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" GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.
REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

i B
10th February 1882, No. 184.
READ THE FOLLOWING PAPERS :— ‘ ‘

No. 151. Procecdings of the Board of Revenue, dated 23rd Noverg_;;)er 1881,
No. 2921. N : :

Read the following letters :—

From A. W. PEET, Esqs Deputy Conservator of Forests, Coimbatore, to the Collector
of Coimbatore, dated Coimbatore, 15th September 1881, No. 1627.

T 1AvE the honor to report on the arrangement agreed to by Mr. Hudson, Chief

' Engineer to the Cochin Government, and

: 1 1629- g nt, and

Br}t(ﬁgeszl‘s; §§ Jj{t%SPNOS- 1627 and 1.6 9-A, myself on behalf of the Madras Govern-

' ! et ment with regard to the Cochin-Coimbatore
boundary from Vengoli Peak to Sheklacund on the Anaimalais. :

9. Tt was unnecessary to enter into the merits of the rival claims of Coimbatore
and Cochin hillmen, as our orders were restricted and clear as contained in G.O.,
No. 2033, of the 19th June 1877, and G.0., No. 1675, of the 9th December 1880, viz.,
to re-cut the boundary between the points mentioned above in the direct'@.l of the .
water-shed ridge. . .

3. Tn order therefore to prevent necdless complications, I refused to re-offen any
question of rights addressed me by the Kaders ; but tried to ascertain the fact whether
there was a natural ridge connecting the points. :

4. As the country was entirely new to me, I left Coimbatore before the date
sottled for meeting the Cochin representative, and reached Tunacadavu on the Gth
August. I spent a week studying the country about there and went down again to
Anaimalai village on the 13th.

5. Mr. Hudson came to Anaimalai on the 15th, the day agreed upon beforchand,
aud Mr Daber, of the Madras Revenue Survey, met us also on that day and kindly-
accompanied us all the way. : '

.

e s WO

6. We reached Tunacadavu on the 17th, and went up the Vengoli slopes on the
18th. Unfortunately we were disappointed of a view, as 1 had been disappointed
préviously, owing to the mist and rain on Vengoli Peak. ' »
7. At this stage T would refer to the cye-sketeh, marked No. I, that accompanies .
* this letter, which was prepared -by Mr. Baber, to illustrate our settlement. 1 have
marked a point- A on the slopes of Vengoli, where there was clearly a fault in the
old boundary, inasmuch as it crossed the water-shed at once ; for there is a considerable
stream running eastwards from Vengoli below this point. I brought this to notice, »
and after a careful examination, on Mr. Baber’s suggestion, of the course of the stream, -
Mr. Hudson frankly admitted the error. : ' '

8. We thereforc agreed to run the line from Vengoli fo the top of Cheratomlbai,
leaving this stream to the northv ';;g;;l;‘,(, - )

9. As regards Cheratombaly=s mmspicuous peak, we agreed that no
approximately natural boundary goff“fh‘ Drnomesud where but directly over the top.
The former boundary had run along the slopes to some extent. '

10. 'We halted on the 19th, as T had to carry on my current ‘official work, and
moved on to a, camp on the Palacadavu river on the 20th, marked B on the map.
Qu our way we passed over Fhe top of S}xcklacund, another conspicuous hill, which
formed the last point on the disputed portion now under consideration.

11. On the 2Ist we went back to Shgklacund’ and worked backwards along the

ridee towards Cheratombai, returning again to the camp on Palacadavu, and g@in(v

thence late in the evening to a further camp at Naygund. : ®
12, We found that there were fair grounds for the contention formerly made by .
the Cochin representative's that a more natural boundary thanvthat actually cut was
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incorreet, and that this incorrect determination of the Palacadavu Amman affects the
whole boundary thence to Kalianapandal.

9. T would first strengthen this opinion by a Teference to Colonel Clocte’s own
:{x"ords : ““ After Vengoli Peak the first two points identified were ¢ Sheklacund 7 and

‘ Palacadavu Amman, ” an upright stone about four feet high near the bank of the
river of that name, and close to ¢ Anaimalai Cheri.” Thetwo ﬁacos are named by Ward

: anrd Connor, and the points shown by the hillmen as bearing those names agree Wit.h
Ward and Connor’s deseription.  Further, the measured distance between the points i3

about the same as that given in the old survey, although the bearing betwcen them
somewhat differs, ‘

o th'm. Iiéwi{xllg iflentiﬁsd what they held tobe the “ Amman ” stone, they made use

. 15°as a fired point, and proceeded to sottle the re 2 ary eastwards along
~ the stream and then s;mthwards. " Hoestol the bomndary esstwards )
11. Now my contention is that the
ofﬁc_er:s were taken was not Ward and Conpo
areligious mark common to many ]

Anaimalai Cheri” to which the Boundar’):
Kader r's ¢ Anaimalai Cheri” and this ¢ Amman’,’
Ao . . ;o any Kader's padis, was not Ward and Connor’s ¢ Amman.
Iil‘ shmt,hthexr Analmalal'(:hen 15 the new hal,nlet of that name, the old hamlet 1y12g
a‘sokoln\tfe Palacadavu river, but about g mile to the west. This old village was
spoken of at once by the Kaders without any questions on our part. ’

. 12. To prove my contention I woul ] irect]
s i £, et d refer first of all to the fact that the direction
fjchlﬁl h&f ta.lxlin In 1876 is an unnatural one. After reaching the summit of Shek-
cond, @ ridge gradually slopes down in the line of its general direction (SOUth‘WCSt
or 0111; 1-west by South) nearly to the Palacadavu river, '
- It is evidently natural to follow thiq ¢ . . ’
., v this ridge dow this is what was done
by Wurd and Connor, but was not done by the Bo-zmd?zry (C?;;::)’zzgﬁ'fn 2;:812897g° ‘
14. A reference to W

. - ard and Connor'’s lay le of mile to an
mch will show this at once. g acine fon P on @ scae of_one w
referpids Map T1 apponded append a tracing from this map to which I will pr esegtly

Ward and Connor’s line .continues i
in
of Sheklacund, following the natural slope
hamlet of Anaimalai Chers,

-

a south-westerly dircetion from the summit
down from the ridge and going near the old

15, On the contrary the line taken in 1876 (known as Russell’s line) strikes

straight down the side of the hill fron : :
ot O 1 the summit of Shekl ¢ a south-
casterly direction 7o the new hamlet of dnaimalai Chors, cklacund, '1ch1 goes

16. The result of this is that | ' issi
’ , s as the Boundary Commission of 1876 took the
ﬁﬁmlt‘_m stone near t}xe new Anaimalai Cheri as a ﬁxedypoint of departure for the deter-
m latmn of therest of the line, the whole of their settlement from this pointis thrownt
outa mile t0o much to the east to the loss of the Madras Government.

- 171; What are the facts as stated in Colonel Cloete’s letter ? Take paragraph 13.
I ?_nﬁ) undcrs't-and about the statement of the position of the Palacadavu river; but
Pa?llsad’guco'nmlder the Ialst clause :  *“The Palaginar stream, which flows into the

acadavu, 1s shown nearly a mile to the west of its proper osition.” My ideais that
their point of departure was a mile too far to the easé per post wn,. d

15, 1In further proof sce paragraphs

thus :— 16 and 17 of the same lctter, which run

LI 5 1 9 ‘ i

chows Eﬁ:’%“;ﬁg&; lﬁzri:mgw Amm;m theﬁe V{’as for some distance no doubt, as the map clearly
i alacadavu river torms the boundary, but the po; ] ( et

- y e point where the line should lenve the

:; ;ir a}-lnrl tmln soutlocards was difficult to determine.” < Bitakal, a} point n&meil by Ward a;ld Conunor,

by shown by the hillmen, but some o ay Jurther down the ricer than the wosition assigned to it
¥y Ward and Counor.” , I e

] N . . » t‘
“ The line is describod as following a stream flowin

tion of the country it was determined to follow

g into the Palacadavu, and from the deserip”
the only one which

the stream u ) inar i hi
s § ' amed Palaginar in our map, that beivg
Hows into the Palucudavu near the end of Waid and C’%}mm"s river ll.)l} o

19. Now T question whether on

‘ A 1 1 a reconsideration of : or it w - be
found that Sitakal is ncarly in its conr m of the ground it would not be

ect position, if the point of* departure is taken

-
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amile to the west, and one of the streams near Sitakal was the stream that flowed into
the Palacadavu at the end of Ward and Connor’s river line.

