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Lerres from— - -

Ter SECRETARY 10 TiE GOVERNMENT oF
- FORT ST. GEORGE,

' Tap RESIDENT sr HYDERABAD,

I am directed by the Right Honorable the Governor in Council to transmit
copy of Proceedings of this Government,

, . P
Miscellaneons. No. 1235, of this date, relating to the
’ advisability of settling and demarcating

the boundary between His Highness the Nizam’s Dominions and the Goddvari
District from Puchikapadu eastwards to the Goddvari.
2. As the Government of His Highness will doubtless concur in thinking it
desirable that advantage should be taken of the presence of a survey party in the -
district to complete the settlement, and demarcation of the boundary, I am torequest

that an officer may be deputed for this purpose to meet an officer of the British -
Government in March next, the earliest month in which the country will be com-

- SIB,

paratively healthy. :
3. I am also to request that the officer deputed may be vested with full powers

to decide any disputes that may arise, and, to obviate possible misunderstanding here-
after, that the fact of his having been so authorized may be intimated in your reply. -

4. HisHighness’ Governmentwould probably consent, as on previous occasions,
to bear a moiety of the cost of demarcating the boundary line that may be agreed

upon. , '
o ' T have the honor to be,
| , i, |
V o Your most obedient servant,

. (Signed)  E. F. WEBSTER,
: Secretary to Government.

Forr St. GEORGE, '
11tk November 1882. ‘ ) ,




1882.

To rae RRESIDENT ar IYDERABAD.

From the Government of ‘
Fort St. George.

Tssued.

Reed, , : Encl.

G.0.,, 11th November 1882, No. 1236

NOVEMBER.

Requesting that an officer may be deputed for

the settlement of th utec 2oF
ness the Niz e boundary between His High

. am’s Domini . .
- District. 8 Dominions and the Godévar:
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‘little time remains for arrangements if the work is to

TFron} G. F. T. TOWER, Esq., Acting ITead Assistant Collector, . to th

8 o

1lmm Ndvmém -1882, NQ. 1235, REVENUE.

e D

. GOVERNMENT OF MADEAS.
. REVENUE DEFARTMENT.

s .y

" Reap—the following Proceedingé of thé Bosrd of'Revexllue,' dated 27th Septeﬁbef |

1882, No. 2392:—

Reap—the following letter from Colonel H. T. ROGERS,' R.E., Superintenﬂent
Madras Survey, to the Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Camp, Oota~
camund, 9th’September 1882, No. 83-B :— L : .

"1 have the honor to bring to your notice that a portion of the boundary between
God4vari and His Highness the Nizam’s territory still remains unsettled. Now that

- the topographical survey of the Goddvari District is in hand, it is desirable that the i
" district boundary should be determined. I enclose a sketch of the run of the
. boundary. o L 4 o

(2} From A to B, between the Gutala Zemindari and the Nizam’s dom'inio‘ﬁs; .

" the boundary has neither been settled nor demarcated. . - . :

() From Bto G, the boundary was settled and demarcéted by Mr. Stuart, bl;.t

" not surveyed.

(¢ From C to D, the Boundary was scttled and demarcated by Mr. Bird and

surveyed under the orders of Mr. Foster. ~Dut this line, having been surveyed with a

compass, will require to be re-surveyed with a theodalite. I have issued instructions

. to the Deputy Superintendent, No. I-Party, to survey the line from B to D, and where -

" necessary to renew or render permanent existing demarcation.. In the greater portion

" . of the line, there will, therefore, be an accurate survey at an early date, and 1 beg to
. - suggest in regard to the remaining portion A B, that an -officer on the part of Madras

should be appointed to meet an officer of the Nizam’s gervice to settle this part of the-
boundary at an early date.- An officer of the Survey Department should accompany

* them. Tenclose copy of aletter from the Acting Head Assistant Collector of Goddvari,
"' " endorsed by the Collector of the district on the 14th August 1882, No. 26, which gives

a Listory of the demarcation and scttlement as far as performed.

