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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA. 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE. 

RESOLUTION. 

TARu'ps. 

Simla, the 10th September .1935. 

No. 3U·T. (12)/35.-As a result of the visit of the British 
Textile Mis~ion to India in the autumn of 1933, an Agreement was 
concluded between the Millowners' Association, Bombay, and the 
Mission which was expressed in the' following terms:-

.2. "The parties wish to record their conviction that great bene
fit has been derived by all cOncerned from the full and frank 
exchange of views, the personal contacts which have been estab
lished and the greater understanding which both sides have secured 
of each other's position. 

The parties are agreed that it would be in the best interests of 
the industries they represent to maintain and develop in the future 
the contacts which have been established and it is hoped that it 
lI'ill become the practice for views to be exchanged wnenever cir
cumstances render it desirable. 

The following headings of agreement have been adopted on the 
assumption that the cotton duty is not increased above the present 
level of half an anna per pound. 

(1) It was agreed that the Indian Cotton Textile Industry is 
entitled, for its progressive development, to a reasonable 
measure of protection against the imports of United 
Kingdom yarns and piecegoods. It was also agreed that' 
under present conditIOns, owing to lower costs and other 
factors operating in foreign cO'untries, the Industry re
quired a higher level of protection against them than 
against the United Kingdom. 

(2) As regards cotton piecegoods, it was agreed that if and 
when the revenue position of the Country made it POS" 
sible for the Government of India to remove the general 
surcharge on all imports imposed in October, 1931, th~ 
Indian side would not make fresh proposals with regard 
to the duties applicable to the United Kingdom. 

(3) In the matter of cotton yarns, the present duties are 6t 
per cent. ad valorem or Ii annas per pound. The Indian 
side has agreed that so faT as imports from the United 
Kingdom are concerned, the duty may be 5 per cent. 
ad valorem with a minimum specific duty of It annas 
per pound, 
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(4) So f!1I' as artificial si:lk piecegoods are concerned, the Indian 
sIde agreed that In the case of the United Kingdom, the 
duties may be as follows:-

30 per cent. ad valorem or 21 annas }ler square yard 
for hundred per cent. artificial silk fabrics; and 

30 per cent. or 2 ann as per square yard for mixture 
fabrics of cotton and ·artificial silk. 

The present duties on these classes of goods are: - #0 

50 per cent. ad valorem or 4 annas per square yard 
on hundred per cent. artificial silk fabrics; and 

.35 per cent. or 2 anRas 3 pies per square yard for 
mIXture fabrics of cotton and artificial silk. 

(5) In so far as the Empire and other ov~rseas markets for 
piecegoods and yarns are concerned, it is agreed that 
any advantages which might be arranged for British 
goods should be extended to Indian goods, and that 
India, in markets in which she has no independent 
quota, should participate in any quota which might be 
allocated to the United Ki.ngdom. In respect of over
seas markets in which Indian mills lack established con
nections, it is agreed that the Manchester Chamber of 
Commerce should use' its good offices to bring about con
tacts between Indian manufacturers and British houses 
which are already established in those markets. 

(6) In regard to raw cotton, the Indian side 8trongly empha
sised the urgent necessity of further effort.s heing made' 
in the United Kingdom to popularise and promote the 
use of the Indian raw material. Thev welcomed the 
undertaking that the British Textile ~Iission would be 
prepared to recommend effect.ive action being taken and 
!eep the Indian side regularly in touch with develop
ment.s. It was further agreed that other avenues of 
co-operation in this field should be explored in the in
terests of the Indian cotton grower. 

This understanding is limited in its duration to the period end
ing on 31st December 1935." 

3. At the time when this Agreement was reached, the Govern
ment of India had under their consideration the question of t.he 
import duties necessary to afford adequate protection to the Indian 
cotton textile industry, and in t.heir view the scale of dut.ies which 
had beE"n aeeept.ed by an important and I'E"presentative section of 
the Indian textile industry eonstituted a fair basis for the protec
tive scheme in so far as it had application to imports from the 
United Kingdom. The duties set out in the Agreement were, t.here
fore, with one slight modification in respect of cotton yarn of eounts 
oyer 50's, given statutory foree by the Indian Tariff (Textile Pro
tection) Amendment Act which became law on the 1st May 1934. 

4. In the e!purse of the debate on the Bill the t.hen Commerce 
llIeD?-ber, Sir Joseph Bhore, in moving that the Bill be referred to 



a Select Committee, stated on behalf of the Government that, 
though it was intended to afford the textile industry protection for 
a period of five years, the tariff rates on British goods would remain 
in force for two years in accordance with the terms of the Agree
Dlent between the Lancashire Delegation and the Millowners' Asso
ciation, Bombay. On the expiry of the two years covered by the 
Agreement, the duties on British goods for the remaining period of 
protection would have to be decided on a review of the conditions 
then existing and in the light of such experience as may have been 
gained. The period of the Agreement will expire on the 31st 
December 1935, and it will be necessary to introduce, in the course 
of the next Budget Session, legislation to give effect to any changes 
in the duties which may be found necessary. The Government of 
India have, therefore, decided that the enquiry foreshadowed in 
Sir Joseph Bhore's speech should take place at an early date and 
that it s.hould be entrusted to a Special Tariff Board constituted as 
1011ow8:-

President. 

Sir Alexander Murray, Kt., C.B.E. 

Members. 

Mr. Fazal Ibrahim Rahimtoola. 
Dewan Bahadur A. Ramaswamy Mudaliar. 

5. The following are the terms of reference to the Board:-
To recommend on a review of present conditions and in the 

light of the experience of the effectiveness of the existing duties, 
the level of the duties necessary to afford adequate protection to 
the Indian ('otton textile industry against imports -from the 
United Kingdom of (a) cotton piecegoods, (b) cotton yarn, (e) 
fabrics of artificial silk and (d) mixture fabrics of cotton and 
artificial silk. By adequate protection is meant duties which 
will equate the prices of imported goods to the fair selling 
prices for similar goods produced in India.. 

6. In the course of this enquiry,. the Board will give a full 
opportunity to the cotton textile industry, whether in India or the 
United Kingdom, to present its case and, if necessary, to 
answer the cases presented by other interested 'parties. 

7. The Board will not be required to make any recommendations 
in respect of revenue duties. 

8. Firms or persons, who desire that their view~ should be con
sidered by the Sper-ial Tariff Board, should address their representa-
tions to the Secretary to the Board. • 

ORDER.-Ordered that a copy of the above Resolution be com
municated to all I,ocal Governments and Administrations; all 

. Departments of the Government of India; the Director General of 
COllllll~rcial Intelligence and Stati~tics; tlJ.e Qentral Board of, 

~~ 



Revenue; the' Indian Trade Commissioners, Londonj Hambutg and 
Milan; the Secretary, Tariff Board; the High Commissioner for 
India, London; His Majesty's Trade Commissioner in Indie; the 
Canadian Trade Commissioner in India; all the Chambers of Com
merce and Associations; the French Trade Commissioner in India, 
Burma and Ceylon; the Secretary, Imperial Council of Agrieul
tural Research and the Chief Controller of Stores. 

Ordered also, that it be published in the Gazette of India. 



I'rea CommUDiqu6 issued by the Spec:iaI Tariff Board on the 
16th October. 1935-

The Got"ernment of India in their Resolution No. aU-T. (12) I 
3;), dated the 10th St-ptember, 1935, have entrusted a special Tariff 
Boal'd "'ith an enquiry regarding the level of duties necessary to 
alford adequate protection to the Indian Cotton Textile Industry 
again,;t import. from the United Kingdom of (a) cotton piecegoods, 
(iI) cotton yarn, (c) fabrics of al'tifkial silk and Cd) mixture fabrics 
of cotton and artificial silk. 

2. The following are the terms of reference to the Board:-

.. To recommend on a review of present conditions and in 
the light of the experience of the effectiveness of the existing 
duties, the let"el of the duties necessary to afford aiJequate 
protection to the Indian cotton textile industry against im
ports from the United Kingdom of (a) Cotton piecegoods, (b) 
cotton yarn, (c) fabrics of artificial silk and (d) mixture 
fabrics of cotton and artificial silk. By adequate protection 
is meant duties which will equate the prices of imported goods 
to the fair selling prices for simila.r goods pl"Oduced in 
India." 

3. The Board will give full opportunity to the Cotton Textile 
Industry whether in India or the United Kingdom, to present its 
case and, if necessary, to answer the cases presented by other 
interested parties. In order to facilitate the preparation and con
sideration of such cases, the Board has prepared a questionnaire 
setting out points on which detailed information is required. 
Copies ma~' be obtained from the Secretary, Special TariJf Board. 

4. Firms 01' persons w~o desire that their t"iews should be con
liidered by the Board should adl'lress their representations (with 
six spare copies) to the Secretary, Speci~l Tariff Board, so as to 
reach the offiee of the Board in Calcutta before 9th Not"ember, 
1935, or at latest the office of the Board in Bombay before 16th 
Xot"ember, 1935. Da,tes for public examination of witnesses will 
be notified in due course. 
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Qu~stioDDaire issued by the Special Tariff ~oarci. 
NOTB I.-Please confine your answers to matters with which you ai'e 

directly acquainted and on which you are in a position to supply the Board 
with detailed evidence. 

NOTB 2.-Replies to this. questionnaire (with six spare copies) should 
l'each the Secretary, Special Tariff Board, in Calcutta before 9th November 
or at latest in Bombay before 18th November, 1935. ' 

The existing Customs duties on the undernoted goods of British manu
facture imported from the United Kingdom into British India are:-

Olass 01 goods. 

(i) Cotton twist and yarn, and cotton 
sewing or darning thread-

(a) of counts above 50s . 
(b) Qf counts 50s and below 

(ii) Cotton fabrics not otherwise specified 
containing more than 90 per cent. of 
cotton-

(a) grey piecegoods (excluding bordered 
grey chadars, dhotis, saris and 
scarves). 

(b) cotton piecegoods and fabrics not 
otherwise specified. 

(iii) The following cotton fabdcs, namely, 
sateens including italians of sateen 
weave, velvets and veltreteens and 
embro1dered all-overs. 

(iv) Fabrics not otherwise specified contain
ing not more than 10 per cent. silk 
or 10 per cent. artificial silk or 10 per 
cent. wool, but containing more than 
50 per cent. cotton and not more 
than 90 per cent. cotton. 

(v) Fabrics not otherwise specified contain
ing not more than 10 per cent. silk , 
but more than 10 per cent. and not 
more than 90 per cent. artificial 
silk:-

(a) containing 50 Per cent. or more 
cotton. 

(b) containing no cotton or' containing 
less than 50 per cent. cotton. 

(vi) Fabrics not otherwise specified contain
i~g more than 90 per cent. artificial 
silk. 

Rate 01 duty. 

5 per cent. ad 'Valorem. 
5 per cent. ad 'Valorem or 11 

annas per lb. whichever 1S 
higher. 

25 per cent. ad 'Valorem or 41 
annas per lb. whichever is 
higher. 

25 per cent. ad 'Valorem. 

25 per cent. ad 'Valorem. 

25 per cent. ad 'Valorem. 

30 per cent. ad valorem or 
2 annas per square yard 
whiehever is higher. 

30 per cent. ad valorem or 
2i annas per square yard 
whichever is higher. 

30 per cent. ad valortflt or 
2l ann as per square yard 
whichever is higher. 

1. What has been your experience of the effectiveness of the above dutie.~P 
2. (a) Please state under appropriate heads, giving in every ease ('orreet 

trade des('riptions, the principal classes of goods other than yarns imported 
from the United Kingdom, whi('h enter into competition, directly or in
directly, with similar goods produC'ed in India. 

(b) Please state under approPriate. heads, giving in every ('ase ('orreet 
trade descriptions, the principal classes of goods othe~ t~an yarns .produced 
in India which enter into competition, directly Or mdlrectly, wlth goods 
imported' from the United Kingdom. 



(e) Please give the following particulars regarding one or more kinds of 
cloth, included in each of the classes above referred to, which may be 
regarded as typical of that class:-

(i) dimensions and weight; 

(ii) counts of warp and weft; 

,iii) reed and pick; 

(iv) number of square yards per lb. of cloth in the finished state. 

(d) Please supply four sets of representative samples of each type of cloth 
in respect of which particulars are given. 

N.B.-(l) In the case of cotton piecegoods please differentiate between 
clasaes (e.g., grey, bleached, woven-coloured, dyed, pdnted) and styles 
(e.g., grey shirtings, white shirtings, bordered dhotis, nainsooks, etc.). 

(2) In the case of mixture fabrics of cotton and artificial silk, please 
show separately bordered dhotis and other varieties in style and in addition 
to the above noted particulars give the percentage of material contents. 

3. Please prepare a statement in the form attached as Appendix A 
Bhowing for each of the past five working years and also, if possible, for the 
current year or portion thereof the total works expenditure at your mill or 
factory. Please also state-

(a) particulars of equipment, capacity and output; 

(b) dates at which the principal items of plaut and maCninery were 
originally installed, with dates of any substantial extensions and 
renewals, and the amounts of expenditure incurred thereon. 

The Board will undertake, if so desired, not to disclose the identity of 
the mills of which costs are supplied or to publish any figures given in reply 
to questions 3, 4 and 7. 

4. Please prepare a statement in the form attached as Appendix B (b) 
showing for each of the last five working years and also, it possible, for the 
current year or portion thereof costs data per unit of typical kinds of cloth. 
mentioned in reply to question 2. 

N.B.-In the case of those items of expenditure wbich are not directly 
charged to each kind of cloth, the method by which the total expenditure 
at the mill is allocated among the different kinds of cloth should be explained. 

5. (a) Please prepare a statement showing for each of the last five years, 
that is, from 1930-31 and also for the current year landed prices of typical 
kinds of comparable cloth imported from the United Kingdom, mentioned 
in reply to question '2. 

N.B.-Customs duties sh~uld be excluded from landed ,prices which 
however should include prices c.Lf. plus ldnding charges at port of entry and, 
in the case of goods for upcountry destinations, additional freight and 
forwarding charges. 

(b) Wholesale pri~es, with the details of selling commissions or selling 
charges, at important distributing centres of imported goods mentioned in 
reply to question 5 (a) should also be given. 

6. (a) Please state under appropriate heads the principal classes of yarns 
imported from the United Kingdom which enter into competition, directly 
or indIrectly, with similar yarns produced in India. 

(b) Please state under appropriate heads the principal elasses of yarns 
produced in India which enter into competition, directly or indirectly, with 
yarns imported from the United Kingdom. ' 

7. Please prepare a statement in the form attached as Appendix B (a) 
showing for each of the last five working years and also, if possible, for the 



"cul'rent year or portion thereof costs data per unit of typical classl!' of 
Indian yarn competing with similar classes of imported yarn. ' 

N.B.-In the case of. those items of expenditure which are not directly 
chax:ged to each kind of yarn, the method by which the total expenditure 
at the mill is' allocated among the different kinds of yarn should be 
explained. ' 

8. (a) Please prepare a statement showing for each of the last five years, 
that is, from 1930-31, and also for the current year landed prices of typical 
classes of comparable yarns imported from the United Kingqom which enter 
into competition, directly or indirectly, with similar yarns produced in India. 

N.B.-Customs duties should be excluded from landed prices which 
however should include prices c.i.f. plus landing charges at port of entry and, 
in the case of yarns for up country destinations, additional freight and 
forwarding charges. 

(b) Wholesalll prices, with the details of selling co=issiops or special 
charges, at ports of entry and at important distributing centres of imported 
yarns mentioned in reply to question 8 (a) should also be given. 

9. Have you any reason to believe that yarns or cloth imported from 
the United Kingdom have heen or are being landed in India at unremunera
tive ,or unduly inflated prices? If so, please state your rllaBOnS fully and 
quote evidence on which you rely. 

10. Have you any reason to believe that yarns or cloth manufactured in 
the United Kingdom similar to typical kinds of imported yarns and cloth 
mentioned in reply to questions 8 and 5 have been or are being exported 
at relatively higher or lower prices to markets outside British India? If 
so, please state places, prices and reasons, so far as you are aware. 

11. In your ()xperience, have the existing duties had the effect of stimulat
ing or retarding the development of the industries concerned, including the 
handloom industry? 

12. Has the industry in which you are interested been affected by dis
placement of cotton goods by imp?rts from the Unite~ ~ing~om of fll:brics 
of artificial silk or of mixture fabrICS of cotton and artIfiCIal SIlk, and, if so, 
to what extentP 

APPENDIX A. 

To be prepared by mills engaged in ~ot~ spinning, :,nd weaving and by those 
engaged in either spmnmg or wea'tmg alone. 

Works Expenditure. 

Percentage 

- Amounts. of total 
expenditure. 

Re. 
1. Ra'IV material cost-

1. 'Cost 
11. Manufacturing costs-

2. Fuel and power 
3. Water . 
4,. Stores 
5. Repairs and maintenance 
6. Wages to os,eratives, including 

bonus and a owances . . 
7. Supervising and technical staff 

-
Total of II 



APPENDIX A-contd. 
Work, E<i:penditure-contd. 

-
Percent9go -- Amounts. of total 
expenditoro. 

III. Overhead oost&- Ra. 

8. Rent (if any), rates, taxes (exclud-
ing income and super-tax), 
license fees . 

9. Interest on working capital 
10. Insuranoo 
11. Depreciation 
12. Offioo expenses-

(a) at mill 
(b) at registered offices, including 

Dir8<'tors' fees, Managing 
Attents' commission, office 
a owanoos. 

13. Selling expenses, including broker-
age, commissions, discounts. 

14. PackinA: . 
15. Other expenses . . 

Total of III 

IV. Total expenditure . 
V. Total outputr-

(1) Yam used in mill • lbs. 
Yarn Bold eg;..mill .. 

Total yam .. 
(2) Cloth .. .. yards . 

.. N.B.-In above statement no specific prOVISion IS made for return on 
fixed capital or for income-tax or super-tax. 

VI.-For the further information of the Board, please state:-
(a) the percentage of wastage (1) of raw cotton in the ma.nufacture of 

yam, and (2) of yarn in the manufacture of cloth, 
(b) the amount realized, if any. from the sale of waste, 
(c) whether interest on debenture 'capital included under head 9; 
(d) on what basis depreciation allowances calculated and debited under 

head 11; 
(e) whether managing agents' commissions and other allowances fully 

provided for under head 12; 
(I) whether outpl1t curlailed and if so for what -reason and to what 

extent; . 
(g) whether mills worked single or double shifts; 
(h) whether any material changes in working conditions, e.g., installa

tion of new and improved plant or machinery; definite change
over to finer counts or qualities; alterations in wages; 

(i) what has been or is likely to be the result of new factory legislation 
on profit earning capacity and on costs in particular. 
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..APPENDIX B (a). 

Costs data per 1 lb weight 0/ yarn 
W 5.·_:: 

I. Raw material cost-

II. 

III. 

1. Cost of cotton required to manu
facture 1 lb. of yarn. 

Manufacturing costs-
2. Fuel and power 
3. Water 
4. Store's 
5. Repairs and maintenance 
6. Wages to operatives including 

bonus and allowances. 
7 Supervision and technical staff 

Total of II 

Overhead costs-
8. Rent (if any), rates, taxes (exclud

ing income and super-tax), 
license-fees. 

9. Interest on working capital 
10. Insurance 
11. Depreciation 
12. Office expenses

(a) at. mill 
(b) at registered offices including 

Directors' fees, managing 
agents' commission, otlice 
allowances. 

13. Selling expenses, including broker
age, commissions, discounts. 

14. Packing • 
15. Other expenses 

Total of III 

IV. Total cost 

V. Total output of yarn
(1) used at mill . 
(2) sold ex-mill 

Total of·V 

lbs. 

Pies per lb. 
Percentage 

of total 
cost. 

N .B.-In above co~t data statement no specific provision 1S made for 
return on fixed capital or for income-tax or super-tax. 
VI. For the information of the B&urd please give the further particulars 

required under head VI (a) to (i) of Appendix A. 



APPENDIX B (b). 
Cost. data per 1 lb. weight 01 cloth. 

I. Raw material cost-
1. Cost of )'arn used for manufactur

ing 1 lb. of cloth. 
II. Manufacturing coats--

2. Fuel and power 
8. Water 
4. Stores 
5. Repairs and maintenancil 
6. Wages to operatives including 

bonus and allowances. 
7. Supervising and technical staff 

Pies per lb. 
Percentage 

of total 
oost. 

---------- -----------
Total of II 

III. Overhead coste- • 
8. Rent (if any), rates, taxes (exclud

ing income and super-tax), 
license-fees. 

9. Interest yn working capital 
10. Insurance . . • 
11. Depreciation 
12. Office expenses

(a) at mill 
(b) at regi~tered offices including 

DirectorH' fees, managing 
agents' commission, office 
allowances. 

13. Soiling expenses, including broker
age, commissions, disc()unts. 

14. Packing 
15. Other expenses 

Total of III 

lV. Total cost 

V. Total output of cloth 
Total output of cloth 

• yds. 
lbs 

N .B.-Jn above costs data statement no specific provision IS made for 
return on fixed capital or for income-tax or super-tax. 
VI. For the information of the Board, please give the further particulars 

required under head VI (a) to (i) of Appendix A, and also (j) the 
additional weight given to each kind of cloth by the sizing and other 
materials used in its manufacture. 
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Th~ Millowoers' Association, Bombay, 

(1) Letter dated the 28th November, 11135. 

I am directed to enclose herewith six copies of the As~ociation's Answers 
to the Questionnaire. In the short time available to us it has not been 
llossible to obtain the views of every individual mill atliliateil to the Associa
tion on, every point dealt with in the Questionnaire but the· statements 
made in the answers to the Questionnaire and the suppleme!ltary represen
tatIOn represent the views of the Millowners' Associations of Bombay and 
Bengal and the millowner members of the Upper India Chambjlr of Com

'merce, as well as a large section of the Industry in other parts of India. 
Where the information supplied is considered by the Doard in any way 
incomplete, every effort will be made to supplement it in the manner desired, 
but the Association feels rbound to point out that many mills have found it 
difficult to supply costings or works expenditure figures in the form required 
by the Board owing to the many changes which have taken place in the 
classes of goods produced during recent years. As regards the cost figures 
which have been supplied, my Committee wish to stress their confidential 
nature and the undesirabllity of the names of individual mills or costings 
being disclosed in the report or in the proceedings pf the Board. 

2. The Association has, in so far as is practicable, confined itself to 
answering the specific questions put, but on a (:arefI11 review of the position, 
we feel that the information thus supplied does not serve to bring before 
the Board certain aspects of the problem of protection, nor does it give 
the Association adequate opportunity to state its case in regard to the level 
of duties which are necessary to equate prices in accordance with the terms 
of reference. 

3. At this stage, howevel', we desire to point out that, except in a few 
cases, which do not include substantial lines of production, is the texture 
or finish of the United Kingdom article sufficiently simii1l.l' to that of the 
Indian a~ticle against which it competes to enable accura'til price com
parisons being made. One reason for these differences in texture is that 
Indian Mills use, in as large a range of fabrics as possible, Indian raw 
material. A further reason for differences' is that Indian Mills are not as 
yet fully equipped to produce the exact finishes found in a number of lines 
imported from the United Kingdom, In addition, the lines of goods pro
duced in India have to meet not only competition from United Kingdom 
goods but also, in many cases, competition from goods imported from other 
countries. A still further reason for the existence of differences between 
Indian and English cloths is, that Indian Mills have nqt found it possible 
to compete in price when producing fabrics of the same specifications as 
those found in bulk lines imported from the United Kingdom. 

~ 
4. In the 1926 Ta.riff Board Enquiry, which was chiefly concerned with 

the prublem of Japanese competition, owing to the dif!'erence in the con
stitution of Indian and Japanese cloths, the Board had to estimate the 
price difference between Japanese and Indian goods from the costings taken 
out by Bombay Mills to the exact specifications of the competing Japanese 
cloths, 'l'he 1932 Tariff Board, dealing with this aspect of the question, 
said :-" One of the most difficult features of the cotton textile industry 
from the point of view of It tariff enquiry is the fact that no exact com
parison of Indian mill-made goods with imported goods is possible, The 
,'arietics of Indian goods as well as of imported goods are so llI~merous that 
it is true to say that llO two classes of doth a~'e really ~hke .. In the 
drcumstances of the cotton industry, it has therefore been ImpOSSible for 
us to adopt the usual method by which the Tariff Board has in the past 
determined the measure of protection required for an industry". 
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For these reMons, my Association is submitting a sepl!'rate represent~
tion, which, for a proper understanding o.f our. case, reqUIres to be conSI
dered along with our answers to tbe QuestIOnnaire. 

Replies to the questionooire. 

1. Duties on Cotton Piecegoods.-Subject to the considerat~on that. the 
period during which the substantive prote~tion whic~ the I.ndlan Industry 
enjo,·s has been too short to enable defi~l~e concl~slons. bemg drawn, ~he 
Association is of the opinion that the eXlstmg ~utles whIch w~re embodied 
in the Textile Protection Act pf 1934 have assIsted th~ Industry·.. In the 
caAe of Grf'Y Goods made from yarns below 30s counts, the speCIfic du.ty 
has enabled the Industry to consolidate its position, and even to expand Its 
production in bulk linea to meet the requirements of India's .~owing popu
lation. In these particular lines, however, internal competitIOn has been 
instrumentaJ in keeping prices at levels which have often been below the 
bare cost of production. 

In other classes of piecegoods, the duties at present in force have.. to 
some extent assisted the Industry to diversify its production in the dIrec
tions consid~red desirable by the 1926 and 1932 Tariff Boards, but have not, 
spea.king generally been sufficient to enable Indian Mills to realise !air 
selling prices in lines where there is direct competition from the Ulllted 
Kingdom. 

Dealing with each important class of cotton piecegoods, my Associati?ll 
desires to make the following comments regarding the influence of the dutIes 
on United Kingdom cotton pie('egoods and yarns. 

Grey Plain ClotAs.-Fot many years, the United Kingdom has not 
supplied coarse count grey cloth in anything but small quan~ities to the 
Indian market, and her position in respect of coarse grey p!am go?ds has 
not been adversely affected either by the ad valorem or speCIfic dutIes now 
in operation. 

Gnu Jacond, and MuUs.-As regards the trade in Jaconets and Mulls, 
which are made from fine yarns, the position of the United Kingdom has 
not deteriorated since the existing duty of 4J annas was imposed. Imports 
from the United Kingdom are still substantial, and the wholesale prices of 
United Kingdom lines still remain ('onsiderably below the fair seIling prices 
of cloths made from similar specifications in Indian Mills. (Please sec 
separate representation). . 

Bordered Grey Goods.-During the last six or seven yea.rs, the Indian 
Textile Industry has considerably increased its production of Dhoties. Thi~ 
expilDsion has been chiefly in Dhoties for consumption in the Bengal and 
Eastern India markets. In these cloths, which are now produced in very 
large quantities by Bombay Mills and are woven from yarns of medium 
counts, the expansion ofi the Bombay Mill Industry was the direct result of 
a determined effort to relieve the pressure of interrtal competition in the 
Grey Shirting and Longeloth trade. The imports of Grey Dhoties from the 
United Kingdom have suffered as a result of this competition, but the 
goods which have been displaced were of a different texture and construc
tion, being made from finer yarns with a higher reed and pick· than the 
Indian article. (Please sell pages 47 and 48 of Mr. Hardy's Report.) 

Th-: trade in these med.ium COllnt Dhoties is being reta.ined with difficulty 
~y selhng at bare pro~llctlOn ~ost8. and. of~en under cost, and any reduction 
In duty would put thiS essentIal trade In leopardy. There are still substan
tia~ quan~ities (If Grey Dhoties coming into the Indian market from the 
Umted Kmgdom, mnde from fine ('ount yarns. Serious efforts have been 
made hy Indian Mills to market similar goods, but the success achievlld has 
up to t.he pr~B?nt, been ~omparatively small. With any improvement in th~ 
econom~c pOSItIon of I~dla,. th~ deman~ for fine yar~ Dhoties in preference 
to medium count Dhotles IS hkely to Increase, and 10 these circumstances. 
tlte lnclustrr Will continue to llttemvt to expancl ",nq qiversify its prodllctiQI\ 



o! J?hoties so 'as to include a larger proportion of fine count goods of t 
sunIiar to tho.se now being supplied by the United Kingdom in the m:~:~ 
~act~re ?~ which the Indu~try h~s no~ so far n;'ade much progress owing to 
It~ lllablhty to compete either III prICe or fimsh or both with the United 
Klllgdom. 

Bleached Goods.-In Bleached Goods, Indian Mills have experienced 
grea,t difficulty in meeting competition from the United Kingdom. In 
medIUm and fine count goods, particularly in White Mulls, Indian Mills 
bave been unable to meet the prices at which imported goods' have been 
~al'kf,ted, and a number of mills which have attempted to market qualities 
Rlmilar to those imported from the United Kingdom have had' to give up 
their efforts to compete Qr switch back to fabrics made from coarser yarns. 
In the separate representation will be found particulars of' the cost of 
manufacturing goods to the specifications of English lines from which it 
will be seen that there is a wide difference in favour of the United Kingdom 
between the fair selling prices of Indian manufactures and the wholesale 
market prices of exactly corresponding English lines. ' 

It is understood that, in order to meet Japanese competition in India 
and the East generally, the Bleaching Trade Advisory Board in England 
quotes special rates for bleaching and finishing goods for sale in the Eastern 
markets, but Japanese ('ompetition has up to the present not been over
come. As far as India is concerned, this policy has been detrimental to the 
Indian trade in Bleached Goods. England's trade in Bleached Longcloth 
and Shirtings is very substantial, and Indian Mills have not been able to 
compete successfully against the finer qu~lities and established marks of 
cloths which now come in. 

In Bleached Twills, imports from the United Kingdom appear to be com
peting successfully againRt both Japanese and Indian lines. 

Printed Good,~.-India's production of Printed Goods is as yet in its 
infancy, In certa.in lines, however, such a6, Printed Voiles, some progress 
has been made, but in the bulk lines, Indian Mills have up to now been 
unable to meet English competition successfully. In Prints, as a mhole, it 
may be stated that the position of India vis a 1,is the United Kingdom is 
obscured owing to Japanese competition which has become verI severe 
during the last five or six years. The field for expansiou of India's produc
tion in Printed Goods is undoubtedly considerable, but, at the present time, 
India is handicapped in a variety of ways: for instance, the cost of printing 
is increased because, owing to the number of printing machines in the 
conntry being small, it is not an economic proposition to establish the sub
sidiary industry of engraving, and in these circumstances, the copper rollers 
used by Indian Mills 11aye to be sent to England for re-engra.ving whenever 
a pattern is changed. Additional plant necessitatin~ heavy. capital eXl?en
diture is required to ensure India's SUCfOess in competl~g agamst the Unlte.d 
Kingdom as a supplier of Printed Goods to th~ ,IndlR1;I market, and t~lS 
would not be forthcoming unless adequa.te protectIOn for a reasonable perIOd 
is assured, 

Piere Durd Goods.-In Pie('e Dyed Goods, the United Kingdom imports 
have remained unaffected by the existing scale of duties, and she has, as 
a matter of fact, been able to expand her trade considerably in finer goods 
and in Italian Cloths. Indian production in these lines. is as yet in its 
infan<'y, and it is doubtful whether India's output has increased. The 
imports from Laneashire are often cloths of spe('ialised finish, and it will 
take time for Indian Mills to equip themselves with the necessary machinery 
whil'll might enable them to compete. 

n'oren C"lo1l1'ed Goods.-The bulk of the lines saleable in India in Woven 
Coloured Goods has always ('onsisted of coarse and medium ('onnt cloths, anq 
Indian Mills hllve, for this rellson, been more successful in meeting com
petition from the United Kingdom in these styles thlln in most other lines. 
It should, however,. be noted that, during the last four or five years, England 
Jla~ impl'!>v!;ld h!lr position even in this lip,e whiCh tends 'tQ s!lO\v t4at a~ 
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lea.t the existing duties must be maintained. In the better . class of Woven 
Coloured Goods, tiuch as, Striped Poplins, etc., Indian Mills have had con
siderable difficulty in meeting United Kingdom competition, and the same 
position exists in resp!!ct of high da..~s Coating Cloths where special finishes 
are required. 

100 per cent. Artificial Silk Goods.-As regards 100 per cent. Artificial 
Ailk Goods, the competitive position between the United Kingdom and the 
Indian Alills cannot be ascertained with any degree of accuracy. Both the 
United Kingdom and Indian Mills have found it impossible to meet 
Japanese compC'tition in this line. 

Artificial Silk lIfixtllres.-In Artificial Silk Mixtures, the United King
,101:' has been more successful, and during the last few years, her imports 
hllve .hown a tRnde-ney to increase. Since the last reduction in duty on 
"lleh good., whkh took plaec in May 1934, the position of the United King
dom appears to have improved. 

('otton Yarns.-The general view of the Indian Industry is that the exist
ing duties against the United Kingdom, China and Japan are. inadequate, 
and have not provided an adequate incentive to the produ('tlOn ·of finer 
eount yarns in India. 

r,,.ey Singles (J/rdillm ('ount Yarn.!).-It is diffieult to estimate whether 
the duty ngninst medium eount Grey Single Yarns imported from the United 
Kingdom i8 adequnte. Tbe position is that tbe export of United Kingdom 
Ynrna has been detrimentally nffected by, the inadequacy of the duties on 
Chine-se nnd Japanese Yarns. As fnr as Indian Mills 'are ('oncerned, they 
have, for a number of yenrs, been selling these Yarns to the Handloom 
Industry at bnre manufacturing cost. 

In Grey Single Yarns of fine counts, the existing duties have been in
suffidp,nt to ensure adequate development by Indian Mills. Here again it 
may be stated that, in counts up to 60s, Japanese and Chinese competition 
has re('entl.v be('ome more formidable than that of the United Kingdom, but 
higher duties are required against both the United Kingdom and foreign 
('ountries before Indian Mills ('an hope to become chief suppliers of these 
Yarns to the Handloom Industry: 

In Grey Single Yarns of over 60s, tbe only outside supplier to the Hand
loom Industry is at present the United Kingdom. Indian Mills produce 
smnll quantities of Yarn from 80s to l00s, but such sales as have been made 
to the Handloom Industry have been at unremunerative rates, Indian Mills 
being unable to compete in price against imported Mule Yarns from the 
United Kingdom. 

An aspect of this question which deserves consideration by the Board 
is that, with the existing duties, mills equipped to weave fine cloths can 
to-day purchase their Yarns from abroad more cheaply than they can spin 
them as will be seen from the fa('ts placed before the Board in our General 
Representation. • 

Sewing Thread and Da,.rrino Thread.-Bearing in mind the suggestions, 
made to the Bombay Mills, by the Tariff Board of 1926, and endorsed by 
the Tariff Board of 1932, to the effect that Bombay Mills, in particular, 
should so diversifr their production as to make use of the natural adva~tages 
they possess for importing American and African cotton and thereby enabling 
them to spin finer ('ounts, certain Mills, as soon as finances permitted, made 
('onsiderable purehases of new machinery in order to commence the manu
facture of new lines of yarn previously imported. With this object in view 
one mill alone bought no less than 50 new doublers_ with the necessary supple
mentary madlines feeling that the ('apital expenditure thereby involved would 
be protected as recommended by the last Tariff Board, for a period of ten 
years to allow for full development and reorganization. It is pertinent to 
repeat at this stage that, very shortly after the re('ommendations of the 
Tariff Board, to the Bombay Mills, that they should spin finer counts whi('h 
Ilecessitate~ the use of cotton of longel,' staple th.a:q is Rt presellt grOWIt in 
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India. in .merchantable q~antities, a ,iuty of no lees than half an anna per 
lb., was lmposed on all l~ported cotton. A ten per cent. import duty was' 
also placed on new machinery thereby considerably handicapping mills who 
were desirous of' following the Tariff Boards' reC'ommendations to mod~rnise 
their plant as far as finanC'es would permit. 

The Sewing Thread trade in which the two most popular counts are 2/28s 
lind 2/30s has only reC'ently been started by local Mills and, bearing in 
mind the additional handicaps that have been placed on those Mills com
mencing this business by virtue of the import duties now placed on imported' 
cotton and machinery, it is absolutely essential that the import duty of one 
and quarter annas per lb. on imported British sewing threads should remain. 

