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Proceedings of the Madras

15th Octpber 1875. % ot
\ ‘Enc ysoex No. 2,
Report upon the Demanrcation of the Bozmc;‘:ry Line betwean Collegal and Mysore Territory.

; L - - - P, ), 5 - -
Tue line operated upon leaves the rimr‘fauvery at & point about two miles east of Malingi,
latitude N, 12° 16’, longitude E. 77° 6 307, and, after windiug about in the plains for a distance of

more than thirty-six miles, join
Arepalayam.

'9. The Amildars of the three® ad‘jaémt *alugs of Mysore attended on bohalf of that Govern-

e e, ment, the interests of the British Government
»Talakada, Shamrajungger, avd Yellandur - o 40000 watched by the Assistant Superintendent,

Revenue Survey, and the local Revenue anthorities. '
3. Work was commenced at the junetion f Talakadu, Shamrajnagger, and Collegal Taluqs.

The Yellandur boundary was then taken up an , completed as far as the western limit of the old
Agara and Kuntar boundary dispute., The *’:E&laka.du line was then commenced, and finally the
remainder of the Yellandur line from the easte! ‘li-miira of the di.sputed boundary ref‘erred to was
taken up and carried on till operations were brought to a standstill at a point two miles from the

base of the hills by the discovery of what appeays to be an important dispute.
4. The following is a brief report of those cases where a difference of opinion existed as to

how the exact boundary ran, and which cases were all disposed of amicably, the line agreed upon
. ¢ A . ¥ t i
ino demateated according to the sottlements arrived a
bemg()aise-[ marked K to L, in Talokadu Talng Sketch.—This was said to be a dispate of

pome six or seven years' standing. The Shanbogee of the Collegal village reported the matter to

the local Revenue authorities, but it does not ahpear that any steps were taken to inquire into the

(2

case. - iy - 4 1
" On the side of the Collegal villagers it w‘as,i contended that the Mysore ryots had eneroached

upon and cultivated Bullahs 2-5-3 forming px';;rt‘of Pymash nunixber.s 255 and 262 of‘ Hosama-
lingi village. The Mysore ryots also showed aesounts for the cultivation, an'd tl{ey pointed to an
¢ld boundary stone in support of their claim. (As the land now under cultivation had never at

any period paid assessment to the British Govérnment, being entered in the village accountsias
u.:asfe and as it was shown that the Mysoré cvots had occupied and cultivated ihe land for more
?

than fifteon or twenty years, it was decided that the same should be included in the Mysore village.

To'the south of this cultivation was Bullahs 1-8-p of waste forming part of No. 262 of Hosamalingi;
: ints fbr this bit of land, it was settled that the line should

and as the Mybore ryots could show no account _ ALRS
run to the west of this waste and include it iJ;l the Collegal village. The line was fiumargatcd
accordingly, and the agreement marked A was drawn up - and signed by both parties and the

v ’
authorities present. : :
Ouse IL., marked M to NN, in Shamrajgagyger Taluq Sketch.—In this case therg was a
difference of opinion regarding astream about 11;9,feot in breadth, and which ran along the boundary
im0 light on the subjéct ; and, as the caltivators on
both sides laid claim to one-half of the stream, + was tettled that the centre of the same should bo
considered the boundary, the stones for better | security being placed on the Collegal side. The
V was accordinely axecuted 2 d signed by all concerned.
sd O to P, in Yellandur Talug Sketch.—This was a case similar to the
o consider the centre of the stream as the common
and the document marked C waa

for the length of two fields. The accounts threw

agreement marked B

Case II1., mark :
last, and was settled by both parties agreeing t .
boundary. The stones here werc also placed »onithe Collegal side,

d duly confirmed. , : a2 :
"ecuCt‘: u; V. Jn{m:l:ed Q to R, in YVellandur Talug Sketch,—This was said to be.a dispute of
¢ - ’ :
’ i ing whi y ) ad taken place between
¢ standing, and regarding which much correspondence ba I
s e Tl : The land in dispute measured

i i ildars of Collegal.
Yellandur Amildar and successive Tahsil . i grisne
s and had been cultivated at irregular iuvaal,s during the past half dozen years by the Lullcgal
< ¢ on the point at issue, aud when the contending

' ts on both sides threw no lig| : :
e g8 of their respeetive claims, they azreed to abide by

>

3 acres,
ryots.
partjes Lad sajisfied themselves of the weakne

-

¥

it ~ 15¢% Octoberi187.

s the range of the Billigirangams at a point one mile south of

~ stones define the course of the channel which feeds 1l

~
- course are placed sets of similar stones, one stone

- interests of either sides,—

- recently detached from a large rock situated high

,‘.Bi'gcf&edifzyaof the Madras Gowmﬁnent, LRevenue Department,

L.

the decision of an influential ryot of an adjacent village, and one who was well acquainted with

~ the locality. The individual thus chosen marked oat the boundary, and the written agreement

marked D was drawn ap and si : S
it ap and signed by both parties and ratified §y the representatives of the two

oo Case V. marked 8 to:T, in Yellandur Talug Sketch,—This was another case in which a

;t&nl.l t;irzam Jufth:'bone of con.tention; and was disposed of in 3 manner similar to cases II. and
. nec;;ée;ary xﬁ : G‘hi 8 :trea,m beu;lg c;?sidared the bompdary. In this case however it was found
" _the stoneson the Mygors side of stream. The docume ; ai s
written out and attested by all concermed. = o honu s mfxyked E was then

6. The following is a sammar 5 X
: y of the cases : :
regarding which orders will be required -~ ,'i vm\"' hlcb i Betﬂ?@wt vas arrived at, and .

