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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
27th January 1873.

Read the following papers :—
No. 206. From the Officiating Secretary to the Chief Commissioner of Mysore
to the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department, Fort St. George,
dated Moodgherri, 11th December 1871, No, 4,510-20,
A pispuTE, which it is desirable to setfle, has lately arisen as to the proper
houndary line between Canara and Mysore on the Manjerabad frontier, and as 1t

involves the right of this Government to grant a puttah which has been issued to

a European Planter for certain lands on the slopes of the Bhoond Ghaut which have
hitherto been considered to be well within Mysore limits, I have the honour, by
direction of the Chief Commissioner, to solicit that he may, with sanction of is
Excellency the Governor in Council, be favoured with the perusal, or be furnished
with copies of any orders defining the boundaries of the Bullum,” now
Munjerabad, District, at the time of its ineorporation with Mysore in, it 1s
believed, the year 1799.

No. 207. Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 12th August 187%,
No. 1,559.
Read again Board’s Proceedings, dated 14th May 1872, No. 775.
Read also the following letters :—
From H. S. THOMAS, Esq., Collecgor of South Canara, to the Secretary to the
Board of Revenue, dated Mangalore, 31st May 1872, No. 630.
Wira reference to the marginally noted Proceedings of the Board of Reve-

Dated 10th March 1872, No. 469, paragraph 4. nue, 1 have ‘fhe 110n?ur to submit, for
14th May 1872, No. 775. their information, copies of two letters®

received. from my Head Assistant, Mr.

L

* Dated 15th April 1872, No. 91.

94th May 1872, No. 111 Sturrock, regarding the boundary dis-

g pute therein alluded to.

9, He has inspected the disputed Jocalities once in October last in conjunc-
tion with Lieutenant Mackenzie, the Deputy Superintendent of Hassan, and again
in company with Mr. Webster in January 1872, but has been able to come to no
conclusion, as there seems to be nothing reliable to go on.

3. If the Minute by the Marquis of Wellesley, alluded to in the 10th para-
graph of his second letter, 1s forthcoming it may be conclusive.

4. A reference to A Collection of Treaties, Engagements, and Sanads,”’
Vol. V., throws no light on the subject beyond the probability that the boundary
details which are not in this Collection may ‘be discoverable along with the
original treaties in the Government Record-rooms.

e

Excrosure No, 1. .
From J. STURROCK, Esq.,, Head Assistant Collector, to the Collector of South Canara, dated
Mangalore, 15th April 1872, No. 91.

Ix reply to your letter, No. 437 of the 11th April 1872, I have the honour to state that I do
pot require the papers in question, as they are connected with boundary disputes between certain
villages of the talugs of North Canara above the ghauts and Mysore, and therefore can in no way
help us in the present dispute. '
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4. InG. O, No. 462, dated 16th March 1872, it is laid down that such disputes should be
settled by officers deputed from either State. If this means that the officer from Canara must be
specially empowered by Government I would ask that orders may be obtained before I leave
Hangaldre, so that the matter may, if possiule, be disposed of without a second visit-to the loca-
lity being required. Mr. Lawrence speaks of the land in dispute as being of no great value.

5. 1 take this opportunity of pointing out that the boundary dispute alluded to in para- :
g!ﬁi&ofny letter to the Board of the 8th April 1872 is quite different from the one now lu il
referred to. 1 merely mentioned it with the view of showing how difficult it is to get satisfactory

information from the villagers in such cases.

> |
L . . LY

»
——— -
[
'

‘Fn.)i,n 'Liéufenﬁnt J B LAWRENCE, Assistant Superintendent of the Mysore Revenue Survey,
10 to the Assistant Collector in charge of Kandapur Talug, South Canara, dated Sagur,
28th March 1872, No. 26.

I 5avE the honour to forward for your inspection a Survey map, * representin 2 236 Acres of
: jungle land, the possession of which is at
' ! the present time disputed by the village of
Bylegee, Kundapur Taluq, adjoining the eastern side of the disputed land, and the village of
Mulloor, Sagur Talug, adjoining on the western side. cdadk

2. Each side claims the whole of thé land in dispute, which is comparatively of little value,
being only waste jungle land"which had hitherto apparently been regarded by both villages as
their common property. - :

3. The small tract of ldnd, however, situated about the centre of the disputed land, a
‘qnadrang‘kﬁg in shape and comprising 2 Acres, belongs to Mulloor, as it has long been cultivated
by that village. : il : _

4. After long inquiries made by me, extending over many weeks, I am unable to discover
the existence of any documentary evidence whatever on the side either of Bylegee or of Maulloor,
a8 to which village has the better right to the possession of the disputed lands ; both sides in fact,
as I have already stated in paragraph 2, have hitherto evidently regarded the lands now disputed -
as their common property and possessions lying intermediately between them.

