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“*¢ South Canara, must Bombay, thorofore, be transferred to that district 1

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Depariment,
15th December 18686,

L 4

No. 268.  Read the following letter from the Chief Socretury to Government,
Bombay, (Revenue Department), to the Secretary to the Government of
Madras, dated Bombay Castle, 23rd November 1866, No. 4,350 :—.

In reply to your letter No. 2,393, dated the 7th September 1866, I gm directed
to forward copies of the reports noted

Report by the First AssistantCollector in charge, . . .
Casara, No.3.142, dated the 1lth Octoben. iD the margin, and to state that His

1866, with acoompaniments. Excellency the Governor in Council

n‘:i’:;::’ g‘;‘f’g;‘,ﬁiﬁ% .S ";S{Vf:’::bi:; concurs in the viows therein expressed,
18686. ' and is of opinion that the boundary
recently decided on by Messrs. Sewell and

Watt should be adhered to.

Beport by the Firat Assistant Collector, in cAargs, Canara, dated Karwar, 11¢tA October
1866, No. 2,142.

1. Ia reply to the above reforence, the Acting First Assistant Collector, in charge, North
Canara, bas the bonor to submit the following réport.

2. It is with great deference that the Assistant Collector submits his opinion that the change
proposed by Mr. Cadell is, even on the grounds stated by that gentleman, unnecessary, and on
other grounds, which he omitted to notice, very objectionable ; and the reasons for this opinion will
be found in the following remarks addressed by the Assistant Collector to Mr. Shaw Stewart,
Collector of Canara, on duty at Dbharwar, immediately on receipt of these papers—

« Remarks on Mr. Cadell's letter No. 134, dated 20th July.

I. * Paragraph 7.—I do not see the force of this objection to the boundary ; the two Presi-
«s dencies are not more likely to encroach on each other's territory than two talooks would be ; I
« am st 8 loss to understand why the nature of a boundary should be affected by the nature of the
¢ jurisdiction on either side of it.

IL * Paragraph 14.—Third Reason.—Ido not seo how this can affect the question of boundary,
ss for our Courts are as competont to decide questions of succession according to the custom of one
o caste as sccording to the custom of another ; we do not compel all castes to adopt our law of
¢+ quccession. Moreover, the number of families following the ** Allea Santana’ rule in the Bhat-
¢« kul Mshal is only ten.

«* The argumont about the language is inspplicable, for in North Canara too Canarese is the
*¢ language of all our Courts and Cutcherries. .

1II. ** Fourth Reason.—It is an error to suppose that the Assistant in charge, Honore
*¢ Talook, is permanently residentat Sircy ; be lives ss much at Honore as there, and travels
** constantly all over his districts. Bhutkul again is only twenty-five miles from Honore, wheroas
*¢ it is thirty from Cundapoor. The charge too of the Second Assistant is very small as compared
« with the charges of Officers of the same grade in other districts of this Presidency. Moreover,
*¢ in caso of transfer, the Bhutkul people will have to go one hundred miles to tho Court at Mangs-
*¢ lore, whereas now they have only seventy to go to Karwar. ..

IV. * Fifth Roason.—If the fact that these Navayets trade with Bellary, &c., is & reason
* why Bhutkul should be transfcrred to Madras, the fact that they trade also to Bombay is s reason
“ why it should remain uader this Presidency.

V. ** Sixth Roason.—This appears to me an extraordinary reason for transferring the town
“ o South Canars. What necessity is there for selling the catechu contfact to s resident of
* DBhutkul ! Suppose s Bombay Soucar thought it worth his while to buy thé catechu oontract in

VL ** Paragraph 16.—I am unable to understand how the transfer of this Mabal to South
* Canara should save the freight on saly imported from Bombay. There is no reason why the
** people of South Canara ahould'ot pow purchase salt from the pans at Sfr.lly, Bailoor, and
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- In returnng the correspondence; Mr; S s L .
Memorandum :(— po r- Stewart exprewsed Bisomn Opinion in the following
** Tam very much obliged to My, Thelwall f i Vot
. ) . of sending me the pa with .
. d rect . . i Papers connceted with \ ‘o~ -
propuscd rectification of frouticr with South Canans, and, in returning thern, I beg to "pm.\m;

Proceedings of the Madras Gonernment, Revenue Department
15th December 1866,

** Bbutkul, instead of fetching it from Bombay. These are, bowever unim i
’ ’ » portant pan y od
* only about 18,343 Maunds per annum. PHss. proficiog

