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Tuap SECRETARY 10 GOVERNMEN'T,
EpucatioN AND PusBLic HeEaLta DEPARTMENT.

Dated, the 6th September 1941.

SIR,
[Annual Report of the Towu-Plannmg Department—1940-41.]

"1 have the honour to submit the Annual Report for the year ending
31st March 1941 on the Administration of Tovvn-Planning in the

Presidency.
.. ...d.—GENERAL REVIEW.

1. The Adminjstration of Town-Planning in the Presidency is
mainly concerned with generally the superintending of the operation
application and enforcement of the provisions of the Town-Planning Ac
and of the other Municipal and Local Boards Acts in so far as they
relate to Town-Planning and the giving of necessary direction and tech
nical - assistance and advice in regard to all matters relating to Town.
planning, and in particular the following, viz., the preparation o
statutory detailed town-planning schemes for definite areas within town,
(both municipalities and panchayats); ‘the formulation of g genera,
town-planning scheme (for comprehe_nswe development and improve
ment of a town) which is obligatory on every municipality under the
Town-Plenning Act; the preparation of schemes other than Town-
Planuning Act schemes for town and village extensions within municipal
and panchayat areas; the enforcement of street by-laws and building
regulations in all municipalities and in panchayats to which the con.
cetned provisions of the District Municipalities Act had been extended ;
the control of industries and factories in all municipal and panchayat
areas ' the scrutiny and examination of Government and municipal
building schemes ; layouts for parks, recreation grounds, pla,yiné fields,

etc. and the settlement of residential areas in all municipalities gnd
‘ urban ' towns declared under the Public Health Act. The pr(;fa?e(;s

madetyn the various directions mentioned above may be understood
the facth.and:particujars furnished in this report. ;

it 9. Detailed toton-planning schemes—By the end of Marc ]94:
$kié Town-Planning ‘Act was in force in the areas of 149 local aigthor
which 83 a¥ municipalities and 66 are panchayats. o
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extending the provisions of the Act to five more panchayats were un
consideration during the vear. Sixty-three municipalities and 17 pan'
chayats (or district board authorities) had taken steps to bring definite
areas, which were in course of development or likely to be developec
in course of time, under the scope of statutory town-planning schemes
There were in all 315 town-planning schemes in various stages of
execution, publication or preparation; of which 52 were sanctionec
schemes (including six schemes sanctioned during the year), 68 pending
sanction of (overnment or returned by Government for reconsideratior
to the concerned local authorities, 9 published and pending submissior
to Government for sanction, 74 pending completion of draft schemes
and publication for public criticism, and the remaining 112 under pre.
paration or in the preliminary stages of notification and survey. The
last number includes 14 schemes newly notified during the year and o
number of time-barred schemes requiring re-notification, The remaining
20 municipalities and 49 panchayats who had not so far taken anjy
action under the Act have been advised to formulate suitable town
planning schemes for all areas within their towns, which are being
developed or are suitable for extensions either immediately or in the
future, taking the requisite steps in accordance with the Act anc
the Rules thereunder.

3. In respect of the areas covered by 200 town-planning schemes, the
provisions of the sanctioned schemes or of approved draft schemes anc
the lay-out plans connected therewith were being followed in granting
permission to private land development and¢ building operations undei
section 17 of the Act. On the whole, nearly 1,200 lay-outs and 8,00(
building applications relating to the town-planning areas were deali
with by the department since the first notification of the areas unde
the Act. During the year, the department furnished 120 maps anc
lay-out plans, including 42 scheme maps Nos. 1, 2 and 3, 78 lay-ou
plans for development of private lands and 7 for municipal or Govern
ment land within town-planning areas, and also dealt with 864 building
applications relating to the Madras City Town-Planning areas alone
26 draft town-planning schemes were scrutinized and submitted &
Government with suggestions and remarks; 30 draft town-planning
Schemes were suggested or furnished to local authorities; in 16 cases
of sanctioned town-planning schemes, the proposals of local authorities
for variation or modification under section 15 of the Act were examines
and submitte¢ to Government; 6 town-planning schemes were sanc
tioned by Government and variations to 16 sanctioned town-planning
schemes were also approved and published by Government. Six case:
of time-barred schemes were notifie¢ by Government under section 1¢
specifying a time-limit for submission in each case; for 32 schemey
extension of time for publication under section ‘11 and for 52 schemes
extension of time for submission under section 12 were granted.

4, Arbitrators bad been appointed by Government under section 2

of the Act for 48 out of the total number of 52 sanctioneé town-planning
“emes, whose duties are to define, and, where necessary, demarcate
:9""- g the demarcation of, the reconstituted plots and the a;'eas allottec
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to or reserved for the purposes of streets, shops, industries, parks, open
gpaces, etc. ; to decide in reference to the claims made by owners affected
by the schemes for compensation ; and to determine the properties
benefited by the schemes, which are Liable for betterment contribution
and estimate and record their market values at the date of the first
notification »f the scheme. During the year, the Government appointed
arbitrators for six sanctioned schemes. In the cases of sanctioned schemes
in Salem, Chittoor, Coimbatore, Mangalore, Madura, Tirupati, Virundhu-
nagar and Vizagapatam Municipalities, the Arbitrators appear to have
already passed orders on the claims made by owners for compensation
and settled- the properties liable for betterment contribution and their
market values, and in other cases the Arbitrators have not either com-
pleted their enquiries or communicated their decisions to the local
authorities and owners of properties. The Government had also
appointed special Acquisition Officers in many cases of sanctioned
schemes which provide for acquisition of properties under the provisions
of the Town-Planning Act. During the year, the Government appointed
u special Acquisition Officer for one scheme in the City of Madras.

5. General town-planning schemes.—Except two municipalities
which were temporarily exempted by Governmeni from ?h_e obligatory
sions of section & of the Act, all the other 81 municipalities had
taken steps or were considering about the appointment of requisite town-
planning staff for carrying out the preliminary survey and investigation,
in regard to the preparation of the general town-planning scheme.
Up to the end of the year, 37 municipalities h@d prepared ten.tatlve
reports and maps which are to serve as the basis for the formulation of
general town-planning  schemes, and submitted them to the depart-
ment or the Government for foermg their opinion and S}lggestlons as
to the proposals that should be included or taken up immediately or after
the schemes are sanctioned and the proposals that should be taken into
consiceration in the interests of proper development and improvement
s and also as to the settled policy, plan and programme that
ought fo be adopted and the provisions that should be mace in the
achemes to effectively control both municipal and private activities in
connexion therewith, In 21 cases, the reports and maps had been
returneé for revision or further con&dergtmn and resubmission with
complete details and information as required to be furnisheq under the
Town-planning Rules and in the light of the general remarks made
by the cepartment. In the remaining 16 cases, the reports and maps

pi'r)vi

of town

" had not been examined pending detailed inspection and stucy of towns.

o 1936, the Government, while expressing their inability to
appoint any additional staff at that time, 1nformed the Dlrect.or to defer
the examination of the 'g'eneral town-planning schemes until they are
able to provide the additional staff and to devote his whole attention
to the prepara.tion of detglled tow_n-plannmg gchemes. So much so, the
department was not paying serious attention to the preparation of
the general town-planning schemes, except giving instructions to the
municipalities now and then as to the survey to be made, the man~

1-a
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of preparation of and the details to be incorporated in the maps and
explanatory notes, the technical stail to be appointed by municipalities
for the work, etc. Whenever possible, some of the explanatory notes
and wmaps already submitted were examined and returned to the con-
cerned wmunicipalities with general remarks for their reconsideration and
resubmission to the departinent in a complete form covering all matters
and problews connected with development and improvement of towns
compreliensively and reguiation of all activities whether municipal or
private affecting town-planning interests, Recently, the Government
have called for proposals from the department for the appointment of
an additional town-planning expert to attend to the genera] town-
planning schewes of municipalities.  Proposals have since been madce
to Government for such appointient at an early date,

7. Special  town-planning  commiitees. —Special town-planning
committees appomnted under scction 37 of the Town-Planning Act were
functioning in nost of the municipalities of the Presidency and were
in many cases delegated with all powers specified under rule 22 of the
Town-Planning Rules. No lown-planning commitee was appointed
in Cannanore, Chidambaram, Cuddapah, Rajapalaiyain and Tellicherry
Municipalities. DPowers were not delegated to the town-planning com-
mittees in Anakapalle, Gudiyattam, Palacole, Periyakulam, Proddatur,
Mayavaran, Sivakasi, Tenali, l'icuppattur, 'Liravannamalai and Villu-
purara Municipalities. A large number of town-planning committees did
pot hold meeting at all during the whole year and certain committees
held only one or two meetings, although, under rule 8 of the Town-
Planning Ruies, every conumittee is required to hold meetings at least
once & month. Only the Committees in Calicut, Cochin, Coimbatore,
Bezwada, Ellore, Erode, Karaikudi, Mangalore, Nellore, Pollachi,
Tuticorin and Vizagapatam municipalities and in the City of Madras took
a real interest in town-plunning. No panchayat, except Kotagiri, had
appointed @ town-planning committee. The “Kotagiri town-planning
committee held only one meeting during the year and was dissolve?l
at the end of the year with the concurrence of the Government.

8. Street Control and Building Regulations.—The provisions of the
Madras District Municipalities Act, relating to Street Control and
Building Regulations, were in force in 146 towns including 83 munici-
palities and 63 panchayats. During the year, the provisions were
newly extended to 5 panchayats and proposals for extension of the pro-
visions to 13 other panchayats were also under consideration. The City
of Madras was separately under control of the provisions of the Madras
City Municipal Act. Generally all municipalities and the Corporation
of Madras had been enforcing the observance of the provisions of the
Acts and the rules and regulations thereunder, It cannot, however
be said that they had doune all things necessary for enforcing’ the obeer-,-
vance-of such provisions effectively and properly in all cages. Man
cases of deviations or non-observance of the provisions were rei)orted 031"
brought to the notice of the department and they were all dealt with
in a suitable manner. Majority of the cases dealt with related to
deviations from Building Rules. A few cases related to failure on the
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and to make private streets according to the statutory
pajrtgf Ovég:';:igféetges related %o disposal of sites by owners of land
w}gﬁo{;t approval of lay-outs, without formation of streets or without
glllﬁlling the conditions of sanction of lay-outs.
9. All m;nicipalities, except Anakapalle, have adoptqd street by-laws
and most of them were found to enforce the by-laws strlctl.y. Instgpces
jcipalities who either di¢ not enforce the street-.makmg provisions
O§ ItIlllznActr;) or experienced any great difficulty 1n enforcing the provisions,
. re few. .'The municipalities of Cannanore and Telhcherry had put
g)iward tl.le.plea of local customs, usual building of houses in a haphazard
mapner ané other circumstances for the.n(.)n-observance or_fallure.t.o
for e' the street-making provisions in bu;ld}ng areas. Certaln municl-
enﬁ:’c e.o., Hindupur, Menali and Gudivada 1'epresentqd_ that the
pagl}es}’]av.eb.r’lot vet reached the normal level of sense of civic respon-
'li)ilil‘g and it is rather difficult to enforce the statutory provisions
il}latir}lrg to streets in all quarters owing to abnprmal cost of land‘ and
other circumstances and that it is equally more difficult to get the private
streets metalled, lighted, dmingd, ete., un'less the provisions pf the Act
;xre rigidly enforced by councils. Ceftam other ml_mlclpahtles, e.g.,
Ellore and Bezwada, had taken over private streets which were not made
by owners in accordance with the provisions of the Act and ca.m*led oqt
ig]provements to them at municipal cost contrary to the specific provi-
gions of the Act imposing oblization on the owners to make the pr%vate
:qtreetﬂ completely at their own cost and Tequirmg that no private
street should be declared as public street untﬂ'suc.h street is completely
made by owners. In all cases mv_ol_vmg_obhgatlon on the owners to
make the private streets. the municipalities are .bound to enforce th-e
statutory provisions and cannot incur any expenditure uqd_er the public
funds on account of private street works. The municipalities of Anaka-
alle, Karur, Peddapuram, Saidapet, Srirangam, Tuticorin, ete., which
pro <;§ed +o take over certain private streets in the already developed
Sre;)s‘and carry out mecessary improvements to them at municipal cost
were informed of the impropriety of utvhzmg the general revenues for
the construction or improvement of streets m prlyate areas so long as
they are not definitely required to meet the public needs and actually
dedicated to the public for upkeep as other public roads.

10. Tt is a common complaint of all municipalities that consfruction
and reconstruction of buildings and new developments were being
roceeded with by awners ané builders without proper approval of lay-
5 t and building plans and without even observing the formality of
(r)r?aking an application to the Executive Auth‘ority for _permission.
Prosecutions and convictions had little or no effect n preventing pnautho-
rized constructions and developments. Tn c.er.tam municipalities, e.g.,
Bezwada and Ellore, it was the habit for buildings to be constructed or
reconstructed ignoring the provisions of the Building Rules, in antici-
ation of their being recommended by the municipal councils for exemp-
?ion and the councils were as 2 matter of routine directing the executive
authorities to address the Government for exemption, There were
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also several instances wherein municipal councils entertained ** appeals *’
from private parties against orders of Government refusing to grant
exemption and directed their Fxecutive Authorities to defer action
against the parties concerned for violation of the rules pending issue of
orders by Government on the so-called *‘ appeals.” Such action on the
part of the municipal councils was taken advantage of by the parties
to complete their objectionable constructions ané later on to put for-
ward the plea that the demolition of the struetures completed by them
would result in great loss. Also when orders are issued for demolition
of buildings or portions thereof to comply with the rules or to give effect
to the Government orcers, it has become usual for the parties to even
resort to civil courts under cover of appeals.

11. The 63 panchayats to which the provisions of the District
Municipalities Act and the by-laws and rules thereunder relating to
streets and building regulations had heen extended, made no gerious

attempt to bring into operation or enforce the said provisions owing to
various causes.

12. The department furnisheq during the year 38 layout plans for
private and municipal extensions (in non-town-planning areas) and gave
opinion and suggestions in many cases relating to enforcement of street
by-laws and building rules. Seven hundred and fifty-five cases of
huilding applications from various municipalities, of which 529 were
appeals by the parties recommendeé by the concerned municipal councils
for exemption from the rules, were examined and reported to Govern.-

ment. The Government passed orders on 480 cases granting exemption
mn 306 cases with or without conditions, rejecting the rest.

13. Declaration of industrial areas.—All the 8

all panchayats in the Presidency were directed by Government to set
apart definite areas for industrial purposes. During the year, the depart-
ment dealt with 120 cases of inclustrial area proposals, 26 of which
related to municipalities and 94 to panchayats. The department also
dealt with 26 cases of industrial installations (employing electric power)
proposed to be established in non-industrial areas. The proposals of
tho Corporation of Madras to set apart industrial areas in different
parts of the City were also examined and reviewed by the department.
Questions relating to the validity of the declaration of industrial areas
and prohibition of industries outside such areas, the prevention of
dwelling-houses and other residential buildings in the declared indus-
trial areas, and the powers available under the provisions of the District
Municipalities Act, the City Municipal Act and the Local Boards Act
to grant or refuse permission for first installation or removal or replace-
ment of mills and factories or to direct the remova) of existing factories
from non-industrial to industrial areas and a previous orders issued

from time to time, were re-examined and congolidated instructions were
issued by Government for the guidanc :

chayats in the Presidency. A very |
have vet to declare industrial areas within their to

3 municipalities anc:

Wns,
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ici illage extensions.—All town and vil-
14. Non-mumctaéllllicﬁ)uéz cgéf :omg under the direqt dcontéol at‘lllld
O icipalities and panchayats are required under the
guperv1§10ns ?stur:&l Iﬁ;llgxgilgegt Eo be cirrigd out in accordance with
1nstruct1;> " nd conditions approved by the Director of Town-Planning.
layout par%s &d officers of the Revenue department and the Labour
The concetne o-operative  building societies and others have been
dePart.meil : }imifting their proposals to this department for approval
gecordingly su f lay-out plans from time to time. Roughly the total
or suggesgloln gut lans for various extensions of towns and villages in
number (')d ay thgt were approved by the department up to the end of
the Presi encyl.)e estimated at 2,000. In all these cases not only were
the year may t plans generally furnished but suggestlons were also
suitable lay-oud tI; the conditions which should be imposed to regulate
made N reg}?rracter and density of dwelling-houses, street and ot!ler
the use, sv:tions cons‘tructionﬁ of houses and .ot}}er.erectnons on bul.ld-
publlc, l'elstfG qa,t]"lf, health and town-planning prineiples, ete. Dunng
ing sites toh' dt; grtment furnished 75 layout plans comprising of 52
the year, ¢ ﬁ 3 Eo the District Collectors and other Revenue Depart-
plans furnis 817 to the Commissioner of Labour and District Labour
mﬂ?ntr:) fﬁ;erti’ co-operative building societies and 4 to District Board
officers,
authorities. 1di —According to the
i overnment Building Schemes. ing _
15,1Mulritéi’lp(t)lfl :}?g government in this Presidency, all major Muni-
genera pl(zl %, Schemes (costing more than Rs. 2,500) and Government
clp%'ﬂ Bm qI%g mes within municipal areas have to be referred to the
Bglldlng ‘chewnl.Planning for advice and suggestions in regard to loca-
]_)lrector 0 I(I)]ent and appearance of buildings. From time to blmg the
bon, Bfrmll.ltge and the concerned Government departments accordingly
mumqlpahl les chemes or proposals for advice and suggestions of the
submit ' el(; :he are being promptly dealt with providing suitable lay-
Director an d dggi ng of buildings whenever necessary and possible,
out plans an r ‘tﬁe department dealt with 10 building schemes or pro-
During the %‘?ih’ nine related to municipal offices, schools, market, ete.
posals, .,oéx,elmment scheme for building infantry lines. '
e gn‘JOther miscellaneous schemes and proposals. —Other miscellaneous
16. or proposals that are usually dealt with by the dt.apartmgnt
fschemesth IF; ing of public parks, trunk road by-passes, public playing
include eungcipal staff housing, etc. During the year, the depart-
round®. lltn with about a dozen schemes of which two were park lay-
ment dea'EAhed to municipalities, six by-pass road proposals and the rest
outs fur;;ceuaneous municipal improvement proposals. o
Otherr,mpeclam tion of residential areas.—All mummpal.ltles and
‘ ]i) " local authorities notified under the Madrajs Public Hea.lth
urban ired by the statute to settle the residential areas for their
Act are I"f}? u;,he agprova.l of the Director of Public Health and the
towns Wi f Town-Planning. By the end of the year, the total number
]?u;(l:ltgil;’i% alities and urban local authorities that had to notify residential
0

lage extensions
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areas reached the figure 301 (comprising of 83 municipalities and 218
urban local authorities). As many of them could not take prompt action
owing to circumstances beyond their powers the Government granted
general permission to all to settle and notify the residential areas by
31st March 1942 During the year, the Department examined and scru-
tinized the proposals and maps of eight local authorities (including the
City of Madras, four municipalities and three panchayats) and granted

approval imposing suitable restrictions and conditions where necessary*
to protect town-planning interests.

