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LABLE OF CONTRNTA.

'1. Resolution .issued by the Government of India, Department. of
Oommerce, No. 260-T.(8)/33, dated the 26th August,-1933"

3., Press communigue lssned by the Tmﬂ Board on 'l.he 4th Septem—
ber, 1933 .

Re-Rolled Steel,
3. Representa.tmns received from~-

1) The Indis Co., Lid., Madras—

(i) Letter dated the 16th September, 1933, submitting
that they propose to start a rolling ‘il and re-
questing to keep the ad valorem duty on billets
at the présent level

(ii) Letter dated the 28th November, 1933 submxttmg
their views on the repremntnhon of the Tata Iron
and Steel Oomp!my "y

2) The Lakghmn Iron and Steel Manufacturmg Oo Ltd
‘Ghaziabad—

Lettor dated the 21st September, 1933, submﬂ;tmg the
difficuls :ma under whmh the ﬁrm is- ln.bonrmg at
presen! .

3) Mr. Gayadin Ram, Galcutta-—-

Letter dated the 22nd September,. 1933~ submlthng their
views regarding: railway. frelghts the pnoes of
scrap and the duty on billets . K . .

4) Mukund Steel Rolling Mills, Labore—

Letter dated the 28th Septomber, 1933, submttmg the’
kind of protection they mqmrs for thie expanamn "

of their business . . e

(6) Cawnpore Rolhng Mxlls Ltd Cawnporé-—- . -
Letter dated the 25th November, 1933, submlttmg that
. the duty on imported billets be enblrely abolished: .
(8) Mr. 8. K. Sawday, Calcutta—
Letter dated the 16th September, 1933, cntxcxsmg the
“policy of the Tata Iron and S’reel Compa.ny with
regard to the disposal of scrap .

4. Letter from the Tariff Board No. 439, dated the 4th chobeb,;

1933, to certain re-roﬂmg mllls asfnng for certain informa-
tion . . . . . . P
§. Replies to the sbove letter reeewed from—
(1) Mukund Steel. Rolling Mills; Lahore—
(i) Letter dated the 1st November, 1933 . . .
(ii) Letter dated the 14th November, 1933° . ..

(2) Lakshmi JIron. and . Bteel Msnufmurmg__co.; Ltd.,

Ghasziab ’
Letter dated the 2nd November, 1933 W e e .
(3) Mr. Gayadin Ram, Caleutta— ; o .
Letter dated the 3rd November;. 1933, &, e nh
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(4) The India Co., Ltd., Madras—
(i) Letter dated the 10th November, 1933 .
(ii) Letter dated the 2nd December, 1933 . .

Fabricated Steel.
6. National Federation of Iron and Steel Manufacturers in the
United Kingdom, Westminster—
(1) Letter dated the 9th November, 1933, forwarding repre-
sentation from the iron and steel mdustry of the United
Kingdom in connection with the Board’s enquiry .

(2) Letter dated the 12th December, 1933, forwa.tdmg supple—
mentary representation .

(3) Letter dated the 24th January, 1934 forwardmg a state—
ment showing the current invoice prices of . British
tested bars c.i.f, Bombay without landlng charges or
duties

(4) Letter dated the 24th January, 1934 submlttmg views in
‘regard to the possibility of the evasion of duty leviable
on articles imported .

~ (5) Letter dated the 24th J anuary, 1934 lubmlttmg views re-
garding the adjustment required "to give effect to the
difference in prices of tested and untested steel .

(6) Letter dated the 26th January, 1934, regarding the com-
parative incidence of depreciation, interest on working
capital and overheads on the cost per ton in the British
steel. practice . . . . . . . .

(7) Letter dated the 3rd February, 1934, submitting certain
proposals for the safeguard of the Indian structural
engineering industry against competition by certain
British firms and in this connection forwarding a memo-
randum submitted by Messrs Dorman Long & Co.,
Ltd., Calcutta . . . .

