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I have the honour to submit the following report of the Administra-
.ion of Town-planning in the Presidency for the year ending 3lst March

1938 :—
I.—ADMINISTRATION OF THE TOWN-PLANNING ACT.

1. Extension of Act (section 39 of the Act).—Including the municipah-
ties to which the Town-planning Act automatically extends, the total

aumber of towns to which the Act was applicable was 139 agafiin

the previous year. The Act was extended to the follmhgg;.;pgc’nem

during the year :— 0
Salur and Palakonda (Vizagapatam district). n! 3
Nandikotkur, Markapur, Polur and Atmakur (Kurnddladistrict).

Kovvur and Penukonda (West Godavari district). }
. Jammalamadugu (Cuddapah district). ta
Kotagiri (The Nilgiris). .
Kadre (Anantapur district). y
Karkal, Coondapur and Puttur (South Kanara distrKR.3

The provisions of the District Municipalities Act :
and building regulations and the building rules we \:Z;ﬁi\
extended to the above panchayats (except Kovvur). The” as
board were empowered to function as executive authority and counci!
under the Town-planning and Distiict Municipalities Acts subject to the

" Polur and Arkonam (North Arcot district). Y

control of the district boards. o
9. Progress made in the appligat’icm of the Act during the past five
years is summarized in the table given below :— - L
} ‘../ Number of towns to
Year. . which Act was
. applicable.
1983-34 .. e e e e 109* £
193435 . e e g T 109¢ .
1035-36 o e wee v 122
193637 wwe e e e 124
. 139' -

193788 e e e e

The year witnessed a large number of applications from panchayats

for extension of the Town-planning Act and ceftain provisions of the
« District Municipalities Act in regard to street control and building regu-

lations.

3

* Excluding Berhsmpur and Parlakimedi included in Orissa.
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. examined in detail and returned to the council for revisi

~ wherein they pointed out that the standin
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3. The extension of the Act to the following places was under con-
templation or was under consideration of the Government :—
Tuni and Razole (East Godavari district)
I?evarapalh (Vizagapatam district) and P
Sulurpet, Kavali and Gudur (Nellore distri
Satyamangalam (Coimbatore district) and

and Pedan: i istri
attikomgla. n(‘iit(llfr:it;lmdflslt? il;:lf)t:) '
ct‘) and Shevaroys (Salem district).
b, Tounplomming 0 " Gudalur (Madura distriet), -
n - ommzittee (seclion 37 o —Duri
the Pithapuram Panchayat Board and MudufmA(;?l;l ggslzg téle y?'?l
cor‘listltut?d ;gecu}g town-planning committees and deleglz)xted ;E{vlvcelrs
under rule 22. Excepting seven municipalities whi
administration of special officers all othlér counglglcl}llagv esmeclilsldetr the
planning committees appointed and functioning during the pe'lr o
For Madras City in view of the constitution of a standiny éoﬁlm'tt
fo_r town-pl'fmnmg and town improvement under section g (@8] f1 tﬁe
City Municipal Act, Government considered that there was no n 0d f G
aT Oiiga;?te spemzl ttowr&-pﬁmning commnittee under section 37 eoef~t1(1):
own-planning Act and that it will be sufficient if the standi
mittee also functions as a special town-planning ittos Tor parnose,
of the Town-planning Act. In consultztion w?tgo?;)?gltdtzeafr(;lmpuzpotsl?
COITpOl‘af}lOD submitted proposals to amend the town I; ing rule
which were under the consideration of the Government ‘Plinning rale

5. Town-planning Trust (section 45 of Act).—The Government dis

. approved the proposal of the Madras City Corporation to form a Town

~planning Trust in G.O. No. 2425, T.S.G., dated 26th June 1937

_ committee f ‘n- i
i_;,ndt }:mpytovemznts could successfully deaiI with towfx-pqg;g?n?r I;l:}?;::;
in the city and recom d i itec ’
- mended the appointment of an Architect for th

6. Gehetal Town-planning Scheme (secti
rehefal ( on 8).—For a |

of mun1q1paht1es ‘the_ Government sanctioned extension :f 1?;1%2 I;umlt)}el
preparation, publication and submission of the scheme. ol

J ' . T <
nary note with maps received from Mayavaram muni be prelimi

cipality wa

‘Fem : L on i i
tespects. . The Chidambaram municipal council revised the Islc}lllér;:rlt;z

posals in the light of the remarks of this departmen ‘
during the year the preparation of draft scherﬁes dul; (?élr;lsulllﬁdertto}?'
department. The municipal councils mentioned in paragraph 21ngf ]
last year report to whom the note with maps was returnl:)sd h o
resubmlttesl the same after revision up to the end of the ~re o
the year nine municipal councils submitted the preliminar e 1
note and maps under rule 25 of the Town-plannin T or ot

Durin
anator
g rules as per statemer

given below :—

('h' ' Received on Received
“hingleput 5 ... 17th Mav 1937 Oot e
Cuddapah..c 114t May 1937, Perigaiainn Ard R ovember 198

indignl ... ... "2nd feptember 1937. Salem ehraars 1938.

1st March 1938,

Karur . . 24th Decemher 1937, 1st March 1938

Kodaikanal 214 March 1938.
These and ten others which were ing sf \
-nese : vine pending since last
examined and reviewed within the year forgwant of sstgf?fa;rfgutlid ot
pressure of other current work. For the scrutiny of the ex ]fne tm-
notes submitted by the councils and the suggestion of a draflt) Zﬁi;

scheme suitable for each town having regard to the loca) conditions a1

Tenali

3

nature of existing occupations, an appointment of & separate assistant,
a surveyor and a draughtsman are urgently needed.

Although 36 municipalities and two panchayats had so far submitted
their notes, none of the proposalé put forward is, however, a complete
work, a comprehensive plan for the development and improvement of a
town. The municipalities or the local authorities do not appear to have
given liberally of their time and study nor have they employed adequate
staff for detailed survey, collection of statistics, study of the defects
and the possible lines of improvement and development, etc. As povted
out already this department with its very meagre staff was also unable
to render any help practically in this direction, being unable even to
cope with its routine work. Under these conditions no serious attempt
to prepare comprehensive plans for towns can really be made.

7. Detailed town-planning schemes (sections 9, 10 and 12 of Act).—

" A statement summarizing the position of detailed town-planning schemes

at the end of the year 1s furnished in Appendix I which gives the name

and extent of scheme, and progress made. The increase in the nuwber

of detailed schemes during the past five years is given below :—
Nuomber Number

Number of Number of
‘gol‘i‘i?sl schemes. ?)f)(li?::.l schemes.
1933-34 48 146 1936-37 61 206
1934-35 52 173 1937-38 68 228¢
1935-36 59 192

Appendix IT gives a comparative statement showing the extent
brought under actual town-planning control in each town and the tctal
area of town. Detailed schemes were in force in 53 ont of the 83
municipal towns and 13 out of the 56 panchayat towns, to which the
Town-planning Act had been extended. Most of the areas in Bezwada,
Coimbatore, Erode, Guntur, Karaikudi, Mangalore, Rajahmundry ard

. Vizagapatam were under town-planning control. In Madras, Trichino-

poly, Tuticorin, Minnevelly, Srirangam, Salem, Palamcottah, Cochin,

Madura, Hindupur, Dindigul and Ellore the developing areas were under

town-planning control. » .
8. New town-planning schemes (section 10).—During the year 24

town-planning schemes were newly ~undertaken or notified under sec-

tion 10 of the Act by 12 Municipalities and 3 Panchayat Boards.

9. Time barred (schemes re-notified under section 12 or 10).—The
following schemes which were time barred or where there were some
discrepancy or other in the original nofification were re-notified by

- councils or Government under section 10 or 12 of the Act :—
© Madras City.

Harpess and Saddle Fac- By Goverﬁment; section 12,

tory area.
o Perambur North ... Do.
- Dindigul Schemes 1,2, 4,5and 7 . Do.
- Adoni . Schemes 2 and 3 . Section 10, Conneil, 24th Decomber 1937.
. Bellary gaﬁvmangangpet extension. Bo. 7th March 1938
" Fllore ... Schemes No. 0. 7th .
Oolacamund. Exchsuge Hall and Green October 1937

‘Fields o e Do. 27th September 1937,
10. Extension of time granted under section 11 of the Act.—In the

" ease of seven schemes which could not be prepared and published with-
.in one year’s time prescribed in section 11, Government granted neces-

sary extension of time,

" . Omitting four schemes dropped with the approval of Government.
1.a ' : :
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11, Eztension of time granted u -

’ ne nder section 12.—
further extension of time for submission of 532-BchGovergment granted
palities. emes in 14 munici-

12. During the year thirteen draft ‘ i
A It tOW - 1' i
outs were furnished by this department f:rptﬁznflcﬁll%o:;zegn}ﬁ with lay-

Calicut ... Kottaparamba Impr
Eller ek, wprovement | Madrss ... Pernmbur North  Area
ore ... Scheme No. 3. ol Teme.

Cocanada ... Neulams Garden Schemo. Thousand Lights Area

Kodaikanal. Friur-lncgc}xlands Town-Flann- Hu?rcxle}fqm :\'nd Sadd

Ootacamund Exclgmngeel?{e;{u and Qreen K_lAre:i%chem: lo Factory
. Ficlds Scheme, ilpauk Garden Area Scheme.

Tadpatri ... HLgCI} school Extension Trichiro- gz%:mfi":)t:“p“s‘:‘@ Scheme,

Scheme. poly. Scheme n Station (Par% 2)

Three schemes submitted by the ; o ren S
law sqhool scheme, new mtlqucipal }ziltle‘txgiorr??;rigmé‘ iotm‘cl-l FWard~
extension) were scrutinized and returned to the council . -{indlayanapet

In the case of Valparai ( Coimbatore) Government dV_VI S
preparation of scheme may be deferred till the proceed e et e
allotment of sites to Indian settlers and temple were(é:)lf?pi:t 1'§gard to

. ed.

13. Schemes approved and ] i
published f itict .
the year three schemes in Madras City, thré:Tinp]l;l;gfn.lcgtligsm'_Durmg
in b]i’»'ezwgda. and one in_Tadpatri as detailed below ;&;e a,ugf ard two
_public criticisms under section 11 of the Act with the d pos shed for
o eh e dates noted against

Madras Corporation. Thousand Lights Area ., 21
.ll(ai%rggggm(\puréun irea 21 :: gﬁgﬁﬁ:ﬁy }33388
_ : Far 1
Bodinayaklkanur . Kosapaslniyam e;lxtell;(;?ﬂ'l:l. Rail. 2dth Februar);v 1938.
way Station Area and ’
Nadupatti Extension S [ 1ot July'1937.
Bezwada .. No. 1 (2) and Sc}(l):me cll\}gt.ngj '

Tadpatri . High 8 ; :
. gh School extension 9
_ . . 20d S
1i4n. ’I;tl)lwn planning schemes submitted for sanction (s:pt;mber oo
g the year eleven town-planning schemes were ﬁnaltlzywn 14).—5
approve

and submitted by municipal e i
of Revenue as detailed belI())w :(i)imCllS throngh the Collector and Board

Date of snbmission

Hindupnr Hi 1 iel
] I e igh School Extensio by municipality.
Bl .. Railway Station Area (i) .. 2}) September 1937,
Saidapet ~ Schemes 1,2,3,4 .. -+~ 22nd April 1937.

pet .. .. West Mambalam .. .. .. 17th June 1937.

a

15. T'welve town-planning schemes that were”r;xubmitted ix; th
e pre-

vious years and pending with tt ;
are given below :— S 1e Collectors or the Board of Revenue

SIR)“? and year of
. m .
Rajahmandry .. Schemesl, 2 3 by ::,slgz-of schome
Madura .. Kollambates: o 26th Mas ipality.
x ;11111? atrai Block Improvement: 25th Fﬂll;ch 1937
S(?t?th-%{’a ?lé)ck Improvement ... 10th Ne Taeny 1301,
Palamcottah New M °st Bxtension .. ~. 10th ovember 1936,
Kod . ew Municipal Fxtension it November 1936
Kedpaler . Krionnn bl S RPN
ner's Sche g uly 19
Nellore o O more Fact RS..' No. 424, etc. 31st May 193354.'

v 30th September 1 ;
3£sb October 16535.935.
we  18th March 1936.

