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Boundary Dispute, ‘1
Passing orders regarding the settlement of a boundary dispute between Lalopalle, a hamlet ’ ‘
f Chilamathur in the Hindupur taluk of the Anantapur district, and Abukavaripalle, a hamlet ’ ﬂy
of Pataparti in the Mysore State, and addressing the Resident in Mysore on the subject, A (M
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—again the following G.O., Mis. No. 1297, Revenue, dated 8th March 1897 :—

Read—the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (R.S., L.R. and Agri.),
No. 69, dated 26th January 1897 - ;

Read—again the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue(R.S., L.R.and Agri.),
Mis. No. 4953, dated 21st September 1895 :—

Read—the following G.0., Mis. No. 3495, Revenue, dated 28th August 1895 :—

Read—the following Troceedings of the Board of Revenue (R.S., L.R. and Agri.),
No. 149, dated 10th June 1895 :—

Read—again the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (R.S., L.R. and
Agri.), No. 50, dated 29th January 1894 :—

Read—the following letter from W, G. UNDERWOOD, Esq., Collector of Anantapur,
to the Secretary to the Commissioner of Revenue Scttlement, Land Records
and Agriculture, dated Anantapur, 18th February 1893, Ref, on C. No, 1 : —

I have the honour to forward herewith the whole correspondence relating to a.
boundary dispute between Lalepalle, hamlet of Chilamathur, Hindgpur taluk, of this
district, and Abukavaripalle, hamlet of Putaparti, Bagapalle taluk of Kolar district,
Mysore Province, and to request Board’s orders in the matter. ’

2. The boundary dispute above referred to has been in existence for a lon
time. In 1867, a razinama in regard to this dispute was executed by the villagers
of the two villages. According to this, a piece of land along the channel is to be left
uncultivated by the villagers of Abukavaripalle to allow the cuttle of Lalepalle to.
pass on to Kanjukatta. Both the Tahsildar of Hindupur and the Amildar of Baga-
palle were deputed to see if the terms of the original settlement as evidenced b
this razinama had in any way been departed from by either of the interested parties.
They met together, but they could not eome to any eonclusion as to whether or not
the terms of the original settlement have been duly conformed to by the two parties.
The interpretations of the razinama as construed both by the Hindupur Tahsildar and
the Amildar of Bagapalle vary. The Tahsildar reported that the ryots of Lalepalle
of this district were not prepared to abide by the terms of the razinama, since the
actual state of facts are not in conformity with the provisions of the razinama. He
further stated that he could not get the whole paimash account, without which it was
impossible for him to define correctly the boundary limits of Lalepalle and Abu-.
kavaripalle. Thereupon the Deputy Commissioner, Kolar district, was requested to
arrange for the production of this account. He replied that the objeet of the inspec-
tion arranged for was simply to ascertain whether the villagers interested have or:
have not conformed to the terms of the razinama executed in 1867 when the boundary
dispute was finally settled by the taluk officers specially deputed for the purpose, and
that there was no necessity of referring to the paimash account of Akshaya cyecle,.
as the question was disposed of so long ago as 1867. As the paimash account is.
necessary for the just settlement of the claims, requisition was again made for it.
The. Deputy Commissioner then referred the matter to the Mysore Government and
the Chief Secretary to it has replied that the villagers must abide by the terms of the.
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i and that the paimash account of Akshaya did not extend to Abgi-
Ez;:g:uf zliflg'?as such will noli): be forthcoming. He further states that if I still
consider it ’expedient to re-open the question, I must do so through the Madras Gov-

t and the Resident in Mysore. The dispute as already stated has long been
emmEI?i] ring and it seems expedient that it should once for all be settled. Whatever
:Ilieo:;ler;s ogf the razinama were, the matter must be gone into again as there are no
boundary marks to go by. The Head Assistant Collector suggests that two officers to
represen{ the two Governments meet and correctly interpret the razinama and fix the

boundary.
OunI szbmit that this should be done and durable boundary marks fixed.

Reference on the above, dated 15th March 1893.

read above relate to the dispute regardir_lg the boundary b_etween the
villa'l;ls:eo?alg?l‘:palle of Hindupur taluk and Abukavaripalle of Putaparti, Bagapalle
talukg in the Mysore State. 1t appears that this dispute, which had been in existence
: r,to 1867, was settled in that year by means of a razinama entered into bgtween
{,;:)two villages and countersigned by the Tahsildars of the two taluks. It is not,
however, clear whether this settlement was effected with the knowledge and sanction
of the two Governments or not. About the year 1885 the dispute appears to have
revived, but what led to this revival is not known. The Ooneetor 18 requested to
report f’ully on the subject, showing clearly the nature of the dispute, the extent and
degeription of lands affected and the evidenee available on behalf of Government. A neat
sketch showing the boundary as demarcated by the Mysore Survey Department, as it
ought to be according to the razinama _and as 1t is now contendgd on behqlf of Govern-
ment should be submitted, together with translations of the razinama, paimash extract
and other important documents.

(Signed)  P. RAJARATNA MUDALIAR,
Secretary.

————

To the Collector of Anantapur.

bk lowing letter from K. C. MANAVEDAN RAJA, Esq., Acting
e th%oi?elac(;‘:x} 0% Anantapur, to the Secretary to the Commissioner of Revenue
Settlement, Land Records and Agriculture, dated Anantapur, 25th December

1893, Dis. No. 4187 :—

ing to Board’s Reference on General Register No. 1349 of 1893, dated
]5thA1&:$:§ nlg 893, I have the honour to forward herewith a copy of the Head
istant Collector’s letter, No. 681, dated 15th August 1893, with the sketch referred
&sis;ferein, and translations of the razinama, and the paimash extract and to report as
follm;& The boundary dispute was in existence before 1867, and in 1867 a razinama,
i recard to this dispute, was executed by the villagers of the two villages, viz.,
u,lalmo lie and Abukavaripalle. According to this razinama, a piece of land measur-
1 e.%‘ rds to the south of Chilamathur supply channel should be left waste by the
"?]g] E rzaof Abukavaripalle in order that the cattle of Lalepalle might pass on to
Ka '\fkatta It is reported that till 1885 bhoth the villagers acted in conformx_ty to the
ter;:;]g of the razinama. In 1885, the Abukavaripalle people, however, objected to -
the Lalepalle eattle passing from Nallagutta to Kanuju and to Lalepalle peoPle
cutting leaves of Kanuga trees which stood on the supply channel near the Kanuju.
"This led to the revival of the dispute. . : |
3. The phrase “70 yards south of the channel” mentioned in the razinama was
interpreted by the Bagapalle Amildar to mean 70 yards all along the channel to the
south of it, while the Hindupur Tahsildar took it to mean 70 yards south of the line
drawn from Nallagutta to the Kanuju. The Tahsildars, when they met in 1891,
could not therefore come to any decision as to whether or not the terms of the original
settlement as evidenced by the razinama have in any way been departed from by either
of the parties interested.
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4. The land in dispute forms part of dry N : :
: i y No. 39 of Lalepalle, its extent b
acres 321-12-0 according to the paimash account of Lalepglle.’ Out of ;this?l:,g

ixu?}al?;i t(;gsfa.cres 300 is reported to have been encroached upon by the Mysore

5. As to the evidence available on behalf of our Go i
’ vernment, the Head Assist-
ant Collector reports that undisputed possession can be established f’rom 1867 to 1885.

6. As the sketch submitted by the Head Assis i

6 y tant Collector did not clearl

(tel:::%lt tlt1e tshree phases of the boundary as required by the Board, I requesteg

ool d;;‘m a}; dupermtendent of Revenue Survey to draw out a sketch showing the
y as demarcated by the Mysore Survey Department, as it ought to be aceording

to the razinama and as it is now contended f
accordingly furnished one, which is herewith fg:\:;dl;z}.mlf s

1. Copy of Head Assistant Collector’s letter 7. From this sketech it will be seen
%kNo'hbstL’l :]:ted 16th August 1893, ’ that AEBD (i.e., the thick yellow line)
:l‘r:;zlnéi . )-f ety v _ shows the boundary as demarcated by the
- exnractsl.ls of the razinama and paimash h}[lysore Survey Department, AD (Z.¢., the
. Blukch, roamel b the Dhia thick red line) shows it as it is now con-
J eputy Super- tended for by Government, and EF (ie.,

intendent, Revenue Survey.
Papers as per list, dated 9th Ny ovember 1893 the red dotted line) shows it as it gt

: to be i :
8. Papers, as per margin, are herewith forwa:((lzzgl.‘dmg %D e Lo

v B

——

Resolution—No. 50, dated 29th J. anuary 1894

The last paper read above contai
lzmndary di;pute between Lalapa.lle,azl:1 lslafr:ﬁ

nantapur distriet, and Abukavari
the Mysore Provin,ce. Araripele,
2. It is stated in the M
December 1892, a copy of w

ther information called for regarding the
et of Chilamathur in the Hindupur taluk,
a hamlet of Putaparti in Bagapalle taluk of

tﬁifeiscﬁf Sei{ftafy’s letter, No. 9153, dated 19th
that the settlement of 1867 ng the papers submitted by the Colleetor,
was deputed by the Collecto was agreed to by the then Tahsildar of Hindupur who

r of Bellary for the pur ' .

