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. Reference on No. of 1898

_ N

In replying the abovye ;;hc;uld be quoted,

(Laxp Revexos.)

Misc.No.R89 5291 date ‘
| i 291, e?ugth October 1897,0on that of Political lepart -

S el (gt ; .
84Lh_uapxamber~}é%¥;anu the following reference

\ -
\Jthereon‘dated 19th October 1897:-

Referred to the Collector o Madura for early re |

marks. . e e

Read also létter from the Collactor of Magurn Dis.
’ o

Ng,4419,dated 26th November 1897;and the following reference there

-
-

(/on da ted 17th December 1897

. Adverting to paras 5 a4 5 of the letter from the —.
Political Agent of Pudukottay dated 24th September 1897 Ro.252, the
‘. ‘ ’

Superintendent,Madras survey, is requested to forward for the Boﬂedé

reference a Copy of his letter dated 13th December 1884 to the Siva -

%) ganga Receiver, re i . ‘
D g srelating to the boundary disputés between Pudukntta\

State and the Surrounding British territory

further requestsd to Specify the orders of Government under which -

The Superintendénb is -~

vere appointed as drbitrators for

. and to state whether the
succeedm@hrdfomlingog who was appointed in G:O.NO;GOQ Political,da~17/
ted 21lst August 18853 as ﬁrbitrabor in all'boundary disputes between

British Territory and the State of Pudukota.,

Read also letter from H.0’C.Cardoza Fsq.,Superin.._

tendent,Madras Survey,No.V/B,dated 20th Januayy 1898,

Reference

-
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. firference o 281 doted 1L4th “famch 1803,

The papers read above ralate o on appeal praferred by the
. Deyan of Pudulkota azainst three decisions dated 18", 19"§ 20th Senteuhey
. 1384, possed by “i, Pope as Arbitrator in certain disputes about the —

pouhdany betieen Palakurichi in the Pudukota Termitory and some of the

villages in the Jivogange zemindari, tdnra District. The woundary ——-

claimed by ecch party and that fixed by !, Popne are shom in the three
. | - B , o .
'+ gratch maps which accomnpany 1, Popés daClLsions, (B, 1,2&5). These —-—
gketch maps have been consolidated into one (exhibit 5) by the Pudukota

Suveyors.

The grounds of appeal preferred by the Darran -or Pudukota

fiv]

| 4 .. .
. against lir. Popes decisions are, (1) that Iir. Pope ‘ras not formally -——

;  appointed Arbitrotor by Government and that the consent of the Pudukota

! aate ras not obtained o his appointn@nt;(2) that 1. Pope put hin-

self too much in the hands of the martisens of the Sivazanga Zemindari,

S0 Y aaking his boundary line more or less midricy betveen what he vias told

: wrere the Limits claimed hy the contending partirs, but giving the ma jon

portion to Livazangi. Tt is allepged that an extent of Hanja and Punja

culbivated lands, assessed at P5 60-14-Q, hesides aqver 700 acres of waste

3 lands and hills, capable of vielding a prospective revenue of Is 700 pex

i ann _, has been lost to Pudukota. The Deran accordingly requests that

e

g tha dispute may be enguired into again in the pre:

tives on both sides and settled da novo bj an_Arbitrator,spacialLy —m—

m

gence of the repraserta-

~

: ) . S

! appoinved rom the purpose. ~

Lo D The first oround of appeal referred to above 1is invalid
(v

Orhitrator for the settlement of disputes betleen Dritish Terwitory and

. mP ee—

i the Yative 3tate of pudukota (vide Suxvey guparintendents Latter o7/

‘The dispntes in question were gettled by . Pope under G.0. 609 dated

91lst August L3835 (Political) and under the same G.0. there ig o right—

~

% e i -

of anpeal to Government. As regc

N Azent, 1ir. Imcleod, is of oninion.that Iir.

nuted boundary vas of a cursory natwee and that the +agult vas ahduly

L. - . e - T, =
favourable to Sivagzangd. i, Twigg, the rollector of Tkdura and 1o,

Thornton, the Head Assistant Collectoxr, liadura,
cal Agent during his inspection of the diquted.spot, are also of the

'

bocause ., Pope vas Anly appointed, in succession to I, Torilinson, as-

srds the second point, the Political ———

who was with the Politi-

j 90th January 1308 and Government talezran dated Oth August 1884}9nclosm{)-

Pope?s inspection of the dis—:

)
S

ey

e

same oninion. It appears that much land outside fV. Popesg —-
line is still occunied by the ryots of Paiakurichi (Pudukota
state) who clinz to vhat they consider to be their just ancrs-
tral rights, and that Court @nmins have heen assaulted» and ——
several riots have taken place, 'r, T-acleod remarks +that for
the last ten years much of the valucble time of the Political
Azent as vwell as\o?‘CoLlector and the Head Assistant Collecto’
of ladura, besides District 'unsiffs, Tahsildarsyand Sub-la-—
gistrates, has been vainly taken un in trving to %nforce the
resulis of i Pope’?s-decisions, . o
T4, | The question for consideretion is hor the obriou
defects‘of lir.,Pone?s avards are to be seat right, ir.ilacleod,vho
*htlIr.llacleod, v}
has very carefully inspected the vthole of the dismuted orea
has drajn up vvhat he considers to be a fair boundarvy line and

submits it for the consideration of Government.He moints 6Ht-

B . o ] )
that-in a case like this, "here rivol Paimash g:\%j“ =ik overlap
’ ' o L Dy
A

there‘is;little to be gained by a fresh enquiry and that the
| -chief object should be to arrive at a more equitable compul-
. ‘sg?y dijision than [ Ir,Pope?s.0n the other hand,!»,Tvigg is of
.. -opinion that there should be a fresh arbitfation,as i Jlacleod
held no commission anthorizinz hinm to settle the boundarv.
5 ' In the ca,?e disposed of in G.0.r0.66L,dated «'5—11.0—9‘5 Revgg

here was imi i i i ‘
t as similar disssatisfaction on the part of the Pudukota
State with LI»,Pone’s ava 1
r.Pone’s avard and advantaese - < ‘
| ntage was then taken of thyy
rovis A a s
32 viso,alloving an appezl to Governmment to grant relief to -
' PuduXota.In the ca :
- Fles se no i i T
o7 under consideration,hovever,ir,Pone’s
e-.' - - - ’
decisions seem to have been altogether wrong and the Doard
¢ *conside s s ' ‘
-considers that it will not be expedient to adopt the result of j
' !
T 1L e 3 . . <
lir.llacleod?’s independent investigation and issue the same as A
an order in appeal under G,0.600,dated 2L-3-1885.The Board

¢
4
;
Political f

. . olitica
accordingly recomnends that Lir,Trigg’?s nroposal for a fresh /
arbitration may be adonted. 3
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Gobernment 118981 of Aladras,

REVENTUE.

-0
f?
Reed. : Enclosures
}1898.
Regd. Sparf coptes
¢.0., No. 260, 6th May 1828,
MAY. ,
D

-Approving, with remark

regard to ceftain
and some of the vi

Boundary.

s, the proposal of the Collector of Madara for a fresh arbitration in
disputes about the — between Palakurichi in the Pudukkéttai territory

llages in the Sivaganga Zamindari.

K :‘ﬁ‘}_ -



- Highness the. late Raja of Pudukkéttai as arbitrat

- was duly appointed by the Madras Government.

2 No. 260, Revenue, 6t May 1898,

P A

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—again the following endorsement E\Iﬁs. No. 5291, Reven
1897 :— .

Read—the following letter from B. MACLEOD, Esq., Political A
to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated Cam
September 1897, Ref. on Cur. No. 252-0.—Pol, :—

we, dated 9th October

gent for Pudukkdttai,
P Pudukkéttai, 24t4.

I have the honour to forward letter No. 304-0., dated 16th November 1896, from-
the Diwan of Pudukkdttai, with ten enclqsures. containing & memorandum of appeal’
against Mr. T. A. Pope’s award of 1884 in a boundary dispute between Palakurichi

of Pudukkéttai State on the one side and the Karisapatti, N eduvayal and Varapur
villages of Sivaganga Zamindari on the other.

2. The village of Palakurichi.is an isolated

tory. It is said that about 227 years ago the village was granted to certain maha-.
japams or Brahmins of Varapat by Rengakrishna Muthuvijaya Naicker of Madura,

who ruled over the south-eastern portion of India. About 150 years ago these maha-
janams elected to place themselves under the protection of - the Pudukkéttai Raja for
reasons of safety and convenience. They gave u

: > up half of ‘their free tenure for this
protection. The Tondiraan, however, as a charity, returns them annually Rs. 172-8-0.

