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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department
10tk May 1871.
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- 9. The second fact that our own accounts show that it was then c;llied' * Kadakaval” is
only of im}ﬁihﬁ'pif it is admitted that the name itself is sufficient proof of ownership.

10. The accounts of the village on the Travancore side of the ghauts do not show the boun-

aries very clearly, but speak of its being bounded generally by the *“ Karungulam village punja.
The Agasteswaram Talug boundary accounts are somewhat more specific, but not conclusiire]y
#0, and are dated so late as 1818, when the claim had no doubt been made.
® 11. As to the other aceounts, (copy of which I saw,) tifey are older and show that the land
in dispute was apparently claimed at the date they were written in 1796-97. .

12. In conclusion, I have only to observe that the new boundary is as inconvenient and
unnatural a boundary (if I may use such an expression) as could well be devised, though of
course not more so than that proposed by Sir Madava Row and Mr. Puckle and that to the north
and south of Karungulam. If the boundary had been arranged with the express object of exciting
petty dis*xtes on every possible subject, from irrigation to the produce of a tamarind, it could
not havébeen done more effectually ; and considering the wretchedly poor character of the whole
tract of land claimed by Travancore on this side of the ghauts, it is a thousand pities that the
natural boundary cannot be agreed upon by both parties even yet.

13. I would strongly advocate an exchange of territory to effect such a very desirable object,
» Beport, daied 7tk Jaly 1885, Moy 1507, smbodiod B and when once it is determined what the boun-

the Proceedings of the Madras Government, dated 30th  dary actually is, I see no difficulty in carrying
Solp S0 NE out some such arrangement as was actually
proposed by Major Beddome.*

14. I onght to add that if it is determined to transfer the tract of land which forms the
immediate subject of the present report, care should be taken to save the prescriptive rights of
present occupants and also to secure to the villagers their customary rights of grazing and cutting
firewood on the hills, and if an exchange cannot be affected, (or until it can be,) at any rate the
land on our side and all the castern slopes of the hills should be leased out to the British Govern-
ment as was before proposed instead of to a contractor.

P.S.—Since writing the above, I have seen Government Order, No. ,188, of the 11th February
1870, passing certain orders on the general question, but see no reagon to alter anything I have
written. I have never heard of any map or plan of this part of the Country except that prepared
by General Cullen, referred to by Mr. Kindersley in paragraph 3 of his letter on the subject.
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Excrosvri No. 2.

From J. B. PENNINGTON, Esq., Sub-Collector, to the Acting Collector of Tinnevelly, dated
Nanguneri, 7th April 1870, No. 82.

WirH reference to my report on the Travancore boundary dispute despatched to-day, T have

just discovered from the Curnum of Palavoor

931, 955, 047, 948, 949, 908, 907, and the whole of tho  ¢hat the fields specified in the margin (and

0 Kbanias. marked with dlue in the map) are nof entered

g ““ Kadukaval' even in our accounts though situated to the extreme west of the tract ip
dispute and quite under the hills.

9. Tt is of course impossible that the rest of the tract could ever have formed part of the
Travancore territory as * Kadukaval,”” without including these numbers ; so that the Travancore
claim as founded on our accounts is rather weakened by this discovery.

3. This is not, however, very material to the main issue in the case, because this land also
st of course be surrendered if the “ Kadukaval”’ boundary is admitted at all.

4 1t is somewhat singular that the existence of these new ‘‘ Kadukaval" fields was not
brought prominently to notice when we were there, but I believe the Dewan Peshear was as much

in the dark on the subject as I was, and it was only on carefully comparing the numbers given by
the Curnum with the plan juss received (and forwarded herewith) that the discovery was made,




4 - tny one getting a clear view of

: sreat States, and not between potty villages, (ho various little entries in the said Village
~ accounts will naturally fall into their Proper places and have only the weight they deserve. It is,
s Ithrink, lbﬁu?dto makevtlmm the basis of the settlement

@f f;’lﬁ Madras Government, Reoenuq.ﬁDepartment, ‘J
'* 10th May 1871.
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2%, No. 173 of 1870, ’ iy o 4
: ,ﬂ’e‘?ﬁdmndum on. Travancore boundary. ' :

':‘:" : I“I W to me that g;'opmg about among the village accounts is the very ’way to prevent

_ | ‘ ent. As a great question, I look at it some-
what in this way. The State of Travancore licg 0
mountains are unpassable, and British India to the

‘ the'mere Possession even if this were
proves nothing if the possession be not adverse ; if it be as in this case
fact being unknown to us, and not either in spite of our knowledge or with

it is only through the
. L our consent. It isnot
difficult to see how such a possession would gradually arige,

: . : Travancore being a little State thinks
1t necessary to fortify when not p;otected by natural barriers, and along its natura] boundary

