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F.No. 3/79/2013-PP
Ministry of Minority Affairs
Govt. of India

MINUTES OF THE 90" MEETING OF EMPOWERED COMMITTEE UNDER MULTI-
SECTORAL DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMME HELD ON 02" SEPTEMBER, 2014
UNDER THE CHAIRMANSHIP OF SECRETARY, MINISTRY OF MINORITY

AFFAIRS. . s

The 90™ Meeting of the Empowered Committee (EC)for Multi-seétoral Development
Programme (MsDP) was held on 02" September, 2014 under the Chalrm-anshlp of Secretary, .
Ministry of Minority Affairs, to consider and approve the project proposals with regard to the
Minority Concentration Blocks (MCBs)/Minority Concentration Towns (MCTs) received from
State Governments of Kerala, Jharkhand and Uttar Pradesh. The officials from other States also
attended the meeting through video conferencing. A list of officials pre_ser,lt in the meeting is

annexed as annexure - .

2. Progress on website: The progress of implementation of MsDP is reported on quarterly
basis to the Delivery Monitoring Unit (DMU) in PMO (Prime Minister’s Office) and the status
of implementation of various projects in terms of funds released by the Ministry of Minority
Affairs and utilized by the State/UT; number of works sanctioned, completed and works in
progress 1s regularly monitored. These details and photographs of works are placed in the
Ministry’s website for transparency. State Governments/UT Admlmstratlons are required to
review the implementation on quarterly basis; ensure. that Central funds ar& released to the
districts within one month of sanction; State share (wherever apphcable)"fe’lease‘d‘aleng with: the
Central funds; ensure that the executing agencies start the constructlon works at the earhest and
complete the construction works within the scheduled per10d ;

3. Adhering to guidelines and ellmmatmg duplication: States/UTs should ensure that the
proposals sent have the approval of the State Level Committee of MsDP / mission director of
CSS concerned in order to ensure that the proposal, in terms of Specification, norms, standards
etc., is in accordance with the guidelines of the scheme concerned and that duplication has been
ruled out. The responsibility for eliminating dup11cat10n of work and av01dmg double counting of
a scheme under two funding sources vested with both the district authority and the State
Government. Accounts under MsDP should be maintained separately -and Central Mlmstry
concerned informed of assets created in respect of CSS topped up under MsDP

4, Centrally Sponsored Scheme (CSS) guidelines:MsDP provides that there would be no
change in guidelines of any existing Centrally Sponsored Scheme (CSS) under 1mple,mentat10n
in such districts for which this programme would provide additional _fur_1ds. However, the
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provision under Indira AwasYojana (IAY) gdidelines for making separate allocation for
Scheduled Castes (SC) or Scheduled Tribes (ST) will not be followed under MsDP. The entire
number of units sanctioned under MsDP would be given to BPL households, from minority
communities as well as other communities, in order of the serial number in the approved wait list
without making separate allocation for Scheduled Castes (SC) or Scheduled Tribes (ST).

4.1. Aganwadi Centre: Where ever Aganwadi Centre has been approved it should be ensured to Yo

follow the norms of Ministry of Women and Child Development that the minimum area of AWC
would be 600 sq. feet with a sitting room for children/women, separate kitchen, store for storing
food items, child friendly toilets and space for children to play, with drinking water facility.

5. Timely release of funds: The sanction letters of the Ministry stipulate that funds should
be released to the district/implementing agency within a month’s time, but the States/UT have
been generally taking much time in releasing funds to the district/implementing -agency. State
shares, wherever applicable, are not released along with the Central funds by some States.
Prompt release of funds was advised to ensure that works are started at the earliest.

6. Utilisation Certificate: For release of second installment, utilization certificate (UC) is
required. The UCs would need to be accompanied by QPR showing physical progress. The
Utilization Certificates of the 2"instalment should also be submitted by the States/UTs to the

oy

Ministry.
7. Sample testing and quality control: Quahty control was to be ensured throu' h regwlar !
and frequent field visits and by testing samples of the construction work for 3 W lé | '
be sanctioned by the Ministry on receipt of request from the State concerned. All the States/UTs
were advised to carry out field visits, quality control tests and review all works under MsDP to

ensure that the shortcomings .do not take place in their State/UT.

