ~ena pr9posed by Hon'ble Member and Watershed 
Committee are similar in nature. There is a ·secured involvement of the village 
level people in the imp.lementa~ion o~ proje·ct works. The data shows that 
between 2015-16 to 2.020-21 (Qi), 281 lakh man-days of employment has been 
generated under the WDC-PM~Y. Moreover, since the year of Assurance i.e. 
2011, almost 72% projects under the Scheme have already been completed and 

no more new projects are being sanctioned. As such the scheme is scheduled to 
get over by ·March, 2021." .,. __ .. 

9. In view of the above, the Ministry, with the approval of the MOS(RD), have once 
again requested th~ Committee to drop the _Assurance. .. 

The Com.mittee may re-consider. 

NEW DELHI · 
DATED: \~I 01 I 2° z. 1 

I 

- °' 
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GOVERNlviBN1., OF INI>IA 
MlNISTRY OF RURAL DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT OF LAND .RESOURCES 

LOK SABHA 
STARRED QUESTION No. 164 

TO BE ANSWERED ON 11.08.2011 

WASTELAND DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMME 

*164: SHRIJBETENtiRA SINGH BUNDELA: 
SHRI SANJA Y BRIJKISHOR LAL NIRUPAM: 

Will the Minister of RURAL DEVELOPMENT be pleased to state: 

(~) the targets fixed and achievements made under the Integrated Wasteiand Development 
Programme (IWDP) during the last two years and the current year and State/ UT ... wise; . . 
(b) the slippage, if any'· in realising the targets, alongwith the reasons therefor; 

· .( c) . the names of the agencies entrusted with the imp.lementation of the pro~mme, State/ 
,. .... , .. UT-wise; 1 

( d) the total wasteland and degraded land developed under the programme in each State/UT 
during each of ~e last three years indicating the employment generated thereby; and 
( e) the funds sanctioned, allocated and utilised by each S~te/UT during the above pel'iod? 

ANSWER 

MINISTER OF RURAL DEVELOPMENT 

(SHRI JAIRAM RAMESH) 
• . 

(a) to (e)': ·A statement is laid on the Table of the House. 



Statement referred to in reply to pa~ Ca) to (e) of the Lok Sa~ha Starred Question No. 164 due 
for repJy on 11.08.2011 

(a) The Integrated Wastelands Development Programme (IWDP) is an area development 
programme under which projects were sanctioned on watershed basis since 1995-96 till the 
·year 2006-07. The pro1ramme being demand .driven, no Statewise targets were fixed. The 
State/ UT-wise achievements in terms of funds released under the programme during ·the last 
two years and current year is at Annexure-I. 

(b) In view of 'at above, question does not arise. 

(c) The Statewise agencies entrusted with the imple1mmtation of the programme are at 
Annexure-11.· ... 

(d) As per the infor~ation furnish~d by the States, the ~tatewise details of total wasteland . 
and degraded· land developed under the programme during each of the last three years 
indicating the employ~ent generated thereby are at Ann~xur1~-ill. 

(e) As per the information f!Jmished by t~e States, the Statewise details of funds· released 
and utilised during the last thre·e years under the programme are at Annexure-1.V. 

***** 

A 1:.:J 



A 
r·· Annexure referred to in reply to part (a) of Lok Sabha Starred Question No. 164 

due for reply on 11.08.2011 ~ 

.. ..!J.1me.xl1!£:!. 
Statewise achievements in terms of funds released under Integrated.Wastelands Development 

Programme (IWDP) during the last. two years and current year . c• as on 31.07.11) 

(Rs. in crore~~ 
Funds released SI. 

No. Name of the State 2009-10 2010-11 2011-l2a!c 
I Andhra Pfadesh 34.35 12.20 0.94 
2 Bihar 5.71 
3 Chhattisgarh 13.82 8.42 0.26. 
4 Goa 
5 Guiarat 23.69 15.74 
6 Haryana 3.84 · 5.58 
7 Himachal Pradesh 13.52 16.95 3.83 
8 1ammi1 & Kashmir 11.21 2.28 
9 Jharkhand 3.07 l.30 
I 0 Kamataka 35 .34 · 17 .42 2.06 
11 · Kerala . 3.20 6.98 · 
12 Maharashtra 37.56 38.27 l.24 
13 Madhya Pradesh 28. 90 12.40 l.17 
14 Orissa 27.45 25 .29 11.06 
15 Punjab 2.90. 2.09 1.26 
16 . ~iasthan 22.53 7.92 1.12 
17 Tamil Nadu 11.22 13.61 0.27 1 

~~..!...-,;__~~~-~--.-~,--~~~-+-~~~~-4----~-----..; 

18 Uttar Pradesh 46.38 8.45 . 1.59 I 
:==1=-9=:-=.u~tta-=_ra~-kh_-_an-=_-d_~_-:_-_-::""1._ __ -_-_-7=.t>_~-o===:=.-=.-=15;.._.6_4..;__-#-- .. -2.33 __ =l 

20 WestBengal 5.46 _3_.:>_-2~_-""l-------1 
North Eastern Stat~s 

21- Arunachal Pradesh 26 .. 68 · 26.80 1.41 · 
22 A&Sam 21.52 13.36 4.05 
23 Manbmr 1.0.97 15.43 2.21 

i--~-+-~--~~----~--i.~~~~-t-~~~~-4--~~..:____J 

24 Mef!halaya 15. 95 25. 80 I . 06 
25 Mizoram 36. 70 28.0 l 1.32 
26 Nagaland 7.50 . 0.44 

1--~-'----~~~~~~.--~~~----~-

27 Sikkim 8.45 1.84 ' 0.86 
28 Tripura 0.39 

I 465.91 Total 325.74 38.04 

Note: The programme is not operational in Union · Territories. 
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Awnexmre referred ~o in re1lly to put (c) of Lok Sabha Starred Question .. No. 164 
due for reply on 11.08.2011 

Annex11re-Il 

State-wise agencies entrusted with the implementation of Integrated Wastelands Development 
Programme (IWDP) 

S. No. State Nodal Department 
l Andhra· Pradesh Department of Rural Development_ 
2 Bihar Department cf Rural Development 
3 Chhattisgarh Department of Panc:1ayat & Rural Development 
4 Goa 

.. Department cf Rural Development 
5 Gujarat Department of Rural Development 
6 Haryana .Oelfartment of Rural Development 
7 Himachal Pradesh Department of Rural Development. 
8 Jammu and Kashmir Department of Rural Development 
9. Jh~rkhand Department of Rural DeveJOpin~nt 
10 Karnataka Watershed Development Department 
II Kera la Department of Local Self Government 
12 Madhya Pradesh Department of Panchayat& Rural Development -

. 13 Maharashtra Rural Devek>pment Department 
14 Orissa Department of Agriculture 
15 Punjab Department of Rural Development 
16 . Rajas than Department of Rural Development 
17 Tamil Nadu· Department of Agriculture 
18 Uttar Pradesh Department of Land Development & Water .. 

I 
Resources 

19 U ttarakhand De~artment of Rural Dev~lopment 
20 West Bengal Department of Panchayat & Rural Development 

North Eastern States 
21 Arunachal Pradesh . DeEartment o:·~ Rural Development 
22 Assam Dee.artment of Rural Development 
23 Manipur Deparfment of Rural Development 
24 Meghalaya Department c.f Soii Conservation· 
25 Mizoram Department of Rural Development 
26 Nagaland Deeartment of Land Resources Development 
27 Sikkim Department of Forest, Environment & Wild Life 

Management . 
28 Tripura De~artment of Agriculture 
Note: The programme is not operational in Union Territories 

·O: .. 
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AnnexuB"c r"efened to in reply to pnrt .(d) oi l..ok Sabha Staned· Quegtion No. 164 
due for reply on 11.08.2011 

Statewise details of total wasteland and degraded land developed under Integrated Wastelands 
Development Programme (IWDP) during each of the last three years indicating the 

employment generated 

Sl. 
Wasteland and degraded land Employment generated 

Name of the State developed (la.kb ha) (mandays) in lakh 
No .. 2008-09 2009-10 I 2010-11 2008-09 . 2009-10. 2010-11 

1 Andhra Pradesh 6.43 . 4.71 I 7.24 27.78 I 23.22 22.54 
1 ... 

2 Bihar 0.90 ·o.94 0.88 8.06 14.77 13.86 
3 ChhattisRarh 0.40 0.34 0.18 •30.26 19.75 10.41 
4 Goa . NR NR NR 0.03 NR NR 
5 ... .:.. Gujarat 0.54 0.71 0.53 8.25 10.25 7.13 
6 Haryana 0.06 0.04 0.02 l.06 0.49 ·0.17 

. 1'· . Himachal Pradesh·· 0.43 0.39 0.37 9.iS - .9.59 8.94 -
Jammu & Kashmir .NR NR NR 2.78 I 

8 •· 
4.71 NR 

I 

! 

I 

l 

~ Jharkhand · 0.12 0.14 Q.13 . 2.61 
.--. 

10 Karnataka 0.60 .0.51 OAS 
1.1 . Kerala 0.09 0.05 0.08 
12 .· Maharashtra · 0.17 0.75 0.60 
i3 Madhya Pradesh 1.09 0.65 0.36 
14 Orissa 0.35 . 0.52 . 0.48 
15 Puniab 0.06 . 0.04 0.03 
16 Raiasthan 0.84 o.ss· 0.26 
17 Tamil Nadu 0.15 0.04 r 0.07 
18 Uttar Pradesh l.25 0.85 ! 0.27 
19 Uttarakhand 0.32 0.33 0.25 
20 West Bengal 0.07 0.07. : 0.12 

North Eastern States 
21 Arunachal Pradesh 0.22 0.24 0.23. 
22· Assam NR .NR NR 
23 Mani our- 0.19 . 0.24 . 0.13 
24 Meghalava 0.18 0.35 0.49. 
25 Mizoram 0.01 0.004 0.002 
26 Na2aland 0.40 I 0.15 I 

0.01 
27 Sikkim 0.03 0.02 0.07 
28 Tripura 0.01 o· 0.004 

· Total 14.91 12.634 1 13.286 
Note: The programme is not operational in Union Territories 

NR - Not reported 

2.03 1.81 ; 

28.41 24.54 18.28 l 

3. 10 1.93 . 2.80 ! 
23.87 52.35 42.57 
63.37 40.03 . NR I 
11.05 14.76 12.94 t 

0,08 0.06 0.04 
50.21 23.81 S.13 
25.67 14.92 9.20 
66.77 44.55 · ll.13 
16.20 . 14.23 8.59 
5.63 5.81 3.54 

I 5.91 I 9.22 13.37 
. 0.19 0.21 I 0.27 i 
27.63 34.21 17.44 I 

25.03 . 69.26 112.45 
36.66 36.14 35.57 

I 18.00 7.00 0.72 
0.90 0.55 ~ .. 86 

.. ! 

-- ·~-~--
! 