For the sake of dividing off
ont of thege fortifications, the

i the accounts of each village,
after which that village is responsible that the Kaval duties within those limjts are carried out by

their people, those duties.being simply to guard or to spy the enemy, etc., and the jungles them-

selves being then of no vajie whatever. All this time there is nothing to bring us any where
near the place, and we make no objecti

villagers who know the arrangements call the j
by way of distincsion, just as they would have us

2. Lastly, as time goes on,
and then Travancore changes its

profit of the Sirkar, deals with the lands as its own, and advances a claim to a boundary, coinciding
with the old entries made for the purposes of the Kadukaval,

3. Had the original fortification been built by
we not have required a Kadukaval, and should we no
we held them responsible for the defence and prope
gradual conversion of g possession for defence purp
the natural result of the gradual coming into exi
forests while the rightful owners were absent
was only a Kadukaval, we could have no objec
Guard"‘is turned into evidence to push out th

4. Therefore I think that the evidence o

U8 a8 a protection against Travancore, should
t have given them certain limits within which
r watching of the jungles? And is not the
oses only into a possession as a property only
stence of a certain value in this land and the
and ignorant of the encroachment !  So long as it
tion to theip arrangements ; but when the ** Jungle
e boundary, we at once object,

f the Kadukaval, or of possession unknown to us and
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=
called “ Rajakaram Kavalkidy” (or Kadu-

ence of anything like trustworthy information
occupation so styled, especially when it is remem-
which of course included the disputed tracts, was

derived from the fact that they are
kaval) is at all conclusive in the abs
as to the exact character of the
bered that the Kalakad Talug,
formerly part of Travancore, «

4. Neither are the Board disposed to enter into intricate and minute inquiries
as to entries in the village accounts. They would rather suggest, (as they have
already done in their Proceedings, No. 7,014, of the 21st September 1869,) that
the boundary line proposed by Mr. Puckle should be adopted so far as that part of
the dispute goes for the reasons stated in paragraph 7 of those Proceedings, and
that for all the rest the watershed should he determined to be the boundary by
wutual arrangement between the two powers. It will be observed that the
argument derived from possession is more strongly in favour of the British Govern-
muent as regards the small tract of land now reported upon than it was in favour of

Travancore as regards that disposed of by Sir Madava Row and Mr. Puckle, and
the Board cannot recommend its being surrendered,

sed would involve the surrender of a con-
the part of Travancore to the south of the

See Map II Arambuli pass in the neighbourhood of
St M“PP“"dal Nuttum, and on the other

up all claim to an unexplored tract of

5. The arrangement above propo
siderable extent of very inferior land on

as British territory on the Ordnance M ap.

6. The slopes of ‘the hills thus surrendered to the Travancor
in accordance with My, Puckle's proposal, should the

January 1868. It might probably be found necessar

Y on comparison of what wasg
surrendered by each party to still further compensate the State of

any disproportionate loss of territory, and this might convenje
transfer of the outlying dependencies of Anjengo and Tangache

Travancore for
ntly be done by a

rry, ete., the future
revenue of whi :
No. 4,182, of 16th June 1870, paragraph 8. 10h has been reported to

be Rs. 4,800 by the Board in their Pro-
ceedings marginally noted, Government will no doubt remember th

Was proposed so long ago as 1862, and was then so warml

Dewan of Travancore, (vide paragraph 4 of Mr, Fisher's |
dated 2nd September 1862, No. 58, reco i

374). But what the Board desire to Urge as strongly as possible is, that g]] ¢}
land lying to the'east of the watershed, south of Shenkota, should be Permanently
placed in charge of the British authorities, and 4] on the west side given up to
Travancore. Allusion is made in Mr, Stuart’s memorandum to g dispute that has

already occurred as to g coffee garden on a part of the hills to the north of Mahen-
dragiri where the watershed has always been tacitl

gud it is obviously desirable to have

at this is what

0.
18
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: P Xl : Government will remember that in t
s . this kind arise. Thc Gov SN ‘ s
z*ﬂ::iz}tiﬁ?gt;:fnewly discovered plateau of * Muttukulivayil,” the pr?bgbﬂxty
~ des

of a bound&ry dispute ﬂ]el‘e a]ﬂ(l was bfoadly hmted at. ' i’
7 U
v ¢ 7, Mr IJOﬂgley Wiu. be' requested to Bend a copy Of M!n stmt‘ report on
4 .