** This much in answer to Mr. Cadell's argumenta in favor of the tranafer he proposes.

.« VIL . On the other side of the question I would urge, first, that this conatant transfer and
. :}e-tnns!‘er of di::lricu is & great grievance to the people, destroys
** Government, and disturbs all their laws and customs ; snd that th iv i

** the world should not be subjected to these sudden and frequent c:::;:: ::::;:'::‘v‘: P':{‘lc -
. Kr?nudn, and such » ground, I submit, has not yet been shewn in the present case Q“Zd. r:ng
** this change would be quite as distasteful to the Wurgdars of Honore many of wh;) ~l Id lt n
‘“ on the other side of the river, as the smallor change originslly. proposed coull,:l ':. to.n:’
o W.urgdm of South Canara; and that it would cause great inconvenience to the Villa~ vt
s er.lee, Huldepoor, and other places on this side of the rivcr, who get leaves, &e., f l ‘o"'. o
. .thexr lands from the Gairsupps forests on the other side, and who would nece'su "'I °;  iovalnns
‘“in endless disputes if that bank of the river Passed under o different tdminintnt:m’ " fovolved

** 1 am of opinion that the boundary recomm .
ended by Mesars. Sewel] and Watt o
T i ] . l
" .::,;m:l ub:h. ::: w;nch 1nvolves least change ; but if there be insuperable objection:ut: -
) ci b an y. . would recommend the adoption of the Sunkada Goondes st 'm
crosses the whole district from the ghauts to the seq. The adoption of this rive .h;‘ o
F wWou ncce

¥ full aescat to the remarks in Mr, Thelwall's, draftremarks, and to add the following obacrvation
. 8 (=

1. “ Before any portion of Canars was transferred |

:: 181.0, divided the lnrgo Collectorate of Canara inzon:jo‘éoﬁ:::z;e:bo.:;mf:emmcnt. in

.luPPOled that the .dnfn.o? then effected was a fair one. For reasons t.lnt I bav 7 o roasonally
** to understand, this division was not adbered to when the transfer to Bombs e never been alle
** Cundapoor Talook, by far the largest and richest of those in the North c.: was made, but the
*divided in 1860, was excepted from North Canara, and added to South Cln Collectorate, as
“ however, very undesirable to make the difference between the two Coll cctorate “:‘l"l‘ It appears,
« re-transfer of additional territory without very cogent reasons, which do not ;:; greater by tlto
* ovident that as the revenue of Cundapoor, with the portion of Honore “'ot.nk p l:k, exist It ig
“ Rupees 3,32,000, the difference between the two Collectorates in regard to r:' c::; l'n;;u::.:;

¢
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- Proceedinas of the Madras Goverament, Reoenué Department,
15¢th December 1866.

* the difference that existed at the time of the division by the Madras Government itself by twice
“ that sum, or Rupees 6,64,000.
2. ** Itis quite true that the main object of the transfer of North Canars to Bombay was, as
* gtated by Mr. Cadell, the improvement of the cotton traffic betwoen the Southern Alahratta country
** and Bombay. - But that transfer having boen dotermined on, it was no less necessary to arrange
** the districts in sach & way as to admit of their being eficiontly administrated, and as North Canara
*¢ could not bave been manazed as a Sub-Collectorate undsr any aljaccat Bombay District, it was
** necessary to transfer sufficient territory to form s charge large enough for a separate Judze and
** Collector, and this necessity still exists in as much force as ever. Ifthe argument put forward
* by Mr. Cadecll, that the portioa of North Caaara, south of the Ilonore river, is not essential for
*¢ the purposes of tho cotton trade, is to be allowed woight, it will apply to a much greator propor-
*¢ tion of North Canara than that which he proposes to re-transfcr, as there can bo no question that
¢ tho efforts of the Bombay Government Lave beea and will be chicfly, if not solely, directed to the
* improvement of communications in the extreme north of the district, and that the great cotton
** road through Sircy to Coompta remains in the same state as it was undor the Madras Govern-
* ment as well as the port of Coompta itsolf, until that line is gradually superseled by Karwar.
¢ Mr. Cadcll might, thorefore, uso this argumont as a ground fur claiming the Sircy and Coompta
¢t Talooks, as well as the small portion of the lLlonore Talook which would be left if his propossl
* were adopted, and tho Bombay portion of Canars would thus be reduced to the three talooks of
o and Karwar,
SO;N"‘Y:?;,:::e deference to those who think otherwise, it scems to me that no boundary can
* be 8> incoavenicat botween two jurislictions however extensive, or however petty, as a navigable
e piver. Desorts and mountainous chaias are excellent bouadaries, but a navigable river, with a
** teeming population livinZ ou it, is quite the reverse. The Gairsuppa or llonore river is navigable
ot for almost the whole of that portion of its course that would becowe a Talook, a Zillah, and »
*¢ Presidency boundary, if Mr. Cadell's proposal is adopted. Whereas it is not navizable where it
** forms, above the ghauts for & few miles, the boundary betwecn North Canara and Mysore. The
** floating of timber, the trade in silt, the management of ferries, the rights of allurium and dilu-
*¢ yium would all lcad to inouncgable conflicts of jurisdiction. Take the instance of Caaara itself,
** and it will be seen that none of its navigable
** rivers have ever, 8o fur as [ know, been made
** the boundaries botween talooks; and extending
*¢ our observation to intornational fronticrs, we
** find that the Rhine, the Rhone, the Indus, and