0.56 . 0.16 l 
499.12 478.39 

---j 
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Annexure referred to in reply to part (e) of Lok Sabha Starred Question No. 164 

due for reply on 11.08.2011 
Annexure-IV 

Statewise details of funds released and utilised during the IE1st three years under Integrated 
. Wastelands Development Programme (IWDP) 

(Rs. in crore) 
Name of the State Funds rel~ased Funds utilised 

2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 
Andhra Pradesh 44.43 34.35 12.20 32.64 36.04 33.44 
Bihar 7.32 5.71 0 6.73 6.74 4.26. 
Chhatti-sgarh 30.44 13.82 8.4~. 25.71 19.45 12.25 
Goa 0 0 0 NR NR NR · 
Gujarat . '31.86 23;69 15.74 27.05: 35.68 .. 26.73 
Haiyana 4.28 3.84 5.5E: 4.98 3A6 2~75 
Himachal Pradesh 

.. 
23.48 13.52 16.9:5 24.71 22.93 18.79 

Jammu·& Kashmir 4.55 11.2]. 2.2~ NR 11.60 NR. 
Jharkhand 8.41 3.07 I.JC- 7.58 7.18 3.25 
Kamataka 46.02 35.34 17.42 3 t.91 36.66 30.18 
Kera la 11.46 3.20 6.9S 6.20. 3.76 5.60 
Maharashtra 28.76 37.56 38.2'7 24.95 45.52 34.95 
Madhya Pradesh 60.44· 28.90 12.40 65.47. 39.12 22.19 
Orissa 33.54 27..45 . 25.29 20.74 .. 31.28 28.64 
Punjab . 3.60 2.90 2.09 " 2.93 . 2.09 1.65. 
Rajasthan .45.26 22.53 7.92 52.36 34.02 . 15.67 
Tamil Nadu 34:60 11.22 13.6 ~ 32.70 16.55 13.93. 
Utta1· Prad~sh 70.58 46.38 8.45 · 78.74 50.36 17.42 
Uttarakhand 24.64 7.60 15.64 18.33. 19.06 16.03 
West Bengal . 7.14 !.46 . 3.52 5.03 6.65 ' 8.28 

North Eastern States 

L 

21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 

Arunachal Pradesh 32.27 26.68 26.80 
Assam 38.93 21.52 13.36 
Manipur 11.18· 10.97 i5.4~· 
Mcgha1aya 9.42 15.95 25.80 
Mizoram 26.50 36.70 28.01 
Nagaland 27.53 7.50 0.44 
Sikkim 2.60 8.45 1.84 
Tripura 1.58 0.39 

I Totan 670.82 465.91 325.74 

Note: The programme is not operational in Union Territories 
NR-Not reported ,___ 

12.90 14.26 .13.85 
0.72 0.65 0.55 
11.1'3 14.69 7.75. 
11.65 . 17.31 24.06 
29.65 38.9.8. 19.02 
25.20 9.98 . 0.99 
2.33 l.44 4.84 
1.03 - 0.28 

563.37 525.46 367.35 

·O 
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(Q. :N"o. 164) 

~ ~~~ :'111141~ ~~~' ~ ~~ ~ 3fR~~.~~\ifr 
I • 

~ .~ ~ ~ tR ~ CR6 ~ ~ ~ m ~. 3tR 1 61 ~ ~ ctr ct1ttIRt crnT 
~m-~tl 

"tl iil14lll ~ ~ q;l C55Yff ~ t fcp ~ ~ ~ ~ Ef§tf ~ ~ 3TI 

~ t1 "lf6 ~ 2012 ~ ~ ~ ~ i°I ~ ~ "cff ma.~ ~ \3~t41Rtt Cfft ~ i, 
. . -

\ffi. ~ ~ 3lT1T ~-xmcr Cfft ~ ~ ll-~ ~ ~ ~ OQq~ ~ t _1 
~ ~ ~ ~ 111141~ ~ vft" \9' -qq; ~ err ~ ~ ~ ~ "FcP' ~ ~ "# ~ ~ 
tG-~m, ~~~~ 3lTtR 1es ~~~.~~~t1~~~-~··~ 

ftp"-~ ~ cpl ~ ~ -q CRif ~ ~ .fcfurt \JU ~ i"? ~ 6r, fGrtr ~ cpl ~ ~ 

~.~rt~~·~~~~~?~~~~ ~"$~··1e. ~cftl 
. . 

. 3lTtA" fRm t ·\3Tf ~ ~ ~-~ CRU m ~ cm~~ ~ 3ffx ~ ~ ~ ~ 
.ffi~cf;T~~-ij~~? 

SHRI JAIRAM RAMESH: Madam Speaker, the hon. Member has asked a 

qu~stion on· the Integrated Wasteland Development Pro~~e. I want to_ mention 

to the hon. Member that today the Government of hidia runs one programme 

called 'Integrated Watershed Development Programine' which integrates the 

Integrated Wastel~d Development Programme, the · Desert Development 

Pro~amme and the Drought Prone ~eas Programme. Ther~ is no such thing as an 
Integrated Wasteland·Deveiopment Programme today. The flagship. progr~e is 

the Integrated Watershed Development Programme ·which brings together ali the 

three old programmes, that is, the Wasteland Development Programme, Drought 

Prone Are~s Pro~amme and the Desert Development Programme. . 

I want to assure the hon. Member that this is an on-going.programme. We 

are sanctioning projects under this programme. So, there is no question of this 

programme stopping in 2012. These project~ will continue. 



Today there are about 36 million hectares in India which are considered 

cultivable wasteland. In the year 2000, the amount of land that was considered to 

be cultivable wasteland was about 51 million hectares. So, in the last ten years, 

about 15 million hectares of cultivable wasteland has been made cultivable. Our 

objective is that all these 36 million hectares should be made cultivable. 

In this context, I want to mention, Madam, one of the great success · stories 

in this country has been the Usar Land or Sodic Land Reclamation Programme in 

_ Ut~ Pradesh w~ere over. the l~t ten years, in the ten districts of ~ential µtta~ 

Pradesh, almost 180,000 hectar~s of usar land or sodic land has beeQ. ~eclaimed 

. benefitmg almost 370,000 small and marginal fanners. 

So, I wish to assure the hon. Met?J~ers ~at under the Integrated Watershed . ;·J'' 

l ..,,--· · ··· --···· ·-- -··. - ___ .... - •.,,,. -- -~-...:....;. ..... -. • .·--· ..... .. _..:..:- •. .. --=-- -· .......:. .::;~ .. 
Development Programme, his concerns on deserts and drought-prone areas, 
- ~ 

- _::=._ ... . -·· - - -· - ··· , ·-· -~- -- -- . . 

particularly in Madhya .Pradesh and Rajas-than, will be taken into account. 
. -·· . -·-· - -- -·· :--- . . ~ ··· -~· · ~ ... : ... :.- . ·~- .. ' · - --·. ·- - .- . -:.... ~ , -:-- -,._.., 

~ ~ ~ ~: 31UT&T ~, ~ ~ cnT +il1~4 +Efi \;ft ;l ~ ~ ~ ~1-tr · antffi 

. ~ ~ W i>-11 fc5 ftr:r ftR;rl- cnT 3wR ~ t crni ~ 'frR ~ cpl ~ ~? CRIT 

l1t1f ~ cB- x=fR ~ C171 arrq ~ ~ ~? 

SHRI JAIRAM RAMESH: Madam, the blocks for which proposals are prepared 

by the State Government will automatically b~ included. 

~ ~ ~ : ~~ ~, ~q)l~l~QJ ~ ~ ~ cB-~ ~ ~ ~ ~ -m ~ 
638 ~ ~ t-1 ~e1~R\S -m ~ .gq461'1c ~cf; m ~ 'tlTff ~ 32 c;rmr ~ 

~ti -&en t ~ %T fcf;" ~·~ lf ~ il'1t¢1'< S3lT 61 ~ ~ ~ t- ftp-~ w 
:~ ?rirr ~ fcn" m ~ cpl ~ ~ cf;.~ fcmA"r ~ 11ffii · mcITTX ~ ~ ~ t1 

~ md, tf <IB" ~~-~·~f~ fcn° ~ t;!C1'1<$~11 Wllcil'< 'CPl1 men 'G1T "WT ~I ~ ~ ~ ~ 

+l -gr ~ ~ fC;mrr S3lT ti~ 2008-09, 2009-10 3ftx 2010-1 1, ~ ~ 2010- 11 cpl-~ 

·3ITT" 31 ~ ~ ~ -gt CfJE: ~ -g-1 ;{) \iP 11 '< ~ cnR '$T ~ 'lfi C"P II a I'< Cf>ll m-ar \i1T ~ 

~ I qR~lcU~\11 ~ '41° C"i~mm cpq ID W ~ I ~~ fi'i~~I ~ % ~ ~ ~ 3l=cl1qttc Clft ~ 

~I Tf <IB vrFRT TITITT m f¢" 3iT.11 Cl ~ c: Cf!ff ~?. xrq <ffi t fcl1° +t:fi ~ qj ~ V\cITTr l{, ~ 

~ ~ 3flx~ ~ ~t, ~ 3TTUi WT W ~, ~ ~ 3T~ ~ c6 ~ 

... -·-41. 
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. ~ nR.2011 

~ ~ ~ f¢ -gB 3Ti-ftcT ~. Cf)X TlT -~ :g1 ~ ~ s fcn ~~cm- mcnR ~-if~~ 

~ AA ~I ~ Qcrt~~~l'1, ~ ~ ~ \rRm ~. bx-~ ~ q)11 b)cn ~ \J1T ~T 61 
~~~~~worn~ m ~WTTI 
SHRI JAIRAM RAMESH: Madam Speaker, the.hon. M~mber has asked a large 

number of questio~s . 

First:i whether the allocation under the programme has actually gone down. 

The numbers tell a different story. In 2009-2010, the allocation for the Integrated 

Watershed Development Programme was about 1800 crore. In 2010-2011, it was 

about 2500 crore. 
I 

SHRI SANJA Y NiRUPAM : The question is related to Wasteland· Developm~Iit ·· 

of thi~ country 

·· SfIR! JAIRAM RAMESH: TJ;iere is no such Wasteland Development Programme. 

MADAM SPEAKER: Let ·him reply. Let him reply. 

SHRI JAIRAM RAMESH: If you had heard my ·answer; I have said that there is 

no such thing as an Integrate4 Wasteland Development Programme. 

SHRI SANJA Y NIRUP AM : You have replied about that question. 

MADAM SPEAKER: Let him complete his answer. 

SHRl JAIRAM RAMESH: Hon. Member," listen to me. There was an Integrated 

Wasteland Development Programrrie. In 2009, the Integrated Wasteland 

Development Progranune, the Drought Prone Areas · Progr~e and the Desert 

Development Prograrm~e were all integrated into one single Integrated Watershed 

Management Programme. The objective of the Integrated Watershed Management 

Programme is to make wastel~ds of this country cultivaole \hrough a watershed 

approach. I have already mentioned that the rough area which is classified as 

cultivable wastelands in 2010 is about 36 million hectares. In 2000, it was about 

51 million hectares. In the last ten years about 15 million hectares has been treated. 

Every year, we are bringing about one and half million hectares of wasteland 

under cultivation. 



- - . 0 ~ •11'mt01 mGcJ : +rn'tGm. ~ fc1•rna1crl<!> ~ \jj(l" ~ ~ vfl" -:ff m$rr ~ fcf; 31fll' (JJ 

· ~~~~m~~~cnr~~~~ .ill~~~-~~~ 

~~~~~' 

~ ~ x:fim 51 ~~ Xll1 ~ ~ cff ~ .lf ~ 1962 "ff qef 1967 (fq5" WT~ 

.~"CJX~~u3flxq;m~ufcn'~ *1ff~~. ~~~~~In 

\;lf· ~ "ajq ~ ~, ~. ~ ~ ~, ~ 3fTx ~ fcITTiR "$1 ~ ~ t . ·Gfua arR_ 

q1cmf1 t, vrr -'1~\i1ql1 ~~Gl~ll'< ~. '3"-;; ~ · ~ ct> 4lvtql'1l ~ ~ ~ 6P1RT, ~ ~ +1: 

~ ~, \RCPT {1"1rn'< ~-~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ -~ ~ \ill ~ Q;) l=IIBT ~ ~ 

~ ~ t m ~ ~ cpl" ~ ~ ~ -q~ ~ cn1" 3WflG ~ sR~16ft 1l 4Rqfifo Cf>X 

~~"ill~~ q;)- \3X1~~~~1f cR1T ~ ~ ~ ftmxf. fcn · ~ ctr 
. . ·/~ ~ "tw. ~ ~ ~ <PT t:Rll1t'tl ll qRciFaa ~ ~ 1l ~ '1ctf.1it\01 ~ -wt;1 . vr r . .'lft JJf UflR11{ ~= "11'14lll 3lUl'al ~. 1l '11'14lll mG <ff \ifr ~ -g, ~ 1R ~ fcr<IR· . / 

. . .. <!>'.{il•ll I ~ mG i fcp 20-25 Cf't ~ 'Cf>i ~ '6XC!>l<ii ~. <flIB ~ ~ ~ 'lft :xrll' WliJf-;;;; 
Ch1~tCh ~ 5~.tl~ ~. crnl ~ xRT ctf ~ ctf 1l1fi ~ 3fR ~~ ~ ll ~ ~ 

rn ~ ~ ~I ~ ~ 3rt9T ~1 ~ 3fTx ~ ~ ~ sR~1crn ~ c=m4w'1 ~ Cffl"T wr ~ . 

: ~ mcPR ct1" 3ITT° "ji ~ xRT Clft ~ cr>X "flqffi ~, Wl ~ -qx \JffiX ~ ~I ~ 

' mn ¢14¢'"1 ~ tf ~~ ~ ~ ... (C\qq\:H~) 

I want to use this opportunity of saying what the Leader of the Opposition. has said 

about NREGA is completely wrong. In fact, there is clear evidence to show that 

under NREGA agricultural wages have gone up. Area under cultivation has gone . 

up. _About 68 per cent ~f the works unde.r MNERGA are for water conservation 

and for Haryali which the hon. Member is talking about. ... (Interruptions) 

MADAM SPEAKER: The Question Hour is over. 