" 'The Government Orders ‘and Board’s Proéeédings quoted in the note, with thel
exception of 3.0., 2nd October 1871, No. 1717, G.O., 16th July 1877, No. 3953, and

" Board’s Proceedings, 31st July 1877, No. 10,663, have not been communicated to this
- office ; but as they appear to relate to preliminary arrangements in regard to parts B, -
CD, of the boundary line, it appears to me advisable to address you at once on the

~ settlement of the remaining portion of the boundary instead of waiting till copies can
. be supplied. " - ' T o : ‘

. ' ’ o : } } ) ‘ ‘ . — i
Operations should commence as soon as possible—say the 15th November ; so but
e completed this season, *

- Excrosvre No, 1,

OWER o Acting Colle

Godévari Distriet, dated . Ellore, 8th August 1832, No. 178, and glfgfmélgesﬁt?’ :

. }\IV 56 HAPPELL, Esq., ‘Acting Collector, dated Cocanada, 14th August 1882, -
©No. 26— o > § g

With reference to your lettérs, No. 213 of the 23rd June, and 261 of 3rd instan’c; T have -

" 'the honor to say that, as far as I can make out, the boundary between Yernagtdem Tuluk and

. the Nizam’s Territories is 'already known and accurately demarcated from - the village of o

Puchikapad westward, and that from Puchikapad eastward the boundary has never been either
inspected or demarcated. - ~ : ST : \

" ... In a letter from this office, No. 142, dated 25th May 1874, Mr.FSeweH, who was then Aétiﬁg

Head Assistant Collector, reported that from Puchikapad to the God4vari, the boundary line had |

. never been inspected, and that no orte knew the rea. boundaries ; while from Puchikapad west- .

I
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wards as far as Jelugumilli, there were bounﬁary stones in perfect order, set up by Mr. Stuart. .
Subsequently in 1876, Mr. Bird, who was then Acting Head Assistant Collector, demarcated :

district which borders on the Nizam’s territory.

" the line from Jelugumilli westwards as far as Sivapuram in Ellore Taluk—the last village in this

This line as demarcated by Mr. Bird was.

afterwards marked out, and a map of the bounjary prepared by the Survey Department, and dated
27th June 1877, was forwarded to this office with your No. 309, dated 3rd October 1877. The
gresent condition ‘of affairs is then as followe: —There are boundary marks set up by Mr. Stuart
rom Puchikapad to Jelugumilli, and from ths last of Mr. Stuart’s marks in Jelugumilli westwards
as far as Sivapuram in the Ellore Taluk, there are boundary marks set up in accordance with
Mr. Bird’s demarcation. So far as I know, there is no dispute as to the boundary between
this district and the Nizam’s territories from Sivapuram to Puchikapad. The line is settled,

marked out and accepted as correct. -

From Puchikapad eastwards to the Godsvari, the boundary line has never been properly
demarcated, but it cannot be said that ther is any dispute aboutit. The truth is that from’
Puchikapad eastwards, the country is so mountainous and jungly that the definition of the

boundary line would be a work of considerable difficulty, and as this part of the country 18 -
almost wholly uninhabited and yields no revenue, it was not thought worthwhile to take the

trouble to define it.

I have marked in pencil on the map sent with your letter, No. 213, the positions of
Sivapuram, Jelugumilli and Puchikapad. From Sivapuram to Jelugumilli, the boundary line a8
settled by Mr. Bird is known and marked From elugumilli to Puchikapad, the boundary
line as settled by Mr. Stuart is also known and marked. From Puchikapad to the Godéivarl,
the correct boundary line is not known, bu%it cannot be described as “ disputed,” because it -

. has never been worth any one’s while to dispute about it.

The enclosures of your letter, No. 213, are returned.

. . " - Endorsement No. 26. .
Forwarded to the Deputy Superintendent of Madras Survey, No. I Party, with reference

to his letter, No. 285 of 3rd June Jast

2. A note showing the correspondence regarding the boundary is enclosod.
- 8, The plan received with his letter is nerewith returned. :

Excrosure No. 2.

}NOTE. showing the Correspondence regarding the Boundary between the Godavari and the

Nizamp’s Dominions.

e

* Date and Number. »

Subject of the Proceedings.

Bburd’s Proceedin 8, ﬁuted 18t 188
No. 1405. & b June 1869,

‘Board’s Proceedings, dated 2 a ' ‘
oL 8 nd October 1859,

- Board’ Proceedings, dated 3rd December 1869,

No. 8921. .
Board’s  Proceedings, dated 20tk Decemb
1669, No. 9342, . oo

G.0., dated 26th January 1870, No. 37

Board’s Proceedings, dated 28th February
1870, No. 1438,

Board’s Proceedings, dated 11th March 1870,
No. 1672. ‘ N

Poard’s Proceedings, dated 31st March 1£70,
No. 2177.

