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No. 233 or 1506, QB
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TREVOR CHICHELE-PLOWDEN,.Esq., C.8.I,

RESIDENT AT HYDERABAD,

To
Tot SECRETARY To THE GOVERNMENT or INDIA,

ForEIGN DEPARTMENT.

Dated IHyderabad Residency, the 21th August 1896,

SIR, . , : ) -

. I informed His Highness’ Government of the purport of your No. 461-I. """
of the 1st February 1896 on the subject of the disputed boundary on the river ' '
Godavati, and I now submit copy of the letter from His Highness’ Minister cited
‘ ' ' in the margin,* with its enclosures, which com-
yy‘;,lgm?d};ilzg 3%11]; efsssi)sl?nnism’ No. prise a memorandum by Mr. Hormusji Vakil
| and opinions of Messrs. Pugh; Woodruffe, and Sir
Grifith Evans, the counsel whom Iis Highness’ Government have consulted.
You will observe that ‘what the Minister asks is that having regard to the pur-
_ port of these opinions and to the statement of the ITLyderabad case as given in
the memorandum, *the Government of India may be respectfully requested to
be good cnough to reconsider the whole question of the disputed boundary.”

9, Sufficient opportunity has been given mie in the earlier stages of this
correspondence of plncir}g my views before the Government of India, aud I do not
- wisk to repeat arguments which have already been considered. Itis enough
_ _ (J to say bere that 1 respectfully adhere to the views expressed in my letters Nos. N
. . s 153 of 80th May and 255 of 4th September 1894 that the territory acquired ' -
N . I by the British Governm nt under the treaty of the 26th December 1860 extends
"y ‘ . up to the left marginof the deepstream of the rivers Godavari and Wairganga, - 'z
i and no further; that it does not include the deep stream itself or any part of |
‘ i +phe bed over which it flows, '

Lo s, At the same time T beg permission to point out that the argument
! : in my letter of the 4ih September 1891, whatever it may be worth, hasnot been )
L correctly reproduced in paragraph 3 of your No. 46S-I. of the 7th Tebruary - ¢
g 1895. I have not maintained that * the treaty of 1860 gave the British Govern-

/1 ' ment land on the left bank, but does not make the river itself the boundary.”

My argument was that although by article 9 of that treaty the Godavari and

[ " jts triLutaries may have become the boundary, it does mot follow from that
‘4, ! + Paragrph 2 of No. 255, dated 4th  circumstance that the Nizam has also ceded his
¢ ' Scptember 1894, rights in those waters. I wrotet: —
< B-862
‘ | ¢
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(2)

41 quite agree that it may be inferred from article 9 that in consequence of the treaty
the Godavari and its tributaries have become the boundary between British and Hyderabad
territory for a porsien of their course. Dut a mere agreement that certain rivers shall fOf‘m Y
boundary between two States does not, I conceive, involve that the State to which the rivers

adwittedly belong las thereby parted with its property in them. The rivers may form the
boundary without prejudice to the question of ownership,”

And the intention of paragraph 3 of the same letter was to draw attention

to the fact that the correspondence ard the accompanying maps which preceded *

the treaty of 1860 confirm the view that- there was no cession of any part of
the river, for they show not only that the territory to be ceded was confined to
the land on the left bank, but that the left bank of these rivers, aud not the:
rivers themselves, was to be the frontier. Later on in paragraph 6 I discussed
the meaning of which the expression “possessions oz the left bank ”” might be
- considered susceptible, and I said that I held to the opinion in my letter of the
30th May that the left bank extends up to the edge of the deep stream when
the river is at its lowest, but does not include the deep stream itself or any part
of the bed over which it flows. Messrs. Woodruffe and Evans have expressed
"a similar opinion; for they hold that the words * on the left bank *’ of the river
mean on the left side as opposed to the right side, and do not mean the high
bank on the left side. Your letter also holds that the “ practice of the locality
putting aside some special settlements (all of which, it may be observed, are
inconsistent with the present decision) has generally been to treat the lands up
to the left edge of the deep stream as British territory.” That is, local practice

shows that British territory extends up to, but not beyond, the left margin of
the déep stream.

4. The Minister attaches, of course, great importance'to the opinio ugf“{

‘the eminent counsel whose advice His Ilighness’ Government have soughe,
It will be noticed, however, that these 0pi:ﬁons do not refer to the corre«
. spondence of 1881 (paragraph 23 of Mr. Ilormusji’s memorandum and
exhibit L), to which the Government of India invited the particular attention
" of His Highness’ Government. I have dealt with this matter in my No. 236 of
17th August 1892 and in paragraph 6 of my letter of 80th May 1894, and T do¥,

-~ ot propose to discuss it further. Nor will it perhaps be expected that Ishould -

_ offer any observations upon the legal opinions enclosed, which accord generally ’
: with the views which I have ventured to urge upon the Government of India,
but which, I regret to say, have not found acceptance. No doubt the Govern=

ment of India will give those opinions the further consideration which His
Highness’ Government has asked that they should receive.

I have the hOI-l_ér to be,
. £ S

Your most obedient servant,

" TREVOR CHICHELE-PLOWDEN,

Resident.

T

No. 770, dated Hyderabad, the 21st July 1896. N h
The Nawab Sir Vikar-ul-Umra Bahadur, K.C.LE., llis Highness the Nizam's. Minister,
From—The Nawa
i bad.
__The Resident at Iydera A | ) .
Tof to my letter No. b8, dated the 16{h January 1898, regarling the Godavan
Kindly refer tom .

inti Y s on (his subject
Toreof 1 had intimated to you that the papers on
i i oraph 2 whereof
poundary dispute, 10 patas

inet Conneil, and as the case affectel an
1 i .t the members of the Cabine cil, ' ctel
were undet cu'cuhhoiltia:)r;m?g‘;g: 1]1031)16 to dixpose of 1tlunger m}{lowg '?1ll't~htfllgat;{ tr{;a tI(:l ﬁl‘.\/ei §woa\;
important treaty QUesIOiL & © oL was disposed of by the Couueil, Sines ho L s
any deﬁné‘f, eply Iligtnlflwrti{ﬁengolleagues and myself in Couneil, and they came unanimously to
constdered by my

S g i i o + lnent b h )'lld b ( il'el/‘ (LR to I)rep'\,re %
‘(le(i. ‘.()I[ ”l{lt} lhe ]JE 3;1 AdVlser t!(’ UlS kilal\u-“ss (;ovenl SN e ‘ t l

i i d that at the same time he
i iats and questions involved, and that
complete case 1'001101111:% 1?11; ghx:np(f;inisoii]bu% should a(llsobobtlaim the1 101)1?\'1.0';I?b(;issg?wtﬁgu‘é?&iulft
should not 0% "0 ¢ Adviser did, and the llonorable &ie of ! abine
eminen o tl}ereon.t. r{‘w-hlSh:Fde (;[1‘1?‘5?113 2()1‘1711Sday of July instant haviog fully cousidered the case
Couneil at its meeting

sion that to them the opinions expressed by
0 i 1y come to the eunclusion t . L
and opmk&?s ga,ve& :nﬁsﬁl:u;nyd Puagh appear to ?e quite (fﬂea‘r' 1un(«ll w?ghm:g; ﬁzgofnuogeﬁf:j\% .
Messrs, VWOORITS L) 40 inent counsel, who were furnished with the re) .
which 3 W(i“ b‘l3 Seeﬁ(fl;a;;;)e(s)% ir;;lncalihy, hav’e all given their opinivns 10 accos dance with the
ir also a . o e ) o
ib;lti;g:n I:;rged on bebalt (()lfl’fhs Hl% lxlzeofs tgl;) :;:]1 [::flllgcel; in theie joint opinion dxstu}ctly
: Tvans, tw J sel, 11 : s
Messrz. t.\v??r(xllli;;ﬂof? ti?: cession ’is the left edgo gﬁtﬁhe élow;ng. s(l;rc)egsrxilsfm:nzt“?tng glxl;:t v;:‘::
. gay (1) that tad Lere is pothing in article Y of the treaty Incoi:  Tiew,
time tlo 'u}‘m’:1 ;o{)ZjZecté] ifhti(:ﬁris mentioned as a buun.d:?.r)é x)ﬁfmyt bel$; gaégi021§};ﬁleolfoc‘:llxiiyp:le e
as & PASIEER mon ; (3) that they are not satislie atany p: ' localit 1'5 eratly
| ¥ I territory with the knowledy
may be beld 1 (f}onix to the left edge of the deep stream as British y e kuowle
i l Go i 2 Le sense thatland is taken
treating the Jands up ;. Lness’ Goverament is proved exceptin t 2t o
_or ncquicscence Ofdﬁjti%;e:l by the raiats to whom access 13 easiest ; and ‘(%) t;n;;t cgkcslzugsl“::,ﬂ
possessﬁion Qfd auwo(:;hl pot affect the sovereign rﬁg-hhs of IIltsh th‘;‘;la\l::aovemment i
tice, if Pro¥e a clearly expressed it as their opinion tna nent ol
the;e ‘l“esqonsﬁ?hez; h:;:t;iiilut%e b(Ie)cl of tha rivers naznt»toned n; thEeItfle_atg; %‘ﬁ;l}i}?fb“:&:
Highness the At i £ the territories cedel to {he Government of India efb watcr
b hat the liot . owi 7 My, Pagh has recorded a separate opinion, but .
taluks, and 1 . the flowing stream.” Dir, Fuga bas ls ) 10 ‘
left eide of the o i tly inconsistent with the grounds 0
clge 0n tho toct. - Ail theso views are apparently 10COm: o e
virtu&“y'to tlleetiaémégifgsnment of Tndia referred toin Mr. Tucker’s letter No. 284, date
the decision ©

© {%.2 February 1895.

i sith Tis ITighnes¢’ Government in
: eumstances T hope you will agree with His Iig X e
; Unit thtel?: (c;lésggafn?ﬁz of Indig n?ay be respectfully r‘equested to b2 good enough tov
thmk:i](i: 1‘;?10 whole question about the disputed boundary.
psider .

g wofor ith sent.
xeeo Ten printed copies of the case and opinions above referred to are herewith
’ en ‘ e
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OPINION OF COUNSET,

IN THE MATTER OF

‘The Godavery boundary dispute.

There is no question but that up to the time of the cession the territory
ceded-the territory on the opposite side of the river and also the whole of the river
were included in His Highness the Nizam’s Dominions.

The Agreement for the cession is formulated by Mr. Young Secretary to
the Government of India in his letter of the 5th September 1860 as follows :— (so
far as is material)  “ The unqualified control of all the possessions of His Highness
on the left banks of the Godavery and Wyne Gungah shall be delivered to the
British Government by His Highness” and “no obstruction will be caused in
crossing the Godavery and no sair-tax shall be collected in cases where the said
river is crossed.” It is I think clear that the territory then contemplated ‘as the
subject of the cession was territory on the left bank of the river only and that
provision was intended to be.made against the obstructing or taxing of the river
primarily against His Highness the Nizam and in favor of the British Government
in theview.that the river was to continue part of His Highness the Nizam’s
Dominions. - Of course that agreement might have been altered but there seems

-nothing to show or to suggest it, and coming to the Treaty itself which is dated
the 81st December 1860 we find the subject of the cession described in the self

.same words as “ all the possessions of His Highness on the left bank of the river .. .
" Godavery and” of the river “ Wyne Gungah.”

! their position in relation to the confluence of the rivers which, whether correct or
{ not, are immaterial there follows a ““videlicet” which prefaces an enumeration of

Taluks. Had these Tuluks up to this time included some lands on the right bank’f'
it would in my opinion have been impossible to maintain that thoselandson the -

right bank had passed to the British Government and in my opinion, it would have
been the same with . any islandsin the middle of the river. I do not think that the
enumeration of the Taluks could operate to pass anything beyond what was on the
Jeft bank. If thisis the true construction of Article 8 standing alone, does Article
9 provide for anything inconsistent with that construction ? I can see nothing of the
kind. The navigation of the Godavery and its tributaries it.is provided shall be
free so far as they form the boundary between the two States that isas I think it
means 8o far asone bank belongs to one State and the other bank to the other State.
The word boundary is shown in the First - Assistant’s letter of the 18th February
1895 Exhibit P, to be used in a variety of senses; and it is somctimes used to
denote the exact line of division, which does not generally appear upon the ground
- ab all, and sometimes to deuote a physical boundary natural or artifirial abpearinq
- apon the ground, it may be ariver or a ditch a fence or a wall or a row of boundary
.- pillars.  Inthe case of a physical boundary the exact line of division may fall just on
-one side or just on'the other or along the middle of the physical boundary. In any
- case the physical boundary is correctly described as the boundary. And which party
‘it belongs to or.whether it belongs half to one and half to the other js purely
~question of title. The rule that the exact line of division is to be taken along

~——.iddle of the physical boundary has in my opinion no application, where one

shows title to the physical boundary.

Then after some words describing:,

g
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OPINION OF COUNSET,

IN THE MATTER OF

‘The Godavery boundary dispute.

There is no question but that up to the time of the cession the terri.tory
ded-the territory on the opposite side of the river and also the whole of tho river

ce i N » 9 o 'a

were included in His Highness the Nizam’s Dominions,

The Agreement for the cession is formulated by Mr. Yf)png Secrfgt.ary to
Government of India in his letter of the 5th September :,1'860 as fOl.IO“S..——-(so |
e ; terial)  “The unqualified control of all the possessions of His Highness
Mfarixsli Iffttabauks of the Godavery and Wyne Gungah shall be delivered to the
On't' Z eGovernment: by His Highness ” and “no obstruction will be caused in
322:;:»- the Godavery and no sair-tax shall be cblI?cted in cases where thc'a said
ver is d.” It is I think clear that the territory then c.ontemp]ated as the
1‘1‘79." . crfosshe . ession was territory on the left bank of the river only and that
sub]?c't o 'ctended to be made against the obstructing or taxing of the river
PPPVIBI_‘;H w::inlsnt His Highuess the Nizam and in favor of the British Guverr'xment,
?:T;::l {i::v. that the r?ver was to continue part of His Highness t};]e Nizam’s
Dominions. - Of course that agreement might :13:;? be';xse ::;er:t(:el};uv:h ltc he,;: S(;:trsg
1 i ming to the
| nOthl;g :0 I;h:;:n(l))re:olst;lgog ivsz lgngnih:(;ubj:cb of the cession described in ﬂie ‘self
: :2213 Wsords zs “all the possessions of His Highness on the left bank of the river
o Godavery and” of the river “ Wyne Gungah.”

! not, are immaterial there follows a ¢ videliée.t ? which prefaces‘ an enum.emtion of;{':
' Taluks. Had these Tuluks up to this time mcluded. soma lands on the right bank!
it would in my opinion have been impossible to mam.tam that those lan
right bank had passed to the British G*ov.ernment and n m
been the same with . any islandsin the middle of the river.
enumeration of the Taluks could operate to pass anything b
left bank. If thisis the true construction of Article 8.stan
9 provide for anything inconsistent with that construction p
kind. The navigation of the Godavery and its tributaries it is provided shall be
free so far as they form the boundary between the two States that isas I think it
- means 80 far as one bank belongs to one State and the other bank to the other State,
The word boundary is shown in the First Assistant’s letter of the 18th February
1895 Exhibit P, to be used in g variety of semses; and it is sometimes used to
denote the exact line of division, which doesg not generally appear upon the ground
- ab all, and sometimes to deuote a physical boundary natural or artificial appearing
- upon the ground, it may be ariver ora ditch afence orawall or a row of boundar
.o pillars. Inthecaseofa physical boundary the exact line of division may fall just on
-one side or just on'the other op along the middle of the physical boundary,
- case the physical boundary is correctly described as the boundary. Apnq whi
'it belongs to or.whethep it - belo nd half to the other i

_question of tit]e. division is to be ta)k
tw—iddle of the phys o

shows title to the

dson the
¥ opinion, it would have
I do not think that the
eyond what was on the
ding alone, does Article
I can see nothing of the

In any
ch party
purely
a]ong
one

ngs half to one g
The rule that the exact line of
ical boundary has in

physical boundary,

Then gfter some words describing:
. their position in relation to the confluence of the rivers which, whether correct or .

~




Iam of opinion however

August 6th 1890 Exhibit V g substantia

2

Or cesses on the left bank.

eXtension of the left bank is British territory.

This brings me to the question of Joca]

and considered a]) the papers bearing

and in particular I have read all the ¢

bearing upon the

e

QUESTIONS.

1. Whatisthe fairconstruction, mean.

ing and interpretation of
Supplemental Treaty
c2mdar, 1859, aboye reforred to ? Dyeg
Couasel agree with His Highness’ Goy.
eromsnt that this article only cadad the
Possessions of that Government og the
left bank of the river and nothing in the
river or the heq of the river

Article 8 of the
of the 26th D,-

2. Does Article 9 of the
in any way affect, modify or aler the
meaning ‘of Article 8, and if so, in what

" respect? If it does not, does Counsel
% comeur in the vyiew taken by Hig
SHighness Government that this article

the Treaty reforrad to the Godavery

W its tributaries ag the boundary be-

20 the territories of the two Govern.

vidence takey by
question of the
atall, and in so far as it may to

. -

I therefore answer the questions put to me ag followg —

said Treaty

upon this point ag el

nt.

This
Pporting Mp, Clegg’s view
withit but i my opinion

g ep chaang] gtj]] less to the

ANSWERS,

1. T amof opinion that according to
the true construction of Article 8 of the
Treaty the possessions on the left bank
only of the river were ceded, and nothing
in the piver op bed of the river, but that
the land on the left bank might be in-

creased or diminished by the action of
the river,

2. I am of opinion that Article 9 in ng
way affects modifies op alters the mean.
ing of Article 8. Tam clearly of opinion ag
above explained that the reference to the
Godavery and itg tributaries in no way
altered, or affocted or was intended to
alter or affct the territorial rights of
either Government,

that Mr, Clegg’s contention in his letter of
lly correct and that auy accretion to or

practice and I have carefully read
l as the other point
Mr. Skinner. The evi-
Sovereign rights of the twa.
uch that question I do not -
It does not appear that
8o of still less that ¢ acquiesced in an Y

ay title or that the Taluks

t

1

s

Shy

e ( K

Ayl
. '/‘l' l/

y el
. .

3 / r, R \: —
f
inol lly and by way o
nly incidenta
(Iln en:t'isplf;ony and not so as to alter or
esc )

. . :ther
foct the territorial rights of eithe
affe

t? |
o 3. I am of opinion that no practice of
thelocality generally treating the landy
up to the left edge of the deep-stream as
British territory with the knowledge an'd
acquiescence of His Highness the Nizam ;

i been prove
1 i Government has in any way .

In answering this query, . e
beer PPOVe_d; nin mind that the prac- aund it floes notf seam :otr}x::t oy
Counselhm]’}‘ l?l:s now included in the any reliable evidence to

- hd e a
;‘fedl:;: Presidency has been, as reported
a

3. Has any practice of the localiltlzy
'era.lly treating the lands up tct v ;
lgi: edoe of the deev-stream as Britis
© o

. dge and acquie-
; with the knowledg
terrlzzl‘)’of His Highness’ Government
gcen

the very reverse. : raotice of the
. osing tho existence of such 4 Tdo nob tE:]:v?;ane could affect
4 S up}:las b:en proved, could it affect kind set up in ‘s Michness the Nizam's
pract de the soverign rights of His orsupersede His Hig
or superse S

. . . ]

5. And onall other points generally

hich may occur to Counsel on the facts D D ths oo o
ey i stances of the case as above facts and cir
and circum

: i annexures.
et out and disclosed in the annexures to disclosedin the
8

the case ?

April 7th, 7896.

5. No other point occurs to me onthe

(8d) L.P.PUGH.
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o concur in  the

Here the title of IT;s Highness the Nizam to the part of the rivep
very in question was clear up to the cession

shows no intention o cede any portion of it, and in my opinion the Treaty

ber 1860
itself had no such effect,

Highness the N izam are prohibited from levying custo

His Highness? Government haq any knowledgs of gt less that it acquiesced in an Y

euumerated at any time extended o the edge

middle of jt, -~

A 3 d
S
&3
R
S
&

1. Whatisthe fa.irconstruction, mean.

ing and interpretation of Article 8 of the
Supplemanta] Treaty of the 26th Da-
c2mbar, 1830, abovy referred to 9 Doeg
Couasel azreo with His Highness’ Govy.
eramsat that this apgiclo only cadad the

Pos3sessions of that Government on the

left bank of the river and nothing in the
river or the beq of the river p

2. Does Articlo 9 of the said Treaty *

in any way affact, modify or alter the
m_eaning of Article 8, and if go, in what
Tespect? If it doeg 206, does Counge]
view taken by His
\\Highness’ Government that this article
the Treaty referred to the Godavery

W it+ tributaries g4 the boundary be-
20 the territorieg of the two Govern.

vand in so far g gt may touch that

It does not appear that

ANSWERS,

1. I amof opinion thgt according to
the true construction of Article 8 of the
Treaty the Possessions on the Jeft bank
only of the rigep were ceded, and nothing

the land on the left bank might be in
creased or diminisheg by the action of
the river,

2. Iamof opinion that A rticle 9 in no
Way affects modifies or alters the mean.
ing of Article 8. T am clearly of opinion ag
above explained that the reference to the
Godavery and jtg tributaries in no way
altsred, op affected or wag intended to
alter or affact the torritorial rights of
either Government,

Sovereign rights of the two.
question I do not

Nhy

(\1‘

3

f

incidentally and by way o

only inciden

(Iin ez:isption, and not so as to alte.x;h:::
;cb the territorial rights of ei

a

Government ?

3. Has any practice of the Ic:calllg
en.erally treating thp lands uch?t;Sh
left edge of the deev-stream as Bri '

i with the knowledge and acquie-
ter“tm’);f His Highness’ Government
80e?lce,roved? In answering this query,
l();:)imfel will bear in minfi that thc? pra}c:-

ice in the Taluks now included in the
twed s Presidency has been, as reported
1;{& tilae officers of the said Government

7“’):’1 as recognized by that Government,
,‘:“f, Pt 2-‘, N
’ 7 the very reverse.

the case ?

- . April 7th, 7896.

4. Supposing tho existence of such

5. Andonall other points generally

y facts
\(' ’ Wthh may occur to Counsel on the .

d .rcumstances Of the case as above facts and CIIcuInSbances Of bhe case ag
and Ci

. : exures.
et out and disclosed in the annexures to disclosed in the ann
8

)
/7.,
¥ o N
¢

3. I am of opinion that no practice of

the locality generally treating the landg

up to the left edge of the deep-stream ag
British territory with the knowledgs an’d
acquiescence of His Highness the Nizam's

Government has in any way been proved -

and it does not seam to me that there ig
auy reliable evidence to that effact.

4. I do not think any praotice of the
fnc i i ould affect
ice has been proved, could it affect kind set up in f;he éYlier;ZZ :he st
i S o
S sede the soverign rights of His or sup.eraed.e His dn,, :nd the Tz’
n Sl}tpeheunder and prior to the Treaty ? sovereign rights under p
Highness

Treaty.

(84) L.P. PUGH.
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5. No other point occurs to me on the

.
——— e T A mew
H‘“‘_‘-‘*&*-“ -
-— - \57,.._,-'\ "
b W T T




N
PR
oy
b L
\
‘*_’.L
H A 6 I's

o

R P

Wp »

(189" ) Depa,rtment

CURRDNT No. &b

From ‘
\&\\"’ o o \-\r\&\m
\ -t R,
- Nl |
| No. , | %
Dated \\ W W \XY .l
0

Received .3 ¥

Registered Y\ ¥ " ! ;
Enclosures "-

Spare copies

SUBJECT. /

Aoy S Rty |

\QLM)\ MR s A \\J\I\.é\
Y L\—\W\N\M'Q\ @\ ML -

TR VRN e §

.i



BACK PAPERS.

G.o. No Department. Date.

?
’ Yo s
/3 R
SPINION OF COUNSEL ¢ L
IN THE MATTER OF '

The Godavery boundary dispute.

PR

By‘Article 8 of the Swpplemental Treaty dated the 26th December 1860

His Highness the then Nizam of Hyderabad ceded to the British Government * in full

govereic’onty all possessions of 1lis Highness on the left bank of the river Godavery
o

and of the Tiver Wyne Ganga above the confluence of the two rivers viz., the Taluks

Rakapilly, Buddrachellam, Cherla, Albaka, Noogoor and Seroncha,” and by Article
9 rovided that « the navigation of the river Godavery apd its tributaries so far

FURTHER.PAPERS. 45 they formed poundary between the two States shall be free and no Custom .

duties or other cesses shall be levied by either of the two contracting parties, or by

a.0. , . Lo ek
No. the su\bje% of eitheron goods passing up or down the aforesaid rivers. '

Department. Date.

ST ! e "W {  The wain question in dispute between the Government of India and His
| ijghness the Nizam’s Government is the vonstruction of Article 8 and the limit
L s e eesgiON made by this Treaty read in the light if any thrown ox\x'the construc-

tio\nOx _ .cle 8 by Article 9. N

f—?/,\ . “ ) N
Arguments as to the possible meaning of wcrd§§fan§ing‘b§' themselves
Jead to little result in the construction of documents, all documdnts whethbr they
pe treaties between States or instruments executed by private arties arfl subject
to the same general rule, that the question of intention is to be collected from the '}(
language in the document with reference to surrounding circumstances owing

however to the peculiar character of the contracting parties and the subject matter

of treaties relating to cession of territory as compared with grants by a State to a
subject of thab State or instruments between subjects the presumptions applicable
to such grants and instruments are not always applicable to treaties between -States
geo Vatloll's Law of Nativns Book I Chapter XXII.

The general rule s to river boundaries between States is thus laid down

Lo by Wheaton « when & river is the boandary between States the middle of the chan

v pel is generally treated as the line of separation between the two States, but this

‘ \ presumption is capable of being rebutted, ” sce Wheaton’s International Law 3rd
Edition page 27.

" . This presumption is for instance rebutted by the fact of one State having

: c :?shed itself on one bank whilst the other bank was not the subject of settled

R (Y govereignty see Vattoll's Law of Nations supra, when one Stateis at one tiwe in posses-

; ‘ gion of sovereign rights on both banks and grants territory on one bank the general

S rule above stated does nob prevail, see Augell on Tide water page 7, quoted in argu-

. !1 i ment by Mr. Roundell Palmer Q. C., (atterwm‘ds Lord Selb_orne) in Lord vs. The

. Commissioners of Sidney 12 Moores P. C. Cases page 487 where the special rule in

“‘ q such a case is thus laid down ¢ The well settled rule of the law of nations is that

\ when an arm of the sea or a& river is the boundary between two nations or Stateg

j} if the original jurisdiction is in either in the absence of a convention respecting ity .
R cach holds to the middle of the stream. But when one State is the original proprietor

and grants the territory on one side only it retains the river within its own domain

t?_ N and the newly established State extends to the river only and the low water-mark
A is the boundary.” . -
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only to the state of Kentucky,

. ' The~pr1fnciple
river be tidal op nots

rivers mentioned in the Treat

‘of the territories ceded to thg.fl‘onting thq Ta]uké Rakapill

left side of the flowing stream
our opinion on the Jeft side of
mean the high bank on that Jefy

Deltaic rivers,

‘If alny&(ﬁm(;

Water edge on the left side of

to he the baundary for othep purposes

- e

QUESTIONS, ]

B What is the fair construction, -
maaymg and interpretation of Article’ of
8'ut the.S,tipplemeutal Troaty of the
2)311‘ December, 1860, zbove referred g
to? Does Counse] egreq with His Hizh.
noss’ Government that this article o:1y
ceded the Possessions of that Gove}'n#

flo Wing ]

80 laid down appears to us equally applicable; whether the

' ‘ﬂ‘bbl’ wers foun s s
| two contracting States ouw din the ep

! w
| toagreeto give such rights

from tima to time

ANSWERS,
L. Woare of opinion .that the limit

the cession i3 the left edge of the

1 Stream a3 it may exist from time
tinde,

¥
4

&
,55

{

/

Iy

=3

’,

b

1

.

— . ~ 3=~ -"._Hs aoy prac
ot~ ma‘ﬁy\ treating the lands up to the
U VR o~ tream as British

ment on the left bank of the river and-

: ) Y
nothing in the river or the bed of the

river.

9. Does Articled of the said Treaty
ct, ‘modify or alter tl.le

icle 8, and if so 1o

If it does not, doe‘s

Counsel concur in thé view takzr-x by;ill:
Hizhness' Government that this :r i

‘ f c:ohe Treaty reforred to the Go a;ery
. d its tributaries - a3 the boundary
" n the territories of the two Govern-
be:t‘:tzeonly incidentally and by way of

m

description, aufi no
‘!nﬁecb the territoria

/i(}overnmenﬁ-

in any way affe
moaning of Art
what respect?

1 rights -of either
-
tica of the locality

loft eiga of the deep-s
territory with 618 ; :
acquiescence of His Highness (.'}overn.
mont been proved? In answering this
sel will bear in mind thab

usry, Counse .
':lhe practize in the Taluks now included

in the Madras Presidency has been, as

koowlelge anl

reported by ‘
Gopvernnenb aud as recognized by that

_Government, the very reverse.

4. Sapposing the existence of such.
ractice has been proved, could it a.ifact.;
or supersede the sovereign rights of His
Highness under and prior to the Treaty ?

And on all other points generally
which may occur to Counsel on the facts,
nd circumstances ;of the case as above

2. There is nothing in Article 9,
inconsistent with this view as a physical
object which is mentioned as a boundary
may belong to either of the parties or
‘may be held in common.

t so as to alter or -

3. Woeare not satisfied that any such
- practice of the locality is proved -except
{in the sense that land is taksn possession
of and cultivated by the ryots to whom
access i3 easiest. '

the officers of the said .

4. Such practice. would not affact
the sovereign rights of His Highness.

-»7;313 out and disclosed in the annexures to

the case.

29th April, 7896,

. (8d). J.P. WOODROFFE,
. (84). .G. H. P, EVANS,

b } /]
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:: certa.in Taluks lying on the left bank of
the. rwer.  This of course cannot be held
*to include any island in the mid-stream.”

3. In 1880, Mr. Foster, the Collector
of»Godavery; in his letter to the Madras
Board of Revenue, stated that this order
of the Government necessitated a revision
of the settlemont, * as some of the land in
:: the bed of the river wag cultivated, and
. some patqlfes of ground there were used for
. making b'rlcks, on all which the proprie-
#tors received rent,” that the said order
was opposed to the village Wazib-ul-urz
which declared in favor of the proprietors,
who had a right to everything which
grow on the sandy land below the river-
bank, meaning apparently the river-margin,
and that, if that order stood, * they could

'not collect any fees on the ferries.”