20. About the next point, Chirikal, I can say nothing, as I have never been
there ; but I should fecl inclined to think that the point might possibly be wrongly
determined by the hillmen, unless it is a point clearly marked .by any peculiar
characteristic. . PR

21. Tamled to think this because of my belief that Ward and Connor’s fixed
points are more accurate than they have been given credit for ; my idea being that .
their main points were accurately determined by triangulation and the country
between roughly sketched in. : ' | o

This would account for the inaccuracies in the course of streams (of which a note-
worthy example occurs in the present map in the course of the Sholay Aur), though the
fixed points thereon may be accurately determined. '

22. A reference to the Map No. 1I herewith forwarded may seem to refute at
once this idea of the general accuracy of Ward and Connor’s main points. -On this
map is shown a dotted line which marks out Kalianapandal according to Ward and
Connor’s distances and bearings to be about two miles to the LEN.E. of its true

© position. :

23. At first sight this would scem conclusive proof of the general inaccuracy
of Ward and Connor’s map and specifications; but I beg to submit a theory whether
this enormous discrepancy is not due to a change of meridian, that is to say that the
true North as shown in Ward and Connor’s map differs from the true North as shown on
the Revenue Survey map. That the meridian does alter is well known ; but whether
it has so altcred in fact I know not. I merely propound the theory, as if seems to
me to account for what otherwise is a hopeless diserepancy.

24.  To show the effect of carrying out this theory, I have appended to this letter
a Map No. IIT in which I have copied in blue the outline of the boundary according
to the Revenue Survey Map No. II, and in red the outline copied from Ward and
Connor’s map, large scale ; shifting the meridian of the latter.

25.  In short, starting from Vengoli as a fixed point and taking Kalianapandal
as a fixed point at the other end of the line, I have (to use a term of Euclid) applied
Ward and Connor’s lines to the Revenue Survey lines. - o

- I found that after applying the points ¢ Vengoli” in each and shifting round
Ward and Connor’s lines by changing the meridian that the points “ Kalianapandal *?
absolutely coincided without the slightest necd of alteration. :

26. This outline map shows at a glance some of the points for which I have
been contending, viz., the difference between the old and new Anaimalai Cheris and the
effect produced by taking as a fresh point of departure a stone near the latter too much
to the east. ‘ : :

" 27. I have colored in blue the gain to Cochin and in red the gain to Madras
on a comparison of the two maps. , |

98. After much hesitation I have felt bound to ask you to bring these facts
and theories to the notice of the DBoard in order that the question may be decided
whether Government thinks it necessary to re-open the whole line south of Shekla-
cund, or whether the settlement of 1876 as far as Kalianapandal is to be adherd to.

29. In any case the line is still unsettled from Kalianapandal to Pannimed-

be agreed to by both parties - without a further formal mceting being left to the
Revenue Survey Department to carry out on the ground.

No. 252.

~ kuttu, but I think if necessary what is known as ¢ Major Frecth’s compromise”’ could

SueyiTTED to Government with the -accompanying sketches, through the Board

of Revenue in continuation of this Office No. 251, dated 24th October 1851,

9. The Deputy Conservator of quests, Mr. Peet, poix}ts out certain inaeéuragies
in the line between Sheklacund and Kalianapandal on the Coimbatore-Cochin boundary,
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‘and suggests the re-opening of the same; But it wae < ‘ _
by both Governments in 1877, and it is most deggrggfe :ﬁttled in 1676 and accepted

and whether it is 2 gain to one Government and | hat whether right or wrong
be not again opened.

23

8. The suggestion of Mr, Deet in araoraph 2 . :
ment of the remaining line between Kalp S 29 of his Lotter as regards the settle-

. . ) : ianapandal and Panni r drawine
direct line from Kalianapandal to Pannimedkutty along thén ?-?;{:;tl;sb%rg;zzﬁoﬁ
D P

p:u'agr.'aph 10 of Major Freeth's letter, No. 4195, dated 30th Aue 38¢(
‘ S uperintendent of Madras Survey, recorded in Boz’xrd’s I’rgceediﬁggu;\;c 0 1?2(3515(:1&?:3
22nd August 1881, may be accepted if the Cochin Government hag 1,10 ol;jectim,l.

: Co1MBATORE, (Signed) G v
o : g . D. LEMAN
~ 25th Qctober 1881. \ Acting Collector. -

St

Excrosures Nos. 1 to 3.—Maps.-

Tue foregoiﬁg papers relating to the settlement of ] |
Territory and Cochin will be submitted for the orders ofl(éggz;d
2. In thei}f’ Order, dated 19th June 1877
representations of the Collector, directed that the portion of tl r i
Yengoh Peak and Sheklacund should be re-cuIt). The reggegc‘—)gga%iﬂ:y hnfe h(letweell
(;avernments——l}lr. Pegt, Deputy . Conservator of Forests Y o e
Mr. Hudson, Chief Engineer undor the Cochin Government—have ‘met and agreed upon
¢ aree J

the line to be adopted in lieu of that oricinally f ] in S
The grounds for this revision are expluiﬁed iny th}((ae%o:i?d?ho‘vn otianot 2up No. I

ary between Dritish
ment,

the Government Order above quoted, and the Toaed res Proceedings printed with

commend that the decision

arrived at by the representatives be accepted. The tract of country involved in the

" gettlement is inconsiderable, :

3. In his second letter Mr. Pect reope
boundary demarcated in 1876 from Shek
arguments in support of Ward and Connor’s line, whie PP 3
1'<?cent survey. This portion of the boundary haes, bxgiiecllleggist:lef aamdet ig lf):wor of the
vide the Dewan’s letter embodied in G0, dated Tth Octobor 1836, Sr ] oqee o an—
Board are decidedly of opinion that the settlement should not bo

4. The portion of the boundary betwecen Kalianap
the trijunction, alone remains to be settled so far as
distance is short, and this section appears to present no d
proposal to take a direct line along the ridge betw
by Cochin, the line can be demarcated and the bo
delay.

ns the question of the correct
lon ctness of the
lacund to Kalianapandal, and advances

disturbed.

andal and Pannimedkuttu,
Cochin is concerned. 'The
ifficulty. ~If Major Freeth’s
een these two points is accepted
undary completed without further

(Trﬁe Copies and Extract.)

(Signed) C. A. GA4.TON,

. Sccretary,
No. 152.
_ - George, 30th January 1882, No. 95. _ _
Read the following letter from J. C. HANNYNGTON, Esq., Acti i :
Travancore and Cochin, to the Chief Se q., Acting Resident in
Cochin, 24th January 1882, No. 11. -

. Wit reference to G.0., No. 1831, of 29th November ?oliti -
nent No. 599, dated 28th December, I have the honor to ;'01‘1\\851}&‘ E(?Il;;]g%l a])]:fti’rt;
, and its enclosure from the Dewan of
Cochin as’ well as the lanst or sketches
alluded to in pamgrapl}: 2 of the Dewan’s

* No. 55, dated 13th instant.
+ By separate post (banghy).
: _ letter,

0ss to another or not that the matter

, No. 2033, the Government, on the )

y for this Government, and

76, No. 1442, and the -

Endorsement of the Chief Seéretary to Government, d;,tea Fort St, -

cretary to Government, dated -
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2. The Dewan urges that the line south from Sheklacund has been accepted
by the Circar only as far as Palacadavu, and, although in the sketch B I find the
whole line from Sheklacund to. Kalianapandal entered as surveyed and accepted,
I am not aware of its being so entered in the sketches signed by the representatives

-of both sides. o . _
3. A tracing from Ward and Connor’s map is also forwarded, which is useful, .

as, by laying it over the sketch C, the difference between that map and the present
survey is seen at a glance, :

Excrosvre No. 1.