3. Thirteen years ago, in_September 1884, Mr. T. A, Pope proceeded to settle
this boundary dispute. From a letter, dated 13th December 1884, from Mr. Cardozo

to the Sivaganga Receiver, it appears that Mr. Pope had been appointed by Govern-

ment to succeed Mr. Gompertz, senior, as arbitrator for the settlement of all disputes
between Pudukkdéttai and surrounding British territory. The

now contend that it was Mr. Gompertz and not Mr. P

or, and that therefore Mr. Pope’s
elved with hesitation. Mr. Pope

vas d nent. The Pudukkéttai authorities at that
time intended to meet Mr. Pope, tut, as his visit was rather sudden, no responsible
officer of Pudukkdttai State appeared, though the Palakurichi village officers atd the
ryots represented their claims as well as they could. The Pudukkéitaj people say that
Mr. Pope was only at the spot for two days, wh

was there for eight days. From the shortness of his decisions, and the fact that the
responsible authorities of Pudukkéttai were absent, I am inclined to think that it was

award was not binding. This argument must be rec

only a two days’ visit. At any rate I believe that Mr. Pope was a duly accredited

arbitrator.

4. The Pudukkdttai authorities then contend that even

arrival a preliminary inspection had been made by Deputy Surveyor Muttusawmi

Pillai, on whose report I consider that Mr. Pope mainly relied. Mr. Pope made.

piece surrounded by Madura terri.

Pudukkdttai authorities.
ope who was agreed to by His-

ereas the Sivaganga people say he.

<S8 if Mr. Pope was a duly-
accredited arbitrator his personal inquiry was one sided and hasty. Before Mr. Pope’s .

e g 2 e ,u<'. .

o

AN

No. 260, Revexug, 6ra May 189§. 3

ibi d 3, and did not go into the paimash accounts 1m

threg SketCh-{Il&ps’lﬁ(?;l)];’?tlse;;rztti‘z, U,ead Surveyor gBalakri§tna Iyer planted bound-
detail- Aftfl o I;he line indicated. A modern Madura distnci-: Sivaganga sketch-map-
ary stones 2 Onodar as settled by Mr. Pope; but it i_s against this bo.undary that.

ives the b.oun eal}; It is alleged that Mr. Pope put hlrpself too much in t_he hands
Pudukkdttal app f the Sivaganga Zamindari and, by making his boundary line more
of the Pa?tlzanslfetween Wh:t he was told were the limits claimed by the contending
or less mldwa};1 major portion to Sivaganga. Hisaward was passed in three portions,
parties, gave the o Jondin" eye sketch {exhibits 1, 2 and 3) which havg .been consoli-
each “flth 2 COITx]fibit 459 by the Pudukkottai surveyors. These decisions are very
dated In‘o onet (ien only a passing reference to the paimash accounts. As a matter of
short, and co? assible for Mr. Pope to have properly settled the dispute in detail from
fact 16 wal 1mp0t‘0ns and inquiries in two days, as the present boundary extends in
his own observ? : 8 or 10 miles, much of 1t being rough country, and requiring-
an oval form laO:ce mass of paimnash accounts on I.)oth sides. His award No. 14re1ate8'
reference to a oation of the dispute. A copy of it, dated 19th September 18}8{ L, camp
to the wes.tern% signed by Mr. Pope himself, shown to me by Mr. E. O. mg},} an
Ka}‘]SIPattl’ o o% Sivazanga lessees, while coming to the same conclusions as those
assistant manager ranted to the Pudukkéttai authorities from the Survey office,

iven 1n thehcofgthg])ecembel‘ 1899 by Mr. J. A. Cook, contains less details. T!n}el;
tnds 1 show tht. when s Popo got bk o bl o s o it v
tends (o B " . . o amplify it. 18 18 .
the fullness of }éli dde 0128(1)(1;)1[1l f]l E?ypfgg%idggoxtn M Rp R}Z A. Seshiah Sastri Avargal, ];ch(eis
Jetter No. 400,}’ 8;1 ekkéttai to Mr. Farmer, Political. Agent, stating that Mr. lPope a
late 1?11‘,‘:“0(;&%;-]53‘:1011 \vit,h him to re-open the dispute for a better settlement gt
agreed 1

. a later date.

~yoccupied at howme wit

5. The Sivaganga anthorities rely on Mr. Cardozo’s letter of 13th Docember 1884,
. The Sivaganga \

nat there is no appeal from Mr. Pope’s arbitration. It appears, however, from para-
tha ere 1 ?

i to a similar dispute at Kurungalgr,’
graph 6 of the lovenue Board's R?isa(fcleltltl??;]da(ictober 1895, that as Pudukkéttai is a

uoted in 3.0., No. 661, Revenud, Co.0- ation. The Sivaganga authorities, however,
%’ativg State therc;l is no ?X_ids tli)sglfc)l(lla%filtmil;tinexpec_lient to re-open a matter which ;va.s
say with S0mo 8o e, Thev are now quite satisfied with Mr. Pope’s decision. Itis
settled thirleen years 2go0. y Sivaganga has got the lion’s share; but I am pre-.
suggested: that t}lln: t{fesgingﬁ;sfa Jesseos are behaving in this matter in a quiet and -
parefl to admit He d theref?)reodo not appeal on the_n: side. Ij: 1s: the P.udukkdttalv
considerate spirif, a1 mplained persistently that the circle of their village is lessened,
authorities.who hthe %(; Ill)anja and punja cultivated lands assessed at Rs. 60-14-0,
and that ror 3’888 I11cres of waste lands and hills capable of yielding a prospective
besxdese ?)‘frell{s 700, has been lost to them. . o
revens . Raia of Pudukkéttai died in. 1886, and the Diwan-Regent being
8. The Wf s8 Jand requiring to think twice before raslily venturing into the
inclived 'to'stouf Y;:E Zurisdic’cion over rough tracks, and farther having has han.ds fu}ly ,
utmost Imits 0 1% h numerous needful reforms, was unable, before his rimgna:lc.m .
ja came of age, to. visit the spot with a view to put m -
in 1934, Whe%hzhecgggggofggzeg all aloni',’ however, shows that the Pudukkdttai
an appeal. lways intended to appeal. On 31st January 1897, the day before he handed
authorities & :a}me Mr. J. K. Datten left a note as to the necessity of the Po}ltlcal
over charge t‘? o the spot before reporting on the merits of the appeal. Owing to.
‘f& geng: ;Esipxdut)?her work I could not arrange a meeting with the Madura authorities.
amaba

before September, as the spot is difficult to get at, and requires time for inspection.
or

ent entertaining the appeal is that for the-

7. Ome reusom, b e af the Palitical Agent of Pudukkdttai snd

Tast yci[ars 123 the Head Assistant Collector of Madura, not to speak of District

the C(-)l}ec 'j?rha;ildars and Sub-Magistrates, has been vainly !:aken up in t:‘le_lg to

Munmfb’h ; sults of Mr. Pope’s decision. Much land outside Mr. Pope’s line is

en.force the ({eb the ryots of Palakurichi, who stoutly ch.ng to what they consider to

sl oc_cuplet ar?cestral rights. The present Pudukkdttai Diwan, M.R.Ry. Ygedarﬁta:

}éiﬁ.ﬁr X]vsaroa], contends with pride, which may or may not be justifiable, thatc
, g ; | !
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Pudukkdttai has never given up the status quo ante. Court amigs have been deforced
and several riots have taken place. It is quite clear that the Pudukkdttai’ ryots
think very strongly that they have been unjustly treated. Mr. E. Labouchere
Thornton, Acting Head Assistant Collector, Madura, and I both think that it is very
necessary to pay attention to this serious state of affairs, and by giving some conces-
sions to Pudukkdttai to put an end to the likelihood of future disturbances. The
attitude of the Sivaganga trustees seems also to point to their wish for peace. They
are not actuated by sentimental considerations like the Pudukkéttai Darbar, and
would probably welcome a modified arrangement of the boundary. It is at present
almost practically impossible to enforce much of Mr. Pope’s award. This condition
of things leads to difficulties in the way of civil and criminal jurisdictions, as the
award and actual oceupation do not coincide.

8. 1f a new arbitrator is appointed to patiently hear the representations of both
S}des the deukkéttai authorities are confident of the strength of their case, and would
like to see it settied on its merits. For the sake of peace the Sivaganga autborities
also seem likely to raise no serious objections.

9. With a view to ascertain as accurately as might be whether there is any
rqisaon for Pudnkkg’)tte.u to doubt the justice of Mr. Pope’s decision, I camped at the
':s[flo ge of ?alakurlehx fpr 5 or 6 days along with Messrs. E. Labouchere Thornton,
ti:x .Sé,_ Agtmg Head Assistant Collector, Madura, E. O. King, Assistant Manager of
,M{elthn;ab?ga .Lesiges, P. Appa Rao, Zamin Tahsildar of Tiruppattur, Sivaganga,
s Uu lx)m ramxje?r,P overnment Deputy Tahsildar, Tiruppattir, R. Vedanta Charlu,
T a}::(rlan oB llllidpkkéttal,_ A. Venkata Rao, Diwan Peishkar of Pudukkéttai,
et 1ur Pa a nshna_ Aiyar, State Tabsildar of Tirumayam, Pudukkéttai,

. MacMahon, Pudukkéttai State Survey Superintendent and their subordinates.