“ > The Board of Revenue, in for;varding

this report to the Governa
ment of Madras, supported
the views of the Collector
and contended that they
did not. think that “it was intended that
s the ryots of the villages in the ceded
« Taluks should be deprived of their vest~
sced rights in"the bed of the river.
They added that, should the Governa
* ment, however consider otherwise, the Col-
s¢Jector would be requested to report the
¢ revenue realised from these lands on which
¢ peishcush had then been caleulated, in view
% to the. necessary deduction being made
¢ from the amount of the peishcush propose
“ed.”” The Madras Government did think
otherwise, and in theirorder (No. 122,* dated
929th June, 1885,) declared
. that the order No. 671
was final, and approved of the Board's sug-
gestion as regards the reduction of the

No. 187, dated 4th
Febl'uary, 1881.
- Exhibit No. C.

* ¢ Exhibit No. D.

- peisheush,

4. Early in 1889, another dispute arose
in connection with the oollection of rents in
an alluvial tract in the bed of the river be-
tween the villages of Edchankapalli in the
Noogoor Taluk of the Chanda District, and
Nagarum in His Highness' territory, and
on a roference from the Chief Commis-

sioner of the Central Provinces to the Resi.
\
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dent, Mr. Crawford,

Pecember, 189
Government to as
ary claime
ment,”  an
¢« Governm

-
13 'Y

N

vt ooy
R

n R
]

the First Aseigtant

Resident,in his letter No.
+ BbibitNo. B g4 & dated the 15tB

1, wrote to His Highness’:
k what was © the bound~
d by His Highness’ Goveyn-'
4 “ whether His Highoess

to agree
nt would be prepared to aZ
. should be fixed eithen

th the deep-stream, OF
*by a line Ciavh midway. between bank
¢« and bank, *and also whxcl: of these twc;
« methods His Highness .(ioverr}me:‘xi
«would prefer.” In referring 10 dez
report of the facts of the case foxjwtler "
to the Resident, Mr. Crawf.ord me.nllon !
in hissaid letter that the said al\uvm. traclz
s wastilled by cultivatorsfrora both mdefs of
« the river,” and that'‘ as the bed of.t?ae}z‘lzer
« had always been regarded as Brmtxs X et-
« ritory, the right bank of t}le nv;ar I;m? \;g
« taken as the boundary line, t‘)(:l t al ].
« Pahsildar of Sironcha was depute : o :o ;
«lect rents from the persons mﬂtwao?i
¢ jo the river-bed, A peon :as a‘icjosé
# ingly stationed thereL for tfe I;Li‘,},,t,‘r;
’ Y \\?hile however & punc‘:a‘yet o ;u ,-.;;; »
¢ was being held rding the divist

rega > v
s« the produces His Highness police ap-
+¢ peared and @

crested the persons who
« composed the panchaye

t, together with
_ #the Tahsil pcon.”

» that the boundary
«in accordance Wi

puthoritfxes here,

bodied in

Enquiries weremade by the Revenue
o and the result was em-

* whi for-
a,memorandum which was for

warded to Mr. Trwin, the
) E‘hib‘.‘f N 1st Assistant Resident,
4 Exbibit No- G- yyith letter No.- 238, 1
dated 26th April, 1392
m pointed out that tho
in Mr. Crawford's lot-
ter originated nob with the cultivato?ls
of the land cituated between the ’twcz t:r:
lages mentiened in Mr.. Qravyford 8 'e: (-3:
but between the ryots Living in the vxc.}r:x y1
of a village called Ma\likjlt in the -:Pa ha
Taluka and those inhabipmg tb‘e .vnla geoi
Pargapur in the Sironcha Taluk in Britis
territory ; and tho disputed f:ermt:)ry. co'c:-
sisted of 21 patches measuring 65 bighas,
81 biuns, whic

This memorandu
gquarrel referred to

h when the river is in or-
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-» Vll-

¢ dinary flood are suited for cultivation ;"
that the rent of those patches was colle;t
ed by the officials of this Government am;
credited in the Treasury during the ’years
-1286 and 1287 Fasli; that dur;nﬂ succeed-
ing years, up to 1294 Fasli, theoland was
;s)ubm.erged owing to unusually high floods
b}lt in 1295 Fasli, 23 bighas and 1(;
1)a,ms. Awere resumed and cultivated and
s 29-8-0 were realised as rent, and
tpat in 1296 Fash 32 bighas wer:a cul
tivated and the rent was duly collect-
ed by the Tahsildar of Pakhal I;,
f’urthex.' pointed out that * there was ‘never
‘; a.nvy {nterfcx'ence or dispute about the cul-
“t&:atxo'n of this particular land between
" e villages of Mallikut and Pargapur
“ u;) the befi of the river until after th: date
" zbi}ve :,;n'en, when a cultivator named
) ul Ix.haﬂier from Pargapur took forcible
“ (possessxon of the produce and carried it off
“.;)c.ross the frontier. He was, however,
) ’xought to book by the Tahsildar of
Pakhal, and was made to refund the value
:: of.the erop to the richtful possessors in
His Highness the Nizam’s territory.”
1 U¢ LEHIUL e .1 L
+ was clearly laid down in the treaty of
December, 1860, that the bed of the river
Godavery belonged exclusively to s

Highness the Nizam.”

6. On the 23rd September, 1892, the
First Assistant Resident wrote a letter
No. 6277, dated 03rd September, 1892, to
His Highness’ Government, in which he
stated that the Chief Commissioner,
Central Provinces, proposed * to depute 2
« member of his Head-quarters’ staff to
¢ make the mecessary local enquiry
«in the matter,” and that if His High-
pess’ Government wished to be represent-
ed at the enquiry the name and rank of
the officer intended to be deputed should
d, and later on he wrote*
to His Highness' Govern-

* Resident'sletter )
No. 8130, dated ment to.inform that the
10 ber, . - . e

1;31’. DecembeT.  (hief Commissioner of the
Exhibit No. H. Central Provinces had

directed the Deputy Com-
missioner of Chanda to make 2 local en:

L communicate

-
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qui d tha ;/

uiry au t the Chi issi
hoped that His Highl:::s’cgfrlelimoner
}voulfi *“depute some responsible re oo
‘: t.a.txve to watch the proceedings 5;95;;"
j nglfness’ behalf, and to secure the x'ls
“d.uqtlon of ao.ll the evidence and infon’;::
) tg)n t.hat mxg.rht be available to support
) o view which His Highness’ Gov

ment had taken of the case.” o

Mr Sorabjee Jamshedjee Chenai, Ofi
ciating 1st Talukdar at Warangai ‘
accordingly deputed to represent His ,H;v;s
24:111;:;1 03:1:'3’ ,(i%t;g. ?ess’. Government at fhz;

1nqul 1
men-t was comm?lni?;’teflndtoth:h:ppf‘[)‘l'nt.
Assistant Resident.* e

7. Mr. Skinner, the Deputy Commis-

Exhibit No. J. Si?ﬁ}‘ deputed, commen.
ced his enquir
February, and Mr. Sorabje?) J e{nosrlllzs?ez-iﬁh
fubmitting a lengthy report tTlEfeon ]w;"llr:
ie more fully referred to hereafter ’st :,c
that he had cross-questioned the w;tn s
on the first day, but sceing no use in des'ses
80 he ceased to continue hig crosss-exam(fmg
tion on the second and the third days ';‘111?-
was unfortunate, because it appears th'at thls
few _ql-xestionsput to the two witnesses cros -
examined hadalreadyelicited answers whi 8{1
went clearly to show the utter wort:iﬂesxsnlc
ot.‘ the evidence. Inthe face of that i(’.e?s
difficult to understand why the ecro .
e;:arr-xination of the other witnesses v::.
considered useless, Nor does his r :
explain why he did not adduce any evideep e
on behalf of and to support the claimsnc:
His Highness’ Government. Mr. Skin 0
on tb.e other hand, not only completednte}:,
enquiry ordered by the Chief Commission :
lt);_xt év.xtho? ar'}y specific orders extendede;:
to Sironcha Taluka also, whi.
after Mr. Sorabjee Jamshedjee }f:dhlzf?zge
spot, and submitted a report of the enthirye
1

. . .
- E;nll“}%bg&ted a eopy * ‘of which and itsg
i N K. enclosures has since beexi
received by His HighnesS’

G .
overnment with the First Assistant

Resident’s letter N
0.
1803 1304, dated the 30th
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13. The First Assistant Resident wrote,
Exhibit No. P. in reply, that. the Govern-
‘Ii,eggrmlgo.F l2;;84:. ment of India had been
ary, 1895, . *pleased to decide that

‘“ the Godavery and its tri-

Ve
vd

© “butariesshould form the boundary between

 « His Highness' territory and the ceded Ta-
“luks, and that the present line of the middle
“of the deepestream of these rivers should
“be finally regarded as the political bound.
““ ary, irrespective’ of future fluctuations of
the streams, and that His Highness’ Gov-
ernment should take early steps to depute an

. officer to co-operate with the British official
for the purpose of laying down the bound-
ary in accordance with the decision of the
Government of India, and that the decision
of the two officers, or if they disagree of an
umpire to be nominated by them, should
be final and be accepted by both Govern.
ments. The First Assistant Resident add-

“ed that this decision was arrived at on the

ground that ¢ the evidence of the maps
« and papers to which the Governer-General
¢ in Cauncil was referred is not sufficient to
“outweigh tho language of the Treaty,
“ which expressly mentioned the river Go-
« davery and its tributaries as forming the
« boundaries between the two States,” and
still less the practice of the locality which,

putting aside Scme special settlements, had
generally been to treat the lands up to the
left edge of the deep-stream as DBritish

territory.

14 In January, 1896, the First Assist.
RS e, Chichele. Plovden
lettor No. 23, date ' .
7th January, 1896. “(the Resident) appre-
“hended that the Govern.
s ment of India might proceed to settle the
*‘boundary without waiting for the appoint-
“‘ment of an Hyderabad officer, unless one
‘‘ was selected forthwith.”? On’this, Moulvi
Abdul Khader, 1st Talukdar, was nominat-
ed by His Highness’ Government and in.
timation of the same was given to the

Exhibit No.R.  Resident by a letter dated
To Mr. Plowden, |

No. 58. the 16th January, 1896.
At the same time the Resi-

dent was informed that the papers com:

‘nected with the case were being *‘clrcula,ted

amongst the members of the Cabiiist Coun-
cil and that the Minister himself could not
agree to the proposal about the arbitration,
and that the most he was at liBerty to do
was to ‘say “that the officer appomted
« by His Highness' Government might, in
« association with the British officer, fully

_ “*examine the boundary in dispute and

*¢submit a report giving details of this case,”
and “when this report is received His
* Highness’ Government would be able to
* say whether they could agree to the pro-
“posal made by the British Ofiicer, or
¢ whether, on the other hand, there are anj
“ points in the proposal which appeared to
% be contrary to the Treaty and which it
“ might be neccessary to tepresent to the
“ Government of India.”

15. The First Assistant Resident, in his
Exbibit No. s. reply dated 8th February,
13322 pglg’;‘fs 1896, stated* th?t the Gov-
‘ernment of India were not
« unwilling to reccive any further repre-
s¢ceptations which His Highness’ Govern-
“ ment might wish to make revardmg the
<t eonstitution of the Godavery benndary.”
But that “a general local inquiry could
« pot gerve sny useful purpose, and Mis
“¢ Tighness' Government should therefore,
« ;pstruct their delegate to confine his atten-
« tion to ascertaining and fizing the midway
«line of the deep-stream of the r@ver.” No
reply bas yet been sent to this letter,

16. In the meantime the Cabinet
Council met to consider the case on 7th
Furwardi, 1305 Fasli, and at this meeting
it was unanimously resolved that the Legal
Adviser to His Highness’ Government
should be instructed to submit a precis of
the whole case, together with his opinion
as to the construction and meaning of
Article 8 of the Treaty, and that he should
in doing 5o obtain the opinion of ome or
two Barristers-at-Law in this matter; clear
opinion should also be given cn the ques-
tion whether, if the officials of His High-
ness’ Government have mnot kept up their
Bhogatta on the disputed ground, whether
(the loss of) such Bhogaita or dispossessiog
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13 tantamount to avoid tha obhgations of
the treaty. ' '

17. The question now for consideration
is as to what is the boundary between
the territories of His Highness’ Government
and of the British Government, whether
it is the left bank of tho river a3 maintained
by His Highness’ Government, or the middle
of the deep-stream as held by the Govern-
ment of India. Insupport of both the views,
reliance is had primurily on the language
of the Treaty of 1860; but while on the
one hand His Hizhnzss' Government relies
on Article 8 of the Treaty providing for
the cession of spacific Taluks on the left
bank of the river Go lavery and of the river
Wyne Gungah, the Government of India on
the other refer to Article9 of the Treaty
in which are used tho words ¢ the river
“(Godavery and its tributaries, so far as they
“form the boundary between the States.”
1t appears, however, thut the reference in
the latter article is merely an incidental
one, and made oaly for identifying the
rivers of which the navigation was declared
free. Such incidental mention cannot,
apparently, affect the territorial rights of
the parties in any way, cannot extend or
add to the territory ceded by His Highness’
Government to the British Government,
and cannot curtail the rights possessed by
His Highness’ Government prior to the
said cession. This view appears to be
borne out by the correspondence passed
between the two Governments immediately
preceding the Treaty in which the cession
of the Taluks ceded by the Treaty was ex+
pressly agreed to, but the circumstance of
the Godavery or the Wyne Gungah being
constituted or considered a boundary was
never mentioned or even
Exhibit¥o, To roferred to (vide . 2rd

- paragraph of letter from Mr. Young,

Secretary to Government of India, to the
Resident, dated 5th September, 1860).

18. As regards the lands in dispute at
present, it cannot be denied that His High-
ness’ Government possessed them in full
govereiznty prior to and at the time of the
cession made to the British Government by

!
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the Treaty of 1860 Arlicle 8 of the Treaty
alone describes the territory ceded, and all
that was not ceded continued to belone and
must still belong to His Hizhness’ G‘ojvem-
mant. The territory ceded is described ag
being the possessions of Mis Iighness on
the left bank of the river Godavery and of

the river Wyne Gungah, nawely the Taluks -

Baddrachellum, Rakapilly, Cherla, Albaka,
Noogoor and Sironcha, Mr. Skinner under-.
stands the Treaty to mean “that His
“ Highness ceded all that was at that time
“regarded as forming part of the aforesaid
* Taluks up to the full extent of their bound-
“arics as at that time recognized.” This
might have been correct if the entire
TYaluks as such had been ceded without
any description of a restrictive character.
"This however was not the case. It is not
the entire Taluks that were ceded, hat thé
Taluks so far as they could be held to fuli
within ¢ the possessiouslof His Hirrhné;é’
*on the left bank ™ of the rivers. Evi?le ntlv
what is in the bad of the river cannot b{,
deersod to ba on the bank of the river, and
thercfore, on a proper construction of Art.
cle 8 of the Treaty, it appears to be clcn'r‘
that the cession was restricted to what
was on the left bank of the rivers °ni did
not embrace anything in the rivers (Lo,
selves, and that every tract or plot «;E
gronnd in the river Godavery itse‘{f €on-
tinued to belong and does belong to His
Highness’ Government. Mr Skinner in
support of his views says that a claim {:J
the whole river-bed has not been muade in
regard to the territories on the left bunk f
the river Wurdah, ceded
qxxdcrArbicIcSofthe Treaty
of 1822 to the Rajsh of Nagpur, Iiy
Articls 7 of the same Treaty, the Niza A
ceded to the East India Company the whole
of his rights and possessions oa the richg
bank of the river Seena, but it dag Y

VR l‘i(nt

appear that in either case His Hi;_;}mos"
Government has relinquished its elaim 10
the entire bed of the river. Mp. Skinnar

proposed copstruction of the Treaty n;e;
not ke further discussed however, 55 pot
oaly he himself has abandoned it, ,b'xt s
tue Government of Indiaalsa ds not ‘

Exhibit No. U.
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to have adopted or apfgoved of it, becauze
in that case the Government of India
would nnt have decided that the present
line of the middle of the deep-stream
should be regarded as the boundary be«
tween His Highness’ territory and the
ceded Taluks. If Mr. Skinner’s construc.
tion were correct, the Government of India
would bave tried to determine the extent
and the boundaries of the Taluks named in
Article 8 of the Treaty, and decided that the
¢aid boundaries of the Taluks would be
the boundary between the British territory

and the territory of Ilis Highuess the

Nizam.

19, The decision of the Supreme Govs
ernment appears to proceed entirely on
the giound that the Godavary and the
Wyne Gungalt are as such the boundary
Letween the territories of the two Govern-
ments. 1t has been, liowever, aiready peint-
¢d out that the incidental wanner in which
they arereferred to as the boundary, and the
correspondence preceding the Treaty, donot
bear out tkis view. But even if the

Godavery 2nd Wyne Gungah were really
made the boundary between thetwo Govern.
mentsit would notﬁxcccssarily follow that
the middle of the deep-stream of thess
rivers should be deemed the boundary. The
middle-stream is taken as such boundary
only when two Govermments hold territories
on the o} \pclsite banks of the river, and
have held them from a time when the
entire bed of the river was not within the
territorial possessions of any Government.
In such a- case there can be no presump-
tion as regards soverciguty of any portion
of thc bed of the river in favor of either
Government, and therefore as a general
rule equality is deemed equity. Where how-
ever ariver is so situated inside the domi-
nions of any Government that the entire
bed must belong - to that Government, and
the territories cn one bank of the river are
sequired in any way by another Govern-
ment, the right of sovereignty jn the bed 13
not necessarily transferred, and there can
be no occasion for the applieation of tho

wid-stream rule.

" W
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90. The Government of India, naturally
aware of the view taken of the sovereignty
in rivers in such cases, have thought it nee
cessary to supplement the ground of the
contention advanced by them (First Assist-
ant Resident’s letter No. 284, dated 18th

.. February, 1895) “to tho
No?ilti?Exmbn « practice of the locality,
« which, puttingaside some
“ special settlements, has generally been to
“treat the landsup to the left edge of
“the deep-stream as Dritish territory.”
There appears to be nothing on the records
connected with the matter to show the
existence of any such practice. The Madras
Goverament, as explained in paragraphs 2
and 3 hereof, have distinctly held that the
islands in the bed of the river belonged to
His Highness’ Government, and gave effect
to this recognition of the title of His High-
ness’ Government in several ways.

21. Itwaspointedout,in the First Assis-
tant Resident’s letter, dated

N_V[de EshibitNo. 1o 8th November, 1893,
“that the instructions by

¢ the Madras Government in 1885, direct.
“ing the exclusion of river-bed lands from

¢ tha gettlement of the Taluks of Buddra- -

« chellum and Rakapilly, were subsequently
““ modified, and the inclusion of these lands
« ordered, on its being represented by the
«« Collector of Godavery that the previous
“orders of the Madras Gov-rnment were
“ based on a misconception; that not only
“ were river-bed-lands being customarily
¢ cultivated by the villagerson the British
“ gide, but that areas of river-bed adjoining
‘“the British bank were registered in the
“missals of certain river side villages at
““the settlement of 1867 that, in particular,
“the village Wazib-ul-urz had a clause
. which declared the right of the pro-
““ prietors to everything which grew on the
‘sandy land below the river bank, and that

‘“no question had till then arizen regarding
“these lands.” ‘

22. Now even this last order of the
Madras Government did not negative the
view taken by them in the year 1878 of
thf effect of the Treaty of 1860, nor cance]

~
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to have adopted or apf./roved of it, because
in that case the Government of India
would not have decided that the present
line of the middle of the deep-stream
should be regarded as the boundary bes
tween His Highness’ territory and the
ceded Taluks. If Mr. Skinner’s construc.
tion were correct, the Governmnent of India
woulld bave tried to determine the extent
and the boundaries of the Taluks named in
Article S of the Treaty, and decided that the
caid boundaries of the Taluks would be
tle boundary between the British territory
and the territory of His Highuess the.

Nizam.

19, The decision of the Supreme Govs
. - P, |

ernment appears to proceed entirely on
the gicund that the Gedavary and the
Wyne Gungalt are as such the b(gxnd?;;j
Letween the territories of the two ovc'
ments. 1t has been, however, already peint-
ed out that the incidental wanner in which

‘ f lary, and the

:y arcreferred to as the boundary, s
they arereferre

o *-noe preceding the Treaty, do not
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20. The Govem;;nt of India, naturally
aware of the view taken of the govereignty
in rivers in such cases, have thought it nes
cessary to supplement the ground of the
contention advanced by them (First Assist-
ant Resident’s letter No. 284, dated 18th
February, 1895) ““to the
“ practice of the locality,
“which, puttingaside somo
“ special settlements, hag generaliy been to
“treat the landsup to the left edge of
“the deep-stream as British territory.”
There appears to be nothing on the records
connected with the matter to show the
existence of any such practice. The Madras
Goverament, as explained in paragraphs 2
and 3 hereof, have distinctly held that the
islands in the bed of the river belonged to
His Highness’ Government, and gave effect
to this recognition of the title of His High-
ness’ Government in several ways.

~

ideExhibit
No. P,

21. It waspointedout, in the First Assis-
tantResident’s letter, dated
the 8th November, 1893,
“that the instructions by
“the Madras Government in 1885, direct.

“ing the exclusion of river-bed lands from

4% + £ af thpg Maliden o A3
tae® Shl-arenk ~fthe.a river, a3 nmi-

Vide Exhibit No,
N,

verselly recognised in ths eqse of boundary T

rivers. The Minister'g reply was only ag
o the particular matter ofcomp]aint whizh
was referred to /28 “an unlawfyl interfor-
“ence on the part of the Tahsildar i exer-
“cising authority on both banks oftheriver,”
the Talukder
from whick it was to ba scen that the Inter-
ference complained of had api
understanding. Tho Minjste
sider it necessary, asit was pot necessary, to
controvert the grounds incidentally ‘men-
tioned in the Resident's Rukka e
the reference to the frec pass 2
altogether irrelevapt to t
complained of. Ap admis
rectness of the complainé

sen from mis.
rdid not con-

sion of the cor-
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g . : ol ;o s
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St Ik been deputed by His Highnesy’ Government

VL % attend the inquiry, takes quite a different

. LY i . view of the evidence adduced before Mr

| L ! ) tShkmner. He virtually says in hig report;

the river or even to any portion of the bed of unE I l.n:(; ;he stat;ments of the witnesses exam-

the river. The Talukdar’s report forwarded e ’ of th ppeared to be either false on the face

with the Rukka explained that the Tahsil- i W | \ basedegl Oi;slfg‘; exg)reszions of opinion’

dar’s action was on account : 9 atiiclent and unreliable datag

ey et b L , that s N . ’

\:ohii:z Exbibit of his opinion that the . t ‘f / i some of the islands on the left side of

. No. L. jurisdiction of Tis Iigh- : ;o A fe hdefg) channel had been in the possession,

fe] ! ‘. 0 t e 1t \J 3

ness’ Government extended over the other r 1( f that s Om:tslihlry? ib’ Zut only illegally, and
bank also. f J? | ; ch 1siands were even no .

ank also | /_%ﬁ , the possession of the Iyots of the Niz‘:m{l;

24. It does not appear on what grounds : \l . Government, ang that no intimation of

General Glasfurd’s survey of the bed of the

river had i
ad been given to the Nizam’s Govern-

ment so that any objection c
. 1 : ould
against it. e taken

the Government of India have assuraed the \
existence of the practice which forms one ‘
of the two grounds on which the decision of

the Government of India is based. Mr.
25.  Mr. Skinner admits that his inquiry

Skinner’s report insupport of the alleged
right of the British Government refers to
the following circumstances :—

(i) That cultivation has been carried on
in the river-bed on the British side of

the deep-stream by- British ryots
ever since the cession of the Taluks,
without any objection being raised or
claim put forward by His Ilighness’
Government or subjects.

(i7) That in the case of tho islands op-
posite Albaka, a division of disputed
territory has been agreed to by His
Highness’ officials and acted upon for
several years.

(iit) That the island Murigudiem con-
tained thres regularly settled villages
“which were in existence at the time of
the cession, and have always been re-
garded as belonging to the Noogoor

Taluk.

(iv) That the whole river-bed was al-

lowed to be surveyed and a portion of
it entered in the settlement missals or

maps of the British villages without
notice being taken of the facts and a

protest antered.

These settlement missals and maps ara
not before us, but gencrally speaking the
statements in Mr. Skioner’s report do not
uppear to be supported by the evidence re-
corded by that officer, and do notappear to
justify the inferences he has drawn from
them. Mr. Sorabjee Jamsetjee, who had

15 in some importan respects defective
an.d 1n Some ways not as sabisfa.ctory as i;
might have been; and whatever the causa
of this defective and unsatisfactory charac.
ter of the inquiry, there appears to be no
V_d“okl'lbt that final decision in ap important
matter ought not to be allowed to rest on
it, specially when it can be easily complet.
ed, and His Highness’ Government haye
already deputed an officer with a view that
it may be so completed. Besides, it i3 to
be borne in mind that that Inquiry wag
conducted solely by Mr. Skinner, who had
expressed strong views about the mattep
even before the inquiry,jand who in hig
report of the inquiry’ considered it his duty
to ?rotest against the admission of the
claim of His Highness’ Government ag ap
act of grace, on the ground that ¢ oyr peo-
““ple would feel that we were sacrificing
“ their interests, and had failed o give thez:
““ the support they have a right to expect,”
Mr. Sorabjee Jamsetjeo was not associate.d
with him in the manner ip which the Gov.
ernment of India now Suggests that an
officer of His Highness’ Government ma
be d.eputed to determine the exact boundf
ary in .associa.tion with the British officer,
If a joint commission of thig character had
been appointed at the time when Mcr, Skin.
ner zf,lone was deputed to make 3 local
lnquiry, there is eyery probability that the

-
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inquiry would have been complete and 1
satisfactory and witnesses on both sides of
the river had been examined.

26. However, even taking the inquiry
50 far as it went, Mr. Skinner is compelled
t2 admit in his report that the statements
of the witnesses called and examined by
him as to the eatire bed of the river belong-
ing to them and their village fellows was
not reliable, from which it is clear that the
witnesses were not only interested but un-
truthful. A perusal of their evidence goes
to show that the statements made by them
were in most cases hearsay, other expres-
sions of mere conjectures or echoes of
what they had heard from their ancestors

or other people. The evidence as record-

ed does not appear to be such as can in .
any way support Mr. Skinner’s conclusions.
There appears, for instance, to be nothing

in the statements of the witnesses to show

that His Highness' officiuls had agreed to

any division of any disputed territory in
islands opposite Albaka. :

97. The statemsats of witnessss are ——
chiefly a3 to cultivation by them or almost
as to the exercise by them of their pro-
prictory rights in certain patches of ground
in the river-bed, but some of them admit
that the ryotsof His Highaess’ Govern- |
ment have been doing the same in the
whole bed of the river. The circumstance
of the ryots of ome Government or of
another cultivating any patches of land in
the bed of the river cannot be taken as
affecting or showing the existence or non-
existence of the sovereign rights of the -
British Government or the Nizam’s Govern-
ment. Questions of proprietory rights in .
cases of alluvial lands are dependent on |
law and custom, on local and other
circumstances, which are not in all
cases the same as those which govern
the soveréign rights of different powers.{{
A river often alters its course andi
affects proprietory rights of individuals
and sovereign rights of powers in a
different manner, and evidence of the
exercise of any proprietory rights cannot
Lelp to show tho existenco of the sovereign

. - /'\1 !
my
: |
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righ.ts of one pofif‘e';or of another power
A Tiver may be merely a natura] or '
Pohtlcal boundary between two States 1
1n changing its course it wi]] often hm
that some of the lands of aryot o
Gov.ernment will be transferr;d to th
territorial jurisdiction of another Gover :
ment.. This appears to be distinctl rn.
cognised in the First Assistant ResidZnt?;
NS)P .Vide Exhibit letter of [8th February,
. 1895,* in which he ex.
Plains the term political boundary, and says
that “such a boundary will not determine
o q.uestions of proprietory right inresard
‘“ either to private property held by sub;ects
* of the two States, or to proprietory rights
*derived by either State from their subjicts
*“ as by purchase.”

, and
appen
f one

28. As to the exercise of sovereion
rights in the bed of the river, there is harcde
ly any evidence, Even Mr. Skinner’s
record of evidence appears to contain quite
as many statements in support of the pay-
ment of revenue for lands in the river.bed
to His Highness’ Government as those in
favor of such payment to the British au-

', . - r -~ " Tt
thorities. Thesa Jatter statements cannot

therefore be deemed sufficicnt to prove the
existence of any such practice as can forin
a ground for the decision of the Govern-
ment of India, and there appears to be no
other evidence whatever of such practice.

2. Even if the said pra-tice were con-
sidered proved, it could not affect the richts
of His Highness’ Government, unle:s it
was known to and acquiesced in by th-o
Government, so as to indicate the. C‘Onj
temporaneous exposition of the
cf)nstibute 3 waiver or abandonment, of an
rights of the Government. If any newl{'
formed pa?ch of ground in the river-
,be.d was without the knowledoe of His
Hizhness’ Government cultivat: o

Treaty or .

person whether resident in op ovitit)ii ?{M
Highness’ Dominions, cul .
was left unassessad by
the officials of Hig Highness’ Government
and no revenue was Paid to that Gover :
ment on account of that cultivation "
person cultivating may or may notg

and the cultivating
the nezligence of

the

e o
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inquiry would have been complete and
satisfactory and witnesses on both sides of
the river had been examined.

26. However, even taking the inquiry
80 far as it went, Mr. Skinner is compelled
ts admit in his report that the statements
of the witnesses called and examined by
him as to the entire bed of the river belong-
ing to them and their village fellows was
nat reliable, from which it is clear that the
witnesses were not only interested but un-
truthful. A perusal of their evidence goes
to show that the statements made by them
were in most cases hearsay, other expres-
sions of mere conjectures or echoes of
what they had heard from their ancestors
or other people. The evidence as record-
ed does not appear to be such as can in
any way support Mr. Skinner’s conclusions.
There appears, for instance, to be nothing
in the statements of the witnesses to show
that His Highness' oficials had agreed to
any division of any disputed territory ia

circurustances, choose s waive or abandon

his right. In this case, there is clearly no
evidence to show any such knowledge and
waiver or abandonment.

(34

0. In the circumstances His Higlmess’
Government wish to be advised by Counsel
on the following points:—

1 What 18 the fair constructicn, mean-
ing and interpretation of Article 8 of
tbe Supplemental Treaty of the 26th
Deceniber, 1660, above referred to?
Does Coansel agree with His High-
ness’ Government that this article
only ceded the possessions of that

Government on the left bank of the

river and nothing in the river or the
bed of the river ?