18. Amendments to Acts and Rules.—Proposals were called for by
Government for amending the Town-Planning Act to make it an effective
instrument and accordingly the department submitted suggestions for
revision and amplification of certain provisions of the Act so as to
enable the local authorities to enforce the observance of town-planning
regulations during the interim period between the first notification and
final sanction of scheme, to prosecute and punish persons who contravene
the provisions of section 17, to somewhat simplify the procedure in the
preparation of schemes, to extend the application of certain provisions
of the District Municipalities Act to cases dealt with under the schemes,
etc. The Government, however, declined to proceed with the amend-
ment of the Act at the present moment on the lines suggested by the
department. Proposals were also called for by Government for amend-
ing the District Municipalities Act and the City Municipal Act to
obviate the difficulties experienced by municipalities in enforcing street
lay-outs in private areas developed for building purposes and for framing
suitable rules for regulating the width of streets in private areas where
the statutory minimum- width is not complied with, and accordingly
suggestions were submitted to Government for their consideration. So
far the Government have not passed any orders on the suggestions of
the Department. The new draft building rules for non-extension areas
proposed by the Special Building Rules Committee. were published
during the vear, and a number of suggestions and objections were made
by municipalities. Considering the numerous objections made by muni-
cipalities to the proposed rules and the impracticakility of enforcing those
rules in the non-extension (built up) areas without cansing much incon-
venience and hardship to the owners and builders and also ag the rules
themselves were defective in many respects, the Department had sug-
gested to Government to make suitable alterations in the existing rules
themselves to make them more practicable for municipalities to enforce,
to avoid causing serious hardship to anv owner or builder and to make it
possible without sacrificing efficiency. for reasonable relaxation of any
provisions where necessary and according to circumstances and condi-
tions without the responsibilitv being thrown on the Wxecutive Autho-
rities of Municipal Councils. The suggestions for revision of the existing
rules were under consideration of Government. During the vear, the
Government also directed the Department to prepare and submit for
their approval a Town-Planning Manual and they recently sanctioned
the appointment of a temporarv npper division clerk for the purpose.
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The appointment of the clerk has since befn made and the preparation
of thepMa,nual taken up by the Department. a0 of Town.
inal Town-Planning F«md.——Under sectlon A
19'. Munotp very municipal council shoqld constitute a separate
Planning A.Ct’_ Fundy tor defraying all expenditure connectedelthv town-
tOWD_Pla’mmlég o portion of such fand should be expended_ orApurpé)_ses
plannng, anf nb\} the Act unless sanctioned by .G.oyernment.' ceor mgf
not provided (tl e rules, all receipts of & municipal council by waydo
to the town-plangl fnd-rent, procuce of lands,‘ sale-proceet'ls of lands,
rent on l_a nds, br;) nent, licence fees, fines, interest on investments,
llouildmgs ﬁ]r':(: eg(l)lnlt)ributi;mg from Government, other local authorities
oans, grants, ¢ :

lci j 1 i Count
Ied rivate per sONS and from IUUHIClp&l funds. 1ncludmg aeneml ac ,
ana p 1vat ¢ 3 &

, drainage account, lighting account.
education ?Ccof:;r}cfa} X?;tg i?ggﬁtﬂic,, shogld' form the cred}ts of such
remunerat‘l}’e. fewl municipalities have constituted such a fund main-
A _fu.nd. . ‘elyﬂle manper required by the Act and rules. ‘Mangalore,
taining 1t 0 R rapalaivam Pollachi. O()mcan}u_nd._ .Cochm, Ello.re,
Udamalpet. k dl{]g (‘l‘wingl,epﬂt and Brode Mun1c1pah§1¢s are mamta,.u}-
OngOIZi] ﬁn&nadp& Tt is very unsatisfactory that a majority of the muniel-
ing su ‘ § )

lities in the Presidency should have failed to constitute such a fund
palities e ‘ .

all these years. . .
i _planning staff.—During the year 33 munici-
1201‘({“":::&(:31 t:;;frgte Tovgn-[)]_anning Overseers or E‘mrveyo%r}sl f(;r
palities (‘ppt'on of schemes for periods ranging from three months to
the preparatl ore. The appointment of town-planning staff was under
one yem: f(')r ”in 11 other municipalities and a few P@nc}‘]a.yats. Perma-
considera fmrll e staff was appointed by five municipalities alone (viz.,
nent town-p "1,“’} wiore. Mangalore. Tuticorin and the Corporation of
Madura, ('((;m,l )(ml' coo municipalities submitted proposals during the
Madras). | ’}; their town-planning staff on a permanent basis. In
year for p a?’]tigq there was no town-planning staff for devoting whole
50 nmmcuszl tc; t,he/various duties and functions connected with town-
time atten ,\(;n the preparation and execution of schemes under the Act.
planning or Iof nersp of Vanivambadi, Tirunelveli, .Tlruppattur, Tiru-
The Com]I]n'SSIONWra,sar%Pet* ‘Cuddalore, Calicut, Hindupur, Proddatur,
varur, Ve tori}[un;cipalities had represented that the War}t of full-
Udamalpf}"1 .cal staff for town-planning or the non-appointment of
time t_ectm 2 lanning staf had very greatly retarded the progress of
separatlednﬁ‘i’;"g I:;vork and prevented them from the enforcement of
-pla .
:}ouvi\;réi%g regulations strictly. | | -
Town-Planning Dcpartmpnt——Pers.onnel.—The'personnel of the
21. Town tinued to be the same as In the previous year. The
department cgi]unicipal Councils and Liocal Boards was ex officio Director
Tnspector Olf o and Sti R. D. N. Simham, .E., M.E. (Hons),
of Town-Planni Ig was Personal Assistant to Director of Town-Planning.
I,’T;;'A‘?' ét:;,M:f;ﬁl;r"was in charge of the department in all its technical
e latt

aspects.
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92. Progress reports.—Up to the time of writing this report, 56
municipalities and 20 panchayats had submitted their annual progress
reports in accordance with the requirements of the Town-Planning Rules.
All the reports so far received have been examined and submitted to
Government with the remarks of the department. Only a few muni-
cipalities have submitted their reports relating to the Town-Planning

Fund Account to the department under rules 67 and 75 of the Town-
Planning Rules.

23. Traiming in town-planning.—During the year, special courses
of training for executive officers of municipalities and for special officers
of panchayats were instituted by Government. Two such courses were
held, each course being for a period of two months. The courses
included training in the subject of town-planning also. Sri R, D. N.
Simham was appointed as Liecturer and Examiner for Town-Planning.
He gave a series of lectures on town-planning separately for executive
officers of n}ummpalities and special officers of panchayats. Also, 8ix
Town-Planning Overseers and one Municipal Public Works Overseer who
were deputed by municipalities were given training in town-planning or
instractions in the preparation of schemes for short periods ranging from
a week to two months according to circumstances, '

I1,—ADMINISTRATION OF THE TOWN-PLANNING ACT.

Detailed particulars of the progress made in the preparation and

execution of schemes under the Town-Planning Act and other matters
connected therewith are given below.

24, Extension of Town-Planning Act.—During the year, the provi-
sions of the Town-Planning Act were extended to the panchayats of
'l}ruttam.((‘»hlttoor district), Satyamangalam (Coimbatore district) and
V]kramasmga.puram (Tirunelveli district), bringing up the total number
of non-municipal towns alone, to which the provisions of the Act apply.
to 66 and both municipal and non-municipal towns to 149, A list of

non-municipal towns to which the provisions of the Act apply is given
in Appendix I. P 8 pply 18 g

P 25. The extension of the Act to the panchéyats of Kosgi, Guntakal,
attikonda, Cumbum, Rameswaram, Attur, Vallam, Tiruturaipundi,

Cour'tallan.l, Devarapalli, Venkatagiri, Gudalur and Razole were under
consideration.

trict) the GoverIn Peip%qtd of the seaside resort Vadrevu (Guntur dis-
nment did not i
board to extend the Act as the DSiaJncmon the Droposal of the panchare!

strict Board of Guntur was against the
gggoszﬁ. {ln the case of Gobichettipala,iya.m the proposal for gextension
Gov:rnglegte Prte}vmus panchayat board was also not approved by
unnocossary as the present panchayat board regarded such extension

26. Detailed town-planning schemes.—Unler sections 9 and 12, 63
of the 83 municipalities (including the Corporation of Madras) and 17
of the 66 panchayats had town-planning schemes in various stages of
preparation, publication, submisgion ané execution. During the year,
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; i icipalities
.o schemes were undertaken by nine municipa

14 dnevc; ?ﬁgﬁj&?ﬁ; sections 9 and 10 of the Act, as noted below :(—
and on 3

— Number of Municipality. Number of
B . 8¢l .

pusiep 1 Nandyal .. ‘e .. 1

Bellary - o 1 Narasaraopet . .. 2

Cocqpada - o 1 Negapatam .. .. . 2

Karur . 1 Udi_Pl-- .o . .o ;

Mangaloﬁe s : 9 Allinagaram Panchayat ..

City of Ma .

; n.planning schemes controlling building
: rore lencig}ald 3;r5eagovivn gifferen? parts of the Presidency, A
operatlo?ﬂl_lzl Osfptown-planning schemes with their stages and progress
complets tls the end of the year js given 1n Appen.dlx 1T, ' .
made wp & n of time.—The Government notified the following six
) a7 Em(t]eﬁﬁ)emes and one new scheme under section_ 12 of the Aqt
t;.m ec-‘gigethé concerned municipalities to prepare, publish and submit
dire

the schemes by a specified date :—

There W

cipality Name of scheme. Time allowedbtil]l o
Municip: . .. 31st March 1941 (not submitted).
Bellary 12 %"é%’é’:;‘é‘ !r?g u%apet emr.ls.m .. 12th October 19% (under preparation),
.. . . o.
Colmbatore 3 Scheme No. 7 .. o .. ;
. tension .. 18t October 1941 (under preparation.)

K rﬁ?‘ . 4 We:thzﬁ’;d}gzgz‘;?egcf: " 7 318t August 1941 (under preparation).

]go. . . g %ﬁ °a“k Garden further exten- 31st March 1942 (under preparation).
Madras City " E ;c%l{nge Hall, ete., area .. 81st October 1941 (under preparation),
Ootacamund

i ] ime for publi-
ment sanctioned further gxt_enswn of tlme. p
z o 'ﬂ?:w(i?l?etrl?e maximum pericd permlss1ble uncer section 11 of
Eﬁtmzc? in respect of 39 schemes notified under section 10, as given
e , §

below :—

Number of
Municipality. schemes.

3 (not published).
Bellary ¢  (published).
Conjeeveram : ¢  (under preparation).
Guntur e . 1 (not published).
Mangalore .. .. e 1 (under reparation).
Salem . o o 9 (not published).
Tiruppattur 4  (under preparation).
Villupurgm . ot 13 (8 not published and 5 under prepara-
Madras City . v tion).

A

nt sanctioned additional time in respect of 52

29. Then%‘)vfirrmgﬁder section 12 of the Act, for th.e preparation,

Sc};)eimesio? «:nd- submission to Government for sanction, as given
pu 1¢a

below ¢ Nugrbegs of Time allowed till
R emes.
Municipality BC m a1st ﬁ“ﬂ‘mg }gﬁ gsuglmltteg)-mﬁon)
- st Augus under pr: .

Be,i;?da f g{at March 1941 (not aubmitged).

digul 1 S0th May 1941 (not submitted).
Do 1 20th October 1941 (under preparation).
Hllore - - 2 81t December 1941 (under preparation).

. 5 S1et March 1041 (4 submitted and 1 not submitted).

Drgde ¥ 8 81st December 1941 (under preparation).
g ur 8 30th Heptember 1041 (under preparation).
G raikudl 3 30et July 1941 (not submitted).
Kalnl . . 1 g1gt March 1941 (not submitted).
Y,?{ angam . 3 1t April 1941 (not submitted).
s:m-"me vell .. 6 818t March 1943 (under preparation).
'rﬂchlno&°‘y - 10 30th bJullil:g i §;41 (2 sanctioned, 3 submitted and & nof
.o submitted).
Madres o 1 80th Sertember 1941 (under meantion).
Vellore .o 4 31st July 1048 (under preparation).
 yizagapatam s
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30. The progress made in respect of the town-planning schemes
andertaken by the local authorities, up to the end of the year, is given
n an abstract manner in the statement below :—

Number of
© schemes.

(@) Schemes declared and not notified under section 10 .. . . 19
(b) Schemes notified under section 10 or section 12—

(i) Maps under preparation .- .. .. . .. .. 46

(ii) Layout maps and draft schom.s proposed .. . .. .. 74

(iii) Time-barred and to be renotified . .. .. .. ... 42

(¢) Sch-mes published and pending submission .. .. .. 9

(d) Schemes submitted for sanction .. .. .. .. .. .. 68

{e) Schemes sanctioned and under execution .. .. .. .. 52

(f) Schemes deferred or abandoned for the present . . .. 6

Total number of schemes .. 316

31. Area covered by town-planning schemes.—Up to the end of the
vear, approximately, 56,000 acres of land within various municipal and
panchayat towns in the Presidency were under statutory town-planning
control ; of this area, however, only about 5,400 acres were covered by
sanctioned town-planning schemes (less than 10 per cent).

32. Need for prompt action in the notification and publication of
town-planring schemes.—In all cases of schemes where local authorities
had only declared by resolutions to make or adopt schemes, there should
be no delay in notifying them under section 10 of the Act, as thereby
alone the authorities will be able to exercise town-planning control in
the areas affected by the schemes. Similarly in all cases of schemes
which had become barred by limitation of time by the failure on the
part of the local authorities to publish the draft schemes within the
maximum time allowed under section 11 of the Act, the concerned local
authorities should either take fresh action under sections 9 and 10 or
address the Government to notify the schemes under section 12, to
enable them to exercise the powers of town-planning control in the areas
affected by the schemes and proceed further with the publication and
submission of the draft schemes for sanction of Government.

33. Fven in cases of schemes which have been deferred or abandonec
for some reason or other, the concerned local authorities should watch
and regulate the development and other activities in the areag covered
by them under the provisions of Acts other than the Town-Planning
Act and if thev still find that the areas cannot be effectively controlled
no time should be lost by them to the making of proper town-pla,nniné
schemes for those areas uncer the Town-Planning Act itself. for when
once areas develop crudely and buildings are constructed in ’them in a
haphazard manner, it would be very <Cifficult and costl

: v to effect any
improvements in them afterwards. .

34. Twenty municipalities and 49 panchayats had

: , , in "spite of the
fact that the Town-Planning Act was in force in their areas fog a numbe:
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/ears ars, not yet undertaken the preparation of any town-
Oflailﬁﬁgogcfl?ewmz:. They yshould without further hesitation on their
gart formulate the suitable tqwn-pl@nning schemes in respect of all
vacant lands and other areas either in course of development or where
developments had been made or are taking p@ace \‘\"1th0ut regard‘to
proper ‘* sanitary conditions, amenity and convenieuce "', Guly consulting
the Town-planning departient.