Redarhirgnr rives,
Guagawally
Indree ”"
Howore ”»

Cueds »
llnpm "

*‘ many othor navigable rivers bave always been

** rejocted as boundary lines. The Map of France in dcpartments is especially interesting in this
*¢ respect, aa the boundarics of the departments would naturally be fixed in the most convenient
¢ manner, irrespective of old landmarks. It will be observed that, with the exception of the
* Rhonc, none of the navigable rivers in France are used as the bouudary of any of the depart-
* ments. I canoot imagine any boundary betweca North aud South Canara so inconvenient, and
*s g0 certain to lead to constant disputos as the IIunore river, aad I am sure Mr. Cudell would
** agreo with me if he saw the river, and knew the people on its banks. .

4. ¢ Ishouldlike the Government of Bombay to see the correspondcace thathas passed between
« meand the Collector of South Canara regarding the land dispute which has led to this discassion. It
« will be seen that it commenced sowme ten years ago, while North and South Canara were under one
*¢ Collector, and arose from a dispute between two landowncrs, one of whom (a Ilindoo) lirc.d in the
** Cuandapoor Talook, and the other (s Mahomedan) lived in the Houoore Talook. Bofh c'l.nmed as
“ part of their respective estates a small portion of waste but culturable land, and their dx.spuu was
* gettled in favor of the ITonore landowner by Mr. C. N. Pochin, who was then, I think, Sub-
*¢ Collector. An sppeal from his decision was made to the Principal Collector at Mangalore aad
“ remained undecided in 1850, when the Collectorate was divided into N?rth and South Canara,
“ It ought thea to have been transforred for disposal to the Collector of North Canara, but seoms
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department
15th December 1866. '

\ .
s to have been lost sight of. After North Canara, minus Cundapoor, was transferred to Bom- -

~ *“ bay, the Collectorof South Canara seems_to have resumed actiqu—im the “matter, but as 1
T clearly'poi'!‘fj‘_ out, the Sub-Collector’s decision ht-ving‘cd the land in uen;onuto.:b :
- * Honore Talook, and that decision being still in force, though appealed lgainlt:& the ti ;‘
" st transfor, the land in dispute clearly belongs to Bombay and to the District of North C e !
.: the C.ol.loctor' ?r Judge of which district alone it devolves to hear the appeal 3, :;‘“?; .
" rr;'oc!:;n :: dccision, :d ::o dlccxgo the dispute between the rival landowners. If the Csoll::tor :;"'
or anara or the Civil Court of that Zil in’ isi )

** landlord will get the land, and hold it oader H:n.:rete:;” i.f :(:-“Pn::: ;tdecmon, ‘130 Hind?o

*¢ a8 they ought (theoretically) now to be. » matiers will remain

‘5. ‘' The ** Alugudday'’ boundary was, if I romember ri F

:: State, because it was the shortest possille, being lituau‘drntn tﬁ:h:.p:?::) ‘::e:: :: * : ocretary ?f
N gg l‘lPP“’“b“ nearest (o tho acs. It u about one-third of the length of thoolin?Otlr: t“M \
) el recommcnds, and I am confident that if the South Canara authorities would e (b
" pending appesl to the Collector of North Canara, and it were disposed of b t: ¢ o;m.rer the
) ;;:o two ;r three mxlel- of :lxlputed boundary were once settled by an suth:rit:tivo oen aad if
cssrs. Sewell and Watt's proposal or otherwise, there woald mever be a cau S:Pl;t:'d of

ol dispute

** between the two juriadictions; and I am e )
t qually confident th i .
‘¢ boundary would lead to numerous conflicts of jurisdiction  the adoption of the flonors riv‘ég..‘.

