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g . Read the following letters :—

No. 159. From W. HUDLESTON, Esq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, to J. D. SIM,
i Esq., Secretary to Goyernment, Revenue Department, Fort Saint George, dated
Chepauk, 15th November 1861, No. 6,324.
‘ SIR, g

1. I am directed by the Board to acknowledge the

receipt of the Government Proceedings, dated 11th November

1861, No. 2,148, Revenue Department, on their proposals for

remunerating the sale of Stamps, and with reference to the remarks contained in paragraph 2 on

the discount proposed to be allowed on the purchase of Adhesive Bill and Receipt Stamps, to

explain that the Board had no intention of allowing any commission to licensed Vendorson the

sale of Adhesive Stamps which is open t0 all without license, and that for the sake of untformity

they would advise that the same rate of discount of purchases be allowed as for Postage Stamps.

2. The Licensed Vendor or the private individual could alike procure Stamps from the

Collector to the value of not less than Rupees 9, with an allowance of Annas 4 beyond that

amount, so that for Rupees 9 Stamps worth Rupees 9.4 would be received, and these could be
, again retailed by either individual at the full value, with a profit of Rupees 4 on the transaction. A

- As this rate of discount is found sufficient in the case of Postage Stamps to induce private indi-

 viduals to under take the retail sale, the Board do ot doubt it will be equally effective for Bill

and Receipt Stamps. .‘

% 3. These last would be sold to the public at the Collector’s Office under preeisely the same

S . system as is in force in the case of Postage Stamps, and the Board think that the uniformity of

system would secure advantages which it would not be wise to risk for some slight modifications

of retail.

1u Cons, 13th November 1861, No. 7,210,

No.160.  From W. HUDLESTON, Esq., Secretary to the Bonnd bt Rasonne, o3 DRI,
Esq., Secretary to Government, Revenue Department, Fort Saint George, dated

Chepauk, 29nd November 1861, No. 6,470.

SIR,

1. Referring to my letter, dated 15th November 1861, No. 6,324, reviewing the Board’s
recommendation that Adhesive Bill and Receipt Stamps should be sold under the same rules in
lished for Postage Stamps, I am dire¢ted by the Board to state that
they are informed that the rate of discount named by them as in force in regard to Postage Stamps
is not correct, but that all Government Officers. ho are required to sell Stamps are allowed a
or 6} per cent. on all purchases to the value of not less than
quired to sell Stamps

regard to discount asare estab

discount of one Anna in the Rupee
i A 5 Rupees, and that all other persons including Government Officers not re
atre allowed a discount of half an Anna in the Rupee. p

2, The Board remain of opinion that the same rate of discount should be allowed for either

ve

description of Stamp, the re-sale being open to all persons alike.

* syt
A
No, 161. FromgW. HUDLESTON, Esq., Secretary to the Board of Revenue, to J. D. SIM,
Esq., Secretary to Government, Revenue Department, Fort Saint, George, dated
Chepuk, 29nd November 1861, No. 6,471, : AL

SiR,

1. In reply to the Government Proceedings, dated 20th November 1861, No. 2,191,

Revenue Department, forwarding for the Board’s remarks a
In Cons. 215t November 1861, No. 1,394 Jetter addressed by Mr. Sandeman to the Supreme Govern-

¥ 3 ' ‘ ment on the subject of supplying Stamps to the general public
in the Mufassal, # am directed by the Board to point out that his proposal to require the Stamp
Vendor to pay cash on delivery for the Stamps supplied to him minus his commission is in fact

*
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identical with the Board's proposal in their P i ‘
ler : _ roceedings, dated 29th October
glveha dls;:]ount to lxcens.ed Yendors purchasing Stamps 'for re-sale. His rat«el ?)g gi:o.a,gﬂﬁ, :3
n;l)t ere hold out sn.xﬁi_clem. 1f\ducement to Vendors to purchase at a discount for oulnt i
than to sell on commission giving security for the stock suppﬁet{,‘but the Board reu:':;:a o;’ "ft!"’r
opinion

- that the discount system is that which shoul
d F
Soinkd do warliimsik ould be encouraged, and they believe that it would be

2' Tk 2 . » .
1e rate which the Board proposed, viz., 4 per cent. discount on all purchases by

licensed Vendors of the value of Rupees 100 i
el oy s p and upwards, is not too large to secure the advantages

3. The Vendor has a very i
¥ strong inducement to extend th '

: 2 Y 5k e use of St ; :
light evas(;?us of the provisions of the law, which now probably pass un;’:g’;ga to bring to
:;’i‘;esp‘;f‘ n‘dg t;’ i h;gea amount of possible revenue. He and the Officers of c(; i h gl
alike relieved of the burden of keeping numer Nl

= , ous and complicated
returnsg. T ; T : plicated accounts s
: lmq ?The Gov?rnmefxt revenue will be rea ized with immense facilit ,daml l'eglhtex:a o
the law will be rendered infinitely less uncertai» \ ¥> and the operation of

