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E I’roceedmgs of the Madras Gov.rnment, Revenue Deparlment L .
' 4Ilz I'ebruar./ 1874 : S

P

. Read the follo\vmo —_ " | .
No. 25. Proceedmﬂs of the Board of Revenue, dated 16th Apnl 1873 No 583

Read the followmo letter from C. T. LO\TGLF'Y Esq., Collector of Salem, to the o
. Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated 17th March 1873, No. 82 :—" :

- " I.mave the honour to submlt for the Board’s orders, the undermentmned‘ N
boundary dispute between the Shervaroy Hllls and the Kudathoor Muttah in the :

Uteno'aral Talug. - 4 L ,

2. When [ was upon the Hills last year, 1t was brouoht to my notice that a
dxspute existed between the Hill tribes and the Kudathoor Muttahdar asto the right
to certain slopes and rocks where honey was produced on the northern side of the .
Hills. - I immediately ordered the Deputy Ta,hsﬂdar to institute the necessary .
mqmnes and report upon the matter, i . R ‘

3. The Deputy Tahsildar, in his letter No 159 dated 14th September 1872"
(copy enclosed), reported upon 1n3pectmn that a strip of land, on the west face of
the Hill, was included within the Muttah boundanes Upon tlns I addressed the
Deputy Supermtendent of Revenue Survey, Who deputed Mr Gompertz to inquire - .

and report the correctness of the demarcation. '

4. From Mr. Gompertz’s letter (copy of whxch a.lso is enclosed for the Board's
information) it appears tbat the demarcatmn was made by the Settlement Depart- '
ment about twelve years ago, and that the stnp of land now m dlspute was then

" made over to tae Muttahdar., T e . , :

5. Mr. Gompertz bases his decmon of the nght to .the land on the ground . _
(1) that notice ‘must have been given to the Hill Monegar and villagers at the .
time of demarcation, although they themselves deny it (2), that the coppern' _
sasanum pxoduced by them is a forgery; (3), that the copy of a putta said to be - |
given them is not to be relied upon; (4), that the Muttahdar is in possebswn (o)
that the onus proband& to the rxght to the land rests on Government. _ o

6. As to the ﬁrnt of these ar"umcnts, I beg to state that there is no evxdence
of any notice havmo' been given to this office, and that the ‘reasons given for -
preswmng that notice was given to tho Monewar and villagers are ‘certainly not
conclusive. - In the absence of any notice to Government and of the presence of -
any responsible officer to look after Government interests, it was not right for the
Settlement Department to have demarcatcd the boundary bctweeu the Muttah and
Amani lands, especially as it was clear that the Muttahdar was trying to encroach
upon the Hills which could not possibly belong to the plains; for I fail to see
how any.portion of the slopes of the Hills could belong to a Muttah situated in the = -
plains, and the more so when it is in a del'erent taluq altogether, Consequently ‘
bmit, this demarcation should not be acknowledoed as correct.
7. The grounds alleged by the Assistant Superintendent of Revenue Survey
for cons1der1n" the sasanum produced by the Hill tribes a forrrery are utterly
futile; because tho copper plate is such as can be made in a bazaar is no reason - o
for supposmf' that Colonel McLeod did not grant it. The most elaborate docu. o l{l
ments can be forged; and in this particular case to belicve that the villagers took Uy
trouble of mscnbmg on a copper plate the words 1b contams, sunply to show it o

I su

the




th February 1874,

© to Mr. Gompertz, appears to me to by _ébSurd. - As regards the copy of the ‘putt-a,
although it 12y not by itself bhe g conclusive proof, still it forms a strong IIPk 1 .
~ the chain of evidence, e e : -" o
8. Asfor the Muttahday

being in posééésio'n (itisatb
© - Mr. Gompert himself a1

est a disputed possession)
mits thag erimingal Prosecutiong werq instituted against
‘ the.hon_ey-rock.'- Of courge

colour of right ~'This, by

‘ rock or the lang, but, on th
the matter ig i, dispute, ang has yet to be settled,
.9 Uunder the above ciren

s the caso was thrown
itself, does not prove
o-rcontrary, shows that

. Muttah 83 recently fized, and the bouudari'el

- 8% described iy the brasg plage Sasanum of ¢h, Mozganag Puttakaran, given by Mr, McLeod, in

the year 'l‘hoonthoby. IR L T bl .
2 The }Iuttghgar whose ipg

erests are identife g
E VR b AWy, aud the other Proprietor was pleading

i:‘i::::;ﬂ‘::y“ . SRR ignorance to many fwportant matters., 1“‘3"’“;
, ‘ Tenear. T .. therefore, thay I Am not in a position to repor :
deﬁnitely on the-question,‘ but hope to do so ab au early datg g5 intend summoning up the

3. Should thers be any Papers in the Iugye which would help me in the inquiry of the
encroachment, 1 woylq res'pectfully beg that they may bo gent, ¢, e, and every caro will be taken
of them, The Istimryy Sanad, I believe, wag 8ranted aboyt BiXty-seven years ago for this Muttah,
and, in thy eypyy of the proprister Withholding his copy, I woulg bez that an extract of the
boundaries from the S0Py in the Hyzyp may be sent to me,

» Au inspect;

