T.M. Vijay Bhaskar, 1.1.s.

Joint Secretary
o, A 9pR, srd.o.0w
qgaa wfEa

Subject: Management Devolution Index - Calculation for the year 2011-12

Dear Sir/ Madam,

/

The fund allocation criteria in the NRDWP guidelines as amended in 2011 pl'mnde
for 10% weightage to “Rural Population Managing Rural Drmkmg Water Supply Sc!m'
weighted by Management Devolution Index”. -

v

2. The Ml%l for the year ! 2011-12 was calculated on th‘é basis of relevant and compleln
documents submitted by the States. On the basis of this MD], and the rural population
managing schemes in the State, the inter-State allocation of 10% Incentive welghm m
the year 2011-12 was calculated.

3. The MDI mdlcatormse scores calculated for each State for 2011-12 are hm‘eby
enclosed. :

- 4. As can be seen, many States have not scored well in devolution of funds aﬁ
functionaries. ' In some cases, due to the absence of relevant and complete supgpetiti
: documents, States could not score better. You may like to consider taking stepis fon
- devolution on all indicators so as to obtain higher scores in 2012-13 and higher aMM g
B of Incentive fund. 5

& | | WL% W’ | ,/ . | Yours fllﬂ'!ﬁﬂj.?‘ ‘

[ TM. Vijay Bhaa

To

Principal Secrtaries/ Secretaries incharge of Rural Water Supply in all States.

Encl: As Above

E BIEi =i | - . Sustainable Drinking Wat
?ﬁfﬂ '\'Wﬁ?ﬂ W@ ‘T‘T’i W : * Sanitation for all in Rural;

Paryavaran Bhawan, 9th Floor, CGO Complex, Lodhi Road, New Delhi- 110003
‘Tel. : 24361043 Fax : 24364113 E-mail : |stmﬂmc in




: n of Management Devolution Index - 7

)