G.0., dated 2nd October 1871, No. 1717 ..

Board’s Proceedings, dated 10th October 1£71,
No. 3573. . ‘ .

I

Reporting that there was a boundary dispute t‘;
be settled between the Government villages -0

Territory.

Deppting a talukdar on.the requisition made by
this Government o the Nizam’s Government f0.

on behalf of the Nizam’s Government bavieg
* declined to act upon his own authority regard-
ing the settlement, it was reported that the

competent person with full power 60 88 o
meet the Sub-Collector for settlewent. ¢

undertaken in March, April, and June, whie
~bre supposed to be the healthiest months.

. | Amicable  setile Zispute BT
settlement of the S’Ii‘aluk dor”

Mr. Gribble, Sub-Collector, and. the
of Kammammet, in the Nizam’s Territory-

[3

__—_—:.‘;’;s—”-;‘

" Yernagidem Taluk and those of Nizam’s

settle the dispute in conjunction with the Tab-"
sildar of Yeruagidem. The officer deputed -

Nizam’s Government be asked to send 80X

Ordering that the settlement of the dispute ,b" :
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© Hyderabad Government.

© Colonel Rogers. = Former correspondence she

» Cx A
. 11TIH NOVEMBEB 1882, No. 1235, REV;EIBW—E.. C ' 3
Date and Number. - ' Su'bjc.% of the ?roceedings.
N T L

PBoard’s Proceedings, dated 3rd April 1872, | Abwmt construcing permanent marks and
~ Miscellaneous No. 2325. o sharing expenss incurred on that account.. -
Board’s Proceedings, dated 20th April 1872, - o .
Miscellaneous No. 2895. : -
Board’s Proceedings, dated 10th June 1872, o
Miscellaneous No. 4096. -

' 3.0., dated 3rd Angust 1874, No. 978 The Soundary iins vetween the Nizam’s domi-

PBoard’s Proceedings, dated 14th August 1874, nims and the British territory was inspected
No. 5512. - <"1 byMr. Bewell, Acting Head Assistant Collee-

‘ | tor. A report was sent, suggesting that if
~ thy Government vish to have the line accu-
raiely marked, it vill be necessary to do so in

" conjunction with an officer of the, Nizam’s
dominions. . Then the Government called for
goine more information.
G.0., dated 14th January 1875, No. 85 . . | The information asked for was furnished.
Board’s Proceedings, dated 19th January 1875, . ‘
No. 384. ' - - '

PBoard’s Proceedings, dated 27th August 1875, About the cost o demarcation and the officers

Miscellaneous, No. 7769, . _ | tobe deputed for the work on both sides.
Board’s Proceedings, dated 24th September RALSER VIRV :

1875, No. 2685. . . § Ty
Board’s Proceedings, dated 18th October 1875,

No. 2899.

Miscellaneous No. 9821... ~ s ',"-?
Board’s Proceedings, - dated 20th December
~ 1875, Miscellaneous No. 11,146, :

i

" G.0., dated 28th September 1876, No. 1375 ... Bov . s fixed by Mr. Bird, Head
Board’s Proceedings, dated 10th October 1876, As SRR , . ,
No. 8638. _ | P ‘

" 3.0, dated 16th July 1877, No. 8955, An | |
Board’s Proceedings, dated 3lst July 1877, th ,endent, Revenue ‘Survey, was
. No. 10,663. .- , . or ave a. copy of the map sent to
: ' tt (overnment. - ,
" -

’R‘eSOZ‘ixltioh—Q—davtéd 27th Septembér 1882, No. 2392.
Submitted for the orders of Government. -, S
2. Tho Board think it advissio that opportunity should be taken of the presence

. of a Survey Party in the district to demarcate the' 7" raining portion of the boundary
* petween the Goddvari and His Ilighness the Niz “’s dominions, and they recom-

mend that arrangements be made for the work be “~~ied out by an officer of the .
ng rank appointed by the.

- district in communication with an officer of oor;

3. Tt will not be possible to enter up " % ‘at the time suggested by
.country is comparatively
healthy only in the hot weather.—G.0., 26th « 9, No. 37, Political Depart-
ment, and 2nd December 1875, No. 1735, Rey, tment. .
. * . (True Copies and L Co
s . : E. GIBSON, .
"~ Acting Secretary.

