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- Reap—again G.0., dated 1st July 1890, No. 510, Reveﬁhé.:' e ., Ly

" boundary

' "
- < 5

drH Novexser 1890, No. 881; RevENUE.

- I P

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.
REVENUE DEPARTMENT.
, Iz

. -
“

%

Apsreacr.—Passing orders ou the report of the Britis}g'j’ﬂé?r\miés'idnér appointed to settle
the boundary disputes between the Pélghat taluk of Malabreahd +Le Cochin State. )

o
»t"”" 3

. . - “ x‘-"-J s ‘s - . .
- Reap—also the following letter from H. B. GRIGG, Eiq:, ¢.LE., Acting Resident in

Travancore and Cochin, to the Chief Secretary to (Government, dated Trivan-
drum, 27th September 1890, No. 161 :— .

With reference to G.0., No. 510, dated 1st July 1890, I have the honor to
forward copy of a letter from the Dewan of Cochin, No. 2323, of 22nd instant,
intimating that His Highness the Rajah ratifies the decisions of the Commissioners

-appointed to settle the boundary disputes between the P4lghat taluk of Malabar and

the Cochin State, subject to the remarks recorded by the Government of Madras.

2. The Dewan requests ¢he thanks of the Cochin Government may be conveyéd
to Mr. Dance for the ¢ thorough and careful manner” in which he has effected the
settlement of these long pending disputes. = ’ L :

»
ENCLOSURE.

From M.R.Ry. C. THIRUVENKATA CHARIAR Avergal, Dewan of Cochin, to the British
Resident in ‘I'ravancore and Cochin, dated Ernacollum, 22nd September 1890,
No. 2323. ' :

T have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your memorandum of the 8th instant for-
warding copy of G.0O., dated 1st July 1590, No. 510, Revenue Department, ratifying, subject
to certain remarks, the decisions of the Commissioners appointed to settle the boundary .
disputes between the Pélghat taluk of Malabar and this State and to inform you in reply
that the Government of His Highness the Rajah of Cochin also ratifies those decisions subject
to the remarks recorded by the Madras Government. I beg to suggest that the decisions as
ratified by both the Governments may be published in the Fort 8t. George and Cochin
Gazottes so that every one interested may know what they are.

I request that the thanks of this Government may be conveyed to Mr. Dance for the
thorough and careful mauner in which he has accomplished the difficult task of settling many

disputes of very long standing in conjunction with Mr. Kohlhoff, to whom I have
already commuuicated my thanks. _ '

Transferred_ to the Revenue Department. o
. (Signed) J. F. PRICE,
9th October 1890. ' Chief Secretary.

Orper—dated 5th November 1890, No. 881, Revenue.

Miscellaneous. Communicated to the Commissioners
| 1sceriancous: of Land Revenue and to the Superin-
- . tendent, Revenue Survey, who will now
procéed with the permanent demarcation of the revised boundary as directed in
paragraph 15 of G.0., dated 1st July 1890, No. 510. ' |

9. The decisions of the Boundary Commissioners as modified by the British and
Cochin Governments will be published in three successive issues of the Fort St.
George and Malabar District Gazettes.

(True Extract) :
(Signed)  C. A. GALTON,

Secretary to Government,

To the Commissioners of Land Revenue.
,, the Political Department. )
-, the Superintendent, Revenue Survey. L
,» the Superintendent, Government Press, with the decisions
of the Boundary Commissioners (to be returned.)
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. : 3 ettlement by the Cowmissioner i iti ‘hi itories—cont
' v ' s of Boundary Disputes between British and Cochin territories—eont.
Sett'ement by the Commission p }‘\OTI FICATION. . i y ’ i ! e .
' ssinners of the Boun: L. ; = = '
=== - Boundary Duspates betwaen British and Cochinrerritorios: W 2 . - Ordgsgmqe%by .
3 — e - | : : . o Prits
£ ! ‘ ‘: T T T T T e -::“—T i < |Amsam § Names of . Decision. Goverument and . -
£ Ammm.| £ Namues of | Orders pared BY q 2, | Disputants. _ approved of by the . &
£ | £ bisputants .. the Britinh e a : v : . . Cochin Government.
2 1 .E : ' Decision. Government 87 e ——
%) =) approved of bY the ; ' ~ ‘
! ’ Cochin Governments : . Flapalli| 5 | Yakanat Kymul It was murked by a stone, which is eaid by the Cochin N
1 | Pathuey 1| Vadasseri M e —oont. {British sub- | claimants, to have been moved and placed in its présent
sri. talar ‘! Man-  Tha original b.undary diffore 1 ! : : Lect), Vadasseri | position by the British tonants apd 8 report to this .
(British | line st pr dury diffors from tha wctual boundary Confirmed. y g ‘ ’ ouse (Dritish | effect appeats to have been sent to the taluk by the T ’ 3
Qub)ewg\ ol B esent in exinenre ua dotermined b tual ! . bi ~ s : * i : ¢ . 3
Chont, !h'.' possession. W have, therefure, d : ¥ actua | Bu jocts). Cochin village ofhcw.ls. It s, therefore, d_oubt(ul : 3
[ o atha Man- | it exists at prosent Fhors i sre, demarvated the Line as : Chondatha Man- whore the trijunction actnally 3s, but by following the A
!‘)}Ar (Cochin | kada” piramba nich ere : a ("]‘mpulm about the ** Padi- . nadiar (Cocbin lins of boundary aa, claimed by Cochin from Chembili- { , ‘ o i
Fabiedt). whole of this parsm? ,““ oul i} acres in extent.  The . : ‘ subject). para, we arrive at 8 result very vimilar to that ghown in )
sheence of un\'ptm«i !‘_ll't aimed by both sides. In the ) the scconnts, and, s¢ this line corresponds with actual - . P
sides bei yi " se information (the sccounts on both : | . ’ b possession, we have resolved to adopt it. * v
.ith;‘mt vagne), we havo run & steaight line from the : P :
point where posscarion is firat disputed to the po:nt w i ' ‘DAN .
the di puted to the po.ut where - Camp Elapalli, (Signed) G. W, PANCE, *
16 dinputs euds, «0 48 to take an averago. | 19th Murch 1887. ( » ) 4. C. KORLHUFF,
. . : i Commissioners.
Comp Tt (gm0, DA ,~ | | o Comana
t Alarch 1b84. » ) . J.C. KOIHLIOFP, : ; " 8 Do. 6 | Chinnappan A field was disputed when the boundary was first being Confirmed.
2! Do s Conmtuinsionera. : } . ] ‘(Bri\ﬁsh sub- gimarcntedl,) but thsdclaims of the Cochin Governmend .
! e Do. . . . . ) ) ject). have since been withdrawn and the boundury dcmarcated -
} . T:’;:“ }l:;};;‘!:n Mannadiar asserts that the line runs along o | Confirmed. : ’ Appavoo (Cochin | 12 accordance with the British claims; s0 We will not
! o it th:ll:,;’uiﬁt::nul:n“m,?m and Pambanpars rocks ; i subject). L intgriere. v L
) ' - - A ! . . . i
} the RHritish “uvemmﬁnot. .;:1‘;\uul:'::t(.llm;::r:ml;‘:v’;i: ;: g Camp Elapali, (Signed) & \V.‘DANCE, i
) E\)Irui]l;m a cowle Rmhfﬂd to Lim b{ tha Colleetor of B i . 19th March 1887. . ( »n) J.C. I\&HLI‘IQFF: .. :
- m:n:i:r:m;n l':_gﬁ. but ludw:xl;ch the houndaries are not ‘ . : miIRipSioners: : :
. The ; ‘ ! \ elovitti . ~ ' .
! Cowmissioners in ';?Fb':,'{‘ arl y“.;g‘::;“:";;;"ﬁ;? by u:‘; : i 7} Do | 7| Melovittil (Brit- | Thesa two cases ar® closely convected and the dispute | Confrmed.
} stated by the Cochin claimants, ¢.4., 8 little to t‘l;:u:re:t : | \ Vl:tl':ys nttlji,ec")(’oo comj"men‘cfasha.t t:ht;{llegmnmcg of !\'o{. 8 with the questien |
T 1 h » O ! ¢ ; : : iyatha - | #8 to which is ** anjuna Chetti’s fence » mentioned b
! :m:‘:’nd‘;ﬁg'do‘; }:l“-;';;ob {:rmm,, an alinost straight line . - ! 8 chin subject). the Commissioners of 1815. A fence, at present e(;dstingy ) - .
| g of Pambanpara. : i Deo. 8 M\.I Achakutty ‘(; anid to be *¢ Kanjama Chetti's fence '’ by the British : Lo
. . . ' Menon ( British aimants, while the Cochin claimants sesert that th }
Camp Pﬂt‘h'w ri, (Signed)  J.C. KOHITNOFF, . . ! subject), hedge is no longgr in existence but that it ran alon . ‘
17th March 1887 G. W. DANCE : . ttanni y ong 2 :
. . ( ») . W, DANCE, | . . : M. Kittonni Me. | bund a few yards to the east of the site of the present| ~ °
3 Elpati| 3! Ekk : Coummissioners. ; ;* : nolz)x_ )(Cochin {enoc(.i bThif view is supported by a ‘¢ Yenga tree,” men-
"kkanatha Kg- R . ‘ subject). ione: the Commissioners, which i8 in the li 1ai
. mal Briti{h T_hu)gn‘u:}méo was hotly co_nfutod Lefore the Commissioners Confirmed. ! . by Cochin. Btarting from this Venga tree umllmt"u‘fl::?,?g
subjoct;, in 1315, ut no final docision apprars to have been armiv ; b ) ) . closely the directiong in the. Commissioners’ accounts, E
Conditha Mane at. ‘Tha purtics continued to quarrel about the land, but ! i ;o we arrive eventually st a ! Pozhu tree,” in No. 7 diSPUW’
padiar (Coclun 3"5“!!}&1! they sevm to havo agrecd to et slueping / { e e e e .| which is aleo mentioned by the Commuissioners of 1815.
subiect) oge Yie,” and when the surveyor came slung the boun- : i : “‘ ~-~'.‘ndefﬂthcae circumstances, we are of opinion tbat the
Ject). dary two years ago ho demnrcnted secording to actusl i line ¢laimea vy-Coahin ix correct. .
pusscrsion, not Lhuuwing that there wasany dispnte, as the ! . .
partics appar ouly to Lace thought subsequently to his ' ¢ 2(?:1;” El:f“;%”, ’ §5i8“°d.\ G. W. DANCE,
visit of reviving their old claims. We are of opinion i 83 » ). 9. 0. hOILHOFF,
:-ililﬂ,. ugdur the ;:v‘:mnﬁ:mw, it will be hest to fulluw the . D . Commissioners.
o as demares v the surveyur two years sgo, which i 0. 9 | M. Kittunni Me- | The janmam of this Jand ie di ' ) -
) 2 - - disputed b .
shows actual posseasion. , ' i ‘ v . !10};_ (British | Governments. On followin‘g; t];:p;iretﬁoeg‘:;?:mth& tre Canfrmed. __".-
. . .. , - N c act) necount prepaced by the Commissi f18 : )
Cawp Elapalli (signed ) G. W DANCE, * : ‘ puniee et & result which i v i insionors of 1815 we arrive
¢ ), LW L ; ; ‘hich is -
17th Masch 1557, { ; J.o. h()llLl}(.{FP, : ) ; British claims, tl.o:';‘);edxﬁ;f::?:tiurfgtt?oucrzlcgn :ihozn the
. Commissioners. i - exactly oforrespond with the boundary of thg Cousn:igt
Tak . . . . - ' sioners of 1815. As, however, owi f . -
Do- ot 4 (.l‘:irt‘itth Ky::l‘:! It is impossible to ascertain from the scoounta how the Confirmed. ’ . . the houses, it is somowhat dzge‘ﬁ?‘tgg“;%‘ttgapg?‘l&g:n o ’
ct) boundary yan originally, as sond of the marks, such sa i ) : . we have demarcated the boundary in accordance with tc}f . .
Chondath Man ‘"‘"‘I-d &tc‘. )hﬂvo hd\sa[;r:&r‘vd and there is nothing on / ‘ Cochin claitns, 1daty e . . .
. madiat (Covhin T e fhenture, Tun 8 ondary should, Lo X s 7 Gump Blapalli, * (Signod) G WV DTG
subject). the two linea which are clumed as_boundurica by the . are i ( » ) JdC l\_‘\)HLl'IL.)FF. : :
two hl":"." roxpoctively. i"“m% eunltivated land on the ‘lO . . : Lvommissioners . -
south, being in possession of ochin, i8 shown within Do. | 10 | Chondatha (Brit- | In this case, we bave ich w
N e f - s a pal :
Fho Cchin bomniary, bl st (00 4 % 0 0 | | b enbjeon, | o Copminionirs e ey oo maek b |
A g ¥ » ; ] p as.
e wat, if shown A o itinh Loundnry‘ , . m:gth (Cochin {it'tely beea era:qed by'some.puty intorested in those
On the north-wint of the line thus run hy us, there is ’ b subjoct). isputes, bus this tres 18 undisputed. 'Taking this tree. v
some land coversd with jungle which is c{.iméd by the . : ' T ?fle:}ef"ﬁ?' 8s & guide, we are of opinion that the acconnts <
Coehin tenant on the ground thet he hus bren paying ; : K cilaime 3mm1§510uers of 1815 are in favor of the British
um:smvnt for it. I: o pl'luhnblvfﬂmt hh" has dene ;}m . : and we have demarcated the boundary accordingly.
with & view to croate & 1 aim of right as the Jand i b ; . .
ot under cultivation. This portion o ulno ('J:fmu)l b; . ggf‘l;“ﬁflgp’;m- ~ (Sigued) G. W. DANCE,: ' i
. the British hsnnut.\mdn( u qowlu from the Collvetor of . ‘ . are 887. ( s ) J.C. KOUHLHOFF,
Malatar. In eettling this dispute on the give-und:hke ' - ‘ . ) Comnmissioners.
P T rg;":}hgfm:;";fv;"mggﬂ‘,W;U: tha richis . 11,| Do | 11| Yakanath (Brit- { I4 this case wo bavo followed the boundary shown i ‘
L!' it pn cluims suttle ) ish subjoct). + | acconnts of the Commissione £ 1815 y shown in the | Confirmed
s Civil Court. . ‘ Melevittil (Co- ith nmissionors of 1843, which corresponds ot "
. i ' . . with actual possession and i8 in favor of the Britis . .
) ) ‘ chin subicet). 3 of the British clalin
Camp Flapsili, (Signed) G. W. DANCE, ; v v . joct) Cianp El . . )
18th March 1887 ( » ) J.C KOHLIUFF, § . s _ o0th bl ‘;P”“" * islsned) G. W. DAXNCE, .
: Cowmissioners. . arch 1887. i w ) 4. C. KOHLHOFF,
. i ! - . . Cowmmissione
8 Do . & Yakanat Kymal|In deciding thia dispute we have been guided to a great Conﬁfm"d' i 12 Do. |12 | Kyt i : T
l !Britiﬁl:l sub- | extent by the accounts of the (I(xmuﬁe!ionms ofglmb : { : 2 }S/,lazvittu}({&z.}: I“-th‘s case we have followed the accounts of the Commi
. Led ), Vadasseri | as there are throe patural featnres atill existing which . ‘ . ish subject - sioners of 1815, which corresponds with the Cochi lnys- Confirmed. St
‘ ause (British determine the line up tlo # Chembilipara rock,” vis., 8 “ ’ . Emtt&kuﬁ(l')' ' 1 clam. '
subjects). channel through which the boundury runs due north ) ohi b'm(Co- - Camp Elapalli, Signed) G. W. DANCE
l Chondatha 3an-| to Jabatkal and from thence duo posth to Chembii- * . n sebjoct). | 20th March 1887. E I g J ’C .KOHLLII o
madiar (Cochin | para. liure the line turns to the north-west ss fur es ’ . ' TG LOFF, ' -
subject). the trijunction o1 thyve junmies, Chondath, Yskanat, . T S e =N SR OmMMmISEIONETS, ’
. \adatroi. 3 he site of the trijunction is disputed. I . == s
—_— - - : —— - - _.;‘,._'_.. U .__‘._"__;_-‘.,. et f—"t_,,—-*'-""-"—"‘-""“ ' ' ' M
== - T T - - ST T - A ’ -
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Novewser 1890, No. 831, REVENTE.

