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paragraph 5 Aaf 11'&'
'und which ave ¢ aﬁghm |
| might be some
mm Gmmmag“m@
eed to him in Suit No. 6

Go Wenb to the hﬂl in astwm,,,‘ .
pap right to this hill appears to have beon always b
44 clals as lﬁt lay betwoen the Zemindar and the Pandaram, ar

m“&mﬁ abpears to have never been setup. [, however, this

i-"lfﬂtmatlon e Suit No, 23 of 1873 1 should like 40 be furnished wi

: a8 to the “;‘tm: of 'hed;l‘ts Government to it, and hm&? mh&

e a vuuug us to a suit to racover it from
:Gmembered that in such 4 yﬂm Zemindar being in mssim
uccoed on the strength of ﬂmuf own title and not on

® ; 5~: ; I return gl] the ongmal emlomm td the above .Pmedmgs'

r‘

i : :
™ the Collagtor of Tinmevelly, to the Saoretnry to-the B““d of BP
L 20th November 1877, ﬁe Bdite ~ g

Wm: reference to Board’s Proceedin
mfonuud what opinion, if an nﬁ‘ been prono

he mattey of the boundary dispute referred to. -

THI Board re
gret that this matter sh(m!ad have remum
o o, Tight, The Board’s Prossedings, dated 20th May 18
°y’s reply thereto will now be submitted for the ord
1o GLO., dated 30th October 1874, No. 1 sso, e

% e histo
ry of the ocase
gx ;B:dnnwy recapitulate, Me,
G ditional facts ts brought to |
onommman Yluﬂg‘e Of Watm and
o which an application for remw of £ Razinamah decre
hl;rt of Madura in Original Suit No, 2 of 1870 could b"
. le question eould be roopened in the form of proc
* Proposed by Mr, Stuart. = M. Hindloy expresses a very
isno course open now for the reassertion of the =
nvalved in the sit in question. It is much to be rogre! gea
10t made at the time with a view to pmouzing ull the t""d‘m
3 6 Government elaim befors » compromise Was
€8 not now adinit of remedy, and the einl thing g which mdeﬁ‘
the extent of country to which the- ris mtim‘d 'mm
gk the boundaries so as to obviate further encronchorent P

wheress reas the area specified in thﬁ ‘ claim wu! i
Tange of hills go comprising abont 22 Jyeion i mmg

T ¥
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of the Zemindar, or by the remissness, or worse, of the Tinnevelly officials, and reported in favor
of Saptur ; fortunately this report was never acted on, and no boundary de,cision wag ever passed.
This report may have influenced the Collector of Madura in recommending to Government to
Razi the suit in the Madura Court.

9. The Collector of Madurs appears to have been further misled by a false measurement

:}el:‘;o;?t of 11804 ?f Wattrap village ohtained by the Saptur Zemindar from the Huza® records of
tunevelly Distriet for the purpose of Suit No. 6 of 1868, from which it appeared that the

::;attrap village endfe.d. at the foot of the hills on the Tinnevelly side. The Deputy-Collector gives - :
ong reasons for thinking this document was false, and obtained by fraud from the Tinnevelly :

f:eH:ﬁtOr s office, where it was coneocted for the purpose of Suit No. 6 of 1868, the suit against
rugtee of the temple on A, but wade use of afterwards in the suit against Government. ‘

enclosed) el -
) produced by the Zemindar are well worthy of attention, and, in my opinion, clearly establish

the : s : ;
fraudulent nature of the Zewindar’s elaim, and especially of this document No. 1V. I recom-

mendeparagranhs 59 to 78 of U i
£ paragray 8 59 to 76 of the Deputy-Collector’s report to special notice, as quite disposing of
1& Zemindar’s evidence.

11, The Deputy-Collcstor also produces s large body of evidence to show that the hills were

inel 3 & :
cluded in the Wattrap village, and dealt with both Ly the Wattrap villagers and by the Tinnes

¥ iy
elly authorities on behalf of Government from very early times. The most important of this

evidence are the Ayecub accounts of the Madura villages lying at the foot of B and C, which

show ¢ . ;
W the Wattrap village boundary as conterminous with theirs, and as being on the Madura side
of the range. d ,

Otl . :
. ber old fioeun?gnts prove letting of these hilla by the Collector or Sub-Collector of Tinne-
¥, and dealing with it by the Wattrap villagers.