7. Messrs, Dorman Long & Co., Ltd., Calcutta—

Letter dated the 26th February, 1934, forwarding estimates
of fair selling puces for common types of fabncated
steelwork ., . : . -

8. Indian Engineering Association, Calcutta—
(1) Letter dated the 2lst October, 1933, drawing sttentmn
to the anomaly that arises in connectlon with the im-
portatlon of steel lattice work towers for electrical trans-
mission system . . . . . . .

(2) Letter dated the 12th December, 1933, pointing out the
anomaly that exists in connection thh the importation
of rivetted steel chimneys . . .

9. The Hindusthan Construction Co., Lid., Bombay-—-
Letter dated the 4th October, 1933, recommendmg the kind of
steel that should be used in the construction of the pro-
posed Howrah Bridge.

10. Messrs. Braithwaite & Co. (India), Lid., Calcutta—

(1) Letter to the Government of India, Department of Com-
merce, dated the 30th August, 1933, submitting a repre-
sentation regarding the proper classification of towers
required for electrical transmission systems . . .
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( i )

(2) Letter froin the Tariff Board No. 437, dated the 4th
October, 1933, asking for certain mformatlon regarding
fabricated steel required by the engineering firms ..

(3) Letter dated the 4th November, 1933, in reply to the above
letter . .

(4) Letter from the Tanff Board No 520 dated the 3rd
November, 1933, asking for mfolma.tlon regardmg the
prices of 1mported machinery

(5) Letter dated the 7th November, 1933, in reply to the above
letter .
(6) Letter dated the 9th November 1933 submitting repre-
sentation
(7) Letter dated the 2lst November 1933 explammg some of
the figures used in the representatlon
(8) Letter dated.the 27th November, 1933, e]ucxdatmg certam
statements made in the representatlon
(9) Letter dated the 2nd December, 1933, explammg the eﬁect
of an increased tariff on the cost of a representative
hydro-electric scheme . . . .
(10) Letter dated the 4th December 1933 submitting views
regarding the suggestions for an agreement with British
fabricators as regards quotatlon of prlces of fabricated
steel work
(11) Letter dated the 4th December 1933 quotmg examples
. showing dumping of foreign pla.m materials fabricated
in India by foreigh rolling-mill-owned fabricating shops.
(12) Letter dated the 13th December, 1933, submitting that
their estimates regarding cost of transmission towers
may be suitably amended if fair selling price for Indian
plain material delivered in a fabricator’s works in India
is found to be otherwise than the figure quoted by them.
(18) Letter dated the 19th January, 1934, submitting their
views on the proposals of the National Federation of
Iron and Steel Manufacturers of the United Kingdom
regarding agreement between the Indian and the
British fabricators
(14) Letter dated the 24th Janua.ry, 1934 submlttmg the eﬁect
of foreign competition on Indian- fabrlcators .

11. Messrs. Jessop & Co., Ld., Calcutta—

(1) Letter dated the 23rd September 1933, submitting their
representation .

(2) Letter dated the 23rd October 1933 submlttmg theu
views on the representation from the Hindusthan ‘Cons-
truction Co., Id., regardlng the new proposed Howrah
Bridge .

(3) Letter from the Tarlff Board No. 433 dated the 4th Octo-

ber, 1933, asking for certain lnformatlon rega.rdmg
fabricated steel .

(4) Letter dated the 3rd November 1933, in reply to the
above letter

() Letter from the Tarxﬁ Board No 590 dated the 31d
November, 1933, asking for certain information regard-
ing the extent ‘%o which the prices of imported machi-
nery have varied between the years 1926 and 1933.

(6) Letter dated the 5th November 1933, in rep]y,to the above
letter . . . . . .
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12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19,

20.

(i)

Messrs. Bura & Co., Ltd., Calcutta—

Letter dated the 23rd chober 1933, submitting their views on
the representatlon from the Hindusthan Construction
, Ltd., regarding the new proposed Howrah Bridge .