- After studying the corres :
. 3 pondence we perambulated the disputed boundary.
This was much facilitated by the large map, exhibit 5, showing clearly the present

claims of Pudukkéttai. It shows the land i i i
it s - AL 8how s outside Mr. Pope’sline elaimed by Puduk-
kéttai with reference to their paimash aceounts and boundafy marks. Mr. Kisrrxg states

that the measurements for this ma m i tanda W
: w
the paimash referred to poles ofp h::;a,n ?g;'w e e el Sivaganga map

?:fozi;m;mnﬁ};?;m.gh we could not therefore with equal facility ascertain exactly how
Yo e TraTaDeSS gtl}xlren in Sivaganga accounts extended inside Mr. Pope’s boundary
Mr. Pove’ 1 e general conclusion from the fact of present occupation that
- Fope’s award was unduly faveurable in many places to Sivaganga.
10. T now proceed to ° .

. . ive in detail ; :
line following the order gi\;gen in th: ;pp::fgstsiﬁf);ﬁ our inspection of the boundary

11. To the north of Palakurichi there is abou | ;

: . g : t 600 yar . Y
}(lar,lekl: Pz;eed‘bgotg A mt exhibit 5. Most of this consists of get(ﬁlﬁs %:igaiggebsy ltl:;g
: e Emg 0 each party, situated at right-angles to each other, and there
TI? no ditliculty about the extent watered by each of these tanks South-we’st of that

a._cha.n urani and Muthukaruppan endal ‘are landmarks on vs:hich the Pud kkétta{
ﬁalg;las}ill.l‘ﬁst‘s. Measurements lead.the Pudukkdéttai boundary to the middI: 0}1 Mottu-
S;:ragan{l’a: '%S;iehilllglg: viﬁzer’ 1':' included in paimash number 120 of Pudupatti
claim. However six arable waftoSI ton of a looss sulakal in favour of the Sivaganga

1 i : i A
foot,of the eastern slopo of the b i(il.ands mentioned in Pudukkéttai paimash lie at the

‘ T : .
to draw a straight line from the point he best solution of the difficulty here would be

| A for about three- :
southern toe of Mottukuttu hill, westward to the soutﬁegx‘xlfxt(elrzfo{liaxsfr:eﬂﬁ(ﬁ]gh the

12, Between Mottukuttu hill and Kanj i
, ) | jurankuttu hill on th i
tl;rtehei-quarstgrs of a mile of scrub jungle called Palaikuttu. Ii{r.ePs: uet l(lritvl:;nt)'hl: :v?m%l;:
of this to Sivaganga. On the north end of Kanjurankuttu there op 3 s 3
ancient boundary cairn. Mr. Pope takes 18 a Junia medu, or

: Pambanparai to th i
boundary mark instead of taking it as a stand P 0 the east of this, as a
. ard of measurement. Si
Pudukkdttai are thus excluded. In this neighbourhood the ffn 0W§1;: ;vasdt;;iﬁgsagi

relied on as mentioned in the rival pai i :
palmashes, viz,, Pdmban alread i
3““;85 of drock (:i.ver 100 yards long, the elephailt rock lying ggrzllxe plegnyn?r?}lltt)ofnfgé
unta medu, and the remaias of the roots of a tamarind tree lying south-west of the

=

RN

We had no similar Sivaganga map ;

“

Bpsea e
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southern extrem_ity of the Mottukuttu hill. The whole of Kanjurankuttu hill is
mentioned in Sivaganga paimash as No. 347 and in the Pudukkdttai paimash as
No. 847.

13. Mr. Pope has _giyen the whole of Kanjurankuttu hill to Pudukkéttai, whereas
it might equitably be divided by line running south to north through the Junta medu.
The boundary might then run in & straight line north-east to the southern extremity
of the Mottukuttu hill. ‘

14. Proceeding south-east from Kanjurankuttn hill Mr. Pope’s boundary runs in
a zigzag line to the fields below Samudram tank. It gives the greatest possible dis-
satisfaction to Pudukkéttai, as it excludes valuable lands shown' in their accounts.
Here the principal landholder named Palni has since Mr. Pope’s decision paid kist to
Sivaganga as well as continuing his former payments to Pudukkéttai. The Maniagaran
urani now given to Sivaganga is mentioned 1n both paimashes, which here undoubt-
edly overlup each other. As, however, the present possession is with Sivaganga, I

think it would be unwise to disturb the present arrangement.

15, Then southward comes Samudram tank, to the west of which Pudukkdttai
gays the line ought to have been demarcated. Mr. Pope’s line however goes straight
gouth through the western half of the tank-bund. On the strength of this the
zamin ryots obtained a decree from the Sivaganga Munsif’s Court to level up the
western end of the bund. The execution of this decree has been prevented several times
by show of force by the Palakurichi ryots. The Sivaganca authorities say that the
western end of the bund is new, as the earth is of a different colour. Theline of
trees however along the bund is well grown and continuous, and it looks to me as if
the western extremity of the bund bas only been repaired. The waterspread of the
tank lies almost entirely above the western half of the bund. The land above the
eastern half of the bund is occupied by Pudukkéttai crops. The irrigated lands, which
admittedly belong to Pudukkéttai, lie entirely under the eastern end of the bund, the
land to the west being higher and uncultivated. The tank is thus useful only to the
Pudukkdttai ryots, and it is but fair that they should have the control of its water-
spread. Curiously enough in his decision' No. I, Mr. Pope says nothing at all about
this tank or its waterspread or its bund. This is an instance tending to show that
Mr. Pope did not demarcate on the spot. I would therefore propose that, from the
point where Mr. Pope’s line crosses, the Periyakulam vari it should run westward
for a furlong along the variand then southward to the present western end of the
Samudram tank,

16. From the Samudram tank southwards Mr. Pope has gone south-east to the
middle of Nedum Saralai hill, whereas Pudukkdttai claims that-it should go south-
west to the middle of Parayankuttn hill. It is with regard to these hills, the south-
west corner of the ‘dispute that I consider most especially that Mr. Pope’s award is
faulty. No doubt both paimashes mention the various hills. Locking at exhibit 4,
it will be seen that Mr. Pope makes the rival claims meet in the middle of Nedum
Saralai hill, whereas, as a matter of fact, the rival claims meet at the Junta medu on the
northern slope of Periyamalai hill which is a good half mile to the westward of Mr.

.. Pope’s point. By Mr. Pope’s decision only the northern slope of Karadikuttu hill

and half the northern slope of Nedum Saralai hill is given to Pudukkdéttai, which
claims the whole of these two hills as well as the hills to the south, as marked within

"the yellow line in exhibit 5. These hills are covered with good jungle. They run

to an elevation (_)f 5OQ feet. In the southern part there are a few isolated clearings
for dry cultivation said to have been formerly worked by the Pudukkdéttai ryots. Their

“occupation has now ceaséd however. Mr. Pope makes out, as stated already, that the

rival claims meet at a point in the centre of Nedum Saralai hill. Below this and
about 100 yards to the north another boundary mark is cut on a projecting mass of
split rock. The Pudukkdttai authorities suggest on good grounds that in their absence
this mass of rock was represented to Mr. Pope as being the Folavakal which is really

. ituated more than half a mile to the west on the northern slope of Periyamala.

This latter, Polavakal, is also a projecting mass of split rock.  One remarkable
fissure in it was pointed out to us as the opening through which the traditional



.
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inspired boundary maker went, as referred to by the Diwan.’ ' i

up than Polavakal is a junta medu, a rocky pthform witk:1 a %P; ‘tlﬁe(laogv}}?rl(]ls higher

ing to Pudukkéttai authiorities, is the corner where the rival claims me’a t ICF, accor@-
angi from the under-mentioned fixed points, measurements are givenin tlie'Pudroﬁ ;hls}
paimash. In such a rugged country, however, these old measurements areuf l'tt'in
value. They show, however, the Pudukkéttai have just elaim to a fai ol fittle
:l’erlyamalm hill. One of these points, the most southernly one, is the Ci: ]Iiortl'on of
just beyond the south-west summit. It is an artificial hole in the rock e_<d<ad1pam1
been used for an oil mill by Pudukkdttai ryots. Near it on the 0ct o e
summit of Periyamalai is the Teranichonai, a perpetual spring ¢ OWgs ern side of the
in a rock. Similarly corthward on Parayankuttu hill, there % Tk:ng ouof o pole

- Sheniyanpottal and Kuruvichonai, well established land marks ro the fixed points of

L7. 1 would, therefore, suggest that Mr. Pope’s boundary as regards these hill
se hills

be modified as follows. From the present western extremity of the Samudram tank
, n tank, -

the boundary should go to the south of i -

Kuruvichonai and Sheniyanpottal on that .Ih)fﬁl anTE:;h;o‘l:&l-t Eelnce south-ea§ o
medu and onwards through Teranichonai and Chekkadiparai 01? PO ivokal and Junta
Chekk.adlp:tral the line might run east to Mr. Pope’s tri-juncti erlyamalai.  From
Saralai hill, a:nd then eagtward, for three-quarters of ;];,mﬂ onlmark on the l\"gdum
Nedum Suralai and Karadikuttu hills as laid down by Mr % along the summits of
to P‘udukkéttal the control of all the northern slope of the.h'l(l)Pe. This would give
efficiently conserve the watershed or catchment basin of Sam111ds" and enable them to
doubtful whether Mr. Pope undertook the troublesome dut I%dm tank. It appears
whole of these rugged hills as we did. y of travelling -over the

