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iy i <y Letter ,* the India Office of the D_",;‘.-g;;‘r 193,
PoriTican Dxer., lrom I
Nora Oy . ‘\“ ¢ B ; ‘G |3'*

> INDIA OFFICE,

O M

I am directed by the Secretarycof State for India to transmit

F

el for Foreign Affairs,

to you, for the information of the .“'l.'l\'l'r'.ll.!':-.' of late

r aof t} n n the subiec f
".'Iil:" orf the ||.|:'|.|-" notec |.|'|...|.'|‘ O LLLe :-.|_..|.'||:".| L

| Bhe = | et (Ravadons ;«-i-";‘m::

Y our most obedient Servant,
The 17 8 F. BSTEWART.
he Under Secretary of State,

FOREIGN OFFICE.

Date of covering Letter, Dleseript won.

Enclosure received from the Secretary to the Government ol
| P India, Foreign Department.

Copy also sent to—

A50H $O04 - H:i-"
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The Heai}gcy,

Gangtok, Sikkim.
T he 20th Marcl 1935,

My dear Caroe,

Please refer to your demi-official letter No.F.
16-X/34, dated the 10th January 1935 and to my official
letter No. 7(3)-B/35, of today.

2 I fear that it is not likely that any sugzestiong
o Tibet that she should relinquish her territorial
claims in return for a trade agreement with Tehri would
be favourably received at Lhasa. I remarked on the mat ter

of the levying of customs duties by Tehrli in paragraph
20 of my note dated the 3ist October 1932, which was
Written after my visit to the disputed area. If the fact
that duties are levied is brought to the notice of the
Tibetan Government they will certainly protest strongly
Without giving way ‘on the general question of the
frontier.

S The Politicel Agent, Tehri-Garhwal State, still
desires a frontier on the Jelukjaga Pass or Zang Kyok La.
The Government of India have already agreed that the
Irontier should be on the Tehrl side of Jadhung and I
8till venture to hope that the proposals made in my note
of the 31st October 1932 my be accepted. The question
°f trade may be of importance locally, but the lhasa
authorities only regard the question of prestige and
their only interest is in the actual position of the
frontier.

Yours sincerely,
Sd. F. Williamson.

n-%;buc%rﬂgi E .y DE-&,“ Go .

acre tle Governmen

u¥ India 1§'tha Foreign and Political
Department, New Delhi.
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Copy of a letter No. T(3)-F/35, dated Gangtok, the
20th March 1935, from the Political Officer in Sikidm, to
the Deputy Secretary to the Government of India in the
Foreign and Political Department, New Delhi.

5 -ﬁa} "H ,ﬁi:} i‘mg‘ ¢d’ -:’a-ia;z’ *saaﬁ“ 7
'~_fir;m*aw# ﬂ:f.gwm"f w:a '

+ y L=ad
|: o '-.i-. % 'H,} e ",;_ ] 1 & 1'?"']' B

ZEE31 TIRET BOUNDARY DISFUTE,

I have the honour to refer to your letter No.
FoT6-X/34, dated the 10th January 1935 regarding the visit
%0 Gum Gum Bridge of a Tibetan official, and his destroye
ing a mile-stone and a notice board.

2. The visit to Gum Gum and the orders issued by
Tibeten officials to the people of Nileng and Jadhung to |
meke arrangements for supplies do not seem to be metters of
great lmportence, bit it wodld certainly have been more
mmum-th“thmm.mﬂmmwu,
1% 1s understood, Tehri officials do mot at present travel
beyond Nilang.  The destruction of the notice board and
the mile-stone are more serious and are definite acte of
discourtesy.

3. I am very reluctant to make any immediate
Tépresentations to Lhasa on this matter, The Tibetan
Government feel that the Government of India have taken &
*mlm‘mnmuu-mmnum-_mw,l
mmmmmtmmummnu *
fmmnm*imumm-mumh.
Imum:mummmmumnl
all t111 I am suthorised by the Government of India to ma
ﬁnumpmhuummmum .w,-'ﬁ"'i
&IﬂﬂtMﬂhmlmuwM '3;
mmﬂgmﬁwm Hk

e e N —

.....
J el
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pressing of a view opposed to their own at an sarly
stage of my visit might possibly cause them to take
8n obstructive line on other more important questions.
4, The "Nirpa® who destroyed the mile-stone and
notice~board is the Nyer-pa or steward of the Dzongpon of
Tsaparang. He accompanied me to Jangla in 1832, and

is personally very amiable. The British Trade Agent,
Gartok, u-m;cqummunmmmw-mmm. 1
Would suggest that the best course of action would be for
the British Trade Agent, Gartok, to be imstructed to !
mention the matter to the Garpons or to the Tsaparang
Pzengpon when he meets them, which he expects to do this
Summers Their mutual relations are very Ifriendly. He
nmnmzmtmtm-mummmuammu |
1ikely to prejudice the Tibetan case, and should protest |
Strongly against it, This would probebly have the |
dﬂimﬂractmmmmumtaumulhnnmi
this minor point unnecessary. I mentioned the matter to
mmmmmmnummumnm _
and he agreed with this view. ' '
5, I should be very grateful ir the Government of
mm-umwuma.mnm
*hole question of the fromtier as # early as possible.
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JOpPY of a letter No. 15365=-Pol/1.8., dated
Lahore the 3rd April 1955, Irom the Chief Secretary to
the Government of the rPunjab, to the Foreign Secretary
0 the Government of India.

T m ITTTTE
TEHRI-TIBET BOUNDARY DISPUTE

With referemce to the correspondence resting with
Punjab Government letter No. 6657-8-Pol/1.5., dated the
26th September 1934, on the subject noted above, I am
directed by the Governor in Council to state, for the
information of the Government of India, that the
Superintendent Hill States Simla, reports that Mr.
Williamson and he concluded thelr enquiry at Simla on
the 27th and 28th February 1935, and that the report of
the enquiry sexStw¥wxmwxixz as a whole, with its
&Ppendices and maps, 1s being forwarded by Mr.Williamson
Lo the Government of the United Provinces who will
Presumably in due course forward it to the Punjab
Government,.

2o The Superintendent Hill States, further reports

that during the course of the enquiry it was found that

the copies of the maps ol Nilang and Jadhung villages

and their lands Prepared at the Settlement of 1892 which
had been supplied by the Bashahr Darbar and which were
Torwarded to you with Punjab Government letter No. 9080«
Pol/I.8., dated the 16th March 1934, were inaccurate and A
that no attention should be pald to them. He states

that the original Settlement maps have since been

Produced before him and Mr. Willismsom. I am accordingly

Lo suggest that the copies of the maps referred to above
ghould be ignored.
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I am directed

o you,

for the

copy of the papers noted

rl'FIL' 1']|_||.:'-|- .‘\1,.1.|-‘-|:|:|-1|- “r .":li:'.l‘.

FOREIGN OFFICIE

e —

il.!'u:'l-:.uli--u

K Il'-u rence Lo PrEviOus cOrrespon donice :
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1 the India Office of the & 29 i
- Ty
No, & . <D
i Fy
G e 3
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r 'l ) .
| " L W - 1
INDIA OFFIOR,
| Ji
by the Secreiary of State for Indin to

'y f
i) ||':" veCretary ol otate

on the sabject |

helow,

[ am, Sit

Y our most obedient ,';"1"'-5'-“1,

8. F. STEWART.

o

Date

of covering Letter

- Fneclosure

2064 2008 2 38

e=aription

received from the Seeretary to the Government of
India, Foreign Department.
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Government of the United Provineces.

Dated Naini Tal, July 20 1935,

Dear QCaroe,

With reference to your D.0. Ho.
desired to forward herewith : copy of the
LBOBBTS . E { SHUEBTACcCEe On Wne DOUnasl
bDetween Bashahr end Tehri (Garhwal) States
copies of all connected papers includiny
Urdu and maps in criginal.

<. I am to apoloy
0 a misunderstanding in
mn . ] » 2 3 o = "
wovernment would send the

W Puckle is enclosed for information,

U. K. Caroe, Esquire, (.I.E.,

Deputy Secretary to the Govermment of Indie,
Foreign & Political Department,
Simla .




1 €

[

18l L'450.,
Suckle,
“dele WO. O2UU=0, FOLIL,
...'\-;--'.,'.1'..1 larawitn i
: ; fllllamson and BLACS
Dagnany g nril \asrnwsas
connecuveqa pape
£ 1 Y . PR [ - T - g i - . il
| . o Lels! anensc i1l Urdu aro BLEER LD LOples 01 wig ISPgol't and
enclosures and the Urdu document and 1n eriginal,
- N e LA & W e o i e £ Tl
hau'& gean gent o Lne wYOLIHNeHIL 0L IINK1&a,
| o i1 8m L0 observe that the report was not 88nv Lo
e Punjab Government in the first instance, as we were
13 '- - - L= 4 kol - ™ e = = & s - . | = g Y. T
under a 'v.l't..:lJ' nawvursa L 1Mpression WhaT T ir LIiiger, Mr.
. iy 1A e s 1 " - e o o . 1~ 1 [ .
woula nimselil nave sent nis own local Government
Lae jolnt Irepors.
. | - b -
Ll = alllGEeIrgl ¥
.3 .
R = e W, '-JHJ LU &

F. H. Puckle Bsqr., C.I.E., I.C.S.
Chief Secretary to the Government

of the Punjab.
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.!'_“[rﬁ# IIrIll' n:ll".f.fi_'-f .Ii".l"-l'i. " ”'H_ .r“l l.'lf|"-'-|“-'|:!1 "I,"I.f'i‘r-“_,r-"u" Tg'.il_l_i"':.-f;ffr}l"l'!"f!-l |I';\'-'n,l'-".-, !T.:'r;l r‘:-'...-l_ll.-l,-. lo ":.‘il": I'".-". -|'|'r
Ht'{'nil"ﬂrl-'f o 'I';'-J-'n'.l':rm‘.'f'-’. irr.'.::'f:u" Jlu.l‘r.l-"n'.r-(f.l-'_ 1'|? _j'pf,‘j HI; ir_']'f;f ':':-‘J:-]"-’I'.':i'
tlated the 14ih March 1935

el
1 have the honour to forward fH']l""-'t'if]': the report of the Hl"|"'r';!:t"”']"m' Hill
ales, Simla, and the Political Agent, Tehri-Garhwal State, on the territory dis-
puted between Baghahy and Tehri-Garhwal Stat
Tha report is comprised of

tes 1n the neighbourhood of Nilang.

ﬂ"f,'l A jt:irlf note ]'_"-' ]mT'E] ”{-ﬁm,r‘_‘. -'-"|!iII:I forth |:|‘.. E._ihq..;-}- af [J.'l:' Case .'|!_=|l []-_._.
material for the settlement of the dhzpute.

(6) The representations of

St

the parties and record of oral evidence produced.
findings of the two officers.

(d) All maps relating to th
The large mass of

(¢) The separate

> aed.

documentary evidence exhibited
The findings though se

that all the territory

1 remains with the parties.

parate have a gingle result, namely, a recommendation
e in dispute with the exception of a small area known as the
Chor Gad on the right bank of the ri ver Jadhganga, opposite Nilang itself. be awarded
to Tebri-Garhwal State. The area in dispute is taken to include the whole valley
of the Jadhgang of Gartaga and not merely the villages and

the . a from its source
adjoining cultivation of Nilang and its hamlet Jadhang.

g
=FL ]




REPORT

OF THE

Commission appointed to make recommendations
with regard to the territory in dispute
between Tehri-Garhwal and Bashahr
darbars in the neighbourhood
of Nilang.

