Town-planning—Administration Report for 1988-84— Reviewed.

Reap—the following paper :—
Letter from R. Dany, EsqQ., P.R.IB.A., M.T.P.L, -./.:'
planning, Madras, to the Secretary to Governge
Government (Public Health) Department, g8

2nd August 1984, No. 1265, .

Order—No. 2366, P.H., dated 11th October 193
"~ Recorded. '

as required by section 8 of the Town-planning Act, Q8
scheme has so far reached the Government. The progTwaemed®
-during the year in the preparation and submission of general town-
planning schemes was not satisfactory but the appointment of
town-planning committees made fair ‘prog The local bodies
which have not so far appointed committees should appoint them at
once. The Government trust that more vigorous steps will be taken
by the municipal councils in the matter at least during the current
year (1984-85). '
8. Seven new town-planning schemes were sanctioned during the
year under review, thus raising the number of sanctioned schemes
-from 33 to 40. There were in all 146 detailed town-planning schemes
either under preparation or under execution during the year. Under
the Madras Town-planning Act of 1920, as amended by Act II of
1980, the lands required for a town-planning scheme had to be
acquired within three years from the date of the publication of the
notification under section 14 of the Act. Under the Act ag recently
amended by Act IV of 1934, lands required for a town-planning
scheme can be acquired under the Land Acquisition Act, 1894, even
after the Iapse of three years from the date of publication of the
notification under seotion 14 of the Town-planning Act. The local
bodies will therefore in future have no difficulty in the matter of
acquisition of lands and execution of town-planning schemes.

4. During the year the Town-planning Department, in addition
to the gorutiny of regular town-planning schemes, gave advice on
,175 nagag inc]uding municipa.l or local board town extensions,

R ~es for the depressed and working olasses, building

‘al areas and other miscellaneous matters; and also

33)) v N '20 building plans and 20 other lay-out plans in

g

B . ‘
N g(_P ,A‘; 5 of G.0. No. 2417, P.H., dated 28th October
»
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local boards were advised to take steps to have the provisions of the
Town-planning Aot extended to their respective areas and to prepare
general town-planning schemes to regulate future developments.
The Government regret to note that none of these boards took any
action in the matter. This is uns&dafactory. They should evince
better interest in this branch of administration.

6. By the end of the year under review 44 munieipal couneils and
the Corporation of Madras had special town-planning committees
functioning. Among the panchayat boards to whose areas the Town-
planning Aot has been extended, the Mangalagiri Panchayat Board
alone has appointed a town-planning committee. The other munioi-
pal councils and panchayat boards concerned should take steps to
appoint town-planning committees without further delay. As in the
previous year many municipal councils did not maintain the Town-

planning Fund Account. The Government trust that the local bodies

concerned will take prompt uction to maintain accounts as required
under section 80 of the Madrag Town-planning Act and rule 67 of
the Town-planning Rules. : )

7. During the year under review eight mimicipa_l couneils a.nd
nine panchayat boards fixed industrial areas aecording to the in-
structions issued in G.0. No. 1119, P.H.,dated 7th June 1927. The
other local bodies which have not yet fixed industrial areas would be
well advised to do so without further delay.

8. The Director of Town-planning and his staff continued to do
useful work during the year.

(By order of the Government, Ministry of Looal
Self:Government)

R. SusBayva,
Joint Secretary to Government.

To the kixecutive Authorities of all Municipal Councils.
» the Mayor, Corporation of Madras,
» all Collectors.
w all Presidents of District Boards.
» all Presidents of Panchayat Boards concerned,
» the Director of Town-planning.
s the Director of Public Health,
s the Sanitary Engineer,
» the Inspector of Municipal Councils and Local Boards.
,, the Pug)lic Depurtment,
» the Development Department.
» the Public Warks and Labour Department .
» the Revenue Department, :
w the Law (Education) Department.
» the Examiner of Tocal Fund Accounts,
» the Board of Revenue (through the Revenue Department).

Press,

[Maximum number of pages fixed for the report is 25]
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From
R. DANN, Esq., F.R.I1.B.A., M.T.P.I.,
DirEcTOR OW TOWN-PLANNING,
MAaDRas,
To :
Tae SECRETARY ro tae GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,
Locar SELF-GovERNMENT DEPARTMENT,
Forr Sr. GErORGE,
D.T.P. No. 1265, dated 2nd August 1934.
SIR,

ual Report of the Director of Town-planning for the year
Az P 1933-34—Submitted.]

I have the honour to submit the following report of the progress
made in the administration of the Madras Town-planning Act and
of the activities of the Town-planning Department, for the year
ending with 31st March 1934.

I.—GevERAL REMARKS.

. rogress of town-planning during the fourteen years that
havi ega.‘;lseetli), e;gince the passing qf the. Town-planning Act, _19.20,
although not very remarkable, is satisfactory and encouraging
compared with other States. With the growing understanding both
of the needs and advantages of town-planning, the activities of the

-planning Department have been increasing year by year.
’.Sl‘ic;v:; g:ﬁicipgl cogncils and 10 local boards have taken up the

regular preparation of schemes under tl}e‘ Act and it is particularly
gratifying to note that nearly 50 municipal councils and one local
board have appointed special town-planning committees (in accord-
ance with the revised town-planning rules) with power to deal with
the question of town-planning in their towns. .

2. The preparation of general towp—planpmg schemes was taken
up by about 44 municipal councils mcludl_ng the Corporation of
Madras. The remaining 40 municipal councils !Jg,d not taken any
action in this matter. In no case of non-municipal towns advised
by the Local Government in their review of last year, was any
step taken, either to extend the provisions of the Town-planning Aet,
or to prepare general town-planning schemes. A number of such
towns, judging by population and growth, would appear to be sulta.bl.e
for conversion into municipalities, as for example, Devakottai,
Kadayanallar, Poonamallee, Rajapalayam, Seq:blem, Tenkasi, eto.
These towns are growing rapidly in population and n_umbex- of
houses and are almost certainly becoming more congested and un-
healthy and the necessity for genera:l developm.egt s.c.hemes for
these towns is as urgent as in constituted municipalities. With
their conversion into municipalities they would come under the
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compulsory olauses of the Act and it would be possible to press
forward the preparation of the general sohemes with greater vigour.

8. Including 9 detailed town-planning schemes newly notified
('lurin g the year, there were in all 36 detailed town-planning schemes,
in preparation or under execution, in 38 municipalities and 10 other
local bodies. Over 20 schemes became time-barred for want of
prompt action by local authorities or were dropped or postponed for
some Teason or other, or were revoked during the year. Seven
town-planning sohemes were newly sanctioned, thus increasing the
total number of sanctioned schemes to 40. Three schemes had to
be revoked by Government as aoquisition was not done within the
three years limit fixed in the Actand for financial reasons.

4. The department prepared and sent to local authorities about.

27 draft town-planning schemes (including revision of draft schemes
previously suggested) with layout maps. Two town-planning
schemes submitted by the local authorities were sorutinized and
submitted to Government for sanction. Over 520 building plans
and twenty other lay-out plans in town-planning areas, were also dealt
with by the department. In addition to regular town-planning
work, the department gave advice on over 175 cases of municipal or
local town extensions, housing schemes for the depressed and work-
ing olass, building schemes, industrial areas and other miscellaneous
matters.

II.—~Tae TowN-PLANNING AOr AND RULEs,

5. During the year the Government examined the suggestions
received in respect of the draft of the revised rules which were
published last year for general information and eoriticism, and made
certain modifications to the rules. The rules as revised were con-
firmed in G.O. No. 682, P.H., dated 16th March 1938, and
oame into force on the 1st April 1933, Following the revised rules,
a memorandum, explaining the procedure of general and detailed
town-planning schemes was communicated to all local authorities, in
@.0. No. 1780, P.H., dated 12th Aagust 1933. .