The Government of India by a recent notification has removed the specific 
duty of one and a quarter annas per lb. on cotton Sewing and Darning 
Thread of British manufacture leaving an ad valorem duty of 5 per cent. 
only, The notification is somewhat ambiguously worded and does not clearly 
define the term .. Cotton Sewing and Darning Thread" but, from enquiries 
made from the Custom Authorities in Bombay, we are led to believe that 
this change of duty refers only to the very fine sewing and darning threads 
whiC'h are of high value !md are imported on reels, cheeses and in balls. No 
Bombay Mill is at preseQt manufacturing this class of sewing threads, but as 
stated previously the duty of one and a quarter a~nas ~n 2/28s, 2/305 a,nd 
such counts must be retained in order to give Ind13n lhlls, an opportumty 
of working up and maintaining this new trade. 

Coloured l'arns.-The import trade is s)llall, the Handloom Industry's re
quirements being chiefly met by hand-dyers. 

2. (a) The principal classes of United Kingdom goods which compete 
directly or indirectly with Indian goods are as under:-

~/'ey-

Grey Jaconets (fine qualities). 
Grey Mulls (fine qualities). 

Bleached-
Bleached Nainsooks, 
Bleached Mulls, Muslins and Madapollams, 
Bleached Cambrics, ;Lawns and Voiles, 
Bleached Shirtings, 
Bleached 'I'wills. 

Printed Goods-
Prided Jeans and 'Twills including Chocolate Jeans, 
Printed Nainsooks, 
Printed Voiles, 
Printed Saries and Scarves, 
Printed Longcloth and Shirtings (Manchester Prints), 

Piece Dyed Goods-
D~'ed Cambri('s, 1\[uslins and Mulls, 
Dyed Voiles, 
Dyed Italian Cloths and Twills, 

'Dyed Shirtings, Longeloth, 
Nainsooks and Zephyrs, 
Dyed Poplins and Coatings, 
Umbrella Cloth. 

Woven Coloured Goods
CoatingR and Trouserings, 
StripeC! IIflll Choc.k Shirtings IInC! Zephyrs. 
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Artificial Silk 1Ilixture Cloths
Saree Cloth, 
Artificial Silk Brocades and 
Artificial Silk Boski. 

(b) The dimensional particulars of the Indian cloths for which costings 
have been supplied by individual mills will be found in Appendix A*., 

(c) Below will be found particulars of represe~tative lines of English 
imports in various classes, but it is not possible for the Association to 
specify what may be considered as typical of any' particular class owing to 
the wide range of textures being imported:-

Classification. Dimensions. 
Trade Imported from tbe Cnited Number. Kingdom. Ins. Yds. [warp. Weft. Reed. Pick. 

------
ar,y-

44x22 44s 56s 56 Grey Jaconet. 18 56 
Grey Jaconet. 3260 44x20 40s 48s 72 64 
Grey Jaconets 3270 44x20 40s 44s 72 70 
Grey Jaconets 3280 44x20 40s 44s 72 72. 
Grey Mulls • Mangoose 

Brand 
B.22x22 51X20 60s 66s 76 82 

Grey Mulls . . Two Hare 
Brand. 

B.22x22 50x20 60s 66s 76 82 
arey and BletlChed Dho/iell and 

Sane-
Grey Line Border Dhoty 778 36x 51 60s 90s 56 48 
Grey Dhoties . 4476 50x 9 44s 56s 68 64 
Grey Jaconet Dhoties 5400 44xlO 44s 54s 7~ 62 
Grey Jaconet Dboties 84 44xlO 30s 56s 64 56 
Grey Jaconet Dhoties 84 42xl0 30s 56s 64 56 
Grey Jaconot Dboties 2301 44xl0 40s 50 .. 56 56 
Wbite Yam Dboties CG5i 44xl0 60s 80s 72 60 
Grey Dhoties . 9682 44x 9 44s 54s 68 64 
Bloached Nain800ks 77777 36x18 40s 40s 60 64 
Wbite Nainsooks 88888 36x18 40s 40s 64 68 
White Nainsooks 99999 36x 18 40s 40s 68 72 
White Nainsooks 77 45x18 40s 40s 52 56 
Wbite Nainsooks 177 52x 18 40s 40s 50 56 
White Nain800ks 136 38/39 X 18 50s 60s 32 20 
White Mulls 53000 42x20 48s 56s 52 42 
White Mulls. 54000 42x20 48s 60s 44 42 
White Mulls. . 56000 42x20 48s 56s 44 42 
Glasgow Mulls 9000 52x20 80s 120s 72 80 
Wbite Mulls. 66666 49x20 44s 50s 64 62 
Wbite Mulls 88 1i8X20 64s 90s 48 42 
White Cambrks 4400 38/39X24 
Lawns. 

40s 50s 44 34 

Voiles 
Wbite Shirtings 98 35X40 32s 40s 72 72 
White Shirtings 99 35x40 32s 40s 80 72 
White Shirtings C4000 36x40 64s 64s 96 108 
Wbite Shirtings 1500, 32/33 x42 32s 36s 72 1~ Wbite Twills • 130 33x43 52s 36s 72 

Printed GoodB-
Printed Jeans 27 52 29s 46s 3/52 44/45 
Printed Nainsooks 
Printed Voiles 

c 
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Classification. Dimensions. 
Imported fron" the United Trade 

Kingdom. Number. 
Ins.Yds. W&rp • Weft. Reed. Pick. 

--- . - -- --
Prinle4 8ariM and 8carlJ68-

Printed S&riee 40x 7 40s 49s 50 45 
Printed Saries 5000 50x 9 40s 40s 56 56 
Manchester Prints • 

Piece Dye4 Good8-Dye4 Oa~.bric-8·. 
Muslin8 a1Ltl MulZ-
Dyed Mull • 5000 43!44x36 688 90s 64 52 
Dyed Shirtings 38x40 42s 468 40 28 
Dyed Voiles . 
Dyed ItaliaDS. 30823 53!54x30 34s 368 64 80 
Dyed It&lians. 308:!6 53i54x30 40s 40s 68 112 
Dyed Popljns and Coatings 

Woven Oolollre4 Good8- , 
Coatings and Trouserings • 
Striped and Check Shirtings and 

Zepbyrs. 
Artificial Sill: M irt.&r8 010111.&-

Boski (Swastic Design) 42x30 50s 170s 64 58 

NOTB.-The reed specified above is the reed which would be used in the loom. It 
may be noted that this will not correspond with the actual number of enda in the cloth 
in its finished st&te. The same remarks also apply to W&rp and weft. 

. 3 and 4. The detailed figures of works expl"nditure and thl" detailed 
costings supplied by individual mills ill answer to questions 3 and 4 and the 
necessary subsidiary information will be found in Appendix A.* 

5. (a) The Association regrets that it is unable to subIQit a running 
record of landed prices of typical lines of goods imported from the United 
Kingdom, importors of English Jliecl"!!oods having been reluctant to suppl~' 
this information to the Association. 

(b) :We enclose herewith, as Appendix B,t a statement which shows the 
wholl"sale market prices of l'l"rtain &tandllrd lines of "L'nited Kingdom cotton 
piecegoods in Bombay, Calcutta and Madras during the last four or five 
vears. The fio-ures have been extracted from the weekly quota.tions collected 
by the Ousto~s Authorities At the abow mentioned ports. 

We understand that selling commission and expenses are usually allowed 
on the following scnles:-

Bombay M&rket. 

Grl"Y Mulls 
BIl"ached Mulls and White 

Shirtings 

Grey Dhoties and Blea.ched 
Dhoties .. 

Chocolate Prints 

Discount. 
Per cent. 

Brokerage. 

41 I per cent. 

31 i per cl"nt. plus Sa.hi Re. 1 per 
package. 

41 I per cent. plu..~ Sahi about Re. 1-2. 

31 after fifteen days; 
[

! pl"r cent. for payment on credit 

for payment in c;ash on the next day, 
. 1 per cl"nt. more discount &iven. 

• Not priuted-Con.fi.dential. 
t Not prinWd. 



Bombay Market. 

printed Voilea 
Dyed Voile. 
Striped Shirtings 
Coatings 
Artificial Silk Boski 
Artificial Silk Brocnde 
Saree Cloths 

Grey lIulJs 
Blenched Mulls 
White Shirting 
Grey Dhoties 
B1en~hed Dhoties 
Printed Voiles 
Dyed VoilelJ 
Chocolate Prints 
Striped Shirting 
Coating 
Artifkial Silk Boski 
Al-tifitJial Silk Brocade 
Artificial Saree Cloth 
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Discount. 
Per cent. 

Brokerage. 

:1 ( 1 per cent. for payment on credit 
· I after fifteen days; 
• 4i ~ for cash payment on the next .J I day, B.s. 5-2 discount, includ-
• ling broket;age is given. 

..., 

\

' Kamchi.-On all English piecegoo~s 
in these lines, Re. 1 per cent. DIS
count and 1 per cent. Brokerage is 
allowed. No Sahi allowance is I, given. 

Madras.-On all piecegoods herein, 
discount is allowed at B.s. 21 per 
cent. and Brokerage ~s B:llowed .at 
As; 12 per package, WIth no Sahl. 

Calcutta JIarkd.-At Calcutta, 90 days credit is allowed on Grey. Mulls, 
Bleached Mulls, White Shirtings, Grey Dhoties and Bleached Dh.otles. In 
case payment is made earlier, a rebate of 6 per cent. per annum 18 allowed 
fur the unexpired portion of the credit period. ~n the case of fancy good~, 
a credit of 46 or 60 days is allowed 'and a dIscount of Ii per cent. IS 
allowed for payment before due date.' If the goods are Bupp.lied in Bales 
instead of in Cases, then for each Bale, a sum of Rs. 3 IS allowed as 
discount for Hook Damage. 

6. (a) The counts of United Kingdom yarns which come into direct or 
indirect competition with Indian Mill-made yarns are as under:-

Grey Yarn Singles:-From 50s upwards. 

Bleached Sewings: -2/28s and 2/30s. 

(b) The counts of Indian Mill made yarns which come into direct or 
indirect competition with United Kingdom Yarns are as under:-

Grey Singles: --40s, 50s, 60s, 70s, 80s, and 1OOs. 

Bleached Sewings:-2/2& and 2/30s. 

7. The detailed yarn costings supplied by individual mills are given in 
Appendix A.* 

8. (a) Please see our answer to Question 5 (a) . 

. (b) We h~ve set.forth in Appendix .Ct a ~tatement showing the wholesale 
prices of UllIted Kmgdom yaI"lU! mentIOned 1D our answer to Question 6 (a) 
for the last four or five years. 

We have no precise information regarding the scale of selling commission 
allowed on imported yarns. 

• Not printed-confidential. 
t Not printed. 

02 
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. 9. and 10: We ~ave no ~nfor!1lati.on as to whether cotton yarn imported 
from th~ Umted ~mgdom IS beIng Imported at unremunerative ra.tes or at 
unduly .mflated . prIces, but we desire to draw the attention of the Board 
to. the ImportatlOn of w,hat are known as "reject" yarns from the United 
Kmgdom. These yarn~ appeal' to be considerably inferior in quality and 
~trength t~ correspondmg counts of Indian yarns and compete with some 
~l1C(,.eSS aga.mst both Japanese and Indian yarns. 

As regards cloth, we have already referred, in answer to Question 1, 
to the atu:mpts made by the United Kingdom to maintain her position 
as a supplier of Bl~ached Goods to Eastern Markets. In addition, it is 
understood that speCIal rates for printing are obtainahle for goods destined 
for the Indian markets. 

. .11 .. As far' as the Mill Industry is ('oncerned, the attention of the Board 
IS lDVlted to our answers to question No. 1. 

As regards the Handloom Industry, we are, to some extent, handicapped 
by lack of any official or reliable statistical information. Judging, however, 
from the amount of yarn made available to it from year to year, it would 
appear that some expansion has taken place during the last five years a& 

compared with the five years immediately preceding, but so far as we are 
aware, the prices which the Handloom Industry, has been able to obtain 
for its ma.nufactures have, in common with the Mill Industry, been below 
fair selling prices. Higher duties would have to be imposed on finer classes 
of goods imported from the United Kingdom, to ensure any substantial 
development in that field. 

The fine section ·of the Handloom Industry is chiefly located in Soutli 
India, and we understand that the Spinning Mills in that part of the 
country have dealt fully with this question in a separate representation 
which has our general support. 

12. The importation of artificial silk goods into British India has been 
one of the principal factors which is adversely affecting the trade in dyed· 
and fancy goods of Indian Mills, but it is not possible to say exactly, in 
view of the comparatively small imports from the United Kingdom, vis a vis 
other countries, to what extent United Kingdom's artificial silk goods could 
displace Indian mill-made dyed and fancy cotton piecegoods. 

It rqay be pointed out that, judging from the progress made by the 
United Kingdom as an importer of artificial silk mixtures into India sub~e
quent to the reduction of the duty in May 1934, the competition which 
India will have to meet in the futur~ will be much more severe than in the 
past. 

(2) Letter da·ted the 28th NOl'ember, 1935, from the Millowne'ts' Associatio;l, 
Bombay. 

In sUbmitting our answers to the Questionnaire, it WM indicated that it 
would be necessary to supplement the information being furnished by further 
facts, which in our opinion must be taken into consideration by the Board 
when framing conclusions as to the levels of duty necessary to afford adequate 
protl'ction to the Indian Industry against United Kingdom cotton yarns, 
cotton piecE'goods, artificial si lk piecE'goods and artificial silk mixtures; and 
in the paragraphs whkh follow, we hlllve endeavoured to set forth the 
essential data whi('h the Board should examine. 

2. At thE' very outSE't, it is essential to point out that a clear estimation 
of the effectiveness of the dutie.; on United Kingdom goods is rendered 
infinitely more difficult owing to tIle factor of Japanese and Chinese COlll- • 
petition, which cOlllei into play when dealing with elllCh and every class of 
cloth and yarn produced in India or imported from the United Kingdom. 
Tn many inRtan('eR, it ill mainly Japanese or Chinese competition which has 
beE'n responsible for such loss of tradel\S the United Kingdom has sustaineq,. 



21 

and had thi» competition boon more adequately dealt with, Eugland's trade 
in a large number of lines would probably have been much larger than it is 
at pre¥ent, since she is in a position to compete effectively against Indian 
Mills. 

3. In any study pertaining to the last five .01' 'six years, the' effect qf' tile. 
chauges in dnties outlined below must be given due consideration, since 
the capacity of the United Kingdom to send goods to India is affected 
materially by any alteration in the conditions affecting the competitive 
ability of foreign countries. . 

Thm'e has been a duty of 25 per cent. on United Kingdom cotton piece
goods since October, 1931. With this was combined a specific duty of 41 
annBII per pound on plain grey goods. The only change of importance as 
far as the United Kingdom is concerned has been in the definition of the 
term "plain greys," which has now been narrowed down from that which 
<'Xi.ted between March, 1930 and May, 1934, In the interim, the duties 
applicable to cotton piecegoods imported from foreign countries have been 
changed from time to time, and fin&lIy, importations of Japanese piecegoods 
have been limited to, a maximum of 400 million yards per annum,' While 
the duties applicable to cotton piecegoods imported from foreign countries 
were imposed for the purpose of safeguarding the Indian Industry, they 
have at the same time materially affected the fortunes of United Kiugdom 
.hippers of cotton cloth since the cotton manufactures of foreign countries, 
notably those of Japan, compete not only against the products of Indian 
Mills and the Indian Handloom Industry, but also against those of the 
Vnited Kingdom. From O(,tober, 1931 to August, 1932, a minimum specific 
dllty of 4, annas pel: pound was applicable to plain grey goods imported 
from the United Kingdom and foreign countries, From September, 1932 
to June, 1933, the duty on fOl'eign plain grey goods was raised to 5! annas 
per pound, but the specific duty on United Kingdom greys was kept at 4, annas. In June, 1933, the duty on foreign greys was again raised to 
III annas, but the duty on United Kingdom plain grey goods was retained 
pt 4, annas. On the introduction of the quota system in January. 1934, 
the duty on foreign plain greys was reduced to 51 annas, but against' this, 
the United Kingdom benefited by the quantitative limitation of Japanes'l 
.mpolu, As regards the ad 'Va/orrin duties, the position is that frOID 
March, 1930 to March, 1931, the United Kingdom rates were 5 per cent. 
lowl'r than the rates applicable to foreign countries, This difference was 
increased to 61 per cent. in October, 19:31, and further increased to 25 
per cent. in August, 1932, and 50 per cent. in June, 1933. 'rhe difference 
!n favou~ of the Ullited Kingdom was reduced to 25 per cent. on the 
I11troductlOlI of the quota system in January, 1934. 

As' regards artificial silk piecegoods alld artificial silk mixtures, the 
duties against othe United Kingdom were the same as against Japan until 
1934 when England was given a preference of· 20 per cent. in the ad 
valorem duties applicable to all-artificial silk piecegoods and artificial silk 
mixtures, In addition, she was also given a p!.eference of H annas per 
square yard on all-a·rtificial silk piecegoods and 11 annas on' artificial silk 
mixtures, 

In cotton yarns, the duties applicable to United Kingdom yarns were 
the same as those applicable to Japanese yarns until May, 1934, since when 
the United Kingdom has had a preference in ad valorem duties of 1\ 
per cent, and five-eighths of an anna per pound in the specific duty. 

4. The present position in regard to duties on United Kingdom goods 
has in fact existed only since May, 1934, in the case of yarns, artificial 
silk piecegoods. and artificial silk mixtures, and since January, 1934, in the 
case of cotton piecegoods, which, in the opinion of my Association, renders 
it difficult to arrive at definite conclusions regarding the effectiveness 01' 

otherwise of the present duties. For ex&mple; it is well known that previous 
to the institution of the quota against Japanese piecegoods, the importa
tions of cotton piecegoods from that country were particularly heavy, and 
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these heavy importations hM'e uaturally prevented the .Unitcd Kingdom 
from obtaining the> full benefits she may eventually receive from tha~ 
a·rrangement. In additi.on, there have been dl'finite attempts to evade the 
quota, but sUl·h evasions will graduall)- become more> and more difficult, 
and there is reason to believe that the United Kingdom will eventually 
()btain a portion of the trade which has been lost by Japan. 

'Vhile dealing with the shortn('ss of thc. period which is now being 
reviewed by the Board, it is pertinent to draw attention to the conclusions 
"f the last 'l'8riff BORrd regarding the minimum period for which protec
tion should be gin·n and the IIndl'sirability of disturhing thOi) degree of 
protection given d,;uing tlIat period. The Tariff Board said;-

" 142. "'e propose that the pCl'iod of proteetioll should he fixed at ten 
yeRrs. In the cnse of a large industry lil,e tIll' l'otton textile industry· a 
long(>l' period than we have; ordinarily allowed will be required for full 
developluent and r£'-organizution. The prohlellls which fnce the industQ' as 
It whole are unusually diffi("ult l'nd lIIuny sidl'tl and unless sufficient time 
is gi'-en, it will be unrl'asonnhll' to l'Xp£'ct any tangible results froUl th", 
policy of proteetion. En'n if ("ouditions al'£' normnl, the tU3k of re-orgnniza
tion and of adjustnll'nt to Ill'\\' factors would invoh'£, a great deal of thinking 
lI·nd planning nhend. It wns l'xpe('ted h)' the Gm'erum£'nt of Indin when 
the Ad of 1930 was undel' l'onsi,h'ration that the re-orgauization of the 
Bombay section of till' industry would he f.('colllplish£'d in tIlI-ee yl'nrs. No 
allowanee was thcn made for the unusual faetors whi('h haye silll'e super
YCD.£'d .. TI", n'novatiCln of a long (·stahli~h,od nnd old ind\lstr~' cannot be 
expected to take place in stric·t Rl'c'ordan('e with aprl'-arrallged time tahle. 
It is idle to bIll me the industry if tIlt' time tahll' is not followed, for the 
proeess . of de\'elopment takes tim(' and inroh,£,s many ullcertaiu flll·tors, 
To take one asped. of the industl'y as all illustration, the important problem 
of re-orgalliJliug the ('OIHlitions of labour with a vil'\\' to reduciug tIl(' cost 
of Inbour per uuit of output innlh'es not merely co-ordinated action ou the 
part of £'mploy£'1'S but plltient negotiation with labour and a concerted 
attack u]lon those ~OI'illl cOllditious whidl lower the efficienC'y of labour in 
India. Similarly, tlu' task of reforming the system of management and 
c:ontrol, though £'asil)' desrrib£'d h~' fa rile phrns£'s s\lch as 'rationalisation' 
and • amalgamatiou,' involves stup('udous diffi"ulties as has b£,£,11 w£'1\ illus
trated by the exp£'ril'uc(> of th£' Lal1\'llshir" Cotton Corporation. We have 
traukly rl'Cognir.ed in 0111' dis(,lIssiou of the claim of the indllstry to protee
tiou that it is impossibl" to foret'lIst with IIny precision on thl' existing 
dllta when the indust!'), will 1)(> in a position to dispense with protection. 
'Ve rath£'r think, as we linv£' already indicated, ·that the ultimnte sah'ation 
of the industQ' will COlli .. I\S the result of a stn'uuous int£'rual cOlllpetitiou 
stimUlated by protedion under whi('h the lIIore £'ffici£'nt mills ill the 
country will so develop their nutput and impro\'e their methods as to replace 
completely a large llnlllb,'r of thE' t:xistin;J; mills. Suffi('ient time must he 
given for this proet'ss to work itself out. [n yi£'w of the difficulties whidl 
fllee the illdu.stry at pl'es£'nt and equall)' of the important national interl'sts 
which ar£' illvoh'ed ill it, w~ d,) not think that t£'n years cun be regarded 
liS too long II p£'riod. Unl('ss protectiou i~ assured for a period of at least 
h'n ~'ears, the l'Il)liLal r£'quired by the better class of mills for furth,'r 
dl'veloplUent will lIot be forth(·oming. It is ruther the stahility than till' 
rnte of proteetion which encouruges th£' inv£'stmeut of capital in a proteeted 
industry. The Indian cotton t£'xtile industry, ('specially in Bombay, hilS 
UI'CIl receutly the suhje,'t of nlU"y public enqllirif's. SUl'h £'nquiries rep£'nted 
at frt'quent int£'rvllis must militatte against h£'alt.hy development. We 
think that the industry should now b£' allowed II pf'riod of rest from these 
harassing ,'uquirit's." . 

5. Auothep fm't whieh the DGllrd must also take into consideration is 
that: while th£' rnte of duty applicable to cotton yarns, cotton pie(>t'goods, 
ItI1.ilh·ial silk piccl'goods u-nd artificial silk mixtures Ilre as stated ill the 
IIl'eulllull' to the Hoard's questiolluaire, the real protection afforded uy these 
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duties has been seriously affected by the cumulative effects of the under
mentioned duties imposed between 1931 and 1935:-

(a) the duty of 6 pies per pound on raw cotton, 
(b) the duty of 10 per cent. applicable to dyestuffs, mill stores, mill 

JIIachinery and spare parts and the duty of 15 per cent. imposed 
in 1934 on sta·rch and farina, 

(c) the duty on artificial silk yarn which has been gradually raised 
from 71 per cent. ad 'Valorem. to 25 per cent. or 3 annas per 
pound. 

6. In answering the Board's questionnaire, it was indicated that the 
data asked for by the Boa·rd will not, in our opinion, be sufficient' to ·ena.ble 
fair condusions being arrived at regarding the measure of protectlOn 
required against the United Kingdom or the effectiveness or otherwise of 
the existing duties. In the first place, it is necessary to emphasize that, 
except in a few isolated instances, the texture and finish of the Indian 
article is never quite the same as that of the c!lmpeting United Kingdom 
article. In many instances, it will be found that the qualities of cloths 
manufactured by Indian mills are of coarser counts and of a lower reed and 
pi(,k than thecompl'ting English cloths. One reason for this is that Indian 
"otton, which is the principal raw ma,terial used by the indigenous industry, 
<'annot be utilized in the production of the finer classes of cloth and yarn. 
The limiting warp count of even the best Indian cotton is under 40s, and 
the 8upplies of cotton suitable for warp yarns in the 30s /40s range is 
extremely limited. When it is necessary to produce fine yarns, imported raw 
material must be used, and mills are at once faced with the problem of 
meeting competition' in a line of manufacture in which experience is still 
somewhat limited, and with the fact that they have to pay a higher price 
for their raw materials than their competitors in the United Kingdom 
owing to the half ann lit import duty on raw cotton. A further handicap 
when uHing imported American or African cottons is that Indian ,Mills 
have to pay considerably higher freight ('harges than their competitors in 
Lancashire, and ill addition, when using American cotton, have to incur 
additional charges for fumigation wbjch hlltve not to be borne by Lancashire 
wilis. 

Di""iwilaritics between l,;nited Kingdom and Indian goods are also due 
to the fact that many Indian mills are not as yet equipped to produce certain 
of the special finishes found in a number of lines imported from the United 
Kingdow with the result that alteI'native finishes of III simpler character 
han, to be provided. 'l'he deficiencies of the Indian Industry in these 
respects are chiefly due to the financial difficulties it ha& had to face 
throughout a long period of trade depressiou during which it was inade
quately protected. Had the Goverument of India appreciated at IIIn earlier 
<.late the necessity of giving protection sufficient to enable the Industry to 
launch out into new lines of maLufacture, the present position would have 
been more satisfactory .. T4e pI'otection granted to the Industry in 1930 
was limited to the amount considered necessary to keep it alive, and the 
substantive protection accorded to the Industry in 1934 has existed for too 
.llOrt a period to produce substantial results. As it is, very many' mills 
have had to utilize any financial benefits which have accrued to them during 
the l"st few years for renovations and renewals of existing plant, and have 
80 fal' been una·ble to launch out into new hnes. 

An a<.lditional reason 'for differences in texture between Indian and 
United Kingdom goods is the existence of an intermediate dass of com
petitive goods produced by other countries. In the process of developing' 
and diversifying their production, Indillln mills as a rule move gradually 
from coarse to medium count cloth and, yarns. Thereafter, as experience 
is gainjld, mills move on to finer goods, more complicated patterns and 
finishing processes. 

Another important reason for the e;Kisting differences between English 
and Indian goods is that in a number of lines direct competition has had 
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lo be substituted by indirect competition owing to Indian mills' inabilit1 
to produce goods to English specifications at competitive prices. (Vide 
Appendix ]'.) 

7. In view of tho) considerations set forth in the preceding paragraphs, 
my Association respectfully submits that a more satisfactory test of the 
effectiveness of the existing duties would be to compare the wholesale 
nlarket prices of United Kingdom goods in India with the fair selling prices 
of the same goods, if. manufactured in Indian mills. The costings of a 
number of cotton cloths covering the full range of imports from the United 
Kingdom are set out in Appendix D.* We give below a summary of the 
results of the comparison of the wholesale market prices of stallldard lines 
of English goods and the fair selling prices of these cloths, when manu
factured in India. It may be stated in regard til the cotton pieccgoods 
included in the list that the price of cotton has been based on the price 
at the end of June, 1935, which would represent approximately the time 
when goods saleable in India at the end of August would have been manu
factured :-

Sorls imported from the Wholesale market Average fair selling 
Trade price at end of pr.i.ee according to 

United Kingdom. Number. August. costs f urnisbed by 
w.ills. 

/ 

(In anuaa per piece.) (In anuas per piece.) 
1. Grey Jaconets 18 70 - 80'83 
2. Grey Jaconet6 3260 

}83 (June 1935){ 
89·80 

3. Grey Ja('onets 3270 96·23 
4. Grey Jaconets 3280 98·39 
5. Grey IIf ull • B22x22 95 133'92 

(Mongoose) 
6. Grey Mull . B22x22 90 (March 1935) 132·59 

(2 H"res) 
7. Grey Dhoties 778 15 18'91 
8. Grey Dhoties 4476 36 44·52 
9. Grey Dhoties . . 5400 • 37-75 " 44'59 . 

10. Grey Dhoties (44" widEll 84 / 34 . ( 43'IH 
11. Grey Dhoties (42" wide) 84, , 1. 42·24 
12. Grey Dhot.ies 2301 .. 37·84 
13. Grey Dboties CG5! 32·5 (Feb. 1935) 48'50 
14. Grey Dhoties 9682 32·5 40'65 

(d.f. for 50' width) 
15. Bleachl'ld Dhoties 1675 15·1) 17'99 
]6. Bleached Nainsooks 77777 } { 74·00 
17. Bleached Nainsooks 88888 68 78·65 
18. Bleachl'ld Naillsooks 99999 83-l9 
19. Bleached Naillsooks 77 69 77·84 
20. Bleached Nainsooks 177 76 86·12 
21. Bleached Nainsooks 136 27 29·76 
22. Bleached Mull 63000 }49 1936){ 

64·79 
23. Bleached Mull 54000 (July 61-1:3 
24. Bleached !\lull 66000 60·28 
26. Bleached 1II ull 66666 84 102·68 
26. Bleached Mull 88 71 84·79 
27. White Shirting 4400 54 59-79 
28. White Shirting . C4000 274 290'78 
29. Whit.e Sbirting 1500 ]98 212·H8 
30. Dyed lIf ull 6000 120 160·44 
31. Dyed Shirtings .. 80 97·71 
:i2. Printed .Teans .. ]96 255·20 
33. Printed Saree 6000 50 59-89 
34. Dyed Italian • • , 30826 246 279·61 
36. Artificial Silk l\1ixture Bosld .. 202·5 229·80 

• Not prlllted-Confidential. 
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These costings represent the average bare cost in Bombay City and 
bland Mills pi,., additions for depreciation, interest on working capital 
and profit at the following scale:-

( .. ) Deprecia-tion at 4l per cent. on total block cost, 
(/,) Interest 011 wOI'king capital at 5 per cent., 
(c) Profit at 8 per cent. on block cost, plm an addition to cover 

incoDle and Buper-tax. 

These figures correspond to the allowances which ~ave been aut.horized 
by previoUli Tariff Boards with the exception that, 111 the past, mter?st 
on working capital was a·Howed at 6 per cent. instead of 5 per cent., whICh 
has been taken ill our calcula"ions. An additional allowance for income-tax 
and super-tax hlUi been made, as the Association holds that the 8 per cent. 
profit permi""ible in industrial undertakings should be subject to no deduc
tion8 wha·tsoe\"er, if it is to be sufficient to enable the payment of a.reason
able dividend and to build up adequate reserves. No addition has been 
made in the clUie of Bombay Mills for managing agents' commission. Cast
ings on a similar basis, of many of the eloths dealt with by Bombay Mills, 
Lave been taken out by representative mills in Ahmedlllblld and Bengal. 
The Ahmedabad Millowners' Association will probably submit their figures 
tiepsrately to the Board, and the costings of the Bengal Mills will, if 
necessary, be supplied. 

The Bombay Mills whose costings have been included are mills of a 
rt'8IOOnably high standard of efficiency in which the pla·nt has been kept 
up to date and maintained in good working condition. For every mill for 
~whicu costs have been taken in Bombay, works expenditure figures covering 
a period of years have been given in the Association's answers to the 
qu .... tionnaire, from which the Board will be in a position to ascertain 
whether they mllly be taken as representative of the Indian Industry as a 
whole. -

In APPendix E· will be found a statement containing the instructions 
issued by ihe Association to its members in ,t"egard to the preparation of 
their castings. . 

While the comparison made in the preceding paragraph will give the 
Board a clear idea of the extent of the duties required when producin(!; 
goods of particular descriptions, we desire to reiterate that the governing 
factor must be the necessity of ensuring the progressive development of the 
Industry IIIlong lines indicated by previous Tariff Boards. 

8. Dealing with the general objects for whIch the existing protective 
duties against the United Kingdom have been imposed, which to some 
extent support the contention that the duty requirements cannot be based 
solely on a comparison of the prices ·of directly competitive lines, we 
should like to refer to the following quotation taken from the 1926 Tariff 
Board:-

.. We consider that it is essential that Bombay should utilize to the full 
the natural- advantages it possesses in the matter of climate and of its 
situation in respect of imports of American or African cotton for the 
production of goods of higher quality than it has done in the past, that it 
should devote much less IIIttention than it has done to the production of 
grey goods, more especially of grey longeloth and shirtings, and that it 
should embark on a much larger production of bleached &nd coloured 
printed. and dyed goods. In making a recommendation that the Bomba; 
Mills should produce a higher quality of goods, we do not overlook the dis
advantage in regard to which those mills, in common with all Indian Mills, 
Buffer from the lack of suitable raw mlllteriai." 

The 1926 Tariff Board also recommended the establishment of a large 
bleaching, dyeing and printing factory to assist the diversification of pro
duction, which they considered so essential. While it has not been possible 

• Not printed-ConJidentiaI. 



26 

to put the exact recQllllllendation lIlade by the 'l'ariff Boa·rd into operation, 
stren UOUl< efforts have, bl'en mado by individual mills to expand their 
produt·tiou in Iwery line of goods in which deVl'loplllent was considered 
ad"isabl(>, alld mllny difficnltil's have been and are being overcome. 

Tbe Hl:32 Tariff Board, with its widt'r tN'Ill" of refel'oll[,(>, fully endors,.d 
l.he conelusionof the 1926 Tariff Board tha-t a wi do cxpansion of India's 
pl'odul'tion was necessary in Iincs hitherto brgely supplied by the United 
Kingdom and held that protl'cti,'e duties should be applied to goods of finer 
counts, not only bl'cause they compete rlirc('tly with goods manufactured 
from Indian t·otton. hut also to encourage the manufat·ture of goods from 
imported long staple COttOH, . 

9, 'Coming now til the objet·ts for which protection has been given 
und thl" dfl,ctivent'ss of the existing duties, it is submitted they have enabled 
tIll' IndustrY to maintain its hold on the coarse grey trade in the home 
llIi1rkt,t, and to eKpund its production of such cloths to meet the needs of 
India's grou'ing population, The protet·tion on doth has also enabled 
lIlills to expand their production of nwdium count goods and to attempt 
the llIanufadure of fine count dc·tli. The pItlgl'ess in the abovo direction 
has been parti"ularly noticeablo ill Bombay alld Ahmedabad, III Bombay, 
for l'xllmple, the pert't'lItng.J of ~pilldll's employed ill producing yllrns of 
30s and m'''r hilS il\(·r .. n ..... 1 from 23 per ('t'nt. to 45 pl'r ('ent, in the lllst 
fin' ~'ears. 

The l'ontiuuallce 01' th.. spt'l'ific dut), on gre~' doth is justified sim'e 
it is fully I*'r\'illl! th(' ubje,·ts for whit·h it was origiulllly imposed, lIalliely, 
the preservatioll Qf that Sl'ct;uU of ] .. din's piecegoods tmde ill whil·h the raw 
IIIlIterial uSl,d is pn'polltl.'rlltingly India'll, and ill which India h1l8, for a 
1111 IIIht· I' of Yl'lIrS, h .. en "IIPU hlo of supplying thl' whole of th~ country's 
reqllil't'lIH'uts. J II addition to PI',,''''I'''illg the ''O1l1'80 pillill gre~' trade for the 
indigenolls industry, the duty hilS also had th .. t'ffoct of t'nl'ollraging thc 
I'rodl\(·tion of nlt'diulII ('011 lit gre." gumls ",hi"h "'1'1'" prt'viously lIut lIu\llUfnt~ 
tured in 'lily considl'rnhll' qllalltitil's, but ill this lille the illcidl'lIce of the 
dutil'S is lIut oppressive as far as Vnitl'd Kingdom gllods are co", ... r1led. 
us lIIa~' bl' judgl'd frolll Il "OIlll'lll'i80n of th .. wholesllle prices of {'nited 
Kingdolll grt'~' lIIulls Illld j,wllIwts ",ith the fair selling prices of exat'tly 
similar goods IIIllunful'tured in Indian mills (l'id8 pl\ragrRph 7 and Appendix 
}).). TIll' intt'rest.s of tIlt' ,'ollsunwr ha,'o l ... t'll IIdcqun·t.'I~' safl'gnarded hy 
the s('I\'('re internlll "olllpetitioll ",hi"'l the Go\'ernmt'ut of Jndia indicllted 
",ould he SUffiCIl'llt tn prl'\'l'nt all eXl'essi,'e ri,e in pd"e, III lIl'tulIl filet, 
betweeu 1930 IIl1d 1\):15, intel'lIal competition in thl' cOllrse lind mediulll 
('()lIlIt plain !!:l'e~' trade 11Il" not only h.'en suffi., ient to pn.'vl'nt Iln~' (>xploita
t;on of the COIISUlller, hut hilS bl'l'n in~trl\lIll'lltal in ·bringing down prices 
IIhnost to pr('-wa'r I",'els, tit'spite the fact thnt Illhour and cl'rtain other 
churg,'g are II\Ill'h higlll'r than in p)'('-war ~'ears, 

The .,fft'ets of thr' dutil'S 011 effi.ciel\(~· af nfodu('tiou have beell l'ousidl'r
U),ll', During the h~t five ~'ellrs, the ,·t;"t or" mllnllfacture has hel'lI brought 
dowlI in ",'ery t~'p(' of ('loth, "·hat has heell a('hieved by the UVl'rage 
nomha~' Mills is rl'fll"Cted in the ('ostin!!:" furnished by illdividulll lIIills 
ill IlIlSWer to the questionnaire. 