“

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue
Department, with Sketch to be returned. .
(Il)opy to the Collector of the Godévari .
District. ) ‘ . Lo
+-Copy to . the Superintendent, Madras ¢ g ’ o .
Survey. - - B " )

i
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Joundary line was prepared, and -
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4 L : Ailﬁ_l'?‘a" Noveuser 1882, No. 1235, REVENpE.

QRDER__dated 11th Novender 1882, No. 1235, Revenue.

Miscellaheom.i :

addressed in view to an officer being

' Pominions which still remiins unsettled.
ey (_’I"{ué Extract.)
(Signed)

-«

E. F. WEBSTER,

Secretary to Government.

[ i
. To the Board of Revenue re-
turned. S G v
"To the Collector of God4v 7
-, Superintendent, Mx- A
»» _ Political Departm 1.5, ) ter,
No. 1236, dated 11 ,, - I T

the Resident at Hy lers
: L A

P |
R
o

Exd. A, F._Goodaﬂ.

‘

60 Copies.

The Resident at Hyderabad will be:

. : i - . ~deputed by the Governrpgnt of His High-"
ness the Nizam to settle, h conjuncticn with an officer of the British Government,
that portion of the bowdary between th . suudvari District and the Nizam's :

[T, M -
- . - L
i . L

. A e e T T
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g f__,w—-— R AT s .
- ‘_.? ' d - . . -y k‘ » : ' ':::?‘. W‘W*M
) . i‘l‘-_. 7 .,,”"' .
s S S L
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%}" *; - " Boarp oF Revenve, 271H SepremBEr 1882, No. 2392.

. L

PROCEEDINGS OF THE BOARD OF REVENUE.
" | ‘

Reap—the following letter from Colonel H. T. ROGERS, R.E., Supcrintendent,. .
' - Madras Survey, to the Secretary to the Board of Revenue, dated Camp, Oota-
camund, 9th September 1882, No.-83-B:—

T have the honor to bring to your notice that a portion of the boundary between.
God4vari and His Highness the Nizam's territory still remains unsettled. Now that
the topographical survey of the Goddvari District is in hand, it is desirable that the
district boundary should be determined. I enclose a sketch of the run of the
boundary. S . :

' () From A to B, between the Gutala Zemindari and the Nizam’s dominions,

the boundary has neither been settled nor demarcated.

o (%) From B to C, the boundary was settled and demarcated by Mr. Stuart, but

not surveyed. ) .
(¢) From C to D, the boundary was settled and demarcated by Mr. Bird and
o surveyed under the orders of Mr. Foster.: But this line, having been suryeyed with a
3 compass, will require to be re-surveyed with a theodolite. I have issued instructions;
: ~ to the Deputy Superintendent, No. I Party, to survey the line from B to D, and where
S necessary to renew or render permanent existing demarcation. In the greater portion
‘ of the line, there will therefore be an accurate survey at an early date, and 1 beg to l
suggest in regard to thé remaining portion A B, that an officer on the part of Madras i
should be appointed to meet an officer of the Nizam’s gervice to settle this part of the. |
boundary at an early date.
them. I enclose copy of aletter from the Acting Head Assistant Collector of Goddvari,.
endorsed by the Coliector of the district on the 14th August 1882, No. 26, which gives
a history of the demarcation and settlement as far as performed. o
The Government Orders and Board’s Proceedings quoted in the note, with the:
exception of G.0., 2nd October 1871, No. 1717, G.0., 16th July 1877, No. 3955, and
Board’s Proceedings, 31st July 1877, No. 10,663, have not been communicated to this

e« - office ; but as they appear to relate to preliminary arrangements in regard to parts B(, -

C D, of the boundary line, it appears to me advisable to address you at once on the

settlement of the remaining portion of the boundary instead of waiting till copies can -

be supplied. ' | ' ) R
Operations should commence as soon as possible—say the 15th November ; so but /

little time remains for arrangements if the work is to be completed this season. i
* ‘ © Excrosure No. 1. o
. From G. F. T. POWER, Esq.,, Acting Heaa Assistant Collectcr, to the Aecting Collector, .