S on of the locality enables me ¢, B2y that the west face of the Hill along the
~. village of Pullia,mputty (looking from the valley bo

¢low) haghaen g, rown into the Muttah boundary ‘

for about 2 mileg jn | ength, ¢ontaining coxxjparati ve!j good jungle '-’P"inkled
L : 2 3 honeyrocy the subject of dieputo ip Calendar Case No. 47, of 1872.
Supposing ould rise fop Ay considerable distance above the
o7 me that day make it appear th?t
L ndian hoyrg’ walk or four miles. If this
tig impossible to give the Muttahdar foar miles in the

Mut . alore I)ivision, Tans go close to the foot that,

X 'the_rq is hardly balf 3 mils of Jang intervening.

| - 9. Ag Inspection, however, of some more authentje d
_tome {g Correct ¢

! onclugion g ta the nature of the encrogel,
A skgtch of the lopali_:y. - : N ‘ -

2Cuments will, T ap sure, help me t:
meunt, and Ibeg to gppend a roug

v - '.‘(Trne Copy.)

o » oo (Sizned) J. W, JOOXSTON,
e - C ‘ : Deputy Collector for Collector,

The 2pady River which forms the western
Stern’ of the Wom
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department
4th I'cbrumy 1871,

' ENCLosum I\’o. 2

| Trom H. GOMPER1Z, Fsq., 1st Assistant Sﬁperintendcnt Revenue Sdrvey; to the Deputy -
* Superintendent, No. 1, Revenue Survey, Coxmbatorc dated In.anputty, 26th November .

1872, No. 19,

I wavs the honour, with rcferonce to your letter, No. 726 of 18th mstant to mform you
t‘xat I bave carefully inquired into the «Inspute between the Kadathoor Muhuah and the Shervaroy

11ills, and have confirmed the existing demarcation. . IR
2. The Shervaroy Ilills Monegar and ryots declare that when the boundary was marked

out by the Settlement Department they got no notics, and were not even aware that any boundary
I'think you will agree with me that thxs is 80 hlghly‘

has been fixed at all till a few months ago.
improbable as to be almost impossible, even when taken alone.

- 3. The Kadathoor Mattah Gumas:ah, however, produces ‘a3 takeed dated M.a,rch 1860, * .

~written to him by the Manager of the estate,

® Corresponding date, native month and year. '.

Mattah but Government boundaries that were being marked

to the authorities of the Government villages.

4. The Muttahdar and his Gumastah both assert that ‘the Monegar and vﬂ!avers were'«’ o

present, and assisted in markmg the line. The Shervaroy Hills Curnam who lives in Salem, and
whose attendance I did not get till some days after, admits that a notice was received..

say positively, he ‘has no doubt the Monesar and villagers attended. A Vakeel who came before

" me on behalf of the villagers also confirms what the Curnam says : thus provmg the Monewar etc w :

""to bave deliberately given false evidetgor ———=""mrs ,
5, The Loundary having been marked in a reuular and proper manner, and some twelve years

7 having since elapsed without complaint, it would certainly be most unfair to re-open the matter,.

unless the Government villagers had a most overwhelming case, or could prove fraud. In point

of fact, they havo no case at all.

" by Mr. McLeod, aud on this they scem greatly to rely, For reasons too long to enter into,

I believe this to be a forgery. Anyhow, there is no record in the Collector’s Cutcherry in any way

relating to it; mno rights are excrcised under it over the land in dispute, and a dozen might
be made in the bazaar with the greatest ease. I havo, of course, rejected it altogether.

6. They also produce what they say is a copy of & putta granted for boney-stones ; itis, in

fact, merely a list of etones in difficrent villages, signed by no one, and with no kist entered, and
is, in my opinion, absolutely worthless, cspccmlly in the face of thq Curnam’s admission that the -
‘honey-rock in the alsputed ground was, at least for some years, in the Muttahdar's possession, end

of the factthata charge rclating to it brought against the Muttahdar by Government villagers was
thrown out by the Sub-Magistrate on the ground that the rock belonged to the Muttahdar,

7.
being in possessxon it ia for others to'show that it doea not.

the Deputy Tahsildar in hxs letter to the Collector - dccxdedly tell i in his favour. - I have scen his

Istimrar Sanad which contains nothing to prove either oune thmg or the other : " and the Curnam ‘
tells me ho hae prevented the Government vﬂlagers from cutting jungle on the land, a.nd has

pounded large numbers of their cattle caught trespassing on it, which strike me as being pretty

gubstantial proofs of ownership, not at all hkcly to be submxtted to, had there been any hope of

opposing them guccessfully. - .
8. I return all the papers conneoted with the case as per Ixst cnclosed
| (True Copy.) ‘ :
(Sl"ned) ~J. W. JOINSTON,

* Deputy Collector,

Lk e

directing. him to attend at the marking of the
boundary in obedience to a Summons received from the Settlement Department, as it was not:"

the mere fact of the Muttahdar's ~
having received a Summons would be sufficient to convince me that. one must also have been sent' -

lIe says -

the then Curnam dxd not attend, “either on account of illness or other work ; but, though he cannos

ity i - v ‘.v...,.‘v.,‘w\—‘-'{-w"‘,..* et o e g

They produce a copper plate which, they say,is a ‘putta granted :

I do not conslder it nccessary to call on the Muttahdar to prove the land belongs to bim : |
Ilowever, the accounts referred toby -~
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Proceedmrrs of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, .
G 4th I’ebmar.j 1874, : . |

L
M * b

S S - E;«c;eseﬁzNe. 3.—-Sketch Map. . .