Messrs. Bum & Co., Ltd., Jessop & Co., Ltd., and Bralthwame

& Co., (Indla), Ltd., Calcutta—
Letter dated the 16th February, 1934, submlttmg their joint

views on the proposals made by the National Federation
of Iron and Steel Manufacturers of United Kingdom

Messrs. Henry Williams India (1931), Ltd., Calcutta—

(1) Letter dated the 22nd September, 1933 asking for the
total abolition of the ex1stmg duty on billets lmported
from abroad

(2)- Letter from the Tariff Board No. 432 dated the 4th Octo-
ber, 1933, asking for certain information

3) Legter dated the 3rd November, 1933, in reply to the above
etter

(4) Letter dated the 6th Janua.ry, 1934 submlttmg costs of
typical items of manufacture from billets

(6) Letter dated the 6th January, 1934, regardmg agreement
with the Tata Iron & Steel Co Ltd in connection with
the supply of billets

(6) Memorandum dated the 9th Jnnuary, 1934 forwardmg
supplementary memorandum regarding sleeper position .

(7) Letter dated the 8th February, 1934, regarding fair

selling prices of various engineering artlcles manufac-
tured in India . .

Messrs. George Turton Platts & Co., Ltd., Sheffield—
Letter dated the 19th September, 1933, submitting that in the
measure of protection for the Steel industry some dis-

crimination should be made between the British and
Continental manufacturers .

Messrs. Guest Keen and Nettlefolds, Ltd., London—
Letter dated the 1st February, 1934, submitting views in
respect of the present protectxve duties on. certain rail-
way materials . .
Messrs. Richardson and Cruddas, Bombay—

Letter dated the 12th December, 1933, submitting their views
in connection with the protectlon of the Steel industry .

Messrs, Alcock Ashdown & Co., Ltd., Bombay—

Letter dated the 16th December 1933 supporting the remarks

made by Messrs, Rlchardson and Cruddas in the letter
referred to above.

Letter from the Tariff Board No. 438, dated the 4th October,
1933, to the Governments of Madras and the Punjab, and
His nghness the Maharaja of Mysore regarding the possible

effect of an increase in import duty on steel towers used for
transmitting high tension electricity

Replies to the above letter received from—

(1) the Government of His Highness the Maharaja of Mysore—-
Letter dated the 3rd November, 1933
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{2) Government of Madras—
Letter dateds the 20th -November, 1933 . . . .

(3) Government of the Punjab—- o

Letter dated the 17th March, 1934 . . . .
21. Port Commissioners, Calcutta—

(1) Letter from the Tariff Board No: 453, dated the 10th
October, 1933, to the Calcutta Tort - Commissioners
asking Yor certain information in connectlon with the

" proposed Howrah Bridge . =« .

(2) Letter dated the 16th October, 1933, in reply to.the above
letter .

(3) Letter dated the 23rd October, 1933 supplymg further
information . . . .

92. Indian Stores Department, Slmlar-

(1) Letter from the Tariff Board No. 435, dated the 4th Octo-
ber, 1933, to the Indian Stores Depa.rtment asking for
certain information regarding the orders for fabricated
steel placed through the Department. which have been
lost to the Indian engineering firms since 1925-26 . ..

(2) Letter dated thé 10th November, 1933, in reply o the
- above letter . . .

Tinplate.
23. The Tinplate Company of India, Ltd., Calcutta—
(1) Letter dated the 29th September 1933 forwardmg thelr
representation
(2) Supplementary Statements Nos 1 to 8 .
(3) Letter dated the 16th March, 1934, regarding mterpreta—
tion of the Company’s agreement with the Tata Iron
and Steel Company Limited regardmg steel. prices .
24. Metal Box Co., Ltd., London—"
Letter dated the 6th March, 1933, asking for permission to

import tinplates either free of duty or on substantxally
revised basis

25. Welsh Plate and Sheet Manufacturers’ Assocla.tlon, London—
(1) Letter dated the 1st November, 1933, submlttmg their
representation

(2) Letter dated the 9th November, 1933 submlttmg addl-
tional information .