• I 



LOK SABHA $E.CRETARIAT 
COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT ASSURANCES 

MEMORANDUM No. 3 G 
~. \ -, b. ct ':DU ~e : Request for dropping of Assurance gi_ven in reply to Starred Question No. 164 

dated 03 July, 2019 (Supplementary by Sh,ri M.K.Kundariya, MP) regarding 
\\Maintenance Under Northern Railway Facility". 

.,. __ . 

On 03 July, 2019, Shri Mohanbhai Kalyanji Kundariya, M.P. addressed a Starred 
Question No. 164 to the Minister of Railways. The text of the Question along with the reply of 
the Minister is given in the Annexure. 

2. ·During the discussion, Shrl M.K.Kundariya, M.P., raised the following Supplementary 
Question to the ·Minister of Railways:-

"! want to request the Minister that whatever maintenance work (of Delhi-
Ahmedabad Rajdhani Express) is being ·carried out, it is carried out in 
Ahmedabad. This train stations in Delhi from morning till evening. If 
maintenance work can be done over there ~tself and a separate fadlity can be ·. 

provided for Rajkot, then a direct train can be made available from Delhi to 

Saurashtra." 

3. In reply, the ~hen Minister of Railways (Shri Suresh Channabasappa Angadi) stated as 

follows:-
"In coming days, what best help w~ can give to the ·people of· 
Rajasthan and Ahmedabad, Gujarat, we will study." · 

4. The above reply was treated as an Assurance by the Committee and required to be 
implemented by the Ministry of Railways within three months from the date of the reply but the 
Assurance is yet to be implemented. 

5. In this regard, t~e Ministry of Railways vide O.M.No 2019/M(C)/442/132(l5) .dated 02 

November, 2020 have stated as under:-

\'During the reply to the supplementary, position w.r.t. extension of the said Rajdhani 

Express was explained by the. then Hon'ble Minister of State and the operational 
constraints were elaborated. Further, as per extant policy, Rajdhani Express trains are 
generally opera~ed between National Capital and State Capitals and as such the 
requested extension is not in line with the extant policy of Indian Railways and may 
dilute the very concept of "Rajdhani . Express" service. As regards .the train services 
serving States of Rajasthan and Gujarat, it is informed that Indian. Railways do ·not 
operate trains · on State-wise basis, as Railway network cuts across State boundaries. 
However, during 2019-20, 7 pairs of trains, on originating/terminating basis, serving the 
stations _located in the State of Rajasthan and 6 pairs serving the State of Gujarat have 
been provided. These are in addition to the services already catering to the passengers 

of these States. Further, introduction of train services on Indian Railways is an ongoing 
process subject to operational feasibility and commercial viability." 

6. In view of the above, the Ministry, with the approval of the Minister· of Railways, have 

requested the Committee to drop the above Assurance." 

The Committee may consider. 

DATED: \ 4 \o d2" 2.' 
NEW DELHI 
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' 
GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 
MINISTRY OF RAILWAYS 

-+ • 

LOK SABHA 
STARRED QUESTION N0.164 

TO BE ANSWERED ON 03.07 .2019 

MAINTENANCE UNDER NORTHERN RAILWAY FACILITY 

*164. · SHRI MOHAN_BHAI i<ALYANJI KUNDARIY~: 

Will the Minister of RAILWAYS be pleased to state: 

(a) whether the Government . has received any representations 

requesting for carrying· out the maintenance of 12957/1~958 

(Ahmadabad-New Delhi . Swam~ Jayanti Rajdhani EXpress) under 

the facllitY of Northern Railway instead of -"hmedabad and if so, 
the details thereof; 

(b) the action taken by the Govemm.~nt on·such representations; 

(c) ·the existing h~ndling capacity for carrying out primary 

maintenance/secondary maintenance/terminal attention etc. ·for all I 

sorts of trains under the Northern Railway facility; and 

(d) the details of ~II train~ and general time taken for carrying out 
such· maintenance? 

ANSWER 

MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND COMMERCE & INDUSTRY 

(SHRt PHYSJSH GOYAL) 

(a) to (d): A Statement is .laid on the Table of the Housea 

***** 



.. ..... 
\ 

! .. , 

STATEMENT REFERRE~ TO IN REPLY TO PARTS (a) ·yo (d) OF 0 
STARRED QUESTION N0.164 BY SHRI MOHANBHAI KALYANJI 

KUNDARIYA TO BE ANSW~~ED. IN LOK SABHA ON 03.07.2019 

REGARDING MAINTENANCE ~~·DER NORTHERN RAILWAY FACILITY 

(a) & (b): Yes, Sir. A representation from Hon'ble Member of 

Parliament was received for shifting the maintenance of 

12957/12958 Ahmedabad-Ne.w l;Jelhi Swarn.a .Jayanti Rajdhani 

Express from Ahmedabad to New Delhi to f~cilitate· extension of the 
. 

. 

train to Rajkot. 
r • 

. The matter has been e~amined but not found operat_ion~'ly '~~sible. . 

(c) & (d): The existing handing cap·acity· for carrying · out primary 

. 
· maintenance/secondary maintenance/ter~inal att~ntion of all trains 

over Northern Railways and general maintenance time taken over 

Northern Railway is as under: 

I 
I 
j 

: 

I 
1 · 

I 
! 
L 

Type of maintenance 

Primary I 
I 

Second a ry I 

Total no. of trains 

197 

1117 

I 

I 

I 
' I 
I 

Time taken per rake 

6 hrs 

Up to 6 hrs 

T erminal ' 3 88 2 t o 3 hrs 
I L . _ _ L . __ ---

***** 
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~ ~ cpefll 101vt\~ S>-s l~:it I: '"l l'i~ll 3l~&r '"l 15 'i<::ll, t!' 3ncfctp:fl'ur:r ~h.1~'<1 ~ 

il° ~ °$ m ~ +f;ft- \Jft" ~~>I"~~~ ~. I 

~\JN la ~ ~ fl~'<I~ ~ 3R11T m 211 l 3ll~l~I ~ ~ 1948 1f ~ ~ ~ 

~ ~' Riix~cffi $fQcQ1 xl\i1Cf>lc m I ~ ffl\!I~ :J)\J1\!1(1 Cf>f ~ mr t I ~'<I~~ 

~3ffi°ftliJ'il~zj~~~~ I ~Gl-aj~~~~' \ilfil~~~~ 
. . . ' 

. . .... . 
3ffiTt I 

- w . 

. ~·~ tR N 3fR \!I \iict>'I c -En fWr ~ 3l(rf1T xf ~ m ~, fil ~cr&n xf x4i'<I ~ (fCp 
. . 

. ~\Sl?:l~CfC°0ffi~I · \ ...__ _________ _ 

~~u ~- ~: ~. lll'i~ll f!>;s1Rll1 \ift" ~ OfSCl tt 3TTk9f >l"~ fcfRl"r t ,·~ ~ 

~~\ill" ;1-~ 'l1R(f q;l- $ ~ t, ~ ~ ~ ~ 3fR :!\J1'<1Ci cpl-~~ 

· ~ ~ I Ahmedabad .to Rajkot is 250· kilometers. 250 fcn(i1'1'11c~ \llR ~ f?IHJ:il"J 

=qrxtf?: wm 6, ~xifcti~ ~ 3fR \J1R m- ~minimum eight hours are required. For 

service and maintenance, minimum six hours are required. Cffi~~;:ffif ra 
~ I 3lR ~ ~ ir, what best help we can give to the people of Rajasthan ~nd J 
Ahmedabad , Guj~rat, we will study that. \ 

~ ~ Cf1C'"it1a1Gft·mt cii-s1Nll1: 'i1+-n<1 .31Ure:r tt6'i~ll, ~ x1C(l11~a cM-*Fr cffi1" 
~ 

A 



itt"14l<l 3T'C?Uf: ~x1~~~ ~*Fl~, fil~~ 31T1Tm I 

~ ~ q;crlHDiJ'l~ ~>\slR~I: x-t1xl~ ~ m~ 70 ~ dCl? ~~mm 3Flfm 

s-w ~ 1 ~-rl'1'1.'I'< ~ x1\l1<f>lc (lqJ ffmcrr .~ ~ m- CfJRUT ~ qx ~·cm-~~ ·m ccnr 

~ \fllTGT 5)m ~' ~tt·fciQ ~ °0 ~ ~(Ylcft eft" I ~ ~ ~ cf?r" xi'<CfJI'< iFft, dT \1ff 
~ 

~rm-~tcPm$~ 12 xrr~~~~~, ~~tt~\ift"cpr 

ft '41" &fm ~ -g I 
~ 

'{l\11Cb~c ~ ~ ~ ~ Tflli, ~ ~tf ~ ~ \Jft ~ ~ ~ cpr 3ITl1R . . . . 

~ qmrr { 1 ~ ~ cpr ~ ~ :qc;r X6T t Cf6 ~~ITT.~ x-ftx1~ cm-~ 
. . 

~~, lffi~>r~t I 

/ 

~ ~~T . 'flt. ~: ~~ li~~ll, lil~41~ ~ ~ ~ Cf>T. fFR ~~~I ··· ., ___ , 

· . . J:i 1'1'41"Q 1>\S IR~ I ~ ~ ~ 6fR" ~ q)ITT ~ I W ~.U ~ ~ ~ Cl5T Cf)flf ~ X5T t I 

611 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ coR cf>l" m:rffi cnx ~ t I tftT.f ~ ~ ~ cpr=r ~ 3lif ~ . 

~~ciwf ~W-~ I Wf~xf~~~~qJTm:rffictRtr I . . " 

oO ..... 
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Subject: 

: LOK'SABHA SECRETARIAT /J)j;e~:X ~ 
COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT ASSURANCES BJIA.Ncn 

MEMORANDUM No. 39 

Request for dropping of Assurance given in reply to Unstarred 
Question No. 864 dated 26.06.2019 regarding "Rail Projects in 
Andhra Pradesh". 

On 26 June, 2019, Shri Jayadev Galla, M.P., addressed an Unstarred 
Question No. S64 to the Minister of Railways. The text of the Question along' 
with the reply of the Minister is as given in the Annexure 

2. The reply to the Question was treated ·as an Assurance . by the 
Committe~ and requ_ired to be implemented by the Ministry of Railways within 

. ·three. months from . the date of the reply but the Assurance is· yet to be 
implemented. . -

3·. In . this regard, the ·Ministry of Railways vide O.M.No.2019/W.:. 
II/SCR/PQL/10(3291754) dated 12 October, 2020 have state-d as unde~:-

\'Gudur-Durgarajapatnam ( 42 km) new line project was included in 
Budget 2011-12 subject to requisite Government approvals. Ministry of 
Shipping was requested for- taking up the project as Port Connectivity 
Project in Indian Railways Participative Policy Models. State Government · 
was also requested to share cost of the project. However, Ministry of 
Shipping and also the State Government have not responded to this 
Ministry1s request . Hence the project could not be taken forward." 

' .... . 
· 4 In view of the above, the Ministry, with the approval of the Minister of 
Railways have requested the Committee to_ drop the Assurance. 

The Committee may consider. 

DATED:- \4,t>\\2~2' 
NEwDELHI 

SJ 
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...... _ GOVERNMENT OIF INDl.A 

MYNOSTRY. OF RAHLWAYS 

LOK SABHA 

. UNSTARRED QUESTION N0.864 

TO BE ANSWERED ON 26a06.2019 

RAiL PRO.JECTS IN ANDHRA PRADESH 

I ' 

864. · SHRl'JAYADEV GALLA: 

Wiii the Minister of RAILWAYS ba pleased to state:. 
I 

e 

(a) whether 18 new li~es 4;1nd 15 doubling projects in Andhira IPtradesh 

are pending for completion; 

(b) if so, th~ details thereof along with the status ·of release of funds. 

each year since announcement, target of completion and reasons for 

delay in completing each of the above project; 

. . . 

(c) whether any clearances fro~ State or Centra~ agencies ara 

pending for the above projects; and 

(d) if so, the details thereof, project-wise and the efforts made by the 

Government to obtain clearance, if. any? 