Letter from T. GOVINDA MENON, Dewan of Cochin, to the Acting British Resident in
Travancore and Cochin, dated Ernacolum, 13th January 1882, No. 55.

Wira reference to G.O., No. 599, dated 28th December 1881, copy of which accompanied
your letter, No. 27, of the 6th instant, I have the honor to state that I shall desire Mr. Hudson
to arrange with Mr. Peet and meet him at the proper season to mark oub the remaining por-
tion of the Cochin-Coimbatore boundary. o ]

2. I beg to state that, as proposed in the correspondence noted in the margin, Mr,

' Hudson met Mr. Peet and Mr. Baber of the
Madras Revenue Survey on the boundary in
August last, and they decided ttat the bound- -
‘ ary line should run over the top of Cheratom-
bai, which forms a portion of the continuous ridge or water-shed between Sheklacund and
Vengoli Peak, which is similar to the line laid down in the trigonometrical map prepared by
Messrs. Ward and Connor. I beg to forward horewith extract from Mr. Hudson’s report on

From Resident, No. 8, dated 12th January 1881, with G.O.,
No. 1675, dated 9th December 1880,
Dewan’s reply, No. 167, dated 8th February 1881.

the subject, dated lst November 1881, No. 439, and the sketches mentioned in paragraphs

8, 12, and 18, - : -
" 3. - With reference to the misunderstanding alluded to in paragraph 11 of Mr. ITudson’s
report, I beg to state that, in paragraph 5 of Mr. Peet’s letter printed with the. Governmert

* Order received with your letter under acknowledgment, Mr. Peet says: ‘‘ Bey ond Sheklacund

to the south the line marked out by Mr. Douglas and by our Survey Department has been-
accepted by. Cochin as correct,” and he gives the date of the Cochin Dewan’s letter (14th Sep-
tember 1876, No. 886,) to the Resident printed in Proceedings of the Ma_dra.s Government of
the 7th October 1876. On referring to the papers printed with the said Government Pro-
ceedings I find that, although the Dewan said that *“ to the south of Sheklacund His Highness’
Government accepts the boundary as now demarcated,” he cannot have meant so far south as

‘Kalianapandal, because his letter was evidently based on the report of Messrs. Stevenson and

Hudson, dated 22nd August 1876, No. 1, printed with the same Government Proceedings, the
8th paragraph of which runs as follows :— )

“The follbwing day (August 9th) we took up the line from Coomulur Aur southward up
Pulivipara Mudi down to the Amenaukul and thence on to Palacadavu on the bank of a river

| 7

of the same name, Up to this point the line is marked on the rocks thus i< As this part

. [ .
of the line may be considered to be as nearly correct as possible, we beg to suggest that the

~Cochin Circar’s mark may also be cut on these rocks.”

4. I, therefore, conclude that the Dewan, when he said “ to the south,” meant only so far
south as Palacadavn, and not up to Kalianapandal.

5. I would, therefore, suggest that the whole line from Palacadavu to Pannimedkuttu
“be demarcated by the Cochin and British Officers. » o :

—

Excrosvre No. 2.

Extract from a letter from H. W. HUDSON, Esq., Chief Engineer, to the Dewan of Cochin,
dated Trichore, 1st November 1881, No. 439.

I mave the honor to report that, in accordance with the instructions contained in your letter,

No. 123, of the 28th January 1881, I proceeded to Pollfchi and Anaimalai on the 15th August,
last, where I met Mr. Peet, the Deputy Conservator of Forests, Coimbatore, and Mr. Baber of
the Madras Revenue Survey, who had been deputed to accompany Mr. Peet and myself over the
disputed boundary between Vengoli Peak and Sheklacund.

9. On the 16th of August we left Anaimalai and camped at Settimadi; on the 17th we -

roceeded to Tunacadavu (the head-quarters of the Coimbatore Forest Officer on the Anaimalais).
On the 18th we examined the boundary on Vengoli and decided that the boundary line should



. ridge, and marke
. then returned to

- Dewan’s letter to the Resident, No. 836, of the 14th September 1876 T¢ th,

- Sheklacund and Kalianapandal, which it was supposed h

it RS
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run over the top of Cheratombai, which forms a portion of the coutinuous ridge or Wat}er:sl}ed
between Sheklacund and Vengoli Peak and is similar to the line laid down on the tngonometnca]s
map prepared by Messrs. Ward and Connor, ‘ ’
3. On the 20th we removed to our nexi cam
on the way between Kallipara and Sheklacund,

4. On the 21st we returued to Sheklacund accompanied by the Surveyors, followed the
d the trees defining the boundary between Kallipara and Sheklacund ; we

camp, and afterwards proceeded to Naygund. 22nd and 23vd N aygund.
5. After waiting at this camp for two days (Mr. Peet havine been daily expecting orders,
from the Revenue Board to proceed to the trijunction at Pant?imodkuttu, and none having
- arrived), we decided to return, Work would, bowever, have boeen impracticable beyond this camp

during the south-west monsoon owing to the severity of tho weather. Mr. Douglas, the
former Deputy Conservator of TFo Y

rests, Coimbatore, repr s this in his le slating to this
‘part of the Anaimalas, 3 : » TOp esents this in h1§ letters relating to '

6.. On the 24th we lefb’Nayg

7. On the 26th we again oxamined and fixed the boundary along the water-shed ridge
between Sheklacand and Vengoli, - y along the ‘ °

8. The sketch map (A) herowith forwardod
shows the line as now recut, which is accordin
No. 1675, dated 9th December 1880, - . ‘

9. On the 28th of August we left Tunacadava and returne

© 10. The G.O., No. 1675, dated 9th Dece
ortion of the Cochin-Coimbatore boundary
l;rengoli. ‘ ’

o

o

A A A

p at Pa.lba,cadavu and examined the boundary

und for Palacadavy,

, signed by Mr. Baber and certified to by ms,
g tu the “trigonometrical map and the G O.,

3

d to the low country.

which is to be recut between Sheklacund and

11. The British officials are under the irpression th

at the Sirkar has accepted the
boundary between Sheklacund and Kalinnapandal, as

it is stated in the last paragraph of the
e south of
Sheklacund His Highness’ Government acerpts the boundary as now dewmarcated.” ‘
12." T enclose a map (B) showing this portion of the boundary signed by the Acting
Deputy Superintendent, Madras Survey. At the samo timo T would beg to point out the
great difference existing between this map aud the trigonometrical map prepared by Messrs.
Ward and Connor. ‘ : ‘ -

13, On the enclosed sketch (C) T have laid down the boundaries as near ag
showing the line as now demarcated, and secondly the line as
14. Licutenant-Colonel Cloete, Deputy Superintenden
differences in his letter, No. 79-34, dated 98
Acting Suvperintendent, Revenue Survey,
Sheklacund, Kalianapandal, and the Triju

given on the trigonometrical map.

t, Revenue Survey, explaing these
th January 1876, to Lieutenant-Colonsl Hessey,
and states that the trigonometrical map between
nction at Pannimedkuttu is altogether wrong, -

(True Extract.) ‘ o ‘
(Signed) T. GOVINDA MENON, -

Dewan.

TraNsSFERRED to the Revenue Department, with refercnce to their Order of the
20th November last, No. 1831. S - ‘ ‘

(Signed)  R. DAVIDSON,
= - Chief Secretary.

No. 153, © Orper THEREON, 10th Fobruary 1882, No. 184,

Tur boundary line between Ve
Peak and Sheklacund, as now
approved and accepted. If not
‘ recut, it should be so.

2. It now appears from the Resident’s letter read ab
date of the Board’s Proceedings, that as regards the lin

ngoli
run, is
already

Miscellameous.

ove and received since the
e already fixed between
ad been agreed to by the
line accepted by’
In accordance with

Cochin Circar, there has been a misundersbanding, and that the
that Government extended no further south than Palacadavuy,

wber 1830, only directs the settlement of that

possible, first

Tz g

——

the Dewan’s suggestion the representatives
go over the ground again, when the observ
letter, No. 1629-A, dated 15th September 1881, should be carefully considered.