]
2
S T o T .
Tae Director of Revenue Settlement will be requested to inform the Boar ) : )
whether any, and 1f s0, what inquiry was held, and in what manner the intercsts .
- of Government were watched when the boundary was determined ; and whether

_'he thinks that there are sufﬁuent grounds for acting on the Collector’s recommen”
' dation. : >

3
-,
-

2. The Collector will state what cxtent of land is 'in dlspute and what 18 -
',"Vvalue is estlmated to be. i :

e

NO- 26. Proceedmgs of the Board of Revenue, dated 25dx Juane 1873,
TR ~ No. 1 110.
| Read the follomng 1ette1 from J.F. PRICL Bsq., Actmf' Collector of Salem,

to J, GROSE, Exq, Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Kistna-
gherry, 9th Jnne 1873, No. 156:— )

I BAVYE the honour,

Dz hew?
L=
’

vnth reference to pararrraph 2 of the Proceedmf's of the
" Board - of Revenue marginally noted,
Dated 16t'n Apnl 1873 No 533  to report that the Deputy- Tahsildar of
" the Sbervamy Hills, who is personany acquamted with the strip of land regar ding
L which the dispute between the Kadatheor Muttahdar and the Government existé

‘ estimates that its extont is not less than six square miles and lts value not bdow
"Rupees 20 per acre, or Rupees 76,300 for the whole: " |

A ¥

2, 1 do not thiok, eonsxdermv ‘the value of ehej\mfrle, that the Dep'ﬂty
Tahsx'tder is ver y far out on hls eshmate. :

e N T g
e 4

, , r |
N - . N
13 . p N s .
— S

. THE Board awal’c. the reply of the Dn'eetor of Revenue Settlement to thelr
' " Ptoceedmga of t‘me lﬁt.h Apn\ 1873 l\‘o 583

}’ | : {
‘No 27

Pmceedmrvs of the Board of Revenue, dated llth November 1873
ot N 2288 B

‘ Read agaia Board’ Proccedmgs, dated 16th Apﬁl and 25th J une 1873 Nos. 583
N B audlll() :
‘ Rea.d also the foﬂowmn 1ettcrs 1

o ]jronl(} BANBURY Esq,Dnrector of Revenue Settlement to II L. STOKES,
Esq, Actmg Secretary ' to  the Loard of hevenue, da.ted Madras,
8th September 1873, No. 1 90" 64

Iu reply to marg,melly noted Board’s Proceedmﬂs, revmdmﬂ' the bmmdary

k Datcd IGth Am*xl and 25th June 1813 Nos.l dnspute between the | Shervaroy 11l j
683 and L110. - :

Vﬂlave of M oganad and the Kadathoor
. ‘Muttehdar, I 11a\'e the honour to subml’c the following extract from a letter from

Lo
P
.

My, Olovstoun which details succinctly
Dated 61}1 M‘\.‘] 1873 No 53 the course adopted with regard to the >
deﬁmtmn of these bounda.nes, and the subsequent cessatmn of this task i— Lo
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Proceﬂdmrrs of the Madras (:o:mmmen/ /{em’nue I)Ppavtment
4tk February 1874.

-2, “2.-—~The demarcation of the lands on the Shervaroy Hills was undertaken’ .
by Mr., Thomas early in the year 1861, in accordance with the orders containedin
the Proceedings of the Director, No. “’72 of the 19th February 1861; and, as was -
the practice when demarcation was conducted in - the plains, Mr. Phomas while -
demarcating the coffee estates and the propertles on the 1lills, demarcated also the
boundaries of the villages in which tbe estates were situated. T his went on for .
some months, until in June of the same year, Cuptam Iqusey, the then Uead of .

the Survey Party i in Salem, raised ob)octwus to the marking out uf the viilage

. boundaries. He did not consider ‘tuch a course at all necessury to aid the Survcy

Departmont in their work, and was of opinion that it was a waste of time and

labour trying to demarcatc boundancs of villages where no such boundaries were

known. The matter Was then referred for decision to the Collcctor, Mr. Drett,

“who, stating that he saw no partlculdr object in the demareation of the boundaues :

in questlon gave it as his opinion that the attempt to demarcate them should be =~
discontinued. ‘\[r. Brett savs—* In my opinion it is not advisable to . divide the - -
whole plateau oft he bhervaroy Hills into villages in the same way as the whole.

country below is divided inc villages. In the low country, the village boundaries

can always be ascertained from the old Survey Accounts. Ou the Ilills the lands

have never been divided by any. recoghized authority into villages, nor, as far as

I can sce, would there be any practical advantage in their dwmmw extensive por.

tions of land covered ‘with jungle into so-called villages.” The whole case was

then 1eyoﬂed to the Dlrector, w ho, agreeing with Mr, Brett and. Laptam Hesse\, L

s Fide I’roceedmgs, No. I 185, dated 22nd July decided finally* that only - cultivated
8 B

lands on the Ilills, and as much waste

vas was likely to be taken up within ureasonable peuod should be demaxcated
leavmf' all vxllawe boundaries undetermined. S :

¢ 3,—~The boundary now in dispute is between the v1ll'1rrc of Mowanad .md ' o
the Kadathoor Muttah. The boundary of this village was. duubtless demarcated R

by this department s gome time between February and June 1861, at which latter

date the work of demarcating village boundaries was put astop to, but thew'

is not}nna in the recordsof this office to show by whom it was performed, ¢
" whether there was any inquiry held before the boundary was determined eud

marked out. .

cation wus n 4
records relating to it were destroyed.