As fill' as printed, pie,)e dyed, and specilllly finished cloths ure ·~oneerned, 
l'l'lT Iittl('l progrl'SS has up to the present been possible. The diffil'ulties 
whi"h mills will ha\'e to overcome in these lines have been referred to iu the 
Associlltion's IIII&Wel'S t{) the questiollnaire, but the Industry recognizes the 
noc(>~sity for further expallsioll of its production of such goods, and provided 
the import duties on Elll!lish goods lire fixed ·at reasonable le,'els. furthl'r. 
progress will be made, although it is fully realized that, for n number of 
years, cOJlsidt'l'llhle financilll sacrifiees will be ne£>essn.ry. 

III IIn8\\'el' to the questiollnaire, India's progress, and particularly Bombay's 
p,'ol!ress, as II. prool\l'er of medium COUllt dhoties for the home lIl,n-ket hilS 

• Not priuted--;-Cunftd!.'ntial. 
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boon referred to. Judged by actual figures of production, the existing duties 
have enabled the Industry to capture a considerable share of the ma.rket 
previously held by the United Kingdom. This trade is, howeve1', being 
retained with the greatest difficulty in the Jace of severe but indirect com
petition frol1\ Vnited Kingdom goods. For a considerable period mills have 
heen specializing in the pl'Oduction of Dhoties for the Calcutta market, and 
the preservation of what has become an essential trade to a large number 
of l'1iu" specially laid out for the efficient production of this type of goods 
makes it essential that nothing less than the existing rate of duty should 
be maintained to prevent the displacement of India's medium count qualities 
hy the finer connt good. of .the types which. were being imported from the 
t'nited Kingdom previous to 1930. In respect of fine yarn dhoties, where 
the "ompetition between India and the United Kingdom is less indirect, 
India's production, though on the increase, is comparatively small. The 
competition frolll establi.hed United Kingdom lines has been extraordinarily 
dIfficult to meet, and in <'et-tain instances has heen impossible to meet. 

10. Another important fact which the 'l'ariff Board will have to consider 
when franting their conclusions is the indirect competition which exists 
between bleached goods and grey goods on the one hand and between printed 
lind woven coloured goods 011 the other. In general, the prices at which 
bleached lines are sold affect the prices which can be realized for grey goods 
and the pri.:eH at which printed goods are sold react on the prices obtainable 
for woven coloured goods and fancies generally. 

III the production of bleached and printed goods, Lancashire manufac
turerH havo l'ertain advantages owing to their long experience in this line. 
As yet, the bleaehing and printing trades in India are in their infancy, and 
it will take sollie years of effectivo protection, even in the most favourable 
('ircnmstances, to encourage and afterwards ensure the building up of an 
dfective cOlllpetitive position. We maintain that the duties applied to these 
types of goods should be sufficient IIOt only to offset the United Kingdom's 
present advantages, but also to safeguard In(lia.'s present trade in grey and 
fancy goods from the indirect competition referred to in the previous 
paragral~h. 

11. It i~ admitted that there has been n cOllsiderable falling off in Eng
land's cloth exports to India in a large number of lines compared with the 
years pr""io118 to 1930, but this falling off has been dUd to the effects of the 
general world depreSSIOn, effective Japanese competition and political troubles 
rather than to the duties in force in India.. That this is so is borne out by 
the, fact that the fall in the United Kingdom's' export trade to India has 
h .. en ollly slightly greater than the fall in her trade with the rest of the 
world. In a number of instanc!!s, the United Kingdom has lost propor
ti:lIlately 1I\0re ground in her trade with other countries than with India. 
It is also significant to note that, since 1931, the ratio which the United 
Kingdom's cloth t'xport trade to India bears to her total cloth export trade 
has been gradually increasing. 

12. At tJu. heginning of 1934, the United Kingdom's opportunities fot' 
expanding her trade in India were improved as a result of the quota· 
limitations imposed on comlletitive.Japanese lines. In bleached and coloured 
goods, Japan was ranidly becoming an increasingly dangerous competitor to 
Lancashire. In these two lines, Japan's quota has been fixed at figures 
considerably 10wl'1' than the figure allowed to her in grey goods where her 
('om petition is mainly against Indian goods. This has given the United 
Kingdom an opportlluity of ra-establishing her position as the chief outside 
supplier of these styles to the Indian Market. 

COTTON YAm,. 
'l'he changes in the levels of duties on United Kingdom yarns during 

the last fe\v years have been set forth in paragl'aph 3, Qut it is necessary 
to note that, while the justification for the adoption of the t'ates of dut,y 
imposed upon United Kingdom cloths in 1934 was said to be the Agreement 
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between the Millowners' Association, Bombay, and the British Textile 
Mission, the Governmont of India departed from that basis in the case of 
Yarn. The Agreement with the Lancashhe Delegation provided that the 
I:Ipecific duty of 11 nnnas should be retained on all counts of yarn. The 
lndian lndu~try is definitely of the opinion that, on the basis of cost,,' 
Indian Mills are very inadequately protected against the United Kingdom 
ill counts of yarns over 40s. J n counts below 40s for ma.ny years, she ha~ 
not been a substantial supplier to the Indian Market. In counts over 
40s but she has lost ground, not on account of effective Indian competition, 
but owing to Chinese and Japanese competition. In very fine counts, 
although Indian Mills are producing larger quantities than they have done 
in the past, this larger production is still being chiefly absorbed by the 
weaving section of the Indian Mill Industry, and such yarn as is ava·ilable 
for sale has had to be sold at unremunerative rates. 

The anomaly of Indian Mills being able to purchase certain counts of 
ya.rns cheaper than they could ma·nufacture themselves has beeu referred 
to in our answers to the questionnaire. It is perhaps necessary to point 
out quite clearly that the removal of the specific duty on counts over 50s,. 
which lllight have been expected to assist the United Kingdom, has not 
had that effect owing to the growth of Chinese and Japanese competition 
in the 50s-60s range. Previous to the removal of the specific duty, the 
imports of 50s and 60s yarn from China and Japan were practica.lly nil. 

Ostensibly, the rates of duties on yarns have been fixed at the existing 
levels for the benefit of the Handloom Industry. It is the l'ontcntion of 
this Association and the Indian Spinning Industry as a whole that the 
inadequate protection which has been given to the Indian Spinning Mills, 
as far as medium and fine count yarns a'\,e concerned, both against the 
United Kingdom, and China and Japan, will wentually react to the 
Handloom Industry's disad\-antage. This portion of the Industry's case 
is fully dealt with in the separate representation which has been submitted 
on boha.lf of the spinning section of the Industry. 

13. To a certain extent, the considerations advanced in respect of cloth 
in paragraph 6 also apply to Yarn. There are considerable differences 
betwoen yarns of the counts ordinarily imported from the United Kingdom 
Bnd ya:rns of similar counts produced in India. One of the chief reasons 
for these differences is that the English yarns are chiefly mule yarns, 
and the Indian yarns against which they compete are mainly ring yarns. 
In attempting to make a comparison between English yarn costs and Indian 
fair selling prices in the same count, this fact must be borne in mind. 
We have taken out costings of a range of English yarns, but Indian 
costs 81'e for ring yarns with normal turns per inch and normal strength 
test. The basis of costings adopted IS the same as in the case of cloth, 
namely, bare cost plus allowance for deprecia·tion, interest on working 
capital and profit on a uniform scale. A summary of the comparative 
costs are given below. The details will be found in Appendix G.* 

Count of Yarn imported from 
United Kingdom. 

1. flO Grey Yarn .. Wo"druttt'r" brand 

2. 50s Grey Ynrn .. Bu~ket " bmnd 

3. 70s Groy Yarn" Bhut " brand 

Wholosale Selling 
Prico at t.he ond 

of August.. 
Fair Selling Pril'6 
of Indian Yarn. 

(Tn an1l8S per pound) (In a·nnas per pound) 

li·02 

14·8 

19·25 

20·38 

16·36 

26·23 

* Not printed-Confidential. 
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14. In an earlier paragraph of this representation, the attention of the 
Board has been drawn to the fact that the existing scale of duties on 
enited Kingdom goods has been based on the Agreement entered into 
between the Millowners' Af!Sociation, Bombay, and the British Delegation 
which visited India in 1933. That Agreement contains a clause which 
specifies that, in so far as tbe Empire and Overseas· Market for piece • 

. goods and yarn were concerned, any advantages which might be arranged 
for British goods should be extended to Indian goods, and that India, 
in markets in which she had no independent quota, should participate in 
any quota which might be allocated to the United Kingdom. India has, 
however, been unable, up to the present, to increase her externa.J trade 
as a result of the Agreement on account of the handicaps she has to 
suffer vis-a-vis the United Kingdom, owing to the duties imposed for revenue 
purposes by the Government of India on raw cotton, machinery, mill 
stores, dyestuffs and sizing materials. Lancashire has no such duties to 
pay, and h8ll, in addition, the advantages of established connections, 
lower freights and very much lower capital charges for machinery and mill 
buildings. The 1926 Tariff Board stressed the importance of India,and 
particularly Bombay, expanding its overseas trade, and the Government of 
Indi8', jointly with the Millowners' Association, financed the Trade Mission 
which reported on the Persian, Near East and African Markets i,n 1928. 
This Mi88ion recommended the appointment of Trade Commissioners for 
India at Alexandria. Mombasa and Durban, but the Government of India 
have 80 far been unable, on account of financial stringency, to make any 
of these appointments. Various efforts have since been made by large 
individual concerns to increase their trade in overseas markets, and parti. 
(,lIlarly in Empire Markets, and the Millowners' Association, Bombay, in 
1934 appointed 8' Special Officer to report on the Ceylon Market. All these 
attempts to improve the overseas trade have proved practically infruc. 
tuous. Indian Mills are in a position to produce the goods required by 
the export markets concerned. but have found it impof!Sible to market 
their products against United Kingdom competition, and little or no 
Bu('cess can be achieved until Indian Mills are a·ble to compete on fairer 
terms. It is realized that in these markets, financial sacrifices will have 
to be made inasmUl·h as Indian Mills will ordinarily have to pay the same 
or higher import duties than the United Kingdom, but we feel most 
strongly that tbe handicaps under which Indian Mills have to laboup 
should h03 redu('ed to a minimum, and that as an earnest of the Government 
of India's desire to assist the hand and power loom industry in the export 
trade, Government should grant a refund on exports of cloth BInd yarn 
l'quivalent to the duties paid on imported cotton, dyestuffs, machinery, 
mill stores and sizing materials, and make the Trade Commissioner appoint: 
ments recommended by the 1928 Ifrade Mission. 

15. The case which is IJeing submitted would be incomplete if the 
attention of the Board, a·nd the Government of India, werE) not drawn to 
the verv aerious potential danger to the Industry from imports from the 
United ·Kingdom and abroad, of textiles manufactured from or contain
ing a proportion of staple fihre. Staple fibre is a synthetic' fibre made 
from short staple ('otton and· other forms of cellulose, which is being 
produced in rapidly increasing quantities in Europe and JBlpan. It is 
admirably adapted for use in cotton mills with minor modifications in the 
settings of the existing machinery, and a very wide range of products 
can be produced from it. The price at which it c~n even now be obtained 
compares with the price of the finer varieties of imported cotton, but its 
greater use in India h811 been effectively prevented by the import duty 
of 3 annas per pound which it bas to hear. Until very recently, it was 
suhjected to an excise duty of 3d. per pound in the United Kingdom, 
and with the rl'moval of this duty, England will have great advantages 
over Indian Mills. Many Bomhay Mills hav"" made experiments in the 
Npinning IIInd weaving of this new raw material, and millowners are con
vinced that there would be great opportunities for its use in India 
provided the import duty to which it is at f'resent subjected were removed: 
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We are forwarding a Tange of' samples of cloth and yarn made from 
01' containing an admixture of staple fibre in order that the Board may 
draw their own conclusions as to the future potentialities, and would 
stronglf urge, in, the interests of the Industry, that the Tarif!' Board 
should recommend the removal of the existing duty or its reduction to the 
level of the import duty on cotton. 

16. We have been at pains in the preceding paragraphs to supply, as 
far as lies in our power, the facts which ~'e consider will need to be 
taken iuto .consideration by the Board in order to enable it' to estimate 
the Industry's requirt'ments in the shape of protective duties against 
United Kingdom goods. 'Ve should, however, like to make it perfectly 
clear that the Industry demands duties sufficiently high on all classes of 
goods to establish a fair competitive position, bearing ill mind the objects 
for which substautive protection has been granted to the Industry .. We 
ask to be allowed to consolidate the gains already made at substantial 
s!l('rifices, being of. the opinion that our Industry will eventually be able, 
undor the shelter of protective duties, to make satisfactory progress in the 
remaining lines in which there is scope for expansion by increased efficiency 
11 nd a consequential lowering of costs of ma·nufacture. 

17. On the basis of the facts submitted ill this representation and in 
onr answers to the Board's questionnaire, we submit that the existing 
rates of duty should be maintained Oil ('otton cloths manufactured from 
coarse and medium counts, and on artificial. silk cloths a·nd artificial silk 
mixtures. In the case of yarns O\"er 40s; printed goods and cloths made 
from fine count yarns; the facts submitted to the Board, in our opinion, 
prm'Q the inadequacy of the (>xisting duties. 



Enclosure. APPENDIX F. 

(STATEMENT 1.) 

BoUD .. y MILL CLOTII8. COUPBTING ENGLISH CLOTHS. 

Cloth. Tr.de Dlmenalons. warp. Weft. R.ed. Pil-k. RealJzation. Cloth. Trade Dlm.nalons. Warp. W.tt. Reed. Pick. WboI .... I. prl.,.. 
Numb.r. Number. - ---- ----

Ins. Yd •• Ra .... P. los. Yds. Rs .... P. 
Khatau MakaRji 1IIill. 

Bleaehod SIlk Bord".· 8014 58x8 80s 101la 72 72 2 12 0 BI ... ehed Dhoty 115 50x8 80s 120. 76 72 114 0 
ed Dhoty. 

Bleached Longeloth • 58000 38 "S9! 40. 40. 80 80 11 8 0 Bid. Longeloth GP .... S5x 401 860 40. 80 76 11 8 0 
cocks. 

Sw4'itshi Mill. 

{-
53000 42x20 460 560 52 4.2 

88 • 
. Bleached Mull • 6421 35x20 50. 460 56 48 89·00 Bleached Mull 54000 42x20 488 60s 44 42 }A_ 40 ... 

10 July 1035. 
66000 42x20 4Ss 560 44 42 ... 

Indirect eompetitlon r;'om United Kingdom DhoU ... imllar to those ",,,,clfled 81l"irut the New Grey Dhoty 62054 44xlQ 468 46. 56 52 28'00 
City)fiJIB• . . 

.IfohiRoor Mills. ~ i Wtthoot Wlt.h 
M. 

. Duty. Dllty. 
Bleached Shirting 4000000 35x40 868 40. 72 68 158 

}Blcaehed Sllirting 
Rs. A. P. Ro. A. P. 

i)itto 
. 88. Fountain 84x40 428 360 68 72 7·7 39 8 0 

nose 34x40 86. 30. 68 66 146 
(,'VVI') 

TataMiUs. 
ao. 

Bleached Longeloth .' 4352 36x40 868 '40s 68 84 152'~0 
} Bleached Sbirting BBBBBB 40. 44a 360 \14 II' 121h. 411. e.l.f.c.l. 

DI~ -, '4354 35x40 36s 44s SO 80 No s.le. 

39$f 25 x liI 
88. -. - - ..' 

Breached N ainaook •• 4168 44. 86 80. 111'25 -
(split), .... 

Ditto 81218 22x18· SO. .40s 40 34 21-50 
.. ' --- - ~ .... 

42S 80 ao: (end of Dyed Shlrting • -3960 80x40 36s 44. 86 30 60·00 :Bed Dyed Shirling .. 88x4o. 468 40 2S . AUll!U8t) (Mad-
r .. ). 



(STATE~7 l)--eontd. , 
i 

tIOHU Y HILL CLorBS. 

CIoih. Trade Dimen8Ions. Warp. Weft. :aero. Pick. Realization. Cloth. Number. . 
los. Yds. :as. ~. P. 

lV ... fht4llllUtern 
Mill. 

lIIeac~ Hull • 828 36x18 800 408 M 60 310 0 Bleaehed Hull 
, . 

WID Patti Book! 1500 36x30 800 408 78 66 0 8 81 Bookl 
per yud. 

-Qq.lI:uIl . A60 39 x 37/37. 24s 28e 36 24 a 6 0 Grey Hull 

Xhald 8hirtIng 1678 86x40 300 24s 60 68 30" width KIIak! . 
IOld at 

RS.9·4-0-
RB.IO-I4-0 

.. approxImate 
lor 36' I.o.r • 

Bombay. 
Dye4 poplla 1488 88x40 40a 60s tl8 66 043 Dyed Poplin. 

, per yard. 

'inlall Mf.Ih. -
Bleacbecl Dboty .. 6Ox8 700 !lOa 72 72 2 9 0 BId. Dhoty . 

lIetIJ Cit1':!z.B<nnha1l 
GrqDboty . .. «)(10 30a 408 « 40 2H2 '00_ ~_{ 

as. tlon from Dootl .. 
RlmUat to Gr.y 
DOOty. 

COIlPETIJliG EIIGLlSB CLoTHs. 

Trade DImenoI01lII. Warp. Weft. :Number • 

Ins. Yd •• 

8668 86x18 "" "" 
Jl,98H 26x43 '800 608 

60 89x87/37l 24s 868 

360 86x40 800 268 

1359 38x35/40 368 868 

Napoleon 50x8 70s 80s 

3773 «xl0 60s 700 

141 x24t 44xl0 60s 80s 

121 X 12t «XIO 700 900 

Re.d. Pitk. 

--l-

M 60 

88 1\0 

32 24 

M ,M 

80 56 

72 38 
-

68 72 

56 62 

68 56 

. 
Wbol .... I. price. 

Rs. 3-14-0 I_ 

" .... 
8 
II. .,."t. cae 

diaOOuut • 

Re. 0·3-10} pe r 
odown 

eaa 
h 

yard n-g 
Amrit88J', I 
3 per e<'Ilt. cas 
discount. 

RI.3-1Q-6apprm:: 
Imate. 

RI. 11·2-0 
godown, Ra 
goon. 

Re. 0-4-6 per 
WD yard • ..-godo 

Ban~oon. 

3sh. lid. c.i.l.c.L 

RI.I-H-O (Nov. 
Calcutta. 

RI. 1-11-0 (Nov. 
I:alcutta. 

RR. 1-13-0 reta 
Calcutta (0 
ber). 



8i1 SMP"r1t' Broao1a 

1 t I t I 1 I M·. 

Grey Dhoty .. 'exe 600 808 72 68 3181.-

Ditto .. UxlO 821 'Os U '0 2 ..... • In~lrect Comp.tltlon from Dbotl ... Idmtlar to those lor which sJ),clftcatlonl are ~v.n against 

• JtMlfJ6 S .... oon· MiU. 
New CII·y HID. • 

Grey Mull 
Ro.4-0-0 

i 
2H ...... 5Ox20 600 660 76 82 r"'-22x22 50x20 50s 70s 60 60 GNlY Hull r .. (end of 

(26·11-35) MODIlO08e 51 x20 60R 6flo 76 82 Juno). 
Ro.2-15-0 5S00U '2x20 480 811s 52 42 A VN'R/ite about 

Bleachod Hun. A250/R Ux20 60. 600 62 42 BId. Mull 54000 42x20 4tlo 60. .46 42 IIA. 8·1-0 
(28-10·85) 56000 42x20 'flo 5flo " '2 Calcut.!a. 

hmmatta. Twill I.J400 S2x86 8flo 221 56 64 Re. 0-5·8 a yd. ltallau CIotb • 81828 58x5' .. .. .. 6j4. c.1.i.c.L 
(1Q.1()'35) 

.. 

Chocolate 'Prlnted E2761D 27 x 120 S8s '4. S/48 48 Re. 0·3-4 • yd. Madras PrInted CroWD 27x5! 29& 40s .8/52 "/45 Re. 0-8-9 Madr ... 
Jean. (13-8·U) Jeans. 

LusVe Striped Jean. Le854 54xSO 88& 44s 8/48 48 Re. O-S·I •• yd. Lustre Striped Jean 88x88 .. 48a 48& 5/S4 " 2fd.c.I.I.o.l. 
(27-7-35) (Pink). 

Bleacbed Longclotb • FFFFF 84,,'0 88& ". 72 72 .. Bleacbed Sblrtlng Sbanker .. 488 Sflo 64 '64 lOlA. 44. oJ.I.oJ. 

Bleaobed Mull . QQQQ '2x20 888 440 64 64 
Ro.4-7-6 

Bleacbed Nalnaooka 77777 S6xl8 401 40s 60 64 
(11-11-35) 

.... 

Bleached Jaoonet . M22/47A 86x18 3Ss 440 60 60 
Ro.8·6-0 Bleacbed J aconet 
(22-10-35) 

83383 86x20 8Ss 80. 60 64 RI. 8·14·0 
dll!oount •. 

leu 

Grey~ 616 "x\lO· 88. 440 64 64 
Its. 8-18-1 Grey Jaconet 8260 40x20 440 48a 72 64 
(29-3-35) 

.... 

1'linted Volle MJ856R 44 x 120 . 601 501 

50 I 52 
Re. 0-5-0 a yd. Printed Volle 3787 41" fOs 808 60 44 44.0.1.1.0.1. . . (5-10-35) 

Dyed Volle KJ3856.J 4'x120 60s 501 50 52 
Re. 0-4-1t a yd. 

1DYed Volle 
(23-11-31) 

Re. 0-4-8 B yd. Agrada .. 701 60s 52 52 8A-if. c.l.t.c.l. 
Bleached Volle. R8S0 44x120 500 501 50 52 

. (Ulv&1hl). (19·12·84) J 

MiU ".AI. .. ·Bengal. . 
Grey Dboty 801 x80i 44xl0 401 551 56 56 .- Grey Dboty 84 44xl0 800 568 64 56 35 .... retail 
1 

Calcutta. 
Bleacbed Longeloth • I -. S4x20 400 408 80 80 Bleached Ltingcloth 98 85x40 321 401 72 72 188 as. retan 

I 
.. , I Calcutta • 

. - --- _ . 

• Owing to recapltanzatlon of Mm, the coltlngs ot thIl! mUi Include a credit ltelll.t<lr Interall,..>n 'Working capital. Depreciation h .. been calculated on written-down value of bloc,," 



(STATEMENT 2.) 

EOHBAY MILL CLoTlIS. COHPl!TING ENGLISH CLOTHB. . , 

Sorts. Number. DimensiQDB. Warp. Weft. Reed. Pick. ReaUzatlon. Sorts. Number. Dimen9loDB. Warp. Weft. Reed. Pick. Wbol ••• le •• lling 
I!rlce. 

-------- --I-

Ina • YdB. Ins. YdB. 

• Finla1l. "' Eleached Mull • '7/33 "x20 100 120 56 52 .. Bleached Jlfull 376 44x20 100 120 56 52 About Ro. 8·15·0. 

• . .. . 
Ditto '9/33 40x20 100 120 80 76 .. Ditto 9000 .44x20 100 120 80 76 About 1'09 .s. 

Khal.au M akanji. 
r 

Dyed Volle 6N 42/43x30 60 55 56 54 3·25 AB. Dyed Volle 788 42x42 72 64 52 52 3 as. pe~ yard, 

Ditto 546 42x30 50 50 60 56 Not .old Ditto 6666 45x36 70 56 100 52 4 as. per yard. 
• 
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(STATEMENT 3.) 

WIIDI ... I • 
Cloth Imported from United Trade Dimension •• Warp. Weft. Reed. Pick. • e~i~.p~~" 

Klngflom. Number. article per 
piece. 

-. ----
Fiola" MiUI. IDI. Yd •• Annas. 

Grey Dhoty • ShlvaJRy. 45 x 2/10 70s 80s 68 66 86'00 

Ditto 5568 45 x 2/10 70. 80s 68 62 84'00 

Ditto 121 39 x 2J9 70s 90s '68 62 26-00 

Ditto 5. 45 x 2/10 100. 120s 72 76 52·00 

Bleacbed Hull . . 500 HxlO 100. 120. 100 96 64'00 

Grey Dhoty. CG4! 44 X 2/10 70. 90. 68 56 82'00 

Bleached Mull 1742 40x20 1008 1008 68 72 86·00 

Grey Dhaty. C51 xl51 H x 2/10 70. 90s 68 64 88'50 

Ditto R. B. 21 45x2/10 100s 1200 80 84 54·00 

Bleached Mull 310 Hx20 90s 120. 84 92 112'00 

Bleacbed Doria 5. 31xl0 808 90s 84 60 50·00 

Bleacbed Mull 1703 52x20 70. 80s 76 88 U7'OO 

Ditto 854 54x20 80s 1008 68 64 80·00 

Ditto 117:t7 50x20 lOOa 120 64 64 80-00 

K/aatau MaktJni' MiU. 

Blooohed Twill 130 36x42! 528 40s 72 104 288·75 . 
KohifllKW Muz,. 

Bleacbed bull 66666 49x20 H. 50s 64 62 84·00 

(3) Letter No. 31841168 of 1935, daMl the 3rd Decembe;r, 1935, from the 
Millowners' Association, Bombay. 

The attention of my Association has been drawn to certain price com· 
parisons made between imported and Indian mill-made goods in Appendix 
B of the statement furnished to your Board by tlaJ Bombay Chamber of 
CommerC'e. The a(~url\('y of the prices quoted for Indian" mill-made cloth 
has been investigated by me under instructions from my -Committee and, I 
set fortb below for the information of your Board the results thereof: 

The Ririee Mills White Shirting No. 800 (Exhibit No. M. 2) has, 1 
understand. never been Bold at less than Rs. 8-4 per piece, el2-mill. The 
pri('e mentioned against this cloth in the Appendix is Re. 7. 

The Swadeshi Mill White Shirting No. 6600 (Exhibit No. M. 3) was 
last sold at Rs. 9-3-6 ex-mill and not at Rs. 9-2. 

The Century Mill White Nainsook No. 5418 (Exhibit No. M. 5) was last 
Hold (in the month of June) a-t Rs. 1-7-6 per piece - ex-mill and not at 
Rs. 1-5. 

The E. D. Sassoon United White Mull No. 3630 was sold in July at 
Rs. 2-10 )ler pie<'8 ex-mill, and was also very recently sold at Rs. 2-7. The 
price of Rs. 2-1 mentioned in the Chamber's representation: is, therefore, 
incorrect. 

As regards the Finlay Mill White Mull No. 2148 (Exhibit No. M. 12), 
it would appear that the cloth is 48" x 20 yds. and not 40" X 20 yds. The 
cloth is 70s 1 90s and not 708/1008 Ilnd the price per .piece is Re. 5-12 and not 
!ls.4-13, . . 

- »2 



The Kohil'l.oor Mills .White Tapa Bordered Dhoties No. W.W.W.W. 
(E~hibit ~o. N. ~3) was last; sold On t.he )J.lonth of July) at lls. 2-6-6 per 
plllJ' eX-1mll and not Il't R~. 2. 
. A;s ~ega~ds the'Morarjee Goculdas MilIs Bleached Dhoty (Exhibit No. M. 
25) It 1S difficult to ,dleck the accuracy of the quotllition mentioned by the 
Chamber as three different qualities of dhoties are sold under this trade 
m.ar.k" and unless more definite partj.c1,1Ia:rs regarding warp and weft and reed 
and plCk of the t!lhoties are given, the price data cannot bo dloJked. 

As regards tQe Swan MilIs Blea('hed Dhoty (~hibit No. M. 28), I am 
to point ou.t that the cloth is really made from 70/80s yarn with 68/72 
reed an~ plok. The doth was sold at Rs. 3-7 per piece ex-mill and the 
ba~r price should,. tMrefore, be much higher than the figure mentioned by 
the Chamber. 

It is again impossible to ('heck the 1>ri('e data mentioned against the 
Finlay's White Dhoty (Exhibit No. M. 29) as differE'1llt' qWllities of dhoties 
are sold under their Sovereign trade mark. 

I find it difficult to trace Printed .Jean No. V. 1300-C. (Exhibit No. M, 
31) as the Standard Mills whose name appears against the cloth, inform 
me that it is not theirs. 

As regards :&.."hibit Nos. 1\:1. 32, .33 and 34, I understaud, Messrs. 
Nowrosjee Wadia & Sons, Agents, the Bombay Dyeing and Manufacturing 
Company, Limited, have .already addressed the BOMd. 

As regards EiKhibit No. M. 37-Khaki Twill No. 5001 of the Kohinoor 
Mills, I understand. t~at the cloth has not been made during the last two 
years. 

I understand from the Morarjae Gocnldas Spinning and Weaving Com
pany, Limited that Khaki Shirt,ing No. BPS778B (Exhihit No. 1\1. 38) is 
rl'ally 31" x 40 yds. alld was last sold at As. 3-8 per yard ez-mill. 

As regards BJl'adll'ld Sewings 2/28s, Sadhoo and Cock hrands (Exhibit 
Nos. M. 42 and 43), I und('J'stand that the latest sales ma:!e in November 
were at As. 14 and As. 15 pl'r pound respI'Ctively, ex-mill. 

My Committee would greatly appreciate it if you could kindly bring these 
facts to the notice of the Board. 

(4~ J[,fII,omndum dQ.ted the 6th Der.emher, 1995, /rom the Millowners' 
Association, Bom,bay. 

NOTES ON TIIS UNITED KINGDOM DELEGATION'S ORIGINAL CASE AND SUPPLE-

" MENTARY MEMORANDA. 

The notes which we are making are not intended to be comprehensive, 
or to ,mclude aU that the Association is in a position to criticise in the 
various statements suhmitted to the Board. They are merely intended n,s 
au indication of the gNleral views held on the vnrious points d(>alt with. 
They can, of course, he expanded and supplemented if the Bonrd so dl'sir(> 
when the representatives of th'~ Industry are exnmin(>d orally. 

Lancashire lIfem·)ronda. 

We re('ognise the difficulties whi('h the United Kingdom Delegates bad 
to faoe when framing their origiT\al printed ('nse which, it must be assumed, 
was written before they had an opportunity of studying the Board's 
questionnaire. Much of the printed case which bas been pr(>sented by them 
deals with matters outside the Board's terms of reference, but we assume 
tha,t anything in the case whi('h is outside the scope of th.~ present I'nquiry 
will he ruled out of consideration on this assumption that we have in our 
notes made no comments on a lnrg(> portion of the printed case which has 
beeu submitted. 

In tJle introductory note, the growth of the imports of Indian raw 
cotton into the .Unitl'd Kingdom during the last two or tltree yenrs has 



been referred to. We appreciate the efforts being made to popularise the 
use of Indian cotton in Lancashire, but wish to point out tha·t the greate.r 
exports of the IlIht two years han' been largely due to .the greater quantI
ties of Indian staple cotton which have been made available as a result 
of the work of the Provincial Agricultural Departments and the Indian 
Central Cotton Committee and the opening up of the Sind Barrage area. 

The (ads I16t out in the introductory note in regard to United Kingdom 
cotton industry's production and export, etc., are, in our opinion, irrelevant 
to the present enquiry and outsid" the scope of the Board's terms of 
reference, but it is pertinent to note that the drop in England's export 
trade is the natural corolla·ry to the strenuous efforts which many agri
cultural countries have been making for a number of years to increase 
their industrial output. In this connection, we would refer the Board to 
a paper read by Mr; Otto Bankwitz at the XVI Session of the Inter
national Cotton Congress which met in Prague in June, 1933, which is 
fully reported in the International Cotton Bulletin, Volume XI, 4-No. 44-
July-August, 1933, page 524. 

The opening paragraph of this statem?nt appears to us to show that 
the Board's terms of reference have been misunderstood. The purpose for 
which the Board has been appointed is "to recommend on a review of 
present conditions and in the light of the experience of the effectiveness 
of the existing duties, the level of the duties necessary to afford adequate 
protection to the Indian cotton textile industry against imports from the 
United Kingdom of (a) cotton piecegoods, (b) cotton yarn, (c) fabrics of 
artificial silk and (d) mixture fabrics of cotton and artificial silk. By 
adequate protection is meant duties which wiU equate the prices of 
imported goods to the fair selling prices for similar goods produced iu 
India". . 

Apparently, Lancashire has interpreted the terms of reference to mean 
tiompthing entil'ely different since the bulk of their case is deV'Oted to 
estimating the extent of reduction in the duties which would be required 
to cna·ble Lancashire Mills to capture the established trade of the Indian 
Industry. In no part of the case has allY effort been made to determine 
what would be the fair selling prices for the Indian lines for which 
quotations have been given, many of which, Itn examination, will be 
found to he bare cost price quotations. On the other hand, Lancashire has 
inserted in her printed note on comparative prices II: large number of 
theoretical fair selling prices for goods which might be produced in the 
United Kingdom to cmnpete directly against established Indian lines ap
parently under the impression that the purpose of the enquiry is to 
determine at what levels of duties Lancashire could capture the estab
lished Indian trade in bulk lines most of which are at pr<lSent being Bold 
at prices well below fair selling prices. 

A large portion of printed Statement II is of an academic character 
and calls for no comment with the exception that it is perhaps necessary 
to indicate that it was hardly the purpose of the quota to ensure that the 
United Kingdom -should obtain the whole ·of the trade lost to Japa:n 
by its imposition. 

We should also like to ('ontest the conclusion regarding the competitive 
efficiency of the Indian Cotton Industry l'is-a..vis the United Kingrlom 
from the figures of imports into Ceylon since the quota was imposed on 
Japanese imports into that country. We have ascertained from the United 
Kingdom export statistics and from the Indian export statistics, the 
a('tual sendings to Ceylon from both countries over a: period of years from 
which it will be lII'en that in 1935 which is the first year in which the quota 
arrangement could have had any substantial effect.~, the imports from 
India were only slightly higher than the previous year, whereas those 
from the t'nited Kingdom were roughly double of the previous year, which 
certainly does not prove that India is able to compete against Lancashire 
in the Ceylon market despite the fact that she is geographically better 
placed than the United Kingdom. 
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1Il.-Bepl'e~imtation8 TegaTding the Indian Ta1'i/J an Unit.ed Kingdum 
. cotton piecegouds. 

Statement III is largely devoted to a discussion as to the relative merits 
of specific and ad t'ulu1'em duties, an issue regarding which the Tariff 
Board has not heen called upon to give a decision according to our intcr
pretation of the terlns of l·eterence. 'fhe scheme of substantive Protection 
which became law in 1934 made provision for levying specific duties on 
certain classes of yarn and piecegoods, and we do not propose to comment 
on that issue. 

The table given in Statelllent HI of the United Kingdom printed case 
is misleading, at any rate, so far as the years 1930-31 to 1933-34 are 
concerned. The revenue figures which have been given. fOl' these years 
l'epresent the duty receipts from every elass of goods to which the specific 
duty was applicable in those years. The revenue figures therefore include 
the duty receipts on a wide. range of fabrics containing even coloured and 
bleached yarns since plain greys were originally defined a.~. goods not 
bleached or dyed in the piece. The value ligures given .iu the table 
represent the va:lues of grey goods only excluding bordered grey goods. 

As to the specific duty having suddenly swept out of existence certain 
Lancashire interests, the only trade which has been seriously affected has 
b~en the Grey Jaconet trade, imports of which have fallen by 30 milyards 
smce the duty was first imposed. There has been some fall.in the output 
?f Grey Shirtings and Longeloth, but even before the specific dnty was 
lmp~sed, United Kingdom was losing this trade rapidly to Japan and 
IndIa. 