[ SiHo. Devolution Indicators Weight ANDHRA PRADESH BIHAR CHHATTIBGARH GOA GUJARAT HIMAGHAL PRADESH
11 2 3 4 5 | 6 7 8 ) 10 M| 1z [13]| 14 15 | 16 7] 18 1% | 20 21 22
Transfer of Functions to PRis Claimed [Awarded |Reason |Claimed |Awarded |Reason JClaimed |Awsided [Reascn Claimed [Awarded JResson [Claimed |fwerded med [Awarded [Reason
The State Acts and/ or executive ordersMOUs should . ) '
clearly defina the transfer of responsibility for infrastructure, Mo speciic Ho spactic
‘ creation of handpumps to PRis 2Jyes 0fdocuments fyas 2 No 0 yes Ofssenrments N0 o Ino )
1.2 The State Acts and/ or executive orders’MOUs should
define the fransfer of responsibility for infrastructure
creation of Single Viiage Piped Water Schemes to PRIs Mo spectfic No 1pecific
for 2]yes { yes Qdocuments [No 1) yes 2 No INo 0
1.3 The State Acts and/ or executive orders should clearly|
define the fransfer of responsibilty for O&M of Hand
Pumpa 10 PRis. 2|yes 2 ves 2 yes 2 yes 2 " INa [ ] INe 2
1.4 The Stale Acts and/ or executive orders should clearly|
define the transfer of responsibilty for O&M of Single Mo specific
Vilage Piped Water Supply Schemes to PRis. 2|yes 2 ves 0fdocuments Jyes af. yes 2 yes 2 No 2
Praportion of Handpumps whose O&M has been
transfered to PRIs 2 2 2 0.0 2 [) 1.2
18 Proportion of Single Village Piped Water Schemes whose : .
O&M has been transferred to PRIs 2 2 0.1 1.7, 0.6 0.6 0.7
1.7 The VWSECs should be Standing/Sub-Committees of GPs
under ths State Act/Rules 2|ves 0[N0 GO Jyes 0.0|NoGO |yes 0| Ne GO yes 2 No [ INo 0
Proportion of Drinking Water sources for which water|
[quality testing done during the previous years as per the . i
IMIS - : 3 2.3 0.8 1.3 2.8] 0.2
Total for Funetions 20 10.3 7.0 1.5 13.4] - 5.1
'2 ransfer of funds to PRIs -
roportion of NRDWP {Coverage and Quality) funds|
Central + State share), trensferred to PRIDWSM
subordinate to ZP accounts. 15]No (] [No 0 yes 0.0]m0 GO yes OjNo GO [No 0 Luo 0|
2.2 Proporion of NRDWP (O8M) (Central +State share)
nsferred to Gram Panchayats accounts. 15{No 0 No 0 yes o.olnoso yes DINoeo ] luo 0
2.3 untied grants from Stale Plan/non-plan have I ' o[ mr
been transferred to all GPs in preceding financial year SNo 0| No 0 yes Mo GO yes No GO [ ] 0
2.4 Whether untied grants from State Finance Commission| :
have' been transferred 1o all GPs in preceding financiall .
r 5]ves 5 No 0 yes [ ] yes ohoao No - [No 0
Whether unit charges of electricity for pumping in drinking N
watsr aupply schemes by PRIs equal to or lesser than
lowest slab of unit charge for domestic consumers [N——
S]Yes 5 Ino 0 yes [ i ves 5 INo No 0
Percantage of water charges demand collected by PRIs N
5 9 0 0.1 0 A
Total for funds transfer to PRls 50) 10| [ 0.2 0.0] 5 4
unctionaries made available to Support PRIs.
3.1 Proporiion of blocks where block level DiplomaiGraduate|
engineers are avalable in PHED/PRED/ZP/BP @ one for 1
lakh rural population exclusively for rural water supply and
sanitation _ 5 34 0| 4.8 5 3.7
of filed up DWSM Consuliants positions 5 2.5 0 0.9 0 1.0
X of Mlled up BRC Coocrdinators posiions 5 3.6 0 2.1 0 0
3.4 Proportion of VWSC members trained in RWS functions
for ot least bwo days 5 02| 0 1.0 0.89] 0|
of NRDWP Support funds spent on IEC. and \ \ - - X
5 1.1 2.4 3.8 14 ) 0.7
25 10.3 2.4 0.0] 7.29] 5.4/
Propostion of households in State provided with householkd
lconnections 2 0.7 0 0.2 1.5 0.9
4.2 Proportion of villages with bulk water supplies metered 3 0.0 0 0 0.9 0
IGood management indicators 5 0.7 0 0.2 0.0 2.3 0.9
total 100| 318 9.4 0.0 28.1 16.3