35. Need for transfer of proceedings from district boards to pan-
chayats.—In the case of 14 towns mentioned in the follo.wmg'table, the
taluk boards were originally empowered tq .porfor.'m the functlon.s under
the Town-Planning Act and on the abolition ot‘ml‘uk boards in 1934,
the functions devolved on the qonqerned district boards. 'thtle
interest haé: been evinced by those district boards all tjhese years in the
matter of prepa,mtion of town-pl.unmng sche.mes anc the pangha,yat
boards of the towns could do nothing to expedite the matter. It is very
desirable that in the case of all those towns, the responsibility of pre-
paring schemes should be transferrgd to the concerned panchayats thgm-
selves directing, however, the district boardg to rendgr all possible
yssistance to the panchayats (bv way of lending tcchmca] men and
oiving financial help whenever necessary) in the preparation and execntion
Zf town-planning schemes. The same policy may l_)e adopted in the
case of other towns also to which the Town-Planning Act had been
extended. '

‘When Act Authority empowered  Authority to whom powe
Name of town. extended. to prepare schemes, may be transferrgd. r
1 Ambasamudram .. .. 16th December 1925. Tiﬁ‘;ﬂ%‘j"“ Distriet Agg::afnudtam Panchayat
2 Puliyangudi . .. 81st May 1927 .. Do. P\]g(i)ﬁgfzudi Panchayat
3 Tenkasi .. .. .. 16th August 1936 .. Do. Tenkasi Panchayat Board.
4 Bapatla . .. .. 24th January 1926 .. Guntur District Board. Bapatla do.
5 Rapalle .. . .. 23rd July 1926 .. Do. Repalle do.
.. hi ly  Distri i
6 Ariyalur .. .. .. Bth October 1925 ng&:g?po y istrict Ariyalur do.
27, Do. Ji
7 Jayankondan .. .. 20th September 19 aﬁr::rlgzndau Panchayat
8 Lalgudi .. .. 12th August 19256 .. Do. Lalgudi Panchayat Board,
1922 .. Coimbatore District XKollegal
9 Kollegal .. .. .. 2ndMay Board, Boaed. Panchayat
December 1928. Tanjore District Board. Nannilam
10 Napnilam .o .. - 13th De annilar Panchayat
vember 1921, Do. Papanasam
11 Paranasam .. .. 1stNo Apanas Panchayat
1927 .. Vizagapatam District Tekkali Panch
12 Tekkali .. .. .. 28rd May Boaak: i Panchayat Board,
6 .. Madura District Board. Usil i
13 Usilampatti .. .. 28th August 192 Boi?n{mm Panchayat
11024 .. South Arcot District Vriddachalam P
14 Vriddachalam .. .. 9thApr Board. Board, anchayat

Perhaps, in agreement with the local authorities, the Government
themselves may suitably mocify the notifications already issued extend-
ing the Act to the above towns, a’uthonsu}g_ the r espective panchayat
board and its president to function as municipal council and Chairman
under the Town-Planning Act.
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36. Sanctioned town-planning schemes.—During the year six town-
planning schemes mentioned below were sanctioned by Government
raising the total number of sanctioned schemes to 52 :—

Town and name of Area of Estimated Responsible Remarks,
scheme, scheme, cost, authority,
ACRE, RS, [ ]
1 Kodajkanal—X¥rench Lands Municipal § Exe- Municipal land laid out for
Town-Planning Scheme .. 10°0 3,800 cutive authority. building purposes,
2 Cocanada-Ramaraopeta
Town-Planning Scheme .. 237 10,000 Do. Municipality to form streots

and levy betterment,

3 Madras—Thousand _ lights Town Planning and Corporation to form the main
Ares Town-Plannjng Improvement roads and levy betterment.
Scheme .. .. .. 286 52,600 Commijttee. .

4, Madras-Jagannathapuram
Town-Planning Scheme .. 567 32,000 Do, Do.

6. Madras—Perambur  North
Town-Planning Scheme .. 169'9 4,083,600 Do. Do,

6, Cochin-Eravelli Town- Municipal Council, Municipality to form one
Plannjng Scheme .. .. 180 20,300 majnlroad and widen exijst-

ing narrow streots and
lanes and levy betterment,

The Government in their Order No. 2936, P.H., dated 3rd July 1940,
declined to sanction the Catholic Colony Town-Planning Scheme, L'ri-
chinopoly, owing to certain difficulties in the way of bringing the scheme
area within the municipal limits and other reasons.

37. The execution of the already sanctioned and newly sanctioned
schemes were being proceeded with by the local authorities by stages
every year and according to actual needs of development and as far as
possible without prejudice to the efficient operation of the schemes. The
layout of lan¢ and building constructions within the areas were being
approved by local authorities only when scheme requirements are satis-
fied and duly consulting the departiuent or with its approval as may be
necessary. Rapid development of the scheme areas was observed in
tne Mumcxpali_ties of Salem, Coimbatore, Mangalore, Rajapalaiyam,
Vizagapatam, Madura and in the City of Madras. The total estimated
cost of all town-planning schemes sanctioned up to the end of the year
(excluding a few owners’ schemes) was roughly Rs. 62 lakhs which
would be met out of the income from sale-proceeds of lands acquired by
local authorities calculated at Rs. 32 lakhs, out of the water-supply anc
drainage fnnd about R% 12 lakhs, elementa;'y eCucation fund, Rs. 1 lakh,
remunerative enterprises account, Rs. 2} lakhg and lighting account,

Rs. 4} lakhs, and the balance Rs. 10 lakhs out of the income from
betterment contribution anc other resources.

38. Van.ations to sanctioned schemes.—In 16 cases of sanctioned
town-p1ann1ng schemes the proposals of local authorities for variation
or modifications under section 15 of the Act were examined and submitted
to Government with remarks. Draft variations to the Ammapet exten-
sion, Ammapet-Salem East Railwav Area, Logichetty Tank Extension
and Dadagapatti Extension Town-Planning Schemes of Salem Munici-
pality, providing for reservation of places for entertainment and recrea-
bion purposes, also draft variations to provide for reduction of site ared
and open space within sites in the already closely built ané poor class
areas, m respect of the Gugai Fixtension, Dadubaikuttai Extension, Liogi-
chetty Tank Fxtension and Dadagapatti Extension Town-Plannng
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icipality, were approved and published under
30h9mes50ffttlfe Sligé? I%l;;]flglgaria{ions for ggkkikulam Extension T()Wn—
section 1 g}chemé of Madura Municipality, provicing for mnd‘lﬁcatlon
Planmng 1 uses, for the Tambaram town-planning sgheme of Chingleput
)f.cer'tall]l; ard r,oviding for the District Board Engineer or o_ther officer
District d(')ab It)he board to function as responsible authority for the
wuthorizs t %;f the provisions of the scheme under sections 17 to 19 of
3nforcertne?r the Dindigul West Town-Planning Scheme of Dindigul
the ¢ ’1';) ané the ILiloyds Road Area and Nungambakkam KEast
Mumclpa ' 'sjl‘own-Planning Schemes of the Corporation of Madras pro-
Ex.tensflon x-tension of time to submit clairs for betterment contribution,
v;dmglor eublished under section 15. In respect of the Cathedral South
were 8 ?10 Elo ds Road: area schemes of the Corporation of Madras, cer-
area ANC tiorf’s were approved and notified under section 15 (2) of the
tain Var‘lf}'la‘; roposals for varying the sanctioned town-planning gchemgs
ACt'h Coirlnbatore Municipality to reduce the width of certain main
of 100 d for modifying the Falneer Town-Planning Scheme of the
roads ?(I)lre Municipality to provide for forming a private street by the
Mange al council were not accepted by the department and the quern-
munémpThe Government have Cirected the Vizagapatam Municipality to
men it its proposals for varying the Chingleraopet Ward, Blocks 9, 10,
submi n planning scheme in a definite form for approval of Govern-
ete.. towd -313 matter is under consideration of the municipality. The
ment dant of the Trichinopoly District Board has reportec that the
i enai Seturatnapuram Extension Town-Planning Scheme has to be
M&_nﬂapfzrr fa»rgef shop sites, reduction in the rate of ground-rent and a
varied tQOn of certain plots for High School, but no definite proposals
f;\?zvla;eien subitted by the Board for approval of the department or

the Government. ) .
39. Appointment of Arbitrators.—During the year Arbitrators were
appointed by Government for six sanctioned town-planning schemes as

noted below :—

Town-planning scheme, Arbitrator.

Town.Planning Scheme, Medras .. .. Collector of Madrag,
; Iclliﬁggre{%aouth Planning Scheme, Madras o . Do.
ambakkam East Town Planning Scheme, Madras. Do.
3 11;1111?&8 ore East Town-Planning Scheme, Madras .. Do. L
§ Di};d?gul West Town-Planning Solllleme. £lsd{§ul L gull;-go}llec:cr, Dindigul.
6 French Lands Town-Planning Scheme, Kodaikanal . uk.a. n‘; l?c or, Kodai-

of betterment contribution.—Betterment claims were made
in ﬁpiivgf £anctioned' schemes as per details given below :—

Number of
Saniepaits. sanctioned Remerke

3 Decisions of Arbitrator communicated to parties

Coimbatore .. e and the municipality, The latter decided to
levy betterment from 1st April 1941,

1 Arbitration proceedings were in progress.
Mangalore  «- . 1 Claims made to Arbitrator.
Vellore . ot 1 Decisions of Arbitrator communicated to parties

Virudhunagar Tt and the municipality. The latter decided tq
levy betterment from 1st April 1941,
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(n the case of the seven sanctioned schemes

- : ' of Saler ici
;2;11{1(;2 lzods fbe.en | postponing the question of levying ub’estl(l;migtmgi‘p&l
e lev)f SI' O{i sole reason or other, although Government insisted u on
[n‘the 3d euflbl 1n3d‘e. in the interests of finances of the munici alpt? y
nihee :19 0 t‘ 1§kl larket Wurd) Block 10 Schene, Mangalore, no le\Il) : y
nade i 'ie; u'nuA 1et val‘ue fixec by the arbitrator was found ’higherytﬁvm5
[mpﬁ) o I:;L ing Sv.}L ue of properties and in the case of Guliga Hithain
" DOteder}t dc- J.e;}le, Mangalore, great increase in value of properti .
[as note dr; l)ag(tlon was takpn to levy betterment during thep ‘les
n Lhe 'selc') ‘ d\algp@lmyam scheine, all the claims were decided byedr.
o inarog ?tle-d y in favour of the late panchayat but finding th tykthe
o gf dé,Cidede;mep‘p )‘/e.aar after year to be difficult, the defun%t . 3«}? o
had ce inetl o”glet free .glfts of 12 cents per acre of land frolganﬁ iij)’a.t
owners in te btcl ﬁmﬁ area; and it is reported by the present Ma land
o 1‘1e1 14 registered sale deeds have alread b ey
most all the landowners, and will be com 1)1]; een qbta,med
21;;;2?5 ?zle‘ar. bt)lr obtaining registered sale deeds from tll)lg fgmadi?mgl the
o ang bﬁ ; éeggingurlt of betterment contribution realized i 11115 a‘?d-
cash and | s. 3,965 n shape of lands during the year, th ‘S Rs. 607
realized up to date is Rs. 46,046 (casil ,d © amount of
;zst%:f[tn of the (.)tl}er sanctioned schemes’ which pro?l?dedlarfldS) o
conceme(r;t, ne 1.nto1_'n_mt|on 1s available as to the stepg t kor levy of
cerne municipalities to levy betterment or as t ps taken by the
realized by them so far or during the year s to the amount, if any,

41. Town-plunning schemes submitte ] ;

f}llaf;ng(l)r;%e;igznﬁg w‘r‘ere newly submittidd l;j:;r tﬁlgﬁﬁzig?{‘.‘?t%n town-
he con | District, Collectors during the year TP JJ ltl,e s through
:ﬁzlrlr‘iuégze(;l Zb. townt-pla'nning sche;mes during }t,he .yearh:ndhepartr{lent
oIx schen i)f o u}n et exarmn@twn in the department Aary 2ct1on.
stafement of © b}c'lltimes submitted by the local authorit " et
end of the 0,-‘ ,Dw 11}@1 were 1under the scrutiny of the Colle};’t; as at the
o r director of Town-Planning or pendin ors, Board

overnment is furnished below :— P ¢ final sanction of

Pending final sanction of

Collectors T \—"—Go"‘v —

B own- ernment
“ovendo, pPlanping ) ca

epartment, Go with re:llll{ll]lg ?It,tio l?cal
ve! P
N ) . rnment, revision am(i)r
. 0 submlasion.
40

42. The following s :

. g schemes submitted b .

t o y the m "

Silfugol'lec(;ors of the concerneé districts and the Bo;::;clga,htles through
inized and forwarded to Government wj of Revenue were

remarks :— with suggestions and

1 Town-Planning Scheme No. 2, Adoni Returned

©

2 Do.. No.3 .. revision.by Government for

3 Railway Station Scheme, Conj %Veran.x. .. . Do.

4 Patel Nagar Extension, Hospet Pending sams -
endin, i
5 Scheme No. 1, Part 1, Bezwada .. Re wmﬁ eenction of Govern-
. e turned b
reviston. y Government for

6 Yendrapet Improvement, Cocanada ..
. .. Do.
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Sanctioned by Government.

7 Ramaraopet Extension Cocanada
Pending eanction of Govern-

ikulam Extension, Dindigul

8 Aramanal
. . ment.
9 Railway Station, Part 1, Karaikudi .. . . Do.
10 Nungsmbakam North Area, Madras .. .- e Do.
11 Thousand 1ights Area, Madras e .. Sanctioned by Government.
Do

12 Jagannathapura Asea, do. . )
13 Kilpauk ftarden Area, do. . .- .. Pending sanction of Govern-
ment.
Sanctioned by Government.
Do

14 Perambur North Area,
Returned by (:‘:overnment for

do. ..
15 French Lands Area, Kodaikanal .. ).
Tenali .. .. e

16 Ramaswamipeb Extension, ne
. o, 1, Eilore revision. 5

17 Town-plannin scheme No, !, .. . o.

18 P Do. 8 No. 3 do. .. .. Do.

19 Do. No, 2-A, Tirupati .. . Do.

20 Do. No. 2-B do. .. .. Do.

21 Do. No. 3 do. .. .. Do.

22 Do. No. 4 do. .. .. Do. .

23 Do. 0. b do. .. o

24 South Royagopuram Scheme, Srirangam .. "’ Pending sanction of Govern-
ment.

26 Dandayudapanipet Scheme, Nellore . . .. o.

.28 Catholic Colony Scheme, Trichinopoly . " Sanction refused by Govern-
ment.

43. The following town-planning schemes which were received from
the Board of Revenue Guring the year were under scrutiny in the

department —
1 Scheme No. 1, Part 2, Bezwada. 4 Scheme No. 1, Rajahmundry.
5 Do. No.2, do.

2 Scheme No. 5, Dindigul.
3 Tondiarpet No- 1, Madras. 6 ©Do. No.3, do.

tions and suggestions.—In respect of the following
10 schemes the objections and suggestions of the owners submitted by
the municipalities ander rule 44 of the Town-planning Rules were
examined by the Zepartment and advice and suggestions were given as
to their disposal :—

1 Scheme No. D, Tuticorin.

44. Owners objec

6 Porambur High Road] Extension,

9 Melur Station ‘Area, Tuticorin. Madras.
3 Scheme No. 3, Bezwada. 7 Nungambekam Central, Madras.
4 Vyasarpadi Scheme, Madras. 8 Mylapore West, Madras.
5 Mylapore South, Madras. 9 Mylapore South-East, Madras.
10 Ramaraopet Extension, Cocanada.

45. Draft town-planning schemes,—During the year the department
furnished or dealt with 30 draft schemes and 42 development maps
to the muncipalities for adoption, as noted below :—

Municipslits. D Maps. Municipality. Draft, Mg
Anantapur 3 3 Hospet 2
Bezwad?; e . 1 2 A.l.‘l&kapa.lle 1 %
Bellary - .. 1 1 Villupuram 2 2
Conjeeveram  «° . 1 Virudunagar ) 2
Dindigul - . . 2 Coimbatore 2 2
Madras City .. 7 14 Saidapet .. 1
Nellore «- . 1 1 Salem e 1 1
Bangalore . 1 2 Tiruppur .. 1 i
Kurnool .. °° . 1 Tuticorin .. .. 1 1
Palni 1 2 Srirangam .. 2 .

2
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46. Layouts and building applications in town-planning areas. -
During the year the department furnished or approved 78 layout plang

for development of private, municipal and Government lanés within
town-planning areas as per details given below :—

Municipality. Number of

layouts. Municipality, L] Nl:glot:&l;?
Anantapur 1 Salem 8
Bezwada 3 Tiruppur 2
Coimbatore 1 Trichinopoly b
Ellore 6 Tuticorin (]
Erode 1 Tirupadti .. . . e 2
Hospetb . 2 Vizagapatam .. oot 4
Ongole .. 2 Madras City 33
Proddatur 2 —
Srirangam .. 1 Total 78
Rajashmundry .. i —

47. A number of cases of building applications within town-planning
areas for approval or exemption under the provisions of the schemes
were also dealt with during the year. Three hundred and sixty-four
building applications relating to the Madras City town-planning areas
alone were dealt with or approved by the department,

48. New town-planning schemes suggested.—Suggestions were made
to the following municipalities to take up the preparation of town-
planning schemes for specific areas for settling the lines of development
and to regulate future building activities ;—

Municipality, Number of

+Chemes, Municipality. I:é‘h’g:!’l%‘;.of
Dharapuram 2 Tellicherry 2
Cannanore 2 Tenali . 3
Karur .. 2 ~ Tiruvannamalai 3
Masulipatam 11 Tiruvarur .2
Ongole .. 2 Udamalpet .- 1
Palacole .. 1 Vaniyambadi .. 1
Periyakulam 4 —_
Srivilliputtur 2 Total 40
Tadpatri. . 2 -

It is hoped that the above municipalities will take suitable steps
under the Act to proceed with the preparation of the schemes as suggested
by the department Guring the current year.

49. Definite schemes had been recommended by the officers of the
department after inspection in the case of 41 panchayats of which only
17 had so far taken some action and 5 alone haé  sanctioned town-

planning schemes in force.. Progress in initiating and pushing through

town-planning schemes in panchayats is far from satisfactory, This is
due to want of technical to

wn-planning  staff in panchayats., The
Jammalamadugu Panchayat

: Board resolved to appoint g technical hané
for the preparation of plans ané schemes, but the Government suggested

that the work could be entrusted to the District Board Range Overseer
at Jammalamadugu; and accordingly, this department furnished copies
of reports and plans relating to the schemes for further action ; and
nothing further has been heard about the action taken, except the

 cipalities of
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: ; shayat president stating that no progress could
ecent re%)orthtlltti? 5 atzzﬁ?rgc;l ILzua;n as the Boa,fd has not sanctioneG the
be mva,de ort of a town-planning sub-overseer for six months as recom-
appomtjmben him. For want of technical staff almost all panchayats find
].;nell.d?(‘ 1tyto tai{e up the preparation of schemes and in many pancha-
. dlfﬁﬁu ork is at a stand-still. It is necessary for thg panchayats to
yats the W'°'oavble technical staff at least for the preparation of maps apd
enﬁgﬁ}éss(l)l; suitable technical assistance should be rendered by the District
sC sut

Board Engineering departments.