26. The National Petroleum Company, Bomba.y—

Letter dated the 19th December, 1933, opposing the claim of
the Tinplate Company of Indla Ltd., for protection by
the imposition of differential dutles which would be
tantamount to preferentxal duty in favonr of forelgn oil
companies .

27. The Indian Merchants’ Chamber Bombay—-

Letter dated the 19th February, 1934, opposing the claim of

the Tinplate Company of India, Ltd., for protection .

98. The Buyers and Shippers Chamber, Karachi-—

Letter dated the 22nd March, 1934, opposing the enhancement
of duty on non-Bribish tlnplates . . . . .

- .

29. The United Provinces Chamber of Commerce, Oawnpore—

Yettor dated'the Sth April, 1934, -opposing the enhancement
of duty on’ non-British tmplates‘ s e e
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t vi)

Wire and Wire Nails.

30. Questionnaire issued by the Tariff Board rega,rdmg wire and wire
nails . . . . . . . . . .

31. The Indian Steel and Wire Products, Tatanagar—

(1) Letter dated the 30th September 1933, submlttmg thelr
representation

(2) Letter dated the 18th November 1933 submxttmg state—
ment on the recent developments regardmg the supply
of billets by the Steel Company .

(3) Letter dated the 12th December, 1933, submxttmg further
statements

(4) Letter dated the l3th December, 1933 submlttmg detalls
of materials required for the ma.nufacture of wire and
wire nails

(5) Letter dated. the 14th Decxamber 1933 submxttmg cost
sheets for the month of May, 1933 for all the products
manufactured in the Works .

(8) Letter dated the 9th January, 1934, forwardmg further
correspondence between the Steel Compa.ny and the firm
on the supply of billets .

(7) Letter dated the 20th January, 1934, forwardmg revnsed
freight rates mtg‘oduced by the North-Western Rallway
Administration

(8) Letter dated the 24th January 1934 forwa.rdmg eost
sheets of rod mill for the months of November . and
December, 1933 .

(9) letter dated the lst February, 1934 submlttmg represen-
tation regarding the protection of barbed wire

(10) Letter dated the 27th February, 1934, forwarding copy of
letter from the Steel Oompany regardmg supply of
billets

_ (11) Letter dated the 3rd March 1934 forwardmg copies of
further correspondence between the firm and the Steel
Company regarding supply of billets .

32. Messrs. Devidas Jethanand & Co., Karachi—

(1) Letter dated the 16th September, 1933, submitting repre-
sentation for the continuance of the present concession
enjoyed by the Company in the shape of rebate of duty
on imported wire rods x'equired for the manufacture of
wire nails

(2) Letter dated the 17th September 1933 submlttmg repre-
sentation for the protection of the wood screw makmg
industry . . . . . . . .

33. The Indian Hume Pipe Co., Ltd., Bombay—

(1) Letter dated the 21:1: September, 1933, submitting repre-
sentation regarding maintenance of the present position
of the importation of wire rods, wire and wire nails

(2) Letter dated the 4th December, 1933, submitting note
explaining their position rega.rdmg drawmg wire .

(3) Letter dated the 5th January, 1984, submitting a note
giving description of wire required by the Company

(4) Letter dated tbe Bth January, 1934, forwarding copies of
letters from the Bengal Nagpur Rallway and the Indian
.Stee] and Wire Products regarding freights on wire rods

Pack.

265

266

269

310

312

316

318

319
320

323

324

327

330

331

334
33

33¢



34. The Pioneer Wire Nail Manufactuiing Company, Calcutta—

Letter dated the 30th November, 1933, submitting representa-
tion asking for substantlve protectmn to the wire and
wire nails industry . . . . . .

35. Messrs. Vishram Narsi and Brothers, Bombay—

(1) Letter dated the 8th December, 1933, submitting represen-
tation for the protection of the wire and wire nail
industry

(2) Letter dated the llth December, 1933 forwardmg further
representation on the above subject .