Calculation of Management Devolution Index

KL Devolution Indicators Weight [ &R SHARKHAND KARNATAKA KERALA, MP. ORIGBA
1 — 2 3 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33 34 |- 36 E ] —5 i E] 41
Transfer of Functions to PRIis Claimed |Awarded |Reason |Claimed |Awarded |Reason |Claimed |Awarded |Reason [Claimed [Awarded [Resson [Claimed b (Chalmned [Awarded |Reason
Siate Acts and/ or executive orders/MOUs should T
clearty define the transfer of responsibility for infrastructure; . . 1
creation of handpumps to PRIs 2 Ine 0 yes 1 yes 0 ::mﬂ |no [ yes o m yes [ m
The Stale Acts and/ or executive orders/MOUs should )
" {clearly define the transfer of responsibility for infrasiructure
creation of Single Village Piped Water Schemes fo PRIs| [F— (—— o spechic
for 2| INo 4] yes 2 yes 2 yes Ofdocusens {yag (] dovmment:. Pm 0
The State Acls and/ or executive orders should clearly|
define the iransfer of responsibilty for O&M of Hand Mo spectfic
Pumps ta PRIs. 2 yes Qdecuments yes 2 yes 2 No [ Lyes 2 Jyes 2
Tha State Acts and/ or executive orders should clearly|
define the transier of responsibility for O8M of Single|
Village Piped Water Supply Schemes to PRIs. 2] ves 2 yes 2 ves 2 ves 2 Jyes 21 fres 2
Proporion of Handpumps whose OBM has been LJ
transferved to PRIs 2 2 1.3 2 [ 2.0
Proportion of Single Village Pipad Water Schemes whose l.!l
O8M has been transfered to PRIs 2 0.6 1.7 0.6 2 1.7
should be Standing/Sub-Committees of GPs! ‘]
under the State Act/Rules 2 yes 2 yes 0lnoGo Jves 2 yes 2 yes _ e 0{No GO
Proporilon of Drnking Water sources for which water
quality testing done during the previcus years as per the
IMIS & Q0 1.8 0.8 11 0.5
Total for Functions 20]  0.0] 6.6 13.3 11.4 7.1 4 8.1
A ransfor of funds to PRIs _
, Proporion of NRDWP (Coverage and Quality) funds )
{Cantral + Slate share), transfemed to PRIDWSM| ;
L aubordinade to 7P accounts. 15 JNa 0| yes 2.2 No 0 yes D.O|N0 GO fyes . o0 [No 0
22 Proporion of NRDWP (O8M) (Central +Stale share) I ‘ I'h
naferred 1o Gram Panchayats accounts. 15 yes 4.1 ves 8.7 No Q yes 0.0]mo 60 90 0
Whether unded grants from State Plan/non-plan have| E j .
bean transfemed 1o all GPs in preceding financial year 5 [No 0 yes 5 yes 0|Nc GO Jyves Qe GO Ho )]
2.4  |Whether untied grants from Siate Finance Commission
have besn iensferred to all GPs in preceding financial
year 5 INe [ yes 0lNo GO [No 4] yes Qjno 6D  Jyes QD INe 0
2.5 Whether unit charges of electricity for pumping in drinking|
waler supply schemes by PRIs equal to or lesser than
loweast siab of unit charge for domestic consumers oo spacinc | N—
5 | S 0 Ino 0| Ino 5 ves o yes htocmnrs Ino 0
Percentage of water charges demand collected by PRIs )
5] 0.8 0 0 2.8 0.3
Total for funds transfer to PRis 0] 0.0 48 159 5D 00 ql 03
3 Functionaries mads available fo Support PRIs.
3.1 Proporlion of blocks where block level Diploma/Graduate)
engineers are avaiable in PHED/PRED/ZP/BP @& one for 1
lakh rural population exclusivety for rural water supply and|
— _ 5 S 5 5 4.7 . 5] - a
of filad up DWSM Consultants posilions 5 11 5 0 9.6 " A []
rion of filled up BRC Coordinators positions S 0.8 3.8 0| 1.1 IR E 14 []
Proportion of VWSC members trained in RWS functions .
5] [ 0 0 1.2]° - L 0
Propostion of NRDWP Support.funds spent on IEC and] \ 5 \ ) \ .
5 0.5 1.2 0.7 1.1 K . 0.3
25 0.0] 1.3 15.0 5.7 8.7 L é 0.3
| Prapostion of households in State provided with household s
connaciaons 2 0 0.4 0 0.2 - gl 0
4.2 Proportion of villages with bulk water supplies metered 3 0 19 0 0.3] J 0|
__'Mmrmmak;mn 3 of 0 2.3 0 0.5] i 0
total 100} o0} 18.7 46.4 2.1 163} 3 8.8




LaiCiiation OFf Management Devolution Index s '