18. From the eastern end of Karadikuttu hi )

ﬁﬁ(las ui) al(xlnost a straight line eastward to thtlal s%ﬁileﬁir.efgpsfsl)zopt?mrn boundary
1l Pu ukkéttui cl)alms that the boundary should here run abﬂ}’akalluttankuttu
Iénlle on the south. Lgth paimashes seem to include the disputed out & quarter of a
alasubramania Alyar;a descendant of the original VamputpMah Pportion, as to which
loud in his complaints. The land 'is however unprofitable s(:ruba.]_’(lnams, pe
worth while altering Mr. Pope’s decision here. The two i)ran .Lungle, and it is not
kalvoi channel convey water to Neduvayal, and it is better to lia.(:a ':)lfle;}ll e hé{adﬁ,(-
under the

is especially

control of the Sivaganga authorities. The eastern boundary from the south
south-east -

corner of the dispute nearly up to the b .
fairly settled by Mr. Pope andpneeds :130 :&igiili onnadappan tank is also,

19. Near the southern corner of the bed of
snakkal o ol boundary sons relied on by Puduklbtin, P e meiere 18 @
revision Thgre (;s utul 3tt31 field No. 280, Mr. Pope’s boundawrsenolthwards for
o Lo ot aCf 1’2?1 il ukkdéttai occupation outside Mr, Pope’s 1i o ;‘1‘2 yequire
the easter reIEus mSnlg eho d earth salt works to Sivaganga. WI; ¢ mg, which gives
found traces of efa?rl-egtd. By one of them we dug up the surface ;)fu:]h ——
g5, Thete were yalsoo fﬁ: ?;:Elggs;og ui)di.citing a salt pan with diveidg?ﬁ;x:;%

S a brick cist °
salt was ot abolishod in Puduklitai until 1655, Vhonsas i Manra gouro of eurth
modern_appearance We%ep e\nt())usly. In Mr. Pope’s time, the salt iy strict it bad
says nothing about ’the ob Jrobany worklng. In bis decisions pd(ils’ M. Pope
him if he had i vious salt pans—a feature which would an 3, Mr. Bope
inspected this part of the eastern boundary: ouid certainly have struck

20. From Pudukkéttai field No, 2¢ :
o 2 . 280 a point about 3
(1;;3::1} &koﬁgaﬁonga}l; sorge lands Nos. 403 andp443 o? toh‘étP:?lokiards' SOl}th-West of
ina,dvisable.to (g)istur l;)u& ary are now cultivated by Sivaoang: : ’é':tal paimash lying
their enjoyment, as the accounts o yots. I consider it
lands. nts of both sides include these

21. Mr. Pope’s boundary then r
. ) car) runs for about half i
o Kb et S B e R
airn, on the highest point : elies on another
well run from the southern toe of the hil up I’:o th: fjélxll(‘?alill(la;iu Ta};?l Izf{lundaryt }Ilnight
en northward

I consider,

P
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along the summit of the hill. If from there it runs another half a mile to Keerakatti
hill along the eastern side of the Pudukkdttai occupation as shown in Exhibit 5, in
favour of which there is a land mark the Kambadiparai rock and the paimash accounts
it would put a stop to the violent protests that serious injustice has been done here t(;

Pudukkdttai. ,
99. From the northern point of Keerakutti hill, a line might be run for about a

turlong northward to the point D, the commencement of the undisputed portion. This
line would deprive Pudukkéttai of two or three ‘small pieces in their No. 443, occupied
by their ryots outside Mr. Pope’s boundary, but as the paimashes appear to overlap
each other, it would be an equitable solution of the difficulty.

93. Fach day after my inspections I made notes of my observations of the
boundary. To these were added in the margin the comments of Messrs. E. Labouchre
Thornton, R. Vedanta Charlu and E. O. King, and they have been embodied in the
foregoing remarks. Mr. Thornton agrees with me perfectly as to the line I have
proposed, but the other two naturally support as far as possible their respective claims,
The Diwan of Pudukkéttai asks fora fresh arbitrator, and Mr. Thornton partly supports
his request. My own opinion is that it would be sufficient if the line which Mr.
Thornton and 1 propose were considered by Government. In a ease like this where
rival paimashes overlap, there is little to be gained by a fresh enquiry by a professional
Survey officer. The chief object is to arrive at a more eyuitable compulsory division

than Mr. Pope’s. Mr. Thornton and I consider that this result would be attained by -

following the line indicated in the foregoing paragraphs. If Government approve of
some such line, Survey officers from Madura and Pudukkdttai might be ordered to meet

and re-demarcate accordingly. |

——

ENCLOSURE.

From M.R.Ry. R. VEDANTA CHARLU, Diwan, Puodukkéttai, to the Political Agent for
Pudukkéttai, dated 16th November 1896, No. 304 O. .

"1 have the homnour to acknowledge receipt of your_oﬁ_ioe letter No. 138 O, dated 27th
February 1896 (despatched 4th March) anrent Palakurichi boundary dispute dealt with by

Mr. Pope.

9. Ag desired in paragrapbs 5 and 6 of the letter, I beg to submit herewith a memorandum

of appeal against Mr. Pope’s decision in the dispute drawn up on the lines of the memorandum,
dated 29th October 1889, embodied in G.0., No. 65, Political, dated 8th February 1890, anent
Manya,va.ya.l dispute. I have also submitted herewith a consolidated sketch of all the three

disputes (which really form but one).
3. With reference to paragraph 2 of your office letter, you will observe from the plan and
the cultivation list appended that the major portion of the cultivated lands within the line
claimed were in the possession of the ryots of this State, the rest having been either waste or
hill or a small portion encroached| upon by the zemin ryots. The waste lands and hills were,
of course, not in the occupation of any one in particular. . ,

4. The remarks made in paragraph 3 of the letter, viz., that Mr. Pope was not agreed to

by His Highness the late Raja as Arbitrator and that Mr. Pope’s award is therefore not binding

2 on this State, are quite correct.

5. The observation made in paragraph ¢, that the late Diwan protested at or about the
time against Mr. Pope’s decision on the ground that he made his enquiries and planted stones
before the Pudukkotta representatives were able to appear in support of the Pudukkéttai
claims, is also correct. )

6. In paragraph 7 Mr. Andrew observes that the Sivaganga Zamindar may contend that, as
this State did not appesl for ten years or wore, its silence must be taken as a tacit consent to
the award. He further adds that the Zamindar may also contend that more or less informal

rotests addressed to the Political Agent by the late Diwan are not equivalent to an appeal
and that an intention to appeal is not the same as an appeal. With reference to the above, I
beg respectfully to submit that this State has been taking objection to the decision almost from
the very commencement—first requesting Mr. Pope not to give effect to bis decision pending
re-settlement, then addressing your office for plans, &c., which were not supplied by Mr. Pope,
thon addressing your office to arrange for the status quo ants being preserved pending per-
sonal inspection of the spot by the late Diwan and appeal to Government thereafter (which

™ e et

e |
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appears to have accordingly been arranged, vide this office 1
" d t .
}-‘5_36()1; thebfl‘el(]]}lengbrepreseqtatmns from this office that thi: eSt:t: ?11'03: %ot()&cedit:ge L;)Oth gu}y
aid down by bim, &e. It will be observed frow the records in your office that th pd 1 n appoc]
was due to unavoidable circumstances, such as the inabilit © delay in appeal

out and inspect the spot which he was isi y of the late Diwan-Kegent to camp
4 : promising to do, th R ; s g
end plans (which had to be specially gor from Madraa Survey Offen loter oo in Eo00) ooy o

desire of the Political Agent that the arcum
: n gaments should be set forth in th
ete., ete,, ete. I beg to submit that from the very fact of our havi;:; bsegog)‘:'sgﬁt:gﬁ;)l;?:}

testing against the decisions from the ver

. . commencement, it will be i
acquiesced in Mr. ! 7. it will be plain w
q in Mr. Pope’s settlement or ever intended to do, P e have never

. . - - 1 i
in 1887 while I was Assistant Diwan, and am coms to the conéﬁjgi‘gi%athfhseggb}Fzgr?;:ﬂ]i
manifest failare of justice to this State. Inthe

Kurungalur dispute which has been recently

_making an appeal was not considered ; : settled. by GOVerpment such length of time in
(vide Mr. Turner’s objection dis:fleow:dﬁhd bar in such important interstatal boundary disputes

Vide G.O., No. 661, Revenue, dated 3rd Ootober 1895.