-planning schemes under section 8.—Kxcept in

5. G‘enerlﬁl ’;‘Zﬁiﬁfégry m%nicipalities which had been temporarily
Cannanoreban Government from the obligations under section 8, the
exemptifi }(’)f eneral town-planning scheme in respect of all land
prepare lOnunici{f)ality and in its vicinity was in progress or under contem-
Wlthm 8)'ma)ll municipalities in the Province. The progress que in
ﬂ]laém}());; Pl:r ation of the general town-planning schemes is shown in the

Appendix 1 icipalities of M gudi, Ongole
ing vear, the municipalities o annargudi, )

P 311 t13r11 r;ﬁ% gl;nayal ’prepared and submitted the preliminary expla-
oty te and maps relating to the general town-planning scheme,
Do o and suggestions of the department, thus raising the total
for Opmlofnmunicipalities that have submitted the explanatory note an_d
nutber 037 The explanatory note and maps submitted by the muni-
A Anantapur, Hindupur, Nandyal, Udamalpet and Tirupati
mined and reviewed by the department during the year and

v e)(;af revision and re-submission in a complete form. The note
A Orf Anakapalle, Bodinayakkanur, Chidambaram, Chingleput,
and madps OCochin Coimbatore, Cuddapah, Karur, Kurnool, Madura,
P aS’aalem Srivilliputtur, Tiruppur, Tiruvarur, Udamalpet and V(_El-
Ongole, d iI; the previous years for revision have not bee_n.re-gu‘bmlt-
lore returne te and maps submitted already by the municipalities of
mted- The I(1J(Zx?hin Dindigul, Kodaikanal, Kumbakonam, -Mapnargudl,
Cocanald o Ma gvaram, Ootacamund, Palghat, Ongole, Periyakulam,
Mangaiore, 'I‘en{ili Trichinopoly and Vizagapatam were pending in the
Proddatur,t for detailed inspection of the towns before any review or sug-
departmen 1d be made. The explanatory note and maps prepared by
O o lities do not give all-essential particulars of the existing
the m'unICIPfa'towns the requirements and needs in respect of the various
mgltrfn&obe dealt’ with in the schemes and the proposals for meeting

maftte .

the various requirements.

wn-planning scheme and development map can be

52. gk;o%e:g;alt;gvn u}:ﬂess tge explanatory note and maps required

prepare nexion are prepared carefully ané satisfactorily and in as

n_this c(;Illla,nner as possible, So far no municipality has prgpared a.nd

com l'eted the explanatory note and maps in the manner required which

SUbiI:ltgz made the basis for the formulation of the general scheme and
coula

development map.

2-A
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53. The following statement gives in abstract the progress made in
the preparation of the general town-planning schemes by the muni-
cipalities of this Province :—

Explanatory note and maps submitted

Total uumber under Rule 24 of the Town- Draft General
of munjcipalities Number of Planning Rules, Town Plan-
that are required munici- I ~  ning scheme

by the Act palities ) Pendirg  prepared and
to prepare exempted. Total Returned for scrutiny published.
scheme. number, revision. in the
Department.
83 2 37 21 16 Nil.

54. The municipalities of Adoni, Bellary, Bezwada, Bimlipatam,
Calicut, Chicacole, Chittoor, Cuddalore, Devakottai, Dharapuram, Ellore,
Erode, Gudivada, Guntur, Hospet, Narasaraopet, Negapatam, Palam-
cottah, Palni, Peddapuram, Rajahmuncry, Rajapalaiyam, Saidapet, Tad-
patri, Tanjore, Tirunelveli, Tiruppattur, Tiruvannamalai, {Jdipi,
Vaniyambadi, Villupuram, Vizianagram and Walajapet did not take any
action during the year to prepare even the explanatory note and maps
pleading want of special technical staff or some other excuse.

55. The Government extended the period for preparation, publica-
tion and submission of draft general town-planning scheme in the case
of 63 municipalities; for 3 till 31st December 1940, 26 till 31st March
1941 to 30th June 1941, 13 till 31st July 1941 to 31st December 1941
18 till 31st March 1942 to 30th June 1942, 2 till 80th July 1942 to 3]st;
December 1942, 1 till 1st October 1941. In the case of the remaining
18 municipalities the time for submission expired by 31st March 1940
or hefore and no extension of time had been applied for and sanctioned
by Government. By the end of the year, in the case of 58 municipalities
th2 time for submission had expirea and fresh applications have to be
made or have been made already for further extension of time.

56. Special town-planning committees.—In about 6 icipaliti
including .the City of Madras, special town-planning c?orrrxllrlrln?tlgégshgfg
been constituted under section 37 of the Act and were functioning durin
the year. . More than half the number of these municipalities had dele-
gated their powers under the Act to the town-planning committees.

57. An abstract statement of the number of meet;i
planning committees is given below :— ings held by town-

No meetings were held in Bimlipatam, Bodina i
eatiy C , akanu
Devakuttel, Chittoor, Masulipatam, Mayavaram, Periyaﬁ(ulalx;,r,sigzllx?sico}g’ri\(r}i‘lll‘iid&};:ﬁ"
Tanjore, Kurnool, Tenali, Tll’ﬂp&tt}ll‘, Virudunagar, Udipi, Kumbakona.;n and (gtlxlntur'
. Threo and less than three meetings were held in Chingleput, Gudiyattam, Nand al,
822&?3;:3, %ﬁdut}.n'u‘r Rajahmnndry, Tirupati, Salem, Karur, Kodaikanal Ong);le'
. i il »
Ootac , patri, Tiruppur, Udamalpet, Villupuram, Prodattur and Tiruvanna-
Four meetings and more were heldin Anska i
Saidapet, Nellore, Dindigul, Cocanada, Cochin (27), B rads (11), Cotiont (20
Karaikudi (9), Madras City, Madura (11), e e el

1 ; :  ad angalore (14), Nar t, Pollachi
12), Tirunelveli, V. 5 ), Narasaraopet, Pollachi
&‘ ﬁLhin:;:lyYe ,» Vaniyambadi, Vizagapatam, Palacole, Tuticorin (16), Srirangam and

58, Town-planning fund.—Only 16 municipaliti i

. . e had main-

tainec the town-planning fund account during the ;ec;; ?Sx a:corg;rige

with the provisions of section 30 of the Act. The Special Officer, Karur
’ )
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Municipality, has reported thus : *“ As there is scarcity of resources in
the general funds and as there 1s no town-planning fund, the expenses
with regard to land acquisition, compensation to parties, etc., cannot
be met, Hence it is found difficult to enforce the condlt}ons”of the
scheme and to enlarge the activities under town-planning. The
constitution®of a proper to'vqn-p.lam}mg fungi in the 1nterest' of town
development by every municipality is essential and the attention of all
municipalities who have not done so yet is invited to the instructions
already issued by Government to make adequate provision in their
annual budgets for town development purposes (G.O. No. 1353, PH.,

dated 12th July 1927).

59. Under rule 1 of the Budget Rules (G.0. No. 1010, L & M., dated
15th March 1932), the Executive Authorities of m}lmclpahtles were
required to consult the Director of Town-Planning in regard to the
budget provision to be made for town-planning purposes every year.
Very few Hxecutive Authorities consulted the department in the matter.
The Ongole Municipality and 2 few others divertec the sale proceeds of
gites in town extensions formed by them to the town-planning fqnd
account. The Tirunelveli Municipality included into the town-planning
account the revenues received in the Kaciaperi extension area and the
contribution received from Gove?nment under the hea_d ‘“ excess over
aoricultural assessment.’’ Sanctlon was accorded during fﬁh_e year to
the Mangalore Municipal Council to pay out of the municipal town-

lanning account @ sum of Rs. 20,000 for purchasing land in Urva
maican from Government and for acquisition of certain extra lands for
the Guliga Hithlu improvement scheme.

60. Permanent and temporary town-planning staff —Permanent
town-planning gtaff had been appointed by the following five muni-

cipalities only, v12. :—

. . .. 1 Town-plenning supervisor, § surveyors and

City of Madras 1 traofr. v 8 v

1 Town-planning draughtsman and 1 tracer
(permanent from 1st April 1940) and 1
surveyor clerk (temporary for 1 year from
1st April 1940).

1 Town-planning supervisor (permanent) and
1 town-planning overseer and 1 olerk
(temporary up to 31st March 1942),

1 Town-planning overseer.

1 Town-planning draughtsman (temporary)
and 1 town-p?anning and building super-
visor (permanent). ‘

Coimbstore .. <+ **

Madurs - v

Mangalore
Tutieorin

61. In Bezwada, Conjeeveram, Ellore, Salem and 'Ifrichinopoly 1:,he
town-.lé,nning staff is being continued year after year with the sanction
£ G(ﬁrernment although the permanent retention of the staff in the
0 terests of town-planning was considered necessary. The proposals of
1113] e aca, Conjeeveram and Salem Municipalities for placing the staff
om er[;na,nent basis was not approved by Government. The proposals
0;1 ta’he Trichinopoly Municipality to place the town-planning staff on a
o rmanent basis Was under correspondence with the Inspector of Muni-
gfpal Councils and Local Boards. In 20 other municipalities a temporary
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town-planning surveyor, draughtsman, -overseer or supervisor appointed
for periods ranging from three months to one year or more. The appoint-

ment of town-planning staff in 11 other municipalities was recommended

or under consideration. During the year except in 33 municipalities that
had appointed the staff either permanently or temporarily, in the remain.
ing 50 municipalities there was no staff for attending to the %qwn-plan-
ning work, but a few of them engaged the Municipal Public Works
staff for the preparation of town-planning schemes. In view of the
fact that the town-planning work of the municipalities suffers a great
deal on account of the absence of or due to the temporary nature of
town-planning staff, and consequently the effective administration of
thie Town-Planning Act and efficient enforcement of the town-planning
schemes are seriously affected, it appears very necessary that every
municipality should be encouraged or advised to employ a proper town-
planning staff and establishment.

62. The municipalities of Chittoor, Cochin, Gudiyattam, Pollachi,
Tiruppattur, Tiruppur, Tiruvarur, Vaniyambadi, Vellore, Villupuram,
etc., that had their Public Works Overseer or Engineer trained in the
department in town-planning subsequently found it necessary to appoint
or submit proposals for appointment of separate town-planning staff as
the Public Works Overseer or Engineer was not able to attend to the
town-planning work in addition to his regular duties. The Commissioners
of Palni, Tirunelveli, Srivilliputtur, and other municipalities reported
that no progress in the preparation of schemes could be made without
separate town-planning staff. Generally in all municipalities that made
their Public Works staff do the town-planning work, there was either
no progress at all or little attention paid to the work.

63. Training in town-planning.—The department did not give train-

ing in town-planning in accordance with the scheme for training’

candidates for four months in the department sanctioned in G.Os. Nos.
2250, P H., dated 26th September 1934, and No. 200, 1.8.G., dated
15th January 1937, The department, however, gave training in town-
planning for short periods in the case of men newly appointed by muni-
cipalities for town-planning work or those who were working in
municipalities in the Public Works section and made to attend to the
town-planning work in addition to their own work, as noted below :—

) Perlod of training in town-planning,

Gudivada—Town-Planning. From 16th to 23rd Docember 1940 or 8 days.
Overseer.

Gudiyattam—Town-Plan-
ning Overseer.

Bel'ary—Town-Planaing
Overseer.

Karaikudi—Town-Plan.

From 16th November to 9th December 1940
or 24 days.

From 24th June to 23rd July 1940 or 30 days,

From 2nd August to 16th September 1940 or

* . ning draughtsman. 46 days.
Palamcottah—Public From l4th A t

ocotteh—Pul pry ugust to 11th October 1940 or
Tenali—~Town-Planning From 6th Feb:

nali—Toy Fihy ebruary to 5th March 1941 or 28

Udipi—Town-Planning

From 13th May to 14th June 1940 or 33 days.
Overseer,
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. .+ Trust.—Proposals for constituting a town-plan-
nin64'trg,siwg;rpl:}£mg?ty of Madrasp were made by the Corporation of
8 The Government decided to constitute such trust in tl}e
Madr&i- of proper development and improvement of the City and in .
mterea&s 93£ P.H., dated 5th March 1941 sanctioned the appointment
S}.% sp(e)(.:ial o’ﬁic'er for three months for formulating proposals on the
titution and functions of the trust, financial arrangements, and the
;323i;ions to be embodied in legislation to be enacted for the purpose,

ete.

III.—ADMINISTRATION OF raE CITY MUNICIPAL ACT AND THE DISTRICT
MU}}IC;PAIJITIES Act—STREET CONTROL AND BUILDING REGULATIONS.

- of streets and buildings in the City of Madms_—'l“he
6'5-'0§:g:flatt}llgn()i{ y Municipal Act and the rules thereunder relating
provisi ts and buildings were strictly enforced by the Corpoya@on of
¢ Stree in both town-planning and non-town-planning areas within the
Ma r&Srphe development of all vacant Jand and compounds uncertaken by
Cl.ty Jte parties and Governmentg Revenue and Labour Cepartments was
nva':te% to take place only in accordance with approved layout plans
pef]ml strict conformity to the street-making provisions of the Municipal
R ting upon the Tormation of streets of 40 feet width generally and
Athm:lsin hgutting areag ané requiring the owners or other persons con-
2 2?1 therewith to make the streets in accordance with the specifica-
ziecf:s of the Corporation regarding metalling, paving, draining, lighting,
etc. The Corporation before approving the layouts and building
structions in newly developing areas within the City invariably
co? ; uch cases to the department for suggestions and acdvice. The
re ﬁr 2 + and the Commissioner of Labour also obtain the approval of
e ilc 'Oartment for the disposal and layout of Government land within
z}}iz Céigy for housing and other building purposes. During the year,
the department gave suggestions and advice and furnished layout plans

where necessary as per details noted below :—

Collector or

Commissi
Corporation of Madras. Tabsildar of F Labour
Layout plans 36 (Town-planning and non- 2 3

Town-planning aroas),
Building  Applioa- 364 (Town-planning areas) ..
tions, : .
:on of Madras proposed to develop the area belonging
o %;%gﬁ?ﬁ;ﬂi (just outside the City limits), of an extent of 53
to it lfn colony of its workmen and others, and a detailed layout plan
;‘iﬁdi‘;rgafor 915 house-sites was prepared and furnishe¢ by the

department.
Rule 27 of the Corporation Building Rules was amended by Govern-
ment during the year.

. tion of streets and buildings in municipali?ies and pan-
chazgisl—afgl‘ulig 1I‘:::)vi{zionas of the Chapters IX and X relating fo Streets
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and Building Regulations of the District Municipalities Act were in
force in 146 towns including 83 municipalities and 63 panchayats.
During the year, the said provisions were extended to five panchayats,
viz., Mamicada (Fast Godavari district), Chirala (Guntur district),
Tiruttani (Chittoor district), Satyamangalam (Coimbatore district), and
Vikramasingapuram (Tirunelveli district). Proposals for extending the
provisions to Aminjikarai (Chingleput district), Cumbum (Madura dis-
trict), Devarasapalle, Kosgi (Bellary district), Kandukur (Nellore dis-
trict), Pattikonda, Perala (Guntur district), Gobichettipalaiyam
(Coimbatore district), Kanigiri (Nellore district), Rameswaram (Ramnad
district), Vallam, Tiruturaipundi, etc., panchayats were under consicera-
tion. In the case of Gobichettipalaiyam, the previous panchayat board
moved Government to extend the provisions of the Municipalities Act
relating to Streets and Building Regulations to its town, but the pre-
sent panchayat board was against the proposal and consequently the
Government were unable to sanction the extension of the Municipalities
Act provisions to the town. In the case of Vadarevu while the pan-
chayat board wanted the extension to be made the concerned district
was not in favour of the proposal and therefore even in this case the
Government could not approve the proposal, as no action coulé be taker
by Government without the consent of the district board.

