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* Finance (Nodal Centre) Department -
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No. 37/09/Fin. o - : Dated, Thiruvananthapuram, 6th May 2009.

SubE—Projects financed under the Rural Infrastructure Development Fund (RIDF) of NABARD-—Revised guidelines
issued.’ : .

Ref—1. Circular No. 19/2008/Fin. dated 13-5-2008.
2. Circular No. 11/2009 /Fin. dated 13-2-2009.
" 3. Circular No. 24/2009/Fin. dated 17-3-2009.

[n order to further streamline the process of identifying, sanctioning and implemﬁntatiop "fof 'the- schemes with
financial assistance from the Rural Infrastructure ’Development Fund (RIDF) of NABARD, the fallowing guidelines are
issued for strict compliance, in supersession of the instructions contained in the Circulars referred to above:

@) A State Level Empowered Committee (SLEC) on RIDF headed by the Chief éecretary, will meet in the month -
of April/May of every year to determine the inter-departmental outlays based on the total allocation made in the annual
budget for RIDF schemes largely keeping in view the schemes indicated in the Annual State Plan. While doing so, the

expenditure incurred or likely on the ongoing RIDF schemes of the dci)artmcnt will also be kept in view. -

(i) The Secretaries of the concerned departments, for whom outlays have been earmarked, will prioritise
need-based schemes within the given outlays plus 20% thereof with an outline of each of the schemes and forward the
same to Principal Secretary (Finance) by the 20th of May every year so that such schemes are placed before the State
. Level Empowered Committee for approval department-wise by the end of May of every year. The priority should be for
mijorlmega projects instead of a Jarge. mumber of minor projects being taken up. Availability of land, wherever required,
should be ensured while proposing projects: for financial assistance under RIDF. A calendar of activities leading to
completion of the schemes/projects should also accompany each of such proposals. -

(is) After the schemes haye been .app‘roved by the State Level Empowered Committee, the concerned
Department/Head of the Department will arrange to prepare detailed estimates of such schemes and forward the same to’
the Principal Secretary (Finance) along with the check list (in the format annexed to this Circular) for each of the schemes/
proposals on or before the 30th June of every year for onward transmission to NABARD before the 10th July of each year.
An in-built provision for cost escalation up-to 5% of the project cost for projects having phasing period up to 2 years and
10% for projects having phasing period more than 2 years can be included in the detailed projects reports estimates.
Provision for contingency towards unforeseen expenditure'up to a maximum of 3% of the civil works is also permitted.

/Th’:e latest Schedule of Rates (SoR) should be followed for preparing the detailed project reports estimates.

(iv)  NABARD will aﬁange to issue sanctions for such schemes within a month of the proposals being received
by them from Finance Department. Based on such sanction, the Administrative Department concemed will issue ‘detailed
Administrative Sanctions with outlays as approved by NABARD. :

_ (v) The Head of impleh:enting department/agency shall nominate a competent Officer as Nodal Officer of RIDF
projects for supervision snd co-ordination of execution of the project at all»stages. The Nodal Officer shall report
" bottlenecks, if any, in the implementation of the projects or difficulties in preferring reimbursement. claims, to the Head of .
Department / Administrative Department/Finance Department/NABARD fof ifimediate remedial action.
GCPT. 4/1501/2009/DTP.
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_‘ (vi) The Secretary of the Administrative- Department concemed wnll e a inonthly review of physical and
rﬁnancaal progress in lmplementatlon of RIDF projects. : ' ¥

_ (i) The Head of 1mplementmg depanment/agency shall conduct a fortmghtly review of the progress of
1mplementatmn of RIDF projects.

. (viii) The Head of unplementmg department/agency shall furnish a monthly progress report. in respect of all the
. projects under RIDF to Finance (Nodal Centre) Department, with a copy to the administrative department on or before the
15th of every succeeding month in the prescribe format annexed to this circular. In respect of LSGls, Commissioner of Rural
Development shall furnish a consohdatcd report in respect of all the lmplementmg agencxes under his Junsdlctlon

_ () The Nodal Officer and Head of implementing department / agency § shall be pctsona]ly msponstble for effective
and timely implementation of RIDF pro;ects and for prompt submission of rennbursement claims to NABARD, through
Finance Department.

(x) Principal Secretary (Fmance) shall review the progress of 1mplemenumon of RIDF pro;ects and submisslon of -
reimbursement claims to NABARD once in every two months.

_ (xd) Fmance Department will initiate action for providing facility for on-line updatlon and monitoring of thc-
projects and submission of reimbursement claims in its webslte with the information and data to be glven by the respective
Hedds of Departments and unplementmg agencies.

.

