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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

the Mysore and the Nilgiri-Wynaad boundar i i

t Y remains unsettled, and callin th =
mfiendent of Revenune Survey and the Conservator of Forests, Northern Circle,gk;l I:;ortewg;pt.el:o
orders passed in 1878, regarding the setting up of permanent marks on the boundary line, have

uever been acted upon.

—————

Reap—again G.0., No. 1230, Revenue, dated Sth December 1892,

ABSTRACT.—Agreei.ng with the Board of Revenne in its remarks that the boundary line was
adressing the

fixed in 1859 and that jt Was unnecessary therefore to reopen the dispute ; and

Resident in Mysore on the point rdi i i
ek 3& il Wyna;;cg.n regarding the disputed line of boundary between the Mysore

———

Reap—again G.0., No. 2806, Revenue, dated 13th J uly 1895,

ABSTBAcr.—Stating that copies of certain i .
the Nilgiri.W papers, regarding the boundary dispute between
8r'ant,ed.g1 T 7o sud the Mysore State, applied for by the Mysore Darbar cannot be

- ——

REaDp—again letter No. 2807, dated 13th July 1895,
ABnsrract.—Letter to the Resident in Mysore on the aboye subject,

With reference to correspondence ending wi
( g with your letter, No,
1{13th J uéy last, regarding a boundary dispute betwgen the Niigir(l? dzigttg;td:nt?id t:tlllle
ysore State, I have the honoyy to forward hevewith g opy of a letter No, 80 De
. - .’

of the 9th Septemh S
subject, plember 1895, from the Dewan of Mysore (with enclosures) on the

2. 1 have ascertained that the G S -, THPA !
settling the matter if the MadmgeGogyr&Ig;%t o odia will have no objection to

agree, in th
Durbar in paragraph 14 of the l')ew‘a.n’s letter. Bugtra:,tgre ;:;:qugfggﬁvgx{tgg

: I have suggested to urbar
both sides should be bound to accept as final the decision g(ﬁ’ a majof'?t?ylzf the cf)]:f

he Resident, and this 8 i
by the Government of India, subject :f%ﬁ:m&ﬁ:f

glad to be favoureq with the wishes of the Governm

rence of the Madras Government,

3. I shall be

in the matter., ent of Madrag

—

Excrosugg, "
From Sir K. SHESHADRI IYER, ko5

-I., Dewan of . 3
dated Bangalore, 9th Septemlll)eg lfg’g,sﬁ. g%-%'e Resident in Mysore;

f i ing with 7

1895, regarding the boundary dispute between thztglil'lg?gc?i}:ttxﬁz yfo'tl?g lﬁg.;:dpf.? g

ar to forward.herewith the accompanying lng,d
file containing letter No, 8612—282pdated
7th May 1895, with 51 enclosures,* from the

e e b bl
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Inspector-General of Forests. This letter contains a full statement of the claim of the Durbar
to the tract in dispute based upon the evidence that is available up to date.

2. This tract ferms an irregular four-sided figure, three sides of which are shown blue and
the fourth pink and yellow in the accompanying map A, and is bounded on the north-east and
west by the Berambadi and Bhandipur State Forests of Mysore, and on the south by the
Mudumalai Forest belonging to the Tirumalpad of Nilambur in the Wynaad.

3. The dispated tract comprises thirteen square miles of territory combining the character
of a prairie and a forest, with grass growing 6 feet high, lofty timber trees including the teak

been again and again acknowledged by the various officers entrusted with the task to have been
well-nigh insuperable.

4. Three surveys were made of this region, the first embodied in the Atlas sheet of 1833,
the second in connection with the Madras Revenue Survey of 1875-76 entrusted to Captain
Cloete, and the third the Topographical Survey of 1884-85 embodied in the Topo sheet No. 69.
Both these latter maps profess to be based on
the Atlas sheet of 1833, the former, however,
taking the boundary along the blue line A B C D, and the latter along the pink and yellow
line A D. Captain Cloete’s boundary line thus adds the disputed tract to Malabar, while the
Topo sheet gives the same to Mysore. The Topo Survey Officers worked in ignorance of the
Revenue Survey that had gone before ; both
Bt 3o AF B p g 11 sonre {10 Survoys Focogaian € noqumien e

NOS.":?, paragraph. 6, page 6 calty. No. & pen- detail of the Atlas sheet ; both profess to be

graph 2, page 23. guided in regard to the main features of the

Enclosure Map A. boundary by the Atlas sheet. From the tri-

junction of the Malabar, Nilgiri and Mysore

districts, at Tippakada up to point D, both the Revenue Survey and Topo boundary lines are

identical ; so too from point A towards the west to Rampur Ford, and the question is there-

fore,—which line, whether A B C D of the Revenue Survey, or A D of the Topo Sarvey is.

consistent with the land-marks indicated in the Atlas sheet of 1833, with the requirgments of

a natural boundary, with evidence as regards possession, and other available facts indicative
of the ancient boundary between Mysore and the Wynaad ?

5. Before proceeding to discuss the relative correctness of the maps and the available
evidence in regard to the true boundary line, it would be advantageous to clear the ground by
removing certain misconceptions as to the previous history of the case. From 1875 to 1877
there were three controversies raging round
three lines of boundary continuous with. each
other—one from the Tippakadu to Rampur
Ford which had never been settled before, the second from Rampur Ford to the Yerramavan
tree on the Shigebetta slope settled by Dr. Cleghorn in 1859, and the third from the Yerrama-
van tree to the Kabani river further west, settled by Messrs. Fullerton and Vansomeren in
1866. Captain Cloete first made the mistake of supposing that the whole of the line from

Tippakadu to the Shigebetta tree had been

Enclosare No. 1, page 21, paragraphs 1 and 2. Enclosute  gottled by Dy, Cleghorn in 1859, but he sub-
:?50‘;’35’“36 #1, paragraph 2. Enclosure No. 23, pages sequently corrected himself ; and further in his

