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f the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
 23rd February 1876. i

(True Extract.) T

(Signed) D.F. CARMICHAEL,
. Secretary to Governments:
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fone No. 1,587.
ProceepinGs or THE Boamp o Revesve, dated 1lth June 1875.

v Read the following :—
From J. KELSALL, Esq., Acting Sub-Collector, to. W. 8. FOSTER, Esq, Acting
Collector: of the Godavery District, dated Rajahmundry, 29th April 1875,
No. 169.. : o e
I mavE the honor to forward, for favorable consideration, a petition (fo be
returned) from N. Perraz of Rajahmundry presented to Mr. Horsfall in January 1874.
The delay is attributable to having to trace out all the old papers.
2. THis case is this: In 1814 the then proprietor of Rajahmundry granted b
grandfather 1} candies of land (12 acres) with the favorable assessment of Rs. 20.
Tt has continued in the possession of the family from Mm‘& they pay
per annum at first to the proprietor and after, When the estate was sold for
to Government: b HEE L e
: 3. Tn 1839 the proprietor made an attempt to raise the sist, and' the
thought he could do so. But, on a suit being brought in the Civil Ce
said in his judgment: I do not understand on what grounds the
order a higher sist than fixed in the original cowl; the plaintiff must be
enjoyment of the land as-long as he pays the agreed sist, as that is all
any other proprietor has a right to.” =R ey
4. Armed with this decree of the District Court, the petitione
enjoy the land and to pay Rupees 20 till 1862. In that year the
fields was taken up for the suburb of Innespetta, and petitioner was p
~ equal value to that taken from him. At that time he was leasing hus la
and Rupees 16 for the usufruct of some m <o
in exchange, and paid as before Rupees 20 to Government. Now tl
charged with the full assessment of Rupees 83-10-0, and it is against
The cause of this has been traced out, and is as follows:— S
The Director of Revenue Settlement asked Mr. Fraser tc mqm:hmtothe S
e ' validity of some thirty claims fo old
No. 708-13\1, 11th June 1866. ‘ land 8t .f‘vm%le rmm aj8 o
* 30th July 1866, No. 60, | :‘;ﬁ gﬁ A’g@:’yﬁmﬁgmﬁm&a B
considered the first twenty-one grants valid under Section 15 of Regulation 3 »
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1802, and with regard to the twenty-second claim (which npemm’a)hoq DI
the Civil Judge’s decree given above, that these lands too came WIM%"WBQM’ T
that Section, as there was no proof that they were, at the tumi)f ﬁhﬂ S“m‘e“ sbigasy A
On receipt of Perraz’s petition last year, the Collector was askedt what orders A

: had been passed on the above report.

+ 284h Soptomber 1674, Ko 485,y Lo g's wno reply has boon

but from a Telugu Order * * @ I observe that Case No. ﬁﬂ(lleﬁﬁ°“”3)md 25 have
‘ uded and fully assessed.” The Telugn Order which I enclose
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wxd,mdthe imﬂmﬁhfnﬂyamsaed This reason is again assigned in your
i 5 anuary 25th, 1875. This is the history of the' case. 3
i 6. I‘erm:’l omﬁenhon is that, in eqmty, he is entitled to land as favorably
o wumt a8 the land taken up for public purposes. He shows that he had land which
‘ wmnmswut for Rupees 56, on which he paid a kattubadi of Rupees 20. The
~ Civil Court had decreed that that kattubadi could never be raiscd. It is clear also”
from sﬂﬁm 15 of Bﬁgﬁhhon;xx of 1802 (now, of course, repealed, but then in
force) that th ﬂﬁ'& M be binding on all proprietors, though the estates may
 in thu oué) ‘have fallen to Government, unless it is proved in & b
idicature that the lands. were not waste when granted, or were collugively
L o T mﬂqu obtained. This, of course, has never been done. Itis quite
’lﬁ be re%umad his old grant land, he could have resisted any attempt to
o the 2 ent. - It xsoqually clear that wo cannot equitably give him a piece
i : exchange which, when he accepts it, leaves him as well off as before, and
“-'“ﬂm‘ md&en&y Vﬁ*’}’ hrgaly increase the assessment even though such increase is due
’mﬂm revision by the Settlement Department. If he had a right to his old
hﬂd on favorable terms, he. has a right to hold his new land on the same terms.
T enclose for reference all the papers connected with the case, and recommend that his
1 P‘-"t‘m be ﬁ”mm‘f considered. The statement enclosed gives the particulars of the
old heldmg and that given in exchange, I recommend that Rupees 63-10-0 be str\wk
’ﬂe the mmment, had that he be called on to pay Rupees 20 in future.

e ——

‘ & No. 181. :
?"Fﬁwmnipm Board of Rovenue for orders. AT
e e  Perraz held a piece ot land from 1514 o1 W mvommvmu‘ "?
iy men Emﬁi:eea 20 Tn 1830 the then proprietor wished to raise the anemmf;
‘but the Civil Court deereed that the proprietor had no right to more than the Rs. 20
assessment. The estate has since heen brought in by Government, and Perraz paid
" '-j,ﬂ‘e Rupees 20 till 1862, The land was then taken up for a public purpose, and land
e yiclding equal assessment (Rupees 56) assigned to him in exchange. He continued
 to pay the Rupees 20, but at the new settlement the land was assessed at Rs, 83-10-0.
The petitioner complains of the increase of Rupees 63-10-0; the Acting Sub-Collec-
A tor recommends that the amount be struck off, and the petitioner be called on to pay.
a2 °’“¥ Rupees 20 in future, and I beg to support the proposal. |
3 Copies (to be returned) of the decree of the Civil Court and other corre-
apondence on the subject are enclosed for the Board’s information, as also the Petlﬁ“ |
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presented by Pem: cheg? G
. Cocawapa, ' (Bigied) W.S. FOSTER,
10th May 1875. Acting Oollector- \

. v : ———

- Excrosure No. 1.—Petition.

Excrosure No. 2.—Copy of Decree.
A

Excrosunss Nos. 3 to 6.—Copies of Correspondence.

s that, as 5o id was i albivatedh 48 Ems of t.ha grant, that gxmt i
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- Bourd of Bebenne,
Y. T MADRAS,

Procerpivas, 11t Junz 1875, No. u..mmq_.
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