- 4 The objections that suggested themselses to Government in connecti

' i : ection wi (i

;ia:c:) (i?eotfl'l ;h;lfnta:;pi :&;;t;ast sta{;ed in their Order of the 11th instant, No. 2,[48? ::::l?e:::rlns o

. Stamps,on it 0d tc; e sup?osed tha: a Vendor will desire to resigu his license “vzit[lllof

e nd, from whlvc."h he must be certain of realizing a considerable a a
. sal of the balance of Stamps left by a leceased Vendor might be e ot

A simple provision in the license would suffice to effect this. gttt

See * Revenue Hand-book™ | d-. - s?*,stem o long been in force in Bquma ﬁiﬂ‘a e
i ; ; ave given satisfactior, and the Board cannot doubt lt appears to
w

equally effective here, l_iuld pré?_e

6. The only provision th ' 4 1 5
y provision that they would a:d to the scheme is that the Vendors should be

allowed to exchange Stamps that may prove to be unsaleable for other S

valne. This provision would involve no expeuse to Government :sl n:&mps i e('lual ¢

be allowed and ordinary precautions would sufice to guard against risk z;cond d“cqnm would
t?xe Collector’s Office in omitting to bring the returned Stamp: again to sto ';co“selql{em frands in
time necessary to enable the Vendor to adjust kis supply to the demand bﬁt ; ‘ht P T-h'e_aame
would teach him what values are most in demand. ’ L

y 7 The discretion \.Nhlch Mr. Sandeman proposes to give to Collectors in the matter of
icensing Stamp Vendors is alrdady possessed b, them under the Act.
8. The Board trust that on further considirati
: b sicuration Gov \ > %
S _ vernment may be able to support the

No. 162. Onber ThEREON, 11th March 1862, No. 531.

1_. In their Order of the 11th November 1861, No. 2,148, the Government et

adoption of the principle of remunerating Stamp Vendors by a commission on the _slmlbltlon'cd the
of by f.ixed salaries. 'They also approved of the Board's recommendation to allo e f lllStead.
Adh.eswe Stamps a discount on their purchases, but requested the Board to r w P\.I(ll'c asers of
of discount proposed by them, viz., 4 Annas in every 9 Rupees or less than 8 e-consider the t.'at.e
was thought was jnsufficient, inasmuch as the rate of commission on a|n per cent. This it
was 4 per cent. sales under 200 Rupees

%" The Buard’s proposal to extend [thE digonnt S}'sterﬁ to other Stamps was disallowed
7 : sallowe

for the reasons given in paragraph 3 of the order,

: 5 'I"hg Board explain, in the first instance, that they did not contemplate the allow 3
any comimission to licensed Vendors for the sale of Adhesive Stamps, as th:sal a ;e t;, i - §
to all without license. It is certainly the case that such Stamps ma” besold b GRS B
is not the less the duty of Government to ensure a certain supyl of th yu:?y prusi
the pablic, and it is not clear hew this can be assured, if the sale ispl-:ft cnti(::ly ‘:(‘; ttl;xee ‘:”;.Of

ion

-
ggregate’
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of the Vendors. The Stamp Act does not apparently compel a licensed Vendor to purchase
any Stamps for re-sale, and a Vendor might reasonably object to buy Adhesive Stamps of the
high values required for Foreign Bills of Exchange. In sucha case the public might be put
to serious inconvenience. The safest plan would seem to be to encourage the purchase of
Adhesive Stamps by giving a higher rate of discount than the commission allowed, when they
are supplied by Government. The commissionalldwed on Adhesive Stamps might reasonably
be lower than that allowed for other Stamps, and thus there would be little if 2ny additional

expense. ] ;
4. The Board next point out that they were mistaken in supposing that the rate of

discount allowed for the sale of Postage labels was 4 Annas in every 9 Rupees. The actual
rate they have ascertained is 1 Anna in the Rupeze or 63 per cent. to Government Officers
required to sell labels, and half that rate to all others provided that not less than 5 Rupees worth
are bought at once. They would, however, grant the same rate of discount to all alike.

5. Inmaking this recommendation the Board overlook the important consideration on which
the difference in the rate of discount is based. The Post Office compels a certain number of its
officials to buy and keep labels for sale, and in return it grants them a higher remuneration than it
offers to those on whom no such obligation rests. This is only just, but the practice is im-
¢, it shows that the Post Office, notwithstanding the comparatively low
value of its labels, none of which exceed 8 Annas, the currency which the smaller denominations
have as money in many instances, and the trifling penalty which the non-use of a label involves
does not consider it right or safe to Jeave the public dependent on optional sellers.

6, This goes far to confirm the doubts entertained by Goverment of the safety of leaving
the sale of Adhesive Stamps entirely to those who may see fit to buy them on their own account.
with reference to the above remarks,

7. The Board are requested to reconsider the subject,
and to state how far the commission system has been introduced, and how it has worked.

(Signed) T. PYCROFT,
Ck'iqf Secretary.
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