3 memorandum, dated 4th August 1876, he de-

scribes succinetly the different lines, paragraphs 1 to 11 being devoted to the tri-junction-
Rampur Ford line now under dispute and surveyed by him for the first time in accordance
with the Atlas sheet of 1833, paragraphs 12 to 30 to Dr. Cleghorn’s line from Rampur Ford to
the Shigebetta tree, and paragraphs 31 to 38 to Fullerton’s line irom the Shigebetta tree to
the Kabani river. The line from Tippakadu to Rampir had never been laid out before, the
survey was so difficult and the truct so un

Enclosure No. 9, pages 25 and 26. Enclosure No. 7, para lﬁz: lthy t:]}? : ?ere wasda?h unRS:emly Si])uabl;_tle
‘ R e ween the Iorest and the Revenue Depart.
ISRty 4 Eovlommcn No: 9, 0ng0 36, ments of Mysore as to whose duty it wgs to
assist the Madras party in the survey. Captain Cloete was anxious to finish the survey before
January when the jungle got unhealthy ; and wheu the Chief Commissioner directed Assistant
Conservator Mr. Jellicoe to Inspect and report upon the alternative lines claimed by Mysore
and Madras, this officer, who knew little of surveying and less of the loeality, would not wait
till March for the old boundary stones hidden in the rank grass to be exposed. Three old
men whom he sent for and questioned, dreading the jungle at that deadly season, denied all
knowledge of the stones which they had previously "declared did exist, another old man con-
tradicted his previous statement, and Mr, J ellicoe reported that the line surveyed by the Madras
Forest officers was in accordance with the Atlas

Enelosure No. 16, paragraph 3, page 31. Enclosure No.}o, sheet of 1833 and might be a.ccepted, The
2‘&%?;‘.‘3 No, 1%1:%2;7_2.7?%:?:::[81\;,6. 113 pﬁfgm';'ﬁ Chief Commissioner was not satisfied with this

4, page 27. Enclosure No. 16, paragraph/3, page 31. report, he would not humedly abandon the
* Enclosare No. 19, page 34. claims of Mysore, and directed *, on 6th April
1876, a fuller elucidation of the points in

Paragraph 13, page 11 of Mr. Ricketts’ report.

Fide Captain Cloete’s memorandum of 4th August 1876,
Pages 35 to 39 of printed file of enclosnres.
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dispute and the preparation of a sketch-map showing the alternative lines of boun dax as claimed

by Mysore and Madras. But so entirely was the official mind dominated by

e Rampur-

Shigebetta dispute that, in reply to the above requisition, gketch-map was submitted to the

Enclosare No. 21, page 34.
® Dr. Cleghorn's line.

Deputy Commissioner of Mysore in June 1876
(without a report), which brought out clearly
thealternative lines in dispute between *Shige-

betta and Rampur Ford, and even this sketch-map was not forwarded to the Chief Commis-
sioner, and_for a year and a half the Mysore authorities lost sight of the question altogether
the correspondence thenceforward and up to almost the beginning of 1878 dealing solely with
the boundary disputes to the west of Rampur Ford. In fact these latter disputes loom so
largely in the correspondence of those years, there was so much acrimonious wrangling round
Cleghorn’s and Fullerton’s lines between the Forest officers of Madras and Mysore, that it is
no wonder that even at this distance of time Messrs. Cherry and Rees, and following them
the Madras Board of Revenue, should fall into the error of supposing that the present dispute
has anything to do with Dr. Cleghorn’s line of 1859, except that the line now in dispute com-
mences at one end of the line laid down by Dr. Cleghorn in 1859,

6. On 12th October 1877 the Madras Government asked whether the demarcation of the

Enclosure No. 27, page 43, paragraph 1.

line may be accepted as final, the Superintend-
ent of the Madras Revenue Survey having
reported that there was no dispute regarding

it. The.allegatiou of absence of dispute referred to the concarrence of Mr. Jellicoe in January
1876 which had been repudiated by the Chief Commissioner and in respect of which the latter
had called for a report and a sketch showing the alternative lines in question with the result

Enclosure No. 28, page 43, Enclosure No. 29, page 43.
Paragraph 8 of Captain Cloete’s report, dated 13th Sep-
tember 1878, in Enclosure No. 30, page 66. Enclosure
No. 30 paragraph 1, page 56. Enclosure No. 30, page 57,
paragraph 4.

already noted. The previous history of the
line was not brought to the notice of the Chief
Commissioner, but even thus, he directed Sub-
Assistant Conservator Mr. Anthonyto report
on the line before accepting the demarcation
as final, Mr, Anthony reported he could not

make out the line ; the Madras Deputy Superintendeat Mr. Puckle retaliated by saying Mr.

Anthony did not know what he had to look for. Captain Cloete explained that only such
marks and clearings had been made as safficed for survey purposes, that he had laid down the
line three years before to the best of his ability from the old maps and the information avail-
able on the spot, after having vainly endeavoured to get a Mysore official to point out
* how the boundary ran through the trackless

Paragraph 7, page 8 of Mr. Ricketts’ report. forests on the borders.” The end of all this

Vide letter No. 58, dated 10th April 1890, from the Col-
lector of Nilgiris printed in Madras G.0., No. 356 of
22nd May 1890, page 8.

to pay half the demarcation charges when the
demarcation was actually effected. This
demarcation has not been effected up to date, the Collector of Nilgiris admits that the bound-
ary admitted to be correct in 1876 had never been finally demarcated on the ground, the
Madras Government entirely lost sight of the question for nearly twelve years, and the Board
of Revenue state that even after the lapse of the short period of three years Mr. Anthony was
unable in 1878 to trace Captain Cloete’s line,

and that it is probable that the latter’s marks
‘ and clearings have entirely disappeared. The
principal argument of the Madras Board of Revenue, which has been accepted by the Madras
Government is that the boundary was laid out by Dr. Cleghorn in 1859, and that as Dr.
Cleghorn was Conservator of Forests fo both the Governments, the Mysore Government is
t_ . estopped from questioning the correctness of
P S Slew mottsanp oY yIabui: Enclgsare No. 4} line. But Dr. Cleghorn never laid down
‘ ; the boundary. He never even went over the
disputed boundary. Captain Cloete did not purport (as indeed be could not have purported)
to find out Dr. Cleghorn’s line, and even as regards the real Cleghorn line from Rampur Ford
to the Shigebetta tree, a Commission had to sit nearly two decades after his settlement of
1859 to decide what was Dr. Cleghorn’s line, Dr. Cleghorn’s settlement of 1859 having itself

been a re-settlement of Tod and Stephen’s settlement of 1855. Similarly Fullerton’s li
1868 had to be re-settled eight years later. y Fullerton’s line of

Madras G.0., No. 8566, dated 22nd May 1890, page 8.