: .t he Amildar of
the ngaliaue taluk and effecting the settlementpafg;- m&tgfefz?ugfetreglee and it is
accordingly contended that that settlement cannot now be ignored. On réferring to

the razinama (agreement) of 1867, it is observed that, though the term ¢ Polimera”

(boundary) is used in the preamble, th
the two viliages was in resgect of a’djs;uaztti;tiﬁf ally settled between the 2 i

3 i ) . t

it was stipulated that the ryots of the Myso -path. By this mutual agreemen

land 70 yards broad, situated south of ch Cﬁl&%ﬁl‘s}:‘?&gl le:ve Wﬁtef :rshu?e’ z:
hann )

cattle-path, for the ryots of the Government vi y :

west to Kanuju on tl}e east, and that the M;:;}-l: g:n?;msz ’ h‘:;ttanllltlili(::]e( fﬁ gllz
lands south of thisstrip. It is difficult to suppose that th%s m x1:]:11’11 t:lement between
the villagers of a right of way could have been intended tg ba e settlement of a
boundary dispute between British and Mysore territory. Tt q e a speyies -
manent boundary marks were fixed at the time aceording to theoea pos ap[;)e:t boms tzi:xe
subsequent to this date the Mysore Government appears to I ramnam?.,d ut a surve
at which neither the villagers of Chilamathur or its hamlet nt:;ve b osible oﬂioeyr
deputed by the British Government were present. Since i885r :‘l; mg:%f Lalepalle
have been complaining that the ryots from the Mysore territor ha‘:lrgzcroached I? n
a very large area (300 acres) of Government land. With a vigw to settle the dis E:;)e
the Tahsildar of Hindupur and the Tahsildar of Bagapalle inspected the s otp but
apparently could not come to any definite conclusion, though ili);e:fas admitbgd 'that
some mistake had been made in 1867. An attempt was, therefore, made to arrange a
meeting between the Head Assistant Collector of Ana.nt;pur and the {Sub-Divisional
officer of the Kolar district to settle the matter. This meeting was not, however
carried out as the permancnt Head Assistant who had returned by that time considered

that the whole question of the boundary dispute should .
to the ment of 1867. y dispute should be gone into without reference
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2. The Head Assistant Collector states that, as far as he can make out, there is
evidence of undisputed possession from 1867 to 1885, but it is not clear whether this
evidence applies to the whole tract claimed by the Government villagers or only to
that north of the line shown by the Tahsildar in thc: map. T.hls evidence will presumably
be mostly oral ; and an equal amount of or.‘al evidence W}ll doubtless be pl:oduced by
the other party to support their story, seemng that the villagers on both sides are so

strongly interested in the matter.
4. The papers will accordingly be returned to the Collector with the request that
he will cause the tract under dispnte to be inspected by the Divisional-officer in

view to deciding definitely whether the boundary demarcated by the Mysore Survey *
can be shown to be seriously ineorrect.

If it is found that that boundary includes
any lands belonging to this Government,
a complete report with a statement of evidence available should be submitted for
transmission to Government in view to the Mysore authorities being addressed on the

subject.

5. The opportunity should be taken to find out whether any permanent marks
were fixed under the razinama of 1867, whether these limits can now be identified
and why the Mysore Survey did not follow them. It would seem from the records
that some of the ryots who signed the razinama are still living. Their evidence should
also be taken and forwarded with the report.

% The date of the survey should be reported.

(True Copies and Extract.)

P. RATARATNA MUDALIAR,

g Secretary

To the Collector of Anantapur, with enclosures.

Read—again Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (R.S., L.R. and Agri.), dated
No. 183, 6th May 1834.
Apsrract.—Requesting the Superintendent of Revenue Survey to report, on taking up the

" survey of Chilamathur village in Hindupur taluk, on certain points connected with the boundary
dispute between the Government hamlet of Lalepalle and the Mysore hamlet of Abakavaripalle.

—_—

Read—again the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (R.S., L.R. and Agri.),
Mis. No. 5654, dated 18th September 1894 :—

Read—the following letter from F. A. NICHOLSON, Esq., Acting Collector of
Anantapur, to the Secretary to the Commissioner of Revenue Settlement,
Tand Records and Agriculture, dated Chinnakothapalle, 7th September
1894, Dis. No. 2884 :—

Adverting to paragraph 2 of B.P., No. 183, dated 5th May 1894, T have the
honour to forward herewith copy of the Head Assistant Collector’s letter, No. 573,
dated 15th August 1894, with its enclosures, and to state that the ryots of Lalepalle
were not without advancing their claims to the disputed land in question during the
inquiry in 1867.

9. Two karnam-mirasidars of Chilamathur, who would have been about 31 and
97 vears old at the time of inquiry, state that they were present when in 1867 the
Tahsildars of Bagapalle and Hindupur came to settle the dispute; that each party

- olaimed the whole of Paimash No. 39 for its village ; that it was settled in a punchayat
that 70 yards south of the kanugu should be left waste by the Mysore ryots ; and that
a razinamah was accordingly drawn up and accepted by both the villagers. The
deponents, including four other aged ryots of TLalepalle, add that they did not, how-
ever, affix their signature to the razinamah, as they did not agree to the arrangement.
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3. The terms of the ragz; 2
about the year 1871, when AT oy
Into thejp territopy.
_two frontjer vill
1ts limitg still ¢

—

vasm‘n,

fresh quarrels hgye
ages, and the dispute 0 the
ontinixes. Tl loifle

©, Was never ocen ied b

el -
Excrosugs,
Esq

ead Assistant Collector of Penukonda, to the Collector of
A antapur 13¢h August 1894, Ref. on C, No. §73.

00t-note, 3 . No. 425, dated
% 1894 (R.5. 1, ek, on C. No. 425, da

: % iR and Agri.) T have the ko
b” arzi No, 598, dateq gy, Af;gust 1894, with its
Y the Boarg n Paragraph 2 of its Proceedings.
dar states thag t

Wo* karnams who were formerly in the kar_narg gfﬁiq of
* Krj Chilamathur and who were examined by him,

o Vienderapp. stated that they were present at the mrl](:lry of
£ i . 1867 ; that Chinnaraya pa, the then karnam
o Chllamathnr, claimeq tbe'wbﬂle of dry ﬁe]!:l No. 89 as’ b}:-]nnging to Lalepalle
Aripalle (Mysore) village officers claimed it for their

5th June 1894, to B.P,
nour to submit herew_ith
three enclosures reporting

\
s of Hin 9Pur and Bagapalle with some other influential
K nugn .?f‘;h °i° shou]d. 106 cultivate the ?al?c{il up to 70 yards to the son'xtb of
: Ofb!lkam”}m“e Tyots shonld enjoy land to the snuzl; of it and
1 owing to ¢p de e This wog continued ti]] “tje survey of 1871 in Mywr;
Te Govery Is » harcatioy of the land loft 1, Lalepalle by the survey officials o
Clpied gy oo That n 1867 the whole of dry No. 39 was claimed,
to by the villa, ozr: T gement noted aboye made by both the Tahsildars was

ally heultivable, weo . 986 proby bly the greater portion of the area in dispute,
made easy, > Was nevep occupieq by either Porty ;. henos emarondhinetib s

Resolut; ] ;
S0 ul:mn~Mls. No. 5654, dateq 18th Septembe, 1894 s
The papers read aboyg will b .
. - » f :
10 continuation f Paragraph | ofe B?i’v:a;gfgdtgttglilil;pigggnl(\% entlgg ok i s
0. 183.
(True Copy :

(Signeq)  p RAJARATN MUDALIAR,
To the Superintende

nt Of Revenne

Sury : ] Secretary.
Copy to the Collector of Anantapu:y’ with enclosureg iy, OTiging].
Read .
ead—also the following Jetter from Jr
11 00, ;
adrag Survey, to the Secretary to thg Srﬁ R'D(.)ZO, Esq., Superintendent,
an Irector of the Departm nt of Missioner of