[S-]

Does Article 9 of the said Treaty in
any way affect, modify or alter the
meaning of Article 8, and if soin what
respect 2 If it does not, does Counse]
concur in the view taken by His

Highness’ Government that this arti- .

A e o e ——— s o ot Sann . a
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rights of one power or of another power.
A river may be merely a natural or a
political boundary between two States, and
in changing its course it will often happen
that some of the lands of aryot of one
Government will be transferred to the
territorial jurisdiction of another Govern-
ment. This appears to be distinctly re-
cognised in the First Assistant Resident’s

(*) Vide Exhibit letter of 18th February,
No- P. 1895,* in which he ex.
plains the term political boundary, and says
that *“such a boundary will not determine
“ questions of proprietory right inregard
“ either to private property held by subjects
¢ of the two States, or to proprietory rights
#derived by either State from their subjects
*as by purchase.”

23. As to the exercise of sovereizn
rights in the bed of the river, there is hard-
ly any evidence, Kven Mr. Sk'inner’s
record of evidence appears to contain quite
as many statements in support of the pay-
ment of revenue for lands in the river-bed
to His Iighness’ Government as those in
favor of such pavment to the British au-

L'reaty ; .

T

-—— |
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And on all other points generally which
may occur to Counsel on thg facts ang
circumstances of the cage as abovg

set out and disclosed in the a
to the case.

Counsel is also request
his opinion on every ques
set, he will be good e

reasons for arriving at such Opinion

uUnexureg

ed that, in giving
tion hereinbefore
nough to givg hig

HORMASJEE N, VAKEEL

Hypera BAD-Deceay,

27th February, 7896,
» \"\
25th Farwards, 7305 i
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Llame for non-payment of the revenue to the
Government, but the pon-assessment and
non-payment of the revenue cannot interfere
with the Sovereign rights of the Govern-
ment, with the right of the Government to
assess and recover the revenue when the
patch of ground and its cultivation should
come or Le Lrought to the knowledge of
the Government. If it were not so, every
land omitted from assessment on account
of necligence or dishouesty of the lowest
revenue official of the Government would
Lecome a permanent revenue free grant.
Nor car it raake any difference that the
non-payment of the revenue was due to a
mistake of the persin who cultivated the
ground, and who by mistake paid the
revenue to some person or authority who
Lad no right, or valid right, to it. And ib
would be the same even if this non-exist-
ent right was, on account of some general
mistake, believed to exist by all.  Auy such
1elief or recognition can certainlynot affect
the rights of the legitimate owner or
govereign, unless of course the said owner
knowledze of the

or sovereign, with full
- v.‘? - - _——— g S Mmmwe WS rasAwE IJ v
evidence to show any such knowledge and

waiver or abandonment.

- -

30. In the circumstances His Highness'
Government wish to be advised by Counsel
on the following points:—

1 What 1s the fair constructicn, mean-
ing and interpretation of Article 8 of
the Supplemental Treaty of the 26th
December, 1860, above referred to?
Does Coansel agree with His High-
pess’ Government that this article

only ceded the possessions of that

Government on the left bank of the’

river and nothing in the river or the
bed of the river ?

to

Does Article 9 of the said Treaty in
any way affect, modify or alter the
meaning of Article 8, and if snin what
respect ® If it does not, does Counsel
concur in the view taken by His

Highness' Government that this arti- -
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cle of the'Treaty referred to the Goda.
very and its tributaries as the bound.
ary between the territories of the
two Governments only incidentally
and by way of description, and not so
as to alter or affect the territorial
rights of either Government ?

3 Has any practice of the locality gene-
rally treating the lands up to the left
edge of the deep-stream as DBritish

territory with the knowledge and
acquiescence of His Highness’ Govern.
ment been proved? In answerine
this query, Counsel will bear in ming
that the practice in the Taluks now
included in the Madras Presidency has
been, as reported by the officers of the
said Government and as recognized
by that Government, the very reverso.

4 Supposing the’existence of guch prac-
tice has been proved, could it affect
or supersede the sovereign rights of
His Highness under and prior to the
Treaty ; g

. And on all other points gencrally which
may occur to Counsel on the facts ang

circumstances of the case as abova : :

. | set out and disclosed in the annexures A

to the case.

Counsel i3 also requested that, in givipe
his opinion on every question hereinbefor:
set, he will be good enough to give his
reasons for arriving at such opinion.

HORMASJEE N. YAKEEL,

HyperABAD-Deceay,

27th February, 7895. .
25th Farward:, 7305 F.
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Exhibit No. A. .

ExtaacT FROM THE SUPPLEMENTAL TREATY, ENTERED INTO BETWEREN Fis Hicuyess
THE N1zAM AND THE Britisg GoverxyeNT oN 3lst Dscrusee, 1860, (VoL
VIII., Arrcnisox’s TREATIES, PAcE 362).

* * * » »

ARTICLE 8.

His Highness the Nizam cedes to the British Government in full sovereign-
ty all the possessions of His Highness on the left bank of the river Godavery and
of the river Wyne Gungah above the confluence of the two rivers, viz., the Taluks

" of Rakapilly, Buddrachellum, Cherla, Alhaka, Noogoor, and Sironcha. /

ARTICLE 9.

The navigation of the river Godavery and its tributaries, so far as they

‘form the boundary between the two States, shall be fiee, and no customs duties or

other cesses shall be levied by either of the two contracting parties, or by the
subjects of either, on goods passing up or down the aforesaid rivers..

‘,
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Exhibit No. B. ;e T
Mapgas Govessyent Ozper, No. 671, DATED 30re Drcorvser, 1878,

Order, 30th December, 1878, No. 677.
No. 45.

This question is not, like the other referred to by ¢he Collector, a

boundary dispute. It must however be determined, in view to obviate further
contention, whether the island belongs to the Nizam, or is portion of the territory
ceded by His Highness’ predecessor to the British Government by Article 8 of the
# Now odition, Pago 223. Treaty. of December 1860. On a reference to that Treaty

(Aitchison, Vol. V., Page 116)*, it appears that the Nizam

ceded only certain Taluks lying on the left bank of the river. - This of course cannot
be held to include anyisland in the mid-stream. The Collector will therefore

withdraw his claim to Motegedda. This order will be communicated to the
Resident, Hyderabad.

(True Extract).
C. G. MASTER,
Acting Chief Secretary.
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Axhibit No. C.

¥t rricTs ¥ROM TAE LETTER OF \\ 3. Foster, HsqQ., COLLECTOR oF GODAVERY, ADDRESS«
£D o THE SECRETARY 0f THE BOARD OF. Revexve, Mabnas GOVERNMEXT,
vatep, 1911 SEPIEWBER, 1880, No. 338, (Para. 58, cLAusEs (1) axp (16).

* L] - . ®

58. To weach village along the bank of the Godavery a certain amount
«of 1and 1n the bed of the river is attached. This the villagers are allowed to
.cultivate when the river subsided. Now in their orders of 30th December, 1878, ‘
No. 671, Governreent say that only the land up to the left bank of the river
belougs to us.  We must therefore revise this settlement. But this is a matter
that cannot be done without a survey ; some of the land in the bed of the river ig
cultivated, and some pluces of ground there are used for making bricks, on all
which the proprictors receivercnt. There is vo hurry about revising this part of
the settlement, and I have not made any proposals aboutit. If a survey were
made, I should propose to arrange to give up to each village an extent of waste

. land equal to that in the bed of the river, or if there is no Government waste

~ adjacent to the village to reduce the peshkash on it,

E * * *

~(Clause 16) * * In this case the boat returns to our side
empty unless the Contractor who has taken the right of ferrying people, &e., to
our side from the Nizam amicably arranges with him to the contrary. The village
Wajab- -ool-irz declares in favor of the proprietors shat— we have a right to every-
thing wlnch grows on the sandy land below the river bank,” meaning apparently the
river margm If this is so, it is opposed to the Government Order of the SOth
December 1878, No, 671, wherein it was observed, in deciding as to whether an
island in the bed of the river called Motegedda belonged to the Government or
Nizam, that all that was ceded by the Treaty of 1860.

“was only certain Taluks lying on the left bank of the river. This of'
. ‘course cannot be held to include any island in the mid-stream. The
~  Collcetor will therefore withdraw his claim to Motegedda.”

If this order should stand, we cannot collect any fees on the ferries.

Ext14T PROM THE RESOLUTION oF THE BoARD oF REVENUE, rara. 14, cravsg (13)
]
DATED 41H FEprrany, 1881, No. 187.

* L4 * s

(13) Proprictors have the right to grow crops on the sandy land below the
river bank.  The Collector observes that this condi-
tion is opposed to Government Order, dated 30th Do-
cesuher, 1878, No. €71, Political Department, in which it was observed that, under
tlc Treaty, the Nizam ceded only certain Taluks Iving on the left bank of the river,

Articio IV., Enclesure 2.
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which cannot include any laads in the bed of the river. The Board do pot think
that it was intended that the ryots of the villages in the ceded Taluks should be
deprived of the vesied rights in the bed of the river. Should the Government,
“however, consider otherwise, the Collector will be requested to report the revenuo
roalized from these lands, on which peshkash has now been calculated, in view to
the necessary deduction being made from the peshkash proposed.

* . . .
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£xhibit No. D
oVERNMENT ORDER, DATED 90TH JANUARY, 1885, No. 122,

G
PRACT FROM THE MADRAS {
o (REVENUE)-

e ———————

Order.

* * * * *
9, In pamrrraph 14, the Board deal with a series of minor questions, and

neir recommendations have the approval of Government, subject to the modificas
don 1so to the following remarks :—

tions already indicated, and subject a

(Clause 13). The order quoted is final and the Board’s suggestion as
regards the reduction of peshkash is approved.
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Exhibit No. E. D

Cory OF LETTER FROM raE FirsT ASSISTANT RESIDENT TO THE MINISTER OF HyperABAD.

Tue Resipexcy, HYDERABAD,
75th Decenmber, 7897.
No. 2364
My DEAR NAWABR,

The Chief Commissioner of the Central Provinces has submitted a ques-
tion as to the exact boundary lins between the Chanda District and Hyderabad

Stase.

The reference has been made in consequence of a dispute having arisen
in connection with the collection of the rents from fields in the bed of the river

Godavery.
The facts of the, case reported are as follows :—

In February, 1889, an alluvial tract in the bed of the river Godavery
between the villages of Edchankapalli in the Noogoor Taluka of the/
Chanda District and Nagarum in His Highness’ territory was tilled
by cultivators from both sides of the river, and as the bed of the river
has always been regarded as British territory, the right bank of the .
river being taken as the boundary line, the Najb-Tabsildar of Sironcha
was deputed to collect rents from the persons cultivating in the river-
bed. A peonwas accordingly stationed there for the purpose. While
however a punchayet of cultivators was being held regarding  the
division of the produce, Nis Highness’ police appeared aod arrested
the persons Who composed the punchayet, together with the Tahsil
peon. These persons are stated to have been subsequently released

by the Local Court.

As it would thus appear that there :s some doubt as to the exact line of
boundary, I am to request that you will be good enough to state what is the
boundary claimed by His Highness’ Government, whether His Highness' Govern-
ment would be prepared to agree that the boundary should be fixed either in
aceordance with the deep-stream or by a line drawn midway between bank and
bank, and also which of these two methods His Highness’ Government would prefer-

Yours sincerely,

(S1) J."A. CRAWFORD.
Tgs NAWAB
Sir ASMAN JAI BAHADUR, K.CILE.
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Txhibit No. .

Copy OF A MEMORASDTM FORWARDED 10 tze Fiest AssistaNt Resipext, Hyperara,
witg His EXCELLENCY TLE Mixisrer’'s LETTER No. 288, paTED 26T1H

Aprin, 1892,

It appears thal the village bearing the name of Nagarum in the Pakhal
Taluk is situated on the bank of the river Godavery. There does not ap‘pear to

" Jave been any standing dispute about land between the ryots and those of tke

neighbouring village of Edchankapalli on British territory. The quarrel which
was reported by the Chicf Commissioner, Cerntral Provinces, and to which the
TResident makes reference in his letter No. 2364, dated the 15th December last, is
found on enquiry to have origirated not with the cultivators of the land situated
between the two villages above mentioned, but between the ryots living in the
vicinity of a village called Mallikut in the Pakhal Taluk, and those inhabiting the
village of Pargapur in the Sironcha Taluk in British territory.

The river Godavery runs between the villages of Mallikut and Pargapur,
and it appears from a report of the Pahsildar of Pakhal that the disputed area
consists of certain clevated patches (21 in number), measuring altogether 65 bi-
gchs, 83 baums, which, when the riveris in ordinary flood, are suited for cultivation.
Such ground is called Lingah by the natives of the country. The rent of these
patches was collected by the Nizam’s officials and credited in the Treasury during
the years 1286 Fasli and 1287 Fasli.

During the succeeding years, from 1288 Fasli to 1294 Fasli, owing to
unusuzlly high floods, the land was submerzed ; but in 1295 Fasli, cultivation to
the extent of 23 bigahs, 10 bLaums was ‘tesumed, and a sum of Rs. 206-8-0 was
realized as rent. In the following year 32 bigahs were brought under cul-
tivation and the rent duly collected by the Tahsildar of Pakhal. There was
never any interference or dispute about the cultivation of thiz particular land
between the villages of Mallikut-and Pargapur in the bed of the river until after
the date above given, when a cultivator named Abdul Khader from Pargapur
took forcible possession of the produce and carried it off across the frontier. He
was however brought to book by the Tahsildar of Pakhal, and was made to refund
tho value of the crop to the rightful possessors in His Highness the Nizam's
territory. It appears from correspondence which took place between the Tahsil-
dars of Pakhaland Sironcha on the occasion just alluded to that, when the last

_mentioned Tahsildar was called on to send Abdul Khader to Pakhal for the purpose

of establishing his claim to the produce, he stated that there was no cultivator of
that name within his jurisdiction paying, or who had ever paid, rents for the
cultivated patches of land in the bed of the river. From the above report it
would appear that the land in question is not, and never has been, a matter of
dispute between the ryots of the villages on opposite banks of the river.

1t also appears to be clearly laid down in the Treaty of 31st of December,
1860, that the bed of the river Godavory belongs exclusively to His Highness the
Nizam ; whilst the whole of the territory on the left banks of the Godavery, and
of the river Wyne Gungah above the confluence of the two riversin question,
comprising the Taluks of Rakapilly, Buddrachellum, Cherla, Albaka, Noogoor
and sironcha, is ceded 1n full sovereignty to the British Government,
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Txhibit M¥o. G-

rrOM TAE LEVENUE “1xisng, 103 Thaasnss TUD Tcan's

CoPY OF A LETTER
pd - T -
¢ As3isTANT ILESIDEXT, TITpERADAD.

(JOVERNMENT, TO TRE IR

Qririeg 00 SECRETARY TO (GOVERNIEXT,
MIsCELLANEOUS DIPARTMENTS, &e.,

26tk April, 1892.

-
4
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Ay pEAR ME. Irwix,

Referring to Mr. Crawford’s letter No. 92,564, dated the 15th December
last, regarding aG alleged dispute about certain land in the bed of the river Godavery
botween the villages of Nagarum in His Highness’ Dominions and Edchankapalliin
Brisish territory, [now beg to enclose » memo. showing the result of enquiries
made into the matter Ly the Reveaue authorities, which will T hope be considered
sufficient to dispose of the subject. Butif the Desident considers that any farther
information is called for, I shall, on hearing from you to that effect, be happy to
issue orders for necessary enquiry.

Believe me,
Yours very sincerely,

(Sigued) VIKAR-UL-UMRA



po TAE MINISTER OF
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n1 RESIDENT,

Tgrr RESIDEN(Y, TIYDERAPAD,

Dated 73th Decemhers 7 892,

No. 1310,
23rd September and subse-
da District and
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ot the Chief Comm
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o watch the proceedings on His Highnoess’
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i Highness' Governmen
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t have taken of the case.
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\ depute ?
Y ours sincerelys
(3igned) G. R. IRWIN,
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AT JAH BAHADUR, rC-LE
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hey have fought several times and kept the whole
ful they i ral tmes and
rl‘ht: witnesses who stated so are Nos

: e
: dars being po¥
e 0s5ess5101.

‘ ) iyntheirp 23. Ramrow Watandar Patel of the _I\fo.cfgfoort 0?21;1112?;
1 from S e ettlement no boun.dal‘y was . half‘ of the
poundary. At the t::e;i;mtment showed him any au?mll\t‘,)irzat:,?(;ovemme..s‘
men of the.settlelme"cd to them, and the other half t;t ihér side of the great
ped of the river b<13 Oncoulbi\'ating the land in the bed on t. e 0.1 od accordingly. 'Tho
Their ryots are a soh ryots of Ircherlapulli are cultl\'atlng bas been washed away.
stream, eéven n,OW td.e jte had arisen is not now prescntj it ,‘a treams. 'A.t present  °
lanka for which lsflt,ivated are situated betwcen tI;e t’f‘}t?/iss nature and the lari-

The lankas that :'u‘eﬂc iﬁo through their side, The land of th nd Yel'l'apixmm are

the large strfaam 18 ?;Ia:kalla Iyawarpett, Padkapur, Bonama a~hmh cultivation is

kes of tho Vﬂ;ag:l?e(;e villages t’he're are two -étrcams bet“’f;; ‘e‘r and broader and
in the bed. S’(‘)m'e time the stream on theérhiéiemgsc::ze:ot cSlt.iv'a ting land on the

1 -
gtates, that

'
t
]
v
)
’

rried on. her side. . and on the
* 5 etimo the stream on the other s in existence; and if any land on th
L SO f the stream because 1t 1s not now be fit for cultivation, then their
£ the great stre other SI_‘? (:)f the strean become in exiSﬁCﬂ(;e: 2:.ll‘]lf ehave venerally cultiviated land
other side : d cultivate the land. They F ivated land then
cultivate . e av [tivated lan
people cross the .Plvj:',: l:vay If the ryots of Nizam hav etf‘?iic:pli; ':m have baieed
s+hout dispute in thi . . ars the ryots of th i e -
“.lthOUt dlSpu S. 1Ce fOl\I‘ or ﬁVe ycars . Tal kas bclnﬁ
i tax to them. Siee or stream. Prior to the Talu >
they paid the tax ide of the larger s . v k. but thera
; andon the other si as he other bank, bu
a dispute f0_1' th?::l!;ld(}ivemment’ their boundary "'Vd sup to th ther Government for
goded 8o tho Bri ;S document granged by the Nizem or any o
. or do

ment lies P

33 Patails and Patwaries of ¢

he Cherla, Albaka, ang
and the Agents of the Z

. Noogoor Talukas,
amidars werq called up

A cay.  They

Tatgka havealso statud in the saipe “fi) lis
’ this. The P‘“‘telsl o ﬂ}l]e lfszgi?ﬁ trxfu% their forcfathers that the boundary of t
00 as witnesges, ‘ state also that /t ey hav L% of the river.
4. Onthe 15t day of enquiry I Cross-questioned thg Witnesses, byt secing |

1o use I did not do s0 on the 2ndand 34 days, and T haq if Necessary put questio:

through the Deputy Commissionep. Manyof the Patails whogq de

wereof the Ghond and Bhoi caste, an

(E | v sa. pOSlti el .’ thh,t t» 1¢ ¢ 3 < ' ) ’ .
o 1 . i :

Positions were ), en
d therest wepe cultivators, Haq any one stated
1 the bed of the river, he Would have pointed jt
far they o conside

any land to have beep cultivated i

out. If they were questioned how
Godavery river,

—

A30n8 were asked the
0, When QGenerg] Glasfurd be
settlement he us

1 icoda, Mad.
e Patels of Marigeda,
r the boyng f th : 7. When the turn of taking depositions ogtg:DOIl)uty Commissiouer, who
oundary o e ' ) . river-isles, came up
many of them replied that it g a4 far ag the boundary line of tke ' R digoda and Narsareddigoda, the river-isles, ,
Nizam's Goverx_unent, or in other words they said that the whola bed and even thg ;
river lies withip their boundary. When the reqs l
- about 25 years ag

ed to keep one

. a5
y some question tome a
iver Godavery, put som : i
ir bei left bank of the river ' qestion fome a8
O bgmf 01;:;“:0 give moare force, and enquired the pa
.o o ‘
Isaid in para. 2, beg

) vooroor Taluka, and ta
. ¢ included in the Noogoor )
they are inclu three villaoes

~ ion, and from what time . seen that the three 3

. . -'P‘;)P“m:;(zil; revenue is paid.. From the ma.r}l)‘ hlt c‘ad?3 1:; the river and not on the

aquired P whom iver. €y ar
8y were given tq UIldersta?]d thatOft h:;}:: Lo are quite apart from the Godavery river

boundary isag fap a3 the other bank of the river, hence they consider the other i
bank within thejp bouudary These are the statement ™

° 1 am eurprised to sce
nded by the river. ]

o altogether surrou itish Government, the
other banks a“% al;’oor T:.Iuka. was handed over to the B'”hb'llog ey
that when the AN(?OF, 's Government considering these river-isles

he Nizam
officers of t

1tish authority ; even
r alsoto the British au A
. . ka handed them ove althoueh they have 1o
entered o tlg s T::xlz did not presume to exclude them, d]gmt‘;: ; o g Tt
" y m . d rove : il '
the British Govern ion, because it has been already pro British
. ing In possession, becaus . ere to be ceded to the Britis
richt of being in p f the Godavery river, were bt are in tha
“ the left bank o i . ‘e not on the left bank but as
situated on three isles which are no iver Godavery
. t, and not the i he Treaty the whole rive
Government, When according to the 3 . ‘0 the bed also
tva . ted in toe <
bed of the nvvrl?\"\a'm’s Government, then the IS]ands‘x Sll)teu :he case, the British
Z n & ?
belonged 0 lt)h;3 lto the Nizam’s Government. If sucl
long = ;
undoubtedly belong

the other side of the great stream or the g
tivated by the Iyots of the Britisy Government,
village there are three Ia

akas op river-isles,
lanka, second i zamidari, gpq the third pe]
The ryots of the Nizam's Government
which they cultivato, When the T4y
Government, the influe

Lt e e

nt are ¢yl
In the Jurisdietion of the Albak,
Qut of these, one i revenye
0n3s to the Nizam’
are paying to them ¢
kason b

3
g
-
[~
fadl ‘S

: oth banksg belonged ¢ the Nizam’s S

ntial and well-to-dg Iyots of that Government were cultivat. {
1ng the land and Jank, on both sides of the great stream in the G |
nits bed. After the Taluk

odavery rivep and

e Y

. ment, the ryots of ) e '“_“‘;_“__;““;;:::_,:4u—‘.“ T ————

821 to cultivate ¢h, land oq the other sidp of the great R ‘:ﬂ?\‘m:x‘tm—‘;:ﬁr N . L . it =

Etream.  Some Patels have corroborated this itpess and state that ominy ¢4 theip ‘Eﬂ » - -
3 -
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‘ «a large and decp.- fow] g
.alarg °p stream wag Lowing by the border of Nagarum and all {he 7
= "“which are now iy the bed of the Godavery were in po N f’tl rots op rnkas
. . _ . S5€5310n of the rrote .
Lipulli, but since five or six Years it having been turned from ;¢ 1 oo o Ircher.
> 1ts oromep Conrse 3
irse ig

.ﬂowing by the border of IrcherIapth', conscquently the Nizam’s Iyots wish to ¢ L
0 take

& I possession all the lankas occupied by the mep of Ircberlapulli but they nejt)
) cither

b e ad

Government has no right to the above jules. As the British Government i3 a just
and equitably one, and when the fact of the case 13 brought to their notice, it is
heped that it will take the matter intw consideration and graut the right to the Y
proper party.
and Patwari, of the lands cultivated by each
Iy0ts had cultivated a9 bigahs, while the ryotg of the
ploughed 33 bigahs. Tpe statements talep by me of o :
Patwari prove thatfrom ancient time the’]arge and deep-stre ;‘mry:t:;l Pz}tall and
It; f]lo Wz}; fie border .Of that village. 71 8 myself certify thig b:causz r.“'el;useg
431, while I was making my Jamaband; cireuit ag 5 2nd Talulz-dar Il | 2L
. » 4 had camped

In that village ang saw the river flowing through that course.  This cleap] kb
. Y showsg

+  that the Pate] of Ircherlapulli pqq stated in hjg deposition Bothing Dyt £, hood
8 alsehog

anei . .
ncient tlme. flowing tjhrough the berder of tkag

& Now I shall procced to state tke result of my enquiry made in tha
matter.  First of all there is uo proof from the evidences adduced to show Low fue
the boundary of the Talukas on the left bank extend in the Godavery river, Some
Witneszes liave stated to the effect that, when General Glasfurd comrmenced the
Survey, a flag was fised on the bank belonging to the Nizam’s Government, and
when the witnesses asked the reason for doing so the measurers informed them
"+ that the boundary of the Buitish Governinent extends as far as the bank on which
the flag had been fized, The measurers had no right at alj to fay so, and con-
faand the old ideas of the ryots of that vicivity. The point to be looked gt i3
that when the British Government started the survey of theabgve Tulukas, it
onght to have informed the Nizam's Government, and obtaincd its opinion with
regard to the survey of the river Godavery, 0 that it could haye been decided at °
the time that, as the river Gedavery is witlin the jurisdiction of the Nizam’s
Government, a survey of it is not necessary.  As General Glasfurd was an
experienced and competent officer Le foresaw the turn things would take and gave
no information to the Nizam’s Government, and, having surveyed the land as Lo
Liked, fixed the bound:iry of the river, which was quite illegal, -

9. Ido not consider the statements of the witnesses reliable who
stated that they heard their forefathers saying that the boundary of the Godavery
river extends as far as the other bank, As they had only heard this from their
forcfathers, no "confidence could be placed on theip evidences, This 13 the resylt
of tho instigation of witness No, 22, Ramrow, an old Watandar Patwar; of all the
villages in the Noagoor Taluka. I need not say hes ;he confidence helq by the
ryots of the villages on the Patwaries, as it is well known to aj], It is likely that
Ramrow micht have taught his Tatels to state that their boundary extends as far
as the other bank.  But neither their forefathers might have tolq them so, nor
they or Ramrow, or witness No, 5 Setaramiah, the Agent, possess any sannad, docy.
ment or dowl papers. Now possession is obtained, and wherever it ig shown a
dispute is going on by the Nizam’s ryots.  The ryots of the Nizam’s Government

Of Bl y il

Patajl;
;...leiz ;))1:) ::*;(;I?gg:ra,f Rzngapett, Chuu.chipuHi and Golagara, jt g Proved that, 1},
stroam e o Of the lankag which are DOW on the other side of the ] il
'WCT or near thg British villages, Aboyt 10 1 e
. r_vote of the Britis}, Government had illega]] ﬁken oF tho o 20
Zamidar of Chands making 5 compfainbt fhe T
to order received from the D : )
’and decided the case. He, wit

‘Portion of the lanka With the consent of the Nizam’

B & i ot NP AU bt

are also ocenpyi > islands | , lav iver th : ‘
ire also occupying the islands in the bed of the G.‘oa'l'\ ery river, and ne Cultu.l"lble ; “of the Tahsildar of Sironcha AM'S ryots, The memorandyp,
lands between the two streams.  Their possession is also recorded in eyp village . the Nizam’s otcha, No.— dat‘-’CI‘\N-*-«shows that ¢
) — ; . . 2at p

pavers.  If such be the case, I am at loss to understand on what grounds they are : other side of thovelrnment 8re In possession up to the Present time of lan dyo St;’f

T ) . . o . o largep stream hi . - on
'l the Led of the Goday, “Cr. t consider they have a richt to . > 1 Which proveg tjq: =
ciaining the Leg very river. I do no 5 A S river belongs to thy Nizam'’s Goverume};t hat tlo whole bed of the GOdavery

the bed. ; l
. : 12. The agent of the Zamidar of 3¢
Taluka, stateg that the villages of zamidari illgkp, a

10, Thave £aid ip para. 1, that heving some letsure T had an oppor-
Buddrfzchellum Taluka ip the Madrag Presiden

tnuity of visiting and instituting an enquiry into the lanka situated in the bed of the

G odavery (a dispute betweeq the village Nagarum Nizam’s Government, and Trcher-

lapulli of the British Government, and Mallikut of the Nizam's Government and 5

Pedkapar the British Government). The Patels and some of the ryots of Naga,

rum stated, that from time immemorial the river is flowing by the border of Ircher-

lapulii, and the lanka Levond it, was from ages past cultivated by them. Dut

since fouror five years the ryots of Ircherlapulii baving taken a portion of the lanka

(batur) are cuItivaling it, and also finding thsm helpless are depriving them of

their produce by force, the result of which has led to a dispute and an enquiry is .
gong on,  Dullish, Patel of Ircherlapulli, witness No.——stated, that fromlong time
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[f such o the case, what reasen can the Chie

Central Provinges have in insisting Gpon the subjeet, while the 3,

meat have ny elaim at all to the beg of the Goda\'ery river ? Furtler, the Treat,
“Eparently shows that the Nizam’s Gevernmpnt had ceded ¢}, Talukas of Sironclia,
Nooguor Albaka, Cherp,

Tiver to tha British Governmf:nt, then the Chief
that the Nizam’s Government bas kept the
Ho Wwever,

Godavery
Commissjoner can best understay
Godavery river in jts Possession,
> move the point already admitteq by the Madrag Government yng to
lay claim fop the right jy appearing againsy the Treaty, ¢ ;s likely that t}e
British Government mizht hLave considered ths the Nizap’s Gov
Inake some reduction in the L

and Revenye fised under the S
their ryots cultivating in ¢]q bed of the Gog

ernment ]|

We need not, however,
if the Govemment
at no interference should be made ip the

1Teposed rates of the Governmeng, It is Iy strong opinion that the Governmert

Possesses fall right op the whole riye
within the Nizam’s. Dominions, and the
10g against the said Treaty ang jyq right,
lias been proved by this €nquiry, nor the loss of jtg o
therefore, no reason to fix a peyy boundary £, the Go
Government may do as it Jikes,

Govemment shou]

I have, &e.,

(Sd-) SOHRAByI JAMSHEDJ_I,._' L

]

Orricrating Fpgyp Tarekpag,

1y d/'&zzgal Distriet, .

Ty even the riyver together with 4 bed s/ {
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Exhibit No. .

Copy op REPORT, DATED CHAND.‘L, 1s7 Arerg, 1863,

- No. 1414, )
Froy
J. A. C. SKINNER, Esq., I. C. S.,
OrFicrarixg Drruvry Coumssmxzn,
Chandg,
To

TrE COMMISSIONER,

Nagpur Divisi, n.
1
Sizr,

With reference to the orders conveyed under Yeur endorsement No. 10432,
dated the 5, December last, T have the honor to submit—

(¢) the recorg of an enquiry as to whethep the claim of His Highnes.

