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SUBJECT.

Submitting to Government, with rsmarks,
petition from Ahmed Fussain Koraisky,

late Sub-Inspector, Salt, Abkari and

Customs Department, appealing against
the Board’s orderg declining teo inter-
fere with the order of the Deputy Com-
missioner, Southern Division, dispens-

ing with his services.
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Memorandum from Government,

Ravenue Depart-

ant,. No.318, dated 12tn NDecember 189¢€.
ment,

Read alsco letter

4

rom T.A.Fowler HEsquire, Deputy Commis-

gioner, Southern Division, No.5879, dated

s =

2nd December 1898, sub-

l \ \ . mitting,witih remarks, the appeal petition of late Sub-Inspector

‘ \ | Ahmed Hussain Kon
|

aisky addressed to
" | . . -
\\—’ i )1 1;(7:‘.[ ”]‘3 i J b

is ®xcellency the Governor

Resolution,

The petition and its enclosures, received with the

sacond of the papers read a

bove,will be submitted to Government,

2 The petitioner states that he

e was dismissed for a mere tech-

nical offence, contrary to the departmental rules, and that he had

black marks cutstanding against him when the order of

dismissal was passed. fle was as a matter of fact dismissed because

he was found incorrigibly lazy and untruthful, and ubterly useless.

At, the time the dismissal order was passed le had six black marks
=

2 r outstanding ,as wiil be seen from the statement enclosed.
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hfﬂ ol (True extract.)
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| " HIS EXGELLENGY A
: THE GOVERNOR I¥ COUNGIE,

~ FORT Sr. GEORGE, & g
MADRAS. ,’

The humble petition of Ahmed Hussain Korishy, Ea ‘
Sub-Inspector of salt and Abkari Departmen 4

e b

Kayalpatnam Circle, Tinnevelly District
MosT RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH :—
o The petitioner respectfully begs to state that he has been unfortunately dismissed

for mere t schnical offence contrary to the departmental rules.

o RES. : . o . &
o E ENCLOSURES Five Black Marks followed by a warning of dismissal makes an Officer in the De- 2
No. 1, Appeal Pe?tlllon partment liable to removal from service. 'm : b j

to the Board of fve 5 k i

venue. The petitioner who had had only 2 Black Marks received an order warning him ¢, 3

3 that the petitioner would be reduced in case of his earning wrthe: SShaent b %

No. 2. Resolution of L Bt £ his earning any further punishmeat (EncigS ?

sure No. 3). j

No. 8. A12. O
Salt Department It is against thls 1is and, order alone that the petitioner preferred an appeal to the q

Board of Revenue (Enclosure No. 1) which passed the Resolution (Enclosure No. 2) deulm. '

ing to interfere on behalf of the appellant.

Dismissal for two Black Marks or for 5 Assumed Black Marks (there was no such ““

‘ "

thing in the case of the petitioner) contrary to the warning order of reduction is a thing un-

known :in the Salt Department and is an innovation in the case of this unfortunate pctltwner 3 :

e o

alone. 5 % £
0 B “‘W

The petitioner served this Départment 6 years and the Judicial Department about s

4 years and his dismissal for such mere technical mistakes has ruined him and his large ‘ {,

family. / }

The petitioner does not now wish to dispute the order of his superior, but approaches Yl
Your Excellency in Council with a request that Your Excellency’s mercy will be graciously { ‘
pleased to season, the strict justice done to this petitioner by restoring him to his post or ab
the worst, to reduce him in terms of the order (Enclosure No. 3) to some post in the Depart-

S

ment and protect him.

e

For which act of grace, Your Excellency’s petitioner shall feel cver gra‘eful and

begs to remain Your Excellency’s most humble petitioner.
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ENCLOSURES.

No. 1. A eal Petition
to thg II)Soa,rd of Re-

? venueé.

No. 2. Resolution of do.

No. 3. Al2.
Salt Department

oot
Y o

rl‘O i

1S EXCELLENGY

THE COYERNOR IN COUNGIE,
FORT Sr. GEORGE,

MADRAS. :

The humble petition of Ahmed Hussain Korishy, Ez-
Sub-Inspector of salt and Abkari Department,

Kayalpatnam Circle, Tinnevelly District

MosT RESPEOTPULLY SHEWETIH :—
The petitioner respectfully begs to state that he has been unfortunately dismissed

for mere technical offence contrary to the departmental rules.