ANSWER I - . 
MINISTER OF RAUL.WAYS AND COMMERCE & INDUSTRY 

(SHRU PBYllJSIHI GOVAlL) 

(a) tc (d) ~Statement es Uaidl en the Yabie off the lHlouse .. 

52--
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Sli"ATISMEINJ1f REFERRED TO !N REPLY 1t0> PARTS (a) TC (di) CF 

Ulk\US'liARIRfED CQllJESTYON 1Nl0a8'64 IBV SlHi~U Jl~ \r AfQ)lE\f GAlLlLA 1r0 ~IE 

ANSWERED UN IL.OK SASHA . ON 26a.06.2019 IREGARR>DNG RAUL 

P.ROJlECTS BN ANDHRA PRADESH 

(a) ~o (d) : 117 new line projects covering a length or 2027 km at a 

cost of ~25599 er and 14 doubling projects covernng a Hengilh of 2649 

km at a cost of '26609 ci", falling iully/partlly in .the State of Andhra 
. . 

Pradesh are in· different stages of pDannong/sanction/execaation. 

Details appended .. 

Total outlay of. f2928. 7 crores has ·been prQvided for the pliojects 

falling fully/partly in the State of Andhra P~adesh .. 

The ·timely completion of Railway projects without co.st overrun 

requires_ . quick· and timely acquisitio~ of Band through .State 

Government, shifting of utilities, various statutorY clearances ·ate. 

and to achieve the same, Railway as holding regular meatungs . wuth 

State Govari'bment and concerned Central/Stete Government offncials 

on various issues for timely land e.cquisitucn, sh!ftung cf utilities, 

forestry clearances, so that projects can .be completed in time. 

For important: · projects, cap~city enhancement [a>rcjec~s~ last mile 

connectivity etc, institutional financing has been done by arranging 

lloam1 fn·om M/s LH~e Dnsu.erance Corporation of Utrndina ILnmntedl ioa· ~1l u5 ~akh 

[nJh90J~acf: .. wnse dle'f;:aii~s nrrucliudu1n1g e}!(p;Su1J©'ii~Ur~ 6traCtllfi"rf~ttii ·~lrueir~~l!'ii ~R'lltiJ 

~IU!ccllgeb: all6oce;aili:fio~s inroa«ile .few 't:lhie (airojecil:s ove1r tltue yaaws aivafi6alb>~e linii 

il1'tuJdlgieft dloctWments [IJ>t9eseunf!:etdl 'io l:he l?>ab·Uameirni'i: aunrnil allso G:JJ'1~6HabUe 0111 

Ulril<d1U:!i11rt ~autiwsys trJef01sii1i:e (www .. nndluanrraiiBws"s.gia,vDnu-u) l!.l!nndleir ~he !ink 

Mip:/Jwwvtl'.ondianvaiUw~vs. gov .i1n1/railwayboa1i-d/view _section_new.jsp?iang=O& id=O, 1 

~30~,366,639,2148. 
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f~pPENDIX REFERRED TO IN REPB.V TO PARTS (a) TO (d) OF 

QJJNS1tARRED QUESTUON IMOa864 BY SHRi J~YADEV GALLA ifO DIC 

ANSWEREIO IN LOK SABHA Oh~ 26.06~201~ R.EGAROING IRARL 

PRO.JECTS BN ANDHRA PRADESHD 

(a) to (d) 31 Projects c~sting ~ 52208 crcre i~r 4676 km length falling 

fully/partOy in Andhra Pradesh are under different stage of execution 

under: .. 

r 
t 

NEW LINES I 

· fSN1 Project 

I ·1 

Year of Latest Expr. \· Outlay · 

Sanc-tion Anticip-! as on· 1
1
2019.20 

. I 

I 
ated · i 311.3.. 1 ( ~: in · 

I 
?resent Status 

I I 
l I 

I Cost · j 2019 ( I er.) 

I '( ~ in I ~ en \ 1
1· · 

I I . 
er .. ) er.) ·: --l 

r 1 Kotipan•~ 
Narasapur 
(57 Km) 

-~~M ~~ ~~- ~21-.~-0-~L-a_n_d_a_c_q_u_i_s_H_~_n_b_k_e_n 
·up. Work on all three 

important bridges 
commenced. 

1000 30 
2 Obulavar1pa11e- 2006-07 19·93 Ph.I Venkataehalaitt -

i 
, Krishnapatn Krushirnapatnam(20km!): . 

j . · am (113 CommiSsioned. 

1·-· · · ~ Km) 
Ph.Dl:ObuBavaripalle· 

1.. 

Ven~aicha!am (93 km1): 

t
; . 

80 km length has been 

completed ag'id wor~ 
I taken up in baBance 

sectionD 

11999- 220 0.01 0.20 

. IPni:hapuram 2000 lm1U1dget su.abjecf t<~ 

\ (22 Km) 
11'equiisfi~s Go'11t .. 

I I . cHearra1TBcesa 

! 4\ T~d~an~6~7 f_2_3_0_0~~2-2_9_a_6
_2~1~-i-O~~-L-a_n_d_a_c_q_u_i_s_~_lc-~nd 

j I b~agaurli j I i fi<Gll'<l!lStif111' cneairaiflll«:es 

I : ~11 g5, l'A\m} ! - l 'i I liii\YaiOaiblle a1n1d work 

I 
I l 

I_ _J ! . J~ ___ ___,,_l _fta-keB'!l·-~-~_·_ --- - --1 

1"'" 



r~ . s 165 I i) Raya!l·~urga- -:O---r 
I Kadarkieverapam I 
; ((fii:lkm): Commissioned. 
I (ii) Kadiridevarapalli• 
i Doddahalll (16 km): 
I I Work has been taken 
j up. . I 

(iii) Doddahalli-Tumkur 
(136 km): Land 
acquisi~ion taken up. 

6 Kadapa · 2008-09 2473 398.40 2.10 K':tdapa-Pendlimari 
(Cuddapah)-

. BairagaRcre 
(-Ba1n1garapet) 
(252 Km) 

.(21.3 km): 
Commissioned and In 
balance section, Band 

,---7~ Attepait·-t-u• _ _ ,..._2_o_o_e __ ... _0_9_ 
acquisition taken up. ·l-------+----+-----1-! 3a34 2 · Dnitialiy 11:he project was 

Pu.utta.ur 
(88 Km) 

I 
8 Nadikude-

Sirilk:mUahasti 
I (309 Km) 

I 
l 
l 

f i 

I 

20111-12 

I 
I 
I 
l 

11105 

2288 

I ! I 

hkM«9MU0 12011-121 761 I I IJ]W1rg~irajapa~rnam 
1 «42 n«m~ I , · 

I 

l 
I 

" I 
I 
l 
( 

l 

l 

405.981 700 

· taken up under 50:50 

1 
cost sharing with 

I Ennore port Tru.st 
(EPT), l\!'HBrdstry of 
Shipp&irng. EPT advised 
in Nov 2012, that they 
would not share the 
cost of project. Hssu.~ 
has bee~ taken up11 

I 
. I 

! New IP.'idug~ralla- . l 
: SavaByape.nram . 
(46 km): Work has 

• ~ .• ... ... ... ·-t 

been taken up. I . 
hn balance section, · 
Da11mdl acClJtsi~iitio1111 has I 
beern taken e..op airnd I 
wotrk 'f!211ken up fin 
a"afiUabHe Ba11rnda 

-~-2~~-o-.-0-1~~._-6-.n-is-t-.~~o-f~S-~-JP_P_· ~~n-----­
~ lhias beerro req~es.ted to . 
i ll. a.. - 11..n...· I i ti.alin.e Mp ut1DS project as i 

I 
l 

i ! ~ pori coll'ilne«:tivhty -'----iii 
i \ projec~e6" PP M-oco:~~ ! 
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10 Marikuppam- 2Qi1Ja12 · 280 32.74 OD10 H...anca acquisotion hems Kuppanu 
beetN iaken WJPD (24 Km) 

11 Bhadrachal 2012-13 2154 2.45 · 1a10 Common alignment as· am00Kovvur 
tobe maintained uptc (1119 Km) 
sattupam. Modifiad , 

-- ~aHgnme1ntt Satt&spaBDfi· 
Kovvuru accepted by 
Statea Govt. Govt. of 
Andhra Pradesh agreed 

' . for proportionate 50% 
.. 

cost sharung ~t: the 
ft Dength falling Bn Andhra 

Pradesh State. The. 
work of preparation of. 
Detailed estimate has 
been taken up. 

' 12 .cu~bam- .2013-14 1J599.39 0.95 0.10 Project not flnaft'.lciaBey Proddutur 
viable, hence kept Rn (142 Km) 
abeyancell 

~-

997 000001 0.10 Project fincluded in 
13 Kcndapalli- 2013-14' 

Kothagodum 
Bua:lgei subject to I (125Km) 
~·equislte Govtu 

--- c&earancesa 
0.10 14 Chlkballapu . 2013·14 692 '0.10 Work included in r .. uttaparthy-

Budget 2013-14 subject Sri Saty~ 
to obtaining irequis6te Sa• Nilyam •. approvansD (1103 Km) 

.--

467 OD01l 0~10 
1 
Work included IL'1l 

115 Srlnlvasapura- 201~14 
~adanapallii 

~l!Jldgeii: 20113-11 ~:, sub]e:ct {7S: Km) 
ito ob6:aunnB1!SJ rre(lfunsut~ 

,. .. . 

I BHlf?fi"OVallsD 
! 

,~ ii® l Vijaiysiwacdl~~ 20"Q7-1l8 3272 2.20 0 .. 110' 1?1roject firmcBtu1de<dl firm I l Glllnt1urn" ~na 
faS(!J)cdlge\c il(!Jibjec~ fo l i ~\!Mll!"aJll'iSl~ii 
weqMfisifce G«»~~o - ---- ; «~Li (!JI($ lt«Dml)_ 
~D<eaiu·~nY>~es" 



( ... ·-·-~-------------::-:::-==------------:---(.-~)-:-. - -l DOUBLDNG 
··---- 20111-il2 11503 \736~40 1175 Worrks have bean 

I 
11 Vo]aywtm<dlcm-

Gudovada .. ta~en upa 
l8hlmava1ram-
Narsapur i 
Gud&vada- I 

MachHpatnam 
& 
Blh\imavaram- , 
NBdadavoOu 

I 

DL · wDth 
EDectrifiic~tion 

. 
" (221 Km) \ 

2 Kazfipet- 2012-113 "1856.95 234"39 ·110 Works have been '-ken 
'lojaywada . up • 
3rd Bnime wDth 
eUactbrBfftr;atfiorm 

.. -
I 

(220 Km) 
····· .. -·~" 

3 Duvvada .. 2015·16 3873 0.07 0.10 Project included I~ 
Vijaywaida Budget subject to 
3rrdl Hone rrequfisite Govt. 

: 

I (335 Mm~ · cBearancesa 1--4 ; 

Gcoty- 2015•116 636.38 342.05 1126 Works have bean taken 
I DltDaJrmawsH'Dm up. 

· ~sa».Km) 

5 . KaiDBurran- 2015-116 323 196.&7 15 Khadarpet·Gulapaly~m 

GuedakaD· (23.63 km)-
·q411 Km) Commessioned. In 

balance section wofrk 

.. iakern upD 
6 ~yepass at · 2015-16. 27~ 1l4a98 55 PB"ojecft &111cHudedl firm 

IRGirnn~MD'Bfta, IBwidge{( sMb~ec~ ~c 
U»finarrmav~ira1 1?9cqJWJisiiG:e Gori'c 
m ~ \lM Slrdl u caea1Tmnces11 

I « :a;i] Ir~m) 
j "3' I ralyepanss ail 

. -
~l0Vu5 ... 1J($ 62flJ)a$5 mlBnS«D 89) .. 50 0...andJ acqWifisiteofnl &nais 

I. 
. ~6»i;i~aiWll!lidlal ~ l beerrn take1m Mf?. 

Fi\.\t22fi!Jbefl: 
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· 8 Vijaywada·· 201f5 .. 1f6 3246 474a37 350 Works have been takeil 
~IUldUlr. 3rd! U.Og:Doo 
Hine (288 Km) 

9 Doubllng of 2015-16 958 158.42 132 Works have been takein 
, Yela_hanka- Upa 

Penukonda 
(121 Km) 

10 Vizlanagram- 2015-16 2336 419a74 350 Works have been takeim 
Sambalpur up. 
(Tltlagarb) 
3rd line .. 
(255 Km) ,. 

11 3rd line In 2015-16 4556.14 1.74 0.0001 Project nncluded in 
balance 

Budget subject to 
section bet .. - ~irequ~site Govt. 
Bhadrak-

cBeairances. I 

Vizianagram .. 