1934-35.
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1. fﬂ-"i"ﬂdufmﬂj.'—]n pursuance of orders from bur ¢ .‘iFl"{"[l]I‘u‘l‘ “ﬂ'-.'{*r‘r]mfj'ill_tz-i
we met at Narendranagar. the winter capital of '1‘f.]1r1..(:;_<..r| wal State. on ﬂ'l!‘.:-l.thl
September 1934, The Superintendent of the Simla Hill Sates, w ho had left !H.-]T]]hl
at short notice, was not accompanied by the representative of I}aﬁlmhr neither
was he himself aware of the details of Bashahr claim. The Tehri-Garhwal darbar
stated that 'I'hE}‘ Wmlld be unuhlu to [iL‘]Hﬂ'E‘- i ]'Pprﬂil‘llﬁi.fl"-"‘E“ :!;I~¢-{.llli-11.l1}‘ us until
they were informed of the details of the Bashahr claim : accordmgly the Bashahr
darbar wepe rn:clucste{i by telegram to send their representative -:||:1:-L:I}-, and 11,.:3,
departed from Narendranagar on the 29th without a representative of either party,
on the 7th October the Bashahr representative, Mian Daulst Ram, joined us at
Uttar Kashi, about half way to Nilang, bringing with him a list of the {I::rnmr‘-m.ﬂ
available at the Capital of the State which Bashs hr darbar are PIOposing to put into
evidence, This list was communicated by telephone to Irhv ]‘.a]m-hzi rhiwal darbar
who théreupon agreed to depute a representative to join us with a reply to the
Bashalir claim by the 22nd October  at the same time the Bashahr darbar were
instructed by telephone and telegram to send to their representative by the 22nd
October any other papers they might have in support of their claim, including
the papers in the tahsi] headquarters at Chini. After having been joined by the
Bashahr representative at Uttar Kashi we proceeded to Nilang in order to atquaint

ourselves on the spot with the topographical details of the situation, reaching there

on the 16th October. After having studied the situation on the spot in the light

especially of such maps as were available to us, we left Nilang on the 18th October

and returned as far as Uttar Kashi where we were informed by Tehri-Garhwal
darbar that thejr case would

be conducted by Mr. Padam Datt. divisional forest
officer, who had been with us throughout in"charge of the arn ngements for our
journey. The formal enquiry was conducted by us at Uttar Kahi on the 25tk
and 26th October ; it was however realised that Bashahr darbar had not been given
sufficient time to Prepare their case ; the Tehri representative also had not all his
documents with him, Accordi

. ngly the formal enquiry was resumed and concluded
at Simla on Fehruar}' the 27th” and 28th, 1935

2. Terms of reference—We come now to our terms of reference. We under-

stand from Foreign and Political Deimn-nmnt letter No. 76-X/34, dated the 22nd
May 1934 [Serial No. (10)] to the a

dress of the Punjab Government, a copy of

which was forwarded to the Government of the United Provinces, that we have
een required to record a joint finding on the question whether * in view of the
change of site (of the vi]i]age of Nilang) * the Raja of Bashahr is still in position
to claim that the present ste is within his territories ”. These strictly limited
terms of reference were discussed in the letter from the Government of the United
vinces to the address of the Government of India, No. 810-C., dated the 21st
August 1934 [Serial No, (18)]. The Government of India reply is Foreign and Politi-

cal Department letter No, 76-X/34, dated the 15th September 1934 [Serial No. (19)],
to the address of the

overnment of the United Provinces and this appears to
extend the terms of reference in the following sentence - Any attempt to raise the
international issue before g decision has been reached as to the Indian State which
may be entitled to claim jurisd; 18 tract would necessarily weaken
gotiations with Tibet . . ,"”. We

fact are required to report on is

the_ .Ia{_lh anga valley. We, therefore,
claims in their entirety, and not merely
1tself, ]

3. Description of the topography and inhabitants of the region in which the dis-
prle lies.—In order to np}:mcinte the discription whiehﬁ‘ullm of the topography of
the region in dispute reference should be made to the Survey sheets 53-I Chini
(1932) and 58-M " Tolingmut (1930), which !

Propose to adjudicate on the conflicting
on a dispute as to the ownership of Nilang

; are th ost clear ma
Which we have been able to obtain. It will be seen tﬁaﬁm :nn;ipams]m; ?gaﬁmﬁﬂ
boundary between Tehri-Garhwal and Bashahy up to Nilang but not beyond—
also that they show Nilang village on the right ban]

F nk of the Jadh Ganga. We
would particularly draw attention to the clear definition in these survey sheets of

26
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the Jadh Ganga and its tributaries, each of which forms a grazing ground essential
to the existence of the inhabitants of the valley and therefore contested by the
States concerned. It is these grazing grounds in the valleys which account for the
importance attached by the darbars to this otherwise inhospitable tract. The
first side valley of importance to be open for spring grazing is that of the Chor Gad
some 14 miles in length. We take the opportunity to disenss at this point the
controversy which has arisen asto whether the village of Nilang is on the right or
left bank of the Jadh Ganga. Every survey map which we have seen places the
village on the right bank. Mr. Kinney.* a surveyor, who visited Nilang in 1878
gtated that the houses were on the right bank of the Jadh Ganga while the fields
of the village were on the left ; Mr. Acton in his report of 1926 was informed
by certain Tehri witnesses that the abadi had been moved some years earlier
to the left bank from the right bank on account of the danger of falling
stones. From the Foreign and Political Department letter No. 76-X/34 [Berial
No. (10)], dated the 22nd May 1934, it appears that the Government of India are
disposed to accept the above theory, and the question whether the site of the village
has been changed from one bank to the other is therefore one which we must dis-
cuss in detail. Our observations on the spot, which are supported by photographs
attached to this report, have satisfied us that it is most improbable that Nila
abadi was ever situated on the right bank. There is no visible trace of any abadi
on the right bank and the bank itself is precipitous cliff except at one point where
it shelves slightly before fulliui.z again steeply to the river. The river itself cuts
deep into the rock, and clearly cannot have changed its course. Finally, the
nearest crossing is more than half a mile upstream of the assumed former site on
the right bank, that is to say where the cliff shelves, and half a mile also upstream
of what has undoubtedly always been the village cultivated area on the left bank.
One witness only stated before Mr. Acton that the site had been changed from
the right to the left bank, viz., Hira, lumberdar, Tehn witness No. 13 in Mr, Acton's
proceedings (File No. 368-X/27). This man giving evidence before us as Tehri
witness No. 5 has however now stated that there was never anything on the right
bank except a few goat enclosures, and we have no doubt that this is the position,
and that the village abadi has always been as it is now, on the left bank. As regards
the inhabitants of the tract in dispute, there are no permanently occupied villages
above the junction of the Jadh Ganga and the Bhagirathi (or Ganges). The valle
of the Jadh Ganga with its tributaries the Chor Gad and Jadhung Gad, ete., 18
however ured for pasturage in summer by two classes of graziers namely the Jadhs,
and the inhabitants of a dozen villages in the northern most Tehri pargana of
Thaknor. The Jadhs, who are a small but distinet tribe of frontier graziers and
traders, have two villages named Nilang and Jadhung in the Jadh Ganga valley ;
these villages contain pucea houses, and are considered by the Jadhs as their re-
gular home. They are however only occupied for about three months in the Vear,
and during the remaining months the tribe moves down slowly grazing

the lands of other villages in Thaknor, which in summer graze in the Jadh Ganga
valley, to two other settlements which they have at Harsil in the Bhagirathi valley
about 20 miles below Nilang, and at Dunda about another 30 miles further down
the same valley.

4. Claims of the darbars.—We come now to the details of the claims put forward
by the two darbars. The claim by Tehri-Garhwal darbar has been expressed by
their representative in the following words :—

The Tehri-Garhwal elaim is the whole of the valleys of the Jadh Ganga and its
tributaries on both banks ; in particular the complete basins of the
Jadhung Gad, the Dei Gad, the Chor Gad and the Gartags Gad which
are claimed by Bashahr.

The claim put forward h} Bashahr is expressed by their representative 88
follows : —

(a) the boundary shown on the survey Sheets of 1930-32 up to a point on that

line immediately north of the source of the Gartaga Gad. (G

Gad 1s one of the right bank tributaries of the Jadh Ganga

meets the Jadh Ganga above Gartaga), g et

*Hoport on the sarvey of the westers, soviross of, the G i the Jadh Ganga or Nilang

village—in 1879 by Mr, T. Kinney. This is printed at the end of thc gencral roport on the o =rations of the
Survey of India 1877-78,

33
{b) from the above point due south to the source of the Gartaga Gad,

(e) THJT this point down the left bank of the Gartaga Gad to the Jadh
anga,

{d) from this point, upstream along the right bank of the Jadh Ganga to
the point where the Jadh Ganga is met by the Chor Gad,

{€) at this point the houndary claimed by Bashahr crosses the Jadh Ganga
“f”i runs up to the peak marked 20,900 on the left bank of the Jadh
Ganga above Nilang,

(f) from the peak the boundary claimed runs back to the Jadh Ganga to
nclude the glacier stream (Dei Gad) and the cultivated lands of
Nilang (The area claimed on the left bank of the Jadh Ganga is the
basin of the glacier stream named the Dei Gad and ineludes the whole
of the pPresent :'::iilhn;: ‘-'i“tl;;l.f and 1ts t_‘.u'lti‘l..-'m,jnu"},

{g) from the point mentioned in f) above the boundary claimed runs along
the right bank of the Jadh (Ganga to the point where the Jadh Ganga
is Jomed by the Jadhung Gad, "

(k) from this point the boundary runs northward along the ndge enclosing
the valley of the Jadhung Gad via Jadhung peak (17,356) and the
peak 19,410 ; thence in a semi-vircle northwards and westwards so as to
include the sources of the Jadhung Gad and its tributaries to the
pomnt where the watershed meets the main ridge which is the water
parting between the Chor Gad and the Jadhung Gad.

Ln ]]f;l:}! cwsthnsevcr‘hul dcrsc_r‘ipl:iumf are from the survey sheets above quoted:
Supplementary maps illustrating their claim have also been handed in by the re-
presentatives of=both darbars, and are attached as appendices.

5. Survey and other maps an their relation to the di 1
. ] € ute.—{a) The first map in
omt of date is that prepared by Hodgson and Heriumn ]SI{T :IEI.I'.I.FI descrihe-? by

Mr. Acton as.a map of the territory restored to Tehri-Garhwal State after the expul-

sion of the Gurkhas. This map, and the ith 1
_ i » 814 the papers connected with it, are not before
?irl‘;‘-i;J {:;Irr:] f}uqunnly information regarding it is that contained on page 4 of Mr. Acton’s
P =?I I?ﬂ _The northern boundary of Tehri according to this map is shown
T:f'ehr;LS tl 1tle t’im 'f." the tracing accompanying Mr. Acton’s report. It excludes from
T wte the H]la%e of Nilang, the Gum Gum nala, Jangla, and even the villages
ukba and Harsil which are not claimed either by Tibet or Bashahr.

() The next map in sequence of time is what i ibed i
at 15 deser ;

rker report of 1912 as the Atlas sheet of 1850, This isa sulatffy lge;];ﬁtnﬂ::mnfln];
EE@}}]};;T al:d lgﬁﬁ on tl"i‘ﬁi sulilvey of Messrs. Mulherson, Shelverton. Dyer, Peyton
5 rown.  The sheets in question are numbers 47 and 65. In this a
1::;1:;3 B:ilas}z ll:na famuflg the eastern boundary of Bashahr is carried ms? ﬂlif th:
S I:)f the Chor Gad through the village of Nilang and down to Cow Mukh,
L ok g the Bhagirathi or Ganges, There is no corres ding dot and dash
iM’nuaﬂs+:pm::aﬂgmg Bashahr from Tehri-Garhwal but if that symbol be taken as repre-
o “H%,“ﬂ lﬁtﬂr-ﬂt-ﬂm‘ hﬂundary line, there is a dotted line which may be taken as
I_rp ra hmg" ashahr from Tehri. This dotted line follows a line of snowy peaks
om the Kimilay Pass through the Nels Pass and eastward throngh three snowy

peaks (19,655, 19,962 and peak R) after which |
of meeting the international buunt:illaryil; ‘;E:I;;f:gtt st A

(€) There is then the Mr. Kinney’s map. Mr. K assistant surv

‘ir'-' ? In 1878 appears to have been }:&nt t&%'ﬂmv:}?'g%niﬁytf:s u:e:; aimd:.'t ::::Eg
o 35?;, His map, No. 364. 802, published by the Survey Department in 1879
ill]wi t fe same north and south international boundary with Tibet as does the Atlas
. t:lﬂi of 1859, passing through Nilang. Tt shows Nilang on the right bank of the
ta 1 Ganga, and strikes off another meipient line to the west which would appear
[? a::inmspon& with the Emerson-Barker line referred to below, and to give the Chor
i Et:vﬁgaham r, ?“tlaﬂ?t ;ixekngi]m bank of the Jadh Ganga from Nilang to Gartaga
Or any area on the left bank of the Jadh ilang village,
Gad basin all of which are claimed by Bgm.wﬂ e
MESRIFD
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(d) In 1898 the Survey of India published a map (unnumbered) of “ district
Simla with adjoining Native States””. This map follows the Atlas sheet of 1859 and
Mr. Kinney’s map. It is of interest as being referred to in the Emerson-Barker
report (discussed hereafter), and has been followed in a map of 1915 zincographed at

toorkee and entitled * map of the Bashahr State™ (seale 1° to 4 miles) (No. 3640-
1100).

(¢) Bashahr State has putin its own settlement maps of Nilang and Jadhung
villages prepared at the settlement of 1892. These maps differ matenially from the
settlement maps of 1920 put in by Tehri State. Bashahr has also put in its settle-
ment maps of 1928 W]]i:i}l approximate to those of Tehr.