Settlement by the Conimise
Ui
‘tuiseloners of Boundary Disputes between British and Cochin territories—eont:

{

PO g

.

P

. Z eSS T
[ ]

. Z |Amsar.| = Names of . Ordars passed bY
F 2 | Disputants ! the British
5 z : Decision, Government 8t

& spproved of b¥ the
13 |E : Corhin Gosernimett
dapallif 13 | K
ytha  Kuzhi | It
—cont. Melevitt; : ¢ is muther difficolt to ,
“”he::hji(t?m' :Ot}llmlgeium.“ of 1515 hoan &t:t:d:!:a sccounts :f lbe Confirmed.
Eé?ﬁf? Kulum (Co- |t Cochin we thivk 1hrgebuted tract Sppeare to be pa 4
3o * 1} the RN .
subjoct). aceordunce with l:o L«l:b‘::‘:ni‘,l,;’, may be denaraated in
) suip Elapuiti, (Signed) (5. W. DAXCE,
1! Do b “( » ) J.C. KUILHUFF,
. 14 Ch_nmiapw(n,.i'__ It Comiu;saiLners.
M‘:lk:‘:i“t!cl:lwz)(.Co. t‘;:rl?;hfhg:g:ic:‘l: to ‘?‘“‘min from the sccounts shere Conrmed.
chin subject), Commissioners (,fnl?,r.:"f 10 the marks mentivued by the
bring two sucve 5 baving disappesred and to thLere
near the r\m;‘?'v murks in ditforent Jlaces on Lhe rocks
Missicners “fnstmd of only one as stated by the Com-
griden wi;h' ¢ bave, therefure, included the cucvmnut
wid to ('0(‘1"' the Cuchin boundary as the ass-mment is
alds alin 13;“' and we have run a line up the prddy .
tho Brtinh ey (ind Tetween the two lines claimed by !
not clear § !uv Cochin Governmenta, reapectively, asit is
“arop Eln;?g]';hm pusu.i‘si.un the paddy tulda ate :
20th March 1557 (8igned) G, AV, DANCE,
15 Do - . ( + ) J.C. KOHLHOFF, .
- 113 lfiil;vxtt{l (Brit- Thinis Commimioners. 5
Atxunat‘ltxme(.l'.':tt ““c;: % dirpute regarding the possession of & Landy-track (‘onﬁrmt"- ‘
(Cochin lu't: road J;‘;tu" vayn 'J‘m!: the other has added tho ':.-n'.nui
Jject). be made oy Joddy firids ard requests that the nad way
" road. 'lh::' inreturn fur the land nuw taken up by the
read bLein emtnno', Lo alluwed wa it would resuit in the
We h"e[tmu up by the purty to whom it was given.
common to tt"k,, ro, detennined that the road sheuld e
sides of Lhe (‘li"t :‘;‘!“ and Lave placed »tuuce on both
ments, puted portion ta prevent further oncroache
Cuuip ¥ ;
20th §$1§T§t§ Sgned) G. W, DANCE,
181 Do . ) w ) J.C. KUHLHUFP,
- 18 \!.‘OKnnmm Mo. | Wa have demareated th Commisioners.
n Britis " . 6 exirti i i
e B e e it
vthinatha Pat i *pouda with 100 boundsry faed by the Cow-
?’*,()Cochiu o) mmeieucts of 181, 7 the Lo
Jects. Camp Elapalli ; . e
londaa (co- | 0 Harioat. - () 3 KORLIGEE
. . . . ’ s
17 Do. | 17 Manikat . : Commismouess.
. su ;:c"\)fnnt'"h 0"“]3; one firld is in dispute, for which asssxment . od.
Anantha  Yyven u:e:;.pud ,"Mh to the Cochin’ nnd the lin'lu-hn (ﬂl\‘-'?.,:‘ | Cosire
o sal™ || EILS e bave fulluwed the lin shown i (e acceunte |
Ject. within the Indeeioners of 1815, which inciudes the field | ° -
21t Shureh o83 (Mwned) G, W, DANCE, :
A + ( w ) J. C.KUHLUUFF,
18 Do. 13 | Anna D> Commissivners.
Patter \;;:::h “;:c}‘\):\'ﬁ domareated this boundary in accordance with t} 4
subject), of u"“""' the Commissioners o 1816 L";“? it Copfiroxs-
Angnrutha (Co di 10 Cochin clums. The possesss N ‘(h‘ b isin [avor
chin sabyect . irpute is claimed by tath I‘“‘ eanivn of the tract s
ut). sscertain in whose posseasion !t "’c::ﬁ‘ymd itis diftcult o
S . ) ) Is.
2iat 2 A?u}.&“i':,g} (Signed) G. W. DANCE,
i { s+ ) J.C. KUHLHOFF,
. Comtuinmiutsers.
3 Deo. Manikath el aye
! 1 e tawand | This Hispute was 1eft unsttlid by the Commimi £ o
Patter (Dritish | 1 3, but the partios have since settled th dml!u-nrn v CORRm
subjects), onmelves and wo huve demarcated nce: dl'lm!: nm;mxl
Angumth (Cochin ";z:“}’:‘; . rding to ctus,
subject). upalli i .
et 20at March 1587, ((S'K"bd) G. W. DANCE,
w ) J. C. KOULIOFP,
20 Polpalli. Amn . . o Commissiunors.
! 20 islh :d{“"‘m.fnnt. The dispnte in this caso is w .
Jsh subject). Papalii ia th is whether the existing road to Copfirmed.
blvukamict\mmi- 1816 us c!nin::d":;l:m'lu"“"d Ly the Comnnasoners of
yar ochi 6 Dritish "
.n},jw{ ooma ::l,'.::ﬁ A few yurde & the seuth of '{:;ﬂ:;'s..«t:.fg":fu'?: )
. ond .nd)“(-vcbm, The disputa is & mest insimificant
the ruad :mu';\ei h:;o Bot tuen ablo to ditermine whith ie
) . strnight fonpiuned Ly the Lommissioners, we have ro 3
! to the ‘lri'_'-" ?!om the plsce where the dispute commences
¢ _PJ‘;"‘UOD of Eupalli, Polpalli and Nallagalls.
amp Polpalli, (Eigned) . W. DANCE
9 s . . by s
216t duch 1887, { . ) J.0. KOHLHOFF,
Comimivuers.
R —
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Settlement by the Commissioners of Boundary Disputes betwee

: 5

n British and Cochin territories—oont.