Revenue Settlement
e
» 23rd May 1895, N, 2565 Keconds g Agriculture, dated

is. No. 5654, dated 18nhnsiapdtf£i>g°ial9?j s B Mo bl

I have the honour to report that the boun : 1o :
mathur, Hinc!upur taluk, Anantapyr distriet, an;?,,lt‘:" be_then the village of Chila-
Mysox:e Province, ag demareateqd by the Myxg, e iy

Ulage, Bagapalle taluk,
© measurementg given : e{hlgepp; rtment doe

in
t possible to determine the bounqgpy . :

- Martin, Deputy Superintendent, xi;:)lrttg e:r; s
undary shown op the sketch (sent herewitb) Prepareq

8 not ap
mash register of Chila-

ness from those measure-
at he “believes that the
and sent to the Collector as

s p w. 1@ TYols of Abukavaripalle till
Ever since f,, arvey the disputed po

t the greater portion of the area in
either party, and hence

-
P et i,
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i “hilamathur
by the villagers of Chi .
i behalf of Government by Tid - Clmubend g ong
S . cl::lsm;gssggle the boundary of the Vl}llliie i:ti:ar.t}}e .
vi”ﬂgde lsﬁa;i]tlga{he S TE R thel\gaul::[zsrtin gppears to have allowed his
Ditigligistan PN 4 ARt tion, which he
or T s o v G Mysr S oo, e
Surveyors to fix (sim;eb He should have brought the matter y
should not have done.

i s should have been
1k dohs 0']’ should have been shown as in dispute, and no stone
The line

Survey Department. : iew to Boundary
fixed by the Madfaib;l tl;‘l‘lreyBoard will address Governmer;t vg;g;:;n‘zgf" \ON'hen their
4. I presume tha appointed by the two Governnzlen Sd el
Commiss'i(m;r;rotxg,gthe boundary will be redemarcated an
decision 18 a

.
.

Resolution—No. 149, dated 10th June 1895.
eso

Submitted for the orders of Government,

; : dary between
te regarding the boun ok
bove relate to a dispute 1 in the Hindupur tal
2. The papfgs O;E:k(lle Eovernment village of Chllanflaglﬁil;:val%aue, hamlet of
v htzmur district, and the M}’sol'f3 v-1lzage o
% gl;arfc\in?z the taluk of Bagapalle, Kolar districk
u ]

g 1867, and in that year a
£ in existence from before TR TS A v Ay i
3. This dlspl'ltle a};*:;seezzzlt) was entered into betwe}enk tl;%hory v(:rere At by
rﬂzinamal.l (mutudecm‘:]ace of the Tahsildars of the tw}cl) taﬁl tshis razinamah contains
villages lélptg’g I[))ri:{rict officers for th%1 Purléosuer-l dag‘)' (:,;géhe occasion of the meetinIgt':
their resp ol ding the village bo ttle-path.
: dispute regarding the . ttled was only a cattle-p
an allusion to a Pahsildars, what it actually se : trip of land 70
s v tW; li\idh:;kizls\,’iu“g‘“rs e e uncumjvaftoiduzesazlgattle-path for
52 ulaged shzgttla:ed south of Ch‘ilamathurhSUEP}iV g(ﬁltat:n%illo ok on. the wWestes tge
ol the Ciwersmant village from the Nallu illagers might cultivate all the
the ryotS Oft e '« and that the Mysore V. ag 3 diate cause of the
kanugu (amcuft)ﬂ?g tshtii;{.m This agreement, by e thie?élrff )lrears> and in the
lands south o tly satisfied the Government villagers Afozh i} village and demarcated
qu‘m'e.l’ apparilfl s?(r)re (Government earried out a suweytote N ?ine in the accompanying
meantime the. Yh manner represented by a l?lack . illagers of Chilamathur nor
= bomidal'y 11131 tagpe'“' that &l Ehiseairey; léeiathﬁl'tsh G(}}o‘:;erngtsent were present; nor
t wou i . te 1 - the
map. ble officer depu A4 t village to
its %amlet’ e guyt;e;gg I;Stl tl‘ie time by the gyots of the ?“ﬁmi’ggzs,vﬁowgever, the
was any exception ted by the Mysore Survey Departmelict-l of Lalepalle going to
boundary de[-n;ru?a‘varipalle (Mysore) objected ‘to o ‘ﬁl elezwes of Kanuga trees
villagers of A to the ryots of the same village takmgh. eled to the renewal of the
the anieut, and to ly channel near the a.megt. This Shieved roith s harine
standing on the SuI’)cII)xgr villagers of Abukavaripalle Wel‘eb i %n g to the British
dispute in which large extent of land (about 300 aeres)f tﬁe t%vo taluks arranged
encroached upon 2 e of this pomplaint, the Tehsildars o but as the line referred
illage. In consequen(;ew to effect an amicable ﬁettlementil u %m0 to an
for a meeﬁﬂg Z,iglhah;d not been Permanenﬂ{ dema:f:; elg;‘dte iz :n-ange for a meeting
to in the razin . ition. An attempt was issioner of
undersm:gmigl::dtoAlst;sPt,:.;lttl(O}I(:llector of Anax}ctapur -agd 0:6111130 ?.septlllntg g{?:(;m Asinteit
between e 1ca meeting was not carrie 5 defining the
the Kolar dl%‘éféf‘:’d 21111:’5 2?12 razinamah of 1867 could not be accepted as defining
Collector consi
village boundary.

ine i the village
4. As already remarked, the black d(étted line I;fll ttli]i ?:({1 I(iil;z:(slel]lf;e’ :vhat tlgle
5 the Mysore Survey, a . ( A o
B e el Tyt a0
British villag ted by the paimash accounts o g
C(i)ﬁsldemli')zlaixi;:;:ltlefuggglet of Kartr, as explained in paragraphs 10 to
village,
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e T
Head Assistant Collector’s letter received with the Collector’s
in B.P., No. 183, dated 5th May 1894 (copy enclosed),

5. The Lalepalle villagers state that the land in question forms part of Paimash
No. 39 of their village and the description of this number in the paimash register of
the village as lying to the * west of the Putaparti Polimera ( boundary) and of Chilama-
thur kanugu (anicut) and of the ¢ Tij]? channel taken from the Putaparti river,”
read with the eastern boundary of Paimas}

No. 1 of Kasupalle, as described in the
age, seems to point to the position of the M ysore boundary

while the description of Paimash No, 38
(which appears as the northern boundary of Paimash No. 39) as lying to the south of

the supply channel soems to show that the boundary ag demarcated by the Mysore
survey has thrown into that territory not only a portion of Paimash No, 39 as stated

by the Government villagers, but also the Wwhole or a portion of Paimash No. 38 of
Lalepalle.

overnment may he 4

d in conjunction with the Head Assistant
ed boundary,

(True Copies and Extract.)

(Signed) P. RAJARATNA MUDALIAR,
Secretary,

competent officer of that State being depute
Collector of Anantapur to settle the disput

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department,

with & map and Spare copy of B.P,, Nos. 50 and 183 of 1894,
»  Collector of Anantapur,

Order—Mis. No. 3495, Revenue, dated 28th August 1895.

The Government observes that, in paragraph 6 of his letter N

0. 141, dated 10tk
May 1872, the Collector of Bellary wrote ¢ four disputes still re

main to bhe settled
ysore Territory, a list is enclosed,’”
L., thereon, No, 1495, dated

6th August 1872.% 714 does not appear
* G.0., No. 1285, dated 6th September 1872. whether these four cases were ever taken

up for settlement, but, as they were speci-
fically mentioned, it seems improbable that they were lost sight of at the time. It ig

possible that the dispute now reported may have been one of these. Mr. Nicholson
in paragraph 3 of his letter No, 2884, dated Tth September 1894, printed in the Pro-
eeedings read above, says that ever since the Mysore Survey, about 1,871 fresh disputes

ve arisen, If this ig 80, it i3 not understood why these disputes were not disposed of
i 1872, when the whole frontier between Mysore and Bellary was under settlement.
The Board is requested to report further on the points noticed above.

(True Extract. )

(Signed)  E. GIBSON,
Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenne (R.S, L.R. and Agri.).

Resolution-—Mis. No. 4953, dated 21st September 1895,

Forwarded to the

Collector of Anantapur for very early report on the point
noticed by Government,. .

9
No. 170, Revenve, 228p Marce 1898.

q i llary
ted tha 1 d P: grap

(AR 18 requeste hat a Ccopy of the list referred to in para .h 6 I" ‘,he Be

C 11 i; I’sllettél dated 10th May 18;2’ No. 141, may also be furnlShed
ollecto 3

(True Copy and Extract.)

. A MUDALIAR
. (Signed)  P. RATARATN st

To the Collector of Anantapur.

