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Summéry of correspondence with the Government of Madras regarding the pres
paration of Monthly and Annual dccounts of Sea-borne Trade.

Ix the letter from this Department No, 187, dated the 3rd March 1875,
the attention of the Government of Madras was invited to the delay in the
éransmission of one of the monthly tables of trade and navigation for the
month of November 1874 It was pointed out that such delays were the cause
of much inconvenience, and that n the case in question not only was the
publication of the consolidated moz_lthly return for British India for November
prevented, but that the preparation of the account of foreign trade which
forms part of the Annual Statement qf the Finances of India had also to be
kept back, though it was .urgently required. - The Government of Madras was
requested to issue instructions to the officers responsible for the preparation of the
monthly accounts of trade and navigation which would ensure their submis-
sion to the Government of India within one month after the expiration of the
period to which they relate. The missing table was received on the 5tif March
or more than three months after the close of the month to which it referred.

9. With the Circular of the 22nd January, Nos. 78—81, were forwarded
to the Government of Madras extractsv.from a report of a committee appointed
by the Secretary of State, commenting on the manner ig which the Indian
rotnrns of sea-bogne trade Were comp:]e:d, and suggesting improvements. In
this Circular instructions were comm_umcateq regprdm_g such of the committee’s
instructions as seemed capable of being carried into npmediate effect. With .
the Circular Nos. 82—8b, of the same date as the foregoing, were fransmitted to
the Government of Madras a set of fourteen fqrn}s which the Secretary of
State required to be filled up ann_ually for transmission to England as soon
after the close of the year as possible. They were forw‘rarded with the following
remarks: & % eitis requested that they may be circulated to all the ports
in Madras to be filled up from the corrected totals of the monthly returns and
transmitted, within a week after the close of the year to which they refer, to'
the chief Customs officer in the Presidency. This officer will cause the forms
thus filled up to be thrown into a summary fpr the Presidency, and after the
ﬁgures have been carefully revised, the summary Sholll‘d be transmitted in
duplicate with the least’pOSSible delay.” In the Resolution recorded in this
Department on the 91% April last, Nos. 66—69 C., after further and more
detailed instructions i connection with the preparation of the forms had
been given, it was stated (para. 20): There 12 also much delay in the
submission of the monthly accounts to the Government of India. His
Excellency in Couneil considers it essential that the monthly consolidated
accounts of the Government of India should not be published later than two
months after date. To ensure this result, each local monthly accomit must
(former orders on this point being superseded) be despatchied to this Depart-
ment without fail within one month after the last day of the month to which
the account refers. Local Governments should adopt measures to ensure the
punctual submission from subordinate ports, within seven days after expiry of
the month, of the returns required for the compilation of the accounts of the
province.” :

3. With the letter from the Government of Madras of the 13th April,
No. ‘588, was submitted a communication from the Board of Revenue dated
the 2nd idem explaining the delay in the submission of the missing return
for November. It seems that the return was delayed for certain information
required from the Collector of Sea Customs, Madras. The statement received .
from that officer on the 19th December 1874 was imperfect, but he was not
askedgfor a revised return until nearly a month latgr, i. e, on, the 13th Janu-
ary 1875, This was furnished on the 27th January, but apparently nothing
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was done with it until the receipt of two telegrams from this office dated th
8th and 17th February, when it was examinegrand again found to be incorrec:
A correct returq was at last received on the 25th February and sent to the Gov-
ernment of India on the 27th. The Board added : *“ The fact is that till the
telegram was received. from Caleutta the Board were not aware that this
particular account was of such vital importance.” It must here be observed
that a consolidated return cannot be compiled and published until the com-
pﬂegs are in possession of the whole of the materials on which the compilation
is based and that the absence of this return, consequently, not only made it
%npoisxgle to utilise the returns which had already been submitted by the
t;%mr ut also all those which had beeny received in due course from the
other Rx}‘)(;VInclal Governments. The Board went on to point out that it was
::3{)0881 the to subu_nh the retums_earlier than they had generally been rendered
b :ss ef establishment was increased, and they based the claim for an
ease of establishment on a comparison between the number of ports in

Madras and the number.in Bomb :
: ; ay and the strength of the establishm :
respectively entertained in the two I}’rresidenci:s. . Tty

4. The Madras Government :
: ' called upon the Board to state what addi-
::)o:lz;:) l;‘,ls.tta»bl:;sl‘:)ment was required for the purpose of ensuring punctuality and
1t a tabular statement for the sanetion of the Government of India.