Case 1., marked 4 Yo B, in Talukndu Tabig Sketch—This is  disputo betwéon the

“Inam village of Kaliyar in Mysore and Kuntar of Collegal, and comprises about 120 acres of wasts

ii;::lref;)r;mg) _th; wat;rspregd of the Kaliynr Tank. The whole of the tract in controversy is

sy ) tymzzs ;ceomts of Kuntur, an, old numbers, aggregating acres 100, are
registered as *‘ waterspread *’ of Kaliyur T'ank ; the ‘ﬂfelaﬁd Ty i :

ok bl ank ' therest ol the land is waste, never h s i

vlabcd. and is liable 'to be 'aubmgrged on ocoasions. - Soundary 'claimed by iheal?:ft::e: :‘:1 .

shown by the blue line (vide Sketoh No. 1), and 1by two old boﬁnd&ry stones, Thy i

marks are accepted by both sides ; but the Kaliy ' rdop

¥ , 3 bub the K ots point to two other old stones si
further south in the middle of cultivation belonging to Zuntar, and they ”;:l: th:t !;:s ;\Zn::::

i?elfdbciong:g? their village and irrigates” the landa of tia . sume, tho waterspread of the tank
should by rights be handed over g R i o
ST ‘ 0 the._m.; and they !aun #?cox_dmg to the red line shown in
6. With reference to the two lasbbam‘-é&?'* Sl RS :
e ed stones, it is necessary : N
to do with any line of boundary, for an old wm% TS o Pt Rwve slling

gigtl_ﬁc?qt}'by"thé Raliyur ryots shows that thess .
Kaliyur tank. gl

ear Yellandur, and ‘at intervals along its -

d .Pither :bankn ‘ Iy Y
¢ iﬂaxmed by them forming the water-

registered as such in the accounts of

dary ;?’Qiﬁl,mﬂd by the Kaliyur ryots on the

winba infringed. Oa the other hand, it

of the tank belonging to the people of
Iy ont of their control. Pk

d @t in this case without damaging the

7. This ohahnej has its source in the Hon

s

- 8. The Collegal ryots do not dispute ¢
up;-ead of the Kaliyur tank ; for, as already st
their village. Bat they naturally object bo,”ihe‘”‘
ground that their old established right of grasing eab
seems an anomalous state of things that the water
one territory should be so situated as to be placed e

9. One of the two settlements might be a

First.—The boundary might be n‘zirkéd a8 ¥ the C ; '
_ 1 by ollegal i
them;elves not to interfere with the waterspread of t:zk.if by pggple, e
- Secondly~The waterspread might be handed over to M i
| ) | ) Mysoro, an agreement boing writte:
out to the effect that the Collegal ryots be allowed of the water, 3 3
bt the Col : use of the water, ‘ nd’
for the purpose of grazing their cattle, s W f : ’wa r *and free “"e’fg b l:and‘
Case II, marked Cto D, in Talakadu Lal
r?cky hill known as Kuntur Bettah (vide Skaboh‘l).‘ b
village as Pymash No. 115, consisting of Bullahs 28+12-
ryots show clearly that the hill belongs to Bollegal; fo
gaid to extend *“ up to the hi/l.” Five old bound arks are sh '
£ : dary marks ; own by the Mysore ryots ; thr
of these, marked A, B, and C, are admitted by the Collegal ryots, the remaining two bei:;
untrustworthy ; for one of them is a mark on a piece of rock which shows signs of having been
the slope of the hill, the other is 4n old

Qﬁft@h.-—'l‘his is a dispute about alow
13 entered in the accounts of Collegal
). The accounts produced by the Mysore
measuvements of the Mysore villages are

ipseription which 1o one can make head or tail of,
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10. The sketch will show that a part of the bill on the west projects beyond the direct line

deawn from the old marks B and C. The red line is the boundary claimed by Mysore; the

objection to it is that in some places it is onimpassable line of boundary running as it does along
the middle of the slope of the hill, the points in some places being invisible one from another.
As the hill is entered in the accounts of Kuntur, and as the three old marks admitted by both parties
are sitnated at the base of the hill, this shonld be included in the Collegal village, and, in order
that the Mysore villagers may gain something, the Kuntur villagers sbould sign an sgreement
allowing the former the right to as much stofie as they may require at any future time.
rase IIT., marked D to E, in Talakadw Taluq Sketch.—This is a trifling dispute aboud
s 8 of waste land entered in the accouuts of the Collegal village, and for which the Mysore
Auced records. It should be settled by dividing the tract in controversy equally
villages (vide Sketch 2). ;
Case 1V, marked B to F, in Talokadu Talug Sketch.—This is an old standing digpute,
and is reported to have first come to light jn 1839, Up to the year 1864 it formed the aubje.ct of
espondence between the authorities on both sides, and appears then to have die T

acre
villagers also pro
between the two

much corr

natural death. ; Y :
11. The dispute arose in this way. Some ryots of Kuntur in Collegal durkhasted for some of

the land in 1859. The Curnam of the Ccllegal village allowed them to cultivate, and promi‘sed to
take out putts for them in the coming .'v amabundy. '}‘his was done ; but in ‘the meanwhile the
Curnam of Malingi in Mysore took out pitta on his side foT the -same }and in the name of the
game ryfBts, and these latter continued to pay tax on both -sides till .the year 1863. When the
sollection of the tax on the Mysore side was- discontinued by order, since then the land has been