36. Tmperial Council of Agricultural Research, New. Delhi-—
. Letter dated the 11th December, 1933, representing the

necessity for keeping the cost of | agrrcultural ‘appliances
including wire fencing and netting as low as possible

37. Upper India Metal Works, Amritsar—

Letter dated the 6th December, 1933, submitting their
representation . . . PN . . . .

38. Mr. B. N. Gupta, Shikohabad— )
Letter dated the 20th September, 1933, requesting that

certain bright drawn wires ‘be exempted from lmport
duties . . .

39. Associated United ngdom Manufacturers of W1re and Wire
Products—
Letter dated the 1st February, 1934 submitting thelr views

Iron and Iron Products.
40. The Bengal Iron Co., Ltd., Calcutta—

(1) Letter dated the 29th August, 1933, forwarding copy of a
joint representation with the Mysore Iron ‘Works to the
Government of India on the subject of the probectlon of
the iron and steel pipe industry

(2) Letter from the Tariff Board No. 475, dated the 14th
October, 1933, asking for certain. information . ‘

(3) Letter dated the 21st October, 1933, in reply to the above.

letter .

(4) Letter dated the 12th December, 1933 submlttmg further'

information

(6). Lotter dated the 14th December 1933 forwardmg state-
ment showing frelght drsadvantages compa.ted with
imported . price .

_» (6) Letter dated the 17th Janua.ry, 1934 rega.rdmg domestlc
h prices of pig iron . . . . . ,

41. The Mysore Iron Works, Bhadravati—

(1) Letter dated -the 20th September 1933 submlttmg their
representation

o (2) Letter from the. Tariff Boa.rd No 475, dated the 14th
October, 1033, - asking for certain information.

(3) Letter dated the 10th, November, 1933, in reply to the
above letter .

(4) Letter dated the 26th October 1933 forwardmg analyées
of the principal ores used on the Bhadravatl works
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(5) Letter dated the 14th November, 1933, forwardlng state-

. ments showing manufacturlng cost of pig iron and
balance sheet, etec.

(6) Letter dated the 15th November, 1933 forwardmg an

estimate for putting up afresh a wood dlstlllatlon and ~

bye product plant

(7) Letter dated the 25th November, 1933 forwardmg analysns
of working capital of the Works as on lIst July, 1933 .

(8) Letter dated the 29th Decomber, 1933, forwa.rdmg certain
statements regarding prices

42. The Indian Hume Pipe Co., Ltd., Bombay—

(1) Letter dated the 23rd October, 1933, asking for protection
of Hume steel pipes from non-Indian competition .

(2) Letter dated the 4th December, 1933, forwarding a note
showing the advantages of steel plpes over cast ironm

pipes

(3) Letter dated the 13th December, 1933, forwardmg state-‘
ments regarding value of orders booked ete . . .

(4) Letter dated the 5th January, 1934, forwarding statements
showing comparative prices of iron and steel pipes

(5) Letter dated the 24th January, 1934, forwarding statements-

showing costs of manufacture of Hume steel pipes

(6) Letter dated the 6th February, 1934, forwarding a supple-
mentary note on the advantages of Hume steel pipes

(7) Letter dated the 7th February, 1934, forwarding the actual

*cost statement of the latest Hume steel order in hand -.
(8) Letter dated the 8th February, 1934, forwarding a mote
regarding rigidity of Hume steel pipes
(9) Letter dated the 15th February, 1934,. forwarding a copy
of their letter to the Tata Iron and Steel Co., regardmg
price of plates for Hume steel pipes

43. Tatanagar Foundry Co., Ltd., Tatanagar—
(1) Letter dated the 23rd September, 1933, forwardmg their
representation . . N .

(2) Letter dated the 16th January, 1934, submlttmg a supple- :

mentary memorandum . .

M Snkdar Iron Works, Calcutta—
> (1) Letter dated the 14th November, 1933, forwarding their
.- views regarding the continuance of protectlon to the
Iron and Steel Industry
2) Supgégmentary Memorandum dated the 23rd December

(3) Letter dated the Sth January, 1934 submnttmg proposals
regarding pig iron supplies

(4) Letter dated the :8th January, 1934 m'gmg that some
‘bounty may be recommended for the works . . .

