


1 Grown land up to & total
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was estimated to be 226,
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- In addition it was

| agreed that half of the £6,320 advanced by Government
should be repaid from the procesds of the sale, by the

‘comou of any rcnnn of Crown land rminn; nmr :
the un plunl.u had been oonpletod. n m rmhnr
q‘rch that ﬂonrn-nt “would not pr-u ror ﬂn

,
3

repayment of the qmr hnl! of the ce,no untn the
-30th September, 1937, when ‘the qmtton of um
of this half would be re-considered. . '

It now appears that the l(unloiptl Oolmou.'e
commi tment, ou;muy utmtcd to bo szs 000.,!1--
been incressed by £13,000 or r.u,ooo; ‘. Moreover, the:’
Couneil has not yet been able to dimpose of any of -
the remnants of the Crown land. So they ask thst '

Gavernment should waive ite A;Am 1% redpest of the

With the advios of Executive Gouncil the
0.A.G. is prepared to sgree to the Council's requesty
He therefore asks for approval,

? Approve the proposal in paragraph 7 of
the 0.A.G.'s mpsoh.
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‘ﬂh»ﬂwm to the Town Planning
X y g L
Authority (1.4, the Municipal Council) end plass at
the @ispbesl of the Gouncil Grown land up to & total |
/ ! o

| of. £43,000 4
The Council's contribution to the scheme 3
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was estimated to be £26,000. In addition it was
agreed that half of the £6,320 advanced by Government
should be repaid from the proceeds of the sale, by the

_ﬁo\mou, of any remmants of Crown land remaining after

3201440 GuOD3Y

the town planning had been completed. It was further |
agreed that Government would not press for the
repeyment of the other half of the £6,320 until the

—. PuafaY

30th September, 1937, when the queation of repayment
of this half would be re-considered.

It now appears that the Muniocipal Council's
commitment, originally estimated to be £26,000, has
been increased by £13,000 or éu,ooo. Moreover, the
Council has not yet been ;blo to dispose of any of
,tho remnants of the Crown land. So -they ask that
Government should waive its claim in redpeet of the
£6,320.

With the advice of Bxeoutive Council the
0.A.G. ia prepared to agree to the Council's request.
He ‘therefore aska for approval.

? Approve the proposal in paragreph 7 of

N
Q
]
<
»
Al
b
=
3
Q
-
Q
=
>
®
!
Z
5
Q
=
-
3
Q

the 0.A.G.'s deppatoh.




& % 4% sir,

DOWNING STREET,

/S- April 1937.

I have the honour to abhowledge the receipt of
Dacs &
Mr. Begemle-despatch No.143 of the 27th February, and to

inform you that, 1;1 the circumstances described therein, I

Etis agree that the Nairobl Municipal Council may be relieved o

- = tl;.e c;bligation of refunding to the Kenya Govermnment the su
5,‘. . of £6,320 advanced by Government in connection with the

-

e Nairobi Town Planning Scheme.

2. I therefore "approve of the Municipal Council®s
being Inférmed that the Kenya Government wafives all claim
to the réﬁmd of the sum in question. ) o %
o I have the honour to be,
8ir,
Your most obedient,

humble servant,

(Signc ¥ W, ORMSBY CORE.

GOVERNOR

AIR CHIEF MARSHAL
SIR ROBERT BROOKE-POPHAM, G.C.V.0., K.C.B., C.M.G., D.S.0., A.F.C.,

ete., ete.

etec.,




Somwyofsan. sir,

: ete. to ml‘m

) Aol

m mn or)acﬂﬂnmton No.143

i have, etc.




THE lIOgl' HONQUR

© £6,320 which had been made by Government. 1t was aczreed

et in Na.irnbi apd the benefits recaivei, but:thet if the

Nairoai
Kenva

Q7 ¥EBRUARY 1937,

1 have the henour Yax"er to the despatch
No.542 of “the 218t Jul;(, i@oﬁ; “in which Sir Philip
tunliffe-Lister (now !.ord SwiuLon) conveyed his covering
sanction of the arrangement for carrying into effect the (
Nairobli ‘own Pia.nning Scheme, which arrangement was set 1
|

out in detall in Sir Joseph Byrne's despatch Mo.344 of

the 5th June, 1933,

2. In paragraph 5 of Sir.Joseph Byrne's despatch
reference was made to the proposed terms of repayment

by the nairobi Municipal Council of an advance of

that this repayment should be subject to the proviso that
one half of the sum would 'be;f‘irst éharge against the
sale of land referred to in categories (a) and (b) of
paragraph 3 of the despatch, and that, as to the other
half, Gumnnent would not press for repayment until the

30th Sep“ubﬁn, 1937, when the mntter 'ould be revlewed
,iﬂ ﬂxe light of expenditure 1nourred on tovm planning

enhuﬁcd eolg of the scheme had been exceeded Government

would not M the repeyment of the seccond half.

