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Fort Saint George, Revenue Consultation of 18th May 1838.

Interference with the

‘ Inland trade, which interference could only be justified in the opinion of
G overnment,

by necessity.”

24. After this, the Board consider them-

o ‘ _ selves precluded from doiug'mmc in re;fly to
hat they would “take into consideration Colo.  the requisition of Government in Extract Minutes
“nel Colton'’s su

9gestions for the establish- Consultation 24th November 1857, para, 40,*

* ment of Inland Depots and for storing salt than to recommend the establishment of De-
“ at the Seaports,”

In Consultatisn 15th Janwary 1838,

ty to the place of manufacture, either on the high
Road, or at a neighbouring seaport.

proposed for lessening the price,of salt in the interior, (para. 12 of these
whacks. e

25. The 3d mode
Proceedings) is by dra
26. In
ou th

nece

para. 193 of their Salt.MemOWum of 1854, the Board %ﬁ}ccted to drawbacks
¢ same principle nearly that they objected to Depots, and were of opinion that it would be .

t Appendiz K. No, 19
from the bulkiness of

the interior, asto heutralize the effect of almost any drawback gl begfln“d"‘;ieh"t |
material detriment 1o the Monopoly.”

27.  Another difficulty
the expense of private carri

with regard to drawbacks is, that though the drawback toxnv?r
: > Wwould not eM such an expenditure as the cost of ‘iul‘)hc
L rriage, yet the delay and vexation caused to the trader, as in the case-of Tramsit duties, §
, by the necessity for unloading and reweighing would be great, for a Rawana received at the
salt store would be 8o seeuri 8 B

ty ; that the quantity entered in it was all brought to the place 4
where the drawback was to be,chimed. e e T Ry a
8. The Board therefore with th s : ' before them, are not

. A © expressed views of Government ~ g Qo iy

Prepared agaia to advocate either Depotgp (except close to the places of manufacture) or
drawbacks, 7 P PR ETE Y| |

The Government observe in para. 40 of Extract,
Minutes Consultation 24th November 1857, that © as
*“regards the salt trade, the interests of (Government are :

that the g'll'eat.er ‘the facilities afforded to customers, the
ities afforded e Erple “;e(B‘;”d mtﬁfdﬁ.ﬂ? g
way and 1 orded to customers by Inland Depéts will (unless on the line
ﬁgpﬁumom) n;;;"::‘e that extension of trade which would in a mercantile
IR proportion as the means of ¢

In Consultation 15th January 1554,

“ precisely those of a Merchant, and
e x e 3 = :
greater is the inducement to trade.”

lieve that the sales and the consumption will be increased

L ok OMmmunication, either by road, rail, or canal are rendered eflicient,
mth‘-&ll!stheMtl iti 3 y X ’n‘,or‘ ‘
in this particular will be :fuau’ ! ':::d? of procedure for Government to adopt. ILinprovement

be under Monopoly or Excise Z s et o
om Dcpou will B 1 mu,c h‘;::? if the latter be adopted, the ex?me no-w manﬁ d 10

.

et

h (A true Extract.) - e
i i | (Signed) Gy 5. FORBES, Secretary:
WIS e — it
*DER THERZON, No, 631 ; dated 15th May 1858.

C. Cotton’s report upen his p'rvfeﬂww ,

. Ne. 15
L In rgv%qrz:ng Lieutenans Colonel F

ST peetion g ik, g i S RN s BEYy Lk
R = Vorthern Littoral Distriets of the M ‘o Cansils" [
pgn i‘:?;smh 2::: April 1855{, the Government, in Extract ”‘;;::,mv 7
Para. 40, lmongm—v’h'u'whls, November 1857, No. 2167 Public Works Dep: fop 1 SV

e LS, Tequested the Board of Revenue to submit their opi

| Sho Sentenmnt Colonapinuty oot S
be given to the caltivation of & gar- onel Cm" Fhaiostious ' \ew “‘ﬂ” Myt (1
st siores at the ses port, - W i i el :;i.:!.&uﬁ Mé' i

awelfhi

pots and Stores at the nearest convenient Jocali-

SSary to make the drawback so great that the incressed sales would not cover the expendi-
ture. Mr. Plowden in para. 708 of his Ret“""’
port, concurs with the opinion expre’_*d hy
Mr. Dalzellf adverse to drawbacks, “because
the commodity, the cost of carriage must enter so largely into the price in -

Denefit of the Government Revenue, whether the ult“‘

w*-

: Ei. Mins. Cons. 194h Feby. 1838, No. 2L -

. whichsmay be laid b

N S Para 5 3 They O

w‘u‘ atusuch
| W But as it he

3
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b Fort Saint George, Revenue Consultation of 18th Muyg1853.
~<.~M = S