7. The Durbar are not in possession of the Madras G.0., No. 577, dated 28th Apr
quoted by the Board of Revenue, but they are in possession of the previous corre}s’;ﬁnégfgé
relating to Dr. Cleghorn’s settlement of 1859, which shows that the order quoted by the Board
of Revenue could refer only to the disputed boundary between Rampur Ford and Shigebetta.

8. Before concluding this portion of the subject, the Durbar would offer a few remarks

about the Tiramalpad of Nilambur who, it i

P § of Madras G.0., No. 1230, d poom hhweRofe
‘“"‘ms,‘;ﬁge R g !r;,s Endo;’gg:& go. ”bg';l: stated, would doubtless produce evidence in

dated 1ith July 1892, printed in the same page 13, 18vour of the Madras line of boundary, if

paragraph 3. necessary. It is admitted that he is vitally

interested in the question, more interested

was that the Mysore Government consented

wwu—aawz—,mﬂw-(»»-'-'¢--wv-,,_-‘.--—--.«-,_,,---»-—.-r - P e
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than the Madras Government, and it is noteworthy that he never attended the survey opera-

Memorandum, dated 4th August 1878, paragraph 9, page
36, of the printed file.

appear to be indifferent as to this boundary.”

Enclosure No. 13,.page 29,

tions of 1875-76. Captain Cloete says in this
connection—** No aid or information was
received from the Nilambur Tirnmalpad or his
agents ; though due warning was sent, they
It is further noteworthy from the reports of
Mr. Jellicoe in 1875 and Amildar Mr. Abdul
Khadar in 1876 that there was an, extensive
and surreptitious attempt to shift boundary

stones by people from the Nilambnr side so as to add to the Tirumalpad’s property, and during
all these years when, as Mr. Russell says, his department has been working the forests sonth of
the Madras Revenue Survey line, the Tiramalpad has never offered to produce the evidence
which, as a private proprietor, it was natural to expect himn to possess and to produce. With
13 square miles of forest at stake the Tirumalpad’s continued indifference is not accountable

in reason.
9. The philological argament advanced by

Paragraph 15, page 12 of Mr. Ricketts’ report.

Mr. Rees that the Vararai Katkamani of the
lease deed of 1863 is a natural development
of the Kara Kanavai of the Atlas sheet of
1833 is not based upon proper evidence, and
is not entitled to any weight.

10. The boundary line followed by Captain Cloete is absolutely inconsistent with the

Enclosure No. 46, paragraph 9, page i7.

® Superintendent, Survey of India, in charge of Madras
Forest Surveys.
Enclosure No. 46, page 75.

geographical features indicated in the Atlas
sheet which Captain Cloete professed to
follow ; and with regard to this portion of the
subject, the Durbar would only - refer to Colo-
nel * McCnllagh’s exhaustive treatment of this
question in his letter No. 249, dated 10th July

1898. This letter explains in full how the boundary of the Atlas sheet is more accurately
exhibited in the Topo Survey than the Madras Revenue Survey, and I am unwilling to weaken

its effect by reproducing the argnments nsed, an

d will solicit a careful study of the letter itself

which most strongly supports the Durbar’s claim.

11, There ean be no reasonable doubt that Mysore has always had possession and enjoyment
of the tract in dispute. Ancient boundary stones exist along the boundary claimed by Mysore.
The line of these stones, it is true, continues beyond the disputed boundary into the Nilgiri

district, but the State’s possession has actually

4+ Enclosure No. 40, page 72.
Enclosures Nos. 34 and 33, pages 60, 62. Enclosure
No. 32, page 58.

been restricted to the tract in dispute, at least

since the Atlas Survey of 1833. The state-
ment + of taluk boundary complied on 25th
May 1850 contains valuable evidence proving
the correctness of the boundary claimed, and
the official records of 1869 point to the same

conclusion.  Mr. Russell’s report No. 498, dated 11th December 1888, is important as showing
that the Durbar were exercising full rights of ownership so late as 1888, as indeed they still
continue to do notwithstanding the Madras Revenne Survey which, as already stated, has not
as yet been completed by a proper demarcation, and has never been acted upon.

12. Owing to the difficult nature of the country the southern boundary of the Province
has always been the scene of frequent and protracted boundary disputes, each section (accepted
by both sides) having been finally settled after more than one investigation by joint committees
extending over a number of years. The section from Tippakadu to the Rampur Ford, the
one now in dispute, is the most difficult of all, and when the Darbar fonnd that even the Madras
Board of Revenue fell into the error of supposing that the boundary in question was the one
settled by Dr. Cleghorn in 1839, they ordered a most careful investigation of the tract by com-
petent Forest Officers with the result that most valuable bvidence has been obtained in regard
%o the ancient line of boundary between Mysore and Malabar. This evidence is embodied “in

pages 65— 74 of the printed file.

13. Briefly stated, the present position of the guestion is as follows :—

There hos as yet been no binding settlement of the disputed boundary.
The line proposed by the Madras Revenue Suryey cannot (under the circumstances
explained in paragraph 5) be regarded as having been ascepted by the late Chief Commissioner

of Mysore in a way which can be binding upon the Du bar,
Following the indications of the old Atlas sheet of 1833, the correct boundary is as shown

in the Topo Survey map.

There is other strong evidence in support of this boundary.