, {.‘ ) R Godsvari District, dated Ellore, 8th August 1882, No. 178, and endorsement by

L W. A. HAPPELL, Esq., Acting Collector, dated Cocanada, 14th August 1882,
¢ - No. 26:— ' : ‘ o
3 With reference to your letters, No. 213 of the 23rd June, and 261 of 3rd instant, I have

the honor to say that, as far as I can make out, the boundary betv jen Yernagtidem Taluk and

; ;“:’ ' the Nizam’s Territories is already known and scourately demarcated from the village of -
i . Puchikapad westward, and that from Puchikapad esstward the boundary has never been either -
b inspeoted or demarcated. : A ,

In & letter from this office, No. 142, dated 95th May 1874, Mr. Sewell, who was then Acting -
- Heoad Assistant Collector, reported that from Puchikaped to the Godévari, the boundary line haﬁ '
nover been inspected, and that no one knew the real boundaries ; while from Puchikapad west-

wards as far a8 Jelugumilli, there were boundary stones in perfect order, set up by Mr, Stuart,

}‘ Fi‘

An officer of theSurvey Department should accompany *
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i 6, Mr. Bird, who was then Acting Head Assistant Collector, demarcated : = —
tshlt,blsiiqeu?;?ny J;?u}r?x;iﬂlf westwards as far as Sivapummgin Ellore Taluk—the last village in this Date and Number. I ’
district which borders on the Nizam’s territory. This line as demarcated by Mr. Bird wa; : | o :
afterwards marked out, and a map of the boundary prepareé by the Survey Department, a7r1d d%f'i
27th June 1877, was forwarded to this office with your No. 309, dated 8rd October lf[ 7‘St r:
Present condition of affairs is then as follows : —There are boundary marks set up by Mr. Stua

Bubject of the Proceedings.