If they prove correct, it w re-open the whole line from Shekla-

Revexue DEPAI;TMENT, 10tn Fesruary 1882, No. 1R4.

cund southwards.

‘ 3. . As a further
will also deal with the
the trijunction.

N

i1l be nccessary to

formal meeting of the representatives is to
proposed line between Kalianap

(True Extract.) . L

(Signed)  C. G. MASTER,
Sccretary to Government.

IN

To the Board of Revenne, with three original maps retarned.

»» the Conservator of Forests,

e

»» the Superintendent of Revenue Survey.
5, the Political Department, for communication to the

CExd.J.W

. 85 Copies.
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. Fischer,

Resident in Travancore and Cochin.
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of the two Governments will ‘.me.e».t and
ations of Mr. Peet, as contained in his

take pléce, they
andal and Pannimedkuttu—
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" ‘ ~ No. 2921
PROCEEDI\'GS OF THE DBoARD OF REVE‘IUE, dated 23rd November 1881

Read the followmo letters :

TFrom A. W. PEET, Esq., Dgputy Conservator of Forests, Coimbatore, to the Collector
of Coimbatore, dated Coimbatore, 15th September 1881, No. 1627.

I mave the honor to report on the arrangement agreed to by Mr. Hudson, Chief
. Enbmeer to the Cochin Government, and
Eiﬂ;’::r;z;:_ﬁt%? Nos. 1627 and 1620-A, myself on behalf .of the Madras Govern-
ment with regard to the Coohm-Counbatore
boundary from Vengoli Peak to Sheklacund on the Anzumalam. .

2. It was unnecessary to enter into the merits of the rival claims of Coimbatore
and Cochin hillmen, as our orders were restricted and clear as contained in G.O.,
No. 2033, of the 19th June 1877, and &.0., No. 1675, of the 9th December 1880, v1z,
0 re-cut the boundary between the points mentioned above in the dlI‘OCthIl of tho
water-shed ridge.

3. In order therefore to prevent needless complications, I refused to re-open any
question of rights addressed me by the Kaders ; but tried to ascertain the fact thther
there was a natural ridge connecting the pomts.

4. Asthe country was cntirely new to me, I left Coimbatore before the date
scttled for meeting the Cochin representative, and reached Tunacadavu on the 6th
August. I spent.a week studying the country about there and went down rgain to

~ Anaimalai village on the 13th.

5. Mr. Hudson came to Anaimalai on the 15th, the day 'wreod upon beforchand,

and Mr. Baber, of the Madras Revenue Surv ey, met us also on tlmt day and Lmdly'

accompanied us all the way.
6. We reached Tunacadavu on the 17th, and went up the Vengoli slopes on the

dlv

18th. Unfortunately we wero disappointed of a view,. as 1 had bu,n (hSdppmnt(}d‘

previously, owing to the mist and rain on Vengoli Peak.

7. At this stage I would refer to the eye-sketch, marked No. I, that accompanies

 this letter, which was prepared by Mr. Baber, to illustrate our sottlement, I have

‘marked a pomt A on the slopes of Vengoli, where there ¥as clearly a fault in the

old boundary, inasmuch as it crossed the water-shed at once ; for there is a considerable

streami running ecastwards from Vengoli below this point. I brought this to notice,

and after a carctul examination, on Mr. Baber’s suggestion, of the course of the stream,
Mr. Hudson frankly admitted tho error. '

8. . We therefore agreed to run the line ﬁom Vengoli fo the top of 0]&67’6!1‘0//2&!&1
Jeaving this stream to the northwards,

9. As regards Cheratombai, which is a consplcuous peak, we 'mreed that no
approximately natural boundary r-ould bé taken anywhere but dn‘ectly over the top.
The former boundary had run along the slopes to some extent,

- 10, We halted oun the 19th, as T had to carry on my current official wor k, and

- moved on to a camp on the la,l(u sadavu river on the 20th, marked 1 on the map.

+On our way we passed over the top of Sheklacund, another conspicuous hill, which
formed the last point on the disputed portion now under consideration.

11. On the 21st we went back to Sheklacund and worked backwards . alon" the
ridge towards, Cheratombai, returning again to the camp on Palacadavu, and going
thcnco lute mthe ev cning to a fur ther canip at Naygund. ~

12. We found that there were fair grounds for the contention formerly made by
the Cochin 1e1nesontatwos that a more naturdl boundary than that actually cut was
ready to hand ; though it was not ‘absolutely correet to say that there was a single

water-shed nd('o all the way between Sheklacund and Vengoli.
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incorrect, and that this incorrect determination of the Palacadavu Amman affects the
whole boundary thence to Kalianapandal,

9. T would first strengthen this opinjon b a reference t v ’
words : “ After Vengoli Peak the first t?vo point); indentified Wtec;eC ‘O‘Iglﬁg{glc(fég » Oxg
¢ Palacadavu Amman, ”” an upright stone about fJhr feet high near the bank of the
river of that name, and, close to ¢ :Anaimalai Cheri.” Thetwo fwjlaces‘ are named by Ward
and Connor, and the points shown by the hillmen as bearine those names agree with
Ward and Connor’s description.  Further, the measured distance between the. points is
about the same as that given in the old survey, although the b caring between them
somewhat differs. A

10.  Having identified what they held to be the “ Amman » stone, th

of this as a fized poini, and proceeded to settle the rest of the bound
the stream and then southwards.

, 11. Now my contention is that the  Anaimalai Cheri?
flicers were taken was not Ward and Connor’s “ Anaimalai
“areligious mark common to many Kader’s padis, was not W
In short, their Anaimalai Cheri is the new harnlet of that name, the old hamlet lying
also on the Palacadavu river, but about a mile to the west ,This old ﬂj o y as
spoken of at once by the Kaders without any questions on our part villuge was

12, To prove my contention I would refer first of irecti
: o my con : all to the fact t
~ of the line tqken In 1876 is an unnatural one.  After reaching ;1([‘6 sg?:rflli]te glfues(;f:]):
lacund, the ridge gradually slopes down in the line of its general dircetion (South-west
or South-west by South) nearly to the Palacadavy river. )

13. It is evidently natural to follow this ridge down. -
’ . g¢ down fhis is o y

by Ward and Connor, but was not done by the Bozmdr/;ry Conzi;zz';Z';zn {z];zf 5?128?737“7“5 s done

14. A reference to Ward and Connor's large map o S
. . . § 8¢ ma n a scale of
inch Wlu' show this at once. Tappend a tracing ﬁ%mt imap to Whic(;l IO‘I;ie] lmlqu(t)g tz]m
refer—vide Map IIT appended. -+ Wil presently

Ward and Connor’s line continues in a south
of Sheklacund, following the natural slope down £
hamlet of Anaimalai Cherd. A

15, On the contrary the line taken in 187g (known as T’n** s I .

straight down the side of the hill from the summit of Sheklacund bm::legrislilf )'1 Sst;ﬁ?(ff
easterly direction Zo the new hamlet of Anaimaloi Cher;, ’ )

‘16, The result of this is that as the Boundary Commission of 1876 took the
. Amman stone near the new Anaimalai Cheri as a fixed point of departure for the detep.
mination of therest of the line, the whole of their settlement from this pointis thrown
about a mile too much to the east to the loss of the Madras Government.

17. What are the facts as stated in Colonel Cloete’s letter  Take paragraph 1%
I do not understand abont the statement of the position of the Palacadavy river; but
I wish to consider the last clause : *“The Palaginar stream, which flows into the
Palacadavu, is shown nearly a mile to the west of its proper position.” My ideais that

- their point of departure was a mile too far to the cast. ‘ ‘

cy made use
ary eastwards along

to which the Boundary
heri”? and this ¢ Amman,”’
ard and Connor’s “ Amman.”