8. Inclusion of Members of Parliament in State and district level committees: Members
of Parliament (MP) and Member of Legislative Assembly (MLAs) have been included in the
State and district level committees for implementation of the Prime Minister’s New 15 Point
Programme for the Welfare of Minorities which also serves as the committee for MsDP. MLAs
are also to be nominated on the Committees by the State Government. It should be ensured that
they are invited to attend the meetings of the district and State level commlttees

B B W
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% Display boards: Para 19 of the scheme of MsDP provides for. a *display ‘board’ which
should have— Name of the project/scheme printed followed by “Multi-sectoral ‘Development
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Programme (MsDP), Ministry of Minority Affairs, Govt. of India.” For projects with longer
construction period, in addition to above, the name of implementing agency, date of sanction of
the project, likely date of completion and estimated cost of the project should be printed on the
display boards. States/UT should ensure this and put up a permanent drsplay on completion of

each project.

10. General conditions applicable to proiects approved by the Empowered Committee

For approvals given by the Empowered Committee, including in-principle” approvals the
Principal Secretary/Secretary of State’s/UTs and the District Collectors/rep;esentatrves were
advised to note that the following conditions would apply to all projects under MsDP. State
Government/UT-administration concerned should ensure that the following have b,ee,nvcomphed

with:-

Approval of the State department concerned/Mlssmn Dlrector for Centrally Sponsored
Scheme (CSS) concerned have covered the following —

(a) Need for having the proposal sanctioned under MsDP.

(b) Duplication has been eliminated.

(c) Proposal is as per norms, specrﬁcatlons, layout design, fundmg norms and cost

norms of the CSS gurdelmes concerned . _,,,-;(,_.».j-.~

= .
M and detalls sent to

o i T
g it

(d) Separate accounts for schemes unﬂer MsDP wiill
the Central Ministry concerned for mamtarmng proper ‘record of assets and av01dmg

double counting and duphcatlon

(e) [Estimates have been prepared as perSchedule of Rates (SOR) of - the State

Government and have been approved by a competent engmeermg department of

the State Govt.

(f)  Staff is available for functioning unit or will be provided for new unit.

(g) Recurring expenditure would be provided by the State Government. -

(h) Land is available and/or will be made available by the State Govervnment in

villages/locations having the highest propo'rti_on (percentage) ~of minority

» -.‘_!_, iy .

population.
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11.  Review meetings of Oversight committee in State, and State and district level
committees: The scheme of MsDP envisages quarterly review meetings by the State and district
level committees for implementation of the Prime Minister’s New 15 Point Programme for the
Welfare of Minorities which also serves as the review committees for MsDP. Quarterly review
meetings for State level committee/State Oversight Committee and district level Committee
should be held and copy of the meeting notice should be sent to the Ministry to enable a
representative to attend State Level meetings as envisaged under MsDP. It should be ensured that
Members of Parliament nominated in such Committees are invited to attend the mg:e,tmgs

12.Photographs:Photographs of completed works and works in progress indi'ééi’iﬁg f}/’pe of
asset, name of location/village and date should be placed in, the MIS-MsDP. web page and
officials from the State and districts were impressed upOn: the need to have phétographs, in
digital format sent by email-to Shri U.K. Sinha, Under Secretary in the Ministry-
ujjwal.sinha@nic.in . The photographs are required for release of second installment.

13. The Chairman (EC) emphasized that the benefits accrued by the implementation of
MsDP should go to the Minority Communities properly. Therefore, not only location of the
assets in the areas having substantial minority population is important, but it is also equally
important to see that the assets created are ac‘tually imparting benefits to the minorities. The
State Government was impressed upon to propose the locations of prOJec{s-under MsDP
accordingly. et e N

Item No (A) iK‘erala

The proposals of Drinking Water projects in 3 blocks of Wayanad District were
considered by the Empowered Committee in its 71° meeting. However it was obsétved that these
projects would be undertaken only after approval of- SLSSC. Now, the State Govt. has
communicated that the projects have been cleared by the SLSSC on 14. 05. 2014. The proposal

has been approved in SLC also.

State Govt. emphasized upon the necessity of Water Supply Projects in Wayanad District
as this is a draught prone area. All the nearing villages would be benefitted by. these p‘r’ojects.