6. Amendments were made to the Town-planning Act, by the
Act IV of 1934 under which the lands required for a town-planning
socheme could be acquired either under the Land Acquisition Act or
under that Act as modified in the manner provided in sections 84
and 35 of the Town-planning Act. This amendment enables soquisi=
tion of land under the Land Acquisition Aot even after the three-
year period from the date of notification under section 14 of the
Town-plenning Act publishing the sanction of the schemes by the
Local Government. The other amendments made in the Aot were of
s minor nature. )

7. Town-planning Act Eatensions.—In addition to the 81
municipal towns and the City of Madras to which the Town-planning
Aot applied, 40 local areas, including Mangalagiri and Tadepalli-
gudem to which the Act was extended during the year, were under
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application of the Act. In view of the abolition of taluk boards, in
about 22 cases, it will be necessary to transfer the preparation of
town-planning schemes to panchayats or district boards concerned
and Government will be addressed in this matter separately.

8. Town-planning Committees.—By the end of the year 44 muni-
cipalities and the Corporation of Madras had special town-planning
committees funotioning. In 2 municipalities, the Special Officers
'were performing the duties of both the municipal council and the
/Town-planning Committee. In about 7 municipalities, the
municipal councils delegated to the Town-planning Committees
all their powers (under rule 22 of the Town-planning Rules) per-

taining to town-planning; in & few cases, certain powers alone
were delegated ; and in the rest, the committees served only as
{advisory bodies. to the municipal councils. Among the panchayats
jand local boards, Mangalagiri Panchayat alone had appointed a
town-planning committee.

4 9. The progress made in the appointment of Town-planning
{Committee is satisfactory. although it is desirable that the remaining
] municipalities and local bodies also should appoint sucl} committees
without more delay. ln many cases, the municipalities would do
Iwell to delegate their powers pertaining to town-planning to the
special committees who could devote more time and attention to
the preparation of general and detailed town-planning schemes and
to expedite their submission to Government for sanction. There
is no doubt that. progress in town-planning activily and strict
observance of town-planning principles in town-planning areas,
should be grestly stimulated by these appointments.

III.—Progress oF TOWN-PLANNING ScmEMES,

10. General Town-planning Schemes (Section 8).—During ' the
ear 40 munioipal councils applied to Government and got exten~
ion of time sanctioned under section 8 of the Act, finding it
tmpossible to submit the general town-planning scheme within the
ear. The rest of the municipalities have not even applied to
avernment for sanctioning the extension of time. (Twelve munici-
alities since got extension of time sanctioned.)

' 11. Particulars of municipalities that have taken up genmeral
town-planning schemes are noted below :—

Number and Extension of :
name of time, if any, Remarks as to progress, etc.
maunicipality. granted.
i 1. Adoni .. . 81 Mar. 1935 ... No information.
2. Anantapur . Do. Do.
3. Berhampar ... 30 June 1934 ... Do. .
4. Bezwada... . 81 Mar. 1935 .. Town-planning Sapervisor appointed
: by the Council to take up the scheme
after submission of detailed town-
planning schemes to Government.
' 5. Bimilipatam .. 1 Mar. 1935 ... No information.
i 6. Chidambaram .. 1 Oct. 1934 ... Do.

ve 30 June 1934 ... DO.

1-a
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4 bout 8 were re-notifications
notified under section 10 or 12. Of these ?n B e over ne

Number and Extension of it h in the areas except . : der section
4 any change 1 { time under
name of time, if any, Remarks as to progress, etc o hm(l; xy mentgsanctioned further extension 0
mumclpahty, granted. : [ (isises lgve n . ¢ the town
8. Cochin L or 12. . ogress of the o
18' gotéjeeveram Under %r: paration. 14. The Appendix A gives the t?agﬁitgmtihg 4 ng]um'cipal councils
. Gudiyattam 1 Apr. 1935 .. No inform, t : under preparation
11. Hindupur 31 Mar. 1935 .. Do aom. planning schemes rch 1984. : .
12 Hospol 20 Apr. 10 DO and local boatds, as on 31st Ma uthorities had stopped with
%2 Eumkudx 31 Mar. 1935 .. Town-plannin Oversoer appointed. 15. In about 4 ocases the local &v 9 to prepare town-plan-
I ATAr .o - 80 June 1934 ... Map No lumﬁar preparation, L | resolution under seotion 2 1o p tified in the
- Kodaikanal ... 30 Sop. 1934 ... No information, passing a formsl re the resolution is not noufi .
16. Kumbakonam ... } Oct. 1934 ... Do. . scheme. So long as the the local authorities do no
17. Madras 31 Mar. 1935 ... No rogress made, e per under seotion 10, the

18. Madura ...

development in the town-
19, Mangalore

. d an . L3
prescribed m lose no time in publishing

obtain any powe
planning areas al

Und.r preparation.
Towneplanning  Tnspector appointed
Map Nos. 1 and 2 under preparation, .

trol works or
31 Mar, 1935 . rd 1;.f;,e‘;a:l10111d. therefore

20. Mayavaram 31 July 1934 .,

T AT S -

o tion. ) Py be
21. Nandya 30 Sep. 193+ .., No mfgg.mmn the said notification 12 sohemes, over 50 schemes were dlue tl(:out
22. Nellors .., Do. - Under preparation, 16. Under section during the year under review. In aF.
S P 3 Dev 1ga; - Noinformation submitted to Gorormmr T notioned extension of time. Fire
2 : ce. 1934 ., Do, (Government = he year. o T
25. Prodattur . 3{ Mar. 193 D 41 oases the 'O i ore the end of the y igsi
26. Rajahmundry ... | Apr. 1935 Do. hemes or 80 WeTe gubmitted bef oxtension of time for submission
27. Saidapet .., ~. 31 Mar. 1935 .., Do. se gubmitted, nor was
2298 galem had not been tion.— Eighteen
. Sivakasi |, 31 Mar. 1935 .. No information. lied for. itted for safction.”
30. Srirangam 0. Map Nos. 1 and 2 stated to be under SPP 17 Town-plmming Schemes mbm}: itte({ to Government 8o far
preparation by the Town-planning : anning schemes have been :}:hm is given below :—
s verseer, n-pl : of tnem
31. Srivilliputtar Do. No information. tg‘; not sanctioned. A summaiy '
32. Tadpatri ... Do. Deo. u MUNICIPAL COUNCILE.
33. Tanjore ... 30 Scp. 1935 ... Do. @ Remarks.
34 Tellicherry .. 31 May, 1935 Do. f scheme. i
35. Pemali .. 3] Dec 1934 . Do. Number and paime 0 his department for furnish
36. Tirupati .., «+ 381 Mar, 1985 ... Qusestion of dappointing a  Special Coimbatore-v—v ards 6, 7 and 19 Scheme. B?t“r?,ed by tixlxsformation. in 1932, Not
. urveyor under consideration, N ’ i unoil.
'3% "E‘]rrigg?gf);l o NDO. 1984 No information. o0 L New R ;-ﬁre-snbml“"d-by - Cof ubli
38. chinopoly . . ov. 1934 Do. S forats P,
89. Tuticorin ... 31 Jlar. 1935 . Do. Dt ing Scheme No. 1 .| Retumed by 4TG0, No, 1313, P.H,
Y gdﬁmalpet Do. Do, 2. Town-plantn8 2o} e 16th’ June 1933, C"ﬁ"c“h Do
- Vellore .. Do. Do. 3. ' N i n O er
4;2..‘.‘/‘{11115’111'3m .. 31 Mar. 1936 ... Dg. 4. ]i))(c))' 4. hs,mdlfﬁg sg’l&?(l}?:n: Not yet. re-su
45. Virudhunagar ... 31 Mar. 1935 Do. 5. . fo_rtg(\ll ’
44, Vizagapatam .." 31 Dec 1934 ... Do. e ' d by Govern
: ’ ) . ve vern-
12, Detailed Town-planm.ng Schemes (Sections 10 and 12).—At Madras— .  Greater Ares Town- S"hem: Z%ntétgeligP %’53 L. &ylrvl., dated
the end of the year 29 munioipal councils and 5 local boards had 6. Mo b Tth Jenmary 1930, and Corporation

planning Scheme.

in hand the preparation of 100 town-planning schemes. fih Jumary 1980, and O e

. ' t yet re-submitted.
planning schemes in respect of three arcas had become barred b } sarvey. Scheme not y i
submitted by the Municipal

limitation of time by failure to take prom t action under seotion 11 (1) ; — g e re. ini

of the Act and in these cases it Iwill pbe necessary for the loga{ , Ma'?.g %‘:’r‘;i‘lb“ﬂ %’thward (slsgfxeme. ]chﬁncn thie e fsﬁ’.f‘vtégiffdaf t%lis
authorities to take fresh action under the Act under section 9 or 4 | 8 Do * ff OILE;ciztrgg'ntB and submitted to Govern-
get the schemes notified by the Local Government under section 14 1:9;;'1; for sanction.

