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The Chamber of gommerce, 1
. . {
' ‘ ) MapRras, 23rd October, 1896.
Frox . T
THE CHAIRMAN, CHAMBER OF COMMERCE,
MADRAS. : i
. FURTHER PAPERS - s '
G.O. No. ° Dgpartxf}ent. ,;ggte. ‘g' , ; To . ~ ) . .
'E ‘ THE PRIVATE SECY. TO H. E. THE GOVERNOR, 3
o - ) °f ' MADRAS. ;
| s ’ * » ; i f SIg, ¢ ' : 3
‘ t = . . i
2 ’ ; \ ; I have the honour, on behalf of the Chamber, to request that you will place the :
;', D e “* | " following statement before Ilis Excellency the Governor, in the hope that a perusal
: i . of the facts set forth will enable Ilis Excellency to appreciate the force of its con-
c 3 ., tention that, in respect .of the matters referred to, the Madras Government has - 1
' . . s : ' . mot accorded to the Chamber's reprcsentatlons that consideration to which they are §
‘ N - entitled. The Chamber ventures to hope that Ilis Excellency will receive a small :
| - ' ?,_ deputatlon to discuss the matters in person, as it is confident that its representations
‘{ 3 : i :  will meet with sympathetic consideration, and so condice to a better understanding
: ) B . between the Government and ifself. : ,
?' g ;; MADRAS HARBOUR IMPROVEMENTS. s ' : :
i = | . * . . . ]
: - T & i" \1‘? The first ‘subject to which the Chamber would direct His Excellency’s attention
§ ) is that of Madras Harbour Improvements. As His Excellency is ‘aware, the
& [I Harbour Improvements Committee—appointed under G.0., dated the 9th Felruary,
! 3 1895, No. 47, Marine—in paragraph 15 of its Report, made a strong recommen-
; . éf ‘ dation in favowt of the adoption in Madras of the procedure existing in Bombay,
"5 - 41 “¢by which the Ilarbour Trust Board would remove into'its &heds all cargo as
i ) s\ landed, deliver the same upon pass orders from the Collector, warehouse goods npen
3 ' ® E warrant, and at the expiration of four months deliver to the Collector any goods not
f v ! { ;i’r “then cleared through ‘the Sea Customs Office.” On the 14th July last the Chamber
g . I‘? i § addressed Government expressing a hope that *early orders may be passed on the
g ) g £ 4l above recommendation, as pending such it understands that the Harbour Trust Board
é g %f i 4 is unable to make arrangements for proceeding with the other 1mprovements recommend= -

ed by the Harbour Improvements Committee’—a hope, it should be mentioned, which
Jwas expressed in the Chamber’s letter to Government, dated the 24th August, 1895.
Some 20 months have elapsed since the above recommendation of the Harbour
Improvements Committee was made, and yet nothing has been done, for the matter, as
stated in G. O., No. 1670, R., dated the 27th August, 1896, “is under reference to
the Hon'ble the Advocate-General.” The Chamber ventures to hope that His Excellency J
will as far as possible expedite the disposal of this most important subject, which so
vitally affects_ the prosperity of this port. The Chamber does not overlook the
welglzty questlons that may have to be decided, but 1t trusts that something may be -
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done at an early date to give effect to tle recommendations of the ITarbour Im-
provements Committee so0 as to enable the Harbour Trust Board to_ arrive at a
decision in connection with the other proposals of the Committee. /3/

*

N

) ‘ GODOWN RENT OX IRON.

. ‘The next subject to which the Chamber would refer is that of the
- present system of - levying godown rent on iron stored at the Custom House. In
G.O., dated the 2nd March, 1895, No. 948, Mis.,, the Madras Government
passed orders on the representation made to it by the Chamber in 1894—in
«which the Chamber protested against the levy of rent for the storage of iron in
the Custom House—and declined to revert to the old system of ground rents, as was
suggested.” The Chamber again addressed Governmeut and protested against the
former system, stating that it was unworkable and pressed heavily on the merchants;
1t advocated the introduction of wharfage or ground fent, and suggested that the rates
should be fixed after ascertaining the annual inco_me: derived in the Port by the
Harbour Trust Board from ground rents, making such enhancements in them as might
be considered necessary to cover the expenses of storage and guarding. The matter
was referred for report to the Collector of Sea Customs, Madras, who stated that '.f
the present rate of godown “rent involved a loss to Government, and suggested that
the rate should be doubled 5o as to cover the cost of collection and meet the rent due
to the Harbour Trust Board for the land taken up. Government finally (G. 0., No.
3643, dated the 4th September, 1895,) agreed with the Board of Revenue that the
system of godown rent should be tried for one year, and "a further report be sub-
nitted before any change was made—this report to be submitted at the end of
December last. On the 8tl November, 1895, the Chamber once more addressed
Government, stating that it was with a view of relieving merchants of the neces-
sity of having to submit to the inequitable porterage arrangements  that it made its
proposals, and trusting that, upon reconsideration of the matter, the system ’of
ground rents, which was approved of Dby the trade and was found satisfactory
. financially to the Harbour Trust Board, would be reverted to. Government,
however, in the G. O. dated the 2ud December, 1895, No. 4859, Mis., stated
that it was not prepared to reopen the subject "until the Jear's experience, pre-
viously referred to, had been gained. This period elapsed on. the 16th March
last, and on the 14th August the Chamber wrote to Government asking whether the
system of ground rents was to be reverted to, and was informed ip reply (G. 0., .
dated the 26th August, No. 3450, Mis.,) that “it is not the intention .of Govern.
ment to reconsider the presént system of levying godown rent on iron stored at the
Customs House till the end of June, 1897.” The Chamber is at a loss to understand
why an experience of the present system of -close upon two.and g half years
should be necessary before a decision either way can be arrived at; and it cannot
but express its regret at the abrupt’ mianmer in which this departure from the
previously expressed intention of Government was communicated to it, no reasons
whatever being vouchsafed to it oo a subject upon which it'respectfuli)'. claims
to be in the best position to form ap opiniof, ’ :

.The Chamber does not wish to dwell at too great Iength upon this “subject
but it feels that it. cannot well leave it without quoting from a petition presented tg
it by 27 native iron merchants of Madras, in which the hardships inseparable fro
the system of godown rents are very clearly established, The merchants say :—

“We have found from actual experience that there can be. nothing mor
- udjust than the retaining of this godown rent, - Government, we believe, did not
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want to renew the subject till an year's  experience has been gained. We hope

they have seen ‘the desirability of doing away, With godown rent. We fail to sce -

how the Government feels justified in retaining the godown rens seeing that it is
a physical impossibility to weigh and deljver more than 60 to 70 tons per day
i.e, from.10 A.M. to 4 Py, Even according to presemt arrangements it is im-
possible to weigh and deliver more than 100 tons a day‘(i.e, 6 Al to 6 P.M).
If a steamer lands, say, 1,000 tons (which is not an unusual thing during the first
quarter of the year) it would take 10 working days to deliver the whole quantity,
whereas Government allows - only 4 days, time - to take delivery of the 1,000 tons,
knowing that they cannot deliver same to’ the parties within the free rent period,.
however willing and prepared we may be to take delivery of goods, and if the

iron is not, cleared in thé 4 days thiey charge godown rent. In the Sea Customs

Act it is expressly stated that in case avy delay in delivering goods is attributable
to the inability of the Customs authorities, no godown rent is to be charged on such
goods; yet in spite_of this ruling the Collector charges godown rent on iron after
the usual time of 4 days. We hope you will kindly point out the injustice of

" the present procedure and request the Government to put an end to this odious

godown rent.” .
' .

The experience of these native merchants is more or less that of those members
of the Chamber engaged in tle iron trade, and this unanimity of opinion, the Chamber
holds, is sufficient justification for its contention that in deferring the settlement of
this question the Government is inflicting upon i}m'porters pains and penalties from

which ihey ought to be relieved at the earliest possible date.

THE SALT OUTSTORAGE SYSTELL

4

The last subject which the Chamber wishes to bring before His Excellency’s notice
is* the Outstorage system in the salt trade. On the 31st July last the Chamber
wrote to Government, regarding the condition of the salt trade of the Chingleput
Factories situated immediately to the North and South of the Presidency town, which forms
the outlet for the salt manufactured at these factories, arrd suggested for the consider-
ation of Government that. the Oﬁtstorage system lad entirely failed in the object
for which it had been established and acted most injuriously upon the interests

" of all concerned. The Chamber pointed out that * the chief object of the Outstorage

system was to do away with the middleman. It was assumed, on the introduction

"of the system, that by doing away with the storage platforms at the Salt Cotaurs

and by. substituting storage platforms at the factories, the Madras salt merchant would
be compelled to go to the factories and purchase his salt direct from the ryot or

_} licensee, and that therefore the salt would pass through one hand less before reaching
8 the consumer. But it soon became apparent that this ebject was doomed to failure,
\: -
| 1

|

The average salt ryot is too poverty stricken to be able to work his pans without an
advance at the begiuning of the season, and for this advahce Le was obliged to go either
'Ec the capitalist or to the native .money lender, to whom, in return for the accommo-

+ dation, his salt was hypothecated. The salt was then brought down to Madras for sale,

ag before, by the capitalist on behalf of the licensee, but at an enormously increased

expense,” for several reasons, which the Chamber need not now specify, In para. 7 of its ‘A

Order,-No. 43, Rev., dated the 28th January, 1896, Government stated that the old

| ‘Monopoly rate of 3 annas per maund was exceeded by the average Excise rate of 3 As,

48 pies ; but the Chamber pointed out that the increase in price on account of the

N Outstorage system would have to be deducted from the Excise rate before a ‘proper

comparison could be instituted between the two rates. The Chamber also contended that

/o
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‘ - .
?s'(xovernment, In 1ts own interests, found it necessary, as a matter of sopnd policy, to
> 3 ' s ’
bring its own, salt to the Salt Cotaurs for sale, it was only fair that a simi-

lar policy should be appliad in

it stated that the result of the Qutstorage

reverse of “:hat was intended, “for the market remains in  Madras and the
. cost (?f salt to the consumer is considerably enhanced.” To this letter the
; following reply was received (Endorsement, No. 3369, Mis., Rev.):—*“ The Hon'ble
Mr. Chambers will be informed that Lis request to be allowed to store and sell the

Excise salt of the Chingleput Factories ‘at.the Madras Depot cannot be complied with

as the unoccupied portion of the Depét is required for the storage of Government
salt of the current season’s manufacture.”

* With regard to this, it seems n
: . . i this, ecessar
to point out that the letter in question was written on behalf of the Chamber anflr
not of the Hon’ble Mr. Chambers, :

and further, that it contained n
0 such request,
but advocated that the Outstorage system should be abolished, a totally dif;’lerent
matter. ?‘he Chamber is thus forced to the conclusion that its representations cannot
have received due consideration, for

could never have been entertained. ,

system had been the exact

In conclusion, the Chamber thinks
able misapprehensions have arisen which a
might remove, and .it hopes that His Exc
the favour of an interview with a small d

personal explanation of the severa] facts
ellency will accordingly be Pleased to grant
eputation of its members with that object

- Annexed will be found printed copies of the correspondence referred to, °

I have the honour to be, i

:  Sir,
: Your most Obedi.ent Servant, ) .
. (Sigued) G. L CIAMBEES,
C Chairman,

the interests of the licensees, and, ﬁnally,‘

otherwise 50 mistaken an idea as to its wishes

that His Excellency will see that undesir-

T T
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ENCLOSURES.

MADRAS ITARBOUR IMPROVEMENTS.

From the Chairman, Chamber of Commerce, Madras, to the Chief Secretary to Government,
Marine Department, Qotacamund, dated 24th August, 1895 :—

In paragraph 15 of its Report, the Madras Harbour Improvements Committee, on
the suggestion of the Chamber, *strongly recommended” the adoption in Madras of a system
similar to that obtaining in Bombay, whereby the Harbour Trust Board would receive into its
sheds all cargo as landed, deliver the same npon pass orders from the Collector, warehouse goods
upon warrant, and at the expiration of four months deliver to the Collector any gogds not then
cleared throngh the Sea Customs Office. .

The plans and estimates of scheme No. A 1—which was adopted by the Madras Harbour
Improvements Committee—and of certain new proposals, will shortly be in the possession of the
Harbour Trust Board, but no decision can be arrived at until Government bas signified its accep-
tance or rejection of the above-mentioned proposals. In the former case the Board would have to
provide the necessary Custom House accommodation, whereas in the latter case it would not have
to do so.

As the question of the adoption of the new procedure was raised by the Chamber, I have the
honour to request that the Government will be pleased to give a decision on this point as soon
as possible, so that there may be no delay in the settlement of the question of the Harbour
improvements. : .

From the Chairman, Chamber of Commerce, Madras, to the Chief Secretary to Government,
Marine Department, Ootacamund, dated 14th July, 1896 :— .

With reference to my letter of the 24th Aungust, 1895, in which I drew the atten-
tion of Government to para. 15 of the Report of the "Harbour Improvements Committee
appointed under G. O., dated 9th February, 1895, No. 47 Marine—which para. contained a
strong recommendation in favour of the adoption at Madras of the procedure existing at
Bombay “ by which the Harbour Trust Board would remove into their sheds all cargo as
landed, deliver the same upon pass orders from the Collector, warehouse goods upon warrant,
and at the expiration of four months deliver to the Collector any goods mnot then cleared
through the Sea Customs Office,” 1 have the honour to inform you that the Chamber has

desired me to again express a hope that early orders may be passed on the above recommenda- .

tion, as pending such it understands that the Harbour Trust Board is upable to make
arrangements for proceeding with the other improvements recommended by the Harbour
Improvements Committee.

.

/ Proceedings of the Madras Government, Marine Depariment.
Reap the following Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department.

Read reminders from the Marine Department, Nos. 503/i Marine and 298E./iii, dated 18th
August, 1896.

Orper thereon, No. 1670 R. dated 24th August, 1896.

Recorded with the remark that the matter is nnder reference to the Honourable the

Advocate-General.
(True Extract)
(Signed) LioNer Davinsox,

4g. Under-Secretary to Government.

- *

OzpER thereon, No. 582 Marine, dated 27th August, 1896.

Communicated to the Chairman, Harbour Trust Board, and the Chairman, Chamber of
Commerce, with reference to the undermentioned correspondence. )

Letter from the Chairman, Harbour Trust Board, No. 1471, dated 11th J uly, 1896.
* Letter from the Chairman, Chamber of Commerce, No.——, dated 14th July, 1896.

(True Extract)
. (Signed) . J. J. WiLson, .
For Secretary to Government.

GODOWN RENT ON IRON.

From the Chairman, Chamber of Commerce, Madras, to the Collector of Sea Customs, Madras,
dated 8th September, 1894 :—

I bave the homour to draw your attention to the charge now made for storing iron
ot the Beach. Formerly all common iron was stored on the Beach on premises rented from
the Harbour Trust Board at the rate Rs. 5 per ground (storage capacity 200 tons.) Since
iron became a dutiable article, however, the storage of it bas been taken charge of by the
Customs suthorities, who, the Chamber understands, rent storage ground from the Harbour
Trust on the same terms as merchants did formerly. The only unmanufactured metals which
used to go into the Custom House were such as yellow metal and copper sheets, which are
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valuable and being packed in cases or bundles of ‘specified weights are deliverable without
weighment at short notice. Godown rent for these was provided for in the Schedule at 6 pies
per bazaar maund of 23lbs. per mensem under the head © metals,” and the Chamber is informed
that it is now sought by the Customs authorities to impose & similar charge on iron stored on
the Beach, equivalent to a charge of Xs. 560 per 200 toms per mensem against Rs, 5 previously
charged by the. Harbour Trust. .

The Chamber understands from what lately tracepired at’a meeting of the Harbour
Trust Board regarding delivery of irom, .that the Board would still ‘perform the duties of
storing and delivering, charging the Custom House instead of consignees the existing gronnd
rent. As this system involves no increase in establishment the Chamber fails to see why the
Customs authorities should propose additional charges. From enquiries, the Chamber learns
that the Customs aunthorities Lave realised that the 6 pies charge would be exorbitant and
that it is in* contemplation to reduce the rate to 3 Pies per 25 lbs. giving 10 days free, 10 days
simple rate and thereafter the penal rate. This charge appears to the Chamber as still far
too heavy and one the trade cannot stand. 1t moreover seems an uwnreasonsble chaige, when
it is borne in mind that the work is still to be performed by the old agency which was content
with a chargeof Rs.5 per ground per month and that little or no additional labonr will be
thrown on the Customs officials by the changes required by the Tariff Act.

Under these circumstauces the Chamber trusts that you will see fit to consider the advisa-
bility of causing some substantial reduction to be made in the amended rate you have proposed
to the Government. :

Ezxtract from the *Fort St George Gazelte” dated 25¢h September, 1894
' 7 REVENUELR NOTIFICATION.
MODIFICATION OF THE BRATES OF WHARFAGE OR GODOWN RENT.
Tuder Section 205 of Act VIII of 1878, the Board of Revenne hereby modifies the notification published

.
|y

on pages 842 and 843 of the Fort St George Gazetle, dated 11th December, 1883, under Section 199 of the -

Act as follows :— .
{(a) For the second and third clauses in the notification substitute as below :—

‘*After that period, single rates will be charged for ten days in the case of iron and for seven

days in the case of other goods. .

““After ten days in the case of iron and after seven days in the case of other goods, treble rates
will -be charged. These penalty rates may, however, be reduced at the discretion of the
Customs Collector.” .

. b Rs. "a. b
(6) For * Metals per bazaar maund e 0 o0 ¢
Substitute— . -
*“Iron perewt. ... .- i, w -0 0 8
£ Other metals per bazaar maund L e - 0 0 ¢”
Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue),} » (Signed.) D. D, Murpoch,
Secretary.

27th August, 1894,

- Circrrar No. 3785 G.

v

Notice is hereby given that under Revenue Notification, dated 27th nltimo, published at
page 1471, of the Fort St. George Gozelte, dated 25th instant, single rates of godown rent will
be charged on all iron for 10 days and thereafter treble rutes. The modified rate of godown

" rent will be'6 pies per cwt. per month, instead of per bazaar maund of 25 lbs, as heretofore.

(Signed) E Turxee,

Sea Custom House, Ma.dras,}
dg. Collector of Sea Customs.

29th September, 1894,

. Communicated to the Chairman, Chamber of, Commerce, Madras, for information with
reference to his letter dated 8th September, 1894.

Sea Custom House, Madras,
2nd October, 1894.

(Signed) E. Tusxe,
4g. Collector of Sea Customs.

From the Chaivman, Chamber of Commerce, Madras, to the Secretary to Government, Revenne
Department, Fort St. George, dated 31st October, 1894 :— .