continuously cultivated, and the ryots have paid tax to our Government alone.
12. From information furnished by the local Revenue authorities, it appears that this case

was goue into by Cooppa Row, Deputy-Collector in charge of th~a. division, who in?p‘eetgd and
measured the ground in the presence of the Talakadu Talug -au'thontlgs. From an ttn'gmal order
of Mr. Collector Grant's No. 63, dated 19th September 1862, it is seen tlfat the Cc?mmxssxoner {then
Superintendent) of tho Ashtagram Division swas addressed on the gubject and mforr'ned that the
Jand in dispute belonged to this talug. Thia{is all that the Collegal. ryots can produce in th? shape
of records bearing on the case in question, j‘hd,{they‘argnc that this order of thfa C{_)llecto? 8 settle
the point at issue in their favor ; for from the year 1850 to 1863 t.he ryctts cultivating paid taz.l to
both Governments, but in 1863 the collection of the tax was discontinued on .the Mgysore side.
With regard to this latter point the Shanbogee of the Mysore village .atatc.es that in 1863 t.he’ land
was Bungar (waste), and that accounts for the issuc of the order directing the non-collection of
the tax. ;

13. Finally, it must be noted that all the land in dispute was measured in ficlds at time of
Pymash in the Collegal village. The Mysore ryots say that they can also show accounts for the
land. But these are not to be depended upon, for the measurements made ran far into cultivated
land, regarding which there was never any dispute. But their great standby is an old boundary
stone marked Z in Sketch No. 2. Regarding this stone the Collegal ryots say that it works the
boundary between two of their villages, and has nothing whatever to do with the Mysore line of
boundary. )

Case V., marked @ to Il, in Talakadu Taluq Sketch.—The next dispute is aboat a small
piece of cultivation moasuring about 2 acres. This is entered in the accounts of the Collegal
village as Pymash No. 327, and is held on putta by a ryot of the Mysore village, who also holds
some land on the other side of the boundary (vide Sketch No. 3). The Mysore ryots produced
sccounts from which they made out that the field in question was measured in their village.
Accounts being doubtful in this case, it was proposed by me to set them aside and to allow occu-
pation to decide the day. But the Amildar objected to this arrangement, because an old boundary
stone was found along the line claimed by thig villager. The land in dispute, as already stated,

has for morg thau fifteen years been cultivated by an inhabitant of the Mysore village. This man

bimself adgitted that he had always paid tax on the Collegal side, and was very clear in his
/ i ' ¥ i

16th October 1875. 1

Hebbara Halla to apoint very near Kari

.Northerb boundary of Arepalayam can be demar:

Proceecﬁn:qs'_bf the Madras Govemme’m, Revenue Department, 3
y 15tk October 1875. : i
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statement about never having- paid anything ‘to the Mysore Government for the land in question.

1 am therefore of opinion.that.the field shquld-be included in the Collegal village.

Cuse V1., marked I to J, in Talakadu Talug Sketch—1In this a small tank known as the
Ammajeeawanee Kuttai is the bone of contention. The Collegal ryots claim the whole tank
on the grounds that it is situated in Pymash No. 326 of the village of Hosamalingi, and that it
was dug by an inhabitant of the same. The Mysore rybts say that the boundary runs through the

middle of the tank, which they declare was originally dug partly in Mysore ground and partkv in
Collegal land. Village aceounts in this case are useless, and from them it is impossible to prove
that the whole tank belonga to Collegal, The Mysore ryots in support of their elaim point to an

old stone (marked Z in Sketeh No. 3) with a lingx;ﬁt cub on u,‘ but they are unable to prove that

_ this stone has anything to do with the boundar,x,l In my .opinion, one point favors the case of
the Collegal ryots, and that is the fact of their laying claim to the whole tank. That both .
villagers have a right to the use of the water of the tank is a question which is not disputed by -

either party. If the boundary is marked poasto inel ade the tank in the Collegal village, an agree-
ment can be taken from the ryots on our side to the effect that the Mysore ryots and their cattle
shall have free access to the water at all times. ‘ A, e Bt :
Case VII., marked U to V, in Yelland
Kuntur villagers to the .whole of a tamariiid--
the Mysore ryots. Our Pymash aceounts do not
old numbers in the vicinity therc was still a
limits assigned in the accounts. The Mysor
produce no evidence in support of their case’ T
tope, and that the collection of the fruit is enti
produce neither acoounts for the land, nor evidence
eolleeted, I consider that our people have the best
Case VIIL, morked Y to Z, in Yellandu
comprising about 2,000 acres of hill and wast
valuable forest land. I have not yet gone info |
the Forest Department being concerned he
of this range should be present when the mal

f 8ketch.— Here the right and title of

support our claim, for after measuring the

o their bands. As the Mjysore ryotscan
show that they enjoy the use of the fruit
ug Skeich.—This is an important case,
the greater part of the former being
—.arg of this case ; for the interests of

3 taken up. This dispute extends to the
Billigirangams. I understand that the Deputy-Co rin charge of this Division intends paying
the taluq a visit in September next. !‘ygnlﬁ_ﬁy o suggest that arrangements be made for
taking up this case when Mr. MacGregor next coms .L;p_ﬁﬁ'ﬂqllegal. o FaNE
13. The non-settlement of this dispute will @”@f,‘;nmrfore with our Circuit work ; for the

temporarily. 3 o :
Ravenus Survey OFricE, (Signed)  E. M. BABER,
CoLLEQAL, Assigtant Superintendent, R, S.

