CONCERNS BOTH BRITISH INDIA
AND INDIAN STATES.




Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Depariment,
30th April 1868.

No. 714. Read the following Proceedings of the Madras Government in the
Political Department :—
Directing that, before replying to the Commis-

sioner of Mysore, the Collector of Bellary be
requested to submit all correspondence

regarding boundary dispute between Chittle- i
droog Distriet of Mysore and District of (Here enter 21st April 1868, No. 98.)

Bellary, and to obtain from Mr. Kelsall a
detailed report of the meeting between him-
self and Lieutenant Coussmaker.

No. 715. Orper THEREON, 30th April 1868, No. 1,182.

l Miscellaneous. , Communicated to the Revenue Board.

- (True Extract.)
(Signed) F. BRANDT,
Under Secretary to Goverwment.

'fo the Board of Revenue, with Proceedings Political Department, No. 98.

-
Exd, 8. T, Augustin,




Proce?diﬂgﬁ of the M"’*“‘?‘ Govmmﬂta Political DeparfmenL |
21st April 1868,

»No. 22, Read the following letter from the Commissioner for the Government of the Territories
¥ of is Highness the Maharajah of Mysore, to the Chief Secretary to Government, Fort
Saint George ; dated Bangalore, 24th March 1868, No. 7278-56, :

I have the honor to submit, for the consideration of His Excellency the Governer in Council,
the following circumstances relating to a boundary dispute between the village of Hoskerre in the
Herivor Talug, Chittledroog District of Hysore, and the village of Kumesdunhulli in the Muduk-
seera Taluq of the Bellary Collectorate.

: 2. The existence of this dispute was brought to notice in May 1867 by the Superintendent
28 of ﬂm Revenue Survey, who, considering its early settlement of much importance as regards Sur-
~vey operations, suggested that the Bellary Authorities should be asked to depute an Officer to meet

: f . 4 ’h“tmmf, Couggma]{er, Asgistant Superintendent of Revenue Survey, witha view to its adjustment.
% 3, The Collector of Bellary was accordingly addressed on the subject, and in a letter, dated
o ~ the 20th May 1867, he intimated that Mr Kelsa!l Acting Head Assistant Collector, was nomi-
e 9 nated for the duty. S
:Eg : 4, On'the 22nd J&nnary 1868, Mr. Wedderburn informed mo that Mr. Kelsall had roported

{ lubsoquently forwarded by the latter Officer did not enable him to decide the dispute. Mr. Wed-
derbura suggested that a joint report should be prepared and signed by Lieutenant Coussmaker
! and Mr, Foster, the Acting Sub-Collector of Bellary, to whom he would refer the case, and that a
§ ' ‘Map for reference should be pwpmd for the final adjustment of the dispute.
5. On receipt of the above oommumcutxon, I directed the Superintendent of Revenug
Suryey to depute an Officer of his Department to meet Mzr. Foster, taking with him proper le
‘&c., and requested that a report of their prooeedmgs nught be furnished.
6 In intimating to this office that Lieutenant Coussmaker had been deputed to meet Mr.
Foster, the Superintendent of Revenue Survey observed in a letter, -dated 6th February 1868,

R L

that there appeared to him to be some mae:mcepkm on the part of tho Collestor of B&H&y e

regarding the settloment of the dispute in question, and requested that, pending the veceipt of
the Maps and proceedings which he had called for from Licutenant Coussmaker, no further pro-

geedings in the matter should be taken,

of letters® from the Acting Sub-Collector in
.N'o lmd 14th February 1868, from Aofing Sab- charge of Bellary and from Lieutenant Couss-
P e Mduhlbmh 1808, from Lieuténant Couss- maker, which I beg to append for the perusal of
maker. - His Excellency. Lientenant Grant urges that the
mﬂement made conjointly by Mr. Kelsall and Lxentenant Coussmaker appears to him intangible ;
- should, however, his view of the matter be wrong, he requests that Mr. Foster may be asked to
? ‘farnish some definite reasons why a dispute settled patiently and carefully by two Officers, appomtad 2
!rf their respective Governments, should now be re-opened.
‘8. Tn conclusion, I would observe that, in my opinion, it would be better not to re-agitate the
question which seems to have been impartially investigated, and I hope that Ilis Excellency in’
Council will, after giving ﬂ.e subject hivoonsxderatmn, take the same view of the matter.

E

~ From V. S. FOSTER, Esq., Acting Sub—Golleotoran charge, Bellary, to the Supermﬁendent of
. Revenue Survey, Mysore ; dated Bellary, 14th February 1868, No. 134.
T have the honot to acknowledge the receipt of your letter, No. 55, of 1868. M. Weddcr
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disposing of tho case. . T am, however, of opinion that it was not merely the record of the proceed- -

as he had received petitions from the villagers of Canag&nahuily, complaining
ived at by Lientenant Coussmakor and Mr. Kelsall, I must say for myself
ough the papers on the subject, and after seeing the ground, I cannot agree

Iy . F. COUSSMAKER, Asswtant Superintendent of Revenue Survey, Mysore,
| f FEE RN vaiile Supenntendent of Revenue Survey ; dated Chittledroog, 4th March 1868,

' ! In reply to your letter, No. 54, dated February 6th, 1868, "ham the honor to state that x;o
| M noord of the pmeedmg connected with the boundary dispute in questxon, was glgned by Mr.

\mﬁ«,“& "

that Licutenant Coussmaker was not prepared wxf,k the Survey plans, and that the rough sketchers

7. In a letter of the 12th instant the Supermtendent of Revenue Survey submltted oopmg :

burn has now left the district, and so I am unable to say what course he ‘intended to takein
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