(f) The Tehri settlement map has been checked by us as regards its general
features with conditions on the spot, and we have no doubt that it correctly repre-
sents the present position.

(9) The general map put in by Tehri darbar in support of their claim meludes
the watershed of the Chor Gad and the whole watershed of the Jadh Ganga and its
tributaries, the most important of which is the Jadhung Gad. This is stated to
be a settlement map of Tehri-Garhwal and in generaluse in the State.

6. Previous boundary commissions.—{a) The Emile-Nicholas Commission of
1904. This related to a dispute in the neighbourhood of Naukot, on the Pabar river
and the Changsil ridge. The area adjudicated on is 100 miles west of the area now
disputed, and the decision of this Commission does not affect us.

(b) The Dharma Nand-Darling Commission of 1910. This related to a second
distant boundary dispute which was settled by compromise.

(¢) The Emerson-Barker Commission of 1912. This is important in that though
the main subject of dispute was the area known as Manjhiban, the Commission was
also authorised according to paragraph 15 of its report ** to demarcate the boundary
liné in the event of its being found in dispute ” elsewhere. In paragraph 17 of the
report it is stated that whereas the Tehri objections to the line (i.e., the boundary as
shown in Atlas sheet of 1859) west of the Kimilay Pass were more or less specific, the
same could not be said for the reasons advanced by that darbar for not accepting
the same line between the Kimilay and Nilang Passes. The report proceeded as
follows :—

“ We cannot therefore understand how Garhwal will be prejudiced by accept-
ance of this line, and in pursuance of the powers conferred on us we decide that for
the future the international boundary for the whole line extending from Ghora
Mund to the trijunction of Garhwal, Bashahr and Tibet shall be that shown on the
Atlas sheets of 1859. We have taken full advantage of our powers because the ex-
perience gained in the present proceedings has convinced us that if any point is left
open to the smallest doubt, advantage is taken by subordinate cfficials to foment
disputes for their own ends.  Thus the one concerning the Manjhiban was undoubt-
edly set in motion during the proceedings of 1910 Commission. and there will be ne
final settlement until every pretext for asserting a claim, however vexatious
frivolous it may be, is removed.” :

(d) The Acton Commission of 1926. This was a Commission ap inted
to determine the ownership as between Tehri-Garhwal State and Tibet ©
most of the conntry which is in dispute in the present proceedings. Mr. Acton
was not able to agree with the Tibetan representatives as to the whereabouts of
the boundary but his separate report contamms much that is of interest in connec
tion with the present dispute.

We hath concurin the statement of the cage contained in the above six para-
graphs. We append separate findings.

(5d.) E.A. R. EUSTACE,
Superintendent, H1ll States, Simla,

(8d.) R. H. WILLIAMSOX,
Political Agent for Ttﬁf‘i-t?arﬁwnf.

March 1st, 1935,
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Finding of Politieal Agent, Tehri State.

. In formirg an opinion on the conflicting claims of the two parties the geogra
phical situation must be considered first. T} . this dienitia
bt L considered first. The normal approach to all this disputed
e il'r-;rnlﬁh 1e Tibet trade route which follows first the Bhagirathi (Ganges) and
s 1[_;.'1]1' the Jadhganga through what is admittedly Tehri territory,
i I::mtm l.ur'iL within 2u miles of the higher villages of the Thaknor pargana of
o 15 against this direct and easy communication Bashahr State must
ot *]; - F”.‘“““t." with Nilang through one of the recognized passes which lead
R u{? 2k I{: a t.::]rnmr_v or across a mass of high mountaing which lie between the
SpPa valley in Bashahr and the Jadhganga. That route if possible It i
named pass is shown in any survey N g e e
T o sl : Lt ill'l.:r ma‘r»]h 3\ Fm}np, can only be open for at most two months
@ o4, such being the period of the recognised Nela Pass whi i
. ¢ : sed I ass which lead Hars
one of the upper villages of Thaknor. e

“.inwlrhii].";?iliﬂ: ';rllﬁgvg of t-he_'l'huknnr pargana, which shelter the

e ll}{ ot :‘h: adhs n sending up all their flocks to graze in the upper Jadhginga

il f:hi_?m;;iun}j:ﬂ- ilml:nrattim. 1t is nowhere claimed that the Bashahr people

ol lwu. L the exception of a claim to grazing in the Chor Gad which
18 and other Tehri witnesses will not admit to be a fact.

It may be considered as certain the i
: side ain therefore that the dis
::;:cu]_'lu::i at any time by the inhabitants of Basha.llu* 1x'hlzll:etﬁ]i:r
ehri subjects as well as by the Jadhs.

Prﬁse?iei r?lf:{nii; ::1911*:]& ~‘:;-I Tehri State is direoted to show that in the memory of
o abieus .T*‘TE has been no connection whatever with Bashahr. They
ol vi»aite?;li‘:?fi; revenue or fines to Bashahr and they assert that no Bashahri
U S er fng in their time. They deny that there is any direst route to
o t-hevI:ln ]1:|n£ :é”'bdﬂ access without passing through Tehri territory. They sav
ekl I ;, with Bn.slmhrt but only visit Rampur at the time of the yearly
! u.; } rh{f F::.I{;\;- 19568 of necessities. They assert that Tehri State maintains
b e ,%a].ngq valley to the Jelukhaga Pass and utiliss the forest from
Rl A 8 mh \agirathi and Jadhganga as far as it goes up the valley of the
dioreck Y ca t'ﬁmsﬂt'(:& Garhwalis and say that they speak the Garhwal
and do not know the dialect of Bashahr. s
The Tehri dar

N ;nqi] 'T-?El.!mr.fllﬂ records of 230 casas in which Jadhs were parties on one
R e ;ﬁc.wsm-mmr the period 18741925 A.D. 'We have examined
placed i 1‘:‘i‘;1r=r—-]:ﬂ? er in how many instances the crime or cause of sction was
Tehti Stste . _’:; 1!=DHEE the Jadhs spend most of the year in what is admittedly
Mokt B"l- i*-i:; tl}ﬁ es have been weeded it is very difficult to determine this
e . :} 3 aFI riu;u- that over all this period the Jadhs have admittad the
ci‘i.‘:Eiut:L to li-.:.ﬁh'.:fltu i SOOI EFCT e h'-wing o x4

:\"Hii r1,'__:

Jadhs during the

ea ganerally is not
occupied by other

Tolri Frocuces the reve
the venry 18540 1847
o vmaly i
ami‘a TEVEN e nages
Panied by 4 sury

Asar

nue assessment repords of the whels of Taliri State for
i 1860, 1873, 1903 and 1923, In all these Nilang is mentioned
secdonit.  The last i . :

; @ last aszessment was in modern form and i ascom-

¢y end a 'map which we have found on the 8pot to be accurate.

rnet this 57105 B
1892 and 1988 As v 3 Bashahr produces the records of so ealled ssttlaments in

ASs repar: Tili : .
demand e gds e Is the former, while we are shown jamabandis of records of

luals there are 1o records of collactions exeept of two famyp
04 shown in a State ledger. Ths map aseomosanying thess
dny soti] ooty indcourate and indeed raises a doubt as to whether thare ware
oL £ ok Hmlﬁ: at all in the ordinary senss of the word. Sabssguent
shahr m:di;}-wl"{. S e SISO A 2023 the_axrival of a survey party from
B vt } immediate protest from Tehrl, This was obvionsly a gesbare on
ehuhr conssquent-on the Tehri claim of 1926 (Aston Gammmdu:ﬂ. :

On ' the otlar hand 14
w5 well g Toly ;_Ji-“h- ik cannot be doubted that betwean 1857 and 1892 Bashahr

ol from time to time levied taxes and fi i

s L i ines on ths Jadhs, For Te

e D.ﬁs .r.."fi:‘l-l?' hcs the Jadhs were bound to spend half the year iru t'ﬂg;
K tdence shows, the headmen of Mukhba and Darali or any State

SHNs 10 1808 and 10
records is obviausl: 1
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officer in those upper Thaknor villages was the agency employed for such realisa-
tions. As regards Bashahr it would seem that at that period the Jadhs used
regularly to trade to Rampur the capital of that State—a practice which they have
for the last generation at least given up. In some sense however Bashahr
undoubtedly considered the Jadhs to be their subjects, for there 1s evidence that
in 1871 there was correspondence between the Political Agents of the States in
vegard to a protest by Bashahr that Tehri was interfering with their collections,

The conclusion would seem to be that both States asserted their rights to tax
the Jadhs up to the year 1802, after whieh the Bashahr claims weakened until they
were revived again by the prominence gven to Tehri's claim against Tibet m
1 9126,

During the present century Tehri has made a bridged road up to Gartaga and
also maintains a Tough road between Gartaga and Nilang. It exploits the forest
upto the tree limit about Lamathata. It has established a school at Nilang. In
a word, the interests of the Jadhs are now entirely bound up with Tehri in trade
as in everything else.

(oming next to the evidence of the maps it may be admitted at once that the
whole of the Jadhganga valley down to Nilang has consistently beén shown in all
surveys of the Government of India (except the last) to be in Thibet. Nilang itself
has been placed always on the right bank of the Jadhganga and within the boundary
of Bashahr., Jadhung has never found a place. The trijunction of the bound-
aries of Bashahr, Tibet and Tehri-Garhwal is always shown on the right bank
just at the village site of Nilang. The Hodgson and Herbert boundary line differs
from these surveys in placirg the Garhwal boundary a great deal further south,
hut that line has never been acknowledged as correct and certainly is incorrect in
that it excludes from Tehri-Garhwal the upper villages of Thaknor pargana such as
Harsil. Mukhba and Darali which have never been claimed by Bashahr.

It was on the Atlas sheet of 1859-60 and its derivative the map of ‘ Simla
with adjoinirg Native States ’ that Messrs. Emerson and Barker based their finding
- 1912 that the boundary between Tehri and Bashahr States should be the bound-
ary as shown in those maps. They thereby maintained the trijunction point as
given by the Government of India Survey upto their time. They were adjudicat-
irg from a distance of aver 100 miles and they had not before them any dispute as
to Nilang and the Jadhganga valley or the allocation of the Jadhs to one State or
the other. They did not strictly adhere to their own principle of following the
watershed line, for otherwise they would have seen that the Chor Gad would not
ao to Bashahr. But their decision was accepted and was approved by Govern-
- ent. 1t would be against the interest of finality and continuity in decisions to
re-open that question of the Chor Gad again. Therefore it seems clear that Tehn
must give up its claim to the Chor Gad and Bashahr must also fail in its claim to
the Gartaga area on the left bank of the.J adhganga.

We have said in our joint note that Nilang village is now an established seftle
ment on the left bank. The configuration of the country shows that its cultivation
must always have been on the left bank. It is inexplicable how at the time of
Mr. Kinvey's vigit in 1878 the village site should have been on the precipitous
right bank. Butat any rate the fact that the Jadhs and their cultivation are now
established on the left bank rules out the claim of Bashahr to sovereignty over the
Jadhs. It is mainly on that basis that Bashahr now assert a title to Jadhang, the
other village of the Jadhs in the Jadhang Gad. While Tehri can consistently
claim that the whole Jadhganga valley is theirs as being part of the Ganges basin,

Bashabr cannot advance any such geographical argument. Their claim to this-

area must rest solely on the evidence of administration, though they have in the last
stage of the enquiry produced evidence of an alleged grant of this territory two
hundred years ago.

The Sanads restoring territory to the culss of Garhiwal and Bastahr .
the Gurkha occupation give no indication in respect of the area now in dispute.
There wasno official pronouncemert from that time up to the date of the Emerson-

" That Commission did not do more than define & boundary
line from west to east along a well defined range. It is only now that the Bashahr
State has advanced a treaty claim to the whole Jadbganga valley. They produce
a sheet of copper roughly stamped or incised with Hindi charactres and gimilarly

Barker Commission.
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stamped with what purports to be a representation of the seal of the State of
(Garhwal. The document recites that the two States Garhwal and Bashahr make
an agreement of mutual aid in case of attack and that in token of friendship the
Raja of Garhwal bestows on the Raja of Bashahr the terzitory comprising Gartang
Gad, Nilas g and Jelukhsga.