In the ocase of Trichinopoly Municipal Council which had si
§chemes, the Government owing to the dilatoriness and lack of
Interest of the Council, direoted it under seotion 39 (1) of the District
Mummpah.tles Aot, to prepare and submit the four most urgen
schemes within a specific time. Asg the taluk boards of Lalgudi and
Vriddhachalam have been abolished, the schemes in these places
should be taken up by the concerned panchayat boards.

13. Hospgt, Madura, Nandyal, Rajashmundry, Salem and Trichj
nopoly manicipalities, the Corporation of Madras, Vriddhachalam an
Mangalagiri local boards had 18 town-planning schemes newl

isi by Government in G.O.
R%},;?lgl%,() ggsdda'{ed 1st February 1933.

Scheme not yet re-submitted.

doned as_major portion of
S:}!;zn::e:lﬁ’:i %l:an taken up for public
institutions by the Government 1n
G.0. No. 2401, P.H., dated 27th Ociobes

1933,

Nellore—

9, Trunk Road Extension Scheme.

‘sali(‘lifL T(tl-y;r Extension Scheme
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(a) MuNICIPAL COUNCILS~—cont,

Number and name of scheme,
Sriran an—
11, mlw:;y Station Area Scheme,
Rr
Tenali—-

12, Sitarampet Extension Scheme...
Trichinopoly--
13. Catholic Colony Scheme v

Vizagapatum—
14. Maharanipeta Ward Scheme .

15. Markot Ward Scheme ...
16. Waltair do. e

17. Alipur do.

Remarks,

Scheme for part area submitted this year
Not yet received in this department.

Scheme submitted this year. Not ye
received in this department.

Returned by Government to Municipal
Council on 20th December 1930. Scheme
not yet re-subnitted.

Returned by Government to Municipal

Council in 1930. Scheme not yet re-
submitted.
. Do.
Returncd by Government in 1939,

Scheme not yob re-submitted.

() Locar Boarbps,

Mangalagiri Panchayat—
18. Man%??agiri Town-planning
Scheme.

18. Sanctioned Town-planning

Retarned by™ Government in 1933,
Scheme not yet re-submitted.
Scheme submitted this year. Since

scrutinized and  submitteq by this
department to Government,

Schemes.—Seven new town-plan-~

ning schemes were sanctioned during the year, raising the total

number of sanctioned schemeg

sanctioned schemes with progress

given below in Appendix B.

from 83 to 40, Particulars of all

made up to 81st March 1934 are

19. Two sanctioned town-planning schemes were modified and

8 revoked during the year.

decided to be dropped on financial grounds,
of 6.schemes but not go

proposed in the case
Government for sanction.

One scheme (Sivakasi) had been
Modifications were
far submitted to

20. Interim Developments (sanctioned under Section 17).—A

number of local authoritieg
the lay-out of individual plots,

sought the advice of this department in
: alignment of roads, location of indus-~
tries, etc., within the town-planning areas.

Nearly 17 lay-outs for

lands included in the town-planning areas were prepared or approved
in this department which were adopted by the local authorities.

2). Building Applications.—About 512 building applications |
from the Corporation of Madras and about a dozen from other
municipalities were referred to the department for its opinion.

22. Municipal Special Staff for
Coimbatore, Dindigul, Ellore, Karaikudi,

Town-planning.—Bezwada,
Karur, Madura, Mangalore,

Nellore and Srirangam municipal councils and the Corporation of
Madras employed special staff for town-planning. II} .the cases .Of
Dindigul, Ellore, Mungalore and Srirangam, the mumclpz!l councils
deputed their town-planning overseers or supervisors to, this depart-

ment to
given.

receive training in town-planning work which was
Proposals for appointment of special staff in Bimlipatam,

Hindupur, Palghat,.Tanjore, Trichinopoly, Villupuram, etc., were

recommended to the councils,

|

—

28. Municipal Town-planning Fund.—As in the last year many

; - i und
municipal councils did not maintain the Town Ij:ﬂlﬁgxn%ezgada
Account. So far the municipal counoils 9f Karutl_‘, with ’respeot to
#nd Virudhunager alone had furnished informa (1101; rule 67 (8).
the Town-planning Fund Account as required unde

ivi eport of Masulipatam will
24. C(ivic Survey.—The Civic Surve)('i EZ:,P?;r D on. of

be printed at the Government Press, Ma fon of
Goxl;ernmenz is being applied. Some cha}&terrsldoi;n ;:)r;al;s;;%a le and
Rajahmundry reports have been oomp]et':'[s‘h ar D A toorin,
relating to them brought up to date. e1 ‘ta}:d s of Tutioor
Cuddalore (and Madanapalle) already comp e1 L, have mot e
returned yet by the local authorities. The comp ek e et

; r:ports ha?; been delayed on account of heavy wor

‘ ment. Looar Aors.
V.—MUNICIPAL AND OTHEE

( St etIB -laws (G.0. No. 1626, P.H., dated 2nl;1 ISep:er;llll):;

! 25. A,l')e t y17 municipalities a.d.o.pted the street by- ;w , thas

| 1931)— AL icipalities from 7 to 24. The res

| raising the total number of muni ibility in

} had not realized their statutory responsi

{ the municipalities
i, lations (G.0. No. 1621, PH, da.tedb 30t1;
' . o ) ) K .,
‘ 26, .Bmldz’;‘z]ge f:f(:;ictbyz of the muniqlpahtle.s were ’c:ouzxgeti;: : : WI::; .
I’ gg;zr:’?naz‘; )'51—959 regulations in p?rmitt;niesuit?eg sislili'c'ole prospect
i trictly enfo
 Untl these;i\tzgiuxila;:z:;:rr:reltsi; thye condition of the towns of the
of progres

are sooumuatog istrict Municipalities Act to Local Area.s.I—I-{-
\ t sanctioned extension of Chagte;s x

d X of the District Municipalities Act and schedules 7 an an
an o

ildi Nida-
ules under section 191 relating. to stre.ets and bulldmgs to 1
saveolu Na.ra.saraopet and Semblyam unlons.
2y

V.—OrHER ACTIVITIES OF THE DnrAnmimr.
: he department gave advice on about 175
Government lands, labour colonies, eto.,

. Extension of the D
J Dur?g; the year Governmen

: 98. During the year,t
' cages of layout schemes for
 as per statement below : — No.

49

for Tahsildars,
W&

(a) Government lands—Lay-outs
Collectors, ete.