Five Black Marks followed by a warning of dismissal makes an Officer in the De-

partment liable to removal from service.

The petitioner who had had only 2 Black Marks received an order warning him

that the petitioner would be reduced in case of his earniug any further punishment (Enclo-
sure No. 3).

It is against this and, order alone that the petitioner preferred an appeal to the

Board of Revenue {Enclosure No. 1) which passed the Resolution (Enclosure No. 2) declin-

ing to interfere on behalf of the appellant.

Dismissc 1 for two Black Marks or for 5 Assumed Black Marks (there was no such

thing in the case of the petitioner) contrary to the warning order of reduction is a thing un-

known in the Salt Department and is an innovation in the case of this unfortunate petitivner
alone.

The petitioner served this Department 6 years and the Judicial Department aboub
4 years and his dismissal for such mere technical mistakes bas ruined him and his large
family.

The petitioner does not now wish to dispute the order of his superior, but approaches
Your Excellency in Council with a request that Your Excellency’s mercy will be graciously
pleased to season, the strict justice done to this petitioner by restoring him to his post or at
the worst, to reduce him in terms of the order (Enclosure No. 3) to some post in the Depari-

ment and protect him.
For which act of grace, Your Excellency’s petitioner shall feel ever gra‘eful and

begs to remain Your Excellency’s most humble petitioner.
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ENCLOSURES. Five Black Mar

No. \ Department,

No. 1. Appeal Petition partment li

Date.
to the Board of Re-

No. 2. Resolution of do.

No, 8. A12.
Salt Department It is agai
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%MENT 0\: » The humble petition of Ahmed Hussain Korishy, Ez-
Sub-Inspector of salt and Abkari Department,

Kayalpatnam Curele, Tinnevelly‘])istrict

MosT RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH :—

titioner respectfully begs to state that he h

The pe
tal rules.

for mere technical offence contrary to the departmen

ks followed by'a warning of dismissal makes an ‘Officer in the Des
able to removal from service. 55

¢ who had had only 2 Black Marks received an orde
ug any further punishment (Enclo-

The petitione ¢ warning him
that the petitioner would be reduced in case of his earni

sure No. 3).
nst this and, order alone that the petitio

Board of Revenue {Enclosure No. 1) which passed the Resolut

ing to interfere on behalf of the appellant.

missal for two Black Marks or for 5 Assamed Black Marks (there Was no such

Dis
thing in the case of the petitioner to the warning order of re

known :in the Salt Depm'tment an

) contrary

d is an innovatien il T
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alone. dxs
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The petitioner served this Departmed&ﬁ yedts and the :rndﬂx: ial Department about
4 years and his dismissal for such mere techn ‘.'QL gﬁistakpea’has ruired him and his large
N Tooif &

family. !
a3 i‘l il
he order 0

The petitioner does not now wish to dispute t
Excellency’s mercy will be graciously

Your Excellency in Coqncil with a request that Your
justice done to this petitioner
f the order (Enclosure No. 3

pleased to season, the strict by restoring him to his post or &

the worst; to reduce him in terms o

ment and protect him.
For which act of grace, Your Excellency’s petitioner shall fecl ever gra'elul and
begs to remain Your Excellency’s most humble petitioner.
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA. v
: . Serial No. 3.
OF REVENUE AND AGRICULTURE.

DEPARTMENT

AGRICULTURE.

by ¥ o :.C,.‘ . o Y
| - ALL LOCAL GOVERNMENTS AND ADMINISTRATIONS.
[
]
3
@
Dated Simia, the 3 October 1898.
i ’f j
SUBJECT. |
Ve Effect of increasing imports of refined sugar on the market for and the price of Indian
y i % sugars. ) Ps
. ; I~ {
‘ G.C. Press, Simia,—No. 790 R & A D =2-11-98=890.




NoO. 15—48-3.