Cathedral South .

vee e

Lloyds Road Ares ...

' 5

16. During the year six schemes Were received by the department
from the Board of Revenue of which the following four were forwarded

to Government for sanction :—

ate of receipt {*ate on which
from Board of forwarded to
Revenue. Government.

Ath December 1937, 3rd March 1938.
24th Febrary 1937,  10th March 1938.
20th August 1937.

Calicut ... No.1 Scheme
Cocanada, Neelams Garden Scheme 2 r
Vellore ... Sankarampalayam Faten. 27th April 1947,
sion (returncd by Govern=
ment  for  jurnishing ‘
certain Schedules). . ‘
Madras ... Nungambakkam liast ... 92nd February 1938. 3rd March 1938.

The following two schemes were pending scrutiny in the depart-

ment :(— .
Date of receipt from

the Board of
Revenue,
Adoni—Town- lanning Scheme No. 1 . " w. 11th June 1937,
Coimbatore—"1 own-planning Scheme No. 5 .. e .. 2lst March 1938,

17. During the year eight schemes were returned by Government
to the respective councils for revision and resubiuission, duly attending
to the remarks of the Board of Revenue and the Director as noled

below :—
) Government Order number
‘ and date.
Dindigul Schemes 1,%,4,5 and 7 veturned G.0.No 1689, L.8.G., dated
with reference to revised 12 Gth May 1937.
nmﬁc?&fioﬁ" &1 G.0 No. 490, P.H., dated
icori Scheme art ) 0. No. , P.H., date
Tuticorin ( N E())t W Febrggry 1{38' )
... West Poonagara §)] . . No. 3597, ".H,, ated
Trichi ly .. Scheme No.5 an New Town G.0. Ms. No. 601, H.,
richlnopoly Station (1) dated 156th February

1938,

18. Nine town-planning schemes that were submitted in the pre-
vious years and pending sanction of Government are given below :—

Date aof sub- Date of receipt Date on which
- . mission by from Board of forwarded to
Jocal bodies. Bevenue, Government.

Chiug]eput District Board—

Tambaram Town-planning 14th May 1934.  16th Oct. 1934. - 28th Nov. 1934,

scheme.
Madras—
Nungambakkam—-West (Part 29th Mar. 1935.  16th Dec. 1935, 7th Mar. 1936.
1) lscheme. ’
Mangnlore— 96th June 1934,

Kodialbail East ward scheme. . 99nd Jan. 1934.
‘West o Do. e Do.

Bezwa‘t'ia—- .
Scheme No. 1 (Part 1) 14th Mar. 1935.  23rd Mar. 1936. 20th Aug. 1936.
scheme.

jchinopoly—
Tr(‘)(;tt:lol{)c (golony scheme ... 20th Ang. 1934. 12ih Feb, 1937,  23rd Mar. 1937,

1 P -
SaAegma ot East scheme . 2ond July 1985.  7th Aug. 1936. 27th Aug. 1936

Dindigu . . .
D digul West (No. 3) 10thAng. 1937. 12th Feb 1937.  29th Jan. 1938
scheme. )
Srirangam— , .
Fway affocted area (Part1 22nd Dec. 1933, 13th July 1934, 28th July 934,

Rai
scheme).
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. 19. Schemes sanctioned durin
the year the Government
Mangalore in G.Q. No. 1

appointed the Revenue Divisional Officer gg arbitr

in G.0. No. 989, P.H., dateq 11th March 1948
number of sanctioned schemes wag 38 4t the end of t)e year,
number of schemes subm; i

g the year [section 14 (37].
sanctioned only the Walpeer Road g
631, dated 3rd May 1937,

l (section 17 of Act) —Besides 483
building applications in Madrag City 'l‘own-planning areas, ten
i Calicut ang seven in Nellore, the following layouts in ¢
approved or revised gnq recommended to Igeg) bodies :—

Bezwada (2), Ellore (1), Coimbatore 3), Erode 2), Hindu
Karaikudi (1), Nellore 1),

mundry (1), Trlchinopoly (7), Madura (1), Sal
City (15).

OWDs were

dpatri (1), Rajah.
em (2), Vizaga.patam (7) and Madras
During the period between the date of first notifi

under section 1() or 12 and sanction of schemes develg
lated to accord with the proposed schemes ang gene
authorities ang councils exerciged their

powers in granting or refysip
Permission under section 17 in consultation with this department,
21. Variations to  sanctioneq

schemes [section, 15 (2) of Act].—
During the year variations to the following schemeg Were confirmed and
given effect to :——

cation of scheme
Pments were regu-
rally the €xecutive

) . . Variationg Providing o,
Salem——Devangapuram extensijon Minimum extent of ajitq reduced o

1000 square feet ; continuous byjlg.
] . ings allowed,
Dadubaikuttai €xtension ...

30 feet width of streets; minimum ex-
tent of site u

of P to 1,800 g uare feet

Permissible by the Directo;‘] of To;:-
planhing,

Draft variations to the following sche

0es were publisheq
Madura—-Sokkikulam extension Proviqing for adjustment of boundarieg
of sites with APproval of the Director
) ) of Town-planmn -
Coxmbatore~Red Flelds,. Ramanathg. Providing fo, Cefinition of dwelling
Puram  4pq Papanalckenpalayam house anq allowing o house to 5
schemes. site and copye) of clevation of
bulldmgs, ete. :
The revised ¢

chemes for Tirupat;

| ud Rajapalayam Railway
; eceived from the local authoritieg were Scrutinized and
forwarded witl, remar

ks to Government. The Govemment returned the
schemes to the local authorities for mak i
light of this departme

Ing suitable variations jn the
nt’s remarksg,
The Mangalore Counqil submitted Proposals for

( : a larger acquisition
than that contemplated in the Guliga Hithly scheme Providing for 4
bus-stand in the interior anq for shop siteg ip the two.roaqd frontages. A
revised layout for bus-stand ang shops with designg fop three-storeyeq
shop construction wag sent to the municipality and the g eme wag
recommended to be varied suitably following the Procedure Ig
under section 15 of the Town

id down
-planning Act,
The Vizagapatam Counci]

s:ubrnitted the modifieq scheme of Maha.
ranipeta Block 4. After scrutiny it wag submitted ¢,
sanction, '

Government for

- No. 1 an
Station scheme r

\

Qupur (3), Hospet (2), -
Srirangam (6), Tuticorin @), Ta j

. .

. .

. . ¢ ved. ‘ SN Nidanam
extension ‘lﬂhlcfhsxg: ?(l))rp r](i)llectric Supply Corporation in the
The sale o

rlOWIl I&nnlng S(Jhelll(-r, Ikndk(}/ duue, was ap )IOVGd by GOV

il fr aying
st of the council to exempt thn Corliﬁflgnimm pay
ment. - The req;lﬁe unsold sites was refused by vaethe Gundur Fields
ground rent Ogtion of sites for depresse((lJ classeri ell?t The Coimbatore
The reserv approved by Govern ‘ ore
. t, was approve REAR f certain roads in the sa
scheme, Chingleput, Is for acquisition of ce : sted the
i ted proposals rh angalore Council reque
Council submit llector. The Manga heme.
i : to the Collecto : 10, Market Ward sche
tioned schemes C lands in the Block 10, nd 14 soheme,
Collectofl . acqu;}e ttllll: Chengalraopeta Blocks 10, 12 and
" In the case

: 1th February
tam, Government in G.0O. No. 573, P.H.., dated 1
- Vizagapatam,

i ir 3banc f the case, there
( ﬁxing as in the specml circumstances o
. . ,
for bettermen

et T section 14.

tion 12 notification and notlﬁ,ca.t o :fmll)(:atterment for

is a merger Of sec Salem (]Ouncil to Wa-l‘ve ]_‘e(_,OVely rovea overn-
The request of the | Chetti Tank extension was app ‘23’159
a few years in Logi Che e/

: 1 ex ensi;)ﬂ, Gog_ai |
s o in e sobomiss 18 o ot
| e redlslcflc;;l as also in the schewes 1’d b; the Government.
extension, dalem, ils was not approve
. the councils
recommended by

ildi 8 con-
i i where a building wa p
ravanerl extension, ) building rles an

o (tihg lsiggxilxltell)\rliliolating the tow.n-pltqnnsmg;oangnforce g rules and

o ich t had issued direction ' g tiinesiin

for W1_110h GOV(f%rDtIIﬁZ;l representation by the pcutrtyfw ;ace e iten e

D o s cost, Government as an ac Ot get e the balecoy

b oine ot heé:;’ly step; not projecting into the s 1;) oy sondening 1
boing s}lbl%tdtotheeorder not to be construed as 1n n ‘

being licensed,

i : : ~—8ection 30
,viola,tloljl;- icipal Town-planning Fund (section 30 of Act).—Se
23. Municip

arate Town-planning
i cheme shall form a sep -planing
the dot o towni{)l:)?géﬁgi&re thereon shall behdecf)rgl)lrgﬁ f;g;nsuCh Fund
v andattl;a;caéounts shall be kept by eac
and separ

: icipalities

. fupd in all municipa
) constitution of a hemes and
out of geﬁem}of':ng;iigafgfy as all councils have general sc
appears there ils had separate
gl ottt hat e fow couele bad st

It is a ma tituted so far. 1ple,

. consti « d (for examy
e ed ntlgvgvn}i)l;:gzing sohomes  had “"vé‘;‘;}épi‘ifim and Madura).
sanctione in batore, Chittoor, Salem, : tage from
) ME "& definite percen g

Anakapalle, Coim blication to earmvark a _planning and
Thers is Do statutor};iots f:fl nder property tax fox; 'tlowal i}; respect or
general funds O'Ii‘lfgc A%t would need amendment ir
: t.
Improvemen

. .

i t per annum, as may
‘ t exceeding 5 per cen pe s ey
the gnral a.luem\f proplert}brzzler the existing provisions N a(,)liiy .}Z ety
i & thtf a‘g’;eﬁl i:o be inclined to set apart anpn :
+ ncils do no

A
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councils should, when framin ]
_ ) g annual est
sion to meet the needs of town develg;;nn;i:ei’ _l()lmke o Syate provi
P.H., dated 12th July 1927. i No. 1333,