67. In the case of Kanigiri Panchayat town, the Collector of Nellore
district reported that developing lands in the town are being parcellec
out ané sold as house-sites and that owners do not spend money on roac
works but prefer to place the responsibility on the panchayat, anc
enquired whether there are any rules whereby those who subdivide
lands and fields into house-sites and sell them can be compelled to forn
roads and not leave strips of fields as approach ways to house-sites. Hi
was informed that there are no rules or other provisions under the Loca
Boards Act to compel owners to form proper roads and only by extend
ing the provisions of the District Municipalities Act to the town sucl
action can be taken. The position in regard to all other towns ani
villages in the Presidency is the same as in the case of Kanigiri Pan
chayat, under the existing provisions of the Liocal Boards Act. So lon,
as the necessary provisions of the District Municipalities Act are no
extended, no panchayat can control and regulate private land develog
ment and building operations,

68. Enforcement of street by-laws in municipalities. —Except Anaks
palle, Cannanore and Tellicherry Municipalities, all the remaining 7
municipalities had adopted the street by-laws and enforced the prov
sions of the Municipalities Act and the by-laws as far ag practicable
The Commissioner of Tirupattur Municipality haé reported that durin
the year nine private streets were taken over by the municipality an
that in all these cases the municipal council had undertaken the forms
tion of streets in the areas where private developments weré takin
place. Similarly the Tenali Municipal Commissioner had reported the
three streets had been taken over by the municipality after obtainin
necessary agreements from the parties and formed af municipal cosf

A\ \“\‘ ‘ X \\k
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Jayouts in Karur Municipality after prolongec corres-

between the municipality and the Director of Town-
pondence Government, it was ordered by Government to enforce
Planr'un'g_a.nd nder section 178 of the Municipalities Act against
the lihilties rs and occupiers in the layout areas and the execution
the present ownebv one were being taken up by the executive authority.
of the W‘?rks Onetaﬁutorv width of 40 feet was not complied with in the
Tl}g Iél‘;:lg:;g; (s)f Karur and the department approved the layouts only
saic

i dv sprung up or permitted by the munici-
because buildings have alrea };_SPTheg C%mmissioner of Narasaraopet

In five cases of

: he area .
gzlht)i’cipa:fii;dyhaclln r;psrted that in two layouts sanctioned by the
un

i itt .o the vear the statutory widh of 40 feet
Town-Plannlng g ;Irrllén }c%:: gllllemrlngatter ::va,s not taken over to the notice
wa not enforee ¢t Town-Planning or Government. The Ellore Muni-
olll'a(()i taken over three private streets during the year
icipal cost. In cases of certain layouts

Saidapet, Tuticorin, Pedcapuram, Tirupelveli and Sri-

M icipalities the concerned executive authorities were directed

o e the bilities under section 178 against the owners and

fronting on the streeta The Go:elll'nment 1nform(z§-

icipall t even Government have no power

the Peddapur&xfélm}\g;‘: lgigﬁl?r f)};?lerwise the enforcement of sections 175
Walfi'?ngnznd?rected the strict enforcement of the said sections.

v 69. Layouts approved under the District ‘Municipalities. Act.—

Duriné the year 38 private layouts of municipalities as per details given

o ‘examined by the department an¢ revised layouts proposed

S:i}t%wsxtezble conditions in regard to building lines, shape and dimen-

ranga '
to enforce the lia

occupiers of lands

sions of sites, regulation of space about buildings, etc. —f g au
by » -
ber of tty. u .
Munteipslity. Nayouts. Munlclpality &W
1 Ongole
Anakapalle ) Palgaoole . 1
Anantapur 1 Palamcottah : . 1
Bezwada .. 2 . Tiruvannamalai . 1
Chittoor .. 1 Ra:jahmundry . }
Cocanada 1 Saidapet . . . 2 ,
Cuddalore 9 Salem .. - 1 G
Ellore 1 Tirunelveli h 2 ")
Bellary . 1 Tgticorin . 2
GudlYWg. 1 Vlzgga,patam . 3
Karaikudi 9 Vizianagram .
Ié:]!i‘;:e 4 Vaniyambadi

R ”
1ding Rules in municipalities.— SR |
7;&1?%3{1({?::; Rgles (3.0. No.. 1621, P.H., dated 30th
g9) were being strictly enforced in all cases of constructions,

July tions, alterations and extensions of buildings. The executive
reconstrufc loun{ci alities generally complained about owners and builcers
officers 0 mwi th gonstructions without permission or in spite of refusal
proceed1¥1g_ons and even in spite of prosecutions, above the light penalties
of P"mlsgl the Bench Courts, about the need for employing building
imposed by to prepare correct plans for owners ané builders and build-
{lraughtsmainors I;,nd inspectors to deal with building applications, to
lv;lgtc;u}l)l;r;‘lsthorized constructions, and to take timely action to enforce

70. Enjorce
municipalities t



26 ANNUAL REPORT OF THE

the observance of the rules. The Tirunelveli Municipal Commissioner,
had represented about the Cifficulty in the way of stopping unauthorized

constructions thus :—** There is no provision in the Municipal Act to '

issue notice to stop unauthorized constructions ; under the existing provi-
sions notice under section 216 (1) and (2) has to be issued to the parties
direeting to Gemolish the portions constructed unauthorizedly,and also

to show cause why the order should not be confirmed. As soon as the

provisional order 1s confirmed and served on the parties they appeal

to the council and to Government. So demolition proceedings could .

not be taken in time. Unauthorized constructions can be checked

effectively out if there is provision in the Act to demolish the unautho:
rized construction straightaway without giving notice to the parties.”
Certain amendments in the Municipalities Act seem to be necessary

to enable the executive authorities to stop building works at any time"

to take immediate steps to demo
specify a minimum®limit for fines im
also.

T1. Appeals for exemption from Building Rules.—During the year,
755 cases of building applications were reported by municipalities for
advice as to the action to be taken or for recommencing to Government
for exemption from particular rules. The number of cases of applications
for exemption from the Building Rules that were examined by the

department during the year and submitted to Government with remarks
and were disposed of by Governm

lish unauthorized constructions, to
posed by courts and ip other respects

ent, were 529 as per detailg given
below : — ‘
Number of appli-
cations, Nurg:)gl;:: *ppll-
Municipality. T % . Municlipality, g o
g £ 4 v F: 4
g § 2 g g
e a ey £ o g
2 A g ] W
7] 5] =
Anakapalle 12 [ [} Ongole . 4 4
Anantapur 13 4 9 | Ootacamund 4 3 ‘3
Bezwada .. 76 35 27 | Palghat 24 22 :
Coimbatore 24 8 1 | Palamcottah 1 1 2
Coonoor. . 9 5 4 | Mangalore ., 11 8 '3
Chidambaram 2 1 .. | Mayavaram 14 4
Cuddalore 8 3 ... { Palacole ., . e 1 1 s
Calicut .. 2 2 .. | Rejamundry . | 12 6 8
Cocanada ., 5 3 2 | Sivakasi ., .. . . 3 9 ¢
Cochin & 8 Srvillipugger L T F 21
Conjeeveram 4 3 1 | Tanjore ., 7 ° 3 2 16
Cannanore i 10 1 | Tellicherry .. .= 2 3 10
Dindigul .. 1 1 .. | Tenali .. - o . H 2 .
Ellore 6 5 1 | Tirunelveli Rt 1 # %
Erode . 88 2¢ 12 | Tirupatbur.. . ' 1 1
Gudiyattam 4 3 Yy Topee o o 11 .
Kodaikanal 1 1 .. | Trichinopoly 88 9 1ip
Karaikudi 6 .. 6 | Tutleorin ., . 238 13
Karur .. 1. 1 .. | Salem o 12 s 18
Kumbakonam 6 6 1 | Vaniyambadi S 07 9 9
g“&‘}“p&i{“ 58 . Vollore .. 11 1 8 6 2
udivada .. . .. zagapata N
‘l;loslaeb - % i 5 gapatam . . .. 1 1 1
rudunagar 2 3
dunagar 5% g " Total 520 306 174
Mad 8 —_— e

: 7
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f the powers provided by the Municipalities Act, as mnoted
excess O , :

below.:— . Number of cases  Number of cases Number of cases
cancelied by d. -
pezg:’igtgeﬁi' by Government, exerupte
17 13 4
Bezwada - . o 2 .. ;23
Tirgnelveli . . a 3 .. 3
Ootacamund . o . 2 .-
Ongole . )

. were taken to the notice of Government wherein
3., ngﬁzagﬁirt&ined appeals from private partleg t%ge?gtl)st
municipal COF Government refusing to grant exemption an _ {
the orders o ecutive authorities from taking prompt action aga;ps
revented the e;-n issue of orders on the said appeals, Such action
the Eartlest g?ncoufcils was taken advantage of by the parties concerned
on the par ,
to_complete their The Government, therefore; issued orders
Building Ruleshatdiﬁziietdt:giﬁons either refusing to grant, or granting
pointing out tt& nditions, exemption under rule 108_-}} of the Bmldxpg
with oF Wlthml] C(zl the councils and executive authorities are statutorily
Rules are ﬁnia{ anrompt and effective steps for giving effect to such
bound to t?i ih a,pt the proper time to make any representation is Whlen
decisions and o made first to Government for exemption. They also
an application (I:éutive authorities to submit applications for exemptions
directed t,;xe g{'rector of Town-Planning with plans and also connecte_d
througgl atng tol treat such cases as urgent at every stage an¢ submit
recor

them to Government without any delay. .

the notice of Government wherein
74. .Instart%esrizzze gifgtzgk?iefces to private ‘p_arties to constn}ct
exocutive auGovernmen’o lands subject to the condition that the parties
buildings on 1 Od on licence, lease or assignment from the Government
obtained fhe o bly encouraged unauthorized constructions on Govern-
and which mvilﬁautya plying for licence, lease or assignment, making
ment lands. 11(5) and Iéxpensive business. The Government, thereqpon,
ev1'ct;o(rll i' dlg:gumunicipalities that the issue of such licences is highly
pointed to

objectionable,
Government h
intertz;t;‘rigﬁdﬂé:s&uof building on Government land under section 203 (6)
unau , .

of the Municipalities Act.

- 78. Several i

ave advisedly kept vacant for public purposes or in the

objectionable constructions; thereby making the .

as it leads to occupation of Government lands which -

blic. and directed them to refuse permission in all

75. In several old application cases of -non-compliance with ' the

Building Rules of Bezwada, Salem, Trichinopoly, Tuticorin and other
uilding Rt
munic_i palities specially when constructions and reconstrue-
cpmp}lange i?::d;h%;:,’llesc:mppleted}: occupied and taxed for municipal
bions :eaé aThe Government, theréfore, permitted the municipalities to
purpo -‘1 - ¢ :
close all o:d cases o icipalities

‘ e ggion to all other municipa. . . }
the 725&m:73222:nent of Building Rules.—The new draft Builcing Rules

f n-extension areas recommended by the' Special ‘Building Rules
or non- n a

considerable difficulties were experienced. In enforcing-:
, )

building prior to 1st January 1939 and also extended
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to notify in the prescribed manner the localities, divisions, wards, streets
or portions of streets in their local areas which shall be reserved for
residential purposes, with the approval both of the Director of Public
Health and of the Director of l'own-Planning, within one year from
the commencement of the Act or within such further time as the
(tovernment may sanction, The Government sanctioned extension of
sime to all Urban Local Authorities till 3lst March 1941 in G.O.
No. 1064, P.H., dated 15th March 1940, and subsequently grantec
further extension of time till 31st March 1942 in G.O. No. 1325, P.H

dated 27th March 1941. "

89. Residential areas approved.—During the year, the proposals of
the Municipalities of Anantapur, Ootacamund, ViruGunagar and Vizaga-
patam, of the City of Madras, and the Panchayats of Dharmapuri,
Kotagiri and Tindivanam, specifying the areas reserved for residential
purposes, were examined an¢ approved by the department, with or
without imposing restrictions, limitations and conditions, in accordance
with section 90 of the Act. In certain cases, the local authorities included
in their proposals, the declaration of industrial areas as part of the
notification to be issuec under section 89 of the Act, and this department
pointed out to the local authorities that industrial areas should be

_declared separately in accordance with the instructions issued by Govern-
ment in G.0. No. 1119, P.H., dated Tth June 1927, and the later
Government Orders on the subject.

83. Preparation of town maps showing residential areas.—All touni-
cipalities and other Urban Local Authorities were advised to send up
their proposals with proper town plans (in duplicate) showing the exist-
ing and proposed residential areas existing and proposed industrial areas
and other existing prominent features such as water-courses
hills, and important public buildings, ecCucational institutions,
etc., and list of the proposed residential areas, so that the;
proposals may be examined and approved with due regard to the suit-
ability of the areas to be reserved for residential purposes and to the
[uture prospects of town development and improvement. The Urban
authorities which are panchayats are generally handicapped on gceount
of the absence of technical staff required for the preparation of “town
plans and consequently rapid progress could not be made in the notifi
cation of residential areas. The employment of a temporary surveyb;'

to prepare the plans was recommended ; .
Panchayats. p ec for Attur and Gobichettipalayam

81 Repeal of Municipal Act Provisions,— :
ment of sections 98 and 99 of the Public Sﬁea?ﬁ?iig: eriltt v?rgstgs ena%ctd-
by the Director of Public Health that section 238 of th ]g)getﬂ ,et
Municipalities Act and section 275 of the City Municipal A (te istric
repeateri: and when this was referred to thig departmpa fc , may be
it was pointed out to Government that there is no nee; T’ or O{)l:;llllon'
sections as they are not repugnant to the provisions OfrtzgeaP {))Ise
Health Act and as even otherwise the latter Act will prgvail iveruthlg

rovisions of other Acts which . _
II‘)epugnancy. ich shall be void to the extent of their
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V .—NON-MUNICIPAL TOWN AND ViLLAGE EXTENSIONS.

5. Layouts for town and v_illage extensions approved.—During the
year 52 layouts for town and village extensions intended for the poorer
classes of people were furnished to the District Collectors and other
Revenue, Ofticers of the Prgsidency? 17 layouts were furnished to the
Commissioner of Labour and District Labour Officers, four layouts to
the Presidents of Distric§ or Panchayat Boards and two layouts tc
Co-cperative Building Societies, as per Cetails given below :—

(a) Layouts furnished to Collectors and other Revenue Officers.

Nellore District— Kistna District—cont.
Gudur .. 1 Linganapadu 1
Iskapalle 2 Salempalam. . 1
Leburu 1 Korukkallu .. 1
N Vinjaram 1
Coimbatore Dm{“’f“ 1 Bezwada 1
Kot L Gy pi
Vidsmpatt! . . 1 Koritapadu .. 1
Kadathur 2 Ramnad District— _
Kurichi .- - 1 Amaravathiputhur 1
Gobichettipalayam 1 ?{er\iur .- 1
 pict— allupatti .. 1
S "%t:: d‘:l’i}lirb @.Gfﬂ . 1 Patnamkathan 1
Koovanur 2 West Godavari District—
Tirukkoilur .. ; Ellore .. .. . .2
Tirtanagarl. . 1 East Godavari Districi—
K onamangalam 1 Jaddangi .. . - o1
‘é?{gﬁg}am - 2 Chingleput District -
Vangsi 1 Hanumanthaputeri .. o1
Paiyur 2 Ambattur .. e .. 1
Valianur 1 Madras District—
Cuddalore 1 Madras .. .. . .8
Salem District— Chittoor District—
Mettupatti .. . . % Amirthapuram .. .. .. 2
Pagalahalle .. 1 Vizagapatam District—
Sornampatti .. .. .. Boddaru B . o
Kisina District— —
Aruthamuru . 11 © Total .. b2

Chinskalspslle -« S b

(b) Layouts furnished to Commissioner of Labour and Distrigt
: Labouar Officers. '

Madras District— ‘ Guntur Disirict—cont.
Madras .. .. . .. 3 I’I"alll;rud .. . . R |
Kistna District— a‘tl anda .. .e . ‘e 1
Ponnagaram 1 Anaritapur District—
Zamidintakura, 1 - Bommagondavahalli 1
Venulkur ... 1 . Chowlur .. 1
Chinahallapalli 1 T%»jm District—
ntur District— langadu 1
GuRanikampad .. .. o1 Alathur 1
Chemalenadi 1 : -
Naragsyapsiem 1 Total .. 17
Kerikipadu ! =
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(¢) Taayouts furnished to Presidents of Panchayats and District
Boards. '
Salem District— East Godavari District—
Dharmapuri. . .. . R | Krisgnaﬁ:aﬂ strwt' . cont:. 1
East Godavari District— Vizagapatam District— h
Durgada .. . . o1 Alipur Estate NN . R |

(d) Layouts furnished to Co-operative Building Societies.

Tiruvannamalai House Building Society .. .. . 1
Woddar Labour Building Society .. e .. . 1

.

36. All layouts furnished by the department were prepared with
due regard to town anc village planning principles making provisi
for the density of houses or huts ranging from 10 to 20 tg tll)le B'on
streats of width 20 to 30 feet giving access to the sites and conne::}‘e,
with an existing cart-track or public main road, and reservin éuitall)lllg
sites for wells, latrines, schools, playgrounds, and other comgmunal ;
public purposes, according to the Boards Standing Orders, a circun(;r
stances may cictate. Suitable town-planning conditiong in :e ard t-
the use of siies, front, sice and rear spaces about buildings dgr ini ;
of sites, ete., were also specified in the case of each layout for inzox:'mg
ration in the deeds of sale, lease or assignment of sites. There i T
information in ihe department about the progress made in the e:x lst‘no
of these layouts which were till now furnished to the several a.u‘t'.hem'lt'mn
and as to the steps taken to enforce the conditions imposed l:;l ;,%se’

department, as no reports are wade by any of ti e
department. y any of the authorities to the

VI.—NOTIFICATION OF INDUSTRIAL ARFAS BY MUNICIPALITIES AND
PANCHAYATS.

87. Industrial arcas notified or approved.—One hundreé and twent
cases of proposals with plans of industrial areas submitted by the munici}j
palities and panchayats mentioned in the list given below were examined
by the department during the year anc approved (except in two or
three cases) with or without conditions communicating the orders of
the department with copies of approved industrial area plans to the
local authorities and the concerned District Health Officers: 26 of th
cases relate¢ to municipalities and 94 related to panchaya,ts' °

(a) MUNIOIPAXITIES,

Bezwada s Nandyal . i

Can P&nore, N arasaraopet . "g:lrt‘;g;‘]:h
Conjeeveram, Rajabmundry. Tanjore,
Dharapuram. Mangalore. TiruJ ati
Madras City. Palghat, Trie l'm;. 1
Chicacole. Pollachi, Vellore POy
Kumbakonam. Periakulam, Vizagapat
Kurnool, Bivakasi, Msygvzrax;m'
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(b) PANCHAYATS,

Anantapur District— L sstrict—
rzalyandrug. West Godavars Districi— M%d::m’:a; am, cont.
Pamidi. Xﬁg‘gxéagapalem. Cumbum,
ingleput District— . : Melur,
O eravallur, Faikavaram. Taparakulam,
Poonamallg? Gun;‘;udi. Usilampatti.
Chittoor District— Tanuku, North {lrcot Digirici—
Tiruttani. Undrajavaram. Sh‘)ll}“g“"-
Amutapuram. Bhimavaram, Thutipet.
Perunalapalle. Narasapur, 122 nnd;wa.a:x.
Coimbatore District— Nellore District— Kalombow”
Udayankﬂm. Venkatagiri. Sumaithaz;gi,
Palladam. Tirunelveli District— Visharam,
Sulur. . Ambsasamudram, Alangiam,
Kollegal. . Melapalayam. Chetput.
Attavanai, .
Pidangu. Guniur District— Salem District—
Mukari, Pedavadilapudi. Basur,
Chennimalsai. Valiveru. Taramangalam,
Gobichettipalayam, Vemur, Rasipuram,
Vetaikaranpudur, Dandamuli. Karimangalam.
Anamalai, g;.gng;lx‘zlﬁgu Tr’;‘ch'irwpoly District—
. 3 . —_ . ur
Vizagapatam Disirict Vinukonds, Kulitralai
Narasapatam, s ai..
Kollur, Sirud
Palaconda, " udayur
e Batiripolu, Aravankurichi
East Godavari District— Garikipad. Musiri, - :
Veg;ya.mtget&. Arunbata. - Manachanallur.
Kothepoll. Kistna District— Pulambadi,
gﬁeuzgalli . Kaikalur, : Fayankondan.
Yerapatha'v&l‘&m- Madura District— Tanjore District—
Ramachandrapur, Avasiapuram, Maruthangudi.
Teki. Velalapatti. Pudupatnam,
Anaparti. Chinnamanaur, Arantangi,
Kunduru. Nilakkotai. Aduthurai,
Mardapeta. Batlagundu, Kodavasal.
Amalapuram, Andipatti.

