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2 . L] In addition 10 il-lie 'cblji{i;-bliplx, charges as prescribed under category-1l of Annextg"rc to °
i1 the Board Proceedings No. 88 dated 20" January 1997 “improvement charges were' alsp

1T case-by-case basis. With a view to strcamiine the ‘procedure it was decided that the

However the practice of collecting the estimaied @mounts in.cach case had agatin crepl

‘144t be collected on an average basis only without linkirg to the actual cosls on a case 1o case D

"l averaging out is tlat the assessment of the improvemen charges is clear, trandparent and! ™

: easy Lo understand’ by the customer such that the customer cay calculale the charges..
. himself on the Gasis of the building pilans: ’ : .

tih 30 Keeping in view the costs involved and e composition of applications that are beiny
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llected from the prospective custonmiers on the basis of estimates of costs on 2
neit charges. would be collecie lront all the applicants on ag average basis at
of Rs.5,000.(Rs.2.500 for water supply . and- Rs.2,500: for sewcrage) per flar, -

wactice, where sucly estinmtes exceeded the amount arrived al Rs.5.000 per Nat,
the puipose of simplification. ., . = <. -, .° . :
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naller is reviewed again and it i decided ;that the improvement charges should

that such average charges should be so worked out that the charges are neither &
the customer nor result in o loss to the Board on an average basis, The merit of!
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it is decided ihat e improvenient charges to be collected in respect of multi-
apartment camplexes should be worked out at “Rs.5,000 (Rs5.2,500 for

Lit water supply and Rs5.2,500 for sgewerage) per flat (o artimen i
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' minimum of Rg, 130900 (Rs. 75,000 for water sunpply angd Rs.75,000 for it
1 sewerage)”, in the case of comimercial complex the charges uay be levied at Rs, 100

[il-4.: The SWC is instructed to‘adopt the above formula iy its software for improvemen|
+1i. cliarges 10 be collected, irrespettive of (e actual:estimates with immediate effect for all

, 3. 'The MCH insists on issue of leasibility report from the IIMWSSB, for i;su{e of
. iebuilding permits, Previously the practiod was (0 issué the building permit afler payiment
- ol the improvement charges to the Board. 1y view of the changed procedure by the MCLI ¢
o insist on the feasibility report along wyith application for building permit, the CGMs
P were dnstrucied to collect the improvcménll charges before issuc of the leasibility report.

‘;';L.;;' per square metre of plot . area, instead. of on per flat basis, Under no circumslances a .
Bhoe o ae e . i ST . . '

.!;ii,']g dillerent amount should be charged from e constnier, e
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ations {or which the sanctions are yet o be communicated.

fance (s to be made in the liniiee deparument of the Board Office as was done




v earlier, The customers will be advised. 1o make the remittance in th

. enclose the teceipt with the application loe feasibility report, In ca
refused, the Board Office will refund the amount to the cusiomer w

. days of such u refusal by the CGAL In ease of 1efusal of the building

o aller issuc of feasibility report also, the Board Office will refunc
G0 charges within 7 days of production ol evidence of such refusal und
! CGM concerned. : ‘L |
4§, 6. The CGMs arc requested Lo issuc serial numbers to the applics
i!i] * mention !.llc bertal numbci" in tlic. feasibility reports i's:;l_:cd._' Keeping
i'“, | _computerlsnltu_)n plans of issue ol leasibility reports, it Is supgested

. mny be 5 digit numbers commencing {rom 10001 in Circle-l and 5¢
| - The numbers should not contain any alphabets. :

'. ;:7.‘ While issuing feasibility reports, the CGMs are requested 1o keep

Ao for the improvement to be done in the area for giving the eonncction
B : copy of the feasibility report along witl the plan and estimate may be
P v the Board Office, ' :
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}:’- . 8. TFor all these cascs where multi-storeyed apartment complexes ar

‘:ii- - - supply and sewernge lollowing the above procedure, the concerned Ct
Ko getthe improvement done as deemed NeCessary. L

i 9. The comnection charges are collected at the tme of actual
o connection when the construction is complete, at the tarifis obtaini
oo, lime, along with any dillerential in the improvement charges; owing to
..+ - actual construction from the pluns, AR R
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