. The Erode Council 1 i
a fund in the budget of 1938-39 by earmark(ilngdeafllldeiicf)(;n(;m:isgti“xg

from licence fees for co i
: construction and reco 1 11di
equivalent contribution from the genera.llJStruCtlon o buildings and an

similarly earmark receipts from licence fees ot ouher _conncils may

- f 1 .
and contribute an equal amount from generacl)rntliiigi%:ﬁ?xggl ing Fund

24. Provincial Town 3

: : -planning Fund . —U

ilild(lia- Adaptation Act (The Indian Laws Ord[:rlerlg‘g?? Goyernment °
adras Town-planning Act relating to ol Tonmpimi, o B

was directed to be omitted from 1st Aprliirfl)ggécml fown-planning Func

25. Financial success of town )
. -planning sch — i
c;:,;lsnfsssénice)gyt 0{) the Madras ’I‘own-planningg Ac:mleg.% Inso Comfm i
was asss dateod 1ylglle_‘Grovelrnor-Greneral, Governmént in }(} OOII:T ; t1e21‘51‘
to sectio.r’l 35, the pr:v?§f§£b§§ i?l?i(():ixd;iw t}ie Tiention (;f :ttll 2;)\1110':{
. . e ‘calculate

1;23 u?g:gufrétr ;)(f) v&cygmp'ttansz‘lltmn which otherwise would %et%a?glﬁzef grelaﬂj
ppanred for town extension and town Improvement schemes and Otri o
e ossiblon u}[;.der sections 9 and 10 of the Act with‘re . :lse‘
merely whil::h 10 r;a bsc emes but to those of the pending sch oae. th
o o ch can de mnimized and the details of WhiCbh ca eIIl;eS, o
s spiteyof tc;lreef ;)ut by bringing them under the new Acrtl ° mot

years. o execuzlp t}'lat the. .%\ct has been in force for nearl e h
e, many X ive wthorltles and councils are even to%elg o
iy oot uen s'qlclqessful working of town-planning schen; S ¢
oo ore o indevf;] .;nlgv lo notify developing areas utilder th:sAand .
oo ction ir V.m 9}. Their attention is invited to the f " e
1zagapatam Commissioner given in reply 1?0 a(,)uﬁmp
egi

lative Assembl i
: Y question whether tow .
s financial success :— er town-planning schemes have bee

“The fact that detailed town i
) -plannin
B vate 1;;der% le scope fm: the organized de"elopmentpaflty hs
future mainsthor house sites leaving the areas re (1)1' v?ica]
In many Otherogo%ghfares and other public purposes a% g eb f]'
owners have a te 1axled .layouts so far approved, ma I'lfm
actually laid roads surrenderin ’ ny of
for the full width of the r g the land requir

oads as provided i .
schemes. Land thug surrenderedpfretla z%zént}t};e owo-plannir

contribute to a substantial i roads laid w
. 1al econom :
planning scheme at a future date );Vltﬁaﬁh&l Zv(;zl;llng of the tow

. ganztioned.” emes are final
the Act had been beneficial to :
for other municipalities in the Presidegg;, town, it cannot be otherwi

II.-—ENFonoEmNT OF STREET MAKING AND BUILDING
UNDER THE DistricT MUNICIPALITIES AcT AND C REGULATION
AcT. . ITY Municre:

26. Ezxtension (;f Street and bwildin ;
' » g regulat .
areas.~—During the year, the provisions of %he gisniriz :g:;lmf‘mlqz;
icipaliti

r 9

Ack, 1920, in respect of streets and building regulations, building rules
and the relevant sections were extended to Mettupalalyam and Singa-
mallur (Coimbatore district) and Tadepalligndem (West Godavari dis-
trict). With respect to extension of the said provisions to Sankarankail,
which the panchayat board desired, Government refused to consider the
request in G.O. No. 2335, dated 18th June 1937, as the North Tinne-
velly District Board was vot in favour of such extension under
gection 206 of the Liocal Boards Act. On further representation by the
-department, the district board reconsidered the matter and Government
extended the provisions in G.0O. No. 3345, dated 1st December 1937.

The request of the Sattur panchayat (South Ramnad District Board)
supported by the district board to withdraw the extension of the Dis-
trict Municipalities Act provisions sanctioned in 1931 was refused by
Government in G.O. No. 2303, dated 14th September 1937, and the
board later résolved to cancel its previous resolution and decided to
enforce the provisions of the Municipal Act. 'The Panchayat Board of
Avanashi at whose request the streets and building regulations were
extended in G.O. No. 906, 1..S.G., dated 5th March 1937, decided in
its resolution, dated 15th July 1937, that no permission was necessary
for building constructions when the plesident put forward proposals for
fixing rate of fees and period of licence. When the provisions are vnce
extended, the board has to enforce the sections, as otherwise the object
of extension is defeated and the provisions are practically a dead letter.

The extension of the District Municipalities Act provisions to Badvel
(Cuddapah district) was under contemplation.

7. Private streets (sections 215 to 219, City Municipal Act).—On
the advice of the department, the Commissioner of the Corporation
issued a notice to the general public at large, pointing out the liabilities
of owners of lands in respect of street layout while parcelling out lands
as building sites under sections 915 and 216 of the City Municipal Act
and advising purchasers to make sure that layouts had been sanctioned
before purchase of sites. ,

The layouts of about nine schemes were referred to the department
by the Corporation Engineer, which were conmdered in the light of
adjacent developments and revised plans were furnished.

!

08. Private streets (District Municipalities Act, sections 175 to
179).—About 40 private layout schemes and proposals in respect of
municipal lands were referred to .the department for advice from
91 municipalities.

In Tenali, the council resolved to permit a 30 feet street and take
over the private street before the owner metalled, etc., as required
under the Act. The matter was taken to the notice of Government.
Two private extensions in Anakapalle where lesser widths had been
allowed were taken to the Grovernment’s notice. In Anantapur, where,

_ in three layouts sanctioned by the council lesser widths of 30 feet,
05 feet and 20 feet wide had been allowed, the matter was under
correspondence with the Commissioner, who was advised to take up
detailed town-planning schemes for the areas.

- 99. Enforcement of street-making . provisions.—The Corporation’s
notice with respect to layout and sale of building sites' was communi-
csted to all municipalities and paichayats to which the streets and

¥
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5
building regulations had been extended, with a request that si
notices should be issued and broadcast to the public pointing out {
obligations of owners and purchasers under sectlons 175 to 179 of £
District Municipalities Act. Most councils acted on the advice of thy
department and issued necessary notices. 'The following observationg
made by the Special Otficer, Guntur, in his administration report for th
municipality for 1936-37, are applicable to most municipalities ;—- ;
‘“ The building regulations and the town-planning rules were not enforce

in recent years with the result that bouses and huts have sprung up anywhere
and everywhere, betore layouts were sanctioned ; even

educated people have to bd
told thav they are to put in applications lor house constructions and get licenced
betore they cominence building works. 'The Brodiepeta Extension hag already bee
sufficiently spolled by indiscriminate construction of buildings, without regard to
the town-planning rules, Buildings are Springing up in Pandaripuram and other ¢
areas before layouts are approved, Large extents of lands have been divided
into plots and sold (by absentee owne

; IS 10 many cases) without proper layouts and ;
without leaving sufficient space for roads and streets. 'The purchasers of small {
plots who are now anxious to comstruct buildings are

: ' . the persons to whom in /
many cases notices have to issue f

or leaving out sufficient space for roads, stc.
Having paid to the owner cost for the full extent they

part with any bit of land required for roads and other municipal purposes and
until they make provision for roads, etc., ag per rules, they cannot be permitted
to construct buildings. Not heing subjected to any kind of check, they naturally
resent when the rules are made known to them and are now strictly enforced.
Much difficulty is therefore experienced in enforcing th

e building regulations.’
The Coimbatore Commissioner in his progre

8s report says :—
‘“ Those owning vacant lands are very

' X reluctant to parcel into house-sites
on account of conversion of agricultural land tax into vacant land tax soon after
layout is sanctioned.” ‘

The enforcement of private street-making provisions in Malabar
municipalities has always been difficult in view of the system of land
tenure and the leasing of only

) : 1ly actual areas covered by ‘buildings to
parties. The Calicut Council passed the following .resolution on 31st
July 1937 :—

cated nature of the land tenure in

) ereas the council itself has not heen able to provide roads in
many places in the municipality to which the private streets to be provided under
section 175 are to be connected, this council herehy resolve that in all cases where
the appticant for building licences provide proper means of access such as
varambas, footpaths to the house-

) sites or where such varambas or footpaths
already exist for the use and the convenience of the inhabitants 5

g Y L ) of the locality,
ould be ed as sufficient compliance with section 175
Municipalities Act and no f

C of the District
I J ee be levied therefore and that the subdivisions and
registry in settlement records of the newly constructed paths or streets need not
be insisted on without the specific sanction of the council in such

cases.”

The resolution of the council would appear to be short-sighted, as it

is not in the interest of the future development of the town, to permit

buildings without insisting on proper street frontage as required in sec-

tions 203 and 212 read with section 175. The absence of private streets

in parambas is a serious handicap to conservancy and. extension of
amerities as lighting, water-supply or dr .

The attention of all municipalities and local boards to which the

streets and building regulations have been extended is invited to G.0

r 1936, wherein the neeq for

3
79 of the Municipal Act had been

ainage.

strict enforcement of sections 175 to 1
pointed out.

.

my

' by-laws
icipalits till to adopt the model by
ber of mumicipalities have s odal, Dy-toms
vvit;l“iL I‘l;:;(?t 1:uo street layout (G.O. No. 1616, P.H., dated 2n p
ber 1931).

1l
‘ 3 5, Revenue, dated 27th Apri
ents.—In G.0. No. 946, b ol
30. «Encggfe}aftz informed the Srirangam Commissioner t}l;t’ﬁ;ﬁ;roa((’)n
1936, oo rivate streets cannot be removed by the mu?_lcnp shou.l(l m
e e pesentation by the department that the quesl 1tod o e
b rep; Government in G.O. No. 1451, Revenue, date Cod by
;%%%ngggim’ed that encroachments on private streets can be remo
i
4 .
unicipality. N o
) n;l Blz)tilding lines and street alignmcm‘:sl.d'—'l‘he1 _Mumg;lr)a}j g?;léf;})rz,
' i » lines
treet alignments and buwlding lines '
oot I?roé? 0;:&5&;3 and ?\Tew Cutcherry roads. Bemse(: tplag}lfe s.clz)?x:}?lg.
tle: sa.tlig;z:ngntswere prepared in the de(fiytmentf altl;gesel(liepgrtment petk
1 the recommendation o ( ‘
The COUIJC% ?ﬁgigzzfe'and West Pradakshinam road ‘Lfld dlsalu‘grége%hzz
respectb}io %utéherry road was concerned: The Collect:: atge ced that
ol ve Cutcherry road should be malntalped as supges ! In this
the Wldthf d that the proposal of the council would re qcete o N
departine anlt in assignment of intervening .plots to pr;vak I())f ple
roa.fl g r?lsgldesirable. bGrovernrnent; cqmmumcat'ed the1 r};a_m;tr 8
thChtW&:O the council for reconsideration of their resg u ;ca .Srirangam
Collector for improvement of Amma Mantapam road a Srivangam
A'pla‘él irg;)ganll) was suggested to the council shczﬁwu{zlg stre
road 11;) 'lrdinrr line, ete., and sites for cart and bqs 8 iagﬁs.f e District
mel'llizl’l "llia,dp;tri S;;ecial Officer notified under i(}a}ctlon . b;zaar District
o ildi ine for the mai .
icipaliti the building line fo :
MU;J lcilsp?l}tl)iﬁsﬂﬁ:‘;cetnhti line and the objections received to the scheme
fger:eunder the o o olfl tgitgepotm;ggg;side should be settled
' i f encroachm ‘ e settled
b aESSlgIt)le:lnexitehoensive plan of street ahgnmgnts anﬁ blx)n!ldnm% 01111;,\:.5
:S p;;rﬁtel(')enz foadg and not decided piecemeal, as is usually being
or _

' di 0. 1621, P.H., dated 30th
5 'EnfOTCBmenfl OL{ ll: mlcf;ilgé.l lf\uoles5(§]c.;5,o LNSG , dated 18th Novem?fzr
Ty A &0, No. 1108, L.S.G., dated 18th March 1937 —Certain
1936"0"‘1 G-O'ndgx" the impression that the building ;ulesfa,re algl)g vl‘;
cog?emtljll;v ?c;ecgnstruction of new buildiltngs. 1&[‘211;3(,;1:;1111221}7 o7 ’;ax’e}cs tive
ca . . . lon , , :
e vvlras ;I;Yllzidwt}?icll??g:orz?e: e:re applicable to recons7truct10n of
gl'{gilgg: Egigz G.0. No. 2769, P.H., dqted\%th October 1937).
'l .