88. Installations in non-industrial areas.—In addition to the above,
06 cases of installations of mills or factories run by electric motor of
horse-power not exceeding 20 and in certain cases more in non-industrial
areas in Periyakulam, Conjeeveram, Gudiyattam, Tanjore, Tenali,
Tirupattur, Prodcatur, Chidambaram, Cocanada, Madura, Ootacamund,
Bezwada and Vizagapatam Municipalities and Cumbum, Batlagunta
and Lalgudi Panchayats, were examined by the department curing the
year. Of these, 15 were approved by the department or Government
the rest being refused. The Madras Corporation Health Officer’s pro-
posal to permit new electric motors up to 50 horse-power in non-incus-
trial areas was not accepted by the department and he was informed
that the horse-power of motors permitted in non-industrial areas should
be limited to 20 in accoréance with the Government orders issued in
this regard, and that particularly the workshops and printing presses
located in narrow- streets and in congested residential areas might be
got removed to industrial areas or to other suitable places.

89. During the year, the Government issued a set of consolidated
instructions in their Order No, 4054, P.H., cated 3rd September 1940,

for being observed by all municipalities an¢ panchayats in granting
3
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permission for first installation or renewal or replacement where indus-
trial areas had been demarcated, for removal of factories from non-
industrial to industrial areas and for establishment of petty trades up to
5 horse-power for non-offensive purposes.

90. Ag far as information is available in the department the muni-
cipalities of Tellicherry, Srivilliputtur, Rajapalayam, Periyakulam,
Masulipatam, Devakottai, Cuddapah, Chicacole, Calicut and Anakapalle
had not fixeé or notified for their towns industrial areas up to the end
of the year. A large number of urban and rural panchayats had also
not fixed or notified the industrial areas for their towns and villages.

VII.—OTHER MATTERS CONNECTED WITH TOWN-PLANNING.

91. According to G.O. No. 1568, P.H., dated 17th August 1927, all
building schemes undertaken by the municipalities in the Province
costing Rs. 2,500 and more should be treated as part of the general
town policy and therefore should be referred to the Director of Town-
Planning for technical advice in regard to the location, arrangement
and appearance of buildings. During the year 10 building schemes of
municipalities as per details given below were scrutinized and advice
given with layout plans and designs of buildings :—

(i) Dharapuram Municipality Municipal Office—Layout plan and

- design.

(ii) Coimbatore Municipality . Child Welfare Contre—Layout plan.

(iii) Do. do. . .. R.S, Puram High School—Layout plan.

(iv) Do. do. . .. Daily Market and Conservancy Depot
and Area Improvement scheme—
Layout plan,

W) Do. do. e« . ++ Municipal Office Compound Improve

ment and Electrical Engineer s Offict

Building—Lay out plan and design,
Clock Toweor for Municipal Office— Desig
Pex‘:liyqri High School-—-Layout plan anc

esign ;
(viii) Do. do, o .. .. Hostel in Choultry Compound— Layout.
(ix) Tiruvennamalai Municipality .. Site for Vcgetable Market—Layout,
(x) Reconstruction of Infantry Lines, Puraswalkeam, Madras,
Public Works Department,

(vi) Tuticorin Municipality
(vil) Salem Municipality ..

92 Twelve cases of Government building schemes, public parks
by-pass roads, etc,, were examined and layouts furnished where neces
sary by the department during the year as noted below :—

(i) Park in Tenali Municipality ;

(i1) park in Kumbakonam Municipality ;

(iii) preservation of area round Municipal office (IHospet);

(iv) school, part and playground reservation in town extension
Vaniyambadi;

(v) proposed Bazaar road in Madanapalle town;

(v1) shifting of weekly market, Usilampatti;

(vil) new trunk road extension scheme, Hospet ;

(viii) trunk road diversion scheme, Virudunagar ;

(ix) trunk road diversion scheme, Villupuram ;

(x) trunk roa¢ by-pass realignment, Karur;

(xi) trunk road by-pass deviation, Srivilliputtur; and

(xii) trunk road by-pass alignment, Proddatur.
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93. The question of leasing or licensing of canal margins for build-
1g and other purposes was considered by the department as @ general
1atter of town-planning on a reference from the Ellore Municipal
'ommissioner and reported to Government pointing out the need for
heir preservation in the interests of town-planning and amenity and
he Government passed orders on the subject in G.O. No. 1248,
»W.D., dated 18th June 1940.

94, The question of protection of foreshore in coastal towns and
illages against future spoilation by the absence of proper town-planning
ontrol wag also considered by the department and report made to
tovernment during the year. The question of control of buildings on
scal board road margins in urban panchayat areas was raised by the
regicdent of the South Kanara District Board and was considered by
he department. The President was informed that only by extending
he provisions of the Municipalities Act relating to streets and buildings
hat the necessary control can be had and that it will be also necessary
o see that panchayats are constitutec: in all urban non-panchayat areas
a advance.

95. Housing and economic survey in municipalities.—The Superin-
sndent of Census Operations suggested in consultation with this depart-
nent that detailed information as to the population and housing
onditions in each survey block should be compiled by all municipalities
vhich are town-surveyed, pointing out that such nformation is the
ainimum prerequisite for the carrying out of town-planning operations
n the Presidency. The suggestions were commended by Government
n G.Os. No. 2845, P.H., dated 29th June 1940, and No. 193, P.H., dated
6th January 1941. It was also proposed by the department to all
aunicipalities to undertake at an early date a municipal survey of the
ousing and economic conditions in accordance with the form pre-
cribed by the department based on the house lists specified for the
Jensus. :

96, Other matters.—The department dealt with several other refer-
nces also, made by the municipalities and other Jocal bodies relating
0, e.g., fixing of building lines and street alignments, splaying or
ounding off corners at junctions of streets and roads, encroachments
ato Government or municipal lands, declaration of hutting areas, slum
mprovements, declaration of private streets as public, location of
mblic latrines, cart-stands, etc, In all new layouts for development
f private, municipal or Government land, building lines were inva-
iably prescribed. In all cases of applications for buildings at corners
he eplaying or rouncing of buildings and compound walls were usually
psisted. In cases of declaration of private streets ag public, the exe-
utive authorities were advised to see that the provision of sectiong 176
o 178 of the District Municipalities Act or sections 216 to 218 of the
Yity Municipal Act were fully complied with by the owners and occu-
jers of land. _By the strict enforcement of the " Building Rules
ncroachments into streets, public and other Government lands were
enerally avoided. Wherever suitable Government or municipal land

3-A
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and abandoned tanks were available, they were reserved and ¢i

to be improved for the purposes of publig playing fields. Isllclllg;ersi(i:ged
were also made from time to time in the inspection reports mac‘.-é ll)]s
the officers of the department for a number of miscellaneous impr y
1ments of towns to improve health, amenity and beauty. prove-

97. During the year the department prepared or a roved 380
and ‘rnaps,'furnished 700 blue print anc other copies (E)fppla,ns. Foglilll(s)
special copies of blue prints supplied to local anthorities a sum of Rs. 123
was recovered and credited to Government account, '

VIII.—TowN-PLANNING DEPARTMENT—ESTABLISHMENT AND
EXPENDITURE,

Personnel.

98. The Inspector of Municipal Councils and TLocal Boards was
Ex officio Director of Town-Planning. Till 24th December 1940
g.'%ngaﬁnfhgn’ éj‘,sg}., 8.3.&, 1.C.8., was Ex officto Director wherj

ri Rao Bahadur 8. G. Grubb, B.A., took charge and the lat i
till 2lst July 1941. ¢ ° Ttter remainec

99. Sri R. D. N, Simham, B.E., M.E. (Hons.), F.L.A.A., AM.T.P.I
was Personal Assistant to the Director of Town-Planning, Sti R D N
p‘unham was a Lecturer in 'I'own-Planning to the B.S.Sc. and Liéeni;iate
in Public Health classes at the Madras Medical College. He was ¢
Lectu_re; in Town-Planning to the candidates undergoing siJecial coursec(
of training for Executive Officers of municipalities and Special Officers oj
panchayats. He was also a member of the Board of Studies in Archi
tecture and Drawing of the University of Madras. He served as a’,ls;
s member of the Corporation Ad-Hoc Committee for considering the

question of levying increment tax on properties within the City of

Madras and attended the meetings of the Corporatio i

wmittee—-Health or fixing residential and indusIt)?ial a?ea%taég? uzﬁeogq,l-'
and the owners’ meetings convened from time to time by the C o
ratioq ‘b"tanding Committee—Town-Planning and ImpZovementorIt?O-
explaining and discussing with the owners and other interested o
the provisions of the City Town-Planning Schemes, | persons

~100. Sri R. D. N. Simham was on tour for 22 da, .

and also made frequent visits within the City of Ma};raiuﬁn%ﬁ:gey%r
W{thtCorporq;t{onl pr%p(gals under town-planning schemes la,yout;I Ki)t;
private, municipal an¢ Government lands, and applicati : e
within town-planning areas. applications for buildings

Establishment.

101. The same subordinate technical and cleric igti
one town-planning assistant, two draughtsmen, thraéle s:;fcfzeg:n?sgngl °1£
and one typist conitinued during the year. There was also one tem orar
blue printer for blue printing work, The town-planning assista b
sent on inspection work for 35 days. nt wes
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102. Proposals were made for increase of staff to cope with the heavy
work in the Cepartment and for the preparation of a Town-Planning
Manual, The Government sanctioned about the end of the year one
upper division clerk and one typist for the office work for one year, and
one upper division clerk for the preparation of the Manual for six
months. The appointments of these additional clerks ancd typist were

not made during the year.
Ezxpenditure.

103. The total expenditure of the department during the year was
Rs. 19,288.

Bs.
(i) Pay of officers (Personal Assistant only) .. .. .. .. 6,000
(i) Pay of establishment .. . .. 10,750
(iii) Travelling and other compensatory allowances .. .. .. 952
(iv) Contingent expenses including service postage stamps, electric
charges, books and periodicals, rent for office premises .. 1,586
Total .. 19,288

104. The office was shifted to a private rented building at Mount
Road, Madras, on 1st May 1940, along with the Office of the Inspector
of Municipal Councils and TLocal Boards. The proportionate rent for
the portion occupied by this office was Rs. 86 per month.

K. RAMUNNI MENON,
Ez officio Director of Town-Planning, Madras.
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APPENDIX 1. : APPENDIX II.
LiST OF PANCHAYATS I]J)NDER THE OPERATION OoF TownN-PranNING AoT ) PROGRESS OF DETAILED ToWN-PLANNING SCHEMES UF ro END OF MarcH 194l
AND DistrIOT MUNICIPA K nt controlled un

LITIES AOT. N. .B.—%%&:ﬁ:&%f:;?{ggrnnxgmg??é?neeagxfd mz‘\ip fuggi;l}:g g;tapproved by the
% i and being enforced or i .
8.5, E.—3cnettd sa\lx‘l‘)(i‘i";(t)lrég and penldi%g submission.

der section 17 of the Town-Planning Act.
Department,

N.B.—Town-Planning Act—A i R
Divttiet Municipalitics ML provisions of the Towa-Planning Act extended. N P8~ .
et extendod, and relevant provisions of the District Municipalities SR8 Sghlfgrlnepretumed for revision or reconsideration.
Ttalicised—Towns brought under the operation of the A, i Lt d_(iScheme R o sencion uring i
cts during the year. Tgalicised —220 b submitbed for sanctior.  uring the year to Government.
Asterisk—9¢C demarcation and betterment, decided or taken up.

Asterisk—Town-Planuing authoritics are district board and its president, trato ppointed and
. AA.—Arbitrator &

Serial number, ~ E&wnAlc’il_‘ai%- M District Town-Pl
Papity 3 i 1 unici iti own-Plan- it -
district and pan-,. . obration ot o opeta: diairict and oo hing Actn  Munoanitis ) Notified Published Submite SRy
mehayat town. - from  tion from the chayat town, operation  Act in opera- Sorial mumber, local authority . 10/12, draft  through Govern- Remarks. Extent.
I : . : ion from the f scheme. y e, scheme, Collector, men
Ananiapur D“m?:' ’ Kurnool District the date. date. and name Latstag ond stage. 3rd stage. 4th stage. -
2 Gt --,] (D131501 | 3o Markaonr I R 1. Adoni Municipality. Ace.
3 Kadiri el o) 3-z-3s @3 o arkapur ., T (28) 280 o 13-11-3¢ 25-11-35 0-3-36 18-4-39 SS.E.; AA. . 184
4 Uravakonda] 23, N (B 257153 | 43 bomrww (30) “7-5-37 (3§§ s v Yord 24-12-87  3-4-83 - LD.C SR.E. %
Arcot (North) District. Madurs Dot (30) 28-6-37 (36) 28-6-37 2« Do, No.8 24-12-37 34
adura District. . omli
§ Arkonam. .. 7. (2) 5-1-38 - 43 Al 9. Anakapalle Municiaplily.
§aronam..l T B ohhr &) 2oenn | 44 Unagararny 0 (1) 23838 @7 2838 4 Nidanamdoddi Scheme . 251122 so SSEI A &
- . o . b Ward (Blocks 26-1- . D.C.; T.P.S. e e
Arcot (South) District. Nellore District, 5 ngdﬁgg’l 4)“" (
45 :
. 7 #vriddhachalam .. (4) 9-4-24 . 46 gl‘lll(lillxl'f)et - . Egi; gg:g—gg (gg) 38:8—39 3. Anantapur Municipality.
Chingleput District. 47 Venkatagiri o 35430 ¢ Madras Road Bypess }323‘-33 . . LD.C.; oS Bamed .- 7
§ Alandur .. (1) 20-9-35 | o lg 'z’".fi District. z %;33:%‘;§n§§3“§’ypass Loaees ) . Do. - ..
10 r_r Tambarem ©) bo-os égg i otagii .. .. (36) 3-2-38 (41) 3-2-38 g Schome Ng.é . 10-8-39 - . . ll))o. } 721
iruvottiyur . (10) 17-11-36 Ramnad District. 19 Do, No.3 10-8-39 - - - o-
—evn . 4
 Chittoor District. 5§ %“zﬁ‘fﬁ%‘}m, AR et 1§§ Jne-r o, Bollary Municipality. ,
12 Madanapslle (6) 20-10-29 (11) 20~10 51 Seitur . 12 -11-2 . . Not proceeded with .. .. .
: : -10-20 | 52 (30) 18-12-28  (44) 18~ hool Ares 26-10-36
13 Tiruttant .. 70030 (12 "10-040 | 25 Rammmmer o 18 iis (ntesa 12 Wordiar Sonsion . 20783 DG Renotified 1. .. Bl
Coimbatore District. 54 Sattur - i .- 8‘;) %}—2-39 14 gatyanarayanapet Bxten- 10-12-40 . ; . .
14 Avanashi 9 Sivaganga .. .. (1) $-12-34 ) -‘-;-9.32 15 ya%it?;,lliindakam Exten-  1-6-32 Not proceeded with ... .- ”
15 Ganapathi .. .. (8) 26-8-32 48 o6-i-ae Salem District. SN\ cipa) Extersion. 10639 - .. .. 1DC.; Beingprepared .. 168
%g {’elggiggg}l . ({g; 2«2;:;3-%% (15) 20-1-32 g? g}{mrmapurl .. (42) 3-9-38 (48) 3-9-38 %3 11533 ‘Area Scheme . 1g;g—_§g . . o Do. . 486
18 Mettupalaivam o ey 1941197 ovaroys .. .. (43) 1-3-30 (40) 1-3-39 18 Noftlh;";a}g;‘tj‘,‘jf“ 20.12-40 - . - Do. - 18
S sﬁig:,’;‘:ggg’“m (11) 12-7-40 %; L2740 South Kanara District. 19 Cowl ¢ :
lur .. . 9-11-37 nicipality.
21 Valparai (12) 4-9-35 i gg (ID&Orrll(({lltlu,oor ((i? %}"3‘3% 255?) 21-2-38 6. Bexwadd ;4“ I'CWPa o 95-7-27 15-1-38 26-8-40 1.D.C.; S.R.R.d . .. } 1,886
Cuddapah Distri 60 Put . =4 ) 21-3-38 20 * Scheme No. 1—F% o - 5-1-38 26-8-40 1.D.C.: In the dopartment.
2 mog "’“ District. bur (o) 5558 (B “s-ss 1+ Do No. [—Pert 2. 22l }%%%‘18 i DG 8PS T B
adve .. Tanjore istrict . R T 95727 12~ . . .. .
.. 1 ~ jore instrict. .
55 Jemmalsmadigu || (19)16°12-37 (30) 1601297 | 61 Koothanaiu . (53) 16-12-84 2 P Nod 21 15-12-40 Noprogess .. .+ 235
Godasri (Baw) Diric @ demim. o opdLm - B obe Ns
-11-21 . : icipaltiy.
3 pmpun . (10 Cos an sa 64 * Pattukkottal (49) 1-11-21 (54) 20-6-26 6. Bodinayakkansr Muribe 7-g6 16-7-37 2-11-38 LD.C.; SRR, .. .. 8
%3 Mamidada .. - (15) ‘!'9—6-36 (gg; 251(1):2? Trichinopoly District. 26 Kosgz‘apulaiy&m Exten- 1 rer 2188 5o o
Tuni.. .. .. (16) $3-5-38 (24) 23-5-38 | Gg + Jayansenda (50) 5-10-25 g7 Rallway Station AUTH 1088 15-sr 21188 . Do. - 66
Godavari (West) District. 67 * Lajgudi o fg; fg:g_—g’ﬁl . 28 Nadupatti EX
% Koyvur .. 4n 11847 68 * Manapparai 53) 14-12-22 (55) 16-8-26 7. Calicut Municipality. .
28 Nidadavolu .. 18 igsr B s Tirunelveli District. g9 * Scheme No.1 .o - 26-11-20 9-1-37 31-3-41 1D.C.3 %‘;‘;;';H‘“d eee 128
L .. -~ _ 0. Ve- -3 . .r J0. .. .o
g; %adepalligudem .- 220) 2—8—33 ((gg)) l%—%—gg %’ (.};}‘mbﬂsamudram .o (54) 16-12-25 .. 30 K%zg:mmb“ e
soukn .. .. (21) 31-3-37 (29) 81-3-37 | 71 Kad&ty‘ui“nﬁm“; 56) 13-5-41 (56) 13-5-41 ) .
Guniur District. 72 Kovilpattl .. 32‘;) o2 &7 ii-esr 8. Chinglaput Municipality.
33 * Bapat 74 Sankavangost % 1521 T + Gundur Flelds Extension. 25-13-%7 g3z 26-5-82 1-8-88 SBE.:AA N
34 Chirgl?; la .. .. (22) 24-1-25 (30) 21-11-38 75 * Te nl::;ll oyil égg %é:g——gg (58) 1-12-87 8 stuni patity
86 Mangalagii .. (23) 2~ (31) 10-4-40 | 76 Vikramasingapuram. % 9. Chittoor Municipaliy.
36 * Bepalls .. .. fzi; 2%_3:32 o o m. (61) 9-4-40 (68) 9-4—40 Block No. 1 13-10-22 25-9-28 S.8.E. ; A.A.; Completed .. (]
. izagapatam District. 82 Vaniar Block .00 o " o223 27-11-23 S.B8.E. %.%. . Cation. " 9
Kistna District. 77 Chodsvaram 88 ol Side Eaiension. 26-6-40 .. LDC.; Under proparation. i
87 P 78 Narasannapet . 5533 %‘1’:%2 2‘}; %gt%:‘;‘; 3; Ea,..m alle Extension .- 26-6-40 Do. 23
% Fedma 1 1 (39 2008 Gn Do Palmonds .. - (o4) 328 (8B -0 88 Gandlapily Sagnsion .. 2540 - ”
.. .. ! ) 28-5-3 .. .. (88) 17-5-37 (68) 7-6-37 :
8 1 81 * Tekkall L. (66) 23-5-27 o