&

ec1sion Of MI I ope ebwe n I&]aLUIIChl

Details of the dispute, | Siveganga Zamindari )
(British) contention, Objections against the -

Decision by Mr. Pope. docici
ecision.

lanq:l}lsein @ ;lgxizzzd Sffhe villagers of | Mr. Pope decided the
ands In these ¢ 808 dlvggangz.s Zamin- | boundary lines as marked
o o i tod lari  claimed the |yellow in the sketches 1 to
acres of entt la,n?l line marked green |3 and blue in the consoli.
wasto and pointed 11;n 3the sketches 1 |dated survey plan No. 5 |accurate eith h
ont Dy us e o 3. for the following reasons :— | do not) seem et,r’ : l?y
;ccording o e Kumfggku 7~Putluqoazil and [ with the actua(; ca(;n):
j ] versas Polakuri- i
£ ;’fﬁ, ;lgni et;l;ge:'eldt‘];lges lzlzrked_ in the chi-1. Both parties produr(:e ;0(1)1 dgtel(nlo ey ben
e B bfﬁce, ﬁ(;draosm(lf]o[; lc%z? 1iaun]msl:1 accounts in which and submvi‘;t‘gilzep?‘.ﬁg
venienceof reference the threesketches are thg vi}ﬁaglgrsmgzsﬁeed’sxﬁ :&?;i?ir{)y tllmi'neSt o
18 State

also shown together in one sketch marked i
4) but in reality are along the line m::k:d B Sary aacc 1o alzo | is marked yellow in

;«:il}());eanhetl;emgizc&ligated survey plan })rf l;ﬁga;eya:clcggz.t " prepared t'i‘hlfago?ts?idated plan.
. 2. The cultivated tracts | presents oglx‘-rﬁgﬂyd ity
A and B are in the posses- | will be eviden:nfr?)lr?n
patti and that warked O is oultivated & sion of the ryots of Pudu- |the several measure-

will therefore be incladed 1n thee cilla gy‘; st.]Jose of Kunnathur,. and they ;netats and permanent
an marks, &C., as

3. The waste lands regardin i ‘. :
0 possonsion will b diviged o é:,; tvzvlzlch there is no direct evidence as detailed  below. [

by the vellow line i O portions in the manner ind; :

tlze bouﬁla?; lt;[i]:la i&%ﬁiﬂaﬁ&ﬁ% 15, 88 nearly as it can blemtix]'zzz?f f:)‘:; tf](;govyez(é o lne

Siva ga.l(x f )a % o ;lnin a ar%. 8 produced by the Agent for the point in theer:ﬂl?:f Py
b) Neduvayal versus PalakurichimmA o 3 puted line i )

]’ala.ku]glchl and will be included in tgz‘tnvillﬁg;? ™ the possession of | north along ﬂ:: W;S}if

. 4. Band C which are cultivated by the ryots of Ned . ern, southern and eas.

included in that village. eduvayal will be

. ) tern sides detailine¢.
b T}'le remainder of the land is waste regarding which ) the land marks at th%
direct evidence as to possession, and it will g which there is no | several spots and the

yellow( l)ineKi";l the s}cetch. be divided as shown by the | course the measuree
¢) Kilavayal versus Palakurichi.—6. The ki ments, &
o), urichi—6. The hill called * Kj o o B
xlal'k:e is shown to belong to Klla.vayal and will be ?nifndegﬂi?:ﬁi boD (tio A u;di:puted
ge. ) ‘ undary both side
7. The remainder of the land in dispute will be divided in accord wet, A bordering
cord-

ance with present possession and enj : yer
tho sketch being accordingly includ:'(]ioﬁn;nt (the portion marked A in Yegdlalﬁ?r Pachakolam

B e o Rilotagal) alakorichi and that marked South. west of that
\ Thatchan Oorni and,
: Muthukar
land marks on which the old paj mineo:
paimash rested, our paimash o, 1 Fermanent
measurement leading the bound
ary

In limine, I beg
to{jobserve that Mr.
Pope’s plans being
eye-sketches and not

e S SN

B e b e bt b dsm E o et

of the Sivaganga Zamindari. &
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f eal against the decision of Mr. Pope i):.l the boundary' between Palakurichi
Memom!(])%(t?eok’:&)lfkkéttai State and the villages of the Sivaganga Zamindari—cont.

e

e TN

Objection against the

Sivaganga Zamindari as
\ decision.

(British) contention. Decision by Mr. Pope.

Details of the dispute.
- to the line as marked
e in yellow; but Mr.
Pope has demarcated
) lying on the soolakkal which the Pudukkdttai ryots allege as haYino- been
much todtt;i:?:t't})\yr?dﬁnﬁritish ryots from a point beyond the yellow line on the outside of the
remove fact of the stone lying horizontal and not

g i ‘ating out as evidence the :
B giortligl}l\{tllx; ti{i;:eé].lu V%cggte::ng boundary Palaikkuttn Munmedu or earth mound elevated portion of

included in the Pudukkéttai ﬁnl];its as per pa;imgsh:1 buft Mr. Pope I'e:ti]ng

arai instead of taking it as standard of measurement has
on tthlf ;aid a;nug}){u:é_agénggn}éaken the line south egcluding the elevated portion already
mlfS a ?1 to and the Kanjirankkutta hill on the west, on which the Tl:lgongmetrlcal. station 1s
re e(;:re Proceeding south Maniagaren Oorni is another land mark specified in the paimash, bat
oy Pudukkéttai line is spoken as bordering on the east of it although the old boundary stone
the u t'lJ] (ot bank near the inlet. Mr. Pope, however, Las taken the live n}uch to the: east
s ondl ofeat the least to the east bank of that OQorni although the Pudgkkétta:_ ryots claim up
ms“;a’ ost bank. The cultivation east of the tank is all under the btatq enjoyment, but to
to tble v:he Briti;‘h fyots of Kunnathur Ammakolavayal on the west to include the ea:stern
enﬂ»t, e oo in their cultivation, Mr. Pope has taken the line much to the east. The cultivator
P;’l‘t ]llznPudukk 4ttai field, who is also a British ryot, has clearly deposqd before the Tahsﬂda’r
:ha,t he has been paying kist to the State for over 25 yearsef.ogeﬁ?;ﬁ:;:lon and after Mr. Pope’s

. ; i zernin as .

demarcation has been paying something 1o £he :}Gj;n west (B‘f which the Pudukkéttai line ought to

' the Samudram tank, to ;
have I;)I;I; ?e}?::rzg'zlet; Ien ‘?1112“ State paimash the zemin dry lands to the west of the yellow

1 . dary of the tank. ., Mr. Pope’s line falls in the middle of the
lmeka;z aznt;::x:fg?lsl Vé‘flsﬁsiri‘cl}])‘l"}“g 26};11n ryots have obtained a decree from the Sivaganga
ﬁﬂnsif’s Court to level up the bund of the tank up to the stone, the execution of which has

: 1 held back after much fear of affray at each time. '
been’fl‘r,\g‘r‘x stl(? :ieaztka?ti:dtgz snslakka.l which is clearly lying horizontal having been displaced

© {from its original place in the west,
Then cowes the Yellai puliamaram of

Boundary tamarind or Ammakuttu Puli which,

though clear land mark, has been completely ignored in spite of the large extensive grounds

iad baving been measured clearly in the State paimash.
betweon the soolakkal and the temantt VRE L ia g’ of which the clesr land marks, Shenian

Then comes the big bi :
{ i i s regular heap of emall boulders and the latter a spring,
Pottal and Kuruvichonai, the f:lll'{ng; B O e Tor any T e St i,

i t it

are so very prominent thal 1b, in the villages adjoining the tamarind. The li
o Juring small-pox in the villages a joining tamarind. a line

f:ﬁ:}l yxs n:;?-i:lr ?s zz;mger; dis%ﬂﬂt' to the east that a lot of the portion of the hill has been

laded from State possession. . ) . o
o Etl‘hen comes to the south the big Polavakal or Split Rock which has & tradition about it in

"\ s : ; sly when the Vettyan with the intestines of a sheep round his neck

WL its hav;gg ;? liipglr)lgzzegll:e %oundary as a Sglemn marking of the line in the good old days.

%?12:: is Trigonometrical station also. The Trigonopletrical stations, Chekkadi Parai and

Théranichonai or spring, are clear land marks specified in our pm_mash from which the big hill

¢ .or Periamalal of considerable height has been measm:ed on all directions. But Mr. Pope has,

to avoid evidently his travel over those rugged portions, smoothly run over_the Tevel ground
and marked the houudary much to the east to the great loss of property to this State.

