RAJYA SABHA

Wednesday, the 27th November, 2002/6 Agrahayana, 1924 (Saka)
THE HOUSE MET AT ELEVEN OF THE CLOCK.
MR. CHAIRMAN in the Chair.
ORAL ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS
Implementation of rural development schemes
*121. SHRI SURESH PACHOURI:
SHRI MOOLCHANDMEENA:

Will the Minister of RURAL DEVELOPMENT be pleased to
state:

(a) whether some State Governments are facing problem of financing the
centrally sponsored schemes;

(b) if so, the details thereof; and

(c) how Government propose to solve the problem?

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF RURAL DEVELOPMENT
(SHRI ANNASAHEB M. K. PATIL): (a) to (c) A Statement is laid on the Table
of the House.

Statement

(a) The Guidelines of the major rural development programmes of the
Ministry of Rural Development namely, Sampooma Grameen Rozgar Yojana
(SGRY), Swamjayanti Gram Swarozgar Yojana (SGSY), Indira Awaas Yojana
(IAY) and Watershed Programmes, stipulate that State Governments should
provide their predetermined share. Many States have not been providing
matching share for the Programmes of the Ministry of Rural Development.

(b) A Statement showing the shortfall in release of State's share by different
States during 2001 -02 for the major allocation based Programmes (SGRY, SGSY
and I AY) is given in the Statement (See below).

(c) The Ministry has-been impressing upon the States to release full State's
share under different programmes, as shortfall in release of State's- share results
in proportionate cuts in Central releases. The Ministry, in exceptional cases,
has released funds, on assurance from the States regarding release of State's
share, so that the implementation of programmes meant for the poorest of the
poor is not adversely affected.

TThe question was actually asked on the floor of the House by Shri

Moolchand Meena.
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statement

Releave of State's Share during the Year 2001-2002
(Rs . in Lakhs)
Name of State Central State's share State's share Short Fall/
Release Due Released Excess(-)
in State's
Release
Andhra Pradesh 41087.77 1369592 1618229 -248637
Arunachal Pradesh 178269 59423 463.16 131.07
Assam 38935.86 12978.62 971728 326134
Bihar 61723.79 20574.60 15639.10 4935.50
Chhattisgarh 1431596 477199 4464.% 307.03
Goa 24695 S232 7128 11.04
Gujarat 1434961 478320 4616.60 166.60
Haryana 7962.14 2654.05 2271.77 38228
Himachal Pradesh 2992.85 997.62 778.45 219.17
Jammu and Kashmir 4226.64 1408.88 1840.63 -431.75
Jharkhand 3052032 1017344 10378.05 -204.61
Karnataka 22028.52 7342.84 6343.81 999.03
Koala 1158954 3863.18 3887.93 -24.75
Madhya Pradesh 3542821 1180940 11445.53 363.87
Maharashtra 4367695 1455898 12749.73 180925
Manipur 127055 42352 244.60 178.92
Meghalaya 219420 73140 66223 69.17
Mizoram 877.89 29263 384.83 -9220
Nagaland 2099.83 699.94 444.93 255.01
Orissa 72930.88 2431029 23201.75 1108.54
Punjab 3303.68 110123 851.42 249.81
Rajasthan 1647131 549044 5552.34 -61.90
Sikkim 81339 271.13 332.14 -61.01
Tamil Nadu 2989443 9964.81 9910.03 54.78
Tripura 5971.56 199052 2257.04 -266.52
Uttar Pradesh 9739824 32466.08 2981230 2653.78
Uttaranchal 6310.80 2103.60 1608.10 495.50
West Bengal 35062.19 1168740 10921.49 765.91
All India 606146.84 202048.95 187033.77 15015.18
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#Y e de Hom: JEET U RIS, I B B ST DI ANID
Ry g8 @RTe & Ul RURT # et ARBIR gRT TN ATST1311 H 1541 bl
ST B BT 373 B, SHD! o7 § Bs Xoy argHed 1 v fRufy § § "ty w55
ST ¥ ST T8 § {5 &I 75 WRBR Bl U DIs AT 2 o fcia
P TN ATSTIRT & HUR I YT e bvs WRGR < 3R b
ARBR I &1 B MR ST 1?2 FIT 9 TBR Bl DIg Ao 572

SHRI ANNASAHEB M.K. PATIL: Sir, there is no provision to give full
amount to all the Centrally-sponsored schemes. However, it depends on the
performance of the States.

it s oy wiew: STare 1 < a1 21 819 39H T vE T ?
it g o= Hom: HEl 1 & S99 | . (@EgE)... v g
IISTG B g1 B STafep vrodi o T aget @Rie 81 ...(aem). .

SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN: Sir, the question put by the hon. Member

(Interruption)...

2 < 7 Tiaw: sue I8 qard T8 YTl S qdrd Y87 AT SHH1
a9 < 31 21 .. (TaeT)...

SHRI A. VITAYA RAGHAVAN: Sir, he has not given a proper reply.

(Interruptions). . . .

i} AT AT #a: 3TY W) G 2, T8 I BB V8 &l ....(FIUM)...
it FTafcr: o1 U IR ddhe Al 4B Aoy, S9& a1 Rafa

T Y SITg

2 A o Wom: § 43 H8ley, | S AEdl § b R b
TN ATSTT3I DT TSl BT RATTIRT B b [T Bls TRD BN B B
BT 2 AT PIs HHS! BRI HBR &1 87 39 HHc! & R RIS 7, fha= ar i
g8 iR 39 et o Rafa =i g2

SHRI ANNASAHEB M .K. PATIL.: Sir, a Task Force was set up to review the
funding of these programmes. This Task Force has already studied and the latest
meeting of the Task Force was held on 15th September, 2002, wherein a decision
was taken that if all the powers in regard to implementation of the schemes were to
be transferred to the States, it would, certainly, delay the implementation of the
Centrally-sponsored schemes. Therefore, we are thinking
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how best we can transfer these powers, in relation to implementation of the
schemes, to districts or Panchayats.

it 1 THR PR A HAY S A S Ao fear § S9H 29
ISl H ¥ 21 997 U © RreiF e 3iwr fop g R 8T <) 21 39 PR Ug
DT Sf el & b YR ARG H &1 G4} 1T H Sl b YA JITTC &, Il
ST F81 [ AT ST 1 T8 1¥7et ReT &1 H A1 H1 il F SI1 are g
fop Tt fop Bt 6 BIRUT 7 Th ST ) AR R ? SHP folg AT HY Sft
= 517 oY g fop fefeae oraet UR a1 R7ar daradl & SneR R 39 )13 &l
T Y 31R 37 39T 3T <1 &1 ol 98 3ferar™ forar Sire # iads Aiegq
W A A ST A ST 9@rEd g {6 a8 IS 91 w6 St S | g,
AP HY dPh BT HeAl?

SHRI ANNASAHEB M. K. PATIL: Sir, the programmes are undertaken in
coordination with the State Governments. No doubt, some programmes, like the Prime
Minister's Gram Sadak Yojana and the Computerisation of land records, are fully
financed by the Central Government. These programmes are, definitely, implemented
by the State Governments as per the guidelines and directives of the Central
Government. But, there are almost 11 such programmes that are to be implemented in
coordination with the State Governments. If State Governments do not release funds
towards their share, then, these programmes cannot be implemented. Sir, you will
find in the statement—(Interruptions)...

MR. CHAIRMAN : No, I am not allowing. (Interruptions)

SHRI JANARDHANA POOJARY: Sir, I just want to bring to the notice of the
hon, Minister ... (Interruptions)

MR. CHAIRMAN : No, I am not allowing ... (Interruptions) ... Let the
Minister speak ... (Interruptions) ... No, it is not good.

SHRI ANNASAHEB M.K. PATIL : Sir, a statement is given in the reply
showing release of States share during 2001 -2002. There are several States which have
done extremely well. They have not only contributed towards their share, but they
have done more than that. Therefore they were able to implement programmes very
well. On the other side, there are some States which have not released their share, so,
they have not been able to do well. The States which do better funding towards their
share, definitely perform better than other States . (Interruptions)...
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7} AT B BIRTD: 29, I8 $© 81 81 I8 A H 21 8 S 29 &b
fore =81+ 1 €, U 21 /1S9 81 ST 1Y SRT Sl =i oW of | ...(aem)...
9, o AYHT GRET AMEY| {4 I S0 <187 & o6 am V=it Arornaii
DI...(TIH)...

it wrafay: 1. ver.g. Rredt, aiferg)

31, FesimE Rred): {vaf 7eiey, & 53 7giey, I 9argd &
R 571 15 7 o7 Y BT wu el S € S9d IR H R dRiarg! @
TS 87 IR T TRGR g 1 Ao131 F G & fog ik I+ Suferd
qrerell & FARTHROT & forg Ut &x 221 &, 3R Ife B T8 & ol 3 I 9T 872