40 ANNUAL REPORT OF THE

Serial number, local authority 8. 10/12
and name of scheme. 18t sta{\ge: sc}(nlgfﬁfg,
2nd stage,
10. Cocanada Municipality.
37 Neelams Garden Area ~12-: _
38 Ramaraopet Extension .. 196—2-33 79—1-:2;:357)
39 * Yendrapet Extension .. 9-8-37  24-7-39
40 Perarajupet Extension 20-2-41 .
11. Cochin Municipality.
41 Scheme No. 1 28-7-34  25-7-
22 BO. No. 2 28-7-34 25—;—33
3 0. No.3 28-7-34  25-7-36
.12. Coimbatore Municipality.
44 Red Fields Scheme .e 20-12-
45 Ramanathapuram Scheme, 20—12—%;
46 Papanaickenpalaiyam 20-12-27
47 8 hghemﬁ' 4
cheme No. 20-12-27  26-1-:
48 Do, No.5 .. .. 24-7-3¢ 1s—§—§é
49 Do. No.6 .. oo 14-1-41
60 Do. No.7 .. .. 14-1-41 .
13, Conjeevaram Municipality.
51 Railway Station Area .
52 Reddipet Extension ., 182%-:%3 164:2:28
53 Vaiikuntaperumal Exten- 4-1-39 6-7-40
sion.
54 Lalathotam Extension .. 30-3-35
~14. Coonoor Municipality.
55 Alwarpet Extension 17-10-36
16. Dindigul Municipality.
56 No. 1 Aramanajikulam
- NExzt%nsioﬂ-ht 6-9-32 23-8-38
- 0. ourashtrapuram, 8—9-. .
58 No. 3 Dindigul West, .. g—gg §3_§'ng
59 No. 4 Pensjioner Street 6-9-32
eoNNgg'ml 4
0. aradikulam j —D—
g% §o.$%a‘illlway Area .. ¢ 1.%_32 2-5-39
0. 7 Bodinayakanpatti. 6-9~ 6
83 Palni Railway linepArea. 13—3—%% 22-5-39
64 Race course Road Area .. 13-2-37 .
16. Ellore Municipalily.
65 No. 1 Narasimharaopet ,. 19-2- .
86 No, 2 Ramachandraraopet. 19—%—%8 12-8-57
67 No. 3 Venavallivaripet .. 10-9-29 16-¢-38
88 No. 4 Ramanagaram .. 8-5-39
69 No. 5 Narasimharaopet ..  8-5-39 -
70 No. 6 Piranguladibba .. 13-5-41
71 No. 7 Gollagudem .. 3-10-39
72 No. 8 Kothapet, Extension, 30-3-38
17, Erode Municipality.
73 Scheme No. 1 12-11-35 227~
74 Do. No.2 12-11-35 22—7—%3
;g Bg. gg. i ig-il—% 22-7-36
77 Do, No.5 oge TR
18. Gudivada Municipality.
78 South-east Area .. 31~
79 North-west Area .. 31—3:%
80 North-east Area 31-3-41
19. Guntur Munictpality,
81 Brodiapeta Area .. 4-12-
82 Central Ated .. .. 4-12-%% )
83 Nagarampalem Extension, 4-12-39 .
sg Nallapad Extension 12-39 .
85 Kothapeta Area .. 4-12-39
86 Arundelpet Area .. 4-12-39

Notified Published S“Eégit-

through
Collector,
3rd stage.

18-12-37
30-3-39
6-8-39

2429-39

27-4-31
20-11-36

29-3-40
1-1-41
1-1-41

23-3-30

44-39
25-3-35
8-12-39
4-10-39

30-12-38
30-12-38

17-6-37
12-6-37
12-6-37
12-6-37

Sanction-

ed by
Govern-

ment,
4th stage,

7-1-41

10-4-34
10-4-34
10-4-34

31-5-38

Romarks.

®

ID.C.; 8.R.R.
L.D.C. Submitted
Do.

Not proceeded with .,
Not proceeded with . .

LD.C.; Resubmitted

Do.
. AAL L.
.; T.P.S,
C. Resubmitted .,
Not proceeded with ..
LD.C. ; Resubmitted
To be 5enotiﬂed .
0.

S8.E
LD.C

.D
LD,

B
Wi

’
)
»
3

-
ooy
aooa
Hwae

H

Do.
Do.

Do.
To be renotified

1.DC.; SR.R.
Do.
Do.
Do.
LD.C.; T.P.8,

L.D.C. Under preparation
Do.
Do.

1.D.C. UndeIx; preparation
LDC.; TPS, .. ..
LD.C. Unde]; preparation .
0. X
Do, ..

Extent.

AC8.

315
26¢
174

69¢
68

1K

8l
5

[

TOWN-PLANNING DEPARTMENT, 1940-41

{orial number, local authority
and name of scheme.

20. Hindupur Municipality.
87 High School Extension ..

88 Fast Town Extension
21. Hospet Municipality.
Patel Nagar Extension ..

58)(9) J ambuna%h Feeder Road.

91 Amaravathi Extension ..

92 New Trunk Road Exten-
sion. .

22, Karaikudi Municipality.

93 Railway Station Area—
Part 1.

o4 Railway Statlon Area—
Part 2.

95 Meenakshipuram Exten-
sion.

96 Naganathapuram Exten-
sion.

97 Kalanivasal—Part 1

98 0. Part 2

99 Senjal Extension

23. Karur Municipality.

100 West Pradakshinam Ex-
tension.
101 Trunk Road  Bypass

Scheme.
102 New Taluk Cutchery Road
gouth Extension.

24, Kodaikanal Municipality.
108 French Lands Scheme

25, Kumbakonam Municipalily.

104 Scheme No. 1
105 Do. No.2

268, Kurnool Municipality.
6 Gareeb Basha Extension
10 . 809-B

107 Sunkal Bagh Acea
108 Scheme No.1 ..

109 Scheme No. 2 (8. 1817
110 Scheme No. 8
27. Madras City.

. No. 47-1 Puliyur ..
ﬁé %lnmbala.m East Exten-
sion.
118 Greater Mambalam
Scheme.
114 Nungambakkam West—

8 .
116 Nungambakkam West—
Part

116 ﬁl;ixgamﬁuikksém East

7 apore East .. ..
T Cihadral Road, South ..
119 Lloyds Road Ares e
120 Nungambakkam, North. .
121 Nungambakkam, Central.
122 Mylapore, South .. ..
123 Thousand Lights Ares ..
124 Ja?anmthapumm Ares ..

126 Kilpsuk Garden Road
. E‘rueaia pet No. 1

126 'ondiar] .

127 Do. No. 2 e

128 Do. No.8 .
129 Myiapore, West .. .

Notified Published Submit-
§.10/12, draft ted through
1st stage. acheme, Collector,
2nd stage. 3rd stage.
8-1-35 8-1-37 6-7-37
3-8-40
3-2-37 ..
4-12-36 9-12-38 17-2-40
3-1-40 .. ..
3-1-40
3-1-40
2¢-7-32 13-3-37 20-3-39
26~7-32
26-7-32
26-7-32
22-10-40
14-8-40
24-9-40
28-2-38 24-11-38 25-3-39
24-1-28 .
24-1-28 .
16-1-37
20-3-39
(Resn.
T.P.
Com-
i
Do.
2-12-24
25—-3-24
27-9-27
7-10-30 6-8-34 29-3-3b
7-10-30
20-5-28 18-10-35 30-3-36
9-8-30 8-7-36 30-9-35
190-8-30 17-4-35 31-10-3b
19-8-30 3-7-36 16-3-36
14-8-34 3-1-39 7-12-39
14-8- — .o
1t8—34 21-12-38 17-11-38
14-8-34 21-2-38 27--3-39
14-8-34 80-3-38 27-3-39
14-8-3¢ 11-6-40 28-11-40
14-8-34 .. .
14-8-34 . .
14-8-34 . .. ..

Sanction-
e
Govern-

ent,
4th stage.

26~11-40

28-7-25
10-2-25

24-1-39
21-11-39
13-12-38

8-11-38

7-1-41
18-2-41

Remarks,
1.D.C.; S.R.R,
To be renotified

Submitted. ..
.; T.P.8, .. ..
.; Un esr preparation .,

g
N

8.8.E.; AA. ..
1.D.C. ; Under preparation ..
Do.
Do.
To be notifled
Do.
Do.

1.D.C.; T.P.S.

1.D.C.; Under preparation ..
Do.

S88.E.; AA. ..

LD.C.; T.P8S.
Do.

1.D.C.; T.PS.
To be notifled e .
Do. ..

S8.E.; AA... . ..

Do. .. ..
1.D.C.; 8.R.R. .. ..
1.D.C.; Submitted .. .

LD.C.; T.P.S. .. .

8.8.E.; AA. .. .. .e
Do, .. . .
Do.

Do. .. ..
1.D.C.; Submitted ..
1.D.C.; 8.P.8. .. -

Do. .
S8E.; AA. .. .
0. . .
1.D.C.; Submitted .

Do.
1.D.C.; T.P.8.

0,
LD.C.; 8.P8.

« e
PRI

41

Extent.

ACS.

304
140
300

60
221
172

476
1,054
290
410

42

10

294
247

20

8
623
1,196



42

Notified Published

Serial number, local authority 8. 10/12,

and name of scheme.

27. Madras City—cont,
130 Mylapore, South-east 1-8-39
131 Perambur, North .. 12-10-37
132 Harness and Saddle Fao- 8-6-37
tory Area.
133 Perambur High Road 28-4-38

Extension,
134 Kilpauk Garden Road 12-11-40
Further Extension.

135 EgAnore Harrington Road  30-3-39
rea.
136 Teynampet Improvement  30-3-39
Scheme,
137 Mylapore, North .. .. 30-3-39
138 Vyasarpadi Area No.1.. 30-3-39
13 Do. No. 2 .. 30-3-39
140 Do. No. 3 .. 30-3-39
141 Tondiarpet Railway- 6-6-39
affected Area No. 1.
142 Tondiarpet Railway-  6-6-39
aftected Area No. 2.
143 Msgapore Sanskrit College  6-11-39
Iéa,
144 Chetpet Area Scheme .. 3-1-40
145 Poonamallee High Road 3-1-40
Area.
146 Royapettah, East .. .. 23-2-40
147 North Poonamalles High  30-4-40
Road Scheme.
148 Purasawakam North-  30-4-40
west Area.
28. Madura Municipality.
149 Vaigai South Bank 13-12-27
150 Ellisnagar Extension 13-12-27
151 Thaikal Block .. .. 15-11-32
152 WeI:Pt Ponnagaram, 25-8-25
a,
153 West Ponnagaram, 26-1-37
Part 2.
154 8ri Meenakshi Mills Area. 26-1-37
155 Chinna Sokkikulam e 26-1-37
156 Ismailpuram Extension. 26-1-37
157 Kollambatrai Block 15-11-32
158 Uppukara Block .. 15~11-32

150 South-west  Extension, 13-12-27
Part 1 (Kaziar tope).

160 Sokkikulam Extension .. 12-0-22

161 Eastern Extension, 12~9-22
Part 1.

182 Eastern Exfension, 12-9-22

arl .
163 South-west Extengion, 13-12-27
Part 2.

29. Mangalore Municipality.

164 Market Ward, Block No.10, 5-7-27

165 Guliga Hithlu Improve- 14-2-31
ment.

166 Falneer Scheme .. .. 21-2-28

167 R&Iiilwag and Nandiguda 11-7-29

oad.

168 Kodialbail, East .. 5-6-28

169 Do. West 8-3~29

170 Court Ward Scheme 22-6-30

30. Masulipatam Municipality.

171 Central Market and 17-11-38
Robertson Square
Improvement Scheme,

31. Nandyol Municipality.
172 Railway Station Area 25-3-41
v (Resoln,)
173 Bypass Road Area Do.
32. Narasaraopet Municipality.
174 West Extension .. 3-10-40
1756 South Extension .. 8-10-40

1st stage. scheme,
2nd stage,

ANNUAL REPORT

Submit-
ted -
through

Collector,
3rd stage

draft

15-6-38 4-12-39

25-4-40
22-5-36

25-9-37

10-11-36
10-11-36

1428-34  30-4-35
16-7-32  31-1-33

16~7-32  31-1-33

oY THE
Sanction-
Ged by
overn- Re
Mot marks.
. 4th stage.
.. I.D.C.) 8.P.S-
3-3-41 S.S.E.;)A.A. LoD
. LD.C.; T.P.8.
1.D.C.; 8.P.8.
1.D.C.; T.P.8.
Do
Da.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.

LD.C.; under preparatjon ..
Do.

Do.
Dao.
Do.
1I.D.C.; T.P.S,
Do.
Do,
LD.C.; S.R.R.
LD.C.; T.P.8.
Do.
Do.
Do.
I.D.C.; 8.R.R.
Do.
Do,
6-11-29 B.8.E.; A.A. .
1-3-27 Do. O
LD.C.; T.P.8. .
. LD.C.; under preparation ..
8-7-28 B8.8.E.; AA, ..
28-11-33 Do. A . .
18-5~37 Do. .
. L.D.C.; 8.R.R.
Do. P
Do. .o .
LD.C.; T.P.8. e .
.. LD.C.; under preparation ,.
. Do.
. Do,

Exten

A0

38¢
28’

38
14¢

770
40

16¢
212

¥

il

L4

TOWN-PLANNING DEPARTMENT, |940-41

: Notifted
Serial number, local authority s?tiio 12,
and name of scheme, 18t stage.

88, Negapatam Municipality.
176 Scheme No. 1 8-7-39
177 cI)o. No. 2 8-7-39
178 Do. No. Ed 8-7-39
179 Do. No.4 .. 8-7-39
180 T.P. Scheme A 28-1-41

(Resoln.)
181 Do. B Do.
84, Nellore Municipality.