I bhave the homour to draw the attention of Government to the charge now made
by the Customs authorities for storing irou on the - Beach. Formerly all common iron wug
stored on the Beach premises rented from the Harbour Trust Board st the rate of Rs. 5 per

ground (storage capacity 200 tons.) Since jron became a dutiable article, however, the sterage

of it Las been taken charge by the Customs authorities who rent the storage ground from
the Harbour Trust on the same terms ag merchants did formerly. The ouly unmanufactured
metals which used to go into the Custom House were such as yellow metal and copper sheets
which are valuable; and,. being packed in cases or bundles of specified weights, are deliverable
&t short notice,

From the Notification of the 27th August, published in the Fort St. George Gazetle of the
25th ultimo, modifying the rates of wharfuge or godown rent, the Chamber understands that
iron will be allowed 4 days free storage. For the next 10 days a charge of 6 pies per cwt.
will be made, and thereafter treble rates which - may, however, be rednced at the discretion
of the Customs Collector. Assuming the storage capacity of a ground-to be 200 tons, the
charge pr ground at 6 Pies per cwt. amounts-to .Hs. 125 per mensem,. agninst lis. 5
previously charged by the Harbour Trust without any limit as to time after allowing 3 days
free storage. o - . :

The scale published in the Gazette appears to the Chamber far too heavy and one which
the trade cannot stand. The unreasonableness of the charge becomes more apparent when it is
borne in mind that the real work in connection with storing and delivery of iron woald have still
to be performed by the uld Agency, the Harbour Trust Board, the Customs paying the former

. . . . i

T
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N .
ground rent of Rs. 5 per mensem, while little or no additional work will be thrown on the Customs
officials by the changes required by the Tariff Act.

ence being made to the Chamber,
bulky article like iron, a whole consignment of which it would be impossible to store and deliver in
14 days. It would require that period to land and store alone.

- The Chamber, therefore, has the honour to request Government, to c(;nsider the advisability of
adherisg to the Board’s system of collecting and levying rent for iron storage,

Proceedings of the Madras Government,.

Reap—Again G. 0., dated Tth January, 1895, No, 3, referring to the Board of Revenue for
remarks letter from the Chairman, Chamber of Commerce, dated 31st October, 1894,

Reap—Also Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, Separate Reveune, dated 1st February, -
1895, No. 447 Mis,, submitting to Government with the Board’s coocurrence the remarks of the
Collector of Sea Customs, Madras, and the petition of the Chamber of Commerce against the levy
of godown rent on iron,

OrDER thereon, dated 2ud March, 1895, No. 948, Mis.

The Government observes that the rates of rent for the storage of irom notified in the
Fort. St. Qeorge Gazette of the 25th September last, and to which the Chamber takes exoeption,
are considerably less than the rates levied and paid without demur prior to the general repeal
of import duties in 1882, The reduced rates when worked out for the month are no doubt
considerably higher than the rent paid by Government to the Harbour Trust Board, but the actual
amounts realised will probably fall considerably short of this monthly calculation, as the storage
grounds may not always be occupied, and further, allowance has to be made for the days of free
storage. It does not, therefore, necessarily follow that the Customs Department will make a
large profit out of the rates notified, as supposed by the Chamber of Commerce, - The object of
Government in levying godown rents is only to cover the expenses of storing and guarding, and
if the amounts realised should be considerably in excess of such expenses, the Government will
be prepared to reduce the rates proportionately., As, however, the Customs Department has
not yet begun to collect the new rates, the Government has no information before it as to their finan- .
cial results, and is not prepared to consider the question of their further reduction or of extend-
ing the periods of free storage or of single charge in the absence of such information.

* » * » . » »

: ¢ (True Extract.) -
- ) (Signed) E. Gissox,
’ Secretary to Qovernment.

*

From the Ch;irman, Chamber of Commerce, Madras, to the Secretary to Government, Revenue

Department, Ootacamund, dated 18th April, 1895 :—

"I'have the honour to acknowledge receipt of the Proceedings of the Madras Government,
dated the 2nd March, 1895, No. 948, Miscellaneous, passing orders on the representation made by
the Chamber in its letter to Government of the 31st October, 1894, with reference to the levy
of rent for the storage of iron in the Custom House.

Iam now requested to lay before Government copy of a letter from the Traffic Manager,
Harbour Trust Board, to the Sea etary of the Board which deals very fully with this question,
and shows that the system of levying godown rent on consignments of iron has been frequent]y
tried and has as frequently been proved to be unworkable, having to be abandoned in favour of
a wharfage or ground rent, which has fully met the requitements of the trade and apparently been
satisfactory financially to the Harbour Trust Board.

The object of Government in levying godown rent on iron is stated to be simply to cover the
expenses of storing and guarding. This being so0, the Chamber can see no reason why the rates
were fixed at such a very high figure as compared with those lately ruling, and it is of opinion
that. the result desired by Goveroment would be much more satisfactorily arrived at under the
old system of ground rents, which could be easily modified so as to cover the expenses alluded to,
The Chamber would therefore suggest that the Government should ascertain the annual income
derived by the Harbour Trust Board from ground rents in the past and determine the charge
accordingly. It may be added that all native dealers in‘iron have addressed the respective
European Firms through which they obtain their supplies protesting against the system of,

" godown'rents, which they find to be a very heavy barden.

One result of this system is that whereas formerly natives were in the habit of purchasing on
c. f. & i. terms, landing and taking delivery of the iron themselves, they now seek to purchase on
ex-godown terms, thus transferring all the risk of additional godown rent—which must, under the
‘present unsatisfactory arrangements, be incurred—to the European Firms.
{ It is shown in the letter of the Traffic Manager, Harbour Trust Board, that the ability of the
Board to commence delivery and the rate of delivery of the iron both depend upon numerons
factors, such as the extent of the consignments, the number of consignees, the state in which the
iron is landed, etc., which are beyond the control of the importer, and render it absolutely impos-
sible for him, when selling on ex-godown terms, to determine with any accuracy what the charges
in respect of godown rent will be. In the case of a consignment of 900 tons of iron undelivered
{for a month, godown rent to the amount of Rs. 241-10-8 would be incurred, representing a cherge
'of about 15 per cent. on the value of the consignment, which, if unprovided for—and it has been
shown that it cannot be provided for with certainty—would exceed the profit which is usually
expected from this business. . .

.
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Under all the circumstances of the case, the Chamber ventures to hope that Government will
reconsider the matter, and revert to the system lately in force, such enhuncement of the ground
rent being effected in the manner indicated above as to secuze the result desired by Government,

.

ENCLOSURE.

Copy of leiter from the Traffic Manager, Harbour Trust Board, to the Secretary, Harbour Trust Board,
7y of 4 Yated the 15k March, 1595 - ’ ’

Sie,~I beg to acknowledge receipt of your memo. of this date forwarding letter from Messrs. Volkart
Brothers complaining that their iron ex s. s. Rudesheimer will not be delivered within the few days allowed
before the levy of godown rent by the Sea Customs - '

This vessel has landed some 800 tons of iron and the Board’s Traffic Department cannot deliver this quantity
within the four days from date of Janding which is, I understand, the time allowed free of rent.

The iron has to be carefully tallied, sorted and stacked by size, quality, and description before delivery can
be made, and on delivery has tobe again tallied and delivered by taMy in the case of sheet and rod bundles,
while the bulk, viz., the bar iron, has to be carefully weighed.

The tally, sorting and stacking takes a long time, especially when, as in this case, a half of the iron has been
landed on the pier mixed in every way. I have not yet had sufficient time to do the sorting, and while deliveries
are being made 1 do not see how I can do the sorting and stacking of the iron landed on the pier.

It bas always been found impossibls to deliver iron before godown rent becomes due. Jn 1882 or 1883 the
Collector abandoned the attempt to levy godown reut on iron, and made over the then existing irom yard to the
Emigration Department. In 1884-85 the Master Attendant, under the provisions of the Harbour Dues Aect, also
talled, and in lien of godown rent, ground was rented to consignees for storage of iron on a monthly renta).
This was in practice tiil Janunary, 1888, when the Board endeavoured to enforce the levy of godown rent, but

. instead of levying from three days wafter landing, the Cbairman gave 40 clear days fiom date of completion of

" to be unworkable and presses heavily on the merchants. The
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discharge of vessel before levyiu}g ﬂizdown rent. At this time iron began to be imported in large consignments,
as at present in the case of the Rudeshesmer and Baroda’s consignments, and it was found that the 40 days were
not sutlicient to remove & large consignment, consequently the levy of godown rent was abandoned and ground
was rented as formerly for storage of iron. This arrangement of charging ground rent, or wharfage as it is now
ealled, gave entire satisfaction to the trade of the Port and continued up to witkLin the last few days.

From the foregoing résumé it will be seen that the levy of godown rent on iron is no "new matter and also
that every attempt to do so has failed and been abandoned. .

With reference to Messrs. Volkart Brothers’ complaint, I would point out that other consignees have also to
be attcnded to, and taking into consideration the fact that I have not been allowed time to properly sort and
stack the Rudesheimer’s iron before being called on to deliver, I have made good deliveries as under, viz. :—

On the 13th instant .. toms 70—15 0 24
Do 14th do. 1. e s 72—0 0 0
To-day (15th) : e gy 104—13 0 14

This is fully up to the average of deliveries in past years as shown by the records of this office and is all the
Traftic Department can do. The increase of deliveries from 72 tons on the 14thto 104 tons to-day, is due te the
fact that I have been able tosort and stack slliron landed on the beach which is now ready f{r delivery. 1
hope to be able to deliver more than 104 tons to-morrow as iron is ready for delivery and the Customs
Department are delivering both before and after hours, hd

On former occasions when iron has been received in large quantities I have always been allowed time to
receive, sort_and stack the iron before I have been called on to deliver, and even then, when everything has been
ready, the deliveries have very seldom exceeded 100 tons per day, from either iron yard. ,

I understand that this Department is responsible for the correct reception of the iron in the'first instance
(in fact, I grant a receipt for every bar, bundle or sheet received) also for the correct delivery to each consignee
according to invoice by size, quality, description and weight, and when it is considered that there are often from
15 to 20 consignees (the Rudesheimer’'s lot consists of 31 invoices, one of which contains no less than 35 different
sizes) whose invoices comprise 10 or 15 different sorts, sizes, shapes and descriptions of iron, the care necessary in
makieng correct deliveries will be apparent to all. - It will also be apparent that work of this nature cannot be
hfurlx;l d. It hasto be done by trained coolies who with their maistries are experts in the sorting and selection
of the 1ron. .

If it were simply a matter of bundling 300 or 400 tons of iron daily out of the yard, I could easily do so,

but as I have to receive by correct tally and also deliver by correct tally as to number as well as by a perfectly
eliver_consignments of iron before godown

accurate weight, I feel that I cannot possibly do what is required, viz.,
I bave, &e.,

rent becomes due.
(Signed) 8. HUTCHENCE,
: Traffic Manager.

Proceedings of the Madras Government.

Reap the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue), dated 21st
Angust, 1895, No. 3545, Mis., on the following :—

Letter from the Collector of Sea Customs, Madras, dated 10th July, 1895, No. 3212 G.
I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of Board’s No. 1946 Mis,, dated 7th May,

1895, referring for remarks letter dated 18th April, 1895, with annexure, herewith retmed,s

from the Chamber of Commerce, protesting against the present system of levying godown ren
on consignments of iron landed from foreign ports and stored on the three plots of ground o
the Beach which have been recently declared to be part of the Custom House, as it is foun
ork? Chamber accordingly propose
that the existing system be abandoned in favour of that previously in force, viz., wharfage o
ground rent, which fully met the requirements of the trade, and further that the rates to b
charged hereafter be fixed after ascertaining the sunual income derived in the Port by th
Harbour Trust Board from ground rent, and making such enhancements in them as, may b
considered necessary to cover the expenses of storage and guarding ’

2. 'With reference thereto, I begto offer the following remarks. This Office letter to th

Board No. 368 G., dated 23rd January, 1895, deals very fully with the question of the levy o

godown rent and the rate to be charged by this Departmen

on the storage of iron and the Government in its Order margin
ally noted approving the collection of rents at the rateq .
notified in the Fort St. George Gazetts of 25th September, 1894 }
. Part II, page 1,471 on the publication of the Notification !

declaring the storage spaces to be part of the Custom House, directed the Collector to submit

. . !

G. O. (Rev.) No 948 Mis., dated the
2nd March, communicated with Board's
Resolation, No. 1040 Mis., dated 6th
March, 1895, . ;
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3 .
a detailed report on the working of the new system at the end of two months in view to determining
whether some reduction in the rates charged might not be feasible, or whether the period of free
storage or single rate migkt not be extended.

3. Godown rent began to be collected*by this Department from the 5th March, 1883,
the date of issue of thie Notification in the Fort 8t. George Gazette, declaring the three plots
referred to to be part of the Custom House, and I now forward for the information of the
Board and the Government a Statement containing the particulars required by para. 2 of
Government Oirder (KRevenue) No. 948 Mis., dated 2nd Maich, 1895, From this Statement it
will be seen that during the four mouths that the godown ient system las been in operation the
following amounts have been collected :— .
Rs. A. P .

March 1895 ... -y e “w 5379
. Apil Lo 125 3 8
Masy . 89 14 2
June . 257 11 11
» .

Total Rs. 526 5 6

" while during the corresponding months of the two previous years (vide Statement of Secre-

tary, -Harbour ‘Trust Board copy attacled) the Harbour I'rust Board’s collections were as
follows :—

1893, ° ) . 1894,
Rs, Rs.
March, e 7w 190 375+
- . April e . 193 225
May 335 .. 260
Juue . 335 e 200

AN

; . Total Rs. 1,055 “Total Ra. 1,060

showing not only an excess of Rs. 529 and Rs. 534 in each year respectively, but revealing a
net loss to Governmeut of a sum of Rs, 54 (¢ e. Rs. 580—Rs. 526=<=Rs 54) during the four
months that the Harbour Trust Board has been paid ground rent at the rate of Rs. 145 (29
grounds at Rs. 5 per ground,) per mensem, while this Department endeavoured to recoup the
amount by charging godown rent at the rate fixed by Notification of 29th September, 1894,
abuve guoted. - -

4. It will thus be seen that the Chamber’s contention that the present system of godown
rent presses heavily on the merchant is not sustainable. Uefore the general abolition of import
duties in 1882, irou merchants paid without demur godown remt at the rate of 6 pies per
buzaar maund per month, whercas they now pay vent at 6 pies per cwt. Solong as iron wasa
datiable article, godown rent was charged, and it was not until after the abolition of duties in
1552 that the Haibour frust Board dealt with the storage of this article under their
schedule of rates. ) ’

5. Government has also extended the period of single rate’ of godown rent in the aforesaid
Notification to 10 days with regard to consignments of iron, and the difficulty pointed out by
the Traffic Manager, Harbour Trust Board; and emphasised by the Chamber of Commerce of
commencing to deliver iron until the consignments are landed and soxrted, has entirely vanished,
as godown rent is now charged not from the fifth day after a vessel commences-to discharge
ber cargo, but from the fifth day after a consignment is landed, sorted and got ready for
delivery. This concession has virtmally done away with godown rent on small consignments,
for, us matters stand, very littie godown rent is paid by the consignees, as almost all the iron is
cleared before godown rent becomes due. In cases where godown reut is paid, it is not so mnch
owing to the tardy delivery of iron on the part of the Customs Department as to the inability
on the puart of consignees to clear their consiguments which are, as a rule, nnduly large
and demand more labour than the porterage can place at their disposal to weigh and carry it
out of the yards. :

6. As pointed out above, the present low rate of godown rent involves a loss to Govern-
ment 1t is a matter, therefore, for serious comsideratiop whethér, under the ci-rcumstances,
the 1ate of 6 pies per cwt. should not be doubled so as to cover the cost of collection and meet
the 1ent due to the Harbour Trust Board for the land taken up.

7. 1t it is decided to levy wharfage fees, or ground rent in lien of godown rent, as
proposed by the Chamber, I would soggest as this Department bas to pay rent to the Harbour
Trost Loard at Rs. 5 per ground or Rs. 145 per mensem whether any iron is stored on the
crounds or not, and there is a likelihood of Government losing in sowe months, that in order
to guard against any possible loss, the ground may be let to iron merchants permanently at
a fixed monthly rental of Rs. 7 or Rs. 8 whether they store iron thereon or mot. If this
proposal does not commend itself to the Eoard and Government, I would suggest as an
alternative measure thet the rate of ground rent as levied by the Harbour Trust Board be
eubanced as proposed Y7, the Chamber so as to cover cost of collection, &c. In this counection,
I wish to state that thi ground in question could only be leased from.month to month, as it ig
impossible to say what giound will be taken up in the boat harbour improvements. I should
further state that the Chairman, Harbour Trast Board, offered to two large importing firms to
leaso these sites at reasonable rates on whjch to store their iron when cleared from the Customs,
and both firms, after consideiation, deciined to accept the offer.

8. In couclusion, I beg to.report with reference to para. 1 of Government Order (Rev.)
No 948, Mis., dated 2nd March, 1895, that no additional establishment is required, as it is
found that the guarding and delivering of the iron can be efficiently performed by - the
existing staff. .

-
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Board's Eeference thereon, dated 29th July, 1895,

. The Collector is requested to give the tonnage of the iron dealt with in each of the months for
which he gives the collection of rent in para. 3 of the letter read abové,

(Sigued) EpmuNp Mrvrerr, )
Assistant Secretary.

ety

Read also the following letter from the Collector of Sea Customs, Madras, dated 17th August,

" 1895, No. 3813 G:—

Adverting to Board’s Reference on General Register No. 7685 of 1895, dated 29th July, I bave
the honour to append a statement showing the tonnage of iron dealt with by the Harbour Trust and this

. Department and the amount of rent collected thereon durin g the months of March, April, May and June

in the years 1893, 1894 and 1895 respectively.

(a) (a) . (%)
T . 1893 1894 1895 .
Amount of
Amount of .| , Awmount of " godown rent -
Tons. | ground rent | Toms. | groundrent | & & ,; collected.
collected. collected. g E ?;,’.é’
. Rs. a. p| - Rs. a. Rs. a.
March J4°1,448 ) 190 0 o 1,303 | 375 0 0 1,646- 2-2-18 53 7 9
April 4205 195 0 O 2,016 | 225 0 0 1,349-17-2- 2 125 3-8
May ol L110] 335.0 0 64| 260 0 02195113 0 89 14 2
June ] 1,555] 335 0 0 319 200 0 o 1,229- 4-0. 2 257 ]i 11

(2) Handled by the Harbour Board. .
() Handled by the Customs Department.