. . . . ‘ t e i
d biect of the coffee garden, and it will bé submitted to tGov?:nmen =
;tl::ih‘:rjiilustration of the evils of the present state of uncertainty. #

, irrigation dispute in the north, where the
informed that an irrigation dispute in the

: i Bogermd aré ;:;n:nta the plains on the Tinnevelly q‘;dev of 't_he_ 8?“““:
= o '1“31I M‘fq four or five years already, and forms a constant subject of irri-
:::‘:zrrespondence between the authorities concemei.i- i i G

g The sketch of the survey numbers sent with ﬁ.us repqr; 1;::1; s:tedc lben the

- a very clear idea as to how the village in question w?nih p :t = ityany'-
OOHV?Y of th); so-called * Kadukavul” to Travancore, zu:;r]1 IBB : :rd U
transfer Vi sted to inform the Bo 3
. Longley will be reques 3 £
wh.ere Sta;edl‘ 0 B:: to thg aZsessment. of the fields aﬁeeted.. Colonel Pne:ﬁeid : :
v o duced sketch (marked IL) of the surrounding country pr p:ed i
PRd had et onding to that of Mr. Puckle’s rough sketch (mar £ til,
A st ne::ll.(_y; ctmstorrest[;mt these two plans will be suﬁicient;ﬁ("""h t.he aid oThee
.n%the ? Map) to enable Government to understand the pztz;tsr::e:::e;o i thy;
Ot m;)nc e from Mr. Longley’s letter that the map aPP:":h i"ountry Wrdenipg
g:'lci:r z(fa'rz’rovernment now under reply ;va.s o . e oy
onjectured by the Board. : Brogie e

& Shencoltm %:lcbe Jseen from the map that what the Boazd now I?IT‘OP(";:; E:lpz

dl O.t th: ;)v;undary thronghout 84 Inid. dom i thfi? .rtdn: the ke gihi being
t(; a togxcha“ ges of territory, and so rectify }t as to admi QIn i Sl o
Gotermined to be the boundary for all practical purposes. § the ‘Nugehr Satoo
ggino be any good reason why the Survey maps of the & gmd '.Mf'“;np
n agpea: 1?; clo:edyagt once, so as to include the v;vhole of thet l:p“ | SR ¥4
::(:‘llzle h!ill(;s as usual; the boundary can easily be laid down on the maps hereaft
whenever it may be finally settled. : |

ests, to the Secretary to Government,
From the Conservator of Ii'or N | o
e Reve::e Dt:partment, Fort Saint George, dated 'Sa.lem, 211: MQ
70, No. 2,454, : ;
1870, ¥ ’ graph 2 of the Government Order, Nq. 1,’106, gf__the 19th
Jle ‘Elmiml hame honour to forward Lieutenant .Wa‘lkers report on the
of July last, 1 have :
Arambuli forests in Travancore.

. Excrosvre No. 1.

' Madura and Tinnevelly, etc., ete.,
: ALKER, Deputy-Conservator of Forests,
From Lxcuten:.n g gonv:e ,"Ktor of lgor:su, Ootacamund, dated Madura, 11th November 1870,
to the : ;

No. 435.
p No. 4
Wirn reference to Government Order, No. 2,226, dated 30th July 1868, and No. 1,106, date

b July 1870, and your letter, No. 2,409, of 8th instant, I have the honour to report that thers
- 19th July 1570, .

»
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, e
18 no valuable timber remaining on the land pointed ut as that referred to by Mr. Puckle, and which
i8 leased to one Meeranjee Me

ah of Punagoody. Almost all the timber which hitherto existed has
been felled,

, and there is extensive punjah cultivation besides the coffee estate of the renter, which
covers some two to three hundred acres

2. The renter pointed out what h
exhibit any order or lease from the Tray
conditions on which Re held the hills,
was derived ; in fact, he refused to say
or the Travancore Government, unle

ancore Government, or %o give any information as tosthe
the revenue he realized, and the sources from which it
anything which might in any way compromise either him-
88 he got an order from the latter.

3. It is very difficult, under these circumstances,

in Government Ozder, No. 2,226, of 30t
ability :—

to report explicitly on the points mentioned
h July 1869, but I proceed todo 8o to the best of my

¢ lst.—It is desirable to rent the jungles, if they can be obtained, at a moderate rate, and we

obtain by renting them the sole right and title in perpetuo on payment of a fixed annual sum.
2nd.—The jungles are not valuable ; they now contain Vekali
(Term;'nal ‘a) Nega ( Bugenia Jambolana) and other 2nd-class tim
There 18 also some stunted teak near the base of the hills, and some fine tamarind trees
3rd.—I do not consider that the Jungles are worth more than Rs.
ing the coffee and punjah cultivation on the hill ; of course, if th
sum might be paid without any fear of loss.

As already stated the renter woul

(Conocarpus latifolia) Murda
ber trees, but the growth is poor.