IV.-Cotton Yarns. 

We certainly cannot agree with the contention of United Kingdom that 
a reduction in the duties on United Kingdom yarn would be advantageous 
rather than detrimental to the Indian Cotton Industry as a whole, since 
the Indian Cotton Textile Industry does not propose to substitute Indian 
yltrn by United Kingdom yarn for weaving purposes if it can possibly 
be avoided. We fully realize that, compared with India's total production 
of yarn, the weight of ;yarn imported from United Kingdom is relatively 
small, but we would calf attention to the fact that owing to the fineness 
of yarns coming in, a large number of Indian spindles could be employed 
if Indian Mills were in a position to compete. This will be clear to the 
Boa·rd when it is pointed out that the production per spindle per day On 
16s is about 6 timcs as great as the production per spindie per day on 
80s; 

We quite agree witi!J. the contention advanced in Statement IV that 
both England and India have suffered owing to the inadequate duties 
imposed on Chinese and Japanese yarns, and note that as far as Japan 
and China are concerned, the United Kingdom advocates the imposition of 
specific duties as a means of protection,_ in preference to ad valO1'cln 
duties. 

V.-ArtificiaZ silk fabTics and 1Iliretures. 

Here we would point out an inconsistency in the ~ttitude of the Unit€d 
Kingdom 'Delegation in rega·rd to tho most appropriate means of protect
ing India inasmuch as specific duties against Japanese cloths have been 
advocated by the Delegation. 

We also agree that there has. been little appret:iable increase in United 
Kingdom exports since the duties were .lowered In. ~934, but w~ cannot 
agree that this has been due to effectlVe competitlOn from mills. The 
real reason why United Kingdom's imports of artificial silk fabrics hav.e 
not increased is that she has not been able to meet Japanese compdl
tion. It is perfectly true that artificial silk yarn imports into ~ndia ha,:e 
increased but we understand tha·t about 85 per cent. of these Imports IS 

being conllumed by the Handloom InQustry. 
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We entireiy disagree with the contention that. lit reduction in the duties 
011 United Killgdom Artificial Silk goods would not atfect Indian indus
trial interests, and, in this connection, would refer the Board to that 
portion of the Association's supplementary statement dealing with staple 
fibre. .' 

Comparative prices. 

We consider that the statistics attached to the note on comparative 
l>rice, are entirely irrelevant in this enquiry owing to the Board's specific 
terms of reference. We have not yet had time ta examine the Indian 
cloths and price data in the statement, but will do so at the earliest 
opportunity if the Board so requires. We do, however, wish to point out 
that on the meagre information supplied, it would not be possible for the 
AsHOciation to express an opinion as to whether the United Kingdom 
prices in the Statement represent the lowest prices at which United 
Kingdom manufacturers would be prepared to sell these lines. They are 
,upposed ·to represent Lancashire's fair seIling prices, but we would again 
like to stress that the terms of reference must have been misunderstood 
in Lancashire since they do not specify "the equation of fair selling prices 
as the basis of the enquiry", but the equation of the prices of goods 
IIctually being imported to the fair seIling prices of similar goods produced 
in India. . 

Supplementary Memoranda. 

No: 1.-We agree with the Delegation as to the difficulty of providing 
the BOllrd with examples of identical Indian and United Kingdom goods, 
but csnllot agree that the assessment of price margin should proceed on the 
"allis suggested by the United Kingdom for reasons already given, and 
maintain that the duty requirements of the Itldian Industry should be 
measured on the bases suggedted in· the Association's supplementary repre
.entation. 

We should like the Board to note the statement made in this memoran, 
dum which indicates that the qualities of United Kingdom cloths have been 
considerably modified during the last few years. 

No. 2.-We have little to say in regard to this memorandum except 
that we disagree with the contentioll that· the present duties on United 
Kingdom yarns under 50s are unnecessary. In our answers to the Question
naire, we have shown that on counts over 40s the existing duties are 
inadequate. We should also like to make it clear to the Board that it is 
incorrect to say that "Indian Sp'inners are usiug better cotton than is 
pOSl;ible for Lancashire Spinners if they are to make quotations which will 
bring them business under the I'uling rates of customs duty". The main 
difference between Indian and Uuited Kingdom yarns of the same count is 
that United Kingdom yarns are usually mule yarns and the Indian yarD.!j 
are ring yarns. • 

No.9-We are glad to lea·m that the yarus and cloths being sent to 
India by the United Kingdom are not being sold at unremunerative prices. 
We cannot, however, agree with the contention advanced in the last para. 
graph of memorandum that the prices at which Indian Mills have beeD. 
selling their production constitute fair selling prices. What constitutes 
a fll:ir sellin~ price for an I!ldian co~modi~y has. be~n laid down by 
preVIous Tariff Boards. In bnef. a fair selllllg price IS one which will 

.give a reasonably efficient unit a margin over aud above its bare cost of 
pro?uction, . sufficiel:lt to ena,ble t~e concern to. m~et the interest charges 
on Its workrng ,ca,plta!, pro~lde aaequ~te depreCIatIOn, c.ov!"r sales expendi
ture and commission lllcludlllg Managrng Agents' commISsIOn and in addi
tion provide a return of 8 per cent. on the capital sunk in the concern. 

No. 4.-We desire to make no comments on thie- memorandum as we 
consider it irrelevant for the pUl'posei of this enquiry.' . 



No. li.~We desire to make no comments on thi~ memorandum as wEi 
c!1l'Isider it irrelevant for the purposes of this enquiry. 

N~.6.-We ~isagr~e wit~ the contention again advanced regarding what 
c~tltutes a. fiur sellIng pi'lce alld submit the estimation of a fair selling 
pl'lCe for Indlan goods must be estimated in accordance with the procedure 
adopted b~ previous Tariff Boards. We certainly cannot agree that the 

. market pl'lce records of Indian Mills should be evidence alld that mill 
costings would be treated as supplementary evidence . 

. One of the difficulties of endeavouring to estimate whether fair selling 
prIces have been realised by a mill by examining its Profit and Loss 
Account is that in India it is il general rule for mills to manufacture 
!' very wide variety of goods SOllle of which may be produced at a loss 
III ordet to keep looms and spindles engaged while the mill may make a 
proiit all other lilies. The l'Tofit and Loss figures of the Industry as a 
whole do, however, constitute a rough guide as to whether bare costs 
have. on the whole been. covered, but coilld hardly be used to prove that 
partICular cloths, competlllg againb-t United Kingdom cloths are or are not 
adequately protected. (We have already submitted the consolidated 
Balance Sheet of the Bombay Mill Industry for 1933 and 1934). 

1n snbmitting costings to the Board, we have taken into consideration 
the point made in the memorandum that individual mill <'ostings fat the 
same cloth are bound to vary. The estimate of fair selling prices which the 
Association has submitted is the average of a number of mills with a 
reasonably high standard of efficiency. 

No. t.-In our opinion, the major portion of this lllemorandum deals 
with 'matters outside. the scope of the terms of rcference. We realize that 
there has beeil., a shrinkage in United Kingdom's export trade with India 
in the last ten years as coin pared with the pre-war position, but this state 
of affairs, as has already been pointed out by us, is a logical outcome 
of the post-war industrial development in countries which were previously 
mainly agricultural. The Delegation has pointed out, in the memorandum, 
the declina in the United Kingdom export trade with India h.as been 
~re8lter than the decline in her export trade with the rest of the world, 
but as stated in our supplementary representation, the United Kingdom's 
position has been improving during the last five years and in a number of 
markets the fall in the United Kingdom's trade has been proportionately 
greater than in India. ' 

The admission that United Kingdom's tude with India wauld have 
fallen even mote severely but for the decision of the Government of India 
to dMI with Japanese competition makes it very clear that the Indian 
Industty and the dutiEls imposed in 1930-31 ''1\'ere by no means wholly 
responsible for the falling off in Lanl'ashire's exports to India during the 
period dealt with iii. this memorandlim. 

~Vo. S.-We note that the Lancashire Delegation have been inforl.lled 
that the terms of referenl'e require the production of price comparisons 
involving United .Killg~om pro?uets act~ally selling i~ India ,at the prese,nt 
time. To our nund, lllformatlOn relatmg to the prl(~es whll'h Lallcasillre 
would be willing to accept for classes of goods which have not been 
exported to India during the last few years must be ruled out of con
sideration. 

We also note that the Delegation have assoml)led II number of United 
Kingdom goods which have been sold in the Indian markets and in some 
inmanccs in reduced quantities. We submit that this information should be 
supplemented by examples of United Kingnom lines which are still selling 
freely. 

'Va should like to reserve our final observations on this aspect of 
Lanoashire (lase iltitil 'lVe hate h8ld an opportunity of studying the English 

'pal{O'lulll uaal{ 8h,1il{ &al{'l qopl.AI. 'lstt!u:3u sl{'lop Ull!PUI eq'l puw saU!I 
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No. 9.-Further notes on ultificuu 'silk fabrics and mixt'ltres.-We 
should like to comment on the statement made' in this memorandum in 
which it is indicated that United Kingdom manufacturers are not in a 
position to buy and use artificial silk yarn at prices at all comparable with 
those payable by Indian Mills. 

This, of course, is due to t.he extraordinary protection given to the 
artificial silk manufacturing industry in the United Kingdom which makes 
it impossible for United Kingdom to import artificial silk yarn from other 
countries. The duties are said to be l5d. per lb. 'plus 25 per cent. ad 
valorem and are an example of the lengths to which the United Kingdom 
is prepared to go in order to pretrerve its home market for an indigenous 
industry. It is. however, pertinent to note that in respect of st-aple fibre 
which is of exactly the same che·mical constitution as artificial silk yarn, 
prices have been recently reduced by 41d. per lb. and the expectations 
aI'e that further reductions will eventually be made. If these materialise, 
there is a prospect that in the near future goods made from this material 
will be exported in very large quantities to the Indian market and Indian 
mills w0lI:ld be unable to meet this competition owing to the duty of 3 annas 
a lb. whICh they hllIve to pay on their imports of staple fibre. 

The statement made in the memorandum regarding the relative prices 
of artificial silk yarn in India and the United Kingdom IS most misleading. 
As far as we are aware, there are no imports of foreign artificial silk 
yarn into the United Kingdom. England uses only the very superior 
qualities of artificial silk yarn manufactured in the country. 

We are not quite certain of what is intended to be conveyed in the 
last four lines of the paragraph regarding the importance of the trade in 
the artificial silk fabrics and mixtures in relation to the demand for fancy 
cotton fabrics. If, however, the United Kingdom Delegation mean to say 
that the future of the Indian cotton piecegoods trade cannot be assured 
nnless provision is made to include Japanese exports of artificial silk 
piecegoods within a general piecegoods quota, .we generally agree. 

(5) Memo. dated the 6th Dec/!Jmber, 1936, from the Millowners' Association, 
Bombay. 

NOTES ON THE MEMORANDUM SUBMITTED TO THE SPECIAL TA1UFF BOARD BY THE 
BENGAL CHAMBER. OF COMMERCE. 

Question 1.-We contend that the conclusions arrived at by the Bengal 
Chamber of Commerce are not justified. It is perfectly true that there 
has been a reduction in the importation of cotton piecegoods from United 
Kingdom during the last ten years, but that does not prove that. the 
(;xisting duties have been adequate to ensure fair selling prices for Indian 
goods which have to meet competition from United Kingdom goods. Thai 
fair selling prices are not realized for Indian lines is demonstrated from 
the costing and price data already furnished to the Board in the Asso
ciation's answers to the questionnaire and in the supplementary representa
tion which have been submitte!I. We would, however,. point out that the 
fall in the volume .of England's export trade with India has been due to 
a series of causes which have been dealt with in the Association's answers 
to the questionnaire and supplementary statement. 

Reference is made to the inability of Lancashire to fill the gap caused 
by the Bombay Mill Strike of 1928. This issue has been dealt with in 
paragraph 113 of the 1932 Tariff Board Report to which, it is suggested, 
reference might be made. . 

Tllere seems to be some misapprehension as to the "method of remu
nerating managing agents in the cotton industry. It is almost the universal 
rule in the Bombay City and Island to remunerate managing agents accord-
ing to the profits made. -

As regards the stocks carried b:\, the Indian Industry, the figures have 
already been supplied to the Board in respect of Bombay City and Island 



42. 

?lill~. An' examination of ,these figures will demonstrate that excesslYS 
stocks are not carried by the Industry and the figures of spindles and 
looms kept idle demonstrate that curtailment of production is resorted to 
w hen occasion dema.nds. 

While it may be true that mills making for the export market do not 
themselves carry stock» in the United Kingdom,stocks are in fact carried 
by grey cloth, agents and in the case of mills making cloth for the .home 
market in the United Kingdom, certain quantities of goods are made to 
stock just as they are in India, 

We disagree with the contention made that, unless the duties on United 
Kingdom goods are immediately reduced, imports from that source' will 
l'apidly decrease until their trade is extinct and would direct the attention of 
the Board that during the last few years, United Kingdom has been 
Illaiutaining her position. 

While it may be true to say that no Indian Mills have attempted to 
sell exa~tly similar Jaconets as were previously being imported from the 
United Kingdom, India has undoubtedly produced fair qu'antities of Jaconets 
which can be' substituted for United Kingdom lines, We would in this 
connection l'efer the Board to Bengal Chamber's own representation where 
it is stated that E. D. Sassoon's Grey Jaconet No. 353 competes against 
Ually Bros. Grey Jaconets 3260/80. 

We contest the statement that Indian Mull Dhoties "have been found 
unsatisfactory, they are badly spun and do not wear well". 

The tabular statement of the number of packages imported into Calcutta 
from United Kingdom and Japan submitted by the Chamber shows that 
with the possible exception of Bleached Nainsooks, the imports of bleached 
goods into thQ Calcutta. market from the 1Jnited Kingdom have tended to 
increase during the last few years. 

In the face of the estimate for Nainsook i.mports for the year 1935 and 
the actual anivals up. to the end of September, the statement that for some 
months no single transaction has been possible in English Nainsooks cannot 
be substantiated. 

'l'he increase in the imports of Dyed goods into Calcutta since 1931 is 
certainly not an indication that the existing duties are excessive. In 1934, 
the imports of Dyed and Fancy goods according to this statement were 
double of what they were in 1931. 

The i.mport trade in rr reject" yarns referred to does not, in our opinion, 
prove that the Handloom Weavers cannot afford to pay the price of perfect 
yarns. As far as we are aware, the Handloom Industry has always bought 
a fair proportion of reject yarns. We submit, the drop in the importation 
in yarn from United Kingdom referred to in the memorandum has been 
l'Ilielly due to severe Japanese competition. ]l1dian mills have been unable 
to compete effectively in price against both the United Kingdom and Japan 
in all fine count yarns, 

'rhe making particulars, etc., of the cloths referred to in the tabular 
statements are being checked and a further note will be submitted to the 
BOllrd at a later date. It will not be possible for the A~sociation to 
submit information regarding c.i.f. prices ·of imported goods, ·and we 
sllgges~ that the accuracy of imported prices should be checked by reference 
to Calcutta Customs authorities. 

Q~estions 6 (a) and (b).-We contest the statement that yarns above 
40s count are not made in Indian Mills. It is, in fact, refuted in Bengal 
Chamber of Commerce's own memorandum, where it is stated that "it is 
true that Indian Mills are finding it difficult to sell yarns of 60s count 
but this is due to competition from Japan-and not from Grellt Britain. 
They are, however, selling 70s ('ount and higher in this market". 

We disagree with the ('ontention that yarns of 40s and over should 
be admitted at the .minilDum rate of duty compatible with considerations 
of revenue. 



The statement that in the past some Lancashire Mills have been selling 
goods at a 1088 conflicts with the statement in the L"nited Kingdom Delega
tion Memoranda that United Kingdom has not been selling at unremu
nerative rates. 

We certainly contest the statement that the existing duty has stimulated 
the Industry at the expense of the consumer. In this connection the 
attention of the Board is invited to the average cUl;rent q)lotations for 
lo("al mill-made piecegoods during the last few years. Reference is also 
directed to the information in regard to costs and price realizations submitted 
to the'Board in the appendices to the Association's replies to the question
naire-and in the supplementary statement. 

Question 11.-It is not correct to say that the Government of India 
illlpoijed the duty on foreign cotton in 1931 in an endeavour to prevent 
its importation. The duty was imposed mainly for revenue purposes. We 
qnote below for ready reference, an extract from the Budget Statement 
presented to the Ass.embly in September, 1931, by Sir George Schuster:-

" We propose to put duties of 10 per cent. on machinery ILnd dyes, and 
of t anna per lb. on raw cotton, I must expect criticism of these duties 
especially from the cotton mills, and I must acknowledge that t'heir imposi-· 
tion may appear to be in some ways inconsistent with. previous policy. 
The justification must be the need for revenue, while as regards the cotton 
mills we may claim "that on balance their position will be improved by our 
surcharge proposals, for under these the import duties on cotton piecegoods 
will be increased by one quarter. This more than offsets the burden of 
I anna per lb. on goods made from imported cotton, and affords an 
effective answer to p088ible criticisms on the grounds to which I have 
referred." 

We do not propose to ~omment on the figures. g·iveri except to say 
that India's total export to Tanganyika in the first six'· mOllths of 1935 
amounted to less than 400 bales and about 500' bales in the fitstsix months 
of 1934. " 

While not in a position to contest the' accuracy or inlWcuracy of the 
~tatement made that in many cases current market values are far "below 
prices paid to Lancashire by importers, we should like to point out that 
it is the wholesale bazaar rate less discount against which Indian Mills 
have to compete. " 

The question as to whether rates of wages in India are higher or lower 
than United Kingdom is hardly an issue before the Board. What the 
BOArd is endeavouring to ascertain is the difference between India's fair 
selling prices and the prices at which similar United Kingdom goods are 
being sold in India. 

The reference to the Indian Fiscal Commission's Report appears to us 
entirely irrelevant to their enquiry and the argument based on it entirely 
fallacious. The issue is not whether protection should be given to the 
Industry, but whether the existing duties give the Indian Industry adequate 
protection. 

We submit that it is totally inaccurate to contend that if IndiauMills 
use more imported cotton, they will use less Indian cotton. The faets 
certainly do not bear out the Bengal Chamber of Commerce. The quantity 
of Indian cotton used in the cotton "year 1934-35 was 2·6 million bales 
against 2·3 million bales in 1933-34 and l·S million bales in 1923-24. 

As regards the contention that the specific duties have proved a burden 
011 the consumer, we cannot, I think, do better than invite the Board's 
attention to a speech made by Sir Joseph Bhore in the Assembly on 20th 

"March, 1933, an extract from which is reproduced below:-

"I think, Sir, a very natural question which arises in the mind of 
the ordinary persoll in the street is this. Ha"VB these continuous increa.~c.~ 
in import duties not really put up prices to the consumer? That, I think, 



is a perfectly legitimate apprehension, and I confess that it was an appre
hension tlla~ exercised me and made me ask for certain figures. Now, Sir, 
[ do not wish to go at great length into statistics, but I will only take 
the case of grey. unbleached goods which are, speaking generally, ihe 
cheapest classes of goods, and 1 will give the Bouse the quotations of 
Bombay mill-made goods in respect of these over some period of time. 
'fake the case of shirtings. In January, 1930, the quotations for grey shirt
ings unbleached were 13 as. 9 pies per lb. In March, 1932, the quota
tions had fallen to 11 as. 3 pies, and in January, 1933, they had still 
fnrther fallen to 10 as. 'fake drills. In January, 1930, the pricll was 
12 as. 3 pies per lb., in March it had fallen to 9 as. 3 pies; and in 
January, 1933, to 8 as. 6 pies per lb. 'fake the articles known as 
" domestics". In January, 1930, this was 14 as. 3 pies per lb., iru 
March, 1932, it had fallen to 12 as., and in January, 1933, to 10 as. 
Now, Sir, I quite admit that we must take the fullest account of the 
general fall in prices, but the figures that I have given are, I think, of 
some significance." 

(6) Memo. dated the 7th Dece'lnbeT, 1935, from the MiZlowners' Association, 
Bombay. . 

NOTKS ON THl'l MEMORANDUM SENT TO THE SPECIAL TARU'F BOARD BY THE 
BOMllAY CHAMllER OF COMMERCE. 

We do not propose, unless the Board specifically desire, to comment on 
the prepnratory remarl,s made by the Chamber as the matters dealt with 
are, in onr opiuion, outside the scope of the Board's terms of reference. 

Question I.-In the notes we have made on the United Kingdom and 
Bengal Chamber of Commerce memoranda, we have nlready stated that t.he 
fact that the volume of imports' from the l~nite<l Kingdom have fallen 
considerably during the last decade, by no means prove that the existing 
rates of duty are adequate to ensure the realization of fair selling prices 
for Indian cloths and ya1'!lS against which United Kingdom cloths and 
yarns. compete. 

The extent of the fall in revenue fro111 import duties on British piece
goods is a question which, in our view, is quite outside the Board's terms 
of referenl"e, but it is perhaps necessary to state that the existing duties 
on United Kingdom piecegoods are protective duties and not revenue 
duties. While we l"onsider that the fundamental basis of the protective 
scheme introduced in the 1934 Act, whicli is a combination of specific 
and ad valol'ell~ duties is not an issue on which the Board has been asl,ed 
to express a decision, we should like to point out that we disagree with 
the conclusion arri\'ed nt in the Chamber's memorandum and that the 
last Tariff Board definitely recommended the introduction of a system of 
specific duties for all clnsses of goods after a full consideration of all the 
arguments now raised in the representations submitted by the Bombay 
and Bengal Chamher of Commerce. In addition, we should like to bring 
to the notice of the Board the fact that a number of trades and industries 
in England appear to be protected by systems which involve a combination 

. of specific and ad va/OHm duties. 
The statement that Indian Mills' prices are often cheaper than c.i.f. 

rates for British gQods and in no case are they more than 15 per cent. 
dearer is entirely misleading. It is our case that when the fair selling 
prices for Indian goods of constitution identical with those of United 
Kingdom goods are compared with the prices of those goods, there is a 
('ase of the retention of at least the existing rates of import duty. The 
fact that there wns a substantial reduction in the imports from United 
Kingdom when the duties were 15 per cent., does not prove that a 15 
per cent. duty was then or would now be an appropriate duty to levy on 
United Kingdom goods bearing in mind the fact that the Indian Industry is 
intended Lo be adequately protected. 



Cotton ltaras ....... It is incorrect to esy that. the specific duties on y~rns 
below 50s have killed the trade in these yarns. The loss of the Umted 
Kingdom's trade in counts below and over 50s has been due not to effective 
cOJUpetition from India but to severe competition from China and Japan. 
The statement that in line yarns above 60s, no mill production is sold in 
the market is incorrect, we would refer the Board to the statement made 
the Bengal Chamber's memorandum 'on this subject. It is, however, true 
to say that the trade is at present smaH owing to the inadequacy of the 
import duties both against the Unied Kingdom and China and Japan. 

Raw cQtton.-We take exception to the misleading character of the 
Chamber's statement regarding raw cotton. The Indian Mill Industry, 
according to the Indian Central Cotton Committee's ligures used no 'less 
than 2'6 million bales of Indian cotton in the cotton year 1934-35. During 
that period the total imports of raw cotton for all purposes amounted to 
less than half a million bales. As -compared with the previous year the 
increase in the .consumption of Indian cotton by Indian Mills amounted to 
::100,000 bales, a figure which is comparable with the consumption of Indian 
cotton by the United Kiugdom Cotton Textile Industry. Over a period of 
10 years, the consumption of Indian cottoll by Indian Mills has increased 
by 800,000 bales per annum. 

As . regards the number of' operatives employejl by the Industry, the 
number of persons directly employed by mills in 1934-35 excluding those 
employed in night shift was 415,000 which constitutes a very large pro
portion of the total number employed in organized industries. We think 
it hardly necessary to point out that an ·enOl·mous number of persons 
employed in the growing of cotton and in subsidiary trades are also entirely 
or almost entirely dependent on the indigenous industry for their livelihood. 

Questio·n 11.-We cannot agree that the Handloom Industry ~s unaffected 
by the United Kingdom cloth imports and, maintain there is .considerable 
direct and indirect competition between the products of .the Handloom 
Industry and those of United Kingdom Industry particularly in respect 
of the liner types of goods 'Produoo<.i 011 handlooms in Madras and .other 
parts of the country. 

Question 12.-We note .that the Bbmbay.Chamber of Commerce consider 
that an ad valorem duty of 20 per cent. would be sufficient to protect the 
Indian Mill Industry agaillst United Kingdom }mports. It is our conten
tion that the existing rates of duty must be retained and would point out 
that in these particular styles of cloth, the Indian Industry is very heavily 
penalized by the existing duty of 3 annas per lb. imposed on artilicial 
silk yarn. It is ulao signilicant that in England the artilicial silk weaving 
industry is protected by very milch higher scales of duties than exist in 
India. The duty on artificial silk tissues on United Kingdom exceeding 
12" in width and containing more than 75 per cent. artilicial silk are 
Is. od. per lb. plus either 5d. p«>r square yard of the area of th(> tissue 
or 25 per cent. of the value of the tissue whichever is greater. When the 
artificial silk weaving industry in the United Kingdom is protected to this 
extent, it seems unreasonable to consider the Indian artificial silk weaving 
industry to be adequately protected by the low rate ilf duty suggested by 
the Bombay Chamber of Commerce. 

(7) Memo. dated the lith December, 1995, /rom the MiZZowners' ,4.ssociation, 
,; Bombay. 

NOTES ON THE MEMORANDUM SUBMITTED TO THE SPEOIAL TARIFF BOARD BY THE 
MADRAS C;HAMBER OF COMMERCE. 

Piecegoods.-We do not propose to comment at length on the Madras 
Chamber's answers to the Questionnaire, as very few points have been 
made "'hich have not been made by the Unitel! Kingdom Delegation or the 
}lengal or Bombay Chamher of Oommerce. We do, however, contest the 
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statement that the Indian cloths which are being marketed "though 
cheaper, are poor value for the price exacted". 

As regards the samples submitted by the Madras Chamber, particulars 
al'e being chel"ked so far as Indian lines are concerned and a further note 
on this portion of the representation will be forwarded to the Board at 
an early date. 

(8) Letter So. 8217/168 of 1935, dated the 7th Decembe1', 1995, b'om the. 
Millowners' Association, Bombay. 

As' desired, I am sending herewith seven copies each of the undermen
tioned statements:-

(1) A note explaining the method by which the percentage of' spindles 
working on coarse and medium counts has been estimated." 

(2) A note explaining the method by which the capital values per 
spindle· and per loom have been estimated." 

(3) Statement showing stocks of yarn and cloth held in Bombay Mills 
at the end of each month from January to October, 1935. 

(4) Statement showing the average wholesale prices of yarns and 
piel"egoods pJ"Oduced by Bombay Mills. Quotations included in 
the. statement are ex-mill quotations. 

(5) Statement showing the progress of the Cotton Mill Industry in 
India (working and not working), between 1931-32 and 1934-35. 
Please see Appendix III of the 1932 Tariff Board Report. 

En('losnres. 

(3) Table showino the stocks of yarn and cloth held by Bombay Mills 
compiled b'om returns received by the Association. 

YARN STOCKS IN BALES. 1 CLOTH STOCK IN BALES. 

ApPROXIH.'TION OIr STOCKS JrOR ALL BOMBAY MILLS. 
Dah. of Return. 

Sold but Total Sold but Total 
. delivery Unsold. un- delivery Unsold. un· 
not token. cleared. not taken. cleared. 

---- --------
Slst January, 1985 6.000 5,000 11,000 46,000 22.000 68,000 

28th February, 193. 8,000 6,000 14,000 58,000 28,000 76,000 

Slst March, 1985 10,000 8,000 18,000 56,000 24,000 ,80,000 

30th April, 1985 12,000 5,000 17,000 64,000 24,000 78,000 

31st May, 1985 11,000 6,000 17,000 58,000 28,000 81,000 

30th JUDe, 1935 11,000 8,000 19,000 .. 72,000 26,000 98,000 

Slst July, 1985 11,000 7,000 18,000 79,000 27,000 106,000 

Slat August, 1985 12,000 8,000 20,000 86,000 26,000 112,000 

80th 8epwaber,1985 12,000' 7,000 19,000 78,000 24,000 97,000 

31st Ootcber, 1985 • 11,000 5,000 16,000 61,000 28,000 84,000 

* Not printed. 



(4) (i) Average wholesale pMcea of pj.ecegood. prod'Uced by Bombay Mi!!s. 

GBBY. UNBLBAOIDIiD •. . 
Longeloth. Longeloth. Shirtings. Dhoties Dhoties, -- Standard Fine ShirtingR. Vegetable Leopard up to I" Calcutta, 

Quality. Quality. 36x38x9. Quality. Cloth. nakhi t· P. B .• . 
43x 38x 111. Border, .. . 37x 371x 9, 44x38x7i, per lb. 37x371x9, per lb. 32x9xlf • 44xl0xlfl. 

per lb. per lb. 
) per lb. 

per lb. per lb. 

, 
A.I!'. A.I!'. A.I!'. A.I!'. AI!' •• A.I!'. A.I!'. 

Fo~htending:--
11th January. 1936 • . 10 6 16 8 9 10 9 4 9 HI 911 14 6 
26th January 10 6 16 9 911 9 6 10 0 10 2 14 6 
8th February 10 6 16 8 9 8 9 7 10 1 10 3 14 6 
22nd February . 10 6 16 10 10 0 9 7 10 0 10 3 14 7 
8th March 10 4 16 8 911 9 4 911 10 3 .14 8 
22ndMarch. .' 10 1 16 8 910' 9 3 ,9 8 10 2 14 6 
5th April 10 2 16 6 910 9 2 9 8 10 2 14 6 
18th April 10 '2 16 3 9 10 9 2 9 8 10 2 14 6 
3rdMay 10 2 16 3 9 10 9 2 9 8 10 2 14 6 
17th May. 10 2 16 2 910 9 2 9 6 10 2 14 6 
31st May 10 0 16 1 9 8 9 1 9 V 10 3 14 7 
13th June 10 0 Hj 1 9 8 9 1 9 7 911 14 6 
28th June • 9 11 Hi 1 9 7 9 1 9 6 911 1. 6 
12th July , 911 16 i 9 7 9 1 9 6 911 16 6 
26th July 9 10 16 1 9 7 9 1 9 6 910 14 6 
9th August 9 9 1411 9 7 9 1 9 6 9 9 14 6 
23rdAugust 9 9 14 11 9 7 9 0 9 6 9 9 14 5 
5th September 9 9 14 11 9 6 9 0 9 4- 910 14 6 
20th September 9 9 14 11 9 6 9 1 9 4 9 10 14 6 
4th October. 9 9 15 1 9 8 9 1 9 4 9 10 14 6 
18th October 9·10 15 0 9 8 9 2 9 6 910 14 6 
1st November 910 15 0 9 7 9 2 9 6 9 10 14 7 
16th November 9 10 16 0 9 8 9 3 9 6 9 10 14 7 
29th November , '. 910 15 0 9 8 9 3 9 6 . 9 10 14 7 



Average wholesale price.q of piecegoods prorluced"oy Bombay Mills-contd. 

GREY, UNBLEAOHED. WHITE, BLEACHED. 

-- Drills, Domestics, Domestics, Salita, Chadars, Longcloth, Drill, 
29ix40X 13l 35x40x 131, 35x40x 12, 4OX66X25, 50x6x21, 34x40 yda., 27x42 yds., 

per lb. per lb. per lb. per lb. per lb. per piece. per piece. 

0 

A. P. .4 P. A. P. A. P. A. P. Rs. A.. P. Its .... P. 
Fortnight ending :-

11th January, 1935 · · 8 4 8 5 8 8 9 9 10 2 9 1 0 8 8 3 
25th January · · 8 5 8 8 8 7 9 9 10 3 9 1 4 8 9 3 
8th February · · 8 5 8 7 8 6 10 0 10 3 9 1 4 8 10 9 
22nd February · · 8 5 8 7 8 8 10 0 10 3 9 3 4 8 10 3 
8th March • · · 8 5 8 6 8 9 10 0 10 2 9 3 4 810 3 
22nd March • · · 8 5 8 5 8 7 10 0 10 2 9 3 4 8 9 9 
5th April · · 8 4 S 5 S 7 10 0 10 2 9 3 4 8 8 4 
18th April · · · . 8 4 S 4 8 7 10 0 10 1 9 3 4 8 8 4 
3rd May · · · 8 4 8 4 8 7 10 0 10 1 9 3 4 8 ·8 4 
17th May . · · S 5 S 4 8 6 10 0 10 1 9 3 0 8 12 3 
31st May · · · S 6 S 4 S 6 10 0 911 9 3 .s 8 9 3 
13th June · 8 6 8 4 8 5 10 0 911. 9 3 8 8 8 9 
28th June · · · 8 6 8 4 8 6 Not quoted 911 Not quoted 8 6 9 
12th July · · · 8 6 8 3 8 6 .. 911 .. 8 6 9 
26th July · · 8 8 8 2 8 7 .. 911 .. S 9 3 
9th August 8 6 8 5 8 8 .. 10 0 .. 8 7 6 
23rd August , 8 3 8 5 8 7 .. 10 0 .. 8 7 0 
5th September · · 8 3 8 5 8 7 

" 
10 0 " 8 7 0 

20th September 8 6 8 5 8 7 
" 

[0 0 .. 8 7 2 
4th October • · . · . · 8 7 8 5 8 7 .. 10 'I> .. 8 7 2 
18th October · 8 7 8 5 8 7 .. 10 0 1(!l 6 6 8 4 3 
1st November · 8 !'f 8 I) 8 6 

" 
10 0 10 6 6 8 6 0 

15th November 8 8 8 5 8 6 .. 10 0 10 6 6 8 5' 0 
·29th November . 8 7 8 fi 8 ·6 .. ·10 '0 10 '6 6 8 Ii ·0 



48. (All 6is. (All 8is. lOIs. 12is. 16s. 20s. 248. 328. 40s. 60s. 80s. -- Waste), Waste), 
per lb. per lb. p~rlb. per lb. per lb. per lb. per lb. per lb. per lb. per lb. per lb. per lb. 

------ --------- --- ---
A. P. A. P. A. P. A. P. A. P. A. P. A. P. A. P. A. P. A. P. Re. A.. P. Re. A.. P. 

Fortnight ending :-
11th January. 1935 3 9 4 3 5 '1 6 0 8 3 '1 8 8 2 8 10 10 4 12 '1 1 1 0 1 6 2 

.25th January • 4 0 4 5 '5 10 6 1 6 5 8 0 8 4 9 2 10 9 12 7 1 1 0 1 6 2 
8th February • 4 2 4 5 5 10 6 1 6 4 711 8 Ii 9 3 11 1 12 7 1 1 0 1 6 2 
22nd February Not 4 Ii Ii 10 6 1 6 4 7 10 8 4 9 2 10 7 12 7 1 1 3 1 6 Ii 

quoted. 
8th March 3 6 Not- 5 8 510 8 3 '111 8 2 9 1 10 6 12 4 1 1 1 1 6 5 

quoted. 
22nd March 3 6 3 9 Ii 2 Ii 7 Ii 10 7 6 7 9 8 4 10 4 12 1 1 1 2 1 6 9 
1>th April 3 4 3 6 Ii 2 5 5 Ii 8 7 1 7 '1 8 3 10 2 11 10 1 1 1 1 6 9 
18th April Not quoted. 5 2 5 6 5 10 7 5 7 8 8 3 10 2 lllO 1 1 0 1 6 9 
3rd May. .. .. 5 3 Ii 6 5 10 7 6 8 0 811 10 4 1111 1 1 0 1 6 11 
17th May 3 4 4 0 Ii Ii Ii 10 6 1 7 3 8 0 8 10 10 4 11 9 1 1 1 1 6 10 
31st May Not quoted. Ii 6 511 6 2 7 Ii 8 1 810 10 6 11 9 1 1 1 1 6 10 
13th June .. 5 5 510 6 3 7 5 8 1 8 10 10 6 12 1 1 1 2 1 6 9 
28th June Not 311 Ii 4 5 10 6 1 7 6 8 1 8 9 10 4 11 9 1 1 2 1 6 10 

quoted. 
5 10 12th July 3 3 4 1 Ii Ii 11 1 7 Ii 8 1 8 9 10 4 11 9 1 1 1 I 6 9 

26th July 3 3 4 0 Ii 4 5 9 8 1 '1 5 8 1 8 9 10 4 11 9 1 0 9 I 6 9 
9th August 3 3 3 9 5 3 5 8 6 0 '1 ,6 8 2 8 9 10 3 11 9 1 0 9 .[ 7 2 
23rd August 3 5 3 9 ,5 2 5 7 511 

, 
7 4 8 0 8 9 10 2 11 8, 1 0 9 1 7 2 

1>th September 3 3 3 9 Ii 1 5 7 510 7 0 7 10· 8 7 10 1 11 8 1 0 9 [ 6 7 
20th September 3 3 3 9 5 1 5 7 511 7 2 7 8 8 5' 10 0 11 Ii 1, 0 9 [ 6 4 
4th October 3 4 Not Ii 3 5 7 6 1 7 <6 710 8 7 10 2 11 5 1 0 9 I 8 5 

quoted. 
18th October 3 7 4 2 5 8 6 1 6 5 7 :8 8 3 811 10 6 11 8 1 011 I 6 5 

1st November • 3 7 4 1 Ii 6 6 0 6 4 7 '1 8 2 9 0 10 6 11 7 1 010 I .. ,6 

15th November Not quoted. Ii 7 6 2 6 Ii 7 8 8 3 9 0 10 7 11 9 1 1 1 1 6 6 

29th November . , .. .. Ii 7. 6 0 6 .6 '1 7 .8 ~ jl ~ J.O 6. 11 9 1 1 1 Not 
quoted. 