-

fe
2\~ }\3&

i " d and 382
-outs for houwsing schemes for depresse Y
(b) Lagog: classes (for District Labour officers} and .
T.abour commisgioner. 5

(¢) Municipal layouts and building schemes 9

ot for Co-operative societies ]
Ef)) hLd?l}lroli:efmes, inlt)i'ustrial areas, etc.tc 33
() Layouts for parks, open spaces, eic. - ;46
(¢) Miscellaneous matters : 4
Towl .31 4
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It i
velly e(rinisgc?i)c:;m’ludes a lay-out for a new village in Tirukallur (Tinne-
the noquisit; ) to 'house the flood-affected families displaced by
floud gank lon O’f‘Vl”ztges or hamlets trapped between old and new
design. ot %.(')f Jambraparm'r}ver; item (c) includes the revised
lay-out { zagapatam Municipal office and item (f) includes a
e an((l)r allotrpent of the Spur Tank area, Madras, for playing
Special Edpmk' In accordance with the recommendations of the
p ° (Educational) Corumittee (in which I was a member),
102‘49. Industrial Areas (G.0. No.
Cilir7rm>1;xhpf;ght tn&unicipalities nanmely, Bezwada
..o ~10Spet (sugar factories), Ootacamund, Ongole, Sri
f(:l(}glt;onal }area), Udamalpet and Trichinopoly fixedgind,ustrial;?Is:%::;ill
Wing the advice given by thig Department. Eighteen munici-

palities and the ( . \ .
industria] area,sl,e Corporation of Madras had not yet deeided the

30. Nine panchayat boards, namely, Am
¢ ) s basamudram
%rupbukottzu, Gurzala, Kalliduikurichi,y Poonamallee, Si:ragal.:g:,
ambaram and Tirupattur had decided industrial areag during the
year. Up to the end of the year only 67 panchayats hadgﬁ d
industrial areas, a very large number having yet to decide *

3l. Railway Level-crossi i

evel- ngs.—The question of level-crogsi
and measures to mitigate their nuisance in the following t e o
under consideration :—- § Towns was

MuniCiBzzlw%da. .,Pnrmg the last year’s Pushkaram festival the
Ity p hounm constructed a temporary road under the railwa
on e north of the niver taking advantage of the high level of ily

1stna., bridge and width of the cang] bund. The qu t'o e
retenm&n or reconstruction of ; permanent road at theqs;ri 1onl o
was8 under correspondence between the Council and the Rzmilwaeyp e

Srirangam.—The i i
. question of construction of i in li
{))f tthhe Igvel-cl:ossmg on the road to Tiruvamakka:’)alov‘;zls‘bndge e
y ! e houncll during t}}e year and under consideration
ment who have referred it to the Railwa.y Board.

. . .
overs n?g::ioOétiy.—;The Corpor.atlon of Madras addressed the Local
near the High C;flc;t th?l‘?xl:eg:)t\lrg o t}}ce IPOSiﬁon o leVEI'CI‘OSSing

0 . rnment has no i i
?9 g;n;}rlr;ficné:hider:q.t . No. 2315-E/33-34 P.W. & LY l%ﬁxntggptoeﬁble:
point,s hat cros£n81 1011:1h could not })e altered without disturbing the
Treoryan CIC ' g:cs, fﬁat the eXisting alignment would not resflt in
crossing o that Taftic should necessarily slow down at the level-
at matters would be improved by substituting an open

fence in the p)
place of ! " .
Ag‘ent had been directe?io?sl:f Pale fencing—which the Railway

VI.—Orr
Orrice or rug DiRecror or TowN-PLANNING.

1119, P.H., dated 7th June?
(additional area),

i

i
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i the 7th Decem-
by Government by a further period of two years from
bZr 1933. My g’ersonal Assistant Mr. R. D. N. Simham was on
leave from the 1st March 1934. " 1 .
. During the absence of m Personal Assistant on leave Mr.
S. S3l?bba l:;;ir, Town-planningyAssistant, held the post of Personal

i i itl i he draughtsman who had been
Assistant in addition to his own. T eplann igr; . Sapenvisor,  been

deputed on foreign service as Town-
M\?nicipality, returned to the office on the 15tthutg1u5st 193'3: "
— During the year, I inspeoted about 1o muniecipaiitie
daé' o aD; l‘lnr.llg P:rzonal Agsistant about 6 municipalities.
Th oolanm v ed a number of muniei-

The Town-planning Assistant also inspect

e e inourred on the department

‘rure.—The expenditur .
O:O,li,te gﬁ?’ﬁft'{ggao as a,gal.)inst Rs. 22,098 of the previous year as
am ’

per details given below :— Expenditure.
e ey
1932-33.  1933-34.
RS. RS,
: 8 *
Officers (Director of Town-planning 12,654 9,627
and Personal Assistant.) 6.920 7,851
Establishment 1,867 1.363
Allowances 650 ’389
Contingencies
Total 22,098 19,230
i iod of
;on.—The year under review has not been a perio
5. ?ﬁ:\:;?:pment b{ﬂ, rather a time of spade work and fﬁr t1]1(¢1e
specfiaou 4 of the machinery for the forward move which shou
dove Op t of the Act and Rules such as the appointment

z?l}](‘):wz}i;;ﬁ?:; (e]I;mmittees and of Town-planning Supervisors for
the preparation of schemes.
87. The great building activity

ioival towns is add C
::v‘:n-;ollanxfnizlgn::z?;ol and I am glad to be able to report that in

i roimbatore, Dindigul, Erode, Sri-
:gx:gea:gw::dofﬁ};;?mB;zav;aﬁ:, n?:nticined m;)re eilf.:;tl:liix;zd stz;;s sz:e
1 trol private development as Iequire -
};)i?:f 1;?:611';91:2{ °€1111e Disptrict Municipalities Act,lln T]r:ppt;; tcl:
40 feet street has become the normal in new deve r(;;:imiin : :umber
ordination between adjacent lay-outs has been s;elcu I e
of private development schemes. In Calicut w ereée e o
complicated by the parambs, with many seP"'r’"e for ovinion. 8
each paramba, building applications are sen}t; to tglere o dif%culty’ -
practice that other towns might well adopt where

that is evident in Madras City
itional and urgent reason for

nce of the Director of
gen charged to depart.

i i i leave allowa
¢T duction in expenditare is due to all
TOWn:i)lll:nﬁng who was ol:x leave out of India pot having b

mental bndget.
2
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enforcing the Distri

. . istriet Municipaliti

provisions. icipalities Aot st :

palities Act a’i‘get;un(’lf‘mmental difference betwgzzt;}r]n :i{)lptgr or Scheme

negative and po .EZ. own-plunning Act is the diﬁer‘:ncwtll)ﬂumm—

the negative org:lll ive and in this question of town d e betweeh

might even say rut}?ll:ess;lmlt no%'”dsmge has to be Eluccessfu‘lal‘;3 l:f([ln enz

powers and stat y applied, with a view to establishi on

definite ad us of the local authority if > & lShlng the

to lurk behi o be essential for the sh . UOn-

the Inttor a;r;df t‘i}l1e substu'nce of co-operation be?;lroewtﬁf (;)omp‘.ﬂslon
ally appreciated. The advent of the Cor:m'en_eﬁts of

issioner i8

a step in the ri i )
ght direction whi . .
pal development more effect ivvve-wh should render this side of munici-

I have the honour to be,
Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

R. DANN,
Director of Town-planning.

|

|

|

|
\

APPENDIX A.

wn-planming Schemes under Preparation.

Progress of To

Number and name of schewme.

Dateof first
notificationt.

Date for publica

tion under
section (1) oF
submission ¢
under section 12.

Remarks.

@ MCNICIPAL SCHEMEB.

Bellary—
1. Wardlaw Road 8chool
Schems.
2. Satyanaraya-napet Exten-
sion Scheuie.

4. Goulibada Scheme

4, Pathakandakam Extension
Scheme.

Bszwada—
5. Scheme No. 1

6. Do. No.2
1. Do. No. 3 v
8. Do No. 4 . .
g. Do. 0.5 v
Calicut— .
10. Calicut Town-planning
sScheme.
Cannanore—

11. Nalivayal Scheme
12, Pandaravalapu Scheme .-

Coz’mbat&rc-—
13. Power House
Scheme No. 5.

‘Ward

Conjeeveram—
14, Railway
Scheme.

15. Munanthiruvi\l
am

Station  Area

a Manta-
Extension

Scheme.

Coonoor—

16. Alwarpet Extension
Scheme.

15 Oct, 1931,

14 Oct, 1938.1

15 Uct. 1952,

16 Vet 20
14 Jan. 1954.F

20 July 1932,

20duly 190-
10 July 1934

1 Moy 1982
30 Apr. 19341

5 July 1927.
31 Dec. 1934.*

Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.