5. These proceedings having bee i

B ] . g been transmitted to the Government of
}'111‘1111:, tllg Wzafil pointed out in the letter from this Department N 0,821, dated 10th
gl a % l? comparison made by the Board was not a fair comparison, that
tran_: t?“ : e compared was the amount of trade and number and extent of
Madbr ctions to be recorded, and that judged by the results of such a comparison,
Benoz?ls Wag more favourably situated as regards establishments than Bombay,
sy ) an antlsh Burma. It was added, however, that such comparisons
4 c111(11 esirable and that systems which have grown up in a province should be
j i,'e on their own merits, but that the Government of Madras not having
replied to the Circular from this Department No. 90, dated the 22nd January

last, in which a request was made for the details of the system in force, had

not given the Government of India an o i judgi i
: pportunity of judging of the merits
;’; -‘:g“;‘e“ts of the system. 8till it was pointed out that probably some
o 2 o e:neiltignght be effected if all compilations of figures of trade were done
ntral office, local offices being reduced and the central office strengthened

proportionately, and a suggestion to this effect was made to the Government of

Mad i : e
s ;:f;::"lf:ii:yzlfquest for their opinion on the best Wt:y of securing accuracy
6. Nore

iy ply has been made to this reference, ang it i3 not known what
g;ﬁtlt?en& fnangogﬁe%;:kt&n oglt iﬁ;st '%llllehBoard d:)es %ot seem to have sub-
] , ng its establishment, ‘ ircu
of 22nd J?mmy Fer e ved? ment, and no reply to the Circular
7. On the other han
continued and increased.

s SRATEARe » o X410 6 Gt oo
; ’ 1o 1e fourteen abstract :
required by the Secretary of State for India ﬁ.li?; u}ﬁ‘gf?s;ﬁ;gfnenm «dop
formg‘ Qp]::;h;'l ): 1‘?%2!;82# 1233239@ Afgril,, already cited, 'it;w?s said of these
they.should be probntly sabisittedr e Lo dnd, sofELs T ementin] Chas
10. The request made in the Cireul ; ' ‘
' St made 1n the Circular of 22nd it sone
e e S e B R

obtain the figures required. On 2t i
filling up of 5::) formg should be dgt‘]:n}ch llln‘?t!ml e e e

tion was not forwarded to this office by ‘ ”
it & "o office by the Madras Government unti
.]Gl;:mglg ;:t;«:;dle@o. 8'1‘?}. In erwarding the Bo;:i’s :;gge?igg;s utl.;xtelal m
‘ no referend® to the orders Of the 9th April, quoted above,

d the delays of which complaint had been made

1 the year 1875-76. This suggés- -

3 ‘ i

: tirely
which from the subsequent eorrespondence would shpm to have been entirel;
overlooked. The delgy in forwarding the Board’s proceedings has not been

explain d. -

: une this Department addressed to the Madras Govern-
ment1 :.'tel(e):r;;? éﬁtﬁ]ng for the fouxgzen statements and stating that the matter
was very &raent. In reply this Department was referred to the _letter fro.m
Madras of thg 1st June, from which it appeared_that the only difficulty in
filling up the forms with the figures for'18".74a-70 was that the returns were
required for ports separately and not for districts. The Governor General in
Council could not admit that this constituted any real difficulty and the Madras
Government were so informed in a letter No. 401, dated the 17th July. But in
view of the delay which had already been allqwe@ to occur, permtsswnr\‘vqs
given to fill .up the forms for the past year for distriots instead of ports. This

permission was conveyed by telegram on the 28th June and repeated in the

letter of 17th July- s e
ile the monthly trade accounts for April being overdue, Lheir

promlli' sullsmlrf::s;‘:l was requested in a letter of the 6th July, No. 3{:15. Thle
Madras Government were reminded of the instructions regarding §he espatch
of the accounts in question within a month after expiry of the period of report,
and oted to take such measures as would preclude the possibility of
nd were reques - The Government of Madras reported

: Teql t S.
delay in the submiss}oh of A d on the 10th) July that the returns

: . 2nd (receive
in aletter No. 1001, d: t;;lb::l:s;tigdbt(sfore the end of July, as the forms had to be

