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0 J. D. BOURDILLON, Es cretar tégGrovailmeﬁt, Re-
X tgd - 4‘h‘ ¢ ‘ 2 ‘,- ' ¢ i - A.: tsr 3
With reference to the Proceedings of Government, dated 23rd June, No. 827, Revenue
<o : ..  Department, and Ist October, Hn.d‘ak, evenue Depart-
In Con. 27th June 1859, No.3065. ment, both of 1859, calling for a report on the proposed

abolition" of the drawback of duty now allowed on re-

In Con. 3rd October 1859, No. 4926, exported goods, I am directed by the Board of Revenue

! (e : to report that, with the exception of the districts entered

Madras. ~ Tinnevelly. in the margin, no drawback has “been claimed or paid
Soutly Arcot.  Malabar, within the last three years at ar of the ports of the Presi-

4 e

' <

-

connection with draw

In Con. 21th May 1859, No. 2412, dated 27th May |
: 5 AR  permitting drawbac to b
land frontier on goods for Pondicherry imported at M.

steamers, and paying duty_there, a sum under Rupees 100 has

certificate of the Madras Collector of Sea Customs,

S Remsea i R B0 - K 3. The order of Government Was necessary to put the Lang
L R e _ s § i as the Sea Customs, which the law now requires, e 3 oy 3
e ' ! 1856-57.....cciiiivimiiinnieniine. 106 2 4 of drawback paid in the last three years
18GY-G81. s sobw wastanna sibbns. & 10255 o, T8 18 1 has been only Rupees 236-1-7, as shown
185800 c1 smavsnrinnnnas souvusinsbisinn - DB 2. B .5 the margin. Neither the British nor 3
: Vi - native merchants there expressed then
Lotal Rs... 236 1 7 selves adverse to the abolition of the system

- when consulted by the ‘Collector.

v 2 5. In Malabar drawback has been paid
1RO ke 890 15 11 only at Cochin to the amount of Rupees
1857-58,.. 2,807 7 5 7,370-15-8 in the last three years, and there
1858-59... wresccinnnnnnnne 3,672 8 4 the Collector believes that it is claimed in

e . most instances solely in view to the evasion
- Total Rs... 7,870 15 8 of the just demands of the State, by exporting
S P ST the goods to the Cochin and Travancore
e e ports, and bringing them back into our ter-
 backwater and inland navigation, Tk abuse which was formerly car-

‘hin sirkar port of Mullapuram, until checked b

lished, the privilege of bonding goods s
special precautions will be needed to guard against a still m
goads for the Cochin market. In none of th
tained'in the Drawba t, and th




s

Proceedings" of the Madras Govémment, Revenue Department,
for the month of December 1859.

10. On this point of the * reserved duty,” however, some doubt exists. The Chamber of
Commerce ask for an assurance that this will no longer be cqllect’ed, as unless t'h:_;t measure ac-
company the abolition of drawback, ‘thiyprotest against the withdrawal of the privilege, as being
one of the few facilities afforded to trade by Government in this country, and which should be
increased rather than diminished. X

11. They consider that duty should be levied only on such goods as are consumed i.n the
country and that every means should be afforded by Government to allow of Madras being 2
dep6t for European goods whence other settlements may be supplied.

12. The abolition of the reserved duty on goods in bond would, however, afford an a i
ditional facility for this purpose. 3

13. So far as the Board can see, and supposing that they are correct in thinking that the
reserved duty will be abolished with the privilege of drawback, and goods could be exported
frec from bond, they are of opinion that trade would be benefited rather than injured by the
measure and that only in the special case of the goods for Pondicherry imported from Europe
by the mail steamers and overland route would hardship result. They think that liberal

policy and courtesy, to an Ally alike dictate a special reservation in favor of this peculiar ’

traffic.

Ordered in consequence that the following letter be despatched.

No. 36.  From J. D. BOURDILLON, Esq., Secretary to the Government of Fort St. George;

to W. GREY, Esq., Secretary to the Government of India; dated 6th December
1859, No. 1650.

'With reference to your letter of the 9th June last, No. 1139, I am directed by the Honor-

_ able the Governor in Council to forward copy of one from
14¢h November 1859 No. 4675. the Board of Revenue reporting on the proposal to abolish
. the drawback of duty now allowed on goods re-exported

by sea.
2, The Board represent that during the last three years drawback has been paid only
in four districts, and to the extent specified
South Arcot ... .. wu . o .. 100 in the margin; that no special establishment
Tinnevelly ... .o oo see e 236 is entertained for the purposes of the

BEalabar oo Soa et Daesk e i vy, GOL

drawback, and that, consequently no reduc-
_Mddfﬂ... s e e e P e %,228

tion of establishments will be rendered fea-
sible by its abolition.

3. The small amount set down as paid in South Arcot, was not pai ods re-exported
by sea, but was granted on the land frontier, under the order of this GE:admo::egl;: r:p:rtedpin x:y
letter of 16th July 1859 No. 952 on goods for Pondicherry imported by sea into Madras on
payment of duty,_ _and conVeyed. by land to Pondicherry. In Tinnevelly the abolition of the

system of ‘drawback is not objected to by the trading community,

4. At the port of Cochin in Malabar, drawback is claimed merely for urposes of smug-
gling ; and this Government has, in passing orders on another report from the Board of Revenue

on that subject, prohibited the payment of drawback on goods exported from Cochin to Palli-
port.

5. The Government of India wished to have the opinion of the Madras Chamber of
Commerce on the proposed measure, and I enclose copy of a letter from that body on the
subject. It will be seen that the Chamber express decided opposition to the abolition of
drawback ; on the ground that this is one of the few facilities afforded to trade by Government
in this country, which facilities ought in their opinion to be increased rather thlnylessened.

6. The Chamber appear to have overlooked the advantage to t B .
of bonding, with which it is not proposed to interfere. tage to trade arising from the practice

7. The Board of Revenue express the opinion that if i i <
is abolished, a special exception, shoulfl be ma.ge in favm-l ofth;og?;c?oc: ;f;;}lli::;ng ditt:WBratceh
from Europe into Madras by the mail steamers and conveyed from this port b t;znd P-oTbis
Government desires to support that recommendation, 2 .
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