A question was also raised whether rules 24, 2(;? anirignvtveriil agpg—

F buildings used for business purposes. (xover that buildings

cable to H., dated 23rd November 1937, pointed out tha e

N”o.d 3203;‘15;1 ded for purposes of human hubitation include all bwilding
used or :

where people work or hve welli ildings intended
such as dwelling houses, building
‘£o trade blusiness ma}llmfacture, hotels, taverns, eating houses, clubs,
r trade, ' |

_ offices, public buildings, ete. ,

ldi ‘made to Govern-
‘ : jon from building rules.—A request was made %o { -
31? 'bEag:p:g:;;cfils of Virudunagar, Salem, chhxg,g’i‘r:ﬁgﬁpggs
g::wadz “etc., for general exemption from rules Ba.n wi A
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refused by Government.
gate to it the powers of

granting
section 192 was refused by

Government.

In the case of Cochin, exemption from the operation of rule 8 wa
ction of existin
whichever is legs
For Calicut and

granted, so as to permit walls up to 6
walls of more than 6 feet to

(vide G.O. No. 733, P.H., dated 22
Tellicherry, Government , under

on higher level than road.

A number of cases for exem

ption by
of rules 8 or

In the case of Chittoor, there wag

The request of the Beg
exemption under t

: feet and veconstru
existing height or 8 feet

2nd February 193s;.
the proviso to section 192
construction of walls of he;

24 were received {rom six municipali

Governm
tles.

wada Council to dele
he proviso

granted
ight

ent {rom the operation

considerable agitation in the town
on account of the special officer enforcing the ruleg strictly. Matters
reached a crisis when the special offi

sional order upder section 216 in five ¢
been violated deliberately by the parti
by the Director with the Collector and

In certain cases of violation of building

directed the Commissioner t .
ers of building rules. The G
August 1937, pointed o

tion of council directing the Commissioner
bas effect of nullifying the rules which are

resolution was in excess of itg powers

o withdraw pros

special officer.

cer wanted to confirm the provi-

ases, wherein rules 8 and 24 had

es. The question wag discussed

part of the Act and that the

and called on the council to show
cause why its resolution should not

informed that where deviations are iny.
Government and not grant permission.

The Virudunagar Council resolved that

respect of construction o
buildings, it was of o
town and cannot continue here,”’
Government received representations
of rules from Tanjore, V
suggested that congested localities sho
and that structures as posts, pials, ete
A detailed note was sent to Govern
enforcing rules 8 and 24, co
and that the difficulties were more
introduction of electric lighting in
aerial lines, under the Electricity Ac
and vertical clearance of 4 feet and
and power lines.

b4

rule 3 of the Corporation building rul
District Municipalities Act rules, so a

constructions coming up to street edge.

pinion that thereby man

aniyambadi, Coimbatore, ete.
uld be exempted

ment pointing ou
ngested portions could be gra,

imaginary thap real,
municipalities

In regard to str

should be exem

es on the lines of ryle § o
8 to prevent constructions

On the request of the
Officer, Tadpatri, a questionnaire was draf ¢ .

pal executive, in the disposal of building

ted for guidance of the
applications,

be cancelled. The council was
olved, it can only recommend -to

ed “if rules are enforced in
f new buildings and reconstruction of old

¥ people will have to Jeave

ict enforcement
» Councils, who
from the rules,
pt from ruje 8.
b that only by
dually improved
. With tae
s 1nvolving overhead
# minimum horizontal

f the

or re-
Speoial
munici-

10

he rules—their
A number of municipalities do not appear to enforce t

jes being—
usua‘l rephes 1 xtent ', L)
, ertain e 2.
““ ellllffgl;:zg tzos ?ai as local conditions permit’,
e

« gnforced not strictly ',

le )
< enforced as far as possxtbicabl’e .
« gnforced as far as prac

hich the

. ion 192 of the Act, under W

- ‘on is invited to section 19 tion can be
Thet a;telrllt&g? ;:c’lc?on 191 are mandatory and any relaxa

ules 1ssued v ) '

: rmitted only by the Government. . The usual complaint from

pe Ity jor unlawful building.— e1 e violation of rules
o Penaﬂy rities is that prosecutions launche o violate the rules.

executive aury‘olinht fines, only encouragmg Oéll?fjbf;tore Commissioner,

result in very g d dopted by the Counbalo sotrate for

he proceduré adopter o District Magistrate

In such cases, the p to the notice of the District D :

- ses to the t municipal laws may
who takes such cases 1o flict heavy fines so tha : f other
: i rial courts to nuict ! d for the guidance of o
instructing trial courts sunity is commended for & tion 317 for
not be.dlsObilyzgit‘i‘elsth 1ch}tion ghould also be taken under secti
executive auth : laint in

: . , o 1 complain
continuous offences. rs and surveyors.—The genera er site and
35. Lwe'n'se;ilitli):ilozi that the public do not furnish prop
many municipalities 1

1"

l) g pl . n e 0O ense uilders and SuIVeV()[S i()I

; : 6 (10) (¢) of
. ls under section 30
framed by counci =t SE 1d engage
whiGth};-l.a‘:S g?ﬁr}nlig;aﬁties Act, the m:mmp;ilrt;e;la ril?;r partizs 4
the DListrict + draughtsman to pre al temporary
ilding overseers o ° ls for such special temp
separa’qe bui ing the year proposa _ s,
% nf?mmal riecz.iveg‘}ig:g Karaikudi and Tirunelveli Counci
tafl were

TII.—MISCELLANEOUS AC’TIVJI;IESI.\] 101 Develop-
; ildi ieties (G.O. Ms.-No. 101, :
5 CO-;pge;afilv; arﬁtt:zlz;i Liqgﬂés;(.)ﬁLayouts for the follo\;ymg co-operative
ment, date n ,

bouse building schemes were suggested :—

i Co-operative Society. o Sosiety.
Madras City {(‘;r}:;gfltrzcg:;daotx&-Dravxda Co-operative Sociely
a o ;

: aal foty.
- ative Building Socie!

i Sree Rama Co-operative g oty
Vizagapatam ... »2Te€2 ram Co-operative Bultding & ol
Tanjor(i ol ?Jgg‘tll);x Co-operative Building Society
Tirunelveli - o oy, .

Vil_lup_m;.tm gg—l});])?r%tive Building Sociely. )
Ariyaiu

ished to
(T A, B and C) middle class hotllses were furnishe
i es A, ~ . mbers.
ociety b }‘giyalur for adoption by fhe éue erative department for
the};mlet);hi administration report of ‘Lhei 1Ol-g(;Pbuilding covieties in the
rom ; re only : e
. ar that there a 4 id report ©
19361-311?, " "g:rll%g’ 39?&8 Registrar observes tl}rlle t;?’i(asistlazan(:}’ SVithout
R e are w eral municipalities 1n been asked to
*“ There are now 82¥ Registrars have therefore Dbe reas
ildi ieties. Deputy heg 17 jeties in all such areas.
building Socio ibilities of organizing socleil ion and for
investigate :hz é)l;)(;sfllll()lﬂi)é very heblpful for ‘fehevllnirzzgg?@}ghe above
These sociefie ; hemes in municipa . ttoes
i tension sche . t -planning comimittees,
working oub X nded to all councils, town-p for their
.- i local boards for

remarks are comme f municipal councils and oorer and

execu(;:wet_é(m)l!llth;xg;cllgsf (;)r mulating extension schemes for the p

considerati

iddle classes.
= 37. Town or vt

[v} dad s .

b e e e =
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were furnished to the Col s : .
Officers. 0 0160501‘5, Tahsildars or Revenue Divisiongl

i 38l.l Labour Depart_ment——House-sites for depressed classes.—A}
: I;Cm emes were received from the District Labour Ofﬁceré Olut
ommissioner of Labour, and layouts were sent, specifying th eonds.
tlonIsJ subject to which sites are to be allotted J118 the condi-
ayouts were revised with a vi : i
3 e 8 lew to ' ; i
space, and provision of amenities by way sgc‘llixf feLODOI{lly Tt
: ‘ ; $ or w atri
schools and playcrounds and communal requirements e, latrines,
39. Municipal housing schemes.—Schemes for

gers’ lines were received from Guntur
Madura. The layouts were :

o lkprdo.wsion for scaven-
-  RKaratkudi, Tuticorin
Madura. The er revised providing amenities by Wavan(}
. equirements. The usual type design lines were modified "
i, h;lek\;t t}? give greater rear yard space for each tenement ar?dltsdl o
the | OF reez mﬁp‘e:lrt of the rear veranda instead of keeping it isolatoga‘?e
back rear yard. In the case of Tuticorin, the proposal was t ot
sanitary plinths (16 feet x 16 feet) by the Couneil oecupints
to put up the superstructure. netl, the occupants
40. Slum  improvement—Municipalities y
%I:i?sVagdpart of their slum campaig;t)x, submitrtlégeschgr?l];poiatmn o
tama Naidu gardep (Georgetown T.8. No. 2252/3), Tal qor Dandar
ting ground (Tondiarpet), Hutting area S. No 1866 Z‘L Gunta.Hut-
(Government cheri). Necessary layouts were furni o ondiarpet

and de\{elopment of the said areas. In szn:illsfefor D ovement
removal of congestion in Thayil (fishermen quarters) \;vaa scheme for

the Health Officer, the people of the localit e S proposed by
. . . A I o
?gélyi}mgén? was investigated on site by the. %Ziﬂ;’f;lﬁiiﬁ ’0%? o
housinl Azilznsd}glven. to the local municipal officials. A %ch e etant
up i g(r:ons it rtl iras in Mahanandi kottam of Bellary was al eme for
ooted fr(;rlrll ;iloél with the_ department. For housing the ﬁS% foken
Lady Willing da ukuppam in Madras, consequent on the ext e
3y gdon College, a layout was furnished and ension to
dwelling huts was suggested. and  a  design for

41. Rural reconstruction and slum im
g { provement.—

Egrs:llsrgggﬁl‘zizzi@ by the Coimbatore District Economi(c)ngogixcti{le Ner
natham okaaraltorcll-WaS a scheme for congestion relief in the ch u1121der
miserable conditia 1pal_ayampudu.r, Where 100 families were l'u'c S
acqu{red s acreqofns hln most insanitary huts. The distric;wrl;g b
the 'éhuckfer . gétt;)rtc ?;fgfxt:i’t}{lo;goqszzlbugdi[}g oD co-operative Ho;;':
el . o per's S ¢
Laltgfsosut Zl?li ;u;:lléshedkfor the new extension an?ﬁgd:lf d((:;;?ti pfe ople. A
counci? e an tha utcha, hou'sg were furnished for ‘u% oo & poor
d rough the Revenue Divisional Officer 'Gobichi ol the
42. Disposal of Government lands in M : cthipalaiyam.

ggﬁ:g&i’ fggtf}?e Qi:d F ébruaf'y 1931).—Layouts were furnished
disposal as building siu lothing Factory site and Taylors yard sitg, 1o
o tions were sug :l es. Wlth regard to the Taylors ya g rd site, t:or
ggested with respect to architect yard site, special
ter and type of buildings to be erected ectural features, charac-
43. Government buildings.—A site'fo:

marina was approved. the Madras Aquarium on the

-ing cases :— 34 3‘!“)5“"
Hoapet ... . .. Layout of Victoria¥ ‘ﬁ(
Karaikudi ... ... Layout of Travey
with garden, park,
Tanjore ... Pookara Street, Than¥

adras City (G.0. Ms. No. 417;

16

For the Andhra University Committee appointed in G.0. No. 770,
Development, dated 31st March 1937, for deciding the area to be assigned
%o the University from the forest compound, a layout plan was prepared
showing the area recommended for alienation.