500 per annum, that is, exclud-
ese are included, a much larger

d give us no information as to his receipts, but I learned
from another source that the produce of the tamarind trees realized some Rs, 150 per annum,
aud about Rs 350 were realized by firewood-seigniorage. The Sub-Collector heard that the renter
collected grazing dues, but he denies this ; and, whether we eventually rent the tract or not,
I think steps should be taken secure to the villagers their right to grazing, firewood, etc., free
of payment. tﬂ\

4. In conclusion, I beg respectfully to suggest a reference to the Travancore Government on

the subject, in order to ascertain what Meeranjee Meah actually has leased, and for what time and

what rights it is proposed to transfer to this Government on payment of the sum mentioned by
Mr. Puckle.

No. 115, OrpER THEREON, 10th May 1871, No. 816.

Miscellaneous THAT pOl‘tionrof the boundary ]ino
—_— between the Tinnevelly District and

the Travancore State, which is still
unsettled, extends, with a small intermission, from the north.east spur of the

Mahendragiri mountain on the north to the extremity of the Tinnevelly District
on the south, a distance of about 25 miles. The question is one of very long
standing, and the necessity of a general rectification of the frontier has been felt
since 1853 ; but owing to the perplexing character of the village accounts, and the
want of an aceurate survey map, the facts connected with the difficulty have not
hitherto been rendered sufficiently clear to admit of its solution,

2. The unsettled frontier is intersected about midway by the Ar
North of this Pass the question raised is whether the bo
crest or the eastern base of the ghauts,

ambuli Pass,

undary line follows the
South of it the difficulty arises from a

¢
e said were the boundaries of the tract, but refused to

'f-"“

4

10th May 1871, . g
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claﬁﬁgtlle part of éhe Travancore authorities to certain lands situated to the‘ L

cast of the TiBuntain range and at present included in British territory.

3. The earliest report* of any value on the respective f:laims of“the two

] Governments to the disputed tracts was

* Dated 24&1} June 12&2, m&ledgi;lh]?;g:::g drawn 'up -by Mr. F. M. Kia:iderxsle);l 1ln
T Ak SORprinents 1862. This officer traverse th_ew ole

: ;‘870’ pedb : of the doubtful frontier in company with
Travancore Dewan Peishcar, compared the conflicting e and
the "a.:f the question as it affected the area belonging to each village on the
dcaltdm l- bubqas his report was not accompanied by a map, it .is difficalt to
e ffr).‘,7 ’the conclusions at which he arrived. It will, however, sufficiently

uPpl‘eC;}ﬂ eob'ect of thioks proceedi%gs to state that Mr. Kindersley’s report was, for 2
:E:z\(t)s: pm:]t, unfavourable to the claim set up on behalf' of Trat'ancort?. In three
out of the four frontier villages morth ?f tlle’A'Lra@bﬂ}l Pass, he co}xlmdfere(thth]aﬁ
the disputed tracts should be classed with British territory ; as to the (Ilur lm
rived at no opinion ;and in regard to a tract south of the fourth vi age, he
m t'tll)e of 'l:ravancore to be good. With reference to the two vn}lages
dcegllec(l)fthtfl%le ;mmb‘lli Pass, his opinion was decidedly adverse to the clpim of

gou

Travancore.

1866 the question was dealt with by the Sub-C'u}legt(.)r Mr.
o Macgregor,t but his inquiries did not
Vide his letter, dated 30th May 1866, print-  oxtond south of the A'ra.n}buh Puass.
T led with Proeetings 28 Gi‘{;ﬁmmem’ 5 He strongly urded the justice of the
i s British claim o the tract north of the
at, although it had been for half a century in possr,essmnl o:
i sl;ch possession had been uierely of a Mlhtat:y. naturo., that
e 'l‘ra'c'g-llcore UN{“‘; entered in the ayacut accounts of British territory ;
1 t were : pose : o 4t
several portions O:fla.ny injury to the interests of British subJectsf hvmghon tl;:
suen t.he absi?oo: had alone prevented the earlier assertion of a (l:lmm on t:l ;«1 1()3 :
; S
tx‘act £ qug srnment ; that in 1866, when the tract passed from tle. Possesls s
ol e Govwn' ed’iate management of the Travancore authorities, the la te
lm - - ') i - - > -

L t:,uuse force in order to establish their fpotlng‘l.n it ; that it contam:
ke d two anicuts—the former supported by .Bntux_h endowments, an
% ater to cultivated land in British territory ; that no conv.ement
8 1Zs except through British territory ; and, lastly, he cited cyfldgnce
2 ral boundary, viz., the water-shed, was the true boundary.

u ; :

Pass, on the grounds th

renter to the
wer
two pagodas
the latter tur
access to the tract
to show that the nat

L f the difficulty was made in
tical attemptt at a solution o
5. The first prac

1868, when Sir T. Madava Row, the
eroment, dated 7th May  pyooon of Travancore, and the Col-
lector of Tinnevelly went over the dis.