;z;n‘%g(f 1;53 lzli%c?lﬁtgd to Collectors, and that the Board believed that 1;;1 wouI{dl
take some time for Collectors to fill them up- In a furfher lletter (l)xf ; (tl ) 2(311';
July, No. 1091 replying to one from this Department of: the 6t d1lem, 3
Madras Government referred to one of the 2nd as explaining the delay, an
: the returns had been impressed on the

o expediting _
%ﬁ;ig ;};%toﬁlgfﬁggigig Oft Wgs added: ¢ Special measures are under consid-
eration for ensuring gfeater despatch, but more allowance must be made for

the great distances from which in many instances the distx:ict returns have to

be colleeted.” ; this D " t by tel
was sent from this Department by tele-
13. On the 31st July a message sne if the trade returns for April

ad: rd of Revenue askin :
%;%Phbg;;hgehsaairﬁd?oaﬁe Board replied 0?1 the 4th August stating that
returns were stpl?l ((}1ue from some districts and ‘that every effort was being made
to expedite them. L b
i ust a telegram Was despatched to the Government o
Mad}at. staot?nthshg:btﬁ: gr‘eturns for April had been received from all }he other
Provinces, as vgvell as the fourteen tables required for the Secretary of State, and
lgi l;en those for Madras would reach Calcutta. The Madras Governmen?
::pliz% w;’n the Oth August that the Board hoped to have the returns for April

ready by th
four{eenystatements and tha,'t no
From a subsequent letter from

date for their transmission cou}d’be ﬁxec}.
Madras of the 14th August, No.1234, 1t

2 el e he pre-
i Ities in question had led the Board to postpone the p

agf:&?f (::‘1 i—,th;h(;oc}-ﬂcﬁntﬂ theqexpiration of the current year, and that the
ﬁlatter was left in abeyance pending the receipt of a reply to the Madras letter

of the 1st June.

i ied i : 504 to

5. 1st August this Department replied in létter No.
th %Mo.d s ;cct]'cie?:'ssof thga;1 9nd and 20th July pointing out that none of the
i ere more than 100 hours’ distant by post

: dras Presidency w 1 ,
gf;f Egl:;ﬂhln ozaMadras, echpt those of Ganjam and Vizagapatam, and that
the post from the most distant of these did not occupy more than 167 hours

i i : these circumstances the Government of India could see no
';‘x;a:;zn;lﬁy t}lj(f gee:urns for the Presidency should. not, be despatched from
Madras on the 25th of the month following that to which they appertain.

e 25th of the month, but that difficulty was experienced with the
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. 16.  The returns for App were ultimately despatched from Madras on
the 30th August and receivgﬁn Caleutta on thg 9th ultimo, the latest of tllxe
returns from the othep Provinces having been received on the 13th J uly, nearly
two months earlier, The returns for June and July have long since beer:
~received from all othep provinces, as well as some of the réturns for August;
‘rom Madras the returns for June, now 21 months overdue, have no

Yet been received, and those for May were only received on the 30th
September, :

17. The fourteen statements for 1874.75 have also long since been
‘Teceived from all the ofher provinces. Some of them have at length been
. received from Madras, but the absence of the remainder compels the Govern-
‘ment of Indig sti]] to delay the transmission of the provineial g i
- Majesty’s Secretary of State, The object of the Government in England in
- calling for thege returns was to be

- ition to prepare quickly for presenta-
tion to Parliament o g o geagd

India in reasonabl time, without Waiting for the printed accounts forwarded
oy i€ Government of India ang the Local Governments, which have hitherto
been in nany cases, and especially in Ma dras, greatly delayed. This object
cannot, it ig evident, be now attained owing to the delays above adverted to,
- and as the consolidated annya] volume of the Government of India will be
ready for transmission to England irmmediately, the labour which the prepara-
1on of thege fourteen forms has cost will practically have bee.n wasted.

18. With the ¢ th August (received on the 7th

September), No, lgéoﬁﬁmaolvegiro%?:ersﬁ in C%gncﬂ has been informed of
v ties felt by the Madras Board of Revenue in complying with orders
Issued - as far byek as the 22nd Janwary and 9th April last. These difficulties
Yesolve themselves simply into this: that some of the information required to
» ff’e given for past years in the monthly accounts and in the fourteen abstract

} ..mr'ms annot be given, The reply to the difficulties thus stated is brief : where

information ig available, it should be furni ; where it is not available, the fact
: 5hquld be stated, Thus, if :lt‘lis n:tmgfﬁgl; to furnish for past periods the
- Weights and quantities of articles of which only values have hitherto been

B.h"“’n'.m the returns, thep only values need be stated, the absence of the addi-
MHonal informatiop required being noted. But the impossibility of furnishing
such’information fop Past periods, when it was not recorded, is not a sufficient
reason for withholding the i

_ecome available, ip accordance with the orders of last January.

g AT
>

D annual return of the trade and navigation of British

e information for current periods for which it has
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