How the authenticity of such a dooument eould be tested it is imnossible to
say. 1t has no obvious characteristics which would indicate even its ags. By
its appearance it might as well be two or fwenty as two hundred years old. An
aygument has been Taised gver the fact that the date gwven on the plate is later
than the date of the Raja of Garhwal therein mentioned. But since the date of the
death of that Raja is disj uted it is hardly worth while pursuing that argimaat.
W hat is clear is that on this evidence no claim has ever been advanced by Bishahr
State to this day. Neither did they ask the Government of India to take it into
consideration when they received their Sanad after th» Gurkha oscupation, nor
did they refer to it in 1§71 when there was a rival assertion of claim to tax the
Jaghs which went to the Palitical Agents of the time, nor was it bropght to the
notice of Government when the Forests of Tehn were taken under the manag:-
ment of the United Provinces Government and some of the area disposed of by this
treaty was so administered, nor was it even mentioned at the beginning of this
enquiry when Bashahr formulated its clum ::numgr:mh 4 of our joint note), Since
the supposed date of this inscription the Rajas of (Garhwal, as the gizetteers show,
adyaneed their boundaries, the Gurkhas invaded, territories ware restored and
fresh Sanads were granted, Never in any dispute proceeding of record hag this
treaty been mentioned or given effect to. It is impossible to attribute now siich
impartance to this sheet of copper as to hold that it decides the present issue,

On the evidence before us the claim of Tehri State to sovereignty over the
Tadhs and to the area in dispute must be considered in every way steongar than
that of Bashahr. It isrgrettable that owirg to some mishap the Tehri darbar
have not been able ta produce that evidencs of past administration which is de-
tajled in the Acton report, but even so it must be held that the long record of
revenue asscssment of the Jadhs and their villog> Nilang, the use by other Tehn
subjeots of the .J m]hgarga: valley as a grazing ground, the regidence nf the Jadhs for
_I;.mrel than half the year in Tehri territory, the mass of records of jurisdiction by

ehri Courts, the maintenance of communications along the Jadhganga valley up
L{: Nilang by Tehri !‘%ta‘?a-—aﬂ this must override the claim of Bashahr which is

ased mainly on periodical levies and fines such as a trading copumunity might
well be subject to from more authorities than one,

The 4th March 1935. (84.) R, H. WILLIAMSON.

Finding of Superintendent, Hill States.
CHAPTER 7.—The present dispule.

The claims of the two d : o Yy o
Briefly there are fuurimn.{: ;ﬁbﬁ;:g* ot i i dotasl in Chaghos: 4 Rbgrv.

(@) The triangle of land formed by the Gartagar (or Gartang) Gad, the Jadh

Ganga, an_ the political boundary bet i
8, Ty ween Tehri and Bashahr as
determined by Messrs, Fmerson and Barker and as shown in Survey

sheet 53. . Chini (1032).
{b) The valley of the Chor Gad.

(¢) The village of Nilang with its connected hamlet Jadhung.
(d) The basin of the Jadh Ganga and its tributaries.

(@) The Gartagar triangle—The political bou ween i
1‘ i m s
?x&mlﬂlévashgetﬂed by Messrs. Emerson and Bln:.rdlﬂn.:f in their Bﬁﬁ;h:rfaﬂg;r;l;tfh
o 1: ;_cfh w%s ace by the Punjab Government in their letter to the
4 emmbv tﬂ- ?} o e nﬂr;:rdﬂf &V;nt{uﬁgg. m&'Pd‘“ dated the 9th October 1912,
ol a e Nﬂmmﬂ'ﬂ'emhﬂ o inces in their letter No. 1439/4/57

. In paragraphs 15—17 of thei e8SrS.

Enwthﬂiitg:tﬁ la;ta::dﬂhtheu IﬁmlP:mr:}uEim as mgnfdfs Eh?;;ip:tﬂhei!ndnry

moldmgmn @ own in Atlas sheet No. 47 of 1859 ; also as shown in the
n
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survev_map ° distriet Simla with adjoining native states ™. This boundary. as
stated above, is the boundary marked on survey sheet No. 53. 1. Chini (1932).
It will be seen from reference to sheet No. 53. I, that the Gartagar triangle now
claimed by Bashahr is on the Tehri side of the settled boundary ; Bashalr have not
suggested any act of administration on their part or other consideration (save the
copper plate of 1667 A.D.) on which the triangle should be: regarded as Bashahr
territory, and I consider that the triangle 15 undoubtedly the territory of Tehn
being on their side of the settled boundary.

(b) The Chor Gad.— The Chor Gad, a right bank tributary of the Jadh Ganga,
is marked on sheet No. 53. 1. It is claimed by Tehri on the ground that the in-
habitants of their northern parganna and the J}m‘lhs are the only graziers who use
it, a point which however is disputed by Bashahr who have produced certain of
their own graziers as witnesses : neither state can point to any act of adminis-
tration on its part in the Gad. From the side of Tehri it iz asserted that this
(Gad cannot even be reachéd from Bashahr except via the Nela pass (marked in
sheet No. 53, 1.) and Tehri territory but this is disputed by Bashahr who point out
that a road from Nithal to the head of the Gad is shown in a printed state map*
prepared during the period of Mr. Emerson’s managership, and have called two or
three oral witnesses. It seems probable that if the question whether there is
really a track from Nithal to the Chor Gad is ever brought into serious issue some
officer will have to be deputed to proceed to the spot and ascertain whether in fact
a track exists, Without entering upon this question however, I consider that the
Chor Gad shonld be regarded as within the territory of Bashahr on the ground that
it lies to the north of the settled boundary.

(¢) Nidang and Jadhung.

(d) Jadh Ganga basin.—These may be discussed together. The situation will
be clear from the four miles to the inch survey sheets Nos. 53. I. Chini (1932), and
53. M. Tolingmuth (1930) (preliminary edition). As stated in chapter 3 of this
report Nilang itself, a village of scme 50 substﬂntinll}' built, houses, is now on the
left bank of the Jadh Ganga. Jadhung, which Mr. Williamson and I did not visit,
is by common consent a mere hamlet of Nilang and must go with it in any decision
taken. As to the proper ownership of Nilang, Jadhung and the Jadh Ganga basin
I have been in considerable difficulty. The first question to consider is 1 think
whethier there are any past orders, decisions or agreements effecting the question.

(1) The Emercon-Barker decision of 1912—In the Emerson-Barker report
(approved by both Governments) it was recommended that the inter-statal bound-
ary would be along the line of peaks towards the Kimilay and Nilang passes,
ending *“in the Nilang pass about 13,000 feet ” as shown in atlas sheet 47 of 1895,
and the map * district Simla with adjoining native states ”. Both these maps
ghow Nilang on the nght bank of the Jadh Ganga, though whether or not also withmn
Bashahr is not quite clear. 1 have not been able to understand what exactly is
meant by “the Nilang pass about 13,000 feet” ; there is no pass which could
possibly he called the ENiIang pass of anything like 13,000 feet. What is locally
referred to as the Nilang pass (Nilang Ghati) is the trade route from Tehn-Garhwal
via the Jelu Khanga passinto Tibet where it passes through the Nilang %ome»; the
bed of this gorge is only 11,300 feet, but jt must I think have been this which
Messrs. Emerson and Barker referred to when they mentioned the Nilang pass.
The matter of the verbal description is however in any case not very important in
view of the reference by Messrs. Emerson and Barker to the boundary as shown in
the atlas sheet of 1859, and in the map Simla district and adjoining native states.
What is clear from both these maps is that Bashahr was given no territory on the
left bank of the Jadh Ganga. Ei].a village of course is now on the left bank of
the Jadh Ganga, and I am accordingly of opinion that under the Emerson-Barker
decision of 1912 it cannot be said tu‘i'iave been given to Bashahr though this is not
equivalent to saying that 1 think it was given to Tehri. In both the maps the
beundary seems to end at Nilang.

(11) The sanads of the states.—The territory restored to Bashahr after the ex-
ulsion of the Gurkhas is deseribed in words in sanad No. 25 at page 71 of Aitchison’s
reaties, Volume I, 1931, It is stated that the Governor General confers upon

Raja Mchindar Singh, the Raja of Bachahr ; the boundaries however are not stated
and so far as is known they were never defined, The territory restored to Telri

* Map No. 3640.1100 soe statoment of Mian Daulat Ram, the Bashahr reprosentative,
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sfter the expulsion of the Gurlhas is deseribed in words in sanads Nos. 18 of 1820
and 19 of 1824, at page 48 of Aitchison’s Treatics, Volume I1, 1929, Similarly, in
these sanads it is only stated that the Governor General has conferred upon the chief
the whole of the territory of Garhwal with certain exoeptions.

; (tee) -lfﬂﬂrﬁr‘ﬂﬂ:\‘tTrﬂi‘t‘IS: Hodgson and Herberts map : Tehri map of 1902.—
n the case of Tehri-Garhwal although no statement of the boundaries of
t-lf]e territory restored seems to have been drawn up at the time of the issue
ti; the sanads, I note that Mooreroft* wnting in 1819 said that the northern
8 m’-;"_d’]"';?' of Tehri was Nilang. There is also in existence a map of 1817 showing
ﬂ;e erritory restored—the Gurkhas were expelled in 1815. This is the map of
iptain Hodgson and Lieutenant Herbert mentioned at page 4 of Mr. Acton's
E“'Hﬂdbll'epnﬂ- The northern boundary of Tehri according to this map is shown
h?:l ie blue line on the tracing accompanying Mr. Acton's report ; it does not include
Hang and the Jadh (‘rangp basin in Tehri. Hodgson and Herbert’s map was not
mlggﬁd before the Commission, and although one gathers from Mr. Acton’s report
f‘iefm:d was ﬁpprw&d by the political authorities of the time, this pomt can only be
will be up f!? reference to th_e Dehra Dun records mentioned by Mr, Acton. It
did Li;"';“ rom paragraph 7 of Mr. Kinney’'s report of 1878 that Captain Hodgson
oy atenant F erbert did actually visit northern Tehri-Garhwal, and assuming
Pﬂﬂtﬂresn\;om'%ljhm']ght to'be taken as showing the northern boundary of the territory
g, chri, the position as disclosed by the blue line in Mr. Acton’s tracin
i u]_:bportffmm_ map No. 281 of 1902 which appears to have hr:_en_prepmeg
e edmh*;? of India at the réqitest of Tehri darbar itself. This map was not
ke ore the 'commission, ut 1t 1s discussed in paragraph (d) at page 5 of
nstbigr Ednl-‘{:mtﬁ@ report. It will bée seen that, according fo Mr. Acton, the
DR = ”;"F in this map follows the line of Hodgson and Herbet. It appears
of map that in 1902 Tehri darbar did not regard themselves as the owners
any land north of the Hodgson and Herbert line.

. (W) The copiper plate—The other doctment directly bedring on decision
_ j e 181008

Lﬁg;‘;nf;ﬁm;e# copper plate put forward by Bashukr, - This %ump?g“ to be an
2h of Garhatwld S, dlm; (A.D. 1667) bearing ‘the 'seal of Raja Prithwi Pati
il bt i “? » and the names of 10 Tehri witnesses. Tt recites a treaty bétween
R ates tor purposes of mutual defence, and goes’ on to <ay that the northern
challen rgd“g T‘%“mlmu, in future be at a point below Harsil. The plate has been
this 5e gﬂ o Y ehn on the ground that it might have been made at any time, and
abit it ;U:}urﬁskp“h?hlﬂ“ﬂmugh'tn the layman there seéms nothing suspicious
Baos, itk kt _it_'-: if it be considered that the deéision shionld: proceed on the
of {he arehiciinos puate then it would be useful if the ‘opinion of the proper officer
There is memtt];gmal_ .d"ﬁ'ﬁ’.ﬁ“?j“.t_ could be taken as'to 1ts apparent genuineness.
late, as .Emhl:d i Pglﬁaﬁﬂ? regard to the plate whichi shiohild be mentioned. - The
S o T ,ﬁ; 1723, and purports to' bear the seal of Raja Prithwi
Sh&E. fo Bh e o awal. Lhe Bﬁﬂhﬂh_r resentative himself however pointed out
e {c-u%re 'égﬂteéle table contained in t e United "'Provinees official ** manual
died some five mepm;{:aguﬁ%éﬂm%hgqih?ﬁgh‘ﬁfpiuﬁ S

g B podea.  LOE attitude of the Tehr i
b sdi}:éa]:;twa._a S;hsqu:e_a:t_ld l:e.ag:iq_i that the apparent dis&rﬁpamwufasw?ﬂ;?ﬁx
copper plate i t?:].-fm - I the decision &hould be to proceed on the basis of the
S P, o, Ll T Sl
1 her so _ e . S et b
Pati fhah as given in the United Provinees ﬁuhlunfatﬁl ?smofb]::iit}!:fngz Eos
E5umi 1 : : Punnild g

Do neg f»r the moment that the copper Plate of 1667 A.D. fixing the Tehri

llﬂgenuim,theninﬁewufhhéf' mon
‘ gem 0 in vi act that th
E:mtﬁfggg 1817 fixes the boundary below Lamha 'Hi‘]ciﬁfa"ﬂzndeb]f{ﬁﬁnrfhp?
ot in 1002 Tl durba do ot thermselves bpeat to hae dained aon mepe:
iy o) fees a good deal to say for the view that on these documents

tioned in the e ry north of it are not the property of Tehri, 'Harsil 1
the countre ok Loy Plate is not however of course now claimed ‘by Bachghs
o country north of Harsil up to N eing indisputably Tehri te ito i
arff the eounitry north of - Hodgson and Herbiet t Jing e T h T

and Nilang is also now indisp ﬁtﬂbTy Tehri territory.  Mr. Williamson and 1'

. : ety - 58
Moorerolt's Travels, Volume T, Chapter I'; pags 15 1 John Marray's edition of 1841, :
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that the boundaries shown in the copper plate and in Hodgson and Herbert's map
must at any rate be departed from i respect of the country from Harsil up to

Nilang as even if this country never helonged properly to ehri, it now clearly ‘ e

belongs to that state by virtue of occupation. This raises the question whether
if the copper plate and Hodgson and Herbert's map are to be departed from in
respect of the country up to Nilang, there is any reason for adhereing to them
strictly in settling the question of the ownership of the country north of Nilang.
There seems no reason for such a course, and my opinion on this part of the case is
that even if the copper plate is a genmne agreement, and even if Hodgson and
Herbert in theic map did define correctly the houndaries of the terntory restored
to Tehri. those beundaries have since been modified by occupation and sufferance
with the resulf that so far as the plate and Hodgson and Herbert’s map are con-
cerned they cannot of themselves be taken as settling the dispute.