. The State has always had actual possession of the trac
Government and the Nilambur Tirumalpad never exerciced therein any rights

ship.

t in dispute, and the Madras
of proprietor-
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14. Under such circumstances the Durbar are of opinion that, for the satisfactory settlement
of this question, it is necessary to appoint a Joint Committee to investigate the question on the
spot, and to pronounce a decision thereupon. ‘I'he Committee may consist of two members
nominated by the Madras Government and two by the Mysore Government, and the British

Resident : . : :
’ ;su:J Oe: may act as umpire should the members of the Committee be equally divided in

Order—Mis. No. 555, Revenue, dated 8th February 1896,

. The Board of Revenue will be requested to report the names of the officers whom
it would recommend for nomination as the Madras members of the proposed
Committee. '

(True Copy and Extract.)

(Signed)  E. GIBSOY,

Secretary to Government.
To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenae). k

Reap—again the following G.0., Mis, No. 1083, Revenue, dated 17th March 1896 : —

tead—the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenne (Land Re re
: ven
Mis. No. 265, dated 21st February 1896 (— W T

Read —G.0., Mis. No. 555, Revenue, dated 8th February 1896.

Resolution—Forest Mis. No. 265, dated 21st February 1896.

The Board would recommend, for nomination as the Madras '
. nd, > memb -
posed Committee, the Head Assistant Collector of Nilgiris for the timeell;seifgt,h:n%ma

Forest officer who will be deputed when it i :
commission is likely to meet.p S e o period. of -the year the

(True Copy and Extraet.)

(Signed) R. C. C. CARR,

Acting Se
To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department, g Secretary.

with enclosures returned.
Copy to the Collector of Nilgiris, through the Conservator

of Forests, Southern Circle.

Order—Mis. No. 1083, Revenue, dated 17th March 1896.

The Government considers that one of the officers nominated t

o represent Madras

on the proposed Committee should be the Collector, for the time being, of thw‘/ Ay

of the Nilgiris and that the other should be Mr. G. Ha istri
of South Malabar, If, however, from any cause it is fo?lﬁg(tiﬂ;hil])mtr 5
cannot l}e made available for the purpose intended, the Distri
time being, of the Nilgiris may i i '
necessary instruetions accordingly.

2. The following letter will be sent to the Res

% TForest Officer, for the
he Board will issue the

f (Signed)  E. GIBSON,

To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue) ‘\ Secreta.ry to Government,
with one copy of the report of the

of Fo Inspector-General

ts, Mysore, for record.
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Reap—again the following letter from E. GIBSON, Esq., Secretary to the Government
of Madras, Revenue Department, to the Resident in Mysore, dated 17th
March 1696, No. 1084.

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 5169, dated 31st
December 1895, regarding the boundary dispute between the Mysore State and
the Nilgiri district and to state, for your information and for communication to His
Highness the Maharajah’s Durbar, that His Excellency the Governor in Council
accepts the proposals therein referred to, viz., that an arbitration Committee composed
of two Mysore and two Madras members should be appointed to settle the dispute in
question, and that to secure finality both sides should be bound to accept as final the
decision of a majority of the Committee or if their votes are equally divided, of the
Resident. I am to add that His Execellency in Council has accordingly nominated the
Collector, for the time being, of the district of the Nilgiris and a Forest Officer to
represent Madras on the proposed Committee and am to request that the names of the
Mysore representatives as well as the time when and the place where the Committee
can conveniently meet may be duly intimated to this Government.

2. The maps forwarded with your letter are herewith returned.

Reap—again G.0., No. 2667, Revenue, dated 7th July 1897.

Aspsrracr.—Referring to the Board of Revenue for early remarks letter from the Resident
in Mysore stating that Colonels Grant and Campbell Walker have been nominated by the
Durbar to represent Mysore on the Committee for the settlement of a disputed portion of the
southern frontier of Mysore State.

Reap—again G.0., No. 3504, Revenue, dated 1st September 1896.

Asstracr.—Agreeing with the Board of Revenue in considering that it is preferable for the
Committee to discuss and draw up its report on the disputed boundary between the southern
frontier of Mysore and the Nilgiri-Wynaad.

Reap—again G.0., No. 3691, Revenue, dated 15th September 1896.

Asstract. —Communicating to the Board of Revenue letter from the Resident in Mysore
stating that there is no objection to the Committee, appointed to settie the disputed boundary
between the southern frontier of Mysore and the Nilgiri-Wynaad, discussing and drawing up

its report on the spot as proposed by the Madras Government.

Reap—again G.0., No. 3837, Revenue, dated 26th September 1896.

Asstract.—Ordering that the Resident in Mysore be addressed about postpoming the
meeting of the Committee appointed to settle the boundary dispute between the Mysore State
and the Nilgiri-Wynaad.

Reap—again G.0., No. 4073, Revenue, dated 10th October 1896.

AssTrAcT.—Ordering that a letter be despatched to the Resident in Mysore intimating that
the Forest officer Mr. J. Hadfield has been nominated t6 serve on the Committee appointed to
settle the disputed boundary between the Mysore State and the Nilgiri-Wynaad.

Reap—again G.0., No. 4475, Revenue, dated 11th November 1896.

AsBsTrACT.—Issuing instructions regarding the conduct of the settlement of the boundary
between the Nilgiri-Wynaad and Mysore.

Reap—again G.O., No. 4976, Revenue, dated 5th December 1896.