‘ f*ﬁ“lpll item in view at the time when
the li'rnnsoml'nt was made was the re-planning of the buke
Htreet aren, end the finkncial acsistance to be provided
by Gourm!nt Yad for its object the carrying out or

this portion of Nairobi Town Planning Scheme lo.1. It

was

a




: cu'rﬂmg out thc\ rema uﬁen of the sehem No.l, particularl
in the ntrer nam. cml Road and %tmzt street areas.

| When the tinnl uummntl were made Rith- the
eouneu% hunva:.. im of tho con&tﬂonn ‘was that, in
& m finindial sesistancé already given

: .
"and té. bi"g!.v‘n 'Qy Govermnent, the Council would finance

all tuture Town Planning and wonld from its own funds,

provide for the cost of Town Pla.nning Staff and for the

-normal activities of Town Plannlng throughout the

Municipality.

4, 1he Couhcil, after three years' experience as
Town Planning Auﬁiorlty, found that the cost of dealing
with areas outside the Duke Street Scheme was greater
than had been expected, and submitted a formal request
for further Government assistance. It was suggesfed
fhat this assistance Fs]';ouild'7 teke.the.form of waiving all
claim oﬁ the part of éovermnent to the refund of £6,320
exp,enda'd-by .c-overnment on Town Planning Staff and othexl
expenses incureed befare the Municipal Council took over
the duties of Town Planning Authority.
‘the acceptance by the Council of this debit
charge had been under protest for the following reaséns:-
(a) The Council had not been responsible for the
expenditure of fhe money, and therefore did not
regard the sum as "advanced® Dby Government but rather
a8 expenditure imcurred by the former Yown Plsnnin;
Authority in provi;ling for staff and for the noru]..
activitien of Yewn Planning) the Counci) was unable
to admit the squity of mesing on to the Municipal
Council the comtof administering the Town Planning
Or&in'neo dutu & period anterier to the Council
W"l the Town Planning An»«uy.
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(c) The fignra upon which the lrrancount had. 8o "%

' far proceeded had been based on estimates only and
might be considerably exceeded when the actual
expeaditure was to be incurred.

‘The original propcu.l was modified at the
request of the uouncu and srai finnlly accepted in the
form in which it was }epox”bed o you in Sir Joseph
Byrne's d espatch of the 5th June, 1933,

5. As regards objection (c¢) in paragraph 4, it

now transpires thet the figures of estimated costs which
were at that time before Government differed from those
on which the Council based its comments. the estimated
cost of the Duke Street Scheme as submitted tp Government
totalled £38,786 made up as follows:- ‘
(a) Purchase of land for new ro&ds,

road widenings, etci..cicuseee 5000

(b) Compensation for demolition
and alteration of buildings.. 27786

(¢) Cost of preparing Scheme..,.... 6000

£38786 .
S )

These figures were based on the provisional estimates
submitted by the Municipal Engineer, Nairebi, to the
Nairobi Area Town Planning Authority. During the
period of the discussions with - Government in regard to -
the application of the Copncil as the Town Planning A
Authority the Municipel Rnginuri;u Staff proceeded
with a more detailed investigation as a result of 'hlci:
the estimated cost of land purchase was increased to
£18,054 and building compensation to £36,238 - a total
of £54,802, This discrepancy has only recently come to
Right.

It is probably & corredt assumption that had

Goverument been aware that, in accepting the proposals

submitted, the Municipal Council would be taking over
80

.

R




! so large a financisl obligation the liability of the
\ Council for the refund of the costs of pfépari;ig the

Scheme would not have been insisted upon.

6. I am satisfied that the Council's expenses in

i carrying out the dewelopment plan for the Hiver Road and

R On-.ll:.,h‘“faly_‘l‘.l vjil be heavy, amounting in all, to
between £13,000 and £14,000 and that the cost of the Duke
Street Scheme has not fallen below the estimates on which
the Council worked. Moreover

' Council has not yeé

been able to dispose of any of“

und from- tho me af
which it 'u proposed to reinbu-u aovormt for uao
of the sum of £6,%20. x

1 propose that the anicipu

This sum was not, -tncnh
exclusion :um the financial- ut

wilk not involve writing off an
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