-Westerly direction from the summit
rem the ridge and going near the old

18. In further proof see paragraphs 16 and 17 of the same letter, which run
thus :— "

“ Fastwards from the Amman there was for some distance no doubt, as the map clearly
shows, that the Palacadavu river forms the boundary, but the point where the Iine should leace tig
river and turn southicards was difficuit to determine.”  “ Sitakal, a point named by Ward and Con nor,
was shown by the hillmen, bu¢ some way further down the river than the Pposition assigned to ié
by Ward and Connor.” . _

“ The line is described as following a stream flowing into the Palacadavu, and from tle deserip-
tion of the country it was determined to follow the stream named Palaginar in our map, that b(fz.}lz)g
the only one which flows info the Palacaduru near the end of Ward and Connor’s river e

19. Now I question whether on a reconsideration of the ground it would not be
found that Sitakal is nearly in its corrcet position, if the point of departure iy tuken

- cund, or whether the settlemen

5

a mile to the west, and one of the streams near Sitakal was the stream that flowed into
the Palacadavu at the end of Ward and Connor’s river line. ,

. 20. About the next point, Chirikal, I can say nothing, as I have never been
there ; but I should feel inclined to think that the” point might possibly be wrongly
determined by the hillmen, unless it is a point clearly marked by any pcculiar
characteristic. .

21. T am led to think this because of my belief that Ward and Connor’s fixed
points are more accurate than they have been given credit for ; my idea being that
their main ppints were accurately determined by triangulation and the country
between roughly sketched in.

This would account for the inaccuracies in the course of streams (of which a note-
worthy example occurs in the present map in the course of the Sholay Aur), though the
fixed points thereon may be accurately determined. ‘

22. A reference to the Map No. II herewith . forwarded may scem to refute at
once this idea of the general accuracy of Ward and Connor’s main points. On thig
map is shown a dotted line which marks out Kalianapandal according to Ward and
Connor’s distances and bearings to be about two miles to the E.N.E. of its true
position. :

23. At first sight this would seem conclusive proof of the general inaccuracy
of Ward and Connor’s map and specifications ; but I beg to submit a theory whether
this enormous discrepancy is not due to a change of meridian, that is to say that the
true North as shown in Ward and Connor’s map differs from the true North as shown on
the Revenue Survey map. That the meridian does alter is well known ; but whether
it has so altered in fact I know not. I merely propound the theory, as it seems to.
me to account for what otherwise is a hopeless discrepancy. :

24.  To show the effect of carrying out this theory, I have appended to this let;ter
a Map No. III in which I have copied in blue the outline of the boundary according
to the Revenue Survey Map No. II, and in red the outline copied from Ward and
Connor’s map, large scale ; shifting the meridian of the latter. .

25. In short, starting from Vengoli as a fixed point and taking Kalianapandal
as a fixed point at the other end of the line, T have (to use a term of - Euclid) applied
Ward and Connor’s lines to the Revenue Survey lines. o

I found that after applying the points ¢ Vengoli” in’ each and’ shifting roun,(}
Ward and Connor’s lines by changing the meridian that the points “ Kalianapandal
absolutely eoincided without the slightest need of alteration. .

26. This outline map shows at a glance some of the poin_ts fox: Whlgh I have
been contending, viz., the difference between the old and new Anaimalai Cherisand the
effect produced by taking as a fresh point of departure a stone near the latter too much
to the east, o ' o

27. T have colored in blue the gain to Cochin and in red the gain to Madras
on a comparison of the two maps. : o

28. After much hesitation I have felt bound to ask you to bring these f_acts
and theories to the notice of the Board in order that the question may be decided
whether Government thinks it ecessary to re-open the whole line south of Shekla-

"

29." In any case the line is still unsettled from Kalianapandal to Pannimed-

A kuttu, but I think if necessary what is known as ¢ Major Freeth’s compromise” could

be agreed to by both parties without a further formal meeting, being left to the
‘Revenue Survey Department to carry out on the ground.

—————

No. 252,

SuBMITTED to Government with the accompanying sketches, through the Board
of Revenue in continuation of this Offce No. 251, dated 24th October 1881. ‘

of 1876 as far as Kalianapandal is to be adhered to. =~
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2. The Deputy Conservator of Forests, Mr, Peet, points out certain inaccuracies

in the line between Sheklacund and Kalianapandal

)  on the Coimbatore-Cochin boundary,
and suggests the re-opening of the same. But it w i

. ‘ 3. The suggestion of Mr, Peet in paragraph 29 of hig letter ag regards the st_étﬂe'
: ment of the remainin g line between Kalianapandal and Pannimedkutiy by drawing a
| direct line from Kaliana pandal to Pannimedkytiy i

- paragraph 10 of Major Freeth’s letter, No. 4195, dated” 30th August 1880, to the !

] ‘ Superintendent of Mzadras Survey, recorded in Bogrd’g Proceedings, No. 1835, dated “

T 22nd August 1881, may be accepted if the Cochin Government hag no objection. |
Coruparore,

' (Signed) @, p. LEMAN,
25th October 1881, Acting Collector.

n—
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Excrosunes Nos. 1 to 3.~Maps.

T foregoing papors relating to the settlement of the boundary between -British
Territory and Cochin will be submitteq f :

b 3
representations of the Qo lector, directed that the portion of the boundary line between
Vengoli Peak and Sheklacund shoylq be re-cut, The representatives of the two
Governments—-—Mr. Pect, Deputy Conservatop of Forests, for this Government, and |
ve metand agreed upon .
> as shown in Sketch Map No. L. i
Board’s Proceodings printed with "

the Government Order aboye quoted, and the Bogypq Yecommend that the decision _

8 be aceopted, The tract of country involved in the -
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=, 8. In his second letter Mr, Peet re-openg the uestion of ectness of the f
| boundary demarecated in 1876 from Sheklacung qto Kalianaptgﬁi3 dggn‘and O j
] arguments in support of Ward ang Counor's Jine, Which was set aside in favor of tho 1
' recent survey, This portion of the boundary has been definitely accepted by Cochin— j
vide the Dewan’s lotter en_lb_odled I G.0,, dateq 7th October 1876, No. 1442, and the .
Board are decidedly of opinion that the scttlement ghoyg not be disturbed. . » "
4. The portion of the boundary lanapandal apq Pannemedkuttu, : e
‘the trijunction, alone femams to be settleq so far
- distance is short, and this Section appea

Ty completed without further
clay. o ald o
(True Copies and Extraét.) P . \ 4
| a : o P il ¢
- b T '
o . o A : . ) Secreta-ry~
To'the Secretary to Government, Revenye Department, v
o - with 8 mapg (in G.R. No. 7834 of 1881) to be returned.
»  Collector of Coimbatore, -
-» Conservator of Forests, » '
» uperintendent of Revenue Survey.
[ 4

- Exd. W. J. Lowis,
| o
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‘ GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS. . i

By Sttty i Coaibalinn”

[ . REVENUE DEPARTMENT.
LA

<o ({(”l’ é{ - foee .«_ﬁa ‘ 1 — "
. / | - r/ . 231'_51 January 1832, No.-8le—

W A ] A ‘
/ READ THE FOLLOWING PAPER t—

N . . A ’ T . : 3
0. 267. Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, dated 23rd November 1881, 13
No. 2921. ' : 18

From A , Read the following letters:— . E

! » W. PEET, Esq., Deputy Conscrvator of Forests, Coimbatore, to the Collector :
o _ \ \ | | of Cvimbatore, dated Coimbatore, 15th September 1681, No. 1627.

‘ | ‘ \/l N ; g ' . I 5avE the honor to report on the arra_n‘gexpent agreed to »bhy. Mé‘ gﬁf;{tcgﬁ i

rr}l};):;u Iisalfg_lfit%{; PNOS' 1627 and 1620-A, [li;r;%gllfeegnt%:liﬁ tp(:% ?llle §I‘adras.Go’vern- § A

o ment with regard to the Cochin-Coimbatore

b o .
€ ?llngarylfrom Vengoli Peak to Sheklacund on the Anaimalals. -
o . 4. It was unnecessary to enter into the merits of the rival claims of Coimbatore
s ?11\9(;1 gge hin hillmen, as ou¥ orders were restricted and clear as contained in G.0.,
» to 1o cff’t‘;f the 10th June 1877, and G.0., No. 1675, of the 9th Deeegl_bert;sso,f viz,
- 1 e » » . . e
-Water-shed :;dl:g?: ndary between the points mentioned above 1D the direction 0

‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ : | . . ‘qllest?i). In order therefore to prevent needless complications, I retu
: ero on of rights addressed me by the Kaders; but tried to ascerfain
- was a natural ridge connecting the points.