L. C. GovaL,
Principal Secretary (Finance).

To
All-Administrative ﬁepaﬁments in Secretariat.
The General Manager, NABARD, IhiNVax;anthapmun.
| All Heads of Departments.
Stock file/Office Copy. '
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_ CHBECK LIST FOR PREPARA'I'ION OF DETAILED PROJECT REPORT TO BE SUBMITTED FOR LOANS UNDER
x - RURAL INFRASTRUCTURE DEVELOPMENT FUND (RIDF)
Road/Bridge Project .
@ Name-of the Project
(i) Districts covered
(iid) Pro;ect Outlay (Rs In Crores)

St | . " Furnished
. ; . ltem . R ‘ urnishe.
No. 3 . |  Remarks (Yes/No)
) _ @ - - @

(i) Whether the pro;ect is pnormsed by the Stalc.
Depamnent 3
(i) - Whether the project submitted through the Nodal
 Department

i)  Whether the project included in the State Plan :
2 Clunncufrom(wherevu'appllable) | T Lo
W Ministry of Environment and Forests - .
(i) Mmlstry of Railways '
@)  Administrative approval with details
@) - Technical sanction with details
) Land scquisition—Extent, status and time-frame
3, Techmical Aspects- ' o
- @  General

(a) Whether Master Plan prepared by Stnte GoVernment
- . and proposed projects are as per Master Plan.

)] Whether proposed projects are new or strengthenmg _
. of existing roads

(c) Whether proposed projects have been designed as
per IRC standards.
Reasons for devmtxon, if any, should be spelt out

(d) Type of road projects—Village Roads, Other Dtstnct
Roads, Ma;or Rural Roads

(€) Whether fair weather connectivity is proposed.
reason for game to be ehwndawd

< (i) Roads Projects

(a) Demls of roadway, carriage way, pavement thrclmm
(formation, sub-base, base courses, black topping),
culverts and small biidges in existing and proposed
conditions to be fumished in relevant annexure

- (b) Extent of Cement Concrete. sections, whether »
v provided, to be detailed . -

(c) Justifications for wndcnmg / strengthenmg should be
- upported by relevant data along with year of
construction




(.

Yo

@

@
®

@
Brldge Pro;ects

Hydtauhc data, - geo-technical details of foundatlons,
design details and drawings to be furnished ‘
(Bridge projects- with detailed mvest:gnnons should

_ - only be posed)

4 !’innnchl Aspects

0
@

(@)

{a)
)
©
@
()

| ®

®

()

Scbdule of Rates adopted (specxfy the year of the
SoR)

If not, whethet cost proposed will be sufficient to
create the assets

Coat‘Esumnte.

Item-wise cost of project

Item-wise expenditure incurred
Item-wise cost of balance works
Item-wise RIDF loan |

Item-wise State Govemment contribution

Yenrvwwe phasmg of RIDF loan and State Govemment
contribution (2 year phasing allowed, reasons for 3 .

. year phasing, wherever required)

-

Bar/PERT/CPM chart for project execution
Specific justifications for high cost of development

5 Benefits and Justification

Overall impact of the project need to- assessed and
detalled . :

6 Operuﬂonandmm

Arrangements for opeutxon and mamtenance after

complenon .

7 lnfrutructure Facillties

0

Gy

Orgamsahonal structure of 4he Implementing
Department

Capacity and prepnredness of the implementing
Department and status' of implementation of earlier
sanctioned projects ‘

Total physical quant:ty, almdy
compléted and ' balance o be

completed for eachxglmof»

development should be detailed

.w1th unit cost and analysns

- Potential (road in Km. and bridge
- in M.span) Reduction in distance

(Km.) Pupulation benefited Acoess

- to Marketing/Tourist/Pilgrimage

Centres in numbers to. be
furnished v ’ ‘
PCU date with likely sayings in
VOC etc " Non-recurring:  and

employment generation.
Income ‘without' and ‘with’®
project and cash st_qtemmt to be

" furnished.”

Tesgg
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o @ | ) @
@)  Quality control, infrastrutture and mechsnism
(iv)  Availsbility of lsbowr
-{v)  Budget provision o
(® For contribution to State Share :
| (®) For Subssquent Operation and Msintenance
) () For repayment of loans—Principal sad inserest
8 Prefoct Risks
® Land scquisition _
(i)  Forest Clearance 4
(i)  Railway/Road crossings
(iv)  Construction hazards '
() Any other risk (spocify) '

Name, Designation and Signature (wiﬂc date)
o the Head of Implementing Department/Agency.
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Annéxure 1 (comntd,)

7 CHECK LIST FOR PREPARATION OF DETAILED PROJECT REPORT TO BE SUBMITTED FOR LOANS UNDER

RURAL INFRASTRUCTURE DEVELOPMENT FUND (RIDF)'

' Soclal Sector (SchoollHealtb etc.) iject

(i) Name of the Project

(ii)_ _Dis_tn'cts covered o V ' : ’ _ .
@) Project Outlay (Rs. in Crores)

-SI

. Item . Remarks chrnished
" No. (Yes/No)
(ORS ¢) G @
1 General
()  Whether the project is prieritiscd by the State
: Govemmem .
© ()  Whether the pmject submitted through . the Nodal
- .Department
(iil) Whether the project included in the Stite Plan