REs N—; i i i ] is.
ond h}ay?LlUSTQIg.V Submitted to Government with reference to its Endorsement No. 1753, Mis., dated

2. The Collector has dealt fully with the matter and the Board will only remarkrthat in its opix;ion

. Ground rent or godown

Iron dealt with,
Tons rent cf‘llecced.
1893 .. .. .. .. 8318 1,055 0 0
1894 .. L 4,502 1,060 0 0
895 ... L 6,420 526 5 6

-

O=rDER thereon, 7th September, 1895, No. 3643. )

The Government agrees with the Board of Revenue,

2. A further report showing whether Government continu xisti
. es to
Le submitted at the end of December next, ose by existing “rrangements sho

(True Extract) |
. (Signgd) E. Gissox,

. ) R Secretary to Government)

From the Chairman, Chamber of ComMerce Mad to th
9th October 1835 y Madras, ‘ o the Collector of Sea Customs, Madras, d ‘

I have the honour to inform you that the Government of Madras, in its reply to the Cham 9

letter of the 18th April last, with reference to the wmode of levyin i i
Customs yard, communicatfsd copy of your letter dated the )iofhgﬁ?; " 1?333:; onV;ll'x(::l :l::r%’hm
addrgssed f.he Government it was unaware of any modification of the Nogiﬁcatio;l of the 27th Aam
published in th‘e Fort St. George Gazette of the 25th September, 1894, whereby 4 days’ free stora &
ellowed. But in para. 5 of your letter you state that “ godown rent is now charged not from theg;th

after a vessel commences to discharge her cargo but from the 5t i i
and got ready for detia i g g m e h day after a consignment is landed, son

Will you kindly inform me on what date the cha ificati
issued for the information of the public nee wfm made and wl;ether anky notification {

. ]
—

[The Traffic Manager, Harbour Trust Board, Madras, was also addressed to the above effect.]

From the Traf’ﬁc‘Manager, Harbour Trust B M . i
Madras, dated 90h utober Tony " oard, Madras, to the Chairman, Cha.mber of Commer]

I have the honour to acknowledge recei ‘ i
' ) . pt of your letter of thissdate i
lgodd\sn rent on iron stored in the Customs yards, and, in reply to the questio’nsrecgo:rtda:i?xidkie:yt
ast para,, to enclose copy of letter from the Acting Collector of Sea Customs to the Chairman, Harbo
b

.

. “‘&’

7

. Trust Board, dated the 11th April, 1895, received 17th i;iezix, and of the endorsement of the
Secretary forwading the Collector’s letter for my information. ’

2. Thisis the only intimation I have received that any modification of the Notification of the
27th Aygust bas been made. I am not aware whether any-other notice has been given.

-From the Collector of Sea Custbms, Madras, to the Chairman, Harbour Trust Board, Madras, dated

< 11th April, 1895 :— .

With reference to para. 7 of your letter No. 4549, dated 2Ist ultimo, I have the
homour to'inform you that there is no rule regulating the delivery of iron, which is treated like
any other cargo under the Sea Customs Act. As, however, complaints regarding delays in delivery
were frequent, it was decided that godown rent should be charged only from the 5th day after
any particular consignment Aad been landed, sorted and got ready for delivery.

]

9th October, 1895,
Copy forwarded to the Traffic Manager, Harbour Trust Board, for information.
2. Please report in future when each ship’s iron has been sorted and is ready for delivery.
(Initialled) C. P,
" Secretary, H. T Board.

From the Collector of Sea Customs, Madras, to the Chairman, Chamber of Commerce, Madras, dated
15th October, 1895:—

In reply to your letter of the 9th October, I have the honour to inform you that the
order authorising the levy of godown rent on iron, stored qn Customs premises, from the fifth day
after a consignment had been landed, sorted, and got ready for delivery, was brought into effect from
the 15th March, 1893, d.e., from a date prior to that of your representation to (Government, viz.,
18th April, 1895.

2. No Notification in the Cazette was considered necessary, as the principal iron importing
firms were informed specially by Circular Memo., dated 1st April, 1895, of the foregoing decision.

From the Chairman, Chamber of Commerce, Madras, to the Secretary to Government, Revenue
Department, Fort St. George, dated 8th November, 1895 :—

Inthe G. O. No. 3643, dated the 7th September, 1895, the Government expresses agree-
ment with the Board of Reverue in considering that the Chamber’s complaint regarding the levy
of godown rent on iron, referred to in its letter of the 18th April last, is not well founded ;
but no reacons are assigned for the entertainment of this opinion. In view to what appears in
paragraph 5 of the letter, dated the 10th July, No. 3212 G., from the Collector of Sea Customs
to the Board of Revenue, as to the difficulty referred to by the Traffic Manager, Harbour Trust
Board, and the Chamber, having *“entirely vanished,” that is, before the Chamber's letter was
submitted, I beg to point out that the statement in that para., that “godown rent is now charged,
not from the fifth day after a vessel commences to discharge her cargo, but from the fifth day
after a consignment is landed, sorted and got ready for delivery,” was the first intimation which
the Chamber received of the extension of the time. Although intimation of the change may have
been given to certain firms, in reply to enquiries, early in April, no Notification was published in

‘;he Fort 8t. George Gazette, though, in the Chamber'’s opinion, the matter was of such general

mportance as to necessitate the adoption of this customary procedure, and the Traffic Manager,
Harbour Trust Board, was only informed of the change on the 17th April.

The Collector’s report on the Chamber’s complaint was thus rather misleading, and as showing
Lhe spirit in which his Department approaches and views questions of the nature of that under con-
sideration, the Chamber would refer to his remarks at the end of para. 5 of his letter regarding the
“‘ unduly large” consignments of iron demanding more labour than the porterage can place at the disposal

f consignees to weigh and carry out of the yards before rent becomes due. The Collector has overlooked
he fact that a speedy delivery of iron depends much more on the number of parties to whom the iron
s to be delivered than on the quantity. If, for instance, 2,000 tons arrived by one steamer, and were
reighed out and delivered to eight consignees, it would be impossible to deliver the whole quantity in

uch less than 14 days, and in such a case those served last would have to pay godown rent, for no
ault of their own, but owing to inadequate porterage arrangements.

It was with & view to relieving merchants of the necessity of having to submit to this inequitable
rrangement that the Chamber made its proposals, and it trusts that upon a reconsideration of the matter
Government will see its way to revert to the system of ground rents, which is approved of by the trade
rnd was found satisfactory financially to the Harbour Trust Board.

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
Read letter from the Chairman, Chamber of Commerce, Madras, dated 8th November, 1895.

ORDER thereon, 2nd December, 1895, No. 4859, Mis. -
The Government has already decided that the further consideration of the question shall be deferred
until a year's experience has been gained, and is not prepared to re-open it now,
(True Extract.)

(Signed) W. Francis,
Ag. Under-Secretary to Government.
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From the Vice-Chairman, Chamber of Commerce, Madras, to the Secretary to Government,

costing Ls. 2-12 per maund. 1’1‘hfi:o[:a:h:o e b e . the cost to him b T ho time of |

. 3 . : t
Revenne Department, Ootacamund, dated 1ith August, 1896:— ' . duty was payable on relmoga wsons per maund, The Chamber would sublplt that it is unjus
In the Order of the Madras Government, in'the Revenue Department, dated the 2nd . loss of salt was;; szlllyo,uﬁ;l kae a double profit by the misfortunes of the licensee. o |
December, 1895, No. 4859, Mis, it was stated that the Government had decided that the that Government s bt doma for salo in Madrag under the Outstorage syste |
further cousideration of the question of the levy of godown rent for the storage of iron in : ) The extra cost of salt .brouo K !
the Custom House shonld be deferred until a year's experience had bgen gained. As more may be caleulated as follows:— ) 1se by the constant bandling _ - :44 ' : )
than sixteen months have elapsed since this system was introduced, viz. onthe 15th Ma..rcll, ! Loss in measurement and themf'odrea:'!tlicg g:then B eoory and Basin ” - g ] ’ ,!
1535, I have now the honour to enquire whether it is the intention of Government to continue . Loss inf "'velghbton the dut{-.pm e - - 12 1
that system or, as suggested by the Chamber, to revert to the system of ground rents. . i {‘;:)s:blz tle;.t:;xe)irt ol eart hire e -
1 Enhanced Cess & .. . i —
Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, dated the 26th August, 1896. - Ky ) ) Annas... 250t "
’ a
Read letter from Mr. W, S. Shaw, Vice-Chairman, Chamber of Commerce, Madras, dated . . ted the 28th January, 1896, Government 8
14th Augast, 1896, ret;rarding the question of the levy of godown rent for the storage . : In para. 7 of its Olrder;t]‘}j’c:).f 4;’.,9‘1.:‘:::131:;;1'&; :uud o ‘exceeded by t!le average Ii?::sn :a‘t;
of fron i the Custom Hoose. ) uflag tnl::n:‘i SMOIE(;E? {)ult‘, it must be remembered tlﬁat the i:xcrease in price on {
- o ¢ ’ he Excise rate. .
. the Outstorage system has to-be deducted from the fnds it mecezsary,

OrpEg thereon, dated 26th August, 1896, No. 3450, Mis.

The Chairman, Chamber of Commerce,. will be informed that it is not the intention of
Government to reconsider the present system of levying godown rent on iron stored at the
Custom House till the end of June, 1897. ’

(True Extract)

£
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of the current season’s manufacture,

. (Signed) J. J. WiLson,
Jor Ag. Under-Secretary to Goverwment.

Government of Madras, B

‘ TIE SALT OUTSTORAGE SYSTEM.

From the Chairman, Chamber of Commerce, to the Secretary to Government, Revenue
Department, Madras, dated 31st Jaly, 1846 :—

The attention of the Chamber has been drawn te the condition of the salt trade
of the Chingleput Factories situate immediately to the North and South of the Presidency
Town, which forms the outlet for the salt manufactured at these factories, and it would
suggest for the consideration of Government that the Ontstorage system has entirely failed
in the object for which it was established, aiid aéts most injuriously upon the interests of
all concerned. :

. The chief object of the Outstorage system was to do away with the middleman. It was
assumed, on the introduction of the system, that by doing away with the storage platforms
at the Salt Cotanrs and by substituting storage platforms at the factories, the Madras
salt merchant would be compelled to go to the factories and purchase his salt direct from
the ryot or licensee, and that therefore the salt would pass.through one hand less before
reaching the consumer. But it scon became apparent that this object was doomed to failure.
The average salt ryot is too poverty-stricken to be able to work his pans without an
advance af the beginning of the season, and for this advance he was obliged to.go either
to the capitalist or to the native money lender, to whom, in return for the accommodation,
his sslt was hypothecated The salt was then brought down to Madras for sale, as before,

by the capitalist on behalf of the licensee, but at an enormously increased expense, for th
following reasons :— .

1
(By Order.) (Signed) "J. J. Wisox, r.

«  for Ag. Under-Secretary to Government, 1
‘ ' !

. OO0TACAMOND, }

. Q0th August, 1896,

. . !

(1). The salt has to be brought down in small quantities all throngh the year, an
whether the canals are in a sunitable state or not.

(2)- Duty has to be paid at up-country factory weights, and therefore the merchand
loses in wastage, pilfering and drying on a duty-paid article worth Rs. 2-12 instead of a
ex-duty article worth 3 to 4 annas.

(3). Double transport of salt—(i) from the pans to the platform (ii) from the Madras
Basin, then by carts to railway platforms, then by hand to the railway waggons,

(4). Salt removed by double transport is depreciated, as it is made heavier by constan
haudling. In the old days, salt was brought direct to the Salt Cotaurs in Madras, an
thence loaded direct into waggons; whereas, nowadays, it is dumped down at the factory
tben put into bags, brought by boat as required to the Madras Basin, placed en the Dasi
platform, then inte carts, then removed from the carts to the railway platform, then lifte
again and pat into waggons. * . ]

(5). There is a loss of interest to the salt merchant. - {

(6). The local cess (owing to the construction of platforms at the factories) is raised

a3 much as from 2 pies up to 18 pies per maund—the average may be safely taken as
an expense of 9 pies per maand.

(7). There is delay in supplying dealers from up-country with salt, as it does not Pa
to Leep large stocks at the Basin in boats, and the Salt’ Department refuses to sllow th
platforms at the Salt Cotaurs to be used. Thus, if the market has been dull and a sndde

demand springs up, salt cannot be supplied, and prices rise until fresh stocks can be_ obtaine
from the factories. .

}
(8). As the salt is duty paid it comes in charge of a peon in private service, and the
merckants have great difficulty in preventing pilfering. Under the old system, Government
petty officers were in charge of the salt until its arrival in Madras, and if there was any
pilfering, the merchants did not bear the loss. . ;

——— -
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The Chamber of Commnrevce,

MabpRras, 31st July, 1896.

Froum
THE HON'BLE MR. G. L. CHAMBERS,
CHAIRMAN, CHAMBER OF COMMERCE,
MADRAS.
To
THE SECRETARY TO GOVERNMENT,
REVENUE DEPARTMENT,
OOTACAMUND.
SIR,

The attention of the Chamber has been drawn to the condition of the salt
trade of the Chingleput Factories situate immediately to the North and South of
the Presidency Town, which forms the outlet for the salt manufactured at these
factories, and it would suggest for the consideration of Government that the Outstorage
system has entirely failed in the object for which it was established, and acts most
injuriously upon the interests of all concerned.

The chief object of the Outstorage system was to do away with the middleman. It
was assumed, on the introduction of the system, that by doing away with the storage
platforms at the Salt Cotaurs and by substituting storage platforms at the factories, the
Madras salt merchant would be compelled to go to the factories and purchase his salt
direct from the ryot or licensee, and that therefore the salt would pass through one hand
less before reaching the consumer. But it soon became apparent that this object
was doomed to failure. The average salt ryot is too poverty stricken to be
able to work his pans without an advance at the beginning of the season, and
for this advance he was obliged to go either to the capitalist or to the native
money lender, to whom, in return for the accommodation, his salt was hypothe-
cated. The salt was then“-brgught down to Madras for sale, as before, by the
capitalist on behalf of the licensee, but at an enormously increased expense, for the
following reasons :—

(1). The salt has to be brought down in small quantities all through the year,
and whether the canals are in a suitable state or not.

(2). Duty has to be paid at up-country factory weights, and therefore the
merchant loses in wastage, pilfering and drying on a duty paid article worth Ras. 2-12
instead of an ex-duty article worth 3 to 4 annas,

(3). Double transport of salt—(i) from the pans to the platform (ii) from
the Madras Basin, then by carts to railway platforms, then by band to the rail-
way waggons. ,

(4). Salt removed by double transport is depreciated, as it is made heavier by
constant handling. In the old days, salt was brought direct to the Salt Cotaurs
in Madras, and thence loaded direct into waggons ; whereas, nowadays, it is dumped down
at the factory, then put into bags, brought by boat as required to the Madras Basin,
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placed on the Basin platform, then into carts, then removed from the carts to the
railway platform, then lifted again and put into waggons.
(5). ‘There is a loss of interest to the salt merchant,

(6). The local cess (owing to the construction of platforms at the factories)
is raised as much as from 2 pies up to 18 pies per maund—the average may be
safely taken as an expense of 9 pies per maund.

(7). There is delay in supplying dealers from up-country with salt, as it does
not pay to keep large stocks at the Basin in boats and the Salt Department refuses
to allow the platforms at the Salt Cotaurs to be used. Thus, if the market has
been dull and a sudden demand springs up, salt cannot be supplied, and prices rise
until fresh stocks can be obtained from the factories.

(8). As the salt is duty paid it comes in charge of a peon in private service,
and the merchants have great difficulty in preventing pilfering. Under the old system,
Government petty officers were in charge of the salt until its arrival in Madras,
and if there was any pilfering, the merchants did not bear the loss.

(9). If in the transit of salt from the factories to Madras the boats are sunk
in the Canal or in crossing the locks and estuaries, the loss to the owner is of duty
paid salt costing Rs. 2-12 per maund.  This was not a loss to the licensee under the old
system, when duty was payable on removal from the Salt Cotaurs, as the cost to
him at the time of loss of salt was, say, only 2 annas per maund. The Cham-

ber would submit that it is unjust that Goveroment should make a double profit
by the misfortunes of the licensee.

The extra cost of salt brought down for sale in Madras under the Outstorage
system may be calculated as follows :—

Loss in measurement and therefore in value by the constant handling ... -44

Loss in weight on the duty paid article between factory and Basin e 44
Loss of interest ... ..

Double transport and cart hire - e 75
Enhanced Cess ... - 73

Annas .. 2_5_(.)
In para. 7 of its Order, No. 43, Revenue, dated the 28th January, 1896, Gov-
ernment states that the old Monopoly rate of 3 annas per m

aund is exceeded by
the average Excise rate of 8 annas 4-8 pies ;

but it must be remembered that the

increase in price on account of the Outstorage system has to be deducted from the
Excise rate.

It must further be observed that ag Government
it necessary, as a matter of sound policy,

for sale, it is only fair that a similar
of the licensees.

» in its own interests, finds
to bring its own salt to the Salt Cotaurs
policy should be applied in the interests

possible date,
I kave the honour to be, .
Sir,
Your most Obedient Servant,
(Signed) G. L. CHAMBERS,

Chairman.

e
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%,  The -abolition of ‘the salt i

. out -‘storage systen, ;
) ' i(Selt autéstorage'systeml.

’ . 1

1 bave been directed to prepare a |

1

b

i-Exaellency'the Goverpor to receive ‘2

HOTE.

The pauers.which‘ane.ainculated

Leof
with /this note relate ;to "the %ﬁﬂ-—

of the Ckamker of Commercge 'to Bis

E deputatian-from'their,body. The sub-
jects:whichfthe-deputation,brought A

forwerd were

1. .The request of -the Barbaur

Trust :Board to be placed :in ‘the 'same j

|
v

i
!
|
|
!
f
:
|
1
I

position to 'the "trade of Medras that!

¥

' the Port Trust of Bombay ‘holds -to
" -the ‘trade of ‘that Port.
i(Harbéur Trust 'sked®).

2. The -abolition of 'thke godown

rept systenm ‘for “the 'storage of iron.|

{(Godown rerts -for :iron). g

pote ‘for orders 'setting out what oo%}
curred -at ‘the :reception of'the-depu-ﬂ

‘tation. 'A :'separate note on each.

‘ N
i




subject ‘is ;accordingly sutmitted.
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Mapras, 23rd October, 1896.

Frou ' : ' o o Va
THE CHAIRMAN, CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, :
* MADRAS.

L
M
N
2
N
&

< X R . To
y “% Bd o AGLE & ) THE PRIVATE SECY. TO H. E. THE GOVERNOR
';l? “7"""/‘ s ‘“‘%r%’ﬂ'? <, - MADRAS. | ’
‘ J ;,{,. ‘T & WL K e reo T ‘l,‘Sm; .