4, 1 have endeavoured to ascertmn whether anythmw could be ehcitad from
age officers engaged, or from any of our old hands now. in the party. Dut -

Moganad villagers - deny all knowledge of: the matter, and profess utter

ignorance as to dates, and everything else. This, as Mr. Clogstoun says, i3 *‘ simply

credible.”
:lxiat they themselves partly supplied the stones. Wehave likewise fuiled in hndmo'

any old emplﬂyé who was engaged in, or can'throw a.ny light upon, this matter
Y is not 1mpr0bable that owing to the wild jungly nature of the

country, the inquiry mna
pproximately, 23 the same care was not then taken as noW, re(raxdm" these Hiil
a

village boundarics. ' S ‘ T e e

It is probable that, as it was found that the’ village boundary demar-
ot to be surveyed and plotted in and seﬂmed in no way necessar v, ull '.

The line was no doubt scttled in their presence, and it is probable -

de was merely verbal, and the line drawn as it were
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Madras Government, Revenue Department
- "425/1"Febvuqry 1874, -

Sl Ty Procéedings of the

LR R o R AR
W W e T e i
MR A T e ‘. BN
R R k )

Jated 30th
Memorandum No. 1,516, datteélr erte }
M you, that there are no coun 4

re
1o the case of some Muttall;s,kitrll:is
uchits (Deedsg of Possession), but nothing of the |
the Kad_athogr Muttah. o

. : cine

eoutg prima fucie case for bgh“c.:rtfl

Ot Wl slope wigy, 5 honey.rock six Square miles in’extent and o the

Rupeey 76,800,,vwhich réally belongs to the Government village th MOganacated as

hefvaroy Hills, wag Wrongly, irreg_ulzirly, and withoyt authority ] derggI

elonging to the Kadathoor Mattah by the Settlement Department in »1_ . 'port

RN 2..2'1‘he‘Hill tribes Produce 8 copper sasanym and o putta which il:,guce'

their ¢laj ‘uttahdar geeyng to have no”doculhcﬂtal‘)’ evidence to ,p villages .
~ The by Mr, Gomperty, g, r‘eje‘cti_ng'the claim of the Moganad

are'inSufﬁcient.[' LT

) - The Unauthorizeq demaééat‘ion of {1

" ingly be repudiated, gnq the Collector Mmus

- At XXVIIT, o 1860. . I

T g e "
- e

. . ‘ OId‘ H
1@ Settlement Dcpartment must ac:nder -
t proceed to settlo the boundary

Nq. PRI Prdceedings of the B

S A g0
- S IR EA L B
R S e
e K ¥
T A S -
LSRN -

oard of Revcnue; da‘t'ed 21st January | 1874, "
S e v.jI&Iiscellan'eo'u's No. 15.304, o 1
- From J.p. pRygy, et of Salem, to J, GROSE, Esq-»Scc’eg‘g
i No. 416 o Revenu‘e," dateqd Camp Valapadi, 13th I.)ecember. 1873, it
‘No. 418, TN Hapa }

+
Rereanyg g, the Progeqq;

R : Ceedingg of ¢ Revenue, No. 23288, dated llth;_w

~ultimg, I haye the hongye o request that Mg, 3. B. Brougham, Acting Depu }:
Conservatpr, of Forgsts of thig district,“ma be Bppointed as the officer to represent
TOvernment jnthe ‘boundary 4

_ 1o the Kaduthoor Muttah and the
® Shervargy Hills, . '

.
Rt o

- ¢ 18 5

sh 80 unsatisf wctory a reply, and asdth;:; e

i 118 Depaftmenﬁ to throw weight on either side

é,lan(,e, the €ase mugt doubtless be'settled de novo on itg merits ;
p - o o L . 4
Fromd, . PRiog o T Suq, Secretary |

FromJ. p., PRICE;Esq-,Acﬁng Collector of Sulem, 10 . GROSE, Esq., Secrctary :

o “to the Board of Revenue, date_d 11th Octoler 1873, No. 297. ‘

Wity réference to the By (el
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‘?;‘ \;' -twi,' wir . . -
: i i . Proceedings of the J[ja_}lra.‘if Go_vernment,Revenue Department, B
- / 3 R - dth-February 1874. L
‘ 3 e . e *
ANTY i ‘ Z;‘ : & K . .‘ : ;
! < No. 29. - ORDER THEREQN, ith February 1874, No. 158. . ?
* . . & SR B : .',.' Co : R '
i . T Miscollancons, ~ %+ |o THE demarcatmnby’]?h. Gompertz |
' - : LA My of the Revenue Survey being altogether =

i\ : . . S e i ‘unauthorized, as stated by the Board, -

i ‘f"‘i.; the Governor in Council is ‘of opinion that it is necessary for the adjustment of o
| AP the question of the disputed extent of the Kadathoor Proprietar - Fstate inthe - - :
\ g q L O ART p y lustale 1n the. .. .|
‘ b Jdirection of the Shervaroy Hills to appoint & special officer for the purpose under ™ .