FrROM
T. W. HOLDERNESS, Esq., C.S.I,
Secretary to the Government of India.
v B
To
Dept. of Rev. & Agri -

Agriculture,

Simfla, the 315t October 1898.

SIR, :

:
THE Government of India are anxious to obtain information as to
the effect which the increasing imports of refined sugar from Europe and from
Mauritius into India have so far exercised, or are tending to exercise, on the
market for and the price of Indian sugars, and thereby on the profits of sugarcane
cultivation in [ndia. Statements have been made in newspapers and periodi-
cals that this increasing import of sugar at very low prices under the stimulus
of the competition between the produce of Mauritius and the bounty-aided
sugars of Europe is injuring the sugar industry of India by lessening the
internal demand for and reducing the price of Indian sugars; that it will result
in sugarcane being less and less grown in India, and in the impoverishment of
the agriculturist in many places to the extent that the land revenue assessments
and the canal revenues will be endangered.

2. The Government of India have no clear evidence before them that the
increasing sugar import§ have had, or are tending to, such serious consequences.
The area under sugarcane in the different provinces has not declined of late years,
nor in récent revefiue or settlement reports have any obseryations regarding the
unprofitableness: of the industry been noticed. The extent to which the refined
sugars from abroad compete’ in the Indian ‘markets with the coarse sugars
ordinarily manufactured by native processes, and tend to supplant the latter, is
uncertain. There is probably an increasing demand for sugar in India for
domestic consumption and for spirit distilling and sweetmeat making, and as the .
sugarcane area has not expanded of late years, it may be that the incref';.sing
imports have not been in excess of the necessary demand, «and that the price of
Indian sugars has, notwithstanding these imports, been maintained. Lastly, the
question whather sugar prices in India have fallen in recent years 1s one on ‘WhiCh
it is difficult on existing materials to pronounce, owing to thes many varieties of
sugar sold in Indian markets, and the failure of the published price returns to

clearly aistinguish between them.



2

3. The subject, connected as it is with the sugar bounty question, appears
to the Government of India to be of sufficient importance to be specially investi-
gated and I am to ask that
inquiries may be made as to the effect of the competition of im

il g : ported sugars on
the cultivation of sugarcane in

y on the profits of

| . ! the possibility of
any falling off in the land or canal revenues in consequence of the abandonment

of sugarcane cultivation. Iam to ask that the results of the inquiry may be
communicated to the Government of India,

such cultivation,*and on those of the sugar-industry ; alsg as to

. A statement showing i : . ]
4 it < the T “d g the Impc.)rts‘of sugar into India during the last three
S OV =Y y A 5 $
years, as given in the Tade and. N-a\ igation Returns, ig appended,
to the article on sugar in the Dictionary of Economic Pr
page 346) the area under sugarcane in India is aboyt 2,50
outturn, in coarse unrefined sugar, about

According
oducts (Volume VI,

0,000 acres, and the
2,500,000 tons,
crop at Rs. 100 a ton may approximately be put at Rs
value of the imports of sugar in 1897-98 .

The imports of sugar thus bear a conside

: 25,00,00,000. The
IS returned at Rg, 4,70,87,904.

rable proporti
. on, as reo SR
to the sugar production of the country, i FEards vehlue,

-«

I have the honour to be,
SIR,
Your most obedient Servant

T. W. HOLDERNESS;

S, ’
ecretary to the Government of India.

The value of this.

APPENDIX.

1mports of sugar into British India:

VALUE.