(¢2) the recorq of a similar enquiry with regard to the Jpeaj Practice ip
the Sironchy Taluk; .

(t77) a translation of the claust witp, regard 'tp alluvion and  diluvipn
which wag included in the Wajib-ul-yrz of river-sida villages of tp,
Sironchs, Tahsil ot the scttlement of 1867 ; and

(vv) a copy of my Predecessor Colone_l Thomas’

demi-ofﬁcial letter,
dated the 104} April 1892, ¢, the Revenue Seq

retary, to the Chief‘
. ., Commissioner. -

2. The first mentione COqUIry was that Prescribed by the Government
of India, and

Wwas_conducteq by me in the Presence of My Sorabjes Jamsetjeq
Chenai, 1st Talukdar of Warangal, epreseuting His Highaess gho Nizam’g Govern.
ment, and of M. Gillman, T C. S, who hag been deputed by the Madras Govern-
ment to watch the Proceedings, 1y, enquiry with regard {o the Sirancha Talyk
I subsequently mae on My own accoypt, Idid s because that Taluk Was cedej
lo the British Government at the same time that the othep three wore ;

I wag informed that, in regard to thyt Taluk, thers ywy3 10t any disn;
to boundary, and neyep had p i

to place on recorg the practice as
obtaing there, - The other two Taluks whi

» have sin...

» and [ understand thag

DYArY t0 {hat whic},
; g the S_ironch:; Tatrsie- ==

v’
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e - - — o R Noogoor would, I think, rq’cognize in their heart of hearts thg, substantial justice of
T "L< a decision, which, taking a middle course between their extréme claim on the one
‘ : hand and that of His Highness' Government on the other, imposed in regard to
V/ t the lower Taluks the rule which has worked so well in the case of the Sironcha
! y. Taluk,
/ disputed territory has been agreed to by His Highness’ odicialz, and asted uron N " 9. The reasons which lead me to suggest the deep-stream rather than
[ for §evel'al }'?arS;.and (strongest case of all) that the isling op ishinds of Muri. " aline bisecting the bed as the boundary which should be prescribed for the
; gudiem (all these islands in the Godavery are divided by subordinate water-courses, future are— .
and may thercfore be regarded AS one or more at Pleasure), contajy threo re"ular'v‘ & ' . . .
! settled villages which were in éxisten.ce at the time of the cession, Lave ::1}\\'.".\“.5 )] that. f;l?hough in the settlement misls one-half of the nver-b.ed area
‘ been regarded as belonging to the N ocgeor Taluk, and came wuger British jm‘isdidc- | adjou.nng t hem. appears to hav?.been ente‘red a3 belonging .to
i{ tion with the rest of the Taluk at the time of the cession 5 whereas if the conteation onr rxver-sxd-e v.xllages, the Ifrowsmns of their Wajab-ocl-urz Wfth
: now advanced by His Hizhness' Government were correct, those villames “:} iéh regard to .dlluvxon and alluvion appear to me more consonant w.xth
though on our sife of the deep-stream, are scparated by a well dcﬁnaedﬂ(-han‘ne‘l the dgep-s'tream rule, (see travslation of the clauso in question
from the main_lgpd,_should have remained in Iljs Highnes,s’ Possession (sec with - appended) ; .
regard to these villages the eviderics of witnesses NI, 43 ang 46' ot ”:“_ 'oin; (i) t}lat the deep-stream r.ule has been in force,. and has worked well
enqury). So stronz a point indeed s thig last one that after statino ¢ I}:r Ny ) m the caso of th? Sironcha Taluk (see evidence of almost all the
think it necessary to submit any other argumens oy the (juestion. DIf,hox;'e::r Sironcha Taluk witnesses) ; and,
His Highness’ Government hnfl had any idea at the time of the cession <;f placx:utrv ' ) (¢7) that in the case of other Taluk\s it is, I think, the rule which will
on Article S of ths Treaty tho interpretation now ss5uzh t™hs phce\i on it W‘-; .be the most easily understood and worked by the people. It would
should hardly T think have been allowed to survey the whold I‘?VQ]'-I)Q[I and en:e; y be by no means easy for ignorant people to ascertain exactly, whero
portian of it in the settlement mis]s and maps of opr villages, Without’noticc b‘c‘p: , the middle of the bed falls; whireas' the deep-stream is, as I have
taken of the fact, and a protest entered. Te ‘ said, almost always clearly recognizable, and where it is not, i.e., - . e
. - - : . - 7777 7% . where there is an island in mid-stream, special arrangements could ,‘
X T/“rdl?{, I would submit that the words of Article 8 of the Tregty o /! ;' bo made, (see in this connection the evidence of witness No. 18 of the !
of 1860 do not, if strictly and literally construed by any means veceszarily beay ] ~~ Sironcha Taluk), T ’ B i
the signification now sought to be placed on them by Iis Hichness Gover;m,w: v ' ' . \
The Article states that His Highness *“ cedes in ful] Sovercign{y all his I)()sg(’s;-‘op‘: . o ’ 10. What I would propose therefore is— . L
' . o i : ' SHOE . e e
9 st 0 et ey sl b s hor i i
Albaka, Noogoor and Sironcha.” And'this, T would ;um: N “drache, ..m,. Chﬁ"ﬂa‘, : well.marked and permanent 1slands,. the deep-strea-m shou_l.d l.)e
ness ceded a?l that was at that i rm’q ol o f ao(:’b y mcantt}mt s Higk- . regarded as the boundary, and that in accor(.iance with ‘practlce in
Tuluks up to tho foll sotery ot their‘bz, unslqr;eg a‘: tortllnfng :part of t].e-aforesaid . ' the Sironcha Taluka, the people of the re.spectxve banks should take
that if it had been interded to malke 'm rc;crx; at ]'ft limo recognized, angd : their chance of getting more or less land if the deep-stream changes
- e ten ake any ation wx_th regard to land ig th. o its course ;
rxver-b?d, such reservation would have been expressed n the Treaty. The same K ) : L
expression.—‘ On the left bank '—was used, I may observe, in A f{icln 5 ofuﬁ t (%) that, in regard to well-defined islands row existing, present arrange-
- © ' ments should continue so long as the islands subsists;

]Treabty of lfSi"Z, wherehy His Highness the Nizam ceded certain territories on the
eft bank of the river Wurdyl, 2 of Nao b ' i i
Vol. Y., Page 206), and m elatn 1o (0" o *\“.opug S Michison's Treatic, (1) chat, uny future islaud which may be formed in the bed of the river
- Yo tage 200), I it whoie river-bed has I beligve, eve . i
wade by i Mol Gorommment i ol s, I believe, ever bee i .sbh;).uld belong to the Government on whose side of the deep-stream
‘ — it lies;

—

(i) that, a future island as to which it cannot be predicted that it lieg
on either side of the deep-stream, i.e.,, which is mid-stream, should
be divided between the two Governments,

8. i In paragraph 3 of letter No, 29529, dated the 23rd July 1892
the D0puty Seeretary to the Government of India in the Foreign D; rart o '
the Chief Commissioner of the Centrg] Provinces, it is suzrcested ?h"t e t'o
His Ilighness’ claim beo not considered well-grounded ict:,cmi"ht b: deven e
act of grace, the interests involved being unimportanf,; I :'ou‘dbfx ‘
rcspect.fully to protest against this course being udo.pted. N:)t o)zilg, Q};}OW;"C’P»
io‘s‘e u;meral mgh.ts which may Prove of considerable value, a seam of zo;l ?aiz;v:'

cen ciscovered in the Led of the river to our side both of the deep-stream and (c;
: )

a . - N ] . . L]
centrat line, that is, a loss of which Government merely has to count the cost
St—

hut our people would £ w 1 o
cel that we wer 1 ir i
€re sacrificing thejr Interests, and Lag failed

to' give them the support they have 3 right to expect from the Governm tt
| . -n v R Ty - rnn cn
which they are subject.  The patches of rich cultivable lapng which appear in t} ; {
< e 1

from

T4 e ey ay
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11.  The last of these proposals goes beyond the decision of the Madras
Government in the case of Motegedda (Madras Government Order No. 671, dated
{ the 30th December 1878,) which was to the effect that, as the Nizam had ceded

mitted ag ay- .

R N

S - Et——a

only certain Taluks lying on the left bank of the river, this could not be held to
include an island in mid-stream. It isin accordance, however, with the arrange-
ment which has been arrived at, and for Inany years acquiesced in, in the case of
the islands off Albaka, And with regard to the case of Mategedda, I would venture

1
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§
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5 stbjects ¢ ! |
SubJects to cross overp . l

river-bed, are highly prized, anq any attempt by the Nizam’

aad cultivate such land, when clearly on our sjgo of the stream, w IdI "

leal o similar friction to that whicly has been causeq by the atgnmm; fam o of i'\}

our people to claim the whele river-bed, On the othchl c poopts e ! \ k I e

acd, our Peopio even in
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(viii) That the deep-stream does not always keep to the same course but
) . - . ’
that the frequency with which it changes its course varies in different

| parts of the river, and that on the whole such changes are in-
3. 1 regret that the cnquiry ab which Mr. Sorabjee was present was . e
nob in some ways a3 gatisfactory as it might have been, sinze that ofiicer did not
consider himself authorised to make any claim oF admission on behalf of s
Highness’ Government, except to reiterata that the wording of Article S of the
Treaty of 1360 entitles s Hizgbness to the whole river-bed, Moreover, although
he corsidered himself authorised to0 adduce cvidence before me, Mr. Sorabjee .
finally decided not to doso. He cross-cxamined, however, and from the nature % . 6. 1 proceed to offer o fow observations in justification of some of th
ey dec o o cmss‘examination’ Ep e 1o T e exidencer . ' above inferences. And first with regard to the claim to the whole river-bedL z
(the result of which was that no witnesses from His Highness’ side of the river forwa:rd oy our people, L am inclined to think there1s some trath in the allecratri):)lu |
were examined), it M3y, 1 think not unfairly, be inferred that Mr. Sorabjee accept- tha,b in former days the Zemindars on our side of the river established b Df 1
ed the statomcats of the witnesscs called by me a3 substantially correct. . majenre s-ort of claim to the whole bed T also think that the y;' o
thel whole river-bed having been surveyed by our Surveyors at sett] o
and flags planted for the purpose of that survey on the further b'mkemem"
have been, in good faith taken by the villagers on our side of ‘th', ’-“33"
as o .cc»nﬁrmation of their traditional claim to the whole bed; and thnet ?gel
may, in s?me cases at any rate, have rezarded the survey-flags as, having ’; o
up o .xmhcatc their boundary (see particularly the evidence ZE witne“o’\‘{ een'set | |
th(f Joxgiienquiry) on the other hand, having regard to the facts— = R foet

(iz) That the deep-stream would be the best line of boundary to adopt

for the future, subj 1 ts 1 .

: future, subject to special arrangements in regard to any
island in mid-stream, such as have been made at Albaka (see evi-
dence of witnesses Nos. d and 50 at the joint cnquiry). \

4. Theso witnesses Were the Agents of the superior proprieter of the
Sironcha Tabsil, and of the inferior proprictress of the Noogoor Taluk (witnesses Nos:
5 and 23 at the joint enquiry)s and the patels (Mukaddam-Gomashtas) of all the river
sido villages in the Talukas 10 question. With the exception perhaps of the Agent
of the inferior proprietress of the Noogoor Taluk and his patels, who were some-

ke out a claim to the whole river-bed, they have, I think, ,

«what too anxious to 13 '
spoken the truth to the best of their ability. And even from Noogoor evidence
rences can, 1 think, be deduced by reading 2 little between the lines.

i) that no d i I ing i
(%) ocumentary evidence is forthcoming 1n support of the claim ;

correct infe
(3) that attcmpts to exercise it have evidently been constantly resisted

y be drawn from {be evideace are .
by His Highness’ subjects; and

5. The inferences which, I think, ma

(1) th.at at settlement half only of the area of the river-bed as .

tam_cd- by survey was included in our villages (see the rea~oasc?1:‘
behe.vmg this to have becn the case, stated by my predeceqsc:rl?s ;1"_1'
dex'n'l-oiﬁcial of the 12th April last, a copy of which is a ~end 13 f -
facxlft?r of refercnce, and sce also the evidence of witnessppl\;o e" Of
the 3.omt, enquiry), the claim of our people to the whole river.b Id _‘1‘“
I think, one which Government cannot possibly support. e

a3 follows :(—

() That where there 15 8 gingle stream the residents on the respective
ides of the rver have always3 cultivated any cultivable land that
bed of the river on their gide of the stream, ‘without

appeared in the
the peoplo on the other sice

their right to do sO being disputed by
of the river.
he original customary

(i¢) That where there are more streams than one, t
1y in the Sironcha Taluk, and srobably in the other i . -
y I ¥ 7. Equally strong, I think, however, is the case against His Highness'

rule Was———certaiu
hall be regardod as the boundary. | claim to the whole river-bed. In the first place, it is I think clearly ter-cl
) a counter-claim,

Taluks also,—that the deep-stream 8
(s1s) That in the Sironch; Taluk this .rule has'. been adhered to,.wi?h the b o ilg:;gp ss;:;cl;ei‘;l g;tei’:wgd and indeed by C.lea; imp}iﬁcétion Tiavowed in the
result that there have been mo disputes 1n that Taluk ; but in the : Lo ' 1881, (soo partioular] 1:; ona boundary dispute with the Madras Government
lower Taluks, and more particularly in the Noogoor Taluk, a claim to i,\ g ) Hydera:bad dated ’cherlgth i‘ ruka from His Highness’ Minister to the Resident
the whole bed of the river has been pub forward by our people, with ? . ord for th’e o et timo e}::)ruary 1881), and having, I believe, Been put fo l:
: when the Noogoor people’s claim to the whole river-bed was

supported in connection with the dis . e e A

Si T pute at’ Yerjerlapilli by the Tabsi
Slroncha, and E’m“ghf to notice by my predecessor Mr. McMim{ (sec lzlli"sil(iar o
your 3ddf0‘533_1\.0- 08792, dated the 14th July 1890, with which t‘:me dis j‘ ctier 10
~ has led to the present enquiry seems to have commenced) iscussion that

the result that disputes have ensued.

(iv) Thdt‘. the claim to the whole bed made by our people has been met
by the counter-claim to the whole bed preferred by His Highness’

At

i .
——— .

Government.
Secondly, Dis Highness’ claim is, T think contradicted by the f&c‘tﬁ‘ .
v 1lCil

His Hichness’ : . .
b'b Hl"hITGSS Government will not, T think seriously dispate) that caltivation h
€ 1 v e y fo) na
cen carrie on in the river-bed on our side of the deep-strcam b L} ‘L:
over since the cession of the Taluks in question to the Britisl. Gl a by our people,
E . . . . 1 (rovernment withon
ang.ob]ectwn being raised or claim put forward by Ilis Highness' G » Wibaout
st ts; 1 .. . o e overcm -
jects ; that in the case of the islnd oz islands opposite Albaka, adivi ent oz
> aka, adivision of

(r) That the claim of our people to the whole bed of the river is inad-

missible.

(¢f) Thab the claim of His Hichness' Government to the whole Led 13

equally inadmissible.

I o T~
3 e

(vi) That there is almost every where if not every where (so far as the
Taluksin question are concerned) an easily recognizable deep-stream; o
cince where there 13:mMOre than onc stream, 0D usually dries up ! ] | » -

tho hot weather, whilst the other doeg not. ;\} ] ‘{\
/ : <




\ﬁ

. . o S 2 nd rctc(l u{\,’)n
isputed territory has been agreed to by Ilis Highness' oficial , !]1 dd N
s g isl: slands Aluri-
cisputed tc and (strongest case of all) that the islund or islands of My
"al years ; P , rater-courses,
for sever a} }eharb 5 islands in the Godavery are divided by subouhua?e water-cou m‘
gudiem (all these 1 arded as one or more at pleasure), contaiu three regularly
and may therefere be reg o at tho time of the cession, Liave al ways
- ; hich were in existence at th : L
sotbed villages longing to the Noogcor Taluk, and came under British jurisdic-
onging to e . R . _ .
peen reganded as bef tho 'I:’mluk at the time of the cession ; whereas if the conteation
. : e T: . R . .
tion wiih the rest (;Z{is Highness' Government were correct, these villages, wlich
g SN : .
now advanced by do of tLhe deep-stream, are scparated by a well defined cham?cxl
b on our side o : ; is Hi s’ possession (sec with
hone in land, should have remained in Iis nghﬁe% posse > t(‘ M
LTSN s 1 = by H
from the~m1?1n__._11}_ the eviderice of witnesses Nos. 44, 45 and 41) at. he Jm")
regard to these villages int indeed 1s this last one that after stating it, | hardly
M > a pointi R \ . e
enquiry). So strong bImit any other argument on the questlon'. If, howgvm
think it peccssary to su had had any idea at the time of the cession, of placivg
. - L rernment liac adl g e . - ) . -
His Highness Gohvel‘T e e i'ntm'pretatlon now sought\toibe placed on it, we
; £ reaty tt !
on Article 8§ of ths

1 < v ll(}(}]l :l”()“(}([ 1() surv y ]l / IC ri el'~b d ;1'](i ente[. P
. 9 1 ] ) urvey the w h()
Shoul(‘ hal‘d] I thlnk ha e v e

th Sett].eme .b i aPS OE our ‘illaoe.., itLIO v o i"c l) Sy $¥id
;“ .t mn e Ilt mil lb a 1(] i1 oes, w ”“ t
pOI‘t. )¢ 0{ 1 ' £l

. , i
Thirdly, I would submit that the words c:f Art:;l; Sner;fociﬁ:“grz;;‘
£ 1860 do not, if strictly and literally construed by n): I;I‘w]. e (:;‘.emmeni.
e i ‘on sht to be placed on them by Iis Highnes G rusient.
the s1gn1.ﬁcat10n nO“}’ Szlﬁis Highness ** cedes in full sovereiznty all his possessions
Tho Article stz,xtes ’ 1{11 iver E}odavory and of the river Wyne Gungah aboTe the
on the left bank of tl,?ver:-s viz., the Taluks of Rakapilli, Buddmchell:im’.Che'rl‘a,
conﬂuencg of the t“’: g‘ . n(;hq, 5 And'this, T would suggest, meant that [lis Hx)g%x-
Albaka, Noogoor anc “Oat ;I‘lab time regarded as forming part of the.aforesmd
poss ceded al th?tllwa\-stent of their boundaries as at that {imo rcccgmzcd’, and
Taluk:s 1%p to tb}e . ier;terded to make any reservation Wi.th regard to land in the
tiat it it had 1301:"“{0}1‘ would have becn expressed in the Trcat}.‘. The ;san‘:v
ri\'er—bfj’d, Suc‘h()rbste};n(left bank '—was used, I may observe, in AT‘UCI)‘L‘ 8 of thn
t‘XPresyon'—‘;? D'I o;ol) - His Highness the Nizam ceded certain territories on -tho
Lrely (I);f lfst—he’ ;:Vlfll Wéurdah toctho Raja of Nagpur (see Aitchiéon’s Treaties,
]\(;ft] b%n ;’ane 206), and no claim to the whole river-bed hgs, I beliove, ever been
m:d.e b; Hiz Highness’ Government in that case.

8. In paragraph 3 of letie;No. 20529, dﬁted the 23rd July 1892, frop

tho Deputy Secretary to the Government of India in the Foreign Department, to
10 <

the Chief Commissioner of the Central Provinees, it is su.gges.téd that ev.eixq;hnougf
His Highness’ claim be not considere.d well-grounded, 1t might Izle :ulm.xt;: us.::
act of g;race, the interests invo}vgd. being ummportant. I1 WO§I t Jeig,‘ 11(;:13‘ w;
respectfully to protest against this course? being adopted. 0 o;] y s]‘ i e
lose minera! rights which may prove of consxderapfe value, a seam of coa zn;; c%
been discovered in the bed of the river to our side both of the deep-strez;]m anqto

a central line, that is, a loss of which Gove'rm.nent me.relty fJas fo count ; ,,Z cfo,.l:;
but our people would feel that we were sacrllﬁcmg their in bereats;, aé:d' ;‘.me :é :o
to give them the support they have a 'nght Fo expect fron? fjli overn l; 1
whish they are subject. The patches of rich cultlvabli lam,l ) hl.c . aIt)pear 1 the
river-bed, are highly prized, and any attempt .by the ;\lzam's subje‘ctsl(;) Icro,i:;;

and cultivate such land, when clearly on our side of the stream, ,“ 01; fa‘;ome OI,
lead to similar friction to that which has been caused by the attempts ;:) e !
our people to claim thé whole river-bed.  On the other kard, our people

Taluk,

9. The reasons which lead me to Suggest the deop-stream rather thap
aline bisecting the beq a3 the boundary which should be Prescribed for the
future. are— '

half of fhe river-bed area

ntered ag belonging o
our river-side villages, the Provisions of thejp Wajab-ocl.ur; with

and alluvion appear to me more consonant with

the deep-stream rule, (see translation of the clause in question
appended) ;

(i) that the deep-stream rule has been in force, and 3

in the case of the Sironcha Talpk (see evidence
Sironcha Talpk Witnesses) ; and,

(%) that in the case of other Taluks it is, I thin 5

as worked wel]
of almost a]] the

T T T where there ig an island in mid-stream, Special arrangements could
/ ! be made, (see in thig connection the evidence of witness No. 18 of the
r i . , —
] - ~'" Sironcha Taluk),
' !

10, What I woulq Propose therefore is—

- T e e

(%) that, ag regards ordinary alluvial land in the river-bed not forming
¥ : well.marked apq Permanent islands, the deep-stream should be

‘ regarded as the boundary, and that in accordance with practice in
I

anks should tako

3 . their chance of getting more or less land if the deep-stream changeg
- '

its course 3

3 (i) that, in regard to well-defined islands row existing,

present arrange-
ments should continue go long as the islands subsists

any future island which may be formed in the beg of the river
he Government on whose side of the deep-stream

it lies;

(iv) that, a future island a5

on either side of the de
be divided between the

to which it cannot e predicted that it lies

ep-stream, i.e., which js mid-stream, shoylq
two Governments,

Government,\ © b meegof Motegedda (Ma
the 30th Dec i

only certain Ta,
include an island L .ustream.
ment which has been arriveq at,

the islands off Albak, And with regard to the cag

( ‘

t { 11.  The last of thege Proposals goes beyond the decisi
|
jl




to suggest- that, as that 1sland appears from the correspﬁ)ndengettoB hl;::;z ;:;t;r; Z:
inhabited one containing a village and a templc,.the questions t e o e b
definitely propounded and decided in regard t? 1t were (on the ;‘xe;:frq ?etter)— i
of Article 8 of the Treaty of 1860, suggested in paragraph 7 of this lett

i 1 aeq . ] istence at the
(1) whether the island and village of Motegedda were n]x f.gs't'Sh e
time of the cession of the Buddrachellum Taluk to the Briti

ment ; and

t f 80, were th( sa v. g 1 1’"[9 recarade a f -

to British jurisdiction ?

i made 13
12. I am conscions, as already stated, that the enquiry I have

i ine taken by His
in some important respects defective. In view, however, of the i

. . bv
; t more complete by
; ; i $ my way to making i 0
fighness” representative, T did nos 50‘3’ .5' f.zi river, and I trust that it will
examining witnesses from Ilis Highness’ side of the e ) S fion ot fecuo.
be found :o afford sufficient materials for a decision of the q

P I have, &ec.,

(8d.) J. A. C. SKINNER,
B i1 Qfiiciating Depuly Commissioner.

ROPRIETORS ON ONE SIDE, . .
‘rs THE SUPERIOR AXD INFERIOR PROPRIETORS
- SIRONCHA, DETWEEN T

e, C ER 4.
axp ToE GOVERNMENT ON TOE OTHER, CIArT

We shall allow

t a! 'S « ’ " ' E i &. ll .( l
’ (S . f .
sa: h ’ Ve a1 lnbt

soil cansed by the 201 WQI tg')?the river bank in the bed within the village
ose to

»

over the cultivation made Lo the villaoe area is swallowed by th.e water, we shz;lll
1 gth'}:’::u d ‘iof there be any alluvial soil more than the
at,’

boundary. If more thaa ;

mpensation for ¢ : i cor it
g “HC’“’@ a0 ares the Government will have a right over 1t
+ of the village area,

R

(8] N ) & B 3 (JE\.TB..L

SECRETARY TO THE Cn;}f RN
(CE - L. 121H
Provixces, DATED TI

In reply to your lette
now gone through and consulte

's' ict.
¢)] Scttlement Report of the Chanda Distric |
of the Upper Godavery District (Sironcha).

A

d the following books and papers :

(2) - . Do.

] hlc 1810 10 he Cessi10n
( ) ] fo) re;a t 2

iti it.
1 to the British Governmen
of six Taluks by the Nizam

. 4 1 red to
-llaces in the Sironcha Tahsil, referre
' isls of the villages in
(1) Settlement mis

in mv letter No. 3058 of 24th July 1891.‘-

t-off of rent to the tenants whose fields (situate on
a set-o _

dated the Gth instant, I would say that I have
r,

(5‘) Settlement misls of two villages in the Mand; Pargana, situated on
the bank of the river Wurdah,

(6) Correspondence which has passed regarding the question of bound-

aries.

(7) Translations of specimen forms of Wajab-ool-urz adopted at the settle-
ment of 1863 to 1876.

So far as I can ascertain the question of the boundary between the Nizam’s
Dominions and the British territories has no where been finally specified, the
mere fact being mentioned that the line of the river separates this District
from the Nizam’s territories. In Aitchison’s Treaties you will find,  in Volume
V., page 116, that by Article 8 of the Supplementary Treaty, dated 26th De.
cember 1860, ITis Highness the Nizam ceded six Taluks (of the Upper Godavery

District) to the British Government, and you will also observe that ip Article 9

the Godavery and its tributaries are said to form the houndary between the two
States, and for this reason their navigation was left free to both. The reasong’

which induce me to think that the proper boundary would be a line drawn midway

between the right and left banks of the river, are as follows :—

(1) I find from a report by Kutumb Rao, Revenuo Inspector of Sircncha,
dated the 8th August 1889, and addressed to the Tahsildar of
Sironcha, in respees to the alluvial tract of land in the Godavery beg
between the villages of Edeharlapilli in the Noogoor Taluk of this
District, and N agarum in the Nizam’s territories (sce also Secretary to

the Chief Commissioner’s letter No. 7364-532, dated the 21st November

1890, to the SSecretary to the Government of India, Foreign +Depart-

ment, on this very subject) that the area of the Godarvery between

’

the two villages was 1,400 acres; whereas in the settlement’ mig] of -

Edcharlapilli only 700 acres have been shown as belonging to the’
village. I presume therefore that the other villages on the banks of
the Godawx‘y have been treated in the same way, though of courss

this could be only ascertained by a survey of the river-beq everywhere. -

(2 In the Khasra of the settlement misls of Mauzahs Mauda and Waghs
are notes in the remark columns to the effect that the river being
the boundary, half the area has been entered as appertaining to the
villages. The conclusion therefore scems to bs that at the settlement
it was unders‘tood. that the boundary should be g line midway
between the two banks. There are two of the villages of the Haveli
Pargana to which I have already alluded, and which' I have now
mentioned simply to show what course appears to have been adopted
in' the Chanda District In respect to river boundaries. Therg are
other similar cages,

(3) This same Plan appears to have been followed at the settlement of
the Wurdah,Distx'ict, wide Deputy Comrnissioner, Wurdah’s lettor
No. 5174, dated the 28th Sepbcmbexf 1891, to the Commissioner,
Nagpur Division, and submitted} to the Chief Commissioner under

- Commissioner’s endorsement No, 6921, dated the 18t October 1891,

(4 In the Secreta;y_ to the Chief (*Ommissiomr,s letter No. 756453 o
the 21st November 1890, to the Secretary to the Government of India

s oy T

T



Foreign Department, you will see that, in paragraph S, the Chief
Commissioner’s views on the subject of boundaries have been clearly
expressed. These were, that he did not think it advisable to claim
the whole river-bed and he suggested that the boundary line should
be taken to be either the deep-stream or & line drawn midway
between bank and bank of the river. Ile pointed out that the latter
line had been adopted by the Government of India in two other
cases, and he considered it to be the best, owing to the deep-stream
being a changing boundary and not always easy to identify.

In my letter No. 3058 of the 24th July 1891, I wrote that the settlement
misl indicated that half the river-bed had been granted to each malguzari village,
and the other half to the Nizam. I think I should here state that I cannot find
that there is any difinite entry to that effect in the misls of the villages I then

referred to.

1 was led to suppose that this was the case by a report of Luxman Aba,
Superintendent of Sottloment, dated the 21sb July 1891, addressed to the Assistant
Settlement Officer here, and sent by that officer to me on the same date.

In that report it is clearly stated that it appears from the settlement
misls that half the river (Godavery) bed has been given for each malguzari village
and half for the Nizam.” You have now asked me to verify what I then wrote,
and I have accordingly examimed the misls, but have not been able to discover any
entries to the above effect. The Settlement Superintendenat, Luxman Aba, is not
now in this District, while the Revenue Inspector, Kutumb Rao, who had brought

up the papers to me in July 18901, is away in the Sironcha Tahsil; so 1 am unqblg

to refer to them. I
The case of the Edcharlapilliof the Noogoor Taluk would, however,appear
to indicate that in every proba.bility lalf the river-bed has been taken as the bound-

ary line.

The old Upper Godavery District was settled by one officer only (Captain
Glasfurd), and it can only be concluded that he would have treated each of the
villages on the banks of the Godavery in one and the same way in respect to the
line :f boundary adopted between the Nizam’s and th- British territories.

—

[4 the matter of a boundary dispute between tho Central Provinecgs
Government and that of His Highness the Nizam.

The Mukaddams or Mukaddam-gomashtas of riverino villages of the .

Cherla Taluk who have been directed to attend before me bere will be bound over
in Rs. 10 each'to attend at _ Vyunkatapur, where I hope to meet His Highness
representative and commence the enquiry, on the 27th instant.

Datep Cayp CHERLA, (sd) J.A.C SKINNER,

The 24th February, 1893. Officiating Deputy Commissioner.

Four of the Mukaddams, viz., Karam Rannapa, Mattrapa Venkat Narsis,
Ruramin Siogudu and Trapa Luchmon, are absent. They will be summoned to
attend at Vyunkatapur on the 27th instant.

. (83) J. A, C. SKINNER,

The 24th February, 7892, Officiating Deputy Commissioner.

S

e

(%4

The 27th February, 7893,

The 27th February, 1 893.

9

The Mukaddams of the Albaka Taluk riverine villages will be bound

over in Rs. 10 sach to appear at Vyunkatapur onthe 1st March next. Rundle
Bajuroo, who is absent, will be summoned for that date.