[Sio. Devolution Indicators Weight PUNJAB RAJASTHAN TAMILNADY UTTAR PRADESH T 1 - emsramioAL
1 - 2 3 42 43 44 45 46 47 48 49 | 50 51 52 53 &4 3-8 § 87 58 59
1 of Functions to PRIs Claimed |Awarded |Reason |Claimed |Awarded [Reason [Claimed |Awarded {Reason [Claimed |Awarded [Reason mad [dosmrded |Reason
1.1 Siste Acts and/ or executive orders/MOUs should
clearly define the transfar of responsibility for infrastructure o
(creation of handpumps to PRIs 2lwo o ves ) yes " ves Olsomas yes ™ Ol
12 Slate Acls and/ or sxecutive orders/MOUs should "
Clearly define the transfer of respansibility for infrastructure
creation of Single Vilage Piped Water Schemes fo PRIs| ——y (——
for 2]yes 2 yes Q [documneres 1yes 2 yes 2 yes 2 ] 0,
13 The State Acts and/ or executive orders should clearly ’ "
define the transfer of responsibility for O&M of Hand| e spectic | P
Pl to PRls. 2]yes Q yes 2 ves 2 yes 2 hi b I r
1.4 The State Acts and/ or executive orders should clearly
define the transfer of responsibility for Q&M of Single
'Vilage Piped Water Supply Schemes to PRIs. 2]yes 2 ves 2 yes 2 ves 2 w | 2|
15 Proportion of Handpumps whose O&M has been i F
nsferred to PRIs 2 2 2 2 1.6 ) 2
1.8 Proportion of Single Vilage Piped Water Schemas whose )
D&M has besn transferred to PRIs 2 0.3 0.6 2 14 - 188 0.6
1.7 The VW5SCs should be Standing/Sub-Commitiees of GPs| : -
under the Stats Ac/Rulas 2{No 0 yes 2 yes 0 yes E3 I . # . 0]No GO
1.8 Proportion of Drinking Water sources for which water “F oY _
quality testing done during the previous years as per the) i :
IS 6. 14 1.5 4.1 0.2 %_ L : 0
Total for Functions 20| 8.2 12.1 16.1 11.2) RSN W A5
2 [Avadal ransfer of funds to PRIs —-v- oo —
Proportion of NRDWP (Coverage and Quality) funds
(Central + Stale share), transferred io PRIYDWSM|
subordinate to ZP accounts. 15]yes 0.0|No GG |No 0 ves OlNo 6O |yes 0|No GO o.s\
N Praportion of NRDWP (O3M) (Central +State share) I
transfenad to Gram Panchayats accounts. 15]yes 0|No GO [No (1] ves 0|No GO |ves O|No GO Mo 0.D|No GO
2.3 VWhether untied granis from State Plan/non-plan have
been transfemed to all GPs in preceding financial year 5INo a No 0 ves 5 yes O|no GD 0|
2.4 Whether untied grants from State Finance Commission
have been transferred to all GPs in preceding financial
5{No 0 No 0 yes L] yes 5 INc 0
Whisther unit charges of electricity for pumping in drinking
supply schemes by PRIs equal to or lesser than
lowest stab of unit charge for domestic consumers o specific | S—
5|yes Odocoments |NO 0 No 0 No 0 No Q Jocunsy
Percantage of water charges demand collected by PRIs I
5 3.9 0 3.1 0.8 8
otsd for funds transfer to PRIs 50 1.9 0.0 131 5.8 831
‘unclionanes made available to Support PRIs.
3.1 Propartion of blocks where block level Diploma/Graduate
. am available in PHED/PRED/ZP/BP @ one for 1
rura! population exclusively for rural water supply and
nitation - — . 5 5 0 5 S 3.1
of filed up DWSM Consultants positions 5 1 25 1.0 0 0
of filed up BRC Coordinators positions 5 2.5 0 2.5 0 0
[Proportion of VWSC members trained in RWS functions
. S| 1.2] 0 0.0 0 0
\ Proportion of NRDWP Support funds spent on IEC and| N ) \ \
HRD activities 5 15 21 Q.7 19 FY|
Votal for functionaries support to PRIs 25| 11.2 4.6 932 6.9 51
management indicators
4.1 Proportion of housshaids in State provided with household| |
connections 2 0.5 0 0.2 0.0 0.0 ‘
4.2 Proportion of villages with bulk water supplies metered 3 01 03 3 [ ['X1
Good managsment Indicators 5 0.5 0.3 3.2 0.0) ) |
total 100] 23.8 17.0 aL7] 24.0 |