(n) Evidence of administration.—1 have dealt above with the question of past
orders. decisions and agreements. The other question for consideration 1s the
extent to which the two darbars have in fact administered the country in dispute.
I agree with Mr. Williamson in holding that up to 1892 there was in fact a con-
current administration by both the darbars not over Nilang and the Jadh Gtmfa.
basin themselves—for there is no evidence of the construction of roads or the like
at that period—but over the Jadhs. Both darbars up to 1892 fined the Jadhs
from time to time, demanded contributions from them of one kind or angther, and
warnied them when they were unruly. Tehri in particular produced lists of dues
levied upon the Jadhs for 1829, 1847, 1860. 1873 and 1903 though from the fact
that according to their own map they did not in 192 claim anything north of the
Hodgson and Herbet line it would appear that these dues must have accrued during
the period of the winter residence of the Jadhs in Harsil. The first nﬁ:clnr settle-
ment was made by Bashahr in 1892, and thereafter revenue was cpllected (with
arrears) in 1898 and 1904. Thereafter however Bashahr can point to no act of
administration on its part up to 1928 when it conducted a second regular settle-
ment—by way Mr. Williamson suggests of a gesture against Tehri, but in fact a
regular settlement was held in Chini tahsilin 1928. As regards evidences of Tehri
a:ﬂlniuintmtinn after 1892, the year of the first Bashahr regular settlement these
also are scanty. It will be seen from entries 10 and 11 in the general list of Tehrt
documents that from 1886 up to 1910 there are no documents, while the documents
mentioned in entries 11 to 14, that is to say from 1910 to 1920, do not clearly show
any act of administration in the disputed area. As regards the list of revenue

and settlement documents produced by Tehri, it will be seen from entry 4 that
after 1873 when Nilang was assessed at Rs. 105 there is no document until 1903
(entry 5), and that the subsequent documents in the list show no convineing act of
administration up to 1923 when Nilang and Jadhung were first settled by Tehri.
The ahove documents apart there is evidence that in 1908 Tehri were carrying
northward their road from Lamba Thata, but that is the whole of the Tehri evi-
dence. T agree that from 1920 onwards Tehri did however carry on an sdminis-
tration. Im 1921 a school was opened in Nilang, and in 1923, as stated, a settle-
ment was conducted. As regards civil and criminal jurisdiction over the Jadhs.
Tehri produced a list of 150 cases between these people filed in the state courts-
As the records had been weeded, 1t could not be said whether the offence or cause
of action had occurred in Harsil or in the disputed territory. It is however a fact
that no cases between the Jadhs were ever taken to the Bashahr courts, mot
could they have been unless the suitor had been prepared to cross mountains of
seventeen or eighteen thousand feet. To sum up as re the evidence of ad-
ministration, there seems to have been a concurrent administration over the Jadhs,
though not as might be expected in the circumstances a very elaborate adminis
tration, up to 1892, In 1892 Bashahr carried out their first lar settlement
of Nilang and Jadhung but thereafter took no interest in the tract beyond recover-
ing revenue (with arrears) twice at six year intervals. Equally, Tehsi darbar
for their part carried on no administration until about 1920. ~Since then they
have undoubtedly carried on an administration. '

Conclusion.—My conclusion is that by virtue of the copper plate of AD. 1867
(if genuine) and in view of Hodgson and Herbert's map and the Tehri state map 0%
1902, it does seem that Bashahr may originally have had a claim to Nilang

and Jadhung. I also think that the correspondence of 1872 tween the Raja ob
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E;lﬁmhr. the -'l"ﬂll‘mnntenl:]e%t Hill States and Sir Henry Ramsay, the Commissioner
umaon, does suggest that the title of Bas er Nilang and Jadhung w
: : _ : title ashahr over Nilang and Jadl g

that time adoutted. There is i : : . 160 Bashalr have

: 2 18 however no doubt that sine 2

really taken no interest in Nilang e i eyt

y take & I and Jadhung which since 192 J initel

Heen adiniristuel Ko : g lhung which since 1920 have definitely

. stered by Tehmn, and I agree w '1lhams ' 1

N e A dI \gree u_;f.h Mr. Williamson that the interests of

e lln irely bound up with Tehri in trade as in everything else. In
I g g 3 1 T H 1 i ¥ .

L 1;m;lﬂl“(-:.};hidl.‘ﬂtlh:{tttIlw H::ﬂit!l;nlt ground for assigning these villages to

: ronsider t ey should be assigned to Tehri. 1 would also assi
L R : e assigned to Tehri. T would also assign
he Jadh Ganga and its tributaries Vi is is reall

: ibutaries above Nilang—this is really

a no man's land but the only pers ng 1 iraditd hnd ket

e y persons frequenting it are the traders aziers

of northern Tehri-Garhwal including the]Jm't}:--:iL i e

]3Eln‘th;h:'niildh"'i':fluljiful}_nutn zﬁﬂl_{‘.“’lmt, on the result of my finding, will now be the
e T F_HHL ﬂ“if'h- 1T]H' Bashahr southern boundary and the Tehn
e, b t:lr wi u;;.“ ie Emerson-Barker line as marked on atlas sheet 47
=k oin:ﬂu:nﬂ': .\.1;:1}Iu district with adjoining native states. This line
Frors that DIi]nt it 71_“ e right bank of the Jadh Ganga opposite Nilang village.
shown in utli‘aa siwt't“i'f :};‘ui&:};ﬁh sud woeh along the crest of the water shed as
S apR e S ﬂ?ﬁ: and the map Simla district and adjoining native
village on the lefs hank of the : Ciilill‘ﬂ:‘r}' under discussion that is to say Nilang
ol He ek S w'ﬂ{ | (zanga, and the basin of the Jadh Ganga and
assigned to Tehri A;tuallb. fl. , 88 it cannot be said to belong to Bashahr, be
O 67575’ miss l:'.\t:cept s ii o HUJ;_H‘E?E the whole of the Jadh Ganga basis is shown
t]ikuuhtlr:;;s be ex.padiaut tlm:u:heu Tfﬁiﬂihﬂg lil; rIEbﬁ:HF t{'!:f%rnr}’. e
S » - e kept back behind the Jelu
ga pass and the eastern water-shed of the Jadh Ganga basin.

(S8d.) E. A. R. EUSTACE,

9th March 1935
. Superintendent, Hill States, Simla.

Nore.—The Superintendent, Hi
perintendent, Hill States, notes that atlassheet No. 47 of 1850, submitted with this report,

i the property of his oifice and h
Thics & - n R that it may be et H

Emnl-::]: T u:rpv. f\!’ this atins ’l?“.t with the 8q t'!ul' ]nd'mmdm h;m wbm- ﬁmll Ol"i!l':ﬁlh.l'ﬂ‘ b-ml n passed.
the only eopy which the Commission have been able to hear of P od\ Witk siim Tepory 3%

Final list
! of general documents produced by Tehri Darbar at Simla on he 28th F ebruary

1935. This sedes 1 :
ok s m?:mwm :i»l:},&gfm }ﬁpﬂmf at Uttar Kashi in the autumn of 1934

1. 8. 1841 (1785 A.D.). Entry f
of R: 1,001 on account of contract ﬂ;ﬂ;ge]s:;;efggcfhu::?;?dig;;;&ﬂut g
. 8. 1863 (1807 A.D.). Letter from Mr Beckett, A. C., to His Highness

regarding i V

i Neang o rpeing i Hhors e o o

ot Lt L gujdg; ess to punish the Nelang people if they
3. 5. 1896 (1840 A.D.). Ent ;

Rs. 11-8 land revenue against "t.g .}I;dzheufsti;t:lu:‘:gmu

4. 8. 1898 (1842 A.D. ¥
(frontier) and ﬁidmls to h::ﬂp Order from Tehri darbar to the Jads of N elang ghats

had been doing from befm,the people of Upper Taknore in their trade as they
5. 8. 1917 (1861 A.D.

descibed s being responeile

em as having been complai

nt showing a balance of

i;ﬂ:e:}t]er to the certain headmen of upper Taknore
ned ofehmiﬂfhmﬁ or revenue of Nelang admonishing
6. 5. 1925 (1869 A.D.). s o L

Mr. Wikson sone oo A:D.).  Letter (copy apparently a t |
_ ppointing hi s g v a true one) from H. H. to
deposit Rs. 30 Bhenf.; an:.lu ﬁlﬁﬂi‘xf amﬂ Jads for four years and to realise and
7. 8. 1925 (1869 |
of Nelang to ﬂge gﬁ-eitréﬂ“ E{:‘i“{‘iﬁg‘l’ apparently a true one) to the Panch Jads
over them and that they sheuld pay n was appointed as Kardar for four years

8. 8. 1032 (1676 A.D,), 1 5 ac Vg Miocgh ki

20 Entry from state ~ ;
mmﬂn account of stamp duty from Khitwa Jadmsi?;ii:?};:;fﬁ pachs
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0. 8. 1938 (1882 A.D.). Entry from state accounts showing Re. 1 as stamp
duty from Gablya Jad of Nelang Taknore.

10. 5. 1942 (1886 A.D.). Entry from state accounts showing Rs. 11-4 as
“rasum ' (court fee in divorce case) from Sukhnand Jad of Nelang.

11. 8. 1966 (1910 A.D.). Report of patwari of Halga Taknore against Jads
of Nelang for failure to supply horses.

12. 8. 1970 (1914 A.D.). Report of Forest Guard, Harsil Beat, Taknore
Range against Barman Singh of Nelang for having killed two * burars 7.  Aeccused
fined Rs. 11.

13. 8. 1974 (1918 A.D.). Application of Jads of Nelang and Jadung praying
for the appointment of Malguzars Ishwari, Mauliva and Angdu.

14. 5. 1976 (1920 A.D.). Report of Panch Jads of Nelang praying for appoint-
ment of new malguzars. Panchram and Kutkapa appointed as malguzars.

15. 8. 1977 (1921 A.D.). Report of the school master at Nelang requesting
for enforcement of regular attendance of Jad boys in the school.

Bonds were taken from the guardian to send their boys regularly.

16. 8. 1885 (1929 A.D.). Report of the Panchayat of Jads of Nelang Taknore
about the visit of the wazir of Bashahr to Nelang and having conducted the survey
of that place with the copy of a letter of Tehri Darbar to the Political Agent.

17. 5. 1968 (1902 A.D.). Report of tahsildar to the Chief Court forwarding
application of Panch Jads of Nelang and Jadung praying for appointment of two
malguzars. The whole misal is produced.

Revenue and settlement records produced by Tehri-Garhwal representative.

1. A settlement record (register) of the settlement of the whole state of Sambat
1886 (A.D. 1829). Containe on page 19 the asessment of Nilang village at
Rs. 23. The column of total assessment only is filled in and not the other
column. The other columns show against each x‘il}ng(- the number of houses,
buffaloes, young buffaloes, cows, bullocks, sheep, goats, water mills, barren area,
irrigated area, non-irrigated area, total areas. There are other villages besides
Nilang in which only the assessment column has been filled in.

2. A settlement record of the whole state of Sambat 1904 (A.D. 1847) showing
assessment of ** Nilang of the Jads " together with other villages in Patti Thaknor.
The Nilang assessment is shown at Rs. 51 and thid is the same register in which
only the total assessment column has been filled in.

3. A settlement record of the whole state for Sambat 1918 (1860 A.D.) showing

assessment at Rs. 51 to be recovered from Nilang through the headmen of Mukhba,
Dharali, Suki and Jhala.