I have the honour, on behalf of the Chamber, to request that yop will place the
following statement before Ilis Excellency the Governor, in the hope that a perusal
of the facts set forth will enable His Excellency to appreciate the force of its con-
tention that, in respect of the matters referred to, the Madras Government has

not accorded to the Chamber’s representations that consideration to which they are

Wb s ' ] . % entitled. The Chamber ventures to hope that Ilis Excellency will receive a small
;‘{: A"L %%‘ 5.6 /} € yr A 04]"‘"‘ ; deputation to discuss the matters in person, as it is confident that its representations
. 1 will meet with sympathetic consideration, and so conduce to a better understanding
. % % ﬁ ; ( dds = i 'j /v—-’{( . % ., between the Government and itself.
. : 3
s . - . - ) I i A
» § (o T ke L L o Lo, ‘ ‘ % NMADRAS HARBOUR IMPROVEMENTS. ‘
N b
7 v“} The first subject to which the Chamber would direct His Excellency’s attention

is that of Madras Harbour Improvements. As His Excellency is aware,  the
p Harbour Improvements Committee—appointed under G.O., dated the 9th February,
1895, No. 47, Marine—in paragraph 15 of its Report, made a strong recommen-

dation in favour of the adoption in Madras of the procedure existing in Bombay,

by which the Harbour Trust Board would remove into its sheds all cargo as

landed, deliver the same upon pass orders from the Collector, warehouse goods wpon

warrant, and at the expiration of four months deliver to the Collector any gcods not

then cleared through the Sea Customs Office.” On the 14th July last the Chamber

§ <5 addressed Government expressing a hope that *‘early orders may be passed on the.
P above recommendation, as pending such it understands that the Harbour Trust Board
iv is unable to make arrangements for proceeding with the other improvements recommend-
ed by the Harbour Improvements Committee”—a hope, it should be mentioned, which

was expressed in the Chamber’s letter to Government, dated the 24th August, 1895.
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; - S 4 hs have elapsed since the above recommendation of the Harbour
P A.Jé‘ LAt : \N"- Ce iy - Some 20 mont P

' //}"WW( /‘ t /’# % / ol ;é B / . Improvements Commitiee was made, and yet nothing has been done, for the matter, as -

| / % 7 7 f P S stated in G. 0., No. 1670, R., dated the 27th August, 1896, “is under reference to

F L Deecdh) , el L ey v the Hon'ble the Advocate-General.” The Chamber ventures to hope that His Excellency

will as far as possible expedite the disposal of this most important subject, which so
vitally affects the prosperity of this port. The Chamber does not overlook the
weighty questions that may have to be decided, but it trusts that something may be
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done at an early date to give effect-to the recommendations of the Harbour Im-
provements Committee so as to enable the Harbour Trust Board to arrive at a
decision in connection with the other proposals of the Committee.

GODOWN RENT OXN IRON.

L3

The next subject’ to which the Chamber would refer is that of the

present system of levying godown rent on iron stored at the Custom House. In
G.Q., dated the 2nd March, 1895, No. .948, Mis., the Madras Government
passed orders on the representation made to it by the Chamber in 1894—in
which the Chamber protested against the levy of rent for the storage of iron in
the Custom House—and declined to revert to the old system of ground rents, as was
suggested. The Chamber again addressed Government and protested against .the
former system, stating that it was unworkable and pressed heavily on the merchants;
it advocated the introduction of wharfage or ground rent, and suggested that the rates
should be fixed after ascertaining the anmual income derived in the Port by the
Harbour Trust Board from ground rents, making such enhancements in them as might
be considercd necessary to cover the expenses of storage and guarding. The matter
was referred for report to the Collector of Sea Customs, Madras, who stated that
the present rate of godown rent involved a loss to Government, and suggested that
the rate should be doubled so0 as to cover the cost of collection and meet the rent due
to the Harbour Trust Board for the land taken up. Government finally (G. O., No.
3643, dated the 4th September, 1895,) agreed with the Board of Revenue that the
system of godown rent should be tried for one year, and a further report be sub-
mitted before any change was made—this report to be submitted at the end of
December last. On the 8th November, 1895, the Chamber once more addressed
Government, stating that it was with a view of relieving merchants of the neces-
sity of having to submit to the inequitable porterage arrangements that it made its
proposals, and trusting that, upon reconsideration of the matter, the system of
ground rents, which was approved of by the trade and was found satisfactory
financially to the Harbour Trust Board, would be reverted to. Government,
however, in the G. 0. dated the 2nd December, 1895, No. 4859, Mis., stated
that it was not prepared to reopen the subject until the year's experience, pre-
viously referred to, had been gained. This period ‘elapsed on the 16th March
last, and on the 14th August the Chamber wrote to Government asking whether the
system of ground rents was to be reverted to, and was informed in reply (G. 0.,

dated the 26th August, No. 3450, Mis.,) that it is not the intention of Govern-

ment to reconsider the present system ‘of “levying godown rent on iron stored at the
Customs House till the end of June, 1897.” The Chamber is at a loss to understand
why an experience of the present system of close upon two and a half years
should be necessary before a decision either way can be arrived at; and it cannot
but express its regret at the abrupt manner in which- this departure from the
previously expressed intention of Government was communicated to it, no reasons
whatever being vouchsafed to it on a subject upon which it respectfully claims
to be in the best position to form an oOpinion. ' :

The Chamber does not wish to dwell at too great length upon this subject,
but it feels that it cannot well leave it without quoting from a petition presented to
it by 27 native iron merchants of Madras, in which the hardships inseparable from
the system of godown rents are very clearly established, The merchants say :—

“We have found from actual experience that there can be nothing more
ugjust than the retaining of this godown rent. - Government, we believe, did not

P 1
e
’ 1 4

3

-

want to renew the subject till an year's experience has been gained. We hope
they have seen the desirability of doing “away with godown rent. We fail to see
how the Government feels justified in retaining the godown rent seeing that it is
a physical impossibility to weigh and deliver more than €0 to 70 tons per day

_%.e, from 10 A. M. to 4 P.M, _ Even according to present arrangements it is im-

possible to weigh and deliver more than 100 tons a day (i.e., 6 AM. to 6 p.yM).
If a steamer lands, say, 1,000 tons (which is not an unusnal thing during the first
quarter of the year) it would take 10 working days to deliver the whole quantity,
whereas Government allows only 4 days time to take delivery of the 1,000 tons,
knowing that they cannot deliver same to the parties within the free rent period,
however willing and prepared we may be to take delivery of goods, and if the
iron is not cleared in the 4 days they charge godown rent. In the Sea Customs
Act it is expressly stated that in case any- delay in delivering goods is attributable
to the inability of the Customs authorities, no godown rent is to be charged on such
goods; yet in spite of this ruling the Collector charges godown rent on iron after
the usual time of 4 days. We hope you will kindly point out the injustice of
the present procedure and request the Government to put an end to this odious
godown rent.” . .. e ' '

The experience of these native merchants is more or less that of those members
of the Chamber engaged in the iron trade, and’ this unanimity of opinion, the Chamber
holds, is sufficient justification for its contention that in deferring the settlement of
this question the Government is inflicting upon importers pains and penalties from
which they ought to be relieved at the earliest possible date. )

}

THE SALT OUTS;TORAA‘GE SYSTEM.

The last subject which the Chamber wishes to bring before His Excellency’s notice
is the Outstorage system in the salt.trade. On the 31st July last the Chamber
wrote to Government regarding the condition of the salt trade of the Chingleput
Factories situated immediately to the North and South of the Presidency town, which forms
the outlet for the salt manufactured at these factories, and suggested for the consider-
ation of Government that the Outstorage system- had entirely failed in the object
for which it had been established and acted most injuriously upon the interests
of all concerned. The Chamber pointed out that “ the chief object of the Outstorage
system was to do away with the middleman. It was assumed, on the introduction
of the system, that by doing away with the storage platforms at the Salt Cotaurs
and by substituting storage platforms at the factories, the Madras salt merchant would
be compelled to go to the factories and purchase his salt direct from the ryot or
licensee, and that therefore the salt would pass through one hand less before reaching
the consumer. But it soon became apparent'that this object was doomed to failure.
The average salt ryot is too poverty stricken to be able to work his pans without an
advance at the begiuning of the season, and for this advance he was obliged to go either
to the capité.list or to the native money lender, to whom, in return for the accommo-
dation, his salt was hypothecated. The salt was then brought down to Madras for sale,
as before, by the capitalist on behalf of the 1iceusee, but at an enormously increased
expense,” for several reasons, which the Chamber need not now specify. In para. 7 of its
Order, No. 43, Rev., dated the 28th Jabuary, 1896, Government stated that the old
Monopoly rate of 3 annas per maund was exceeded by the average Excise rate of 3 As.
4'8 pies; but the Chamber pointed out that the increase in price on account of the
QOutstorage system would have to be deducted from the Excise rate before a proper
comparison could be instituted between the two rates. The Chamber also contended that
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as Government, in its own interests, found it necessary, as a matter of sound policy, to
bring its own salt to the Salt Cotaurs for sale, it was only fair that a simi-
lar policy should be appliad in the interests of the licensees, and, finally,
it stated that the result - of the Outstorage system had been the exact
reverse of what was intended, *for the market remains in Madras and the
cost of salt to the consumer is considerably enhanced.” To this ‘letter the
following reply was received (Endorsement, No. 3369, Mis., Rev.):—* The Hon'ble
Mr. Chambers willbe informed that his request to be allowed to store and sell the
Excise salt of the Chingleput Factories at the Madras Depot cannot be complied with
as the unoccupied portion of the Depét is required for the storage of Government
salt of the current season’s manufacture.” With regard to this, it seems necessary
to point out that the letter in question was written on behalf of the Chamber, and
vot of the Hon’ble Mr. Chambers, and further, that it contained no such request,
but advocated that the Outstorage system should be abolished, a totally different
matter. The Chamber is thus forced to the conclusion that its representations cannot
have received due consideration, for otherwise so mistaken an idea as to its wishes
could never have been entertained.

Ll

In conclusion, the Chamber thinks that His Excellency will see that undesir-
able' misapprehensions have arisen which a personal explanation of the several facts
might remove, and it hopes that His Excellency will accordingly be pleased to grant

the favour of an interview with a small deputation of its members with that object.
{
Annexed will be found’ printed copies of the correspondence referred to.

I have the honour to be,
Sir,

Your most Obedient Servant,

N o ot

Chairman,
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'ENCLOSURES.

MADRAS IIARBOUR IMPROVEMENTS.

From the Chairman, Chamber of Commerce, Madras, to the Chief Secretary to Government,
Marine Departmens, Ootacamund, dated 24th Angust, 1895 :—

In: paragraph 15 of its Report, the Msadras Harboar Improvements Committee, on
the suggestion of the Chamber, “strongly recommended” the adoption in Madras of a system
similar to that obtaining in Bombay, whereby the Harbour Trust Board would receive into its -
sheds all cargo as landed, deliver the same upon pass o1ders fiom the Collector, warehouse goods
upon warrant,” and at the expiration of four months deliver td the Collector any gocds not then
cleared through the Sea Customs Office. -

. The plans and estimates of scheme No, A 1—which was adopted by the Madras Harbour
Improvements Committee—and of certain new proposals, will shortly be in the possession of the
Harbonr Trust Board, but no decision can be arrived at oantil Government has signified its accep-
tance or rejection of the above-mentioned proposals. In the former case the Board would have to
provide the necessary Custom House accommodation, whereas in the latter case it wonld not have
to do so. ‘

As the question of the adoption of the new procedure was raised by the Chamber, I have the
honour to request that the Govervment will be pleased to give a decision on this point as soon
as possible, 8o that there may be no delay in the settlement of the question of the Harbour
improvements,

s

".From the Chairman, Chamber of Commerce, Madras, to the Chief Secretary to Government,

Marine Department, Ootacamund, dated 14th July, 1896 :— .

With reference to my letter of the 24th - August, 1895, in which I drew the atten-
tion of Government to para. 15 of the Report of the Harbour Improvements Committee
appointed under G. O., dated 9th February, 1895, No. 47 Marine—which para. contained a
strong recommendation in favour of the adoption at Madras of the procedure existing at
Bombay * by which the Harbour Trust Board would remove into their sheds all cargo as
landed, deliver thé same upon pass orders from the Collector, warehouse goods upon warrant,
and at the expiration of four months deliver to the Collector any goods not then cleared
through the Sea Customs Office,” T bave the honour to inform yom that the Chamber has
desired me to again express a hope that early orders may be passed on the above recommenda-
tion, as pending such it mnderstands that the Harbour Trust Board is unable to make
arrangements for proceeding with the other improvements recommended by the Harbour

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Marine Department.
Reap the following Proceedings of the Medras Government, Revenue Department,

Read reminders from the Marine Department, Nos. 503/i Marine and 298E./iii, dated 18th

OrpEr thereon, No. 1670 R. dated 24th Aagust, 1896.

Recorde:i with the remark that the matter is under reference to the Honourable the
Advocate-General. v

&

(True Extract)
(Signed) Lrioxer Davinson,

Ag. Under-Secretary to Government.

OrpEer thereon, No. 582 Marine, dated 27th August, 1896.

Communicated to the Chairman, Harbour Trust Board, and the Chairman, Chamber of
Commerce,, with reference to the undermentioned correspoundence. ,

Letter from the Chairman, Harbour Trust Board, No. 1471, dated 11th July, 1896,
" Letter from the Chairman, Chamber of Commerce, No.——, dated 14th July, 1896.

. . (True Extract) .
' . - (Signed) J. J. WiLsox,
For Secretary to Government.

»

.

‘GODOWN RENT ON IRON.

From the Chairman, Chamber of Co;nmerce, Madras, to the Collector of Sea Customs, Madras,

dated 8th September, 1894 :— .

- i —— N
o -~/ O iee ’ ] » I have the honour to draw your attention to the charge mow made- for storing iron
//:3 A L Lt fien l on the Beach. Formerly all common iron was stored on the Beach on premises rented from
— the Harbour Trust Board at the rate Rs. 5 per ground (storage capacity 200 tons.) Since

iron became a dutiable article, however, the storage of it bas been taken charge of by the
Customs authorities, who, the Chamber understands, rent storage ground from the Harbour
Trost on the same terms as merchants did formerly. The only unmanufactured metals which
used to go into the Custom House were such as yellow metal and copper sheets, which are
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valuable and being packed in cases or bundles of specified weights are deliverable without

weighment at short notice. Godown rent for these wus provided for in the Schedule at 6 pies .

per bazaar maund of 25lbs. per mensem under the bead “ metals,” and the Chamber is informed
that it is now sought by the Customs authorities to impose & similar charge on iron stored on
the Beach, equivalent to a charge of Rs. 560 rer 200 lums per mensem against Rs, 5 Previously
charged by the Harbour Trust. .

The Chamber uuderstands from what lately trarepired at a meeting of the Ilarbour
Trust Board regarding delivery of iron, that the Boaid would still perform the duties of
storing and delivering, charging the Custom House instead of consignees the existing ground
-rent. Ag this system involves no incresse in establishment the Chamber fails to seq why tle
Customs authorities should propose additional charges. From enquiries, .the Chumber learng
that the Customs authorities Lage realised that the 6 pies charge would be exorbitant and
that it is in contemplation to redace the rate to 3 pies per 25 Ibs. giving 10 days free, 10 days
simple rate and thereafter the penal rate. This chaige appears to the Chamber as still fap
too heavy and one the trade cauuot stand, 1t 1noleover Seems an unreasonable chaige, wlen

thrown on the Customs officials by the changes required by the Tariff Act. ) :

Under these circurstances the Chamber trosts that you will see fit to consider the advisa-
bility of causing some substautial reduction to be made in the amended rate you have proposed
to the Government, ) .

Extract from the * Fort St George Gazette” dated #5th September, 1894,
. REVENUL NOTIFICATION.
MODIFICATION OF THE RATES OF WHARFAGE OR GODOWN RENT.

Under Section 205 of Act VIII of 1878, the Board of Revenue hereb modities the notification publj l
on pages 842 and 843 of the Fort St Geo;ge Gazette, dated 11th Decen¥ber, 1883, under Section 159 o;siﬁg
Act as follows ;— .

(a) ForAtEhe seltl:ond an:)id third flauses in the b;xotiﬁcation substitute as below :— ’

- *“ After that pen single rates will charged for ten days in the f i
“c}\a.ysin the:ase of’ot'l;egg oods.f e } g y ‘Lhe case of iron and for seven
1ler ten days in the case of iron an after seven days in the caze of other goods, trebl
will be charged. These penalty rates may, however, be reduced at the ﬁizcre’tion gfmttﬁ;

Customs Collector.” .
Ns. A, »p,
(8) For * Metals per bazaar maund * e »
SubsItitute— pe S - °© 08
‘“Iron per cwt., .., . o .
Board of ;Other mestals per brgaar maund - 8 8 g”
oard of Revenue (Separate evenue), igned. X
27th August, 1894. } (igned) D.. MURggggiary

——

Circrrae No. 3785 G.

Notice is hereby given that under Revenue Notification, dated 27th ultimo, publish
page 1471, of the Fort St. George Gazelte, dated 25th instant’, single rates of gOéOI:Vlil ;:n:dw?ltl;
be chax.'ged on all jron for 10 days and thereafter treble rates. The modified rate of godown
rent will be 6 pies per ewt. per month, instead of per bazaar maund of 25 lbs. 28 heretofore, N

Sea Custom House, Madras,} .. . (Sioned)‘ E Tumxgg, .
29th September, 1894, 4g. Collector of Sen Customs.

Communicated to the Chairman, Chamber of bommerce Madr for info i i
reference to his letter dated 8th Septémber, 1894. C " o information w.lth

(Signed) E. Tunxer,

Sea Custom House, Madras,}
4g. Collector of Sea Customs,

2ud October, 1894,

From the Chairman, Chamber of Commerce Madras, to the Secretar to G
Department, Fort St. George, dated 3lst October, 1894 ;— 7 %o Government, Revenae

I have the honour to draw the attention of Govérnment to the
r the 2 charge

by the Customs authomt{es for storing iron on the Beach, Formerly all com;:onmi);'nm:g:
stored on the Beach premises rented fr:om the Harboar Trust Board at the rate of Rs. 5 per
ground (storage capacity 200 tons.) Since iron became a dutiable article, however, the stcr£ e
of it Las been taken charge by the Customs aunthorities who rent the storage ground fxo%n
) ¢ y. The only un f g

mlz‘:.tallls Wth]:; nsbeld to go into the Custom House were such as yellow metal u{Id cl:;;:rasclf:::sd
) . A . - A s
:t l:ho ;;ren ;:.icl:: e and, being packed in cases or bandles of specified weights, are deliverable

25th ultimo, modifyiug the rates of wharfage or godown rent, the Chamber und

. . 3 y "8t

iron will be allowed 4 days free storage. For the next 10 days a charge of 6 (;:iz-sm;ii (t:lvlvatt
will be made, and thereafter treble rates which may, bowever, be rednced at the discretion
of the Castoms Collector., Assuming ‘the storage capacity of a ground to be 200 tong the
cha.rge ]prbgrousdb atﬂ? pIxfs per cwt. amounts to Ks, 125 per mensem, agwinst 1:,3. 5
reviously cha i imi i i

g.ee 5tor£yge. rgfa y ‘e arbour Trust withont any limit as to time after allowing 3 days

The scale published in the Gazette ap to : ; i
: pears to the Chamber far too heavy and one whicl
the trade cannot stand. The unreasonableness of the charge becomes more appirent when“ it:ci;
borne in mind that the real work in connection with storingand delivery of iron would have still
to be performed by the o1d Agency, the Harbour Trust Board, the Customs paying the former
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ground rent of Rs. 5 per mensem, while little or no additional work will be thrown on the Customs
officials by the clanges required by the Tariff Act. As this system would involve no increase in
establishment the Chamber fails to ses the equity of the additional charge of Rs. 120 per ground,
which was snggested by the Collector and has been agreed to by Government without any refer-
ence being made to the Chamber, Moreover, the Customs regulations appear quite unsaited for a
bulky article like iron, afvhole consignment of which it would be impossible to store and deliver in
14 days. It would reqlz,e that period to land and store alone.