R.8., L.R.and Agri.),
i i dings of the Board of Revenue.( v
B e '6110, dated 14th November 1895

f Anantapur,

i . NICHOLSON, Esq., Collector o

g f(ﬁlogmrgetl::;eioﬁ‘;%? (I;‘(;n‘;&missioner of Revénue Settlement, Land Records
to the dec

6:—
d Agriculture, dated 29th October 1895, Ref. on C. No. 250
an

; the
ber 1895, Mis. No. 4953, T have
) .P., dated 21st Septem S Dis. No. 892
Wl: . zftzriﬁg: ttloe %olléctor of Bella{);‘tmf()gf;e(} ﬁe (llzt];fis llgtf:[lfrl’ﬁa;slsms anci
honour to s 5, that his office letter ) ? d . The corre-
datelq tlazltilllld(zgtz}; eirn }‘f 9;,(3 not forthcomi;g in (ﬁlg :(;ct?ﬁiss (;}i thr;Zt ofti;e:he 5
the lis ar to have been forwar : of the list it is not possible
spondence does not appe distriet. In the absence f Bellar
i it o il gt e by e Cltrot ey
to ascerta ‘ ars to have been forwarde
were. As the list appe

¢ (

Jun kindly be furnished with a
he Board’s volum 872), I request that‘I may dly b L h. d h
= 0; th, A s:ulle tz ffac;:ablta ?nel) to s);nd up the required report on the subject
copy ol the

Resolution—Mis. No. 6110, dated 14th November 1895.
esolution—Mis.

ith his letter No. 141, dated 10th May
i the Collector with his Ariid
P hstt afxgggﬁaedbl?tya copy of the s‘lz;,met tfc&rvgard&i lgft tgetgo&e:t%o a:-)d ¥
- Kot A Survey and submitted by :
suPe;iIitenXm tco;‘; oRfel",rl?iI:su&tte&rgoZument 1s forwarded to the Collector.
available.

(True Copy and Extract.)

: ATNA MUDALIAR
(Signed)  P. RAJARATN e

! I . & f
l h a cop} of the llst re elled tO.
unectOl Of an’ apu‘) w1

APPENDIX.

the Board
i Survey, to the Secretary to
EY, Sauperintendent, Revenune :
From Colonel J- Pﬁlgsgﬁlfe, dated Chepik, 15th May 1872, No. 844-32

d 26th Februa
h 4 of the Proceedings of the Board of Reaezget)h‘ia;iobabﬂiby s t}!?(;
Referring to ?%‘::f’"i‘:p(,‘ 0., No. 462 of the 16th M a.rc‘:;h }a.z:t,)l,d asnurvey by this depurtnisasi s
; n REle n ] -
1872, Nglftz-j:t( Il))lginc before long taken up for (}1;1:1:1;(;]: lﬁonour $5oholont; Hor Kb el
Bellary %

d, copy-of a letter from the Cgllector
T el gz %:HE?';,‘. Statil!)l)é that four cases of disputed

O (%] 1 I - n

settled.

the Superintendent, Revenue
‘ ting Collector of Bellary, to
o Es%llri(},":ﬁted 10th May 1872, No. 681.

- 5] ] l ]3 th h
th&t fOl]l' cases b ﬂ[ld he VSO

Territory still remain to be settled. A list is enclosed.
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10 No. 170, Revenve, 29xp Marcn 1898 | R R AR R ST
. & - - - . . 6'
ok : ted 8rd February 189 ted 28th
R Resolution—No. 607, danment with reference to G.O., No. 3495, Revenue, da
to Gover.

ing dary disputes in the Hindupur taluk. Submitted 1
—_— isputes referred to in
\\\ﬂ\:_,_“%_* e 1895. t one of the four dispu
Number, Names of villages in the ’ Angust s read above =

\ : . aper be found in the offices
o Names of villages, &o., in the } Remesbl 9. Tt appears from the pap ttled, and that no records can

' iy he list of 1872 has since been se whether the remaining three dis-
the lis

R ﬁ'~M»WANWNMWMNW-~,-MAA,‘ NN i,

show ; i thur
R T ke Colletorof Bellary or Anantapur t0 show whether B it B,
L 0 1c a8 surmise o
: :0:1:311: 5 : G(;:liooa:n x.n the taluk of Glmmluytnipm Aboat 250 acres are under dispute, uge;g;)fkigiﬂv;l;ﬁf), have been Settlidtoz'hl;o;[[yswte ShEvEY, it demi‘li reated them (311:;
mathur 3 Abnka.voripallein the taluk of Gommans. Abo 3 an 0 nt tha 5 . : ased on & Sl
P PR yanipalaiyam, [l T 1t 40 acres under dispute 3. Mr. Nicholson’s statemetook place in 1871, is apparently b
4

oy «+ | Maripadu in the taluk of Goribidnoor ** { | About 10 to 15 acres ander dispute
Manapali ,, % ++ [ Malyam in the taluk of Goribidnoor { ::uléir s estliigs Sk
Nore.—As th, i - -
dispr t::;a o ;ot ge:r:“eyﬂl;r not yet been commeneced in the tuluks of Gummm:yauipalaiyam and Goribidnoor, thess
—_—
Read—again Proceedings of the Board of Revenge (RS, L.R. ang Agri.), Mis. No
6819, dated 12th December 189 ’
o ‘;AQE?R‘;CI.——Requestir}g the Collector of Anantapur 1 expedite his reply to B.p Mis
0. 4953 of 1895, regarding the boundary dispute between Abukavar: -1{) . f Mysor d
Lalepalle of Hindupur talnk. palle of Mywity wi
————

uted land into their territory,

ined in the H
statemen: toc(i&‘f II:Teieh olson’gz report, NOI;
enclOSQ:' - for this assertion is not kno}v]V V‘VS that-th
authoﬁe?l to the list of 1872 Wt}i]flh : t(i)xe survey of the Mysore taluks
appen t have been settled a
tioned could no

not then commenced.

ich formed an
i Collector’s letter wh;e
iy Assésg%it dated Tth September _1894.. Bug, t};:
On’ the other hand, there is a distinet no

isputes therein men-
e boundary disp Caibbbil  Had

(True Copies and Extract.)

MUDALIAR,
(Biged). /P, RATARATNA MEDALLAR: . oo

I 9 tmen .
0 e

tor of Anantapur.
Copy to the %ﬂl;criziendent, Revenne Survey.

23 »

Read—again the following Proceedin
4 88 of the Board of R
Agri.), No. 607, dated 3rq February fSQG?Lenue (B8, LB tud

Read—the following letter from F. A, NIc
to the Secretary to the CommiSSionHOLSON’ e o aetor, of i 4

i r of
and Agrlculture, dated 19th Decem%el? lg;g’,enue Settlement, vand Records

. Ref. on (., N, 25606 :—
W1th reference to B.P., dated the 12th ing

expedite reply to B.P., dated 21t September 1895tant’ Mis. No, 6819, requesting to

y No. 4953, T have the honour to state

been asked in thig office letter, g !
1895, Ref. on C., N, 2508, to inform me if the dispute N oe. 2et;ndzie§ef2ez'tet;ctot\:§:llll)§:

disposed of with other disputes entereq the 1i i i
Board with Proeeedings, gated 14th N olvlflamb(:al!li%gz e el i Rasty Gl ne

, : ; d Mis. No. 6110. Reply will b
submitted on receipt of the informat ? s i ey
reminder is being sent to-day. WSk Collector of Bellary to whom a

' d
Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (R.8., LR. an

Read—agoin the f"u"zig“r?) Mis, No. 1954, dated 21st April 1896 :—
. )y yRIP

t 1895,
- ne, dated 28th Augus -
Res gain G.0., Mis. No. 3495, Revenue, N i
e & e B : of Re ish a farther report on certain
ABSTRACT apesting bhe o tweev:nAu?t)fI({(::;?;;alle of Mysore and Lalepalle of
BS .—Re e

nected with the boundary dispute be
con
Hindupur taluk. | il
the following G.0., Mis. No. 811, Revenue, dated 24th Febr;?,ry e

e ‘ i.), Mis. No. ;

g i f the Board of Revenue (R.S., LéR. and Agri.),
Rl CPrmoso  HE S dated 3rd February 1896.

\ ’

Read—also the following letter from F. A, NICHOLSON ¥
pur, to the S%cretary to the Commisgsj gl
\ Records and Agriculture, dateq 8th

q., Collector of Ananta-

oner of Revenye Settlement, Land

896.
dated 24th February 1

is. No. 811, Revenue,

Order—Mis.

lahalury 1896, Dis, No 63

port whether any
will be requested to repor
l:ite;}&in:ilehld?ggﬁes ]ilxivcfgéstion are forthcoming in his office.

True Extract.)
( (Signed) E. GIBSON, ,
Secretary to Government.