-·· (525 Km) 
12 Guntur-. 2016-17 3631 287· .. 17 280 Work has been taken Guntakal 

(401 Km) 
-l1.8p. 

13 Kottavalasa- 2015-16 2500 272a35 1'35 Works fhlave been taken .Jagdalpur-
Ulpa 

(Koraput) .. I (189 Km) 
2018-19 294.7 Oc10 0.0001 Werk taken up. 

~ 
14 Panukond~-

Dharmavaram 
excluding) 
vHa 
Makkajopam I l 
~ 

I 
li\llagll!lsaimruiclln· 1 

I iBln11 l!»oub8e 
__ l~nrne ~41lKm) l_ _______ 
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Subject: 

. · wx SABHA SEcRETARIAr /1),be'41k-:z.r 
COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT ASSURANCES BRANCH 

MEMORANDUM No. 4-o 

Request for dropping of Assurance given in reply to Unstarred 
Question No. 2844 dated 10.07.2019 regarding "Mumbai 
~uburban ·Railway System". 

On lP July, 2019, Shri Manoj Kotak, M.P., addressed an Unstarred, 
Question No .. 2844 to the Minister of Railways. Ttle text of the Question along 
with the reply of the Minister is as given in the Annexure. 
2. The reply to the Question · was treated as an Assurance by the 
Committee and required to be implemented by the Ministry of Railways within . 
three months from the date of the reply but the Assurance is yet to be 

- implemented. 

3. In this regard, the . . Ministry of . Railways· .vide 
O.M.No.2020/Elect(G)/106/2/LS-2844 dated 25 November, 2020 have stated 
as under:- · 

"The Blue Light Syst~m·will only be q warning system t9 passe~gers. It 
is located above . the doors of E~Us and so it may not be seen by . 

· passengers during boa_rding the train, particularly during morning and . 
evening peak hours. Further, it will not be of any use· to visually 
handicap commuters. Hence, system may not benefit in safe running of 
EMU trains ensuring passenger safety. Therefore, such system is not" 
required in suburban EMU trai~s .. " 

4~ In view _of the qbove, the Min~stry, with the approval of the Minister of 
Railways have requested the Committee to drop the A~surance. 

The Committee may consider. 

DATED:- \~ \ o t"\202-) 
NEW DELHI 
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"'···- .. 2844. 

GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 

MINISTRY OF RAILWAYS 

LOK SABHA 

UNSTARRED QUESTION NO. 2844 
TO BE ANSWERED ON 10.07.2019 

MUMBAi SUBURBAN RAILWAY ~YSTEM 

SHRI MANOJ KOTAK: 

Will the Minister of RAILWAYS be pleased to state: 

. . 
{a) whether· it is a fact that almost ~,000 pe~ple lose their lives every 
year on the railway tracks in Mumbai suburban railway systefl'.1; 

. . 

{b) if so, the details thereof; 

I 

(c) · the.action t~ken by the Railways for the safety of commuters; and 

(d) ··the details of the progress made on infrastructure -front in Mumbai 

suburban· railway system to save the commuter lives? 

ANSWER 

MINISTE.R OF RAILWAYS AND COMMERCE & INDUSTRY· 

(SHRl _PIYUSH GOYAL) 

(a) tc {d): A Statemen.t is iaid on the Table of the Housec 

***** 



. . 

.STATEMENT REFERRED TO IN REPLY .Tq PARTS (a) TO {d) OF .UNSTARREP 

QUESTION NO. 2844 BY SHRI MANOJ KOTAK TO BE ANSWERED IN LOK 

SABHA ON 10.07.2019 REGARDING MUMBAI SUBURBAN · ~ILWA1Y 

SYSTEM 

(a) and {b): No casualties have been reported · in consequential train 

·accidents during the years 2016-17, 2017-18 and 2018-19 over Mumbai 

suburban railway system. However, as per information received from 

· Government Railway Police/Mumb.ai, during the years 201·6, 2017 and 2018, 

. 
. 

total 3202, 3014 and 2981 people respectively, have ·lost their lives . in 

. . 
Mumb~i suburban Railway system due to various reasons such as suicide, 

murder, disposing of. dead· bodies on railway track, natural deaths due .to 

illness, trespassing, falling from running trains etc. 

. -
(c) and .(d): R~ilways have constituted an interdepartmental 'Joint 

Committee' comprising officers of Safety, Security, Signal & Engineering 

departments acro.ss all ~onal Railways to study th~ causes and suggest 
./ 

specific .measures t~ minimise deaths due to untoward inc.idents including 

trespassing. Accordingly, preventive and corre~tive measures are ta~en 

to improve and·create infrastructure to minimise casualties. The following 

measures including infrastructural measures in Mumbai suburban railway 

system are being taken by the Railways to save the lives of commuters:-

i. The central. grab poles which are slippery are replaced by knurling 

type grab pole in Mumbai Urban Transport Project (MUTP) Phase I 

and II rakes for better grip in order to prevent incidents of falling of 

passengers from local trains11 

Ric 13 fully air conditioned Eiectrica ~ Multipie Unit (EMU} rakes 

comprising 156 AC coaches and 7 partially air conditioned EMU rakes 

comprising 42 AC coaches are to be inducted in Centrai Railway arid 

Western Railway in addition to . 01 fully air conditioned EM.U rake 

working in Western. Railwayc .Further5 it is planned to induct 47 fully 

• .... . .. -L 



air conditioned EM\J rakes comprising 564 AC coaches. under MUTP ... 

116 and 191 fully air conditioned EMU rakes comprising; 2292 AC 

coaches under MUTP-lllA by Mumb_ai Rail Vikas Corporation Ltd. All 

the fully air conditioned EMU rakes shall . have the feature of 

automatic opening ~nd closing of doors for safety of _passengers.,. 

iii. Passengers Protection Information System (Blue. Light .System) on 

doors. of local train to alert passengers not to board when train is 
. ----:-. -----=---~~~~~~~~~~~----~--~-

about to start, is under consid.eration of both CR & .wR subject to 

outcome of trials currently underway. 

iv. R~ilways has been constructing. FOBs at places where passengers 

are required to cross tracks. 

v. Erection of boundary wall/fencing at identifie~ locations, vulnerabl.e . 

to trespass. 

_vi. Raising of the heights of platforms of Mumbai· suburba·n railway 

st~tions. 

vii. Regular announcements are made through Passenger . Addre~s 

System at Ra~lway stations urging passengers to use foot over 

bridges (FOBs) and to avoid crossing of railway tracks. 

viii V~riou~ awareness campaigns are organized by Railways to sensitize 
I 

passengers about the fatalities of crossing railway tracks; foot-board/ 

roof-top travelling, boarding/de-boarding running trains etca 

ix. Warning sign boards are provided at conspicuous places for the 

awareness of passengersc 

x Regular drives are conductedl against trespassing9 travemng on foot ... 

board5 steps, roof top of trains~ boarding/de-boarding irunnang trains 

and the persons apprehended are prosecuted under the relevant 

provisions of the Railways Act5 1989~ 

***** 
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Subject: 

- LOK SAB!f1. SECRETARIAT /Jj;/znc/;;r -JJ£' 
~OMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT ASSURANCES BRANCH . 

MEMORANDUM No.· 42-

Request for dropping of Assura.nce given in reply to Unstarred 
.Question No. 1831 dated 26.07.2017 regarding "Palakkad Coach 
Factory". · _._ i 

On 26 July1 20171 Prof. K.V.Thomasr M.P., addressed an Unstarred 
Question No. 1831 to the Minister of Railways. The text of the Question along ' 
with the reply of the Minister is as given in. the Annexure. 

2. The reply to the Question was treated as an Assurance by the 
Committee and required to be implemented by the Ministry of Railways -within 
three months from the date of the reply but the Assurance is yet to be 
implemen.ted~ · _ 
3. · In this regard, the M~nistry of Railways vide O.M.No. 2017 /M(W)/443/15 

dated 07 September, 2020 have stated as under:-

"The work of setting up of Rail Coach Factory at Palakkad in Kerala was 
sanctioned in the Railway Budget 2012-13 in JV/PPP mode. However, a . 
pre-requisite to setting up such projects is a sustained demand of 
coaches in the future. The requirement of coaches vis-a-vis available · · 
manufacturing capacity has been reviewed_ recently and requirement of . 
main line coaches in . near future qoes not justify immediately in'itiating 
construction of a new coach factory~'.' · 

4. In view of the above, .the Ministry, with the approval of the Minister of 
State in the Ministry of Railways1 have requested the Committee to drop the 
Assurance .. 

. The Committee may consider. 

D~TED:- \ 4.\ 0 \ \ 2-02 ., . 
NEW DELHI 
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. GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 
MINISTRY OF RAILWAYS 

fl.OK SABHA 
UNST£RRED QUEST~ON 1Nl0a1831 

70 BE ANSWERED ON 26.07 u2011 

PALAKKAD COACH FACTORY 

1831. PROFa Ka v .. THOMAS: 

Wiii the Minister of RAILWAYS be please~ to state~ . 

(a) whether the Rallwa~ has approved to establish a coach factory at 
Palakkad In Kerala; . 

(\b) Bf so, the details thereof; and 

(c) the time by which It is likely to be estabBlshed? 

ANSWER 

I - . 

MINISTER OF STATE IN THE.MINISTRY OF RARLW"YS 

(SHRM RA~BN GOHAIN) 

(a) Yes9 Madam. 

(b) & (c) The work of setting up of Rall Ccach Factory at Paiakkad in KeraRa has 
been sanctioned in Rai~ay Budget ·2012-13 at an anticipated cost of-"550 crore 
Ran JV/PPP Llftodao Land for the project has been purchased ~y RaliHways itrom 
Govemme~i of Karala.. M/s RUTES have beslt1l appolntelfj as conswll1tsunt fcv lbln<rn 
process BYtilH&agementc A request for qa.aaHftcatlon (RtFQ) was frHoa~e«>l eMJ 
s8ptemberr5 2013 but had to be discharged as nc irespceslve bids wa1ra tracaiveeiu 
$W1bseeaWJeiml:Hy~ t~e fmMsinaess ftim©ldeE @'I/ 'tctil® ~1r@Jee\!: Wll!Hi traviiewallil ~~&uv@Wl§Blhl \ch~ 

........ . ··-··- ·- - - -- --· - ---- ---· .. 
~0MisuUta1n1t: ~c ~1tflaJke 6~ ll'tfll@re «Dotm«D1&ecftve t«» 6rm\Yestmraetntf!a_l!'lre$~ffdtHys ~he_ u .. @tqtc.aotrem®lf'tl~: ·--r-____ _ __________________ - ··- . .. ....--.. · - .. - ·· ------ -· -~-~- - - -- --,~ 

<fJ~·-e~~U'aes WfifS> .. ~-'tfHS iilV81fiUabHe unanWitr&CtlYltrUM!l{l cr;m~acftty n$ MD\1cdlcair tre>VDGWu . -~-~· .-----.-,___-------~.._____._. _________ _ 
.... 
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Subject: 

LOK SABHA SECRETARIAT lfjJ)xwf/Y :fJ 
COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT ASSURANCES - . 

MEMORANDUM No. 43 

Request for dropping of Assurance given in reply to Unstarred Question 
No. 2489 dated 06.02.2014 regarding "Job in lieu of land acquired for 
railway lines." 

· On 06 F~bruary, 2014, Dr. Raghuvansh Prasad Singh, M.P., addressed ar 
Unstarred Question No. 2489 to the Minister of Railways. The text of the questior 
alongwith the reply of the Minister is as given in the Annexure. 

2. The reply to the Question was treated as an Assurance by the Committee ·and 
required to be implemented ·by the .Ministry of Railways within three months from thE 
date of reply but the Assurance is yet to be implemented. · 

3. . The Ministry of Railways vide O.M. No. 2014/W-2/ECR/PQL/04 dated 29 June, 
2015 had r~quested to drop the Assurance on the following grounds:-

"That the· land acquisition ls done by the State·Government and it depends upon 
various factors . like availability of funds with Rai~ways, joint verification of land 
plans, etc., Further, the provision of jobs to the eligible' land losers of a_project 1s a 
lqng drawn process as it. involves multiple agencies. Mence no fruitful purpose will 
be served by keeping this Assurance alive for indefi~ite period." · ! .. . 