16th July 1875,

‘w"4 : W ‘ ‘ v N
igned)  N. CRAEN, Captain,

- SusmIiTreED to
No. 1,008,

i Sketch No. 4 is ealled in quostion by ¢
» of Tand which did not fall within the

laim up to the blue line, but they can
bur villagers declare that they planted the

first point in the great dispute on the

i - Deputy Superintendent, R. 8. e
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Proceedings of the Mady, _@ovemmmt Revenue Departmnt
16¢h Me: 1875.

disputes, including those referred to iu
tion by the two Governments, ‘n:
accordingly.

. (Signed)  H. E. STOKES,
Acting Secretary.

No.119.  Proceedings of the of Revenue, dated 17th August 1875,
No. 2,317. & | |

Read the following letter from (ol
Revenue Survey, to H
of Revenue, dated Che

RerERRING to paragraph 7 of

f B. PRIESTLEY, Superintendent of

ugust 1875, No. 2,260-94.
from the Deputy Superintendent, No. 1

Revenue Survey, Coimbatore, of which
copy was submitted with my letter of
‘honor to submit copy of another letter
ors a sketch of a portion of the Cauvery
Ummbatore claims.

Ve

No. i . ',;;. ;

Dated 24th July 1875, No. 944-

the 31st ultimo, No. 2,211-89, .
from the same officer, forwardin,
River giving detailed information

From Captain J. G. CLOETE, Depnty,, a
PRIESTLEY, Supermtendant
No, 975-413.

Ix continuation of the last portion
bonor to forward a sketch of a poruon of -

as to the Coimbatore claims. ; f®
2. Tt will be seen that the Teramb: ers claim none of the river, and that Hampa-

puram claims the whole bed, but that their olaim has been disposed of by Government.
3. In other parts, our accounts and
ing-only by Shivasamudram.
4. The whole of the large island callel
we claim also the smaller island ' Heg
branch of the river is the boundary. Thir
Our village accounts favor our ¢ :
small island from both territories, and M
5. I have the houor to request instr

Survey, dated Komaralingum, 31st July 1875,

No. 944-400, dated 24th instant, I have the
v River, in which is given detailed information

ykoora is, I believe, acknowledged to be ours, but
‘and affrm that the centre of the moet westerly
y I am given to understand is dxspﬂtsﬂ by Mysore.

the coloring of the old ordnance sheet omits the
‘built a bridge over the western branch.

& copy of this letter has been sent to the Collector.

ae Copy.)
. C. SARGEAUNT, Captain,
Assistant Superintendent,
for Superintendent, Revenue Survey.

-

CHEPAUE,
7ih August 1875.

S, Esq., Acting Secretary to the Board

ent of Revenue Survey, to Colonel e R

tend 10 t‘he centre of the main channel except- :

* where its waters unite after flo.ving .

H™ ¥ "|
A
s

SUBMITTED to Government in con

H E STOKES, Ll
- Acting Secretarl
Niion. Pioalinge o the Boar 1 ted 2ad September 1875 '
No. 2,472. |
Read the following letter from Captaa iBGEAUNT Assistant Supenn-
tendent, for Superintendent :-Smwagr, to H. E. STOKES, Esq., -
Acting Secretary to the Bom . de M@hepauk 23rd August
1875, No. 2,438-105.
Wirs my letter of the 7th in
Cauvery river from the point whe

sketch of the remaining

2 I now do myself the honort.
sgal ; the boundary line




s A o iad "‘“-'m:“i " . e tiamies._ o e !’.

No. 2 259

———&

St i, < S

x
D P A0R

-
A1 8

chmnvzl Nm l 5o

From Cn.ptam J G, CLOETE, Depnty Superintenﬂent, No. 1 Bevenne Survey, to Colonel B
F.J. B. PRIESTLEY, Supenntendent meSmey, dated Coxmbasou, 24th July :
1875, No 944-400 §

" I mave the honor to forward copy of Er B i[. Bnlm-a roport on the demarcmon of &

atry
L
oy

%

g 019017 nmydu

R gk

S : Pnomnmea oF -mn Boarp oF Rmmm, dated llth Angust 18‘¥5 .
& Mthe following letter from Colonel F. J. B. PRIESTLEY,. Supermtendent :
Revenue Survey, to H. E. STOKES, Esq. s Acting Secretary to the Board I
of Revenue, d‘ated Kodakanal 31st July 1875, No. 2,211-89:— =~
3 I BEG tO submit a letter' ‘from the Deputy Superintendent of Survey in
2 i N i Coimbatore reporting the existence. of
- A A e - * -
; i 3 sl ‘o e Dated 24th July 1875, No. 944400, ' sbae nnimportast Boundusy, dispates on
g - g‘f g g & ; : e | P fadet the Collegal frontler, wlnch however, cagnot be deexded without the p:edehoe of
b 59 gi—g | £ = = a Mysore Revenue Officer with power to .mqun'e into them, and to agree to 8
g 2R 5t & E i et settlement conjointly with an ot‘ﬁcer to repreaent the Madras Government,
S SN I : A A - 3., 2. Under these clrcumstancei I have the honor res tfully to. rmm nd
20 G - S radt ™ & B ™1 5 ey Y e
sEEES et g = . e - o that the Madras Government should be represented e:thar by Captain Cloete or -
EE25 & iz :; Y 3 ~ = o his Assistant, who is on the spot, (Mr. Baber), and that steps should be taken to
88,85 0 ) O gl secure the prmence of a Mysore Asswhmt (aommminnu at. as early a data as
“FR L c & o poemble. EE RN < ~
38 -y A i < - ;.
e P ..}
25