" Next east, to which direction the boundary turps, the State paimash points to Na@uvik-
kutta and measures its slope to the morth including the Perumarakadu or the thick big tree
neath. Then to the east the Madukalvai channel points out to the .Pudukkéttal
boundary as lying ab such o distance to the north as marked in yellow. Ignoring all these

lain. clear and obvious land marks, Mr. Pope has taken the line much to the- north running it
P s ad east from B to the Periakalluttan hill to the great detriment of the State

i th a . : ;
fﬁ;::.g;?s s:‘;d much loss of territory. The cultivation and the apportionment of enjoyment are

clearly measured in our paimash.

hen comes the eastern boundary, where Tirumalai Naickan Oorni west bank is the

State line as per paimash
difference from that Oorni _
path belonging to the State having been erase

jungle under

where there is also & soolakkal mark. There is slight compara_tive
to Chutti Alagan Pallam or Reghunathapati Oorni, only a bridle-
d by inclusion in the British limits. Then:

~
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Memorandum of appeal against the decision of Mr. Pope in the b v
of the Pudukkéttai State and the villages of axe bivagea,nogt;n%?riigg?:iﬂoiilakundn

. . Sivaganga Zamindari - s
Details of the dispute- | *(British) contention. Decision by Mr. Pope. Objections against the
. decision.
Y soree eirsen \northwards up to salt
e
mounds the State

and salt mounds are undoubted 1and marks. Even these have been ignolzizzshlisivery ﬁegr
usly ignored by

Mr. Pope and the line taken much to the west includ

the British limits. Near C a little south and neara welint% :ﬁ?gg&nds strangely enough in

or east of bridle-path, there are two clear Soolakkal marks in erect of .V,adavakc'mlam surplus

the western boundary. 1'he Ponqada.ppan tank is a clear land rr? ositlons unlike those on

extremity baving been clearly specified in the paimash as P udukkétt&? io’ungle sougl-wlelstern
ary. orthward

the li :
# And by three other ryots of this State, viz. :— 16, a3 per paimash traverses portions,

() Subramanian, Servaigaran. in"l‘lding those speciﬁed by two wells as clear ‘

(2) Barber Muthuveeran.

Jand \
(3) Washerman Palani. marks ag deposed before British Sur-

veyor Muthusawmi Pillai by Thena Vellai-

s konan,* the 8
Konan, the British ryot, who figured prominently in tlfv:a,tﬁggryﬁ;thf; father othellasami
- Pope n the correct

demarcation. .
Then upwerds to the north, the Periakosavan Yendal
State village at its south-west corner and all the fields no:th[afﬁst}];‘e eastern boundary of the
in the State _pamw.sh. Next to the north lies the Kilavayal hill :Ve bﬁgn clearly measured
metrical station. _Then to the north Kambadiparai is a clear wark In which lies the trigono-
up to the nndispuied point D. rk leading to Keerakutti hill
1 append also lists showing cultivation in the disput s
sides, from which it will be seen that the actual and pﬁ’gb?&%lgolrotlon ;n the enjoyment of both
the lands having been included in the zemin is very great ss of revenue to the State by
~ The lands are thus all measured in our paimash accounts (vide pai
in the consolidated survey plan which are more than 40 years’ old Paimash numbers marked
The permanent land marks mentioned in our paimash and ru?a' o
rated by the dood of gift (some 226 years’ old) of the villages of W::;uﬁ Zb(c)lvel,’alr eL e
t and Palakurichi by

the Marungapuri Zamindar.

Mr. Pope’s reasons for deciding the bound i :
are briefly stated as below :— ° ary lines as he did were but very meagre. They

(a) The villagers on the Sivaganga sid
tho yors 1634 g ganga side produced also boundary accounts prepared in

(b) The tracts A, B and () in (a) and B i .
ryots. ’ (2) and B and C in () were being cultivated by the zemin

and.(c) The hill called “ Kilavayalmalai” i

included in that village. : yalmalai® is shown to belong to Kilavayal and will be
'Wt,-,lgl rg{erelmcg to (a])(, it will be observed from the consolidated pl

Itmmls a e:h e land marks to mark the boundary as claimed by th'p gn that there are equally

wo cases the stones have been displaced from their original s State and that in one or

present places by the British villagers. position and removed to their
With reference to (b) it will also be observed that, if in the di \

some lands in the possession of the British ryots, there were al isputed portion, there are

in the enjoyment of the ryots of this State which Mr. Pope e}am: si other lan
With reference to (c) thereis nothing to show how ¢ Kil chosen to ignore,

to Kilavayal. . avayalmalai ” was shown to belong

The line was marked by Mr. Pope in the ab
o sence .
(co:t:gry {60‘ the ter{)m?J olff the muchilika of 1884) and befor(:aft]?;; ggpll‘gsentatwes of this State
sent the claims on beha of this State. The settlement wa uld reach the spot to repre-
and ‘R“-i' - . 8 thus exzparte and therefore null
is plain from the copies of the decisi i
crisoni oo B alf of this State. o that no notico has been taken of the objections

Tt is marked in the sketches of Mr. Pope th

" il at tha P 6 181 ™ )

Mzr. P&Pe appears simply to have entered ii;p to fill up hi‘;d:ila{to?m side claimed a certain line.
have been pointed out by Pudukkéttai State. €63, a8 no such line appears to

Ono of the ryots inimical to the int. i
boundary which has been adhered.e interests of this State wes prevailed upon to show a false

Two of the zemin ryots themselves h
zamindari by Mr. Pope’s decision belong toalgzdiir])fc’?&ii that the lands now fncluded in the

ds larger in extent

R ——
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M | against the decision of Mr. Pope in the boundary between Palakurichi
emomg? I&,: fpalllpf‘fﬁkgtgtai State and the villages of the Sivaganga Zamindari—cont.

. Sivagan 2 Zamindari < i bv Mr. Pope. Objections against the
Details of the dispute. (lBrggsl;g) sontention. Decision by Mr. X0pe decision.
e The interests involved
__///——‘ are considerable, nunjai
and punjai lands as-

_14-( per snnum besides over 700 acres of arable, waste lands and hills o’f
22?;%;‘;&2- :;(lsi;ctivg revenue of Rs. 700 nearly having been lost to this State by Mr. Pope’s
declsfi[?ﬁ: Asiamals (permanent boundary marks) as per our paimash have nob been respected
w and followed. d as the best testi t id
1d boundar, stones on the ground s © best estimony to gmde the
boun%‘::;ea:vz{:i:!}g ; ebyo this State.y This fact had very little weight with Mr. Pope.
The boundary line and its rugged and

and downs extending over 8 miles ip cre

jrregular nature with continuous boulders and ups
amference would mever permit of even an astute

o oh hot haste of three days (18th, 19th and '20th September 1884) and
:)fﬁcel’; 15;) den;aé'(‘;%;ze;: ti‘; abggn co of proper representation on the side of the State apparently
ve:h l_s was & pointed out by one or two interested parties 0% she British side.
on the lines ]u PO ontrary t0 ilika executed by the ryots on both sides in the
The d?‘c;;?rll%;;aizh surveyor and the Deputy Karbar of this State. 1t had been arranged
b;eiizc:bzve muchilika that an old man named Muthusamt Pillai, karnam of Pudnpatti village,

0 g ¢ Kunnathar village, on the British side, and Sundaram
elm)t':{dl Mith“u}:nilPiigﬁkriiﬁn:ﬁlla‘:'e! on the side of this State, should, on solemn oath, walk
O;taél};e ai:;?ndary between the vi and that where they differed, the space

llages concerned,
S twoen the lines chould be given eque y to both ; at first the boundary was 8o walked over.
The British surveyor, however, refused to €00

firm the boundary thus decided between
Phiep : -\ and Palakurichi of this State. When the Deputy Superin-
fuduPit?[‘ \%vagavsgsar%?g;:gail;,) 1?: repiliied that he would not be bound by the 1:.nucbili.ka. as
i:r;(l(;nmt :x . :‘R‘; i his presence and that his surveyor had reported that both gides did not
agree thereto. .
Mr. Pope was not formally appolnto

State. : i :th the late Diwan-Regent ide this offi
. pversation W1 gent (vide this office
lett M{\i PZ%%hggtgim;gg ? glr; el%%% ;oto re-open the dispute for resettlement at a later date

etter, No. 400, ’ p?
*  when they both could meeb. ) . beon decided by Mr. P ny

: hat the line baving been ecided by Mr. Pope wi out correctly
1t is, ther?fore, l:?tl}llei?fczn"t'enﬁon and in the absence and without the cognizance of our
acquainting h’mﬁe Government may be addressed in view to the dispute being gone over
repl_'esir!lttalu]teﬂ;:ésence of the officers on both sides and sottled de novo by an Arbitrator specially
aga.ln

appointed for the purpose-

4 Arbitrator by Government nor assented to by this

G

_ Decision

. ordance with his award as Arbitrator by Mr. T. Archdale Pope, Assistant
A " ?.?;z;% lex;bacﬁadras Survey and Settlement of'ﬁcer,.m the matter of the bounda:ry dispute
upert ’ iti and Kannatur, Sivaganga Zamindari, and Palakurichi, Pudukkottai estate.

betwevn Pudupa
: Plaintiffs.

1. Chinnasamy Pillai, Karnam of Pudupatﬁi and Kannatur.

9. Mauttusawmy Pillai. . . .
é. Varadarajula Naidu, Agent'for the Sivaganga Zamindari.

Versus.

1. Sundrum Pillai, Karnam of Palakurichi.

9. Appaturai Iyen.
3. Vadago Pillay, Monegar. .
4, Subba Row, Agent for the Pudukkottai estate.

The land in dispute consists of about 80 acres, of which 30 acres are under cultivation and
the remainder waste. ‘

o e em—— R 2T
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Decision.