. . Section 2, Act XXVIIL of 1860. He resolves, therefore, to appoint Mr. J. H. B.
o vBrougham of the Fores.t Department to fix the ‘boundaries between that estate =~ -
s& and the Government vﬂ%age ot: Moganad, Shervaroy Hills, and to exercise herein
' all the powers and functions given to an officer so appointed under the aforesaid -
\ CAct. . e e
. : g SR 7 L (True Extract.) ~ fe ,
. R | ﬁ S el (Signed) = D.F. CARMICHAEL,
‘ i ¥ o e ST Seeretary to Government.
‘, ! \‘k‘;" : uk L - L : ;
) ! ‘; » 14
. J'] "2\‘ * -
T \y . LI - - ¥ z B
\ 3 1‘
\‘: o i
vl g
! ‘: 3 7
1
' N
| B
[
L To the Board of Revenue. ‘ . (
v ? ,, the Superintendent of Revouue Survey.
| ) . +,, the Director of Revenue Settlement, s
10 , the Inspector of Foresta. - o
{ P ” S
[
> } l{
i.
\‘: t"
b \ : gxd. W. I French.
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‘ | ‘; - S . 'No. 583 1 . BT 1
: ‘l\ SN :/{ o ProcEEDINGS OF THE BoARD oF Revenug, dated 16th April 1873. B 1
ooy Read the following letter from C. T. LONGLEY, Esq., Collector of Salem, tothe |
; Secretary to t'h’evBoard of Revenue, dated 17th March 1873, No. 82 —— s SRR g
AN E I pave the honour to submit, for the Board’s orders, the »under-me;ltionedv R ?
E S boundary dispute between the Shervaroy Hills and the Kudathoor Muttah, in the |
- L Utengarai Talug. | GO e e ﬁ
v | " 9. When I was upon the Hills last year, it was brought to my notice thata . -~ .- }
i \EZ dispute cxisted between the Hill tribes and the Kudathoor Muttahdar asto the right IR
Dol to certain slopes and rocks where honcy was produced on the northern side of the S
; h Tills, I immediately ordered the Deputy-Tahsildar to institute the necessary R 1
' 2% 7 inquiries, and report upon the matter. -~ - | B
I S 3. Tho Deputy-Tahsildar, in his letter No, 159, dated 14th September 1872 - = . "},
. f : *\’_ L (copy enclosed), reportec! upon inspection that a strip of land, on the west face of’ e j
? the ITill, was included within the Muttah bpundari¢s. - Upon this, I addressed the N
SN Deputy-Superintendent of Revenue Survey who deputed Mr. Gompertz to inquire -~ =
VL and report the correctness of the demarcation. * . = - SR S R
- \ B 4 . From Mr. Gr_ompertz’s letter (copy of which also is enclosed for the Board’s s
', {1 L information) it appears that the demarcation was made by the Settlement Depart. = LA
e ment, about twelve years ago, and that the strip of land now in dispute was then
1& wade over to tho Muttahdar. e T e e G
Al 5. Mr. Gompertz bascs his decision of the right to the land on the ground = B
< ?\ s (1) that notico must have becn given to the Hill Monegar and villagers at the - . A
TR time of demarcation, although lhey themselves deny it; (2), that the copper | . ¥ -
A uansatis p1ULUUEU DY UIBLL IS 8 10TGELY ; (), that the copy of a putta said to be . - RS
i ‘IL“ :  given them is not to be relied upon ; (4), that the Muttahdar is in possession ; ), T
1R that the onus probandi to the right to the land rests on Government. - P o )
l 6. - As to the first of these arguments, I beg to state that there is no evidence C": <4y
* of any.mnotice having been given fo this office, and that the rcasons given for - [ Pt

presuming that notice was given to the Monegar and villagers are certainly not
conclusive. In the abscnce of any notice to Government, and of the presence of -
any responsible officer to look after Government interests, it was not right for the