There i :
A ::Z lls also'a document showing that the Saptur Zemindar has for many years been paying,
e ]Pay "":(},.EBSES‘anent to Government for certain tamarind trees which he enjoys on the
J.Slopes of these bills, which he has got posseasion of by the Razi deeree.

12, t4 dnn !
2. There is documentary evidlence to show that in 1858 the Saptur Zemindar snd the

Waitrap vi Lol 0
b villagers were disputing about hill A, and that Mr. Mayne, ag Collector of Tinnevolly, . .

evelly slopes of this hill he : Phis wad con~
frmed by Be unevelly slopes of this hill helonged to Wattrap. i
3 the Board, but upset by Mr, Silver in 1860 on the strength of the copper SASRUSE. (o

decided that the southern or Ti

pmfiuced by the Dharn
decided the matter ;
No. 8 o¢ 18G8 tg b g

13, At first g
8t sight the strongest o 3 Lot
foot of the hills on the 1 giet poind e Samplndai bos.on RIEEICE St

ar, Mr. Silver

1akarta of the temple, in whose faver, not in that of Sapt :
Court in Suit

this copper sasanam being the very one found by the Madura
forgery,
he faob that at thﬂ

of the ridge B:
the nginduf 1 |
b_m’i!‘ﬂ i

mainenanee of the

running
’ac{;x}?‘go’:’“ Iy parallel .Wi-t},a the line of the hilla aud reaching the length
e ,h vever, very satisfactorily accounted for by Wattrap as being due to
< @ having the Kaval of the Wattrap village, and in consideration of ghat duty
Kﬂnp of land at the foot of the hills in the Wattesp village, no doubt for the
a"ﬂll guard of the Wattrap village. . k. be disputed thas
~ There are several old aceounts in suppors of this fact, and it cannob, Ii‘thﬂ‘z;mindari on the
this area, the property of the Saptur Zemin, is quite unconuecwd midh#ee Wattrap village.
other gide of the mountaine, and is an im!a;ed property wishin the limiu?ﬂbe i: favor of the
- 14.‘ It thus sppears that there is a large and important body of e'ndan“ nknown 10 the
g :;ms either of Government or of the Wattrap villagers, or of botb, which wus‘u e i HES
erament 'st the time the suit in the Madura Court ’ Razied ; pd: there ¥ i o
reason to believe that the Zom: PEs e Tk sy ; fraudulent Rezl by con
cocting a false ace 2 mm‘.dar both deccived the Government into & I d his suit io
Madura, knowi:::.:)t:::zt.e ‘;f “: ?‘( atcrap village Ianda ; and further frgudulﬁ?tl
ARG ot a3 t. © interests of Government in tho hills were 10
& an uafair sdvastage of the Goyernment.

¥ preferre ;
Tinnevelly, Wit

siemt
ived

10. ; 3 A
0. The Deputy-Collector’s remarks upon this and the other numerous docwments {(lisé @

Vi : s g the plag,
tunevelly side ho undieputedly owns a strip of Jand marked x o1 J?’L‘hi#

b the

'~ the manner the Zomindar brought his suit,

. compromised by the Mtdurg‘w ¢

. the Government, and had B
- ment Jost it. Such a finding

~ improbable, and falsely supported,

15, On thess grounds, Lre
for a reviow of the judgment on the
and stating that farther evidene

fmpraﬂl should ‘be frand on the part of
16. I this should fail, I recom
between the village of Wattrap an
Assistants, and decided on the
T such an inquiry, the decisi
not be a bar against the elaims of
17. Tt must farther not be los!