8. ‘“Itienot & fair comparison to look o North and South Canara \\

in respect to ares.
th Canara, it should
not less than three

'*Though North Canara may be some 700
‘ 3 or 800 square miles lar
. **not bo furgottca that the uncultivated forest tracts in Nonlf ‘:;.u'“' -
+ ¢ or fuur times the size of those in South Canara. e

-
-

7. **Ifit were not that I am most anxious 17 bo
** movere,” I should long 8go have urged, and I think with
* Cundapoor Talook under North Canara, as originallya
¢ 1840, and I cannot belp thinking that two at least of lil)r Cadell’

s gtrongly, in favor of that arrangoment. For a Bhutkul.ma cl: viog
Y cn,.,.t;poorio qu{to_u good a roason for placing Cundapoor . dwm
f4 . - < is subject, anfor placing Bhutkul under the Collector to ::ox:f”

i '.‘- :;:n::::::g ::;d:; by the Director General of the Post Office in Ind; bli i
. y the ovemu.xent of Madras, when it also had to mak p r'e?‘m (L e it doms,
: e ?f the pubh? srvice, soemn b boint to (b ot : & division of Canara for the
- poor under l\?r.th Csn'us. As 1 said before, however thou:lt"g:i e aining Canda.
change, as exciting feelings of uncertainty among the people' are inx:h,::;l‘“ of sother
s are, ves, 8o great as to

oxcept for tho‘ mo:t urgent and insuperable

gmo':;d by the principle of * quieta nom
£0od reason, the advantage of placing the -

a30n9 tell equally, if not more 'l
g, rented the catechn farm of !
he Collector to whom Bhutkul
Cundapoor is subject, and the"

‘¢ reasons.
8. * I would add to the above remarks, one that I mentioned j
L

+* }r. Cadcll some time ago. The boundary Le :
e proposes, if sanct; e
:: for us to arrange our talooks in North Canara. The portio: :;n::; 'l’;u]d e very diffeuls
**be .too much to add to 'the already extensive Coompta Talvok, and too n: !;;"0 Talook left would
¢t while the Mamlutdar in charge of it would be at the exlre'mo corier o.f b‘i.:r;"tcf"anu talook
istrict, instead of

*¢ being as now most ccutrally posted, and at the same time ;
. . , me it
1+ g size that seems to me inordinatcly large and inconveniclnt‘:?uld ek the Condapaor Tulook of

4. Tho Assistant Collector would add, with ref:
. . ¢ ’ erence to grap . .
] u?ted: that he has since received 8 petition from certain lmdl:l:en b 7 of his remarks aboye
which is appended,) prayiag that either their lands south of he Sk " ﬂ.onore, (translation of
ferred, or else the whole talook may be transferred at the oti rawatte river may not Ls tp.gs.’
same §; :

i:di:ou:dtho {ee]i:: olfd‘he :”vle. and may lend emphasis to the r::::.mu:‘lt.:l::i;a:3 m“? '“séi;nd,
the boundary we should make no change which is not absolutel 'on that in settling
J necessary ; and as the

fixed by Mesars. Sewell and Watt makes exactly the necessary chan boundary

Collector would the more earnestly recommend that this line lbonld‘:..:: n; ::on. the Assistant
opted. -

8 demi-official lctter to
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, Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Depariment,
c 15th December 1866

6. The Assistant Collector begs to observe further, with reference to Mr. Cadcll’'s 5th para-
graph, that Mr. Cadell bas not stated the nature of the * grave and serious objections’’ to an
artificial boundary betwcen two Governments, and that even if such an objection be admitted in
the case of two mutually foreign Governwents, it will not apply in the case of two branches of
the same Govornment. _ )

6. Copics of Mr. Stewart’s letter to the Collector of South Canara, about the disputed land,
are forwarded berewith, as suggested in bLis ¢th paragraph, but no replies bave been received from
Mr, Cadell. ,

7. In conclusion the Assistant Collector would respectfully urge upon the attention of
Government the desirability of & speedy settlement of this question, as until it is determined, the
minds of the people are unsettled, snd property must suffer in consequence.