4. A settlement record of the whole state of Sambat 1930 (1873 A.D.) giving
the assessment of Nilang at Rs. 105.

5. A settlement Khatauni of two pattis (Thaknor and another) of Sambat
1960 (1903 A.D.) miving the assessment of Nilang at Rs. 24.

6. A settlement record of Sambat 1980 (1623 A.D.) of Phatti Thaknor showing
assessment of Nilang at Rs. 27-8 and of Jadhung at Rs. 11.

7. Order of Tehri Chief Court dated Sambat 1968 (1911 A.D.) appointing &
headman of Nilang and Jadung.

8. Village papers of Nilang and Jadung of Sambat 1980 (1923 A.D.), and
current village map of Nilang and Jadung. The papers of 1923 are also still cur-

rent. The Tehri representative has no further revenue or settlement papers to

produce. He states that the last settlement was in 1923 and this is still current.

Judicial records produced by Tehri State.

150 records of criminal cases of village Nilang,
27 records of criminal cases of village Jadhang.
43 records of civil cases of village Nilang.

10 records of civil ecases of village Judhang.
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These records cover the period S. 1931 to 8. 1982 (1874—1025 A.D.).

. Among these 57 eriminal cases dating from 1848 A.D. to 1924 A.D. put
forward as relating to disputes in Nilang itself.

i.]. i (l reve 2 CASp f!“!]l ]-.II 1 ]]. t izl .L.]} Ii.llltt @ L0 [I i "I{'h

Wh =y i : ; : .
Jadlmgiiﬂu criminal cases 1879 A.D. to 1924 AD. as relating to disputes in

'h“f civil cases of 1880 and 1921 AD. as relating to disputes in Jadhang,
All in the Tehri courts or in the panchayat of Jadhs.

Oral evidence produced by Teli.
L. Dalip Singh, Panch of the Jadhs, age 47 Vears.

The Tehri darbar manages Ni 1
: ges the forests up to Nilang in the Jadh Gan
: ‘ J nana il Ji ga valley,
frfzf;;*le EII.'II;LF]III‘} trees uhmur Nilang. The Jadhs of Nilang and Jadhung pay revenue
o Ei .ehr darbar. We have never paid revenue to Bashahr nor have Bashahr
er claimed it. Jurisdiction over the Jadhs is of Tehri darbar.

come from Bashahr. T have been punch for 19 years
at Nilang, o T

No orders ever
I was fomxﬂrlj' schoolmaster

Tehri made a census of the Jadhs in 1976 S, Tehri appoints the malguzar who

;zﬂi“i‘: rﬁ:l:;:“;l f--’ﬂl our cases are decided by the Tehri darbar. No-case has ever
and beyond iz r:- s Sl;tli]e'mﬁfat . beel settled by Bashahr. The road to Nilang
the Jadhs and tllfx}:!ir:[r 3_; ; Dnhcm i-:}f the Tf,:hn darlmr-—fh_u small repairs through
ave ever repaired a ro ; 1[.'3['11}r ?‘P darbaris e hm?,her_ Bashahr nor Tibet
The “u]ti"ﬂt.-?ﬂn and Judh-a ' E:n: = sc}“{ﬂl = .}' llang maintained by the darbar.
been increased. There is g 88 1613 now s as It,ﬂ-lwﬂfs has been. It has never
into an m{-ﬂ.ﬂlr"‘nmm to ;hl}u r'r:b?m for increase,  We have never in my time entered
subvention for an Y urlya} f;"’“‘l;lf to Bashahr nor have we paid. No demand for
settlement by Bashahr I D‘:’;’ “;; een made by us. In my time there has been no
this enquiry T | e e gt from Bashahr has ever come to Nilang. Before
{wiry 1 have never seen a Bashahr officer,  We Jadhs have never complained

Tibﬂt tj”l.t t! 1 G
g b Iﬂhrl {Iﬂ\'ﬂl'ﬂmr'ut hB ey
e S I]lﬂ-de a Sul‘\E} ﬂ.r onr ]Eﬂd Or {"ll.:"l.'il"'-j

In my tima w2 have never presented any nazar to Basha

i  neve : \ shahr. We call
g}-‘;i::u!?.llmf Bashahris or Bhotias. We speak a Garhwali language am(:}lrll?;:l?
TR £ u]nnt‘ know the Bashahri language. Nor do any Jadhs as far as I know,
i I;rc:;;lpﬁ: r{gild to Basharhr 18 from Uttar Kashi through Rewain. There is a
Dever trade :’:‘:; ‘E‘r“]i the Nela pass to Bashahr, It is open in Asarh onlv. We
Make Pllrr‘hnses] .‘*ﬁ ishr.  When we go to Rampur in Bashahr for the mela to
duties. There | Wwe fave to pay customs duties. All persons have to pay these
¥t boon ko Bn;hug T‘i’]ﬂd through the Chor Gad to Bashahr. None of us have
ey Glli r E‘mt way nor has anyone ever come from Bashahr that iav.
and tha Jeluklfago {;:'M;ﬂd El:l lfn thie Jadhung Gad, and everywhere between Suki
Fo 0 e S ey o T Tt monisi he e i Niog

26th October 1934, (d) R. H. WILLIAMSON.

Sd. by Bashahr representative,

I am not a ¢
my father,

Ever singa [ & vi
toBali gm:e ,;ﬂ,_:;., n![‘le;l:fbelr the villages of Mukhba, Dharali and villages down

Pari. nmy time the malguzars of Nflang hav Anji
net Eflgt;:h :ndtﬁlm_n} Chand. The revenue is collected by l:ﬁelli:aélﬂzzwa: -;.‘t'!l}l
il ChI::.E;- E:E t:;r remitting to the Tehri darbar. ere is no Toad at e.lﬁ
at Utkar Kashi and Bashahr. Pur and Bashahr men come to th |
i i and Dunda in the month of Magh. 8o do le £ aﬁe 3.4
ghans, Tibetans, ete. Iam not g fore; b ek g
one of the Jadhs <o Nilang, reigner married into Nilang., I am

esident of Almora district. Iam a resident of Garhwal. So was.
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I pay 6} annas revenue for my land in Nilang and 4} annas for my land in
Bagon (Harsil) and 8} annas for my land in Dunda.

If I do anything agamst the darbar I shall be punished. T am not precluded
from giving true evidence. The present malguzar is Sher Singh. There have
been many others since Sham Chand. '

Formerly there were no papers of individual assessment. I know nothing
personally of any settlement before that of 1872 8. (1915 A.D.). I do not know
anything of 1960 Sembat, I was at school then. I have seen forest work done
in the Chor (vad valley by a thekedar Pt. Ghana Nand of the Tehri darbar. There
has only been one census in my time conducted by the Tehri darbar I remember
the following cases between Jadhs which actually arose during our stay in Nilang :—

1. Dhyan Singh vs. Garda A criminal case, in Jadhung, 7 or 8 years ago.

This was decided by the Panchayat
of which I am a member.

2. Molya ve. Ram Singh A revenue case about a khul—7 or8 years
Re. exd. ago.

.\I{.’ present assessment 1s on a settlement of 1802 8. conducted by Pt. Ram
Prasad.

A census was last made 3 or 4 years ago. [ do not give evidence from fear
of the darbar. I give the real truth on my oath.

By P. A. Telri.

In my time I never saw any abadi on the right bank of the Jadh Ganga. 1
have never heard of it. There were formerly a few families living at the foot of the
hill east of the cultivated area. About 22-23 years ago there was a land slip.
There houses were overwhelmed. The families came and lived in the main village
where they had also houses. There was never any cultivation on the right bank.

There was never any stream running into the Jadh (Ganga from the south except
the Der Gad.

There was always a panchayat of the Jadhs. Since 1974 8. they have kept
records. The Tehri darbar appoints the punches. I have been a punch since
1972 8.

(8d.) R. H. WILLIAMSON.

26th October 1934.
2. Pt. Vidya Datt, malguzar of Mukhba, age 35.

[ am one of the priests conducting worship at Gangotri. We have several
Rawals. not one Rawal as elsewhere. I am a prohit of the Jadhs. Formerly
we malguzars of Mukhba were malguzars for Nilang and Jadhang. [ produce
receipts given by the thanedar of Thaknor pargana for the land revenue
realised by the malguzar of Mukhba from Nilang and Jadhang. My great grand
father was thanedar of the pargana. (Exhs. a of 1914 8., b of 1920 5., ¢ of 1920 8))
Also a written judgment in a Jadhang case. We Mukhba people also trade with
Tibet through the Jelukhaga pass. The road is kept up by the darbar. It
has never been made by Bashahr or Tibet, The bridges at Gartaga and Karcla
were made by the darbar. The forests of Gartaga and Nilang have been cut by

the Tehri darbar in my time. The Mukhba herds graze in all the side valleys of the®

Jadh Ganga up to the Jelukhaga. No one has ever stopped us. For as Jong as 1
ga up g Pl £
remember the Tehri darbar has administered up the Jelukhaga.

The Jadhs deal with smaller cases through their own panchayat. Important’

cases are tried at Uttar Kashi by the deputy collector there.
There is a school at Nilang for the Jadhs maintained by the darbar.

The Jadhs are Hindus and Rajputs. They inter-marry among themselvess
Bashahris coming on pilgrimage or trade come through Rawain and Uttar Kashis
There is another way through the Nela Pass which is only open for one or twol
months. It comes to Harsil. There is no other road to Bashahr. There is n0
road through the Chor Gad. I have never knowr of a Bashehr official coming o8
Nilang or Jadhang. Nor ever heard of any such officer coming before my time:
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The Jadhs speak among themselves a f I Gathwek ate B ;
with Bas}:uhl_}r. e 8.lorm of Garhwali. - They-have no relations

XD. by Bashahr representatives.

I am also prohit of people of Bashahr but 1 do not go to Bashahr. I knéw
nothing of any road from the Jadh Ganga to Bashahr.
By P. A., Tehn.

('ungl have never known of any abadi of Nilang on-the right bank of the Jadh
Tanga. !

26th October 1934. (8d.) R. H. WILLIAMSON.

3. Sher Singh, Jumberdar (Malguzar) of Nilang, age 34.

i I I:-a\'e been malguzar for the last six years for Nilang ‘and Jadhang. T pay

(o Tevenue into the Tehri darbar. The Tehri darbar cut the forests from Harsil
0 Nilang, No Bashalr officer ever comes to Nilang nor do we receive any orders
tom Bashahr. * We never pay any revenue to Bashahr or Tibet, I was appointed

:Tlllﬂﬂuzar by the Tehri darbar. So was my predecessor. " Our cases are’ heard by
¢ panchayat appointed by Tehri. Appeals are heard in the Tehri courts. The

Toads are maintained by the darbar and large works are done by them direct.

Bashahr have never conducted settlement in Nilang.
The present abadi of Nilang has always stood where it is now.

We have never paid revenue to Bashahr or any fine or aid or nazar. We have

never made any complaint to Tibet about Tehri having fix 5
Ve never marry ouIt:ai I 1 having fixed boundary marks.

XX. by Bashahr representative.

I have never heard ofany of the names you have just read out (list of Jadhs

Wwho paid nazar to Tika Sahib in Ram ur) ex Toba Ra 3
Jadh 5 1696 AD ok o b nfm.j cept To m. [ know a Toba Ram

2Gth Dcw-!;er 1934. (8d.) R. H. WILLIAMSON.
. Bali Ram, malguzar and sarpanch of Dharali, age 58.

I go to Tibet for trade through Nilan i
, . gh Nilang and the Jeluknago. The road is kept
up through the villages of Dharali and other high villages of the valley and thmu}l;h

the Jadhe. The Tehri darbar S PR - 5 -
malguzars of the Jadhs. es the major repairs. My forefathers were

I produce a receipt of land revenue ted by the thanadar of Thakn
: ; to
my great grand father Azmat in 18. .. . ﬂm t y fi 188} e i
revenue of Jadh Rs. E.’f?- Exh. d. i_’bea.;in{g aealfﬂ S i e

Also a receipt dated 18. . . 8. (last two figures missing) for Rs. 28 from * Nilan
Jadh ° given by thanadar Thaknor to Azmat. Exh. e‘g}{hﬂiﬁ; searlc;m .

Also a letter to the two headmen of Nilang directing th —d
1892 8. Not signed but sealed. Exh. f. T

Aleo an agreement given by the J s _ -
headman dated §. 1930. Ech. ;’. ¢ Jadhs recognising my grandfather as their

Also a darbar order authorising my ancestors N
1017 8. Seal of Raja Bhamhigﬂhgh;mﬁxh. h.tﬂ b Iﬂula.ng e
XX. by Bashahr representative.
Nil.