Asstract.—Informing the Mysore Durbar that there is no objection to the Mysore Forest
Departments collecting and holding in deposit the minor produce of thefrea lying between
Colonel Cloete’s and Colonel McCullagh’s lines pending the settlement of the dispute connected

with it.
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also the following letter from the Commissioners, Mysore-Nilgiri Boundary
Dispute, to the Secretary to Government, Revenue ent, dated
Ootacamund, 26th May 1897 :— tn mild

‘We have the honor to submit our decision on the Mysore-Nilgiri boundary
dispute referred to us in the marginally-*
(1) Mysore General Secretary’s letter No. noted papers. BID G < fov

2838—Ft. F.129-95 of 14th Septem- b gl T 4 ill- : §t'§t%§3

ber 1896. AEPIELE 4 &
(2) G.O., Mis. No. 1083, dated 17th March the Survey Descriptive Memoir *
1896. Malabar frontier, which is in a
¢ Ward-sad Contior’s! field-book of the Atlas, as distinetly and
unmistakably supporting the line of.
boundary shown in the latter. The Atlas is wrong in’ certain details, but it is not
materially wrong in its delineation of the boundary line. iwuiiol 4dk
3. The effect of our settlement is to aceept Colonel Cloete's line from the west to
Karakanavai ; thence to cut off a con-
+ Area roughly 2 square miles. siderable angle + where he seems to have
diverged from the proper line, this angle
being added to Mysore ; thence continuing along Colonel Cloete’s line till it joins
Colonel McCullagh’s line.
4. Holding these views, the Commission did not go into the question of
possession.
5. We beg to suggest that an officer deputed by each Government, accompanied
by a surveyor, go over the line now settled and permanently demarcate it with a
broad clearing and masonry pillars. :

— ved T80 A1 ©F

ENCLOSURE. ali ot vaalh

]‘_\'*1;‘.

Proceepings of the Boundary Commission appointed under G.0., Mis., No. 1083, dated 17th
March 1896, to investigate Mysore-Nilgiri boundary dispute, dated 25th May 1897.

The Commission met at Ootacamund on the 10th, 18th, 24th and 25th of May 1897.

_ After full discussion of the points mentioned in paragraph 13 of the Dewan’s letter to the
British Resident in Mysore, dated 9th September 1895, the following resolutions were unani-
mously agreed to :—

(1) That McCullagh’s line has been taken along the main stream which is shown in the
Atlas sheet from the word * ruins” (of Editerracottah in ruins) to a point half an inch north
%f {,]he last letter of the words  Esharun Pagoda” and about 4 miles to the north-east of
ellami.
(2) Resolved also that Colonel Cloete’s survey may be accepted from where it
Mavinahalla to where it joins Karakanavai. o i et
(3) That to the east the line should run as shown in that map of Colonel McOullagh
which has been signed by all members ¢f the Commission, till it reaches the Honnurhall.:gu’~
shown ; running down that river till it reaches the point of no dispute at A.
i In arriving at t.he above settlement the Commissioners have been wainly guided by the
original Survey Memoir by Messrs. Ward and Connor produced by the Madras Commissioners
the intention of which they believe is fairly represented by the line now adopted.

Orper—No. 466, Revenue, dated 17th June 1897.

Communicated to the Board of
Revenue.

. : : 2. The decision of the ( is-
sioners being final, the only question that has to be considered is what shouldclfemt;l(l:e'
to prevent a recurrence of disputes on the frontier now settled. The Commissioners
suggest that an officer deputed by each Government should go over the whole line and
permanently demarcate it with a broad clearing and masonry pillars. This suggestion
meets with the approval of His Excellency the Governor in Council who also

Miscellaneous.

—~— PO
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mareation should be borne by the t;)vo (governmen_ts
i : ortions. 1f His Highness the Maharajah’s Durbar agrees in
:g:c:;;l:g. wllri‘e:vqs‘,lagdf.rg (3. Douglas, the Disgtrict Forest-officer of the Nilgiris, will be
deputed to represent British interests at the time of the demarcation and a competent
surveyor should be found by the Superintendent, Madras Survey, to carry out the
work, the details as to the time and manner in which it should be undertaken being
left to be decided by Mr. Douglas and the officer that may be appointed by the Mysore

Durbar in direct communication with each other.
3. With reference to the penultimate paper read above, the Collector of the
Nilgiris will be requested to ascertain and report the approximate value of the forest
roduce which the Mysore authorities were allowed to collect and hold in deposit

pending the settlement of the dispute in question.

4. The following letter will be despatched to the Resident in Mysore.

(True Extract.)

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

considers that the cost of such de

To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue), with two maps.
,, the Superintendent, Madras Survey.

Copy to the Collector of the Nilgiris.

Exd, Bhaik Karim,

40_Copies.
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Letter, No. 467, 17th June 1897.

* ExpressiNa the willingness of the Madras Government to make amgeménts for the per-
‘manent demarcation of the Mysore-Nilgiri boundary line recently settled by the Commissioners
sinted for the purpose, and requesting to be furnished with the views of the Mysore Durbar
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REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Tue Hon’sLe Mr. G. STOKES, I.CS8,,
Acting Secretary to the Government of Madras,

or k Revenue Department,
To

Crpe Tee RESIDENT i1x MYSORE,
et IR : Dated Ootacamund, 17th June 1897.

- Big, ‘ :
~ Adverting to the Proceedings, dated 25th May 1897, of the Commissioners
- : appointed to settle the Mysore-Nilgiri
boundary dispute and to their letter dated
the 26th /dem forwarding the same, I am
A directed to address you on the subject of
~ the suggestion made by them that, to prevent future disputes, an officer deputed by
- each Government should go over the whole line now settled and permanently demar-
~ eate it with a broad clearing and masonry pillars. This suggestion, I am to say,
~ meets with the approval of His Excellency the Governor in Couneil, who also considers
1 ot ~ that the cost of such demarcation should be borne by the two Governments concerned ’
% ‘,,Jf o ~in equal proportions. If His Highness the Muharajah’s Durbar agrees in the above
S T‘.{"‘"q i 4 o ~ views, Mr. C. G. Douglas, the District Forest-officer of the Nilgiris, will be deputed to
0 ON e - represent British interests at the time of the demarcation, and His Excellency in
0 od B ' | ~ Council will also be prepared to send a competent surveyor to carry out the work.
Vs fuoda 15 sall a0l P3 L ~ The time and manner in which it should be undertaken may be left to be decided by
Hioqqs od LA LM % ‘Mr. Douglas and the officer that may be appointed by the Mysore Durbar in direct
pegi ) ”?_“1_3 I _ _ T  communication with each other. I am to request that the Durbar may be moved to
&1 SNBie ‘ i - consider the question and to communicate its views through you to this Government
| ’ - atan early date.

ribiod ‘/ s _ SR g .
DEREIE T ) SECs : o Do Miscellaneous.