' wo modes in which Government micht encourage
9, Lieutenant C'i""“e_l Co;torh:‘iii::ﬁ:ion of irrigation works which shall &wcure asup-
n of sugar. .F“"St Zh oughout the year, and secondly, by taking the revenue afier
cane cultivation throug arity. In paras. 27 of the Proceedings of the Boatd of
holding the land a8 “; di:scllssed’ and Lieutenant Colonel Cotton's remarks on
recerded, the Ques:::m purseries for cane cuttings, noticed,

M o s e e e et

the cultivatio
ply of water to
the crop is sold,
Kevenue above 4 il :
the advisability of planting Go 1ally assent” to the Superintending Engineer’s propesal to secure
8. The Board first ** cordially heap supply of water to the sugar-cane cultivation by means
a perpetual Mfd-c f.itl:n ‘to be hereafter formed. The Government ogbserve
Para. 3. of works of ungal refused to sanction certain Estimates submitted by the
; that they have Jately Chief Engineer for tracing new roads in Ganjam,
2 2 considering that the Public Works Department
in that District have now fully two years work
st to take into consideration, any general scheme
n h;nd. At the same time they p iﬂ m ::!m. 56 of Lieutenant Colonel Cotton's report,
efore thO;ﬂ T‘?«gy Qi:}éqilested to draw the District Enffineer's attention,
as all g

to which ‘ Ohis? Eagmogt rove of the, Superintending Engineer's suggestion to per-
4* " The Board of nune ‘ﬁ ‘ Mé'-’i"l’ before payment of the revenue which may,
i . mit ' ovdmd g yable within & certain fixed period after cutting the
i .be e ;epanwsuy to be careful that the security tendered is
i cane.. It will Z would wish to be made acquainted with the information
perfectly ni&e. The Governm 5, the de say that they called for, but in the meantime are
whichyin *eh;&p’ut of papss quite willing that the proposed system should be introduced.
gL It is observed that the. sugar-cane plantations in Ganjam
: FW' : ﬁ ‘extended over to 4,775 acres in Fusly 1263 assessed at only
" T & Rilpees 16,500, or less than 3} Rupees an acre, The pro-
! d' e .0; 15 Rupees would produce a very large enhancement of the revenue derivable
pose

» as it i i d rate of Rupees 15, when the
- only proposed to levy this fixe p !
fronf this source, but, as 1L 18

¢ thes whole year, it would probably only be applicable to & Limited

"rrié.atif)ﬂfii ?2;::‘0?*& land on which the product in question is now raised.
portion o

T ion of Government nurseries, the Government are not of

5. Wit!‘efe"e“w_f“ the f“.g":‘:z;n objection as if it were designed to derive any direct

that the schemegds s on the part of Government; the cuttings would be distri-

it from WHe sale of th’o:l‘:{ung: the eost of growing them, and the effect would bhe merely
ﬂ:tc':'iﬁoﬁ %mewidﬁn the ryots reach, without loss to Government,

k.~ overnment of late years to interfore in no way with
: agw ay that the proposition above referred to is one they will

to

o bette

tor should represent that the difficulty to the ryots of pro-
5 4 Bl e m@ as to interfere vith an extension of cultivation,
tia In para, 7 of their -Proceedinp, tl.xe Board imp.b' that the Government disapproved of
b ) Sl proposal to obtain some special consideration for sugar cultivation, but the very
Extract from the order to which the B'oard ;efex:, quoted by them, shews that it was the appli-
ion of a specifically favorable taxation to which th’e Government objected. Such a course
““°: be opposed to the system of not taxing a particular crop: It would be as improper to
b :P‘fdcuhrly light tax on any specific crop as a particularly heavy one, but there can be
mip@: tion to relieve sugar cultivation of all unfair burdens, aud to remove any obstruction
::;xi:h}:ay at pre&ut impede an extension of the cultivation. :
= In the eighth and following paras. th Board discuss Lieutenant Colonel Cotton's sug-
tio;s with reference to Stores and DGP&S_ for Government Salt. These will be found in
e 112 of his report. The Board rightly assume that the object to be aimed atis to give
'fb::; rs of Salt all the advantage that ‘can be given without loss to the Government, and

" in para. 11, they quote Colonel Cotton's observation that the small consumption of Salt in the

» ing more to the cost of carriage, than to the pl:iee at which it is sold at the place
i;ﬂtu:mm re. 1t becomes an object therefore to'lessen this cost of carriage.
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