(5) Statement showing the progress 01 the Cotton Mill Industry in, India (working' and not working). 
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" " " 0 ~- """, :z; :z; :z; :z; :z; :z; :z; :z; :z; E-t :z; ...:"" ...: --- ---- ---- --- ------ --- --- --- --- ---- ----

.1031-32 314 9,078,125 175,157 25 427,958 11,184 37 30,788 835 376 9,536,871 187,176 408,226 2,911,264 

1982·38 . . 311 8,854,240 173,325 33 726,418 15,715 31 19,944 466 375 9,600,602 189,506 400,005 2,837,158 

. 
1933-34 320 8,846,981 177,346 82 766,103 17,042 28 41,400 929 380 9,654,574 195,817 384,938 2,708,990 

1934-35 836 9,098,919 187,234 29 591,256 11,633 42 93,888 654 407 9,779,063 199,521 414,884 8,128,414 
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(9) Lettef' No. 3301/168 of 1935, dated the 16th December', 1935, ff'om the 
Jlilloumef's' Association, Bombay. 

I have the honour to forward herewith one copy of our notes on the 
samples submitted by the Bombay, Madras and Bengal Chambers of Com- _ 
merce and by the United Kingdom Delegation. I also send herewith 
cuttings of the two cloths referred to in the notes and the latest issue 
(15th November) of "the Textile Weekly" which has been referred to in 
the yarn section of the notes. 
Enclosure. 
GI!XI!RAL OBSERVATIONS ON SAHl'LES SUBMITTED BY THE BOMBAY, BENGAL AND 

MADRAS CHAMBERS OF COMMERCE AND THE UNITED KINGDOM DELEGATION. 
The specifications of imported cloths given in respect of the samples 

submitted by the Bombay and Bengal Chambers of Commerce are nominal 
only. The reed and pick given are usually considerably higher than the 
actuals. The eounts of warp and weft also differ materially from the 
actuals. In the case of the Madras Chamber, the specifications given for 
United Kingdom cloths 'approximate closely to the results obtained from 
our test analyses. As far as the Indian cloths submitted by the various 
Chambers are concerned, the particulars given are often widely differ!lnt 
from the actual making particulars submitted by the Mills as far, as Member 
Mills' goods are concerned. We have not asked non-member Mills to 
submit their making particulars, but have, in most cases, made a test 
analysis of their samples. 

The information in regard to the price data for Indian Mill-made goods 
furnished by various Chambers has been found, in many instances, ,to 
vary from the actuals, and in certain cases, prices have been given for cloths 
which differ from the actual samples submitted. The sale prices given in the 
representation submitted by the Bengal Chamber of Commerce appear to 
include duty, landing charges and selling commission. The price data 
given for United Kingdom cloths cannot be checked by us except in, a 
few instances, but in, the case of the Bengal Chamber of Commerce; some 
of the c.i.f.c.i. quotations for 1935 appear to be inaccurate judged by the 
wholesale prices given in the Chamber's representation. As far as the 
United Kingdom samples are concerned, a separate report will be forwarded 
as soon as possible on the 16 packets of comparable cloths when making 
particulars, costs and realizations have been obtained from the mills 
concerned. 

As regards the original set of samples submitted by the United Kingdom 
Delegation, we have checked the making particulars and prices of the 
cloths manufactured by members, but we consider, at any rate, so far as 
cloth samples are concerned that the particulars supplied are irrelevant. 
Only one of the cloths submitted by the United Kingdom Delegation closely 
resembles the cloth actually being imported from the' United Kingdom at 
the present time, but this example (please see United Kingdom sample 
No. B231, Grey Dhoty-New China Mill Dhoty, 2523), in our opinion, 
definitely proves that the landed price, ex-duty estimates submitted to the 
Board are considerably higher than the prices at which business could 
aetually be placed with United Kingdom shippers. 

On the sheets enclosed herewith, we have set out the information given 
by the various Chambers and by the United Kingdom Delegation in regard 
to the construction and price, and immediately below, have inserted 'the 
factR as ascertained by us. In the case of Member Mill cloths, the making 
particulars and price data have been supplied by the mills concerned. 
Tn the case of imported cloth, the specifications given by us show the result 
of expert analyses. We have commented on each separate sheet as to the 
comparability, etc., of the cloth or cloths being dealt with. 'The informa
tion now tendered should, we submit, be of considerable assistance to the 
Board in dealing with the mass of technical data which have been put 
in as evidence in the present enquiry. We hope to be in a position to 
supplement still further the information, lIubmitted in respect of Indian 
cloths 'and yarns when the results of an enquiry which we have recent)y 
~ell~ out regarding the cost of manufacture come ~!l hand. 



11:ndosure No. l. -, 
.ttEPRESENTATION SU:BMITTED:BY TRE :BOMBAY CHAMBER OF COMMERCE. 

ElirQLl81l S.utPLlIl E'A11:l$UWB3. 

No. of Sample: U.K.!. 
Description of Sample, White Shirting, Ralli. 777t.}. 

InB. Yd •. 
.36 X 40 

Dtmenaions. ew., IU gillen by Ckdm'ber. 
Lbe. Warp. Weft. Ellds. 

DimeltaUm8, ete., a8 a8cerkdiWl by M. O. A., Brm.ba!l. 
IllS. Yde. Wt. per sq. yd. ·Warp. Weft. End&. 

30 X 40 3·(14 on. 3(1 30 72 

Price data 08 gi!1efl. by ClJaml>er. 
1935 • lts. 10·4.0 Bazaar price., 

Pick~ 

l?i~k. 
64 

No.1 

bl)Ul'I SAMPL:B PA~Tl()ux.as. 

No. ofSall1pJ ... : It£. 1. Name ofYill: Kohinoor. 
Description of Sample: White Shirting, " Warrior". 

Ins. Yda • 
32 x 42 

Pal'ticuZa1'B tU/ given by Ohamber. 
Lba. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

AcfuaZ particularB all a8certaima 7111 M. O. A., Bomb¢!/. 

Pick •. 

Ins. Yde. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. Fkk. 
32 '" 42 24 18 64 112 , 

Price data. 

.. As given by Chamber. 
1935 • &8. 8·14.0 i\>IilI prire. 1935 

Q·l.() .Bazaar price. 

.Actw18. 
Rs. 8·12.0 ea:·lIIill. 

Renwu by Millowmrs' .Association, BombCLlI.-The cloths are hardly oompa.ra.ble owing to the gre .. t dilfe{!ilnce in count. of ya.rn used. The price 
for the Indian qus.lity haa been oorre()ted. 

ENOLIlllC S,Ull'Ll!: PAll'IlCtrt,4RS. 

N". of Sample: U. K. 2. 

Deil~rll)ti()D. of Sa.mple: Whit.e Shirting, Graham, I.ampost. 

Ina. Yds. 
32 x 42 

Dimensions, etc., as U·wert by Chamber. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

80 4.0 64 
:Pick. 

64 

No. 2. . 
INDUN S4lIIl'Ll! PunQ~. 

No. of Sl\.mple,' M. 2. Name of Mi!}: llirjoo Mill!!. 

Deactiption of Sampl.,: White 8hit·ting. 6(10. 

Ins, Yrls. 
33 l< 42 

Particulars as .given 'by Clw/we"" 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

'''' 
PicJr; 



Dime'Mio'M, m., aB aBurlained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
32 X 42 2'8 OZ8. 36 32 60 

Price daw aB gillen by Chamber. 
Landed price ex.duty Re. 6·4.11. 

Pick. 
1>8 

Actual particular. a.t a.teerlaifted by M. O • ..4.., Bombay. 
In •. Yd.. Lbs. Warp. Wef\. Ends. Pick. 
33 X 42 ))1 20l Jill 64 1i6 

Pnu taw. 
A. given by CAamber. Acluala. 

1935 • Re. 7·0·0 ez-Mill. 1935 • Re. 8·4·0 ez-Mill • 
• Re'Mrko.-Never sold below 

Rs.8-4·0. 

Remarka by Millowners' Association, Bomblly.-The cloths are not comparable owing to the gr"at dilfel't'Dce in yams med. The Indi8ll cloth hal 
never been sold below Rs. 8-4-0 per piece e.r-Mill. 

ENGLISH SAMPLE PARTIOULAR8. 

No_ of Sample: U. K. 3. 
Description of Sample: White Shirthig, Halli, Shield. 

:tne. Yds. 
S3x40/41 

Dilnenaio'M, ele., aB given by CoombeI'. 

Lbs. Warp; Weft. Ends. 

DimenBio'M, ele., aB aBurtained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
33 X 40/41 2'~2 ozS. 48 '38 72 

Priu tkdaaB given by OAambM'. 

Pick. 

Pick. 
72 

~o l'ecent ·c.i.f. price. Rs. 9-6.0 Bazaar price. Imports stopped a8 
cloth cannot be importpd under Rs. 10-4-0. 

No.3. 

INDIAN BAIIPUI PaltTJIOULAB8. 

No. of Sample: M. 3. Name of Mill: Svadeshi. 
Description of Sample: White Shirtin~. 6600. 

Ins. Yds. 
Mix 40 

Particulars aB given by COOmber. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

Actual particular8 a.t a8Gertained by M. O.A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
34 X 40 3·68 oZS. 35t 291 82 

Priee lattr.~ 
..48 gillen b'l/ CAamber. ACIIWlB. 

1935 • Re. 9-2-0 ex·Mill. 1935 Bs, 9·3·6 ez·Mill. 
9-4-0 Ba~8I).r . 

Pick. 

Pick. 
72 

•• Remark8 by Millowners" AS8ociation, Bombay.-Although not a close 'comparison, the Indian cloth appears to be of better value at the prices 
sta.ted. 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE BOMBAY CHAMBER OF COMMERCE-eomd. 

ENGLISH SAlD'LB PUTlOULABS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 4. 
Description of Sample: White Nainsook (1850) (Ralli Bros.). 

Ins. Yds. 
26 X IS 

DimtnBi01l8, etc., /18 given by Chamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

Dimt1l8i01l8, etc., /18 ascertained by M. O • .il., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
26 X IS 1·20ozs. 48 47 42 

Price data /18 given by Chamber. 
No stock. 

Pick. 

Pick. 
44 

No.4. 

INDIU' SAMl'LB PUTlOULABS. 

No of Sample: M.4. Name of Mill: Edsu. 
:Description of Sample: White Nainsook, 7417. 

Ins. Yds. 
25 X IS 

Particular8 /18 given by Chamber. 

ILbs. Wa'rp. Weft. Ends. 
Ii 

Actual partic11lar8 a8 ascertained by M. O • .il., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
25 X 18 11 ' 37·25 43·75 4S 

Price data. 
A8 gil,·en by Chambp-r. Actua18. 

Pick. 

Pick. 
36 

Rs. 1·8·0 ex·Mill. Substantially correct. 

Re~rkB by Millcnrnl£~8' A8soci~icm, Bombay.-T~e cloths are comparable, but the English cloth though lighter in weight is of a slightly clearer 
constructIOn. No companson of pnces can. be made m the absence of quotations for U. K. cloth and past realizations. . 

ENGLISH SAMl'LE PUTIOULUS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 5. 
Description of Sample: White Nainsool., Grahams, 4518. 

Ins. Yds. 
25 X 18 

DimtnBi01l8, etc., aB given by Chamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

NO.5. 
INDIAN SAMPLIII PARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample: 111. Ii. NameofM!ll: Century. 
DeAcriptiOIl of Sample: White Nai.Usook, 541S. 

ParticularB /18 given by Chamber. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends.- Pick. 



Dimension8, etc., a8 a8certained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
25 X 18 1·430zs. 50 44 1i6 

Price tl4ta a8 gillen by Chamber. 

Pick. 
40 

Actual fl'lrtictdar, a8 tueertaimd by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ina. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
26 X 18 11 30 40 45 

Price data. 
8. d. AB gillen by Chamber. ActuaZs. 

1931 2 5l c.i.f. 1935 . Re. 1·5·0 e.x-Mill. tt935 Re. 1-7·6 e.Mill. 
1932 2 7l " 
U~ 2 q " 
1934 2 7 " 
1935 2 7j " 

Pick. 
33 

Remark8.by MillouJ-Mr8' A88ociation, Bombay.-The cloths are too widely different in construction to admit of any comparison. The United 
Kingdom cloth should have heen matched against a better quality Indian cloth. . 

ENGLISH SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 6_ 
Description of Sample: Bleached Mull (Graham), 4834. 

Dimension8, etc., as gillen by Chamber. 
Ins. Yds. 
36 X 20 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. .Ends. 
44 54 56 

DimenBiOfl8, etc., as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Wt. per' sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
36 X 20 1·30 ozs. 48 5!! 52 

Price tl4ta /J8 given by Chamber. 
Landed ex-duty. 

8. d. 
11131 3 4 
U32 3 4 
1933., 3 It 
1934 3 2t 
1935 3 2 

Rs. A. P. 
220 

Pick. 
48 

Pick;. 
44 

No.1!. 
INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: M. 6. Name of Mill: Edsu. 
Description of Sample: Bleached Mull, 3630. 

ParticUlars as u.illen by Chamber. 

Ins. Yds. 
36 X 20 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

Actual particUlars a8 tueertaimd by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

36 X 20 1 -Is- ozs. 59 60 58 
Price data. 

AB gillen by Chamber. Actuals. 

Pick. 

Pick. 
42 . 

Rs. 2-1-0 ex-Mill. July, 1935 . Rs. 2-10-0 e.x-Mill.· 
Latest • Rs. 2-7-0 e.x-Mill •. 

Remark8 by Milluwners' A88ociation, Bombay.-The Indian cloth is. of lighter texture and the United Kingdom cloth would command a 
price. The cloths are ouly roughly comparable. " 

higher' 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE BOMBAY ClIAMBER OF COMMERCE-comd. 

ElI'llIJIIlt 8.utPLJI P AJI.'notrLAl\S. 

No. of Sample : U. K. 7. 
Description of Sample: White Mnll, 6399, Grahall1s. 

1118. Yd8. 
43 X 2Q 

DimenBi()'IU/, etc., as gillen by C1!amber. 

Lb.. Warp. Welt. Ends. 
44 « 60 

Dimenai()'IU/, etc., as aIIcertained by M. O. A., BCYmbay. 
Ins. Yde. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. . Ends. 

43 X 20 X 1-44 ozs. 60 50 66 

Price data a.q gi·ven by 01tamher. 

Hla5 • Landed l'rioo ex.duty • RII. 2·9-\l.· 

Pick. 
46 

Pick. 
40 

No.7. 
INDJAliI SA1II1'LE PABncuLABs. 

No. of SamplE': M. 7. Name of Mill: Mafatlal Gagalbha.i. 
Description of Sample : Bleached Mull, 2500. 

Panic'll lara til giloen bU Chamber. 

Ins. Yds. Wt. pel' sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Bnds. 
43 x 20 

Piok •. 

Actual pamcularB all aIIcenained by M. O. A., BCYmbay. 
Ins. Vds. Wt. pet sq. yd. Warp, Weft. Ends. Pick: 
43 x 20 x 1-60 OZ8. 46 46 60 42 

Price tIata M given 61/ Ohamber. 

'1935 • Rs. 2·12·Q er·Mill. 

(analysis) 

Bema·//ca by MilJuwTMr8' A88OCiation. BCYmboy.-We are not certain as to whether the United Kingdom price represents a qnotation or actual bnsi-
l1ess done. The price of t.he Indian oloth hu not been ohecked-Non-member. . 

ElI'GLISB SA.lIIl'l.lII PUTIOULUS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 8. 
Description of Sample : White Mull. D 10 P, Graham. 

Ins. Yds. 
34 X 20 

Dimemionl, etc., aa given by Ohamber. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

70 80 7/1 
Pick. 
66 

No.8. 

I:NDlAl'I SAYPLlI: l' AlIT1QUL.UI8. 
i' 

No. of Sample: M. 8. Name of Mill: Jlroarb Fine Counts. 
Deseription of Sample: White Mull. 512. 

Particular8 a8 given by Ohamoer. 
1ns. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick •. 



Dime1l8ion8, etc., /1$ (Ulcertained by M. O • ..4., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pi~k. 
34 X 20 1-20 ozs. 72 8S 72 60 

1935 

Price daJa as given by Chamber. 
c.i.f. 

8. d. 
• 4 6 

Landed ex-duty. 
l,ts. A. P. 

3. 1 0 

Ins. 

..4ctual panicu/arll 08 o8/'er/oined by M. O • ..4., Bombay. 

Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
1·24ozs. 70 88 76 64 

Price daJa 118 given by Clulmber. 

1935 • Rs. 2-10·0 ,,,,-Mill. 

(analysis ). 

Remarka by Millof£1!Br8' A88ociotion, Bambay.-We are not certain as to whethpr the Engli$h price represents actual btisi1le/l8 done or tl·hdher" H 
merely a !/uotation. The Indian price has not. been checked-Non-member mill. The cloths are comparable, but the finishing and bleaching of the 
United Kingdom cloth is much superior. 

ENGLISH SAld:PLE P ARTIOULABS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 9. 
Description of Sample: White Mull, 3720, Ralli. 

Ins, Yds. 
35 X 20 

Dimensions, etc., aa given by Chamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

Dime1l8ions, etc., 118 (Ulcertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp; Weft. Ends. 
85 X 20 1·44 ozs. 60 58 60 

Price data lUI gwen by Ohamber. 

Pie.k.-

Pick; 
46 

1936 . Rs. 3-1-0 Bazaa.r price. 

No.9. 

No. of Sample : M.9. Name of Mill : Mafatlal Gagalbhai. 
Description of Sample: White Mull, 8836. 

Ins. Yd •• 
34 X 20 

Particular8 aa given oy Clulmbe" 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

..4ctual particularB as (Ulcer/ained by M. O • ..4., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Eml •• 
34 X 20 X 1·48 ozs. 43 61 66 

Price dam 08 given by Ohamber. 
1935 Rs. 2-10-0 ex-Mill. 

2-13-0 Bazaar. 

Pick. 
48 

(analysis) 

Remarka by Millowner8' A88ociation, Bombay.-The cloths are comparable in texture, but: the finish and bleaching of the United Kingdom cloth is 
luperior. The United Kingdom cloth has a gold !;leading which would add an anna per piece to the cost. The prices of the Indian cl~th ha.ve not been 
checked-Non-member. We consider the bazaar prices to be in eorrect relationship. 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE BOMBAY CHAMBER OF COMMERCE-contd. 

ENGLISH SAlIll'LE PARTtCULAltS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 10. 
Description of Sample: White Mull, 2 Angels, Rallis. 

Ins. Yds. 
48 X 20 

Di~7IBi!nl8, etc., lUI given by Chamber. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

Dime7lBi!nl8, etc., IUIlUIcertained by M. O. A., BOmbay. 
Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
48 X 20 1-90 OZ8. 41 48 66 

Price data. lUI given by Chamber. 

1935 • • Rs. 4·12·0 Bazaar price. 

. ' 

Pick. 

Pick. 
56 

No. 10. 
INDIAN SAlIll'LE P ARTICULAltS • 

No. of Sample: M. 10. Name of Mill: Kohinoor. 
Description of Sample: White Mull, 909090. 

Ins. Yds. 
471x 20 

Particulars as given by Chamber. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

Actual particular8 lUI ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
471x 20 31 42 40 62 

Price data. 
A8 given by Chamber. Actual8. 

Pick. 

Pick. 
50 

1935 • Rs. 4·4.0 ex·Mill. 1935 Rs. 4·4·0 ~·Mill. 
4·6·0 Bazaar. 

Remarks by Mi/lcno<Mr8' A88ociation, Bombay.-Tbe cloths are fairly close match, the· United Kingdom cloth being about lO per cent. superior: 
the difference in quality justifies the diff~rence in price. 

, ENGLISH SA.lII.l'I,E PAIITtCULABS. 

No. of Sample : U. K. 11. 

Description of Sample: Blenched Mull, B·84, Ralli. 

Ins. Yds. 
38 X 20 

DimenBions, etc., lUI given by Chamber. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

No. 11. 
INDIAN SA.lII.PLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: M.ll. Name of Mill: Victoria. 

Description of Sample: Bleached Mull, 84. 

Ins. Yds. 
33 X 20 

Particular8 as given by Chamber. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 



DimeMtm8, etc., IU ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
38 X 20 2'12 42 46 74 

Price data lUI given by 01w.mber. 
Re. 4-5-0 per piece, Bazaar. 

Pick. 
62 

Actual particular, IU IUCerlained by M. O. A., Bombay •. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs Warp. . Weft. Ends. 
33 X 20 2 31 44 44 

Price data. 
A, given by 01w.mber. 

Pick. 
40 

Rs. 2-0-0 per piece e.:r-MiJI. 1935 Rs. 2-0-0 pM' piece ex·Mill. 
. 2-2-0 per piece Bazaar. 

Indirect competition • 

. Remarks by Millowner~' Association, Bombay.-The cloths are in no way comparable. The United Kmgdom qnality should have been matched 
agaUlllt a much beUer quality Indian cloth. 

ENGLISH SAMPLE PABTIOULABS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 12. 
Description of Sample: White Mull, 1900, Bombay Co. 

ms. Yds. 
40 X 20 

DimeMtm8, etc., lUI given by 01w.mber. 

Lbs. Warp.. Weft. Ends. 

DimenBi07Ul, etc., lUI ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
40 X 20 1·06ozs. 100 108 84 

Price data lUI given by Olw.mber. 

Landed price ex.duty Rs. 4.6·0. 

Pick. 

Pick. 
72 

No. 12. 
INDIAN SAMPLE P ABTIOULABS. 

No. of Sample: M. 12. NamE' of Mill: Finlay. 
Description of Sample: White Mull, 2148. 

Ins. Yds. 
40 x 20 

Particulars lUI given by Olw.mber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
70 100 

Actual pa~iculars lUI ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Pick. 

Ine. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
48 X 20 1 i! 70 90 80 64 

(approx.) 

Price data. 

As given by 01w.mber. ActualB •. 

1935 • Re. 4·13-0 ex-Mill. 1935 Re. 5·12-0 for 48' ex-Mill. 

Remarks by MilZowners' Association, Bombay.-The price data for Indian cloth furnished by Chamber refer to 40' cloth. The actual price for 48' 
would, therefore, work out at Re. 5·12-0. . . 

The English quality despite its lesser width ia of more costly construction and should always realise a better price than the Indian cloth. 



REPRESE1\"'TATIONBUBMITTED BY THE130MBAY CHAMBER OF COMMERCE-confti. 

No. 13. 
ENQLISH SAMPLJil PARTICULARS. 

No. of Samplo: U. K. 13. 
Description of Sample: White Twill, Ralli, 636. 

Di~o7l8, etc., as given by Chamber. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

Dime7l8i07l8, etc., as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
33 X 40 3'36 07.9. 40. 82 72 100 

Price data as given by Chamber. 
No import.ations Owillg to low milll'rices. Sample shows Batliwalas 

equivalent quality. 150. 

INDIAN SAMPLE P ARTICtTLAB8. 

No. of Sample: M. 13. Nnme of Mill: Morarjee Goculdas Mill. 
Description of Sample: Bleached Twill, B. 88. 

Ins. Yds. 
32 X 40 

Particulara as given by Chamber. _ 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

Actual particularB as ascertained by M. O • ..4.., BomlJay. 

Pick. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
32 X 40 7! 39 39 92 80 

j>rice data. 
AB given by Chamber. 

1935 • Re. 0-5-2 per yd., IJX-Mill. 
0·5·4 per yd., Bazar. 

Aetuala. 
1935 Re. 0·5·2 per yd., ex·MiIl. 

Remarlca by Millowne1"8' Association, Bombay.-We are not informed whether the cloth imported by Rallis is of eXMtly the same construction as 
the sample suhmitted. The comparison made by the Chamber would be of no use to the Board in the absence of price dnta for the United Kingdom 
quality, which should always fetch 8. higher price than the Indian quality against which it has been matched. 

ENGLISH SAMPLE PARTIOULAllS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 14. 
Description of Sample: White Twill, Patels, 130. 

Ina. Yds. 
32 X 40 

Dime7l8io7l8, etc., as given by Chamber. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

No. 14. 
INDIAN SAMPLE PA.RTWULARS. 

No. of Sample: M. 14. Name of Mill: Calico. 
Description of Sltmplo: Bleached Twill, B. 21. 

Ins. Yds. 
32 X 40 

Parlic1Ilars as given by Chambe,. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 



DimensiOM, etc., as ascertained by M. O. A., Bomhay. 
Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
36 X 42! 3·16ozs.· 52 40 8) 

Grey. 
Price data as given by Chamber. 

Pick. 
104 

1935 • Re. 0·6·0 per yd., Bazaar. 

Actual particular. as aacertained by M. O. A., 'Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

3·52 ozs. 40 32 86 

Price daJa as given by Chamber. 
1935 . Re. 0·5·7 per yd., ..,·Mill. 

0·5·9 per yd., Bazaar. 

Pick. 
80 

(analysis). 

Remarks by Millotoners' Asaociati01l, Bomhay.-The cloths are not a good match. The United Kingdom cloth is ,uperior and would command. So 
higher price. It is relatively cheaper compared to the Indian cloth on the basis of the bazaar prices given. Indian price not checked-Non.member. 

ENGLll!H SAlIIl'LIlI PUT10ULAR.<I. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 15. 
Description of Sample: Grey Dhoty, 4476, Ralli Br~s. 

Dimensions, etc., as given by Chamber. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
~O X 8 
.50 X 9 

Dimensiona, etc., as ascertained by M. O. A .. , Bomhay.) 
Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

2·16ozs. 40 50 72 

Price data as given by Chamber. 
Bazaar price . Rs. 2· 4·0 for 8 yds. 

2·10.0 for 9 yds. 

No. 15. 

Pick. 

Pick. 
60 

INDIAN SAlIIPLlII P ARTIOUL.utS. 

No. of Sample: M. 15. Name of Mill: New China Mills. 
Desrription of Sample: Grey Dhoty, 2535. 

Particulars as given b~ CAatllber. 
Ins. Yds. 
50 X 8 
50 X 9 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

Actual particulars as ascertained by M. O. A .. Bomhay_ 
Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
50 8 1·75 ozs. 36 46 64 

9 
10 

Price data. 
Aa given by Chamber. 

l\lill price Rs. 1·11·0 for 8 yds. 
1·14.1+ for 9 yds. 

Actuals. 
Rs. 1.14·0 ..,.Mill, 8 yds. 

2·1·9 ..,·lIill, 9 yds. 

Pick. 

Pick. 
56 

RemtUTcs.-Cloth not manufac
tured prior to April, 1935. . 

Remarks by Millowne.s' Association, Bombay.-The prices for the Indian cloth submitted b~ the Cha:mber ar~ incorrect. T~e Unite~ King~om 
cloth is much superior and would always command a higher price than the Indian cloth. The Indian cloth 18 newly mtroduced and 18 compe1ful~ agaitlst. 
an established mark. 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE BOMBAY CHAMBER OF COMMERCE-contd. 

ENGLISH SAlIl'LB P ARTIOULABS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 16. 
Description of Sample: Grey Dhoty, Graham, 2535. 

Ins. Yds. 
49/50x 10 

Dimensions, etc., as given by Ohamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

Dimensions, etc., as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Pick. 

Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
, 2·24 ozs. 40 52 72 64 

Price data as given by Ohamber. 
1935 • • 3s. Old. c.i.f. 

R8. 2·9·1 landed ex.duty. 

No. 16. 

INDIAN SAMPLB P ARTIOULABS. 

No. of Sample: 1\1. 16. Namo of l\IilI: Navsari Mill. 
Description of Sample: Grey Dhoty, 12115. 

Particulars as given by Ohamber. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

ActuaZ particulars as ascertained by M. O. A., Bom~ay. 

Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
2·56 ozs. 30 52 68 

Price data as gillen by Ohamber. 
1935 . Rs. 2·2·0 ex-Mill. 

Pick. 
56 

(analysis). 

Remarks by Millowners' Association, Bombay.-The Indian cloth is of a much inferior quality and texture. Price of Indian cloth has not been 
checked-Non·member Mill. We are not certain whether the United Kingdom price represents actual business or is merely a. quotation. ? realisa
tions for United Kingdom cloth in 1932, 1933, and 1934. 

ENGLISH SAMPLE PARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 17. 
Description of Sample: Grey Dhoty, Ralli Bros., 44/56. 

ins. Yds. 
50 X 8 
.50 X 9 

Dimensions, etc., a8 given by Ohamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

No. 17. 
INDIAN SAMPLE PARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample: M. 17. Name of Mill: Shl'i Niwas. 
Description of Sample: Grey Dboty, 1935. 

Ins. Yds. 
49 X 8 
50 X 9 

Particulars as given by Ohamber. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 



DimenaioM, etc., as ascertained by M. O • .A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
1'68 ozs_ 44 50 60 

PM data as gillen by Chamber. 
No importations since 1933. 

Pick. 
62 

.Actual particulars as aBCertainetl by M. O • .A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Wa.rp. Weft. Ends. 
49 X 8 It ozs. 391 591 76 
50 X 9 1* ozs. 

PM data as gillen by Chamber. 
Rs. 1-12-0 for 8 yds., "-Mill 

1-15-6 for 9 yds_, "-Mill. 
Rema,kB.-The price mentioned 

by Chamber is about correct, but 
it would appear that the mill Bold 
a very small lot of this quality to 
introduce it into the market at 
considerably less than cost price. 

Pick. 
'58 

RemarkB by MiUowner8' .A8sociation, Bombay.-Indian cloth Dot made until after United Kingdom cloth had disappeared from ,ma.rket. Sold 
below cost. 

ENGLISH SAMPLE P ARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 18. 
Description of Sample: Grey Scarves, Ralli, 249. 

Ins. Yds. 
41 X 5' 

DimenaioM, etc., as given by Chamber. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

Di_Mions, etc., as ascertained by M. O • .A., Bombay. 
'In.s. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. ' Ends. 

2·24 ozs. 44 42 64 

Price data as gillen by Ckamher. 

No imports since 1932. 

No. 18. 
INDIAN SAMPLE P ARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample: M. 18. Name of Mill: New Rajpur. 
Description of Sample: Grey Scarves, 6500. 

Particulars as gillen by Chamber. 
Pick. Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

41 X 5 
Pick. 

Pick. 
58 

(analysis) 

.Actual particular8 as ascertained by M. O • .A., Bombay., 
Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

1'92 ozs. 36 52 56 40 

Price data as given by Chamber. 
(analys~) 

1935 Re. 0-12·0 ex-Mill. 
0·12·9 Bazaar. 

RemarkB by Millowner8' .Association, Bombay.-The cloths are Dot closely comparable. The Indian cloth is of much cheaper construction • and 
lighter in weight. No prices given for United Kingdom cloth. Indian prices not checked-Non.memher. • ' 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE BOMBAY CHAMBER OF COMMERCE-conld. 

ENOLIIIH SAMPLB PARTICULABS. _ 

No. of Sample : U. K. J9. 
Description of Sample: Wbite Dhoty, Graham, 0280 .. 

Ins. Yds. 
46/47 X 10 

Di17le1l8i01!8, etc., a8 given by Chamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft.. Ends. 
40 50 76 

DimenBi01!8, etc., aB aBcertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
IDs. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

1·84ozs. 45 44 71 

Prict c1n.ta Q.I given by Chamber. 
Hl35 • 38. 8id. c.i.f. 

Rs. 2-9-0 landed ex-duty. 

Pick. 
68 

Pick. 
64 

No. 19. 
INDIAN SAMPLB PARTICULABS. 

Nt). of Sample: M. 19. Name of ~iill: :\'avsari Mill. 
Desm'iption of Sample: White Dhoty. 

Particular8 a8 given by Chamber. 
Lbs. - Warp. Weft. Ends. Ins. Yds. Pick. 

Actual particular8 aB aBcertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
2·24 ozs. 39 58 80 

Price data aB given by Chamber. 
1935 • Rs. 2-8-0 ex-Mill. 

Pick. 
60 

(analysis) 

RemarkB by MillcnunerB' A88ociation, Bombay.-We are not certain whether the United Kingdom price represents actual business done or is merely 
II. quotation. -Indian price not checked-Non-member. 

No. 20. 
ENGLIIIH SAMPLB PARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 20. 
Dcscriptit)n of Sample: White Dhoty, RaIli, 1535. 

Ins. Yds. 
42 X 8/9 

DimenBi01!8, etc., aB given by Chamber. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

Dimen8ions, etc., a8 (L8certained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
IDS. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pi~k. 

1·68 ozs. 42 46 60 46 

INDIAN SAMPLE PARTIOULAllS. 

No. of Sample: M. 20. Name of Mill: New Jllhangir Vakil. 
Description of Sample : White Dhoty, 18051. 

Ins. Yds. 
45 X 8/0 

Particular8 aB gillen by Chamber. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft_ Ends. Pick. 

Actual particular8 aB ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

2-08 ozs. 34 - 44 60 
Pick. 

44 
(analysis) 



Price daJa as given by Chamber. 

No Imports since 1Il21J. 
Price daJa tJ8 given b1l Chamber. 

1935 . R •. l·j.6 (8 yds.) "·MilI. 
1.13·6 (IJ yrls.) ,,,,·MilI. 

Remarks by Milloumer8' A88ociation, Bombay.-The Indian cloth is heavier but of inferior quality yarn of much lower count No prioe for United 
Kingdom cloth. Indian prices not checked-Non·member. • 

ENGLISH SA.I4l'LB PABTlCULABS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 21. 

Description of Sample : White Dhoty. R"lli, 929. 

Ins. Yds. 

44 X 8 

44 X 9 

Dim4naio1l8, etc., as gillen by Chamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

Dimenai01l8, etc., as a8certained by M. O. A., BlYI7Iliay. 

Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
1·76 0ZIt. 43 46 60 

Price daJa as given by Chamber. 

No impDrts since 1929. 

Pick. 

Pick. 
56 

No. 21. 

INDIAN SA.I4l'LB P ABTlOULABl!. 

No. of Sample: 1\1. 21. Name of Mill: New Rajpur. 
Description of Sample: White Dhoty, 4908. 

Ins. Yds. 

48 x 8/9 

Particular8 tJ8 given by Chamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

Actual particular8 tJ8 ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
1'92 ozs. 40 45 60 

Price data as given by Chamber. 

1935 • Rs. 1·11·0 (8 yds.), ex.MilI. 
1.14·8 (9 yds.), ez·I\J.ill. 

Pick. 
52 

(anlLlyais) 

Remarks by Milloumer8' A88ociaticm, Bombay.-The Indian cloth is inferior and the bleaching is inferior to that of the United Kingdom sample. 
No prices given for United Kingdom cloth. Indian prices not checked-Non·member. . 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE BOMBAY CHAMBER OF COMMERCE~ntd. 