.
Uhe, =2

The Superi

records connecte
Agri.), I have the honour to forward herewith

dated 19th December 1895, Dis. No, 1792, an

in this or in the Bellary Collector’s office to s
has ever been seftled.

: 2. Ats 1{e,«.zialrds Paragmp}}ll. 2 (;ifi the Resolution, it was reported that the list referred
9 was not forthcoming in this o ce and a copy was obtained f d’s offi
along with its Proceedings, dated 14t Novenpgl’)er o ST

d to state that there are no records either ~

e dispute under reference :

i T the Superintendent, Madras Survey.
[¢]

e Mad: dated 26th
‘o letter from the Superintendent, Madras Survey,
Read—also the following Teiey, " 1896, No. 666:—

1895, Mis. No. 6110 RS, L.R. in the Surve
il ’ e oo 0 sopet Gty IR EE LB e sl A
the hon ‘ 18putes v 2 b,
ey ﬁicelcgzrlicted with any of the bOMdar{e(é}variith one of the disputes, viz., between
Excrosogs, ¥

L s a sketch-map connec ntapur distriet, and Pulaparti
dﬁsmsfila«;he;? Chilamathur , Rindupur LS, e anbstediini Bited (Sett.
the

village, Bagapalle taluk, Mysore egri;’:tnecf, ond May 1895, No: '255-R,, printed at
> )

' intendent’s lett :
Dept.l, ;;lﬁlgufgégl.t%le;t.), dated 10th June 1895, No. 149
page = Sk

From J. H, A. TREMENHEERE, Esq., Collector of Bellary,
dated 19th December 1895, Dis, No, 1

With reference to your letier, dated 27tk November 1895, Ref. on.C. No. 2506, 1 have
the honour to state that B.P., dated 9th September 1884, No. 8147, shows that the dispute
between Somaghata and Gooloor was gettled in that year, There are no records in this office
to show whether the remaining disputes haye ever been settled, 4 ;

to the Collector of Aantapr,
792 A

- FNATIEE o o Py e -y R TV B o a3y - o - "ot e .t gidan o ey o
i iy SRR e D SRFS WL W s | e L e L
pE = S T R - -
* EAEE o e Sl b

B sl
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No. 170, Revenue,

A i e T R

3 13
No. 170, Revexug, 2280 MarcH 1898.

2280 Marcy 1898.

A A A A OGP, e e e T S, ettt o e e T e T PR

e, dated 14th April 1896,

8., L.R. and Agri.)
: ing Proceedings of the Board of Bevleggg (_R_S : ,

Rend—again the foul?lvi‘: Ig‘Io. 5868, dated 21st November 3
Order—Mis, No. 1491, Revenu

) ting Collector
f 11! e v MAN&V%DAisgﬁiféfEig&fn%;n Sgettlemelg,
Read—the follow £ 8 Ooin | ,
i uf ntapm(‘fstoa;}:le %?;‘f::{t);re, dated 24th October 1896, Kef. on
Land Recor -}
No. 3085 :—

he 19th
il No. 1600-1067, dated t

{ssi Kolar, in his letter, , rnment, he would
The Deputy Comgﬂf sx?&?lrér instructions from the Niytsho(; % S:gi;ssistan,t Collactor
current, iﬂio T%;nv?qiznzl’omcer of Chikkzﬁ)a];lapur tfc:) !x‘m:lel & vettlament il | tHe boBndAzy
depute t}}e Sub- tain date to be fixe y'mf_a : 49,

i thi: dl::;;‘izgltoai;e%.ll’., dated 10th June 1895, No. 1

dispute r

. to put himself in
dingly requested the Head Assgta:tdggglsgtghiehphe wonld finll
2. I have ac’ct(i:‘ theb Deputy Commissioner and 3. trict to arrive at a settlement
" onelerpaie W': the Sub- Divisional Officer of thalt; 1: port jointly signed by him as
P t‘()i rr'med’ispute and to submit a copy of the rep
g {{lzsbft:l; OEZer of the Mysore Government.
we

‘' o p p f the

In the circumstances now reported, the Government eonsiders that if no records
regarding a previous settlement of the dispute in question are available in the office
of His Highness the Maharajah’s Durbar, the best course that can be adoped is the
one suggested by the Board in paragraph 6 of its Proceedings, dated 10th J une 1895,
No. 149. The Resident in Mysore will accordingly be addressed.

(True Extraet.)

(Signed) LIONET, DAVIDSON,
Ag. Under Secretary to Government,
To the Board of Revenne (R.8.; L.R. and Agri.),
Copy to the Board of Revenne (L.R.).

5 3 Superi-ntendent, Madras Survey,

Resolution—Mis, No, 1954, dated 21st April 1896,

Communicated to the Collector of Anantapuyr,

B.P. have not been communicated to this office.
g A, Esq., Acting
ANAVEDAN RAJ_ ;
(True Copy and Extract,) Read—also the following letter fr(g(;ll tge' gec]if( ary to the Commissioners of Lax.1d
(Signed) P, Rag ARATNA MUDALIA R, Collector of Anantapur,
To the Collector of Anantapur., Secretary.

0. No. 3085 :—
Revenue, dated 5th November 1896, Ref. on C. No
?

o) v ef- on

Proceedings of the B
Agri.), Mis.

pard of B 8., LR. and
No. 5867, dateq 21st No évenue (R.S.,

i tinu-
to request you, 1n con
st Noveanber 1696, T kave thehonour fo 55qiece JO% 1 S0 map
C. No. 355, dated 1o . 0. No. 5085, duted 27th Octuber el
. f this office letter R. C. No. 2 B’P dated 10th June s ll’ s
vember 1806 - at1l()>ll '(t)ted by Board to Governmonihmimr.ne-&iate use of the Head Assistant Collector.
o — : ml ; , f 3 n
Read—the following G.0., Mis. No. 4362, Revenue, dateq 5th November 1896 :— :‘;P v thereof may be sent to me fo
Read —the following letter from the Resident in Mysare, dated 14th October 1896,
No. 3755 :—
With reference to

ENCLOSURE.

to the Collector
: istant Collector, Ananta.pur:
sq., Acting Head Assistant { . No. 856,
From N. MACMICf%Ex%aE:?, ’daned %st. November 1896, Ref. on C
o

96, I have the honour
s Rof, on C. No. 8085, dated 37th October 1648, 1/ B.P., dated 10th
With reference "{‘I’l}t’)o“sfo ood as to furnish me with the IBI?;P No. 2447, dated 30th August
to requost AT W]R Se) cgmmunicated o me bl ygur ta:ui the B.P. quoted above. As %
Juve 1895, No. 158 (o ot 6 it 1o D Sthoor Ohikckabalapur, on the 24th November,
1895, or a copy o s et the Sub-Divisional Officer, Ch‘i &da spbe’fore that date
- itt? arrtiufeidmt:yn{; supplied with the map at least a few day
request tha

: ysore Durbar to go personally or
7, Chlkkabalapur, to meet the %ead Assistant
4 records angd
conference for further action of the Durbar,
2. The m

% report the result of the
ap received with your letter » No. 2243, of the 9th June last, is herewith
returned.

—

Order—Mis. No. 4362, Revenue, dated 5th N, ovember 1896,

Communicated to the Board of Revenue.

(True Extract.)

1 d above, the Colleetor of
ting to paragraph 3 of the first of his letters read a y : 5
Adver A I 11

. ith referred to the mar-
895, communicated wit bnllvanotod  corioe
dated 28th August 1895, 3 ginally

(1) GBOI’) }g;m?i‘ig?;t Septe!{)lbexi 81:;)5M1¥§15N1§oéi1?3'5 spondence, from the
i j7 14th November ) L
Ag. Under Secretary to Government..
To the Board of Revenue (R.S., L.R. and Agri.),

icated hich it will
Revenue, dated 9th December 18956(8>tiglmumcate %st (;fee‘;’ lzhat the
(3) G'O'%Ng?zg?i;;ted l2th’Decembeﬁ '199N5, h&s'} No. 2 ﬁysore B leomy
MBEDS 5 1896, Mis. No. 607. ith B.P.
jated 3rd February il 1896, communicated wi ’
(4) B.P-, o d d&ted 14th Aprl N
No. 1491,
(5) 6.0-,

with enclosure,

——

Resolution—Mis, No. 6867, dated 21st November 1896.

instructed the De-
; i is. No. 1954. . puty Commissioner
dated 218'6 YAPZ}‘;c%gg%e?ri;Zue,odated Oth Noveu‘nbﬁ'i 1%33: gggfz gf ]{ olar “to go per-
(6) G0, A vtk B.B., duted 21st November 1896, Mis. No. i
ik d munic s Fa;
Communicated to the Collector of Anantapur. % =
(True Copy and Extract.) ‘

i f
Head Assistant Collect.or 0
i ?’kbalaurtomeetthe : o
i Sub-Dle?wnaile\\(r) tsegc,m(f(};;kwqith I?im, in connection with the boundary dispu
. v . 1
;:?jxitetfl:g inuiB.P., dated 10th June 1895, No. 149.