-y i,
B

N ;‘F N Settlement Department to have demarcated the boundary between the Muttah and ;
R Amani lands, especially as it was clear that the Muttahdar was trying to encroach . -
i | upoh the Hills which could not possibly belong to the plains; for I fail to ses - _
/ v B how any portion of the slopes of the Hills could belong to a Muttah situfated inthe . _
. t plains, and the more so when it isj in a different taluq altogether. Consequently, >
A 1 submit, this demarcation should not be acknowledged as correct. '~~~ . 7 o
:f : - 7. 'The grounds alleged by the Assistant Superintendent of Revenue Survey -
23 for considering the Sasanum . produced by the Hill tribes a forgery are utterly . - g
P.{--‘_{ futile ; because the copper plate is such as can be made in a bazaar is no reason < Lo g
; ﬁ for supposing - that Colonel McLeod did not grant it. The most elaborate docu- - '
’ TR ments can be forged ; and in this particular case fo believe that the villagers took |
y ' % K ilie trouble of. inscribing on a copper plate the words it contains, simply to show it s
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0 Mr, Gompertz, 2Ppears to me to bo absurd, Asg “’Enrd,: ;:rms i strong link %
H although it may not by itself be 4 conclusive proof, still i oa) a -,‘
21t may .
. the chain of evidence, o best a disputed possesslinst ] | s'
s, Asforthe Muttahday being in Possession (it ig ‘ft cs rero instituted 232 on | y
I Smpertz himself admipg that erimingl prosecutions w the case was ”“oove \ g
- -the Muttahdar 3, reference to the hnney-r?ck. of .course,itsel f does not prﬂmt ! ',
* 0t 83 the act yaq done under coloyy of right. This, byl conftrﬂ"Y’ shows ‘ |
Anything as to the Tight to the rock or the land, Lut, on the fot j‘
€ matter i3 iy, dispute, and pgq Yet o be scttled ill arree with me oS
9. Under the ahoye circumstanccs, T trust the Board WIocc:ded with de n0 3
- the Present demarcation should b annulled and the matter pr ;
B . PR : i
o . - aﬂtel »
- Excrosugg No, 1. . Collector of Salem, }
..F'rom Mr. ¥ 3 DAWES, Depuf-y-Tahsﬂdnr, Shervaroy I dl.s. to the Co b
Cen LT - 4t} September 1872, No. 159, ardine the encrf’;a"r :,
) : s N 2 -4 hid Lyt
e Wirn referenee tq Your Memoraudumy of the 3rd instant, No. 4,4 :;a:e; 1 went to the v;ref“ :
" ment by the Kadathegr Muttahdar, Theg to report that, on the 10th 1!(!;} 'n;t’ anlmade 8 € i
. of I’ulliamputby, about twq miles frop ¢ foot of the Mallapuram Ghaut,
o eXalination of the locality, tho demareation Tine of the M
a8 describeq 0 the bragg plate

ries
boanda .
uttah as recently fixed, and the

o
Teod, 1
. Mr. Me
Sasanum of the Mozanaud Puttakarln, given by

< The Hutbahdat whose interests are identifieq w‘i

. 1f

, t];;m?“

th this portion of the B.I“tmh:;zp p]egdlnf
- B¥ay, and the gther prOP““"‘:uers. i ,cgrer; .

” o 7 ignorance to many important m cition #2 TEPO .
N : ’I‘Srisvh“a I?’“ég_af‘ N b thew&\r;“ that T am not ina I.gj-;;‘ming ap (b ‘

Sl ;.‘}Eﬁ“im? "“wthc'(i“ﬁslﬁon.”bﬁﬁ hope to Qoo gy early date ag I inte"f_l e.uu,‘ s ‘t’ the
s ,Af’!yf?cssaary pames;»v.,-»,;_'»‘;-- e D Y o the. inquiry 0 e

3. Should - thepq be any Paperg ip 4, Muznr whick woull kelp me in vare will bo s o

L encioachmént, I woulq respectfully beg that they may be gont to me, and evel’l'hiﬂ \fattah, and’ies
of thery. Ty Istimray Sanaq, | bolie 8, Was granted about €7 years azo for tt of the boundar
»tll"xve tvent of the pl‘oprietor Withhelq copy, 1 would bez that an extrac ‘

0 from the copy in the Ily

o Krishag Chetry

ing hig the
9T Taay be gopg to me, f the I1ill along oy
: " S0 Ingpection of the locfdity €aables me ¢, 82y that the west face o Mattah boundﬁl‘ 1
~ village of Pﬂmampﬂtty Hooking g the valjey below) hag bees, thrown into th"d jungle sp""nk,g
- for ahgyy 24 mileg iy, breadty and 3 fniles in ]ength, Containing comparatively goo 3\70’ 47 of 1872
. With bamboo. and onclosing o, horiey~rock, tho sulyget of dispute in Calendar C”f’ * nco above tb:
S“PDOB'“)Z that po. Portion of i1, Mattah coull pige for any congidorable d‘s.mi; appear tha
- base or foot of the ki, Certaip cadjay Ayacut Accounts shown me that day make miles. 1 this
_ the bregdsy of the Pullimnput illagg should tq houra® walk or four
"~ aceount can be gegor,