¢

EQIDO U0y puD
-
B (i

nm_ﬁamm:m 3
.‘ ’ ”‘&? .
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Andeqr

 portion of the Mysore and Gollegal boundary, togpﬂm' with )llnstraﬁve sketehn ,lnzl abmut
statements of the dispute cases  with my Opinion %, sowmé of them.

g Fiveminor Wuhwhonam_eﬁblys&mtedtoth uuaﬁnﬁmofdlm
pxeluding ¢ oﬁ Agtm. dlnpntereporkdonbym)theoppmg—‘_ g

4 rhmnun' "i".’. nl, i __‘,;fv*,. and VL. are very trifling, and I think that in thess chdss
the Mysore Goves "“ ent would agr ﬂmk?by the ded;im of tha Astsmt Snpmiehdonth
‘h“lm’i‘ A : ik & i

RS Tba Mherfour cases could, I sm mﬁdant MW 3 'ut dxﬁm;ay, if ﬁ),g m’m, R
) ()ommu‘loacr e&' snd the Assistant Supermten&opt, Bgym §me_y, m)soif Py S g
omm of this dimiei mm unthomed by our mpectin L : tg,to act on tﬁw behzlf.

-6, Itis elmly &dnsable that the Myaou bonnd@rylhmﬂd bedommtad .and mmdm
for all without delay.
7. I take this oyportumty of requeatmg that. if you thmk ldnl%la, mformahon maybo :
obtsiried from the Mysore administration as to gho ozm_t limits claimed where the Cauvery river
A i marked on the old maps as the boundary: as far as I have been able to ascertain, the centrs of
: J | /B the river bed between the banks forms the boundary, and where the ﬁmdiﬁiu, tbcishuho 55
‘ & | S .‘tomodmdmﬁhuymormﬂh«nbrmchbolmtou iRt :
- X ‘ ¥y 4 ; : | = 3 0 (ﬁuﬁm) A g
T : (sima; GGCABGMUMW!»M ,
ﬂtd ] '_ Snxféwmhndont,




' Excrosvze No, 2.
Report upon the Dcmarcatwn of the Boundary Line betwean Golle Jul and Myson Terrdorg,

Trz line operated upon leaves the river Cauvery at a point about bwo miles east of Malingi,
latitude N, 12° 10/, longitude E. 77° 6’ 30”, and, after winding about in the plaing fora distance of
more than thirty-six miles, joins the range of the Bxlhgxrangams a.t a' point oﬁe mile south of
Arepalayam.

2. The Amildars of the three® adjacent taluqs of Mysqra attended on behaﬁ' of that Govern-

; Yolud ment, the interests of the British Government
T e i 2 - being watched by the Assistant Supermtendcnﬁ
Revenue Survey, and the local Reveme anthonuee

8. Work was commenced at the junction of Talakadu, Shamrajnagger a.nd Collega.l Taluql
The Yellandur boundary was then taken up and completed as far as the western limit of the old
Agara and Kuntar boundary dispute. The Talakady line was then commenced, and finally the
remainder of the Yellandur line from the eastern limit of the dmputed boundacy referred to was
taken up and carried on till operatlons were brought to a standstill at a’point two miles from the
base of the hills by the discovery of what appears to be an important dispute. ¢

4. ‘The following is a brief report of those cases where a differénce of opinion existed as to
how the exact boundary ranm, and which cases were all dxspoaed of amxcably, the line agreed upon
being demarcated according to the settlcments arrived ab'i—

Case I., marked K to L, in Talekads Talag Sketch. —Thu was said to be a dispute of
some six or seven years standing. The Shanbogée of “the Collegal village reported the matter to
the local Revenue authorities, but it doesnot appear that any stepe were taken to inquire mto the
¢38°-0n the side of the Collegal villagers it was contended that the Mysore ryots had encroached
d Bullahs 2-5-3 forming part of Pymash numbers 255 and 262 of Hosama-

d aceounts for the cultivation, and they pointed to an
1 village. 'The Mysore ryots also showe
ollx:ig;;ounlzfry stone- in support of their claim. As the land now under cultivation had never aé

d in tha villags acenunts as

ssment to the British Government, being entere
- tl:eri:tll p‘:u’ita:s; shown that tne Mysore Fyots had occupicd and cultivated the land for more
m t]

t the same should be included in the Mysore village.
twenty years, it was decided tha : Ioge
v mecnborf this coltivation was Bullahs 1-8-0 of waste forming part of No.262of Hmfam:;mgl:;
i 10“;1 oom ryots could show no accounts for this bit of land, it was settled‘that thedlme ou‘;e -
. :"the ’:t of this waste and include it in the Collcgal v:ﬂsge The line was demarca
run to the w

g y’ ‘g (]

upon and cultivate
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the docmon of an- m&uentul ryot of an a.djacont vzllage, and one who was well aequainted with

, the locahty The mdivldnal thus chosen marked out the boundary, and the written agreement
" ‘marked D was drawn up_ nnd mgned by both artms and ratified by the rapresentauvas of the two '

Governments.

