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{ CHENNAI METROPOLITAN AREA

LANDCOVER - JANUARY, 1979

SCALE 1:160,000

' ote Satellite Imagery spatial resolution 60 m| courtesy of the U.S. Geological Survey
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Appendix 2.2
(Reference: Paragraph 2.3.2; Page 26)

Joint Field Inspection Report of layout approvals along water body in Kundrathur Panchayat
Union (PU), Kundrathur Town Panchayat (TP) and Poonamallee PU
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Appendix 2.3
(Reference: Paragraph 2.4.3; Page 33)

Reclassification of Open Space and Recreation (O&R) zone to others

Field verification and decision by CMDA




Survey No. /Village/File No.
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Field verification and decision by CMDA
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Appendix 5.1
(Reference: Paragraph 5.2.1; Page75)

Details of missing links

Name of the Street Length in
\Y (=
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Appendix 5.2
(Reference: Paragraph 5.3(ii); Page78)

Physical and Financial Progress of works under TNSUDP as on 31 August 2016

Length (in ‘m’) completed

Package No.
Name of the Contractor
Total length
(in 'm') as per BoQ

RCC Top Slab
progress
Percentage of
financial progress
(in months)

Earthwork
RCC Raft
RCC Side Walls
Delay in issue of work orders

percentage of physical
Value of work done X in crore

o _----- ©

1 M/s RPP Infraproject (P) Ltd 13,299 1,454 1431 1,431 1211 1041 7.83 2. 538 5

2 2 M/s RPP Infraproject (P) Ltd 8,825 1,227 1,192 1,164 1,057 1,033 11.71 2.03 6.10 5

3 3 M/s Saravana Engineering 2,801 1,115 1,115 1,115 1,085 1,065 38.02 490 1257 2
Bhavani (P) Ltd
4 4 M/s Sri Sivaram & Co. 7,791 2,952 2932 2,902 2,802 2,782 35.71 629 21.82 -

5 5 M/s RPP Infraproject (P) Ltd 7,608 1,395 1,350 1,315 1,315 1,240 16.30 3.47 760 5

6 6  M/s P&C Project (P) Ltd 2,848 428 413 3384 308.1 299 10.50 2.35 9.12 2
7 7  M/s P&C Project (P) Ltd 8,071 1,007 978 976 956 946 11.72 1.97 593 2
8 8  M/s Kumar Builders 2,244 60 0 0 0 0 267 0.01 004 2

9 9 M/s Gurumurthy Engineering 6,901 2,781 27981 2,756 2,581 2,581 37.40 588 1631 2
Enterprises

10 10 M/s Annai Infra Developers 12,893 2,661 2,641 2,601 2,601 2,506 19.44 6.06 1415 2

(P) Ltd

11 11 M/s Saravana Engineering 7,049 3,002 2,965 2,940 2,894 2864 40.63 7.85 2876 2
Bhavani (P) Ltd

12 12 M/s P&C Project (P) Ltd 11,557 1,490 1,486 1,458 1,432.6 1372 11.87 2.42 692 2

13 13 M/s Sri Sivaram & Co. 10,644 2,405 2,385 2,380 2,360 2,360 22.17 449 1962 5

14 14 M/s P&C Project (P) Ltd 5,278 246 215 200 182 182 345 0.11 0.31 2

15 15 M/s Annai Infra Developers 4,743 196 172 150 150 104  2.19 0.12 030 5
(P) Ltd

16 16 M/s Annai Infra Developers 9,792 1,106 1,066 1,011 935 853 8.71 2.74 6.63 5
(P) Ltd

17 17 M/s Annai Infra Developers 15,294 2,177 2,170 2,098 2,078 2,014 13.17 6.14 1037 5
(P) Ltd

18 18 M/s Sree Venkateswara Road 4,966 872 852 784 746 6582 13.25 1.43 958 2
Constructions

19 20 M/s Thirumala Traders 1,927 590 340 80 0 0 1.30 0.61 344 5

20 21 M/s Landmark Corporation 8,462 3,069 2984 2854 2,806 2,759 32.60 527 1899 5

21 22 M/s Gurumurthy Engineering 10,124 4,190 4,155 4,095 4,012 3,880 3832 10.87 3517 2
Enterprises
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Total length =2,91,885 metres;
Physical progress percentage = 16.76;
Financial progress percentage = 9.16;
PCC- Plain Cement Concrete;

RCC- Reinforced Cement Concrete
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Appendix 5.3
(Reference: Paragraph 5.4.1; Page 81)

Areas in selected suburban areas affected by flood

Name of the local body Areas affected
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Appendix 5.4
(Reference: Paragraph 5.4.5; Page 84)

Details of SWD constructed partially in Pallavapuram Municipality

Estimate ]| Expenditure Length in metres Difference

amount incurred As per As per in metres
(in ). (in%) estimate | execution
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Appendix 5.5
(Reference: Paragraph 5.6.2; Page 87)

Maintenance of water bodies in selected Zones/Municipalities and Town Panchayats

Name of the Details of water bodies Position obtained Department
local body responsible for
maintenance

(2) 3) (C)] )
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Appendix 5.6
(Reference: Paragraph 5.8.5; Page 93)

Details of inflow and surplus discharge from Chembarambakkam Tank

Time

Water availability

Inflow J Discharge
(cusec) through
Surplus
course
(cusec)

Depth
(feet)

(in TMC

Maximum [ available

capacity
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Appendix 7.1
(Reference: Paragraph 7.1.4; Page 121)

Achievement against service level bench mark

(i) Provision of SWD

Name of the local Total length Total length of Percentage As per Gol Shortfall
body of road primary, of coverage norms (Percentage)
network secondary and (in
(more than tertiary drains percentage)
3.5 metres (only pucca
carriage way) construction and
(Kms.) covered drains)
(Kms.)
Adyar Zone 411.52 136.33 33.13 100 66.87
Alandur Zone 231.84 86.17 37.17 100 62.83
Ambattur Zone 496.51 29.97 6.03 100 93.97
Kodambakkam Zone 456.37 189.60 41.55 100 58.45
Pallavapuram 242.00 3.00 1.04 100 98.96
Peerkankaranai 41.65 Nil 0.00 100 100.00
Perungalathur 83.50 Nil 0.00 100 100.00
Perungudi zone 455.47 55.94 12.28 100 87.72
Sembakkam 100.42 85.35 85.00 100 15.00
Tambaram 164.75 142.75 86.65 100 13.35
Thiruneermalai 39.36 Nil 0.00 100 100.00

(ii) Report of water logging

Name of the local | Number of flood prone Number Aggregate As per Shortfall
body/GCC Zone areas identified* of number of Gol (in
occasions [ incidents of water norms percentage)
of logging (stagnant | (Number
flooding/ water for more of water
water than four hours of | loggings)
logging in || a depth more than
a year six inches)
(B) (A xB)
Adyar Zone 1 75 0 100
Alandur Zone 60 1 60 0 100
Ambattur Zone 74 1 74 0 100
Pallavapuram 6 2 12 0 100
Peerkankaranai 27 1 27 0 100
Perungalathur 18 172 9 0 100
Sembakkam 6 2 12 0 100
Tambaram 11 1 11 0 100
Thiruneermalai 12 1 12 0 100
Perungudi Zone 31 3 93 0 100
Kodambakkam 6 3 18 0 100
Zone

* Water logging at key road intersections, or along a road length of 50 m or more, or in a locality affecting 50
households or more
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Glossary of Abbreviations
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