R gpa—

g British sube

ject).

Madathan Chetti
(Cochin  sub-
joct).

about & yard or two yards boyond -~the palmy
which is the boundary, We do n)ot. wish to i:tllllxr);;cft.;:.(li
possession and have run the line along the existing fence.

Camp Palathalli, Signed) G. W. DANCE, -
22nd March 1887. é . ) J. 0. KOHLHOFF,
] Commissioners,

s . Orders passed by
- . P I . the British
Y |Amsam.| 3 Names of . Decision. Government and
= S Disputanta. . approved of by the
= 29 : Cuchin Govarnment.
= a .
21 | Polpalli| 21 | Rengan  Putter This dispute wus left ansettled by the Commirsioners of l Confirmed.
~—cont. (British  sub- 1815. We have demareated in accordance with ac¢
jout). posscasion which corresponds with ibe British claims,
Rawsa Patter and | and, as regards the portion left unsettled by the Com-
Azhakan (Co- | missioners, we have run & straight line through it, so a8
clin subjects). to take an average. : ’ ’
Cuwp Polpalli, (Signed) G. W. DANCE,
218t March 3887.. - { » J. C. KOHLHOFF, -
. . Commissivnars. "
22| Do. |22 |Kombi Achan|{Onlya small paramba is in dispute. The accounts pre- | Confirmed.
(British  sub- arcd by the Commissioners of 18156 are in favor of the | .
. joct). Cochin ciaims and assessment wppears to be paid to Cochin,
Rukkan (Cochin | so we huve includod the disputed land within the Cochin
subjoct). bou dury. . -
Camp Polpalli, {Signed). G. W. DANCE, .
olot March 1887. . ( » .) J. C. KOHUUUFF,
Commissiouers.
23 { Pala- 23 | Rombi  Achan | This is a dispute regarding part of the ‘road leading to Confirmed.
thulli. (British  sub- Palathulli and a parumba adjomning on the north gide of
ject). the road. ., The accounts uf the Commisstoners uf 18156 are
l\]’ wili (Cochin in favor of the Coehin claims, but the avenue trees aro in
subject). the possession of the British, 80 we bave included the }.
disputed portion within the British boundary. = -
Camp Palathulli, (Signed) G. W. DANCE,
22ud March 1887. s ) 9-0C KOHLHOFF,
) Commissioners.
24 Do. | g4 | Chamiappan The disputed portion is most insignificant. Assessmemt for | Confirmed.
(British  sub- | it seems to be collected by Cochiu and the accounts of the
joct). Conmissionere of 1815 are in favor of the Cochin claims ;
Fawara Datter | go we have demurcated the boundary accordingly.
(Cuchin  sub- ’
Ject). Camp Palathuili, ’ (Signed) G. W. DANCE,
2nd Alarch 1887. ( » ) J.0. KOHLHUFF,
' Comraissioners.
b Do. Kykolars (Brit- | This die ate is regarding & channel and part of a paramba nfirm
b 25 | " subjoct). on thepoasf. side %i the channel which 18 cmimef by the Co ed.
Samnu Jenon British claimant. We have demarcated the channel on
{(Cochin  sub- both sides as common 0 both parties, which has the effect
ject). of inciuding the disputed portion of the paramba in
Cochin terntory. . ! :
(Signed) G, W. DANCE, .
Camp Palathulli, A g 2 I C KOHLHOFF,
22nd March 1887, Commissioners. -
26 Do. | 9g | Rama  FPatter The dispute in this ease is on which side of the path the 1 Confirmed.
(British  sub- | - boundary ghould Tun.  We have run & line down the
. ject). middle of the disputed portion, a8 it is not clear from
Rukkan  Vella| the accounts of the Commissioners of 1815 how the line
gOochin sub- should run. - . .. . '
ject). : (Bigned) G. W. DANCE,
‘ Caxp Palathulti, {5 ) 4. C. KOOLHOFF,
22nd March 1887, - Commissioners.
0. Two States .. | The dispute here is which side of the river the bounda Confirmed,
27 D 27 shoul?iprun.‘ W have placed stones on both sides aﬁ
ot tho river common 0 both parties.
) Camp Palathulli, (Signed) G. W. DANCE,
’ 9ond Masch 1887, . { » ) 9. C. KOHBLHOFF,
. : st Commissioners. .
28 po. | 28 | Paramban Beem- The dispute in this case is.regarding a few yards of path | Confirmed,
ban (British | and a small field whi-h is in the possession “of Cochin.
subject). We have demarcated the path a8 common by putting
Madathan Chetti | stones-on both sides and have included the ticld within the R
(Cochin sub- Cochin boundary. - .
ject)- : . (Signed) G. W. DANCE,
Camp Paluthulli, . ( ,» ) J.C EQHLHOFF
‘ 22nd March 1887. ) Commissioners.
29 Do. | 29 | Tirumala Chetti | In this case the Cochin tenant is in possession of “land | Confirmed.
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s of . . . ) : e e AP PN NI PP
: Ly Boundary Disputes between British and Cochin territories—cont. : P : - : :
BE T ) L . Bettlement by the Commissioners of Boundary Disputes between British and Cochin territories—oon?.
E Amam. | 2 .\'ame:of . ¢ | Orders i’;ssed by . - ] 3 : : . . : . '
8 . = Disput ) - .. the British 0 : . ) Orders passed b ~ !
; g‘ putants, I?ecmon. Government and Co B A Na P the I‘S):itis‘h v
a approved of by the Lo £ | Ameam. ‘5 Dis mf; ° : Decision. overnment and .
30 | Pala- Cochin Guvernment. ‘ § A putants. approved of by the
- 30 | Nagan (British | T N P = Cochin Government. *
EE:onr“ ‘suh}ect). . p:h::‘gldt‘;g ?"}:id'hb{ tri: Commimioners of 1815 is a | Nonfirmed. . . T '
- tiﬁ:thun' {Co- | British teuant. ’fha litw;e: ”"il“dcd i s fence by a 39 | Kodu- | 39 ) K. Ranvaran The dispute in this case is regarding the bund which runs | Confirmed,
subject). may run along his fence “:1“]‘ st that the boundary : vayur Nair (British © | al-ng the side of a tank. o have demurcated the boun- . -
. his. possesoion fonce. ¢ have sanctivned this as o —cont. subject). dary slong the top of the bund leaving the bund common .
. enco of about 18 um 1‘5Pu'-ed and there is only a differ- Venkitta Raman | to both. ’ a
: fence. & couple of yurds butween the tree and the - (Cochin  sub- ‘ .
ject). Camp Koduvayur, (Signed) G. W. DANCE,
Camp Pal i i
. 22ndpM 8 :‘l:hu'nl’ (Signed) G. W. DANCE, sth May 1587. { » ) 4.0 KOHLHOFF, X
wrch1887.  ( , ) J.C. KOULHOFF, ' Cominissioners.
31| Do. |31 }Ramaswami = |'This disputei " . Commissionurs. : : 40 | Do. 40| Kadar Rowthan | According to the account of the Commissioners of 1816 the | Confirmed. ‘
Patter (British { both ('ioven";l'ﬂzﬂr ing a field which pays assecssment to Confirmed ; and three others disputed lands are in Cochin ferritory, but they are ad-
subject). sioners of ln‘:“!&. From the accounts of the Conmis- - : (British  sub- | mittedly in British possession and ass csamnent i8 collected :
Cochin tarri‘t 3, it appenrs that the disputed portion is in g jects). by the British (overpment; 80 Wo have included the dis-
. accordingly ory and we have demurcuted the boundary . ; : Cochin Sirkar. puted portioa within the British boundary.
: (Signel) G. W. DANCE . : ‘ C Koduvayur, Signed) G. W \I'
c . (Signed) G. . DANCE, . K amp Koduvay (Signed) . W. DANCE
22argpm'l"ulnt}m!h, ( , ) 9. C.KOULHOFF . : 5th May 1887. ’ ( » ) d.C KOHLH(),FF,
32 | Pern- |32 | M. Chamu (Brit- | A ndd ot Commissioners. ! : ' : . Commissioners.
vemba. P . e y field i H 1 d . . . :
ish subject). ogzials have ;isn:be -"}x:i]ect of disputa, Put the Cochin | confirmed. , 41| Do. |41 {Kadersa (British | The dispute in ¢hia case is regarding the posscasion of a Confirmed. .
M.uhl\)x_l (Cochin | the field to be wizx\?z:lu‘,.:“ﬁ"-'?{gu claims and admitted i subject). charnnel. We have put stunes on both sides of the channel
ubject). demarcated the line aocording?v'h Loundary ; so we Lave . : . Paracat  Achnda | 80 as to leave it comuion to both parties.
) y. . ’ Meuon (Cochin
C::KPJEr\iVemba, (Signed) G. W. DAXCE, : . . V subject). Camp Koduvayur, (Bigned) G. W. DANCE, .
) ay 1887, (Y 3. KOULHOPF, ‘ "ot May 1887, ) J. 0. KQHLHOFF, -
33 Do. 33 | Veeranna Row- | The acconnt Commissivners. Commissioners.
= 1 . . ¢ .
than  (British | vague, ".i.z:l d?“’ Commissioners of 1812 aro somewhat | (voormed. . ! ~ 42 Do. 42 | Kanamkotil Phe accounts of the Commissioners of 1815 are in favor of Confirmed.
1 gubf“ct)‘ subject thon hleUtL'd lund is in possession of & Liritish ocprmed. - Kandu (British | tbe British claims and this corresponds with actual pos-
Eands . (Cochin | subject, w 1gh mosessment 38 pmid o Cochin by s Cochin : subject). sossion ; 8o we have domareated the boundary ccordingly -
subjuct), '!}wljc;u;‘ﬁ“}o lls‘ h"'?"‘?l‘. nnt_ in possession, We have, 1 Velan (Cor.:hin b
c ) included this land within the British boundary. subject). Camp Koduvayur, (igned) G. W. D4 NCE,
amp BI‘ eruvemba, (Signed) G. W. DANCE _ _ ' P ay 1887.7  { »» ) J-C. KQHLLOFE, -
wl e : uy 1887. ( w ) 9-C.KOULHOFF, o . : Commissioners. :
34 | Ahamed Rowthan | The land in dispute i . . Commissioners. ’ 43{ Do. 43 | Chanm  (British The dispute in this case is regarding two paddy felds. 1t | Confirmed, 7
(British  sub- | assessment i pute is admittedly in Britizh possession and a ' . subject). is impussible to wgcertain from the accounts how the line
jeot). lahd iteolt is coliccted by the British Governwient and the Confirme Kandu  (Cochin should run and possession is doubtful ; so we have given
years avo n\:n:nebldhb); t_hi, Vh‘[;riﬁ,‘h Government some subject). one field to cach Btate. <.
b un escheat. Tho asccounts of the C C ’ . . , 3
T B s T o o ‘ anp Kot (S5 iOANTG
th nitted possession of the British, we have de : 6th May 1887, { o J. 0. KOHLHOFF, .
e land within the British lina. s e demurcated ; . e . Comraissioners.
Camp Pe 0 Q: . . - .
6mPMay"“1§§};bﬂ, (Signed) G. W. DANCE, : 4! no 44 | Chamn (British The di?u'oe is on which side of a small ridge the houndary Confirmed. - .
5] Do 5 . . ( 5 ) J.C. KOULHOFF, [ : * e subject). ghould be. W baverun the line slong the middle of the , ’
: “‘3}“‘]& a}'@ng\: The accounts of the Commissi _ Comnmissioners. : - | Ramaun  (Cochin ridge. _ : : .
enon iti . 3 Mmisst : bject). .
subject). ritish 3:0 C«;ﬁ-h.m claims and the d?s'iz;?do;):gi: ‘i’:"u'ln fuv(ir o | Coufirmed- _ subject) Camp Koduvayur (Signed). G- W. DANCE, .
memt Kan- Co~}:{ cisls on both sides to be in the mitted by ‘ 6tb May 1887 w ) 3G KQHLHOFF,
. donmi )jeet ; 80 we b y i A - - , Commissioners.
(oc;u “Menon ao?;tor‘d!:mucl;}wit; the C. 1}11“'8 demarcatod t&m;?::\odzx;fi: ¢ '
ochi - e Cochin clai : . ‘ . P
geﬂ), a  sub Comp Perovemba ! claimas. ‘ 15 ! Vada- | 46 | Kerupps Map- | Thisis a dispute regarding & very fine old ¢ Puvam tree.” | Conflrmed.
6th May 1857 i (Signed) G. W. DANCE, : padi (British We have demarcatod the boundary as requested by the .
Rodu 7. (% ) J. € KUHLHOFF, . : . vannur. mibject). British claimant, but we have left the iree common to - :
vayur 36 R:-mny}'a BC}\M- The portion in dispute i Oommiseioners ) :' ' szungm(ll h both patien ‘
- iar e iti o spute is very insignific - .- ) . “hetti ochin . . T
subiﬂct)s ritish ;,l)“:"."'*f‘ of tho Commiuuiuugu ‘:{a ‘lgs':‘?‘?tm. d}lmm the | Confirmed. : sut;:joct) ( Camp Vol (Signod) P yV NG ’
Yenkitta Ramnan hit it ‘should be included within th ‘bm_;m A4 appear . ! i May 1887. () 3G KOHLHOFF,
Chetti (Coehin and we have demareated accordingly ° hin boundsy ! * : ‘ Comuuasionora.
subject). .} Camp Kod . : i ! . . . : .
ject) 5 thpMny I“B?ZYU' ' (Signed) G. W. DANCE, : * 48| Do. 46 | Rarupps  Man- This is & dispute regarding & fank. We have run the line | Confirmed.
v . - ( ) J.C.KOHLUOFF, ; nadi (British straight ncross the middle of it, leaving it common to .
Do. 37 K:‘:m.‘r Bankaran | This dispute is most insignifi Commissiuners. : : Ii::lbje‘it)' (C | both perLes: . "
Nair  (Briti ! most insignificant. W ; ma lyer (Lo- o . : :
lubject)f ritish | dury in aecordance Wilintbz%:fchix‘l“:n}:: @ run the boun: Confirmed. : ‘ chin gubject). Camp ;[adavfmmu‘, ’ (ngned)) J(‘} ’ C‘v K]()‘lﬁgl%FF
Anandansrayana . . ' 6th May 1587. TR B e
Iver (Cochin ng:)p\ﬁ;];;gé.ur' zﬁign ol) G.W.DANCE, .- : - ' Commissioners. {
":‘hl‘l“)- ) s »w ) J.C. KOHLHOFF, ’ ! . 47| .Do. 47 ) Rama Iyer (Brit- | This is & dispute regarding the possession of a path, We | Confirmed.
.Do. ag | British State .. | The boundary b . Commissioners. Eg \ \ Bish subjeet). have put stones on both sides o as to loave it commonto| - - .
Cochin iy ere is not di . . : amandi Meno Yolh. . : ' .
. ee| certuin lands on which nlth‘:)).'.“od at all, but there are The boundary is con= {Cochin :ubr-l Omonh Vadavannar, (Signed) G. W, DANCE, '
; ed t .aony ' ugh the assessunent is cull xt- - j 5 ’
by Cochin, it is paid i b (3 ~ firmed.  Theasxes : jeet). . 6oh May 1887. ( y J.C. KOHLIIOFF,
: have demarcated § id to the British Government. We | ment on the lsnds Y : " Commissioners
. < dvcision will n:t :lww\:»un«h? an it iaat present. Our | in question, amount~ i ) 7 . )
reuarding the nymentm? affuct existing srrangementa | ing to Ks. 68-13-8 3 48 { Do. 48 | Vengannat Valis | This is & dispute regarding the possession of & paddy field | Confirmed. *
tion of civil an Lrimin.dﬁ assossmoent or the aduwinistra- | per suhum, will be g Amimnn .(British | and psmambs. We cunnot uscertain from the accounts .
. justice. vdded to the pesh- Lo subject). S fthe lino should rum, but tho fnld appears, fram -
‘ Camp Koduvayur S B cush  payable b{ t Nara: ana Menon inquiries wmade vt both paciivs, to be in the possession of ' .
bth May 185 » z ‘lgned) G. W.DANCE, Cochin to the Britis H (pochm subs{ & _Uochixr tenrnt ; so we have demarcated in accordance . *
" . » ) J.C. Kol LUOFP, Goverpment,and the s . 1 ject). with the Cochin claima. .
: Cotnnissioners. | civil and eriminal L% . ) s : : .
{'uriulivtion over the C) : - Camp Vadavannur, (Signed) G. W. DANCH, .
o will vest in the o { 6th May 1887. { » ) J. G, 'KOHLE!OFF,
Cochin Stats, t0 y ! ! Commissioners.
-~ which the land Las b S : L
Loon assigned. P . -
s . e : ie . -
t i
. z ‘
. *
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astounded at the rudacity of the