Case V., marked. 8 to T, in Yollandur Taluq Sikstoh.~This was another case in whmh a
small stream was the bone of contention, and was difposed of in a manner similar to cases II. and -
IIL, the centre »f the stream being considered the boundary. In this ease however it was found
necessary to fix the stories on the Mysore side of stream. The doeument marked E was then
written out ard attested by all eoncomed ;

5, The following isa aummary of ﬁimses in whxch no settlemout was arrived at, and-
regarding which orders will be required :— . -

Oase 1., marked A to B, in Talakadu Tolug Ske'ﬂh —This is a dispute between the
Inaw village of Kaliyur in Mysore and Kuntur of Collegal, and comprises about 120 acres of waste
land forming the waterspread of the Kaliyar Tank. The whole of the tract in controversy is
entered in the Pymash accounts of Kuntur, and nine old numbers, aggregating acres 100, are
registered as “* waterspread * of Kaliyur Tank ; therest of the land is waste, never having been culti-
vated, and is liable to be submérged on occasions. ‘The boundary olaimed by the Kuntur ryots is
ghown by the blue line (vide Sketeh No. 1), and is defined by two old boundary stoaes.. These old

‘marks are accepted by both sides ; but the Ka.l:ynr ryots point to two other old stomes situated

farther south in the middle of cultivation belonging to Kuatur, and they argue that, as the tank
itgelf belongs to their village and 1mgafes the lands of the same, the waterspread of the tank
should by rights be hauded over tc them, sud they claim according te the red line shown in
Sketeh 1. {f
6. With reference to the two lasinamed stones, it i necessary to state tha,t they have nothing
to do with ;my line of boundary, for an old account produced by the Kaliyur ryots shows that thess
stones define the course of the channel which feeds the Kaliyur tank.

7. This echannel has its source in the Honna Holai near Yellandur, and at intervals along its
course are placed sets of similar stones, one stone being fixed on either bank. 3

8, The Collegal ryots do not dispute the fast of the land claimed by them forming the waters
spread of the Kaliyur tank ; for, as already stated, the same isregistered as such in the accounts of
their village. But they naturally object to the boundary claimed by the Kaliyur ryots on the

und that their old established right of grazing cattle will be infringed. On the other hand, it

geems an anomalous state of things that the _waterspread of the tank belonging to the people of

_ one territory ‘should be so situated as fo be plnced entirely out of their control.

9. Ono of the two settlements mxght be arrived at in this case without damagmg the

‘ miemtl of either sides,—

S R wI

i

&) wag a
Sketoh.—In this case there -~ Firal.—The ‘boundary might be marked as olatmed by the Collegal people, who should bmd

aathoritiea present. M to N, in Sbamra,}naggcr Taltg

P -

s ?'?rkedx“d‘“ﬂ a stream about 18 feet in breadih, snd whish ra slong t:le bo‘:nd::: g tﬁamulves not to interfere with the waterspread of the tank.
difference of qfunon = 1ds, The accounts threw no Jight on the subject ; and, as the ¢ tlzha :;d " A Mﬂdlﬂ i calerarsed aRhY % handed ovet o e e R wrxtten
for the length of h'vo fie half of the'sfram, it was qet.t.led that the centre of the sume 800 ~ R mt 4o the'effect that the Collegal ryots be all sl o Mhe water, and free accoss to the hnd
both sides laid claim to one” tones for better securify being placed on the Collegal side. e o b piion dhghiog 1o o)
considered the koundary, the :don ly executed and ”5"%" by all opncarged. to the k " COase II, marked Oto D, in Tolakads Talug Sketch-—This is a dispute about &Eow
sgreement marked B was ccording’y dur Talug) Sketch—This Was'a GA8e .t B s " rocky hill known as Kuntur Bettah (vide Sketch 2). This is entered in the acconnts of Collegal
o I11., marked O to P, in Yellandu ire of the stream os the common I Vi h No. 115 ting of Ballshs 28-12:0. _The accouats produced by tho M
W ¢ e {08 agresing to considor the centre ¢ marked C was Poes ~ o village as Pymash No. 115, consisting of Bu ats produced by the Mysore
4 Jast, and was gettled by Lothe par s m +d on the Collegal side, and the documen { | /A B * ryots show clearly that the hill belongs to Collegal, for the mmremmm of the Mysore villages are
3 boundary The stones hﬂ:d'eu . ; 4 tobe a dispute of b S said to extend * up fo the hill.’ Five old b::t;dmg‘ mg:;: art: shown l?;‘ the Mysore ryots ; threo
g 59 executed and duly confirm a8, in Yellandur Talug Sketch.—This wuhs:; e =2 f E % G0 of these, marked A, B‘r a;d C, are a(:.‘m:tt ywaeof ’ D:za wr:z;s - e :em:mt?ghtwo bemg
' Case I'V., marked ding'which much correspondence faken.p m g } untrustworthy ; for one of them i3 a mark on & pi i ow3 igns of having been
: four or five years' mdmg. and regar tdars of Collogal. The land in dispute me 1 E ~ recently detached from a large rock sitnated high up tha alope of the hxll ﬁ& other is an old
& viog lisndur Amildar and guccessive, Tos the past half dozen years by the Collegal " ' e ingcription which no one can make head or tail of, 1
B the Ye 4 had been caltivated at irregular intervals during ¢ at igaie, aud when the contending ,' A S 10. The sketch wiil show that a part of the hill on' the west Ptgem Sl thy dirsok lme
& 4 mﬂ.;:e accounts on both sides threw »0 hs:;::::cr::;:cme olnims, they agreed t0 abide by ' ' drm from the old marks B and €. The red line ig elgg boundm claimed by Mysore ; the
E _?‘ . :"::"M Modthbﬂ”l'”;m - el : > ' _- . # m# | F B et
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objection to it is that in some places it is an nmpasublc line of boundary running as it does along
the middle of the slope of the hill, the points in some places being invisible one from another.
As the hill is entered in the accounts of Kuntur, and as the three old markas admitted by both pamé,i
are s:mn‘gf at the base of the hill, this sliould be included in the Collegal village, and, in order
that the Mysore villagers may gain gsomething, the Kuntur villagers sbould sign sn agreement
allowing the former the right to as much stone as they may require at any fature time.