Signed) = R. V. SRINIVASIAR,
‘ - )" Secretary.
To the Collector of Anantapur, with map.




——
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2. The map aSked 0 i 3 1
f rin the COllectors lett.el IQO u085 dated 5t«h NO!Om
189. 6, ha's been fOI Wmded to him With B.P., dated. 218t Nov b 1 -
ember 896, Mm.

(True Copies and Extract.)

(Signed R
To the Collector of Anantapur ) V. SRINIVAS{bécR’

C g Secretary.

Opy to the Secretary to Government Hevehie Daal: retary.

v ment.

—_—

Read—also the followi
. owing letter fro
Collector of m K. C. MANAVE
Settlement?’ th\mnand ;{ae%ur,d:o the Secretary to thg‘ézrmR.AJ,A, Esq., Acting
No. 113:— ords and Agriculture, dated 6th Januars g6e L
ary 1897, Dis.

With reference to B.P
R  B.P., dated 21st Novembe i
2 No.g.;)O)Bz{), - ;Iﬁeccisn::;atlon of this office letter,'ilaltgg%'%lll&(No. e R USoE
ol ot (L ke Hiox(li the subject of the boundary dis g e
o T i taln kupur taluk of this district, and pxte i g
herewith a_copy of the H ud of the Mysore Province ’Ihav tgukavaripalle, hammlot
Wi K STk s :Ie: Assistant Collector’s lette’r datc:i Do fo He
e ; sogeths b\:;] 1 fthe common report, with stat;emenf dzlst Tl
e, Cnikkatabons & half of the British Government and thmwIl Al Head
oo B i outls‘;;m?ﬁl, for Mysore Durbar, and to state th:;3 i i
lenciglain 1115 ng on the disputed land now dema et
oy e Board’s orders communicati v
as to the settlement now arrived at. "8 Se T

Excrosure. No. 1.

From N. MacMICHAEL :
& Anar’agsq.’ ‘?ictmg Head Assistant Collector, Penukond
pur, dated 11th December 1896, Dis. No 1309115 a, to the Collector

With reference to your R
PR fncd g o your R. C. No. 3085, dated 27th Octobe 6
s i s ri)to;l: g‘;iri)gredfby the Asgist‘ant Commission;r ICBI?I';{’I{I l}:“e the'honour %
'Il'hmay here mention briefly the rgl;)ontsh:jhlatn? 31 dispute also jointl'y «ign:d ‘;lﬂp';:' K 0 e
e claims of the Briti e at led us to fix the sl g Byl
ks .15 P"It‘;f: hS‘S‘rovemme‘nt; to the whole of the dxxgxgg htﬂls L e rgp:;‘g.
s b e y;:i(;;et(ﬁovernment. claimed the tract on t}l;act e pased on the old
ot Ao e sun‘ edboundarles as shown by certain oilads‘t‘re‘ngth Wl
histpimy g gy et and moon. These stones are alleged pusanams ¥ or stones
. o hopuswaniat Cem all_ the surrounding coantry was ugg ¥ be' o gt mkiquis
of 1667 as chusaly as pmcticablgmntwll:swner and I thought it afl\;iqanbl:rt mftll‘]'e Fhitsnda tbeq{;
ok i . ; this agreement, thouch techn; 0 follow the rasinam
st adop{ed b; l;:)}:gnGn:vsuch by both parties when it wa;’cgr[-]z:;a“y i authorimmivem::;:
o oo oo i, v the B Gt S P
: ~ ' Py, * -
to make the boundary points as definite asp;os]silglzhe Voot i ) ge:(;u:g;:a.t larger
: in order

Excrosure No. 2.

wort ]
Report on the bonnjz:‘yk ;lmptde between Lalepalle, hamlet of Ohilamat}
o iy X .
aripalle, hamlet of Putaparti, in the M ysore P:;;gg;ndupur o

Starting f

the point P %'V h;(c);lni:h; ::1];1 (cle the Kanugn at the point X the bound a
the point P the bounda © "g the ground by three mounds and is ’;Ly will ran west direct to.
sbe My sors Snrvay Fz tht ;a sonth-west direction will remain as 82 yards from X. From
goink Y. From gthe bom ; e boundary will ran east to the end of emarcated at present by
to R and G. The pOrtio';nPa?i will be the Chilamathur tank feedeo the Kanngu bund to the
follows as closely as Practicab,le t,heY x’-afi,n:{t; - ;ld].l be British :egli:g:; l tOTE Nt

a executed in 1867, A is boundary

2% ‘ '
th November 1896. ! (Signed)  N. MacMICHART,
Ag. Head Assistant Colloctor.

897.

Resolution—No. 69, dated 26th January 1

Submitted to Government with reference to its orders, Mis. No. 1491, dated 14th
April Téglé, and Mis. No. 4362, dated 5th November 1896.

9. The settlement of the boundary dispute referred to in the papers read above
appear.s to be satisfactory, and the orders of Government are requested as o whether
it may be accepted and acted upon.

(True Copies and Extract.)

(Signed) R V. SRINIVASIAR,
Secretary.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department, with sketch.

,, Collector of Anantapur.
Copy to the Superintendent of Revenue Survey.

enue, dated 8th March 1897.

The Board of Reven ted to submit, for the inform:
of 1867 referred to in Mr. MacMichael’s letter,

a copy of the razinama

December 1896, Dis. No. 3045.

The name of the Chikkabalapur Assistant Commissioner should not have been
t printed on page 8 of the Board’s Proceedings. It should be

d to Government at early date.

ation of Government,

Order—Mis. No. 1297, Rev
dated 11th

ue is reques

¢
.

left blank in the repor
ascertained and reporte
(True Copy and Extract.)

(Signed) G STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenue (Revenue Seftlement _
Land Records and Agriculture).

Resp—again G0, No. 1198, Revenue, dated 25th June 1897.

Aspsrract.— Recording Board’s Proceedings stating that the information called for in G.O.,
No. 1297, dated Sth March 1897, will be submitted to Government on receipt of reply from
the Collector of Anantapur to Board’s Proceedings, No. 4040, dated 3rd June S valiy e
Reap—again the following G.0., Mis. No. 4262, Revenue, dated 14th August
1897 :—
Revenue (Revenue Settlement, Land Records
0. 8151, dated 6th August 1897.

been received from the Collector of
regarding the settlement of
and requesting the

Read—Proceedings of the Board of
and Agriculture), Mis. N
ernment that mo reply has

No. 4040, dated 3rd June 1897,

ABsrnAc'r.——-Informing Gov
ore and Lalepalle in Anantapur,

tapur to Board’s Proceedings,
'tﬁ:d:fy between Abukavaripalle in Mys

Collector of Anantapur to expedite his reply.

letter from TLieutenant-Colonel D. ROBERTSON, Resident
in Mysore, to the Secretary to the Government of Madras, Revenue Depart-
ment, dated Bangalore, 9th August 1897, No. 3278 :—
otter No. 3755, dated the 14th October 1896, I
No. 701-R.F.-206-92,

a copy of a letter,
the Mysore Durbar, on the subjeet

o village of the Bagapalle taluk and

RB.ad—the following

In continuation of this office I
have the honour to forward, for information,
da od the 17th ultimo J(with enclosures) from
ot the boundary dispute between Abukavaripall

Lalepalle of the Hindupur taluk.
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Let : It el i . - -
ter from the Secretary to th T
e Government of Mysore, to th Fi
3 » V0 the First Assistant to th i
e Resident

ill Mysore d y & o -2
’ ated hhe l Ith Jul 18-’7 '0 Ol .l‘ F
< 3 NO, ; B 2“6—92.

palje taluk, K subject
- © 8U f the 1
3ty Colar distriot ando voundary dispute
1 directed to state that lepalle, a hamletlattacl;if:eetonth‘:t:l‘lbk'?varip"”e Villﬂﬁe e
bilmator village indu
La : pur

met My, M . §
last an(.il acMichael, Aot » 88 therein ment;
5 bot » Acting H N mentioned, t} e
: h the Oﬂlc_ers, lﬁte:?gs ASS_ISLant Collector :}S;b'l)‘insmn Officer, Chikkabalapur,
ment, which the Darbar s copies of &oc;,t::;:z . t‘:‘e disputed tra:l:u n‘;:?v&doi:hi g Noven?be;
rhar are py oInt report and ’ » the settle
ukavarnpalle vilh?;r:p:mdl to carry into eﬂ'ect.,p l;(!:r-'ti(,lnu accordance with tbil: esg:t?:f
e ceded to the Madras GOQQ:D(:: surv‘i{ Nos. 13, 15 and
ent, but snch cession of

sovereignt .
rights vy will not, it jg
gats of individuals hoped, b.ﬂ.ﬂllowed to interfere in an
] ¥ way with the existin -
g private