. ~
* - .
, - . r— ;
8 5 - . N s : v ’ '
: TH NovEMBER 18¢ v ’ Riaaaass " '
] 1890, No. 881, RevesvE. N e A ———— T
- . ; ~ v N
et OIS ! N
Settlement by the Commissioners of B . . K ’ ~ St Novuuee 1800, No. 881, REVENTE. )
. d oundary Disputes between British and Co~chin territorias—esnt. | ‘ T —
N - o . ‘ i Bettle o . . . 0
L. 2 , N I ! ment by the Commissioners of Boundary Disputes Letween British and Coclin territories—cont.
£ ‘Amsam. | 3 v)_-amcs of X Ordurs pareed by ; fEr e .
z, ieputants . gl the Lritisn ‘ S T = - e
E . E a . Decision, ] Government and N S “ B} Orders passed by
. } ‘pprp\'wd of by the . i ,a: | Amsam. § .\:am(-s of . . the Bl‘ltlﬂh
49 ! Vada ols .h 41 Cochin (;O\vaml‘nt. i i g Z Dlspu!auts. Decision. (:overn‘ime;)g’a;;g
. g | Serhan  Patter { We ar . —r— - : “ a approved of by 18
v‘:}‘;‘(lf (Britih  sub- i: a;ﬁlel:tlooyg(;)?wlda who is entitled to the field, but it ’ Cunfirn-ed. l N a Cocin Gorormm
—cont. Fect). . a8 ; eld, b v : .
Ject) 5 way the matter ia w’tt'l?dn makes littly diffurence which R 58 Chitlan-‘ 58 | Panikarkolamba |’ i ion i i i 3 i
L uraga | Wo havo run the Loand . . : gori b rikarkolambu | The land in question 18 admittedly in possession of Uochin: | Confirmed.
enon (Cochin | cliima undury 1n accordance with “ochi : ' wiween Kal. | and has been so for many yeas,  We have therefore, in- | -
b . the Cochin : am- - . Yy » )
subject). °. i o lalgpl‘l”l Nayar cluded it withinthe Cochin boundary a8 it is not clear from
) Comp Vaduvannur, Siened) G ‘ . and Cochin. Ward and Connor's field book how the line ought to run. -
b o, (Signed) G, W, DANCE : .
May 1887, ( » 7. ¢ K(;\}?[(.?l:!‘)?? : Cump v dakancher, (Sigued) G, W. DANCE, ’ i
50| Do |50 o o OHLUOER, o 251k August 1887, (. ) J. C. K(éllLi}OFF, 1
. . o dispute | ) ) ‘ omzissioners. _
run Slgn:li?u t}:,:(-:a :: :L,";};&!lws the boundary shou'd Confirmed. b9 | v a 1
pound. W mpound or threugh th . i adg-. i . T : 7
) pound. 3 tfeh;;:.”t."m the litt wlong the f‘.:;, ‘in :ccoz,.,:l- ! ka:- 59 Fll'lc;nZ;ml;umpar]a ht1 September 1885 ‘Achuthau Nuir, the Malavaram Karias- Confirmed. . 1
cxintence 1 itith claims, us it appears to huvo been i f cheri bee iy an of Poghakal Edom Kombi Achan, put in a complaint . . i
possessi or sume tiwe aud wu do not wish o boen 1t ! ey knliwm—n Porha- | before the Head Aswistant Magisirate of Malatar charging o
on, to disturdb . i m h‘il lj‘zl{r Kumi :he Cunsur\'ut}tl)r ;.f Cochin Forests and seven others with i
o 1 Achan I respu~8 on the Krumukayem and other places aileged to . . K
a?&g ‘;lﬂdavunmxr, (Signed) G. W o~ ! Corhin. belong 1o the Kdom and mischief by felling the trees 3
. ay 1857, Coe) s .C ,\Pl{,\ "F, . o . . . stinding thereom. Somn corrvespondence took place .
o o . C. KOHLIIOF F, l . hetween the Collector of Mulabar and the Residont of 3
51 0. 51 | Seshon  Patter L ) Commissioners. Cochin on the subjuct and the mutter was allowed to lie ) -
(British  sub This is & dicpute reg andi . over pending the decision of the Commissioners
. : - . g AR : : t s dec R
] ject). boundary line, We hA\'lenﬁgf: i';m which stands on_the Confirmed. . | {2) The Comwmissionirs have to-day inspected tho place .
) Rumundi Menon | . cominon to both partive. . i where the trecs wers felled und find that it _is indisput- ‘
{Cochin  sube Wl‘g Vadavannur, (Signed) G. W . ! ' ably within the Cochin teritory. In G.0., No. 81, duted -
ject). 6th May 1557, ( 14 ; J' gl\rzq}i\f‘h‘ . ; 2(fnh’J1§'\l’ﬂlﬂry 181-52, passed orf the report, No. 287 of 1850 P
" . 0. ) IUFP, : of Sir Wilham L.binson, who was then Heud Assistant ' : .
oo Cotmmissioners. o ‘ shggtmt;" of M;ldubu.r: tl‘ﬁ (}lover‘xi\mf'm; altered the . o
) 52 | Seshan ‘ - . ’ ) onndary line as ghown in Ward and Connor's map and kE
® (Brilish Pattlt: Thisinalso o dispute re d . re.inquished all claims to the trict of land now claimed !
su standing on the garding the posseasion of soma trecs Confirmed. : ) Ly Puzhiukal Edomn Komhi Achan and the Achan was E
. \’)eiﬂ. mon ws{m ht}u boundury line. We bave loft th ! : warned that * any encroschment or trespass on his part i
Sankumth  San th partics, . {t Lthew com- C PR would be punishu : : it . :
” . IR ) punisbuble hy the Malshar authorities.”” , :
:‘g;‘c‘:l Menon } Camp Vadavann . I ' (3) The boundary was arcordingly domarcated anew by the : ) Ca
\-otun sub- 6th May 14 nur, (Signed) G. W. DANCE ! representutives of both Goveraments from Vaniampara to b
jeut). . y 13857, (o) J.c kol HGFP‘ { Ponmala and the marks cut on the vocks to show the
) Com;niuiou:;n ) boupldary are stil.lhclca ly \‘fisi‘?le.b Th; trees ;ere felled
. { a mile or more to the west of this boundary &u in Cochin
3] Do. |6 K. Govinds | Ths is u dimpute egen - | boitory, s abown in houccompry g ik L
.uf?ﬁnt)w"“uh We have loft it mr:;g::;::r:g &&P"’“wnion of & channel. | Confirmed i 'x';:\doryou]:’ :'}l);l"r:“i*igﬂ o Liitinh wad ochin, sHEvEyHH
Ject). 0 partics. . ¢ 1) 1he il f e haks i Ac
3 A;‘:’:gn ( Cs‘;:{“ Cainp Vadavannur, Signed . . . . ( gccorr';pa‘:::d Ilg‘g-d‘;oyi‘,htﬁ:xlnigdtﬂ:t {(I:ﬂ:}eogﬁl;{: f(:'ﬁl;l) )
abio ochin 7th May 1547, Signe: } G. W. DPANCE, : 1o the west of this lins and states that the Achan entirely .
ject). n ') 4. C. KOHLHOFF, ! . ignores the line on the ground that be was not a party to
Commissicuers. ' the_decision. This _frivnlous.as«-qrtim'\. is entirely at
: variance with what 13 stated in Sir William Robinson's
: report from which it is clonr that the Achan was given
! § establishing his cluimne bufore the