26 Nov. 1929.
1 Oct. 1936.*

12 Sep. 1931.

1 Sep. 1933.1
Do,

925 Apr. 1932.
24 Apr. 1o34.t

18 Dec. 1928

31 Dec. 19342
Do.

19 Jan. 1934

g Jan. 2T
18 Jan. 19301

) Time-barred. Fresh action
to be taken under section
10 or 12.

|
J
) Maximum extengion of time
| under section 11 sanctiop-
? ed. No progress made in
J preparatlon.

Scheme for part area propar-
ed and published on izth
January 1984 and pending
submssion to Government.
Separale scheme for the
remamniog 8&rea not yel
taken up.

Draft schemes and lay-outs

17 copsidered by the Council.
Pending publication for
public criticism.

Extension of time for sab-
wmission granted. Resurvey
map awaited.

Time-barred and the Council
proposed  to drop the
scheme.

pPubhshed on 31st August
1933, and pending sub-
wission.

Scheme not published. Since
re-notified under section 12.

Draft schemes and lay-outs
under consideration _of
Council. Pending publi-

cation.

Original’ notification time-
parred, Fresh notification

made during the year.



Number and name of scheme.

Cuddulore—

17. Old Town Town-planning
Scheme.
Dindigul—
18, Paraikulam
No. 5.
19. Bodinayakkanpatti
Scheme No. 7.
Ellore—
20. Narasimharaopet Scheme
No. 1.
21. Ramachandraraopet
Scheme No. 2.
22, Venavalivaripeta Scheme
No. 3.
Erode—
23, Town-planning
o4 T No. 1.
. Town-plannin,
N oql 8

Scheme

Scheme

Scheme

25. Town-planning  Scheme
No. 4.
26. Town-planning
No. 3.
Hospel—
27. Malarial
Scheme.

Scheme

Zone Area

Karatkudi—
28. Railway Station
Scheme No. 1.
29. Minakshipuram  Exten-
sion Scheme No. 2.
30. Naganathapuram Exten-
sion Scheme No. 3.
Kumbakonam—

31. Scheme No. 1

Area

32, Do.

Madras—
33. Nungambakam Eastern
Section Scheme.
34 Nungambakam Western
Section Scheme.
35. Mylapore Eastern Section

Scheme.
36, Lloyds  Road

No. 2

ven

Soh Area,
37. Cat};’egxl'zle. Ar !
Schome. (South)

12

Date of first
notiflcation.
Date tor publica-
tion under
soction 1(1) or
submission(*)
under section 12,

Remarks.

(@) MUNICIPAL SCHEMES—cont.

7 June 1927 No progress. Since proposed
1 Mar. 1930.* to be dropped.
6 Dec. 1932, Extension of time granted.
1 June 1934.* Draft schemes and lay-outs
Do. furnished. Not yet pub-
lished.

19 Feb. 1928.

= 28. ] Application for extension of
1 A}))r. 1933.*
o.

time made; since sanction-
ed {ill 31st March 1935.
Revised lay-out for xcheme

Do. No. 1 furnished.

14 June 1932,

13']“83.1954'* Maximum extension of {ime

granted. Area under sur-
19 Sep. 1932 vey by Deputy Surveyor,
18 Sep. 1934.1
14 June 1932
18 June 1534.1
20 Apr. 1933,
20 Apr. 19.5.F

Lay-out plan furnished to
ouncil.

Scheme re-notified under
scction 10.  An interim
lay.out for allotment of
municipal land  within
scheme furnished. Maxi-
mum time for publication
since sanctioned by Gov-
ernment,

26 July 1932,
31 Mar. 1935.*
Do.

Extension of time sanctioned.
Draft scheme and lay-out
plan for portion of Scheme
No. 1 (civicarea) furnished.
Muaps for the rest under

Do. I
preparation.

94 Jan. 1998, ]I xtension of time sanctioned.

ekl ekimisall Schedules being prepared.
1 Octi.)(1)954. . I Not yet publishged? P

29 May 1928,
31 Oct. 1934%
7 Oct. 1930,

31 Mar. 1934%

}
19 Aug. 1930, I

Schemes approved by Coun-
cil. Pending publication.

Schemes under consideration
of Council. Not yet
published.

30 July 1934 %
Do.

Do.

18

Date ot irst
notification:

Date for publica-
tion under
section 11(1) of
submission(*)
under section L

Number and name of scheme.

Remarks.

(a) MUNICIPAL SCHEMES—cont.

Madras—cont.
38. Nungambakam Northern
Section Scheme.
39. Nungambakam Northern
Soction Central.

14 July 1932.
ﬁjﬁ}’@m
Do.

40. Mylapore Southern Sec- Do.

tion Scheme. Do

41. Thousand Lights Area .
Scheme.

42. J a%annathapumm Aret Do.

43. Kil c;hffl ® Garden Area Do.
heme.

44, Tondinrpet Scheme No. L Do.

45. %o. No. 2. Do.

46. Do. No.3. o.

1% July 1933.

Sec- 1@ July 1do
47. Mylapore ‘Western {7 Tuly 19347

tion Scheme.

/
R 18 Dec. 1927
izai S. Bank Exten- ‘
5 Va;ig:l; Scheme. 31 Mar. 1934.*
49. Ellisnagar Extension Do.
Scheme.
50. Sonth-west Fxtension 13 Dec. 1(9:21.;_
" Scheme. 30 Apr. L)."f;z.
51. Thaikal Block Improve- 15 Nov. 1334.‘
* 7 ment Scheme. 3‘——31’—’_"'1 ar. 11 931
52 West Ponnagaram M_g.,_.._-;
© " gcheme (Parb I). 50 Apr. 1934
53 Kollambattral Block o.
" ™ Improvement Scheme. Do,
b4, Uppukard Block Improve-

ment Scheme. 12 Sep. 1922

Extension
5b. Eagt:g:me (Part IT). 30 Apr. 19?,4..
] Ponnagaram 30 Nov. 19‘33.
% W 29 Nov. 19341

t I1). e
Scheme (Par [{)ousing 51 July 1933.

!
\ 5L Minakshi Mills 55 SuI TR
i

Scheme.
Mangalore— 92 Feb. 1928.
Road Area 4« 1te
58. Falnce e 50 June 1934°

and Nandiguda 16 July 1929.

59. Railway an¢ o heme. 30 June 19347
N%gd?'/ll‘lé—;n-planning Scheme 21 Dec. 1933.
' " for the ares between ry

Town and Railway.

]

Draft schemes and lay-out
y plans furnished to Council.
Not yet published. Since
roposed for notification
under section 12,

J

Scheme notified during the
year. Lay-out plan sent to
Council.

Extension of time _for sub-
mission sanctioned. Scheme
not yet published. Further
Extension of time required.

Do. Lay-out plan
revised and sent to Council
recently.

\

Scheme not yet published.

'} Further extension of time
'\ required.

|

i

J

Re-notified. Lay-out plan

gent to Council.
Re-notifizd. Plan under pre-

paration. Extension of
time for publication
required.

Extension of time granted.
Scheme not yet published.
Time for submission since
extended till 31st December
1934.

Time for submission since ex-
tended till 31st December

" 1934, Lay-out plan revised
and sent.

Qection 9 resolution passed.
Not notified pending pre-
paration of plan.



Number and name of scheme.
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Date of first
notification,
Date for publica-
tion under
section 11(1) or
swubmission(*)
under secetion ]2,

Remarks.

(a) MUNICIPAL SCHEMES—cont.

Palameottah—
61. Newly Extended Munici-
pal Area Scheme.

Palpi—
62. Railway Station
cheme.

Area

Proddatur—

63. Sriramulupet Extension
Scheme,

Rajahmundry—
64. Town-planning Scheme
No. 1.