While discussing the proposal for giving b'icycles, the EC was infermed that earlier the
EC has sanctioned Bicycles to Meghalaya and Andhta Pradesh at the cost of R'EJQTTOMO‘-O'/ .The.EC
requested to purchase bicycles through open tender without mentlomng any brand name so that
the bicycles can be purchased at the minimum price. This cost would beé intimated to the
Ministry. Meanwhile the proposed -cost of bicycles was agreed to by the EC. Further the State

€%
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Govt. has proposed for giving Free Bicycles to 1807 minority girls’ students of class 09

belonging to a BPL family. The cost of Bicycle is Rs 3950/-.

Accordingly, the EC decided to approve the projects as given below subject to the terms
and conditions mentioned in the minutes, and also decided to release the 1% installment of 50%
of the central share for implementation of the projects approved.

a) Wayanad district

*( Rs_in lakh )

(i) Panamaram Block :
E S.N Name of projects Sharing Uni¢ | Umit | Central | State | Total $t
s i proj ratio cost | share | Share |” Cost | instalment
Water Supply in -
{1 Chespet i and 50:50| 1| 50.00| 25.00| 25.00| 50.00 12.50
Pazhassikunnu in ? ;
Panamaram Panchayat '
Water Supply in ‘
g - Kapahaleady. i 50:50 1| 4990 | 2495| 24.95| 49.90 12.48
Kaniyambetta Grama :
Panchayat
Water Supply in
3 Nelliyambam in Panmaram 50:50 1 51.00 25.50 25.50 51.00 12.75
Panchayat : | RN
Water Supply in Pattanikoop i £
4 (ward no 11) in Mullankolly | = 50:50 1 29.73 | . 1487 | 14.86 |- 29,73 7.44
' Grama Panchayat ’ : (AR o o] I
Water Supply in . AR e g
5 | Thakarambam Kunnu in - 50:50 1| 54.00 27| 27 54.00 13.5
Panamaram Panchayat . ‘ ~ '
g | g veycet 60:40 | 257| 0.395| 60.91| 40.60] 10151 18.27
minority girls students e
Total | 178.23| 157.91 | 336.14 76.94
(ii) Sultan Bathery Block (Rs in lakh)

- : Sharing | Unit | Central |- State | Total 1
i TN e plymosects ratio o cost share | Share Cost | instalment
g - | sier S g at 50:50 | 1 | 4455 | 2228 | 2227 |- 4455 |. 11.14

Ambalavayal village e ] P i
Water Supply at Chulliyode e il
2 in Nenmeni Grama 50:50 1 20.00 10.00.- }° 10.00 {. .Z0.00-"‘" 5.00
Panchayat : '
5




Water Supply at & : ]
3 | Kaipanchery in Sultan 50:50 1 15.00 7.50 .« |..: %507} 15.00 3.75

Bathery Grama Panchayat
Water Supply at Naikatty in

4 Noolpuzha Grama 50:50 | 20.00 |. 10.00 10.00 20.00 5.00
Panchayat o Tk . -
Water Supply at Pallikandi =

! in sultan Batehry Grama 50:50 1 15.00 7.50wwe 75072 13.00 3.75
Panchayat v < R
Water Supply at Govt
Higher Secondary School, . .

6 | Cheeral, Nenmeni Grama 50:50 1 20.00. | 10.00 {=10:.00 | 20.00 | ~5.00

Panchayat-Drinking water
supply scheme

; | Providing bicycle to 60-:40 | 283 | 0395 | 67.071 | 44.714 | 111.785 | 20.12
minority girls students . s
Total 134.351°| 111.984 | 246.335 | = 53.76

The cost indicated for road reformation charges have been deducted for Water Supply Projects.

(iii) Kalpetta Block : | 7 . (Rsin lakh)
. Sharing _ | Unit | Central| State | Total 1%
S.No. Name of projects catin Umt "~ cost |- __shar({ w _Share | 1'-,C0-S£._..Ln5tﬁlment
Water Supply for : ' N R B T P i S
Vengapally Grama ek e e s R
1 50:50 1 182.60 | 91.30 91.30: }-.182.60 45.65
Panchayat at |7 s
Kodancherikkunnu e :

, | Water Supply for Meppadi- | 5050 || | 8240 | 4120 | 4120 | 8240 | 20.60
Grama Panchayat , , -

Water Supply at L PR e
3 Thrunellykkunnu (Matli - 50:50 1 14.90 7.45 7.45 14.90 37235

Grama Panchayat)
Water Supply at Balancholla

4 (Thariyode Grama 50:50° 1 84.85 4243 | 4242 84.85 21.21
Panchayat) ) ]
Providing bicycle to ' . _
5 il 60:40 | 495 | 0.395 | 117.315...78.21 |.195.525 35.194
minority girls students ‘ S s NI M e
Total 1299695 |1 260.58-1560.275 | 126.379

The cost indicated for Establishment éilarges and schedule rate revisions have been dedueted for

Water Supply Projects.