The Commissivners are

54 Do. 54 | N. Komu Me
. non | This i i i
is is s dispute regarding & paddy fiell. W are nnalle Confirmed.
Achan in setting up such

(British  sul~- :
j»cg)_ i‘;:l‘&ﬂ;uu frum the accounts how tho line should run
Narnvana Bastri| appe s, from the inquirics made by us on the spot N . .
(Corbin  sub. hie‘oai::c]thgt it is in posscasivu of a Cochin .u).julct ‘w'o : ( :
Ject). uded it within the Cochin boundary. ? . a defence in defiance of the most stringont orders of Gov-
. C“‘."&‘;l'dfm\nur. (Signed) G. W. DANCE ' L , v i?fii;':?:’c,e ’2521’2";3;1{5311”;‘1;“52‘5?%3;23?‘,I"s;‘:"%ﬁ‘{;f,‘i
! ay 1887, {» ) J.C KL']1L|16FF : ’ _Rohinson’s roport a8 forming purt of tho tract claimed by
£5! Do Commissioners : > _ ’ the Achan which wae subscquently ordered to be handed
. | 83 Do. Thisi . : ‘ over to Cochin.
. . is is a dispute regardin . o The i ha Ach hi t shounld
i : R the poasession o | : (5) "Fhey cousider that tha Achan or his agent shonl be
1 “!"”u" by the Britirh adiguri .l:)"l:(i:.up‘mu' _lt Conmd. . : ;))rosecited eriminally for lodging a fuse complsint.  In
of Cochin; s0 we bave demarcated the bo lwwu . ] addition to this, hc has of cowrse rendered himself lisble
ingly, undary sccord- : ‘ 1o pxy heavy damuges in & Civil Court if the aggrieved
- : purtica ahould bring 2 suit against him for masliciously N
C Yad : Y e causing the dutention 0; thheir‘iogs, , e 4 "_ 110
amp vadavan H v . i . (6) The vukil and one of the Achan's agen ocline
7th May le}‘l.mr' {Slgm-d) G.W. :DA}‘CF" - "‘ accomprny the Commissirners to the boundary line on
‘ »w ) J4.C h({llngUfF, I the scora of fatigue, but they admitted its existence and -
56! Do |58 Do Commismioners. }* ! : ) they came as far a8 the fout of thoe m})g;:} near I*I‘,\Iuma-
: . ee  This is a disp H * . 1 . kavom, ulong which the line runs. One Lharman ayar :
is in nnm:t;orfﬁ:}t:‘,‘:j “‘,‘f“db“ ;“.“"-b The tank | Confirmed. : i : - O who was admittod by the vakil and the absentee -
tobe so. We bLave theru o Lund is ako adinitted ‘ . ' agent to be a competent agent for the Achan, waa sent to . .
with the Britirh d.im._er ore demarcated in soouriancs 5 accompany the Commissiulers to the boundary line.
‘ Camp Erumakayom, (Signed) G. W. DANCE,
23rd August 1887, () 4G KOHLHOFF, © .
- - Comimissionera. _ *

C".’“u}’&‘;'d%""nur. {Signod) G. W. DANCE
ith May 1887 ) J.C. KOHLHOFF *
”» L ) . < :
wwisalotert, : : L €0 ('J’P‘l)l:lu 60 . ueee The line nccording to Ward and Connor is in favor of | Confirmed
57 | Pallavor 57 ' Enthinvattath | The he 8 N X (So. 6 the Cochin claims, but the British claimaut is in pos- !
smsam. Nair  (British "o houndury follows the course of the river as fur as Confirmed. I TR in the session of the paddy fields in the eully. The poases- /
subject)  and 'l'l;: "l‘a?d' which is the subjoct of the prescut dispute. } ' ' sketch). : moad(){ tho jungle an both sidus of the gully 13 dis- ’
. Cockin, C“::m:‘.nxi.l _wan marked S disputed” by Ward and i : ’ . a:lp of g&cﬁa llmve Pl ak h:etlsmﬁh-;mft from 1le.
. #* Kodihurakad Rritish t is, however, admittedly in poasesion of 8 . " . . and th mala tos rock Mt b N ton the gully )
ritish teuant : 90 wo have i it o S i 1 on east to the last undisputed stone inclndin .
paramla.” lisuits. H o have included it withan the British i : . the paddy flelds in British territory and dividing th%
; "P_ o jungle between the Britigh and Cochin claimaunts.
Camp Vallangd S . ) i . ' Camp Chulanur, -(Signed) G W DANCE -
R Signed) (b w. DANCE, ) 3 [ : - 25th January }888. ! o
[ J6th August 1557, { w ) J.C.KUHLHOFF, r ’ - yiss L) gt K%%n[fg&“‘ ’
! . . 10D.ET8. "
‘: | ] | . . eT8 o
' ’ . ‘di

-*
.-
Corumiseroners.
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Sertlement b
y thﬂ) COmmiSSi
oners .
of Bcundary Disputes Letween British ard Cot Lin {enitnries-—f”'-