Both parties produce paimash accountsin which this land is measured, and the villagers on,
the Sivaganga side produce also boundary accounts prepared in the year 1834. The cultivated
tracts marked A and B in the sketch accompanying this decision are in the possession of ryots
of Pudupatti and that marked C is cultivated by those of Kannatur and they will therefore be
included in those villages. The waste lands regarding which there is no direct evidence as to
possession will be divided into two portions in the manner indicated by the yellow line in the
sketch, which is as nearly as it can now be traced, the boundary laid down in the accounts
produced by the Agent for the Sivaganga Zamindari.

Survey Office, Camp Karasapatti, (Signed)  T. ARCHDALE POPE,
18th September 1884. Asst. Supdt., Madras Survey.

——

Decision

Passed in accordance with “his award as Arbitrator by Mr. Archdale Pope, Assistant
Superintendent, Madras Survey and Settlement-officer, in the matter of the boundary dispute
between Kilavayal, Sivaganga Zamindari, and Palakurichi, Pudukkéttai estate.

Plaintiffs.

1. Chokalingam Pillai, Karnam of Kilavayal,
2. Chinna Servai, Mirasidar.
3. Varadarajulu Naidu, Agent for the Sivaganga Zawindari.

Versus.

1. Sundrum Pillai, Karnam of Palakurichi.
2. Vadagu Pillai, Monegar. ‘
3. Subba Row, Agent for the Pudukkéttai estate.

The land in dispute comprises about 150 acres. With the exception of the hill known as:
“ Kilavayalmalai ”, it is entirely under dry cultivation, .

Decision,
The hill called “ Kilavayalmalai ” is shown to belong to Kilavayal and will be included in
tLat village.
The remainder of the land in dispute will be divided in accordance with present possession
and enjoyment, the portion marked A in the sketch accompanying the decision being included
n Palakurichi and that marked B in Kilavayal, ¥

Sarvey Office, Camp Karasapatti, (Signed) T. ARCHDALE POPE,
19th September 1884. Asst. Supdt., Madras Survey.

—

Decision .
Passed in accordance with his award as Arbitrator by Mr. Archdale Pope, Assistant

Superintendent, Madras Survey and Settlementsofficer, in the matter of the boundary dispute
between Naduvayal, Sivaganga Zamindari, and Palakurichi, Pudukkéitai estate.

Plaintiffs.

1. Muathuswami Pillai, Karnam of Kattugndipatti, hamlet of N aduvayal Palyapatti.
2. Varadarajula Naidu, Agent for the Sivaganga Zamindari, '

Versus,

1. Sundaram Pillai, Karnam of Palakurichi.
2. Vadugu Pillai, Monegar.
3. Subba Row, Agent for the Pudukkéttai estate,

The land in dispute is about 90 acres in extent, of which 35 acres is under eultivation and
the remainder waste, .
Decision,

The cultivated land'marked A in the sketch accompanying this decision is in the possession
of Palakurichi and will be included in that village ; B and C which are cultivated by ryots of
Naduvayal will be included therewith. The remainder of the land is waste regarding which
there is no direct evidence as to possession and it will be divided as shown by the yellow lire in.
the sketch.

Survey office, Camp Karasapatti, (Signed) T. ARCHDALE POPE,
20th September 1884. Asst. Supdt., Madras Survey..
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Endorsement No. 2057, Political.

Transferred to the Revenue Department.

(Signed) A. R. KNAPP,
Ag. Under Secretary.

5th October 1897.
To the Revenue Department (with five plans).

Endorsement of the Revenne Department, Mis. No. 6291, dated 9th October 1897,
Referred to the Board of Revenue for early remarks.

(Signed)  N.E. MARJORIBANKS,

o Ag. Assistant Secretary.
To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue) with enclosures

in original to be returned.

‘Reap—also the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue),
| N—— Reference No. 281, dated 14th March 1898 :—. -

®x '
Fead—FEndorsement of Government, Revenue Department, Mis. No. 5291, dated 9th
October 1897, on that of Political Department, No. 2057, dated 5th Octo-

ber 1897,

HBead—also the following reference of the Board of Revenue thereon, No. 2002, dated
19th October 1897 :— -

Referred to the Collector of Madura for early remarks.

(Signed) R. C. C. CARR,
Secretary.
Read—the following letter from J. TWIGG, Esq., Collector of Madura, to the Secre-
tary to the Commissioners of Land Revenue, dated 26th November 1897,
Dis. No. 4419 :—

Adverting to Board’s Reference on Government No. 2002 of 1897, dated 19th
October 1897, referring for remarks the letter of the Politjcal Agent for Pudukkéttai
touching the question of the boundary between Palakurichi in Pudukkéttai territory
and ‘some of the villages in the Sivaganga Zamindari. I have the honour to report as
follows.

2. The Head Assistant Collector, who went over the ground with the Political

Agent and representatives of either side, writes (copy of his letter, Dis. No. 1481,

(; dated 18th November 1897, enclosed) that he is satisfied that the boundary laid down

by Mr. Pope after a too cursory inspection is unduly in favour of Sivaganga. Asa

measure of justice therefore, and as the only means of satisfactorily putting a stop to

the disputes that are now of frequent occurrence, I consider that the matter should
be allowed to be re-opened.

3. The next point is what the procedure should be, Mtr. Thornton is of opinion
that Mr. Macleod’s proposed boundary is fair and should be accepted by Government, but
these gentlemen had no commissions to hold a formal inquiry and settle the boundary,
and I do not think the line can be adopted finally unless both Sivaganga and Puduk.
kéttai consent. What I would suggest is that the proposed line may be adopted by
Government as a basis, and an arbitration appointed to hear such objections as may be
urged on the side of Pudukkdttai or Sivaganga and finally decide the line on the spot.

4. The enclosures to the Board’s reference are herewith returned.

Sm—
»

ExcLosure,

Cory of communication, Dis, No. 1481, dated 18th November 1897, from the Head Assistant
Collector, Ramnad, to the Collector of Madura,

In reply to your Reference on Current No. 705 (Board of 1897), dated 11th November 1897,
I have the honour to answer your questions categorically as follows ;e
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’ i is. No. 1270 of 1897, dated 5th

orted in paragraph 3 of my letter, Dis. . oth

(a1)8§7s a%r:?l;i {)f 1‘::ginion tha,It) the line drawn by Mr. Popc? is unduly tn fagogl(‘) gf}tS;]Z:t

Octobor If ’11 endorse all Mr. Macleod says on the p01'nt. There car}n; be n  donbt that

%; ngs(;pe’s illllsgection was very cursory and incomp{ete. 1}It 1sdtltlrlaref:'o‘fe]:)gfa nlcr)l :;;ecta,tion Tt
Mr. - hould be a new settlement, and there ca © 10 !

eqmt{ Mfiﬁu::ﬁ lglﬁgsgh:;;: s(;l::h settlement is made ; for the Pudukkéttai people feel with

g;izlild:rable reason that they have been unfairly dealt with.

iti ’s li accepted or whether a fresh
ther the Political Agent’s line should be accep

. ﬁnsoz(l)dwl?: as;ointed, I write with great diffidence. This appears 1]:(_) me 113; :;le{e
arb_lt{'a-tor whether the Pudukkéttai people are willing to aceept Mr. Macleod s]ilt;rtxja. q they
mamedgnnot think Sivaganga need be considered. The m:ﬁtel{{ ag;acts tj]i?mi] buZ a.nye,r ::son tﬁ
Yoo i ion’ , t thin ey w av

ly the lion’s share now that I do no '

.]ggr‘;eplz?n c:)l;vgg: s!\/}lracle%d’s proposals, 1f Governglent acc:;ﬁl ttl?fhlme,hlout}g 1113)'(; ;ge cl;(:l\;vula;z(}i ,

jecti ' rai v BSi a, and I would sugges at|they s _con
?b]:}c]tgo;::&l) ° ?éselig;esexlxﬁfgn(government, I am quite satisfied the proposed line is very
in .
equitable.

illi it ’ ls, or if
nkkéttai people are willing to accept the Political Agent’s proposals, o
Gove21';11:1[1fe1:z] iolrjlgi(}ier the obgecgon of Siv?iga&nga glxoglc:hbe t:f;;a; 1;111;g’tac:i]¢2u:;;:§z ;hiziflz); Ez,
i ject i indeed the 1 ca
ro dOUbtdth:y ﬁvll};hg}')ge(vtilifh?v?:: eb: sa.eh:esl:l arbitrati):m. This will both entail time and
te-°§nzléean?l v:ill result in very little gain, for as the paimash a.cctoanttﬁrodv:fﬁdb:_y; g)ltl);l; &)t;m;: .
exp ; v i itration is appointed, they ) > do-
o overli}{)pl?e%g%l:gd;;f: 2.‘111? r]nfa,ljen:: gazlitable divisigg of the disputed territory. The
hat 'Mr.l aﬂf is the most serious objection to this case, for disputes are constantly occurﬁng
ge:?v};:rivt?heveryots on both sides and owing to the difficulty of jurisdiction it is difficuls to stop
e

them ’s line i in which Pudupalayamkutta (in paragraph 17)

5 I (I:Jase 1131[1; }g::: liz(: 51}:12:;:;1?&}:5% if a fresh a.rbpi{.ration is made, I request that
D aite s ad rspma. be given as to the court in which infringement of the bosmda.mei can
o e ;’) ! ?l‘he Mgnémadurai District M unsif has no authority in Pudukkéttai, and when a
Lol t trespasses upon British territory, there is at present a difficalty in brmgmgt;
P.udukkéttal h 1 thigk that the Pudukkdttai Diwan may be relied oa to do his best to pre\;el_n
et o r the boundary, when it is once settled, but as some disputes are a.lmos{; celrda‘;n
mfnngemenfiii OtV e't is advisable that the procedure to be adopted to prevent them s oub t}el
vty oo ar lrs'd’ 1down. If trespassers are sentenced to short terms of imprisonment on bo
:f({eys.(;flgf :.ymz;th or two, the disputes will probably very soon be checked.