Case II1., marked D to E, in Talakadu Talug Sketch.~This is a trifling dispute about
acres 8 of waste land entered in the accounts of the Collegal village, and for which the Mysore
villagers also produced recorde. It should be settled by dividing the tract in controversy equally
between the two villages (vide Sketch 2),

Case 1V.Bmarked & to F, in Talakadu Talug Sketch.—This ie an uld standing dispute,
and is reported to have first come to light n 1859. Up to the year 1864 it formed the subject of
much correspondence between the authorities on both sides, and appears then to have died a
natural death.

11. The dispute arose in thig way. Some ryots of Kuntur in Collegal durkhasted for some of
the land in 1859. The Curnam of the Collegal village allowed them to cultivate, and promised to
take out putta for them in the coming Jamabundy. This was done ; butin the meanwhile the
Curnam of Malingi in Mysore took out putta on his side for the same land in the name of the
same ryots, and these latter continued to pay tax on both sides till the year 1863. When the
collection of the tax on'the Mysore side was discontinued by order, sinee then the land has been
continuonsly cultivated, and the ryots have paid tax to sur Gevernment alone.

12. From information furnished by the local Revenve authorities, it appears that thig case
was gone into by Cooppa Row, Deputy-Collector in charge of the division, who inspected and
measured the ground in the presence of the Talakadu Talugq auchorities. From an original order
of Mr. Collector Grant’s No. 63, dated 19th September 1862, it is seen that the Commissioner (then
Superintendent) of the Ashtagram Division was addressed on the cubject and informed that the
land in dispute belonged to this talug. This is all that the Collegal ryots can produce in the shape
of records bearing on the case in question, and they argue that this order of the Collector's settle
the point at issue in their favor ; for from the year 1859 to 1863 the ryots cultivating paid tax to
both Governments, but in 1863 the collection of the tax was discontinued on the Mysore side-
With regard to this latter point the Shanbogee of the Mysore village states that in 1863 the land
was Bungar (waste), and that accounts for the issue of the order di,scting the non-collection of
the tax. :

13. Finally, it must be noted that all the land in dispute was measured in fields at time of
Pymash in the Collegal village. The Mysore ryots say that they can also show accounts for the
land. But these are not to be depended upon, for the measurements made ran far into cultivated
land, regarding which there was never any dispute. But their great standby is an ¢ld boundary
stone marked Z in Sketch No. 2. Regarding this stone the Collegal ryots say that it works the

boundary between two of their villages, and has nothing whatever to do with the Mysore line of

boundary.
Case V., marked G to H, in Talakadu Talug Sketch.—The next dispute is aboat a small
piece of cultivation measuring about 2 aseres. This is entered in the ascounts of the Collegal

village as Pymash No. 327, aud is held on putta by a ryot of the Mysors village, who also-holds

gome land on the other side of the boundary (vide Sketch No, 3). The Mysore ryots produced
accounts from which they made out that the field in question was measured in their village,
Accounts being doubtful in this case, it was proposed by me to set them aside and to allow occu-
pation to decide the day. But the Amildar objected to this arrangement, because an old boundary
stons was found along the line claimed by this villager. The land in dispute, as already stated,
has for more than fifteen years been cultivated by an inhabitant of the Mysore village. This man
himeelf admitted that he had always paid tax on the Coliegal side, and was very clear in his
statement about never having paid anything to the Mysore Government for the land in question.
I am therefore of opinion that the field ohould be iucluded in the Collegal village.

-

B

——
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Oacc VI., marked Itod,in Talakadu Palug Sketckh~In this a small t&nk knovm 5 the
Ammajecawanee Kuttai is the bone of contention. The Collegal ryots claim the wholo tank
on the grounds that if is utnated in Pymash No. 326 of the village of Hoaamahngl and that it
~was dug by an inhabitant of the same. The Mysore ryots say that the boundary runs throagh the
middle of the tsnk which they declare was originally dug partly in Mysore ground and partly in
‘Collegal land.  Village accounts in this case are uselcss, and from them it is impossibla to prove
that the whole tank belongs to Collegal. The Mysore ryots in support of their claim point to an
old stone (marked Z in Sketeh No. 3) with a lingum cut on it, but they are unable to prove that
this stone has anything to do with the boundary. In my opinion, one point favors the case of :
the €ollegal ryots,fand that ia the fact of their laying claim to the whgle tank. That both ks o
villagers hiave a right to the use of the water of the tank is a question which is not disputed by e