5. Such being the case there is clearly but one method of settling the dispute in question

Mark ed A.and appended.

open to us, y,iz;g_ the very simple and natural one of dividing the lands equally between the two AR
villages. ~ : 4 7;{5
6. With this view then I have the honour to Propose two separate lines of boundary shown § e

in red lines, A. B. C. 2ud D. E. F. Either one of these divisions if adopted will be found o |
divide the land equally as nearly as possible, giving to each side 118 Acres. : ; i
- 7. D.E.F. is perhaps the simpler, and therefore the better boundary of the two, as the 9
one the justice of which will be the more readily understood by the villagers.
8. I shall be thankful if you will be so good as to inform me which line of boundary meets
with your approval, and the neasurements shall be carried out and the boundary marks erected

- . -

——

9. I shall take the liberty of making one or two further ‘references to you regarding
unimportant boundary disputes with the Kundapur Talug in a few days. |

L

, Head Mtﬂoﬂwﬁor of South Canara, to the Assistant Superin-
aue Survey, dated Mangalore, 18th April 1872, No. 94.

No. 26, dated 28¢h March 187, T regret to say that, unless
have no mﬂm-;kyhhy doif‘n>.;apy boundary line not




Proceedings of the Madras Government. Revenue Déﬁéﬂmgt,
27th January 1873. Y%

——

From Licutenant J. B, LAWRENCE, Assistant Superintendent of the Mysore Revenue Survey
- to the Assistant Collector in charge of Kundapur Talug, South Canara, dated Shemoga,

20th April 1872, No. 35. ') ; S
T wove the honour. to forward for your inspection a mnp,yqp:eceuhnga !)Zonndpq_dispute
between the village of Burwy, Sagur Talug, Mysore State, and ﬁlk lage Qf’;ﬁﬂbkée. Oodchee,

Guntgymuny and Poora ; Kundapur Talug, South (!mm'se and als
the said map; both marked E. and appended. . S0
2. Tt will be seen that the disputed land consists almost entirely of rocky hills of little or
no value, and of a small pateh of jungle. '
3. From the Canarese explunation' it will be seen that there is no proof on either side.

4. T therefore beg to propose the equal division of the disputed lands, consisting of *

1163 Acres, between the two sides according to the red line shown in the map, giving to each
side 58% Acres. ’

5. Also I have the honour to submit the map of a further dispute between the village of
Nadwad Mytewully, Sagur Taluq, and Rattyhully, Kundapur Taluq, South Canara, and verna-
cular explanation of the same ; both marked F. and appended. -

6. There being no proof on either side I beg to propose an equal division of the -

164 Acres comprising the disputed land, consisting of rocky hill, giving to each side 8% Acres
according to the red line. g .
7. A line expressivé of your concurrence will oblige.

From Lieutenant J. B. LAWRENCE, Assistant Superintendent of the Mysore Revenue Survey,
to the Head Assistant Collector of South Canara, dated Mysore, 29th May 1872, No. 40.

As my proposed decisions of boundary disputes between the Sagur Taluq and South Canara
do not meet with your concurrence and approval 1 have the hononr to solicit the favour of your
being 80 good as to return to me the maps and Canarese explanations which I forwarded to you
for your consideration, as they are called for by the Superintendent of the Mysore Revenue
Survey for his examination and consideration.

—_—

From J. STURROCK, Esq., Head Assistant Collector of South Canara, to the Assistant
. Superintendent of the Mysore Revenue Survey, dated Mangalore, 5th June 1872, No. 120.

As requested in your letter of the 29th May 1872, No. 40, I have the honour to return, here-

;ith, the maps and Canarese documents forwarded with your letters of the 20th April 1872,
o. 35.

2. In my letter of the 18th April, No. 94, I did not mean that it should be inferred that
I disapproved of your suggestions regarding the disposal of the boﬂndary question, but merely
that I had no authority to decide the matter in the way proposed.