44. Schemes for municipal buildings (G.0s. No. 1568, P.H., dated
17th August 1927 and No. 193, P.H., dated 27th January 1928).—Liay-
outs and designs for the following schemes were furnished during the
year :—

Design of To whom sent. Design of To whom sent.
Municipal Office. Chirala,  Hindupur, Clock Tower ... Guntur.
Peddapuram, Tuti- School .. Uotacamund, Tenali,
corin, Bezwada. * Vizagapatam, Coimba.
Market ... Repalle Chirala, Dindi- tore.
gul, Guntur, Sriran- Shops ... Mangalore.
gam. Compound wall Srirangam,.
Dispensary ... Cocanada. Cinema Theatre Srivilhputiur,
Maternity and Hospet.
Child ‘Welfure
centre.

In Hindupur, the Special officer proposed to have a building
constructed by a private rich man to be rented out by the council for the
municipal office. This was not recommended by the department and
Government disapproved the scheme. The Special officer later sub-
mitted a scheme for putting up a municipal building as per suggestion
of this department and this was approved in G.0O. No. 4048, L.A., dated
29th October 1937. .

The type design for cow sheds prepared by the Public Works Depart- '
ment was revised in the department carrying out the decision of the
Public Health Committee.

The Srirangam municipality referred all schemes of buildings or
gelection of sites for public purposes such a8 latrines, mutton stalls,
public cart and bus stands, etc., and necessary adiigsmmgg.iven from
the town-planning aspect. The Councils of JFAWagind icori
were requested to reconsider the question ofgfrtes®
as the ones selected were unsuitable from (i Ailas
alternative sites were recommended. g /K

45. Parks and playgrounds.—Layoutsp

r
ﬁe{ furnished in the

46. By-pass roads (Government Memora g
dated 23rd April 1936).—The recommendations Sy
respect to by-pass roads were communicated by Govemment to the
municipalities noted below :—Adoni, Anakapalle, Ellore, Hindupur,
Mayavaram, Pollachi, Vellore, Udamalpet, Tirupati, Tirunelveli and
Madura. The proposals in respect of Karaikudi, Virudhunagar and -
Nandyal were approved by Government. The Virudhunagar Council
notified the area covered by the by-pass to trunk road as a detailed town-
planning scheme, as recoramended by the department. As observed by
the Board of Communications, the carrying out of by-pass schemes will

-~ jake a long time and it is desirable to preserve the alignments from

being built on, which can be effected only under a town-planning
scheme. Proposals for Tanjore and Argmtapur, as recommended by the

N (e
v aniome YN M*»Jumhg.:: Xt

-
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gfpart;nent, were under consid Th
Gzi};in,m SllllthIEI,nRt?]ahmundry and Vizagapatam were :uszli?c??ls of
agroed to th.e i e case of Hospet, the Superintending E ed to
£ gt 1gnment recommended by the depart g Lingineer
o that of the council running through the town pariment in preference

By-pass roads wer
following cases ;:—

Pithapuram, Tenkasi i

kula:’;, \}Zalajapet:,, Rajapafagzzlri?%yﬁlggz,g;“g?c%m%aéusii%alf{re, Ellore, Periya-

8.0 -Nondluls;galp agas (G.0. No. 1119, P.H., dateda;z“f' )

da.tec.l ‘llih Se ’t f'b ., da:tﬁd 17¢h May 1935 aend ¢.0 Noy 23'?”1 ¥k

8 the settirs Z iTt e; .190o)—‘Mu‘mcipalities.~G00d [;ro réss o DAL

Areas woing part of industrial areag by municipalitieg S il was made
pproved by the d epartment in the ol and local bodies.
Additional areas Owing cases :-—

Cannanore, Chingieput, Coe ; Newly se
Guntur, Virudhuﬂa!z,ar,o'li{ir:'}t‘xda' Cochin, K“r"ik“diy 7 racted,

galore, Tuticorin, Tenali, Tasg:trx:i,Man' . malpet (revised), Berwada.

eration of the councils.

The installation of electric
1stallaty Tnotor: i i i
?lpproved 1n Conjeeveram (1-10 h.p.), %ezo\}v];fllade(l l2nldllllsmal o (A
.-, 1-20 h.p), Pollachi (2-20 hop). 5 by jrode (135

h.p.), Tenali (1-20 h.p.), Tirunelyoli (‘11.);&"}11.8;201{11-1)-), Madura (1-20

of old boiler and engine). urnool (replacement

TI};:H af:)vllo(f)'vg)inhg Wer_*le disapproved in the department :
) ary (2 -P. otl-engine), Coimha — 7 |
(in a residential area.), Palni (1?20 i};r?'t;&lieUgilggs(14,165hun(; 7, Avansshi road
- P

The proposal of the Dharapuram Council to

proposed to grant permission for i
20 h.p. outside industrial areas. This miefe 3 Spnes Up ¢
as. was not appr P
;véai:a?iag:eisntegato set apart sites for light indusgﬁa(ivzge:: ! %‘lﬁ re il
agitation ir thér}l}rdWIgﬁh' regard to exclusion of Gouripuram. a onts
ques’tion o ne ndus _rla} area. After 3 thorough exami’ t_res1dent1al
g , rnment d]rgcted In G.0. No. 37 "hon of the
anuary 1938, that the sajd portion should be exclys ted 31st

trial area. _ xcluded from the, indus-
towisv'.? Industrial aréas—p anchayats.—In the foilo i \
s‘&;a}lfﬁ:su:vere‘ selected and approved by the de artwmg Panchaya
Coi(mbafore gadre, Dhnrmavaram?‘.’agzlel?%:N
East Godavari .. " Vegmallur, Vett“ik”"mPUdE; (
v ee 00 apane Kutukllluru K ' Odalyakulﬂm,
Guntar ., tlhi(}’)gu’ Bax]rﬂbhadrapmzim esavaram, Velaga-
oo ‘o ra, .
Malabar kollu, ©  e°2d1a, Pulipadu, Bapayy, |
North Arcot . - Manantoday. ' L
Nellore © - Padupalajyam, Kadaladi
Salem 01T v gArasapuram, "
'}’_izagap:lt;am a(t)llllianur'
snnevelly : Kadggﬁﬂﬁ.‘}ﬂé 110 000tonal,
- °nxasi (additiopg) N Iruchen
Kurnool Honal), » Ambassmudrap, (n%?ili.:

« Kodumyy,

Kumbakonam, Uda.

17

The installation of a 15 h.p. electric motor in Mudikondan was
refused 1n G.0. No. 2619, P.H., dated 13th October 1937, as Govern-
ment saw Do reason to interfere with the Board refusing permission.
Later in G.O. No. 967, P.H., dated 10th March 1938, Government
directed the board to grant permission. Iu Pulla (West Godavary
Government directed (in G.O, No. 3163, P.H., dated 22nd November
1937) the board to refuse permission for the rice mill which was
granted by the board in an objectionable site. In Ambur (North Arcot)
the board granted permission for a mill in an objectionable site without
fixing industrial areas. Government cancelled the issue of licence in
G.0. No. 557, P.H., dated 10th February 1938, and directed the board
to settle an industrial area.

49. Extension of municipul limits.—Proposals for extension of
Chingleput limits on the south, as previously recommended by this
department, were submitted by the council and forwarded to Govern-
ment. The question of inclusion of the Catholic Colony town-planning
scheme area within the municipal limits of Trichinopoly was also under
the consideration of Government,

50. Survey maps.—During the year, Government sanctioned free
supply of block and ward maps of municipalities for the department.

Under the Town Survey Rules, the duty of bringing up of block
maps up to date by posting latest topographical detalls and subdivisions is
entrusted to the town surveyor. In actual practice, this work is in large

- arrears in many towns, as private developments in agricultural lands

are coming up on a rapid scale and do not find a place in the records
for a long time. A way should be found out for doing this work
satisfactorily as an up-to-date survey is most important for any town-
planning scheme.

IV.—DEPARTMENT.

51. Direction.—The Government sanctioned the continuance of the
temporary post of Director for one year from 7th December 1936 and
then for three months from 7th December 1937 and latterly for another
three months from 7th -March 1938 or until other arrangements were
made whichever was earlier.

Sri R. D. N. Simham was Director of Town-planning during the
year. He was awarded the Coronation medal by Government. He was
appointed a member of the Board of Architecture and Drawing by the
University of Madras. He was a member of the Government Public
Health Committee and attended all its meetings. He was also the
lecturer of town-planning at the Madras Medical College. The post of
Personal Assistant to the Director was kept unfilled.

52. Tours.—Sri Simham went on seven tours during the year for
thirty-one days inspecting in all ten municipalities excluding the Madras
City. Sri 8. Subba Ayyar, the Town-planning Assistant, was on camp
for 65 days (five tours) inspecting 23 municipalities and 13 panchayat
towns. )

53. Meetings.—The Director addressed a meeting of the Bezwada
Council on the, question of enforcement of the building rules and presided
over the opening day of the Health and Baby Week Exhibition and the

2 ' :



18 , o i
function of opening the newly bmlt sca ! " L
He also attended a number of z)wners’ male:i?fge;sin %Z:gi: aé_, Erod?.\
yened by the Cprporation Standing Committee for town-j X:nnx'ty ot
improvements, 1n town-planning scheme greas. The Tg X ‘gm_i'
Assistant attended while on tour, ten council or comm_mwn-pl&m_)mg
whgn sc_:hemes were discussed. The Director served on e:l; neeungs
University Commitiee appointed by Government in G.Q BNAndhra
Development, dated 31st March 1937, for settling the lands i;o.b o 770'~
e Bty o o corgouad s s s e
of the Public Hea ommi : : B
Madras City. mmittee and served on the Site Committee 'f%t
54. Training of candidates.—Duri ' : o
overseers or special town-planning stﬁgo:hgﬁzpﬁazbfé OOf. Tounicipal
Town-planning draftsman, Masulipatam—Town-plannin, n*gr"‘f?f.“,m""
Ootacamund—TLown-planning  supervisor, Cudda.lore-—rg draitsman
overseer, Tanmjore— ‘own-planning overseer, Hogpet_.Tg;n-P lannimy
surveyor, Vamyapra.di——Municipal overseer, 'Tiruvar jﬁ)la.nnm
overseer) were trained in the department and’ given instl:n -
respect to the special problems of their particular towns roctions. it
tionticrlldi?: éhg s§heme for training candidates in tOWI.l-plaﬁnin 8
dane o L' S. 0. 2250, P.H., dated 26th September 1934 a.ngd (;!?
No. 200, L.8.G., dated 15th January 1937, seven candidates wi
rained during the year. The department submitted :Bs we
iervme rules for town-planning establishment in immi‘? . 11)9'?3’18 f
oeal boards but in G.0, No. 5174, P.H., dated 22nd Novembey 105
Government ordered that no separte staff for townov?mbe.’r 193
necessary either on a temporary or permanent basis and ;;g a;nmng‘ w
gpgmeers or overseers should be given training in town-pl 2 municl
ofgj;:mﬁ?itt hfor one .gr_ two months. Since the receiplé &cﬁn;igembt
, er recruitmen i ning i ant
was stopped. t of candidates for training in tOWIl-pla,nﬁ
Government in the Development Departm |
if;own-plapnmg as applied to wllages forp ruralen:ecvgg;l:fudct? Y s
for appointment under district economic councils. Thi o overst
t{gd approved in G.O. No. 2184, Development, dated 825‘::;8 Ssubmlﬁ
tr:il’i but as the district councils were latterly abolished, the B:gtgm
o uz}fi overseers in rural reconstruction and towﬁ-plamnzm!
. b5. Ecpenditure.—The expenditu L |
year was Rs. 19,699, as againgt Rs. ;g ,181(1)1(‘)1 eillll tf&”»lé?{;’l'?x}img during

.