QUANTITIES.
»
VEL VB T APRIL TO TWELVE MOXTHS, IST APRIL T0O
el £ : ' LRl Iy Pt s 4
1895-96- 1896-97- 1897-98. 1895-06. | 1896-97. 1897-g8.
Tons. Tons, Tons. Rs. Rs. Rs.
Sugar refined or crysta-
lised :— o
F Austria-Hungary 246 5775 47,287 63,582 13,13,702 | 1,04,45,039
‘rom Austria- >
8 0,165 | 87.50,225 | 87,57,394 | 1,27,88,053
5 37,940 6J:IOJ /299
, Germany 35,910 3
<Et 42 70,302 | 1,64,55:377 | L,71,78:400 | 1,56,60,098
, Mauritius Pl 68,336 74,44 3 :
5 61,905 | 17,91,512 | 33.48,381
2 6.965 14.558 26,61.905
,» China v 10,302 f
5,499 | 4,872 7,024 13,13,080 0,92,558 17,354,857
» Java y .
& a a6 6'(04 8,1",005
66 STE] 12,53,962 2,67,9 3
| ., Straits Settlements, 5,387 3,166 3,7
3 -
tries 564 9bo 8,7”3 1,50,324 3’17,612 22;/8;4/[
,, Other countries ...
» a1
| 24,120 211,756 | 3,06,49,355 3:11,10,181 | 4,70,87,004
120,244 134y E=0 VIS 319U,4%:550
ToTAL J
' : t
' ‘ |
l Sugar unrefined :— ,
30 | 8,046 18,601 4,18,776 3,90,110 7,506,864
Countries unspecified ... 10,209 { :
‘ ST i P g e e
| 3 78,44,768
y 3 3 291 VAL S 2V
TorAL " 136,543 143,060 230,417 | 3,10,68,131 3,15,18,20 4,784
GRARD o b oA .
lj
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%
g
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- NoO. 15—48-3.
FroMm
T. W. HOLDERNESS, ESQ s oL
Secrez‘ary to the Government of I miza
To

Dept. of Rev. & Agri.
Agriculture,

,_ :
. - Simia, the 315t October 1898.

SIR,

THE Government of India are anxicus to obtain information as to
the effect which the i increasing imports, of refined sugar from Europe and from
Mauritius into India have -so far exercised, or are tending to exercise, on the
market for and the pnce of Indian sugars, and thereby on the profits of sugarcane
cultivation in India. Sfatements have been made in newspapers and periodi-
cals that this increasing import of sugar at very low prices under the stimulus
of the competition between the produce of Mauritius and the bounty-aided
sugars of Europe is injuring the sugar industry of India by lessening the
internal demand for and reducing the price of Indian sugars; that it will result
in sugarcane being less and less grown in India, and in the impoverishment of
the agriculturist in many places to the extent that the land revenue assessments
and the canal revenues will be endangered. ‘

2. The Government of India have no clear evidence before them that the
increasing sugar imports have had, or are tending to, such serious consequences.
The area under sugarcane in the different provinces has not declined of Iate years,
nor in recent revenue or settlement reports have an observations regardmg the
unproﬁtableness of the industry been noticed. ' The extent to which the refined

sugars from abroad compete in the Indian markets with the coarse sugars
ordinarily manufactured by native processes, and tend to supplant the latter, is
uncertain. There is probably an, increasing demand for sugar in India for
domestic consumption and for spirit distilling and sweetmeat making, and as the
sugarcane area has not expanded of late years, it may be that thei increasing
imports have not been in excess of the necessary demand, and that the price of
Indian sugars has, notwithstanding these imports, been maintained. Lastly,hth;:
questlon “h( ither sugar prices in India have fallen in recent years is one on w 1cf
it is dll’ﬁcult on existing materials to pronounce, owing to the many varieties o

sugar sold in Indian markets, and the failure of the pubhshed price returns to

clearly aistinguish between them. S
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to the Government of India to be of sufficient importance to be specially investi- o APPENDIX. . !
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No. 15—48-3.

FrOM :
T. W. HOLDERNESS, EsQ., CS1, : .
Secretary to the Government of India.
To -
Dept. of Rev. & Agri. :
Agricultures =
Simia, the 31s¢ October 1898.
&
SIR,

Tug Government of India are anxisus to .obtain information as to
the effect which the increasing imports of refined sugar. from Europe and from
Mauritius into India have so far exercised, or are tending to exercise, on the
market for and the price of [ndian sugars, and thereby on the profits of sugarcane
cultivation in India. ~Statements have been made in newspapers and periodi-
cals that this increasing import of sugar at very low prices under the stimulus
of the competition between the produce of Mauritius and the bounty-aided.
sugars -of Europe is injuring the sugar industry of India by lessening the
demand for and reducing the price of Indian sugars; that it will result
less and less grown in India, and in the impoverishment of
many places to the extent that the land revenue assessments

internal
in sugarcane being

the agriculturist in
and the canal revenues will be endangered.