P
Tetep A1

RO ARALEL : Pfocéédihgs, dated 3rd April 1872, Al;o'ut construeting

Miscellaneous No. 2325, . POrmAnent marks gpg

: 3 o sharing ing o .
~ from Puchikapad to Jelugumilli, and from the last of Mr. Stuart’s marks in Jelugumilii westwaz";l; o, Boar_d’a Proceedings, dated 20th April 1872, > ex'p O130s incurred €3 that a°°°lmt~_
as far as Sivapuram in the Ellore Taluk, there are boundary marks set up in a.cccrdatll)ce wi A ~ . . Miscellaneous No. 2895, 1.+ .. RS A ST P2 0]
" Mr. Bird’s demarcation. So far as I know, there is no dispute as to the houndgry etwlelen froe e :;,‘,"L-Boax'_d’s Proceedings, dated 10th Tune 1872, ‘ o
this district and the Nizam’s territories from Sivapuram to Puchikapad. The life is settle s L e ._/I((, Miscellancous No. 4096, X
marked out and accepted as correct. _ foao *8.0, dated 5rd August 1874, No. 978 |y, boundary line ‘betwee izam’s dom;
: From Puchikapad eastwards to tho Goddvari, the boundary line has mever been properly ;b Board's Proceodings, dated Lith August 1874, | ron and the Br‘itiithwizfxfﬁfry%ﬁ?nz deo?lé
- demarcated, but it cannot be said that thers is any dispute about it. The bfmttihﬁw‘t!; 18 Ofrg}!:: A No.5512. - .. ., . . % “e8efdoav e | by Mr. Sewell, Acting Head Assistant (Il)oﬁez.
¥ Puchikapad eastwards, the country is 80 mountainous and jungly that the fethm o ntry is ‘ ‘ B R ‘ for. A report was sent, suggesting that it
boundary line would be a work of considerable dxtiﬁculty, and as this pm}’f ohil et cot:ke {he , . the Government wish to "hé.ve"t'he 06 oo
almost wholly uninhabited and "yields no revenue, it was not thought worthwhile to ‘ rately marked, it will be Decessary to do so ip
trouble to define it. o i he nositi p ¢ o v conjunction with an officer of the Nizam’s
I have marked in pencil on the map sent with your letter, Nq. 213, lf; 8 };onltlrl)}ls 0 . | _ doxmmons.. Then tho Gorermc il o
Bivapuram, Jelugumilli and Puchikapad.k g‘rori‘flvagu{a; 15311 .{ ezggil)rllll(:%llill,:ah;ad Olatll; 3{‘){)11111?12 :; , Cr 4 8ome more information,
:d by Mr. Bird is known and marked. om Jelu : » dar) R s . - - :
o i'fx?e:l:,(: sZttled by Mr. Stuart is also known and marked. Fror{lbel(;’uchlka(gad ig dfl::; b%o;ilti;a.rilé : AR s £ 6.0, dated 14th Jenuary 1875, No. 85 .. | The information asked fop was furaishe,
. the correct bounﬁary line is not known, Ignt it cannot be descri as “ dispu cau : . b Board’s Prooeedin gs, dated 19th January 1875, 7 »
i has never been worth any one’s while to dispute about it. - : [ A - No. 384.% o o ‘ S
The enclosures of your letter, No. 213, ere returned. / Dl e Boaz:d’s Proceedings, dated 27th August 1875, | About the cost of demarcation and the B
SHTORTER ' ‘ A : A R LIIB(’}GH&IIGOHS, No. 7769.7%; . to be deputed for the work on both sides, .
" Epdorssment No. 26. ! | il Board’s Proceedings, dated 24th September |-
i : S No. I Party, with reference - :oe 1875, No. 2685. - ' ‘ ’ T
. Forwarded to the Deputy Superintendsnt of Madras urvey, No. a ty, wit ¢ . | i —er s Board’s Proces dings, dated 1 8th October 1875, |
to his letter, No. 285 of Srd June last. . . ) P g, v "7 No. 2899, i s, cltes §F o) Rl RS T
S 2. A noteshowing the correspondence ragarding the boundary is enclosed. I '{\‘:;,t ] ,v: e Boa.r.d’s Proceediigs, dated Ist November 1875,
. ' 3. The plan received with his lettor is herewith returned. o AT . Miscellaneous No, 9821, - -
' ’ g , : ‘ ’ : ! \1:\ L }*‘."gt-{"’BO&rd’s Proceedings, dated 20th Deo'em L :
= Ew~cresure No. 2. R . L Mg kG 1875, Miscellaneous No. 11,146,440 R ”
. . noe regarding the Boundary between the Godivari and the eSS ena0, flated 28th September 1876, No. 1375..... | Boung line was fixed by Mr. Bird, Hea
Note showing the Corresponde . fqizam%'Dominions. , S ! bt /'"J"Z{‘:Bci%rd g Gf(;ré)cee;imgs, dated 10th October 1876, | Asgis:'gt Collector, ¥y Head
e 5 S L Y . 0. Jo2) . . . - '
' ] i . * 8.0, dated 16th Tuly 1877, N, 3955 A map of the boundary line was prepared. s
. L . - R . y . . 4 . n
Date and Number. L ~ Subject of the P rmeedu;gs ' { -7 €esein . Board’s Proceecfl\u;gs, dated 3lst July 1877, | the pSuperintendent:,ry Revenue %ufvey:i’ wag

LG ,;J 5 No. 10,663.¢7 ordered to have a copy of the map sent to

d’s Proceedings, dated 18th June 1869, Reporting that there was a boundary dispute to ’ i .m b . B the Nizam’s Government. )
Board’s 05. #-... ’ = 7w sep-4-£5 . .| besettled between the Government villages of . T e
No. ]T‘ ) 4,;' L”r e T Yernagtidem Taluk and those of Nizam’s ; » .
e (e , : tober 1869, | Deputing a talukdar on the requisition made by i N eptember 2, No. 2392,
B ) ‘/. ’ B‘ﬁd ;g{’ﬁ?"dmg” dated 2nd Ootober ’ thgs Go%remment to the Nizam’s Government to o Submitted for the orders of Government. . : :
Pzl - No 78517 ' t#le the dispute in conjunction with the Tah. g e el o _ : .
PRI Board Proceedmgf, Iflit‘efi‘ 3rd Dec‘in:ber 18693 :ﬁ g ;; e ngagﬁdem.J The officer depute] . of : S2 Th; B(t):arq think 1t advisable that opportunity s}lquld be tgken of the Presence
-No. 8921, o2 P A ) : a Survey Party in the district to demarcate the remaining portion of the b
’s Procoedings, dated 20th December | on behalf of the Nizam’s Government baving etween the Goddvari and Hix i o Nopro 8 Portion of the oundary
Bo;gg 93 No Gaag, o S, e e 7+ . | declined to act upon his own authority regard- - mend that arraneon ity lsd, f1ghness_ the Nizam’s dominions, anqd they recom. -
» B¢ / Wi 73 - ‘ ﬁg the rz;ttlement, txtbwas ;egoxz::d t}éat the - distrit i com nllbunicatione vciln& e for ftilile Woxf'k bemg,ca&'ned- out by an officer of the
R AR X 1zam’s Government be aske send some an officer of correspondine + . ;
B T Hyderabad Government. - . ‘ P g Tank appointed by the .

competent person with full power so as tor
moet the Sub-Collector for settfoment.