(iv) Mananthavadi Block (Rs in lakh

g Sharing | . .. | Unit Central | State Total i*
S.No. Name of projects ratio s cost share Share Cost instalment
i, |FProviding bicycle to 60:40 | 464 | 0395 | 109.97 | 73.31 | 183.28 33.00

minority girls students ok T :
Total 109.97 + 73.31 | 183.28 33.00
b) Malappuram District : ' ‘ _
(i) Ponnani Town o PR S glis in lakh)
e Sharing | Unit | Central | State | Total P
S.No. Name of projects ratio Unit cost share Share Cost instalment
1. |Providing bicycle to 60:40 | 308 | 0395 | 73.00 | 48.66 |- 121.66 21.90
minority girls students :
Total 73.00 48.66 121.66 21.90

- Uttar Pradesh, these projects were brought before the Empowered Co

Item —B Uttar Pradésh

Some of the projects already submitted by the Stéte Govt. of Uttar Pradesh after approval
of State Level Committee but could not be taken up by EmeWéred Committee due to- the
shortage of fund. However, consequent upon the enhancement of the éﬂlocati'on' of the .b'llocrks of

A SR g

Of Gonsideration.

et

2. Empowered Committee Ssuggested. the State Gov't._ to submit abstract of cost of those
projects of which cost was 50.00 lakh and more. However, EC agreéd to approve these projects
at the cost on which these projects were approved earlier. » ’

3. As regards ITI at :Kithor in Meerut distgict, the revised cost details with 12 tfades were
provided by the State Govt. The revised cost is 937.00 lakh. Area statement of administrative
building and workshop have also been provided as-follows: :

(1) land available- 10,000 Sqr. Meter,

(i1) Academic building- 1792.68 sqr. meter,

(iii)  Workshop area-1000 sqr meter :

(iv)  One residential quarter, type —III — 79 sqr. Meter,

(v) Two residential quarters, type —I- 68.4 sqr. Meter, . _ g ot

3. The EC considered the project proposals of these dis'trié't?;'and”dé‘,cided té“f approve the
projects as given below subject to the terms and conditions mentioned in the minutes, and also
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decided to release the 1° installment maximum up to 50% of the Central share. for

implementation of the projects approved:-

I.

Meerut District

(i)Sarurpurkhurd Block

(Rs. in lakh)

Y

S. | Name of projects Sharing | Unit Unit Central | State Total 1*instalme

N ratio cost share Share~- .| Cost nt

o‘ i o .

1 Construction of Govt. Inter- 75-25 a1 315.00 236.25 78.75 315.00 +f- :_1_18._13
college at ’ o i
Nanu(56.68% m.p.) g o
Total ~ 236.25- | © 78.75 |.-315.00 118.13
(ii) Machara Block

' . (Rs. in lakh)
S. | Name of projects Sharing | Unit Unit Central State Total 1"instalm

No ratio cost share Share Cost ent

1 Setting up of Govt. ITI at Kithor -- 1 937.00 , SO0.00 437.00 937.00 250.00
with 12 trades (92.10% m.p.) »

Total 500.00 437.00 937.00 250.00
IL. Moradabad District ezt
(i)Thakurdwara Block e
‘ , o (Rs. in lakh)
S. | Name of projects Sharing | Unit | Unit Central . | State Total 1%instalm
No ratio cost | share Share Cost ent
1 Const. of Govt. inter-college (co-ed) 75:25 1 315.00 236.25 78.75 "315.00 - 118.13
in Block Thakurdwara (35% m.p.) WPt _ ;
e 236.25 | 78.75 | 315.00 | 118.13
III. Hapur District
(i) Garhmukteshwar Block
. .(Rs. in lakh)
S. Name of projects Sharing | Unit Unit Central | State Total Cost | 1*instalm-
No ratio cost share {-Share ~u|m - e nt
1. | Construction of Govt. | 75:25 1 290.00 217.50 72.50 |~ 290.00 108.75
inter-college at Gram P ’
Palwara (25% and
"% 8




R

T

above m.p.)