45. The Indian Iron and Steel Co., Ltd., Calcutta—

(1) Letter dated the 20th September, 1933 regardmg plg iron
prices .

(2) Letter from the Tanﬂ’ Board No 460 dated the llth Octo-
ber, 1933, asking for detailed costs covermg productlon
of plg iron . . .

(3) Letter dated the 6th November, 1933 expressmg thelr
inability to supply the information asked for . . .
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(4) Letter dated the 15th January, 1934, regardmg pnces of
foundry pig iron in India .. .

(5) Lotter dated the 18th January, 1934 submnttmg an
analysis of the despatches of plg iron by the Company
for the last 6 years . .

(6) Letter dated the 1st February, 1934 regardmg the approxl-
mate consumption of pig iron in India . .

46. Messrs. 'W. Leslie & Co., Calcutta—

Letter dated the 24th J anuary, 1934, pomtmg out the disadvan-
tages in regard to the manufacture of cast iron cooking
stoves . . . . . - . . . .

47, Messrs. Martin & Co Ca.lcutta—

Letter dated the lst December, 1933, intimating the ielin-
qulshment of their agency for t.he Japanese cast .iron
pipes . I ‘ . . . . e

48. Messrs. Stewarts and Lloyds, Ltd., Calcuttar—

(1) Letter from the Tariff Boa.rd No. 494, dated the 30th

October, 1933, asking for certain mforma.tlon about cast,

- iron pipes . ..
@) Iaeilit:fl"e dated the 5th December 1933 1;1 reply to the a.bove
etter .

. .

* Miscellaneous.

49. Sur Enamel and Stamping Works Ltd., Caleutta—

Letter dated the 20th September, 1933 asking for protection
of the enamelled iron wares agalnst the Japanese com-
petition- . .

50. Messrs. Burn & Co., Ltd Ca.lcutta——

Letter dated the llth Jannary 1934, protest-mg against the
proposal of Tata Iron and Steel Co., -to erect their own
.plants for the - manufacture of ﬁrebncks requu'ed at
their works . .

51. The Sheetmakers’ Conference of - the Unn‘ed ngdom London——

(1) Letter dated November, 1933, submitting representa.tmn
regarding import duty on gs.lva.mzed sheets .

(2) Letter dated the 11th December, 1933, intimating certa,m
correction in the price of Belglan galvanized sheets
referred to in the - representatmn

(3) Letter dated the 29th December, 1933, submlttmg supple-
mentary information .

(4) Letter dated the 9th January, 1934 aubmlttmg suggestmns
regarding scheme of co-operation in regard to galvamzed

- sheets .

'52. Khan Bahadur H. 8. Mahomed, Bombay—

Letter dated the 19th Septembet 1933, protesting against
+ grant (;:1 further protectlon to the Tata Tron and Steel

., Lid. O

53. Indian Mining Federation, Calcutta—

(1) Letter dated the 22nd September, 1933; ‘submitting views
on the question of continuance of protection to. the
Steel industry .

(2) Lotter dated the 3rd Ja,nuary, 1934 regardmg future pr1ce
Of coal il . . . . . .
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55.

56.

57.

59.

6l.

62.

(x)

Oaleutta Iron Merchants’ Associaton, Calcutta—

(1) Letter to the Government of India, Department of Com-
merce, dated September, 1932, submitting views regard-

ing protection of galvamzed sheets . .
(2) Letter dated the 22nd September, 1933, submlttmg further
views on the subject . . . .

(3) Letter dated the 18th Deoember, 1933 representmg that
the reduction of duty on galvanized sheets is needed for
the relief of the poor Bengali peasants . . . .

The Cawnpore Iron Merchants’ Association, Cawnpore—

Letter dated the 20th September, 1933, submitting views on
the question of the continuance of protection to the
Steel industry . . . . . . . . .