Ty o

;ay o§ 'oﬁcgfs . BE.

ay of establishment ...

Allowances en oo L %’é?,?, "
Contingencies T e e 1300 '

TM E' s 19:699

- R ]

 C.8 WANUMANTHA Rao,
. Rz-officio: Dwrector of Tollm*ptanniﬁg .

Mmms ,v
4th October 1938.
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APPENDIX L

Detailed 'Town-plwnning Sch_emes-——ngress.

- N.B~(1

.

Municipality or
local board.

1 Adoni

2 Anakapalle: .
3 Anantapur .-

T4 Bellary

5 Bexwads

AS

¢ Bimlipatam

(2)

7 Bodinayakkanur I

- & Calicut

9 Cannanore --
wghicwole .
11 Chidambaram
12 Chingleput - - &
13 Chirala .-
14 Chitteor - --
15-Cocanads -
16 Cochin = -
. ‘

N

5 -17 Coimbatore

ar

Ttalics indicate new scheme taken up during the year.
* indjcates scheme specially notifted under section 12 of the Act, .
3 1indicates information of extent is not available. ;

..

* 19 Scheme No.1

1
b

Nane of scheme. Area, Progress niade,

MUNICIPALITIES SCHEMES,

ACS,

1 Sclreme No. 1 184 Prepared, published and asubmitted for
\__sanction during the year.
2 Do. 2 .. - 106 Map  being preparcd—Renotified
during the year. -
3 Do, * 3 .- » - 52 Do. :
+ 4 Nidamdoddi Extension. 65 Sanctioned and under execution—

* Gale of sites in progress. .
e gchemes recommended—No action
v taken during the year, .
5 Wardlaw School Road 4 Prepared in consultation with Director

Extension. B of 'Town-planning.
6 Goulibada Extension -- T Pime-barred under section 11—Fresh
action to be taken.
7 Satyanarayanapet Bx- 51 Map being prepared-—-lienot-lﬂed during
tension the

8 Pathakandakam Exten-
sion.
9 Municipal
area.
» 10 Scheme No, 1 (PartI). -

gcar.
ime-barrcd—Fresh = action to be
taken. . ’
Extension 163 Do.

Submitted for ganction on 14th March
1 1935—Conditions of  draft sch.2me
: being euforced. .
*11 Do. 1 (Part ID). 837 Prepared and published during the
year—Conditions of draft schemse
being ¢nforced.
«32  Do. 2 515 Do,
* 13 Do. 3 1,046 Under Brepamnon.
*14 Do. 4 .. .- 322 0.
+1z Do, 5 -. .- 21% Do. -
PR : .- No action taken during the year.
16 Kosavapalaiyam - Ex- 98 Prepared and published during the
tension, e year. )
- 17 Raflway Station area . 90 . Do.

18 Nadnpattd Extension .- 66 Do.
3 . . 126 Prepared, phblished and submitted for
ganction during the year, '
68 Under preparation. .
Preparation of schemes ordered to be
~ geferred in_G.0. Ms. No. 30, 1.8.6G.,
dated 4th January 19387,
No action takeh during the year.

.. 0.
25 Sanctioned—Action taken for acquisi-
tion of land.
.. No action taken during the year. )
- § «Sanctioned—Works completed—Build- °
Ings are being fegulated in accord-

20 Kottaparamba area

.21 Guntur- i‘iéids Arvea

99 Vanuiar Block No. 1

. ! ance with scheme, |
23 Do. 2 .. 9 Sanctioned—No work undertaken yet.
24 Neelam Garden area . . 7 Prepared, published and submitted for
. : - sanction during the year,
25 Ramaraopet Extension. . 11 Scheme taken up during the year—

. “Under preparation,
26 Yeendrapets Exiention. . 24 0, :
27 8cheme No, 1 -- . 167 Prepared and published—~Pending sub-
mission, Developments being con-
trolled in accordance with . the
o conditions of. tlga draft achemes.
0. - o

28 Do 2 .- - 18

20 _ Do. 3 .. .. 33 Do.
* 30 Ramanathapuram No. 1. 268 Sanctioned and under: exeeution.
"Developments being controlled in
accordance with the regulations of
! the schemes—Additional regulations

' sanctioned duriug the year. .
» 31 Red Ficlds atea No. 2., + 317 . Do, -
#32 Papanatkenpalaiyam 176 ) “Do, )

\

i saion, Developments belng .
e lated int accordance with yhe condis

: L tions of the dxmtachewmes,
» 34 Power House Ward/No,5. - 682 Do,
\

© "No. 3« ’ .
*33 Ne}? zvards Extension 7 690 . Prlc'sared ang published—Pending sub
0.4,

5 .



Munieipality or

"local board,

18 Conjeeveram

19 Coonoor ..

20 Cuddalore ..
21 Cuddapah ..
22 Dharapuram
23 Devakottai

24 Dindigu) ..

25 Ellore .

N.B.—1In the cage of ; .
tlon with the Director of q’.ll‘]o&kr‘l

26 Erode

27 Gudivada
28 Gudj y
29 Gu.nt{:;tmm

30 Hindupyr ..

81 Hospet .
82 Earajkudj ..

N.B.—In all the abov
he Director of Town-pl:;:llgres

20

XNa.
me of scheme, Area, Progresg \
MUNICIPALITIES' SCHEMES—con; e ‘
* 35 Railway Stati e ?
Lation area .. 84 No real progress is observeq ¢ v‘l«-
been made in the preparmionootI:l ?h J

36 ) oonanthiravily R -
il
* M rav Mun

37 Reddipet Exteng;

37 Re 3 ion ..

éf’ mGuntuporum;l Koil

43 Lajathottam Extension
Alwarpet, Extensjor,

. *41 Schemé No 1

*42 Do

*43 Do, 3

* 44 Do, 4

*45 Do, 5
46 Do, [

*47 Do K

48 Pulni Railway ajq

Raee Courge Road arca

. * 50 Scheme No.1

* 51 Do, 2
*52 Do, 3
.?3 Do, +
54 Do. 5
55 Do, 6
56 Do, 7

e *57

*58
* 59
* 60

61

. 62

63

= 68
69

.o 70

1
*72

*73
74

76
”

above six sche
planning,

Scheme No, 1

Do, 2

Do, 3 .
Do, % .
Do. 5 .

Brodiepety Eztension

Ceniral dzreq 8,
f\/\la;}la»mmpulem‘,hemc
aiiapad Ezteng
Rothapeta Extm%x
Arundalpe; Eztengion ..

High School Extension.
East Town Extension ..

Pati} Nagar Exteng;
Rai}way Statio(:fl wﬂéa
Rz;}lo' 1, P:Sut I.
way tati
nnn il
shipuram
Naganpthapuram I;}% g
i Extengion,

Kalung i
Part ?Is.al E:dmmm,
Senjag Eztension

developments were

Eztension,

59

e

63

mes the jnterim developme

403

304
140
294
344
1,186

290
410
t

t
being Tegulateq by the Counej

Do. é
%O. [ )

Owners’ meetinge”
further 88 Were  helde—N
your Drogress made during the

No acti { i
2 ion takﬁg.dunng the yoar, |
Do.

Do
Returned by Gove 3
I ™ '
Taents heing controlllgg li]xt;' ac]c):tvde;g&

with the draft, scheme conditiong

Pending sanction,
Betarneq by Governmeng,

Scheme dro
Sagbjection?
e remarkg g
II‘JI?'(E:{) pro%ar;ti?)lt;‘.jr seheme No, 1.

arred—; i i
Under g Ag}resh action bejng taken

_Prepargd and puioliehed —Pending sub-

Prmrsslon.

epared—: i

powery Pending consultationg with
repared—Pengj i
o p]r)epar :g(l)xlllg. Publication,

0.

Time b o
€  barred— .
taken under tE;eABI::t. aetion. - being

nts were being Tegulat

Prepareq Dublish
d, ed ang i
;i;:(;txoﬂ of G()vernmetslgbdmuggedtg?r
Jear. evelopments bein oo
ed according to the S ditions
of the draft scheme
Do,
Bo.
Time barreq— o :
N 3a£i?ounder thl;rzscté Setion - being
2 n Y
takl%n during the year,

Ladyogt and d(;hft scheme
uring the year in consmtatll’gnp ;ﬁgg

the Director of i
Schedules undeDr pgg:r';}‘f(l,an“"m“‘
. .

Detailed maps uigos
map%) lglder Preparation.

Do,
In alt the above cages developments

Wwere being regulated

Pr?llag:ettile advice of t,heb]%itrg:tcouncu
» Publigshed tee

h,

under Te
plan mnlé Dg;;ﬁi;gﬂé-u the Town-

Prepared ub) q
:anctio’npdulllig}gmtgxg l;%:;l prltted for
ywqggrsqnd drafy e prepareq
I meeting bej *
Detaileq map under ;&;;rrﬁlg:i'

Schemes declareg
section 9 ‘i)lt?;;% bytrgﬂl;ltion under

—Prepar; ¢ f the year
pmmgs&‘aﬂou of detafleq mapss, in
Do,

Do,

1in consultation with

LY

Ped on account of n'ﬁlway
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Municipality or

local board. Name of seliome.

Area.

" Progress made,

MUNICIPALITIES' SCHEMES—cont,

78 West Pradakshanam Ez-
tension,

79 French Land  Town-
planning Scheme,

33 Karur

34 Kodaikanal

* 80 Scheme No, 1
* 81 Do. 2. ..
82 S, No. 809-B Are
83 8. No. 817 Area
* 84 47-1 Puliyur
* 85 Mambalam East .Exten-

sion,
* 86 (Greater Mambalam Ex-

85 Kumbakonam

36 Xurnool
37 Madras City

tension,
* 87 Nungambakam, West,

. art 1.
* 88 Nungambakam, West,

art 11,
* 890 Nungambakam, East
. 60 Mpylapore, East. . .
* 91 Cathedral Road Extfen-

sion,

* 92 Lloyds Road Arca

I *93 Nungambakam, North ..
* 94 Nungambakam, Central,
* 95 Mylapore, South
*98 Thousand Lights Area.