:
!
l
Ordering that the settlement of the dispute be ‘ E v Colonel Rogers
’
£

3. It will not be possible to enter y ‘the t] ;
| pon.the work at‘the time suggested b
,No. 87 ... -, Fo ‘ paratively
, - G.0., dated 262‘11:7 “mﬁzt:?imzstﬁ F'ebmm undertaken in Maroh, April and June, which ' healthy only in the h;;:n::eaﬁrgf SPOGndSDOSGSII:OWS o the No 3y B itica) Dively
co e Board’s Proce‘ ings, .| ore supposed to be the healthiest months. ™ 2 ) No. 1735 1 Janu,al‘y 870, No. t Folitical De :
o | ceal 7 PO : -+, ment, and 2nd December 1875, No. 1735 part
R SR T/ ) II:Io. e o dated 11th March 1870, A v ) . » No. » Revenne Department.‘
e nreie g 2--'1«.301:7‘;1 fi 67r20f37 gs, o | : 3 _ : , (True Copies ang Extract.) ’ 7
P P P Board’s Pro.o'eedings, dated 3lst March 1870, - ‘ 1 » , . .L}':::Z;- g
AP 5. No. 2177.5" , Ak ' . . - - ' ‘ - - | doting Secretar
SRRV R 1 ... | Amicable settloment of the dispute by : : ‘ . :
. - 4 GO, dated 2nd .Octqlziert 1 (18'711(&}11‘780'1;071); Z871, 1 Mr. Gribble, Sub-Collector, and the Talukdar \ L To the Secretary to Government, Revenue _Department, ﬁ . Actmg Secretary.
MV Board’s _PrO‘?‘jedmg“,' doted TR TEEIEET20 o Kammammet, in the Nizam’s Territory. S o with Sketch o be returned.
Pt No, 3578.4 : e : i B } Cory to the Callactor of the Godévar Distriet, - -
: * ” Supenntendent, Madras Survey, '
| M\ 1 . Exd. A. Raitt,
o S (]

A 4 ' ' ; HTT— _""W




£ , c'?!‘ x,‘ - “ N \ / | /""f’ “
Fooe oy T TN T ' ) : LS - e
‘-j;'. N . R P 5 /{:’;M &I{“" ‘ ,/r; - 4
é K I 1 RS PSR - 4
| | gurD of %zmnut,}
- | o MADRAS.
.
N S T
: , W | | - | !% MM .
' | : /jLe A’Z/‘;.f‘,u,d OL’”""‘"L" v R
- o louL, o '
ATION R
/
. . ; ¢
h "y ) P, : . o e ’ - H
,4"2 / - . p L ,: ﬁ‘: - . § \
- T TeeT e ~ S F ) . A . ‘* ’ . L
— S
Proceedings, 2Ttk Sept. 1882, No. 2392. e e e
0 e e R ’ e \ :1 ; E ‘ - .,J-/N/
i R A bl £ 4 . o Sk ",P R
. * // +
F. S
8
E 3 \L\: - e ] 7 ' Lo
s - i
.i; ; i
{ § ? ;
} Fa
i
| t
% : ‘ Submitting for the orders of GovernmeX
B ' . . letter from the Superintendent, Madras Su;"’ez;;
o 7 ‘ : reporting that a portion of the boundary be ui}ze |
the Godazart District and Ilis Highness ‘ ‘ |
1 ‘ Nisam’s dominions still remains unsettled ; i B;I;n .
i _ : : recommending that o portunity sho uld be it , _ |
s ‘ of the presence of a Survey Pa.rtym the dis 1
L ' e to take the work in hand. ' |
s fo [ o7 4 . ,
L. sfe[ L /e ‘
et e A St )
. o {
X )




oL i sl . i. w ST ek V’Lyp- gy R o K N :_4’:\ iy, ot 24
" e el s i e O [T

,,,,,,

NS ATIRN

¢

| From7$. /5@1’% &"D /‘Kﬂ,o—w

1

REvENUE DEPARTMENT.