1 of the Arambuli Pass, with the view of agrecing on adl_we WIlflrenh’
puted traf:f, north ot espective Governments, should form the boundary. 10
when ratified b)t thel}: decided were that the ¢laim of the Travancore Go.vernment
princip\eston \_v:;:)c[:; to?);lle Lills should be recognized, and that the best line alony
to the eastern

boundary without regard to measurc-
ills should be selected as a
the base of the hi

>roceedings of GOV
: hiosc(}Q, No. 1,257
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- ments or disputed entries in village accounts.

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, |
10th May 18171. 0%

b |
Their reasons for arriving’at this
conclusion are thus summed up by Mr, Puckle :— e

(1.) The ayacut accounts of British territory merely exhibit fragments

of the hillside claimed by Travancore, while the Travancore ayacut accounts
include allap to the base of the hill.,

3 (2.) Even the fragments, exhibited in the accounts relative to British
territory, are invariably entered as Rajakaram Kaval-kadu,” which may be freely
translated as ¢ the belt of jungle defending Travancore.” :

(3.) The disputed hill-side has ever been held by the Travancore Gov-
erntn.ent, and, for many years past, has been ronted out to a contractor. The
decision thus’ arrived at has been accepted by Iis Highness the Maharajah of

_Travancore, but remains without the ratification of this Government.
6. Messrs. Pennington and A. J. Stuart have since submitted their views

on the subject of the disputed froutier, and their lette

. rs are printed with these
Proceedings,

With reference to the tract north of the Pass, both their reports tend
t9 weaken ﬂ'xe argument drawn from the long possession by Travancore of the
disputed territory ; and Mr. Stuart argues strongly in favour of the water-shed as the
tl:ue boundary. Mr, Pennington is undecided as to the justice of the claim of
Travancore to the land now included in British territory south of the Pass.
= .The Deputy-Conservator of Forests estimates the annual value of the
forests in the tract north of the Pass at not more than Rs. 500,
permanent lease of them from Travancore by the Government,
8. The disposal of these watters, Iis Excellency in Council observes, was

de}ayed by-its being ergineously supposed that the questions had been settled
prior to 1857, when Genéral Cullen and the Tinnevelly

the sanction of Government, settled the boundary line be
core) and Tenkasi (British) talugs.  But that territory really lies far north of the
tract now in question, which stretches along the eastern side of the ghauts from
the Mahendragiri mountain to the sea, being intersected about midwa by tl

Arambuli Pass. e

% 9. There is no question that all along the western ghauts the water-shed
!
|

He advises a

District authorities, with
tween Shencotta (Travan-

f(.)rms the natural bouudt?ry; and that it is very generally recognized as definine
| villages, private properties, and State territory, unless some other boundary cui
 be established in preference by evidence.

10, In the present instance, the fact seems to be that in the time of hostili-
ties between Travancore and the eastern territory,
pushed down the eastern slope of the ghauts,
their base as far as was possible.

14
the Travancore outposts were
oradvanced into the wild country at

11. The “ Kalakadu Taluq,” which seems to have included the forest.{r
east of the entrance to the Arambuli Pass and north and so
have been at some time held by Travancore, hut was apparently resumed vy
the Nawab of the Carnatic’s territory in the south was coded to the British, ot
the T'ravancore oceupation of this tract, all the territory
deal more on the east of it, must have been in thejr
appear that the Travancore authorities asserted any
part of their ancient possessions, while the te

acts
uth of it appears to

During
. d, and a great
It possession ; but it does not
claim to this ¥ Kalukadu® as
rm “ Rajukaram Kaval-kadu”

now claime

——r

PN o e T
Proceedings of the Madras “‘G\Qm@fsﬂﬁt’. Revenue Department,
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)

covering thie Travancore outposts.

12. Thelength of the disputed boundary north of the Arambuli Pass is about

twelve miles. Mr. Puckle describes the land as * utterly valueless,” ** entirely
uninhabited and almost uncultivated.” The ‘“%small patches of cultivation” pay
tax in some cases to the British authorities, but more generally apparently to the

Travancore renter of the forest-tract, who pays that Government Rs. 1,000 yearly,

his profits being mainly derived from a coffee garden.

13. The Travancore Government are willing to lease the tract to the Br'itish: .

Government if their claim to it is admitted.

14. Mr. Puckle’s reasons for accepting a line along the base of the ghauts as

dary in this tract are— : ~
bl bou;irzt,ythat the line along the ridge of the ghauts could hart_ily‘be surveyed ;
but, in fact, no survey is necessary ; the direction of the watershed indicates all that
is needed. _ ; :
Second, that our village “ayacut” (area of cultivation) acc.om}ts- mclufie
only part of the debated tract (meaning, it is supposed, the cultivation in 1t)3 while
the Travancore similar accounts include all up (down ?) to the base of the hills.