"(Signed) F.TUELWALL,
. 1st Assistant Collector, in charge, Canara.

P. S.—Since writing the above, 1 have received anocher petition (translation of which is also

appended) from some of the people of Honore, praying that no chango may be made.

Trs slation of s Petition from DEVAPPA and 41 others, inbabitants of Honore, of the Canars
Collectorate, to F. TIHELWALL, Esq., First Assistant Collector, in charge, Canara, dated
25th September 1860.
S 1. IHaving heard of s reference to you, for report, by the Government of Bombay on the
. subject of the transfer to the Government of Madras of that portion of the 1Honore Talook which
lies beyond the Shuraoty river, we beg to petition you as follows. .
2. We beg to state that serious hardships will be occasioned to us by the Shuraoty river being
fized as the future boundary of the two Governments, as our lands lie on both sidcs of the river.
3. This boandary will result in a division of our property lying oa both sidos of the river.

4. Desides this, people will havo to travel to Maugalore to conduct their Civil and Reveaue
business with the Collector and Judge, and this, we submit, shall subjoct us to needless trouble.

5.
Courts at llonore, and Government are not likely to maintain these offices in both places.

6. We are, thercfore,

up to the Budney should be made over to the Madras Government, or else no part of it. Neither

of these courses will interfere with our occupancy rights and our land asscssment, and tho prescnt -

Courts will remain as they are.
7. As grest inconvenience will result from the contemplated transfer of half of the talook

to the Madras Government, wo respectfully beg that & translation of our petition hereto attached
may be submitted, with your kind recommendation, for the favorable consideration of Government,
so that we may remain in pexce.
(Signed) F. TH ELWALLL,
lat Adssistant Collector in charge.

——

From the Collector of (North) Canars, to the Collector of South Canara, dated Camp, Bhutkul, 21th
January 1865, No. 18). '

1. 1bave the bonor to request that you will have the goodness to furnish me with any
information on your records regarding 8 piece of land, measuring about 2} acres, which was decided
in 1859, by Mr. Pochin to belong to the Ionore Talook, and ordered to be given to Eckrree Hus-
sun Saheb, I am informed that an appeal from Bydoor Luzimon Shaubay aZainst Mr. Pochin's
decision was admittod, and bas been pending for several years.

3 .

Woe think that the measure will also cause the removal of the Moonsif°s and Mamlutdar's

of opinion that if & transfer is contemplated, eithcr the whole talook |
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Ls9.01 .ﬁnox s rough skotch of the disputed land, which 1 visited this m&miﬁg. from which
. ;. youill observe that it is, sa stated by Mr. Pochin, entirely withinthe B3amdurics of the
1 = " 7 Taook. : . ,
) . 3. If the appeal has been decided, I would beg for information as to the terms and date of .

Honore
-~

1 \ the dccision, and whether the decision should be considcred a8 removing the jurisdiction over the
‘ " Jand in question to South Caa.ra. . ‘
2 ',/ ' 4. 1f the appeal has not beeo d?c.idcd, I v.vouhl suggest, for your considoration, that it should’
4 . be transforred to the Revenuc authoritics of this Collectorate, as the land in dispute is on this sid
.‘ (.:‘ _ of the bouudary, sud this view of tue case is strengihened by the terms of Mr. Pochin’s ord. p "biche':
. i\ ‘

unless reveras? *  -_.upctent sutbority before the separation of the Cundapoor Tulook  feow ibry;
o . ¢

Collectorate, must be considercd as scttlipg :he juriell tion i veeer

- l {: C ra.sen we0SSIDL OF 80 .ur.'aucst;zdﬁco;;v of M¢® Pochin’s order rec;i:e?f ému i “;I
o - . - N -7 ’ ‘ . '
) y}"' hiereto annexed. qk'.m '|
4

. . e ' (True Copy.)