4. The above ·request for dropping of the Assurance was not · acceded to by the 
Committee at their sitting held on 18 April, 2016. The Committee accordingly presentec 
their 4oth Report (16th Lok Sabha) on 11 August, 2016 and inter-alia 'desired that the 
matter may be pursued vigorously with the State Government and the respectivE 
agencies and fulfill the Assurance at the earliest. · 

I - .. 
5. However, the Ministry of Railways vide 0 M ~ No. 2014/W-2/ECR/PQL/04 dated 04 
September, 2020 have 'stated as under:-

"Land acquisition for both Chhapra-Muzaffarpur New Line and Hajipur-Sag?3uli Ne· 
Line projects has not been completed by the State Government so far and it me 

. take more time, Further, with regard tc other issue of provision of jobs in Railwa) 
to land losers~ it _1s informed that now, in Nov, 2019, Ministry of Railways he 
withdrawn their policy of offering jobs in Railways to affected land losers Heno 
no fruitful purpose will be served by keeping this Assurance pending for indefini~ 
period 11 

6. In view of the above, the Ministry, with the approval of Minister of State in thE 
Ministry of Railways, have again requested the Committee to drop the above Assurance. 

The Committee may reconsider. 

NEW DELHI 
DATED: l<\\clj2o2\ 
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LOK .SABHA 

UNSifARRED QUESTION NOa2489 
1f"@ BE ANSWERED (J))ll'!j 06c(Q)2a20114 

~OB llfi. LIEU OF L~ND ACQUIRED FOR RAILWAY LINES 

t 2489 .. DR. RAG_..UVANSH PRASAib SINGH~ ~ 

WIH the Minister of RABti...WAYS (~·$Yr·) be pll~a.sad to state: 

(a) the presen~ status of acq~isDtion of l_~nd . for · new n-Bil~~y Hine projects . o~ Hajlpur-8agauH, .Chhapra-Muzaffarpur and -Muzaffa!9pur-Sitamarhi sectDons9 

(b) the totai number of farmers whose nand has besn acquiiired for . the purpose; 

(c} the total number of.farmers who have .applied for the Job On Heu of their Uand acq~ired by the Railways for the purpose; 

(d) the .action taken/being taken by the Railways · theracra foa· providing job to all the eBlglble fan-mers along with the present status tha1r~eot; and 

(e) ·th& tlune by which ihe process 0'1 providing s~ch jobs Ds HlkeYy tc be ~ompMeted by t~e Railways? 

ANSWER. 

Ml~ISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF RAILWAYS 
~ 4'51161lf if ~ ~) 

~ $641lRW ~W1FFHU~ ~t~JJA~ cc;H@Wfil)HiJl~lHilY) 

I <c;OB\'a(.l)U~tecll airnal! COirmll!'MliSSll@fl'lla<rli by alC«{JMDtrftrro~ tile °' lf&r(!illDsDta Uauro«ii 
~~IDJIUlUlfc.e:~eE 'U\:vL-= -~iro~) k:Drt©]~«tl!:i: . . lttl({j)~Ruc&v®ir~ 'V:rl'tica O~h"tlmJ -~~c.q;Mfi$6\Lfi©>uii l{J)lr<mees_s .. 
~1~L' r;.~~]llL~u.nr ... S>ceii~~llil~G ~1m(UJ ©Hu~c&(}1>tfalgbUfana.:~~ir;mrtgl>E.mr tm(~w gnfi'u® [:!)lf®~®©\t® u~ .. - . -· ·- ·-··. -~-....· ··- ··-··-- -· .... .. , ... - -· ----··- - . - --- ---······- .. -·- ··-- ···-~-·-·· -··-- . .- ..... ···---··· -

. ·-·· .. ,.._. __ .......:::.::..·"' 
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---:--·_... .... - .. 
(b) The project-wise number of farmers whose land has been acquired for these projects are as (> . d \ ). · un er:-

Ha j i pur-Sagaul i - 6514 nos 

Chhapra-Muzaff arpur - 2213 nos 

Muzaffarpur-Sitamarhi - 5850 nos 

(c) So far 421 farmers have applied for jobs in lieu of their·land acquired for these projects. 

lo· .. - - ·· ~ (d) The issue of providing jobs to eligible land losers for these projects is being looked into. 

( e) No time frame for providing jobs to all eligible land losers has been fixed as it involves multiple 
agencies. 

br 
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·subject: 

LOK SABHA SECRETARIAT 
COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT ASSURANCES BRANCH 

MEMORANDUM NO. 44 
Request for dropping of Assurance given in r.eply to Unstarred ·Question No. 3208 dated 14.03.2018 regarding "Fighter Planes". 

**** On 14 March 2018, Adv; Shar:adkumar Maruti Bansoder M.P., addressed an Unstarred Question No: 3208 to the Minister of .Defence. The text of the Question along with the reply of the' ·Minister is as giyen in the Annexure. · 

2. The reply to the Question was treated_ as an Assurance by the Committee and required to be implemented by the Ministry of Defence within three months from the date of the. reply but the 
ASsuran~e is yet to be implemented. 

3.. The Ministry of Defence vide o"~M. No. 7(14)/U~ 6(A1r-I)/2018 da.ted 18th July 2018 had requested the Committee to .drop the Assurance· on the following grounds:- · 
11that answer glven to the LSUSQ No. 32QB was indicative of the statµs of the induction of 
balance of 272. Su-30 MK! aircraft from HAL and the factual position that 'to meet. the 
requirement of fighter aircraft of !AF, induction of the balance of 272 Si.J-30 MKJ. aircraft 
from HAL is under progress/ inay not /;Je treated as an Assurance as it was only a factual 
position of t!Je contract implementation and therefore/ does not constitute.an Assurance.·" 

'' ' . 
4. The above request ror dropping· the Assurance was considered by the Committee at their Sitting held on 24.01.2020 and it was decided not to drop the· Assurance. The Committee accordingly presented their Twelfth · Repo~ {17th Lok Sabha) on 23rd September 2020 and recommended that the Ministry must vigorously pursue the matter and apprise the Committee of the initiatives taken and progress made in the matter. 

5. However, the Ministry of Defence vide O.M. No .. 7(14)/US D(Air-I)/2018 dated 10th· September, 2020 and 3rd November; 2020 have stated as .under:-

"Answer .given to ~he LSUSQ No. 3208 was . lndicative of the status of . the induction of . balance of 272 Su-30 MKI aircraft f(om HAL · and the factual positiOn that 'to meet the 
requirement' of fighter aircraft of IAF, induction of the balance of 272 Su-30 MK! ·aircraft: 

. from HAL is under pro~ess' may not be treated as an Assura nee as It was only a· factual position of a contract im.plementation and therefor~, does not constitute an Assurance. 

As regards updat~d status, it is to intimate that 'a total of 269 aircraft out of 272 have been 
inducted into IAF which constitutes 98% of contract supply. Two of the three remaining aircrafts are likely to be handed over to IAF by November, 2020. With this contract supply of the aircraft will go upto 99%. One. aircraft had met with Cat I accident at HAL during contractor sorties and delivery timeline of this aircraft is yet to be confirmed by HAL. Air HQ is closely liasoning the matter with HAL for an early supply'. 11 

6. In view of the abpve, the Ministry, with the approval of the Raksha Rajya M.p.Qtri have once again requested the Committee to drop the Assurance. "~ 

The Committee may reconsider. 

NEW DELHI: 
DATED: \4 \~' \ 202. \ 
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENCE 
LOK SABHA 

UNST ARRED QUESTION N0.3208 
TOBE ANSWERED ON_ THE 14m.MARCH, 2018 

FIGHTER PLANES 
3208. ADV. SHARADKUMAR MARUTI BANSODE: 
Will the Minister ofDEFENCE m l1;fl' 

. be pleased to state: 

' • 

(a) whether the Government has entered into· cantract for purchase of Fighter Planes ·· at ac.celerated rates; and · 
(b) if so, the details thereof and the reasons therefor? . ~ · 

A N S W E .R MINISTER OF STATE ·(~R. SUBHASH BHAMRE) IN THE MINISTRY OF DEFENCE 
~JITT ~I ~<!f ~ (Sf. ~ 3:rrri:R°) 

...... .\ 
~··/ (a) &.(b): To meet the requirement of tighter aircraft of IAF, .induction of .i 

·\ . ~ 
0
the bala"ce of 272 Su-3~ M_~I ~!!craft from H~L is undet process. Induction, ) L of 40 LCA into the IAF has commenced. on 15th Ma1·ch, 2017, Governme1lt~ · 
sa~ctioned the enhancement of production rate of LCA from existing eight 
aircraft per year to sixteen aircraft ~er year. Also_, the Request for Proposa~ 
{RFP} for p~ocurament of 83 LCA Mlc1A has been is~ued in December, 2011·. 
~nduction of 36 Rafala aircraft wm commence by September, 2019 . 

.... . 
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Subject: 

LOK SABHA SECRETARIAT 
COMMITTEE ON GOVE-RNMENT ASSURANCES BRANCH 

MEMORANDUM NO. 4 5 . 

Request for dropping of Assurance given in reply to Unstarred 
Question No. 1927 dat~d 3:1..07 .2015 regarding '~Ordinance for 
Restricting Extension of Tea Garden". 

**** 
On 31 July, 2015, Shri Prahlac;i Singh Patel, M.P., addressed an Unstarred 

Question No. 1927 to the Minister of Commerce.and Industry .. The text of the Question 
along with the reply of the Minister is as given in the Annexure. · 

2. The ·reply tQ the Qu~stion was. treated as an Assurance by the Committee · and 
required to be .implemented by the Ministry_ of Commerce and Industry (Department of 
Commerce) within three month~ from the date of the reply but the Assurance is yet to 

. be irriplement~d. 

3. The Ministry of Commerce and .Industry (D~partment of Commerce) vide OM 
· F.No.· T-54016/7/2015-Plant(A) dated 25 $eptember, 2017 had requ·ested to drop the 

Assurance on the following grounds:-

'That the Assurance relates to modification in ari order dated 23.07.2001 issued 
by the· Government of We~t Bengal prohibiting expans!pn ~f tea plantation in 
West Bengal the final decision lies with the State Government The Central 
Government has taken · up and actively pursued the matter with the State 
Government of West Bengal for reviewing the said order of 23.07.2001. Since 
the matter of modification "in the order dated 2;3.07.2()01 is to be done by the 
State Government of West Benga~ it is requested to kindly consider dropping the 
Assurance. " . 

4. Th_e above request for" dropping of the Assurance w·as. considered by the 
Committee at their Sitting held on 24th January, 2018 and it was decided not to drop 
the Assurance. The Committee _accortjingly presented their Eighty-Second Report (16th 
Lok Sabha) on 09 August, 2018 wherein the Committee inter-alia recommended that 
the Ministry need to take actibn in the matter with alacrity and specific timeline and 
pursue the matter with the State Government concerned at the highest level and 
implement the Assurance. 

5. However, the Ministry of Commerce and Industry (Department of Commerce) 
vide O.M. F.No.T-54016/7/2015-Plant(A) dated 28th December, 2020 has now stated as 
under:-

1'Efforts have been made by the Department of Commerce to obtain the 
response of the State· Government of West Bengal on the issue of review of the 
notification prohibiting expansion Qf area of tea nurse'Y ·and plantations in West 
Bengal. The matter has been taken up several times at the highest level. The 



last communication to the State Government was sent on 12.10.2020 at the level 
of Joint Secretary. 

As the Assurance relates to modification in an order dated 23.07.2001 issued by 
the Government of West Bengal, the final decision lies with the ·state 
Government .. Even after regular fo/lowupr no response has been received froff! ... 
the Government of West Bengal and there is no role of the Central Government 
in the matter. ,, 

6. In view of the above; the Ministry, with the approval of the Minister of State for 
Commerce & Industry, have once again requested the Committee t~ drop the 
Assurance. 

The Committee may re-consider. 