ENGLISH SAMPLB PARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 22. 
Description of Sample: Bleached Dhoty, Ralli Bros., 278; 2.79; 280. 

"270 
280 
290 

DimemiO'M, etc., IJ/I given by OlKvmber. 

• Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
50 X 8 
50 X 9 
50 X 10 

DimeMO'M, etc., IJ/IIJ/Icerlainea by M. O. A., BomlJay. 

Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

Pick. 

Pick. 
56 

No. 22. 
INDIAN SAMPLE PARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample: M.22. Name of Mill: Standard Mills~ 
Description of Sample: Bleached Dhoty (Sansar SA.gar). 

Ins. Yds. 
49/50 X 8 

9 
10 

Particulars IJ/I given by Ohamber. 

Lbs. W:arp. Weft. Ends. 

... 

Actual particulars IJ/IIJ/Icertainetl by M. O. A., BomlJay. 

Pick. 

Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
1·460zs. 60 68 76 60 1·320zs. 60 80 76 

Price data (UI given by Ohamber. 
1935 • Rs. 2·6·6 (8 yds.) ex·Mill. 

(analysis) 
Pri,..e data IJ/I given by Ohamber. 

, 

No importation since 1933. 2·11·6 (9 yds.) e'l:·Mill. 
3·0·6 (10 yds.) ex·Mill. 

Sale price correct. 

Remarka by Milluwner8' Association, BomlJay.-The Indian cloth is slightly superior, but the cloths are a fair match. Np price data given for 
1JDited Kingdom cloth. 

No. 23. 
ENGLISH SAMPLE PARTIOULARS. 

No. of Rample: U. K. 23. 
Description· of Sample: White Tape Bordtn'ed Dhoty (Bombay Co.), 

MMMlIlM. 

Ins. Yds. 
'~jQ X 9 

DimemiO'M, etc., IJ/I given by OlKvmber. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

INDIAN SAMPLB PARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample: M.23. Name of Mill: Kohinoor Mills Co., Ltd. 
Description of Sample: White Dhoty, Tape Border. WWWW. 

Ins. Yds. 
50 X 9 

Particular8 as given by Ohamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 



Dime'Miona, eft., aB rucertained by M. O. A., B()fII/)ay. 
Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
50 X 9 1·08 on. 72 80 64 

'. 
Price data aB given by Chamber. 

28. 9d. c.i.f. 
Rs. 1·14·0 landed ex.duty. 

Pick. 
56 

Actool parlietdar. aB rucertained by M. O. A., B()fII/)ay. 
Ina. Yds. Lba. Warp. "'teft. Ends. 
50 X 9 Ii 60 70 70 

Price data. 
Actuaia. 

Pick. 
60 

A. given by Chamber. 

1935' • Re. 2·0·0 lIZ-Mill. 
2-2·0 Baiar. 

July, 1935, Rs. 2-6-6 ea:-Mill. 

R~mo,rka by Millowners' A88ociation, !1()f11/)ay.-:~e cloths are to some e~tent co~parable, the Indian cloth ?eing ~lightly superior. The price 
data given by the Chamber for the Indian cloth 18 mcorrect. We are not m a position to say whether the Uruted Kingdom price is a quotation or 
the rate at whicIJ business was done. , 

No. 24. 
ENGLISH SAlIIPLB PARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample : U. K. 24. 
Description of Sample: Bleached Dhoty, Bombay Co., Mohini Chandra 

Ins. Yds. 

to X 9 

Dime7l8io7l8, etc., aB given by Chamber. 

Lbs. Warp~ Weft. Ends. 

Dime7l8i07l8, etc., fU' aBcertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
:ms. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp; Weft. Ends. 

1-160zs. 60 76 64 

Price data aB given by Chamber. 
Landed price exluding duty Rs. 2-0·0. 

Pick. 

Pick. 
56 

INDIAN SAMPLB PARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample: M. 24. Name of Mill: Standard Mills. 
Description of Sample: Bleached Dhoty, Balidan. 

Ins. Yds. 
50 X 9 

Particular8 aB gillen by Chamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

Actual particular8 aB aBcertained by M. O. A., B()fII/)ay. 
Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

1·38 ozs. 60 70 80 

Price data aB given by Cht?:mber. 
Rs. 2-2-0 ea:-Mill. 

Pick. 
60 

(analysis). 

:Price data mentioned correct. 

Remarka by MiUowners' A8sociation, B()fII/)ay.-The Indian cloth iSeuperior. We are not certain whether the United Kingdom price represents 
actual business or is merely a quotation. 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE BOMBAY CHAl'IlBER OF COMMERCE--<:ontd. 

ENGLISH SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 25. 
Description of Sample: White DilOty, Bombay Co., 9600. 

Ina. Yds. 
47 X 9 

Dimensions, etc., as given by Ohambers. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

Dimensions, etc., as ascertained by M. O. A., Bomllay. 

Ina. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
2·12 ozs. 34 38 68 

Price data as given by Oka;mber. 

1935 38. Ot!. c.i.f. 
Rs. '2-1-0 Landed ex-duty. 
Sample 44" X 11 yds. 

Pick. 

Pick. 
52 

No. 25.' 

INDIAN SAMPLB P ABTICULABS. 

No. of Sample: M.25. Name of Mill: lIIorarjee Goculdas. 
Description of Sample : White Dhoty, Peacock. 

Ins. Yds. 
48 X 9 

Particulars as given by Ohamber. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick •. 

Actual particulars as ascertained by M. 0, A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft.' Ends. 
2'67 ozs. 28 26 76 

Price data as given by Ohamber. 

1935 • Rs. 2-2-0 Baz&.ar price. 

Pick. 
52 

(analysis) 

3 qualities sold under thil! mark and mills cannot verify 
statement of Chamber of Commerce. 

Remarka by Milloumers' A8sociation, Bomllay.-We cannot check the mill cost for the reasons given, nor are we certain that the United Kingdom 
price represents actual business or is merely a quotation. The United Kingdom cloth is made from much finer yarns and the blep.ching superior. 

ENGLISH SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 26. 
Description of Snmple: White Dhoty (Bombay Co.), Maugal Maina. 

Ins. Yds. 
50 X 9 

Dimensions, etc., as given by Chamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
60, 80 80 

Pick. 
64 

No. 26. 

INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS". 

No. of Sample: M.26. Name of Mill: New Textile Mills. 
Description of Sample: White Dhoty, Rajratan. 

Ins. Yds. 
51 X 9 

Particulars as given by Chamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 



DimeMona, etc., aa aacertained by M. O • ..4., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
1'36 OZ8. 66 82 77 

Price dala Q8 given by Chamber. 

1932 3~. 2d. c.i.f. 
1933 38. 3d. d.f. 
1934 38. 4d. c.i.f. 
1935 38.-lid. c.i.f. 

Pick. 
58 

In8. 
..4ctual parliculara Q8 aBCertained b!l M. O • ..4., Bombay. 

Yds. Wt. per sq. yd .• Warp. Weft. Ends. 
Hi2 ozs. 60 72 72 

Price dala Q8 given by Chamber. 
1935 • R •. 2·5-6 Blt1.Rltr pri~e. 

Pick. 
60 

(analysis) 

Bemark8 by MiUowned AS8ociation, Bombay.-'-The cloths are roughly comparable_ 
Non-member Mill. . 

The price data for the Indian cloth has not been checked-

ENGLISH SAMPLE PABTICULAlIS. 

No. of Sample : U. K. 27. 
Pcscription of Sample: '''hitt> Dhoty (Bombay Co.l, 99999. 

Ins. Yds. 
50 X 9 

Dimen~ions, etc., Q8 given by Chamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

Dimensions, etc., Q8 aBCertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins; Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
50 X 9 1·64oz8. 60 60 84 

Price dala as given by Chamber. 

Landed price ex-duty Rs. 2-9-0. 

/ 

Pick. 

Pick. 
72 

No. 27. 
INDIAN SAMPLE PABTICULAlIS. 

No. of Sample: M.27. Name of Mill: SllIllapur Spmniug and Weav
ing Co., Ltd. 

Description ofFJample: WhitA Dhoty, Navratan. 

Ins. Yds. 
50 X 9 

Particular8 Q8 given by Chamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

Actual particular8 as ascerlaine4 by M. O. A.; Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
50 X 9 II 70 70 90 

Price data. 
As given by Chamber. Actua18. 

Pick. 

Pick. 
64 

1935 . Re. 2-10·0 ex·Mill. 1935 Rs. 2.13·0 ex-Mill. 
2-12·0 Bazaar . 

. Bemark8 by Mil/ownera' AS8ociation, Bombay.-The cloths are only roughly comparable. The difference in quality warrants the lower price for 
Indian quality. The border of the Indian quality is cheaper than the border of the United Klngdom Dhoty. Price d&ta given for the Indian clo,h 
bV the Bombay Chamber of Commerce is incorrect. We have not beeJ;l able to &RCerf.ltin whether the price d&ta for the United Kingdom sample re~ 
prf'~I'.l)ts actu&! bueiness or is 'merely & quotation. 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITrED BY THE BOMBAY CHAHBER OF COMMERCE-cmatd •. 

ENGLISH BAlII'Ll! P AllTI011LAlI8. 

No. or Sample : U. K. 28. 
Description of Sample: Wbite Dboty (Bombay Co.), 101. 

Ins. Yds. 
50 X 9 

DimeTUlions, etc., as given by 01w.mber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
90 120 92 

Dime1Uli01&8, etc., 118 I18certairt.ed by M. O. A., BtYmbay. 
Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
50 X 9 1·090zs. 100 120 80 

Price data as given by 01w.mber. 

Pick. 
88 

Pick. 
88 

No. 28. 
INDIAN BA:!lPLI! P AllTI011L&BS. 

No. of Sample: lII. 28. Name of !Ifill: Swan l\fills. 
Description of Sample: White Dhoty, Akrasban (Mercerised). 

Ins. Yds. 
50 X 9 

PIM'ticular8 118 given by 01w.mber. 
Lbs. WlLrp. Weft. Ends. 

Actual particular8 118 aBCertairt.ed by M. O. A., BtYmbay. 
Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
50 X 9 19 approx. 70 80 74 

Price data. 
A8 given by 01w.mber. Actuals •. 

Pick. 

Pick. 
72 

Land4ld price ex-duty Rs. 3-6-0 per pair. 1935. Rs. 3-2-0 ex-Mill (per ,Pair.) 1935. Rs. 3-7-0 per pair, ex-Mill. 

Remarks by Millowne,,' Association, Bombay.-Tbe cloths are not closely comparable. We cannot ascertain wbether the Unitl;d Kingdom price 
represents actual business done or is merely a. quotation. Price data given by Cbamber for Indian cloth is inaccurate. . 

ENGLISH BAlII'Ll! P AllTIOtlLAll8. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 29. 
DeSCription of Sample: Bleached Dhoty, 55/j (Bombay Co.). 

Jus. Yds. 
50 X 9 

DimeTUlions, etc., as given by 01w.mber. 
Lbs. Wa.rp. Weft. Ends. 

Dime1Ulions, etc., as ascertained by M. O. A., BtYmbay. 
Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
50 X 9 1·040z8_ 90 120 84 

Piok. 

Pick. 
72 

No. 29. 
INDIAN SAMPLIII P AllTIOtlLAll8. 

No. of Sample: M. 29. Name of Mill: Finlay Mills. 
Description of Sample: White Dboty, Sovereign. 

PlM'ticmars a8 given by C1w.mber. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp.· Weft. Ends. 
50 X 9 

Pick. 

Actual particulars a8 aBCertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends .. 
60 X 9 1-28 ozs. 70 70 68 

Piok. 
64 

. (analysis) 



Price data IZ8 gillen by OhamlJer. 

1935 c.i.f. p~ice 48. 3d. 
Price data a' g've" by OhamlJer. 

1935 • Rs. 3·2·0 Bazaar price. 
Remark8.-· Mills lloint out quality cannot be traced aI different 

qualities are sold under this mark. 

Remark8 by MiUowner8' A88ociation, BomlJay.-The Indian cloth though heavier is of much cheaper construction. We are endeavouring to check 
the Indian mill prices given. 

ENGLISH SAMPLB P ARTI01JLARS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 30. 
Description of Sample: Printed Jean (Ralli Bros.), (51). 

Ins. Yds. 
28 X 30 

DimensiO'll8, e!c., IZ8 given by OhamlJer. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

DimenslO'll8, etc., ~ ascertained by M. O. A., BomlJay. 

Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
28 X 30 3·31 ozs. 30 32 100 

Price data as given by Ohamber. 

Bazaar price Rs. 6·12·0. 

Pick. 

Pick. 
52 

No. 30. 

INDIAN SAMPLB PARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample: M.30. Name of Mill: Standard Mills Co., Ltd. 
Description of Sample: Printed Jean (786). 

Ins. Yds. 
27 X 30 

Particulars as given by OhamlJer. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

Actual particulars as ascertained by M. O. A.; BomlJay. 
Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

2'56 ozs. 40 40 104 

Price data a8 given by Chamber. 
E:l:·MilI Rs. 5·10·0. 

Price data correct. 

Pick. 
40 

(analysis). 

Remarks by MiUowners' Association, BomlJay.-The cloths are not comparable either in construction or finish. The Indian cloth is much cheaper 
cOnstruction and finish and is lighter in weight. The Indian cloth is a one colour print and the United Kingdom a 2 colour print. The Indian sample 
M. 30 is inferior even to U. K. M. 31. 

:;! 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE BOMBAY CHAMBER OF COMMERCE-conld. 

ENGLISH SAJIl'LB P ABTICULABS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 31. 
Description of Sample: Printed Jean (599). 

Ins. Yds. 
25 X 30 
(Split). 

Dimensions, etc., as given by Ohamber. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

Dimensi07l8, etc., as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd .• Warp. Weft. Ends. 
25 X 30 3·15 oos. 34 46 96 

Price data as rfiven by Ohamber. 
I 

No importations. 

Pick. 

Pi('k. 
53 

No. 31. 
INDIAN SAMPLE PABTICULABS. 

No. of Sample: M. 31. Name of Mill: Standard 1IIilIs Co., Ltd. 
Description of Sample: Printed Jean (V1300C). 

Ins. Yds. 
27 X 30 

Particulars as given by Ohamber. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. . Ends. Pick. 

Actual particulars as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

(Not Standard Mills Quality). 
27 X 30 3·07 ozs. 30 • 28 92 

Price data as given by Ohamber. 

Ex·Mill Rs. 5-10-0. 

Pick. 

40 
(analysis) 

RemarTc8 by Millowners' AS8ociation, Bombay.-The cloth was not manufactured by the Standard Mills. The Indian cloth is very much inferior 
to the United Kingdom cloth. No pri~es given for United Kingdom cloth. Indian prices cannot be checked. . 

ENGLISH SAMPLE PARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 32. 
Description of Sample: RaIli Bros., Paca Reel Cambric, 4100. 

Ins. Yds. 
18 X 28 

Dimensions, etc., as given by Ohamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

Dimensions, etc., as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Pick. 

Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
18 X 28 2·34 ozs. 34 36 66 48 

No. 32. 
INDIAN SAMPLE PARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample: M.32. Namo of Mill: Bombay Dyeing and Manufac
turing Co., Ltd. 

Description of Sample: Red Dyed Mata, Charka 2. 

Ins. Yds. 
18 X 28 

Particulars as given by Ohamber. 
. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

Actual particulars as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. W~ft. Ends. Pick. 
17 X 28 2; 24 28 52 44 



Price data 118 given by Chamb~. Price data. 

1935 Rs. 3-4-0 Bazaar price. 1935 
A. given by Chamb~. Aclucds. 

Rs. 2-10·0 ez-Mill •• 
2-13-0 Bazaar. 

1931 Ro. 3-3-5 ez-Mill. 
1932 Ro. 3-3-4 ez-Mill. 
1933 Rs. 3-0-21 ez-Mill. 
1934 Ro. 3-0-5 ez·Mill. 
1935 . No onle. 
Last price Ro. 2-13-41 (November, 

1934.) 

Remark8 by MiUowners' Association, Bombay.-These cloths are hardly comparable owing to the wide differences in construction but on the whole 
the Indian cloth is slightly hetter value. It is, however, being Bold at bare cost or less owing to the fact that competition from j~bbing dyers has to 
be met. 

ENGLISH SAMPLlII P ARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample:' U. K. 33., , 
Description of Sample: Paca Red Shirting, Ralli, 3301. 

Ins. Yds. 
48 x 26 

\ 
DimeMom, etc., 118 given by Chamber. 

Lb.. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

Dime.",iom, elc., 118 I18certained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds.. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
48 x 26 2-32 O:'S" ' 44 44 76 

Price dala a.9 given by Chamb~. 

1935 Rs. 9-8-0 Bazaar price. 

Pick. 

Pick. 
64 

No. 33. 
INDIAN SAMPLlII P ARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample: M. 33. Name of Mill: Bombay Dyeing and Manufac. 
turing Co. 

Description of Sample: Red Dyed Mata, Charka 8, W. P. 8. 

Ins. Yd •• 
43 x 26 

Particulars. 118 given by Chamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

Actua! particular8 a8 ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lb> Warp. Weft. Ends. PiCK. 
42/43 X 26 61 20 28 56 52 

1935 
A8 given by Chamber. 

Rs. 7-12-0 ex-Mill. 
8-1-0 Ba..aar. 

Price data. 
Aclual8. 

1931-33. No sale. 
1934 Rs. 7-4-41 ex-Mill. 
1935 Rs: 7-7-9 ex-Mill. 
Eatest . Rs. 7-7-9 ex-Mill. 

(25th November, 1935). 

Remark8 by Millowner8' A88ociation, Bombay.-There is a wide difference in construction and the cloths are hardly comparable. See remarks on 
M.32. 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE BOMBAY CHAMBER OF COMMERCE-contd. 

ENGLISH SAMl'LlI P AB1'IotJLABS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 34. 
Deecription of Sample: Red Dyed Shirting (Ralli), King and Queen. 

Ins. Yds. 
39 X 40 

Dimemi0n8, etc., ru given by Ohamber. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

Dime1l8i01l8, etc., ru rucerkiind by M. O • .d., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
39 X 40 1-96 ozs. 40 48 60 

pri/e da~ aa given by Olwnnber. 

1935 • RI. 10·8·0 Bazaar price. 

Pick. 

Pick. 
52 

No. 34. 
INDIA. SAlllPLlII P AR1'IotJLABS. 

No. of Sample: M. 34. Name of Mill: Bombay Dyeing and Manufao· 
turing Co. . 

Deecription of Sample: Red Dyed Shirting, Charka 6; L. R. 6. 

Ins. Yds. 
40 X 40 

Particular8 aB given by Olw-mber. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

.dctual particular8 aa aacertaind by M. O • .d., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. WarI1. Weft. Ends. 

38/39 X 40 81 20 28 52 

.d8 given by Olw-mber. 
1935 

Price data • 
.dctuala. 
~o sales. 

Pick. 

Pick. 
48 

• Re. 10·0·0 ex·Mill. 
10·6·0 Bazaar. 

1931·34 
1935 Rs. 10.2·6 ex·Mill. 

BemarkB by MiUmuners' .d88OCiation, Bombay.-The cloths are hardly comparable. See note on M. 32. 

ENGLISH SAMPLE P AB1'IOULARS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 35. 
Description of Sample: Dyed Shirting (Ralli), 47500. 

Ins. Yds. 
28 X 39 

DimeMi01l8, etc., aB given by Olw-mber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

No. 35. 
INDIAN SAMPLE PARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample: M. 35. Name of Mill: The Khatau Mwkanji Mill. 
Descriptjon of Sample: Dyed Shirting, 51000. ' 

Ins. Yds. 
27 X 39 

Particu!ar8 aB given by Olw-mber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 



Dime1l8ion8, etc., lUi aacerlained by M. O • .A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yda. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
28 X 39 2-08 ozs. 36 42 64 

Price daIa lUi gillen by Coombe,.. 

Bazaar price Rs. 5·8·0 per piece. 

Pick. 
52 

.Actual particular, lUi aacerlained by M. O. A., Bombay • 
. Ins. Yda. Lbe. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
27 X 39 51-61 20 28 46 

Price daIa. 
.A, gillen b/l COOmber. .Actual8. 

Piok. 
40 

1935 • Re. 4·10·0 Q.Mi11. 1935 Re. 4·10·0 Q.Mill. 
4·12·0 Bazaar. 

Bemark8 btJ Millowner,' .A'8OCUUion, Bombay.-The cloths are not comparable. The Indian yarns are muc h coarser but are relatively better 
value. 

ENGLISH SAMPLE PARTlOULABS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 36. 
Desoription of Sample: Dyed Shirting (Ralli), 453. 

Ins. 'Yds. 
28 X 39 

Dime7l8ionB, etc., lUi gillen by COOmber. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

Dimenaiona, etc., lUi IUIcerlained by M. O • .A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
28 X 39 2·00 ozs. 34 42 60 

Price data lUI given by CMmber. 

Rs. 5·8·0 Bazaar price, 1935. 

Pick. 

Pick. 
48 

No. 36. 
INDIAN SAJIIPLID PARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample: M. 36. Name of Mill: E. D. Sassoon United Mill. 
Description of Sample: Dyed Shirting, 86000. 

Ins. Yds. 
29 X 39 

Particular, lUI given by CMmber. 
Lbe. Warp: Weft. Ends. 

.Actua! particular8 lUI IUIcertainea by M. O • .A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yda. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
29 X 39 2-32 ozs. 32 32 56 

Price daIa lUI given by CMmber. 
1935 • Rs. 4.12·0 ez·Mill. 

Pick. 

Pick. 
52 

Edsu Be!! the cloth grey and cannot confirm price of cl~th in the 
Dyed state. 

Bemark8 by Milloumer8' .A88ociation, Bombay.-The cloths are roughly comparable in construction, but the United Kingdom cloth'is dyed' basio' 
green and the Indian ' direot' yellow which is very much cheaper to dye. The finish of the United Kingdom cloth is superior. The prices are in close 
relationship. 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE BOMBAY CHAMBER OF COMMERCE-cQntd. 

ENGLISH SAMPLB P AR'llCULABS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 37. 

Description of Sample: Khaki Twill, Ralli, 99. 

Dime'll.8ion8, etc., /l8 given by Chamber. 

Ins. Yds •. 

28 X 40 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

DimensiOll8, etc., /l8 /l8certained by M. O. A., BQmball. 

Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. 

28 X 40 2·56 ozs. 44 

Weft. 

30 

Price data /l8 given by Chamber. 

Bazaar price Rs. 9·8·0 (1935). 

Ends. 

64 

Pick. 

Pick. 

30 

No. 37. 

IIIJDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

NQ. of Sample: M.37. Name of Mill : Kohinoor Mills Co., Ltd. 

Description of Sample: Khaki Twill, 5001 (Bleached sample ~iven). 

Particular8 /l8 given by Chamber. 

. Ins. Yds. 

32 X 40 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

Actual particular8 /l8 ascertained by M. O. A., BQmbay. 

Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. 

32 X 40 3·52 ozs. 28 

Khaki Twill not made for last 2 years. 

Price data. 

A" gillen by Chamber. 

Weft. 

20 

Ends. 

64 

Actual8. 

Pick. 

Pick. 

56 

1935 . Rs. 8·0·0 ex.MiII. 1933 "Rs. 8·0·0 ex·MiII. 

Remark8 by MiUowner8' A8sOciation, BQmbay.-The two cloths cannot be compared but ~part from this'it may be noted that the mill has been 
unable to sell Khaki Twill since 1933. . _ 



ENOLlS:a: SAMPLB PABTlCt1LA1l8. 

No. of Sa.mple: U. K. 38. 

Description of Sample: Khaki Shirting, 1111, RaID. 

DimeMona, etc., aB given by Chamber. 

Ina. Yds. 

33 X 40 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

DimeM07I8, elc., aa aacertainetl by. M. O. A" Bombay. 

Ine. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. 

.33 X 40 

Weft. 

Price data aBgiven by Ohamber., 

No importation for the last five years. 

Ends. 

Pick. 

Pick. 

No. 38. 

INDlAlI SAMPLB P ABTlCULA.B8. 

No. of Sample: M. 38. Name of Mill : ,Morarjee Goculdas Mill. 

Description of Sample: Khaki Shirting, B. J>. S. 778 B. 

Par/lculara aa given by Chamber. 

Ins. Yds. 

'33 X 39 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

Actual particular, IlllIICertainetl by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ina. Yds. 

31 X 40 

Lbs. 

41 

A8 given by Ohamber. 

1935 Re. 0·3·3 ex·MiIl. 
0·3·9 Bazaar. 

Warp. 

481 

Price data. 

Weft. 

481 

1935. 

Ends. 

78 

Actual&. 

Pick. 

60 

Re. 0·3·8 per yard, ez· 
Mill. 

Remarlc8 by Millowner8' A88ooiation, Bombay.-No comments can be made in the absence of a sample of the United Kingdom line. 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED :BY THE :BOM:BAY CHAM:BER OF COMMERCE-ccmdd. 

ENGLISH 8.utl'LB P ARTIOULABS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 39. 
Description of Sample: Dyed Voile, Regente. 

Ins. Yds. 
42 X 40/45 

DimenaiO'M, etc., a8 given by Clw:mhef'. 
Lbs. Wa.rp. Weft. Ends. 

DimenaiO'M, etc., as aacerlainecl by Y. O • .A., BomlJay. 
Ins. Yds. Wi. pel' sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
42 1-480z8. 154 liO 60 

Price data a8 given by Channber. 

Bazaar price Re. 0·5·0 a yard. 

Piok. 

Piok. 
60 

No. 39. 
lNDUlr SAlIll'LlI P ABTIOUIoAllS. 

No. of Sample: M. 39. Name of Mill: Khatau Makanji Mill. 
.Description of Sample: Dyed Voile, Piya Pyare. 

Ins. Yds. 
44 X 30 

Particulars a8 given by Clw.mber. 
Lb8. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

.Actual particulars as ascertained by M. O. A., BomlJay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
44 X 30 31-31 60 55 64, 

Price data. 
As given by Clwlmher. .Actuala. 

Pick. 

Pick. 
54 

1935 • Re. 04·9 a·Mill. 1935 • Re. 0·4·6 per yd., e:&.Mill. 
0·4·10 Bazaar. 

Remarks by YilWwnera' A8sociation, Bombay.-Cloth cannot be reoognised by mill, but one of their qualities sent. 

ENGLlSH SAlIll'LE P ABTIOULABS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 42. 

Deacription of Sample: Milkania, BJea.ched Sewing; 2/288 (Forbes, 
Forbes). 

No. 40. 

INlluN SAMPLE P ARTICULABS. 

No. of Sample: M.42. Name of Mill: Kohinoor Mills Co., Ltd. 

Description of Sample: 2/2811 Bleached Sewing, Ladhoo. 



Price data tU gillen by Chamber. Price tlat<J. 

No importations during last three years. 1935 

A, gillen by Chamber. Acluall. 

Re. 0-13-9 per lb. ex-Mill. 
0-14-0 per lb. Bazaar. 

November, 1935, Re. 0-14-0 per 
lb., ex-Mill. 

B_ka by MiUowners' Association, Bombay.-No useful comments can be made in the absence of samples and prices of United Kingdom yams. 

No. 41. 

ENGLISH SAMl'LIII PABTICULABS. 

No. of SAmple: U. K. 43. 

Description of Sample: Bleached Sewing, 2/28s (Ra1li), Rajput Chief. 

- Price data tU gillen by Chamber. 

INDIAN SAMl'LIII P ABTICULAlI.B. 

No. of Sample: M.43. Name of Mill: Kohinoor Mills Co., Ltd. 

Description of Sample: Bleached Sewing, 2/28s ' Cock'. 

Price data. 

No importation during last three years. As gillen by Chamber. Ae/uall. 

1935 Re. 0-14-9 per lb. ex-Mill. November, 1935, Re. 0-15-0 per 
0-15-0 per lb. Bazaar. lb. ea:-Mill. 

Bemarka by Mi!lowners' A8sociation Bombay.-No useful comments can be made in the absence of samples and-prices of Unitsd Kingdom yarns. 



, .. 

Enclosure No.2. 
REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE MADRAS CHAMBER OF COMMERCE. 

ENGLISH S.~Ml'LE PAR'UCULAR~. 

No. of I:!ample: U. K. 1. 
Description of Sample: Ralli Bros., White Mull. 

Di,,,ensicms, etr.., a~ gi11en by Chamber. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Sq. yds. per lb. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
48 X 20 3:1ir 11·06 40 46 721 62 

Dimensicms, etc., as aacertained bg M. O. A •• Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. I,bs. Wnrp. Weft. Ends. Ph,k. 
48x20 44 45 71 63 

1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 

Price data aSlliven .by Chamber. 

Landed price. 

Rs. A. P. 
455 
4 1 10 
429 
4 1 7 
3 15 3 

Wholesale price, 
Madras (actuals). 

Rs. A. P. 
586 
556 
550 
540 
516 

No. 1 
INLIAN SAMPI.E PARl'lCU[,ARS. 

No. of I:!ample: Ind. 4. Name of Mill: Maraden Mill, Ahmeda.bad. 
Description of Sample: White MuH. 

Ins. Yds. 
49 X 20 

Pat'ticular. a8 git'en by Chamber. 
Lbs. Wl>rp. Weft. Ends. I Pick. 
3. « 00 H ~ 

Actual particulars as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. W .. rp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

Non-member. 

Prtce data as given by Chamber. 

Madras Wholesale price (1935) 
Re.4-8.0 

Remarks by Milloumers' Association, Bombay.-The English cloth is a definitely superior cloth both liS regards fi~ish and construction and would 
command a higher price than the Indian cloth. 

ENGLISH SAMPLE PAR·rICULARS. 

No. of Sample ~ U. K. 2. 
Description of Sample: RaHi Bros., White Mull. 

Ins. Yds. 
48 X 20 

Dimensicms, etc., as given by Chamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
3i ' 40 46 671 

Pick. 
631 

No.2. 
INlJIAN SAlIIPI,E PAlll'ICtJLAIlS. 

No. of Sample: Ind. 2. Name of Mill: Textile Mill, Ahmeda.ba.d. 
Description of Sample: Bleached Mull. 

Ins. Yds. 
49lx 20 

Particulara aR gi'/)en by C'.amber. 

Lhs. Warp. W~ft. 

3/0- 44 42 
Ends. 

65 
Pick. 

54 

00 o 



Dimension8, etc., a8 CU'certained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pi~k. 

64 48 X 20 40 44 66 

1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 

Price data as giv~n by Chamber. 

Landed price. 

Rs. A. P. 
422 
414 
3 15 1 
3 12 4 
3 13 2 

Wholesale price, 
Mljodras (actuals). 

Rs. A. P. 
543 
543 
500 
4 13 6 
4 14 9 

Actual partictdar. a8 IUcertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. W .. rp. Weft. En<k. 

60 
Price data a8 git'en by Chamber. 
Madras wholesale price (1935) 

R •• 4·3·0. 

Pick. 
50 

Remark8 by MiUowner8' Association, Bombay.-The cloths are not comparable; English cloth is considerably Bupanof and would always fetch .. 
higher price than the Indian cloth. The yarns are more regular and the finish is superior in the English oloth. 

ENGLISH SAMl'LB PARTIOULAltS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 3. 
Description of Sample: White Mull (Ralli Bros.). 

Dimensions, etc., as git'en by Chamber. 

No. 3. 
INDIAN SAlU'L111 P.R~·ICULABS. 

No. of Sample: Ind. 2. Name of Mill: Textile Mill. Ahmedabad. 
Description of Sample: White Mull. 

Particulars a8 given by Chamber. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft.' Ends. Pick. Sq. Yds. per lb. Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Sq. yda. per lb. 

491 X 20 44 .. 42 65 54 7-72 ~x~ 3 ro ~ ~ ~ H 
Dimensions, etc., CUI a8certained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
48 X 20 42 46 64 54 

Prire data as given &y G1lamber. 
Landed cost 

per piece. 
Wholesale price 

per piece, 
Madras (actual). 

Rs . .&. P. Rs. A. P. 
1931 3 12 3 4 12 9 
1932 3 13 4. 4 14 6 
1933 3 7 6 4 6 9 
1~4 3 6 8 4 6 9 

Actual partic.ulars a8 ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. WE>ft. Ends.. Pjck. 

Price data a8 given by Chatnber. 

Wholesale price (1935) Rs. 4·3·0. 

1935. 3 7 6 4 7 0 
Remarks by MilZowners' A8sociation, Bombay.-Indian cloth contama. mo~e weight of yarn, but the bleaching and finis~g of t~e E~gIish sample 

is luperior to ~hat of the Indian sample which appears to be hand bleached.· This and the gold. heading acaounts for the difference III prlce. 



• 
REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE MADRAS CHAMBER OF COMMERCE-con/d. 

ENGLISH SAMPI,E PAR~'ICULAB~. 

No. of Sample : U. K. 4. 
Description of Sample: White Mull (Beardsell). 

Dim,,-nsimt8, etc" a.9 ~it'en by Ohamber. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends, Pi.:k. 
48 X 20 3t 42 38 60 56 

Dimensions, etc., aa u8certained by M. O. A., Bombay, 
Ins, Yds. Lbs. Warp. W .. [t, Ends, Pick. 

1930·32 
1933 
1934 
1935 

41 34 60 52 
Price data aa given by Ohamber. 

Landed. 

Rs. A. P. 

Not sold. 
3 11 6 
3 12 4 
3 12 0 

Wholesale 
market 
price, 

Rs. A, P. 

Not sold, 
4 10 3 
4 11 3 
4 10 3 

NO.4. 
INDIA1\" SAMPLE PAR'J.'ICULAB.'!. 

No. of Sample: Ind. 12. Name of Mill: E. D. S. U. 
DeSCription of Sample: White Mull, A. 252. 

Particulars a8 given by Ohamber. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs, Warp. Weft. Ends. pl~k. 
47 X 20 4* 28 34 62" , 52, 

Actual particulars a8 aacertained by M. O. A., Bombay. , , 
Ins, Yds. Lbs. W .. rl'. Weft.. End.~.· ,Pick. 
48 X 20 30 40 60 \ 52 

Price data. 
A8 given by Ohamber. 

Madras wholesale market price (1935) 
Rs. 4·8·0. 1934 

1935 

.4ct1la18. 
Ez.Mill. 

Rs. A. P. 
480 
490 

Remark8 by MiUowner8' Association, Bombay.-Much of the additional weight in the Indian cloth is due to finishing and size, but it is a slightly 
more substantial cloth than the English cloth. The cheaper cost is due to the fact that the warp cotton will be much cheaper in the Indian sample 
than in the English sample. The Indian sample is better value to the customer. 

This comparison does not prove that the existing duty is more than what is required. 

ENGLISH SAMPLE PABUOULABS. 

No. of Sample: U. K, 5. 
Description of Sample: White Mull (Beardsell), 

Ins. Yds, 
48 X 20 

Dimensions, etc" as !liven by Ohamber. 
Lbs. Wr.rp. Weft. Ends. 

4 38 46 ' 74 

Dimensions, etc,. as ascertained by M. O. A" Bombay, 

Pick. 
64 

Ins, Yds. Lbs. Warp. W"ft. Ends. Pick. 
40 48 73 62 

NO.5. 
INDIAN SAMPLE PAB~'ICULARS. 

No. of Sample: Ind. 13. Name of Mill: E.D.S.U. 
Description of Sample: White Mull, ND730. 

Ins. Yds, 
50 X 20 

Particulars as gillen by Ohamber. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
41 42 42 72 

Actual particulars a8 a.ocertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Pick. 
64 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Piek. 
50 X 20 36 42 72 64 



Price data 48 gillen by Chamber. Price data. 
Wholesale As git-en 611 Chamber. Actua"'. Landed. market 

price. Ez·Mill. 
Rs. ,&. P. Rs. A. P. Madraa wholesale market price (1935) Rs. A. P. 

1930.32 Not sold. Not sold. Rs.4.13·3. 1933 Ii 4 7 
1933 3 11 10 4 13 0 1934 Ii 4 8 1934 4' 3 0 Ii 3 9 
1935 4 1 0 Ii 1 0 ~ 1935\ Ii 6 2 

Remarks by Milloioners' AS8ociation, Bombay.-The price data in regard to Indian cloth furnished by Chamber seem to be incorrect. The Indian 
-cloth is slightly heavier, but the cloths are nearly comparable. The finish of the Indian cloth is slightly better than that of the English cloth. ,The 
Indian cloth II! worth the higher price which has to be paid for it. 