SHRI ANNASAHEB M.K. PATIL.: Sir, the States which have not contributed
toward their share have not done well. The figures for different States are like
this. Arunachal Pradesh - 22.06 per cent, Assam - 25.13 per cent, Bihar - 23.99 per
cent, Goa - 13.1 per cent, Haryana - 14 per cent, Himachal Pradesh - 21.97 per
cent, Karnataka - 13 ... (Interruptions)...

it |HTafr: I8 q1 <21 gon & aed & Sid1q 4l

SHRI ANNASAHEB M.K. PATIL : These are the States which have not
released sufficient funds towards their share. Therefore, they could not do well,
whereas other States have done well. ...(Interruptions)... Mr. Chairman, Sir, I
would like to read figures relating to the financial contribution made by all the
States for the period 2002-2003, including how much allocation was made by the
Central Government, and how much amount has been released by the Centre. In
the case of Andhra Pradesh, a total amount of Rs. 621.40 crores was allocated by
the Central Government, out of which Rs. 545.71 crores have been released. The
State Government was supposed to allocate Rs. 130.71 crores, but only Rs. 47.40
crores had been released. Since, the State Government has not released its full
share, there has been a shortfall of 12 per cent on the part of the Central
Government. I will read it out, if the hon. Member so desires, I can give a copy of
this statement to him.

it AN AT ART: FHURT HEIGA, H S99 SNidbs el ol H I
HRETOT =G A I BT 8 b 31U IqH R TRAC AT & Hlh sy MR
IR & GRT S gRIRT < <77 8 © ST Uah ey RefRa g anfau fos &w
A T BT ISR <3, S AN BT 3T b I &A1 sa= dlll &l
arexers fop Gaem <3 S IS ADR AT D eSS F FHGR 8, T ITd
371 F1e & s ARBR 7 U AR
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SIS PR E1? Al H A FAT Sl A ST A 1 SAros fope

e 3G 7 3R 99 ey {3 forait wifey udss 359 9 g8 7, 931 SIHaRI oA
Ealcatiicay

SHRI ANNASAHEB M.K. PATIL: Sir, it is very difficult to give figures,

programme-wise. However, I can give figures relating to the performance shown

by all the States... (Interruptions)... I have got the data of programmes in respect
of every State ... (Interruptions) ...

it Al AT ART: W), H Ak HAIEgH A GRET AN ARG A
ARIeY fod g sfids] &l UG T ©...(Fae™)...

it uTafay: g wHET AT

it Al STl aRT: § I8 A1 e g P SMRaR BIs ol A6 I
I o a1 ot & 3= g Ifdr ¢ <17

st wuafa: § @3 AR, 9 S AR 6 b gRafkid
gRATSTIRIT BT I TRBRI BT fFU ST & Hee sl Ara-3ms a9t | foar
Tl VB 81 Ps IR G {1 b AR H 39 THR B A Bl T5| $ IR
JMNT & FHE 39 UHR B! 914 IW@! T8, Fs YIS HHASI 59 R 931 2 | 1
MY T P foh SHHT s R 8 3R 98 WRPR $d b 39 UR <077 o fi?

it JUUIRITES TH.&.9IfCe: AR, TIIT & qATdd TaHe AT SiSal
BTSSRI B 1987 3 3T I Sl UIITH A I8 &, < ATell BT il -7 fam
2 39 T a8 H T argol a1 M AT BT R I g1 S urgerer
el gract o oF oft, 1987 -88 H 39.09 oft, 1993 -94 H I8 91< H 37.27 TRT
El TI—&»L 3fR1999-2000 § SHHT bR 27.09 3113(' I Because of these programmes,
within 12 years, poverty has been declined by 12 per cent.

St A} eITet @RT: HAY Sft A 2 S BT S1a1d A AT | FHA A S
STFERT AR 81 A1 [T FEIGd, A1 1 J GEl S A BRI o 3T
BId 3ids dl $AH o U &, 891 11 9@ oY 81 s WK A s oled al
freaiRe forar g fae e <9 I8 ) <afyy .. (aaaerm ). .

St uTafer: TSN 7 SfRTY *g= 7t SR e B....(xaem ). .

i} A o ART: R AR A TR, 715G b g A B
43P FelTdR HHI 374 IBT 27