NEW DELHI:· 
DATED: let f ~t )202. ' 

<' 
I 

l 
() 
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 
MINISTRY OF COMMERCE & INDUSTRY 

(DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE) 

LOK SABHA 
. UNSTARRED QUESTION N0.1927 

TO BE ANSWERED ON 31sT JULY 2015 
ORDINANCE FOR RESTRICTING EXTENSION 

OF TEA GARDEN 

19~7(H). SHRI PRAHLAD SINGH_PA!EL: 

Will the Minister of ·COMMERCE ·.& INDUSTRY(qtft>1~ · ~ \.1E4)~14?ft)b~ 
pleased to· state: 

a) whether the Government has taken note that Government of West Bengal had issued an ord~r in 2001 prohibiting expansion of area of tea nursery and tea plantation in West Bengal; 
b) if so, the details thereof; 
c) the impact of the said order on small tea growers in the· State indicating the number of tea growers affectecl thereby; 
d) whether the Union Government has taken up the matter with the State Government to review the said order; 
e) if so, the details thereof alorig with the reaction of the State Goyernment thereto; and j) the present status of the ?natter? · 

ANSWER 
q1f01~ ~ \3e1i1 ~ lf;ft (f<fri'I U'ifR>: cJJfurat P\4e11 .:Hla1n"101J THE MINISTER OF STA1)3 IN.THE MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY (INDEPENDENT CHARGE) (SMT. NIRMALA SITHARAMAN) 

{a).to (c): The Government of West Bengal has prohibited through an order issued on 23rd July, 2001 further development of tea nursery and tea· plantationin new areas in North .Bengal with effect from 30th June, 2001. . . . · . 

Under the p·rovisi6ns of Tea Act 1953, all the. tea growers need to .be registered w'ith Tea Board after· obtaining "No ObJection Certificate" from the concerned State Government. In the absence of No Objection Certificate from Government of West Bengal, Tea Board is unable to register the sm all growers who have planted tea after 2001. Following the prohibition ,. the benefits of various subsidy schemes of the Tea Boar9 c~ld not be extended to these small growers . About 20,000 ·small Growers in North Bengal are reported to be affected due to this development. 

(d) to (f): The Central Government has taken up t he matter with the State Government of West Bengal in July, 2015. The reply from th~ State Government has not been received. 

*** ** I 
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LOK SABHA SECRETARIAT 

COMMIITEE ON GOVERNMENT ASSURANCES BRANCH 

MEMORANDUM No. 4c; 

Subject : Request for dropping of Assurance given in reply to Unstarred Question No. 1477 dated 26.07.2018 regarding "Par-Tapi-Narm~da Rivers. link." 

On 26 Jutx, 2018, Shri Harishchandra ·chavan, _M.P., ~ddressed.an Unstarred 
. . Question No.1477 to the Minister of Jal $hakti*: The text of th.e Question alongwith t~e 

reply of the Minister is as given in the Annexure . 

2. The reply to the Question was treated as an Assurance by the Committee. on 
Government Assurances and required to be implemented by the Minister of Jal Shakti* 
(Department of Water Resources, RD &GR) within. three months from the date of the reply 
but the said Assurance is yet to be implement~d . 

. 3. In this regard, the Minister of Jal Shakti* (Department of Water Resources, RD 
&GR) vide its O.M. No.H.1t012/17 /2020-BM Section-MOWR dated 27 .10.2020, has 
stated as under:-

"Th~ Damanganga-Pinjal (DP) link project. and Par-Tapi-Narmaaa (PTN) link project are twin links concerning Maharashtra and Gujarat States . . The techno-economic clearance of DP link project has already been accorded by Central Water Commission (CWC) and techno-economic appraisal of PTN link project is at an advanced stage. The draft MoU for implementation of Damanganga-Prinjal and Par-Tapi-Narmada link projects, including the four intra-state link projects of Maharashtra State, have been sent to Governments of Maharashtra and Gujrat in September 2017 for concurrence. 
The issue of compensation of Maharashtra in lieu of transfer of 434 MGM of water . from their shar~ to Gujrat under PTN link project is yet to be decided. This Ministry is making all efforts for obtaining consensus among the two States for signing of MoU. Several meetings have been conducted by the senior officers of this Department with the concerned officials of Government ot Maharashtra and 

- c-



Government of Gujarat for reaching consensus. Recently, .the issue was discussed 

during the meeting of (~,e .'S~b-_9ommitt~e on consensus· building. under 
Chairmanship of Chairman, CWC on 29.07.2020 wherein it was urged that both 

States should come forward f~r mutually agreeable compensation to Maharashtra 

ex-Ukai reservoir for their sh~ie of water transfer to PTN lirik project. 

It may however be noted that no· time limits can be set for Governments of 

Maharashtra...and Gujarat which may agree or disagree wfth the proposals .or may · 
opt not to' respond t.o the propq~af$. tfye C~ntral ~ovemment is pursuing. the inter-

linki~g of rivers (/LR) program in· a consu/~ative marmer." . 

4. In view of the above, the Mi.nistry, with the · approval of the Minister of State (Jal 

Shakti)* has requested .the Committee to drop the said Assurance. 

The Committee may consider. 

DATED:- \~\~112c2..' 
NEW DELHI: 

* 'Jal Shakti' Ministry has been formed by merging the Ministry of Water Resources, River 

Development and Ganga Rejuvenation and the Ministry of Drinking Water and Sanitation . 

• 

• . .. . ... "'1. 
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 
MINISTRY OF WATER RESOURCES, 

' • 

RIVER DEVELOPMENT & GANGA REJUVENATION 
LOK SABHA 

UNSTARRED QUESTION·NO. tl-f7i 
ANSWERED ON 26.07.2018 

PAR-TAPI-NARMADA RIVERS LINK 

SHRI HARISHCHANDRA CHA VAN 

Will the Minister of WATER RESOURCES .. RIVER DEVELOPMENT ·AND GANGA REJUVENATION be pleased to state: 

(a} the extent to which progress has been made by the Government to link Par-Tapi-Narmada rivers: 
.· (b} whether DPR has been prepared in this regard: 

( c) if so, the· details thereof; and 
(d) the details of works to be executed after prepara~on of DPR so as to complete the said link for the benefit of the c·mnmon man'? 

ANSWER 
THE MINISTER OF STATE·.FOR WATER-RESOU:RCES, · RIVER DEVELOPMENT AND GANGA REJUVENATION & PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS 
{SHRI ARJUN RAM MEGHWAL) 

-..... - . ~· (a) to (d) The Detailed Project ReP,ort (DPR) of Par-Tapi-Narmada link project was completed and circulated to concerned States of Maharashtra and Gujarat during 2015. Subsequently, the mod.ified DPR based on the suggestions ·9f Government of Gujarat to include more tribal areas in the command area was also prepared and circulated to Governments of Maha~ashtra and Gujarat during May, 2017. 

The link project will benefit 2.32 lakh ha out of which 2.27 lakh ha lies in Dangs, ValsacL Navsari. Tapi, Surat, Bharuch, Chhota Udepw· and Panchmahal districts of Gujarat State and 0.05 lakh ha lies in Nashik district of Maharashtra State. The link will also provide about 76 MCM of drinking water supply to about 27.5 lakh . human population and will generate 21 MW of hydropower. The total cost ~f the link project is Rs. 10211 crore at 2015-16 price level. The benefit to cost ratio is 1.035. 

The draft Memorandum of Understanding ( MoU) for implementation of Damanganga~ Pinjal and Par-Tapi-Narmada link projects including the four intra-state link projects of Maharashtra State has been sent to Governments of Maharashtra and Gujarat in September 2017 for concurrence and is under discussion. 

\ . .. 



The following cl~rances are essential from Ministries/Departments as post-DPR .activities 

for implementation. 

j SI No ~-me of the clearance I Ministry concerned ·~ 

1. 1 Environmental Clearance i Ministry of Environment Forest and ! 

j · J Climate Change 

~~-L~dD~~~~--ar-· -~-c-e~~~~M~~-i-~-zy~-~-.-.E-n_v_i_ro_n_m_e_n
_t_,_F_o_r_~~t 

i and Climate Change i 

3. Rehabilitation & Resettlement . (R&R) Ministry of Tribal Affairs (Mo TA) 

·plan .for tribal population of Project 

Affected Families (PAFs) 

4. Techno-economic clearance Advisory Comtnittee of Mo WR, 

RD&GR 

5. Investment Clearance MoWR;RD&GR 

In addition to the above clearances by · respective· Minisfrif;s. ~tgnmg of MoU for 
. , . 

imple1~entatiort between Governments of Maharashtra and Gujarat funding pattern~ constitution or" 

Spe~ial Purpose Vehicle/Authority for implementation, etc. are the pre-requisites for 

commencement of the project. 

***"'* 

.@ 



Appendix-XVII 

MINUTES 

COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT ASSURANCES 
' (2020-2021) .... • 

(SEVENTEENTH LOK SABHA) 

THIRD SITIING 
(19.01.2'021) 

The Committee sat from 1500 hours to 1630 hours in Committee Room 'D', Parliament House 
Annexe, New Delhi. 

PRESENT· 

Shri Rajendra Agrawal Chairperson 

MEMBERS 

2. Shri Nihal Chand Chauhan 

3. Shri Ramesh Chander Kaushik 
4. Shri Kaushalendra Kumar 
5. ·· · ·· Shri Santosh Pandey 
6. Shri Pashupati Kumar Paras 
7. Shri M.K. Raghavan 

SECRETARIAT 

1. . Shri Pawan Kumar - Joint Secretary 
2. Shri Lovekesh Kumar Sharma - Director 
3. Shri S.L. Singh - Deputy Secretary 

WITNESSES 

:xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx 

77 





At the outset, the Chairperson welcomed the Members to the sitting of the 
Committee and apprised them that the sitting has been convened to (i) consider 

and adopt 08 draft Reports; (ii) consider 20 Memoranda containing requests 

received from various Ministries/Departments for dropping of 23 pending 

Assurances; and (iii) take oral evidence of the representatives of the Ministry of 

Railways regarding pending Assurances. 

2. xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx -
3. Thereafter, the Committee took up the said 20 Memoranda (Memorandum 

Nos. 28 to 47) containing 23 Assurances for consideration for dropping or 

otherwise of the relevant Assurances. After considering a few Memoranda, the 

Committee authorized the Hon'ble Chairperson to decide the Memoranda. The 

Chairperson subsequently decided .to drop 05 Assurances as per details given in 

Annexure-I* and to pursue the remaining 18 Assurances as,per details given in .... . 
Annexure-II for implementation by the Ministries/Departments concerned. 

4 xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx 
5 xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx 
6. xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx 
7. xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx 
8 xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx 
9. xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx 
10. xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx 

The Committee then adjourned. 

* Not related to this Report. 
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COMMIITEE ON GOVERNMENT ASSURANCES (2020 .. 2021) 

.. 
1 

Annexure.-n 

Statement Showing Assurances not dropped by the Committee on Government Assurances (2020-2021) at 

their sitting held on 19.01.2021 

,S.No.l Memo SQ/USQ No. and Ministry/ 

No. date Department 
. -

1. 29 USQ No. 2734 Youth Affairs 
dated 27.12.2018 & Sports 

(Department 
of Youth 
Affairs) 

. 
j. 

·-I 

1 

-. 

--·--~ - -=-------

Subject 

Rajiv Gandhi National 
I nstitute of Youth 
Development 

-
79 

Remarks 

The Ministr 

ground tha 

fillin g up 1 

Council (EC 

found sui t 

nom ination 

the Visitor 

recommend 

unable to f1 

could be ful 

should hav• 

the matter~ 

Moreover, ti 

of the vacc 

Committee 

earnestly an 

.•. 

s requested to drop the Assu rance on· t he 

umber of applications were received for 

post of Vice-Chairperson of Executive 

RGNIYD but none of the candidates was I 
It has also been stated that the 

he post of Vice-Chairperson is made by 

e. the President of India, on the 

ns of MoS and as such the Ministry is 

h the timeline by which the Assurance 

d. This is untenable as the Ministry itself 

de the recommendation and taken up 

the President's Secretariat well in time. 

inistry is silent on the issue df filling up 

post of Director in the RGNIYD. The 

re the Ministry to pursue the matter 

fill the Assurance at the earliest. 



Sf .. 

·-

2. ----r3Q ll!SQNo. 1587 
I . . I dated 25.07.2017 

Environment, 
Forest and 
Climate 
Change 

Implementation of 
Forest Policy ' 

The Committ~e cannpt ~ccede to the Ministry's request 

for dropping of the Assurance even though the Ministry 

has already submitted final Note for the Cabinet for 

consideration and approval of National Forest Policy, 

2020 and the matter is under active consideration of the 

Cabinet Se.cretariat. Considering the pressing need to lid! \\ 
safeguard ecological balance and liveliho9.d security of 

people and future generations based on preservation, 

expansion and sustainable. management of forests, the 

Committee feel that the Assurance should be brought to· 

, 
1 1 1 

its logical . end and hence: they direct the Ministry to 

I I pursue the matter vigorously with .the 

l j 
stakeholders/agencies concerned and implement the 

Assurance at the earliest. 