3 T LN ==z
‘g % S S T ——arasraaas e — o TR
A - 7. T nde e
g § D?‘ﬂmca of Qpders !""‘d vy
R )l i1sputunts, Deeisi ue bl
g z celsion. Govirnment and
-H'n,ml of by th2
81 | Chala- | 61 ‘ Comsin Guvernoents
nur K&f::::'gl FAutkil | f2 is impoesible ¢ ’ ' - — ‘
{No. n Achan piasible to asertain in wl marpei : '
in the5 on the British 2::::;:‘ is, as it is all Jow j"':r:-'*l;r,l':;”‘:n ”.‘”"l;‘?"!'d Confrmel: i
sketeh) ::f)ie and Kut-| ing h&;:"'hu‘-h tif either) of the p;niu l:nn.; d-‘ﬂn‘h“ ine E
. da Bekhamen| W A of possmaion. W AP |
"la . ¢ . 6 ¢ ) ; 2
(Z;a.lt. on the ru:rg .;ld Connar how the line o‘ix::;:lln::u: - ir'-m }
wchin sido, the di‘;:{r;zl‘::?'t-tmck whnh goes down ﬂ';con;; 'll::;
@ vg the cart-track cutnwon to both parues %
u! 3
. 25th S 1558 (Signed] 6. W. DANCE, '
ol 58, ( . ) 4. C. KOHLHOFF, }
n:ﬁ\- 62 | Bavan on the | Accord Con winiopers. ?
! Cuchin sid ccording to Ward and . ; i :
'!!z:tb:\ Kanjy va::g (‘Z,:,:l!;"n is in Cochin t--(:'t(it‘:::::m o fictd Lok the divjut 4} The '(}und’;:f‘(‘ﬁt’-‘-
sketch). ::l the “r‘"-irh K“n;:d:;]nn., inthis case ia btween the Piitich daimant :)::’ i".""' tfnl LI !
lid:i on eithur | of the ] ﬂ:;".“ who aas rte that Lo Lus ¢ btained 'wtmr: i """"‘m' e '
tide :!m Coe I:'p.h ':l:\i n (;jhpuh’ on hilnp‘ﬂ Jsane from the ’('ﬁrh\'n deereres “b!.in"“ ‘V)'
on Sickar is| one Havan .'l,.l wirted to be tho junmi of the tand, and lhcl"ﬂ”'h“wm“ b
Janmi, land direct fr s Iatter mancrts that e ha- thtained thie | Bunid Menvthe ‘
as-orta {hat ['MF m‘.’ Cochin Sikar, whiir Kanig Menon '”":'"d' o :
3 ehtnined de atan s his own tenant. Kunju Venen has W““d”“"'“hbm 1 {\
elnime lml‘J“T' frumw the British tourts sup ort.ng bis | and vkEs 4 }:‘ '
dier oe 0of \1~:~|tl"", hn:'-n. It in doubtful whether the coneelicd. o
was c.ﬂ.-nd‘) ritish Courta were e xeanited an ot qusitinn Land 0 ““"{".3"
afraid that ‘{w the Cochin ofticials  Kunja Minen in| baring ‘_,,‘“nrlﬂ .-
Cochin hin i!‘g )“ha dispatel tract is induded within the | wdiv Corhin W00 ﬁ
oluained u.»! s will Jose the advartuees whnh Le Las | oY »il ’uw‘:
1) The ax ndvr the decrres of the British Courts, canps in W“"d :
frum -l!uim""‘lll for the dispated trart Las toen culloctid | of Eu® be ’-‘“:; !
un by the Cechin tiovernment and b nsscses | i1 o L . !

nen
in tl:aflut;:,):; same teact, which stands in Bavan's name | Courts
Ther is 1o 4 l‘rmnnh, hus beens puid by Kunpn Mepon.
PV lz;l t that. acr ording ta Ward anl Counm’™®
The Cotami ho di-puted teact b8 within Coclien | mits
scvordan Tsmiimre (!li‘f‘"‘«WU tesolve 10 run the line n
Screre :’h'_'l!h ?_l'w ( oehin claims with & provies that the
e ivh Knnju Menon bas olmncd from Prish
Conrta'ue | connidered 1o be as bindieg on ke Cocdiin
e fllrﬂ. lfdllu{v had .’wn ;n;--l by the hitter and that
il Ihr’" 1sputia v‘hu Limay arae letwern KunjuMenn
TR “:m or tha, Lorkin Ha)jih mav le devided intre
whh :uuru. whirh have di-cidi-d all presious dujotes
o ";lv-‘t‘t to this portion. The Beridotit of Travan- i
- and the (..,‘A‘Ldor of Malalar wilibe addresscd with s ,
jew 1o effe t Leing given L the aluve | raviss. (

e L S D et g
T AT e

Chulanur & . .
ag v {Kignat) G, W. DANCE,
20th Jununry 1838 (., ) 3C KOHLHOUFF,
€3 ; Chula. Cotntuismioterd
nur, 63 | Theralapuram | The Cochin 8 . . . 4
Krishna P ochin State claiins the portion in dispute on the gronnd Confirmed.
on the H;:h; :}:‘t the nulldh wentioned by Ward and tonncr as the
! wudeand C‘,q:," undary hat been Liverte .. Ag, however, 1the tract is
] o.| stuwitteily tn British poseesion and he becn o for many
youss, wo Laveincivded it within the Iiritieh Lsuts.
e Clulsnur, (Signei) G W. DANCE, I
20tk J‘hur’ {888, { ) 3. C. K”“l."”l"?.
¢! Do. e st i Commissioners.
(lat ] ) :,_:ld::im Pat- | This je marked an one Alspote Lot il eoneists really of lour Cm-ﬁmm’-
two'! on th davan i dutineg disputes. The first two disputes were between | .
die  #idn . Br.m’hi Euhtmrayan Paiter and Juvan on the Rritich side and |
*and Endi ! Enid : ‘he partics dd not know §
'oul- on the Cocki i on the side of Cochin. The |
ead aide Cokia 1\"mit onn boundarice; s wo 10 the lino scc rding to
3rd | Waval .. “ard and Connor. . L coufirmed-
d:. .\:;a:;]'ch Nair The third l“';':‘l:ui- disputed beteeen the ].“"],p"’. Nair I Couflime
pute  side e Britiah | and the Cabin Lovermpont. We have prveett the Kavslas :
Con hi‘m‘i the | para Nair i) that he clauan 12 Lo in prmscanan of esorpt ?
et B Goverg. ] ©ne emall paramle e hich apjears o be 10 jrscssloD uis
3 - Cow hitys tenant e onfirmed-
d:l. 'X.l.m RBritish Gove | The ""'lﬂh‘:x‘x‘:;‘u!» (s betwen tho Fritish '(.owr{lmﬂ\t and | Confit
e rmawnt  and| the Tiruvalntale Dersmio. " L Jatter e admittely the
- tute the Tiruvale.| Jarmi of the lands i repute »bith ATt T bave vin
! :l::;h Devamem | taxed by both Governmentd. Vo have e Juded phos 16
o, o Cokin | Corhin s the janmas 8 with that Nu‘:’« <P ST
Chulannr, (53&'"“‘) S’- :? '};?n“l‘l.lh.'ﬁf'. :
2%th January 1558, ( » ) L Cuwmi'im'""' ',
851 Do Confitmed- 7
€3 e ace- | Confiee
H ceve Tha portion ia disputo Tas 1een ‘:}"g:‘.';:":‘ ": ‘?:;::1 10 4
sion of Corhin for many years 80° 0 luded it ju Lochin i.,
the Cwbin umummrl\‘i w wo have e i
torritory. . B
N \v. DANCE, ;
Chulana?, ("‘Fn‘d) ?.C. KUHLUUF?- '
281h January 1888, { » ) (_,‘ummll-‘om’”‘ i ‘\.
—m— ez 4,__:._;;:.:-”'—';"’——-'— : v
e — e ez (T i v
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undary Disputes botween Dritish and Cochin territories—cont.
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: Qrder8 pugsfrd by

LT NOVEMDER 1890,

P
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. Sattlement by the Cummissioners of Bo

= A
B
S .

£ \ . N ¢ ‘ e B Us N
2 |Anms 2 & mes & ;181 0N, o Government an

g - & Disputants- Decion : approved of by the

'Z é “Cochin yovernment.
B J

e

nore
prt.ola:
{No. 2
in the
sketch).

ufirmed. .
Achan on the land. We have domureated neeording to posscssibn up to
Cuchin. \
tics nppented to pequiesce in this line until we 1t ache

66 | Kanna- | 66 | Kothanath than- Arscxement has beenl collucted by the Britich for the parum- | Co
nove gaTan Nair on| bason the west and east of the tank, but the hoase and
patte- | -] the Lritish side | garden appedr 16 be in the possession of Cochin. Wehuve
ia. and Cochiu Bir- included the tank and the eastern paramba in British
Kar. territory and the western paramba and the house and
garden in Cochin.
. (Signed) G. Ww. DANCE,
. 30th Junuary 1888. () 9 C. EOULBUFF, "
. . Commis-ivners.
67 | Kanna- | 67 Thekkillath The first portion of the disputed tract consists of cultivated Confirmed.
British sidv and the foot of the Chendacal Hill. We then ran the Jine np
to the rulge fullowing the line of the watershed and the
AT
}: piave where two T dgesTUR went and south weeling agan
at Chendapara. The British jaomi cuimed the ridge
i going west as the uoundary, while the Cuchin Govern-
went, claimed the conthern ridge. 'The lutter forms 8
natural boundary and 1he witershed is distinetly market,
which i not the case with the form.er. Apart frem 1his,
the Corhin Government is in possession of the patdy
fiells hingin the vulley on the eaxtern xide of the ridge
. claimed by tho Briti-h janmi which we think i8 guflicient
4, ¢h w that the British claimant cannot be in porsession
of the western ri'go. We huve, therefore, Tun the line
up the gouthmn ridge to Chendapars. Our decision will
of courss in DO WAY aff.ct the rights of the parties to
establish their claine in 4 Civil Qourt.

J. C. KOHLHOFF,

- (Yigned G. W, DANCE,
. lst February 1858, ( » ;
Commissioners.
66 | Ranna- | 68 | Pudaket downgam | ‘The first portion of the third dispute in Kannanore pattols Confirmed.
n-re on the British| i contested hetween ihe Pudukot devassm onl the British
pattola wmide and Vada- gide and 1he Vad«kanuth devasam on the Cochin sido.
kanath devasam | Lhe disputed tract is admittedly in British possession and

British line. The aullxh which forms the boundary along

(srd
i on the Cochin the assessment for the whole portion is paid to the British
the greater extent is left common 10 both parties.
Pulikode, (Signed) 3. W DAXCE,

dig-
pute). side. Government and & smail portion pays ansessment  to
Cochin. We have ineluded the disputed tract within the
y J3.0. EOHLHOFF,
Commissioners.

3:d February 1888. ( »

This dirpute, though marked in the sketch as one, consists

69 | Modula- Kolangod Nam-

mads. hidi ~on the | really of three diffcrent disputes.
¢ Coimba-

Tha first of these extends from the trijanction o

British side and
hin and Malabar 10 & rock beanng the mark of

Gochin Sirkar. | tore Cudl ;
£ 1815, called Cavaram Todu Muthe-

the Commissioners &

YOPATA. -
€9 Tht? British claimant (the Kolangnd-Numhidi) eontends Confirmed.

nction is not ab yaullina Todu, but

first of s} thay the triju ;
i ihe west of it. This cuptention

: at a place 14 miles to i
has heen found to be unfounded, becauso, it a measure-
ment of 1) miles i {aken on the maD srapared by the .