(Signed) F.THELWALL,-
. . 1ot dusistant Collesior sa charge—*
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‘{ From the Cullector of Canars, to the Collectwr of South Canara, dated Camp, Ilullial 2{;:
Novewber 1363, No. 2,609, ' gl

1
\
L ]

1. Witk rcfcronce to your letter No. 54 of 2tth August last, I bave the honor to f
. copy of a report aud euclosurcs from Mr. A. C. Wate, Assistant Collector, on the sulje ‘Ozud
scttlcrnent of the boundary line between the Honore and Cundapoor Talockas 3% the

' 2. The settlcment proposed by Mr. Watt, aa havin i . 7
. ; : ' g appearcd most suitable to '

) and bimself, might, if you approve of it, be submitted for the approval and confeirmatxilor. S;““
| ‘ * Governments of Madras and Bombay, W take efloct from any specifiod date. At th " o‘\.th.
I beg to state that I havo no desire to force Nogup Shawnbog to becowo & subject of :h :N;;: time

.{.\.Gurcn?mcnt agains} his will, and as his land (marked A.oa the plun) Las undoubted! hclo:ba’
{roro tiwo imm‘emor{.\l to the talook of Cundapoor, I doubt whether g er b sed
S (S the \ . er any authority, short of the

ry of tate for India in Council, could order its transfer to the Bombay Presidency. Th

A same objection might be beld to apply to the proposed transfer of other wurgs. 4 *

_.\3.\ Whatever lmngcmént is made, I think it would be desirable that the dispute referred
l! L N to M .

. No. 189 of 3wiF Januery 1858, te which no- Jo o my letter marginally noted, shoul

| | o L8 o e which wo-reply appears 0 ihori tatirely scttled bcf:u u:' bqu:d:y b,:

. laid down, and i - 9%
reasons for thinking that tho jurisdiction ia the case lies with tl‘»: C;l.l'oc'::‘o: e:::u;lc.uud my:
¢ anara, aad

o~ : not with the Collector of South Canara. It would be diff
* cult to arrans .
d?crco tl:mt the Collector of South Canaras may pass in the w p::r..i{::.:: ebxecnuon of u?y
(4.’ dispute lics clearly within the boundaries of the Ilonore Talovk, and .forml pl:t .; ::° :;nd in
: * 0 o Bom

Presidency.  For this reason I would repeat my reccommendati "
. D o o v y * mendation that the np{efl should be trans.
v -~ : (True Copy.) h
P . - R o (Signed) F. TIIELWALL, -

—

| ** 1at Assisb! Collector, in charge, Canarq
Translation of a Petition addressed to the b ' l Q\
by certain persons resident on the north bank of the Shirawattce river

1. We have heard that, in conse i
. . » quence of & proposition from the Madras Gov s
under the consideration of the Dombay Goveroment to tramsfer to Malras theo ‘;:::i‘:::;f“tl:.
°

Jlonore Talook south of the Shirawattce ri
which we shall be subjected by the I'rom(;:::; “:\r’o thercfore beg to represent the grievances to

B "

ha el SC o e de e o

AR .S

Collector of North Canara on the 5th OcLob;r 1856 ‘

L X

- — O P s

)

-

FEE P -

=~ STV S g SR P T - . et et afhaisin. 2. sadam, .
‘ .
.
] .
. , .
W . .
-~ . . ~ - .
. . . . -
4 -

-~ -

I’roceed:'ng: of the Madras Governmént,” Revenue Department,
+ = .t # 15th December 1866, ’

- -

" 9, .The ryots af-he xhala district frem Hotrore northwards, as far as the Burgunnee river,
Aﬁch pays & revenue of Rupecs 20,000 to Government, derive’ their supply of weanuyrc for}heir T
,: Gelds from the Gairsuppa jungleson the south bank of tho Shirawattec, and if tho proposd transfer «. .
" bo cffpcted, the Officers of the Madras Government will not allow us to draw our supply from those - ‘
jungfes, and our lands will conscquently fall out of cultivation, and we shall n.lﬂ'cr heavy loss. :
3. Morcover, throughout the whole length of the Shirawattee, from the Balaghaut to the sca, *
on cither side bave lauds and houscs on the other portions of the same * Wurg'*»
sides of the river : & man’e bouse is oo one side, and his land on tho other, and it
to lLave to pay the laud tax partly to one Government aud partle

_people resident
lie on oppusite :
* will Le & serious inconvenicuce

o~ b".’-ug-';f'her.