26th October 1954. (8d.) R. H. WILLIAMSON.
5. Hira, son of Moti Jadh, former lumberdar Nilang, age 58.

I always paid the revenue of Nilang and Jadhang to the Tehri darbar,

I mever paid any revenue to Bashahr.
By P. 4., Tehri.

Within my memory the houses of Nilang have alwa

st , i s stood where they are
th’l‘hem were never any houses on the other bank nlytlm Jadh Ganga. ilaI'lrl'.mJ;v,.r

133




51

goat enclosures. There were 10—12 families living in the place where the landship
occurred. They left that place and came to the main village. There was never
any steam at the place where the landslide occurred.

XX. Nil.

26th October 1934. (8d.) R. H. WILLIAMSON.

i —

List of documents produced by Bashahr representative.

1. Sambat 1913 (1857 A.D.). Original in Tibetan, and translation of an
iqgrarnama given by the Zang and Choungsa people to the * Ala hakim ™ (not
otherwise specified). In the Tibetan language. Purporting to be given by the
Mukhia and two others of Choungsa and by the Mukhia and of Zang (Jadung).
Bearing one seal. Acknowledges that they have been fined for non-payment of
revenue and undertaking in future to pay revenue at Puari (in Bashahr). In the
body of the document the writers are described as Zang Chang wale.

2. Sambat 1914 (1858 A.D.). Original in Tibetan and translation of an
iqrarnama given by the people of Choungas and Zangpa, further described as Zang
Choung wa?e. Addressed to the “ Ala Munsif of the time being . Engages to
pay revenue (salt) to the Puarn waazr.

3. Sambat 1927 (1871 A.D.). A document in Bashahri tankra script (a form
of Hindi), bearing a Bashahr seal—and translation. Purporting to be a letter
from Maharaja Shamsher Singh of Bashahr to the * Choungsa, that is, Nilang "
people. Calling on them to give aid (kharcha) according to past practice in the
repair of the Durbar Kila of Kamru (in Bashahr).

4. Sambat 1930 to 1949 (1874 to 1803 A.D.). Extracts purporting to be
from a register in the Kamru archives stating the recovery of revenue (mn salt,
cloth and lead) from the Choungsa people. Four entries dated Sambat 1930, 1933,
1944 and 1949, Differing recoveries Fur each of these years. Extracts certified
by Shiv Lal and Lobha Ram muharrirs.

5. Sambat 1925 to 1031 (1869 to 1875 A.D.). Extract copies from a list
of fines and revenue purporting to have been levied on the Eﬁple of Choungsa
and paid to Lumba Chering (said to be a servant of Bashahr darbar). Four entries
dated 1925, 1927, 1928, 1931 —

(a) Sambat 1825. Choungsa people fined Rs. 60 for “ mar lut ™ of the
people of Topai (in Bashahr).
() Sambat 1927. Levy of Rs. 25 for repair of Kila in Kamru.

(¢) Sambat 1928, Levy of Rs. 72 from all the Jadha on account of a land
dispute in the presence of certain Tibetan officials.

(d) Sambat 1931. Levy of two goats by the above Lumba Chering—it is
not stated from whom—for a breach of the peace.

Sambat 1931. Levy of Rs. 256 in connection with a certain land dispute.
Not stated from whom but was paid to Lumba Chering.

Above extracts certified by Shiv Lal Muharrir and Lobha Ram patwari.

6, Sambat 1931 (1875 A.D.). Letter in original in ordinary Pahari Hindi
script from Fateh Ram and Sarjit, wazirs (apparently of Bashahr), addressed
to the people of Choungsa and Zang. States that certain revenue (khrad) accounts,
and accounts of fine, had not been settled and directing payment. Signed and
sealed by Fateh Ram and Sarjit in Hindi and Tankra respectively.

7. 10th August 1872. A parwana in Urdu bearing this date and the seal of
the Superintendent, Hill States—signature not legible—addressed to the Wazir
of Bashahr. States that he (the Superintendent) has received a complaint from
the wazir that the Jadhs have paid revenue to a Tibetan official, that according
to the standing agreement the Tibetan official had paid back the revenue to Bashahr,
that the Jadhs had been fined Rs. 50 and that in Sambat 1927 the Jadhs have filed
an igrarnama a MPK of which is enclosed. Acknowledges receipt of this complaint
and says that he (the Superintendent) has filed the papers. Adds that * Ramji
Sahib ™ (7 Sir Henry Ramsay, Commissioner of Kumaon) has been informed.

8. 1871 A.D. Copy in tankra seript of a report (original not produced)
from Sarjit wazir dated 25th February 1871 to somebody not named. States
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that each year the people of Nilang pay revenue into Kamru, that the Nilang people
are our subjects and have always paid revenue in this way, but that now Mr. Wilson
(an agent of Tehri State) has instigated them not to pay revenue. Asks that
Mr. Wilson may be addressed to the effect that he should not interfere.

- 9. 1871 AD. A reply to the above document from the Superintendent, Hill
States, an Urdu parwana stamped with the seal of the Superintendent, Hill States.
Same mark as on document 7 above, apparently initials which are not legible.
States that the Report No. 8 above has been read. Instructs that the revenue
should be recovered by the sale of the defaulters property, and that a further report
should be submitted if Mr. Wilson still interferes.

10. AE Urdu document entitled “ tarjuma iqrarnama nawishta zamindaran

b Ionnges - - Also headed * the Nilang wale zamindars shall pay revenue year
Dy year”. Marked as attested by the hakim Chini (in Bashahr). Text as follows
mfﬂ _ﬂ;le presence of the wazir Tikam Das and the Tasparanzong (magistrate) the
m:.tut! ats of Zang and Choungsa have written an agreement to the effect that the
: e}lj}m which they have been aying so far shall also be paid in future every vear.
l? this t-h:_*re shall be no default, : Witnesses to this Rupan Galdan, wazir Chini—
iﬁargﬂd Ganga Da on behalf of ilaga Chini . Added beneath in continuation
same writing—" written at (?) Tanglikhdi. This iqgrarnama was written 60
years ago in the month of Maghsir (November)”. This document is not dated.

. 11. A document in the Tibetan lan dated the ot th but
given. Translation offered as follows ;giﬂge e 9th month but year not

Letter from the Saprong magistrate to Raja Padam Singh (the present Raja

i iﬂﬂﬂmhr}a States that the year before last the Raja of Tohi has Sirnid s
3 P‘?ﬂdarir _pl_l.Iars in t_!'ie Choungsa land. That he has sent a deputation to
aakg t‘}’:‘: m Te lr!;imrhwal otate to protest to the Tehri-Garhwal authorities and to
YA m:titm tﬂT] withdraw. That the representative of Tehri-Garhwal would take
that t-. s 1 1at he has received a letter from the Raja of Tehri-Garhwal asking
onsideration of the dispute be deferred till the meal at Puling. That nothing

happened at Pulin i ng i 1
: ¢, and that if noth d '
e made to the Tibetan Gm'ernmm%.ltl.g St 2

12. Report by the Sapro i -
Q 3 ~aprong magmstrate to Lhasa—copy submitted to Bashahr
].1;&::;[; Dﬂﬂ—jd tgﬁ 8th month. Year not given. Relates that the Choungsa people
pillars G?Pthmi;a to him that in 1976 the conservator of forests Tehri has put up
e Bang Kyog (? Jelu Khaga pass) and in the following year he, the

Conservator, surveved Choun 1 , -
: gsa village. Relates to
and of the negotiations between the gpartiea: St 65 Ty S

13. An order in Tankra script - : . :
f Basl Pt purporting to be signed by Raja Shamsher Singh
?nrt lm?uhzt H?‘-“d S. 1017 (1860 A.D.).  Addressed to the kamdar of Ramfﬂru
e ":‘fd oy, mPPBY money to Lumba Chering who was going to Choungsa.
- An order in Pahari Hindi script isht - :
Bashahr official) directing the hunh-urdzr uri?mﬂanﬂg]Ehni?élizeﬂ:r%nuﬂpﬂnﬁnﬁ

m at Kamru some of the goats hi 2
month of Bhadon but nng}‘enr giel;‘-':ﬁple had recovered from Choungsa. Dated

15. Sambat 1952. Copy of a - "
s - parwana from the tahsildar of Chini in Bashah
nginal not produced), ac-ll?cnuwlodgnlg receipt of gifts made by 43 {Thluungsa me;

(o
to Tika Raghunath Singh of Bashah : 1 DY I :
The parwana is addressed to :-:: Hﬂiimelfm ool g o cop

Bashahr

i Pgws produced at Simla on the 28th February 1935

: ers—1. Copper plate insoripti iri :

8, : : © wsoription dated Siri Nagar, th

the] Eﬁhﬁafmg thcﬁeal of Raja Prithi Patti Shah of G:‘f;;nl :nﬁtt:fmﬁiﬁl}

it ot ]mra w‘;r‘m reciting the cession to him by Raja Udey Singh of Bllsll:ﬂ

sl i ﬁ;ﬂ h';“ E;RE%?{?E ;ﬁlsﬂtiﬂﬁﬁfexisl:_ the territory up to the Gartang HuIL:

P ERge 3 or himself, territories above (lartang Nal
he o des of Judh Ganga and above Gangotri from Nilang Peak to Jallo ?chaf;

e inscription also recites g treaty of mutual defence

2. An undertaking by the Mukhia s : Y
::E ﬁ:x 30 seers) to the agent of ]&:nﬂm:ﬂmﬁ?;aﬁ Nilang to pay 24 chharari
¥ R, 60 dated S. 1800 (original in tankri) unsigned. yearly or in default to

134




63

3. Letter from Supérintendent of Hill States to Raja of Bashahr, dated 30th
April 1872 A.D. mentioning the receipt of a letter from Ramji S8ahib of Kumaon
and stating amongst others that Nilang and Jadong people admit their liability
to pay to Bashahr Rs. 24 or salt or rice worth it and woollen cloth per head per

Year. )

4. A letter from Raja Sahib, Bashahr. dated 12th June 1872 A.D., to Supern-
tandent, Hill States, in reply to the above stating that Nilang is within Bashahr
and pays a land revenue of 24 chharari salt and 100 haths of patti every vear.

5. Sale of trees from Nilang forest. Three entries in the register—

(1) 175 kelu that is deodar trees for Rs. 421-5-3 in 1861 A.D. to Dulu
Shah.

(i1) 149 deodar trees for Rs. 460-15-0 in 1862 A.D. to Dulu Shah.

(#i7) B deodar trees for Rs. 34-12-0 in 1863 A.D. to Dulu Shah.

6. Census of Nilang 1921—55 houses, 40 females and 55 males.

%. Grant of Rs. 30 as taccavi to Jit Singh, son of Sipalu of Nilang on the 25th
Phagan 8. 1985 (1928 A.D.) for bringing a kuhl to water the newly broken up lands
in Chargad wvalley.

T1. Settlement records.—1. of 1892 A.D. (a) settlement map of Nilang. The
copy of this map as supplied tofSuperintendent, Hill States, was wrongly jfilled in.
I show the original to the Commissioners. . The reference entries in the copy seem to
have been made by the copyist from imagimation :—

(a) Settlement map of Jadung.

(b) Khewat and Khatauni of the two.

(¢) Khasra Paimaish of the two.

(d) Jamabandi of Jadung and Nilang 8. 50—54.
8. 55—59.

(e) " » »
(f) i = . 5.80—84.
(g) " b 5. 65—69.
(4) o T B 0T
(%) 5 i w  8.75—79.
(1) & i w . B.80—84.

(k) Kistbandi.
2. Sambat 1986—
(a) Masavi of Nilang.
(b) Masavi of Jadung.
(¢) Field book for both.
(d) Khatuni for both.
(¢) Fard Rang Sazi for both.
(f) Jantri parta and register bachh for both.
(g) Khewat and Shajra Nasab, Misal Hagiyat, ete., for Ghori Kamru.

I1I. Entries of realization of land revenue from Choungsa and fines from

Chungsa.
Year. Karadh (land revenue). Fine.
1. 5t. 1873—1883 (z) Salt 10 chhararn .. Hs. b
(6) Karakti 10. 2 goats,
{e) Bik 15 seers.
2. 8, 1884 to 1803 (a) Salt 10 chharari .. .. f(a) Ra.T7.

{b) Karakti 10 (b) Ome goat worth Rs. 3.
(e} Bik 15 seers.
{a) Balt 10 chharan ..
(b} Karakti 10.

(v} Sik 15 seers.

{a) On account of fight between
two zamindars, Rs, 15 and 3
khudus.

3. Bt. 1824—1802

17

15.

Year.

. BE 1903—1906

5. Bt 19071910

Bt. 1911—1914

. Bt 1915—1914

. Bt. 19]19—1920

. Bt 1021

. 8t 13 Baisakh 1923. .