’ Commissioners of 1815 from Vullian Todu, we arrive at .
a pluce to the west of Cavaram Todu, wt'xcrcae.Cavaram
Todu i admitted to be Lo the west of the trijnnction stune.
There appears therefore to be 1O renson to doubt thut the

) : ‘ trijunction stone 18 at Vallian Todu. Following the .
bandy Uta Kanakku from here the line goes to t\:ie south« -
oes not

west as claimed by Cochin. = 1bis, however, ¢
aénord with the map prepared by the Commissiuners of
1815, in which the poundary Koes north-west. This
direction is also followed ae far a8 CAR he sacertained by
Ward aud Connor’s map. The (‘ommissioners have heen | -
anable to reconcile these diserepancies, ard they have
therefore resulved to run & line from the trijunction down
the middle of the disputed portion to the Navalam Tod1
tank which is in Puitish possession. From the point .
where the line strikes the tank we have demareated Tound : ~
to th.: northern end of it, where it adjoins paddy fields in
g‘ossessum of Cochin so a8 to inc'nde it in British linits,

rom there we have run# line sonth-west to meet the .
road to Navalam Todu, which cuts the line claimed by
Cochin st right angles. This has the effect of dividing
the Brst portion of the dispute where posseesion is uncer-
tuin, fairly equnlly betwoen the two parties. From this
point we have iollo_wed the Cochin line which corresponds
with actun) possession and with the Bandy Otn I}n.nﬂ.kkn. -

1

(@)
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SV | 5tH Novexser 1890, No. 881, REVENUE. 3
Settlement by the Commissioners of Bound i T { o
— e undary Dieputes between Dritish and Cochin territories—cont il Joatt] - . " Ny -
g . ettlement by the Commissioners of Boundary Disputes between British and Cochin territories—con’.
. 4 T ol = .
]
£ | Amsam.| 2 Names of ) ’ Orders passed b * 3 i
g 2 | Dispuiants, Decisi the Eritish ¥ o it : . Orti%rs E:ls:g% by
= .2 on. Government und S lAm 2 Names of : . 8
a oy 2 sam.| & ) Decigion. Government and
pproved of by the g 2 | Dispatants. ved of by tha
Cochin Government. 2 A L - &}’3::1 :}ogem};nent
. 69 )[;il(ﬁx- (6‘)) K‘;ﬂangod Nam- | The line clsimed by th : . 2 X
a idi  on the € clalmed by the Biitish claimant is ic . S
—cont. British side and :;d ,: not in aceordance either with W;m;l :r::l]itucsrt,:lg“gsz . V)s:du- 71 | Nellikal  Edom | The Cochin Sirkar on the other hand base their claims on
Cochin  Sirkar pro{)luf.: ith the Bandy Uty Kanakku. The documeats i l‘:“". (¢)) KunjuAchanon | a map, known as Cuptain_Arthur's, which is alloged to
—cont. dlspm‘: m?(.}' :J]t‘nh parties do not throw much light on the i ) i_s; ; thg ltf}l;ltl:; side | bave been prepared specially to illustrato the decisions of .
decided i 1 («}r_cl.x‘uns to the disputed tract must be i - ;{l \ e hin | the Comimissioners of 1815. This map however has never
(29 . This diopute e,:t ", ;,;1 f(},w r% ; irkar—eont. l;g;m recolg’mﬁed as a vgthc:l gu:‘?:;xty by any of the British
%) ) ! s extenda from Cavaram Todn Muthere onfirmed. cers who have inquired in @ case. .
:0"’}\3}““!:‘1;’1‘:2,‘1" by ;};‘e (,";)mmissiqners of 1815 on ﬂ?: :):3 Contix " ‘) T:%g m%‘llte ﬁlt?g il o h:dﬁ:omlge o8 wttg?dka:hft‘:ﬁ:
consints of tory § 2 Hest portion of the disputed tract . ' : fai ut T 'ﬁmg: report l{‘)V 50, we unt X 1i
anything of xtilu I]'l-mﬁl?.o W ) have been upublc to muke . f:::sth:z)ylvi Wi :.(o ’g.ogf aég‘ ":’dbe(’o':,ggi awh:::
have ”":r'*fure d"“]l ¥ Otu Kunnukka at this point and we . i : two &t par% roc ’fwll}t we ¢ K i 4 the other
Thavalun, ivided the disputed tract in half as far us : :  streams unite, one fulling over the rock and ihe o
Avalampara.  From this puint we have cemarcated et i » falling in at ite base at the somth-castern corner of the
secording to possession along the T ; paddy fields which are in the possession of the Nellikal
where the jungle commenc-s again, ‘The boundupri(;s ¥ Edom Achan and which are bordered by the forest at the
({lvt‘:nl:cd by vach party are here ]‘nly'u fow yards apart. ; foot of Yellatumudi. - .
' have run a line along the middle . 1
ll'nt’ll t'lm' road to Kmt'upnd.-u: di:lrx‘;‘fu:a}::idnl:p:l::!;::?r(n: g T’u]g}]at,' (Bigned) G. W. NANCE,
where it iy cut, by the Nanny Otu raad, where the lntter : 17th April 1889. € J. C. KOHLI?O.FF’
t::h]:”;'“d“lm:d as the boundary snd left cummon to , : - Commiasioners.
69 This dispate, whi : i2{ Do. .. 72 NellikalFd P ised i
pute, which extends from the Nagarepadom marked Confirmed. . ellikal Edomand | Procerpixes of the Commissioners appointed to demarcate | Confirmed.
{e) Tock to Kattupadom is regarding which ui(}e ufn;.hu roud K({;hakal Edom | the boundary botween Cochin and tho Palghat taluk.
the bonndary should run., We have run the boundary ) R('tf“l? .OJ‘ "bs ' ot
alung the existio g voad, leaving it conwon to-both parties. . tl':e 'éou'ﬁnf;ﬂ- -
Camp Kyrati, (vigned) G. W. DANCE,’ : kar. . { Rend notices issucd to the Pozhakal Edom and Nellikal
23th August 1853, ( » ) J.C. KEOHLHOFF, ! Edom Achans directing them to meet the Commissionors
. Commissic ROrs. i+ : on the boundary betweer. Vaniampara and Vellutumudi
70 Vatte- { = | Kol ) ) : . and to represent their claimas if they had any.
khad, 0 b d‘lﬂtﬂd Nam- | The British line runs alomg the band of the ficld whereas Confirmed. . . {Read also statement put in by Vukil P. R. Venkitachala | | 3
Beits hou the | the Cochin enimant wants to run ita fow vards to the : ‘ Iyer on behalf of the Pozhukal Edom Achan,
and 1‘; !"}0 east of the bund through the paddy ficlds. He states that . »n Seen also skgtch of the cluims of the Nellikal E'dom and
Sk e Cochin the Briti-h tenant has made un encronchment by adding K Pozhakfxl Edom Achans as compared with Ward and
rkar. s chanm 1, the property of the Cochin tenant, to his paddy ; _ Connor’s line. )
field. The di~pu‘e is of 8 ¢ivil nature and a8 the fiead g R ‘
is admittediy in the ponsession of the British tenant we ’ o
hase demareated in seeordance with the British claims, 1 . The Pozhakal Edom Achan’s vakil admits that the line cut
leaving the Cochin tenunt to make out his case ina Civil . by the Achan and cluimed as his boundary is wholly
Court, » ‘ incorrect and he bas put-in a statement claiming a new
(Signed) G. W. DANCE. . P . line in accordance with his grandavari.
Camp Kyrati, - ( y J.cC. KOHLIIOFF, S L. (2) The Commissioners note that this granda‘va.ri does not . . "
281h Aot 15;8 ” Comimissioners. ) . appear to hsve bcen'prodl‘xced before the Commissioners ‘ E )
8 . } of 1815. The Pozhakal Edom Achan was then unable .
P o ' . to offer any evidence except of the vaguest description .
Vada. Nellikal Fdo . . . C in support of his clvims. The authenticity of the granda-
kan. 1 "Kun :u A-f‘lm This, though marked as one dixpute, consisis of three . vari now produced is, therefore, open to doubt. It is| | .
cheri. on the It chan } scparate ones. . ’ furthor impossible to identify in the map any of the places -
beriaid dntmh . i shown as forming the Achan’s southern boundary.
Cochi nd the ~ R (3) To support his grandavari the Achan produces one or
N ochin Sirkar, . B _{ two ocadjan leases purporiing to huve been granted to
i1 ceee This dispute is regarding the possession of Pannikunpu. | Confirned. ’ ' contractors -to fell timber in the forests to the south of : ¢ .
(a) The Lochin lino runs for the first part in  fantastic . . the boundary as shown in Ward and Ccnnor’s map :
manner to the foot of the north-eusturn slope up which it . . between Ponmudi and Combencheri. . : .
oex to the top of the hill. From thera it fullows the Al (4) The gommwmoners doubt whether any timber was ever ) .
watershed to the undisputed boundary above the culti- 11 %“tu:: ordtihpse leasesmo;tt}:e ndﬁf ‘from g‘onmudx to o ) } -
vation. ‘Lhe British line followa Waid and Connor’s line ‘ ! isibll:amf‘(ln :}: soAstﬁo;p' coxlxt w?:: tonve eon g“dly
to Ayyappan Theravu, from wheuce it skirts 1he Pauni- A 333, it into Bri:ish 'ien{x}(:wy. ractors oomvey mber
kunnu hill till it joins the undirputed boundary on the ek (5) Ward and Connor’s line from Ponmudi to Vellatu-
southern slope. . . R I mudi eppears to have corresponded with that settled . .
“? have udopted the British line as far ns Ayvappan K by the Commissioners of 1815 and no dispute has ever .
Therava which corresponds with Ward and Connor's mep. N v |- . . hitherto arisen regarding it. The tract claimed by the
From thers wo have drawn a line to the top of Panm- . . Achan is further admittedly in the possession of Cochin. .
kunnu and from thenco have adopred thae watershed which g . (6) Under these circumstances, the Commigsioners see no
is the line clnimed by Cochin and the more uutural bound- * o ' . reason to depart from the boundary as shown in Ward
ary. Nunn Putter, tha Cochin clumant, ohjects to the 31 . and Connor's map from Ponmudi togombencheri. .
first part of the decivion and the Nellikul Edom Achen. A (7) As regards the Nellikal Edom Achun he has not sent f :
the British claimaut, to the sacond part. We have decided Y . any one to represent his claims up to date. 'The Com. : : . ' .
tho dispute on the * give-and-tuke'* principle, posscssion . missioners therefore presume that he has withdrawn his C
being uncertain, and if the claimanta on either side are 3 claims, if he bad any, and direct that Ward and Connor's
dissatistied, they can estublish their rights in a Civil ) S : line from Combencheri to, Vellatumudi be followed as the
Court. . 3 : boundary. This bmmda_ry has always been accepted and
- ores From Pannikannu we have demarcated according to posces- | Confirmed. AL appears to correspond with that getiled by the Commis. i
4 . sion down to the Moottath river leaving the trees on the 1 ' sioners of 1815. The forests to the south of it are also .
boundary common to both partics. il admiticdly in the possession of Cochin and no dispute ' )
The bourdury then follows the river which we have left i Tegarding 1t has hitherto arise. e i S
common until ite junction with the Olipara Todu, where e 8 2 o}t,nmxsalo_nerq note that the line from Vaniam- ’ !
the third dispute ecommences. RE - .Il)z?uar ls«;:;mx}lldx aid down in G.O., No. 91 of 26th :
71 . It is admitted on both sides that tho Olipara Toda is the | Confirmed. B o Ponmuc{i 'Tl'z a8 only been domarcated to the foot of
(0 boundary, but the British cluimant asserts that the Olijura 1 . the top from eyl; therofore, direct that it be continued to
Todu is the castern streamlut, whereas the Cochin Govern- | * . 3 . followe% whence Ward and Connor’s line will be
!\1{63;, sy tl}mt it is thc“."wmrtnn one. Mr, (afterwurds Sir ; . ’
‘illiam) Robinson, Mr, Buick, Mr. Sowcll, and Mr. : ‘ j ’
Brodie bave virited this dispute and reported on it at «‘ C;:‘hp%?]fgggty’ (Signed) G. W. DANCE,
intervals during the last forty years, Mr. Robinson's “h ’ ) ( » ) J.C. EOHLHOFF,
repart, which is the only one which is not ez parts, is in | : Commissioners,
favor of the eastern streamlet. R ! '
——
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Settloment by the Commissioners of Boundary Disputes between British and Cochin territories—cont.