~ either party. If the boundary is marked 20 as to include the tank in the Collegal village, an agree.
ment can be taken from the ryots on our side to fhe effect that the Mysore ryots and their cattlo
_ shall have free access to the water at all times.
' Case V1L, marked U to V, in' Yellandur Talug Skelch.— Here tbe right and title of
~ Kuntur v:llsgers to the whole of a tamarind tope ‘shown in Sketch No. 4 is called in question by -
the Mysore tyots.. Our Pymash accounts d‘a,not quite support our claim, for after measuring the
old numbers in the vicinity there yis still a small strip of land which did not fall within the
limits assigned in the accounts. Qhe ﬁyaore people claim up to the blue line, but they can
~produce no evidence in support of fbeu' cas The Kuntur villagers declare that they planted the
" tope, and that the collection of the fruit ig entirely in their hands. As the Mjysore ryots can
produce neither acecunts for the land, nor, evxdence to show that they enjoy the use of the fruit
eollected, I consider that our people have the ‘best of the case.

Case VIIL, marked ¥ to Z, in Yelluuduﬁ Talug Sketch.—This is an xmpomm case,
comprising about 2,000 acres of hill and waste land, the greater part of the former being
valuable forest land. I have not yet gone. inko. the particulars of this case; for the interests of
‘thé Forest Department being concernod hnft. I consider it advisable that the officer in charge

——"of this range should be -esent when the. maffer is properlyitaken up. This dispute extends to the
Hebbara Halla to a pomt very mﬂ‘ Kawﬁ Sone, the first point in the great dispute on the
Billigirangams. I understand that the Depub}@oumtor in charge of this Division intends paying
‘tho talaq o visit in Septmiber noxt; & toxﬂdutharo!’ou suggest that armngemonta be made for
taking up this case when Mr. HaoGragor x6_comes to Collegal. :

-'«;g % 13, The non-settlement of ﬂm dxqpuia will not intarfere with our Circuit work ; for the

kmhem boundary of Arepalsym m bo dfmarmed and atong thu the Circuit hno can be run
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tion by the two Governments, and that the O!nef (hmmmoner be addreued

accordingly.
(True Coples and Extract.)
| (Signed) H. E. STOKES,
e AAM Bogtomy.
To the A.otmg Secretary to Government, Revenue Department,
with m encli:nu to be ntmod. o
Copy to the Collector of Coimbatore. ‘ s AL .{P‘
,» 0 the Superintondent of Revenue Smey AT 3

Rxd, W, J. Lewis.
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To the Asting Socretary toﬂommnﬁ, Bamu Department,

| Ex»l. W. H Fronah

) No. 2,317,
Pnocmmes o TEE Boirp orF vamms dated 1Tth August 1875.

Rea.d the following letter from Colonsl, F. J B. PRIESTLEY, Superintendent of
Revenue Survey, to . E. S’[‘iJA {3, Esq., Acting Secretary to the Board
of Revenue, dated Chepauk, 7th August 1675, No. 2,260 94 :—

' REFERRING to paragraph 7 of lettz,i from the Deputy Superintendent, No. 1

4th July 1875, N % iievenue Survey, Coimbatore, of which
Dated:Bish JURp R850, Bo, DAl e copy was submitted with my letter of

tho 31st ultimo, No. 2,211-89, I have\the honor fo submit copy of another letter .

from the same officer, forwarding for oyders a sketch of a portmn of the Cauvery
River giving detailed mformatmn as tolthc Coimbatore claims.

. Excnésvn No. 1.
From Captain J. G. CLOETE Deputy Superintendent of Revenus Sxmrey. to Colonel F.J. B,

PRIESTLEY, Superintendont of Revenue Survey, dated Komaralmgum B8lst Ju x.ly 1875 :

No. 975-413.
Ix continuation of the last portion of my Iatter, No. 944-400, dated 94th instant, I have the
Lonor to forward a sketch of a portwn of the Gxuv;ary River, in which is given detailed xnformatxon

a3 to the Coimbatore cldima. ‘
2. It will be seen that the Terambalai vxllagcrs claim none of the river, snd that Hampa-

-~y

param claims the whole bed, but that their ciar.m has been disposed of by Government.

3
= )

3. In other parts, our accounts and olaims extand %o the eentre of the main channel except« y

ingonly by Shnusnmadmm
4. The whole of the large utlmd “ealled Edookonra. 18, I beheve, a.cknowledged to be ours, but

wo claim also the smaller island * Hegoora, " and affirm that the centre of the most westerly
braneh of the river is the boundary ‘This clair? I am given to understand is disputed by Mysore.
Our village accounts favor our claims;
small island from both territories, and- Mzgm has built a bridge over the western branch,
5. I have the honor to reqnant mstrucﬁxong ; & copy of thia leter has been sent to the Collmor.
(rfmt Copy.)

CEH‘AUK,. . (slgned) 0 c SABGEAUNT Captaln,
7ih August 1875, Sl : Assistant Superintendent, :
1% for Superintendent, Revenue Survey.

w—

SusMirTED to Government in co'nﬁ’nuation of Board’s Proceedings, dated 11th

August 1875, No, 2,269.

et ('I'mo cf,pual and Extract.)
: (Signed) H. E. STOKES,

Actmg Secreh.ry.

< with a Sketch, to be returnod.

Copy to the Qolmqf Oﬂm‘bawe. B , g

to the snpomhndenf of Revenus 811“‘07
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