The Chamber, the ore, has the honour to request Government to consider the advisability of
adhering to the Board’s ystem of collecting and levying rent for iron storage, -

* Proceedings of the Madras Government,

Reap—Again G. 0., dated Tth January, 1895, No., 3, referring to the Board of Revenue for
remarks letter from the Chairman, Chamber of Commerce, dated 31st October, 1894,

REeap—Also Proceedings of the Board of R'evenue, Separate Revenue, dated Ist February,
1895, No. 447 Mis., submitting to Government with the Poard’s concurrence the remarks of the
Collector of Sea Customs, Madras, ‘and the petition of the Chamber of Commerce against the levy

of godown rent on iron,
S ————— 4

OzpEg thereon, dated 2nd March, 1895, No. 948, Mis,

The Government observes that the rates of rent for the storage of iron notified in the
Fort. 8t. George Gazette of the 25th September last, and to which the Chamber takes exception,
are considerably less than the rates levied and paid without demur prior to the general repeal
of import daties in 1882. The reduced rales when worked out for the month are no doubt
considerably higher than the rent paid by Government to the Harbour Trust Board, but the actual
amounts realised will probably fall considerably short of this monthly ecalculation, as the storage
grounds may not always be eccupied, and further, allowance has to be made for the days of free
storage. It does not, therefore, necessarily follow that the Customs Department will make a
large profit out of the rates notified, as supposed by the Chamber of Commerce. The object of
Government in levying godown rents is only to cover the expenses of storing and guarding, and
if the amounts realised should be considerably in excess of such expenses, the Government will
be prepared to reduce the rates proportionately. As, however, the Customs Department has
not yet begun to collect the new rates, the Government bas no information before it as to their finan-
cial results, and is not prepared to consider the question of their further reduction or of extend-
ing the periods of free storage or of single charge in the absence of such information,

. * * * » * »

(True Extract.)
(Signed) E. Gisso,
. Secretary to Government.
——— * .
From the Chairman, Chamber of Commerce, Madras, to the Secretary to Government, Revenue

Department, Qotacamund, dated 18th April, 1895:.— -

I have the honour to acknowledge receipt of the Proceedings of the Madras Governmeut,
dated the 2nd March, 1895, No. 948, Miscellaneous, passing orders on the representation made by
the Chamber in its letter to Goternment of the 3ist October, 1894, with reference to the levy
of rent for the storage of iron in the Custom House. -

I am now, requested to lay before Government copy of a letter from the Traffe Manager,
Harbour Trust Board, to the Secietary of the Board which deals very fully with this question,
and shows that the system of levying godown rent on consignments of j1on has been frequently
tried and has as frequently been proved to be nnwar kable, having to be abandoned in favoar of
a whatfage or ground rent, whick has fully met the requirements of the trade and apparently been
satisfactory financially to the Harbour Trust Board., . )

The object of Government in levying godown rent on irom is stated to be simply to cover the
expenses of storing and guarding. This being so, porChomber can see noreason why the ;‘a'tes
were fixed at such a very lLigh figure as compare Tthose lately ruling, and it is of opinion
that the result desired by Government would be much more satisfactorily arrived at under the
old system of ground rents, which could be easily modified so as to cover the expenses allufled to.
The Cbamber wounld therefore suggest that the Government should ascertain the annual income
derived by the Harbour Trust Board from ground rents in the past and determine the charge
accordingly. It may be added that all native dealers in iron have addressed the respective
European Firms through which they obtain their supplies protesting against the system of
godown rents, which they find to be a very heavy burden, . .

Oné result of this system is that whereas formerly natives were in the habit of purchasing on
c. f. &i. terms, landing and taking delivery of the iron themselves, they now seek to purchase on
ez-godown terms, thus transferring all the risk of additional godown rent—which must, under the
present unsatisfactory arrangements, be incurred—to the European Firms,

It is shown in the letter of the Trafic Manager, Harbour Trust Board, that the ability of the
Board to commence delivery and the rate of delivery of the iron both depend upon numerous
factors, such as the extent of the cousignments, the number of consignees, the' state in whlph the
iron is landed, etc., which are beyond the control of the importgr, and render it absolutely impos-
sible for him, when selling on ex-godown terms, to determine with any accuracy what the charges
in respect of godown rent will be. In the case of a consignment of 200 tons of iron undelivered
for a month, godown rent to the amount of Rs. 241.10-8 would be incurred, representing a cherge
of about 13 per cent. on the value of the cchsigument, which, if unprovided for—and it has been
shown that it cannot be provided for with certainty—wounld exceed the profit which is usually

expected from this business.
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Under all the circumstances of the case, the Chamber ventures to liope that Government will
reconsider the matter, and 1eve1t to tLe system lately in force, such enhancement of the ground
rent being effected in the manuer indicuted above as to secure the Lesult desired by Government.

ENCLOSURE.

Copy of letler from the Troffic Manager, Harbour Trust Board, to the Secrelary, Har bour Tiust Beard,
dated the 15th March, 1895 :— :

sie,—I beg to acknowledge receipt of your mema. of this date forwarding letter from Messrs, Volkart
Brothers complaining that their irom ex §. 8. Rudeshcumer will not be delivered within the few days allowed
before the levy of godown rent by the Sea Customs. .

This vessel has 1anded some 800 tons of iron and the Board’s Traffic Department cannot deliver this quantity
within the four days from date of landing which is, 1 understand, the e allowed free of rent. -

The iron has to be carefully tallied, sorted snd stacked by size, quality, aud description before delivery can
be made, and on delivery has to be again tallied and delivered by tally 1n the case 0 sheet and rod bandies,
while the bulk, viz., the bar won, has to be carefully weighed.

The tally, sorting and stacking takes a long time, especially when, as in this case, & half of the iron has been
Janded on the pier mixed in every way. 1 have not yet bad suiticient lime to do the sorting, and while deliveiies
are being made 1 do not see how 1 can do the sorting and staching of the iron landed on the pier.

1t has always been frund impossible to deliver iron before godown rent becomes due. In 1882 or 1883 the
Collector abaudoned the attempt to levy godown reut on iron, and made over the then existing irom yard to the
Ewigration Department. In 1884-85 the%\lasber Attendant, under the provisions of the Harbour Dues Act, also
1ailed, and in liea of godown rent, ground was rented to consignees fur storage of irob on a monthly rental.
This was in practice till Japuary, 1888, when the Bcard endeas oured to enforce the levy of godown rent, Lut
instead of levying from three days siter landing, the Chuirman gase 40 clear days fiom date of ‘completion of
discharge of vessel before Jevying godown rent. 'At this time iron began to be jmported in large consignments,
as at present in the case of the Rudesheimer and barodu’s consignments, and it was found that the 40 days were
not suificient to remove a large consignment, consequently the levy of godown rept was albandoned and ground
was rented as formerly for-storage of iron. This arTangement of charging ground rent, or wharfage as it is now
called, gave entire satisfaction to the trade of the Port and continued up to within the last few days.

From the foregoin% résumé it will be seen that the levy of godown rent on iron is no mew matter and also
that every attempt to do so has failed and been abandoned.

ith reference to Messrs. Yolkart Brothers’ eomplaint, 1 would point out that other consignees have also fo
be attrnded to, and taking into consideration the fact t} at I have not been allowed time to properly sort and
stack the Rudesheimer’s iron before being called on to deliver, I have made good deliveries as under, viz. :—

On the 13th instant ... tons 70-15 0 24
- Do 14th do. e s 12=00 O
. To-day (15th) e g 104—13 0 14

This is fully up to the average of deliveries In past years 8s shown by the records of this office and is all the
Traffic Department can do. The increase of deliveries from 52 tons on the 14th to 104 tons to-day, is due to the
fact that I bave been able to sort and stack all iron landed on the beach which is now ready for delivery. I
hope to be able to deliver more than 104 tons to-moITOW &8 iron is ready for delivery and the Customs
Department are delivering both before and after hours. .

On former occasions when jron has been received in large quantities I have always been allowed time to
receive, sort_and stack the iron before I bave been called on to deliver, and even then, when everything has been
ready, the deliveries have very seldom exceeded 100 tons per day, from either iron yard.

1 upderstand that this Department is responsible for the correct reception of the iron in the first instance
{in fact, 1 grant a receipt for every bar, bundle or sheet received) aleo for the correct delivery to each consignee
according to invoice by size, quality, description and weight, and when it is eonsidered that there are often from
15 to 20 consignees (the Rudesheimer’s ot consists of 31 invoices, one of which eontains no less than 35 different
sizes) whose invoices eomprise 10 or 15 different sorts, sizes, ehapes and descriptions of iron, the care Decessary in
maxing correct deliveries will be apparent to all. It will also he apparent that work of this nature cannot be
hur‘r]i . It has to be done by trained eoolies who with theiy maistries are expertsin the sorting and selection
of the iron. ‘

1f it were simply & matter of bundling 300 or 400 tons of iron daily out of the yard, 1 could easily do so,
but a8 I have to receive by eorrect tally and also deliver by correct tally as to number as well as by a perfectly
aceurate weight, I feel that I cannot possibly do,what is required, viz., eliver consignments of iron before godown
rent becomes due. .

I bave, &e.,

(Signed) S. HUTCHENCE, ’
Trafic Manager.

—p—

Proceedings of the Madras Gorernment.
Rzap the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue), dated 21st
August, 1895, No. 3543, Mis., on the following :—
Letter from the Collector of Ses Customs, Madras, dated 10th July, 1895, No. 3212 G.

-1 have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of Board's No. 1946 Mis., dated 7th May,
1895, referring for remarks letter dated 18th April, 1895, with annexure, herewith returned,
from the Chamber of Commerce, protesting against the present system of levying godown rent
on consignments of iron landed from foreign ports and stored on the three plots of ground on
the Beach which have been recently declared to be part of the Oustom House, as it is found
to be unworkable and presses heavily on the merchants, The Chamber accordingly proposes
that the existing system be sbandoned in favour of that previously in force, viz., wharfage or
ground rent, which fally met the requirements of the trade, and further that the rates to be
charged hereafter be fired after ascertaining the annual income derived in the Port by the
Harbour Trust Board from: ground rent, and making such enhancements in them as may be
considered necessary to cover the expenses of storage and guarding.

9. With reference thereto, I beg to offer the following remarks. This Office letter. to the
Board No. 368 G., dated 23rd January, 1895, deals very fully with the question of the levy of
6. O, {Rev) No 848 Mis, dated th god&wn t:‘)ent an;l the r%tehtoebe charged by this Department

. O. ) No & , da e on the storage of iron an the Government in its Order margin-
%{‘e‘zoﬁz"gg: ?:"i‘;:&“ﬂ?‘?“m; ally moted approving the collection of rents at the rﬂgs
March, 1895. notified in the Fort,St. George Gazette of 25th September, 1894,
o : Part 1I, page 1,471 on the publication of the Notification
declaring the storage spaces to be part of the Custom House, directed the Collector to submit
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a detailed report on the working of the new system at the end of two months in view to determining
whether some reduction 1n the rates charged might not be feasible, or whether the period of free
storage or single rate might not be extended.

3. Godown reut began to be collected by this Department from the 5th a 5
the date of issue of the Notification in the FZrt St. Gecl’)rge Gazette, declaring th:I tll‘l(i:; lpslg:s’
referred to to be part of the Custom House, and [ now torward fcr the information of the
Board and the Goverument a Statement contuining the particulars required by para. 2 of
Goverument O:der (Revenue) No. 943 Mis., duted 20d Maich, 1895. Yrom this Statement it

will be seen that during the four mouths that the godown 1ent system has been in operation the
following amounts have been collected :— : ’

. March 1895 .. Y : - )
Apul .. 122 g g
. May . s914 2
Juue TR R - e B71 11 *
. Total Rs. 526 5 6

while daring th?‘corresponding months of the two previous years (vide Statement of Secre-
tary, Harbour Trust Board copy attached) the Harbour Trust Board’s collections were as

follows :— » . -

- 1893, - - ¢ 1894,
. . s, . Ra. R

- . March e L % 190 e .. 375
Apnil . .. 195 . e 225
May e 333 Ve . 260
Juue e e 333 s : . 200

» ) — ) —— .
Total Rs. 1,035 Total Ra. 1,060

showing not only an excess of Rs. 529 and Rs. 534 in each year respectively, but revealing a.
net loss to Government of a sum of Rs. 54 (i. e. Rs. 580—Rs. 526=Rs. 54) during the four
months that the Harbour Trust Board has been paid ground rent at the rate of Rs. 145 (29
grouuds at Rs. 5 per ground,) per mensem, while this Department endeavoured to recoup the
amount by charging godown rent at the rate fixed by Notification of 29th September, 1894
above quoted. ' . '

4 It will thus be seen that the Chamber’s contention that tle present system of godown
rent presses heavily on tbe merchant is not sustainable. Before the general abolition of import
duties in 1882, iron wmerchants paid without demur godown rent at the rate of 6 pies per
buzuar maund per mouth, wheicas they now pay rentat 6 pies per cwt. So long as iron was a
datiable article, godown rent was charged, and it was not until after the abolition of duties in
1552 that the Haibour Trust Board dealt with the storage of this article uunder their
schedule of rates.

. 5. Government has also extended the period of single rate of godown rent in the aforesaid
Notification to 10 days with regard to consignments of iron, and the difficulty pointed out by
the Traffic Manager, Harbour Trust Board, and emphasised by the Chamber of Commerce of
commencing to deliver iron until® the consignments are landed and sorted, has entirely vanished,

_as godown rent is now charged not from the fifth day after a vessel commences to discharge

Ler cargo, but from the fifth day after a ccnsignment is landed, sorted and got ready for
delivery. This comcession bas virtually done away with godown rent on small consignments
for, as matters stand, very littie godown rent is paid by the cousignees, 88 almost all the iron is
cleared before godown rent becomes due. 1In cases where godown reut is paid, it is not so much
owing to the tardy delivery of iron on the part of the Customs Department as_to the inability
vn the part of consiguees to clear their consignments which are, as a rule, undaly large

and demand more labour than the portegage can place at their disposal to weigh and carry it

6. As poiuted out above, the present low rate of godown rent involves a loss to Govern-
ment It is a matter, therefore, for serious consideration whether, under the circumstances,
the 1ate of 6 pies per cwt. should not be doubled so as to cover the cost of collection and meet
the reut due to the Harbour Trust Boaid for the laud taken up.

7. 1f it is decided to levy wharfage fees, or ground rent in lien of godown rent, as
proposed by the Chamber, I would suggest as this Department Las to pay rent to the Harbour
Trust Loard at Rs. & per ground or Rs. 145 per mensem whether any iron is stored on the
grounds or not, and there is & likelihood of Government losing in some months, that in order
to guard against any possible loss, the ground may be let to iron merchants permanently at
a fized monthly rental of Rs. 7 or Rs. 8 whether they store iron thereon or not. If this
proposal does hot commend itself to the Eoard and Government, I would suggest as an
alternative measure that the rate of ground rent as levied by the ~Harbour Trust Board be
enhanced as proposed by the Chamber so as to cover cost of collection, &c. In this counection
I wish to state that the ground in question could only be leased from month to month, as it is
impossible to say what ground will be taken up in the boat harbour improvements. I should
further state that the Chairman, Harbour Trust Board, offered to two large importing firms to
leaso these sites at reasonable rates on which to store their iron when cleared from the Customs
and both firms, after consideration, declined to accept the offer. . ’

8. 1In conclusion, I beg to report with reference to para. 1 of Government Order (Rev.)
No 948, Mis., dated 7ud March, 1895, that no additional establishment is reqhired, as it is
found that the guarding and delivering of the iron can be eficiently performed by the
existing stafl. ’



- ' ‘
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Board's Reference theveon, dated 29th July, 1895. *
_ The Collector is requested to give the tonnage of the iron dealt with in each of the months for
which he gives the collection of rent in para. 3 of the letter read above. .
) ~ (Sigoed) Epuuxp MriErT, '
. Assistant Secretary.
Read also the following letter from the Collector o ‘
1993, Ko, 3813 G“_.o owing letter from the Collector of Sea‘Customs, Madras, dated 17th Aungust,
Adverting to Board'’s Relerence von General Register No. 7685 of 1895, dated 29th July, I bave
the honour to append a statement showing the tonnage of iron dealt with by the Harbour Trust and this
})epartment and the amount of rent collected thereon during the months of March, April, May and June
in the years 1893, 1894 and 1895 respectively.”
. , (a) - (a) (%) . . v
1893 1894 1895 °
Amount of
Amount of Amount of i godown rent
Tons. | ground rent | Tons. ground rent g 24 collected. ?
collected. collgcted. e B -} ‘
Rs. A P N Rs. A P . Rs. a » °
March 1448 190 0 0| 1,303 | 375 0 0 1,646- 2:2-18 53 7 9
Apil . 4205|195 0 0] 2016) 225 0 013491722 | 125 3 8 »
1 ¢ [ * ¥
May ] 110|335 00 864 | 260 0 0121951130 89 14 2
June 15551 335 0 O 319 200 0 O] 1;229- 40- 2 257 .11 11
.(a) Handled by the Harbour Board.
®) Handled by the Customs Department. .

RESOLUTION— i . .
%0d Moy, 181‘91;.‘% Sul;mltted to Qovernment with reference to its Endorsement No. 1753, Mis., dated !

. 2. The Collector has dealt fully with the matter and the B i

h r oard will only remark that in i ini ‘
tllx)‘ei cqnlplalnt of the Chamber of Commerce does not appear to be well foundyed, and tha: :lele ltssygtpe‘x,[‘:(:; '
godown rent should be tried for a year and a further report be submitted before any change is made.

The guantity of iron dealt with and the d i
S o e o oot gxl'g:: ; _(_)r godown rent collected there_on in the months of

.

Iron dealt with. Ground rent or godown . ’
. T : rent collected. . :
1303 ons. - Ra. A, P ’
1803 o e 8,318 1,055 0 0 '
1m9é 4502 . ot 1060 0 0 " o
895 .. 6,420 . e o " 5% 5 6

.

. OrpER thereon, Tth September, 1895, No. 3643.
The Government agrees with the Board of Revenue. '

2. A further report showing whether G i isti .
be surmim rther egd L Decemgber nex‘: overnment continues to lose by existing arrangements should

(True Extract) . ' . !
. (Signed) E. Gssox, * !

Secretary to Government.