. o Set'tle%{ fAS the country was entirely new to me, Ile
s | o noust or meeting the Cochin representative, and reache
‘ iy Anaime I'spent a week studying the country about there
i Iglal:u village on the 13th. : : © L torehand
-0, I\II‘ TTudson . . [:4 d (yreed upon beforehand,
g . came to Anaimalai on the 15th the day ag .
'arelgo Mr Baber, of the Madras Revenue Survey, met "us also on that day -and kindly
““Companied us all the way. -
18 fhﬁ' U\Ve reached Tunacadavu on the 17th, and went up
previou lﬂfol‘tl}nately we were disappointed of 2 view, a8
i sly, owing to the mist and rain on Vengoli Peak. ot socompanics
T . od N at accompanies = S
ot this 1etteAt this stage T would refer to the eye-sketeh, marked No. Ié til:ment- %) have 1%
! j r, which was prépared by Mr. Baber to illustrate our 8 - - C
: | marked g po; prep ¥ oot D) Jearly a fault 10 the .
old bo a point A on the slopes of Vengoli, where there Was ¢ C3F onsiderable
Streas undar)f, inasmuch as it crossed the water-shed at once for there 18 a;l ¢ e
and a? running eastwards from Vengoli below this point. I brought ;S g Ostreem:
ter a careful examination, on Mr. Baber’s suggestion, of the course of L€ )

Ir, <
I. Hudson frankly admitted the error.

refused to re-open any
the fact whether

¢t Coimbatore before the date ‘ i3
d Tunacadavu on the 6th b
and went dowD agail to

the Vengoli slopes oo the
1 had been disapponted

«)

PO U D

T R TS

of Uﬁeratofn&az',

e g s it e bt e

leay 8. . We therefore agreed to rud the line from Vengoli o the 17

| k R o ,‘ “ . : ugg ﬂis stream to the northwards. ‘ - 4 that no
; . ‘ . ) ‘ [ B ' ) ‘ ; ' ) ) . . L ' X : i . S regey . . . 3 ( ea ., We agree .
| S | ‘ e o ap%r?imately ﬁa‘trffafﬁiﬁgg‘;?a‘;ﬁﬁG‘St:kgﬁnjﬁ;ﬁﬁgfe ot directly over the top.
i : - S | o o “ : | B 101‘m6; boundary had run along the slopes to some extent. . 1 X ‘ d = m
oo ‘ o L | | | Y mo‘,edo'o We halted on the 19th, as I had to earry o2 7% cuﬂeﬂgegfﬁginwt‘fe’;;p_ : 1
‘ n our ‘1‘1rt0 a camp on the Palacadavu river on the 20th, mar s bill, which
ormed ay we passed over the top of S}leklueund, another : ) : o |
: 10 last point on the disputed portion now under ) long the )
ridee }c On the 21st we went back to Sheklacund and worked backwards 2 c{) ngoin:
8¢ towards Cheratombai, returning again to the camp 0D Palvacadavu, wnd g5

} o “ v ) | . . : ‘ t tncee.-] 3
| o of - ‘ o : e | ‘late in the evenine furth t Naygund |
L .&/7 k/cgr"‘ . | o Fo ‘ ‘ 19 evening to a further camp & aygund. . do b
e e A ‘ S L vt <. Wef 3 , tention formerly made by |
‘ o | o o the ound that there were fair grounds for the C:‘ﬁan that actually cut was . 1

ochin representatives that a more natural boundary

I
[ 2

v &va- /- F2 /? AR TR e s, e . ,
" ’ : F “ 1]'“ v "“23",",—0—. ‘1 vy . s ' . ! .
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2 REevexve DEPARTMENT, 23rp Jaxvary 1852, No. 8l1.

ready to hand; though it was not absolutely

water-shed ridge all the way between Shekla

» - .
correct to say that there was a single

cund and Vengoli, -

13.  What we actually found was that the natural ridge running north-east from °

Sheklacund had been suddenly ab

continued along the ridge to th
differences of elevation-irthe rid

slopes of Cheratombai.

andoned in cutting the old boundary. We thercfore

¢ summit, marked C (Kallipara). ~There are great
on- ge, but it is clearly traceable.

. 14, " After reaching point C, however, we found that there was a descent to a
small stream where there Was an ascent again to a ridge, which we traced as far as the

15. This stream rins west, but it seeme

Connor’s line to have tried to trace

d clearly an abandonment of Ward and

this strcam up to its source. We therefore adopted

~ the line I have indicated in paragraph 14, viz., we found after some little.diﬂficult.V
a spur running gradually down to a point on this stream near a Kader's padi, whence
& spur ascended to a ridge clearly traceable as far as the slopes of Cheratombai.
1B. . The point where the stream is crossed is clearly marked by some conspicuous ‘
flat rocks in which survey marks can be imprinted with advantage.
17.  To give a résumé of the whole line. b
from Vengoli Peak to a saddle, whence it runs South-east to the top of Cheratombal ;

thence South-east by South down the slopes,
- toa point D on a small stream neara Kader’s

‘point C, the highest point in this

to Sheklacund the direction is about South-w

It starts for a short distance southwards

and along a ridge whigh gradually falls
hamlet ; whence it runs up a spur to the

vicinity on the main ridge to Sheklacund, From C

est.

18.  The loss or gain to either Government is trifling ; but the present line has,

we believe, the advantage of being as ne
the ground admits, and is very closcly

Connor’s map. - _

19. In the present letter I haw;é,

“subject of the line from Vengoli

arly a natural boundary as the nature of-
approximate to the lines on Ward and

for the sake of clearness, adhered to the single

to Sheklacund, as this was the line .to which our
orders referred ; and I expressa hope that the g
able consideration of Government,

. “~ ’ .
20, As regards the rest of the boundary, T address a separate letter (No. 1629). -

" No. 251.

ettlement proposed will mect the favor-

’

Scﬁnmn to Government, throughethe Board of Revenue, with reference to
- G.0., No. 1675, dated Yth December 1880, communicated in Board’s Miscellaneous

Proceedings, No. 14102, dated 21st Dece
Bow settled between Vengoli Peak and §

may be accepted. .

CorvpaToRE, |
24th October 1881,

(Signed)  G. D. LEMAN,
Acting Cougctor.

From A, W, PﬁET, Esq., Deputy Conservator of Forests, Coimbatore, to the Collector‘

of Coimbatore, dated Coimbat

IN continuation of my letter, N.

refer to the rest of the boundary bet
from Sheklacund to Pannimedkutty,

I divide this letter for the sak

. A.—Record of Proceedings.

B.—Remarks on the line de

pandal. '

ore, 15th September 1881, No. 1629-A.

0. f6-27, of the 15th instant, I have the honor to .
ween Cochin and Coimbatore, . viz., southwards

e of clearness into—
marcated in .1876 between Sheklacund and Kaliana-

A.--Re_cora" of our. Proceed[ngs.

%

, ey ced that t
Mer, No. 1328, dated the 10th July 1881, in which I asked tha

Ot the Tth October 1876, ' 1f this acceptance termi

J, ! . fica 'On 0
_1\0“’ Iventure to submit my opinion that the identificats

G,

! . 81.
Rzvesur Deparruest, 23rp Jasvary 1882, No

' , . ' ber that no line
2" Beyond this point, Kalianapandal, it is important tclcif)imoefm(f)chin, Travan-
Whatever wag demarcated towards Pannimedkuttu, the trijunc ‘

core and Coimbatore » in s 't was
. . , so far as it wa
3. The line southwards from Sheklacund was accePtOd_ by COChm /

demarcated, that is, as far as Kalianapandal. ttlement of the line

; our se
4. Nosettlement has been made beyond, and therefore OHESeS oot set at rest the
from Vengoli to Sheklacund, as detailed in my former letter,
Whole question, ¢
5. S0 soon as T was clearly aware that our ord?il‘SI e:dfl?'
Part of the line, viz., from Vengoli to Sheklacund,

ded merely- to the first
essed to your office a
hese facts might be

rought before the Board of Revenue for orders. ) +ried these facts ;
. 8. When Mr. Iudson, Mr. Baber, and T met at POH?CII.Ilt’OIt‘ﬁP}?Iie beyond Kali-

a0d Mr. Tudson said that not only did his orders not re eto some land about there,

anapandal, but that there was a claim made by Travancore

and that thig claim was still pending. ders while out in camp.