15. Against this argument may be set Mr. Macgregor’s remark, that nowhere

do the village ayacut accounts profess to indiéate‘ the villa,c;;a boufxdairy. when. it l.ies
beyond the cultivation ; and the fact that Mr. Kt.ndersley s detailed mvest:ga.t}on
in 1862 resulted in upholding the British claim in three cases m'1t f’f five, l-‘eawn_g
one case undecided for want of the necessary accounts and admitting the Travan-

[}

core claim 1n one case.

16. Mr. Puckle’s last reason for aceepting the bise ‘and not the crest of the

Lills as the boundary is, that the hill-slopes ha,_ve been always held by the ’I‘ravta:)n-
core Government at this point, and, for mahyyears past, have been rqnted out to a

contractor. e S :
2 17.  On this point, Mr. Macgregor states that from the time tl.lat the « Kg\la
kadu” Distriet was resumed, the Travancore Circar exercised no nghi?gevx;gept ?ha
hoy chose to term their renters, which

RRA S

demands made by them on those whom they

demands were frequently disregarded, while in no case were the British subjects.

excluded from the forests or debarred frem@.gt?’imxg thelr usual g}vﬂeg_es.‘ .
18. Only in March 1866 did the Circar ﬁtempt : aPP”“{“ﬂey to assrs:‘, an
enforce more distinet claims, when they mu .,hﬂ“ ﬂd‘;Pt;d :}ltrf;]r{rim;ry
course of sending an armed force inw%'wtown e e L
nearly due east of this debated tract, from whence t:.hey operated on the_°°““Plef§
of the patches of cultivation. So much for 'the ‘dlspute. north of the Arambuli

-

PuSS-m So:stlt of it the Travancore Circar chlms certain land which is unques-

tionably in British possession.  Mr. Puckle a.:;d,_;..gh_a{,’l)emn did not go into this
matter. Mr, Kindersley in 1862 inquired into it with the Dewan Peishcar, and
came to the conclusion that ¢ our claim to these ‘&ands is beyond dlsput:e.” )

20. About a.year ago Mr. Pennington went over the ground again with t}w
Dewan Peishear, and came to a conclusion which, though somewlat uncertain,
scems to be unfavourable to the Travancore ‘claim,

r ] g ) % . :
appedts to have been meiély the local designation for the i@pgle—b‘elt imn;edia.te?y..
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id‘:,p.,-medm, of the Mudra:—&Govmme‘nt, Revenue Department,
PEE A ol ey 107,

P »2‘1 f’f@h‘,e Board!xf Revenue recommend that the boundary agreed 46 b).'
M. Puckle and the Dewan be aceepted from the Mahendragiri to the Arambuli

Ve  Pass, and that everywhereclse the boundary be determined by the water-shed.

: ‘ 23, Should further compensation to Travancore be

- Tangacheri cession.

They base their recommendation, in the first instance, on tho fact of possession by
mﬁmneom, and observe that this principle will demand the cession of their claim
by the Travancore Circar south of the Pass, as well as of a considerable extent of
- very inferior land there now in their possession ; while, on the other haud, {he
' Entmh Government would surrender ¢ all claim to an unexplored tract of
““unknown extent on the western side of the Ayenkovil Pass, which the Board believe
—'i‘_ has never been disputed by the Travancore Government, and which is shown as
- British territory in the Ordnance Map.”

22. The Board’s -proposal appears to apply to the boundary south of

» and they insist on the importance of the Gove
vancore all the tract surrendered to them lying east of th

rnment leasing from
e water-shed,

deemed necessary, the

Board suggest that this might be arranged in connection with the Anjengo and

24, Judging from theQrdn'ﬁ

Circar whether, excluding the Shencotta
belong to that State, they
8 the boundary wherever
compensation fordbss of

by equivalent cession

elsewhere.

25.  The Resident at Travancore,
mitted in the Political Department, will
Highness the Maharajah to consent to o
The Governor in Council is convinced
Is certain to be a fertile source of disa

bactual revenue being

to whom these Proceedings wil] be trang.
be desired to noye the Government of Iis
n adjustment of the question on this basis,
that the acceptance of cany other boundary
greement and contention iq g]] time to come,
(True Extract.)

(Signed)  D. . caRMICHARY,

Acting Seeretary to Government,
To the Board of Revenge.

»» the Political Department.
»» the Conservator of Forests.