United Provinces Chamber of Commerce, Cawnpore—

Letter dated the 25th September, 1933, submitting views
regarding continuance of protection to the Steel industry

Bengal National Chamber of Commerce, Calcutta—

Letter dated the 27th September, 1933, forwarding views on
the admissibility of continuance of protectlon to the
Steel industry . . .

. Mr. Naresh Nath Mookher;ee and other Indian importers and

merchants of galvanized sheets in Bengal—
(1) Letter dated the 29th September, 1933, submitting views
regarding continuance of protection to galvanized sheets
(2) Letter dated the 12th February, 1934, forwarding supple-

mentary statements regarding prices of Continental
galvanized sheets . . . . . . .

Bengal Industries Association, Calcutta—

(1) Letter dated the 16th October, 1933, submitting views
regarding continuance of prol'.ectlon to the S'aael
industry . . . . . .

(2) Letter dated the 2nd March 1934 supportlng the claim of
the enamel industry for probectlon . . . . .

. The Indfan Merchants’ Chamber, Bombay—

(1) Letter dated the 25th October, 1933, supporting the claim
for protection made by the Steel Company . . .

(2) Letter dated the 19th February, 1934, submitting views on
the representation of the National Federation of Iron
and Steel Manufacturers in the United Kingdom . .

Labour Federation, Jamshedpur—
(1) Memorandum dated the 25th October, 1933, submitting
views on the condition of labour in the Jamshedpur

Steel Works
(2) Letter dated the 20th Novembex', 1933 opposmg the grant
of protection to the Bteel industry . . .

The Maharashtra Chamber of Commerce, Bombay—

Letter dated the 31st October, 1933, submittng that various
kinds of high class steel at present excluded from the
scheme of protection should also be brought under the
pew scheme of protection . . . . .
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63. The All-India Swadeshi Sangha, Bombay— ) )
Letter dated the 4th November, 1933, supporting the claim

for protection by the Steel industry subject to certain

stipulations

64. Iron and Steel Consumers’® Association, Lahore—

(1) Letter dated the 10th November, 1933, submitting views’

on the continuance of protection to the Bteel industry .
(2) Letter dated the 20th December, 1933, submitting further

views on the subject . .. . . . . .
(3) Letter dated the 21st December, 1933, submitting further
views . .

(4) Letter dated the 22nd December, 1933, submitting views
regarding labour cost in the Steel 'Works at J a§mshedpur.
65. Karachi Chamber of Commerce, Karachi—

Letter dated the 4th November, 1933, submitting .views on the
continuance of protection to the Steel industry

66. The Buyers’ and Shippers’ Chamber, Karacﬁi——-

{1) Letter' dated the 15th November, 1933, urging that the
railways should continue extending their co-operation
with the Steel industry of the country . .
(2) Letter dated the 10th March, 1934, submitting views on
the representation of the National Federation of Iron
and Steel Manufacturers in the United Kingdom .
67. The Karachi Indian Merchants’ Association, Karachi—
Letter dated the 18th November, 1933, submitting views re-
garding continuance of protection to the Steel industry .
68. Yndian Chamber of Commerce, Calcutta—
Letter dated the 27th November, 1933, submitting views on
the continuance of protection to the Steel industry
69. The Merchants’ Chamiber of United Provinces, Cawnpore—
Letter dated the 4th December, 1933, suggesting that protec-
tion should be given to the Steel industry on a scale

sufficient and adequate for the future requirements of
the development of the industry . . .