, : - [
® Vidaparagraphs 18 ta 18 of Deputy-Collastor's repors. 4 ¢l of

any of the present claimants, &ﬁai-ﬁ‘
claiming these hills, the intorests of ! : st 1
" 18. ' [ am inclined to think that the iact o0
all the other parsies to sole possession ‘ﬁ the entire hillf range,
dispute. = S £
19. Neither the Wattrap villagers no
the hillinen thar that of foree, from the fir
accrues to the feudal chief or subject of 2
sovereign without that sovereign’s eonsent
20. The solution I would suggest from
That the plateau belongs to the hillmen,
That the villagers on this side
ing from the boundaries of the platea!
boundary of the platesu to be seitl
where the range contains ne such p
between the villages on either side, and
‘Madura side to be determined ander | !{0_‘_1_
21, On this basis I would propose to

I recommend the application fdr 9’{53103» :

mountains otherwise than on 8 PR
should happen to take this view, the

‘which would be avoided if th
23, Tdo not doubt thi
their village arcas and limits indepence!
opinion gnuuﬁpoiut,mdﬁii ‘

is not upset. Moreover, the

* otter right to levy a sigaiorage or other

99, 100, and 101 of the Deputy




: :and ﬁrewabd for domeats ‘
olleator does not think so, and that the Foress Dep%rﬁ ent are
bis. So that Gevammenﬁ m&gm find themselves in & ﬁn;&r emb dasn
“support the it;my villagers in c o assertion of comuunal s to the
nd pandem&y afﬁommment, aad @ eontmmmce of which they ha

one Tore point ta bnn forward. From the nnkm £ m& .
imes from which the A'yacnt aceounts date, there Blwulkf
etwoen the 'l‘mmvel]y side qf‘ these hills and the Madura sid epu
ows t, t»even new the emss‘ms m no easy mk does xt theu a.»pmr pr

totkfbn.

emdence of the Ayacuts of the w0 Gands ‘

manaik Zumm vnﬂagenon tho. H,
V&tmn boandary as their bounidary snd made i

a the Gandamanaik Zomindar should ailew such documents wbe
some parpese, and it is ve

ry likely thay he would rsthet 8s0 tha hl!l mm from
T, who lives on the Madura side mda PO

j bit mle, and given to Watleap wh

R e O

tindar’s feaud kmng ouly latoly hﬂﬁn‘ ménvmd. il
is °’di“ml! lﬁwed l‘tom liato' in mhém
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southern boundary limit of the Saptur al:'riza Kamayanaickanur village ; on the. oakk by bha we |
boundary limit of Kottayar attached tQE'Kunnoax" Yanitham and by the ‘Weste"m,bofamﬁyh‘ﬁm{}
of Sundrapandiem village of the Madura Province; ou the south by Kanavai Pass, Kallar Puli