1 

3~· ·- -3-1 USQ No. 2799 . Youth Affairs National Sports The Ministry has requested the Committee to drop the 

dated 05.12.2019 & Sports Policy/Code-2011 Assurance on the ground that the Delhi High Court has 

----- __;_._ ___ --------

; 

I 
J 

(Department stayed the Department of .Sports' order vide which a 
of Sports) · 

80 

Committee was constituted to review the Draft National 

Code for Good Governance ·in Sports, 2017 and no 
. I 

specific timeline can -be given by which decision will be·~ 

taken on the recommendations of the Committee. The 

Committee feel that the matter of reviewing the Draft 

National Code for Good. Governance in Sports, 2017 is of 

crucial importance and considering accountability and 



~,, 

• 

I I · 
I I 

4 . 32 (i) SQ No. 67 
dated 12 . .11.2010 

Health and 
Family Welfare 

(Department 
(ii) USQ No. 320S - I of Health & · · 
dated 12.07 .2019 Family 

(iii) USQ No. 972 
dated 29.04.2016 

Welfare) 

r 
j 

(i) Review of CGHS 
Scheme 

(ii) Health Insura nee 
Scheme for CGHS 
Beneficiaries 

(iii) Health Insurance 
for CGHS Pensioners 

81 

tran~parency issues in National Sports Federations, it 

needs to be pursued vigorously to bring it to its logical 

conclusion. The Ministry is required not only to furnish a 

Status Report but also apprise the Committee and 

Parliament of the final outcome in the matter. 

The Ministry has in.formed th.at the final EFC 

Me~orandum regarding finalization of Central 

Government Employees and Pensioners' Health 

Insurance Scheme (CGEPHIS) had been sent to the 

Department of Expenditure, Ministry of Finance for 

appraisal of the Expenditure Finance Committee in 

2017. Subse~uently, reminders have also been issued to 

the Department of Expenditure in 2018 and 2019. 

Stating that it is difficult to prescribe a time limit by 

which the proposed Insurance Scheme will be finalized 

and implemented, the Ministry has requested for 

dropping of the Assurances. This is untenable as an 

Assurance cannot be dropped merely on the ground that 

information is still awaited from one or the other 

Department/Ministry. The Committee desire that the 

Ministry should adopt a pro-active approach and 

enhance the level of co-ordination with the Ministry of 

Finance for timely implementation of the Assurances. 

The Ministry would also like to be apprised of the 

... 
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5. 

6. 

--r~_ -- -----~-- I -I initiatives taken and _progress made in the matter. 

33 j (i) USQ No. 6641 
dated 06.05.2015 

Housing and 
Urban Affairs 

(i) Land for Netaji 
Memorial 

The Ministry has requested the Committee to drop the 

Assurances on the ground that no proposal for allotment 

of land to Netaji Subhash Foundation has been moved 

34 

(ii) USQ No. 4129 
-.61 

dated 23.12.2015 
(ii) Memorial of 
Netaji 

. . 
by the _ Ministry of Home Affairs and the Ministry of ~J~ 

Culture is not ready to take land on the prescribed rates. 
; . 

Further, as per the policy being followed since 2006, the 
. . ' - . 

land cannot be allotted to a private organization, 1
" 

namely, Netaji Subhash Bose - INA Trust. Thus, the 

Committee find that a decision has been taken and the 

Assurance t:tas beeri fulfilled. The Committee desire that 

an Implementation Report in the matter be laid on the 

Table of the House. 

SQ No. 150 - -- The Ministry has contended that no Assurance was Jal Shakti 

(Department 
of Drinking 
Water and 
Sanitation) 

Drinking Water 
dated 28 .12.2017 Proposals 

82 

given on the issue as the reply given to the Question, 

·according to it, was only a statement bf facts and it is an 

ongoing process to receive the ·proposals and release 

funds _under National Water Quality Sub Mission 
- . 

(NWQSM). The Committee do not accept this contention1~ 11 

a~ the Ministry is requi-red to take proper follow up 

action on the proposals men~ioned in the reply to the 

Question · which constitute the Assurance. The 

Committee desire that the Assurance should be pursued 

! ... 
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7. 35 SQ No. 164 
dated 11.08.2011 
(Supplementary by 
Shri Hukmdev 
Narayan Yadav, 
M.P.) . 

Rural 
Development 

(Department 
of Land 
Resources) 

Wasteland 
Developm.ent 
Programme 

vigorously till its logical conclusion and they would like 

to be apprised of the initiatives taken and progress 

made in the matter. 

The Ministry has apprised that there exists Watershed 

Committee, the dedicated agency at village level for 

implementation of the erstwhile Integrated Wasteland 

Development Programme (IWDP) and the objectives of 

Bhoomi Sena proposed by the Hon'ble Member and 

Watershed Committee are similar in nature. Citing this 

reason, the Ministry has requested for dropping of the 

Assurance. The Committee feel that the two issues are 

not similar in their entirety and the thrust of raising 

Bhoomi Sena is more on reclaiming waste/barren land 

and converting them into greenery. Moreover, once an 

Assurance has been given, it is incumbent upon the 

Ministry to fulfil it. In the instant case, the Ministry is 

required to take specific action on the suggestion of the 

Hon'ble Member regarding the constitution of Bhooma 

Sena on behalf of the Union Government. The 

1-Committee desire that the Ministry mlust pursue the 
·-· 9 -

matter with concerted efforts and lay the requisite 

Implementation Report in the House. 

~---~~---- -

-~ -- ------....;.;.=-.;.___,;;.. --- ---~----·-·----·~ 
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8. 

9. 

10. 

36 I SQ No. 164 
dated 03.07.2019 
(Supplementary by 
Shri Mohanbhai 
Kalyanji bhai 
Kundariya, 
M.P. ) 

--·.--L-
39 I USQ No. 864 

1 
dated 26.06.2019 

Railways 

Railways 

40 USQ No. 2844 I Railways 
dated 10.07.2019 

Maintenance Lfnder 
Northern Railway 
Facility · 

Rail Projects in 
Andhra Pradesh 

Mumbai Suburban 
Railway System 

' 

The Committee feel that in· sum and substance, the 

Assurance has been fulfilled. The Committee desire that 

the requisite Implementation Report be laid in the 

House. 

u~\ I 
. 

I __ , 
hands off by stating that the Gudur-Durgarajapatnam 

new
1 line project could not be taken forward as the 

Ministry of Shipping and the State Government have not 

responded to its request. The Committee understand 

that such matters take time but the Ministry needs to do 

some concrete action to finalize a clear time line for 

completion of the project. The . Committee urge the 

Ministry to take urgent action in the matter with specific 

·timeline and pursue the matter vigorously with the 

Ministry of Shipping and the State Government 

concerned and implement the Assurance at the earliest. 

The Committee find t hat the Ministry has taken a 

decision· in the matter and hence the Assurance has, ·• r 
been fulfilled. The Committee desire that the requisite ' L 1 1 1 1 Implementation Report be laid in the House. 

l____ _ __ J ··- -
84 
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11. 42 USQ No. ~831 -
dated 26.-07.2017 

12. 43 USQ No. 2489 
dated 06.02.2014 

i 

·-

-·~-----------~. 

Railways Palakkad Coach · 
Factory 

. 

' . 
.. -

Railways Job in Lieu of Land 
Acquired for Railway 
Lines 

• ·-

85 
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The Ministry has st~ed that 
j 

vis-a-vis available .~ manufac 

the requirement of coa'ches 

tu ring capacity has _been 

ement of main line coaches 

tify immediately initiating 
reviewed recently and requir 

.in near future does not jw 

construction of a new ( 

.Committee ffnd that the Mini 

oach factory. Thus, the 

stry has taken a decision in 

ce has been fulfilled. The the matter and the Assu rar 

Committee desire that the .. -
p. 

Report be laid in the House. 

The Ministry has inf1 

of 2 parts viz. acquisi 

Ch ha pra-M uzaffa rp u 1 

of jobs in Railways 1 

that land acquisition 

completed by the Sta 

mor~ time, the Minis 

part of the AssurancE 

untenable since land 

projects and the Mi . 
expe~itiou-sly. Morea, 

is .. the responsibility 

logical end. The Co1 

1 

must pursue the mat 

its proper arid exped 

requisite Implementation 

hat the Assura nee consists 

nd for Hajipur-Sagauli and 

ne projects and provision 

ffected land losers. Citing 

the projects has not been 

nment so far and may take 

equested to drop the first 

ntention of the Ministry is 

on is essential for the two 

required to complete it . 
an Assurance· is given, it 

Ministry to bring it to its 

desire that the Ministry 

the State Government for 

mpletion. As regards the 



c~ : ------T --- -·----f---~---- - --· -

' . 

I 

second part, the Mi~istry has requested the Committee 

to~ drop the Assurance as Railways has withdrawn its 

policy_ of offering jobs in Railways to affected land 

losers. The Committee desire that an Implementation 

Report in respect of this matter be laid on the Table of 

-+-----u the House. lj \ \ 
The Committee feel that in sum and substance, the· 13. 44 USQ No. 3208 Defence 

dated 14.03.2018 (Department 
of Defence) 

USQ No. 1927 I C6m 
dated 31.07.2015 I and Industry 

(Department 
of Commerce) 

L-~- - - · - ...:=... - .; - - ------ - -

I Fighter Planes 

f 

l Restricting Ext 
I ot Tea Ga rd en 

I _,., 

; 

! 
' p. 
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15. 46 

J i. 
i I • 

~ \ ~ 

~ , 
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I r 

USQ No. 1477 
dated 26.07.2018 

I 

' ' 

Jal Shakti 

(Department 
of Water 
Resources, RD 
&GR) 

!:::, 

Par-Tapi-Narmada 
Rivers Link 

87 

action in ·the matter with alacrity and pursue the matter 

with the State Government concerned at the highest 

level so as to implement the Assurance. 

The Committee are of the view that the Assurance 
~ 

cannot be dropJ?ed merely on the ground that no time 

limit can be set for obtaining consensus among the 

States of Gujarat and Maharashtra for signing of MoU 

under ·Par-Tapi-Narmada rivers link project. The 

contention of· the Ministry is far from convincing since 

once an Assurance is given it is incumbent upon the 

Ministry to fulfill it with proper planning and co-

ordination with all the stakeholders/ agencies 

concerned. The Committee desire that the Ministry 

should pursue the matter vigorously with the States of 

Gujarat and Maharashtra and fulfil the Assurance at the 

earliest. 

9 e -
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MINUTES 

COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT ASSURANCES 

(2020-2021) 

(SEVENTEENTH LOK SABHA) 

EIGHTH SITTING 

(29.07.2021) 

The Committee sat from 1500 hours to 1545 hours in C:hairperson's Chamber, 

Room No. 216, Block-B, Extension to Parliament House Annexe, New Delhi. 

PRESENT 

Shri Rajend·ra Agrawal - Chairperson 

Members 

2. Shri Nihat Chand Chauhan 

3. Shri Nalin Kumar Kateel 

4. Shri Ramesh Chander Kaushik 

5. Shri Santosh Pandey 

6. Shri Chandra Sekhar Sahu 

7. Dr. Bharatiben Dhirubhai Shiyal 

~ ~cretariat 

1. ~hri Pawan Kumar 

2. Sr '"i Lovekesh Kumar Sharma 

3. Shri .L. Singh 

- Joint Secretary 

- Director 

- Deputy Secretary 

t ..... . 



At the outset, the Chairperson welcomed the Members to the sitting of the 

Committee and apprised them regarding the day's agenda. Thereafter, the 

Committee considered and · adopted the following Three (03) draft Reports 

without any amendments:-

(i) Draft Forty-Fifth Report (17th Lok Sabha) regarding 'Review of 

Pending Assurances Pertaining to the Ministry of Railways'; 

(ii) Draft Forty-Sixth Report (17th Lok Sabha) regarding 'Requests for 

Dropping of Assurances (Acceded to)'; and 
.. -

(iii) ·. Draft Forty-Seventh Report (17th Lok Sabha) regarding 'Requests 

for Dropping of Assurances (Not Acceded to)'; 

2. The Committee also f;:)Uthorized the Chairperson to present the Reports 

during the ongoing Session. 

xxxxx xxxxx ·XXXXX xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx 

xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx 

xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx xxxxx 

The Committee then adjourned. 