»n

No. JF78 5

188 m /" éc,/ :

Dated [hx &) - Sﬁ/f

FOR ORDERS.

\‘;/ | G-r’izd .«,/’ /156"7"4“//“‘2——— B

/
TKa/tw d/yw‘ a/‘ ]‘—tl C,l_svrdl)—ao()
(oL . GCLDQMDS’»%&OL I Vcs,u.} to

Ve At c‘ﬂxaw L’D(xn_,? fﬁxf)wk C(Z L& |
0’( C’f ./4(/5'/57_,8,{7)233 /VL""— NW

2 1{'(19& m Cwmﬁlfﬂa LO"‘L///\
- o aﬁ‘u’, | ﬂ"f /&/?» P’W(&/&/L'

%o—d’ff fhat (édv(w—m af//&zﬁ’m/g,ﬁ(
NAiliseim s C’Kflwe"‘ D? /° "’ﬁ'

| Fike /hmwms* DMWLUVLS((TLLA

&LU—/S UL ?/W/ (,2,01

5&1@ Y mMm

2T T Roarcb s M0
w Cotle o~ © v—dL&U‘Cﬂ" 2

o szié CL{// 2 &.JS"/‘

Mﬁfd ;(//z.zé% st //.‘a,z__,;
,/,m by~
’Z/ 7.0 #i f?‘&'ih cl%tvw 477




\s i e i

Ll e

S

}Yaﬂ ohr\L)r °}#’au {_f{//:)YvC‘ZﬂOLUC&/?
ﬂ C A(O /z'f"aﬁ.//uQ

SE" /l\/ S
|

tﬁi W‘fk’l(cuﬁ lb/l\?, f\(maa(a{

/4
v 57 i (e
i

ts& oy 90'““‘1,3/"’({ ‘M[.u}?)n»
/VU’homn § mﬂzd

‘ P
g"-”}~m‘ SS /1

O . |

' ' ssmef

‘;"‘f/\q_ ‘ g—(La\,—{’/g"L W/YL ;

~ /7—«1 Les ‘La.SAf

L(—f’fvv \a\, c
/}"o"'}’?’\ ] ‘

~ W B /f\f‘z. QMLL\A)—LM':

(s Iha 72,3’5 Cr/i

0
Zﬁ./ w)gu( L 2SS um( doub \/&8&

CGT\,C/U—”( Lfn /}\.UJ- WL‘)’ L//

 dese roll (e [y aaﬁu—wnwi f[dzz,,,(,

dg fkan

+ d s arCa DLL? |

“J' /}vq‘ f’ Yo ’mQ/‘Z.

s d%{“/é]/z&é’ %w
.‘.W—tjld;‘f

i/, urﬁr\
L/;;:‘- A/¢) L, o 7 \ ’ Lf (’

u{)%/' ‘

Itwr\ also [6 ?"'L«"/Lu;l&//
ILO"A" 12\«‘1 0(‘ I Aot Ll g
l /M’ )

d:er wbad %/!ﬁ} W Yszizy,

fuu (Oo'w-f/r“‘ b doced s

// Jiz. adﬂu‘gﬂr

v/mwnj’wq&o va W{ﬁl{,

’ WJ ad c’nﬁ&’ﬂau,g

o eond
beeasiens b fen ames A ﬂ'u,:
CDS't r»d:?/nm}vcahcg mz%udw /tz;;,
Cfach weay M -:(um u[am | ‘é""'j@?.

P




R A |
\';_, ) '}/
FOR #RDERS,

C.9 ////-zf;/ Z_//.m

R




el DR

axd

i

T TRCone
f

v

k
r
v
b
i

i
'

13
>

2{ ////;;z..,/za.{{/f 5
< ,

off. of (1882

REVENUE.

rmm—ro—

Encl.

6.0,, 11th November 1882, No. 1235.7 =

e e et

Boundary R

ess the Nizam’s Dominions
Resident at Hydera-
fhcer for the settle-

Between His Highn
and the Godévari District.—
bad requested to depute an o

ment of the —, : . N

X

gt Sh e ey




	Copy_of_Image00013
	Copy_of_Image00014
	Copy_of_Image00015
	Copy_of_Image00016
	Copy_of_Image00017
	Copy_of_Image00018
	Copy_of_Image00019
	Copy_of_Image00020
	Copy_of_Image00021
	Copy_of_Image00022
	Copy_of_Image00023