1 have the honour to be,
Sir,
Your most obedient servant,
(Signed) G. STOKES,
Ag. Secretary to Government.

Exd. Shaik Karim.

25 Copi
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G.0., No. 244, 29th April 1898.

APRIL.

reported on in slternate years by the Nilgiri
requesting the Resident in Mysore to ascertain
the above proposal,

Nilgiri-Mysors Boundaty Line,

Ordering, with remarks, that the — as settled and demarcated shotld be inspected and

and Mysore Forest officers, respectively, and
if the Darbar has any objection to accepting



GOVERNMENT OF
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REVENUE DEPAR
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Reap—the following Proceedings of the Board of i ,
No. 75, dated 22nd Febru

Read—the following letter from C. G. DOUGL,

Nilgiris, and G. E. RICKETTS, Esq., A

Mysore on Special Duty, to the Secret:

- Revenue (through the Collector of Nilg
Southern Circle, Coimbatore), dated

No. 135-B. :— e

With reference to paragraph 2 of Government Order
17th June 1897, and to the letter from the Resident in Mysore
Government of Madras, Revenue Department, dated
which forms the subject of Government Order, No. |
1897, we have the honour to report the completion o
the Nilgiri-Mysore boundary as settled by the Boun
under Government Order, Mis. No. 1083, date
recorded in the first of the Government Orders }b@!g[ Lote

2. We enclose a map showing the line demarcated in eom
missioners’ award and showing also the boundary as origin
Cloete in 1875-76. For purposes of comparison we also ene
dated 25th May 1897 on which the Commissioners laid di

3. In its Proceedings, dated 25th May 1897, the B
its award as follows : —  AT-AT0 Pl

* * i 11w graitmahi S iieNg
«2. Resolved also that Colonel Cloete’s m"ﬂymyg 341
Mavinhalla to where it joins Karakanavai. b

« 3. That to the east the line should run as shown in hat il
has been signed by all members of the Commission, till it reae

O |

¥
B

running down that river till it reaches the point of no dispute 1 10 ' ‘;Lr-"._,‘ S
4. On the map of Colonel McCullagh referred é&’a OV [ 1

panies this report, the line is thus described. 17 1 RO

;f";l( L)

«D represents Colonel Cloete’s Karakanavai, Welt :
his Jirio 5 Bobeptéd: - From D' the lina shall be demamtodqfﬁp his|

5. Thus, working the line from .east to west, which :
did Colonel Cloete, the Commissioners’ award is defined by the
as shown on our map and on that of the Commmsxp”i& e
4 is the point of no dispute; between which and the ¢

halla aéxdl Mxi.yglr rivers, forming the old Nilgiri, Malabar:
where Colonel Cloete’s survey began, the boundar - Hnsolild

either side. it eo W
B is the point where the Commissioners’ award diverzes
Honnurhalla line and assumes a north-westerly direction s

C is a prominent point marking the line Wﬁ@ﬁtﬁg
D is the well-known Karakanavai, as shown by % ]
by Colonel Cloete but not by Colonel M"Cnllagh’. Dy the 1
Every hillman in the country side is familiar with m

Cip - T i o b Ja, B e b SREEEN

.
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E is a point we have added on Colonel Cloete’s accepted line west of D where
it takes an abrupt turn to the south on its way to the Mavinhalla.
Fis the point where Colonel Cloete’s line joins the Mavinhalla, also locally
known at this part on the British side as the ‘ Dodhalla.”
The points A and F, at either extremity of the Commissioners’ line, thus form
points of ¢ no dispute.”
6. It will simplify matters if we now explain by what means we satisfied
ourselves of the identity of the line now laid down with the boundary prescribed by

 the (Commissioners’ award.

Point A.—We had not much difficulty in verifying this. It is the point where
Colonel McCullagh’s Mavinhalla line, vide his map, strikes Colonel Cloete’s Honnur-
halla line and the spot is marked by a ridge running down to the Honnurhalla from
the sources of the Mavinhalla. It is also marked by the Mysore fire line which by
special agreement on both sides has, for some years past, followed Colonel McCullagh’E
boundary. The fire line was unmistakeable and was shown to us by Mr. B. Streeni-
vasa Row, Sub-Assistant Conservator, in charge of the range. We further verified
the point by measurements up and down the Honnurhalla to streams shown in Colonel
McCullagh’s map as tributaries the result in each case corresponding exactly with the
distance given on the map, the topography of which we may here say, once for all,
we found throughout unimpeachable. i

Point B.—This we fixed by measurement from A and found the distance in
exact agreement with that given on Colonel MeCullagh’s map sigued by the Commis-
sioners. We confirmed the position by a stream which as shown on that map here
enters the Honnurhalla from the westward and bisects the circle by which the Com-
missioners indicate this point.

Point C.—We ascertained this by bearings and distances taken from the Com-
missioners’ map. These followed up on the ground by chain and plane table led us
exactly to point C which our surveyors were able to verify further by means of
bearings taken of its position with reference to Gopalswamibetta and other important
topographical points in Colonel McCullagh’s map. ,

Point D.—This, as said above, is an already well-known point and was very
clearly marked by Colonel Cloete in 1874-75 by a large flat stone and this point we
fetched by following a line practically identical with that laid down on the Commis-
sioners’ map on which however the Kanovai is not shown by Colonel McCullagh who,
it is understood, was not aware of its existence at tke time of his survey.