i the
three Ingiap four miles in th
4 a8 trug, fing ap o give the Muttaadar fo

- Plaing, gng etill keep hir |

’ . . stern

Wpossible ¢ : the wee
of the Tiipyg; - The Vapady river which formst b foot, thit
¢ Division, runs go cque to :
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> ; h From . GOMPERTZ, Esq., 1st Assistant Superintendent, Ravenue Sarvey, to the Deputy-Super- - o - 'j
', '? intendent, No. I, Revenue Survey, Cdimbatore, dated Kariputty, 26th November 1872, No.19. R
/ N 1 mave the honour, with reference to your letter No. 726 of 18th instant, to inform you that e
e I have carefally inquired into the dispute between the Kadathoor Mattah and the Shervaroy Hills, — ~ . ¢
- ' R ; and have confirmed the existing demarcation. PR R o Dl 4
Phe- " 9. The Shervaroy Hills Monegar and ryots declare that when the boundary was marked -~ 1
‘ { 1 .’ out by the Scitlement Department they got no notice, and were not even aware that any boundary . : C
\ f% * has been fixed at all till a fow months ago. I think you will agree with me that this is so highly s
4 improbable as to be almost impossible, even when taken alone. = : R -
“ 3. The Kadathoor Muttah Gumastah, however, produces a takeed dated March. 1860, o —oemmome e o
NS B ;C}:;ro;f’onding date ;mvtiv‘e month ax;d ycar.‘ : vv,r;tte.n o hun by the Manager __OE the estate, R B
o - C o . directing him to attend at the marking of the - |
boundary in obedience to & Summons received from the Settlement Department, as it was mot
Mattah but Government boundaries that were being marked ; the mere fact of the Muttahdar's hav- . R
g ing received a Summons wpuld‘ be sullicient to convince mo that one must also have been sent to . o 1
: tho authorities of the Government villages. R e T S A
' o : 4. Tho Muttahdar and his Gumastah both asser that the Monezar and villagers were .
. ‘;7 ' preécnt, and assisted in m:;rki;ig the line. The Shervaroy Hills Curnum who lives in Salem, and -
. whose attendance I did not get till some days after, admits that » notice was received. Hesays the - -
. - then Curpum did not attend, either on account of illness or other work ; but,‘bhoggh»he cannotsay - .-
2 positively, he has no doubt the Monegar and villagers attended. A Vakeel who came before me -
4 " on bebalf of the villagers also confirms what the Curnum says: thus proying the Monegar, etc., to - ,
» have deliberately given false evidence. o S e e S Jié
5. Theboundary having been marked in a regular and proper manner, and some twelve years \
having since elapsed without complaint, it woul‘d certainly be most unfair to re-open the matter, :
" unless the Government villagers had a most overwhelming case, or could prove fraud. In point i T B §j
. - - of fact, they have no caso at all. They produce a copper plate which, thev ray, 13 & rmia m:ﬂf:*mi-l,‘;m A S
e ey iy, Cleod; and on tois they seemt’ greatly tAo-“rgly. LOt reasons too long to exftppm.,o, I:j_ e i
* belicve thisto be a forgery. Anyhow, there is no record in the*:ColIe;tor’s Cutcherry in any way . 2
. " relating to it ; no rights are exercised under it over the land in dispute, and a dozen ;pight be t;xade L : i
in the bazaar with the greatest ease.: I have, of course, rejected it altogether.. o f;’yi O |
6. Theyalso produce what they say i3 2 copy of a putta gr?!?ted for honey stones ; it is, in AR s
fact, mercly a list of stones in different y’illages, .signed by no one, and with n,o kist e.nte.zred, and is, ~ .. "' |
in my opinion, absolutely worthless, especially in ﬁhe face of ’t.ho; Curnum’s ad‘mlss_xon ?hat the e
-7 honey-rock in the disputed grounrd was, at least for so.me years, in the Muttahdar's possession, and L o L}
‘ 4 " of the fact that a charge relating to it brought against the Mattahdar by Government villagers = = .. . |
£ was thrown out by the Sub-Mazistrate on the ground that the rock belonged to the Muttahdar: e
C . 7. 1do not consider it necessary to call on the Mu_ttghda_r to prove the land belongs to him::
: peing in possession, it is for others to show that it does n'ot. , Howev'er, f,hc accouants referred to b.y |
¥ - the Dcputy-'l‘ahsildar in his letter to the Collecgo'z' decidedly -tell in hx; fa‘vouri I have seen his o
S  Istimrar Sanad which contains nothing to prove either one thm'g or the other ; and thg Curnum o
. t: ~ gells me he has prevented the Government villagers f‘;om cxfttmg_, Junglc.a_ou the lzmd., and has L
Iy pounded large numbers of their cattle caught trespassing on.\ 1%, ‘wlbnchrstnke me 88 being p_retby - o
’;fi S gubstantial prbofs gf ownership,‘DQt Qf' ?llrlik‘?}_y tq be . submxtted _to, h‘a.d.. Fberp been any ,.llf)pe of . ERRATEE Rl
- inw heﬁx'succcssfully-"‘“'”"‘j--~--;~~ S T TR e A -
4» - vppossl?a ; return all the papers connected With the case a3 per liat_ enp_losaq. o B
1 T - . 7 (True Copy.) B TR TS R .
(f % R e (Signed) - J“W._ JOHNSTON, - = -
FA T v Deputy-Collector,
R -
. y -
,"{ /
» o 1 i
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Btate what extent of land is in dispute, and what 1ts