.
‘ >

From the Chairman, Chamber’of Commerce, Madras, to the Collector of Sea Customs, Madras, dated -

9th October, 1895 :— . ’

I have the honour to inform in i
: : you that the Government of Madras, in its repl e
ig;ii; 11o}t; tl;gnli&h April l_ast,ed with refe;ence to the mode of levying godz:,vn r;nir:xlx) ’ir::n ﬁ;:ogéa;ﬁbi:: ’
, communicated copy of your letter dated the 10th July, 1895. When th
;ﬁ%{ggﬁ :'l:eﬁ(io;?;:u‘gng it wasG um:wa;e }(:f ';gyhtgodiﬁcation of the NZtiﬁcation of tl?: 27:}1 Cgig::tt y
; ¢ . George Gazette of the 25th September, 1894; whereby 4 dayy’
allowed. But in para. 5 of your letter you state that godowx: rent ifs now chzrgedaZth;fgrst:JZ%ihwdez:;

after a vessel commen di i i ‘
ooy e, ,,c;:r ;)” .lscharge her cargo but from the :"Jth day after a consignment is landed, sorted !

~ Will you kindly info ‘what i

vsnon l you kind u{ation l;)nfl tlll:: p?lx; 1;:; "a. date the change was. made ‘and whether any notification was - :
. * ’ : :
[The Traffic Manager, Harbour Trust Board, Madras, was also addressed to the above effect.]

From the Traffic Manager, Harb ir Trus :
Madras, dated 9th October, 1895 st Board, Madras, to the Chairman, Chamber of Commerce,

I have the honour to acknowledge recei : K
. ) ge receipt of your letter of this dat i
ﬁg&ém;:a re:xt onllron stored in the Customs yards, and, in reply to" the questig,nsrefoa;rg;inn%dlixv)ytfi *
para,, to enclose copy of letter from the Acting Collector of Sea Customs to the Chairman, Harbour

st = Ay e S ]

P - . 4
» » ’ ¢ ' £

,
g J

_any particular consignment hkad been landed, sorted and got ready for delivery. -

f . _7 ,
Trust Board, dated the 11th April, 1895, received 17th idem, and of the endorsement of the

Secretary forwading the Collector’s letter for my information.

2 This is the only intimation I have received that any modification of the Notification of the
27th August has been made. I am pot aware whether any other notice has been given.

From the Collector of Sea Customs, Madras, to the Chairman, Harbour Trust Board, Madras, dated
11th April, 1895 :—

With reference to para. 7 of your letter No. 4549, dated 21st ultimo, I have tha
honour to inform you that there is no rule regulating the delivery of iron, which is treated like
any other cargo under the Sea Customs Act. As, however, complaints regarding delays in delivery
were frequent, it was decided that godown rent should be charged only from the 5th day after

. *

[ 4
R B 9th October, 1895.
Copy forwarded to the Traffic Manager, Harbour Trust Board, for information.
9, TPlease report in future when each ship's iron has been sorted and is ready for delivery.
(Initialledy C. P.,
Secretary, H. T Board.

*

From the Collector of Sea Customs, Madras, to the Chairman, Chamber of Commerce, Madras, dated
15th October, 1895 :—

In reply to your letter of the 9th October, I have the honour to inform you that the
order authorising the levy of godown rent on iron, stored on Customs premises, from the fifth day
after a consignment had been landed, sorted, and got ready for delivery, was brought into effect from
the 15th March, 1893, ., from a date prior to that of your representation to Government, viz.,
18th April, 1895. .

9. No Notification in the Gazette Wwas considered necessary, as the principal iron importing

" firms were informed specially by Circular Memo., dated 1st April, 1895, of the foregoing decision.

L J
From the Chairman, Chamber of Commerce, Madras, to the Secretary to Government, Revenue
Department, Fort St. George, dated 8th November, 1895 :— . ‘

In the G. O. No. 3643, dated the Tth September, 1895, the Government expresses agree-
ment with the Board of Revepue in considering that the Chamber’s complaint regarding the levy
of godown rent on iron, referred to in its letter of the 18th April last, is not well founded;
but no reasons are assigned for the entertainment of this opinion. In view to what appears in
paragraph 5 of the letter, dated the 10th July, No._ 3212 G, frora the Collector,of Sea Customs
to the Board of Revenue, as to the difficulty referred to by the Trafic Manager, Harbour Trust
Board, and the Chamber, baving *entirely vanished,” that is, before the Chamber's letter was
submitted, I beg to point out that the statement in that para., that “godown rent is now charged,
not from the fifth day after & vessel commences to discharge her cargo, but from the fifth day
after a consignment is landed, sorted and got ready for delivery,” was the first intimation which
the Chamber received of the extension of the time. Although intimation of the change-may have
been given to certain firms, in reply to enquiries, early in April, no Notification was published in
the Fort St. George Gazette, though, in the Chamber's opinion, the matter was of such general
importance as to necessitate the adoption of this customary procedure, and the Traffic Manager,
Harbour Trust Board, was only informed of the change on the 17th April.

The Collector’s, report on the Chamber’s complaint was thus rather misleading, and as showing
the spirit in which his Department approaches and views questions of the nature of that under con-
sideration, the Chamber would refer to his remarks at the end of para. 5 of his letter regarding the
« ynduly large” consignments of iron demanding more labour than the porterage can place at the disposal
of consignees to weigh and carry out of the yards before rent becomes due. The Cpllector has overlooked
the fact that a speedy delivery of iron depends much more on the number of parties to whom the iron
is to be delivered than on the quantity.. If, for instance, 2,000 tons arrived by one steamer, and were
weighed out and delivered to eight consignees, it would be impossible to deliver the whole quantity in
much less than 14 days, and in such a case those served last would have to pay godown rent, for no
fault of their own, but owing to inadequate porterage arrangements. .

It was with a view to relieving merchants of the necessity of having to submit to this inequitable
arrangement that the Chamber made its proposals, and it trusts that upon & rt_aconmderatlon of the matter
Goveroment will see its way to revert to the system of ground rents, which is approved of by the trade
and was found satisfactory financially to the Harbour Trust Board.

PRS- g
L.

. Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue bepartnwnt.
TRead letter from the Chairman, Chamber of Commerce, Madras, dated 8th November, 1895.

OkrpER thereon, 2nd December, 1893, No. 4859, Mis.
The Government has already decided that the further consideration .of the question shall be deferred
until a year's experience has been gained, and is not prepared to re-open 1t now,
(True Extract.)
, (Signed) W. Fraxcrs, .
Ag.” Under-Secretary to Government.

- -

-
-
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From the Vice-Chairman, Chamber of Commerce, Madras, to the Secretary to Govrernment,
Revenue Departmeunt, Ootacamuud, dated 14th August, 1896:— X .
In the Order of the Madras Government, in the Revenne Department, dated the 2nd
December, 1895, No. 4859, Mis, it was stated that the ‘(fovernment had decided th_at t}.w
further consideration of the guestion of the levy of godown rent for the stomge of iron in
the Custom House should be deferred until a year's experience bhad been gained. As more
than sixteen months have elapsed since this systemswas introdnced, viz. onthe 15th l\la'rch,
1395, I have now the honour to enquire whether it is the intention of Government to coutinue
that system or, as suggested by the Chamber, to revert to the system of ground rents.

Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department, duted the 26th August, 1896,

Read letter from Mr. W. S. Shaw, Vice-Chairman, Chamber of Commerce, Madrar, dated
14th Auguost, 1896, regarding the question of the levy of godown rent for the storage
of ‘iron in the Custom House. .

OrbpEt thereon, dated 26th Angust, 1896, No. 3450, Mis.

The Chairman, Chamber of Commerce, will be informed that it is not the intention of’
Government to 1econsider the present system of lerying godown rent on iron stored at the
Custom House till the end of June, 1897.

’ {Trae Extract)
. . (Signed) J. J. WiLsox,

or Ag. Under-Secretary to Governmenl.
g Y

TIIE SALT OUTSTORAGE SYSTEM.

From tle Chairman, Chamber of Commerce, to the Secretary to Government, Revenue

‘Department, Madras, dafed 3lst Jaly, 18%6:—

The attention of the Chamber has been drawn to the condition of the salt trade
of the Chingleput Factories situate immediavely to the North and South of the JPresidency
Town, which forms the outlet for the salt manufactured at these factories, and it would
suggest for the consideration of Government that the Outstorage system has entirely failed
in the object for which it was established, and acts most injuriously wpon the interests of
all concerned. '

The chief object of the Oatstorage system was to do away with the middleman. It was
assumed, on the introduction of the system, that by doing away with the storage platforms
at the Salt Cotaurs and by sobstituting storage platforms at the factories, the Madras
ralt merchant would be compelled to go to the factories and purchase his salt direct from
the ryot or licensee, and that therefore the salt would pass through one hand less before
reaching the consumer. But it soon became apparent that this object was doomed to failure.
The average salt ryot is too poverty-stricken to be able to work his pans withont an
advance at the beginning of the season, and for this advance'he was obliged to go either
to the capitalist or to the native money leuder, to whom, in return for the accommodation,
his sault was hypothecated. The salt was then brought down to Madras for sale, as before,
by the capitalist on behulf of the licensee, but at an enormously increased expense, for the
fullowing reasons :— ' : ‘

(1). The salt has to be brought down in small quantities all throngh the year, and
whether the canals are in a suitable state or not. :

(2). Dauty has to be paid at up-country factory weights, and therefore the merchant
loses in wastage, pilfering and drying on a duty-paid article worth Rs. 2-12 instead of an
ex-duty article worth 3 to 4 annas. . .

(3). Double transport of salt—(i) from the pans to the platform (ii) from the Madras
Basin, then by carts to railway platforms, then by hand to the railway waggons.

(4). Salt removed by double transport is depreciated, as it is made heavier by constant
handling. In the old days, salt was brought direct to the Salt Cotaurs in Madras, and
thence loaded direct into waggons; whereas, nowadays, it is domped down at the factory,
‘tben put into bags, brought by boat as required to the Madras Basin, placed on the Dasin
platform, then into carts, then removed from the carts to the railway platform, then lifted
again and put into waggons. . . :

(5). There is a loss of interest to the salt merchant.

(6). The local cess (owing to the comstruction of platforms-at the factories) is raised
as much.as from 2 pies up to 18 pies per, maund—the average may be safely taken as
an expense of 9 pies per maund. . :

(7). There is delay in supplying dealers from up-country with salt, as it does not pay
to keep large stocks at the Basin in boats, and the Salt Department refuses to allow the
platforms at the Salt Cotaurs to be used. Thus, if the market has been dull and s sudden
demand springs up, salt cannot be supplied, and prices rise until fresh stocks can be obtained
from the factories. : -

(8). As the salt is duty paid it comes in charge of a peon in private service, and the
merckants have great difficulty in preventing pilfering. Under the old system, Government

.petty officers were in charge of the salt until its arrival in Madras, and if there was abny
pilfering, the merchants did not bear the loss.
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(9). If in the transit of salt from the factories to Madras the boats are sunk in the

ing the locks and estuoaries, the loss to . the owner is of duty-paid salt

1 in crossi A
c(':oasll];?ngoitsl.nﬁ-m per maund. This' was not a loss to the licensee under the old system, when

i the time of
bl removal from the Salt Cotaurs, as the cost to ln.m at . >
litzyo;v i:.ltp 83:3, esa;;'l,1 only 2 annas per maond. The Chamber would submit that it 18 unjust

that Government should make a double profit by the misfortunes of the licensee.

The extra cost of salt brought down for sale in Madras under the Outstorage system

may be calculated as follows:— . - ot banl .
Loss in measurement and therefore in value by the constant hand.ing - - :

Lgss: in weight on the duty-paid article between factory and Basin - g

. Loss of interest & ... - . one .- EH

Double transport and cart hire - - - »

Enhanced Cess e o - - - .
7 Annas... 250

In para. 7 of its Order, No. 43, Revenue, dated the 28th January, 1896, Govem}rélen_t sta.t:s
that the old Monopoly rate of 3 annas per maund is exceeded by the average Excise :‘az
of 3 annas 4'8 pies; but it must be remembered that .the increase in price on account 0
the Outstorage system has to be deducted from the Excise rate. A

in i i ts, finds it necessary,
further be observed that as Government, in its own interests, 8 it y
as aI:n:;::: o? rsmfnd policy, to bring its own salt to the Salt Cotaurs for sale, it is only fair
that a similar policy should be applied in the interests of the licensees. -
i i that the result ef the
ideration of the reasons and figures given above shows

Outs%or(;?:)sls;::e;'nhas been exactly the reverse of what was intended, for the marke; :‘;-
mains in Madras and the cost of salt to the consumer 18 considerably enhaqced,da.n e

Chamber therefore trusts that the system will be changed at the earliest possible date.

Endorsement No. 3369, Mis. .
st” to be allowed to store an
s Depbt cannot be complied
storage of Government salt

Government of Madras, Revenue Department,

The Hon'ble Mr. Chambers will be informed that his reque

sell the Excise salt’ of the Chingleput fact:omgs at the Madra:

with as the unoccupied portion’ of the Depdt is required for the
of the current season’s manufacture,

. der.
(By Or = ) . (Signed) J. J. WiLsox,
for Ag. Under-Secretary to Government. .
OOTACAMOND, i
20th August, 1896,
.



e S VY VRPN

_/

[3

- - I TG preees o e N
20 LR K gl s W e L . .

.
O Ly
3

~

) Ehe Chamber of Eommerce, o
- ' ' . Mapras, 1st March, 1897.

G. G. ARBUTHNOT, ESQ,,

’ 'CHAIRMAN, CHAMBER OF COMMERCE,
‘ | MADRAS.
g | - {
To
THE PRIVATE SECRETARY |
« TO H. ‘E. THE GOVERNOR,
AADRAS.
SIR,

I have the honour to draw the attention of Ilis Excellency the Governor to
the Report on the Administration of the Department of Salt Revenue in the Madras

Presidency for the year 1895-96, and to the difficulties with which the salt trade

of this Presidency is hampered.

The objections to the Q age system, were brought to the notice of Ilis
Excellency. by a deputation from the Chamber on the 6th November last, but
the Chamber regrets that no intimation of the revision which was then promised
by His Excellency has as yet been communicated to it. Since that date sales have
been commenced by Government at the Madras Salt Depot at rates that are believed
to be below what the salt actually cost Government, and against which it is extremely

difficult for merchants to compete.

The salt bemg sold at the Madras Depot is all sifted salt, and consequently is
bulluer, weight for weight, than ordinary salt, and by selling it below " cost price
Government has made it impossible for merchants or licensees to sell their
sifted salt at covering prices, whilst unsifted salt, by rcason of its -smallness
in bulk as compared withsifted salt, is also rendered unsaleable at a covering price.
Although Government has reverted to sifting its own salt it has withheld pelmlsswn

to others to do so, except at one or two factories.

In regard to" this sifting of salt, which promised to place Madras merchants

on. level terms with Bombay competitors, and to open a new outlet for the Madras
salt trade in Calcutta, I have the honour to bring to the notice of His Excellency
that with the most ordinary encouragement and assistance not a single maund of salt

Ag )

: need be destroyed in the Chingleput Sub-division, as stated on page 28
& of the Administration Report:—* The stock was excessive in the Chingleput
1 Sub-division where large quantifies must in time be destroyed owing to its having
4 /
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become unsaleable,” This salt, in the opinion of the Chamber, became unsaleable as a
dircct result of the Outstorage system, as merchants could not profitably sell it
owing to the heavy cess and other charges which they had to pay. By the simple
*Process of sifting, with which the Madras trade’and the Department are quite
faTmtsTihe whole of this salt, said to be unsaleable, can be profitably made

saleable and productive of revenue. The large-grained salt, by the process of
ST AR TS R

sifting or ¢ sizing,” would be at once saleable in the Madras market and - by its
enhanced bulk be better fitted to compete with the lighter salt from Bombay, and
the small-grained salt, or refuse from thg sifting, which would practically form a
bye product, would be at once available and suitable for the Calcutta market,

At one or two factorics which liave reverted to Monopoly, or lave partially agreed
to’ revert to it, the sifting of old stocks has been temporarily allowed, hut
other factories which  have petitioned to do so, such as Cheyur, have been
refused permission to sift. At othei;-factories again, pressure, in the form of cess,
is being applied, notably at Vadasamayiri, where it is reported that the cessis to be
increased to As. 3 per mauud, while the salt is only saleable in Madras at As. 3
6 pies to As. 4 per maund, so that after paymeut of the cess ouly 6 pies to 1 anna
remains for cost of manufacture, transport, prohit, ete. It would therefore seem that
Government, rather than allow sifting, would prefer to see stocks of unsalealle salt
gradually accumulate for destruction, in spite of all the petitions thut Lave been made

to it by the trade.

The Chamber, while aware that the Salt revenune is Imperial, is deeply
interested in the development of the Salt industry of this Presidency, and it
believes that the Government of India is auxious, for financial reasons ‘connected
with exchange, to cncourage in every way the import of Madras and Bombay salt
into  Calcutta, so that mercantile interests might reasonably receive some little

consideration. *

Up to this time every possible hindrance has been offered by the Madras Salt
Department to the development of the Excise system. If the price of salt had
been steadily increasing since the introduction of Excise, the Clamber . could
understand Government opening fresh Monopoly factories to increase the “supply,
and in which it could hold reserve stocks ready to place on the market when
the price rose abnormally high. But_’this is not the case, for in G.0., No. 599, R.
D., dated the 11th November, 1896, there _is a table of prices for tle years 1886-87
to 189506, from which it appears that the price of salt has been steadily
declining, and, in the words of the Order, f‘ the price in the year under revision ‘was
only 3-8 of a pie in excess of what it was in the days of Mpnopoly”—that is to say, in
the days when there was no cess at all and all salt was stored at the Madras Salt

-Depét. And again, on page 21 of the Report we read =" (f), Chingleput—The retail
. prices reporied from the selected centres in the Chingleput District were about

the same as in the previous year. The variations noticed in some cases were .due
to the relative weight of the salt sold. Tt is remarkable that the prices in the
Chingleput District §hou1d be on the whole the lowest in the Presidency, notwith-
standing the heavy charges for transport which most of the salt Las to meet before
reaching the markets at Madras,” ‘ .

‘

The Chamber submits that Government should look to the cess which has :been
zreatly enhanced by the ‘Outstorage system as Dbeing thc cause .of .some factories

-~reverting to Monopoly, and that it is by the constant enlaucement of the cess and

’

T e e e ———— e @ - v e e

L4 { e
oy i ~d.‘:< b‘\:.—_c\.'
N Sl

D N A

L e e

3

by the departmental, and frequently unjust, enforcement of frequent re-thatching and
re-storing of heaps that this .result has been brought about, and that it is from
the “slavery” of the Salt Department rather than the * hands” of the capitalist, as
suggested on page 18 of the Report, that the poor Excise licensee desires to escapes

For the reasons stated above, the Chamber earnestly requests that ITis Excellency
will again consider its letter of the 23rd October last regarding the Outstorage
system, with a view to expediting its Tevision.

. I have the honour to be,

, : Sir,

Your most Obedient W

* Ckairman,
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Popric WoORES SECRETARIAT,

Rainway DBEBANCH.

date__4th March- 1897 .