Darep Camp ALBARA,

(S4) J. A.C. SKINNER,7
F

The 26th February, 7893. Officiating Deputy Commissioners

Mr. Sorabjee J amsetjee Chenai, Talukadar of Warangal, appears as
representative of His Highness the Nizam, Mr. Gillman, I.C. S., Special Assist.
ant Agent, Godavery, deputed to represent the Madras Government, 13 also
present. Mr. Sorabjee states, that he relies on the construction of Article 8 of
the Treaty of 1860 as proving that the whole bed of the Gadavery belongs to his
Government. He also states, that he is ?prepared to offer evidence that in certain
cases cultivators of His Highness’ Dominions cultivate land on the British side of
the deep-strcam. e states (in reply to a question from me) that he has mo
authority to state whether Lis Government claims the island of Muriguddiem or
not. He has only been instructed to attend the local enquiry to be held by me.
Hle is, however, willing to produce evidence.

I now proceed to open the enquiry, I have been ordered to make, as to
the existing practice in the Taluks of Cherla, Albaka, and Noogeor, by examining
the patels of villages marching with the river, commencing from the point of the
Cherla Taluk nearest to the Madras frontier.

The patels of the Noogoor Taluk will be bound over in Rs. 10 each to
attend here on the 1st March. ‘

Datep CAMP VYUNKATAPUR, '(Sd.) J. A. C. SKINNER,

The 27th February, 7893. Officiating Deputy Commissioner,

Raghunath Govind, Telugu Moharir, of my office, is affirmed to interpret
truly the evidence of the witnesses.

(Sd.) J. A.C. SKINNER,

Officiating Deputy Commissioner.

Four witnesses examined and enquiry adjourned till to-morrow morning.

(84.) J. A.C.SKINNER,

Offictating Deputy Commissioner,

- Present as before. Enquiry proceeded with, and eighteen witnesses
examined. )

(8d.) J. A.C. SKINNER,
The 28th February, 7893,

Officiating Deputy Commissioner.
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eevirn,
* 40 to 50, son of Batappa; age I don’t kuow ;* Gond, of DNe-

)
' ; , Witness No. 4, on solemn affirmation fays, my name is Tellum Mote
Present as before. Enquiry proceeded with, and thirt ¥ witnesses examined- , warpilli, in Cherla Taluk ;

cultivator and patel. Our

" villageis on the Godavery, where there is alluvial earth in the bed of the river
- - 3 <34 . L - - » We
This closes the evidence which I have called, and Mr. Sorabjee now states cultivateit. There is a singlo deop-stream, which is over on the furt

that he does not wish to produce evidence. The enquiry is therefore closed. . does not shift, neither do the high bank
(Sd) J. A. C. SKINNER, AN

ber side. Ig
3. There is no island. T don’t know what
13 the boundary of my village towards the river, think it extends aboug 4 kos in

the bed. Idon’t know the total breadth of the river-ba]. The land which we have

The 15t March. 7892 Officiating Deputy Commissioner. . \ cultivated has been on oy side of the deep-stream. Thare has never bsen any to
»

T . cultivate on the other side. I have been in the village from my youth up. I way

D ' present at the time of settlemeat, but wag thep a boy. Idon't knog if
C ary on the river side was then pointed out. '

T¥itness No. 7, on solemn afirmation says, my name is Bakkulu, sou of
- Bukkulu; caste Gond; age unknown;* of Ralla-
guram in the Cherla Taluk ; cultivator and pate.l-
My village is in the Cherla Taluk on the Godavery. We have no cultivation in | .
the bed of the river. There is a pool in front of our village, but the deep-stream is ! - (Sa) J. A. C. SKINNE R,
on the further side of the river-bed. The deep-stream does not shift its course. I
don’t know what is the boundary of my village towards the river-side. Thcr'e has
never been any dispute on the subject. I was not in the village at the time of

settlement. I have been in Rallaguram 12 years.

Cross-cxamined by Mr. Sorabjee. : ]' _ Witness No. «5:, on solerx'm affirmation says,'my nam'e is Seta'mrq, son of
. Ranjaya; age 40; Baljewar of Sironcha, Agent. of the Superior proprietor of the

(3d.) J. A. C. SKINNER, i Talulks of Sironcha, Albaka, Cherla and Noogoor. Thave heen Agent of the superior

o i proprietor for a little over two years, and before that wag Kanungo of the Sironchg,
The 20th February, 1893, Oficiating Deputy Corunissioner, P Tahsil for ten years. My father was Manager for the superior proprietor, and [, ag 4
: boy, attended Colonel Glasfurd at the time of the setilement operations, I can’y -
say, however, what boundary was pointed out at settlement on the side of the Goda-

* Between 40 and 50,

No cross-examigation.

N

The 27th Fobruary, 7893. Officiating Deputy Commissionor.,

. i . i ) !
Witness No. 2, on solemn aflirmation says, my name is Karam Ksnnaja, _ i

f Ramaja; Gond; age Idon't know; of Garabaka in the Cherla Taluk; ! very. What [ understand from Patels of villazas to hava been the prevailing oustym
son o maja; 5 ag 3 520z ¢ :
ulti i a 12y Our villaze hasro .
1 atel. I have been in Gagabaka 192 years. 2 to & : . sido} -
: lz'wa:?r ?nihfbefl of the Godavery Ther; i3a single deep-stream at our villaze, g the people on this side boing strongsr (Jorawar) cultivated the whols river-bed op
cultivationin the . g ep-st .

both sides of the deap-stream ; but that since the cession Ilis ighness’ ryots have
begun to cultivate the Jand on their side of the deep-stream. The deep-stream
! ] sometimes shifts. If the deep-stream shifts to this side of ths lang, which on ths
i settlement maps is shown a3 ours, our people cultivate jt, thouzh it is on the fur-
) s J f

4

}

]

1
!
! :
‘ } is that, previous to the cession of the Taluks on this side by His Highness the Nizam,

!
. 1. !
and it isin the centre of the bed. If does not shift, neither does the hizh :;3“;3 ‘‘‘‘‘ §
I have only lately come to the village, but I understand the deep-stream to be 1 ¥
Loundary on the river-side.

No cross-examination, ther side of the deep-stream. No dispute ensues. It is true that at Yerj;zrlapilli a

dispute ensued. I cannot mention any place whera our People have cuitivated o

o ty : the further side of the deep-stream, and there has not been a dispute. At Percapur

The 27th February, 1893. Officiating Deputy Commissioner. r { e they cultivate an island in mid-stream. At Aiyarpett also, an islund In mid-stream
is cultivated partly by our cultivators from our side, and part] ¥ by cultivators from

a the other side, but they all Pay their rent to my master.

(84) J. A. C. SEINNER,

Wilness No. 3, on solemn afirmation says, my name is Tillam Bajj, .
son of Poechu; age 30; * Gond, of Mamidigudem,

* By appearance 60. . ]
Cherla Taluk ; cultivator ang patel. We have no ) } J Of Albaka there are three islands. Two of thesa are regarded 23 B
b

] : . ritish,
cultivation in the bed of the Godavery. The deep-stream is g single one, and 18 on . L (cne of them as malguzari and the other ag “chaksirkari)”, and one 3¢ His Highnesy',
the further side of the river. I does not shift, ] understand the whole bed from , ' The situation of the deep stream as regards these islands shifts from year to )‘e(sr..
one bank to the other to be ours, and the further bank to be our boundary. The . The high bank does not shift, though it may be slightly cut away from op added

banks do not shift. I have been i the village 20 years, and before that lived in -, '1' to by the action of the river.
Dewarpilli, also in the Cherla Taluk. I have not koown any dispute as to the '
boundary.

No cross-cxamination.

(Cross-examined) I know nothing of the stroam being our boundary.

(8d.) J. A G SKINNER,
Qur people understand that it extends to the further bank. None of us have ever

crossed the stream, and cultivated, or in any way claimed the land on the other side. The 28ih Folruary, 71893, - Officiating Degputy ¢, mmiscisnen,
(Sd) J. A. C. SKINNER,
The 22tk Felruary, 7892. Officiating Deputy Commissicner, e
e
\




vator and patel.
bed of the river when there is alluvial earth. There is a single d
flows on the further side of the bed and never shilts itg course.
this side of the deep-stream only, not on the other side,
planted on the furiher bank of the river, but no boundary was pointed out to us,

The 28th February, 7822 _

o

/12

/
Tﬂ'.hzcss No. €, on solemn affirmation 8378, my name is Mantu Malliah, son
of Iraya; ame I don’t know ;* Perki, of Kantapiilj,
Cherla Taluk; cultivator and patel.  There is no
cultivation in the bed of the Godavery where it adjoin3 our village.
what the boundary of our village i3 in that direction. [ have been 10 to 15 vinrs
in the village. There is a single deep-stream opposite our village,
further side of the bed and never shiits,

* Abent 39,
I can’t sar
Itis ou tie

No cross-examination.

(Sd.) J. A. C. SKINNER,

The 28tk Felbruary, 7833, Oficiating Deputy Cominissioner.

Withess No. 7, on solemn affirmation SaYs, my name is Ala Puly, son

of Sauasi; age I don’t know?* ; Naik, of Rotugud-
dem, in the Cherla Taluk; cultivator and patel.
Rotuguddem is on the Godavery. We have no cultivation, however in the bed of
tlie river. I Lave Leen in the village from my youth up. I understand our bound.
ary to extend a ‘kos bhar’ in the river-bed. There is a single deep-strean
opposite our village. It is on the further side of the bed. It has once shiffed
in my knowledge and flown on our side.
the settlement.

* Frem 69 to 70.

I was then a Young man. I remember
The whole river-Led was measured, and we were told that Lalf
was ours,

Noc cross-examination.,

(S4) J. A. C. SKINNER,

The 28th February, 7892, Officiating Deputy Commissioner,

Witness No. &8, on solernn aflirmation says, Iy pame is Wanapartli

Venkanna, son of Narsiya ; age I don’t know ;*
Perki, of Juttiguram in the Cherla Taluk; culti-
Juttiguram is on the Godavery. We sometimes cultivate in the

* 3bout 0.

eep-stream. It~
We cultivate on
At settlement a flag was

No cross-examination.
(8d.) J. A. C. SKINNER,

Officiating Deputy Commissioner,

Witness No. 9, on solemn affrmation 5ays, my name is Nalupu Rania,

son of Clintina; age 35 ; Perki, of Radnur, in the Cherla Taluk; cultivator and
patel,

I have been in the Rudnur from wy youth up. Itis on the Godavery,

e e .

e
-~

e Y
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Twenty years ago our people had some cuitivation in the bed ‘of the river, but
since then we have not had any as there has been no earth suxtab]e.for the pur-
pose in the bed opposite our river. There is.a singlfz deep-stream WlflCh- ﬁox-vs on
the further side of the bed and does not shift. When we had cultivation in th.e
bed it was on ourside of the decp-stream. I remember iLe scttlement. T don't
know the boundary of my village towards the rive_r. We were tgld at settlement
that we might cultivate the ‘ lanka’ which then existed, and has since been washed
away ; but were not shown any definite boundary.

No cross-examination,

(Sd.) J. A. C. SKINNER,
The 28th Felbruary, 7893. Oficiating Deputy Commissioner.

4

Witness No. 70, on solemn affirmation Says, my name is Manty
Ramaia, son of Muttaiya ; age 45 ; Perki, of Umardarumy in the Cherla Taluk ;
cultivator and patel. ‘I have been in the village from my youth up. It is on the
Godavery. We have no culiivation in the river-bed. Thero is a single deep-
stream which flows on the further side of the bed, and shifts once in 10 or 20
years not more, I twice remember it flowing on our side. At settlement g flag
was planted on the f\izrther bank of the river, and we were given to understand by
the Settlement officials that our boundary extended to that flag. Before that thero
was no fixed boundary that I ever heard of, but no one from the other side came

to our side through fear of our zemindar; whilst we cultivated even on the other
K

side of the deep-stream,

I3
e

No cross-examination.

(3d.) J. A. C. SKINNER,

The 28th February, 7893, Officiating Deputy Commissioner.

,./—

Witness No. 77, on solemn affirmation says, my name is Venkat Narsaya, -

' son of Jogia; age 30 ;* Aiyewar, of Mavzah Singula

in the Cherla Taluk; cultivator and patel. I have

been in Singula from my youth up. It ison the Godavery. Wehave no cultivation

ab present in the bed of the river, but had ten years ago-  Before that we had

had it since I can remember. It was stopped by there ceasing to be any alluvial

deposit. There is a single deep-stream which flows on our side o.f the bed, and

which I have never known to shift when there was cultivation, I believe there were

two streams, and the cultivation was on an island between them. I was young
then, and do not remember well. The cultivation ceased when I was young.

* 40 to 45.

No cross-examination.

: (Sd.) J. A.-C. SKINNER,

éh b

The 28th February, 1893. Officiating Deputy Cornissioner.
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Witness No. 77, on solemn afiirmation says, Witness No. 27, on solemn aflirmation says, my namc 13 Olli MMutialy,

< Padmi my name i3 Pup: : ' : .
:1?1; ff Padmia ; age 60 ; caste Telinga, of Goman I’ullj:xboin'wm;]i ofl' It)}:}a (szmlal { son of Munappa ; age 28 ;* Bhoi, of Mouzah Guravir-
aluk; cultivator and patel ave bec ) agr: erla + By appearance 50. ' o have lived in Guravirda
I) el, I hd‘e bekﬂ‘?ﬂ the Vlllage from my )'outh up. It is ) i y aPp t . thdu’(‘ctéltl‘ at()l a]:fl ﬁ)lad.t;ei_ n01013‘;evai§§n zg tkt deL OE

It is on the Godavery. ‘e hav h

‘ from my youth up. . . . €D
the river. There 1is a single stream opposite our village and its course 18 1n the

centre of the bed. 1 have never kunown it change. I don’t know what is our

o . o ..

n th?tGod‘n ery.  We have cultivation ia the river-bed.
opposite our viilage ; it is ov Vi i
_ ge; 1515 over on tho Nizam’s sid > cultiv
1 the middle of the river-bed but when tl S' S‘“O_' b“vb o irate ab prosens land | 5 : ’

. - 1ere 13 suitable land near th ; I
' the . c e stream, w ! ' i

cultivate that also we never cultivate on the further side of the 'us 1 : ' boundary o the vt

There is only one stream 1

have seen, tl L X stream, so faras [ ‘
P, a: ‘xi‘stgeam ha§ never changed its course. There has never been any | t ! N s-examination .o
115pute as regards our river-bed cultivation.  There was oncat S i : O CrosS-exa syt
time ago. al Singapur a long j' ‘ (Sd.) J. A. (L SKINNER

(8d.) J. A. C. SKINXNER, ‘; 7 The 98th February, 1893. Officiating Deputy Cmmnissioner.;‘
The 28th Fek . 7872 . i~ ' ]

Ft ruaw, /8JU. Q[ﬁczaﬁng Dé’l‘}‘ll{‘)/ Commiss{oner,
| 1 ; Witness No. 22,* on solemn afirmation says, my mname is Gunnum

Samenu, son of Bhimru Gond; age I don’t know ;T

» illawes this witness . . ..,
shou§3 ﬁrgirc%fn:l S een witnesses  0f Mouzah Dandupett in the C.erla Taluk; cultiva-
13 and 14 but was sbsentat the time. 4 513 patel. I have been in the village six years

t is on the Godavery, but we

itness No. 78, on solemn affrmation says, my name 13 Trappa Guch-
* %0035, maden, son of Bakkax’q; ageIdon’t know ;* Gond, of
Mouzah Golaguram ;.cyltivator and patel. 1 have

:.'.. - . . ’ .
only, having come from the Nizam’s Don .nions.

[}
!
been in the villace from |
< m M H
vatisn in the b;ﬁ of the {13 Z:Lisulf; .It l]; on t(;]e Godavery.  We have no culti- | y + Above 55- haveno cultivation in the river-bed. There is a
) 1t 138 all sand opposi i s i i
single streawn. I have nover kn’own o @ (}))Eossxte ciug VI,Hafe- There‘s a ; \ sincle stream opposite our village. 1t flows in the centre of the bed and does not
. . . C rse. ont k . > . . . -
boundary is on the river-side. o now what our ,{ ( chango its course. 1 don’t know what is our boundary on the river sice.
. ; ¢ e
{ Vo No cross-examination.

(84) J. A. C. SKINNER,

|
3
] |
The 28th February, 1892 Oficints 3 N | | 1) 5.A.C SKIXNER
: Viciating Deputy Commissioner. C . e e, i
' The 28th February, 7393. c ioners

At g am ‘_‘_
-~ ——r ——— -
s

Wituess No. 79, on solema affirmation says i )
son of Pentaru: > n’]y name” 13 Yeka Pasom, ' - ] s No. 23 1 affirmation says, my name is Rama Row, son
« About 20, entaru; age I don’t know;* Gond, of Mou- B Witness No. 23, on solémn alir ’ ; 5 e
zah Wontickintagurum, in the Cherla Taluka: cult] of Narsiah ; age 55; Brahmin, of Vyankatapur; and I am Watandari Patwari of the
vator and patel. Ihave been in the village from my youth up. Iti R } Noocoor Taluk and am also acting as Agent of the inferior proprietress of the Taluk.
p: s on the I ha?ve not been formally appointed as sach by a power of attorney, but have been

P it

A

(xOf]aver;y. We have no cultivation in the river-bed. There is a sincle stream
- LI, ] °©
“}m’:h 15 on ourside of the bed. I have never known it change its course I,
don’t know what is our boundary on the river-side. .

in the habit of looking after her affairs for the last 40 years. 1 bave always under-

stood thab the whols bed of the river Godavery opposite the Noogoor Taluk belongs
tc it. No boundary was pointed out to us at settlement. ‘The bed of the river was
measured. We were not, however, told that half was ours and half belonged to the
* Nizam's Government. Cultivators of our Taluk cultivate even beyond the deep-
gtreamn. The cultivators of Yargalarpalli do so. The place where they now culti-
vate is not the one about which there was a quarrel. Tha. has mnearly all been
washed away. There are two streams at Yergarlapalli, and the land I say that now

Witness No. 20, on sol ] ) 3 l ' :
S0 Avl. emn a ~ : . . M v ]
’ aflirmation 5ays, my name is Perisuk ' z[ cultivate is between the two streams. Sometimes one of the streams 1s deeper,
{

(Sd.) J. A. C. SKINNER,

~

The 28th Fe 2 ati
e elruary, 78923. Officiating Deputy Commissioner, -

—

e e

a, son o Rt
of Buchanna; age 30;* Gond, of Mouzah Edria ; ’ gometimes the other. At present the one on our side is deeper. Thero is a similar
] state of things at Marekald, Aiyarpett, Pergapur and Punam Virapuram. At all

Before thatil . ) cultivator and patel. T have lived in Edria 20 years

1albt N 7! . o . .. . ‘ | | |
me la'j N the Mizam’s dominions.  Bidria is on the Godavery. We have these places there are two streams, and the cultivation carried on by our men Is
some cultivation on the slope of the bank, but not in the river-bed. There is a betwoen the streams. Sometimes, the stream oh“one si de is the deeper

sing]e §tream opposite our village and it flows on our side of the bed It never gometimes that on the other, at all these places. There is no place where there
shifts its course. I don’t know what is our boundar i : < and our people cultivate beyond the further stream. There is no
y on the river-side. J are two streams @ Peor

* About, 50.

P

there is a single strcam, and our people cultivate on the
ltivate land appears even on the other side of the stream
They have often done so without their right

place at present where

\ other side; but if any cu
[ our people cross and cultivate -1f.

No cross-examination.

(8d) J. A. C. SKINNER,

ﬂ A/LS,I, 1 H’ i y 8 (7 ‘ Z' 3 U » |
{ ¢ £ O - ]

e
ra
i e e
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being disputed, and even if men from the other side of the river cultivated in the
bed they paid rent to us. It is oaly sinsa the last four or rive years that our
right to cultivate even beyond the deep-stream has been disputed. Previous to the
cession of the Noogoor Taluk to the British Government, our bourdary extended to
the further bank of the river. We have no sanad from the Nizam’s Government

to that effect, not from any Government.

No cross-examination.

(Sd.) J A.C.SKINNER,

Tie Ist 3areh, 1893. Officiating Depuly Commissioner,
) Witness No. 24, on solemn affirmation says, my name is Vasum Kenhia,

* About 50. son of Gt}ngU_loo; age Idon’t know;* Gond, of

: Takulagudiem in the Noogoor Taluk; cultivator and

patel. T have bexn in the same villags from my youth up. Itis on the Godavery.
We have no cultivation in the bed of the river at present. We had at one time,
but the earth washed away again. Thereis a single stream opposite our village,
which flows onour side of the bed. T have never known it change its course. It
was five or six years ago that he had cultivation in the river-bed. We only had
it one year. It was on the further side of the deep-stream. e paid rent for it
to the Zemandarin of Noogoor. No objection was raised by the peopleon the other

* side. I understand from the old men of our village that the whole bed of the river
is ours. Ths reason they give for thisis that the Zemindars of this side established

their possession over it in old days.

[ 2
No cross-examination. -

(Sd) J. A. C. SKINNER,

The 7st March, 7893. . Officiating Deputy Commissioner,

Witnees No. 25, on solemn affirmation says, my name is Dhamunoor
Jamma, son of Sammiah ; age €9; Gond, of Mouzah
mg'; ;‘gt‘lg}:veﬁb&i‘; with f{l’f b;:‘:(;’-_? Gungaram, in the Noogoor Taluk ; cultivator and pa-
goor men at the top of the Taluk 80 o] T have been in the Mouzah Gunearam 20 years.
£+ to work down towards Albaka. . o ' '
It is ou the Godavery. We have no cultivation
in the bed of the river at present. We had three yearsago. It only lasted one
vear, and the earth was then washed away. There i3 a single stream opposite our
village, which flows on our side of the bed. I have never known it cliange its
course. The land on the bed that we cultivated was on our sile of the stream.
T understand the whole bed of the river to be ours, as the old people of the village
. § .
tell us so. I cannot say why this should-be so.

. . ]
No cross-examination, : l

(8d) J. A. C. SEINNER,

The 1st March, 1873. Offiriating Deputy Commissioner.

. WFANT

R

s v e g,
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Witness No. 26, on solemn afirmation says, my name is Guth Ramiah,
son of Papial; age 20 to 25;* Perki, of Mouzah
Gandla Patla in the Noogoor Taluk; cultivator and
patel. I have livedin that village from my youth up. Itis on the Godavery. We
have cultivation in the river-bed. The river stretches right across its bed opposite
our village and no land is left exposed.” We cultivate on the slope of the bank
only. No land appears in the bed even in the hot weather. At settlement a flag
was planted on the further bank, and the Surveyors told us that the whole bed of
the river was ours. '

* By appearance 40,

’

No cross-examination. -

(8d.) J. A. C. SKINNER,
The 7st March, 7893. ' = , Officiating Deputy Commissioner.

Witness No. 27, on solemn affirmation says, my name is Mannoor Sayanna,
son of Gouraja; age 20; Bhoi, of Ghatkrapur in Noogoor Taluk ; cultivator and
patel. Ihave lived in that village from my youth up. It is on the Godavery.
We have no cultivation in the river-bed. The deep-stream stretches right across
the bed opposite our village, and if any land appears it is right on the further
side. I understand from old people in the village that our boundary extends to
the further bank of the river. They give no reason for this. '

No cross-examination. ‘

F

(Sd.) J. A. C. SKINNER,
The 7st March, 7893, A Ofiiciating Deputy Comonissioner.

Witness No. 28, on solemn affirmation says, my name is Ratta Nulliah,
* By appearance 40, 2)}?. of KCi:hnamma; age 15 or 16 ;* Naik, of Mouzah
inna Golaguram, in Noog ; v
and-pat.el. I.have lived in that village 30 yeais. It is ?;e tlzxzoézg;'ii?l;;i?l::: '
cultnf'a.tlon 1n the bed of the river. There is a single deep-stream, which flows on
our sx.de of the bed. I haveneverknown it change its course. Ou; cultivation is on
"this side of the stream, but in the river-bed. We have never had cultivation beyond
the stream. I don’t know what our Loundary is on the river side but I understand
from old people that the whole bed is ours. Wedon't cultivate on the other side of
the stream, as there is no culturable land there.

No cross-examination. .
(S4) J. A.C. SKINNER,

The lst.Marck, 7893. Ogiciating Depuly Commissioner..

Witness No. 29, on solemn :ifﬁrmation,' my name is Kaleshwaram Raguna
son of Bachaia; age 30 ; Telinga, of Mouzah Aiyarpett, in the Noogoor Taluk ; cuI:
tivator and patel. I have lived in that village from my youth up. It is on the
Godavery. We have cultivation in the river-bed. There is a single stream. It is on




20

our side. It formerly flowed on the other side of the bed, but for the last 20 years has
flowed inits present course.  Our cultivation is on our side of the stream. Six years
ago, we cultivated some land on the further side of the stream. We ornly cul-
tivated 1t one year and then it was washed away. No objection was raised to our
cultivaling it. [ understand that our buundary extends to the further side of the
bed as the old pcople say that at settlement a flag was planted on the further bank,
arnd they were told that the whole bed of the river was theirs.

No cross-examination.
(Sd.) J.A.C.SKINNER,
The 7st March, 7893. Officiating Deputy Commissioner.

Witness No. 20, on solemn affirmation says, my cameis Maasala Pulliah,
son of Somiah ; age 20; Berki, of Mouzah Korekalloo in Noogoor Taluk, cultivator and
patel. I have been in the village from my youth up. It ison the Godavery. We
have no cultivation in the river-bed. There is asingle stream which flls the whole
bod opposite our village. I understand that our boundary extends to the farther
bank of the river. My grandfather told me so.

No cross-examination.
(S8d.) J. A. C. SKIXNER,
The 1st March, 1893. Officiating Deputy Commissioner.

Witness No. 37, on solemn affirmation says, my name is Bholla Chinni,
son of Muttiah ; age 50; Blioi, of Mouzah Dbarmasum; in Noogoor Taluk ; cultivator
and patel. Ihave lived ia the village 10 years. It is on the Godavery. We have no
cultivation in the bed of the river. There is a single strcam which flows on the
further side of the bed. I have never known it change its course. I understand
the further bank of the river to be our boundary. I have been told so by the old
people of the village. I have never heard why this is so.

No cross-examination.
(8.) J. A. C. SKINNER,

The 7st March, 7893. Oficiating Deputy Cumidissioner.

Wituess No. 52, on solemn affirmation says, my name is Chinta Gummiah,
son of Papiah; age 20 ;* Gond, of Mouzah Lengapeth
in Noogoor Taluk ; cultivator and patel. I have lived
in that village from my youth up. Thelands of our village extend to the Godavery,
and we have cultivation in the river-bed. 'There isa single stream. It flows on
the further side of the bed, and I have never known it change its course.  OQur
cultivation is on this side of the strears.  We bave had it as long as I cea remem-

* By appearance 30.

.
s

ber. We have never had any on the further side ¢f the stream. I understand
from my father that our boundary extends to the further side of the stream. He
did not tell me why that was so. We don’t cultivate beyond the stream, as thera
is no cultivable land there.

No cross-examination.
(8d.) J. A. C. SKINNER,

The 75t March, 7893, Officsating Deputy Commissioner.

b4

Witness No. 3, on solemn affirmation says, my name is Sagzam Naggalu,
son of Sachalu; age about 30 ; Naik, of Mouzah Chintoor, Noogoor Taluk ; cultivator
and patel. I have lived in that village from my youth up. It is on the Godavery,
and we have some cultivation in the river bed. There is a single stream which
flows on the further side of the bed. I have never known it change its course.
Our cultivation is on this side of the stream. We have never cultivated on the
other side. I understand from old people of the village that our boundary extends
to the further bank. I have never heard why this should be so. We don’t culti-
vate on the other side of the stream, as it isthe Nizam's Sirkar’s ¢ilaka,’ and there
is no cultivable land there. e should not cultivate there even if there was
cultivable land. ' '

No cross-examination.

£

- (Sd) J. A. C. SKINNER,

. The 7st Mareh, 7893. Opiciating Deputy Commissioner.
AY

. Witness No. 27, on solemn aflirmation says, my name is Ruppa Kapiah,
son of Luchmiah ; age 20; Bhoi, of Pergapur (Padigdpuram) in Noogoor Taluk; pa-
tel and cultivator. T havelived in the village from my youth up. Itis on the Gada-
very and we have cultivation in the river-bed. There are two streams opposite our
village. Formerly the deeper-stream was further one from our side, but now it is

the nearer one. The change occurred 5 years ago. Our present cultivation is

between the two streams, but last year we cultivated some land beyond the further
stream also. The cultivation between the two streams has gone on as long as I
can remember, and no one has ever objected to it. But when we cultivated beyond
the further stream Muttalingum of Mallikut, the village on the further bank
opposite ours, objected. We have thercfore not been across to see if there is
caltivable land beyond the further stream this year. We are afraid to do so. I
understand that the whole bed of the river is ours, as my father told ma so. He

did not say why.
No cross-examination.

(3d.) J. A.C. SKINNER,

the 7si March, 7893. Offictating Deputy Commissioner.
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ion says, my is i Lingaya

it No. 25, on solemn affirmation says, my name 1~TG?1)1:1 J]t-“ .to;
(LHENS VO, o)y, L ., -\- 00T aluk : enltiva
add: azurim ia Noozo : ;
son of Munnana;aze 40 ; Gond, of I;.ldd.lf(.}o1 ;‘_ youth up. It is on the Godavery,
i i illare from 1 1p. :
ave lived 1n that village from 1oy} ¢ ;

e hq've ion in the river-bel. There are two streams opposite our village.
have cultivation in the river-bel. o our mise
The ore. ide is the deeper. I have never known them change their courses,
T neon our side i3 . courses,
1h°h° 1k ‘ n the further stream ever to be the deeper one.  Our culti ::n -

nor have I known t! ther strea ‘ one. Qureultivasion |

ceen the two streams. It has zone on for ten years.  Noon: ] )
i i ther stream.  That was four years ago.
to it. e once cultivated beyond the further 18 four years 3go,

. A - e .
izht to do so was disputed by the peuple on the other side o

ettt hole bed of tl o'river belongs to us as the old people of the

st he whole bed of the ¢ A
understand that the w} e ol people of he
villare have told me so. At settlement a flag was planted on the fu 3

a "—D Y

. . .
the Surveyors, but ro particular bsundary was pointed out to u
No cross-cxamination.
(8d.) J. A. €. SKINNER,

3 Yihictating Deputy Commisstoner.,
The 1st March, 1393. Otliciaiing Deputy

Fli v “ 1 ) y < .S A[al’a L‘Iuthald’
, . 1es3 \(), B é’, on bOlemn i l'mflthl] Sa). Py mn nams 1 . \ ‘
l 0{ I;!n‘“e l’ (_:v‘ ; (J.: » & 4 o »
o About. 4’0~ son ! a“f’ !)O ] ( ll(l AO. E- \IO'UZﬂh a ; arum !
1 34 TN 0 & Cllltl ﬂt T

Lp. . 15 4 ' . FO 1T years ;
o o

ite our village. The further oue used to be the deeper,

There are two strearas opposite '_] . '“ e looper. Tha laccor ctroam diien wp inj
r»rE O 13 Tthe it -

but now tho ono ncarer tolou £l Ltivated ‘(‘."IS betwezn the two streams, but beyond
we culbive £ 2

1n hot weather. The lanc ; ey on”

the hot treamn. The situation of the deeper-stream has only o

the deeper-strearm. “thi : ledze. 'That was ten years ago.