3. I would further add thst as I have not inspected the locality I hardly feel myself
competent even to offer an opini/ .

(True Copies.) 5 -
» (Sigued) H. S. THOMAS,
Collector.

e are ‘SeVQré' boundary disputes between the K_iﬁx‘dépur
~.and Mysore which ought to be settled at once, and the

It is clear that
Taluq of South Can
Board resolve, w

£ | -

i re"rence to G. O, dated 16th March 1872, No. 462, to

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
27th January 1873.

request Government to ask the Chief Commissioner to depute an officer to meet
Mr, Sturrock and settle the boundary. '

2. If it is found that this special duty will prevent Mr. Sturrock from attend-
ing to his ordinary work or take him beyond the limits of his division, the Board
will be prepared, on receiving a full report on the subject, to address Government
with the view of obtaining such extra assistance as may be required in the district.

3. It appears that Mr. Sturrock has heard that * in a Minute written, he
thinks, by the Marquis of Wellesley, it was laid down that the heads of all the
ghauts should remain in the hands of the British,” and Mr. Thomas believes it
possible that there is some such document with the original treaties amongst the
Government records. No trace of a specification of the boundary can be found in
the Board’s office, but a search in the Government office may be more successful.

No. 208. OrDER THEREON, 27th January 1873, No. 104.

THE papers above recorded refer
to disputes at different parts of the
boundary line between Canara and
Mysore, one being in connection with certain Cardamom jungles between the
Upinangadi Taluq of Canara and the Manjerabad Taluq of the Hassan District,
and the others between the Hannar Magany of the Kundapur Taluq and the
distriet of Shimoga.

2. With reference to the former a letter has been received from the Chief
Commissioner of Mysore, requesting to be furnished with copies of any orders
defining the boundaries at the time of the incorporation of the ¢ Bullum,” now
Manjerabad, District with Mysore. Copies of all papers bearing on the matter which
can be traced in the Government records will now be forwarded to the Chief
Commissioner as requested, but as it appears from the Collector’s letter, embodied
in the Board’s Proceedings of the 22nd September 1871, No. 4,071, that Neriya
Devakamma Hebbarti, a Canara ryot, has been in occupation of the disputed tract for
some years, and is still in occupation (the crop being picked under supervision), it
seems unnecessary for this Government to move further in the matter, unless
requested to do so by the Mysore authorities. The Chief Commissioner will be
informed that unless he intimates his intention of claiming the land as Mysore
territory, the supervision now exercised over the gathering of the crop will be
discontinued from the end of the present revenue year, and the tract treated in all
respects as the property of this Government.

3. The disputes on the boundary line of the Kundapur Taluq appear to be
of minor importance, and capable of easy adjustment, but as no complaints appear
to have been received from the Canara villagers, the Government will await the
action of the Chief Commissioner on the subject. The Assistant Superintendent
of Mysore Revenue Survey probably excceded his instructions in proposing that
a line of boundary siiould be newly defined and boundary marks erect(;d
without refercnce to either Government,

Miscellaneous.
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sz;&uz DepARTMENT,
Forr St. GeoraE, .
27th January 1873,

No, 105,
No, 209.

To
Tae SECRETARY 10 THE CHIEF COMMISSIONER
o MYSORE,

Sir,—With reference to your letter
of the 11th December 1871, No. 4,510,
I am directed to transmit copies, as per
memorandum accompanying, of all records in any way bearing on the subject
which can be traced in this Office. Application was made to the Government of
India for a fac-simile of the Map alluded to in the letter from Lord Clive to
the address of the Earl of Mornington, dated 24th April 1800, but a reply has been
received to the effect that it cannot be traced. :

2. In connection with the dispute referred to in your letter under reply, the
Collector of South Canara has reported that N eriya Devakamma Hebbarti, a Canara
ryol, is now picking the crop on the disputed tract under supervision. I am
directed to state that the supervision ,in;,q_uestion will be continuedA up to the end

Miscellaneous.

.

of the present revenue year, after which it will be withdrawn and the tract treated =~

in all respects as the property of this Government, unless the Chief Commissioner

intimates his intention of claiming it as Mysore territory.

I have the honour to be,
Sir, :
Your most obedient servant, -

(Signed) D. F. CARMICHAEL,
Secretary to Government,

Exd, F, R, Bantleman;
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