Order—\;
8. \g
No. 4262, Revenue, dated 14th August 1897

The second
. of the
Revenue with the reqeueg:pti;st read above will be commun;
3 ma¥ be expodited the reply . to G0, Mis. No, 1uny. cegol, Board of
<. The Govern - W A Sth March
g):ﬁltlll:edMin the coxﬂfm?gings‘;e:;ﬂres fto gave the Board’s view
€ Mysore Durbar nce of the letter now for 8 on the remark
(3 Wa.rded by the Re " S
sident

(True Extract.)
(Signed) G. ST
- STOKE
Ag. Secretary to Goversr’nent

T
o the Board of Revenue (Revenue Settlement
Land Records and A gri::nlture)
with three plans to be ’mtumed

READ—again G.0O
» No. 1669, Revenue, dated 7th September 1897

ABSTRACT.—R :
ki i 6rd ecording Board’s Proceed;
er requestin ‘eedings communicati
between Mysore and British $§ll:§e:8r ly reply to a referencemxigs;rtdhizg (;llieczol- of Anantapur
b e boundary dis
pute

ga : b} 3 2 - R

Read—the follow;
ng Proceedi
Land Records arg Ao mghiodthich B
Agrxculture) Mi oard of Revenne
y Mis. No, 7507, dat (Revenue Sett]
, dated 1[th Se ement
ptember 1897 .—

Read—again B
) oard’s Proceedin 4
88, Mis. No. 1995,
N » dated 16th March ]
897.

Apstracr.—Re i
. questing th
reference to G.0., Mis. No.g129'? g:g:f:lor é)f ﬁnantapnr to report cert
; e, dated 8th March 189 ertain information wi
ith

———

Read—aoain th ~
(=} . ef()“()wln P .
Land Records ang roceedings of the Board of
Agriculture), Mi of Revenue (Rev
» Mis. No. 4040, dated 3 enue Settlement
rd June 1897 :—

Read—the followi
ollowing letter from the Clo]]
missioner of R ollector of Ananta
Reecords and Aev?élel?; ot A Directlt))zri)zottl?e %ecretary to the Com-
. griculture, dated 17th May 1897 Refeo e(IJ)aI;Iment of Land
) -on U, No. 1255 :—

Advertin

g to Board’s P . {

the honour to forward hoe e e ings My, No. 10

: 4 « No. 1995

an English t mns]az.;i h:ﬁzfef? a Canarese copy of th’ed(;?d'lglth March 1897, T have

to.send o copy of tho razinam ole oA ssistunt Ot M
- No. has forward 0 in his letter d ) was requested

herewith Wh"h warded only a copy of t er gted 11th Decembe

the Pancgﬂyatlgaufngsethe extent of the lg d agrl;:dtﬁn]s)latlmn thereof (also suxl‘m}iﬁfe%

rred to above shows 55 yards ;hzf;lmteA as 70 yards while
) ssistant Collector

No. 170, REVENUE, 99xp Marcm 1898. 17
d to

has been requested to send the original razinama at once which will be submitte

you on its receipt. ¢lo] g :
9. The name of the Assistant Commuissioner 18 reported to be K. 8. Doraswami
Iyer.

No. 4040, dated 3rd June 1897.
ng receipt of the original razin

. The co of the translation of the razinam
Ry letter read above has not been re

with the Collector’s
(True Copy and Extract).
(Signed) R. V. SRINIVASIAR,
Secretary.

ama promised by the Collector.
a stated to have been submitte
ceived in this office.

Beeolution—-Mis.
d

Recorded pendi

Jeotor of Anantapur.
to the Secretary to

d—also the following letter from the (Collector of Anantapur
o s1;(1)1(5 Commissioner of Revenue Settlement and Direetor,‘ of the Department of
Land Records and Agriculture, dated 4th September 1897, Ref. on C.
No. 1256 :—
As called for in Proceedings, Mis. No. 4040, dated 3rd June 1897, I have the
honour to submif herewith the original : razinama in question and also its translation

therein referred to.

To the Col

n—Mis. No. 7507, dated 11th September 1897.
The original razinama (agreement) of 3rd July 1867 and a translation thereof,
will be submitted to Government with reference to para-

received from the Collector,
graph 1 of G.0., No. 1297, dated Sth March 1837.
9. A Canarese copy and an English translation of the decision of the panchayatdars
(arbitrators) referred to in the razinama (agreement) are also submitted herewith.
3. With reference to paragraph 2 of the Government Order quoted above, the
Assistant Commissioner is

Board begs to state that the name of the Chikkabalapur
K. S. Doraiswami Lyer.
4. Paragraph 2 of G.O., Mis. No. 4262, dated 14th August 1897, will be replied
od for from the Collector in Board’s Proceedings

to on receipt of the report call
(Revenue Settlement), No. 7134, dated 2nd September 1897.

(True Copy and Extract.)
(Signed) ~ R. V. SRINIVASIAR,
Secretary.

Resolutio

Revenue Department,

3
To the Secretary to Government,
with enclosures.

Collector of Anantapur.

Official Memorandum No. 198.

d of Revenue is requested to resubmit, for the 1
o letter from the Mysore Durbar forwarded to it W
dated 14th August 1897.

nformation of Govern-
ith G.O.,

The Boar

ment, the original of th
Mis. No. 4262, Revenue,
O0TACAMUND, (Signed)  N. E. MARJORIBANKS,
17th September 1897. Ag. Under Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenue (Revenue Settlement,
Land Records and Agriculture).
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Read—gp, 7
. the followip
8 Proceed;
188 of the Boarq of Revenue (R
e (Revenne Settlement, Land
) 3

Ol'ds and b
A
Read—Officiar v rure), Mis, No, 7
0. 7943, dated 28th S
ptember 1897 —

€venue e
par
tment, N, 196, dated 17¢h Se
ptember 18y7.

ResolutiOHNMis N

Si
(Signed) R. V. SRINIVASIAR,
Secretary.

Read—ty,
—the followip
ecord & Proceedj
S and Agr icultugisl\ﬁ;hﬁ Bq;l(rd of Revenue (Re
. No. 7942, dated 98, venue Settleme
h September 1 7 el
or' 1897 '+—

Read
~—the fOHO %
win
Cormrug: lotter
ommissioner of Rf;:::: the Collector of A .
: ue Settlement and Direct:,? g;’ tfl" gle Secretary to the
he Department of Land

ecord
1950+ S and Agrieulture dat
5 ed 17th September 1897, Ref
y fvel. on C.P. No.

ith
dateq 21 reference
‘ nd S 0 concludi
is. No. gay omiber 1897 ‘[ling sentence of Board’s Proceedi
Vlously ins s dated 13th S’epteggethe honour to forward ;oceed.lngs’ Mis. No 71
pected the disputed tra r 1897, received fro ﬁrewlth & copy of lei.:te -34’
ct and arrived at the sset;rtnlem:;ng‘lI a_cﬁlichael, who IBPI‘B‘.
lement with the Sub-division
ision

that this 2
portion i
Patta, 18 a patta
o er;goultd (}ox}tmug to Ilyﬁmiinolfl.a Mysore ryot. . Mr. M. : § G
cattle, an?intl,j isl;t is IiIkely that he mll.s }?:SSG?SI'OH even u'fte,a‘f?f ichael thinks that if :l?ical;
land shouyl would give ris ght cultivate the | cession to the Mudras
: uld be elass rise to further dj ¢ land and prey adras
pain of ed as po (dispute. H ent the pas
villago ety @ e Ebosbmieit. A o cultoration br e recommends that the
s I think, be not tertotug zil_lfhdone, the existingc Zﬁﬁiggﬂ E)e prohibited on
: nal rights of eithe
r

.

Excrosugg.