7. Having reached D we found it impossible to continue the line from so great
a distance as our camp on the Honnurhalla and we therefore eame round v»/d Bandipur
Mudumalai and Benne and pitched camp not far from where we hoped to pick up the;
other end of Colonel Cloete’s line to the westward where it foins the Mavinhalla,

Point E.—We wer. now working from west to east and had to find F before
we could fix E, but having accomplished that we had no further difficulty as we had
only to follow Colonel Cloete’s stones, and we fixed point E at one of these on the
spot where it is shown on our map. = gl

Point F.—This point gave us more trouble than any of the others owing to the
unaccountable reticence of our Jain Kurumbar guide, who, however, as we afterwards
discovered, knew the whole line from the Mavinhalla to Karakanavai, as did also the
Berambadi Kurumbars on the Mysore side. In paragraph 7 of his deseriptive memo-
randum, dated 4th August 1876, vide Government Order, No. 2132, dated 22nd
December 1876, Colonel Cloete describes this point as being %1 miles from the
junction of the Maragathe Tode with the ¢ Dodhalla ” or Mavinhalla.. This junetion
we found easily. As will be seen from our map, it is the Mysore-Nilgiri and
Malabar trijunction, but though we searched the banks of the Mavinhalla on both
sides carefully for the distance stated, we could find no sign of the point F and our
hill people would not help us. Next day we made straight across country for the
place where we left off the day before and our Kurumbars, perhaps because they saw
we meant business, took us at once to the Sipan tode or *‘ Sipangadde ” and showed
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it to last, displayed the most praise worthy ener

: : got thwm as
serious difficulty, but there the trouble began and at times
" we should ever succeed in conve: g them to_the :

 they are abont as good and durat

S PO A . D

i

us ‘where the first stone should be and there we fo(nidl!:t Wﬁmée‘ﬁjﬁ:‘g\d g;ﬂ!e% :téz:
with the ¢ Dodhalla ™ or Mavinhalla just about ‘the distance from <o
stated by Colonel Cloete. There Was 00 TOOT for dwb-tél g:te l&xﬂ‘w

followed the main stream (Mavinhalla) eastward, Colonel £ Li
S(;p::tode north-east and we had only to follow the pointers on to l&d
another with ¢ M ” and “ N * clearly cut on it and, still Wﬁ.ﬂ ‘reached the
stone where we have fixed point E, whence the l{lioufoﬂd“; t

Karakanaval. shigad; Bl hrd i
8. Survey and Demarcation.—Our instructions wei'e{"tff go’o’c'&‘ the whole line,

that is, the disputed porticn settled by the Com';nm1oﬂ’o!_ '1%7, and WY %;;n]l;
« broad clearing and masonry pillars. We bave cleared 2 lie of 33 feet MMM e
which no one who re-visits it can possibly mistake, and as it is understood that 'S

form the basis of the future Mysore fire line, the;eis a guarantee ¢L u&whb':;pt
permanently open. We found <t masonry pillars ‘quite “M icable re

was not time to make a reference, we docided to substitute ’ngmte,

18 inches broad and about 8 or nine inches thick. Theeevﬂiﬂr]nm > |
and stand about 4 feet above the ground. On one side is cut «Nilgiris ” and on

he other ¢ Mysore,” while along the top is cut «1897 7, They are 8O pheed of
fmurse as to it?dicat’e the direction of the line from mfmﬂ%nmmﬁﬂg fixed
close to survey stones at each of the points aA‘,éB,&G,jDﬂM.“ add!ﬁ” on to this, thef
points B, C, D are marked by the Mysore Revenue Survey %ﬁmﬂ o
turf and stone measuring about g fee:f X 3 feet I)( mmd : p and
down the course of the line; these are paired ar : ,
recommended the demarcation of the D, C, B line only, but WHW added
% and F to make the line from Karakanavai to the ] e
ground. From the Nilgiri trijunction on the east up to A, where the line is water
marked by the Kakanhulla and Honnurhalla streams and has wmoreover never
{nder dispute, we made 1o clearing, nor did we clear from A to
follows the Honnurhalla and has, moreover, been
westwards and southwards we did not clear the bo
streams and has been accepted, but we have erected
ints. Survey operations were confined to
from D to F the boundary has already been surveyed and th
connected with the accepted portions of the old one.

9. General remarks —The country through .1.;_‘ i
has, more than once, been referred to in the yoluminous corre

difficulties were the want of labour and
scanty and expensive and had far to come.
much discomfort. Mr. D’Lima, Head Surveyor,
return to Ootacamund before we finished, as he was_compiete y P
e, however, stuck to his work manfully until point D was reached.
Bheemaji, Mysore Revenue Surveyor, deserves favourable mes tion for 1!
in which, though an elderly man, he persevered till his services were
He too suffered much from fever. Mr. Streenivasa Iyengar, Surve 0
Department, rendered invaluable service. He saw the wor

gave us some trouble. To set up masonry pillars s in_that cov
available would have prolonged o%n_:tmqs mdggpixt,é&“ A
pillars prepared at Gundulpet. We
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10. The services of the Mysore elephants were invaluable, but for them, perhaps,
the work could not have been completed this year, certainly not before the most
unhealthy season set in.

11. On a previous occasion in connection with this boundary, it was ordered that
the District Forest-officer, Nilgiris, should inspect and report annually upon it after its
permanent demarcation. This, however, was overlooked and the order has not on this
occasion been repeated. We venture {0 submit that such an inspection wouyld be by
no means superfluous as the boundary lies in a distant part of the forest not likely to
be regularly visited. We therefore suggest for consideration whether it would not be
well to arrange that the boundary as now settled and demarcated be inspected and
reported upon in alternate years by the Nilgiri and Mysore Forest-officers, respectively,
it being distinctly understood that no controversial matters should be revived but that
report should be ‘made to the effect that the line now laid down from A to F has been
inspected and found open and in good order or otherwise.

12. An account of all expenditure is in course of preparation and will be sub-
mitted as soon as possible.

P

Endorsement by . A. STUART, Esq., Acting Collector of Nilgiris, dated 24th
January 1898, Ref. on Cur. No. 135-B.

Forwarded.

9. The demarcation has been carried out most successfully and a long pending
dispute has at last been settled.

3. Mr. Douglas has been put to heavy expenditure in connection with this special
duty and it 18 recommended that he be granted a depatation allowance.

Endorsement by the Conservator of Forests, Southern Circle, dated Coimbatore, 12th
February 1898, No. 3108.°

Forwarded.

1t is satisfactory, as the Collector remarks, that “a long pending dispute has at
last been settled.”

9. T hardly see the necessity for the proposed special annual inspection of this
settled boundary as it has now been demarcated and surveyed, and will fall in with
the rest of the Mysore boundary in that neighbourhood.

Resolution—Forest No. 75, dated 22nd Februﬁry 1898.