However, as I hoped, we might receiye furth;:r Oi;.necessary,' to look at the
Mr. Hudson agreed to come on with us to Pannimedkuttt, ;
8round,

8. It was for this purpose that we went on to
A,“,gust a8 mentioned in my former letter. IHere Wg )
bility of 8etting orders to settle the rest of the boun 317(') i
Teturned, especially as i:-was pouring with rain, alg {his season ;]
makmg outcries agaiast attempting the journey at U
atter actually deserted. .

. ' 1st
Naygund on the 2 5
; t(;arr:‘lg ’?htree nyizrhts on the possi-
o but as none reached us, we
Kaders and Mulcers were
while some of the

' ok ' nd southwards
B.—Remarks on the line demarcated in 187;(311 from Sheklacur
‘ to Kalianapandal. . e
e . 1 loete, Major Ireeth,
* L. The record of the determination of this line byt'?rgl)o?se(lle?agl e Proceedings
and Mr, Douglas {in the absence of a Cochin representatl _

- of the Madras Government of the 30tk May 1876. f the Madras Government '

Proceedings 0

nates the contract on both sides,

2. The line was accepted by Cochin—vide
€T 13 1o more to be said. , 881, No. 1328, above
3. owever, as I explainéd in my letter of the lfgttllllg ‘111{101 fro;n Kalianapandal
Jentioned, there has been no settlement whatever o :
0 Pannimedkutty. )
In case, therefore, it should be held adv sa
whole line southwards from Sheklacund, I venture : lin 1376.
Ot the conclusions arrived at by the boundary officer

tion of superior pene-
At this point T would deprecate the idea of any asSuTP

. founded
usions have been loun .
tration, i my conclusions be held to be correct ; for these concl undary Commission ;

isable or admiss

h deference to criticize some part

former DO : into
" 8reat part'on information cained from the labors of the 10 been published, 1n

. . maps have
and. It i3 often easy to detect errors after & series of ap

ich as a pioneer one might have readily fallen. errors in order to place

1. 40 be :
+  T'feel bound, however, to note what I consldgil‘Q f?l o the point whether Ward
the facts before the Baard as fully as possible, and to disp

. . caested. . '
0Onor’s map is so inaccurate as has been sugg tion of the course taken by the
1

1 1 f all refer
7. Takine (! loete’s very lucid description & 0 g gt
Boundary o (i s oo of i 260 Jauary 1870 L would £
to Paragraphs 8 and 9 of his letter. .+ mentioned by Ward ap:];
8. In these he mentions having identified two poLl ¢« Anaimalai Cheri.

" near -
; Amman, ' Beat | - e was
Connor, Viz., “Sheklacund ” and ¢ Palacadavu 3. of this latter plac‘

ible to reconsider the



L

L

*

4 - Revexve Departvest, 23rp Jaxvusry 1882, No. §1.

- e s e

incorrect, and that this incorrect determination of the Palacadavu Amman affects the
whole boundary thence to Kalianapandal.

, 9. I would first strengthen this opinion by a reference to Colonel Cloete’s own
words : ‘¢ After Vengoli Peak the first two points identified were ¢ Sheklacund ” and
“ Palacadavu Amman, ” an upright stone about four feet high near the bank of ,the
river of that name, and close to “ Anaimalai Cheri.” Thetwo places are named by Ward
and Connor, and the points shown by the hillmen as bearing those names agrec \Y}t-h
Ward and Connor’s description.  Further, the measured distance between the points 18

about the same as that given in the old survey, although the bearing between them

somewhat differs,

10. Maving identified what they held to be the “ Amman * stone, they made use
of this as a fized poini, and proceeded to settle the rest of the boundary eastwards along
the stream and then southwards.

11, Now my contention is that the *Anaimalai Cheri” to which the Boundary

. . . C . . . 7
officers were taken was not Ward and Connor’s “ Anaimalai Cheri” and this ¢ Amman,”

areligious mark common to many Kader’s padis, was not Ward and Connor’s ¢ Amman.”
In short, their Anaimalai Cheri is the new hamlet of that name, the old hamlet lying
also on the Palacadavu river, but about a mile to the west. This old village was
spoken of at once by the Kaders without any questions on our part.

12.  To prove my contention I would refer first of all to the fact that the direction
of the line taken in 1876 is an unnatural one. After reaching the summit of Shek-
lacund, the ridge gradually slopes down in the line of its general direction (South-west
or South-west by South) nearly to the Palacadavu river.

13. It is evidently natural to follow this ridge down, and this is- what was done
by Ward and Connor, but was not done by the DBoundury Commission in 1876.

14. A reference to Ward and Connor’s large map on a ‘scale of one mile to an
inch will show this at once. I append a tracing from this map to which I will presently
refer—aide Map 111 appended. ‘ ' ‘

Ward and Connor’s line continues in a south-westerly direction from the summit
of Sheklacund, following the natural slope down from the ridge and going near the old
hamlet of Anaimalai Cheri. .

~ 15.- On the contrary the line taken in 1876 (known as Russell’s line) - strikes
straight down the side of the hill from the summit of Sheklacund, and goes in a south-
easterly direction 2o the new hamlet of Anwimalai Chers,

16. The result of this is that as the Boundary Commission of 1876 took the
Amman stone near the new Anaimalai Cheri as a fixed point of departure for the deter-
mination of therest of the line, the whole of their settlement from this point is thrown
about a mile too much to the cast to the loss of the Madras Government.

17. What are the facts as stated in Coloncl Cloete’s letter 2 Take paragraph 18.
I do not understand about the statement of the position of the Palacadavu river ; but
I wish to consider the last clause: ¢ The Palaginar stream, which flows into the
Palacadavu, is shown nearly a mile to the west of its proper position,” My idcais that
their point of departure was a mile too far to the cast,

thus i—

“ Eastwards from ‘the Ammen there was for some distance no doubt, as the map clearly
shows, that the Palacadavu river forms the boundary, but tie point where the line should leave the

river and turn southwards was difficult {o defermine,” ¢ Sitakal, a point named by Ward and Connor,

was shown by the hillmen, dut some way further dorcn the rer than the position assigned to 1t
by Ward and Connor.” :

o The line {s de.scribcd as follqwing a stream ﬂOWing into the Pahcadnvu, and from the descrip-
tion of the country it was determined to follow the stream named Palaginar in our map, that being
the only one which flows into the Palucadaru near the end of Ward and Cousior’s river line.”