No.6. 
ENGLISH SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 6. 
Description of Sample: White Mull (Tetley Whitley). 

Dimension8, etc., !18 given by Chamber. 

Ins. Yds. 
49 X 20 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Sq. yds. per lb' 
3 lb. If ozs. 42 5~ 63 54 8·72 

Dimensions, etc., as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

ins. YWi. Lbs. Wl>rp. W"ft. Ends. Pick. 
54 49 X 20 41 48 64 

1934 • 
1935 • 

Price data a8 !lillen by Chamber. 

Landed cost. 

Rs. A. P. 

368 
390 

Actual 
wholesale 

price. 
Rs. A. P. 

470 
,4 10 0 

INDIAN SAMPLE PAR'l'IOlJLARS. 

No. of Sample: Ind. 2. Name of Mill: Textile Mills, Ahmedabad. 

Description of Sample: White Mull. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. 
491x 20 

Partioular8 a •• given by Chamber. 

Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. !;q. yds. per lb. 
« ~ M M ~n 

Actual particular. as ascertained by M. 0, A., JJombay; 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. W"'rp. Weft. Enda~ Pick. 

Price data as given by Chamber. 

Madras wholesale price (1935) 
Rs.4·3.0. 

Remarks by MiUowner8' A88ociation, Bombay.-The cloths are a fairly good match. The Indian cloth appears to be hand bleached and yarns and 
weaving somewhat irregular. 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE MADRAS CHAMBER OF COMMERCE-contd. 

El'IGL18H SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample : U. K.7. 
Description of Sample: White Mulls. 

Dimensiona, etc., CUI gifJen by Cf.amber. 

Ins. Yds. 
48 X 20 

Lbs. Ozs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pi~k. 

56 2 21 44 50 67 

DimetUliol/.s, etc., IU all:ertui"ed by llf. o. A., Bonibuy. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
56 48 X 20 42 50 68 

1934 • 
1935 • 

p'rice data a.9 jJiven by Chamber. 

Landed price. 

Rs. A. P. 
3 12 10 
3 12 10 

Actual 
wholesale price, 

Madras. 
Rs. A. P. 

4 15 0 
4 15 1 

No.7. 
INDIAN SAlIIPLB PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: Ind. 4. Name of Mill: Marsden Mill. 
Description of Sample: Bleached Mull. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. 
49 X 20 

Particulars as git'en by. Chamb&r>. -

Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Sq. yds. per lb. 
44 60 74 56 9 

Actual particulars a8 a.scerlained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Wan. Ends. Pick. 

Price data lUI given by C llamber h 

Madras wholesale price (1935) 
Rs.4·8·0. 

Remark8 by Millowner8' A8sociation, Bombay.-The English cloth is slightly heavier than the Indian cloth and better finished. The price differ· 
.ence shown would be justified. 

No. 8. 
ENGLISH SAMPLB PARTIOt:LAnS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 8. 
.Description of Sample: White Mull (T. 73) (Tetley Whitley). 

Dimen8ionB, etc., CUI given by Chamber. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Sq. yds. per lb. 
51 X 20 3li 46 54 86 74 7·2 

Dimen8ions, etc., a8 ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
In8. YdA. Lbs. Wt<rp. W"ft. Ends. Pkk. 
..51 X 20 43 56 86 76 

INDLUi SAMPJ,B P AnTICULARS. 

No.ofSample-: Ind. 3. Name ofMli: Arvind MilI,'Ahmedabad. 
Description of Sample: Bleached Mull (T. 73).1 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. 
51 X 20 

Parlieulars as given by Chamber. 
Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Sq. yds. per lb. 

46 38 87 64 6·50 

Actual particularB a8 ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. yds. Lbs. Wtn!'. Weft. Ends. Pick • 



1930·31 
1931·32 
1932·33 
1933·34 
1934·35 

Price !lata as given by Ohamber. 

Landed cost. 

Rs. A. P. 

658 
634 
6 '0 3 
512 5 
627 

Actual 
wholesale 

price. 

Rs. A. P. 

840 
810 
7 13 0 
780 
800 

Price data IU gi""" by Ckamber. 

Madras wholesale price (1935) 
Re.6·0·0. 

Rema1k<J by MiUoumer8' AS8ociation, Bombay.-The great difference in weft makes it very . difficult to ·compare. The English cloth is definitely 
auperior to the Indian cloth in finish and make.up. Note floral design and gold tambouring in British cloth. 

It may be noted that the market has been apparently willing to pay a higher price in 1934.35 than in 1933·34 for the English articl~. 

No; 9. 
,ENGLISH SAMPLE PAR·fWULAR.q. 

No. of Sample : U. K:9. 
Description of Sample: White Mull (Bombay Co.), 3 Bowls. 

Dimension8, etc., as gi"en by Ohamber. 
In •• Yd •. Lbs. Ozs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Sq. yds. 'Per lb. 
48 X 20 2 12! 36 426050 9·6 

Dimension.s, etc., as ascertoined by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pi~k. 
48 X 20 42 44 5850 

Prire data'as givenby,Ohamber. 
Actual 

Landed price. wholesale selling 
;price. 

"Rs. A.P. Rs. A. P. 
1~2 356 ,430 
1933 3 3 6 4 0 6 
1934 3 5 9 4 3 3 
19353 5' 6 4 3 0 

INDLUI SAMPLE P ARTICULAl!S. 

No. of Sample: Ind.5(a). Name of Mill: Mafatlal Fine Spinning Mill 
(Navsari). 

Description of Sample: White Mulls. 

Partictd4r8 (J8 gwen by Ohamber. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Sq. yds. per lb. 
48 X 20 '40 56 58 46 9·7 

Aciual partic1llars (J8·ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Piok. 

Price daJ,a as given by Ohamber. 

Madras actual wholesale market 
price (1935)' Rs. 3·10·0. 

Remark8 by Millowners' Association, Bomliay.-The cloths are comparable as far as weight is concerned, but the ~n~lish' cloth ill mther better' 
finished and of a more expensive construction. We cannot check price,s 'all 'the Indian Millis not a 'member' of the AsSOCIatIOn. 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITl'ED BY THE MADRAS CHAMBER OF COMMERCE-conta. 
No. 10. 

ENGLISH SAlIlPLB P ABTICULABS. INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 
No. of Sample: U. K. 10. No. of Sample: Ind. 7. Name of Mill : Textile Mill, Ahmedabad. 
Description of Sample: Grey Dhoty (Ralli Bros.). Description of Sample: Hand Bleached Dhoty. 

.Dimensi07l8, etc., as given by Ohamber. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Sq. yds. per lb. 
41 X 2-01 . . 62 74 60 52 11-64 

ParticularB as given by Ckamber • 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Sq. yds. per lb. 

(t" Dobby Border). 
Dimensi07l8, etc., as aacertained 7Yg M, O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Y ds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
41 X 2-51 60 74 591 52 

1931 
1932 • 
1933-35 

Price data aa given by Ohamber. 
Actual wholesale Landed cost. price. 

Rs. A. P. Rs. A. P. 
o 14 7 1 2 6 
o 14 10 1 3 0 

Not sold. 

48 X 2/7 40 62 78 60 - 6'8 

Actual particularB aa ascertained by M. O.A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. w.e~., Ends. Pick. 

Non-Member, 
Price data aa given by Chamber. 

Wholesale price (1935) Rs. 2-1-6. 

Re1TUJ,rlca by MillrYWnerB' AB8ociation, Bombay.-The cloths are not comparable. The difference in construction is so wide that it is not possible to 
give any opinion on price difference. The United Kingdom article is grey and the Indian quality han4 bleached. 

ENGLISH SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 
No. of Sample: U. K. 11. 
Description of Sample: Grey Dhoty (RalIi Bros.). 

No •. Il. 
INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS. _ 

No. of Sample: Ind. 7. Name of Mill : Textile Mill, Ahmedabad. 
Description of Sample: Hand Bleached Dhoty. 

ParticularB as given by Chambllfl • 
Ins. Yds. 
49 X5/20 

6/20 

.Dimensi07l8, etc., as given by Chamber. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Sq. yds. per lb. 
2ir 62 64 60 60 11-17 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Sq. yds. per lb. 
48 X 2;7 40 62 . 78 60 6'8 

(In Dobby Border). 
Dimension8, etc., aB aacertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Y ds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
49 X5/20 56 60 64 

6/20 
(1" Col. border and 1" Bl. Tape). 

Pick. 
60 

Actual particularB as ascertained by M. 0.- A., Bombay •. 
Ins. Yds. ,Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

Non-Member. 

00-
~-



1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 

Price data a8 given by Chamber. 

Landed cost. 
Wholesale 

market price, 
Madras. 

Rs. A. P. Rs. A. P. 

4 0 10 5 2 9 
3 15 5 5 1 3 
3 11 6 4 13 0 
3 11 5 4 12 6 

Not sold. 

Price data a8 given by Chamber. 

Madras wholesale market price (1935) 
Rs. 2·1.6. 

Remarka by Millowners' Association, Bombay.-The qualities are widely different. It may be noted that one is a grey cloth and the other bleached. 
The United Kingdom quality is grey while the Indian quality is hand bleached. 

No.-12. 
ENGLISH SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 12. 
Description of Sample: Grey Dhoty (Ram Bros.). 

- Dimensiona, etc., a8 given by Chamber. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Sq. yds. per lb. 
49 x5/20 2* 62 64 60 60 11·17 

(approx.). 
Border: in colour; t" with Bl. Tape Border. 

Dimensiona, etc., a8 a8certained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

56 49 X5/20 60 60 60 
i" coloured. in BI. Border. 

Price data a8 given by Chamber. 

Landed price. 
Actual 

wholesale market 
price. 

Rs. A. P. Rs. A. P. 
1931 3 14 10 5 0 0 
1932 3 14 1 4 15 3 
1~3 3 7 2 4 8 6 
1934 3 7 10 4 8 0 
1935. • • ., Not sold. 

- lliDlAN SAMPLE PARTIOULARS. 
No. of Sample : Ind. '7. Name of Mill: Textile Mill, Ahmedabad. 
Description of Sample: Hand Bleached Dhoty. 

Particulars a8 given by Chamber. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Sq. yds. ~er lb. 
48 X 2/7 •. 40 62 78 60 6'8 

Ins. 
Actual partipularBa8 a8certaiiled by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

Non.Member. 
Price data a8 given by ChdmWer. 

Madras wholesale price (1935) 
Re. 2·1·6. 

Pick. 

Remarka by Millowner8' Association, Bomba-y.-We can express no opinion in this case as the cloths are not comparable. 
quality is grey and the Indian quality is hand bleached. 

The United Kingdom 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITl'ED BY THE MADRAS CH.AMBER~ OF COMMERCE-contd. 

No. 13. 
ENGLISH SAMPLlII PABTlOULAllS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 13. 
Description of Sample: Orey Sanes Ralli Bros . 

.Dimen8iO'1l8, etc., IU given by Chamber. 
Ins. Yd.. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Sq. yds. per lb. 
44 X 7 9i oz. 62 84 55 46 14·41 

fun Bleached Tape Border. 
Di~1I8i0'1l8, etc., IU IUcerlainea by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
44 X 7 9i oz. 60 74 56 44 .n Bleached Border • 

• Price data IU given by Chamber. 

1932 
1933 
1034 
1935 

Landed cost. 

Rs. A. P. 
o 12 9 
o 12 7 
o 14 3 
o 14 2 

Wholesale 
market price, 

Madras. 
R8. A. P. 

1 0 6 
100 
1 2 0 
120 

INDIAlII SAlIIPLlII P ABTlOUL4B&. 

Not Matched. 

Remarks by Millowners' A88ociation, Bombay.-No comments. 
No. 14. 

ENOLUlH SAMPLI!I PABTIOULAB8. INDIAN SAMPLlII P ABTIOULA.B8. 
No. of Sample : U. K. 14. 
Desmption of Sample: Orey Saries (Rn\li Bros.). 

Dime1l8ion8, ele., a8 given by Chamber. 
Weight 

Ins. Yds. tJer Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Sq. yds. per lb. 
pIece. 

42 X 7 X 101 ozs. 62 74 59 51 12·75 
t n col., iN Bleached Tape Border. 

Not Matched. 

Di~nBion8, etc., IU aecertainea by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
42 X 7 56 72 60 54 



1932 • 
1933·34 
1935 • 

Price data as given by Chamber. 

Wholesale 
Landed price. market price, 

Madras. 
Rs. A. P. Rs. A. P. 

1 1 9 1 6 10 
Not sold. 

o 14 10 1 3 0 

Remarks by MillownerB' A88ociation, BO'IIlbay.-No comments-Pt:obably competes against the Bandloom dhotiea of South India.. 

" ENGLISH SAMPLE PAETICULABS. 

No .. of Sample: U.'K.15. 
Description of Sample: Grey Saree (Beardsell & Co.). 

Dimensions, etc., as given by Chamber. 

Ins. Yds. Ozs. 
42 X 7 10 

Dobby Border. 

Warp. 
60 

Weft. 
70 

Ends. 
60 

Pick. 
51/52 

Dimensions, etc., as ascertained by M. O. A •• , Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
42 X 7 60 66 60 48 

1931 
1932 
1933·35 

Price data as given by Chamber. 

Landed price. 

Rs. A. P. 

1 19. 
133 

Wholesale 
market price, 

Madr81s. 
Rs. A. P. 

166 
160 

Not sold. 

No. 15. 

INDIAN SAMPLE PAETIOULABS. 

Not.Matched. 

Remarks by Millowners' Association. BO'IIlbay.-Not matched-No comments. 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE MADRAS CHAMBER OF COMMERCE-contd. 

. ENGLISH SAMPLE PARTICULA1IS. 
No. of Sample: U. K. 16. 
Description of Sample: Bleached Dhoty (Tetley Whitley). 

Dimensiona, etc., as given by Chambers. 
Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. Ins. Yds. 

50 X 2/7 
Line Border. 

13t ozs. 64 90 76 

Dimensions, etc., as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
. Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

50 X 7 64 84 78 

Picks. 
73 

Pick. 
72 

No. 16. 
INDIAN SAMl'LE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: Ind. 6. Name of Mill: Finlay. 
Description of Sample: Bleached Dhoty, GW 2407. 

. Particulars as given by ChambeT. 
Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
50 X 7 11·79 74 .80 70 

per lb. 
Actual particulars as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Wt. Warp. Weft. Ends . 
50 X 7 131 ozs. 70 8(; 72 

(aPl?rox.). 
Price data as given by Chamber. Price daJ~. ' 

Landed. Wholesale. As given by Chamber. Actuals. 

Pick. 
75 

Pick. 
72 

Rs. A. P. Rs. A. P. Per pair ez·Mill. 
1930·31 2 0 9 2 10 6 Rs. A. P. 
1931·32 2 0 4 2 10 10 Madras wholesale market price (1935) 1935. • 2 4 7 
1932·33 2 1 6 2 11 6 Rs. 2·2·0. Latest price. 2 4 9 
1:133·34 1 15 6 2 9 0 Remarks.-Commenced mannfac· 
1934·35 1 14 10 2 8 0 turing in 1935. 
Remarks by Mil/o'Umers' AS8ociation, Bombay.-The cloth 8~nt. by the Madras Chamber of Commerce is made by Finlay Mi11s and not by E.D •. 

S. U. . 
The United Kingdom article is a slightly heavier quality and the price difference would appear to be justified. 

.. The price given by the MadraB Chamber of Commerce for the Indian article is incorrect. 

ENGLISH SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample : U. K.17. 
Description of Sample: Grey Mull, Golden Cow (Beardsell). 

Dimen8ion8, etc., as given by ChambeT. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. . Ends. Pick. 
48 X 20 4ft 38 46 72 64 

Dimensions, etc., as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
48 X 20 36 46 72 64 

No. 17. 
INDIAN SAMl'LE P ARTICULABS. 

No. of Sample: Ind. 9. Name of Mill: Madhowji Dharamsi. 
Description of Sample: Grey Mull. 

Particular8 a8 given by Chamber. 
Ins. Y ds. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Sq. yds. per lb. 
46 . X 20 1 34 46 70 56 6·76 

Actual particular8 a8 IlIIcertained by M. O. A., Bomba,. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 



Price data as given by Chamber. Price data. 
Wholesale A8 given by Chamber. Actual.t. 

Landed. market price, 
Madras. 

Rs. A. P" Rs. A. P. 

1934 3 12 2 4 9 0 Madras wholesale market price The cloth was manufactured hy 
(Speciific duty (1935) Rs. 4-6-0. the mill only once (in 1933) and 

applies). discontinued as the buyer did not 
1935 Not sold. take delivery of the bales. 
Remark8 by MiUowner8' A8sociation, Bombay.-The 'weight is higher and quality of the English cloth slightly better than the Indian quality, justi. 

fying the price difference. 

• No. 18. 
ENGLISH SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 18. 
Description of Sample: Grey Mull (Tetley Whitley). 

Ins. Yds. 
49 X 20 

Dimenaions, etc., as given by Ohamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
3-* 38,.40 64 

Pick. 
56 

Dimenaions, etc., a8 ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

tIns. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
40 42 60 

Price data as given by Ohamber. 

Landed. 

Pick. 
52 

Wholesale 
market 
price. 

Rs. A. P. Re. A. P. 
1930-33 -Not sold. Not sold. 
1933-34 3 8 8 4 8 9 
1934-35. . • • . . 3 7 5 4 8 0 

INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: Ind. ll. Name of Mill: E. D. S. U. 
Description of Sample: Grey Mull. A. 292. 

ParticularB as given by Ohamber. 
Ins. Yds. 
50 X 20 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
38 60 66 

8·54 sq. yds. per lb. 

Actual particular8 a8 ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
50 X 20 3ft 50 72 64 

Price data. 

A8 given by Ohamber. 

Pick. 
60 

Pick. 
60 

Madras wholesale market price 
(1935) Rs. 4-0-0. 

1935. Rs. 4·0·0 ~.Mill. 

• Remarks by MillownerB' AS8ociation, Bombay.-The quality of the cloth cannot be compared. Th~ Indian cloth is heavily weighted and is of a. 
cheaper construction than the English c1o~h against which it is matched. It will never fetch the same pnce. 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE MADRAS CHAMBER OF COMMERC~d. 

ENGLISH SAMPLE PARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample : U. K.19. 
Description of Sample: Grey Mull, Tetley WhKley. 

Ins. Yds. 
481x 24 

DimeM07I8, etc., CUI given by Ohamber. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
2* 54 64 60 

Pick. 
54 

Ins. 
DimenBi07l8, etc., CUI ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
~ .. 54 68 60 54 

Price data CUI given by Ohamber. 

No. :19. 
INDIAN SAMPLE PARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample: Ind. 10. Name of Mill: E. D. S. U. 
Description of Sa.mple: Grey Mull (MM. 24 1). 

Particulars as gillen by Ohamber. 
Ins. Yds. 
50 X 24 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
28 42 .49 

8·6 sq. yds. per lb. 
Actual particular8 as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
49 X 24 3* 36 42 48 

Price data. 
As given by Ohamber. Actual&. 

Pick. 
44 

Pick. 
42 

Landed. 
Wholesale 

market 
pri,ee. Madras wholesale .market price 

(1935) Rs. 3-8-0. 
1935. Rs. 3-8-0 ex-Mill. 

R8. A. P. Re. A. P. 
1930·34 Not ,old. Not sold. 
1934-35. • . . • • 3 10 6 4 12 0 

Remarks by Millowners' Association, Bombay.-Cloths are. not eompara'ble, United Kingdom cloth being much more expensive. 

ENGLISH SAMPLE PARTIOULARS. 

Not of Sample : U. K. 20. 
Description of Sample: Artificial Silk Boski, Tetley Whitley. 

Ins. Yds. 
42 X 30 

DimenBi07l8, etc., CUI given by Ohamber. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
4~3 ~ 

DimenBi07l8, etc., as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

54 150 72 
2,' Dobby Border. deniers. 

No. 20. 
INDIAN SAMPLE P ABTIOULARS. 

Pick. 
57 

Pick. 
60 

No. of Sample: Ind. 8. Name of Mill: Khatau Maka.nji. 
Description of Sample: Artificial Silk Boski, 649. 

Ins. Yds. 

44 X 30 

Particulars as given by Ohamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. .Ends. 

4-15 '70 

Actual particulars as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
44 X 30 60 150 70 

deniers. 

Pick. 

56 

Pick, 
56 



1935 • 

Price daJa, as given by Chamber. 

Landed. 

Rs. A. P. 

063 
per yd. (wholesale). 

Larger Dobby border in U. K. 20. 

Wholesale 
market price, 

Madras. 

Rs. A, P. 

089 

Price data. 

As g.ven by Ohamber. 
Madras wholesale D1&rket price 1935 

(1935) Re. 0·6·9 per yd. 

Actuah. 
R&o 0·5·10 per yd. e.1/. 

Mill. 

RemarkB by Millowna'8' A88OCiation, Bombay.-The quality of artificial silk yarn used in EI1!lliah sample is very much superior to that used in the 
Indian cloth. It had! also a finer reed and pick. and a wider border. The prices obtained by the Khata.u Makanji MilllI repreeeut stock clearance 
·sal. prices and a loss on the cost of manufacture. 

ENGLISH SAMPLE P ARTIOULABS. 

No. of Sample U. K. 2l. 

B.A B 
D~scription of Sample: Jean Print ~ 

Ins. Yds. 
tl5 X 45 

Dime1Ulio1Ul, etc., as given by Ohamber. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

DimeMon8, etc., as a8Csrtai1l£4 by M. O. A.. Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick • 
• xU • ~ ~ ~ 

~ Price data a8 given by Ohamber. 
Landed price. Actual price. 

Per yd. Per yd. 
·R8. A. P. Rs. A. P. 

1935 . 031 0311 

No.2!. 
INDIAN SAlIIl'LIII P ARTIOUL.AJ!.S. 

No. of Sample: Name of Mill : 
Description of Sample: Japa.nes8 Print. 

RemaH"kB by Mill<ncne'l'8' A8sociation. Bombay.-No.comments. 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE MADRAS CHAMBER OF COMMERCE-contd. 

No. 22. 
EIIlGLISH SAlU'LB PABTIOUL..UL8. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 22. 
Description of Sample: Dyed Pongees, Beardsell. 

'Dimensions, etc., as given by CkamJJer. 
Ins. Yds. Lb.. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

42x 40 4·2 62 64 64 56 

Dimensions, etc., as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

60 64 64 54 

Price data as given by Chamber. 
Actual wholesale 

Landed. Market price, 
Madras. 

Per yd. Per yd. 
R8. A. P. Re. A. P. 

1932 0 2 10 0 3 7 
1933 0 2 91 0 3 6f 
1934 0 2 9 0 3 6 
1935 0 2 81 0 3 51 

IIIlDIAIIl SAHPLB PARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample: Ind. 14. Name of Mill: Standard Mills. 
Description of Sample: Dyed Voile. 

, Particulars as given by Coomber. 
Ins. Yds. Lb.. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
44 X 40 3·85 46 60 53 41 

Actual particular8 as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

Mills state they do not manufacture cloth referred to. 
Price data as given by Chamber. 

Madras wholesale market prioe 
(1935) Re. 0·3·0 per yd. 

• Remarks by Mil!oumR-rs' A88ociation, Bombay.-The cloths cannot be compared. 
Voile of lower quality. The English cloth appears to be of more costly construction. 

The oloth should have been compared against an Engliah mock 

ElIl9LlSH SAMPLB PARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 23. 
Description of Sample: White Nainsook, Beardsell. 

In8. Yds. 
45 X 18 

Dimen8ions, etc., as given by CkamJJer. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. End •• 
2·61 38 40 64 

Piok. 
56 

No. 23. 
llIlDIAlIl SAMPLB PARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample: Ind. 5. Name of Mill: Mafatlal (1). 
Description of Sample: White Mull. 

Ins. Yds. 
44 X 18 

Particular8 as given by Chamber. 

Lbs. 'Warp. Weft. Ends. 
2 42 42 59 

Piok. 
43 



Dime1t8iOM, .k., M Mcerlalned by M. O • .A., Bombay. 
Ina. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
45 X 18 46 48 62 54 

1933 
1934 
1935 

(Grey count) 

Price data M given by Ohamber. 

Landed. 

Rs. A. P. 
367 
366 
3 8 0, 

Actual 
wholesale market 

price. 
Rs. A. P. _. 
460 
466 
480 

.Actual particular6 a6 a6certainetl by M. O • .A., Bomba,. 
Ins. Yds. Lba. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

Not taken out. 

Price data lUI given by Ohamber. 

Wholesale market price (1935) 
Ra.3-6-0_ 

Bem4rb by Millowners' .Association, Bombay.-The cloths, in our opinion, are not comparable_ The finishes are entirely different. 

ENGLISH SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 24. 
Description of Sample: Grey Shirting, Binny. 

DimeMOM, etc., M given by Ohamber. 

Ins. Yds. 
44 X 461 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
71 91 36 42 72 

DimeMOM, etc., lUI IUlcertained by M. O . .A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs.· Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
72 44 X 461 36 40 72 

1933 
1935 

Price data lUI given by Ohamber. 
C.i.f. Madras 
(Quotation). 

Rs. A. P. 
9 36 
976 

No. 24. 
INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: • Name of Mill: 
Description of Sample: Japanese Dai Nippon Shirting. 

Not ascertained. 

Bemarka by Millowners' Association; Bombay.-No comments. 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE MADRAS CHAMBER OF COMMERCE-concld. 

ENGLISH SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

- -No. of Sample: U. K. 25. 

Description of Sample: White Nainsook. T. A. Taylor. 

DimeMion8, etc., as given by Chamber. 

Ins. Yds. 

46 x 18 

Lbs. 

2·61 

Warp. 

36 

Weft. 

38 

Ends. 

56 

I Pick. 

52 

DimenBi0n8, etc., as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

54 36 40 56 

Price data as given by Chamber. 

Landed. 

Re. A. P. 

1930·31 311 6 
1931·32 3 7 6 
1932·33 3- 6 6 
1933·34 3 7 3 
1034·35 3 9 0 

Wholesale 
market 
price. 

Re.' A. P. 

5 1 0 
5 0 ,0 
4 8 0 
4 8 6 
4 8 3 

No. 25. 

INDIAN SAl\IPLIII P ARTICULABS. 

No. of Sample : Ind. 5. Name of Mill : Mafatlal Gagalbhai. 

Description of Sample: White Mull. 

Ins. Yds. 

44 X 18 

Particulars as given by Chamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. 

2 42 42 

Ends. 

59 

Actual particulars as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Pick. 
43 

Ins., Yds. Lbs. Warp, Weft. Ends. Pick. 

Non.member Mill. Particulars not ascertained. 

Price data as given by Chamber. 

Wholesale market price (1935) 
Rs.3·6·0. 

-,'. Remarks. by Millowners' Association, Bombay.-CIoths are, in our opinion, not comparable, the United Kingdom line being definitely superior and 
more expensIve to produce. 



Enclosure No. S. 
REPRESENTATION SUJ3MITTED BY THE BENGAL CHAMBER OF COMMERCE. 

No. 1. 
ENGLISH SAlIIPLIII P ABl'1017LAl1S. INDIAN SAlIIPLIII P ABl'lOl7LAllS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. G. 2. No. of Sample: Ind. G. 1. Name of Mill: Indian Manufacturing Co., 
Ltd. 

Description of Sample: Grey Jaconet Dhoty, 5000. Description of Sample: Grey Dhoty, 2699. 

DimenBitmB, etc., aB gill8n by Ohamber. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
44 x2-l0 I 1* 40 50 68 

Pick. 
60 

Pamculars aB given by Ohamb6f'. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft.' Ends. Pick. 

{iM coloured border). 

1l!I' 

DimenBitmB, etc., aB aBcertained by M. O. A., Btnnbay. 
w. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft.. Ends. Pick. 

52 30 50 64 
Price data aB gill8n by Ohamber. 

Sale price.· 
Rs. A. P. 

1927 210 3 
1928 2 9 3 
1929 2 10 2 
1930 2 5 0 
1931 2 1 9 
1932 2 1 Ii 
1933 2 0 Ii 
1934 2 1 7i 
19.35 

Actual particulars aB a&certained by M. O. A., Btnnbay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

40 44 X 10 Hi 29 '39 48 
Price data. I 

As gillen by Ohamber. ActualB. 

Wholesale market price (1935) 
Rs. 1-8-6. 

1930 
1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 • 
Latest (20th 
July 1935) 

Barely coverl 
manufaoturing 

cost. 
Rs. A. P. 

1 13 11 
1 8 5i 
1 10 2i 
1 8 5i 
180 
183 

1 8 5i 

• NOTll.-The sale price for United Kingdom given appears to include duty and all charges. 
RemLLrkB by Milluum.ers' AS8ociation, Btnnbay.-There are great differences between the two oloths. The English cloth would always fetoh .. 

higher price than the Indian cloth. 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE BENGAL CHAMBER OF COMMERCE~. 

• ENOUSII SAMPLE PABTIOULABS •• 

No. of Sample: U. K. G. 2. 

Description of Sample: Grey Jaconet Dhoty, 5000. 

DimeMtmII, etc., as gillen by Chamber. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
44 x2-10 III 40 50 68 

H' coloured border). 

DimeMon8, etc., as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombl1:lI' 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
30 50 64 

Price data as given by Chamber. 

Pick. 
60 

Pick. 
52 

Sale price.-

Rs. A. P. 

1927 
" 2 10 3 

1928 2 9 3 
1929 2 10 2 
1930 2 5 0 
1931 2 1 9 
1932 2 1 Ii 
1933 2 0 Ii 
1934 2 1 7i 
1935 

No.2 . 

INDIAN SAMPLE PARTIOULABS. 

No. of Sample: Ind. (None). Name of Mill: The E. D. Sassoon 
United Mills Co., Ltd. 

Description of Sample: Grey Dhoty, 6543. ' 

Particulars as given by Chamber •. 

Ins. Yds. 
44 x2-10 

LbB. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
40 44 

Actual particulars as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
40 44 X 10 Ii 24 3U 44 

W patti). 
Price data A ctUal8. 

i930 
1931 . '. 1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 

Ex-Mill. 

Rs. A. P. 

1 10 6 
1 9 10 
1 8 81 
168 
1 6 7. 
1 6 111 

• NOTE.-The sale price for United Kingdom given appears to include duty and all charges. 
Remarks by Millowners' Association, Bombay.-There are great differences between the two cloths. The English cloth would always fetch a higher 

price than the Indian cloth. 

.~ 

, -00 



:j:II 
olI:) 

ENGLISH S.UI1'LIII P ARTlCl1LA1IS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. G. 3 • 
. Description of Sample: Grey Jaconet Dhoty, 4246. 

Dime1l8ion8, etc., ria gillen by OluunlJer. 
lns. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

60 44 X 10 40 50 68 
.(IN coloured border). 

Dimensions, etc., as ascertained by M. O • .A., Bombay. 

lns. Yds. Lb.. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
56 -44 X 10 34 48 64 

Price data aR gillen by Chamber. 

• 
1927 
1928 
1929 
1931) 
1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 

Sale price, 
Calcutta . 

Rs. 4. 1'. 

2 14 3 
2 12 6 
2 9 3 
2 5 6 
2 3 6 
2 1 0 
2 1 0 
2 2 0 
2 4 0 

-No.3. 

INDIAN SAHPLB PARTlCUUBS. 

No. of Sample: Name of Mill: Indian Manufacturing Co. 
Description of Sample: Grey Dhoty. 

PartictJlar8 as given by C1w.rnhfr. 
Please Bee matches against U.K. G. 2: 

U. K. G. 3 matched against Indian Manufacturing Co., Grey Dhoty, 
2699 (Ind. G. 1) and Edsn Dhoty 6543 (No sample Number). 

Remarks by Millowners' .ABsociation, Bombag.-Please Bee notes on U. K. G. 2. 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE BENGAL CHAMBER OF COMMERCE-contd. 

ENGLISH SAMPLB P UTICULABB. 

No. of Rampie: U. K. G. 4. 
D~scription of Sample: :Grey Jaconet Dhoty (9 Tops). 

Dimenai0n8, etc., lU given by CJhambe"r. 
Ins. Yds. 
44 X 10 

Lbe. Oze. Warp. Weft; Ends. Pick. 
60 1 141 40' 50 68 

DimensioJl.8, etc., as a8~1tajntd by M. O. A., Bombay. 

ins. Y de. Lbs. Warp. Weft. ' Ends. Pick. 
56 44 X 10 34 46 64 

Price data as gillen by Ohamber. 

Sale priee, 
Calcutta. 

Rs. A. P. 

1927 2 10 0 
1928 210 0 
1929 2 9 3 
1930 2 3 lOt 
1931 2 1 0 
1932 1 14 If 
1033 1 14 9 • 19:34 2 0 9 
1935 2 0 4* 

No.4. 

INDIAN SAMPLB PUTIOllLAJIS. 

U. K. G. 4 has been matched against Indian Manufacturing Co., Grey 
Dhoty.2699 (Ind. G. 1) and Edeu Grey Dhoty No. 6543 (No 
sample Number). 

Please 8ee sheet U. K. G. 2 for Indian particui&rs. 

lI.emarka by MiUwmers' Association, Bomhay.-Please aee Notes on l!' K. G. 2. 



ENGLISH SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

Number of Sample: U. K. G. 5. 

Description of Sam pie: Grey J aconet Dhoty, Ralli, 943. 

Dimensioll.8, etc., d,8 given by Oluzmber. 
In •• Yds. Lbs. oz. Warp_ Weft. Ends. Pick. 

60 44 X 2-10 1 101 40 40 72 

Dimemions, ele., Il8ll8ceriained by M.-O. A" Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. . Lbs. Warp. Weft. 'Ends. Pick. 

56 44 46 68 

Price data 118 given by Oluzmber. 

Sale price.
Calcutta. 

Rs. A. P. 

1927 2 11 101 
1928- 2 12 lOt 
1929 2 11 9 
IMO 2 8 3 
1931 2 0 
1M2 2 0 6 
1933 2 0 41 
1934 2 2 0 
1935 2 1 71 

No.5. . INDIAN SAMPLB PARTICULARS. 

Number of Sample: Ind. G. 6. Name of MiU: The New «;'ityof 
Bombay Manufacturing Co., Ltd. 

Description of Sample: Grey Dhoty, 5921. 

Ins. Yds. 
44 x2-l0 

Parikular8 118 given by Oluzmber. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
2·00 32 32 56 

Actual partkulara Il8 Il8C<1riained by M. O. 4., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
44 X 2-10 1 it 28 40 56 

A8 given by Oluzmber. 

No particulars. 

Price data. 

1935 
Latest 

Actuals. 

Ex-Mill. 
Rs. A. P. 

1 12 11 
1 12 II 

Pick. 
48 

Pick. 
46 

* Sale price given by the Bengal Chamber of Commerce includes duty and landing charges. 
Remarks by Millawru!r8' A88OCiation, Bombay.-There is a great difference in quality, but there is probably indirect competition between the two

cloths and any reduction in the English price would depress the price obtainable for the Indian line. The English -cloth is more costly to make than 
the Indian cloth and should fetch a higher price than the Indian cloth. It may be noted that the border of the United Kingdom cloth would roughly 
cost 2 annas per piece more than the Indian cloth. 

1-0-
I:> 

....' 



REPRESENTATION SUBMI'ITED BY THE BENGAL CHAMBER OF COMMERCE-contd. 

E!fOLIBll SAMPLlI: PABTlC17LABB. 

No. of Sample : U. K. G. 7. 

Description of Sample: Grey Jaconet Dhoty, 1090. 

Ins. Yds. 
44 X 10 

(1 col.). 

Di~, Ilk .. lIB gillen by Chamber. 
Lbs. Oz. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

1 81 40 50 60 
Pick. 

48 

Dimensi07l8, etc., lIB IUlcerlaimcl by M. O • .d., Bombay. 
,Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick.~ 

44 

1~28 
192~ 
1930 
1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 

36 54 56 

Price clata lUI gi~n by Ohamber. 

The sale price 
given appears to 
include landing 

charges and duty. 
Rs. A.. P. 