Station _Madras

OFFICE NOTE.

From ‘
The Joint Socretary to Go~t:
Public Works Dept:Ry.Brauch.

To
The Secretary to Gowernment,

Revenue Department.-

In returning the papers re-
ceived with office Note No. 9,dated
29th Januvary 1897, the undersignead
has the honour to forward a triﬁing
showing the land recuired for the
Junction Station at Salt'Cétaurs.
That portion hatchod green is now
in “ho possession of the Madras Rail-
way Company and will remain so upto
the eud of June 1897 (vice G.0O.No.
568 R., dated 27th June 1R96).

. The por}ion coloured greemn
shows the laﬂé%fﬁébe taken up from
the Salt Department in ithe new Junc~
tion arrangemernts.

The return of the tracing is

recuosted when done with.

f

Offg: Joint Secretaz%
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'DEPUTATION TO H. E. THE GOVERNOR.

A deputation from the Chamber, comprising tLe Hon’ble Mr. G. L. Chambers, (Chairman)
Mr. W. S. Shaw, (Vice-Cbairman) Mr. R. J. Black and Mr. C. E. P. VansAgnew, waited on
H. E. the Governor, at Government ﬁouse, Madras, on Friday, the 6th November, ta.discuss
the subjects referred to in the Chamber’s memorandum, dated the 23rd October, w _ ms
been circulated. Mr. Gabriel Stokes, Acting Revenue Secretary to Government and Mr. I, A.
Stuart, Private Secretary to H. E. the Governor, were also present.

MADRAS HARBOUR IMPROVEMENTS.

H. E. s GOVERNOR, in opening the discussion, said :—I gather from the paper that you
have been good enough to send me that there are three subjects upon which you wish to
bave some discussion. The first is with matters connected with the transfer to the Harbour
Trust Board of the business of landing and storing imported goods, the second is the question
of godown rent on iron, and the third the salt outstorage system. We had better take these
subjects separately, beginning with the first, and discuss them in order. As far as the first
i3 concerned, you advocate the adoption in Madras of the procedure existing in, Bombay * by
which the Harbour Trust Board remove into its sheds all cargo as landed‘fﬁver the same
upon pass orders from the Collector, warehouse goods upon warrant, and at the expiration of
four months deliver to the Collector any goods not then cleared through the Sea Customs
office.” I may say that with the assistance of Mr. Stokes, I think I have been sble to get
to some sort of an understanding of the position; but possibly there may be still something to
clear up, and therefore I would be much obliged if some member of the deputation would
state as shortly as he can the position of the Chamber of Commerce in this matter.

The Hon’ble Mr. Cmauers.—We have put our position in our letter as fully as
we can do. Our great object is to remove the present difficulties which exist on the part of
the Harbour Trust Board. It cannot go on with the improvements until this matter is
settled, because it cannot make any general plan of the improvements until this question
is settled. If it is decided to erect godowns or open sheds and give them over to the
different Steamer Agents, as is done in Bombay, then the plans will bave to be considerably
altered. If, on the contrary, it is the intention of Government to retain the present
Custom House, then again the plans will have to be altered. These are the reasons why
With regard to the difficulties in the working

of the proposal, I see no reason to prevent its working on the same lines as is dome in
Bombay and Calcutta,

TEE Goverxor.—Can you describe what is done in Bombay ?

Mr. CuaBERs.—It is practically the same as in the sentence in our letter which Your
Excellency has quoted. ’

TeE GoverNor.—That is, the sheds would belong to the Harbour Trust Board. Would
you not include the present Custom House ?

Mr. CoauBERS.—I see mo objection to that.

Tae Goveexor.—In Bombay and Calcutta are the Customs warehouses used for this
purpose ?

Mr. Craveers.—The present Custom House represents what in Bombay is called the
Queen’s Warehouse. That is the place where, after 4 months, the goods are stored.

TBE GoverNorR.—The Queen’s Warehouse has not been handed over to the Harbour Trust
Board ? )

Mr. CraxBeErs.—I think not.

Tee GoverNor.—Am I pot to understand that here you do desire to have the existing
Custom House ?

Mr. CHaxBERs.—That would be a great advantage, otherwise that space will be wasted.
All that it i3 necessary to do is to declare the sheds belonging to the Trust a part of
the Custom House.

Tre GoverNcr.—Then I understand. I was not quite sure from your memorandum whether

e you coutemplated the present Customs buildings being handed over.

Mr. Brack.—A great deal depends whether the Harbour improvements are carried out.
Tae GoverNor.~It will take a long time to do that. Have you th? accommodation available ?

Mr. Brack.—Failing that, until it is ready, we propose using the present Custom House
if Government will hand it over.

Tae GoverNor.—You are contemplating the handing over of the present Custom House ?
(Turning tc Mr. Stokes)=Did you understand that?
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Mr. StosEs.—Yes; but the deputation does mot secm to understand the result of that.
The first objection is, on the ome hand, the Harbour Trust Board will have to be r.espo_nsxble
for loss and damages; on the other hand, there will be a system under which it will be
able to levy fees. Under the present state of the law, even if the Harbour Trust Board have
no such power, it will have to be the gervant of the Collector. It will have to be in the
same position to the Collector as the Deputy Collector is. The consequence will be that she
trade will have no power to recover damages and loss from the Harbonr Trust Board. Nor,
on the other hand, will the Doard have the means of levying fees for porterage. 1t 1s true
the Harbour Trust Board has nmow a lien on goods for porterage. But then the Harbour
Trust Board, after the duties and fees have been paid to the Collector, will have to deliver
the goods on the Collector’s pass order whether it has & lien or not. I am pot sure .whether
the deputation has grasped these points. They are the legal consequences, if T might say
so, of the opinion the Advocate-General has given, Viz., that the Sea Customs Collector must
retain control for the purposes of realising revenne until the duty is paid and then the goods
muast be delivered.

Tre Goversor.—Therefore if anything is done by the Harbour Trast Doard it must
be done by it as the agent or servant of the Sea Customs Department.

Mr. Bricx.—We assume that it might be possible to adopt the same measures as are
adopted in Bombay.

Mr. Stokes.—This is the same position as obtains in Bombay. At least, there is nothing
inconsistent with it in the information we have at our disposal. (Mr. Stokes here read & letter
from Bombay.) You see, in the procedure they adopt, there is nothing inconsistent with the
view we take of the law. The Harbour Trust Board being mere by the servant of the Collector
of Madras Sea Customs, if that Department is declared part of the Custom House the result
will be that the fees will be levied by the Collector of Sea Customs, and those fees may be
made over to the Harbour Trust Board, but the Harbour Trust Board will have to deliver

the goods at once on the Collector’s pass order.

Mr. Craupers.—I don’t see why difficulties should occur here which do mot occur
in Bombay.

Mr. Stoges.—TIt does not follow that there will be difficulties. That depends upon the
Harbour Trust Board and the trade themselves. Of course the arrangement, if carried out,
will be an enormous convenience. But local opinion, as far as it can be ascertained, seems
clearly to presume that we must accept the opinion of our legal advisers as being correct.

Mr, Brack.—The Harbour Trust Board holds goods on account of the Custom House mnow,
and no difficulties are made. )

Mr, Stoxes.—There is no difficulty, but I cannot see the legality of the porterage system.
There is no reason why the proposed system of the Harbour Trust Board receiving and
storing goods should not work simply.

Mr. Brack.—It does at present; the Harbour Trust Board is the custodian of a c(;rtain
proportion of the goods landed and the plan works well.

Mr. StoxEs.—We may have difficulties with the merchant, After he has cleared his goods
he cannot have anything to do with the Harbour Trust Board.

Mr. Brack.—Could not the Collector provide for collecting the porterage dues?

Mr. Stoxes.—The Collector could not authorise the detention of goods after duty has
been paid. )

Tre GovarNor.—May I enquire if you will be willing to accede to the arrangement that
governs matters in Bombay ?—I want to be -sure that you understand what you are letting
yourselves in for if you accept that arrangement. .

Mr. Cmaupsrs.—I do mnot see any difficulty. In Bombay matters work smoothly enough.

Tre GovirNo.—I have here a rough note of what Government will do. I will read it
and then you can tell me whether you approve of it or not :—*¢The Government accepts this
proposal {0 allow the Harbour Trust Board to undertake storage of the trade of Madras in
the same manmer as the Bombay Trust does in Bombay. The Harbour Trust Board will
be permitted to buy the necessary buildings, which will be declared part of the Custom
House in view of the Collector exercising the mnecessary control over goods liable to duty to
enable him to levy the necessary fees. The Harbour Trust Board will be subject to the
control of the Collector of Sea Customs in all, respects necessary for the realisation of revenue
'trhe regulations for which will be drawn up by the Collector of Sea Customs and the Ha.rboux"

rust Board.” .

Mr. Brack.—Shall we be put in possession of the Advocate-General's opinion on the legality
of this proposal ? :

Tre Goversor.—I do pot think there is any objection.

Mr. Bracg.—We should like to have an opportunity of seeing it before we commit ourselves
to an opinion.

Mr. Stokgs.—It is very desirable that the Chamber should see it.

Tas Goveryor.—I understand that, generally speaking, the proposals which I have roughly
stated meet your views?

sy s

@

Mr. Craxerra.—Certainly, Sir. ~

. Tme GoverNor.—I will have them communicated to you in more express terms, at the same
time sending you the Advocate-General’s opinion on these points.

GODOWN RENT ON IRON.

H. B. 15z Goveanor.—The next matter to be brought to notice is the question of payments
of godovgn rent on iron. I think I understand the situation in this matter, and I take it
to be this, that Government hired from the Harbour Trust Board a certain area of land for
the purpose of storing iron imported into Madras; that up to a year and a half ago, or rather
up to March, 1895, rents were collected by means of ground reunt. In March, 1895, the new
system of rent was introduced, called godown rent. The result of the change was at first
not altogether favourable to Government. From March to June, 1895, the amount collected was
Rs. 596, whereas for the corresponding period of the two previons years the collections of
ground rent were Rs. 1,065 and Rs. 1,060 respectively. Up to that period it would appear the
ground ret}t system was more profitable to Government than the godown system; but during
the pext six months a very large increase accrued to Government uuder the new systern—
the godown rent system. Rs. 5,321 were netted during the period. In the mnext six months,
however, the rents fell to Rs. 311, I gather that the importers had in the meanwhile discovered
gome way of removing their iron more rapidly than they did at first, and consequently the
very heavy sum paid by them during the six months ending December, 1895, immediately
fell to the comparatively small sum of Rs. 311 1t appears, therefore, that the godown rent

* gystem, if carefully managed, is more advantageous to importers than the old ground remnb

system ; and it occurs to me now to ask the depntation what it wishes done in this matter. If
the godown rent system has proved cheaper, 1 presnme it would wish the present tentative
system to continue?

__The Hon'ble Mr. Cmampers.—It is not the amount of money but the incidence on the
different importers that we have to consider. The iron trade is a peculiar one; large quantities
of iron are landed and the difficulty is to find out particular iron belonging to any one indi-
vidual. Through no fanlt of his, under the present system, he may bave to pay godown
rent on the whole of his comsignment while another man may have to pay mo rent at all.

Mr. Stoxes.—That is mot correct, because the levy of rent counts from the time the
iron is stored, sorted and ready for delivery, and mnot from the time when it is taken from
the ship. Mr. Chambers is under a misapprehension. It is four days from the time the
iron is ready sorted for delivery, and it is 10 days single rent and after that double rent.

Mr. Brack.—1 think the figures are hardly capable of comparison.
Tax GOVERNOR.~ What have you got to say to the figures I have just read?

Mr. Brack.—I notice that in 1893, Rs. 195 were collected on 4,205 tons, whereas in 1894,
Rs. 200 were collected on 319 tons. 1 don't think it guite represents the actual iron passed
through the ground for the time specified. Some firms were in the habit of paying ground
rent whether they bad iron or mnot. I don’t think the figures represent the charge for
iron itself.

Mr. StorEs.—I will tell you where the difference arises. If a man leaves a small con-
signment for a long time he will have to pay a larger sum than if he removed a large
consignment in a shork time.

Mr. Brack —You must add to the godown rents what the merchant has to pay outside
the harbour.

Mr. Srtoxes.—By the ground rent system jron was left lying until it was removed.
Now, under the godown rent system, there were several removals outside the Customs. The
iron was taken from the landing place to its own godowns and kept there till it was
sold. This acted as an additional tax on consignees.

Mr. Bracg.—Which has to be added to the figures quoted to make them correct.
Tre Goverxor.—That is a point of view we were not aware of.

Mr. Sroxes.—I did think of it after 1 saw Your Excellency, and Mr. Chambers put me
in mind of it by describing the Bombay system.

Mr. Cmaypers.—With regard to the point on which Mr. Stokes said 1 was wrong, I
¢hink I am right. Mr. Stokes says “after the consignment has been landed, sorted and is
ready for delivery,” that is, after it has been repo'rted as such to the Collector. That is
a totally different question. It i8 only then that the dispute commences between the merchants
ag to whom the iron belongs. It has to be sorted half a dozen times afterwards.

Mr. Stoxes.—There is nothing about that in the papers, andif it is so, it is the fault of the
merchants, I know that jron is delivered anyhow into the boats and there is great difficulty
in sorting it. DBut it is sorted according to the manifests, and Government is not to blame.

Mr. CrayBers.—But you see how heavily the question bears on the individual.

Ar. Brack—And it will always be so as long as there is a difficulty in sorting the ship-
ments correetly.

Mr. Stoxes.—I suppose there is really mo pressure for space in regard to this matter—
the iron lying on the Beach for a considerable length of.time is mno inconvenience to anybody ?
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" Mr, Coavsess—No, I don’t think so.
TeE GovErNoR (ro Mr. Srokes).—Can you tell me why Government initiated this change
of system P . -

Mr. Stoxes.—The system was in force before, but when iron was free mo necessity for
it existed ; now iron has become dutiable we are obliged to revise the system. It is the old
system as far as I can understand from the papers.

Tae CGoveeNor.~It is not yet clear why we made the change from the ground rent
system to the godown rent system.

Mr. 810EEs.—The old system stopped when the duties were taken off.

Tae Goveryor—Do I understand the Chamber deliberately to wish that the ground
rent system should be reverted to?

Mr. CeampeRs.—Yes, Sir. Another point that I would bring to your Excellency’s notice is that
since this system has been introduced, I am told—I am not able to give figures in support of
the statement—that a great disturbance has taken placein the iron trade up-country. Iron that
used to be imported from BMadras is now imported from Bombay. This, at least, is what
the native merchants say.

Tae GovERNOR.—One does not see why this should be so.

Mr. CrauBers.—Except on the ground that any interference with the trade in the Cus-
tom House canses more disturbance outside.

Tee GovERNOR.— W hatever system

is adopted, it does not seem to me to make much
difference to Government.

Mr. StokES.—It does not matter at all. The only advantage I can see in the godown rent
system is that it clears the Beach quickly. ’

TaE GoverNor.—Does that signify ?
Mr. StoxEs.—As far as I can see it does not matter.

Mr. Buack.—I presume the Harbour Trust Board will put & limit on the time and space
occupied. .

THE GovERNOR.—~Am I to understand that after hearing the information and statistics
I have been able to give the deputation with regard to the amounts realised by Government
under the godown rent system, the Chamber is still anxious that the old system should be
reverted to?

Mr. CeaMBERS.—Yes, Sir, .

Tre GoverNor.—Then the subject will receive our favourable consideration,

THE SALT OUTSTORAGE SYSTEM.

H. B. 188 GovERNOR.~~Now we come to the third subject which the deputation wishes
to discuss, namely, the salt outstorage system. With regard to that you say :—%If seems
necessary to point out that the letter in question was written on behalf of the Chamber,
and not of the Hon'ble Mr. Chambers, and further that it contained mno such request, but
advocated that the ontstorage system should be abolished, a totally different matter.” I would
ask in reference to that remark whether, if the outstorage system were abolished, would it
not become mnecessary for Excise salt to be stored in the Government depdts ?

The Hon’ble Mr. CmimBERS.—Not in this particular depdt.
TrE GovERNOR~—DBut I understand there is no other depdt.

Mr. StorEs.—There is uwo other depdt, and it is quite certain that in the existing salt
depdt we have no room for Excise salt as well as Government salt.

Tae Govirnor.—Then the two questions are connected. It seems clear that the proposal
that the outstorage system should be abolished is the same as that salt should be stored in
the Government depit.

Mr. CaampERs.—That will be one part of the abolition of the outstorage system. It
matters little where the salt is stored so long as it is stored in Madras—so long as it is
near the East Coast Railway that runs between Ennore and Madras.

Tre GoveRNOR.—It is mot clear what is your request under this head. I understood it
was that the outstoragd system should be abolished; but putting all the facts together it
would appear that the abolition of the outstorage system means that the salt must be
stored in the Government depdt.

Mr, Vaxs Acxzw.—That is one consequence.

Outstorage means the whole system ; Excise
is only a part of it.

Mr. Srokes.—Difficulties such as this did not arise under the old system because the
manufacture was limited and the present depét was large enough. But its storage capacity

has become unequal to the strain on it mainly because Government has taken over large
stocks of salt from the Excise licensees. .
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Mr. Smaw.—When the -outstorage system was introduced, I think the idea was that
the merchant would go to the pans to buy salt. This has not proved to be the case. Madras
is the market for salt, and salt has to be brought here. The duty is paid at the pans.

Mr. SToxES.—That would involve a good deal more than the question of storage. It would
involve arrangements for bringing Excise salt frore the pans to the storage place under a
guard.

Mr. Smaw.—Could not that be done as in the case of spirits, f.e., moved under bond,
Government allowing a certain amount of wastage and charging duty on any wastage in excess
of amount allowed.

Mr. Stokes.—I don’t see why that should not be done; butas I have said, the change you
advocate will involve a good deal more than the abolition of the outstorage system.

Mr, CoamBERS.—There is no necessity, in my view, for such large stocks of Government

salt down here. The great object in storing Government salt is to prevent an undue rise
in the prices—

Mr. Stoxgs.—I think] Government is justified in looking to its own interests in a matter
involving such large consequences both to the revenue and otherwise. I think Government
is justified in msing its own salt depdts for the storage of its own salt.

Mr. CoamBERS.—We want to have this matter thoroughly looked into., We shall then be
quite satisfied, even if we are proved to be wrong.

TeE GovieRNoR.—Yon want to have the question considered whether salt should not be
stored at the depbts before it has paid duty?

Mr. CaaMBEES.—Yes, Sir.

Tee GovirNor.—And over and above that you want to have the space to store it in Madras P
Mr. Brack.—We must have that.

Mr. VaxsAcyew.—Government would have to provide a bonded warehouse.

THE GoverNorR.—That is what it comes to. We shall have to provide depdts, as our own
depdt is not large emough. The two points you wish us to consider are, first, whether we can
allow the salt to be brought to the depbét before it pays the Excise, and second, whether, we
can provide storage accommodation for it in Madras, or near Madras.