4. The enclosures of your letter are returned herewith. - -

Reference of the Doard of Revenue thereon, dated 17th December 1897. .

i raphs 3 and 5 of the letter from the Political Agent of Puduk-
ké’ttali&’(il::zgngtitt%pgg%en?ber 1897, No. 252, the Superintendent, I\Iadr(;xst gurlvggl,
i uested to forward, for the Board’s reference, a copy of his letter, date
D requb r 1884, to the Sivaganga Receiver, relating to. the boundary_r (hsputes.between
De?ierll;kzttai Stz;te and the surrounding British territory. .The Superintendent is furt_her-
Tudu ted to specify the orders of Government under which Messrs: Gompgrtz (sen_lor)
re((]iu%s ee» werg appointéd as arbitrators for the settlement of tbe, dlspu§es in guestng,.
an d tgpstate whether they succeeded Mr. Tomlinsop who was appointed m Gr'.t o
g?o 609, Political, dated 21st August 1883, as arb1t_rator ir all boundary disputes.
bet’ween,British territory and the State of Pudukkdttai.

————

’ - . v . t

ing letter from H, 0’C. CARDOZO Esq., c.1.e., Superintendent,

Read—als&;l&i:: lé?l\;‘v‘;g?’ :o {he Secretary to the Comx’nlssioners of Land Revenue,.
Madras, dated 20th January 1898, No. 7-B. :—

. i Nos. 2002
— ’s P dings, dated 17th December 1897, on General Register ]
« {Ref ere”C:nd}ggEdosf 1%);;? caﬂ%n’g' for information regarding the settlement ot Q:spuiies on
the boundary between Pudukkéttai State and the surrounding British territory.

the Deputy Super-
the honour to forward as requested copy of letter from > Dep °T-
/ intentlie]:xllatYeMadras Survey, No. III Party, to the Receiver of Sivaganga, No. 3077
/" 1335, dated 13th Decernber 1384, , _ S
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2. Messrs. Pope and Gompertz succeeded Mr. Tom
settlement of the disputes in question. The only order on record in this office regard-
ing the appointment of Mr, Pope as arbitrator isa telegram from Government, dated
9th August 1884 (copy enclosed), Mr, Gompertz was appointed arbitrator in G.0.,
No. 640, Political, dated 24th September 1888, communicated with G.0., No. 5692
Revenue, dated 24th September 1888, !

3. The enclosures to the Proceedings under reference are returned.

-—

linson as arbitrators for the

Encrosure.

From H. 0°C. CARDOZO, Esq., Deputy Suﬁerintendent., No. III Party, Madras Survey, to
the Receiver, Sivaganga, dated 13th December 1884, No. 3077—133s.

D [Reference.~Your No. 103, dated .9rd December 1884, regardin
- Sivagangsa.]
I bave the honour to observe that you do

interfere with Mr. Pope’s decisions as arbitrator, » Was appointed by Government
to succeed Mr. Gompertz as arbitrator for settlement of all dis iti i

and the Native state of Pudukkéttai. All disputes on the Puodukkéttsi boundary have bee
settled by Mr. Pope and from his arbitration there is mo appeal.

2. Regarding disputes between Sivaganga and Ramnad o

Tanjore district, Mr. Pope has settled three of them

g disputed boundary of

S rr—

Telegram from the Secretary to Government, Revenne Department, to the Superintendent,
4 Madras Survey, dated 9th August 1884, .

Your telegram 30th ultimo.

Pope appointed arbitrator vice Tomlinson, Pudukkéttai-
Madura boundary, :

Reference, dated 14th March 1898, No. 281.

The papers read above relate to an appeal preferred b
against three decisions, dated 18th, 19th and 20th Sept
Pope as arbitrator in certain disputes about the b

surveyors.

decisions are (1) that Mr, Pope was not formally appointed arbitrator by Govern-
ment and that the consent of the Pudukkdttai i i 1

-« ment ; (2) that Mr. Pope put himself to
Sivaganga Zamindari, making his boundary line- more op less midway between what
he was told were the hmlts' claimed by the contending parties, but giving the major
portion to Sivaganga. It is alleged that an extent of nanja and punja eultivated
lands, assessed at Rs, 60-14-0, besides over 700 acres of waste lands and hills,
capable of yielding a prospective revenue

) ; . of Rs. 700 per annum, has been lost to
Pudukkéttai. The Diwan accordingly requests that the dispute ma
again in the presence of the representative

arbitrator specially appointed for the purpose.
3. The first ground of appeal referred to above

ative State of Pudukkéttai (vide Survey
anuary 1898, and Government telegram,
isputes in question were scttled by Mr,

Superintendent’s letter, No. 7, dated 20th J
dated 9th August 1884, enclosed). The d

Pope under G.0., No. 609, Political, dated 21st Avugust 1883, and under the same
« Government Order there is'a right of appeal to Government. As regards the second
point, the Political Agent Mr. Macleod is of opinion that Mr. Pope’s Inspeetion of
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. to enforce the results of Mr. Pope’s decisions.
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the disputed boundary was of a cursory nature, and that the result was unduly
favourable to Sivaganga. Mr. Twigg, the Collector of Madura and Mr. Thornton, -
the Head Assistant Collector, Madura, who was with the Political Agent during his
inspection of the disputed spot, are also of the same opinion. It appears that much
land outside Mr. Pope’s line is still occupied by the ryots of Palakurichi (Pudukkéttai
State) who cling to what they consider to be their just ancestral rights, and that
court amins have been assaulted and several riots have taken place. Mr. Macleod
remarks that for the last ten years much of the valuable time of the Political Agent
as well as of the Collector and the Head Assistant Collector of Madura, besides
District munsifs, Tahsildars and Sub-Magistrates, has been vainly taken up in trying

4. The question for consideration is how the obvious defects of Mr. Pope’s awards
are to be set right. Mr. Macleod, who hgxs very carefully inspected the whole of the A
disputed area has drawn up what he considers to be a fair boundary line and submits
it for the consideration of Government. .He_ points out that in a ease like this, where .
rival paimash surveys overlap, there is littlé to be gained by a fresh inquiry and that/€
the chief object should be to arrive at a more equitable compulsory division than
Mr. Pope’s. On the other hand, Mr. Twigg is of opinion that there should be a / /
fresh arbitration, as Mr, Macleod held no commission authorizing him to settle the
boundary.

5. In the case disposed of in G.O., No. 661, Revenue, dated 3rd October 1895,
there was similar dissatisfaction on the part of the Prdukkdttai State with Mr. Pope’s
award, and advantage was then takfen of the proviso, allowing an appeal to Govern-
ment to grant relief to Pudukkéttai. In the case now under consideration, however,
Mr. Pope’s decisions seem to have been altogether wrong and the Board considers A
that it will not be expedient to adopt the result of Mr. Macleod’s independent :|
investigation and issue the same as an order in appeal under G.0., No. 609, Political,
dated 21st August 1883. The Board accordingly recommends that Mr. Twigg's
proposal for a fresh arbitration may be adopted.

(Signed)  R. C. C. CARR,
Secretary.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department,
with three letters and enclosures in original.

Ozrpes—No. 260, Revenue, dated 6th May 1898,

In the circumstances now reported,
the proposal of the Collector of Madura,
which is supported by the Board of Rev-:"-"
enue, for a fresh arbitration in regard to the dispute in question, is approved on the
condition that the Pudukkdttai Darbar will bear half the cost of the arbitration and of
the durable demarcation of the boundary as ultimately settled. The Political Agen$
for Pudukkdttai will be requested to ascertain whether the Darbar is prepared tv -
accept this condition.

2. The Superintendent, Madras Survey, is requested to report at an early date
the name of a competent survey officer for deputation as arbitrator in the event of
the dispute being again referred to arbitration.

(True Extract.)
(Signed)  G. S. FORBES,

Ag. Secretary to Government.

I Miscellaneous.

Board of Revenue (Lalm(i Revenue). .
o tt%:: Pool?écal Agent, Pudukkéttai (through the Political Department).
:’, the Superintendent, Madras Survey.

Exd, Shaik Karim.
60 Copies.
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