19. Now1I ql}lestion' whether on a reconsideration of the ground it would not be
found that Sitakal is nearly in its correct Position, if the point of departure is taken

18.  In further proof see paragraphs i6 and 17. of the same letter, which run
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" @ Leed ‘.‘@;,' 2 /Z( {?6{1( “@ie {1/—7(_ e - ?hréullﬁf Ito the west, and one of the streams near Sitakal was the strcam that flowed into
E.j‘ - ' B L e T 1 :Oacail;wu at the end of Ward and Connor’s river line. b
‘ » . . y A— : 20.  About the . At hine, as I have never been
o e o next point, Chirikal, I can say nothing : TR
ik / //(‘;7 A—(/ trcl? ("r“l‘//é D ﬂ:’zle s but I shoulq feel inlélinezl to thin]’{ that theypoint mifg,ht possibly be w2 ongly
g / S n e e . ‘fmmed by the hillmen unless it is a point clearly marked by any peculiar
« 7t C e ‘ : Characteristio, - : ’ )

1. 7 - : — : 21. : . ; . : ] ' fixed
1 /(./( [(‘ /7/,“ cerc / J 77 /78 A*l « S y points Iam led to think this because of my .behef that YVar.d and dggnbne?;cr that
; i ‘ 2 d \eir ar¢ more accurate than they have been given credit for; my 1 he- ot
iR : Main points were accurately determined by triangulation and the" country

1 - i ctween TO .
R . ~ . o r ughly sketched in. . ' |
1. ANT ’7 Coteetralone ——m elocas ‘ Wort};rhls would account for the inaccuracies in the course of streams (of Whl}ih y lllwtthe; | J
: 3 . o ‘
P AT . . ' ixe 1))’ ?Etan;ﬁle occurs in the present map in the course of the Sholay Aur), thoug |
) P : - C ~nts cereon s mir . : ;
con may be accurately determined o to refate at |

o T [ ’ A ‘ . :
; [ .. N » E E 22. . A f - . d)d ma see
v are, . o once 11 1o Feterence to the Map No. II berewith forwardedmay &=. =74 .l
. “ s o // ) ‘ s idea of the gencral accuracy of Ward and Connor's mamdilx)lz’mto Ward and

|
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onnors gy, d0tted lino which marks out Kalisnapundel 060000 Sy -

Position .dlsténces and bearings to be about two miles to

/)

the general inucc};ul’:lllcy

: whether

Counor’s map and specifications; but I beg t0 S“Emt“ s t? eg)}: that the
discrepancy is not due to a change of meridian, tha i\*orth o shown on
, P ¢ R 0}‘th as shown in Ward and Connor’s map differs from the n]:f wn : but whether
R LT ‘ A it L JSvenue Survey map. That the meridian does alter 18 well ° it seems to

S A A i, e " 80 altered in'fact I know not. I merely propound the theory, |

_f . ) account for what otherwise.is a hopeless discrepanicy- ded to this letter |

_ 24. To show the effect of carrying out this theory, I have appen : -

9 o |

' Of.“"ai(.l a;&dt first sight this would scem conclusive proof of
this enormousg
I'ie N

e e e e e ot G

o &

T k L v ._"“ .o : : " s rdin
L Tt r e N e AN ‘tioMap No. IIT in which I have copied in-blue the outlne of the 'bgulfli)axll'ly\%(;i?il ang
: 'onne ,R evenue Survey Map No. II, and in red the outline cop1e A
T’ map, large scale ; shifting the meridian of the latter. ing ‘Kalianapandal S

SRTE RS ?v EY o EVRE ) ) V C 25, In shor i ; int and ta . .
! AR ! , ) 't, starting from Vengoli as a fixed poin 1id) applied
R 23 a fixeq point at ,the Oth(;' end of theoline, I have (to use 2 term of Euc ) app

P B » o Was ) .
- ' al(i E;Dd Connor’s lines to the Revenue Survey lines. oo
: + ound that after applying the points ¢ Vengoli” 1 €ac
g:(:ﬁl: Iid Connor’s lines %)5 zhagging %)he meridian ?ha:‘ ’Cﬁe points
e o 3 . . on. )
¥ coincided without the slightest nced of alterat: o for which T pave

26.  This outli ’ f the poin C ;
1ne map sh at a glance some 0 POIL® . Aerisand the
Contending, viz., the gi&e:gxsce betwgen,the old and new Anaimalai Che

£
e
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apnd shifting round
« Kalianapandal ”
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been
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' : . " .‘ : in to Madras
33- I have colored in blue the gain to Cochin and in red the gftln
Mparison of the two maps. \u to bring these facts

o < s \Z ! 03

L R T R R PR - After itati 1t bound to ask you * e decided
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ti e REV{)’:\E DEP.fRTMEI\T, W | RErpasa—b BPARTIEST; . HM Lo ety deof
2. The Deputy Conservator of Forests, Mr. Peet, points out certain inaccuracies - 3 TR N AN (‘MhnK"' 'axiap&n dal and Panmmedkuttu@ |
in the line between Sheklacund and Kalianapandal on the Coimbatore-Cochin boundary, , : % the proposed line between B M !
and suggests the re-opening of the same. But it was settled in 1876 and accepted o —the trijunction, The domesertromoi—tirsbit-rt A ’
by both Governments in 1877, and it is most desirable that whether right or wrong i hﬂg-paml;ng LainbatoromCookinloomndaryre - ‘ ;
; and whether it is a gain to one Government and loss to another or not that the matter 1 . ) 7 f L
be not again opened. , i (True Extract) C. G. MASTER, /57
~ 3. The suggestion of Mr. Peot in paragraph 29 of hisletter as regards the settle- - (Signed) eéars; to Government. i
1 ment of the remaining line between Kalianapandal and Pannimedkuttu by drawing a 2 . Secr ) £
7 direct line from Kalianapandal to Pannimedkuttu along the ridge as proposed in o : : - &

paragraph 10 of Major Freeth’s letter, No. 4195, dated 30th August 1880, to the
Superintendent of Madras Survey, recorded in Board’s Proceedings, No. 1835, dated

22nd August 1881, may be accepted if the Cochin Government has no objection. ' ) ‘_
~ CorMBaToRE, (Signed) G. D. LEMAN, o ]
25th October 1881, Acting Collector. ' o . k

Ex~crosvres Nos. 1 to 3.—Maps.

Tur fofegoing papers relating to the scttlement of the boundary between British
Territory and Cochin will be submitted for the orders of Government.

2. In their Order, dated 19th June 1877, No. 2033, the Government, on the - .
representations of the Collector, directed that the portion of the boundary line between :
Vengoli Peak and Sheklacund should be re-cut. The representatives of the two
Governments—Mr., Peet, Deputy Conservator of Forests, for this Government, and
Mr. Hudson, Chief Engincer under the Cochin Government—have met and agreed upon

b e b = e e

the line to be adopted in lieu of that originally fixed, as shown in Sketch Map No. L. R ) o /bﬂ- Lot "7'3/? & |

The grounds for this revision are explained in the Board’s Proccedings printed with : Q) T Py~ >

the Government Order above quoted, and the Board recommend that the decision : 9y "the Bogrg of Revenue. grasdns? &2 3 - ;

arrived at by .the representatives be accepted. The tract of country involved in the _' :: g:: gOUServator of Forests. , . J) '

settlement is inconsiderable. : =~ the P‘;{éi}’lntendent of Revenue Survey ~ation to the Resident 1(111 Cochin. £
3. In his second letter Mr. Pect re-opens the question of the correctness of the ! cal Department, for communic Travancore al

boundary demarcated in 1876 from Sheklacund to Kalianapandal, and advances o

arguments in support of Ward and Connor’s line, which was set aside in favor of the

- Tecent survey. This portion of the boundary has been definitely accepted by Cochin—
vide the Dewan’s letter embodied in G.0., dated 7th October 1876, No. 1442, and the
Board are decidedly of opinion that the settlement should not be disturbed.

- 4. The portion of the bbundary between Kalianapandal and Pannimedkuttu, { g K‘
the trijunction, alone remains to be scttled so far as” Cochin is concerned. The _ /
distance is short, and this section appears to present no difficulty. If Major Freeth’s : ‘ &

Proposal to take a direct line along the ridge

by Cochin, the line can be demarcated and the boundary completed without further

(True Copies and Eitract.) ,

(e /ML/- Gombo{ ct? _5‘3::%’] (Signed) €. A. GALTON,

—_— Secretary. A | ‘1
No. 268. ORDER THEREON, 23rd-Farmrery1889 - Norgl, — o , |
. . ) ’
. Tar boundary line between Venooli 4
Miscellaneous. y ) yengo |
iscelianco Peak ang Sheklacund, as now run, is

I nne appens fouo & Kad, - 2Pproved and accepted. If not already
' S lebr L aime Al Loniin, [ <Feont, 1 shoyld be 9, :
2. M’-; uuxvnﬁnéxucvﬁ;:z}x ‘u};\, B‘Jli ! o o /;J b i1 4 Fﬁe“ﬁne eready
fixed between Sheklacund and Kalianapandal, ead anppanad Lo 1clr o .
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