* 97 Jagannathapuram Area,
* 98 Kilpauk Garden Ares .-
* 99 Tondiarpet Area, No. 1,
* 100 Do. 2.
*101 Do. 3.
* 102 Mylapore West Section,
* 103 Perambur North Area
104 Mylapore South-east
Extension, :
* 105 Harness and Saddle Fac-

tori. .
.108 Perambur High Road Bz-

tension, ’

A
t

Scheme notified under section 10
during thc year—Preparation of
detailed map in progress.

10' Draft scheme and layout prepared

294

247
5

e

623
1,106

93
163
318

239

W

B!

11

®

116

170
851
212

t

during the year—Pending publica~
tion for owners’ suggestions and
objections.
Draft schiemes and layouts prepared—
Further progre% not reported,
0.

No progress.

0.
Sanctioned—Majority of works com-
pleted. b
0.

Formally approved by Government—
Final scheme pending completion of
revenie survey. .

Submitted for sanction on 20th March
1935.

Pending survey being an area newly
included within city limits.

Submitted for sanction on 30th Mareh
1936—and sancvion of Government
is awaited.

Submitted for sanction on 30th Sep-
tember 1935 and sanction of Gov-
ernment is awaited.

Bubmitted for sanction on 31st October
1935 and sanction o’ Government
is awaited.

Submitted for sanction on 16th March
1936 and sauction of Government
is awaited.

Draft scheme and layout prepared and
since published.

Layoyt prepared—Scheme not yet
prepared and published.

Layout map under preparation in the
Town-glanning Department.

Draft scheme and layout prepared and
published d‘urixg the year.
0.

Do.

Layout maps preparcd—Draft schemy
under preparatIi;)u.
0.

! Do.

Layout map under preparation in the
Town-planning Department.

Draft scheme and layout prepared
and published during the year,

Layout map under preparation in the
Town-planning Department,

Layout and draft scheme prepared—
Pending publication.

Layout map under preparation,

’ - N.B.—In all the above cases, developments and building constructions were being regulated by the
Corporation in consultation with Director of Town-planning,

38 Madurg ' .. .. *107 Vaigai South Bank Areca.

*108 Euieriagar Extension ..

‘ * 109 Thaikal Block Improve-

ment,
* 110 Kollambattarai Block
Improvement.

T 111 Uppukara Block Im-
pMNevement.

* 112 WeIet, Ponnagaram, Part

* 113 West Ponnagaram, Part

- ' o IIL
S * * 114 Minakshi Milis Housipg.

* 115 Chinna Bokkikulam Ex-
tenslon, .
* 116 [smailpuram Exfension.}

v N

100

383

4
6

4
67
120
46

180
22

Layout and draft scheme prepared—
No further progress made during

-the year,

Layout and draft scheme prepared—
Owners consulted during the year—
Pending publication, -

Layout and draft scheme prepared—
No further progress made. p
-Submitted for sancticn on 11th Sep-
tember 1936—Rcturned for publi-

cation and resubmission,

Do. *

Layout and draft scheme prepared—

Pending publication.

Layout and draft scheme prepared-—
No further progress made during
the year, D o

. Do,

Layout and draft schefne prépared—

No further progress is repor
during the yeag ore ported



Municipality or

local board.

38 Madura—cont.

N.B.—Interim_developments in the above schy
the advice of the Divector of Town-plauning, ¢

39 Mangalore ..

40 Mannargudi
41 Masulipatam

42 Mayavaram
43 Nandyal

44 Narasaraopes
45 Negapatam. .
46 Nellore

47 Ongole ..
48 Qotacamund

49 Palacole

§0 Palamcottah

81 Palghat
2 bata

83 Peddapuram
54 Periyakualn

55 Pollachi
88 Proddatur

87 Rajahmundry

N.B.—Layouts and developments in
with the Director of Town-planning

2

Name of scheme,

Area,

Progress made,

MUNICIPALITIES SCHEMES—cont,

* 117 Sonih-west  Extension
(Kazia Toye),

* 118 Sokkiknlam Extensjon, ©
*119 E:l;tz-rn Extension; Part

* 120 Eastern Extension, Part
II.

* 121 .\Inrgetlo Ward, Block
NO

Guligd Hithlu Improve-
ment,

* 123 Falncer  Towa-
scheme,
* 124 Railway and Nandiguda,

planning

* 125 Kodialbail Bast

* 126 Do. West

127 Rnil\\‘a:\: Area scheme

* 128 AV, Cfx;){litry scheme,

* 129 Gulam Alikhanpet x

* 130 Trunk Road East Exten.
sion,
131 szers‘ scheme R.S, 424,
ete, |
132 Dandayudapanipét

133 Gr«:onﬁtzl‘d.s' Exchange
134 Scheme No, 1 R

135 Do. No.2. ..
136 A L.N.V. Garden
137 Vemuvari Garden

R 138 Pallivelavari Garden
139 New Municipal Extension.

* 140 Railway 'St:,ation area ..

W1 Weekly mnarket areq

142 8ri Ram{xiﬁbet Extension.

* 143 Scheme No. 1

the scheme areas were being

ACS.

60 Submitted for“sanction on 10th Nov
ember 1036—Returned for publi

n o MON and resubmission,

63 Sanctioned ang under execution-
All - works  except, water-suppl:

or o ztnrl‘m:u‘k‘-t completed.

23 b;uwho_n:ﬂ and under exeention-
Aequisition and other works haw
been completed.,

49 Draft sche

me arcas were b

7
19

389
399

382

(-]

17

135

10

<«

+

+
3
3
o

195

114
234
261
275
262

scheme finally approved—
Heation under soctinupll is str::gg
to have not been made,

cing regulated by the Council wit

Sag]ctior%eld-lsmps taken for
10n ot lands during the year,
Sa;]ccnqniq—Major works includin
acquisition - eompleted—
\ s p. Plots no
sanctioned  during  the year—Step
bengg taken for acquisition of ]nnlE
Subm}tted for sanetion on 20th Apr
193‘.;~Rnturned for taking congen
L Of South Indian Railway,
bl‘llbllrlilltt?gof;ol‘ zanction on 22nd Jarn
ary 34—Sanction Jove
wend awaited, of Govern

acquisi

Do.
No action taken guri

- )
Special Town- g the year,

planning staff appointe
y the Council for pre
sohome for preparation ¢

No action taken durin' ]
v g the year,
ﬁch'(‘.n‘\c deelared on 30th YSO])tl‘mbf
Il)ggti:lt\l‘o .fulg;lhvr progress js rc
uring the year-— i
unssurveyed.g yeat—=Town bein
No action taken during the year,

Sanctioned — Trustees of choultr
have requested extension of tim
for execution of works,

Sanctioned—Arca built up or other

wise utilized in contraventi
scheme—The Counci] had tllrggmﬁ
mended revocation of scheme

Returned for revision in the light ¢
Dlrecto_r of Towu-p]anulng’s T¢
marks in 1932, No further actio
taken during the year,

Sul%xgsnted for sanction on 31t Ma

No action taken oo '
ction taken during the ye
Layout and draft scheme prz;glr.éd.
Time-barred—Deferreg for "Qener:

Town-planning scheme,

. o,
Sanctioned and Being carried out.
o,
- . Do,
Subr_mtted for sanction on 1st Augus
19.}6—Devolopments in the are
being regulated in accordance wit
the draft scheme conditions,
No action taken during the year.
Layout ang draft scheme complete
No further. action seems to have hee
qckt;aken dutné]g the year.
weheme notifled during t y
reparaie 2 the year unds
No action taken during the year.

%(}hem(} published and
pendmg fin.
approval—Xurt er srogress  n¢
OV, urth brogre:

Prepared, published and .
sanction duﬂ%‘o the v e:‘]}bmltted f

Do.
Scheme and plagm under preparation,
0.

regulated by the Council in consultatio

Municipality or
local board.

58 Saidapet

59 Salem

23

Name of scheme.

Area,

Progress made.

MUNICIPALITIES' SCHEMES—cont.

148 West Mambalam, Part 1.

149 Do. Part 11.
* 150 South Maravaneri Ex-
tension.

* 151 Devangapuram ..
* 152 Logi Chetty Tank
* 153 Dadagapatti

* 154 Dadubaikuttai ..

* 155 Ammapet Extension

* 156 Gogai Extension.. ..

* 157 North Maravaneri Exten-
sion. i R

* 158 Kumaraswamipatti = ..

159 Eastein Railway

Awmmapet.

ACSB,

70

63
29

12

117
165

Submitted for sanction during the
year.

Preparation not yet undertaken.

Sanctioned—Works almost completed.

Do, No work executed during
the year.

Do. Certain road works wefe
completed during the year.

Do. No work executed during
the year.
{30. Do.
0. 0.
Do. Bo.
Do. Certain road works wcere
executed.

Do. Do.
Submitted for sanction on 22nd July
1935.

N.B.—Layouts and developments in scheme areas were being regulated by the Council in . consultation
with the Direetor of Town-plauning.

60 Sivakasi
¢1 Srirangam

* 160 l{ailwa,\: ‘Station area,

art 1.
* 161 Railway Station area,
Part T

* 162 Jambukeswaram Exten-

sion.
* 163 South Royagapuram

" 500
187

101
23

No action taken during the year.
Scheme submitted for sanction.

Draft scheme and layout under pre-
paration in the Town-planuing
Department.

Detailed map not yet prepared.

Draft scheme and layout under prepa-
ration in the Town-planning Depart-
ment.

N.B.—Layouts and developments in the scheme areas were being regulated by the Council in consultation
with the Dircctor of Town-planning. )

62 Srivilliputtur
63 Padpatri

61 Tanjore

65 Tellicherry ..
66 Tenali ..
67 Tirunelvely..

68 Tirupati

69 Tiruppattur
70 Tiruppur ..

71 Tiruvannamalai

72 Tiruvarur -..
73 Trichinopoly

164 Railway Station Area
165 High School xtension.

166 Nilgiris gurden

* 167 Ramaswamipet Extension.

* 168 Scheme No. 1 ..

*169 Do. 2
*170 Do 3
*171  Do. 1
172 Do. 2A
173 Do. 28
174 Do. 3 .
175 Do 4
6 5

17 Do. 5.
177 Railway Station Area
178 South-west Extension

* 179 Scheme No. 1

* 180 Do. 3

* 181 Do. B

* 182 New Town Railway
Station, Part I.

* 183 New Town Railway

Station, Part IT.
* 184 Puttur West ..
* 185 Catholi¢c Colony

18\6 Salat Road Extension

333
206

90

Scheme sanctioned and under execu-
tion.

Draft scheme and layout furnished to
the Council and published during the
year. i

Layout furnished to the Council during
the year—Dratt scheme yet to be
prepared.

No action taken during the year. R

Submitted for sanction during the year.

Draft scheme and layout furnished.
Further progreIs)s not reported.

0.

Do,
Sanctioned—Execution of works and
sale of sites in fair progress.
Preparel, published and submitted for
sanction during the year,

Do,
Scheme under preparation.

0. -
No action taken during the year.

0.,
Do.
Detailed map under preparation.

0. .
Scheme published and submitted
returned by Government for
revision, b
0.

Draft scheme and layout furnished to
the ¢ .'ncil during the year.

Do.
Schem™ submitted for sanction on
25tF  August 1934. Sanction of
Goy urnment awaited.