Submitted to Government.

" 9 Tn its order No. 466, dated 17th June 1897, the Government accepted the
suggestions of {he Commissioners appointed in canneetion with the Mysore-Nilgiri
boundary dispute, that the boundary line as settled by them should be permanently
demarcated with a broad clearing and masonry pillars. The work was to be carried out
by a surveyor to be deputed by the Superintendent, Madras Survey, the details being
decided by Messrs. C. G. Douglas and G. E: Ricketts, representing the interests of the
Madras Government and the Mysore Durbar respectively.

3. The paper read above contains the joint report of these two officers on the
completion of the work in question. The line of the boundary adopted follows that
settled by the Boundary Commissioners, but while the clearing of the line has been
effected, 1t has not been found practicable to construct masonry pillars in pursuance
of the suggestion of the Commissioners. Pillars of dressed granite are reported to
have been fixed instead in such a manner as to indicate the direction of the line from
point to point. :
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7 " 4. Tn paragraph 11 of the joint repo &bmw 7 K |
§ settled and!:emartgted should be inspe‘ohz’ and r d on in altert Cars JePeaty ‘ RESIDENT IN MYSORE. | . X
¥ Nilgiri and Mysore Forest officers respectively. 1In his su; S ig o
;’ EE : refer to the direction given in Government Order, No. 118 J 8. | . :
¥ & l

The Conservator states that, in his opinion, such an
$3 the Board agrees with Messrs. Douglas and Ricketts

R

. yevive the rule regarding periodieal inspections. The p
or damaged in various ways, and the cleared line is apt to be
render the discovery of the pillars difficlt. It is ‘however obse
boundary from B to D will probably ¢ form ti M'Qf\ It
and as the joint report indicates, this will provide a guaran
permanently open. :
5. The Board notes that the officers and subordinates
and important work of survey and demarcation have pe
well, and the work has been accomplished with great ex
granting Mr. Douglas a deputation allowance is raised in
but it has since formed the subject of a separate communic
to Government very shortly. it f

(True Copy and Exm i
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The Government of Fort St. George.
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To the Secre to Government, Revenue Dapa.rim 35 ey
i with two .ketoh-mt’pfh be r

Bt k% I

OnpEs—No. 244, Revente, dated 20th April 1898,

Miscellaneous. | B ok
demarcated should, as suggested by Messrs. Douﬂu.” nd I
reported on in alternate years by the Nilgiri and ysore For
The Resident in Mysore will accordingly be requested to
any objection to accepting the above pro SR
9. The Government also agrees with the Board of
surveying and demarcating the boundary line has been d
by the officers and subordinates concerned. L el

; Letter, No. 245, 29th April 1898.

. tar

APRIL,

1 : ‘ 3. The following letter will be despatched to the Resident i L
(True Extract.) 2

To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenne),
_ il with two sketch maps returned.

.

InroruiNG the Resident in Mysore of the completi .

=28 fysore pletion of the survey and d i

'tI:Tcllgzl?-Myiore ‘boundaty, and inquiring whether the Mysore Darb)a:rarllxas ?\l::l;r?;?}::ﬁ?)iﬂ;:
cepting the suggestion of Messrs. Douglas and Ricketts that the boundary »s now sLtt]ed and

demarcated shonld be inspected : . 3. 1
B ot oo “:l];e.ao ed and reported ou in alternate years by the Nilgin and Mysore
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REVENUE DEPARTMENT. .
'3 From
Tee Hon’sLe Mr. G. S, FORBES, I.CS8.,
Acting Secretary to the Government of Madras,
To

Tae RESIDENT IN MYSORE,

Dated Ootacamund, 29tk April 1898.
Bir,

Adverting to the correspondence ending with your letter, No. 4243, dated 11th
October 1897, on the subject of the
demarcation of the boundary between
Mysore and N ilgiri-Wynaad, I am
directed to state that the officers deputed
for the work, Messrs. C. G. Douglas and R. E. Ricketts, have, in a joint letter
addressed to the Secretary to the Commissioners of Land Revenue, dated the 13th
December 1897, reported the completion of the survey and dema.rcatiop of the boundary.
It appears that it has not been found practicable to put up masonry pillars as suggested
by the Commissioners who settled the line, and that pillars of dressed granite have been
fixed instead so as to indicate the direction of the line from point to point.

2. In their joint report, Messrs. Douglas and Ricketts have suggested that the
boundary as now settled and demarcated should be inspected and reported on in alter-
nate years by the Nilgiri and Mysore Forest officers, respectively. This suggestion
commends itself to His Excellency the Governor in Council, and I am to inquire if
the Mysore Darbar has any objection to accepting 1t. A copy of the marginally-noted

Proceedings of this Government in which
G.0., No. 244, Revenne, dated 29th April 1898. gype embodied the joint report of Messrs.

Douglas and Ricketts, and the resolutions
of the Board of Revenue thereon, is herewith enclosed for your information.

Miscellaneous.

I have the honour to be,

_Sir,
Your most obedient servant,
(Signed) G. S. FORBES,

Ag. Secretary to Government.

20 Copies.
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE MADRAS GOVERNME.NT‘

Rrap the following paper :—

Letter from the Resident .in Mysore, No. 3058, aated 23ra
*  June 1898:-
In/reply to your letter No. 245 Revenue, dated
the 29th Apr{{ last, regarding the demarcation of the boundi
~ary between Mysore and Nilgiri Wynaad, I haye'the honour

to state that the Mysore durbar agree to the boundary line

as now settled, being inspected ana reported on in alter-

nate years by the Nilgiri and Mysore Forest Officers, res-

pectively.

- ORDER thereon, No. 2839 Mis., dated Sth‘July 1898ﬂ

Communlcated to the Board of Kevenue in continu
~tion of G.0. No. 244 datsa 29th April 1898, -

“(Trye. Extract) , .
%Secretary to Governmen't..;fghj

"To the Board of Revenue, Lang Revenue.
)

'Political‘Department "with copies of \

G.0s. 4687 4/ 17/6/97 & 244-5 4/ 29/4/98
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