Letter fmm N
- MacMICH
tod AEL, E :
o the Collector of Ananta s Acting Head Assist
pur, dated 13th Septeu;be fligg(;OHector on Famine D
) «F. DIS No 98 - uty
- . 980, 1

I have the h
onour
0 reply to your Ref. on C, No. 1255, d
. 9, dated 8th Se
ptember 1897,

were not allowed
letters P ed fo take theiy
in.diVidua’l ilh'ozl’ds" R, G, P. Hceit:ie i: eross the portion of land
s interfere with this, (] 18 obvious that, if th I.Im.rked on the sketch b
the patta of a ﬁ}g?)rt of the Lalepa:l,le ;;(l;ropoi‘ed armuﬂemeni ::Slt(ljng private rights o{ athe
adras Govern re ryot ; if it should ts.  This portion of ] uld only give rise to f -
therefore reco ment, he might enlti continue to Ee in hi and is, I believe, at vt
! mmend th i ultivate it and I8 possession after its at present in
vation or oceupati at this piece of ] prevent the pas alter its cession to
ought ¢ pation should be and should be clesry 8¢ of cattle acrass i i
ght to be 110 more disputes on srtpor " PAD of pzlna:;ei 8 poramboke i i{sslcxo;léid,
ther side. ssessment. If this is done, thers
one, there

. 18. N . ,—n_ lﬂ.t p .

The Collector i
OT 18 request port wh
Was granted to the Mys?)re sr;?;ltto report when and under what cj
: reumstances the
patta

e Aectin
8 Under. Secrotary to Government,

SR
995p MARCH 1898. 19
A A SERR SR 2 S

No. 170, REVENUE,
il SRESOP e
estions arise as to whether

e om
ramboke, the qu .
and who should pay it. 1t

9 is to be declared to be po
% I 1’mdtled to compensation, if so, to how .much,

after the erroneous demarcation 0 the boundary, and under
land was at the disposal of the Mysore Government,
sation to which the pattadar may be

the pattadar i enti
any compen
s should be supplied by the

the patta was granted
the El?roneous assumption that the
that Government is responsible for
enml’%(tl{e material for disposing of the said question
ypsowh o (True Copy and Bxtract)
(Signed) B V. SRINIVASIAR,
Secretary.

f Anantapur with enclosures
¥ . %o be returned with reply.

ry to Government, Revenue Depar

Copy to the Secreta

To the Collector
tment.

5251, Revenue, dated 8th October 1897.
report called for in the last of the

g the receipt o&the further

(True Extract.)
G. STOKES,

(Signed)
Ag. Secretary to Government.

Ovdir —Mis. No-
Becorded pendin
papers read above.

Poard of Revenue (Revenue Settlement
oL Land Records and ’Agriculture).

B

wing Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Revenue Settlement,
1, dated 25th November 1897 :—

gAD—also the follo
Land Records and Agriculture), Mis. No. 952
Read—the following Jetter from the Acting Head Assistant Collector in charge of
Anantapur, to the Secretary to the Commissioner of Revenue Settlement and
Director of the Department of Land Records and Agriculture, Ref. on C.
No. 1255 of 8th November 1897, dated 6th November 1897 :—
Board’s Proceedings, Mis. No. 7942, dated 28th September 1897,
ith copy of letter, F. Dis. No. 1201, dated 3rd
i From this, it appears that the portion

November 1897, received from Mr. MacMichael.
sketch by the letters P, X,Y,5RG comprises the whole
fields Nos. 13 and 15. The whole of the

In reply to

‘marked on the enclosed
of the survey field No. 14 and portions of
also the portion of No. 13, therein included, were given out on
Adi Reddi in 1895-96 subsequent to the
rtion of No. 15 is in

Government to one
y which took place in 188

made by the My
I think that that

field No. 14 and
ta by the Mysore
Jemarcation and surve 5-86, and the po

®  ayacat waste.
9. As the grant of patta was
neous demarcation of the boundary, .
for any compensation to which the pattadar may be entitled.
Josures received are resubmitted.

3. The enc

core Government after the erro-
Government alone 18 responsible

ENCLOSURE.
Head Assistant Collector of Anantapur, to the Collector of

From MacMICHAEL, Esq., Acting

Anantapur, dated 3rd November 1897, No.
In reply to your foot-note Ref. on C. No. 1255, dated 8th October 1897, on Board’s Pro-
ceedings (Revenue Settlement), Mis. No. 7042, dated 28th September 1897, calling for infor-
mation in regard to the boundary dispute between Lalepalle and Abukavaripalle ryots, L have the
honour to report that the portion of Jand marked on the sketch sent herewith by the letters
P, XY, 8 R, , P comprises survey Nos. 13, 14 and 15. The portion of No. 13 included in
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| No. 170, Revexue, 22xp Magcn 1898

2. As alread
¥ reported :
No. 149, dated 10th J upe 1o, OVermIent, in paragraph 8 of Board’s Proceedi
rocecdings,

the ryots b 895, the b :
yots of the British village of ﬂ:ﬁ,dar-" dispute arose out of a complaint made by

prevented them fr e pall
t  from driving thei e that the ryot :
&ﬁf&n‘i’nglgcglare incon%istezltrweitgx itsamss the hngoi; ;\f,;:]t?ory s‘;\m te”]'"_"":"

) oth the H : use as a cattle- . ny claims

:»atﬁd should be transfen-e,i3 a&) Ass;:tagt Colleetor and Coﬁlit?,:‘h’ cannot therefore be
° Purposes shonld bo probibitad. The pp tt it sulfivation (o i tist SE
3. Only a porti % agrees i atlon or occupation for
remainder being in the (ffoltgﬁxéazg A hpovever, reported P t:::pmmn' ;
Vsore 1 noc{"upiad waste tbe ;|

?

above, it ap ‘
. ippears that patta was issued t Fro
ued to this ryot b m the Collector’s ]
. y the Mysore offici 8 letter rend
ials in 1805-96

(True Copy and Extract.)

S. - . - 3

To the
Secretary to Government, Revenue Department

Copy to the Collector of Anantapur with enclosures,

OrpER—
pER—No. 170, Revenue, dated 22nd March 1898

Miscelaneous x
‘ he
Papers read above relate to the

: Bett]ement
Chilamathur in the Hi dis of a long-standi
£ g-standin
:l:l_nlet ﬁf Putaparti ilﬁdtigui[gil(ﬁ.t (S'i;he Anm?tl;;m.bzti;‘:?; Lal;palle, § ;?&nga ";';
pur, Mr. MacMichael te. The 1et, and Abukavari
Campcminnce of Oh 1: k,a bW{IO was deputed by thi‘:ldGOAssxsta.nt Collector o?P Rl,lleg a
Arlarg%l’ who represented till] :xi)\lfl;s Subl-;iivision, M.R RyVernmeé:t, and the Assist:;];
and submitted a joint ore Darbar, have now iner s, . Doraisawmi A;
osedings, No, 693 (i:te!(.ierz)%:;% gated the 24 th i\' ove?nlx)]::v 118"985 ected the dispuu;dAtlril;:
as the correct boundary lino. It po-, 1897),in which they q (printed in Board’s P 2
. ¥ line. It appears th ey describe what they ok ro-
3 ar are prepared e
to

acknowledge it as th w
| e corr ificati '
ect_qumﬁcatmn of the boundary bet oo, o pleased to

now d i
emarcated as British territory, it

whole of this area
A hould be ¢l
or oceupation for 0131 ¢ classed as “ cattle-
survey No. 14 and piztri’:;‘p;)fsels should be pmhi{,’?;'ji ‘;‘;’(‘i"ml?Oke,” that its cultivation
granted by the Mysore authori 0. 13, which are held } a8kithe Geldy designated as
nities in 1895-96 should 7 b: lafcysoyeedryot under a patta

quired by Government,

b‘ecre[ary. iy

B R
21

228D MARCH 1898.

IR
No. 170, REVENUE,

s AT

3 i :# any, being paid b the Mysore Darbar. The Govern-
the compensation claimable, If X’ty fo§ Poonveryi"‘ing the whole block into a « cattle-
g R s extensive tract may suffice to meet the

path.pormnboke.:h ‘Nacers, and in that ease 10O money eompensation will probably
{)eqm“imeuts OEf it . area now in the occupation of the Mysore ryots 18 to
be> pagable- tlf: compensation for the pattas grauted in 1895-96 cannot be very
e taken ‘(lip’th . illagers benefited may be willing to pay the amount or to make a
?u‘éh_’b at?on eIn any 6a%8, His Excellency in Council does not think the Mysore
g&: 81‘:0:11‘1 be asked to bear any portion of the expense. ' o
-nformed, through the Resident, that any existing
tion while it was under-

bar will be 1
3. The Mysore Darbar W ) .
ha equired over the area 1n ques
18 hasmatly y time it should become

rights which may i ill be respected and if at an
smgorm%ﬁeﬁﬁzgzts under the Land Acquisition Act, compensation will
necessar :
bepaidinacoordance with the lapﬁ )‘é&l i Sy \J

E (True xtraet.)

Ag. Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenu® Lapd Records an

(Revenue Settlement,
d Agriculture).
ment.

Political Depart

Exd. C. Parthasarathy.

60 Copies.
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