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.Prooaedmg& qf the Madras Gowrm)wnt Revemw Departmgnt,
21.st September 1874.

Y,
+

. No.181.  Read the followmg Proceedmgs of the Board of Revenue, dato‘i 31st
: : ~ July 1874, No. 2,030 :—

Read the followmg lotter from G. VaxsAGNEW, Esq Collector of Nellore, to J. GROSE, Esq.,
Seeretpry to the Board of Revenue, dated 29th June1874, No. 1,374 :—

el «0: the 27{1& Apnl Iast ﬂze Rajah of Vanka.tagm requested peruussnon to withhold payment

* of about E@mlﬁ 900 from the instalment of his p;x sh payable in June and the road-cess
hlmeo on the ground that he \vi; entitled to receive alike sum from Government on account of
‘his ola.m:s for wmpm&non ilready'ieported to the Boérd

e from the Rajah’s pelshcush at Rupees 1,273 on
1 “account of his claim for lands taken Lgp many
years dgo, and at Rnpees 747 for lands tal?en up for the Venkatagm Road, East Cosef Canal, and
- Chennur Ghannel the total deductions bemg Rupees 2,020, In the latter case, the Board calcu-
lated back paxment for five years from Fasli 1278 to 1282, at Rupees 3, 732, but the Fasli from
which the former dodnctwns should take Qﬂ‘ect wag - notdeclded e
- 3. Out of the sum of B.upees3 739 reférred to, Rupees 815 due for the Venkatao-m Road hag
alpeady been paid to the Rajah under the sanction of the Board conveyed in paragraph 9 of their
Proceedings, No. 1, 787 ‘dated 10th Sgptember 1873. “The remaining sum of Rupees 2,917 has to
- be paid on recelpt of the sanction of Gawrnment :
s 4. As the curnenti"as]d283 w;lr expire at the end of this month, and there can be no doubt
o of the total deduction of B,upeas 2,620 being allowed for this Faah, I allowed the Rajah to with-
it old pnyment of Bnp@s &977 a8 Getalled bqlow ; a : ‘

&m'd'l Prooeedmgg No. 1,198, dated 5th Jtly LB?S.

40
4,977

'"-Total

B 5._' 3 hag to encloee an English Tmnslatmn
“of & letter, * adgressed to me by the Rajah in
reply to my letters to the above effect.

6. In paragraph 4 the Raga.h objects to the exclusion of a portion of his claim as barred by
‘the law of hmxtatmtapd requests that the question may be referred to the Advocate-General to
__save the expense and trouble of a law suit ; a.nd in paragraph 5 claimed back payments for each
1tem from the time it was takeu up.

- 7. -The Rajah’s ﬁgures seem to mclndo claams for the Vankatagm Road, Chennur Channel,
and Hast Coast Canal. In theso ﬁhree cases there is nothing more to be dove. I may take this
i oppoxtumty to’puhrt out that i psragraph 8 of their Proceedings, dated 10th September 1873,
- No. 1,787, the re ommmﬂ‘doductlan from Fagli 1287 'As the Board have, as already
Biated in' pah;ﬁph 2'f &!nsletter, allowed back payments from Fasli 1278, when the lands were
~ taken up to faﬁ‘ 1282, the dednctxoﬁ;:m these cases shonld take effect from the current F.sh
:1283 which is about to expire. 5 » |

Aa regarda the claims barred by the law of limitation, the Board have almdy decided
> the pomt. “The only question which remains unseﬁ;led as regards the claims admitted by the
“Board a# net barred by that law is from what Fasli’ chq deduction of Rupees 1,273 ghould take
effect. The Raaah ‘¢laims payment for each item from the yesr in which it was appropriated up

® Dated 25th May 1874, No, 63.1,364, * -
‘ \ " . : -A: .'i" 5,

- In their Prooeedmgs margm‘kﬁy noted, the Board calculated the amount of deducHion

SR o,

tq date. In ealmilumg ‘the period of hmtatxon, the Jears 1868 and 1869, in which tho Rajah
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1872 mﬂ bo me. For the payment of-‘thm sum I addressed
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Departmet,
21 st September 1874.

e s A A P A S P
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SysarrTeD to Government in continuation: of Board's Proceedings, dated 5th July 873

No. 1,198, and 10th September 1873, No. 1,787.