. In furmer days_the ¥viras ‘._G'.oq‘:r_ﬂ.g’;q;t“:_\quc_e.l‘ Jhe excellent climate and sitaation of . )
;,::;:‘d'l 'svcﬁ{y?o;hnding its name to tho wholo Zilloh;<Senkgy Sopth Canara is now L .\\

called Mangalore Zillah. Latterly our evil fortune bas been such that the Hooore 27 isn N
longer kno:n and we have now to apprehend that even as the name of & Talook, Llonore will be P

Jurgotten. .- st PN L '
5. Further, if the Shirawattos {o made The boundary, there will no longer be any need to

4 3-? keep the Magletder's-and Moyan s Courts at Honore, and we shall suffer. all the Joes od®a¥ioned h

- -

Tnoval, snd upoo the Bombay Government will lie the blame of our ruia. i\ -‘\

by thei . .
5 6’ We, thereforo, pray that the Bombay Government will interfere fo.r our protecti®n, anp
. / retain the wholo of North Canara under its rule, so that we may eacapo the evils wlich now tizeaten i
_ . us, and we bug your hooor to represcot our wishos to the Government. :
(' v’ ¢ . : ' (Translation.) ‘ (
! 4 ' (Signed) F.THELWALL, A
) ". 1st Asst. Collector in charge, Canara.
’ i ™

——

DERSON, Esq., Survey anil Soltlomént Coromissioner, S. M. C.; -dak-d
Toona, 3rd November 1860, No. 507. Wy
made wut to eall for any alteration in the

- 4 -

existing main Jimits of North Canars. _ . . L '
L 2. The weakness of the arguments adduced by the Collector of South Canara in justification
of the change ‘is clearly exposed by M. Stewart, the Cf'“O.C':Ol’ of NOf‘h .Cmsn; the cause must by - .
.'-. - ..:pno which necds such s justification as the advisability of brinzing the town in which the__- = ' °

catechu contractor of e (konleWf..T“ka_“_“_:“.' within the_jurisdiotiondf" the Collector in———‘"\-d—
N\

AMcmorandum from W.C. AN

1...1do not think that any tase whatarer had

- whose district that talooka is situated. : .

. 3. The peoplo of North Canara have been, for s lfmg th.ne back, kept i? :.mu of azitition
t'  and uncertaioty iu congequcacs of constant reports, originally in the Malras Native papers, re sard-

/ ‘ing the retransfer of part ofall of North Canara to Madras. Sowe hope for tho change, and some

) fear it according to the view thsir private interests induco them to take, .but I am wost decidedly

-of opinion that what has been done, and done after the fullcst consideration, should Le fual once

.
for all ) .

y ' 4. ‘Tho locality of the present line of boundary is undoubt2dly the best for the division of the
' P g

\
t 'two Yr-esidencies, a9 at that point,_:f\'?r!_ll\' ‘lﬂd' South Caaars are °°_“°°f=‘?i by a etrin of cnuutrg oo e *
v - goly e-mm-mw-"’mw«-*’ - 4 -

© - " ¢ The inexpediency of breaking up the then existing division of North and South Canary~ ’
was, I believe, very distinctly advocated at the eonforence betwcen Mr. W. E. Frere and Sir V.
: picon ab Sudasewghur in October 1841 ; transfer all or noue, Coundapoor Talooka included, was
' " thd opinion of \fr. Fisher. then Collector of North Canara, and it wasonly on Sir G. Clerk’s desire
. Lave the Coondapoor Talooks, as beyond the natural line of boundary and our waats, that the

at the present point near Aliguddes.

/

houndafs. KAS struck




R 4

— S —"  —epp— — ——

Proceefling: of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
15th Deeember 1866.

. - ]
..

——

6. I would decline to re-open the question of territorial division, and, as regards the
boandary dispute, the origin of the present correspondence, propose to the Madras Government to
adopt Messrs. Sewell and Watt's proposal. It is not & regular line of boundary, or one marked by
any great natural boundary, it is true : but it is quite as good as that which acparated the two
Presidencies, the Belgaum and Dharwar Collectorates, from North Canara, for many years before

tlfo transfor of the latter to Bombay, and though the line of frontier was ncarly 150 miles long,
withoat the occasion of any extrsordinary or unusual conflict of jurisdiction.

(True Copics.) .

(Sigued) WASSOODEO PAUDOORTUNG,
Ausst. Secretary to Government.

-~

No. 269. OzpER TREREON, 15th December 1866, No. 3,392.

Communicated to the Board of
Revenue, who will state whether they

-~ -~ approve of the linc proposed by Mecasrs.
& good and fair ono, * .

"(True Extract.)
. .. ... (Signed) J. D, sDM

Secretary to Government.

Mllcelloneonl.

Scwell and Watt, as per s,

To the Board of Revenue.
. \
Ead. S. T. Augustia,
.
. -

-
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