‘Thir;hakadu,‘A.lsgar Kovil, Thirthathot$i, and Strivillipustur limits ; on the WGSHIJ ﬁmﬁ
limits of the Palayagar Thirumalai Gandamanaikur estate of the Dindignl Province, Vare:
limits, and by Mavalkeni Urani ; on the morth-west by the southern and eastern limits of the Kodi-
- kalam village attached to the Saptur aligs Kamayanaickenur Zemindari ; on the south-west byﬁm“H y
~ Strivilliputtur and the Varesanad limits i on the south-east by Sundrapandiem limits ; and onthe
* north-cast by tho limits of Mavathu, | v
~37. These boundaries as well a8 the Melamalai, Theckumalai, Sathuraghirimalai, iah"a]
Parpayathasiyanarkovilmalai also appear tn the Hinduvi Ayacut account of Fasli 1213, A.D. 1804,
M}"’ked A" sent for from the Tinnevelly District record for the purpose of this inquiry. This
- document algo appears to have been attested by the said Curnam and is uudoubtedly a very true
account, f ! !
88. These two exhibits further tend to show that certain lands belonging to the village °f .
Wattrap had been granted to tho Saptur Zemindar for Kaval service, and thus establish that th%‘;‘f e &
copy of the agreement marked A* produced by'ne Pandiem Pillai, who appears to be a deseendant .
of the Ayacut Curnam Chitharam Pillai, is a genuine instrument. A
: 39. Exhibit A* looks to be a very eld document, and proves that the Kodikalam lands wer “{ ‘
given to the Zemindar by the Ayen villagers for Kaval service before the period of ayacut. In
this agreement, the boundaries of the Kodikulam village are defined, from which it appears that the
Kodikulam western limit does not extend beyoud Thungala Udiarcoil shown in the accompanying
plan. If it were accepted to be a true document (of course I have no doubt of its authenticity) 16
‘w‘(ﬁﬂd certainly establish that the Melamalai has never been within the limits of the Kodikulam
village, Rk | R
40, Exhibfn' and A® gre Jamabandi and Ayacut Hinduvi sccounts of the village of A
Narasingapuram attached to the Gandamanaikanur Estate, from which it appears that the
Wattrap limits, and not the Saptur limits as pretended by the Saptur Zemindar, form the southern
and south-eastern boundaries of the Narasingapuram village. Gl Al ‘
4L Exhibit A" is a copy of the Ayacut aceount of Strivilliputtur Valaikulam village, from r 2
which it is apparent that the Wattrap limits and not the Saptur Kodikulam limits are its northern .
and north-western boundaries. ; | ‘
42. Exhibit A® is the A Register of the Wattrap village and A®
Of these documents I speak at large in paragraphs 64 to 68 while discussin
the Zemindar's Exhibit IV, £ e
43. From Exhibit B, which is an exéract from the Jamabandi accounts, and from C to L'ljzl‘. :
appears that.all the Wattrap hills were leased out by Government from Fasli 1241 to 12.6‘3,’ "{d: ‘f}f“-
: - list showing the mmgQf."‘t:ont_cﬂuw‘“dﬁﬂk"\
L ARPRE M, 1. ' theGovernment Contractorsis ‘.‘p‘l’mfl’d? hﬁwﬁ
44, Of these Exhibits, F, which is a lease granted by the S'nb‘c-“’m“‘qr‘ot Tnnné:; C:”
Faali 1258 to one Manariyan and which is indeed a very important docl‘lm?ﬁ‘i'{””“cd;f jm
tho Sub-Court of Tinnevelly in which it was filed by him in Suit No 111 T o g
ment i; is stated that the Wattrap hills, bounded on the south by Valikulan
Ly Saptur limits, on the west by Varesanad limits, and on the east by Suncigb” | dari
le'ased out to the said Manariyan for Rupees 90 for a period of one year: “mo‘bmjxﬂ 7
with those given in the Government Ayacut accounts. e w lo
th 45.  The other leases granted to other contractors are said by the % i AR ed to
be:i::‘e&?t’ﬂ'iﬂzl:ﬁ:j:{ Wattrap reports that h'fs"inquir! regardiog :’:::Lw“ by @i};gﬁkhcﬁ' /
r's agents had already obtained them from our ikl Report AAAE.
best endeﬂours for obtainting them against the interest of Goyerﬂ'P““_"?’m'd? mep'w sewﬁ ¥
46, : It is indeed & good thing that matters so favorably turned ‘h“ -I‘w&' i d“’s- pfﬁié&; )
by applying to the Sub-Court of Tinnevelly against all the endeavours of fﬂl?. e R
sgents to take posseesion of one and all the l,euéu fram. our Toskepi li' wi it | ! i G

