5. | Madavaram | 279 | 17.21 "T‘.'a{i 00 | 1329 [6.93 [50.2.
6. Dharmapuri 525 7.41 1.000 |6.61 3.78 24.05
| 7. | Perambalur 8.70 6.03 250 |829 6.39 31791
T8 | Tirwvaiior T30 T 2083 0 2345 [ 5862 54.79
T8 wbheni o | e 230 | 6ms 13;:-2-9 42:09
10. Nagapattinam 8.21 10.00 0 4916 11.94 . . 179.31

- 1 Total 7726 11510 2927 (14737 |97.37 466.36

5. The Revised Project Cost.and Means of Finance has been worked by

the Commissioner of Municipal Admifistratién which is as follows:

W

(Rs.in crore)

Original Cost (as

Sl ['Name ofthe ULB ,
No. per Revised Administrative Sanction sought for
Administrative ' :
Sanction . ‘
Loan . Grant uLB Total:Cost |
Amount Amount Share

| - ) | |
1. | Ambattur Phase! | 39.60 27.15 10.00 l 2860 \ 65.75 1
T - i |
2. Virudhunagar = 23.35 8.98 13.89 4.99 27.85 '
3. Krishnagiri 18.24 7.46 23.37 6.49 37.32 %
4. | Tiruvarur 39.26 6.88 36.84 9.34 §3.07 7}

5. Madavaram 26.80 12,79 30.50 6.93 50.22

6 | Dharmapuri 16.53. 8.25 14.02 3.78 24.05

7. Perambalur 23.38 11.20 14.32 6.39 31.91

8. | Tiruvallur 35.39 1510 | 44.08 5.62 54.79
g | e 3627 4261 16529 | 1389 \ 42:09 ‘\
10, | Nagapattinam 49.43 8.21 59.16 11.94 79.31 ]
|
| Total 307.15 106.53 262.47 97.37 466.3 i

ot ‘

6. The Director of Municipal Administration has, therefore, requested the
Government to accord Revised Administrative Sanction vvith revised means of

o