65. Town-planning Scheme
No. 2.

66, Town.planning Scheme
No. &

67. South Extension Scheme.

68. North Extension Scheme.

Salem—
69. East Ammapet Extension
Scheme.

Srirangam—
70. South Rayagopuram Ex.
tension Scheme,
71. Jambukeswara
sion Scheme.

72. Railway affected Area
Scheme (Part IT).

Exten-

Tinnevelly—

73. Town-planni Sch
o P ng Scheme

74. Towgn-g]anning Scheme
No. 2,

5, To;{v(x)l'-g.lanning Scheme

Trichinopoly—
. Town-planning  Scheme
No.
77 Do. Ng.é
78 Do. No. 3
79 Do, No. 4.

11 Mar. 1930.
31 Dec. 19339

10 Apr. 192,
31 Mar. 1933.%

1 Mar. 1931
30 Apr. 1933.1

26 Jan. 1926,

31 Dec. 1934,
Do.

Do.
30 Sep. 1931,

ot
25 Apr, 1933.
T

2 May 1933.
1 May 19344

25 Oct. 1927.
Do."’

25 Oct. 14927
31 Jap. 1934,%

18 Oct. 1927,

31 July 1933.#
Do.

Do.

Extension of time for sub
mission sanctioned. Not
yet published.  Further
extension of time required.

Scheme not get published,
Extension of time also not
applicd.

Scheme published on 29th
April 1933.  Pending
submission.

Extension of time sanctioned
Echemes pending publica-
ion.

Scction 9 resolution only
¢ passed. Not yet notified.

e —

Re-notified.  Lay-out
draft scheme
Council. Maximum time
for  publication  since
sanctioned (till 1 May 1935).

and
sent to

Schemes deferred l}ending
general town-planning
scheme,

Part scheme submitted for
sanction. Scheme for re-
maining areas not yet taken
up.

1 Council proposed to keep the
schenies 1n abeyance until
finances of the Council
improve. Governmenthave
recently asked Council to

apply = for extension of
time,
Schemes proposed to be

dropped,

Number and name of scheme.

15

Date of first
notification.
Date for publi
cation under
section 11(1) or
submission (7)
under Section 12.

Remarks.

(a) MUNICIPAL SCHEMES—cont.

80. Town planning‘ Scheme

No. 5.

81. Chintamani Rosd Scheme.
82. Boulevard Road Scheme.

83 Puthur West Extension
Schemae.

Tléflw %Tv;l—l-planning Scheme A.
85. Do. lg
86. Do. C.
87. New  Melur Station

Scheme.

Veslg.wg;livanpet Extension

Scheme. ]
89. Kagithapattadm Exten-
sion Scheme. Br.
90. Sankaranpalailyam
tension Scheme.

30 Jan 1932,
i Aug. 1934%.

Do.
Do.

Do.

19 July 1927.
31 Mar. 1934.%
Do.

Do.

4 Mar. 1930.

14 June 1927,
1 Sep. 1932%
0,

14 June 1927,
30 June 1934,

-notified and directed under

R'esection 39(1) of the District
Municipalities Act to be
gubmitted to Government
for sanction. 1

schemes modified an

rOlfilirected to be submitted
under section 39(1) of the
District Municipalities Act.

Newly called for under sec-
tion 12,

]ISchemes not yet published.
' Further extension of time
,} for submission to be
| applied.
J
Scheme proposed to be
dropped.
Do.

Pending publication. Far-
ther extension of time for
submission required.

(%) LocaL BOARD ScHEMES.

Aruppukottai P-—

91, North-east Extension
Scheme. )
92. South-west Extension
Scheme.
Chinglss D'f{; Town-plan-

bar
93. Tar!lrixng home.

lur P.—
K%?%:i‘;hnapﬂrm

Scheme.

Extension

i T.B.— .
L(gg.u%alT udi Town Extension

heme.

M lagiri P—
gg%\iag;g;lagiri Town-plan-
ning Scheme,

7 Apr. 1927

B siaiiisidua

Do.t

16 June 198°,
31 Mar. 1934*,

12 Feb, 1931.
11 Feb, 19331.

26 Feb. 1929.
T Aug, 1934*

Ve .

| Section 9 resolution only
t passed. Not yet notified.
J

Extension of time sanctioned.
Scheme finally approvad by
Board. Whether sabmitted
or not there is no infor-
mation.

heme published under sec-

Sction llpon 3 February 1933.
No information as to fur-
ther action taken.

Txtension of time sanctioned.
Scheme pending publication
and should be transferred
to Panchayat as Taluk
Board abolished.

heme published, 8 proved
Scarilin suﬁmitted thﬂm the

year f
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Date of firat
__notiflestion,
Date tor publi-
cation under
section 11(1) or
submission (*)
under section 12

Number and name of scheme. Romarke.

Nidadavoly P— (b) Locar, BoarD SCHEMEs—cont.

9. Bamayapeta  Extonsion 16 Sop. 1932
Schemeo TFa o 103t
: 15 Scp. 14341, Sch t
98. Plot No. IIT Extension “bo. cdfé';‘;,ed"mp(’“d o bo
. Scherce. '
V1('l,((ld}mclm.lmn T.B~
99. (wué)l.ilput Extension 16 Feb. 1933, Scheme approved by Taluk
cheme, 15 ¥eb. 19341, Board on 19th January 1934,
Published or not is not
known. Taluk Board
having becn abolished the
Panchayat should be asked
to tuke further steps
APPENDIX B.

Sunctioned Town-planning Schemes. -

(a) MUNICIPAL SCHEMES.

. . .
(Schemes ganctioned during the year under review.)

Anakapalle.

1. Nidanam Doddi Scheme.—(G.Os. Nos. 1045, P.H., dated 26th May 1925, and
i}?(}, ]1;.)1;1-, dated 31st May 1932) Fort St. Georyge Gazette Notiﬁcation}: dated gi‘st

ay 1927{—

Extimated {Total Rs. 2,96,000

T'ot: No further progress made in the execution.
cost. Net  Rs.

67,000 To expedite sale of sites, reduction of price of
) . . ~ land from Re. I to annas 14 per square yard
and relaxation of cortain regulations with a view to permit sites being used for

arden or cultivation purposes were proposed and approved b
%ouncil to submit modified scheme. proposed and pprove y Government.

Chinglepus.

* 2. Qundur Fields Twwn-planning Scheme.~—(G.0. No. 1430, P.H.,, dated 2
.}g?:\f 1933) Fort 8t. Georye Gazetle Notiﬁcaéion No. 836, dated st Augzt::.
Estxmatetl{fl‘otal Rs. 52,650 Revenue Divisional Officer, Chingleput
appointed as  Arbitrator—(G.0. No. 844,
P.H., dated 27th March 1934}, The schem o
d connecting Perumal Koil Road and Sadras Road.
Ing on_cither side of that road will be acquired for
acres being reserved for market and playground.

cost,. Net  Rs. Nil.’

will open up a new road
Lands about 19 acres (l)y
building sites, about 34

Chittoor.
8. Vanniar Block Extension.Scheme N
Dlock E Seh 0. 1.--(G.0. No. 1597, P.IL,  dated 21st
September 1923) F,,4 8¢, (Georye Gazette Notification, dated 25th ScptemberL1927i
Estimated [ Total  Rs. 6,000 Schewe completely exccuted, Betterment
cost, Net Ra, 800 levied.