I have mentioned within my knowledge.

!
:
. b Q.. M Tt P a0 “.as
I understand the whole of the river-bed to be ours,.because a ﬂ.la

- T underst: b : tobe « : e

her bank at settlement, and becinse we have always paid rent
dr < H B4
stuck upon the further

. .. e,
on this side for cultivation 1n the river \)ef
No cross-examination. |
(5d) J. A.C.SKINNER.

h, 7892 Officiating Deputy Commissioner.
The 7st March, 7693.

3

V' \0 'OI on Solemn ll{ﬁl'lll 31“0!1 S'd}'i, ID'V name is [ anuam SOH]I«I’ h,
‘33 a « 2/ : .
l lt”k.’) , £0n Of \a"‘:ah; are ‘..O; GOnd, 0 .\ Ouzah \\ ﬂl"OI', 1n
= Avdy > f I .
] ive ‘ ave 11‘(’(‘
40' \'( (8248102 4 ]‘ a lllk ; (:llltl\ dtOl‘ (lnd I)dtel. ) I h AV 1 )
= \ 1 Y ‘ h e N0 Cu tl‘a-
1 t} t 'i‘ll'\"(‘ fl'Olu mY youth up. Ib 1§ on the !Od{l cry. e av n i
a (A 11y '( Ver .“ |
: ()‘l)‘ll h(’ i r bed a"d h'l\'e never ha{l any- fhexe are tv“O Stxeam‘; Upp()s (e
1 1 t - 1‘1‘-8 N b} . . ) ' ) ) A j
()11‘: \1 ave 'I lt« on our S: ‘C i'l tllC ]a! ;'(31', bllt nght or nl'.le_\(’ﬂl'.\ a.,l"o t,he fu t}le"
o Yiu . h‘ I 1‘11 eI‘(;, 1 tl f “:)C! b'lnk ig our bOll dﬂ. ’ as ou Old peop! 3
\ 3 ’.e UI‘ s h . B
o Wwas a2 roer, u d stand I 4]
cne w as th- Ia o a Ty

tell us so. They give no reason for this Vemnz so.
et us so0. Sy : ‘
No cros3-cxamination. (
(Sd.} J. A. C. SKINNER,

Officia’sng Deputy Commissioner.

RPN

e,

e

P LN

s

I have lived in that vill
cultivation on the bed 0
village. The dee
of the bed.
tWo streams, i.e.,
can remember.

the Nizam's side, They did not dispute o
cultivate, but of othep ground.
appeared in the centre of ]

the deep-strcam. The land
exists,

our old people tell us so, but give

2O .

Witness No. 38, on solemn atlirmation says, my name is Bedicbonje Singaiah,
son of Narsiah; age 60; Gond, of Mouzah Pasur, in the Noogoo
and patel. T have lived in that village from my youth up. Itis on the Godavery,
and we have cultivation in the river-bed. There are two streams opposite onr vil-
lage. The one on our side is the deep-stream.  Many years ago the deep-stream
flowed on the other side. OQur cultivation is on oar side of the deep-stream. It is on
the slope of the bank.!. We have none in the river-bed. We had some five years
ago. - It was between the two streams, but beyond the deep-stream. Tt had Zone on
for a long time, and was stopped by the earth being washed away. It wag disputed
SIX years ago by the people of Nagarum on the opposite bank.

r Taluk; cultivator

I understand that our boundary extends to the farther bank. N

0 bound-
ary was pointed out to ns on the river-side at settlement.

No cross-cxamination.

(8d.) J. A. C, SKINNER,
The 7st March, 78923. Officiating Deputy Commissioner,
——

. 7 . - . -
Witness No. 23, on solemn alirmation says, my vame i3 Murian Kanhia,

‘ son of Narasingloo; - age 40;* Gond, of Mouzah
* From 30 to 60. . ni - v . .
Bomanpalli; cuaitivator ang patel. T have lived in
youthup. It ison the Godavery, We have no cultivation
in the river-bed and have never had any. There are two sireams opposi
village.  The deep-stream is the further one, and has always been so,
can remember. T understand that the whole
grandfather have told me so.

ment, but was not pointed out &

that village from my

te our
as long as I
river-bed is ours, as my father and
A flag was planted on the further bank at settle-
O us as our boundary.

No Cross-examination.

(Sd) J. A. C. SKINNER,

The 75t March, /</¢. Oﬁz‘iating Deputy Commissioner.

———

r

Witness N, 40, on solemn aflirmation 83y3, my name is Bodiebonic

50 10 0, Pulliah, son of Kantiah age 45;* Gond, of Mouzah

Zirjirlapilli in Noogoor Taluk; cultivator and patel.
age from my youth up. Itison the Godavery, We have
f the river. There are two streams at present opposite our

- Y . . i
D-stream is on our side, . /Formerly it flowed on the further side |
f] - ! - - 3 i
The change oceurreq 4or 5 years ago. Our cultivation is between the

beyond the present deep-stream. It has gone on as long as I
Five years ago our cultivation was disputed by the people on
ur cultivation of the
The ground they disputed was a s
1 fubure stroam, at that time the fu
» our cultivation of which was d

ground we now
mall patch which
rther stream wag
isputed, no longer

ary estends to the further bagk of
1o reason {or it being so.

Iconsider that our bound the river




e 4 -
‘

L
e
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Al o

No part of the land between the two

Nizam (hjg year. TLeir Patw
lang, by they did pot cultivate jg, The
tkat we cultivated. Yy,

Streawms g
ari measured the

leasured i3 the same
this year,

land thejp Patwari
4Ve not yet puid oy rent for

_ (Re~examined). We always pay rent fo the zemindar of X,
cultivateq by us in the river-bed, Rent h

0gouor for land
as never been Jdem
Moghlaj authoritjeg.

anded from yg by the

(Sd) J. A C. SKINNER,

The 15t 2tq rch. 7893, Officiating Deputy Comm 1$sivner,

) Witness No. /7, on solempy affirm name is Gyl Mu!wmcd,
Son of Nazir Abmed; aboyy 40; Mussulmag, of Mouzah Marikaly, ig Noogoor Taluk;
cultzvatw‘:a'nd Patel. T have lived in the village from my youth up, T¢ js on :lLe
Godavcry, and we Laye cultivation iy the river-hed, There
Opposite oyr village,  Tpe deep-stream, is on the furthe
That on oyp side has dpj

ation Says my

are two streams

T eide of the bed.
. edup. 1Ip my youth t)hea deep-stream Was on the fyp. -
tker side, Twenty Jears ago jt came to oyp side, ang four yegpg 480 went hack
3g3in to the furghop side.  Q :

ar - cultivatio, is

two streams,
as long as 1 ..
ground between ¢,

. » i, we ¢ cultivated )0
| € two streams, by the situation of the groung has shifteq. Our
— cultivation hag never been disputed, We have ,

o, Stream, as it isim

never cultivateq beyond the further
* My parentg told me tf¢
of the river-beq bclonged to us.

nt no bo'.mdary was poj
. on the river-side, nor did we enquj
Pointed out to us op the land-side

No cross-examination.

(8d) 1. a ¢ SKINNER,

1:' | Oﬁciatz'ng anu!}) ('
- .
\-‘“\ )

H

-

g
The 75t March, 7873

*
NNIssione

Witness N, 42, on solemn afﬁmiatiim 82ys, my name 4 Rumak E;ia,;on of
Gamia; age 40; Bhoi, of Mouzah Odagudiem i the N
tor. I have lived ip that village 20 Fears, €TYs and mujcheg with
the Moglai. We haye no cultivatiop this'year ' '
have if there is cultivable lang. TlLere are Pposite our Village,  The

+ T have never knowp it flow oy our side,

No one b
taken objection to our do

rian of Noogoor,
have told me g,

ing so. We Pay rent for g

Lunderstapg that the deep-stream is our boundayy,

No Cross-examination.

(8d) J. A ¢, SKINNER,
Tle 7st March, 7893,

Oficiating Deguty (e, ts:doner,

,. Mitnesy Yo. 42, on solemn . affirmation
¢\ son of Narsiah; age 25; Perki, of Venkat
A :

”

SAYS, Wy name is Chiteq), Mallial,-
apur in the Noogoor Talyk . cultiv

The 73t March, 7893.

!
hnd .
! .
:ﬁ ? )’(,/
" g ) —-
-

25

ary of our village
The boundary o
lived ia the village frcm my ¥ ou,th. ur:etween-
patel. I hMceh with the Moglai, Murigudiem is in
does not mar

No cross-examination.

(Qd.); J. A. C. SKINNER,

»

ald j misscrer,
Ojficiating Lieputy Commi _

‘ i i Muttaih, son

ation says, my name 1s Pm.n Muttaih, on

. T 'Onfsl(\);zll?zz;i:?igudiem in Noogoor Taluk ;np?stle:na:in?n(:t -

e 5'0 ; B'hm’"o t village fro?n)my youth up. It is ?nt  slend in e

tivator. I have hved.m trlla wate: flows all round it, bu? at presenh : ; chanuel on

T ey, Our tn t't;E')on is that our village has em?ted for t recntgto erations

bt Oflr tr?:lll; Noogoor Taluk by the Nizam’s Gover;x;x: A
: remembe? thetcestsli:zgssion Muggudiem belonged to the Noog

tish. Previous to

'

iver-bed
' ttlement, and the rive
. t the time of se . ' me 80
bhe Godavery a , \ o m contains so
on the further bagk Ofd;ry was pointed out to us. Murigudie
t no boun ; t. -
;urve)s’ei;guwas treated as a village at sent'!eluell
ouses, an

”

1
W ' "" e Godavery, hut on our
e ltivate in tfle bed of the biz channel oftthgdgxoi‘:; ¢ s; o
1 b h aken to ot ing W
th (Zr(:;m No o jection as ever b;ae\f) mL: ‘d ‘
' o . ml i Noogoor.

s:::iofor such cultivation to the za 1ndarmp o
r h

No cross-examination. | N

‘o c (Sd) J. A C. SKI:.\I\EE\,

| | ssloner.
Officiating Deputy Cominission
' 93, ‘ ] .

The 7st March, 78

, ”
N

T ttiah,
L . me is Ruppita Mu
VIEPTID. firmation says, my na . ddu-
Wuness No. 45, on solemn fa Lmllaya; age 20; Bhoi, of Moudzah Iizl 1
: on o ] fo atet.
- ,Sgudiem in‘Noovoor Taluk ; cul;ne;t"\); ariloudIiJem od
2, Y oL nlurig ’
ived ;u the village from my youth u}).' e lsg: ndaver" but the stream
hayeem?d .\u ;OThe island i3 surrounded by the N th.é’T\Too"OOP Taluk
contains A h?us?s.th Lot weather, I remember the cession o £h the :est of the
on this_ e(s}m rn?nent Our village was handed over “{Zivatiou in the main
e . u
to thr \ :‘uh : ;,“i]ad always formed part. We havve someh‘;s ever taken objection
Taluk ?f ‘fv}tl}lace Godavery on thisside of the stream. No one We have had it as long
channel o . indarian of NoogOOI’- ) er bank
. r it to the zamin _ the further ba
it Wopy :)ent foI understand that ! our bonundary extends to
an rememaoer. o me 80.
3; fh(; main stream, as my parents have gold
O -

% About 40 years.

No eross-examination (Sd) J. A.C. SKINNER,

7 ' 07;1’C1.atl.770 Df'puf_i/ ('(.‘77”71?-38107387 .
The 7-’t A[a City

) is Bhuttu Mutialu,
T solemn ;fﬁrmatlon says, my na.me 13 {3 redizndiem
- Witness No. 46, on fonde ; age 30;* Blioi, of Narsaredig:
sc . ~¢ llonde, age ol;

A: o000 l al“k " ! d at81. IhaVG bLED iA
v Inl\OODO r s i

bs



o, TN

. 29
Witness No. 52, on solemin aff : ) } T peopls have never disputed our right to have it. We were nob shown any boundary
son of Pullia; ared 40 B’h O 2 lf‘l-nfltlon s34y, my name s Ankat Sanasi, on the river side at settlement. I consider the Moglai begins on the other side of
) ag s bhoy, of Tanparthi in Albaka Taluk; cultivator and patel. I the stream. ,
(3d.) J. A. C. SKINNER,

I have liv i .;
ived in the village from my youth wp. It is on the Godavers. Iy
Ofiiciating Deputy Commissioner.

have . C . 4
oo v;;;:’:;‘ Eﬁli:;?)ﬁ::ltl'vatfn 1 the rlve’r-bed. There is a single stream opposite - .
shifted itos c’~0ur5e I uz:]n t e C;;Iltm of the bed, and to my knowledge has never ) The 77th March, 759.
of the river. [ u-“dergm e(;stla.n that ourjboundary extends to the further bank .
stand this as my father has told me that at settlement they - Witness Xo. 4, on solemu affirmation says, my name is Guntum
A Venkadu, son of Mellia; age 30 ; Ore, of Rentipaka in Sironcha Taluk ; patel and
It is on the Godavery.

lanted a flae .
planted a flag on the opposite bank and told him that was the boundary.
I have lived in Rentipaka 10 or 12 years.

~o eross-examination, cultivator.
| l | We have no cultivation in the bed of the river. There is a single stream which
(81) J.A. C.SKINNER, T 2 flows on our side. The Nigam’s people cultivate in the bed on the other side of
The 7ot Mreh, 153 Officiating D . - Hag the stream. I don’t know what is our boundary on tbe river-side, but we never
Jiciating Deputy Commissioner. cross the stream to cultivate land lying beyond it
. . R * n o *

- |
(8d.) J. A. C. SKINNER,

RECORD oOF AN ExgUiny w i
R o P. L\Q(lel WITH LEGARD T0 TAE LorNnapy POPULARLY LECOGNISED 0N THE
HUVER-SIDE (ToWARDS Hiy Hicnyes - . o :
' ' LIINESS THE N12AM's FOve) 1 e oo
TaLTE, i NS DO)!L\[O.\b) 1IN THE SIRONCTIA.

Ve ' ,
The 77th March, 7893. Oficiating Depuly Conomsssioner. -

Witness No. 5, on solemn afirmation says, my name is Ramaya, son of
Mallia; ace I don’t know;# \I}apewar of Mouzah ;

- # Abount 40 years A
(Intd) J. A. C. 8. Raijapeth in Sironcha TalukYpatel and cultivator.

I have lived in Raijapeth 20 years. Itison the Godavery, but we have no cultiva-

tion in the river-bed. There is a single stream which fows on our side and hasA:
always done so. The Nizam’s people have no cultivation either in the river-bed 'g
opposite our village. I don’t know what our boundary ison the river.side or’

Witness Xov. 7, o i
4vo. /7, on solemn affirma ays ; i
on of Sivare - et ' tion suys, my name is Battooly LEilaya,
' Y25 age o9 ; Rapewar, of Mouzah Nagarum in the Sironel "
tivater and patel. My village is on the Goday (; It li ‘ 1 i Trom s o
; ge is cry. 4 have lived 1uit from my +
| A S youth
up.  We Lave cultivation on the slope of the bank, but not in the river 'I?l ere i
. ‘ : b . X . ere is
a single stream opposite oul village, and it flows on our side of the bed. T |}
ingl : e i ' . 1ave
nes erTLnown 1t change its course. We never cross the stream and cultivate be d
: . e Ms ' : yoie}
it. Neither do the Nizam’s people cultivate there as there is no cultivable.; d
there. I have always understood the deep-stream to be our boundy :zll
’ . Ty on the

“» -

where the Nizam's jurisdiction begins.
R

v
- I QWW T— e - { e atids g
N -
. .
. et i

river-side, and this is what we were told at settlement too, - S .
) : J. A. C. SKINNER g4~ '
Datep, Cavp Smoxcm,} (Sd.) J. A. C. SKINN ; (Sd) ’ : ‘
’ . - 4. C. SKINNER, - ’ e . ; '
v ons ) The 77th March, 7892 o Officiating Deputy Commaissioner.
The 77th March, 789, Offictating Deputy Commnissioner, ‘ﬂ e :
1 Witness No. 6, on solemn affirmation says, my name is Ramaya, son of"s~ ‘

Ankulu ; age 30 ;* Rapewar, of Mouzah Gurkepettain T
I have been in the viilage 4 ,

* 5.
10 tod the Sironcha 7Maluk.

.. - )
Witness No. 2, on solemn afirmation fays, my name is Sannaya son
» N (¥ A , S
/yenrs. It is on the Wyne Gungah. We have no cultivation in the river-bed. I don’t

of Papaya; age 40 ; Rapewar, of Medikunta in Sironcha Taluk; cultivator ang

patel. Our village b.orde-z-s r')n the (.}odavcry. I have lived in it from my vouth Q o .
up. We have no cultivation in the river-bed. There is a single stream Opéoﬁite £ know what our boundary is on the river-side or where the Nizam’s authority ‘
our village wlzich flows on the further side of the bed, and which I have never \/ h begins. - I
Jwown change its course. I understand our boundary to extend a ¢ kog bhar’ in the ’ r 8d.) J. A. C. SKINNER ﬁ
river-bed. Cannot say why I think so. r | (3d. CT ’ ]
" { . Py ) cooe . i
¢ The 11th March, 1893, Officiating Deputy Commissioner. ‘
(Sd.) J. A. C. SKINNER, Pl ’ ]
The 7oth March, 7893. Officiating Deputy Cominissioner, ¢ i’h o Writness No. 7, on solemn affirmation says, my name is Netam Sachaluo;
; ( L ) son of Pocha; age 30 ; Gond, of Rotta in Sironcha Taluk; patel and cultivator. 1 j
M : I . . . . . . | ! ‘
IWitaess No. 4, on solemn afirmation says, wy name is Damara, son of % 1 have lived in the vﬂlage from my youth up. It 19: on fhe Wyne G'u]’agah.. We .have |
50 : Rapewar, of Mouzah Jauckapetta in Sironcha T - 1 no cultivation in the river-bed nor have the Nizam's perple. There is a single ‘
Bakaya ; age 250 ; hape b f ] R e ap o “(;f“’ a Taluk; patel and ; I[' stream which flows in the middle of the bed. I comsider the stream to be the )
. “il]ac 3 e Godavery. ave i S . .
cultivator. Our \1}lage or er. 5'09 : . '.Y ave lived .m thff village from N boundary between our village and the Moglai, 1,
We have cultivation in the river-bed. There i3 2a single stream i 'l
1 (Sd.) J. A. C. SKINNER, |

my youth up .
which flows on our side of the bed. I once remember it flowing on the other side
of the bed, but that was a loog time ago. Our cultivation is on this side of the
There 18 10 cultivable lind acress the stream.  We bhave had cultivation

IR 2V C S 2 ¢ Ny A Yoo -o
f tho stream ever since I ean remember, angd the Nizam's

(1 b | The 77th March, 7893 Officiating Deputy Commisssoner.

!
f
§
:

streaii. .
in the bed ou vur side ¢




- ey

2

the village 30 years. I was born in the Moglai o

. . came acrossg.
Nore—The patels of Uppedu, Uppeda h OB; L Our
Virapuram and Trabadhowamm are not udiem, whiek ;
exanined as it appears that their borders’ & : h, 18 Surrounded by Wwat
d2 not march with Hig Highness' Domi- ra1D8,1 ough not gt present,

nions, owing to the island of Marigudiem on thig side (Cutting us off fro

intervening,
Palepagoo, byt it joins the

ends. I don't remember the cession of Noogoor to the British G
remember the founding of the Narsaredigudiem. It was founde;i 20 ov

Dakshina Murti, Agent to the zamindarian of Noogoor, ang has alw
the British Government. Itisa village of 20 houses, )

nd was 8 or 9

village is on the islang of Mur;.

Years olq when [

er in the

m the majy lang)
Godavery at both
eroment, |
Years ago by

TS belon ged to

No eross-examin ation.

-

(8d) J. A ¢ SKINNER,

Officiating Dep

\_‘\

Wilness No. 47, on solemn affirmation says,
of Muttiah . age 20*

The 7st March, 7893,
‘ uty COmml'ssioner.

5 GODd, of Palem

* At least 30, : » 1
- - Taluka; cultivator and patel, I have ]ivlz!1 t“baka
village from my youth up. It borderson N arsaredigudiem of the N ed 1n that
but does not march with the Moglai. 00goor Talyk

No cross-examination.
, (Sd-) J. A C SKINNER,
The 7st March, 7893,

o
Ufficiating Depufy Commissionep,

of Botia; age 50 ; Bhoi, of Mouzah Ippagudiem in the Alba

patel. I have lived in that village from my youth up. Tt isop the .
bave no cultivation in the river.bed. There i

It is across on the further side of the bed.

. appears thepe,
, 40 50 has naver baep disputed. W Pay rent to the zamind,p of

cultivation.

I consider the whole bed of the river ag ours,

My parent ' ’
that the Settlement Superintendent told thep, 50. Y parents have tolq e

No cross-examination,

(8d) J. A C. SKINNER,

ke 7st March, 7892 ati
Tie 7st March, 7893, Officiating Deputy Commissioner.
b
itness No, 49, on solemn afirmation is K
Says, my name is Kyptj Mutial
son of N.augappah sage 30: Gond, of Mouzah Poojarigudiem, iy Albaka Talyk . at:i
and cultivator, I haye lived in that village from Iy youth up. It ig op zI;epGo
davery, we have cultivation in the river.bed, There are two streams, the deeper o !
the further side. The lessor dries up in the hoy weather, I haV; never lfnow:

- ..
N . ‘,—‘ R e e,
RSN S * _.r.“__: - > - - ~ T
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them change places.  Our cultivation is on our side of the small siream, and is on
the slope of the bank, not down in the bed. We have sometimes cultirated in.the
bed when there has besn land. We have never cultivated beyond the deep-stream,
but we have cultivated between the streamss, No objection has ever been taken to
our doing so. We have paid rent to our Zamindar's Agent for doing so.

I consider the further bank of the river &3 our boundary, as my forebears
have told me so.

No cross-examination.

(Sd.) J. A.C.SKINNER,

The 7st March, 7893. Oficiating Deputy Commissioner-.

i

Wiiness No. 50, on solemn aSirmation says, my name is Chenne Gonda~
bai, son of Tripati; age 49; Bhoi, of Albaka in the Taluk of that name; patel and
cultivator. I have lived in the Albaka from my youth up. Itis on the Godavery.
There is a single island in the river off Albaka, which is cultivated partly by the
people of Albaka and partly by the people of Sunsapalli in the Nizam’s Dominions,
The decp-stream is on the further side of the island.  The island has existed as long
as I can remember, and also ag long as I can remember part of it has been cultivated
by our people, and part by the Nizam’s. T have heard from my forebears also
that this arrangement has existed from of old. Oace in my yvouth the deep-stream
flowed on our side of the island, Since that it has flowed on the other side, e
pay rent on our side of the river for the part of the island we cultivate, and the
Nizam’s people on their side. There was once a dispute in Jagannath Tehsildar's
time owiog to one Ram Sastri of our side claiming the whole island. The Teh-
sildar came down and settled the dispute by partitioning the island as before.

One cultivator pays his rent to Government for the land ke cultivates, Ajl
the others of our side pay to the Malguzar.

The island is never cut through by streams but it is a single island.

No eross-examination.

(Sd.) J. A.C.SKINNER,

The 7st March, 7893. Officiating Devuty Commissioner.

Witness No. 57, on solemn affirmation s2ys, my name is Muram Buchanna,
son of Vistari; Goud ; age 40, of Kondapur in Albaka Taluk ; cultivator and patel.
I have lived in the village from my youth up. Itis on the Godavery. We have
never had any cultivation in the river-bed. There is a single stream opposite our
village, which flows on the further side of the bed. It generally keeps the same
course, but this year shifted a little towards our side, I understand that oup
houndary extends to the further bank of the river as wy forebears have told me <o,

No cross-czamination.
(Sd). J.A.C. SKINNER,

The 7st March, 7892. Oficiating Deguty Commissioner.

} ‘\k , ‘
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" river-bed.

1n the bed ou our side of the stream ever since I cap renie

Witness No. 52, ou solemn affirmation g4 'S e .

son of Pullia; aged 40; Bhoi, of Tanparthi in Albukg, "l‘;ﬁfkmmi;b Ankat Sanasj,
I have lived in the village from my youth up. It ig 01; ;J[J “gtox' and patel,
have never had any cultivation in the river-bed. There is a Sinlnel todmror_v. \.Ve
our village, which flows in the centre of the bed, ang to my kn(;‘gjl;eani Opposite
shifted its course. I understand that our boundary extends tq t]b c.fe "as never
of the river. I understand this as my father has to}q 4 that at 1:ettl]1:;hert liznk

en ey

planted a flag on the opposite bank and told him that was the bound
ary.
No cress-examination. \
(8d.) J.A. C. SKINNER,

The 7st March, 189.3. Officiating Deputy Conmissioner

Recorp ¢ ENOUIRY w COATTY M m T
ORD OF AN ENQUIRY WITH REGAED TO TOE BOUNp4py POPULARLY Lipcog
RIVER-SIDE (ToWARDS HIy Hicusess Tug Nizaw's Doumow) 1N
Tarvrk. T

NISED oy THE
THE Stroxeqy,

Witness Nov. 7, on solemn affirmation $4ys, my name ig Battoola Ty

son of Sivaya; age 507 Rapewar, of Mouzaly Nagarum in the Sironc} (')I? ) E]‘a,’*’a»
tivator and patel. My village is on the Godavery, T Lave lived iy, 4 f'la e
up.  We have cultivation on the slope of the bank, but not In the r -ro-m
a single stream opposite our village, and it flows on our sige of the“f].
rever known it change its course. We NEver cross the stream an: iy
it.  Neither do the Nizam’s people cultivate there as there j
there. T have always understood the deep-stream to be ourp

river-side, and this is what we were told at settlement tog, Oundary on the

I have
and cultivate beyong

$ no cultivable lang

Dartep, Canp Smoxcm,} (8d.) ’J. A. C. SKINNER

The 77th March, 7893, G :
’ Ufficiating D, eputy Cominissioner

|
—_—
Witness No. 2, on solemn affirmation S2yS, My name jg S

of Papaya; age 40 ; Rapewar, of Medikuntq in Sironc.:ha Taluk: lﬂr.lnaYa, son
patel.  Our village borders on the Godavery, T hLave lived in i;; fCu tivator apng
up.  We have no cultivation in the river-bed.  There ig a singlo StI‘Om uy }vot{th
our village which flows on the further side of the bed, and :'l;icl "Ie?lm posite
Ynown change its course. I understard our boundary to ej\'tend a‘ ko] bhav? Lo
Cannot say why I think so. SPhar in the

(8d) J. A ¢ SKINNER,

The 7740 Mar Y T
e 77t Mareh, 7895, ‘~0ﬁ“‘1tm.’7 Deputy Convnissione

—_—

Witaess No. 2, on solemn  affirmation says,

Bak.aya; age 50 ; Rapewar, of Mouzah Janckapetta in Siroucha Taluk

cultivator, Qur village borders on the Godavery. I have lived j thu

my youth up. We have cultivation in the river-bed. ,
which flows on our side of the bed. I once remember it flowine b i

of the bed, but that wag 4 long time ago. (Oyp cultivation is :noiltises'zthe; S::e

: A ide of the

stream. There 13 no cultivable I.
. e lund acress the str
'os:s eam.  We haye h ivat:
b ad cultlvatxon

mver, and the Nizam’s

e village from
There i3 g single stream

A RS

T e e el T

v

"o

——— -

VJ/
29

S . . . - L v e
peopla have never disputed our right to have it. We were not shown any boundary

b4 3 - [2d 1 a Ins + <1 J'\
on the river side at settlement. I consider the Moglat begins on the other side of

the stream. ‘
(8d.) J. A. C. SKINNER,

The 77th March, 7832. Officiating Deputy Commissiouer.

- Witness No. 4, on solemn affirmation says, my name is Guntum
Yenkadu, son of Mellia; age 30 ; Ore, of Rentipaka in Sironcha Taluk; patel and
I have lived in Rentipaka 10 or 12 years. It is on the Godavery,

cultivator. X
There is a single stream which

We have no cultivation in the bed of the river.
flows on our side. The Nigam’s people cultivate in the bed on the other side of

the stream. I don’t know what is our boundary on the river-side, but we never
cross the stream to cultivate land lying beyond it.

The 77th March, 7893.

#* About 40 years

tion in the river-bed.
always done so.
opposite our village.
where the Nizam’s jurisdiction begins.

'I'I;P 77_4"7‘» March, 7892,

¥y
. . . - ’ 1 i
know what our boundary is on the river-side or where the Nizam’s authority

. begins.

(Sd) J. A. C. SKINNER,

Uficiating Depuly Commsssioner.

!

Witness No. 5, on solemn affirmation says, my name is Ramaya, son of
Mallia; aze 1 don’t know;* ‘I}Qpewar of Mouzah ;

(Intd) J. A. C. 8. Raijapeth in Sironcha Taluk¥patel and cultivator.

I have lived in Raijapeth 20 years. Itisonthe Godavery, but we have no cultiva-.

There isa single stream which flows on our side and bas -
The Nizam’s people have no cultivation either in the river-bed :
Idou’t know wlat our boundary ison the river-side or -

Y -

(Sd) J. A. C. SKINNER, g4~ :
Officiating Depu?y Comanassigner. -

- e e B N

Witiess No. 6, on solemn afirmation says, my name is Ramaya, son of °

Ankulu ; age 30 ;* Rapewar, of Mouzah Gurkepettain ‘ T

* 40 to 45. the Sironcha Taluk. I have been in the viilage 4

ears. It is on the Wyne Gungah. We have no cultivation in the river-bed. I don't

(8d.) J. A. C. SKINNER,

The 11th March, 1892, Officiating Deputy Commissioner.