is an extract from it
g on tho authenticity of

s, &




ed in the case; some of the G *‘omm’
d depose thny they rented {@om ‘the Goverument the three hills above m
; _mm 3 residents of the ﬂgﬂage. about forty-two in mumber, ! ',
d the Vadakumalai had been in  possosaion of Government for & serios
they’have been in the habit of felling firewood and wo,& fm': wi
pasturage on the hills,| iR
that ths sbove-mentioned documents, and the statement!ﬁf ]
favor of possession by G overnment for a number of years.
ol ] Vakzl or his prwute ésgent Sundrem lela.x predaced befoﬂ ’M do
L to XLV,
'purports 0 bs Punjah Aivmt ce.dJa.n acodaiuts of uhe‘viﬁag‘e'?af’i‘
, avasurement of the hills and Poramboke la
i_n thae mr, is 914&, ,&.-, +, kayar of lands, but nota word nt
Sathuraghiri . land Exhibits 1L and IIL purport & ;
Mrmont acoonnts and the Inz ama bm&x accounts of Saptur and Th\dhkuma&i mm.
‘whos dy the originals of these copies are it is not shown. o
B Exhtbzt I1., the measurement off the Sathuraghiri hill is ghown to be 495 kﬁjﬂﬂ, ;
" ?aumhoka waste. In Exhibit 11T, the meungement of the hills, viz., Sathunghirimalbi, Eﬁhﬁb
@P&rnkushm are shown to be 9143, v, o kayers of Poramboke waste.
~ Theso exhibits appear to have been filed by the Zemindar in. Suit No. 6 of 1355
‘ ,not with ﬂlb plunt, which was filed | i November 1863. : ML
63, Wers thm accounts considered relit b!e, I do not see why our Ayacub. and Jam:_
accounts, which show that the Wattrap Vadak alai extends over the whole of the auuzhom
of the Satbmghnri hill beyond the Maholings Pagoda, should not be ent.;eléd to oredit-

64. 1 qlull now endeavour to show that the Zemindar's accounts are no!i true.

Exln‘mt‘ll it is stated that the southern boundary of Saptur extends as far as Thanipa
in the accompanying plan. To show that this exhibit is a genuine document he pr
- Exhibit IV, purporting to be an extract from t«he Vadakadu Panjah measurement &

~ Wattrap village. It seems that this extract was obtained by the Zemindar in 1870 fo

of Bling it in Suit No. 6 of 1868. In this document it is stated that Snthnr&shm
belongs to the Saptur cushah village. In order to ascertain the truth of lt. I “’“ for th
thereof from the Huzur records and com it with the copy. In the Bx
AAM, which are complaints made by Pandiem Pillai and 1st defendanb in }
1o the Collestors of Madura and Tinnevelly and to the Board of Revenud, it is
* kadu Punjah measarement A yacut accounts of Wattrap village were tampered
 thas he obtained & false extract (Exhidit IV.) from the Tinnevelly District mo;d
‘; Wl?ﬂl cooked up his own Zemin Ayacuf, referring to the entries in . ”nd fled
 Court at Madura ; and that he obtained @ decree in bis favor of
accounts, Thess complaints induced me to wake a careful emm
ongmal. Its original had been in the Stﬁvm;pnﬂur Talug recot f°”
custody of the Tabsildar, but was only eent for in August 1860 by the L,
6 req the then Huzur Acting Vemuutnr Record-keeper
ly for ﬂxe purpose of granting & copy of it to the Zemlndﬂ“ (M
1dar sent the cadjan bundles which oonhinod it to the R
_ (vide Exhibit AAZ). 1 am really at a loss to understand what ““”‘”
send for these old and worn oot cadjan bundles from Strivilliputtar | abo
' y, simply for tho purpose of gnnémg to the
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ong at s

;ﬁm ram of @ ta alai ‘a‘tatement pre
Saptur Zemin I 9‘1& dmanot appoar

 Having d!mued on the e«m%enc (both documentary aud mml}]‘ vl du
. gnr, I now proceed to show. thp ﬂﬂl&#

,rog‘ud %o thn qnmmn"#hatksr the decree
Maholingam #em‘pl regarding the
f th sdakumalsl w

ent _ old g9od for thap
¢f MImh, Emlmca&ohl”f'
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o proof whateve :
g, althBagh the Talug

préduct’ionv of the sami
\ "Vd‘of”ai‘xt}yLﬁv

opinion that the Government.
28 to have forfeited the
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: ’l’bof also dmre to hww whether Government can now contui ilm :
sim to the ‘dmﬂ to lﬂm m Smt ho. Bof 1868 a.gtmut Ghe Pncoda

| g’ the °mmen_.l'lwder, mth ea{:ias of G Os, dated 21at Mn.y 1872
~ No. 810 ; 16th June 1873, No. 614 ; 27th October 1873, Ko 1,187 +
nné o£ Board's Pmccedmgs, dated 10th August 1872, No. 1,553

aud four original enclosuree, ta be retumad

to ﬂie Coﬂector of Tinnevelly,
to the Conservator of Forests.
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