Construction of Rajkiya
Vidalaya (Degree
College) at
Muhmmadpur
Rustampur(25% m.p.)

67:33

477.50

319.93 157.57

477.50 159.97

Total

537.43

230.07

767.5

District representative informed that land is available for the construction of Dégree college.

IV Ghaziabad

(i) Razapur Block -
e ‘ (Rs. in lakh)
S. Name of projects Sharing | Unit Unit Central | State Total Cost | 1%instalm-
No ratio cost share Share nt
Construction of Women | 67:33 1 477.50 319.93 157.57 477.50 159.97
Degree  College at ‘
Dasna (60% m.p.)
319.93 157.57 477.50 159.97
Total
V.  Barabanki
(i) Puredalai Block
(Rs. in lakh)
S. Name of projects | Sharing | Unit Unit . Total. | 1*instalm-
No ' ratio : cost Cost iyt v
1. | Construction  of | 75:25 1 264.98 26498 | = 99.37
Govt. inter-college |~ T —— e,
at Gram .
Khetasarai
(65% -75% m.p.) ] .
Total 198.74 | 66.24 | 264.98 99.37
VI  Siddharth Nagar
(i)  Birdpur Block
(Rs. in lakh)
S. | Name of projects Sharing { Unit | Unit Central | State Total 1*instalme
No ratio cost share Share Cost nt
1 Const. of Govt. inter- 15:25 | 315.00 236.25 78.75 315.00 118.13
college at Dulha L e
Shumali e
(10.8% m.p.) % A
Total 236.25 78.7% vt 315.000< 118.13

Vi

268.72




District representative informed that the area where the proposed inter-college is to be set
up has only 10.8% of minority populatron However, it is mentioned in the proposal that the
surrounding areas/catchment area viz. Dulha Darmayani, Birdpur No. 4 and Birdpur No.5 have
substantlal mlnonty population of 46%, 46.6% and 40.81% respectively. No land is available in
these areas. The EC agreed to the justification given by the State Govt. for location of the

project.
Item No. (C) Jharkhand

The State Govt. of Jharkhand has submitted the project proposerls in respect of 34
Minority Concentration Blocks (MCBs) and 2 Minority Concentration Towns (MCTs) identified
for implementation of MsDP during 12" Five Year Plan under restructured MsDP.~

State Govt. was requested to furnish the locations, mlnorlty population etc. and
certification as per Appendix — II of the guidelines of Restructured MsDP. State Govt. provided
partial information in respect of only 9 districts. Therefore EC considered the prOJect proposals
of 15 MCBs and 2 MCTs of 9 districts.

The EC took note of the following information furnished by the State Govt. regardmg availability

of land, cost etc. as given below:
(1)  (a) It has been ensured that all the locatlons proposed have at least

25% minority population in its catchment area.
(b) It has been ensured that all the school where ACRs, Labs and Hostels
are proposed have at least 25% enrolment of the minority students.

(i) The cost estimates proposed for the different works/projects” are as per the
standardized cost derived on the basis of norms/des1gn prescr1bed by the concerned
Ministry for that particular work. . - - = : PR ¢ o i

(iii) It has been ensured that there is no duphcatlon of the hwo ;iWrth:Tm-y»sshEme"of the
Central Government or a State Government and . the concer;pgmﬁn‘wetor/Mwsmn
Director has been consulted in this regard.

(iv) The land for all the construction activities is available. * = . g,

(v)-  The maintenance and the recurring cost related to the assets proposed in this- Plan
will be borne by the State Government. :

(vi) The plan proposal has been recommended by the State Level Commlttee for PM’s
New 15 Point Programme.

(vii) The projects of Water Supply Scheme has been approved by. the State Level Scheme
Sanctioning Committee (SLSSC). ;

A. Proposal related to ITI, Polytechnic and Skill Training Centre:-

The Empowered Committee observed that a number of projects like=eonstruction of ITI,
construction of Polytechnics, construction of Skill and Vocational Training' Centers‘ construction of
Teacher Training Colleges, etc have been proposed without any-detail of: pI'O]GCtS like, location,
run by whom, who maintain the asset, what type of training given, and est1mated -eost. EC
requested the State Govt. to submit the abstract of cost of the proj ects-costing R.S--SO'OO lakh or




more. The State Govt. was also requested to furnish Check list and abstract of cost of ITI. EC
also requested to furnish certification regarding compliance of NCVT norms after preparation of
DPR for ITL. These were required before giving formal approval of the projects.