182 A. V. Chouljry Area
183 gularl? 1%lll{d alrglpe:

unk Road, Eas i ..
%gg Ol;vners' Scheme, S. 424.. 13-12-34

186 Dandayuthapanipet 13-12-34
187 Railway Line, East . 6-1-40
188 Swayampukulavari Gar-

den.
35. Ootacamund Municipality.

eenflelds Exchange 17-9-40
189 GrHall aﬁd’x}graharam. 18-4-29

0 Scheme No. .. .. —~4-

%gl cDo. No.2 .. .. 18-4-29

192 Kandal area
193 Bazaar area

86. Palacole Municipality.

194 A, L. N. V. Garden Area. 66-—-4_22

195 Vemuvari Garden ..

196 Palivelavari Garden 6-4-22

87. Palameottah Municipality.

197 New Municipal Extension. 11-3-30
88. Palni Municipality.
Railway Station Area .. 16-4-29
%gg Subramanyspuram  Ex-  29-2-40
tension, -
39. Peddapuram Municipality.
200 Weekly Market Area 11-7-36
40. Pollachi Municipality.

Market Bypass .. .. 11-11-39
%8% Palladamyﬁoad Extension, 11-11-39
203 Kottur Road Extension. 11-11-89

41. Proddatur Municipolity.

904 Sreeramulupet Extension. 1-5-81

42. Rajah dry Municipality.

205 Scheme No.1 .. .. 26-1-28

206 Do. No.2 26-1-26

207 Do. No.3 26-1-26
South Ex- 20~-1-36

208 Do. No'“tension ‘

9209 Do. No.5 (North Ex- 20-1-36

i tension).

48. Rajapalayom Municipality.

10 Rajlway Station Area 19-11-26
%11 Palayapalayam Area .. 6-1-40
212 Pudupalayam Ares 6-1-40

44. Saidapet Municipality.
m, Pakt 1. 9-1-38
iy et o balam, r:% 2.  9-1-38
215 ; Do. Part 3. 9-1-86

Submit- Sanction-
Published  ted ed by
draft through Govern-
scheme, Collector, ment,

2nd stage. 3rd stage. 4th stage,

31-3-35
19-12-38

29-4-33

28-3-36
28-3-36

28-3-86

13-3-28
.. 29-5-28
18-3-41 ..
31-8-26
4-1-27
4-1-27
1-8-36
19-6—40
25--6-37
and
20~4-40
22-6-40
25-6-37
.and
19-9-40
1-3-32

26-5-37 12-10-87

b

..

Remarks,

I.D.C.; under pieparation ..
Do.

Do.
Do.
To be notified
Do. '

S.S.E.; AA. ..

Do. ..
1.D.C.; S.R.R.

Do. ..
LD.C.; Submitted .

1.D.C.; under preparation ..’

To be notified

I.D.C.; T.P.S.
Not proclgeded with

0.
To be notified
Do.

S.8.E.; AA. ..
Do. ..
Do.

ILD.C.; S8.R.R.

1D.C.;: T.P.S.
Do.

To be renotified

1.D.C.; under preparation . .
Do,

Do.

I.D.C.; submitted

Do.

o
T
B

C.; 8.R.R. ..
.} to be renotified
Do,

er i)rspa'ritlon,
Do.

e

43

Extent,

ACS.

40

[T

495

272

153

189
262
86

35

262
31

275
262

371

222
222



44

ierial number, local authority
and name of scheme. 1

4. Saidapet Municipality—cont.
-16 West Mambalam, Nort
(Kodambakkam).
217 Srinagar Area
45. Salem Municipality.
218 South Maravaneri Exten-
sion.
219 Devangapuram ..
220 Logichetti Tank ..
221 Dadagapatti
229 Dadubaikuttai
223 Ammapet Extension
224 Gogai Extension ..
225 North Maravaneri ..
226 Kumarasamipatti Exten-
sion.
227 East Railway Ammapet
Area.
228 Periyeri Extension
48, Srirangam Municipality.
' 929 Railway-affected  Area,
art, 1.
230 Railway-affected  Area,
Part 2.
231 Jambukeswaran Exten-

sion.
232 South Royagopuram
Further Extension,

47, Srivilliputtur Municipality.
233 Railway Station Area

48. Tadpatri Municipality.
234 High School Extension ..

49. Tanjore Municipality.
235 Niligiri Garden Extension,

50. Tenali Municipality.
236 Ramasamipet Extension.
51. Tirunelveli Municipality.
237 No. 1 Town Station Area.
238 No. 2 Trunk Road bypass.
239 No. 3 High Road Exten-
sion.
52. Tirupati Municipality.

240 Scheme No.1 ..
241 Do. No.2A ..
242 Do. No.2B ..
243 Do. No.3
244 Do. No. 4

245 Do. No.b
53. Tiruppaitur Municipality.
246 No. 1 Railway Station

Area.
247 No. 2 South-west Exten-
ston.

b4. Tiruppur Municipality.

248 Scheme No. 1
249 Do. No.2
2560 Do. No.3
251 Do. No. 4
252 Do. No. 5

55, Trichinopoly Municipolity.

258 Scheme No, 1
254 Do. No.3
255 Do. No. b5

ANNUAL REPORT OF THE

Notified Published Submit- Sanction-
ted ed by

8.10/12, draft
st stage. scheme
2nd stage.

through
Collector
3rd stage.

28-2-39
24-1-39

31-1-21

25-10-27
25-10-27
25-10-27
25-10-27

18-9-33 22-12-33

12-11-39  12-7-40

7-6-27

30-0-35 22-0-37

26-2-38 ..

30-8-32 4-6-37 19-9-40

18-10-27
18-10-27
18-10-27

3-5-22
25-5-35
25-5-35
25-5-35
25-5-35
25-5-35

8-2-39
8-2-39

1-12-38
1-12-38
11-11-39
24-2-40
24-2-40

18-12-28 . e

18-12-28 ‘e ..
30-1-34 23-12-35  8-8-36

Govern- Remarks,
ent,
4th stage.
1.D.C.; T.P.8. -
Do.
21-9-23 SS.E.: AA. ..
3-9-29 Do,
18-2-30 Do
7-1-30 Do,
4-2-30 Do.
4-2-30 Do
18-2-30 Do.
8-9-32 Do.
6-3-39 Do
11-7-39 Do
1.D.C.; T.P8,
1.D.C.; 8.R.R.
1.D.C.; T.P.S,
Not: proceeded with ..
1.D.C.; S.R.R.

1-7-30 S.8.E.; AA. ..
1.D.C.; 8.P.S.
To be renotified

1.D.C.; 8.R.R.

To be renotified
Do.

1.D.C.; T.P.8.
Do.
Do.

Do. > .-
1.D.C.; under preparation ..

. 1L.D.C.; unde]r) preparation ..

. 0.
. 1.D.C.; 8.R.R. .

Extent,
ACB.

173

187
500
101

23

353
283
175

79

227
227

287
17
1,004

869
')

TOWN-PLANNING DEPARTMENT, 194041

Seria] number, local authority
and name of scheme,

Notified
8. 10/12,
1st stiage.

55. Trichinopoly Municipality—cont.

256 Town Station Area, Part 1.
25 0. Part 2.
258 Puthur West Extension.
259 Catholic Colony .. .
260 Salai Road Extension
261 Cantonment: Area

86. Tuticorin Municipality.

262 Scheme A, Part 1

263 Do, A, Part2
264 Do. ..
265 Do. C,Part1l

266 Do. C, Part2 ..

287 New Melur Station Area.

268 Scheme D, North of Puckle
Channel,

269 Owners' Scheme 8, 3459-1.

57. Udipi Municipality.
270 Central Ward Scheme
58. Vaniyambadi Municipalily.
271 Govindapuram Extension.
59. Vellore Municipality.

272 Velapadi Nallampattadai,
273 Sanlkaranpalayam Exten-
sion.

60. Villupuram Municipality.

274 Narasimhapuram Exten-
sion,

275 Trunk Road Bypass

276 Kamalanagar Extension,

277 Harijan Colony Extension.

61 Virudunagar Municipality.

278 Kathalampati Extension,

9279 Trunk Road Bypass _ ..

280 Ramamurthy Road Ex-
tension.

62, Vizagapatam Municipality.

281 Maharanipeta ‘Ward,
Block 4.

282 Chengalraopet Ward
(Blocks 9, 10, etc.).

283 Maharanipeta (Excluding
bloeks 4, 10).

284 Waltair Ward .

285 Market Ward .. ..

286 Alipur Ward .. .

68. Vizianagram Municipality.
287 Kotha Agraharam .
288 Maharanipeta Extension.
289 Dasannapet Extension ..
290 Yetagudem Improvement,
1.00AL BOARD SOHEMES,
1. Ambasamudram Panchayat,
2901 Town Extension .. .
9. Aruppukoltai Panchayat.

292 North-east Extension .,
208 South-west Extengion ..

8, Arkonam Panchayat,

204 Sholingur Road Extension.
205 Northern Town Extenslon.

30-1-34
30-1-34
30-1-34

1-1-29
24-3-38
16-3-39

19-7-27
19-7-27
19-7-27
19-7-27
19-7-27
4-3-30
24-10-38

24-10-38

6-12-40

19-8-24
14-6-27

18-10-39

19-8-30
31-10-39
31-10-39

14-1-23
16~-3-26
16-3-26
16-3-26

26-8-24
18-10-27

22-10-27

7-9-27
7-9-27

1-4-88
1-4~38

Submit- Sanction-
Published ted ed by
draft  through Govern-
scheme, Collector, ment,
2nd stage. 3rd stage. 4thstage.

23-12-35  8-8-36
23-10-40

.. . 17-12-29
26-11-85 23-3-36 13-12-38

11-7-33

. 3-5-27
28-7-31

9-12-30

.- LX3 .o

Remarke.

1.D.C, ; S.R.R.

1.D.C.; T.P.S.

Scheme not sanctioned

To be renot;gled; T.P.S.
0.

To be notified

SS8.E.; AA. ..
Do. ..

ID.C; T.P.S.

Do, ..

Do, .. .
L.D.C.; Under preparation.

LD.C.; 8.R.R.

Do.
Do.
Do,

To be renotified
Do.

Do.
Do.

Revoked ..

To be renotified .
Do.

ae .o

To be renotified
Dy

48

56
86

80
50
69

248

6¢

33¢
1,781
1,25¢
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Notified P .
Serial number, local authority 8. 10/12, '3",2&“‘1 s{‘g’ Toit- s‘zﬁc{‘)"m' Remark Extent.
and name of scheme, lststage. scheme through Gover%- emarks, .
2nd stage. Collector ment
3rd stage. 4thstage. . ACS. ¢
: APPENDIX III.
ot. Jammalamadugu Panchayat.
290 North-east Extension 11-1-39 Tob fied ProGRES? oF GENERAL ToWN-PLANNING SOHEMES (OBLIGATORY UNDER
207 Southern Extension 11-1-39 O e e THE TowN-PLANNING AcT.)
5. Kadayanallur Panchayat, N.B.—E. {{ l}&{ -—-gxplanntot}‘y nOtf ?nd n;g}l:s 1 Bm}m 2 Bt}l:}llni%ed tment.
i 5 9 R. eturned for revision with remarks of the Departmen
298 Krishnapuram Extension.  12-2-31 5-7-34 Not: proceeded with .. 280 } Astensk——Eb N.M. retunlleil(} wltli’femt;rkssotil the department during the year.
6. Trichi ly Distri L . * GJ.P.8,—Draft General Town-Planning Scheme,
richinopoly District Board ' 18icisedE.N.M. submitted during the year.
299 Lalgudi Town Extension.  26-2-29 LD.C.; T.P.8. Not proceeded 38 ’ Time for Time for
with. 13
300 M““‘“”Ea{ Seturatnapu- 14-12-g2 8-9-25 S.SK.: AA... 4 Serial number submis- Progress. Serial number submis-
ram fxtension. and gunicipal nglt‘)li) osf and gunlclpal ggn og Progress.
Wil LLP.S, Wi T.P.8.
7. Kovvur Panchayat, grt;lpliied gr:nted
: _ 1l
01 Tailway Area Seheme o8 Under preparation 167 1 Adoni 31-3-40 No progress made 43 Narasaraopet N gress made,
: oni .. S . .e .o 0 Pro l‘
8. Nidadavolu Panchayat. 2 Anakapaile 31-3-42 ENM.; R.R.R. 44 Negapatam b Y o
302 Scheme No. 2 25-6-30 _ 3 * Anantapur 31-3~39 0. ellore .. -12-41 E.N. M R.R.
To be fied . Bella 31-3-41 Map 1 prepared. 46 Ongole .. 31-3-39 E.N. M Pendm
303 Do. No.3 25-6-36 {)‘E}f"“ © : ‘% Borvods 31-8-42 No pros]z)ress made. Zg go]tacamund 38:9—42 g
; ) 6 Bimlipatam ..  30-9-41 0. alacole 30-9-41 Map 1 being magde,
9. Tanjore District Board. 7 Bodinayakkanur, 31-3-41 ENM; RER. 49 Palameotian 81541 No progress made.
- . . 8 Calicut . ;. 31-12-39 No action taken, algha -3-39 E.N.M.; Pending,
304 P‘t%'i;’sll‘ggml Town Ex- 12-7-22 20-7-28 SS.E.; AA... 13 9 Cannanore .. Deferred action, 51 Paini .. 31-7-41 No progress made.
piinel,, 0 W ddeny | gren o wee (B
11 Chidambaram. -3- M. ; R. . eriyakulam —3~ Pendin,
10. Peelamedu Panchayat, . 12 Chingleput gsar Do B¢ Follachl Sj1240 Mapth being mads,
8- 13 Chittoor — 83— o action taken, roddatur .. -3~4 Pendin
ggg Scl']l)e;ne gg. 1 {_g_gé To be renotified . 35 14 Cocanads 30-9-41 E.N.M.: Pending. 56 Rajahmundry, 31-3-38 No action taken—
‘ . 2 ' Do. . 127 ¢ 15 Cochin .. 31-3-42 D 57 Rajapalajiyam. 1-10-44 Do.
11. Polur Panchayal 16 Coimbatore 31-3-41 E.N.M.: R.R.R. 58 Saidapet 31-3-40
: yal. 17 Conjeeveram .. g&:g:ﬁ ﬂapslbging madg. gg g;ﬂelﬁl e 31-3-41 E.N. M RRR.
{ { = 18 Coonoor ap 1 being made. vakas; 30~9-41 Map 1 completed,
307 Railway Station Area 15-12-37 To be renotifled . 98 19 Cuddalore 31-12-41 NoN action };‘tﬁeﬁ g; griralxigan'%t .. 81-3-42 E%‘?Mco RpR.R.
. : at. 20 Cuddiapuh 81-3-41 M. R rivilliputtur .. 31-3-41 Do.
12. Sankarankoil Panchay 21 %gvaiotftai §1-342 No actidn taken. 6 %nd?atn 31-3-89 No action taken.
i 23-3-35 - arapuram -3~ anjore ~3- Do.
808 Railway Station Area 3-35  28-2-37 ILD.C.; S.P.S. . 424 23 Dindigul sl }I}].N.Ml. Pgﬂilng. 65 Tellicherry Lid Deferred action,
i at, 24 Ellore .. ~12~ o acvion taken, enali .. 31-12-40 N.M.; Pendin,
13. Tadepalligudem Panchay 25 Kirode . 81-3-41 Do. 67 Tirunelvel; 81-3-41 No sotion taken.
jon North of Chan-  20-2-36 udivada ~3~ 0. rupati ~3-41 E.N.M.; .R.
309 E’:feell.mon orth of Ch: ) To be renotified . §7 gud%yattam g&:zg:gé ];I‘Iap ltbeirég ]:nade. (718 %rupattur g%—3—42 No nctlon taken.
0 Extension South of Chan-  20-2-36 8 Guntur ¢ 0 action en. ruppur —3-41 .R.
31 nel!.mo Do. . . 29 *Hindupur 30~9-41 EN.M.; R.R.R. 71 Tuuvannamalai 31-3-42 No a(‘txon taken,
30 Hospet 31-12-37 No action taken, 72 Tiruvarur . 30-6-41 R.
14. Chingleput District Board. 31 Karaikudi 30-9-41 Map 1 bemn made. 78 Trichinopoly .. 1-10-89 E N. M Pending
32 Xarur .. 30-9-41 E.N.M.; R.R.R 74 Tuticorin .. 381-3-41 1Little progreqs
811 Tambaram Town-Plan- 16-6-31 26-1-33 15-5-3¢ 21-6-38 S.8.E.; A.A. .. 305 33 Kodaikanal 30-3-41 E.N. M Pending 75 * Udamalpet .. 31-3-42 E.N.M,; R.R.R.
ning Scheme, 34 Kumbakonam, 31-3~42 76 Udipi . .. 31-342 No action taken,
86 Kurnool . 81-3-36 E.N. M R R.R. 77 Vaniyambadi ..  31-3-40
15, Tanuku Panchayat. 36 Madras City .. 30-0-41 Ma§s being made, 78 Vellore . 31-3-41 E.N.M.; R.R.R.
37 Madura .. 1-10-38 R.R.R. 79 Villupuram . 81-3-42 No action taken,
312 Railway Station Area 25-10-37 To be notified 899 38 Mangalore . 31-3-42 E. N M. Pending. 80 Viruchunagar .. 81-8-41 Do.
(Scheme No. 1). (Resoln.) 89 Mannargudi .. 81-3-42 Do, 81 Vizagapatam ., 81-3-41 E.N.M.: Pending.
o 40 Masulipatam ... 81-12-41 Maps bemg made, 82 Vizianagram 31-8-41 No action taken,
16. South Arcot District Board. 41 M‘awyavaram 830-9-39 E.N.M.; Pending. 83 Walajapet 81~8-42 Do.
42 * Nandyal 31-12-40 E.N M.} RR.R.
313 Vriddhachalam  Town- 16-2-33 To be renotified .
. Extension (Gubbipet), ,
17, Allinagaram Panchayat, v, ’
314 Allinagaram South Toun- 11-3-41 I.D.C.; Under proparation, 250
Planning Scheme.
815 Theni Town-Planning 11-8-41 Do, 138

Scheme.
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