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and have ascertained that ﬂ"
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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, .
8th May 1874,

8. It will be contended that the deseription in Mr. Cotton’s Register and the
Inam Title-deed are wrong because the Curnam who supplied them was ignorant,
and that the tract which was iufended in both is the tract now called the Kattalai
Board’s Proceedings, dated 8th November 1871 Mallaf. Furtlfer mqmry W}ll t.hmw hght

No. 4,640,y * on this question. In 1840 it appears
' that the Kattalai Mallai was attached as
part of the Chockamputty Zemindari and leased to a contractor, It is not obvious:

et

why the Kattalai Mallai which is said to have been given away to a pagoda forty i
years before should have been attached, and the fact i .gwkmd 4% it aestnd to: i, A

admit some right to the hill on the part of the Chockamputty Zemindar, but
inquiries should be made as to why the attachment took plwé,-?a_nd'wﬁétutmet was
actually occupied by the contractor, . o i

9. If the result of the investigation is to show that it is doubtful whetﬁefi»"ﬂié
tract now called the Kattalai Mallai is the tract referred to in Mr. Cotton’s Register
and the Inam Title-deed, and whether it was oecupied sixty years ago, the. Board
think a suit to recover the property should be filed on behalf of Gﬁverxjmént. i

The right of the Chockamputty Zemindar to an isolated hill twenty miles from his. :

: Estate, and therefore his right to give such a Lill away to a pagoda can no doubt
& be disputed with success. T SR B Ao A0 A alpi e, S
: 10, Should it be found feasible to file this suit and should it be successful it
may be possible to revive the clldi‘ms.f@f_(_iovemﬂimt‘té_vimmgﬁiﬂ tracts of forest
land whieh have been endaugered by. the ' nday
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No. 120s. . From Capiain C. WALKER, Officisting Inspector of Forests, to °
C. G. MASTER, Esq., Acting Secrotary to Governmen$, Revenue Depart-

ment, dated Ootacamund, 29th April 1874, No. 48.

Wirn reforenco to the Board’s Proceedings of 18th April, Forest No. 54,
regarding the Kuttalai Mullay forest in the Tinnevelly District, I have the honour
to bring to the notice of Government that the fact of the area now claimed being
al with that described in the Inam title-deed hasnot “ hitherto been unques-
1", 85 the Board suppose (paragraph 7).

In my report, dated 12th November 1870 (recorded with G. O. of 3rd
71, No. 9!,8‘1)»61’1‘ all these hill forests, I say, with reference to the Kuttalai
“{m nothing to connect either of these eniries with a block of valuable forest
el wly a comparatively small portion of which has ever been cultivated as punjah,’ ete.,
’é& But eﬁm if it fbe established that the tracts are identical, I consider the
annual sum, which is proposed to pay (Rs. 4,000), very high and far beyond its
value to the Inamdar.
8. I must express regret that more vigorous action was not taken with regard
1 m‘aﬂ‘wﬁﬂllf@asts in 1871 after the issue of the G. O. already quoted ; and
5o - cmdﬁwnsurwﬁh Mr. Puckle in his view recorded in subsequent Proceedings
~ that it is only with the southern forests that we need concern ourselves.
i 23 © gom&sr all these ghaut forests of great value both with regard to

erations, wator, and timber supply; and I beg respectfully to sug-
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Wwf a Commission to carry out the Board’s proposals as to
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Proceed Madras Government, Re‘-vem:e Depariment,

8th May 1874.

&; mth full powers to inyestigate, defins the ext&nt*aﬁ&_‘ 7 %

furthor mquiry, : : ‘ 7
v bafore Grovernmant definite proposals for the final sottle-

boundaries, etec., an
ment of the matterss ! S

5. T made a similar proposal in 1869 or 1870, when Deputy-Conservator of
tho range, and foel sure it is the only way to arrive at definite conclusions justand

OgoEm THzzEoN, Sth May 1874, No. 577..
o Irthe Zemindar will dequiescoin
~ the conditions prescribed by tﬁejpﬁatﬁ
5 Sl . S  in paragraph 5 of their Proceodings
‘recorded above, the arrangement saggested in paragraph 4 should be oanﬁa&mg.% ab
once. " - et i s
. 2. Tn any caso, the further inquiries indicated ‘should bo mede quickly. =

3. 'Such a Commission as that proposed by.Captain Walker is out of the ques- - |

gt [ Fomts.No 3.
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To the Board of Revenité. -
» the Officiating Inspéem'.of Porests. _
., the Accountant-General. . :

fixd, F. R Dantlomad,
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RO E mua'i Proccedings, dated Sth November um,

B¢ T will. by contended that the deseri ptwn ml{r E‘oﬁon
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’(

No. 4,640,
0.4, that ¢

part of the Chockamputty Zemindari and leased |
why the Kattalai Mallai which is said to have
‘Foars before should have boen attaehedf\nnd
"&dmxt soma right to the bill on ﬁ M

es sl shoul’& be made as j:n'_“




e e

PSPk

2 73




—-—aateacig

AR T ) ST

i
D

oy ey

i Ty

o

TR N

)

i
f
O
y P !
s
b
o
: L







meES e

o

1
1

b
T
194

- - i e




gy e e R s

e e L e ——— — s s P SR N VIS <o e s

\3’3"( Srerie /5:'/*‘/ )

4

/ V4 e
L{ // /f/f{ J/ | 4/’/! z/ LiH //;L AAALrrce

/ A e @

vT

l
i
14 ‘ / '
"""—/ f"f’ﬁ/ 1_(”:*1/12((/(("‘

‘_ i

p —— e i -

.' ﬁ%%1/77/f(1; AL 4/%(4 // Zé”i//

Vi

/ 262,

//ana// //au{{z' A CpdPe AL /u&&:/
s

Ry i i

:v?yv.*\—fyv Q—%Pn- e nqomas A.,.g,,ﬁ_

S A TR S T S A
¥ ¥ '

A 7 : ‘

/z v Lari ey L0 / deCot ,;A‘{/, /l’z/gf éf/ //
&

fo 951.) v cll e

// ///u/ L/Jé( e s>

e

et ’7/







s

S

i

Tl
-

g~

N




	Image00016
	Image00017
	Image00018
	Image00019
	Image00020
	Image00021
	Image00022
	Image00023
	Image00024
	Image00025
	Image00026
	Image00027
	Image00028
	Image00029