Witness No. 7, on solemn affirmaiion says, my name is Netam Sachsloo,
son of Pocha; age 30 ; Gond, of Rotta in Sironcha Taluk; patel and cultivator. 1
have lived in the village from my youth up. It is on the Wyne Gungah. We harve
no cultivation in the river-bed nor have the Nizam's perple. Thereis a single
strecam which flows in the middle of the bed. I consider the stream to be the
boundary between our village and the Moglai,

(S8d.) J. A.C. SKINNER,

The 77th Marcii, 7892, Opiciating Deputy Commisssoner.
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" Woe have no cultivation i iver- ith Nizam’s 5o
. fullivation in the river-bed neither haye the Nizap’ 0

r -
{){/

30

Witness No. &, on solemn affirmation says, my Dame jg
son of Bhusur Baba; age 20; Gond, of Mouzah Darsuwap, In Sironch
and cultivator, I have _Iived in the village frop my yoush up.
Wyne Gungah. We have no cultivation in the river-heq. There ig 4
opposite our village. It flows on the furthep side of the beg and
known it change its course. I don't know what our bg "
or where the Nizam’s authority begins.

(8d) 1. 4 ¢ SKINNER,

Surchy Baba,
a Taluk , patel
It ison ¢,
single stream
I have never

1

The 77th March, 7893, Offcia ting Dgpy{g) du;m’i{(;io .
s8ioner.

Q Y r i
lhtrzess No. 5’, on SOIGIDH aﬂirmatlon sa,?S, my hame iS A!am SUChi Bab
a,

* About 48 son of Pichi Baba; age I dop’
) . .7 UR 0t know .#
(Intd) J.4.C.8. Moy Bindra in the Sironcha Taluk‘f“’ 3* Gong, of
tivator. T have lived in Mouzah Bindra more thap 3¢ Years 5 patel ang cu!

We have no cultivation in the river-bed. Thepe i8 a single sgrqu,f, l;;.n I:bf; Pranhita, )
- ‘ 1€ flows §

centre of the bed, but somewhat to oy sida, ;
¢;  vation either as there is no cultivable land. The stre,
I consider it to be our boundary on the river-side.

The 77¢4 March, 7892,

Witness No., 70, on solemn affirmation $ays, my Name i
sou of Lachmaiya ; age 45 ; Rapewar, of Mouzah v
cultivator. I have liveq inthe village from r

our vilage. Thereig 4 single stream Opposite oyr village which
of the bed and never changes its course, | [
© JOU cross the deep-stream.

¥

(84) J. 4. @ SKINNER,

The 774, March, 7893, Q(?z'ciating Dljpu{y C'ommzle:[oner.

h\\
Witwess v, 77, on solemn aﬁirmation'says Dy name ig Giddim; f
4 ) mi, son o

Doara; age I don't kr.low;* patel ang cultivatop of

I have lived

* Abont 50,

The 77th Maren, 7995

\Jﬂcmtiﬁg Deputy Commz’as[oner.
1

) . r - {
Witness Ay, 72, on solemp affirmation 52y8, my name ; Sanjusi
) © 7 18 Sanjusi, son of

Bhikaji ; 282 40; Bhanara, of M Waly :
3 s ouzah Chilkia] K
vator. ah Chikala, i, bxroncha Taluk s patel and culti-

. . .
1 ' hich flows on the further side of the bed, and which I have neve
poge stream I consider that on crossing the stream one enters the

1t3 e.
known change its cours \
Moglai.

(Sd.) J. A. C. SKINNER,

7895 Officiating Devuty Comuissioner.
The 77th March, 7892.

Witness No. 7.2, on solemn afﬁrmatiqn says, my naxfle is \lr’yan(;;uillxl,] Z(:;to(i.f
Yerraya ; age 30; Gond, of Glasfurdpgth in Sironcha Taluk; g)ativ aiave o culti:
I have hve:ib in the village 20 years. It i; on the Wylr;e G;;f:e . N : oo culti-
i i izam’s people. g
vation'tmozlsev:ll];izk::gi:;‘ﬁ:::i;h:nelside of tie é)ed and never changes its course.
;pci(;ssli;er the rivcer to be our boundary. The .sand on tl.li? side of the stream I
consider ours, and that across the stream I consider Moglai.

(Sd) J. A. C. SKINNER,

The 77th March, 7893 Oﬁic»iating Deputy Commissioner.
e 77th March, 3.

Witness No. 74, on solemn affirmation sags, my name is I;I}anﬁ]f,;:;uko-f

Phullu; age 30; Rapewar, of Mouzah Muyaboinpetha Coimpetha lin iro o ﬂ,};

atel and cultivator. I have lived in the villagfz from my yOl}t up. llace neithor

%Vyne Gungah. We have no cultivation in the rlver-bed. opposite ourh'y'lfa:ther o

have the Nizam’s people. There is a single stream wl.nch flows (2;11 t f{ Oilai.bec:ins
of the bed and does not change its course. I consider that the ) g 3

when one has entered the stream. We have always thought so.

(Sd) J. A. C. SEINNER,

% March, ati ty Commissioner.
The 77th March, 7892. Officiating Deputy Co

Witness No. 75, on solemn affirmation says, my name.a is Amam Alx,+s?n 0]f:
Ali Sahib; age 40; Mussalman, of Mouzah Sironcha ;_ cultivator ana p};zuet.da
- havelived here from my youth up, but was only appointed patel. the ot' er : ()1'.
"\ We hare cultivation on the bank of the river Wyna Gungah, l.mt not in the f'wer-hieCh.
Ahere is zo cultivable land. There is some on the other side of the s.f;re:r?r ;; -
s cultivated by the Nizam’s people, There is a single. stream oppc;m e : ron th;
It flows in the centre of the bed and never changes its cour‘se(i . co}xllas o the
stream our boundary. That has always been the custgm here and there ‘

been a dispute of any kind.
©(3d) J.oAC SKINNER,

The 77th March, 7892 Oficiating Deputy Commissioner.
T e 4 ’ tiese

: [ PR

: 3 13 Perram Malla
Witness No. 76, on solemn affirmation Says, my name 1s " tya,
tivator.

5 e in Sironcha Taluk ; patel and eult
haya ; age 25, of Regunta in i cha _
son of t::J iasconythe YDVyne Gungah. I have lived in it from my youth up. We have
hegu;ltiva.tion in the bed of the river. The Nizam's people have sc.)me. .There are
- cutreams opposite our village. The farther one, however dries up 1n the hot,
‘0 8 > :

™~
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the two.
my father and grandfather Lave told me so
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Q.
o2

weather. The Nizam’s y o ..
Nizam’s people’s cultivation is beyond the fur]

18T stream nog 1
etween

consider that ¥ i
| n half the I'lVCI'~bG‘d is ours and hllf thei
d Is. i
3 I thmk S0 as

S
(84) 3. A. . SKINNER,

The 77th March, 7893
0[]icz'ating Dl'puty Conpns
‘ inssivner,

have lived in that villae v
oulivatio o bhat v il‘lrl;izef;om my yo‘uth up. It is on the W;;itgit::;;‘lnd patel. I
side of the bed and n . i o
stream. e hagv;rfz?aniqes 1ts. course.  Quar cultivation ig i
land. Lately we have held itaf e e Whenevor there < b iy
toit. T consider the stream t 011') e e, No oo bas ever :;S oy e i
have head et L8 cam 0 e. the boundar betwee iSputed oyp richt
¥ Parents that it was. imiey o o ;1111 us and the Moglai ° I
em as theip boundar.;r as

settlement.

(8d) J. A. C. SRINNER,

o : Officiats ;
\\f @ 1779 Lepu{y C(/nl?nl'gsz'oller
Witness .N;) 78 )
B : - 70, on solemn aff :
gon of Narsaya; . rmation says, m .
and CUItiv"to;a ’Iage 40, .Rapewar, of Mouzah Ardayj thy 0ame is Raita Muttya
s a “; ! have lived in that villace n the Siropehy )
ery. e hav : s e . age Y
ourvillage. The d:ccultlVatlon‘l,n the river-bed, There}:i'zt: o
been the further onc sﬁir-Stgam 18 on our side this year., Bof " St[.'eams Opposite
of the nearer streae Tze Ias-furd Sakib’s time. Oy cHlt-ore_thI§ year it haq
nions have cuItivatio.n b © Bhois of Mouzah Kaleshwaram ot 1S 0N our side
in the centre of the bec(zitween the two streams. At the timzn ;he I\Jzam’s Domni.
, R was pointed o € of settlem
peotple sh cultivation is on our side of thisl;t; ;xobus 3 our boundary. Tl::;n’t\.f'1 rock
custom has aIW').yS been th CK but Dizam’s
‘ at any land .
:)g ‘;S, and any on their side by the on ourside of the deep-strean, 1S cultj
e land chanzes hands : ultivated
. S3 1 - T .
ties not to ou:M louz: ccordingly.  The Nizam’s peop!
alguzar, for the lang cultivated by 1l Pie pay rent to theip author;
em, ori-

The 72t March, 7893.

(Sd) J. A. c. SKINNER

. The 72th March, 7803,

-_

Witnass No. 7
0. 79, on
» 0N solemn g 1
fiirmation $ays, my name is Naps
Narsaya, son
fon of

o

Vyankaia :
v kaJa, age I don’c knOW.,
s

* About 35.
(Intd) J.A.C. s

.

I consid i bagi
o sider the Moglai beging

ou crossing the stream, We hav
e
(8d.) J. A ¢ SKINNER

The 7213 Huiclh, 7823,

Offciats
ficiating Deputy Cemmissicrer

Krishnapurum in Sironcha Taluk" }(a)arte;I Ofd ——
; and cultj.

vator. I bave lived j i
tved in  the village from my youth up. Tt
a up. 180n the Godaye
ry.

our village whi T .
ich . her :
g ilows on our side of the bed, and he 18 8 single stream opposit
) as never chy lte
aneed its
5 S course,

al ways tbought

Oficiati
ftewating Deputy Commissigner

- Singadu;

cultivator.
have no cultivation in the rive

The one

Witness No. &3

\.: .
~on solemn aflirmation says, my name is Rajauna, son of
am in Sironcha Taluk; patel and
It ison the Godavery. We

40; Ore, of > Nvuzah Magapur
ite our village.

d in ﬂu}t' villace 20 years.
r-bed. There are two stream3 oppos
d has always been so. Ihave always

age
I have live

on our side is the deep-stream an
boundary on® the river-side.

understood the stream to be our
-i(8d) J. A. C. SKINXER,

Ce— Lt
e Qn

The 72th March, 7892.

Ashannah ;age 25; of Mouzah Thumnur,
I have lived in that village from my youth up.

no cultivation i
. deep-stre

" deeprstream our boundary.
thought so.
The 72th March, 7895.

Suttannah ; age 605 Balji, of
I have lived in Nadikuda 40 years.

S‘l\dé—bf the Dou, s e
and half to belong to the Moglai.

swamy, Agent of the Malguzar,

The 72th March, 7893

. further 8l

A e
Officiating Deputy Commissioner.

v

-

27, on solemn affirmation says, my name is Vyunkaya, son of
in Sironcha Taluk ; patel and cultivator.
"It is on the Godavery. We have
n the river-bed. There are two sfreams. That on our side is the
am and has always been so as longas I cafi remember. I consider the
I can't say how I knoﬁ:‘»b this but I have =always

(54) J. A. C. SKINNER,
Officiating + Wigtg/. Commissioner.

Witness No.

Wilness No. 22, on solemn affirmation says, my name is Goorﬁ;'i:a, son gf
Nadikuda in Sironcha Taluk; patel ard cultivator.

It is on the Godavery. Wehave no cuLéivéiién )

the river-bed. There is a single stream opposite our village.
.1 and pever alters its course, T consider half-the river-bgd 3o Ye

w
We were informed so at settlement by Appa-

(S4) J. A. C. SKINNER,

Oficiating Deputy Commissioner.

Witness No. 22, on solemn afirmation says, my name is Patri Mutialu,
son of Surwaia;age I don’t know;* Rapewar of

*+ About 60. . .
(Intd) J.A.C.S. Mouzah Tekra in the Sironcha Taluk ; patel and
I Lave lived in Tekra from my youth up. Itison the Godavery. We
The larger is on te

cultivator.
jon in the river-bed. There are two streams.

ultivatl
cof thebed. Butsometimes the relative position of the two streams

have no ¢
I consider the deep-stream to be our boun-

d
changes. This occurs every few years.
dary wherever it may happen to flow. We have always thought so. We weren ot

told anything on the subject at settlement.

(Sd.) J. A. C. SKINNER,

— T
3

}

3

}

{
L.
4

It flov & 0ny0v
S@{)&i{ <
[IRQ SR}

Opiiciating Deputy Commissioner.

The 72tk March, 7895.

. /,
Witness No. 27, on

v

P T2
* (Intd) 3. A.C. 8.

solemn affirmation says, my name is Gaori Pochulu,
son of Krishnamina ; age I don’t know ;* Gond, of

Mouzah Mekidigutta in the Sironcha Taluk; patel
-ator. My villageis on the Godavery, and I have lived there 10 or 12
Te have 1o cultivation in the river-bed. There are two streams Opposité
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our vj . 3. : ’ L
Som ‘t‘.”age, The deep-stz-eizm - o ‘ “35
€limegs flows on 18 on the + ,
boundary Wherevep i(:ll' side, I ave alwqw her Side of th .r . Witness No. 28, on solomn affirmation says, my name is Singuya, a son of
- I < L de : . > . . .
told 5o ¢ Settlement bm'zy happe, to floy. Y Vndem‘t’O‘Od’ £ g, bed 44 Prescyy | : Narsaya; age 32; Ore, Kunbi, of Mouzah Karchapalli in Sironcha Taluk; patel
. V the Urveyorg ¢ havg alv;iays ﬂfp-St‘ ®am to 1 0)111; and cultivator. My village is on the Wyne Gungah. I have lived i.n tbe.village from
7 (S Ought 54 ang v ur 4 my youth up. We have no cultivation in the river-bed. There i1s a single stream
he 7543, March, 7892 , d.) J . SKIn Wer g opposite our village on the further side of the bed. The Nizam’s people have no
. AAER, h caltivation in the bed. The position of the stream never shifts. I consider the
Witness N . ﬁcl’“t"’lfl Depuy stream to be our boundary. I have been told so by my father.
. T 2. 49,)", o t;/ (;m‘ -
Era Rrishamma; 4o 49 - 2 SOlemn 5 MSStoner ' (5d.) J. A. C. SKINNER,
cultivator, Ih ge 40 ; Gond, of Mouzq) ot ays, my |, ‘
v ’ av { 7y ; £ ’ . . ) -
We have no cultivaet?“ ed in Somnyy fror 1 Somnurj firon : Poc}”' lu, 5 The 13th March, 7893. Officiating Deputy Commissioner.
village, ang ; 100 10 the rivepi.e T Youth cha Ta)y) . > %00 of
’ t flows op er-bed u * Pate]
s our g . lere | . 18 ¢ anq ) . .
bed:Z the stream ¢, be the bou;d; Of.‘tbe bed anq Zelf singlo tre the @y, avep; Witness No. 29, on solemn affirmation says, my name is Ankalu, son of
bon de bOundapy 1f it happeneq a:z-y betwee Sang Changeg its ™ opp Osite ;. Bukkalu, age 40; Rapewar, of Mouzah Waddur in Sironcha Taluk; patel and
ndary because the Zemindap C;' caangs ts coyr IOgIai, and tba(;u-r R cultivator. My village is on the Godavery. I havelived in it since Glasfurd Sahib’s
 Som . . “aot.Bho al Patn, S > 1 1sidep % wonlq stil] time. We have no cultivation in the river-bed. There is a single stream which
. nur o, @ . -1 . .
tion of ¢),, Inlsx:fv:ge fx?:in(,x -'an”./::‘l. U Which g 0 ow p Om regard to f b our flows on our side of the bed. It sometimeschangesitscourse. I have only known
(Iutd).J. 5, SE""‘ st "0 cultivgy lan * our Village the Indpg. it do so once. The Nizam’s people have cultivation in the bed of the river opposite
rr our:mz.n Ve cultiy,, op Pears onp st'Id ‘becan our villaze but on the further side of the stream. I consider the stream our bound-
e right to g, so. Withoyt “f}e of t}, ary, and that it would still be so if it changed its course. I think so as my father
The 7908 Ygres, (8a.) g ) 'Sputin and many others have told me so.
o -lareh, 7595 )-A.c SKINNE (Sd) J. A.C. SKINNER,
e 2N ~ . .v".-', ; ‘ER, )
) N /..:‘ - e Oﬁci . . . _D = C o N .
e & T S T — ating Officiating Deputy Coinmissioner.
e Witness v, 24, on Solemn g T sputy OOnzmwa i The 12th March, 78923.
—_— 5 toaw ITmation g4, - . -
§ *ALoug gy~ T have uvgf?.lzmi, age, I dop’t i’ Y name jq edd;, ) - o T Iitness No. 20, on solemn affirmation says, my name is Luchia, son of
H ~= < [s K . - . .
' (i) s patel ang oo fox ¥ Najk of Gl ochu, son of B o » Abont 50 ’ Rajamalu; age 40;* Kharai Kunbi, of Mouzah
i have g cultivgt from 4 Cultivatop, hr;(; } Oomalknmu' P -, ;'} - ' Ou(; t.d) I ACS Ankissu, in Sironcha Taluk; patel and cultivator.
. y ¢ «.qu\‘ LT n . - L\, C- . . : 2
deep-straam ; 'O 1a the river.ho] J youth y - It ved in Goor, - My village is on the Godavery. I have lived in the
M 18 on oyp sid : here ar S on ¢ e aHfonda, - . . e .. . . . .
. have po cultiyas 14e of the heg gy, a1 © tWO stye, Godaye, : village from my youth up. We have cultivation in the river-bed. There is a single
b 4101 0pposity gyp . has alw, S in gl . I We ¢ i illag - iddle of the bed and has always d
oundary anq that OUr Villgoe: | S been g, T 18 rivep ZRE stream opposite our village. It flows in the middle of the bed and bas always done
80 a6 the time of 1t would b even ifc;'t. ] Consider ¢ de he Nizam's Peo © . \{ I} go. Our cultivation is on our side of the stream. The Nizam’s people have cultiva«
: Settlemept change jtg Courg "P-8tream o Ple ; tion in the bed on their side of it. I consider the stream our boundary. I think
SurveyOrS toldour o so as we have always cultivated on our respective sides, and have never had my
The 7247, 31 y (Sd) g us ‘ ; dispute on the subject. I can’t say what our boundary would be if the stream did
arch, 7892 ' 4. C SKINNER ’ £ i change its course and flow near one or the other bank.
. O/ZC‘ j :f ! v -TNT\"
szlzes,g Ao 2y [ mtmg -De]m[y 00”1 , ["_\. ' (Sd) J. A. C. SKINN ER,
Aboyg 4 » Ol solemp affirma; M28501¢, The 73th March, 7893. ‘ Ojjiciating Deputy Commissiciner.
" Luchia; ggq - S2VS My nay B Y -
> age s 018 R ¥ S . , R )
tor, T have liveq jp, that .ntdpuﬁj ’I-HIS?.OH b know;* . ﬁarmaﬁ, Son of co f: iy v ' Witness No. 27, on solemn affirmation says, my name is Rajaya, son of -
1ave no cultivatiog 1 th villago fr m my .;’OutherHCha Taluk p OtWar, Mouzap, [ ; ‘ i‘ Buchaya ; age 20 ; Jangum of Mouzah Chintal Raoul in Sironcha Taluk ; patel and
3 on the furthep cido of © rive; here iy » up. It g on t’bs% el ap Cultivg. M \J : cultivator. My village is on the Godavery. I have lived in the village 10 years.
Nizam’s People N, the bag ang I ngle streay, '® Godayey r ’ 51 ‘11 We have cultivation in the river-bed. There is a single stream. It flows on that
the nr Ple have 10 cultjy . ave n ver | OPposlte our v (o] £ . ) 4 ) i
e Tiver-bed tg our Vation jn ¢, bed Nown g changg ; fvillagg, It ‘[ side of the bed. Two or three years ago it flowed on our side. Our cultivation is
1neans up tg ¢}, Strea S and hy)g to b w\Iorrloppos:lte our ua{rz JfIS courge, The § : on our side of the stream. When the stream flowed on our side of the bed, we had
father hog told me ¢, I:]bmﬂg ours, i, 4 ha: Mo Conside, ﬂlb'tt‘ 1 Considep halg 'y ] f no caltivation in the bed. I understand the stream to be our boundary where-
XY ? .0t s £ . ' - :
€ Was told g, at setf] the streq 55 on l;alf %8G oypg ' e ever i5 may happen to flow. I say so as the old men of the village bave told me
€ment Oundary, My i Fi ' so, and we have always acted on this principle, and had ne-dispute with the Nizam's
The 724 - ) (Sd. S eople. : -
¢ Mareh, 79 ) JAg SKINNED “ £ i { ;{ d (8d.) J. A. C. SKINNER,
] ! ¥ ..
Oﬂ/c‘!al[ny Db’puz‘y c ﬂ g Q }{ (. The 73th March, 7593. Ofiiciating Deputy Commissioner.
OMriissyipn . T
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Witness No. 22, on solemn affirmation says, my name is Papuraju, son
of Narsina, age 38 ; Kshatri, of Asuralli in the Sironcha Taluk; and I am a culti-
vator agent of the superior proprietor and Mukaddam-gomashta. I have only just
been appointed to the latter office but have lived in the village 20 vears. Tt is on
the Godavery and we have cultivation in the river-bed. There are two streams in
the river opposite our village. The deep-stream is the farther one. Every few
years, however the position of the deep-stream changes.  Our cultivation is be.
tween the two streams. Beyond the further stream the Nizam’s people Lave culti-
vation. We consider the deep-stream our boundary and gain or lose land accord-
ing as it changes its course. We have always observed this custom and have had no
dispute on the subject with the Nizam’s people.

(84.) - J. A. C. SKINNER,
The 75th March, 7893. f

4
3
i

Officiating Deputy Cominissioner.

Witness No. 32, on solemn affirmation says, my name is Gunti, son of
Shivaya; age 30 Khaira Kunbi, of Mojwzah Sankuli in Sironcha Taluk ; patel and
cultivator. My village is on the Godavery. I bave lived in it from my youth up.
We have no cultivation in the river-bedy There is a single stream and it flows bLy
the further bank. I have never knownlit change its course. I consider the stream

our boundary. I don’t k}lOW how I coxIwe to think so but I have always understood

‘J

it was so.
it was so (Sd.) J.A.C. SKINNER,
IR .

The 15th Marck, 1893. ‘i Oﬁﬁi@ti”f] Deputy Commissioner.

Witness No. 3%, on solemn aﬂairmation says, my name is Kondaia, son of

Bakkulu ; age 50 ; Ore of Mouzah l\Iotf.la. in Sironcha Taluk ; patel and cultivator
My village is on the Godavery. I hav(iz|1ived m it 20 years. We havas no cultiva:
tion in the river-bed. There is asingle strcam opposite our village and it flows
along the further bank. I have never | known it change its course. I consider it

to be our boundary. T think sobecauge it has always been the custom that if ap
. cultivable land appears on the further side of the d ﬂ p-stream the Nizam’s iy J
cultivate it but if on our side, we cultivale it. - subjects

(Sd) J.A. C. SKINNGER,

The 75th March, 7893. , B Officiating Deputy Comissioncr
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Exhibit No. L.

Cory or LETtez rooy ToE Seconp AssistaNT RESIDENT, To THE MINisTRE
ofF HYDERABAD. ) :

No. 1166. : Lo
HiperaBap RESIDENCY,

7th August 7892.
My DEAR NAwas, o

I am directed to refer to the correspondence ending with your letter dated

‘the 8th February last, regarding the demarcation of the boundary between His

Highness territory and the Chanda District of the Central Provinces.

2. This correspondence began, you will recollect, with Mr. Crawford’s
letter No. 2364, dated the 15th December 1891, in which owing to a dispute bes
tween the villagers of Edchankapalli and Nagarum regarding some alluvial land you

% were asked whether His Highness' Government would agree that the boundary

should be fixed either in accordance with the deep-stream of the Godavery or by a
line drawn midway between bank and bank. To thisyou replied in your letter
No. 288, dated the 26th April 1892, from the enclosure to which it appeared that
His Highness’ Government claimed the whole river-bed as His Highness’ territory.
Accordingly the Chief Commissioner of the Central Provinces decided that a local
enquiry should be held, and in Mr. Irwin’s No. 6277, dated the 23rd September 1892,
you were invited o depute a representative of His Highness’ Government to be
present at it. In a subsequent letter of the 10th December you were informed
that the commission would begin work on or about the 20th February of this year.
On the 24th January you replied that Mr. Sorabji Jamshedji Chenai had been
deputed to represent His Highness' Government, and in your letter of the &th
February you added that the necessary orders had been issued to him.

-3. The Resident has now been informed that the enquiry was duly carried-

. out, beginning on, the 27th February, date on which Mr. Sorabji met the British

Ofiicer Mcr. . Skinrer and ending on the 30th March. Altogether 34 witnesses
were examined by Mr. Skinner, and some of them were cross-examined by Mr.
Sorabji. After this elaborate enquiry and now that sufficient time has elapsed for an

- _opinion to be formed upon it, Iam to enquire what the views of His Highness’
- Government are “on the question of the boundary between the two provinces.

The Resident also desires me to refer you to the correspondence cited in the
o M’i'n;sm’ No. 46, doted Tih margin* (translation inclosed fo'r convenien‘ce of -
' reference), and to draw your particular attention to
From Minister, No. 413, dated 15t the practical admission by Sir Salar Jung that the
Hyderabad Government have noclaim .or right of
any sort beyond the mid-stream of the Godavery river. Mr. Plowdea would be
ghd to consider any comments which His Highness’ Government may have to
offer upon this correspondence.

. 4. T am also to take this opportunity to invite your very earnest atten-
tion to the corfespondence énding with my letter No. 1081, dated the 23th July,
regarding the boundary between His Highness' territory and the Buddrachellvm
and Rakapilly Taluks of the Madras Presidency. The first reference on the

aon

subject, was made to you in Mr. Irwin’s letter No. 527, dated the 23rd February

L]
\




: - ~ to 'bring to your notice that, under Article of the Treaty of 1360, ¢
; f i of the river is free, and that His Highnesy’ Government has no claim

.‘1/ ./ g \ ’/" -
' AN
l . A
| 1893, in which you wera asked whethex.' His Highness’ Government would g
] as the boundary line between the territories above nameg the deep-strea fcigt
» . . . 3 - m 0
{ Godavery river or a line drawn midway between 1ts two banks, Up to the Presen:

however, the only communication received from you js rour
the 17th May, in which it is stated that the Subacyiar of)the ];;t:f;f ;).ifigf.s’ da}t]ed
! ] been telegraphed to. The matter is really a very urgent one as sho WxSllobn ad
telegrams and other reminders from the Government of Madras, which hg thhe
communicated o you, and I am therefare t suy that the Resident will b e "
receive 3 very early reply, L e glad to
‘ ' i
‘ " Yours Sincerely,

| S 8d:) 0. V. BOSA}
Tug Naws (34) 0. V. BOSANQUET.

 Sm ASMAN JAH BAHADUE, x. c. 1, 1

- . - . 4 1
Tamsp;‘uo;; of RusxaR rrox tHE REsment ar Hypzripap
’ e PO N
THE Nizay’s M!BIS?EI?{. No. 4?, iDATED 7TH JANUARY, 1881,
 Ihave received intimation from the Madras Government that the Tahsilg
) : ar
i:M g?.—The' originaldh;;a not got of P ::[uncgla‘ Tbﬂluk: apparently with the view of
“from bank to bank,” and the transla-+ assertin at - : - A M
tion will be in accordance with the ori- . g , ! absolute BOYerelgnty of His nghness
ginal ifthe words “ both the banks of * the N 1Zam's =Government,over the river God
wero iunserted between ‘over’ and | £ b ' 1 0davery ,,*
“the river’ and the words “which is' from bank to bank between Hyderabad and Maq
the boundary ”* between * Godavery territories, h I ’ adras
and “between,” es, has recently ventured to declare the ferry -
o - contract given by the Madras Government, for the
passage of the river from the British tq the) opposite bank to be nul] and void, |
' g A hd e N . L4 -
request the favor of Your Excellency’s expla{mng the grounds for this step, and 1
H [ d
Ty,

ht‘f passage
or right of

any sort beyond the mid-stream of the rivex"P as universally recognised in the case,

S l of boundary rivers.: ‘ |
' . . R ‘

-

o |
ST I h_a,vgfu:j.ighgr: the hono‘r to request that this matter may receive Your
- E_xcellency’sp ég,x:ly‘aﬁfgntion, an(_i that I may be favored with a reply with 58 liétle
delay as may be compatible with'its due consideration, e

(True Translation),
(8d) J. WADE, .

. | ‘ Eztra Assistant Resident, ™\
’ i -

. . ! . ’ AN
TrANSLATION oF A RUKRA TO THE Restpext, Hyperasap, rrox His Hicaxess rop
Nizax's Mivister, No. 413, paten 151a Fepruazy, 1881 '
- My, . *

- With reference to your letter No, 229 of ‘Tho 31st January 1881, agkj
for information in regard to the unlawful interference on the part of the T’ah 8'Idng
of Paluncha in exercising authority on both banks of the river Godavery, I b 8; o
enclose a report on the subject from Govindrao, Talukdar, from a peruga,l of e\:hitg
it will be seen that the interference cqmplalined of arose from a misunderstandisg
on the part of the said Tahsildar WI{O“?” been removed from office for gych

irregular conduct. ‘. )
[ ' ) ' 3

.
g .
s N N 7 .~
. '\
S . S .
< \ oY
e . - i ~

A\(

. } 10 His Hicaxpsg  *

J‘/

A
V.
v

Purport of enclosure to the same effect, and it is further explained the
misunderstanding arose from the fact that on a former occasion duricg a fair that was
being held at the village of Motegedda, an island in the river Godavery, and two
kos from Nagumpul, a dispute arose between the Police of His Highness’ and the
British Governments in regard to the Abkari of Motegedda. It was finally settled
that the right to control the Abkary arrangements of the island of Motegedda
befé;';;‘ to Ilis Highness’ Government. The Tahsildar of Paluncha on this ac-
count was of opinion that the whole river belonged to His Highness’ Government

whose jurisdiction extended over the other bank also, and that this impression Jed

to the dispute under notice.
(True Translation)
(Sd.) J. WADE,
FEztra Assistant Resvdent,

- Tt
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+ e et
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Exhibit No. M.

CopY oF LETTER 'ROM THE FIRST AssisTaNt Risioest, 1o Tne MiNisTer oF HYDERABAD,
(Urgent).
No. 327,
Tre Rozmmuney, Hyvneiasap,
The 25rd Iebiuary, 7822,

My prar Nawan,

The Government of Madras have expressed a desire fur an early settle-
ment of the question of the boundary between Ilis Highness the Nizam's territory
and the Buddrachellum and Rukapilly Taluks of the Godavery District of the Mac-
ras Presidency.