. 5t 1926

Lok 1927

- of 1928

. Bt 1829

Goal Bahi Year.

. 5t 24th Karatak 1941

Bt. 1942

8t 1943
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Fine.

{a) Ram 1.

“ﬂ} Goats 2.

{¢) Cash Rs. 3.

{a) 2 men of Nilang fined Rs, 7
and 2 goats worth Rs. 6 and a
khadu for figcht over a woman
of Jadang.

Karadh (land revenue).

(@) SBalt 4 chharar

() Karakti 4.

(¢) Bik 6 seers.

{a) Salt 4 chharari

(b)) Karakti4.

(¢) ik 6 seers.

(a) Balt 80 chharan {a) Four gonts.

() Karakt 4.

(¢} Sik 6 seers,

(o) Ha. .

{a) 2 zamindars of Jadang fined
Rs. 11 and 2 goats worth Rs. 5,

For having fought over boundary
of fields.

One Phuchak fined Rs. 15 and 2
khadus for having emticed a
WOIAT.

() Salt 40 chharar ..

(a) Balt 40 chharar ..
(@) Balt 20 chharari ..

(a) Balt-20 chharasi ..

(o) Balt 1 chharari 7 tamath.
(B) Karakti 150 haths.

(e) Sik 2 seers,

{a) Salt 1 chharan.

(by Karakti 150 haths.

(¢} Bik 2 seers,

(a) Salt 1 chharari

{5) Karakti 150 haths.

(e) Sik 2 seers.

{a) Fine Rs. 10. Again Rs. 1b.
() 6 kids worth Rs. 9.

() 3 goats worth Ra. 9, 1 ram
Rs. 3, khadu worth Rs. 3.

{a) Balt 1 chharari 7 tamath.
{5) Karakti 150 haths.

(c) Sik 2 seers.

(a) Salt 1 chharari 7 tamath.
{5) Earakti 130 haths.

(¢) Sik 2 ssers.

Fine Rs. 254 realized from
Nilang and Jadang peopls
through Jup Chharing vakil.

(@) Remster of karadh

{a} B goats worth Ra. 49-8-0.

{b) Cash 0-8-0.

{c) Silver kangra 33,

() 5 goats worth Rs. 25.

(e) Rs. 66-20 from Jadang
people alone through Labh Jit.

Through Labh Jit from Nilang

and Jadhang people :—

(#) 3 sheep worth Ra. 3 from

Aru Garbwali.

(6) 2 khadus worth Ra. 8, cash
Rs. 6 from Aru Garhwali,

() Saku Chharing for selling
Jan to Arn Bs. 2,

(d) from Khagwa Tangwa for
bringing deceased goats Rs. 5,

13
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Goal Bahi Year. Fine,

18, Bt. 1943 —conid.

Karadh (land revenue).

{r} Giachho Ra. 4,

{f) from Zampa Charring Rs. 5,

{g) Rs. T from Nilang people in
I:'l':l]l_]il;'-l:'lllf'rl'l. “]!h Eil" -n]"..hlf'
tion of Mst. Chhot,

{k) Tangji of Nilang fined Rs. 12
for quarrelling with Banama
Julahu and Nanmar Datasi,

(#) Tangji again fined for quar-
relling with these people.
Rs 30,

() Nethu Nanmen Datasi for
quarrels in (A) and (i) above
Rs. 22,

{k} Phant Rs. 8,

(1) from Gialtud of Chhongsa on
aecount of bond O goats
worth Rs. 25, 7 khadus worth
Rs. 24-8-0, rice 4 chharar
worth Rs. 8, 6 phadi worth
Rs. 5.

19. Bt. 1946 (o) Salt 1 chharari T tamath.
{b) Karakti 130 haths.
(¢) Salt in lieu of sik 1 chharari
T tamath,
a0. 8t 18 .. .. (a) Bs. 4 in lieu of salt and sik.

() Karakti 140 haths.

Entry of deposit of Rs, 36 (men-
tioned in Ex. 15) in Register
Biah Tehsil Chini.

Chet Rs. 4.

Har Hs. 110-5-9.

Ra, 104 realized as land revenue
from Chhongsa,

21. Bt 1953

23. Bt. 1962

(84.) KEHAR SINGH.

Revenue and settlement records produced by Bashahr representative.

1. Settlement map of Nilang of Settlement 1892. As regards this map the
Bashahr representative explains as follows :—

{a) the blue area running from east to west is not the Jadh Ganga, it repre-
sents banjar land ;

(b) the Jadh Ganga is not shown on this map. It runs from east to west some
distance above the cultivation: shown, on the map to the north of the
abadi

(¢) that Dei gad or glacier stream is not shown on this map. The fact that
no cultivation is shown to the west of the Dei gad is due to there
having been no cultivation at the time of settlement;

(d) it is & practice in Bashahr State maps to show abadis in yellow and water
in blue.

2. Settlement map of Jadung prepared in 1892. The Bashahr representative
explains as follows :—

“ this map represents both the abadi and the cultivated land. The figures
in both maps represent karams, a measure of length equivalent to
4] feet.”

The above pair of maps are signed on the second sheet, that is to say the Jadung
sheet, by Shiv Lal, Naib-Tahsildar, Kamla Nand girdawar and Dilsuk patwari.

&b

3. A jamabandi of Jadung and Nilang dated Sambat 1980-81 (A.D. 1523-24)
which is stated to be the last vear of the 1892 Settlement. -

The Bashahr representative states that he has no more papers to produce and
that the settlement papers of 1926 Settlement have not been sent him.

Oral evidence produced by Bashakr.
1. Dhani Ram, Kanungo of Bashahr State.

_ When the Aeton Commussion came to Nilang I travelled from Bashahr to
Nilang by the Chor Gad. There was with me a lambardar of village Rakshan,
Sukhjit ; also Dwarka Das zamindar of Kamrup. Also coolies. We were seven
men in all.  We came through Chitkul and Nithal in Bashahr. I came through at
the end of Asarh. I do not know how long that road iz open. 1 eame because
It was the nearest way.

(3d.) R. H. WILLIAMBON.

26th October 1934,

Maid Daulat Ram, representative of Bashahr State.

I enter in evidence the map of Bashahr State herewith (photo zincographed at
Roorkee, 1915, No. 3640-1100). It was made at the time when Mr. Emerson was
Manager of the Bashahr State. It proves that Nilang belongs to Bashahr and that
there 13 a road from Nithal to Nilang. Since it is on a small seale it does not give
the other area now claimed by Bashahr. |

: Lalso put in the map of the Tibetan border and trade routes which accompanies
!\"i: report !:m_the external l:u_id_tradn of the Punjab for 1912-18. It shows that
Nulang 18 within the Bashahr limits. The Jadh Ganga is not evident in this.

I also hand in a written statement.
o7 ] chues,t on behalf of the Bashahr Darbar that till this dispute is settled neither
party be allowed to exercise jurisdiction or collect revenue in the disputed area. [

E::;l-‘;!hm this written request. I put in a representation to the effect that owing to
b ort tu.ne given the Bashahr Darbar has not been able to produce a quantity
ocumentary evidence and a large number of witnesses to give oral evidence.

(8d.) R. H. WILLIAMSON.

Oral evidence of Bashahr, produced on 28th February 1935,
Statement of—

L?-WEI‘I{H Das, son of Ratan Das, village Kamru, Bashahr State,
Nand Ram, son of Barkat Ram, village Raksham, Bashahr State.
Sant Ram, son of Sarija, village Kamru, Bashahr State.

We and others of our villages and ) ‘
Cliok Geteeies o ages and the whole pargana take our flocks to the

XX. The Nilang Jads also graze in the Chor Gad.

(2d.) R. H. WILLIAMSON.

28th February 1935,

Boundary dispute between Bashahr and Tehri States.

Written statements of the Tehri Darbar repregentative.
Claim.— '

The claim of the Tehri Darbar for territorial i i
r ten sovereignty over the area to whie
;I;:é Efaahahr State has now laid a claim is based on {:mﬂ:n{mm and uniutenup:zg
sovereignty exercised by the Tehri Darbar over the area, with the support of

th 'E L =l " - *
: rgm mh éﬁ;ﬁ, as forming part of the Taknore pargana in the Tehri State,
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2, According to the copper plate produced by the Bashahr State in support of
its elaim, it is obvious that the places mentioned as Gartang Gad, Nelang and Jelu-
khaga and the areas comprised within their boundaries, were in the sovereignty of
the Tehri State till the yvear 1723 Sambat A.D. 1788, when it was made over to
Bashahr State on certain conditions which have now become impossible of fulfil-
ment. While the genuineness of this decument iz {['lll:'.-;tiunml. a reference to 1t here
is necessary as showing a clear admission on the part of Bashakr that Nelang was
known as such as far back and the village could not have been differently named
afterwards. The Bashahr Darbar would claim the area under dispute as forming
part of the Tukpa pargana in the Kanawar Illaga adjoining the Taknore pargana
of the Tehn State.

2. The Tehri Darbar can show from published records of Government, more
particularly the Gazetteer of Simla Hill States, and from the report of the Emerson-
Barker Commission that the boundary between these parganas ever claimed by the
Bashahr Darbar before any British authorities where a dispute arose, never ex-
tended bevond the high mountain ridge which separates the Baspa watershed from
the Jadganga watershed. It is obvious that this boundary has at no place been
disturbed by a valley of river or a smaller ridge being treated as the boundary. In
this connection reference to the Gazetteer of the Simla Hill States and the Emerson-
Barker Commission is invited. The description is so clear and vivid as to give no
room for doubt, despite the fact that the boundary is stated to end at Nelang pass,
which has not been shown m the map.

4. This apparent difficulty in the description of inter-State boundary can satis-
factorily be explained if Pandit Hari Kishan's description of the boundary, which
was accepted in tofo by the Emerson-Barker Commission, is followed and the point
of tri-junction of the Bashahr, Tibet and Tehri State is fixed according to that des-
eription. Though no place is marked on the map as Nelang pass yet the description of
that pass is so clear as to leave no doubt as to its location at the point of tri-junction
mentioned in Pt. Hari Kishan's description. By Nelang pass, described as situated
at a height of 13,000" , Nelang village (height 11,310°) without any pass in its viei-
nity could not possibly have been meant. Nor could it be possibly identified with
Jelukhaga (Sangehokla) with its height of 17,490°. From Mr. Kenny's report,
page X1V, line 14, it is obvious that there are two passes at the head of the Nelang
valley, and the eastern pass is nowhere named or marked on the map but its identity
on the map both in the Barker-Emerson report sitnated at a distance of about 35
miles and height 13,000', cannot be mistaken with the point of tri-junction mentioned
in Pt. Hari Kishan's description. Of the two passes at the head of the Nelang
valley, if the eastern pass is the Jelukhaga pass, the western pass not so far
specifically named, can in ordinary language be called as Nelang pass. In an
case there has been no question about the high ridge forming part of the bound-
ary between the two States, and as the claim of the Bashahr State never before
extended beyond the high ridge separating the Baspa watershed from the Jadganga
watershed, it is for the Bashahr State to show the reasons for this extended claim.

5. In order to properly appreciate the reasons, which in view of the Tehr
Darbar has been led to make this claim appears necessary to give a proof and his-
torical resumé of the varions events connected with this area. At the time of
Gurkha invasion and Gurkha occupation of the Garhwal Raj, there is documentary
evidence to show that the village of Nelang specially known as such, was in existence,
but it is a patent historical fact that during the Gurkha occupation a large number
of villages in the oceupied territory became desolate and have been wiped out of
existence on account of the Gurkha tyrrany and oppression and that Nelang was
one of such villages. Soon after the restoration of Maharaja Sudershan Shah to
this ancient possessions Mr. William Fraser and two or three years afterwards
Hodgson and Herbert made journies upto Gangotri. All these travellers and sur-
vevors have represented the area in question as covered by perpetual snow beyond
the limits of the territory conferred on Raja Sudershan Shah. Till about theiﬂ_ld‘ of
the regime of Maharaja Sudershan Shah from 181559, the area in the vicinity
of Nelarg continued to remain desolate and uninhabited and unadministered for
want of any resident population. About the year 1850, one Mr. Wilson obtained a
lease of the forests in the whole Taknore pargana from Maharaja & udershan Shah
and also a letter of appointment to act as his agent to inhabit the area which had
been rendered desolate during the Gurkha occupation. Mr. Wilson onsequently
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invited certain Jads from the upper pargana in Kunawar in Bashahr State, to settle
at Nelang and established a hamlet of Nelang at Jadung, and carried administration
on behalf of Maharaja Bhwani Shah in these areas. There being no trade mart in
the vicinity of the Jelukhaga pass, the Jads of Nelang and Jadung carried on trade
with Tibet by the route which the<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>