4. Vanniar Block Ewtension Scheme No. 2.—(G.0. No. 1902, P.H., d
r Bloc : e No. 2, .0. No. , P.H., dated 16th
November 1923) Fort St. George Gazette Notification, dated 27th Novmub:r91923-'"

Estimated [ Total Rs. 4,190 Scheme completely exe t
cost, {mm levied, P y exccuted. Bettermen

17

Coimbatores

—(z.0.
Towﬂ—/:lannin(} Scheme—(&

o . . . 49
J S Reil‘.)3gw?:rt St. George Gazette Notification, No
anuary

P.H, dated 22nd
NS 172’2, dated 6th Mareh

1934— 20.400) )
. tal Rs. sUSY ther comprise the
Estclg;:ted {%{”’Rs. 15,900 TheS:ung‘f m:,fs gggxﬁbatore, covering an

am Town- | eastert ores. They provide for &
am 1o area Ofl a?lol;lt Iz,gtn:nathapmam' R—‘apm}mcken{
oad tHO gd Red Fields villages forming par

by pass road connectin Trichino-

*6 Rumwchandmpzu

] s Scheme— "

Illa;:i;:;/)nted Total ’Rj“'[;‘g%gg ‘?paluiyam an
Rs. 19

£ g ring or- aivs runk roads
cost. Net o oly Madras and Mettupalaiy ‘tﬁe town from
7, Papanaickenpabtiy®™ bod 'relieving the centre ©
Schem.e - Re. 31300 through trathc.

imated [ TO 217 850
Etimated | yer  Be )

Karur. o s
\H., date une
West Town Extension Scheme.—~(G.0- No. 1465, P
8. Wes
R otal  Rs. 10000} N
Esggxted Net Re. 10000 The Council had to defer land acquisition

i ounds. Three-year limit for
; i Caten- | financial groun Yo e e
9. Amrravathi Bmglg. Lﬁeéf;’ ?zgquisition hagksge&:::z?gzén‘;:
sion Scheme.~(G: Jajgy Bo s revo
; th June
Vi, daed 108 2800 M50 5500 |
Batimated [ L =—"Rs. 5,500

Madras City.
No. 2275, L. and M, dated 30th June 1925)

liyur Scheme_.—-(G..O. 0. 0ot July 19256— .
B 1}tOS ?7({;60%71%3{%”6 Notification, d;::,(:me completed. No betterment levied.
ort St. .

Eetimab od Nil

e Eastern S

2})15;;11(‘{ %”gb;l_a:lnq‘M., datg%ﬁh January

%igon. dated 10bh February 14 ;2 -
timated Total Rs. 34, "1
B CIOS'('- {Net Rs. Nib.

ding activity both in C

. and M., dated 3rd Februaary
60”0’1'—((}'0'41113??('))3813':)11'; Snlrf George Gazette Notifica-

me is merged in the revised

a. More
Mambalam larger are ;
of sites in Corporation area.

tion and private areas.

This sche
scheme for
rapid sale

i orpora
Considerable buil
Madura.
—(G.0. No. 338, PH, dated 24th
, Extension Scheme, Pa'rtNg{;iﬁ(catiOn, dated 1st March 1927 -

2, Easter . m :
12. Eas St. George Guzette No further progress is reported.

February 1927) Fort
To *
Bstimste? Rs. 66,217 ‘ H., dated 17th Septem-
cos;. Ik 'l‘{ul ljn Euxtension SChizn?-}i_éﬁigﬁ %3%258&h1§'o;en?ber 1920 P
13. Soleku / . Gazette Noll s .
ber 1929) Fort it. tG;BO I?; 134790 No further progress 18 reported.
i a [Totdl s
mamsit (o o

Mangalore.
204, P.H., dated 26th
ot Ward Block N0, 10 0o rggign(%ﬁéd%(;hlJul§ sl
J 14’1%33‘7;2” 8t. Georg? Gusatte MO codiﬁe’d scheme for restricted acquisition
une b4

M -
) Rs. 43,800 der preparation.
Estimated {']‘:Ota Re. Nil- of Jand under p
cost. Ne
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*15. Guliga Hi
Beptember 1933 ! hluvT‘“”"'Pla”"i"’/ Scheme,~—
) Fort 8t. George Gazette N()tig.catggﬁoalﬂga %g%i,l\ﬁ;&ﬁlgnteﬁdééth
' or -

Estimated [ 2ot
al Rs. 30,100 .

cost, T The Rev C .
- {th Rs. 15,000 g?fo(;“.ted “:nzibiﬂl:tlgio?gl GO(gﬁc;r(; 1\3:!?8%0[&8'
T} provement of a highly congest ; v 27th March 1934, The schemo is for the
1e cost of scheme is pro gested and insanitary arca in the is for the
proposed to be met from the surplus lbal:nf:znvtvxi'ihotfh ”%Je - W'IIL
e Council,

Nellore.

16, d. V. Choul,
Fort 8t - Ultaaitry Area Scheme.—
ort 81, George Guarite Notificatiog, derrs iny )‘f?féhp{%% dated 6¢h March 1928)

Estimated cost--Nj
il. The trustees who are to execute the scheme

advice wit had not pro :
with respuct to permanent alienag.i:)flegg %gxlrgltéllgfp::?; me pending legal

1 . Gllla (3 X1 angs Y Dhanas Uy . N Yy
7 Ge I'I Al ] }I et | xtension ‘(} () ]vo 1“)5 P H (lat(‘d ]Rth l[ﬂ 1928)
f ort L‘;t. arge (;azelte Notthdthll, d(lt(.d 29th 1“ ay 1928'-—
Estlmated ! 10tdl I{:S. ],“)0

cost, quvacr '
o ers scheme who is resuming sites for

Net” Rs Wil ~
8. Nil  garden purposes. Scheme proposed to be merged

In the General \
under Preparatior'xl:own-plannmg scheme which is

Palacole.

18. A. LN. V. Garden &
and 1767, P H., dut rden Scheme.—(G Os. Nos. 1460, P.H.
3k Ao b EL., duted 23rd August 1931) Fort S, George Gézi’t?:%ﬁgcﬁﬁg;‘g 162
y date

Estimat d{ ;
@ Tq@a] Rs. 15,239 Scheme revised and sancti
k ion

cost.
ed by Govern-

Net Rs. 7100 ment. |
.7, :nb. Ro;
levied, uds, ete., demarcatod. No betterment

19. Veumvar: Garden I :
November 1926 and 1)71 [ ension Scheme. ~(G.0
{ : 2 67 ne. -Os. Nos. 2127, P.H.
Notification, dated 4th Jaxiuf;g'ﬁ%%t:d 23rd August 1931) Fort St.HG'eo(,i-i;ze% azﬂttth
Estimated f Total R p ' e
cost, H%ﬂ R 'Schemc revised and sanctioned by (3
s. 4300 Roads, cte., demarcated, No better)xynégﬁrn.mgnt-
evied.

20. Pullivelavari G,
1996) pro Elavari urden Scheme —((3.0. No. 91
. :tim::ztdbt.'r(y;o:g; Gazette N otiﬁcati:)n. dl;gédz}ég' ; a'lIlIu-;.r('i; tle9c}2729th November
g ota .11 N -
iy { o RZ 6’388 for'lhe Proposal of the Council t i
. 6, 'md’constyuction of a Righ schoool u.s‘e the site
and a medified scheme from the Councii:s g{v(;}i)&?ld

Salem,

21, Maravaneri ;
ber 1923) Fore S Grrrricr Scheme~(G.0. N

Estictod Tot‘a]G;»'g;Ociazeue Notification, dﬁ%gg%%tlf’sﬂeﬁtg&fg %itzsep fem-
s 530500 Completed. Ouwis i enore

Net  Rs, 30,500 In the &re:t,.mg)(mizgtit:ncermm g roachmente

22. Devangapuy v mitted. $ ordered to be sub-

329 and 968,'P?)H,d:17;£‘gt5?850" Scheme.—(G,0s. Nos. 1682
wted 14 Septamber s MY 1430 Fort 8. George Gasuss’ Sot i)
ification,

Estimated Total
Lotal Rs. 64,11
! 4 Scheme partially executed. Modifications

cost. =2
Net IR .

s 5000 Kl:-gietrrfgirgﬂdemtion of the Municipal Council

levied, work completed. No betterx::llxt.