.2, The Board agree with the Collector that there can be nodonbt but what Government will
'. aanemm the items of compensation for land taken up recently which are enumerated in paragraph 4,
T e thmk he was right in allowing the Rajah to withlold payment of the total amount.

8. The Rajah raises anew the question whether his claims are barred by the law of limita-
 tion, apd wishes it to be referred to the Advocate- General to save the expense and trouble of a
guit. The claims fall under Artiele 145 of the Limitation Act, and the Rajah cannot recover in
the Conrts any such elaim with regard to land taken by Government more than twelve years before
he files his suit, £.0., if the suit is filed in 1874, he can recover nothing for land taken beforg
1862. The Board have recommended eompensation for. all elaims which aserued within twelve
" years before the Bajah made his first application to the Collector. This is of course far more than
. ‘the Raga.h could obtain in the Courts, and the Board'see no need of a reference to the ocate~
* General, but it might be well to refuge to pay the Rajah for any claims which accrued before
1862, unless he will give & quittance in full, and engage not to resort to litigation.

4, Inparagraph8 the Collector points out that the date from which the reduction of peishcush
(Rupees 1,273), whick the Board have recommended on account of land taken up within twelve
years of the Rajah’s first application to the Collector, has not beem: iettled, and asks whether it
lhon‘d be as the Rajah claims, orfrom the years in which he submitted his first application, or from
the carrent Fasli. The Board think that, if Government agree that compensation shall be paid on all
. Jand taken within twelve years from the Rajah's application to the Collector, the reduction of
-~ peisheush which is made in compensation for the land should be allowed from the date at which the

land was taken.

,cma 2
i ':A‘l‘J;'V’ g

1st September 1874, No. 1,195.
© 7 Py Board's’ propo«'ﬂq for the
scttlemvnt of the elaims of the Zemindar
of Venkatagiri for lands taken up for

Pubhc Works have been dmposed of in G. O, dated 3lst July 1874, No. 964.
According to the Colleetor’s letter, dated 29th June 1874, No. 1,374, paragraphs 2 and
7, the Tump payment of Rs 9,957 includes compensation for Fasli 1282, and, if this is
the case, the deductwn from tlm peisheush should commence from Fasli 1283 and
not from Fasli 1262, as sanctioned in paragraph 4 of the Proceedings of ;Government
‘above alluded to The Board will consider this point and issue the necessary instruc-
TIons: | i A :
a2 Vhe Gotamment do not approve the suggestion made by the Board of Rev-
genue to prevent the Ra]ah from having recourse to the Courts'if he considers that

"'coum nmessary in his interests. : :
! _ (True Extract.z i T N

T

f e (Sigued) U G. MASTER;
i Acting Secretary to Government.

Gy Taﬁ:qBoudofRevenue. S <8l
e ""tha’Acconntmt-Gena-al
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Proczenings or THE Boaro or Revewve, dated 31st July 1874.
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'“Read the following letter from G. VANsSAGNEW, Esq., Collector of Nellore, to J. GROSE? Eeq.,
Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated 20tL June 1874, No. 1,374 :— e

Ox the 27th April last, the Rajah of Venkatagiri reqt.%ted permizsion to 'withhold payment

" of about Rupees 16,900 from the instalment of his peishcush paysble in June and the road-cess
~ balance on the ground that he was entitled to receive a like sum from Government on account of
bis claims for compensation already reported to the Board. ;
"2, In their Proceedings marginally noted, the Board calcnlated the amount of deduction