70. Thev Bombay Shareholders’ Association, Bomhay— v
Letter dated the 4th December, 1933, supporting the.'claim
for adequate protection for the Indian Steel industry .
71. The. Bihar and Orissa. Chamber of Commerce, Patna—
(1) Letter dated the 15th December,
regarding the continuance of
industry . . . . . . . .
(2) Letter dated the 26th March, 1934, forwardin
k 2 , 1994, Z a copy of
the resolution passed in the ; i
held on the 20th March, 1932- .annual gfmera.l me.etmg

1933, submitting views
protection to the Steel

72. The Iron and Steel Traders and Consumers’ Association
Bombay— ’

Lotter dated the 26th’ December, 1933, submitting ‘views on
the continuance of protection to the Steel industry

73. Gwalior Chamber of Commerce, Laskar—

Letter dated the 26th December, 1933, urging that the con.
sumers’ interest should be safeguarded before affording
protection to the Stéel industry , :
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74. The Deccan Merchani;s’ Association, Bombay—

Letter dated the 10th January, 1934, recommending that only
so much protection as is absolutely necessary for the
development of the steel mduqtry should be glven to the
Steel Company

75. Messrs. Kristo Dhon Gangooly & Co., Calcutta—
Letter dated the 23rd September, 1933, suggesting that the
protective duties on steel should bo abolished in respect
of British goods . . . . . .

76. Pandit Nilkantha Das, Puri—
Letter dated the 14th Qctober, 1934, submlttlng his views on
the ‘continuance of protectlon to the Steel industry
77. The Singh Engineering Works, Cawnpore—

Letter dated the 216t October, 1933, intimating that the firm
. is not a party to the drawing up of the memorandum
submitted to the Board by the Oawnpore Iron Mer-

chants’ Association . .

78. Dr. 8. K. Sarkar, Calcutta—

Letter dated the 20th ‘November, 1933, submitting an article
on the admissibility ,of grantmg further protectlon to
the Steel industry

79. French Trade Commissioner in Indla, Burma. and Ceylon—

Letter to the Government of India, Department of Commerce,
dated the 22nd November, 1933, suggesting that ‘the
proposed rate of protective duties may be fixed in such
a manner as not to cause elimination of 1mports of
French iron and steel into India . . .

80. Chief Mining Engineer, Calcutta—
Letter dated the 9th January, 1934, giving the rates at which
the State Railways purchased coal for 1932-33 .
8l. Letter from the Tariff Board No. 457, dated the 10th October,
1933, to certain iron merchants in Calcutta and Bombay
regardmg steel prices

82. Replies to the above letter received from—
(1) Messrs. Balmer Lawrie & Co., Ltd,, Calcutta—
Tetter dated the 25th October, 1933 .
(2) Messrs. Geo, Service' & Co.,- Bombay—
Letter dated the 31st October, 1933 . . -
(8) Messrs. Richardson Cruddas, Bombay—
Letter dated the 31st October, 1933 .
(4) Messrs. Martin & Co., Ltd., Calcutta—
Letter dated the 2nd November, 1933

(5) Messrs. Jessop & Co., Ltd., Calcutta—
Letter dated the 2nd November, 1933

(8) Messrs. Anandji Haridas & Co., Lid., Calcutta—
(i) Lotter .dated the 2nd November, 1933
(ii) Letter dated the 9th November, 1933 .
83, Letter from the Tariff Boa.rd No. 449, dated the 5th October,
1933, to all railways in India rogardmg the sale of steel
scrap . . . L] A . . L] * L] .
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84. Replies to the above letter received from—

(1) Eastern Bengal Railway—

Letter dated the 3rd November, 1933 . . . . 629
(2) North Western Railway—

Letter dated the 3rd November, 1933 . . . 631
(3) Madras and Southern Mahratta Railway Co Litd.—

Letter dated the 3rd November, 1933 . 643
*(4) Assam Bengal Railway Co., Ld.—

Letter dated the 4th November, 1933 . 643
(5) East Indian Railway—

Letter dated the 4th November, 1933 . . . . 646
(6) South Indian Railway Co., Litd.—

Letter dated the 6th November, 1933 . . . . 648
(7) Bombay, Baroda and Central India Railway Co., Ltd.—

Letter dated the 6th November, 1933 . . . . 646
(8) Burma Railways—

Letter dated the 8th November, 1933 . . . Y
(9) Bengal Nagpur Railway Co., Ltd.—

Letter dated the 9th November, 1933 . . . . 647
(10) Great Indian Peninsula Railway—

Letter dated the 14th November, 1933 . . . . 647
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