(Truﬂ COPiCS and Extract.) . “ -
§ e | Sig 1 0SE
: To the Director of (Signed) J. Gng ; ’
v ».._VCollector of Salerm ecr tary_
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A /) ~;[ Pxocztnxxcs _OF TIIE BOARD oF anun, dated 2uth June: 1843 NI o |
j /7 P A
i ’:: - Rcad tho following Iettcr from IF, PRIC %q, Achno' Collcctor of Salem, to Co T :
[ 10 1 J. GRODE Fsq., Secretary to thc Board of Revenue, da.tcd lubtua- i |
‘ 3 “gherry, 9th June 1873, No, 156 :— : : , B E |
1 I nave the honour, with refexeneq to pararrraph 2 of the PrOCGEd]ncrg of ﬂ]’g FREI |
by » Board of Revenue margxmlly noted, -
d 16th April 18 3 N 583 S
fy* Date pril 1873, No. ;ﬁf«:‘ to report that the Deputy Tahsildar of.,
\", BN ' . /} _ tho Shevaroy Hills, who is pers mnally acqualnted with the strip of land regardmo N
'* ' i which the dispute between the Kadatmr Muttahdar and the Government ‘exists, -
Nk p SR
; by estimates that its extent is not less than six square miles and its value not below el
g . ; " Rupees 20 per acre, or Rupces 76,800 for the whole. ' s
Y 2. Ido not think, consndermg the valae of the Jungle, that the Deputy
i e Tabsxldar is very far ont on his estlmate | A ’
E;“‘\" v . - g - Mv“t). unun.v [Tty lc‘;&] Ul ulB".‘D'ﬂ’ec!OT Gt h’.evenﬂe E@tﬂemenrto thé;m
t e Proceedings of the 16th April 1873, No. 583. ST
’%X ’ (A true Copy and Extract) el BT /{\[
. ;L ; IR : (Slgned) -, GROSE : \
I | | Secretary. ‘
. " =y To the Director of Revenne Settlement, -
| Copy to the Actmb Collector of Salem. ,
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L No. 1,110. = L
" ; i Coad .
w.w - Boundary b?vg\alv&ﬂm,@a Shevaroy I1illa f# A ,
. and  Kadattur Muttah in* Uttengarai Taluge & §
" Salem District.—Reply of Director of Revenue § ~
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oA . Ppocrepixcs oF TEE Bosrp oF REVEXUE, dated Ilth November 1873. '
Vi Read again Board’s Proccedings, dated 16th Apnl and °5th J une 1873 Nos. 583
- | and 1,110, | _
e o Read also the followmg letters :—

Trom G. BAI\BUPY Esq, Director of Revenue Settlement, to H. E. STOKES v.
J qu ., Acting Sccretary to the Boa.rd of Revenue, dated Madras, 8th

September 1873, No. 1,002-64.
Ix reply to marginally noted Board’s Procecdmgs, regardlnrr -the boundary

583 and 1,116. L Village of Moganad and the Kadathoor

- the. course adoptcd with regard to the
deﬁmtxon of these boundanes, and the subsequent cessation of this task :i— .

the practice when demarcation was conducted in the plains, Mr. 'Ihomas while

who stating that he saw 1o partxcular object in the demarcatxon of  the boundaries
in questxon, gave it 1 Jn his opinion that the attempt to demarcate them should be
discontinued. Mr. Brett- says—*In my opinion it 1s not advisable’ to divide tho

" whole plateau of the Shevaroy Hills into villages, in the same way as. the wholé
country below is divided into villagés. . In tho low couatry, the Village boundaries -

can always be ascertained from the old Survey accounts. On the hills the lands

- have never been divided by any recorrmzed authonty into villages, nor as far as"
I can see would there be any practical advantatre in their dividing extensive por- .

tions of land -covered with jungle into- so-called v1llages The whole case was

then reported to the Du‘ector, who agreeing ‘with Mr, Brett and Captain Hessey

‘. Vzdc I‘roceed.m"s, No. 1,185, dated 22ud July decided .. ﬁnally" that. only ' cultivated .-
, 1861, “lands on’ the Hills, and 'as much wasta *
as was hkely to bo taken up Wlthln areasonable penod should be. demarcated ’

»

Ieavmo all Vlllatre boundaries undetermined. .

“3. The boundarynow in dispute is- bc’cween the Vllla"e of Moganad and.

the Kadathoor Muttah. The boundary of this village was. doubtless ‘demarcated

by this department some time betw cen yJFebruary and June 1861, at which latter -

date the work of demarcating village ;boundancs was put a stop to, but there
is nothing in the records of this Office’ o show by whom it was performed, or
whetlier there was any enquiry held: befure the. boundary was determined and
marked out. I is probable that as it Was found that the vﬂlage boundary demar-

¢ation was not to be surveyed and plotted m and seemed in D0 Way ncceesary, all

:ecords relating to it wero dcstroyed”

*

oM

. Dated 16th April and 25th June 1873, Nos, dispute betwoen  the . Shevaroy Hill -

Muttahdar, I have thc honour to submit the following. extract from a letter from
Dated Bth Hay 18‘3 Ne'ss, - M Clogstoun which details succinetly .

. o 2. ¢ 2 The demarcation of the lands on the Shevaroy Hills was undertaken v
_by Mr. Thomas early in the year 1861, in accordance with the orders contaxned in.
" the Proceedings of the Director, No.. 272 of the 19th February 1861, and as was -

domarcating the Coffec Estates and the properties on ‘the Hills, demarcated also the
boundaries of the vﬂlavcs in which the Lstates Were mtuated This went on for -

~ some months, until in June of the same year, Captam Ifessey, the then Head of
the Survey Party in Salem, raised obJectlons to the marhng out of the Vﬂlave
- boundarics. e did not consider such a course at all necessary to aid the Survey -
s antiiee e aammaum_thcu .work, _and_yas_ of, o‘pmlon,bghat it .was_a waste of time and . e
‘ariry1y o demaréato boindarios 61 villages' whéte Yo “such uch houndarios were - o 3
known ‘The matter fwas then- referred for dccmon to the Collector, Mf. Brett,
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