- Bobed's Proseodings, No- 1,195, dated G Jo'y 1878. from the Rajah’s peishcush at Rupees 1,273 on
i account of his claim for lands taken up many
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" : years ago, and. at Rupees 747 for lards taken 1 up for the Venkatagiri Road Fast Coast Canal, and
@ 3 Chennur Channel, the total deductions being Rupees 2,020. In the latter case, the Board ca?eu-
= lated-back payment for five years from Fasli 1278 to 1282, at Rupees 8,732, but the Fasli from
g % which the former deductions should take effect was nof decxded it
. 3. Qut of the sum of Rupees 3,732 referred to, Rupees 815 due for the VenkataFiri Road has '
= T already been paid to the Rajah under the sanction of the Board conveyed in paragraph 9 of their
b"? 5 Proceo&n,gﬂ, Ne. 1,787, dated 10th September 1873, The remaining sum of Rupees 2,917 has to
% e be pmd on receipt of the sanction of Go¥ernment.
SO0 = 4. As the current Fasli 1283 will expire at the end of this month, and there can be no doubt
-3 of;the total dedustion of Rupees 2,020 being allowed for this Fasli, I allowed the Rajah to with-
: & bold payment of Rupees 4,977, as detailed below :—
e i BS.
! % : " Deduction for 1283 on account of all the claims of the Rajah. ... 2,020
P Back payment for five years up to 1282 on account of the Chennur
o Channel and East Coast Canal ........ .. ... ST b
& g / & g b Pump payment on 5 acres as per pamgraph 19 of the Boards :
* ‘Qig e PFiocedlngs, No. 1,190, dated 3th July 1875 ... .. .. .. 40

Total ... 4,977

- 5. 1 beg to enclose an English Translation
"+ ® Dated 26th Map 1574, No. 63.1,864. of a letter, * addressed to me by the Rajah in
‘ reply to my letters to the aboveseffeet.
6. In paragraph 4 the Rajah objects to the exclusion of a porfion of ' his claim as barred by
‘the law of limitation, and requests that the question may be referred to the Advocate-General to
‘save the expense and trouble of a law suit; and in paragraph 5 claimed back payments for each
item from the time it was taken up.
7. The Rajah’s figures seem to include clmma for the Venkatagiri Road, Chennur Channel,
- and East Coast Canal. In these three cases there is nothing more to be done. I may take this
“opportunity to point out that in paragraph 8 of their Proceedings, dated 10th September 1873,
No. 1,787, the Board recommend deduction from Fasli 1282, As the Board have, as already
stated in paragraph 2 of this letter, allowed back payments from Fasli 1278, when the lands were
taken up to Fash 1282, the deductions in these cases should take cﬁ'ect from the current Fasli
1283 which is about to expire, g

e T rega:rds the elaims barred by the law of limitation, the Board have already daetded A ' -'
- the point. The only question which remains unsettled as regards the claims admitted by the G
Board as not barred by that law is from what Fasli the deduction of Rupees 1,273 should take ' ¥

e i ‘. gffect. The Rajah claims payment for each item from the year in which it was appropriated up
- --in date. In caleulating the period of limitation, the years 1868 and j1869, in which the Rajah ¥

-
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iment in con nu : df Bou‘d’d' Puaeedmgl, dahd 5& Jnly 1873,
aber 1873, No. 1,787,
Ifﬂl iﬁ( Gﬂm there can be no donbt bnt what Govemment will
en cfor land taken up recently which are enumggated in paragraph 4,
lowing the Ba;ah‘lto withhold payment of the total amotnt.

i B Tha Rdiab iﬁmlnmr the quoaﬁan whether his claims are barred by the law of limita~
tlon, and \ﬁaliu it to M reﬂuuod to the Advocate-General to save the expense and trouble of a
" The dﬁmﬁﬂ n‘hﬁb Article 145 of the Limitation Act, and the Rajah cannot recover- in
_t.he dﬁnﬂd any u‘c@ lhgm W Ga‘land taken by Government more than twelve years before
file at, if the is file in 1374“, ‘he can recover nothing for land taken before
onﬁor all claims -which acérued within twelve
tho Collactot. ; Tlm isof course | fm- more than
d see no need of a reference to the Advooate- 8

e Rajah for any claims which acerued befor.e :
fe ot to resort to lmgatmn. ' i
date from. which the reduction of ggmheush
dand taken up withn twelve
tettled and asks whether it
! » , I his first application, of the

cumn@ Fasli, TMM think ! : pensation shall be paid on all
},lwd taken within twelve yesn' ' pplication to the Collector, the reduetion of
pmltcnshwhmhumadem ns. uhmldbotm’odfronthedauawhtbo

R




Rnocn!éuﬂwes ¥ m MADRAS GOVERNMENT.

- Under date the &4 ng 187&

READ the following %/ﬁv /







% ?mm\u.

e lfnloy, 'UL\,.../'

5

W o
. A




	image.001
	image.002
	image.003
	image.004
	image.005
	image.006
	image.007
	image.008