Calculation of Management Devolution Index with documents NE States

§1.No. Devolution Indicators Weight age Arunachal Pradesh Assam ‘
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 ] 13
Transfer of Functions to PRIs Claimed |Awarded |Reason |Claimed |Awarded [Reason Reason
11 |The State Acts and/ or executive orders/MOUs should clearly define the transfer of] g
responsibility for infrastructure creation of handpumps to PRIs 2kno 0 No 0
1.2 |The State Acts and/ or executive orders/MOUs should clearly define the transfer of]
responsibility for infrastructure creation of Single Village Piped Water Schemes to —
PRIs for 2[No 0 No 0 documents
13 |The State Acts and/ or executive orders should clearly define the transfer of]
responsibility for 0&M of Hand Pumps to PRIs. 2|Yes 0 No 0
14 |The State Acts and/ or executive orders should clearly define the transfer of] ‘
I bility for Q&M of Single Village Piped Water Supply Schemes to PRI, 2|Yes 0 No 0
1.5 |Proportion of Handpumps whose 0&M has been transferred to PRIs 2 0.0 ol
1.6 {Proportion of Single Village Piped Water Schemes whose O&M has been transferred to
PRIs 2 0.1 o]
1.7 |The VWSCs should be Standing/Sub-Committees of GPs under the State Act/Rules
2|Yes 0 No 0
1B  |Proportion of Drinking Water sources for which water quality testing done during the
previous years as per the IMIS 6 0.4 0.2
Total for Functions 20 - 0.5 0.2
2 Availability/Transfer of funds to PRIs
21 |Proportion of NRDWP (Coverage and Quality) funds (Central + State share), ,
transferred to PRI*/DWSM subordinate to ZP accounts. 15]Yes 0 No 0
22  |Proportion of NRDWP (O&M) (Central +State share) transferred to Gram Panchayats
accounts. 15|No 0 No 0
23 [Whether untied grants from State Plan/non-plan have been transferred to all GPs in
preceding financial year 5|Ne 0 No 0
24 |Whether untied grants from State Finance Commission have been transferred to all
GPs In preceding financial year 5]No 0 No (1] 3
25 |Whether unit charges of electricity for pumping in drinking water supply schemes hy ‘
PRIs equal to or lesser than lowest slab of unit charge for domestic consumers
5]No 0 No 0
2.6 Percentage of water charges demand collected by PRIs 5 0 2.2
Total for funds transfer to PRIs 50 0 2.2
3 Functionaries made available to Support PRls,
3.1 |Proportion of blocks where block level Diploma/Graduate engineers are available in
PHED/PRED/ZP/BP @ one for 1 lakh rural population exclusively for rural water
d sanitation 5 5 5 5
3.2 _|Proportion of filled up DWSM Consultants positions 5 2 0] 0
3.3 |Proportion of filled up BRC Coordinators positions 5 0 1.2 0
34 |Proportion of YWSC members trained in RWS functions for at least two days 5 0 0.2 0
35 _iProportion of NRDWP Support funds spent on [EC and HRD activities 5 0.7 03 0.1
: Total for functionaries support to PRIs j 25| . 77| 6.7 5.1
4 Good management indicators
4.1 _IProportion of households in State provided with household connections 2 0.0 0 0
4.2 |Proportion of villages with bulk water supplies metered 3 0 0 ]
Good management Indicators 5 0.0 [ : 0
total 100 B.2 9.1] 5 53

