Comments on Rural Water Document:

CHAPTER 1

1.9 – Is there any information/numbers on what % of SC/ST dominant habitats are fully covered. Is there a significant difference between that and non-SC/ST dominant habitats. Also there is no mention of accessibility of water to SC/ST (supposedly low-caste) people, even in habitats which are F.C

2.4 – Does the 50% matching rule prohibit some states from full utilization of funds on a chronic basis. It seems that some states are at a consistent disadvantage in terms of being able to fully avail the allocated funds.

2.4 – It would be useful to have numbers regarding the NC/PC habitats in each state, so as to get a sense of whether the central funding available to each state is representative of their needs.

2.6 – Financing Operations and Management solely on end-user funds seems like a more sustainable approach, but it must be ensured that it is affordable. One example (Jalnidhi in Kerala) might not accurately reflect the costs incurred by the consumer in such a model, across the country. There needs to be a ceiling limit on the cost incurred by the consumer for the basic services.

3.5 – It is suggested that 96.13% habitats in India are fully covered. It seems like an impossibly optimistic estimate. Even if that number is re-calibrated in the light of the slipped habitats information in Section 3.7, it is implied that 76.4 % of the habitats are still fully covered.

3.9 – Need to know how many total schools in rural India, to get a perspective on the 2.3 lakhs number. 

3.15 – What were the results of the R & D projects.? What are some of the useful technological innovations/findings that have resulted from these endeavors. Is there a formalized procedure to direct research into areas identified as priorities (e.g easy to use water monitoring devices, inexpensive filtration/purification techniques/devices etc)

5.3 – There is a lot of stress given on importance of rain-water harvesting. There need to be some quantitative figures to justify this pronounced emphasis.

7.10 – One of the constraints echoes the point made in 2.4 critique above. Do we still need the 50 % matching provision, applied to all states uniformly.

Note: Should monitor Bharat Nirman progress, and its adherence to projections.

CHAPTER 2

A lot of responsibility is placed on village panchayats to implement the proposed reforms efficiently. Is it reasonable to assume that they will be in a position to administer this role effectively?  There needs to be significant effort put in training PRI officers and also making the end-users/villagers aware of their role and responsibilities in the new scheme of things. Also, will the PRIs be given enough technical support to be able to solve problems of that nature.

Is there any provision for monitoring the functioning of the village and district panchayats. Given their enhanced powers, it seems necessary to have some checking mechanism.

CHAPTER 3

-Given that financial constraints is the main reason that prevents people for choosing to have a personal “pit”, does it make sense to make it cheaper.

- How can the states be forced to make sanitation a priority.?