2 Clearances from (wherever applicable)

@ Mlmslry of Environment and Forests

‘(ii) Administrative _Approval with details

(). Technical Sanction with details ‘

»(iv)v Land acqnisiﬁon——Ex@cg;, status ahd time-frame

()  Whether present project is part of Government. of
“India programme. If yes, fumish details of support

_ and conditions of Government -of India

('ﬁ) Justification of the project with reference. to National

and State Human Development Index

4 Technical Aspects -

@

)
. ()

Whether projects are based on detailed site speclﬁc
plans or based on replicable model

Approved drawings/details to be furnished
Whether all components have been included i the

‘project. If not, the arrangements for the sam by the

State Government may be specified

5 Financial Aspects

Schedule of - Rates adopted (s-ecnfy u¢ year of the
SoR)- -

If not, whether cost pmpo:d will be sufﬁctent to
create the asscts :




o e o Y @
{ii) Cost Estimate
 (a) Item-wise cost of project | , )
(®) Ttem-wise expenditure incurred * Total physical quantity, already
(¢) Item-wise cost of balance works _ | -completed and balance to be
-(d) Tem-wise RIDF loan ' ~{ completed for each item of

development should be detailed

(e) Item-wise State bovemimnt contribution ’ . : e
~ with unit cost and analysis

() Year-wise phasing of RIDF loan and State Government

~ contribution :

(8) Bar/PERT/CPM chart for project execution

(b). Share of Government of India, if any, to be specified
() Specific justifications for high cost of development

‘6 Benefits and Justification ‘ - Population (students in school
' . ' : _ projects) to be benefited.
Overall - impact of the project intangible  and  .Reduction in distance (Km.).
non-intangible terms to assessed and detailed Estimated benefits to be acerues
' : , No recurring employment

generation, Income ‘without’
- . ‘with® project and cash statement,
‘ , wherever feasible, to be,famished.

7 Execution, Operation and Maiutensnce
() Arrangements for execution of projects (like school
" under SSA) to be specified
@ Role Community in exccution and Operation and
Maintenance of projects after completion -
8 Infrastructure Fnclllﬁu' 4 '
()  Organisational structure of the Implementing
- . ‘Department (co-ordination mechanism, where project
< . to be executed by other than implementing deputmeut)
(@)  Capacity and brepa’redngss of the Implementing
~ Department and status of implementation of ealier
_ sanctioned projects _ ‘ '
i)  Quality control inﬁ'aslmcmm and mechanism
(iv)  Availability of labour '
(v) . Budget provision .
(a). For contribution to State Share :
(b) For Subsequent Operati:on and Maintenance ’
(c) For repayment of loans—Principal and Interest

9 Project Risks.
~ @  Land acquisition
() Forest Clearance
(i)  Railway/road crossings
@iv) Construction hazards
(v)  ‘Any other risk (specify)

10 Convergence with any other programme of Government of India

Details to be furnished about the mechanism of
implementation '

- Date : ' v T Name, Designation and Signature (with date)
T : of the Head of Implementing Depamnent/Agency.
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GOVERNMENT OF KERATLA

Finance (Nodal Cenire) Department

. CIRCULAR
No. 94/2010/Fin | . | | Dated, Thiruvananthapuram, 06.11.2010.
Sub.- Projects finunced under Rurul Infrastructure Development Fund (RIDF) of

NABARD - Recommendution of Projects - Guidelines - Clarification - Ixsued.

Refr- Circular No. 37/09/Fin duted 06, 05.2009.

State Government is implementing various projects for development of infrastructure in
rural areas of the State with loan assistance from the Rural Infrastructqre Development Fund
(RIDF) of NABARD. One basic principle behind availing such loans from the NABARD is that
these are to be used for creation of durable assets under the ownership of State Government. Local
Self Government Inétitutions (LSGIs) or agencies and companies fully owned by State Government.

- 2. However, proposals are now being received by (iovernment for availing loan assistance
~ from NABARD for projects, in which State Government has only limited stake and which arc

“implemented by agencies other than State Government Departments/ Local Self Governmeént
institutions/ Agencies and companies fully owned by State Government. Government will not be
“able 1o take up such proposals with NABARD for loan assistance, for the reason that the assets
created with such loans will not be owned by State Government. .

3. In the above context, Government hereby clarify that as a matter of policy, projects to be

- implemented by State Government Departments/ LSGls/ Agencies and Companies fully owned by

" State Government alone will be taken up with NABARD for financial assistance under the Rlfo.

- The Administrative Depa_rt,ments‘ are therefore, requested not to recommend the proposals of
o/

agencies other than Government Departments/ LSGIs/ 100 percent Government owned Companies/
Agencies for financia assistance under the RIDF of NABARD. :

- Dr. A.K. DUBEY,
+ PRINCIPAL SECRETARY (FINANCE), -
To _ :
All Administrative Departments in Secretariat.
The General Manager, NABARD, Thimvananthapuram.
All Heads of Departments. . '
Stock file/ Office copy. - ‘ , : '
“ Wy o R . Forwarded/By Order.

A

~ Seclion Officer.




