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Board of Revenue

(Land Revenue).

Read Endorsement of Government, Revenue Department,Misc,No.
5291, dated 9th Ogtob§;.}897, on that of Political Department
No. 2057, dated 24th September 1897; and the following re-
feremce thereon dated 19th October 1897 :-

Referred to the Collector of Madura for early re-

. marks.

Read also letter from the Collector of Madura, Dis. lNo. 4419
dated 26th November 1897; and the followingrreferénce thereon
dated 17th December 1897 :-

~Adverting to paras .3 and 5 of the letter from the Poli-
tical Agent of Pudukottaj dated 24th September 1897, No. 252;
the Superintendent, Madras Survey, is requested to forward
for the Board’s reference a copy of his letter dated 13th
December 1884to the Sivaganga Receiver, relating to the bounde
ary disputes between Pudukotta State and the surrounding
British Ter{itory. The Superintendent is further requested
to xpecify<£he orders of Government under which Messrs. Gom-
pertz (senior) and Pope were appointed as arbitators for the
settlement of the disputes in question‘and to state whether

they suceeded Mr. Tomlinson who was appointed in G.O.No. 609

ary disputes between British Territory and the St&te of" Pudu-

-

kotta.

Read also letter from H.0’C. Cardozo,Esquire; Superintendent,

Madras Survey, No. 7/B,dated 20th January 1898.
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Reference No. 281,dated 1l4th March 1898,

The papers read above relate to an appeal preferred

by the Dewan of Pudukotta against three decisions dated 18",
19", and 20" September 1884, passed by Mr. Pope as Arbi?;to%?/
in sertain disputes about the boundary between Palakurichi in
the Pudukota Territory and some of the villages in the Siva-
ganga Zamindari, Madura District.

The boundary claimed by

sach
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each party and that fixed by Mr. Pope are shown in the thres sketch

maps Which accompany Mr, Pope’s decisions., (Ex. 1, 2 and 3).

Thesg sketdh maps have been consolidated into one (exhibit 5)

by the Pudugkota Surveyors.

2. The grounds ,of' appeal preferred by the Dewan of Pudukota

; 4 .
against Mr. Popes decisimns are, (1) that Mr. Pope was not

Tormally appointed Arbitrator by Government and that the consent

of' the Pudukota State was not obtained for his appointment;

(2) that Mr. Pope put himself too much in the hands of' the

Partisans of the Sivaganga Zemindari, making his boundary line

more or less midway between what he was told were the limits

claimed by the contending rarties, but giving the ma jor portion

to Sivaganga. It is alleged that an extent of Nanja and Punja

caltivated 1ands assessed at . 60—14-0, besides over 700 acres

of' waste lands and hills, capable of yielding a Prospective revenue

of' . 700 per annum, has been lost to Pudukota,.
cordingly rsquests that the disputeﬁ/

The Dewan ac-

may be enquired into again

in the presence of the répresentatives on both sides and settled

de novo by an Arbitrator Specially appointed for the purpose

KA The first ground of appsal referred to abova&s invalid
>

because Mr. Pope was duly appointed » in succession to Mr

Tomlinson, as Arbitrator for the settlement of disputes between

British Territory and the Natlve State of Pudukota, (vide Survey

Superlntendent’s letter No. 7, dated 20th January 1898 and Govern-

ment telegram dated 9th August 1884 énclosed). The disputes in

question were settled by Mr. Pope under G.o0, No, 609 dated 21st

August 1883 (Political) and under the Sameé G. 0, there is a right

of appeal to Government.

As regards the seécond point, the Poli-

tical Agent, Mr. Macleod, is of opinion that Mr. Pope’s inspection
o' the disputed boundary was of a cursory nature and that the

result was unduly favourable to Sivagunga. Mr. Twigg, the Colleetor

of Madura and Mr, Thornton, the liead Assistant Collector,Madura,

Who was with the Political Agent during his inspection of the disputed

8Rot, are also of the same opinion . It appears that much land
L

-npumsidé Mr. Pope’s 1line is still occupied by the ryots of Pala-
- kKurichi (Pudukota State) who cling to what they consider to be JE;::"
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5. In the case disposed of in G. 0. No.

- order in appeal under G.0.No.
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just ancestral rights, and that Court amins have been assault -~
ed and several riots have taken pleace. Mr. Maclsod remarks

that for the last ten years much of the valuable time of th_g
Political Agent as well as of the Collector and the Head As-
sistant Collector oI Madura, besides District Munsiffs,
Tahsildars and Sub-Magistrates, has been vafnly taken up in
trying to enforce the results of Mr. Pope’s decisions.

45 The question for consideration is how the obvious
defects of Mr. Pope’s awards are to be set right. Mr. Mac- .
leod, who has very carefully inspected the whole of the dis-—
puted area has drawn up what he considers to be a fair bound __
ary line and submits it for the consideration of Government.

He points out that in a case like this, where rival Paimash
surveys overlap, there is little to be gained by a fresh en-
quiry and that the chief object should be to arrive at a
more equitable compulsory division than Mr. Pope’s. On the
other hand, Mr. Twigg 15 of opinion that there should a fresh
arbitration, as Mr. Macleod held no commission authorising
him to settle the boundary.

661,dated 3rd
Octoher 1895, Revenue, there was similar dissatisfaction on
tﬁe part of’}he Pudukota State with Mr., Pope’s award and ad-
vantage was then taken of the proviso, allowing an appeal

to Government to grant reliel to Pudukota. In the case now
under consideration, however, Mr. Pope’s decisions seem to

have %e been altogether wrong and the Board considers

~that it will not be expedient to adopt the result of Mr.

-Macleod”’s independent investigation and issue the same as an

609, Political, dated 21st

that Mr.

August 1883. The Board accordingly recommends

Twigg’s proposal for a fresh arbitration may be adopyed.
(Signed ) R. C. C. Carr,
Secretary.

(True Copy)
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For Ag. Secretary to Govt,




Peveiue ﬂppertment
PROCFFDINGS OF THW MADRAS GOVEENVENT .
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Read again endt, ¥is.No. F291, dated 9t} Octr, aﬁ&g
referring to trke Roard of Revenue for early remarks endt, of

tte Political Dept. traneferrlnp letter fronm the Political

tgent for Pudukottai re: thre appeal preferred by the Pudy-
kottai Darbar against ¥r.Pope's decision of a dispute atout
tte toundary between certain Villages of that State and t*e

Sivagangzs Zamincari.

gQ&,attacteﬁ- - Head also *Reference from the Foard of Revenue,

Iiand Reverue, dated 11t} Marchk 1R98, No,2R1,

R s OFDFE thereon No.26C, dated 4tk Way 1568,

In the c1rcunstancpv LOw reported, the proposal oﬂ,?
the Coliector of ¥adura, which is supported by tte Foard of

Fevenue for a frest arbitration ip regard to gﬁg dlspute in

Guestion is approved on tte condition t}at t*n pnﬁunuttal

Lartar will tear half tle cost of tke arbitration and of ﬁbe

i
duratle dewarcation of tlre toundary as ultimately spttlpd )

The Pllitical Agent for Pudukottai will he requegted to.as-ZFh
certain aR# whether the Darbar is Prepared to accept thi&;,éi
condition. &
‘ e
e T e The Superintendent, ¥adras Survey, is Pequested taﬁ,.
é5141 report at an early date ttre napge of -a competent survey Offiﬁ
E5if cer for deputation as artitrator in tke event of the dlspute:r
B
: '{éhf teing - 8281F referred to artitration. :
o
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