Exd. F. R. Bantleman.
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- or at some distance further east, so as to include a tract of land which may, for the purpos of
this report, be described as the ** Kadukaval;" that is to say, whether this ** Kadukaval &‘da'
plan,) belongs to Travancore oz to British India.
g ‘ 4. The grounds ou which the Travancore Government base their claims to tuws eracy, are
 briefly those set forth in the following abstract of a statement drawn up by the Dewan Peshoar
after full discussion and consideracion :—
(1) 'That the Travaneore records of (972) 1796-97 make the ** old punja land of Karungu-
ST A SRR RN R 4 0 lam" and not ** the base of the hills,”" to be
P mwmmu;. éﬂw &?L;:mm the castern boundary of their * Kadukaval,”
: (IL) That in the British Olungu accounts of 1803, the land in question is entored as Having
~ been newly weasured, not having been entered ‘in the previous aceounts, and therefore not
previously in the possession of the British,

(IIL) That in the British Zyacut accounts ( of 1803) the land in question is entered a8
having been newly cleared; and was not entered in previous accounts, but was cleared from ** Raja-
kaiam Kadukava,” and that this explains how it first came to be entered in the Ayacut aceounts.

(IV.) That though the Hills are also included in the Ayaeut of Karungulam making a total
? “of 8,000 and odd chains, the right of Travancore to the possession of the /ills (measuring over
E
1

- 3,000 chains) bas never been disputed by the British Government.

(V') That similar tracts of land going under the nameof *‘ Kadukaval™ to the north and
 South of that now in question, have always been in tho undisputed possession of the Travance
Sirkar; #o that geographically also the natural inference is that the land lying along the base of
 the hills in the intervening space belongs to the same State. e b
~ B:. Astothe first, fourth, and fifth points, it is clear that what is called * Kadukaval” has
-~ always been claimed by the Travancore Government as part of their Territory; and it must, I
think, be admitted that th  hiave always had undisputed posseasion of the hills in this part of the

~ country down to the foot, perhaps on the ground that they form part of what they call  Kadu. ¥
.' k%nl;" and that they have also w&hﬁ ltﬁﬂ;'b.ilow ’_!.!1_! m“‘_'lnd ,l’?l!mingﬁogj T hsndidiaes
“into the plain on oat 5de to the wor |

pla de to the north and south of the tra tin dispute, as stated by the Dewan =
~ Peshear W @hﬁ-ﬁm«t, 80 that, as he :I;‘l,éﬁlm is nothing 4 priori more
unreasonable in their claiming to hold this part of th~ plaing than thoss other parts. B
6. TIn fact, if ikcpﬁppipk &eept«l by Mr. Puckle in disposing of the disputed boundary .

north of the Arambuly pass is to be adopted, the mere name of ** Rajakaram Kadukaval,” as
interpreted by Mr. Puckle, is sufficient to settle this dispute also; there is just as muelt (and even ”
more) reason to conclude that this disputed tract was ealled Kadukaval” as that roferred to by

Mr. Puckle; indeed, it would be mere quibbling to pretend that it is not generally so ealled,

7. Whether the words ** Rajakaram Kadukaval” do mean that the land referred to, though
! i lying outside the forﬁﬂmions and outside the natural boundafioq of the country, and gpm“’
g only used as a sort of screen for skirmishers and for the protection of the lines Against surprise,

was part of the Kingdom of Travancore, is &

0
% Vide paragraphs 10 and the following of Mr. MacGre- uestion, I think .
gor's letter, a.m B80th of May 1866, No- 4264, and pora- 1 A » Open to very great dﬂbt, .

grat 15 of Ar, Kindersloy’s, but one which should be left for the decision of

Historians or Philologians; or perhaps rather
for amicable arrangement between the two contracting powers,

8. The evidence to be derived from the accounts is, in my opinion, of scare
whatever in settling the question; but the balance of it, such as it is, is in favour of Travancore,
The fact that our accounts of 1803 show that the disputed tract was then newly entered is quito
immaterial, because the entry would be made when the land was cleared for oultivation, which i
is evident was about that time, and by the ryots of our side, because the Travancore authorities
do not even assert that their people ever held the land Jor cultivation. e

ely any value

T

ey
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m« of tlme new ** mukanl" fields was .
%h@“ but I believe the Dewan Peshcar was as r

| on carefully comparing the » ol
'.«ﬁ' t::ma km\mh) that the Mm

to uwuu."u& M minn. thewﬁ be no
then this nnomiﬁy'%!mﬁgmlum Teukasi to
tine will conti boundary uail elearly

o ‘responsib M&Kﬁﬂ dutmwxﬁ'in thmhngummmdaﬁw
eir people, tlondntm boingi pxrw” to lp;ﬁomy, uo,,lnd' ﬂu Jnn;lu them-
selves being then of o value whatever. All gyjs time, there is ‘uig |
'mﬂieplwo,thdumahnoobnhmto any such arrang
villagers who know the arrangements, call the jungles the Travar
dwﬂﬁiﬂuﬁq«mldhmmdm
MWVMMM“.