B. Proposal for Educational Institutions etc.:-

It was observed that educatiohalprojects like construction of Residentiawzrls Schools,
construction of ACRs, construction of Hostels etc. are proposed by the State.Govt. for many
Private institutions. The EC did not agree with such proposal and requested.to.the State Govt. to
revise these projects as per priority of MsDP. Also the State Govt. may specify the proposals
relating to Govt. institutions so that they may be taken up. : .

a2,

C. Residential schools:
It was not clear as to who will manage the schools. Also the State Govt _was requested to

give cost breakup.
D. Proposal of construction of Health Sub Centres (HSC) -

The State Govt. of Jharkhand proposed a number of HSCs for different unit cost ranging
from Rs. 20 to Rs. 50 lakh . The Ministry has requested them to rationalize the cost and also
asked to follow the NRHM norms. The Secretary of the State Govt. informed that the HSCs are
constructed at a unit cost of Rs. 27 lakh as per the NRHM norms of the Ministry of Health and
Family Walfare, Govt. of India and requested EC to accord approval for proposed HSC at the
unit cost of Rs. 27 lakh for each HSC. EC agreed to the proposal of State Govt. subject to the
condition that the State Govt. would premde location of the HSCs. - -

e

On the basis of the information furnished by the State. Gow,,nthe Empowened ,Cvovmrrrittee
approved following projects out of the proposed projects and agreed to’ release tj;e..l“ installment
of 50% of central share in following manner:- = NP S

s o 1st
Name of the .. | Unit | Sharing | Central | State | Instalment
Block Projects Unit Cost ratlo | Share Share Total to be
S.No. - ORI S L ) Gl . : - - release
A. : Giridih _ e Rs. in Lakh
1 DhanWar '
Construction of Sub- : e
Centre Mahehmarva 1| 27 75 | 25 (.. .20:25 6.75 277 10.125
1 at Dhanwar e .
Total : 20.25 | . ~6. 76 ;_.,,.-..27 10.125
2 Gande ) P L s
Construction of Sub- | 7 | 27 | 75 |25 | 14175 | 47 25 189 70.875
1 Centre Building R j e S
Total 141.75 |. 4725 189 70.875
Grand Total of the District . ¥62 . B4 216 81
; s "

/T\ % ////
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| Gumla

B.
Raidih
Sub-centre at Loki,
Upperkhatanga and 3 27 79 .25 60.75 | 20.25 81 30.37:
1 Jarjatta .
Total 60.75 20.25 81 30.37:
C. Dumka
Shikaripara
Construction of 14 571 75 | 95 v"-283 5 94 5 178 ‘
1 - Health sub-Centre : = : 141.7¢
Total . : 283.5 94.5| 378 141.7¢
D. Jamtara : :
Construction of ' = e
1 Health sub-Centre 2 27 7525 40.5 13.5. 34 20,25
Total 40.5 13.5 54 20.2¢
E. Latehar/Palamu
Mahuatanr j
C/o Health sub- =
1 centre at Champa 1 27 75|25 . 20.25 6.75 27 10.125
Total ' 20.25 6.75 27 10.125
F. Pakur :
Pakur :
- C/o Health sub- g
1 centre in Pakur l »27 73 10.125
| Total H 7 10.125
C/o Health sub-
1 centre . 2| 27 {75 20.25
Total 20.25
_ Clo Health subw_ - e A—— : :
1 centts . : S 5 _ 27 75 25 141.75 47.25 189 70.875
) Total 141.75 | 47.25 189 70.875
Maheshpur
C/o Health sub- sl
1 cenire 1.0 2 75 |25 202.5 ‘67.5 . 270 101.25
Total 2025 | _675| 270 101.25
Grand Total of the 1
District 405 135 540 202.5
and Total of th g e
o | 972.00 | 324:00 | 1296.00 486.00
s ofof ok ok
/"* 2
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Attendance Sheet for the Empowered Commlttee Meeting held on Z"dSeptember 2014 at

2:30 P.M. {
Sl. Name, & - Department/Ministry ';‘_Q.n‘tact no.. Email. * .| . Signature
No.|  Designation | . o [RRE T BN
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