Orders passed by
Names of ) the British
Diéputﬂnm. : DECiSiOn. Govemmefn; ung
approved of by the
Cuchin Government.

§

Amsam,

Number.
Dispute No,

-
(2]

"Kapna- 3 Y s ds
uorena K;::::&?B:;i:: Tzl:llzrgn;pute tel::teuds Irt(,)m Cheriantodu to the palanquin ‘ Confirmed.
pattola. ish side and the | pear evarfi::mp:r l;ot.k y the sids of the ‘Lrichore road
Cochin Sirkar. ) ’
(2) At the southern extremity, the claim of the Kannambra
Nayar, who is tho British janmi, extends to the ridge of
the hill known as Tirumant or Komblamals. This hill is
showa as the wostern boundary of & tract of land for
. which the Cochin Sirkar sued the Kannambra Nuyar in
QHgmal Suit 71 of 1864 inv the Principal padder Amin’s
- | Court, Calicut. This suit was dizmissed 88 the value of )
the plaint exceeded the jurisdiction of the court. A second
suit, No. 83 of 1567, was brought which was also given
in the Nayar's favor and confi,med by 1he High Court on
appeal. . ‘I'be Nayar's right to this hill has therefore been
eonclusively established and the fact that the Cochin
Birkar nccepted the jurisdiction of the British Courts in
! the above suits acts as an estoppel tu their present claim,
. which would include this hill within Cochin territory. -

(3) Attached to Tirumani is & spur, known as ¢ Varot
Kunna.” Here &n olephant belonging to the Kunnam-
bra Nuyar was scized in 1347 on the grouud that it wus
dragiing timber in the Cochin torritory. The elephant
was, bowever, rostored on Lhe representation of the Col-
lector of Malabar and this act is contended by the Neysar
to have amounted to an admission of the British clalms.

(1) At the foot of the northern slope of Varot Kunnu isa
tract of paddy Jand stretching from west t0 oust which
pays assessment to Cochin. This truct was given on
cowle to the Kannambra Nayar's tenants in 1844 by the
Coliector of Malubar, but was subsegqently encroached

u y < ikhum Devasam in whose possca-
o e o the eas d north of these ficlds, R

sion it now is. To the east an l
tbe Kannnmbr Nayur claims possession of the whole
tiact adwmitted by the Cochin Birkar to bein British terri-
tory in their plaint in Original Suit No. 71 of 1804 above

meutioned.
{5) For the remmainder of the tract in dispute the Kapnam-
st been in the habit of

bra Nayar has for many ycars pu A
grantiog lcases to culloct forest produce and to fgll tiwber.
"The Kannambra Nayar's posession of the portion which
is covered with forest has been thus ua&e{wd, but there
aze sovoral tracts of paddy land in gullics which pny
rasessment to Cochin und which are in the possession v
the Kudalmauikham levasam although the woody slopes
by which they are f1inged sre alleged by the Nayar to be
in his possusalon.
(8) The British Comumisaioner is of -opinion that there 18
strong evidence in support of the whole uf the hayars
idering that the dispute has been of long

claim but, consi
standing and if not nuw definitely scttled may be further
e hus resvlved to accede

protracted for a number of years, ed

1o the compromise which the Cochin Commissioner bas
been empowered to offer by the Dowan of Cuchin, whick,
while it docides the turritonal dispute on the * give-and-
take** principls, is not prejudicial to the intervsts of the
Dritish claimant,

(7) In accordance with this compromise the Commissioners
have resolved to run the lino in accordance with the
Cochin claim (with the exception that the lands marked
in the eketch of Yankolambu, Pottakollam, and I.{okyko-
lambu which pay asscssment to the Britwsh are included .
in British ternitory) from Cheriantodu to where it meets
the tract of land included in the decres in Unginal duit
No. 71 of 14864 above mentionvd. ‘T'he line will then run
round the above tract in accordunce with the messures
nentsin thedecree, Frum the south-westorn limit of the

tract the hne will atrike the north-vastern corner of the

diy fiolds known as Choondapadoin which pay nsscas-

- ment to Cochin, The boundary will now follow the Line

A of cultivution including the y dy tiolds in Cochin terri-

tory to tho south-vasteen corner frowmn which it will run in

'3 :Eirect line to the south-easturn corner of the southern

fork of the Varot paddy flclds. Tho boundary will then

{ fullow the line of cultivation until it strikes tho line

clnimed by the fKannambra Nayar which will then be
adopted to the palsnquin marked on the rock near Vuunism-

- para. )

(8) So much fur the torritorial boundary. In sccordance ’
with the compromise above alluded” to, the Cochin

Commissioner has been authorised by the Dewan to offor

the following terms to_the Kannambra Nayar:—
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* Settlemont by the Commissioners of Boundary Disputesetween Dritish and Cochin terriéoriegs-—co'nt. _

Orders lgyatssed by
- the British
Government and
approved of by the
Cochin Government.

74 | Modula 74
mada.

S 43K
': - z N . . .
< 3
Amsam. | o ‘ames of R o
'g o 5. Disputants. T . De ion.
= A : l’ -
i
+
K:::: | K‘m:l am}&? BN-E - | (4) The Nayar's janmam jle to any portion of forest
pattola {sh o-ﬁ ed r;‘f» within' the line glaime by hito a3 shown in the map
—cont C .;:- earé. tho accompanying the decion, which has been included
: ochin  Birkar within Cochin torritor, will be recognised without

—aont.

Kolangod” Nam-
bidi on the
British gide and
the Cochin bir-
kaur. .

In order not tu disturb existing possession, we have resolv-

res:rict_ion by the Cochi. Sirkar provided only that,
aftervla years, the felag of teak and blackwood by
the Nayar will not bolermitted. For fifteen years
from the date of decisin the Nayar will be allowed
ur_lrestncted rights of felling teak and blackwood
without paying seignicage to the Cochin Sirkar.

(%) The Nayar shull be at libety to sue in the Cochia Civil
Couris for the rocoverjof the paddy lands included
by our decision within Cochin territory but which
are claimed by the Nasr. .

]

. J

" Talghat, (Signé) G. W. DANCE,
oth January 1882, ( ) J. C. KOHLHUFF,
{ Cowmmigsioners.

i

Decision regarding the boundary Jine between Cochin and
Palghat trom the last dauarcation stone in the low
country near Vala Kodikolum to Manjacooty.

At the fuot of the ghat tiere isa small portion of land
claimed by the Nambidi pver which the British tivil
Courts have exercised jurisdiction but which is claimed
as the janman of the Cocin Birkar. The tenant, who
clasimed under the Cochin Birkar, is wnable to produce
a eingle document in support of his title,
Nambidi can prove by his documents that this piece of
Jand was leased out by him to the Cochin tenant and it
was from the Nambidi that the Cochin tenant first
obtained possession of the lund. Taking this into con-
sideration with tlie fact Vhat the Britisk Courts have
exercised jurisdiction over the disputed portion, we have
resolved to run the line . accordance with the British
cluims to the foot ofrtha ghat. From thence the bound-
ary will be run so a8 to jiin Ward and Connor's line at
the nearest puint from which Ward and Connor’s line
will be followed until it egcikes the Polyampura e-tate.
Ward snd Connor's h‘ne}: the boundary claimed by
Cochin, bus if this is stricty adhered to, & portivn of the
Polyampara, Chandra Mugq, Kotsungadi and Coombla-

codie estates, which have W&n granted out to planters by

vhe Cochin girkar, will be‘mcluded within British limits.

ed to demarcute round the estates including them within
Cochin territory until Ward and Conuor’s line is again
gtruck when the latter isadopted as the boundary up to
the .junction of the QOotakudal wnd Vittupura rivers
Wurd and Connor’s bounlary here is a most upcertain
and unsatisfactory one which has given rise to endless
disputes. 1t purports to run balf a mils to the east of
tbe Vitiupure river, but, a8 the distances in Ward
and Connor's field Look &re usually unreliable and there
is no means of defining the boundary except by continually
clearing it, constant complaints of trespusses are made on
both sides. lo return, therefore, for giving to Cochin
the portions of the coffes estaten which, if Ward and
Connor’s line be sirictly albered to, should be included in
British limits, we have resolved to run the line from the
junction of the Vittupurs and Ootakudsl streams along
the _Vittupum river to Manjacooty, thus including within
British territory the tract hitherto claimed by Cochin
extending half a mils to the east of the Vittupurs. -

_ Pughat, (Signed) G. W. DANCE,
17th April 1589. ( %, ) J.C. EOHLHOFF,
k . — ‘ Commissioners.

whereas the |.

Confirmed,

Exd. A. Aubert.

60 Copics.
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" Boundary disputes-

The ratification by the Government of Hix
Hichness the Rajah of Cochin of the decisions o
the Commissioners appointed to settle the —
Letween Palghat taluk and the Cochin State
communicated to the Commissioners of Lanc
Revenne and -the Superintendent of Revenuo
Survey ; and the decisions of the Commissioners,
ordered to be published in threo successive issues
of the Fort St. George and Malabar District

Gazettes. - .
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