2. The Government of India have no clear evidence before them that the
increasing sugar imports have had, or are tending to, such serious consequences.
The area under sugarcane in the different provinces has not declined of late years,
n recent revenue or settlement reports have any observations regarding the
ss of the industry been noticed. The extent to which the refined
he Indian markets with the coarse sugars

nor 1
unproﬁtablene

sugars from abroad compete in t
ordinarily manufactured by native processes, and tend to supplant the latter, is

uncertain.  There is probably an increasing demand for sugar in India for
domestic consumption and for spirit distilling and sweetmeat making, and as the
sugarcane area has not expanded of latev years, it may be that the increasing
imports have not been in excess of the necessary demand, and that the price of

Indian sugars has, notwithstanding these imports, been maintained. Lastly, the
i have fallen in recent years is one on which

yestion whether sugar prices in India ‘
ounce, owing to the many varieties of

it is difficult on existing materials to pron :
d in Indian markets, and the failure of the published price returns to

clearly aistinguish between them.
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3. The subject, connected as it is with the sugar bounty question, appears
to the Government of India to be of sufficient importance to be specially investi-
gated and I am to ask that
inquiries may be made as to the effect of the competition of imported sugars on
the cultivation of sugarcane in i
such cu'ltlvatlot.\, and on those of the sugar-industry ; also as to the possibility of
any falling off in .the land or canal revenues in consequence of the abandonment
of sugarcane cultivation. [am to ask that the results of the inquiry may be
communicated to the Government of India, o

, on the profits of

4. A statement showing the imports of sugar into India durine the last th
years, as given in the Trade and Navigation Returns, is end:d A d'ree
to the article on sugar in the Dictionary of Econom’ic Prgguct .\' 1CCO,r l\?lg:
page 346) the area under sugarcane in India is about o 500,000 A .,O um(,l :
outturn, in coarse unrefined sugar, about 2,500,000’2011,5 T;C.mb’] amf t:c
crop at Rs. 100 a ton may approximately be put at Rs -2 e value of this
value® of the imports of sugar in 1897-98 is returned ~at5,§0,00,ooo. oy

S. 4,70,87,904.

The imports of sugar thus bear a :
considerable pr 3
to the sugar production of the country, Proportion, as regards value,

I have the honour to be,
SIR,
-Your most obedient Ser\;ant,

T. W. HOLDERNESS,

Secretary to the Government of India.

APPENDIX.

1mports of sugar inlo British India.

Sugar refined or crysta-
lised :—

From Austria-Hungary,

, Germany
» Mauritius
,» China i
» Java

Straits Settlements,

»

,» Other countries ...

TorAL was

Sugar unrefined :—

Countries unspecified ...

GraND ToTAL e

QUANTITIES.

VALUE.

TWELVE MONTHS, 1ST APRIL TO

=

* TWELVE MONTHS, IST APRIL TO

3157 MARCH. |, 318 Marecn.
1895-06. | 1896-97. 1897-98. 1805-06. 1846-97. 1897-98
. -

Tons. Tons, Tons. Rs. Rs. Rs.
., 246 + 5775 47,287 | " 63,582 | 13.13,792 | 1,04,45,039
- 33910 37,940 60,165 87,50,225 87’57’394 !:27’88:053
68,336 74,442 70,302 | 1,64.55:377 | 1,71,78:409 | 1,56,60,098
10,302 6,065 14,558 | ' 26,61.905 17,971,512 3348381
5,400 4,872 7,024 | 13,13,986 992,558 | 17,54,857
5357 3,166 3717 | 1253962 | 267,904 | 813,005
564 960 8,703 1,50,324 3,17,612 | 22,78,471
126,244 134,120 211,756 | 3,06,49,355 | 311,010,181 | 4,70,87,904
10,299 8,046 18,661 418,776 390110 | . 7,56,864
136,513 143,066 230,417 | 3,10,68,131 | 3,1518,201 | 4,78,44,768
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