. ‘2. Luﬂyutmomonnhlududfomt pmdnot-.uc. booomuamﬂﬁmnu.
- }_,hd then Travancore ehngu,;kmn for the purposes of defence, inio (Mﬂl for the

§ ,mdaasmwmmwmmm and advancel A

} mg!d nttmmdafw



- 'the other to admit the claim of the Travancore Government to the slopes of the hills reporte ”
upon by Mr. Puckle, but to press for a permanent lease of them to the British Government
mxguhd in paragraph § of his letter to the Resident of the 15th of May 1868, No. 1
recorded in the Prmoodfngl'&_'-ﬂovemment. dated 29th June 1869, No. 1,839. '

3. After giving the fulless eonsideration to the papers now submitted by the Acting Colleetor
the Board are very clearly of opinion that the only valid claim of either party to the
dispeted tracts is that founded on long continued and practically undisputed possession.
cannot at all admit that Mr. Puckle's argument derived from the fact that they are called
“ Rajakaram Kavalkadu" (or * Kadukaval') is at all conclusive in the absence of anything like
trustworthy information as to the exaet character of the occupation so styled, especially when it
is remembersd that the Kalakad talook, Which of course included the disputed tracts, was
formerly part of Travancoré. y oo

4. Neither are the Board disposed to enter into intricate and mu[n inquiries as to entrics
in the Village Accounts. They would rathor suggest, (as they have already done in their Proceed-

> %‘X{?:‘?,fn-l, of tho 21st September 1869,) that the boundary line proposed by Mr. Puckle
X ;hogf@;lge adopted so far as that part of the dispute goes for the reasons stated in paragraph 7

- fehose Proceedings, and*that for all the rest, the water-shed should be dotermined to be the
tomdt?y by mutual arrangemegt between the tywo powers. It will be obsorved that the argument

v‘ ~ derived from. possession is move § rongly in favour of the British Government ag regards the small

T S ——

R Ab. A

T T SR &
3
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tract of land now reported upon, than it was in favour of Travancore as regards that disposed of

| by 3‘”;‘!4“!!30" and-My Puckle, and the Board cannot recommend its being surrendered.
e id & e -”‘“l»:.' ; i o T L . »
_’4 o - % 6.\ m'mmsomt above proposed would involve the sarrender of a considerable extent
g | of ey me"‘d on the part of Travancore to the south of the Arambuli Pass in the neigh-
3“ AR - bourhood of Muppandal Nuttum, and on the
e £

Ry ) . other hand the British Government would give

~ upall claim to an unexplored tract of wwknown extent on the western side of the 4 vil Pass, a -'4'32“"
© cliim wbielgthonoudbclion has never been disputed by ‘ﬁo'.ﬂl'-éiz" ment, and <~ 0
which_‘il{llowh nBriﬁahumwryopm{ Jrdnganee map. - s

6. "The slopes of the hills thus surrenderdfd to tho Travancors Goverament in sesordanco
with Mr. Puckle's proposal, should then be leasfed to the British Government in perpetuity; and

this is exactly what mp}cpmd by the ConseArvator of Forests in B!_l letter to Government,
No. 1,507, of the 7th July 1869, as well as in b}is previous report ed in Governy t Order,
No. 29, of the 6th January 1868, It might préfbably be found necessary on comparison of what
was surrendered by each party to still fi rther edmpensato the State of Travancore for afy dispro-
portionate loss of territory, and it eniently be done by a transfor of the outlying
dependencies of Anjengo and Tangocherry, ete.{ the future reveuue of which has been reported to.
)’(medmﬁ.vw%- ' | be Rupees by the Board in their Pro-

: , : ' | ceedings marginally noted, Government will no
- doubt remember that this is # \ was proposedl so loug 8g0 8¢ 1862, and was then g0 raly
approved of by the Dewan of Travancore—(vide} paragraph 4 of Mr. Fishor's letter to Government,
dated 2nd September 1862, No. 68, recorded iy Prosecdings of the 18th idem, No, 874.) Bt
tat the Board desire %o urge as strongly 8s pasible is, that all tho land lying to the east of the
ater-shod, south of Shenkots, should be permafuently placed in charge of the British suthorities,
- and all on the west side given up to Travancore| “Allusion is made in Mr. Stuart's Memorandum
Sgen dispmehbt huy dlresdy occurted as to 8 Goffee garden on 4 part of the hills to the morth

of Mahendragiri where the water-shed has a0 boen tacitly assumed to- b the i
and it is obviously desirable to have ome dis boundar

0 distiict" understanding on such s subjoct before diffi-

]

culties of this kind arise. The Government: ¥yl remember that in the description of the newly

| discovered platean of *Matrukulivagil® s Brobability of o boundary dispute thero also was
4 broadly hintedat, » ke oy » &%
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CONCERNS BOTH BRITISH INDIA
AND INDIAN STATES.
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