2. If His Pighness’ Government agree to adopt as the boundary line
either the deep-stream or, in view of the changeableness of such a boundary, the
widdle liue between bank and bank the Madras Government will Le prepared to

accept such a settlement.

3. 1If, however, His Highness’ Government consider it necessary that an
enquiry should be held similar to that now proceeding with reference to the bound-
ary of the Chanda District, the Madras Government will be willing to assert to tho
adoption of this course. But in this case they request that His Highness' Govern-
ment may take up the matter promptly so that the local investigation 1ay be made
soon after completion of the Chanda enquiry.

4. The Resident will therefore be glad to be favoured with a reply in

this matter with as little delay as possible for communication to the Government of
Madras.

Yours Sincerely,
(3d.) G.R.IRWIN,
Tur Nawan

Sz ASMAN JAH BAHADUR, k. ¢ 1. &
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Exhibit Ne. N.

CurY GF LETTER FPRGM TOE FresT ASSISTANT RESIDENT, TO TdE
MisisTEr or HYDERABAD.

Toe Rrsirescy, HypEsAnip,

No. 1782,
The 84 Noreinber, 7875,

My Dear NAWAE,
With reference to your letters Nos. 531 and 763, dated respectively the
ond Augast and 27th September last, I am desired
* Government, Order, dated 30th 4 £/ ard herewith printed copies of the papers

December 1876, No. 671, Political,
o eament, Order, dated 298 noted in the margin ® received from the Government

January 1883, No. 122, Revenue.
of Madra-.

gest to be furnished with a copy of Mr.

2. In regard to your req
Madras state that on fur-

(illman’s report, 1 am to say that the Government of
ther consideration, that Government has arrived at the opinion that alocal enquiry
in respect of the Buddrachellum and Takapilly Taluks is unnecessary for the
scttlement of the boundary question, and has addressed the Government of India
accordingly. A reply to your requisition will be t
orders of the Government of India have been received.

cond of the papers furnished above, (riz.,

herefore deferred until the further

3. With reference to the se
Government Order No. 122 of the 23th Junc 1835), I am to invite your attention

to the order of the Madras Government, No. 460, dated 17th June 1490, (copy
caclosed) from paragraph 5 (1) of which it will be seen that the instruction issued in
the earlier order of 1885, dirccting the exclusion of river-bed lands from the settle-
ment of the Taluks of Buddrachellum and Rakapilly, was subsequently modified

and the inclusion of those lands ordered, on its being represented by the Collector
* Paragraph 5 of his letter at of Godavery,* that the previous orders of the Madras

page 2, of the Madras Government : 1
Order No. 460 of 1890. Government were based on a misconception that not
British

only were river-bed lands being customarily cultivated by the villagers on the
side, but that areas of river-bed adjoining the British bank were registered in
the ‘missls’ of certain river-side villages at the settlement of 1867 that in parti-
cular the village of Wazib-ul-urz had a clause which declared the right of the pro-
prietors to everything which grows on the sandy land below the river bank, and
that ro question had till then arisen regarding those lands.

Yours Sincerely,

(Sd) A.TTCKER.

Tue NAWAB
Srz ASMAN JAH BAHADUR, k. ¢ 1. E

N LT 4




Exhibit No. O.

Cory or A LETTER FROM THE MINISTER OF Hyperasar, 1o tmE
Fiest AssisTant RESIDENT.

26th April, 7891.
Despatched 20th April, 789..
No. 385.

My Dear Mr. Tvcker,

Kindly refer to correspondence ending with your No. 477 of the I5th
March, last, regarding the demarcation of the boundary between His Highness
territory and the Chanda District of the Central Provinces.

2. In reply I beg to inform you that His Highness’ Government have
considered the matter very carefully, in connection with the terms of the Treaty
of 1860, and are of opinion that under the terms of Article 8 of that Treaty, the

matter is perfeclty clear, iz, that the Talukas of Buddrachellum, etc., as far as the .

left banks of the rivers Godavery and (PizinGunga (and not mid-stream) were ceded
to the British Government, and fixed as the boundary between His Highness’
Dominions and British territory.

3. Italso seems clear from the proceedings of the Government: of Madras
in the Revenue Department, dated the 17th June 1890, that a similar view of
the question hasbeen taken by that Goverament. Moreover, it appears that this
question was raised as far back as 1877, and the Madras Government, in Order
No. 671, dated 30th December, 1878, ruled, that all that was ceded by the Treaty
of 1860, ‘“was only certain Taluks lying on the left bank of the river. Thig
“of course cannot be held to include any island in mid-stream.”

4. Thus the boundary claimed by His Highness' Government is that
defined in Article 8, of the Trealy of 1860, viz., the left bank of the rivers Godavery
and PainGunga.  This I hope, will facilitate a settlement of the questions raised
by the Chief Commissioner, Central Provinces, and which are referred to jn the
Resident’s letter No. 2364, dated 15th December,:1891.. '

‘a

Yours Sincerely,

(S4) VIKAR.UL-UMRA.

oy,



Exhibit ' No. P.
éop} OF A LETTER PROY THE FIRST ASSISTANT Resipexr, 10 THE Mistsraz
or HYDERABAD,
Tne Resipexcy, HYpEraBAD, )
18th February 7895,
No. 284,
My DA Nawas,

Will you be kind enongh, to refer to correspondence ending with your
telegram to the Resident dated May 14th, 1894, regarding the disputed boundsry
between ‘the Chanda (Central Provinces), and Godavery (Madras) Districts and His
Higlness the Nizam's territories.

2. The Resident, as requested in your telegram referred to, pumted out
to the Government of India the view entertaincd by His Highness' Government.

S

3. The Governor-Gereral in Council has carefully considercd the argu-
ment that the Treaty of 1560, gave the DBritish Government land on the left
bank, but did not make the river itself the boundary. In the Governor-Generul
in Council’s opinion the evidence of the maps and papers to which he was referrad
is not sufficient to outweigh the lanzuage of the Treaty, which expressly mentions
the river Godavery aud its tributarics as forming the bouadaries .between the tvo
States ; still less does that cvidence outweigh the practice of the locality whicky
putting aside some special settlements, has generally been to treat the lands up

Y. to the left edge of the deep-stream as Dritish territory.

AN

4. On these grounds thercforc the Governor-General in Council lins
been pleased to decide that, subjeet to settlements already made, the Godavery, and
any of its tributarics which it may bLe necessary to name, form the boundary
between His Iighuess’ territory, and the ceded taluks, and that the present line
of the middle of the deep-stream of those rivers shall be finally regarded as the
political boundary, irrespective of any fluctuations to which the streams muy
hereafter be subject.

5. To lay down autheriratively the line now taken by the nillte of the
deep-streamn of the Godavery and its tributaries, it will be neces sary to have recourse
to arbitration. And very early sction in this connection will ba neces s v with

. ‘ - reference to Buddrachellum Taluk where four miles of boundary will re quire
o | demarcation before a leasc given Ly the Madras Government to Messrs, Rinnv
and Company can be settled. : )

o vt .
{ i 6. The Madras Government bave proposed that for purposes of arbitraiion
) a Court ghall be formed of two officers of whom the British Government and the
f ' ‘ Hyderabad Durbar will cach rominate one, and that the decision of the two
fA officers, or, if they disagree, of an wmpire to be nominated by therm shall be final *
PRI and te accepted by both Governments. This proposal has been approved by the
Goverrment of Indis, and the Resident now directs me to request you to be guod
{ enough to take early steps to depute an officer to co-operate with u British oificial
J . who will be nominated by the Madras Government for the purpose of laying down
[
K

the boundary in accerdance with the principles enunciated in my foar:h paragranh

l
|
{
i
¥ AR\
H ' | .l . | '
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7. The Resident will be obliged by the favour of 2 re
convenience, because, as already stated, the demareation of the bog
Buddrachellum Taluk is a matter of urgency.

Exhibit No. Q.

CorY OF A LETTER FEOM THE FIRsT Assistant RESIDENT, TO THE MIN1sTER OF HYDERARAD.,

Tre Resivexcy, Hyorrasap,

supra is meant a boundary for the purpose of jurisdietion and BOVereiont

boundary will not determine questions of proprietary right in regard eif}? y -t Slf(‘h a

property held by subjects of the two Btates, or to Proprietary right:rd O private
| either State from their subjects, as by purchase. But rights tq o, £rived by
! exist in the present case, are claimed by a State as such, ang they shoulg

boundary as laid down for the purpose of defining jurisdiction,

Darep, 7th January, 7896.

——

8. I amto explain that by nolitical® : 1 o
p y ¢ political boundary in my fourth Daragraph I 5,4 B No. 93
‘ L]
{
i

My pear Nawas,

| In inviting your urgent attention again to the correspondence ending with

: my letter No. 2295, dated the 19th December, 1895, regarding the disputed bound. " - .
ary onthe Godavery river between the Chanda (Ceatral Provinces) and Godavery -
(Madras) Districts and His Highness’ territory, I am desired to remind you of your .
promise made to the Resident ta appoint an officer at once to co-operate with a
British officer to be nominated by the Madras Government in laying down the-

boundary,
.

Yours Sincere] Y,

Sd) A. T
Tap NAWAB, (5d) UCKER"
2. Mr. Chichele Plowden apprehends that the Government of India
may proceed to settle the boundary without waiting for the appointment of a
Hyderabad officer unless one is selected forthwith.

VIKAR.UL-UMRAH BAHADUR,

Hyderabad. i
Yours Sineerely,

(Sd.) A. WILLIAMS,

Tre Nawar

Siz VIKAR-UL.-UMRA BAHADUR, k. c. 1. k.
I'yderabad,
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Exhibit No.R.
Copy oF A LETTER FROYM THE MINIsTER TO THE RESIDENT, AT HYDERABAD.

! Privaie SecBETARY's OFFICE.
No. 58,
Darep, 76th January, 1896.
My pear Mr. Carcurre PLowpen,

Will you kindly refer to correspondence ending with Mr. William’s letter
No. 23, dated 7th January, 1896, and your telegram of the same date, regarding the
disputed boundary on the Godavery river between the Chanda (Central Provinces)
and Godavery (Madras) Districts, and Ilis Highness’ territory.

2. Inreply I beg to state that the papers on thissubject are in circula-
tion amongst the Members of the Cabinet Council, and as this case affects an import-
ant Treaty question, I am unable to dispose of it on my own authority, or to give
you any definite reply until the matteris disposed of by the Cabinet Council. 1
shall, however, take steps that the matter is brought up before that body at a very
early date.

3. Meanwhile as the Government of India are pressing for the deputation
of an officer to co-operate with the British official who will be nominated by the
Madras Government for the purpose of laying down the boundary, I have this day
issued instructions for the deputation of Moulvi Abdul Kadir, first Talukdar of the
Warangal District, who will meet any officer wno may be appointed by the Madras
Government, on any date that may be fixed, of which a fortnight’s previous notice
should be given. j At the same time, I should wishit to be understood that until
the Cabinet Council and His Highness arrive at a decision on the point, it is not in
my power to agree to the proposal made in paragraph 6 of Mr. Tucker’s letter No. 284,
dated 18th February, 1895, to the effect, ““ that the decision of the two officers, or

_*“if they disagree, of an umpire to be nominated by them shall be final, and be accept-

“eod by both Governments.”

The most I am personally at liberty to do is to say that the officer appointed
by His Highness’ Government may, in association with the British officer, fully
examine the boundary in dispute, and submit areport giving details of the case, so
that hereafter there may be absolutely no doubt as to the local facts of the case, §. s.,
the position of the mid-stream, etc. When this report is received, His Highness’
Government will be enabled to say whether they can agree to the proposal made by
the British officer, or whether on the other hand there are any points in the proposal
which appear to be contrary to the Treaty, and which it may be necessary to represent
to the Government of India. '

™,

4. I may add thatthis course is practically what I contemplated when I
promised you to depute an officer, and about which reference is madein Mr William's
letter No. 23 of the 7th instant.

5. In conclusion I feel sure you will see the justicz of what Ihave urged,
and that my arguments will receive your support in any representation thatyou
may have to make to the Government of India on the subject.

Yours very Sincerely,

(Sd.) VIKAR-UL.UMRA.
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Exihibit No. S.

Copy oF A LETr=R FORM a8 FInsr ASSISTANT ResipeNT, To THE MINISTER OF -
Hyperasab.

Hyperasip Resipexcy,

Datep, 8th February, 7896.
No. 264.
My Dear Nawas,

I am desired to acknowledgs the receipt of your letter No. 53, dated the
16th January 1896, regarding ths disputed boundary on the Godavery river be-

tween the Chanda (Central Provinces) and Godavery (Madras) Districts and His
Highness the Nizam’s territory.

2. Inreply I am to state that tha Governmeant of India are not unwilling

to receive any further representations which His Highness’ Government may wish
to make regarding the constitution of ths Gadavery boandary, bat as it was only
after full and careful considsration of all the aspects cf the case that the mid-line
of the desp-stream was selectad as the brandary, the Government of India are not
likely to depart from the view they have adopted.

Since the Governmont of India's orders were passed, a year has elapsed
during which time it was open to His Highosss® Government to make any represen--

tations they desired and the further prozress of the case, which consists in ascortain- -

inz and fixing the boundary as above d:3nod, cannot, I am to say, be longer de-
layed on this account.

. 3. A General local enquiry such as you appear to snggest in paragraph
3 of your letter under reply, cannot, the Government of India congider, sarve any

. useful purpose, and His Highness’ Government should therefore instruct their

delegate to confine his attention to ascertaining and fizing the mid-line of the deep
streaw of the river. Ths task should present no dfisulties, but i the two deputies
disagree, their difference can, if His Highness’ Government so desire, be submitted
for the decision of the Government o

trator, as suzgested by the Madras Goverument, appears to the Government of
India to be the preferable course for adoption.

4. I am to request therefore that if Hig Highness' Government desire to
submit any further representation on the merits of the case, such representation may
be forwarded to the Resident at your early couvenience, next, that you will instruct
Moulvi Abdual Kadir in the sense desired by the Government of India and inform
this oflice that this has been done, and finally that you will intimate to the Resi-
dent whether for the purpose of settling any dispute about the allocation of the mid-
line of deep-stream, His [lighness” Government desire a reference to the Government
of India or whether they will agree to the Madras Government that an umpire
should be appointed.

Yours Sincerely,

(Sd.) A. WILLIAMS.
Tur Nawas

St VIKAR UMRA BAHADUR x. c. 1. v,

Hyderabad.

f India, though the appointment of an arbi-
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Exhibit No, T.

11

EXTBACT, PABAGRAPH 2, FROM A LETTER, DATED 5TH SEPTEMBER, 1866, rroM MR. Youxa,
SECRETARY TO THE GOVERNMENT oF INDIA, To THE RESIDENT AT HYDBBABAD.

Now the points on which both the Governments are agreed are the follow-

Ing =

(4) The unqualified possession of Samasthan Shorapur shall be delivored to
His Highness by the British Government.

(%) The unqualified control of all the possessions of His Highness on the
left banks of the Godavery and Wyne Gungah shall be delivered to the
British Government by His Highness.

(#4%) No obstruction will be caused in crossing the Godavery orin journey-
ing through such territories of the tributary princes as lie between
the frontiers of both the Governments; and no sair-tax shall be col-
lected in cases where the said river is crossed.
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Exhibit No. U.

Extrict FROM THE TREATY ENTERED INTO BETWEeN His Hicu~Ness THE Nizam
AND Tir Britisid GoverxMeNt, o Tas 31st Decevser, 1822, (Vou. VIII,
Arrcnison’s TREATIES, PAGE $542.)

* * * *

ARTICLE 7.

His Highness the Nizam on his part herchy cedes to the Honourable
Company in perpetual sovereignty the whole of his rights and possessions situated
on the west or right bank of the river Seena, according to the Schedule C, bereunto
annexed, and also the whole of his rights and possessions situated witin the Dis-

trict of Ahmednuggur as detailed in the said Schedule, the whole being estimated
at the annual sum of Rs. 4,31,785.3.6.

ARTICLE 8,

His Highness the Nizam also cedes, for the purpose of their. being trans-
ferred in perpetual sovereignty to the Raja of Nagpore, the whole of his participat-
ed rights and possessions situated on the east or left bank of the river Wurdah

according to Schedule D, annexed to the present Treaty,

and estimated to produce
an annual revenue of Rs. 75,000.

* . *
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Exhibit No. V.

! ExTRACT FROM (PARAGEAPH 5,) THE LETTEE of R. B. Crzgs, Esq., Acting SreciaL

AssisTANT AGENT, Gopavery District, To THE GOVERNMENT AcEnT,.

! . GODAVERY District, paTED RAJAMUNDRY, 614 Ave ost, 1889, No. 109
J (17re Jone, 1890, No. 460, Revexve.)

L * * L *

5. In Mr. Foster’s report, embodied in Government Order No. 914-Revenue,

T l\ o dated 21st October, 1886, he states that,—*“Government have ordered that the
Ty 1 extent of the land in the bed of the river and the average revenue realized on it
S should be excluded from the present settlement.” I can find no such Government

order as supposed by Mr. Foster. The only occasion when the question of river-
bed lands was raised was in 1877, when ILis Highness the Nizam’s officials ques-
S o tioned the jurisdiction of our Courts over the island of Motegedda above Buddrachel-
RIS . lum. Government in their order, dated 30th December, 1878, No. 671, ruled
| S ‘ . that all that was ceded by the Treaty of 1860, “ was only certain Taluks lying on
: CL, the left bank of the river. This of ecourse cannot be held to include any island in
mid-stream. The Collector will therefore withdraw his claim to Motegedda.” It

was apparently in comrsequence of this ruling that Mr. Foster excluded the river-

bed lands from his accounts. The river-bed lands under cultivation are mainly the
alopes of the bank and any cultivable land at the foot of the bank between it and

thfz water’s edge. The Treaty never intended that such lands should belong to His
.H}ghness the Nizam. Areas of river-bed adjoining our bank were registered in the

‘ missals of certain river-side villages at the settlement of 1867, and the village
‘Wazib-ul.urz has a clause which declares the right of the proprietors to everything

) wI:xich grows on the sandy land below the river-bank. No question has ever yet
arsen regarding tlese lands and there is no reason why we should relinquish them.
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Exhibit No. W.

EXTRACT FROM PARAGRAPH 11, oF THE RESOLUTION OF THE BoARD oOF
Revexoe, patop 19to Marcm, 1890, No. 160,

& * * #* #*

* * # * »*

(V) In the next paragraph Mr. Clegg urges that there is no reason for
excluding from the assets the reveune derived from river-bed lands.
They are mainly the slopes of the bank between it and the water's
edge. Mr. Clegg says, that areas of river-bed adjoining our bank
were registered in the missals of certain river-side villages at the
settlement of 1867, and that the village Wajib-ul-urz has a clause
declaring the right of the proprietors to everything growing on the
sandy land below the river-bank. There appears to be no reason
why the river-bank cultivation should be excluded. The Nizam,
it i3 true, only ceded villages in certain Taluks lying on the lef;
bank of the river, but that surely included notjnly the land on the
bank, but all cultivation down to the water's edge. As, however,
the Government has distinctly stated that these lands are to be
excluded, the Board has excluded them. If the Government re-
considers that order it will be easy to include them as has been done
by Mr. Clegg. The matter appears to have been misunderstood by
the Board in their proceedings read in Government Order, dated 25th
January, 1885, No. 122-Revenue.




Exhibit No, X,
: ;
. | Extracr rROM rtHE STH PARAGRAPH o (Mapras) GovErRNMENT ORDIR,
‘ DATED 171 JUNE, 1890, No. 460-RevenpE,

settlement, but thig order was passed undep 3 misapprehension of
/ the facts. Mr. Clegg argues rightly that the Treaty of 1860 with the
' Nizam, under which these talukg were ceded to the British Goverp.

&/ 2‘. \ ment agrees in consideripe that there is no valig argument for the
- exclusion of these lands from the settlement, and, accordingly directy .
o that they be included, The necessary corrections have been mag,
in the statementg ‘embodied in thig order, 0
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¥From .
Movryie M. ABDUL KADIR, bisa,
Finst TALUKDAR,
& , Warangal,
To )
~ , P
i“. @ ‘ 1orivie GIIULAM RASUL, Esq,
. e QECRETARY To TUE DPARD OF REvESTE,
i ‘ <
i ‘1 I 1. the Nizam’s Government,
e . . ' '
{E K o ITyderabad.
/i .
~ \ DarEp, [TANAMKUNDA, Gih April, 7856,
N
¢ ¢
b Six,
i
X I Liave the honor to acknowledre receipt of the ordera of the Poard of
PR N Revenue conveyed in your mbakar No. 2269, dated 21st Furwardi, 1205 Fasli,
i) v . . . .
é’} : Jdirecting me to meet on Oth March at Furnaweram, on behali of Nis Highness
; Government, a Duitish dclegate, in the person of Mr. C. G. Spencer, ¢. 5. frem
2N ) the Madras Government, in connaction with the disputed boundary of tle ted of
A < the Godavery between the Dritih Tewiitory onl that of ibe Nizan's Stote,
}’ ; l o Tith that object I left Waranzal by rail on the lst. ultimo arriving
" ' g . v "‘ : 3
§t i‘g’ : pext morning at Yeilandu. Irom heie 1 travailed by road aud resched Rudrankota
{ * 2;: ] ’ on the right bank of he Godavery—opposite to Kunnawaram lying across the river—
{i [ iy [ on the 8th idem; and L+ appointment met, Loxe day, Mr. Speneetr, Special Ssatetant
v V; Agent, Godavery: g ' .
s : I
salion—We conversed touching the viver boundary,

Preliminaiy conver
ms to unlerstand that instiuctions

.Q&VC

if .
1b 3.
4 ‘ ; . .in the course of which Me. Speac
] " ""to him from his (tovernmaib were W ngwontie docision of the Government
of India, namely, pr 2o Aown the * -of the deep-stream of the river,” as the
) M ' . APRN .0y . .
bov (] L ~ritoricy, ad with this view asked we to co-pperat
W, ( TN~ waropared £ do so, and later corfirmed wy nos :
‘ o . o v ¢ I e
= A Nk e ‘A)J‘ my own a “
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5\ ‘ ‘ : S ‘ ) 3 follows—Fix a central Jine between bank ang bank, A
e - . T ! . . -
‘ 2 - ‘- /.f the Madras Government vide Resident’s lottop No. 223, ‘
oy . . - ! ¥ 1893. On both banks, which are high and Preeipitoys, ‘
i - -~ - N f \‘.‘ - ;y" E
‘/‘_ — ‘ ~ |/ - 4b Intervals of one furlong, should be fixed. Such g pillar, -
e P . .
, i on the right bank must be directly opposite to the one on the
- | 4 / of the breadth of the river to be shown both in figures and iy
G- Ariicte vrp; of Treaty of Decemy 7860 Cor ‘ [ buld be distinctly and indelibly written on every pillar, 5o cop. {
. . lecemier — L : :
paramount importay e, I do not Wish 0 offer o eue _ As this g @ Matter o 1 K ‘the length of 70 miles, Should any dispate as to boundary ever ; \
consideration pq decision of g Nizarg'y goer Y opinioy, but Jeare Aor the Tl o the central line can be easily ascertained by a reference to the 3
. fMuient, - A~ . ‘rangement 1t is obvioys that the construction of masonry I 1
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ndia, ag Communicate( by the Resident in his 1, brer No, 9ey Overnmeny, of . 4 »id expenditure saved, B
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. . UL 1 My, . . . .
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close up to the bank.  Bogy these modag of markiy, t;, , € Sreatest depth ¢, be mately some twelve miles from the site of the aforegaid prospecting,
. ' 4 [REN ou o ’ ‘e ! . . . . .
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. . . § Uoyg . . . .
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- g e rive W i M . . . o -
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SC2C ipe o | ye . . . . ’ . .
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NOrmo.s initja] expenditure, Losijog the Oorea‘ b ance of 70 miles, Means ap bent on having the middle line of the deep-stream proper adopted,
. s 7 v libop, ‘i . S "
recting those fixtures; 4.9 afterwap ]y “73;6‘,“~ ; 03 :.nd (hth<~ulty nvolveq i, 1 must consequently go over to the Britisk,
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orne by both Governmen s i - chance the
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Appendix A - ( 4 ) . R : 4 of the river-bed under each village as taken Jrom the village
; . Godatery and the ¢ _ oo } : \ ' o
" ne villages lying on the left bank of the ' ég ¢ d ‘ _ .
: y der ) villag@ as ta’ken from the vdlage cgusters, } { E'xteqt of cultiva. \
bed under ¢ ) . . ; 3 l , Name of village, Ll(z}l;emth:]e bed of A
, e — S ) ' e Godavery
t of cultiva. : , ; b : during 1304 Fasli, :
: ti%:lt?rt: t‘l)xzcge(ivof . ) ; b 3 . : ' ‘\3
. G . ! . . .
/‘ Name of villsge. . du:il:xeg 1§02?gli. . - y; o . A R P
| ¥ i - ' Brought over ,..| 43 2
/4 i R. A, P * ’ 3 2 18 ;
/r . v . 1 . 'l 58 Kotham *re sae en . 3.;
. L 6 1 15 P _
Brought over (‘ 89 | Kalthup o e - 1
s . wer . 2 . E : ‘\ ‘ } ; ’ 60 Jirigoppa sse s :\
R - ‘
palli o ' : ‘ , ¢ * 61 | Visnur . . o %
palli . , | : 62 | Malgapalli {
! . . Ve N ! A t
fiwaram . i ' L MT 63 Kotaragoma ey .ce 1 2 o
i, - ]
Jvipet oue e | 64 Venkatanarsimapqram . 9 0 ¢
{
homa - g 65 | Ippary w| 10 o0 ¢
nura ses o . e o o ’ 66 | Pocharam . vee ' 0 1 32
éapo]ip?xk . s - { . 67 | Timmilern 6 0 o
apolipak "t " . 68 | Kollaryg or
S G 3 . - T
1aram o o : . Total acreage ., 70 2 10 )
;aram ) O -
,,’ﬁ baka o - “-‘i Hanaukonpa, : (8d.) RAMA Row
‘:]avay& e e S ,. N : / Dartep 62 April, 1896, TAH;,;L{
mayavarigadem ... \ 4 ‘ Bhadr,
omarasawmigudom ) (True Extract)
waguram T * (8d.) M. ABDUL KADIR,
- I B R T . :
danguram : Firsr TaLokDaR,
y . . 1 2 O 0 \
Chinchirevalu { ( . R Wamngc
Lachmipuram x . o } 3 .
- )L
Bhimawaram o 1 R ' ‘ | N Memo
. 30 . .. .
Lallavai 29 3 ; . '!‘he vxllagfa of Kondapalli, it wi]] be scen, does not appear in thig
I : . P , though it is shown in the tracing. This difference ig reconciled by the fact
Kunavaram [ . I.ioyda'palli had to be given in the tracing simply ag indicating one of the extre
Woddagndem ;.«\ limits of the Godavery boundary of the Madras Presidency.
Rajupet o (Signed) M. ABDUL KADIR,
Sitampet " N Fisst Tarvgpar, -
Kothasgudem O ‘ Waranaa,
i | Sriramgir DaveD 6tk April, 7896, ‘
+ | Sokenpalli e \
Carried over ...| 43 2 18 )
/
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Appendix B.

eooo\!camvhcow‘-‘

) ) () pory [y [ ) ot Lot Sk it [ - [

Extent of cultiva-
Name of village. o ot
- during 1304 Fusli.
A. R. P
Raigadt
Pemalpalli
Thopguram o
Muthaguram . v
Koiguram
Amagarpalli e
Amardha - 0024 0 0
Kesuhalampur e
Gangfinamapir see oo
Chinteral o 208 0 0
Gélegurom
Nellipak 0084 0 0
Erendi .
Motbi e ves
Tarlaguram e
Sarapak
Nayanpol v
Bu}gampad o
Yaler . "
Byguram veo
Comanapalli s
Ganparam
Erempeta “
Tondipakha ‘e 428 0 O
Amavaram e 0084 0 0 H
Uper oo 302 0 0
Damercherla e 502 0 3
Chireli " 300 0 O




Appendix B.—(Concluded.)

Nt —

Extent of cultiva-
: tion in the bed of
Fumo ot vilog auving 1308 Kol
1 —
Y Rs. a p.
:’ l 29 | Ingaram | 14060 0
! 30 | Kondapalli | 1506 0 0
; 31 | Kiwak 012 0 o0
32 | Kukunur | 252 0 0
83 | Dasaram 508 0 0
| 84 | Gomagudem
. 35 | Rudramkota . ‘er
86 | Ramchandrapuram \ ves
‘i 37 Rapakarguda.m 1600 0 O
? 388 | Elaguram see
| 89 | Talagoma
! 40 | Tatkur .
- </ 41 | Tirlapuram
42 | Nowlaram . e
43 | Madawaram . 408 0 0
ﬁ 44 | Sigurmamri wl e
45 | Burar v |
48 | Ratkur . 106 0 o
; ' 47 | Konida
: ? 48 |Togapalli . o
é 49 | Visnur
} 50 | Parentapalli - |
([ Total acreage ) 7730 0 0
|
:
' HANAMEONDA, ., (3d) M. ABDUL KADIR,
| Datep 6th April, 7896. | Finsr Tacvroan,
g Warengal,
| ‘

1 :
Tt . ~
~ ;) ! IF~__ \ :
- I \,ﬁ,-—"‘\ +

Mavnas, 787 i, 7890,

Frow * ,
X .
2 Mornte MOITANMYD ABDUL KADIR,
2 : .
5 Fipsr TALUKDAR,
i
' . . - . .
! -~ Wurangal District on leave al Madrus.
,To
Movivic GULAM RASUL S‘\ll’EB,
~
- - Szcuéuw, Revesvy Boarn,
- ) . If\l/de)‘(lbﬁd. [
\ .
Sir, 5

. —1/()
A

With reference to your letter No. 242 of the 15tlr instant, I beg to report
that both the banks of the Godavery River are high throughom&i&icntire course;
they are not sixty feet in all places as.understood by Mr. Hormasjee.

- (2) The factis that both the banks are fifty and sixty fect high only
where the bed of the river is narrow. The general and the minimum heights are
30, 25, 20 feet only where the bed of the river is broad.

(3) Where the banks arc rocky and hard they are 1(cgcipitous and there
are no slopes on them, and in places where they are soiled and soft there are, slopes

at the-ratio of not more than 1 1o 1.
e ' .
e ‘ I beg to remain,

Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

(8d.) M. ABDUL KADIR,
First Tululkdar.
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