*23. Logi Ch
December ngetty Tank Extengion S
4 ¢ and 2552, p ion (_rkemg“((}‘os. Nos. 3080, P.H
' = , P.H., dated 20th

Guzett ; . ) .
e Notification, dateq 18th%é dated 10th November 1933) Fort” St. George

Estimated £ T bruary 193)—
ot AL TOMI RS, 7810 Cortmin dovinsin s
ertain deviation in the alignment of roads

Net RBs. 9410 4
8. 2,410 sanctioned by Government, during the year.

| 1929) Fort St. G

’ 19

11; Extension Scheme.—(G.O. No. 2655, P.H., dated 1st Novem-
ber2%;)2g)‘ldﬁg1(~ltpgt.lGeorge Gazeite Notification, dated 7th January 1930~
Progress not reported.

Estimated {M&@
cost. Net Rs. 8,754
0. No. 2983, P.H., dated 6th Decem-
ated 4th February 1930--

baikuttai Extension S(:hemg.-(G.
A D corge Gazetle Notification, d

ber 1929) Fort St. G
Progress not reported.

Estimated {Totgl_Rs. 8,280
cost. Net Rs. 4,280
No. 2983, P,H., dated 6th December

2atension Scheme.—(G.0s
teg.;:gggm (‘Notiﬁcation, dated 4th February 1930—

Estimated w Progress not reported.
cost. Net Rs. 7,721
- . —(G.0s. Nos_3080. P.H., dated 20th December
1925§7z{n§0i0';1il4 Eﬁtke]”mf]:ite%cgi’éwAufgust 1933) Fori St. Geoige Gazette Notification,
dated 13th December 1930——2(‘0
Estimated Total 1 Rs. 8,26
cost. Net  Rs. 3,960 ;z;r
1 waneri (North) Extension Scheme (
Auzg'stﬂ{g;g)vaF);rtl S, Geor e Gazette Notification, :
timated f Total Rs. 9 000 Arbitrator appointed. The ;}uestlgn of form-
Es mria e . 9,0_00 ing road by the side of Railway in B class
cow Net Rs. % land is under correspondence with the Govern-

' - vate development in rapid progress:
ment. Private develop <o 172, PE dated 22nd

r i vatti Extension Scheme~(G.0. 1 ;
' Jan‘u?a%' ﬁ?'gzgfg'z:ﬂag;f/%e;rge Gazette Notification, dated 6th March 1934—
‘ This scheme is for devclopment of the

2sti 1 Rs. 9,000
Igstm;‘ated {§O:L ‘Rs Nil Maravaneri tank bed and foreshore lands,
cost. ¢ ’ * Teserving in it areas for public institutions

m Municipal College, Mission High School, etc.

26. Ammape

gested by the Arbitra-

Certain deviations su /
overnment during the

were approved by

G.0. No. 1097, P.H., dated 10th
dated 6th September 1932—

H

puch as Sale
Sivakasi.
—(G.0. No. 1564, P.H., dated 24th June

; d Area Scheme.
30. Railway Sta w’é‘uzette Notification, dated 1st July 1930—-

h -t St. George
1980 For 23,000 Owing to high value of land fixed by the
> 0 decided to drop the

i al Rs. J ]
Es.tm}cated { %‘Z”iz 000 Arbitrator, Council ]
cost. Ne ’ ’ scheme. Government have accordingly

revoked the scheme in G.0. No. 528, P.H,, dated 1st March 1934.

Srivilliputtur.
) sasion Area Scheme—(G.0. No. 1563, P.H., dated 24th June
1933?5’5# lgi%s)?q:o&uém Notification, dated 18t July 1930—
; Rs. 12,500 Certain areas proposed to be included in
Eshn}ﬁated [Toral R: 15500 the scheme. Orders of Qovernment in regard
cost. Ne A to variation awaited.
Tirupati.

Janning Scheme No. 1.—(G.0s. Nos. 1796, P.H., dated 8th December
., dated 14th December 1931) Fort St. Georye Gaczette Notifica-

December 1924—
Rs. 1,01,654
Nil. T
. " £
Vet ¥ <
: Nallampattadai Scheme.— G.0. No. 2746, P H., dated 8th November
38, elapadi o am[étazZttelNotiﬁcatio(m Jated 17th December 1929—

1929) Fort St. George . ; ;
tati d [Total Rs. 64,840 No works had been carried out under the
Estimale : scheme. Private developments are taking

cost. Net Rs. 2820
. place,

32, Town-}
1924 and 2427, P.
tion, dated 16th

Estimated [ Total
cost. Net Bs.

Prog 238 not reported.




-t

L1

Virudhunagar,

*34. Kathalompatti Extension Scheme~(G.0. No. 1
May 1933) Fort St. Georse Guazette Notification, dated 11

Estimated f Total Rs. 70,700
cost.

152, P.H. dated 29th
th July 1933—

The Revenue Divisional Officer, Sivakasj,
Net™ Rs. 36,000 appointed as Arbitrator. The cost of scheme

18 proposed to be met from a loan and belter-
ment. The scheme extends over a large areal

ying along the eastern side of the
town and the Railway. It provides sites fo

¢ T power house, travellers’ bungalow,
murket, indusirial area and a central park and also for the construction of a ring

road which had been already completed by the Council,

Vizagapatam.

35, Chengalraopets Blocks 8, 10, ete.—(G.0. No. 770, P H,, dated 27th April
1931) Fort 8t. George Guzelte Notification, dated 28th July 1931 —

Estimated f Total Rs. 68,500

Roads and reserved lands demarcated b
cost. Net Rs.

68500 Arbitrator. Enquiry regarding betterment
' had been completéd and decision of the
Arbitrator being awaited. :

36. Maharanipein Block 4, Scheme.~(G.Os. Nos. 746, P.H., dated 12th April

1927, and 1761, P.H , dated 17th August 1932) Fort St. George Gazette Notification, (
dated 3rd May 1927-- . !
Estimated f Total Rs. 45,800 Ownerls' 8 eflmgpé;sd thl‘ modiﬁe_(i s:lc}fleme
t. Net 30,000 not completed. Modified scheme awaited from
o Net  Rs. 30,000 t}?e Mun‘?\cipal Council.
e
(b) Locat BOARD AREAs,
b2 e MR
b

Kulittalai Taluk Board.

NAX Y 37, Seturatnapuram Extension Scheme.—(G.0O. No. 1694, P.H, dat‘?d. 15th
- August 19:5) Fort St. Georye Guzeite Notification, dated 8th September 1925—

i Total Rs. 4,960 Further execution should be transferred to

Esct(l)!;ated fzg“%—g{o Trichinopoly District Board as Kulittalai

) Taluk Board had been abolished.

¥

Pattukkottai Taluk Board.

38. Pattulkottni Town Extension Scheme.—~(G.0. No. 1103, P.H,, dated 29th
June 1926) Fort St. George Guzetie Notification, dated 20th July 1926 —

Etsimated {Total Rs. 21500 Pending amendment of the Act regardin
cost. Net. Rs. Nil. acquisilion of land after three-year limi
execution was delayed (G.0. No. 746, PH,
dated 31st March 1933.) The execution of the scheme should be transferred to
Tanjore District Board.

Rajapalaiyam Panchayat.
39. Railwny Station Aren Scheme.—(G.0. No. 50, P.H,,
1933) Fort 8t. Georye Gazette Notification, dated 1st M
Estimated [ Total Rs. 15,000 Betterment claim  filed with Arbitrator.
cost. Net Rs. Nil. Aloanof Rs. 10

,000 applied to Government
who have called for certain information as to
amount spent already on scheme, etc

dated 8th January
arch 1932—

Sermadevi-Taluk Board,
ram Town plann'?‘/t‘}o’Sthem

Novethser 193

e.~-(G.0. No. 2870, P.H., dated 6th
Q¢ St Georie Gazette Notifieation, dated 9th December 1930—
Estimated {TM Rs. 5,500 Lay-out revised and a revigsed scheme sanc-
cost. Net Wlts. 2500 tioned during the year. (G.O. No. 2405, P.H,
. . ~ dated 27th October 1933, Ag the Taluk Board
is abolished the® exelfion of scheme should be transferred 4o Tinnevelly
District Board, .
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