L5




Calculation of Management Devolution Index with documents NE States

SLNo. Devolution Indicators Mizoram Naga fand Sthishgy: © Tripura
1 2 14 15 16| 17 18 19 . 2 e 3 23 24 25
Transfer of Functions to PRIs Claimed _|[Awarded |Reason JClaimed |Awarded |Reason |Claimed | imed rded [Reason
‘|11 |The State Acts and/ or executive orders/MOUs should clearly define the transfer of] . . o specte
responsibility for infrastructure creation of handpumps to PRIs No 0 No 0 No Yes 0 |documents
12 |The State Acts and/ or executive orders/MOUs should clearly define the transfer of] : :
responsibility for infrastructure creation of Single Village Piped Water Schemes to s & o secific
PRIs for No 0 INo 2 Yes 4 f¥es 0 |documents
13 |The State Acts and/ or executive orders should clearly define the transfer of] ‘ o
responsibility for 0&M of Hand Pumps to PRIs. No 0 No 0 No . 0 Yes 2
14 |[The State Acts and/ or executive orders should clearly define the transfer of ' '
itity fi of Single Village Piped Water S chemes to PRIs. No 0 Yes 2 Yes Yes 2
1.5 {Proportion of Handpumps whose O&M has been transferred to PRIs 0 0 2
1.6 |Proportion of Single Village Piped Water Schemes whose 0&M has been transferred to
PRIs 1.4 1.6 2
L7 |The VWSCs should be Standing/Sub-Committees of GPs under the State Act/Rules
. No 0 Yes z ‘JYes Yes 0|No GO
18 |Proportion of Drinking Water sources for which water quality testing done during the
previous years as per the IMIS 0.2 0 Q. 0.0
Total for Functions 1.6 7.6 7. 8.0
2 Availability/Transfer of funds to PRIs
2.1 |Proporton of NRDWP (Coverage and Quality) funds (Central + State share),
transferred to PRI*/DWSM subordinate to ZP accounts. Yas O|noGo  [Yes OjNoGO  |Yes Yes 0.0|No GO
2.2 |Proportion of NRDWP (O&M) (Central +State share) transferred to Gram Panchayats 1
accounts. No 0 Yes 0.0]No GO |Yes Yes OjNo GO
23 |Whether untied grants from State Plan/non-plan have been transferred to all GPs in
preceding financial year No 0 No 0 Yes Yes 0]no GO
24 |Whether untied grants from State Finance Commission have been transferred to all
GPs in preceding financial year No 0 INo 0 Yes Yes O|NoGD
2.5 |Whether unit charges of electricity for pumping in drinking water supply schemes hy
PRIs equal to or lesser than lowest slab of unit charge for domestic consumers No speciic e speciic
No 0 Yes 0 [documents  §Yes Yes 0 |documents
2.6 |Percentage of water charges demand collected by PRIs 0 0 0
Total for funds transfer to PRIs 0 0.0 0.0
3 Functionaries made available to Support PRIs.
3.1 |Proportion of blocks where block level Diploma/Graduate engineers are available in
PHED/PRED/ZP/BP @ one for 1 lakh rural population exclusively for rural water|
supply and sanitation 5 0.0 5.0] 5
3.2 |Proportion of filled up DWSM Consultants positions 0 3 0.3} 0
3.3 |Proportion of filled up BRC Coordinators positions 0 0 0] 0
3.4  |Proportion of YWSC members trained in RWS functions for at least two days 1.6 01 09 1.4
- |13.5 |Proportion of NRDWP Support funds spent on IEC and HRD activities 1.2 2.1 13} 0.9
Taotal for functionaries support to PRIs 78 5.2 5; . 7.3
4 Good management indicators .
4.1 jProportion of households in State provided with household connections 0.0 0 ) 1;!:' ' 0.0
4.2 |Proportion of villages with bulk water supplies metered 0 0 I BT 0
Good management Indicators 0.0 [ ' é . 0.0
total 9.5 12.8 [ 15.3
5fs