Mr, Caansrrs.—Practically these are the points.

Mr. SrokEs.—~The pans, the deputation is referring to, are those in the immediate neighbo.ur-
hood of Madras.

Tee GoverNor.—I understand that the deputation makes special reference to the pans in
the neighbourhood of Madras? .

Mr, Sroxes.—It refers to the two Circles of Ennore and Covelong, near Madras.

THE GovERrNOR.—I can say in reply to your representations on the salt outstorage system
that we will have it revised, but I cannot promise any result as coming on that revision
as at present advised. I think that brings us to the end of the business, and I may say that
I have had great pleasure in meeting a deputation from the Chamber of Commerce in this way,
and I think the result of our having met and discussed these matters is, on the whole, fairly
satisfactory. There have been before me three matters—three requests. On the first of these,
I think Government will be able to meet you almost completely. On the second, I am able
to promise & favourable consideration of the question. On the third, I have promised a
consideration without any qualification in the way of favourable. I think, therefore, that there
is & large proportion of success attending the result of your interview with me. I can assure
you that at a future time when any difficulties of this kind arise, if you think matters will be
cleared up by a personal interview, it will give me great pleasure to meet you.

Mr. Cransees.—Your Excellency—On bebalf of the Chamber I have to thank you heartily
for the time and consideration you have given to our affairs, and also for the promise that youn
have now made that on a future occasion, should necessity arise, you will be kind enough
to accord the deputation an interview. We do not feel that in questions of this sort we are
always right, but if we can get matters looked into in the light of our representations we shall
be quite satisfied. ’

The deputation then left,
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Salt out-storage system. }\

.His-ExaeLlency.having'neigrned }

“to -the .represeptations of ‘the Chamber ¥

zin'theirvletter,painted.out:that:the ;

abolition.of -the out 'storage 'syster gf
, ‘ b
meant ‘the 'storage of salt in Madras ;
;that,guch;starage;wés,possible.only
'} .at ‘the depot -and thet -gs  the -depot
| 1 , .sould be ‘fvll_of CGovernment salt f
g b . “,}.'.u-—qé (/ ‘J‘ }1/, \;‘ ;\; . { ) . ' . . (I‘
<5 Lnjw ( v K A lLowing to -the.reversion.lately.to ¥
m - ;/‘:' \ E ’&_/ IA ('l {;‘\"fﬁ ]\' ;f(‘\ A \\\("4 \\,\)“ ! . ) . . E
'h EQ“Wﬂ ‘ . SN ' \xv‘ SR | % mopopoly, ‘there éid.not . appear .abny
< o i ) :
7 SRS DAL “ § ' e
« é/ practicel .use in._considering -the
v (e [ Zflﬂﬁ ' -
11 bt . question.of ‘the.abolition ¢f ‘the 1]
‘ 34 T ” i ! !"'ji Lf
RS T B 5 - -
E I, - 3¢JL65 systen.and.he :invited the. remarks cf%
Vv 7 . 4
- . - [y ;
f “the deputation. fhe deputstion urged-’
’ -~ .,Q; f - _ i .
-the -abolition.of 'the 'sysien on ‘the
S , . . . /
. i 1 - graunds ~set.out :ip 'their letter, but,
B . . ‘ |
. - rainly, '1
) o lstrbecausexloss:and,wastagegin y
- '
}
" -trapsit was.on -duty paid . sslt; '

L

I4

o g ca e ST



3pd ¥r. Vans dgnew of Arbuthpot's
/; said ‘that it wes possible ‘that Yedras
éﬁ might\supply:all_Calcutte.,but.oxing
%%'to:the gifficuvlties of getting .sglt

out of 'the depot it was.pot possible

4
3% to detain. sLeamers»long enough 0 "load
: ‘

4 ‘them and so Calcutta ®es . supplled fro

+ -1

:Aden'(this.was vhat he'saldl.

The deputatlon went on to suggest

that~1f the depot could not prov1de for

V ‘ 1

% the 'storage of Government andhﬂxclse
.

A%
AR salt another depot should be . opened 10

b the’latter should be brougbt un

S whic

8 der bond 1hey suggested that 2 .IEW

Zra
~W'- \ ol PR

.5
émq‘ aepot mlght be. opened to the north of

A Madras -acd brought into connect10n.w1th

o

Y%,
g;g.the_Ennone Bailwal.

$ogd o) 3 3
AR His Excellency -told 'the. deputa-
i tion:thatrtheir'nepnesentations-on

il this matter:would:receive considera-

‘It.will;be-nemepbened:that:the

A suggestion of ‘the deputation s ruch

2298 the seme ‘@s. that thrown out by “the’

honourable pr. Bliss when this. matter

(‘~
'.-.
ot o

?.was beipg discussed .in Council. :I have

T
it
Sl

-

-spoken 10 Mn.:ﬁillock o}

-ed -2t knnore where. all salt

_ﬁlace-for:storage-and.he

.capital.which:this.nepnesented,

n ‘the 'subject.

g o “"‘

Ee'thougbt ‘a depot mlght be establisb-

might be i
received. Be thaught Madras -2 bad
poirted out

that ;as . CGovernmert paid 4,000 kupees !

per:annum'for;the present.depot,:the

\
gbout

g0,000 k=, might'he-advantageously

:employed,in,naking-a.depot,at'some

.other.place:to‘wbich a praovete canal

could be made.
.The opeminé.of:the,ﬁnnone‘liue

has_mede.it possible ."to. place ‘the

depot -almost anyuhere ketweep 'the

:line,and:thewcanal.,Thene:ane.many

.oden:spaaes;in:that,dinection vhich

would be suitzble.




a NS T R oY
T ANt g RS L 2 o
3

Frah
3

A R SN RN

y M AR R Dny
LTS AN £

{]

Pk

P L ST By & 'y &
A TP !

N “
S R e v’ﬁvc

B
ey
e

. g P e SN N S
"”'ztw,‘.,." “‘«J STt

‘ ; o7 . 5 fid Tyt 63
‘ | AR i wmd it et 2
B §

“ S ~ ﬁ\% m@;}nﬁ@
1... 5 . - :%; Yo Adion sartnr £ e
) 3 J o ey e ot B o
- T R

° b
NREIVES
. »
s . -

s

T\\&M"’Lﬂ-ﬂ&t‘wha‘ L"‘J‘Q'u""
e .wm?}a T rdnstind 4ot

. 4L...nw~;_MLI,m-‘f~<"W

Ay L,h%“;ua S 10LE
ek e
QSR
ﬁww @*‘V“"‘“"
o J’W""f‘ }....'w.z ,t.ﬂo--bvd)—a
g S P 1 N b’ﬁuf““ f‘“L
W et e b
. WM%‘:WW z‘—““f”"f/
5MMmﬁW

Fd 7%’“‘"’"‘"’1 -'

‘x.,,.

Wl A Lt MW»AT{LWW\ Aa

-tIZ ot CLW;L,,; WIAWA

. BoMMWﬁZ‘
/Mﬁmf D K-S

) Ju.. w. 0 ‘2@033579711 Y

?

Faguiadd W’“’f”‘*ﬂf
ijfw e «’?—
e T W.,L./;zz;
N3 7 At (tmeitien|
t—(meJz&i}j
sl /W u":f

“‘-

_he

%4_@

L/,/f bt et Te retatuy, | 'i
;zoét:: heiidd b AiAdl).|E
han /AMW‘@S oo

\\ "*! .

s -
A% - -

-

L ey e Aaa e A e S



m—gmwwmw it ]

, 3

QAJ”*’D" S u_

¥
3
i’
‘l

o N TIOGLAER e ALY A

o

dl

F\.
gz f

E

5
5
¢

Wl g N
o B e

e e e S

w dEnad fags 4 X2 1), Rl TREVR 1Pl L
""‘1 £ K. #' »& & TR
e §*
v
!

'fw@ Zf' Wil 76'.'[ MM
mo L._ hl-w-—y‘ﬁ/( zw—«(w

R A

1 3 /,,(,v h/M awlvs W

o .. N " . »
- Ay e . ¢ r g
£ LY (I ¥ - v
4 A Wi ol b U fomp i & B el PR R
3 " S
G\ : - p ! - * * .
—
- .- B

Aol WWG/: 0 )LMWLwn ¢

-.’——“.

v ’LA 94/7 TLCH{M Ao
t W{mwa ‘WJC.IL(‘/I["'B

WECR’M—M%
WWWM

H
-

W;P_B

- —_— T

v

- PR ‘a%M?%/‘l‘M ?

MM ﬁ' /CwM‘méaEZ W’

4-\% /¢Mw Jp, ﬂ&/u A=

M&Mé‘w‘? M.c.
#—714 W\u/wa —&A_.'
r}{mmw¢w‘ic4~ p

IR N

1*%«1)7@7 %wfwé_. ’
M ROVSSy A /ra wo . |

L Y 1 ) e G,
I e ;?ﬂ{"&%’:“‘ "-L; NS D5, IR E L 9= 00

Wahj%%/lﬂ M

o7.

G s ) FEA
vafg’i‘%yn{.f: 0 L9k o

iy

gt

chw ) d} e M
v oo f’?/«j |

Xy

A %w

Yo
b AR B o

o W R
i e s ’::ﬁ;

PN e i e N P W



%" :

' uhece M a ;;'
: Wath %Wv( "Z—» EZ—
MAM At t&'/'lm/lﬁ«z

™

(1) M At W/WM
5( W Q—‘v&«v o’?. W”—"b(
bl i el i Mwwk«‘-

uf'm.(»u—lé MW@W-

0 1 By T i V50T e MEYPT A TR e

WY Dot 3
ErAd p-A SN WMy san - Sal il <IN QU R A

W
wmm:é-wdf'*
N T i el
w,MZ‘e,D 25'/4;:.44}50\
w:wﬁ;.a 556 7L*w-«~é«w
‘y{' m[(_h’u.w-z_‘/'"l:
54 & W%.
Q,‘,Z;/uwfwm,&mb ot
FWMM WM-"’:D IZA-/’W
7,9,7&’;&'7;,%@0 Qo Y-
Lo- /1.6 tﬂwf'ﬁqw«b
fw/uxww\a—

enfpeisintly Lo 1T B

o N S
P I

AN
Wl KL%

WLl RAVLERL S g

i

yo E

xy/twéuﬁa "ﬁ/‘-‘ﬁ"‘—% ter

M,/a/tbb M:D C&-—MA—Z‘M i ,/}
N b A,ursz,a WM/J(,
Ja L.,(,{— uf- Lw M z::




wtid oo it bkt |
RN NI M@h«m \‘
Y el MMM . L/':pd-.g

e o Tre Aoiepor 5 T
o Aimphd A,MLDZI'
| i/ s

el Casintn P e Bl
‘gf-.:,ZLwCe/a W@;#W
Awwrd‘ &/Mz
{? 0.0 lo 2/3 > /5 1-3) T

sy

TV
L]

|

o T e e

%z g = y : . =Sl

s B I e P B P B D R T T e [ F D
220 B S0 Xy ”f‘?z ﬁé’& ',“‘. aed 210

=3 e B e A A M W S N e g oy PR T R AN ey A PR N 3 sy o ITEIE 1RY ISV

W, PP




[RARRT N A 1 A

N M T b e Y Sy Tand AL Y
SRR o T () =
P .

Y

R i 2 0 Y

G N L B AL )
LN, GRS

o

bt ¢

et

>

._'l': -,'v"_.'f&m" o
—etpp———

r

AN VA 9 6 1
- L A PSS
d—— .

Mg

o
i

7%
gy% i
AN S
D)

w2

' o P
v/
N
Revexus DEPARTMBNT. : }
| oo b ]
ey e
) ' Dated 2 1899, !
' e FOR ORDERS. ] :,:
RS LAY /ﬁ-'n7 ftes KC-)-€- S
. . | Plwoe 2ec B H MY nevcantes g
- - T psged G- A T Cleilies 2B |
e ,_ ‘/u@m/-‘dv/b;akfzc/mq./u_
k eattd - - e
Tns | JL Dupcte e T 2E St |
) - R Pl AP Y. 2B A
4 for it D, r s,
Hold, Hhor Y oo Difpt ondl
| fme g 422 o A Ll
7% M~7 Wm', a leos mé%
1//*;& Cre 13> Cand~ DV —, %«« ;
o o bt = ot L Connn A
' o Pl Lo
f’"*’"/”a’";; | fib A of P ksl
L Vuck Loz oty Gu b L7
'(\{/J\\:' ‘Atvw(f‘h.//&_%%,/»m
k i e friy ataet Lok
: ;hf\"’\/-‘l - l
5 2 &\“\\]\-
] | el MLMW
in I sodegn R omcagn s g S M e s R G e S e N\ & Ay ~ »:. ‘ ~~:- -;‘i»l»«'i::-~1“




FOR ORDERS.

it S e e

s
3/2'57

qlJ

;“q7

&u) fg fotloarinp Jecico VY
fm~znawwuwob~bf4
. hSyar Dz 310056 oliley ;
ot gt Lee b aaaed oeppiisnd ||
W)w»,l:u 75-1!, /«7(WZL—,4: ‘ |
fafwzﬁzﬁ"zj /}722’7&'@’}’[““‘“‘ r
AR |
4‘/‘,#/‘_“_,‘,&'7»7 )? [§- (- S;b/h . 1
(e bpo 297 ' '
Tpie 1lilo 3 7 200 ?71%@‘
7@ C- L2091 F 35)
8-aLL,%wuiTVL-L~45WWm3-:
\ h - zr)otdamtt' -
0’{«72,(/[0“ — \/,,u“,wzi/t‘r%g
%ﬁE;yMM,hﬁjﬁtéﬂtuig.
J}_ -t [7“_\;47(4/2‘.,4‘::74-#22:
MLMZZP/'&L’“WL"ME
w/mz;f,wf Lt v ot}
/},t;WwMM /.

" 4oy 5/ am |
‘M e

Uonedy

Er-

Wﬁ"
4110 . W W% “ 7 fi/z-:"}a;

& 0 dicen 4oyz>/rﬂ‘da/f7

Chtrdm  Lrniric i &s f,
, 01

P v 72 - i
__ " P Pty A = 13, 17 -0 Ged
T T i i iRl ATy %, 5 W TR AR i e TR St A YRS "




.. =

}
e Mg 2> il Pefir
(1) Sotows g Ta- Moo Traed=
L e b K leebry )
mﬁw—c,%-w’ A.(
QN il TR st
LI K o 1o heSvas bw
nl dwtw Mo o
) S addiden ot alAT

e

1. MMymZ:ﬁ«. b e
o Rafece ,L—zzzg//.f.‘/‘}f&k%'—a_/

D el e o S T
’ | [:;%4 e 03 TS
| e foiay $ofad e Gl
82 Rascbsy. o T
k. ‘ e ho~a WLL )e./ald‘u‘u)ww)
; év[,vta/fw%¢ 4ot ol 2
Tre B U el s htcre
; 7L,7ZZ ehimil 7 exune

/

el



’ - - - - - - e an ’ Sy \t - - ~ ’
-~ - . e e T . . , ) R :
- e s T R (? \ ‘j‘: ,’ ! ’ - ’ o -’
} o - L e T l.~ ,/ - -

2k

- . - . — ~
‘ . y ~ 1
AN N - - . i . .
. \ ! iven for copying . o ’ ) A ; - T N
) \ - i o . o X
. ¢ opied — - 189 - L i ] « i :

‘ = . ' 4 }
v T.o- - ramined, ‘ , f ! o h
. . . . i - . 7 ~ ' . ' - * . F
| - ‘ Wigned R e S P e . |

- . \ ! ) —~— - _ B ‘ ‘
uﬁ ) ) ""\' i . : - . - -

1 - -~ - B ‘ )

] i - S A -

. ! . ]
: T k v . N A
- ' _ 4 . > y . . i . . - - -
. L g0 aeaix GO, No. S food . L L i
- - e . . R . . - . -
% - LY }. . }R, |. - ) - B - . ~' N L .v . - |
LT - - ,. , - i 9 ' B o R ) . - "
2 ] - Y. | _— / N 4 ) o ‘ ’ :
. o . = - .
- - - ‘- j : . i - t
] s ! N - E
i - ¢ -
™ i F/
- . N - - i . . N . ) :
‘ - ]
v - . 1
- - ; ) .
p . \ | B ‘
- 2% B | . 2' . ) . .
. . . | |
- . - ! ‘ ; .
. [ | R b . ; . g\ »)_ ) 1
. - _ - . ‘- - _ E I B : ) i‘f _ )
- ] . P ! - - - -
- . » B i . . ‘ ‘ | —
7 ~ : . _ ) 1
- ¥ - - ' ' , ) N ‘
. B . - . . ) . )
t _ . ) . ] I . )
- - T N - ' l—. 4 -7 i}
- ~ . - ! ) -
. B _ L i - -
L N - i L e - i, o .
/ - - . - - -
N S : - -
' - | L )
.- “- . - SR Vo - R
. . immn:roO. Ro. - 5 | -
. T - o ‘ . : . ,
3 ) - - 4 - .
t T ! : —_ h - N N h
1 : e 40 o
; ) - RN S S R |
- ) ) - _ . ‘
"\ - -
B (/n N i . , - - i \
. ' - - 1
s « , ). . .
e ol AIA|ALALALATALC _
t ,ﬁ . - s R — _’ R : \ - -
; ‘ ) r\u""‘/ £ - .
T‘ N d/ _ ~ A/.,.ﬁ" . " " R
] . o o .
- £y - 1
% : | . o
r : | _ R
8 2 . — . L ETATRMENT WITH DITTO. — A . .
‘ e - :
- ' .
» I - o ; & -
. PRB§ NOT PILED UP, BEING MEANT FOR DRSPATCH
‘ T : ?
- - Jr IR \ "IN ORIGINAL. . - -
i Lo ] < ) - -
A D PR .
t ﬂz i TR
HI B "
i R y "
{ B . } .
‘ . - 5
' 7[,1/ ]
. A s .
i \ T ’ ) .
‘ - \ A = Copy in fu -
- T ‘ o ' ;. B = Not to be copied
e -
‘ - -« P ==Copy abstract only.

1

4 Q== Oopy beading only

4




	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720001-0002
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720003-0004
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720005-0006
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720007-0008
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720009-0010
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720011-0012
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720013-0014
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720015-0016
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720017-0018
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720019-0020
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720021-0022
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720023-0024
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720025-0026
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720027-0028
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720029-0030
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720031-0032
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720033-0034
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720035-0036
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720037-0038
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720039-0040
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720041-0042
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720043-0044
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720045-0046
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720047-0048
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720049-0050
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720051-0052
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720053-0054
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720055-0056
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720057-0058
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720059-0060
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720061-0062
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720063-0064
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720065-0066
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720067-0068
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720069-0070
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720071-0072
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720073-0074
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720075-0076
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720077-0078
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720079-0080
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720081-0082
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720083-0084
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720085-0086
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720087-0088
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720089-0090
	Copy_of_G_O_NO_40720091-0092

