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Enc. 1.
Report. on a sample of common Salt from Madura sent for examination by the Revenue Board.

Qualitative examination showed that this sample of salt contained the following substances i~
Acids. Bases.
Chlorine. Soda.
Sulphuric. Potash.
Nitrie. Iron.
Silicic. Alumina.
Lime.
Magnesia.

Besides the above-mentioned substances, there was a notable portion of organic matter.

From the results shown by the qualitative analysis, it is evident that the salt under examina-
tion contains all the usual impurities present in crude samples of common (sea) salt.

Iu order to ascértain whether these impurities were present in greater proportions than in the
ordinary salt used by the natives here and sold in the bazar, an equal weight of bazar salt was
dissolved in a quantity of distilled water four-fluid ounces, equal to that employed for the solation
of the salt sent for examination.

. Apalysis proved that the Madras salt contained quite as large a quantity of lime, maguesia,
iron. alumina with silicic and sulphurie acids ; so far both kinds of salt are equally objectionable,
However, as the Madras salt is not found to be injurious generally, or rather, as any evil effects
that may drise from- taking into the system decomposing vegetable matter earthy sulphates,
chlorides, &c., have not been detected, some other cause for the effects complained of must exist,
unless the complaints themselves be fanciful and unfounded.

[ormer experience indicated a farther inquiry into the relative amounts of nitrates contained
in both the samplesof common salt. This path of examination pointed oub at once a marked
difference in the composition of the two kinds of salt ; Madras salt contains but a very small portion
of nitrates. The salt sent for examination contains comparatively a large portion. This satisfac®
torily accounts for the dislike expressed by the natives o this kind of salt.
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