N.B.—Layouts and developments in scheme areas were being dealt with by the Council in consultation with
the Director of Town-planning.

74 Tuticorin

* 187 Scheme A, Part 1
* 188 Do. Part I1

58
23

Submitted 'to Governmeut for sanction
during the year.
Detail map under preparation.

—~ two were Government area schemes and sites have been laid out in accordance
'ml: ﬁinsl;?xgnl:%oeyby the Director and aseigned by the District Collector subject to Town-planning goudi-

tions,



P

Municipality or

loca! board Name of scheme. A;ea Progress made,
MUNICIPALITIES' SCHEMES—eont.
AQs,

74 Tuticorin—cont, .. * 180 Scheme B N . 399 Detatled map und i

*190  Do. C—PatT .. 332 P Do, Preparation,

*191 Do.  PartIl .. 332 Do,

. *102 New Railway Station 28 Draft scheme and layout furnished—
area. Owners bein,

193 Extended area north of

Puckle channel,
N.B.—Layouts and developments in the scheme areas
advice of the Director of Town-planning,

75 Udamalpet

473

76 Udipi . ..
77 Vaniyambadi 194 Qonindapuram Extengion. 45
78 Vellore 195 Velapadi Nallampattadi. 54
* 196 Sankarampalaiyam Exten- 87
sion.
79 Villupuram .. ..
80 VirudHunagar .. *197 Kathalampatti .. .. 263

198 Trunk Road by pass . T
199 Ramamurthi Road T

81 Vizagapatam 200 Maharanipetta, Ward 4.

71

* 201 Chingalraopetta  Blocks 49
9, 10, ete,

. * 202 Maharanipetta Blocks 339
9 and 10.

* 203 Waltair Ward ., . 1,781

* 204 Alipur Ward . .. 1,282

%205 Market Ward .. .

228
N.B.— Interim layouts and developments

dealt with by the Council
and advice of the Director of Town-planning. .

82 Vizianagram 206 Kotha Agraharam

207 Maharanipeta .. .. "{
208 Dasannapeta .. .. I
209 Yetagudem ¥
83 Walajapet .. N

84 Ambasamudram 210 Town' Extension 13
85 Allinagaram
86 Ariyalur ..

87 Aruppukkotta 211 North-east Extension

212 South-west Extension,
88 Arkonam .. .
890 Atmakur .. .. s
90 Bapatla .
91 Courtalam ..
92 Coondapoor
903 Ganapati .. ..
94 Jayankondashoia-

puram.

95 Jammalamadugu ..
9& Kandanur ..

97 Kadayanallur

98 Koilpatti

99 Kadre .. ..
100 Kollegal .. ..
101 Kotagiri

102 Kovvur
103 Karkal
104 Lalgudi

105, Manapparai
106" Madanapalli
107 Mangalagiri
108 Markapur
109 Nannilam ..
110 Nidadavoln

213 Krishna'p.u‘r.am Extension.

Eadl
* 214 Lalgudi Extension
* 215 ;8eturatnapuram 84

)

9 X
™

216 Scheme No 2 .. .. §

217 Do. 3" ..~ .,
111 Narasannapet e P +
112 Nandikotkur .. . o R
113 Papanasam.. e
114 Paramagudi .. ees
115 Penugonda .. R .
116 Puliyangudl
117 Palakon
118 Puttur
119 Polur,

{Eurnool O

cousul b
Council. ¢ td by the
Scheme newly declared during the
e

year.
were being Tegulated by the Couneil with the

No action taken during the year.
0.

Scheme newly declared during the
year,

Sanctioned-—~
—Scheme
Council,

Prepared, published and submitted
for sanction during the Year,

No action taken during the year.

Variations to sanctioned schende

approved by Government,
No Brogress‘

Dcvelqpments in progess
pending revision with

0. .
Submitted variations to sanctioned
scheme for sa

nction of Government
during the year.

Sanctioued scheme.
consideration.
Layout and draft

scheme furni; —
Pending publication. shed

Do.

Variations under

Layout and dr:
Pending sub;
in accorda

Do.

aft scheme furnished—
mission for sanction,
nce with the suggestions

Further pro]%ress not reported,
0.
Da.

Do.
No action taken.

LOCAL BOARDS’ SCHEME.

Sanctioned scheme revocati
scheme notifled tion — of

No action tak%x during the year,
0.

Noy progress is 'reported during the
ear.
Newly notifled.
No action taken during the year,’
0,

Do.
Do,
Scheme submif

tted for sanction,
No action taken during the yea?'.
0,

Do.
Do.
Do.

Do. :
Layout and draft scheme furnished
~—Further action not reported.
Sanctioned and under execution.
No action taken during the vear,

Do,
Do.
Scheme dec} Dg'
eme declared— Further i
" reported. urther action not

¥ . Do,
No action taken during the yeag.

SEFEEE

7

icipality or
mll:égl%oard.

120 Polur (North Arcot

121 Pattukkottal
122 Pilamedu

123 Pithapuram
94 Pamarru,

© 125 Rajamlalya.ﬁl

1

6 Repalle -
}37 Seithur - o ..
Sivaganga ..
-_l‘gg Sankarankoil
130 Salur .. -
131 Tenkasi .
192 Tambaram

,188 Tanuku

134 Tadepalliguc'l'em

35 Tekkali .+
}35 Usilampatti

137 Vikramasingapuram.
138 Vridhachalam .

49

Name of scheme. Area.

Progress made.

LOCAL BOARDY SCHEME—cont.

A0S,
218 Railway Station Area .. 98
219 Pattukkottal Extension. ':1;:;
220 Scheme No. 1 .. 3
221 Do. 2 .. 1
222 Rajapali"y'ém Extension. .5.171
223 Railwa‘y‘ét:atlon Area .. 424
* 224 Tambaram “Fxtension. 401

225 Railway Area .. ..
296 Extension  North of

Canal. B
227 Extension South  ef t
Canal

—~b—

228 Gubbipet Extonsion

Under preparation.

Janctioned and under execution.
%%gle-barrod, fresh action to be taken.

0.
No action-tak%l during the year.

0, X
Sanctioned and under execution.
N?a action t.ak%\ during the vear.

0,

Do.

Draft scheme prepared and published.
No action taken during the year.

0.
Subm.itted for sanction—Since sance-

tioned.
Newls notified during the year.
Under preparation. .

Do.
No action tak%l during the year.
0.

Do.
To be notified.

Do.
189 Valparai. .- . ?
APPENDIX IL
ithi - i ontrol. .
) t of Land within Towns under Town-planning O
Feten? 2 ' Number Total Acreagg
V' Acreage o oreag
l\ngxfber arcl;lit:s}e covered Name of town, schgrfn os. &ctrg?&e. . [ ‘b oy )
Name of town, gchemes. - of tOWD, hby o . 5 scheniezad.
2835 0312 | 26 Madura 14 5,166 1126
1-Adomi o 3 5,757 63 | 27 Mangalore tli R 14
2 Annkapalle H 6,076 21% | 28 Nandyal ! - o
3 peliary - 6 3488 4845 | 20 Neflore .. 3 S35 0
4 Bezwada | .- 1,203 264 | 30 Ootacamund. 1 235
5 Bodinayakka- 3 ' 81 Palacole .. , 38 sor
6 Calio 6,893 194 | 32 Palamcottah, I 2,221 408
6 calieut - ¥ 870 25 | 33 Palni .. .. o9 212
7 Chingleput .- 3 14 | 34 Peddapuram. 1 1,293 53
8 Chittoor ..o 3 5,018 42 |35 proadatur .. 1 L0 G
9 Cocanada .. :3), '646 218 36 Rajahmundry. : 2,189 )
10 docbin N 4800 2,133 | 37 Saidapet 1 1350 ko
3] Coimbators -+ 21196 143 | 38 Salem 0 2758 491
12 Conjeeveram. . : 2’302 63 | 39 Srirangam. .. 3 228 s
18 Goonoor .- g 2,957 803 | 40 Snvilliputur. ] sl 233
18 Dindigul .- 7 3501 840 | 41 Tadpatri ) 1,600
16 Bllore ] 3060 1,360 | 42 Tanjore 1 1,909 .
16 Erode - 2 T899 2137 |43 Tenaht Lo L7 o
17 fuotur oo § 1216 444 | 44 Tirunclvely : L3 12
18 Bundupur . 2 1866 294 | 45 Tirupati .. d 2,381 .
19 Hospet e 1 . 4151 2,230 | 46 Tlrulp'patcur .. 2 . Ll S oTe
20 Kamsikudi .- 7 "1'076 . 47 Trichinopoly. s 5830 074
2L Kemr. v g 6,580 10 | 48 Tuticorin .. 3 :
22 Kodafkaral .. 2829 540 | 40 Vaniyampadi. 1 s w0
23 Kumbakonam. - 2 .. 50 g]lore 2 1:440 400
24 Kurnool . 23 18,618 1 3 Lo 2
25 Madras City. (ﬂctua fiy ] ] 720
' 0).




Gobernment B of Madras

EDUCATION AND PUBLIC HEALTH DEPARTMENT.
(Public Health.)

6.0. No. 4262, 28th November 1938

Town-l’lanuing——Administration—l%7-38—Reviewed. :

 Reap—the following paper :—

TFrom the Director of Town-Planning, dated 6th October 1938,
. D.T.P. No. 1869/38. '

“order—No. 4262, P.H., dated 28th Noverher 1938

Recorded. : - PR

9. At the end of the year the Towa-Plaxming Adtwas'in force
in 139 towns. Thirty-six municipalities and two panchayats had
submitted the preliminary explanatory notes in regard to geheral
town-planning schemes. The progregs so far made cannot be,aid

to be satisfactory. The Government. trusr;t?a,g, ‘,be’{éer progff_ess
e ¥ f'h,‘“ - A

will be made during 1938-39. B

3. Twenty-four town-planning scheries were newly un
during the year under review and van schemes were gub
through the Collector and the Boar ipf “Revenue. . - Qge
town-planning scheme was sanctioned Buiring Hheer yeat, Lo
ing the schemes already sanctioned the numbéi. Wie while the
number of schemes submitted and not yet sanctioned was also 38.
_"Thirteen schemes were pending sanction of Government during
“ the year and eight schemes were returned to local bodies for revi-
sion and resubmission.

/

4. Besides 500 building applications in town-planning areas,
the Town-Planning department dealt with 57 lay-out schemes in
towns. About 47 lay-outs were furnished by the Town-Planning
department to the District Labour Officers and other authorities
in regard to the provision of house-sites for the poor classes. h



2 No. 4262, P.H., 28tn NOVEMBER 1938

5. The Government observe that the municipalities are not
enforcing building regulations and street making provisions rigidly
and they again emphasize the necessity for their strict observance,

(By order of His Excellency the Governor)

C. H. MASTERMAN,
Secretary to Government.

>
[
e

To the Executive Authorities of Municipalities, through the Chairmen,

»» the Mayor, Corporation of Madras,

»» the Board of Revenue,

»» all Collectors.

» all Presidents of District Boards.

» the Presidents of Panchayat Boards concerned (through the Presidents of

District Boards concerned).

»» the Director of Town-Pla.ning,

»» the Director of Public Health.

»» the Sanitary Engineer.

» the Inspector of Municipal Councils and Local Boards.

» all Departments of the Secretariat {except Finance and Home)
» the Examiner of Local Fund Accounts )

» the Becretary, Assembly Secretariat (two copies).
Press.
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