2 5 0 
2 3 ~ 
1 13 3 

No quotation. 
1 10 0 

1 14 7· 

No.6. 
I!fDIAlI' SAMPLB PABTJC17LABB. 

No. of Sample: Ind. G. 8. Name of Mill: E. D. Sassoon, United' 
Mills. 

Description of Sample: Grey Dhoty, 6050. 

Particulars lIB gillen by Ohamber. 
Ins. Yds. 
44 x2-10 

(Tape). 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
36 lit 24 32 40 

.dcluaZ particulars lIB IIBcertainecl by M. O • .d., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

34 44 X 10 1 Ii 24 30 40 
(i'Patty). 

1933 
1934 
1935 

Priu elata. 

'. 

Rs. A.. P. 

-1 4 41 
1 4 8 
154 

• Quotation. • 
Bemarlc8 by Millowners' A88ociation, Bombay.-The Indian cloths are of much cheaper construction than the English cloth. The difference in 

price would appear to be warranted. It may be noted that the Indian cloths were not made until long after the English cloth had disappeared from. 
the market. The 1935 price of United Kingdom cloth appears to be a quotation only and high compared to the 1932 price. 



ENOLISH SAMl'LE l'AIlTICIiUBS. 

No. of S .. mple: U: K. G. 7. 
Description of S .. mple: Grey jaconet Dhoty, 1090, !tallis. 

Ins. Ydii. 
44 x2-10 

Dimenlli0'1l8, eic., as given by Chamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
1!~ 40 50 60 

.(i" border). 

Pick. 
48 

Dim.t;nBions, etc., as ascertained by M. O. A., Brmlbay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. W .. rp. Weft. En,ls. Pirk. 
44 

1928 
1929 
1930 
1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 

36 54 56 . 

Price data a8 given by Ohamber. 

Excluding duty 
but including 

I .. nding charges. 

Annas per piece. 

37·00 
35'75 
29·25 

26·00 

30·60* 

No.7. 

INDU.l! SAMPLE PABTlouuas. 

No. of Sample: Ind. G. 9. Name of Mill: The Crown Spinning and 
Manufacturing Co., Ltd 

DesCription of Sample: Grey Dhoty, 1472. 

Ins. Ydii. 
44 x2-10 

Particulars as given by Ohamber. 

. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
1H 24 32 40 

Pick. 
40 

Actual particulars as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
36 44 X 10 1* 22 30 40 

As given by Chamber. 

No price. 

Price data. 
Act1l.aZs. 

22·2 to 22'65 annas per piece ex. 
Mill. 

23·11 annu per piece. Calcutta. 
(latest price). 

Remarks.-Made for last 2 years 
only. Sold for Calcutta 
market. 

*Appea.rs to be quot .. tion only. I 

RemarklJ by Millowners' AssociatiO'1l, Bombay.-The India.n cloths a.re of much chea.per construction th .. n the English cloth. The difference in 
pri:e would appear to be .w .. rr~nte.d. It. may be noted that the India.n elot~ were not m~de until long after the En~lish cloth ha.d dis .. ppea.red from 
thfl mu,rs.et. The 4935 prIce 01 Uruted Kmgdom clotl,l a.ppears to be a. quot .. tlOn only a.nd high comp .. red to the 1932 pnce. 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE BENGAL CHAMBER OF COMMERCE--contd. 

ElfOLIBH S4lIl'LB P AB'iICULABS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. G.I0. 
Description of Sample : Grey Jaconet Dhoties, 414~, G. T. Co., Ltd. 

DimeniliCYIIB, etc., a8 gillen by Chamber. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

68 44 X 10 1* 50 50 84 
U' coloured border). 

:Dime1UliCYIIB, etc., as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

84 44 54 80 

Price data as given by Chamber. 
Sale price, 
Calcutta. 

Rs. A. P. 

1927 3 2 0 
1928 3 4 4i 
1929 3 0 3 
1930 2 12 9 
1931 :} 1932 No sales. 
1933 

,1934 2 7 lOi 
1935 . ' No sales • 

No.8. 

hDIAN SAllPLB P ABTICULABS. 

No. of Sample: Ind. G. 13. Name of Mill: Bombay Dyeing and 
Manufacturing Co., Ltd. 

Desoription of Sample: Grey Hathi Saree, 5188. 

Ina. Yds. 
44 X 10 

Particular8 a8 gillen by Chamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
2 60 52 64 

Actual particular8 a8 allcertainea by M. O. A., Bomb~y. 
Ius. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
44 X 10 2 40 44 55 

(21" border). 
Price data. 

A8 given by Chamber. Actua18. 

Pick. 
52 

Pick. 
50 

Calcutta 
delivery. 

Rs. A. P. 

Calcutta. 1931 2 10 7i 
Rs. A. P. 1932 2 8 0 

1935 2 2 0 1933 2 7 Ii 
1934 2 6 0 
1935 2 4 9 

IlemMa b1l Milloumer8' ASBociation, Bomba1l.-The price data and specification given by Chamber for Indian cloth ar.e inaccurate. The qua~ties 
are not comparable. The English cloth would always fetch a higher price than the Indian cloth. The difference in price would ~ave b~en consider.' 
ably greater but for the'wide border in the Indian cloth. This comparison makes a strong case for the retention of at least the existmg duties. 



No.9. 

" ENGLISH SAMPLE PARTICULARS. , INDIAlr SAlIlPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. G.·H. 
Description of Sample: Grey Jaconet Dhoties, 7800. 

No. of Sample: Ind. G. 13. Name of ~1in: Bombay Dyeing and" 
Manufacturing Co., Ltd. 

Description of Sample l Grey Hathi Saree. 

Dimen8ions, etc., as given by Ohamber. 

Ins. Yds. 
44 x2-10 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
68 

. (i' ooloure~ border). 
40 50 84 

Dimen8ion8, etc., as a8certainea by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
64 44 X 10 42 54 80 

1927 
1928 
1929 
1930 
1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 

Price data a8 given by Ohamber. 

·Sale price include8 duty and landing charges. 

Sale price,. 
Calcutta. 
Rs. A. P. 

389 
363 
323 
290 
276 
249 
273 
2 8 '9 
293 

Ins. Yds. 
44 X 10 

Dimensions, etc., as given bY,Ohamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
2 60 52 64 

Pick. 
52 

Actual particulars as a8certainea by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
44 x 10 2 40 44 65 50 

(2,' border). 

As given by Ohamber. 

1935 

Calcutta. 
Rs. A. P. 

220 

price data. 

1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 

Actual8. 
Calcutta 
delivery. 

Rs. A. P. 

210 7i 
280 
2 7 Ii 
260 
249 

Bematrlca by Millowner8' A88ociation Bombay.-The price data and specification given by Chamber for Indian cloth are inaccurate. The 
qualities are not comparable. The Euglish cloth, would always fetch a higher price than the Indian cloth. Thll difference in price would have
been considerably greater but for the wide border in the Indian cloth. This oomparison makes a strong case for the retention of at least the-
existing duties. / 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE BENGAL'CHAMBER OF COMMERCE-contd. 

ENOLISH SAJoIPLB PA.BTICULAB8. 

N~. of Sample: U. K. G. 12. 
Description of Sample: Grey Jaconet Dhoties (Bombay Co.), 2351. 

Ins. Yds. 
44 X 10 

Dimensi(f1l.8, etc., /18 given by Chamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
1ft 38 40 64 

Pick. 
52 

Dimen8i(YfI,8, etc., as ascertuined by. M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft.. Ends. Pick. 
52 44 X 10 32 42 60 

Price data as gil'en by Chamber. 

1929 
1930 
1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 • • • • 

Present wholesale price Rs. 
. . . 

2. No buyers. 

C.i.f. price. 
Rs. A. P. 

277 
1 13 10i 

197 
1 9 41 
1 9 10 
1 10 71 

No. 10. 

INDIAN SAMPLE PABTICl'LARS. 

No. of Sample: Ind. G. 14. Name of Mill: ShoJapur Spinning and 
Weaving Co., Ltd. 

Description of Sample : Grey Jaconet Dhoties (57i x57i), should be 
(51iX51i)· ' 

Particular8 Q8 given by Chamber. 

Ins. Yds. Lhs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
52 44 X 10 In 36 40 64 

(iN coloured border). 

Acl'Uall'articular8 a8 ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Y ds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
48 43 X 10 11 40 40 62 

Price data. 
A8 given by Chamber. 

Actual selJiny 
price. 

R8. A. P. 
1935 1 12 0 1935 

ActualB. 

F.o.r. 
ShoJapur. 
Re. A. P. 

1 12 9 

Remtll1'k, by J/illcwmtr,' A88ociation, Bombay.-It may be noted that the sample of Indian cloth submitted is not 44" as stated, but 31"'. 
The Sholapur Mills do not make the cloth with the Trade Nnmber given. 
The correct specification of the Indian cloth is cheaper than that of the United Kingdom. . 
The border of the United Kingdom cloth would be more expensive than the border of ~he In~han cloth. 
The Indian price ae given by the Chamber is incorrect. The correct price, Calcutta dehvery, 18 R8. 1·14·3 for 43# X 10 yards. 



ENGLISU SAlIIPLJ: PARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. G. 15. 
Description of Sample: Grey Shirting Dhoty, 84, G. T. Company. 

Ins. Yds. 
44 X 10 

Dimensicm8, etc., as gil'en by Ohamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
I!! ' 32 50 72 

Pick. 
60 

Dimensions, etc .. as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Y da. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
56 34 54 68 

1927 
1928 
1929 
1930 ' 
1931 
1932, 
1933 
1934 
1935 

Price data as given by Ohamber. 

'. 

-Sale price includes duty and charges. 

Sale price,. 
Calcutta. 
RI. A. P. 
313 
3 1 lOt 
3 O,lOt 

2 6 Of 
2 4 Ii 
2 3 11~ 
253 

No. 11. 

bDIAN SAMPLJ: PAIITICCLAll8. 

No. of Sample: Ind. G. 17. Name of Mill: The 'New Kaiaer.i.HincL 
Spinning and Weaving Co., Ltd. 

Deacription of Sample: Grey Dhoty, 51. 

Ins. Yds. 
44 X 10 

Particular. as given by Ohamber. 

Lb.. Warp. Wl'ft. Ends. 
2 30 40 56 

Pick. 
42 

Actual particular. a. ascertained by M. O. A., Bomba7J. 

Ins. yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft.' Ends. 
44 X 10 2/, 281 39 56 

Pick. 
48 

As given by Ohamber. 
Wholesale 

market 
pricf'. 

Rs. A. P. 

1927 2 13 0 
1932 1 15 0 
1933 1 14 0 
1934 1 13 0 
1935 1 13 0 

Price data. 

1930 
1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 

Actuall. 

Ez·Mill. 

Re. A. P. 

220 
220 
1 14 6 
1 13 9 
1 13 0 
1 12 0 

(Jan .. April)., 
Remark •• -Atl4 1 anna. per piece 

for Calcutta delivery. 

RemarkB by Millowner,' Allociation, Bombay.-The English cloths would be much more expensive to make than the India.n cloth. There is prob
ably indirect competition between the two cloths and any reduction in the price of the United Kingdom cloths would ma.ke the India.n a.rticle nn. 
Ia.leable at the present price which is about the ba.re ma.nnfacturing cost. 



· REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED 13Y THE BENGAL CHAMBER OF COMMERCE-contd. 

No. 12. 

ENGLISH SAMPJ.E PARTIClTLARS. INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. G. 16. 
Descriptioll of Sample: Grey Dhoty: J. F. & Co., 65. 

No. of Samnle: Ind. G. 17. Name of Mill: The New Kaiser-i-Hind 
Spinniug and Weavillg Co., Ltd. 

Description of S"mple: Grey Dhoty, 51. 

Dimensicm,s, etc., as given by Chamber. Particu lars as given by Chamber., 
Ins. Yds. Lhs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
44 X 10 1* 32 50 72 

Pick. 
60 

Ins. Yds: 
44x1O 

Lbs. 
2 

Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
42 (1' plain col. border). 

30 40 56 

Dimensions, etc., as ascertained by M. o. A., Bombay. Actual particular~ as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft.. Ends. Pick. 
56 

Ins. Y,ls. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
48 44 X 10 32 52 68 44 X 10 2* 281 39 56 

Price data. Price data aR git'en by Chamber. 
Sale pri~e. .18 given by ChamiJer. Actuals. 

Wholesale 
Rs. A. P. market 

1927 3 0 0 price. 
1928 3 4 0 Rs. A. P. 

1929 2 14 9 1927 2 13 0 1930 
1930 2 14 0 1932 2 15 0 1931 
1931 1933 1 14 0 1932 

1934 1 13, 0 1933 
1932 2 4 9 1935 I 13 0 1934. 

Ez-Mill. 

Rs. A. P. 

220 
220 
I 14 6 
I 13 9 
1 13 0 

1933 2 7, 0 1935 (Jan .. 
1934 2 0 0 April). 1 12 0 
1935 2 6 6* Rrmarks.-Add 1 anna per piece 
* Appears to be quotation only. for Calcutta delivery. 

Remarks by Millowners' Association, Bombay.-The English cloths would be much more expeasive to make than the Indian cloth. There is prob. 
ably indirect competition between the two cloths and any reductin in the price of the United Kingdom cloths would make the Indian article' un.
laleable, at tbe present price which is about the bare manufacturing cost. 



No. 13. 

ENOI.ISB SAMPLE P ARTICU.ARS. INDUN SAMPLlII PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample : U. K. G. 18. 
Description of Sample: Grey Jaconet Dhoty, RalIi Bros., 5400. 

Di!l!en8ion8, etc., a8 given by Chamber. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. WE'ft. Ends. Pick. 
« X 10 It 40 50 84 68 

0" coloured border). 

Dimen8iaM, etc., a8 a8cenained by M. O. A., Bon,bay. No quality eompetes with No. 5400 quality. 

Ins. Yds. Lhs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Piek. 

MxW • 00 ~ H 

Price data as git·en by Chamber. 

Sale price, 
Calcutta. 

Rs. A. P. 

1927 3 2 6 
1928 3 4 9 
1929 3 I 9 
1930 2 12 6 
1931 2 8 0 
1932 2 4 9 
1933 2 5 Ii 
1934 2 7 0 
1935 2 7 4i 

Remarks by Millowner8' A8sociation, Bombay.-It would possibly be perfectly correct to say that there is no identical quality of Indian Dhoty on 
the market, but the competition of this and other similar dhoties does affect the price realisable for Indian Dhoties of a much coarser texture. 

The price given by the Chamber, 1935, is Rs. 2.7.4i~ The Calcutta Customs quotation in September, 1935, was Rs. 2·5·9. 

'""' 0 
~ 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE BENGAL CHAMBER OF COMMERCE-ccmtd. 

EliOf,ISB SAMPLB PABTICULABS. 

No. of Sample : U. K. G. 19. 
Description of Sample: Shirting Dhoty, J. F. & Co., 2494. 

In8. Yds. 
44 x ,Ill 

OM border) 

Dimen8ion8, etc., as given by Ohamber. 

Lhs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
40 50 60 

Pick. 
48 

Dimension8, etc., as ascertained by M. O. A., BcmtlJay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
48 

1927 , 
1928 
1929 
1930 
1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 

30 44 60 

Price data a8 git.en b1l Ohamber. 
Sale price, 
Calcutta. 
Annaa. 

41-5 
42·5 
39·62 
37·75 
28·50 
31-5 
32·5 
35,0* 
3)·0* 

No. 14. 
INnIAN SAMPLE P ABTIC1:LABS. 

No. of Sample: Ind. G. 20. Name of Mill: Sir Shapurji Broacha. Mills 
Desrription of Sample: Grey Dhoty, 542. 

Ins. Yde. 
44 XlIII 

Partioular8 as given by Ohamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
lis- 40 40 56 

Pick. 
48 

Actual particulars as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yde. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
44 39 X 91 Ii 36 40 52 

A8 given by Ohamber. 

1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 

Annas. 

24·00 
'23·50 
23·00 
22·00 

Price data. 
Actuals. 

Ex·Mill. 
Annas. 

1932·33 21·25 
1933·34 21-27 
1934·35 2H9 
Latest 21·71 

Remarks.-Sold for Calcutta 
market. 

* Apparently quotationA. , 
Remarks by Millowners' Association, Bombay.-The English cloth is definitely-of more expensive construotion than the Indian cloth and the 

Dhoties are of different sizes; the rea) width ofthe Indian Dhoty is 39' and the length 91 yards. The Indian article appears to be relatively cheaper 
<than the United Kingdom quality. ' 



ENGLISH SAMl'LJII PARTICt:LARS •. 

No. of Sample: U.K. G. 21. 
Description of Sample: Jacouet Dhoty, Ralli.452. 

Dimens,rm8, etc., a8 given by Ohamber. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
56 42 X 12 2.31 oz. 40 40 64 

liN dobby border. 

DimenJlians, etc., a8 a8certained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
52 

1927 
1928 
1929 
1930 

36 44 60 

Price data a8 given by Chamber. 

Sale price, 
Cal"utta. 
Rs. A. P. 

370 
3 8 9 
3 6 4! 
2 15 .9 

1931. 2 12 0 
1932 2 12 71 
1933. 2 11 0 
1934 2 12 It 
1935 (appears to be quotation only) . 2 12 6 

No. 15. 

INDIAN SAMl'LB PARTICULARS. 

No. of Smaple: Iud. G. 23. Name of Mill: New City of Bombay. 
Description of Sample: Grey Sareo, 4192. 

Particular, a8 given by Ohamber. 

Ills. Yds. Lb8. Warp. Weft. Euds. 
40 X 12' 2.51 oz. 30 40 56 

It" dobby border. 

ActuaZ particulars a' ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
40 X 2.12. 21 28 40 66 

Price data. 
As given by Chamber. ActuaZ,. 

Pick. 
20 

Pick. 
48 

Ex·Mill. 
Re. A. P. 

No particulars. 1934 2 6 4t 
1935 2' 6 8t 
Latest, 1935 2 6 3 

RemarkB by Milloumers' A88ociation, B~.-T~ere is indirect competition between the cl~ths, hut the Eng,lish cloth is definitely more e~p~. 
sive to produce and would always fetch a hIgher prICe. As a matter of fact, these cloths are bemg sold by the mills at bare cost and any reduction m 
the price of the United Kingdom quality would drive the Indian cloths out of the market. 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE BENGAL CHAMBER OF COMMERCE--conta. 

ENGI.ISB SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. G. 21. 
Description of Sample: Grey Jaconet Dhoty, Rallis, 452. 

Dime1l8icm8, etc., a8 given by Chamber. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

42 X 12 2M 40 40 64 
11" dobby border. 

Dime1l8icms, etc., as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

1927 
1928 
1929 
1930 
1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 

36 44 60 

Price data a8 given by Chamber. 

" 

1935 (appears to be quotation only) 

Sale price, 
Calcutta. 

Rs. A. P. 

370 
389 
3 6 4i 
2 15 9 
2 12 0 
2 12 7i 
2 11 0 
2 12 Ii 
2 12 6 

No, 16. 
bDLUf SOOLll:· P ABTIOULAllS. 

No. of Sample: Ind. G. 22. Name of Mill: Indian Manufacturing. 
Description of Sample: Grey Dhoty, 9910. 

Particular8 all given by Chamber. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
40 X 12 2* 30 40 56 

2' dobby border. 

Pick. 
50 

Actual particular8 a8 a8certainfa by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
40 X 12 21 29 39 56 
Ii' fancy border. 

1934 , 
1935 , 

Price data Actuals. 

Latest 29th July, 1935 

Pick. 
48 

Delivery, 
Calcutta. 

Rs, A. P. 

2 5 11 
2 6 21 
2 6 5i 

Remarks by Millowner8' AB8ociaticm, Bombay.-See remarks on U. K. G. 21, Ind. G. 23. 



ENGLISH SAl\IPLEI P ARTIOULAllS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. G. 24. 
. {3260") 

Description of Sample: Grey Ja~onet 3270 ~ Ralli Bros. 
3280) . 

Dimensions, etc., as given by OkamlJer. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. W"ft. Ends. Pick. 

No. 17. 

INDIAN SAl\IPLBPARTIOULAlIS. 

No. of Sample: None. Name of Mill : E. D. Sassoon United Mill. 

Description of Sample: Grey Jacon"t. 353. 

Particulars as given by Ohamber. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
32601 80 72 
3270 >- 42 X 20 31 (avg.) 40 40 -------
3280) 80 80 

3260 
3~70 

22600 

DimeMcms. etc., as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
40 48 80 
40 44 80 
40· 44 80 

Price data as given by Ohamber. 
1927. 

Obviously wrong .. 

Pick. 
64 
70 
72 

Actual particulars as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lhs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
44x20 36 42 68 64 

1934 
1935 

Price data-Actual8. 

Bales. 
10 
10 
8 

Ez·Mill. 
Rs. A. P. 

3 13 I 
3 13 I 
3 12 0 

Remarks by MilZowner8' A88ociation, Bombay.-The price data furni&hed 8ft obviously wrong. The English cloth is of more expensive oonstrue
+-< tion than the Indian cloth. 

The small sales of the Indian line may be noted. 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE BENGAL CHAMBER OF CO:MMER~. 

No. of Sample: U. K. G. 25. 

:Description of Sample: Grey Shirting, RaIli, 5900. 

Ins. Yds. 
42 X 38 

Dime1Ulion8, etc., as given by Ohamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
7* 40 40 80 

DimenslO1l8, etc., as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
40 36 80 

Price data as given by Chamber. 

Pick. 
72 

Pick. 
64 

Sale price.* 

Rs. A. P. 

1927 10 4 6 
1928 11 14 0 
1929 11 I 0 
1930 10 7 0 
1931 to 1934 No quotation. 
1935 (Quotation only) 7 15 7 

ex-duty. 
• The sale prices given apparently include duty and 0.11 charges. 

No. 18. 

INDIAN SAlIIl'LlD P ABTIOULABS. 

No. of Sample: Name of Mill: E. D. Sassoon United Mill. 
Descl;iption of Sample: Grey Shirting, 353. 

Particulars as given by Ohamber. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. 'Yarp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

Particulars not known. No sample. 

Act~ particulars as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. (Pick. 

44 X 38 36 42 68 64 

Ex-Mill. 
'Rs. A. P. 

1933 7 8 2 
1934 7 5 Or 
1935 7 I 0 

Remarks by MiUoumers' Association, Bombay.-The Indian cloth is definitely of cheaper construction than th" English cloth against which it is 
matched. The Indian cloth appears to be relatively better value than the English cloth. , 

The Indian cloth is being sold at a 10SB. 



ENGLISH SAlIl'Ll!I P AlITIOULABS. 

'No. of Sample: U. K. G. 26 • 

.Description of Sample: Grey Shirting (Flag). 
GM. 

Ins. Yds.-

39 X .37·-38 

C. 

Dime'll8ion8, etc., CIB gillen by Ohamher. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. . Ends. 

30 30 64 

Pick. 

64 

Dimension8, etc., CIB ClBcertained by M. O • .A., Bombay. 

!Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. EndB. Pick. 

64 :39 X 37-38 34 30 64 

1927 

1928 

Price data CIB gillen by Ohamber. 

1929 to 1935 • 

Rs. A. P. 

912 I) 

11 0 6 
Not furnished. 

No. 19. 

Particular, CIB gille" by Ohamber. 

Ins. YdB. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

U. K. G. 26 & 26A have been matched against E. D. S. U.'s Grey Shirt
ing No. 353, 44'x38 yds., and No. 352, 42'x38 yds. No Samples. 

.AchIaJ particulars CIB ClBcertain.ed by M. O • .A., Bombay. 

Ins. YdB. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

Price data CIB gillen by Ohamber. 

Particulars for Indian quality are given in Sheets U. K. G. 26A. 



REPRESENTATION SUBlUTTED BY THE BENGAL CHAMBER OF COMMERC~. 

ENGLISH SAMPLE . PARTICULARS. 

~o. of Sample: U. K. G. 26A. 
Description of Sample: Gr"y Sloirti"~_ 44000 G. T. Co. 

Dimensions, etc., as given by Clu:tmber. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

41 X 37!-38 30 30 72 64 
Dimen.nons, etc., 08 osrertoin~d by M. O. A., Bombay. 

11ll!. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

1927 
1928 • 
1929 to 19:)5 

30 30 72 64 
Price data as given by Clu:tmber. 

Sale pri,-e.· 
Rs. A. 1'. 
10 12 9 
900 

No. 20. 
INDIAN SAMPLE PARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample: None. Name of Mill: E. D. Sassoon United Mill. 
Descl'iption of Sample: Grey Shhtin~, 352. 

Particulars as given by Clu:tmber. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. W/lrp. Weft. Ends. 'Pick. 

None. No sam pit'. 
Actual particulars as ascertained /:iy M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
41 x 38 36 42 68 64 

Price data. 
As given by Clu:tmber. 

Wholesale market price (1935) 
RR.7·0-0. 

1933 
1934 
1935 

ActualB. 
Ex·Mill. 

Rs. A. 1'. 

7 0 III 
6 13 7 
692 

• United Kiogdom prices apparently include duty and all charges. .. 
Remark8 by MilWwners' A88ociation, Bombay.-The cloths are not really comparable and it may be noted that the Indian cloth was not made till 

~onsiderably later than the English cloth was displaced from the market. The Indian cloths have really been produced to meet Japanese competition 
and ,have so far sold either at a loss or at bare manufacturing cost. A fair selling price has n~ver been realised. . 

ENGLISH SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: U.K.C.26B. 
DescriJ,tioll of Fiample: Grey Shirtu% 45000 C. T. Co., Ltd. 

Ins. Yds. 
44X37!-38 

Dimen8ion8, eic., as give'll by Clu:tmbfT. 
Lb·. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

30 30 72 
Dimensions, etc., a8 a6certained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
28 28 68 

Pick. 
64 

Pick. 
60 

No. 21. 
INDIAN SAlI1PL:Bl P ARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample : None. Name of Mill : E. D. Sassoon United Mill. 
Desf;ription of Sample: Grey St:irtillg. 5500 Lady. 

Particulars as given by Clu:tmber. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. W~rp. Weft. Ends. 
44 X 38 .... 

Actual particulars as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Y ds. L bs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
44 X :18 36 42 76 

Pick. 

Pick. 
72 



Price data tU given by Chamber. 

1927 
1928 to 1935 

Sale pril·e. 

Rs. A. P. 

11 6 9 
Nil. 

AB given by Chamber. 
Price tl!Jta. 

Calcutta wholesale market 'pri~e 
(1935) Ra. 8·10·0. 

Aclfl4l8. 

llemarkl by Millowner,' Association, Bombay.-PlE-ue Bee remarks on Sheet for U. K. G. 26A. 

1933 
1934 
1936 

Ex·MiII. 
Rs. A. P. 

8 7 10 
8 3 10 
828 

ENGLISH SAMPLJII PARTIOULARS. 

,No. of Sample: U. K. C. 28. 
DeAcription of Sample: Gl'ey Madapolam, 991, Ralli. 

Dimensions, etc., as gillen by Chamber. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
62 X 23 2H 36 42 28 24 

Dimensions, etc., aB ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
InB. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

24 39 25 20 
Price data tU given by Chamber. 

1927 
1928 
1929 
1930 
1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 (Q~otati~n oniy) 

f'j"le price." 
Rs. A. P. 

2 15 0 

313 
2 10 9 
2 10 6 
2 10 Ii 
No sale. 
No sale. 
2 10 1 

No. 22. 
INDIAN SAMPLJII PABTIOULABS. 

No. of Sample: Ind. G. 29. Name of Mill: E. D. SaSBoon United Mill. 
Desoription of Sample: Grey Madapolam, 250. . 

Particulars tU given by Oh4rrWer. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
52 X 23 2* 36 42 28 24 

Actual particmars tU tUcertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
52 )( 23 30 40 26 20 

1932 . 
1933 . 
1934 • 
1935 . 

Price data-Actuals. 

Ex·Mill. 
Rs. A. P. 

24,8 
2 0 10 
2 1 Ii 

No sales. 

.. The prices given for the United Kingdom cloth appear to include duty and landing charges in the earlier years and the 1935' price is, in our view, 
a very approximate quotation only. • 

Remarks by Mil!owners' Association, Bombay.-The cloths are comparable, but the difference in weight of the English cloth would justify a higher 
price than the Indian. The Indian cloth appears to be relatively cheaper than the English cloth, but it is being sold at or about the bare manufao
turing cost. This cloth was made for Rallis in an endeavour to meet Japanese competition. Now neither the United Kingdom nor Indian cloth can be 
Bold. 



REPRESENTATION SUBMlTrED Blt THE BENGAL cHAMBim OF COMMERC~. 

ENGLISH SAHPLB P ABTIOULABII. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 1 W. 
Description of Sample: White Nainsook (Bombay Co.), B. G. 65. 

Dime1l8ion8, etc., a8 gillen by Ohamher. 

No. 23. 
INDLUr SAMPLB P ARTIOULABS; 

No. of Sample : Ind. 1 W. Name ofllfill: Kohinoor.· 
Description of Sample : White Nainsook, 4417. 

Particular, a8 gillen by Oluvrnber. 
Ina. Yds. Lba. Warp. Weft. Enda. Pick. Sq., yds. pel' lb. Ina. Yds. Lba. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Sq. yds. per lb. 
27 X 18 If 38 44 42 42 9·8 

DimenaiO'1l8, etc., a8 a8Cerlained by M. O. A., Brrmbay. 
Ina. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends., Piok. 

42 27 X 18 40 36 46 ' 

November, 1930 
1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 

Price dala a8 gillen by Oluvrnber. 

Rs. A. P. 
1 14 0 
1 12 6 
1 12 0 
1 11 6 
1 12 9 
1 13 3 

27 X 18 lU 34 32 49 40 8·5 
Actual particular, a8 aBcerlained by M. O. A., Brrmbay. 

Ina. Yda. . Lba. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
25 X 18 If 42 40 50 

Price data. 
A, gille71 by Ohamher. Actual.!. 

Pick. 
40 

1935 • • Re. 1·7.0. 1934. • • Re. 1:11·8. 
Not made.in 1935. 

BemarkB by Milfowners' Association, Brrmbay.-The price quoted by Chamber for Ind. 1 W. refers to another quality af Mull with a much lower 
warp and ends and pick. 

No. 24. 
ENGLI8K SAMPLB PABTIOVLARS. 

No. of Sample : U. K. 2 W. 
Description of Sample: White Mull (Bombay Co.}, 4260. 

Dime1l8iIYTU, ·etc., a8 gillen by Oluvrnber. 
Ina. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
44 X 20 2i 36 38 51 

Di1M1I8ion~, etc., a8 ascertained by M. O. A" Brrmbay. 
Ina. Yd.. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

40 42 50 

Pick. 
43 

Pick. 
44 

INDLUr SAMPLB PARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample: Ind. 2 W. Name of Mill: E. D. Sassoon United Mill. 
Description of Sample: White Mull, 7474. 

Particulars aB gillen by Oha:mJur. 
Ins. Yda. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
44 X 20 31 32 30 52 

Actual particular8 a8 ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ina. Yde. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
44 X 20 36 42 52 

Piok. 
42'" 

Piok. 
42-



Price dal4 a. giwn by Chamber. Price tlauI. 
Landed cost ex. .A. given by Chamber. .A~uaI". 

eluding duty. Ez.Milf_ 
R ~~ 

b 
s. A. P. Cases. Rs. A. P. 

Novem er, 1930 2 12 3 Calcutta wholesale rate nett (1935) 1933 5 3 1 4, 
1931 2 9 3 Rs. 3·5·0. 1934 15 3 0 1 
1932 2 11 0 55 3 0 9' 
1933 2 9 9 10 3 3 0 
1934 2 12 6 1935 10 3 6 8 
1935 . • •• 3 0 6 6 3 2 6 

Present rate (wholesnle selling rate, nett) 3 4 0 5 3 2 0 
BemMu by Milloumers' Association, Bombay.-The cloths appear to be comparable. The English c.i.f.c.i. quotation given for 1935 appears to be 

unduly high compared with the previous years' quotations and the wholesale selling rate for 1935. The emallsales of the Indian cloth may be noted. 
No. 26. 

ENGLlSH SAMl'Llii PARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 3 W. . 
Description of Sample: White Mull (Shimwell's), 42999. 

Dimen.tiona, etc., as given by Chamber. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Sq. yds. per lb. 
42 X 20 3t1r 38 44 72 62 7·3 

Dimensions, etc., as ascertained by M. O. A .• Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Wt. per sq. yd. 
42 X 20 44 48 76 64 , 1-96 oz. 

Price data as given by Ohamber. 

November, 1930 
1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 

Landed price, 
Calcutta, ex· duty. 

Rs. A. P. 
453 
430 
410 
3 14 0 
3 III 0 
400 

INDIAN SAMl'Llil P ARTIOULABS. 

No. of Sample: Ind. 3 W. Name of Mill: Multan Mills. 
Description of Sample: White Mull, 4050. 

Particulars as gillen Tiy Chamber. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Piok. 
41 X 20 36 36 69 56 

.Actual particulan-s as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins; Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

The Mill cannot be identified. 
Price data as given by Chamber. 

No information furnished. 

Bemaru by Millowners' A8sociat~on, Bombay.-Mill ~annot be identifie~ and costs and actual construction cannot, ~herefore, be given. The 
example is of little use to the Board m the absence of prlCe data for the Indian cloth. 



REl'REISENTATION SUBMIT'l'ED BY THE BENGAL CHAMBER O~' COMMERC~. 

EJiGLISll SAMPLII PABTIOULABS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 4 W. . 
Description of Sample: White Naiusook (Bombay Co.), B. C. 2. 

Dimensitm8, etc., tU given by Ohonnher. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
44 X 20 3i 36 36 76 67 

Dimemiona, etc., tU IUce,tai7Wl by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lb.. Warp. Weft. Ends. Piok. 

40 40 72 68 
Price data tU given by Ohamber. 

Landed cost, 
ex· duty. 

Rs. A. P. 
November, 1930 4 II 0 

1931 4 6 0 
un 4 5 0 
1933 4 3 0 
1~4 4 6 6 
1935 4 7 6 

Present rate No goods • 

No. 26. 
IJiD'lAlil SAlI1PLII P ABTIOULABS. 

No. of Sample: Ind. 4 W. Name Mill: E. D. Sassoon 
Description of Sample: White Mull, 4420. 

United Mill. 

Particular8 tU gillen by Ohamber. 
Ins. Yds. 
42 X 20 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. ,Pick. 
71 36 32 75 

Actual part£culars a8 ascertai1Wl by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
44 X 20 60 70 72 68 

Price data. 
As gillen by Ohamber. 

Calcutta wholesale JIlarket price 
nett, Rs. 4·12·0. 

1935 
Cases. 

10 
10· 

·'2". 

Actuals. 
Ex-Mill. 
Rs. A. P. 

480 
4 5 0 

. llemarkB by MillO'llJTl£rs' Association, Bombay.-The landed cost figure. given for U. K. cloth appear to in~lude duty. It will be noted t~t the total 
busmeB. for the Indian cloth amounted to 20 bale8 only in 1935 and the cloth was not manufactured in preVlOus years. The actual sample Jsnot 4420 
EDSU . 

No. 27. 
IJlDIAJI SAMPLII PAllTIOULABS. EJlGLlSll SAlI1PLlIi PAllTiOULABS. 

No. of Sample : U. K. 5 W. 
Description of Sample: White Mull (Bombay Co.), 6006. 

Dimensiona, etc., as given by Ohonnher. 
Ina. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Sq. yds. per lb. 
44 X 20 l!o- 90 100 84 76 15·6 

Dimensions, etc., as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
44 X 20 82 104 86 

Pick. 
72 

No. of Sample: Ind. 5 W. Name of Mill: Keshoram., 
.l>escription of Sample: White Mull (Stag). 

Partic'ulars as given by Ohamber. 
Ins. Yd8. Lb8. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Sq. yds. per lb. 
" X 20 1 f! 90 80 84 72 13·56 

Actual particulars as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft.· Ends. 

80 
Pick. 

66 

.. ..... 
t.:). 
o 



Price data as given by Chamber., 
Landed prire, 

ex·duty. 
• Rs. A. P. 

November, 1930 5 1 6 
1931 4 4 3 
1932 4 0 I) 
1933 3 14 6 
1934 4 0 6 
1935 • • 4 4 6 

Wholesale rate, Calcutta, nett 5 4 0 

Price data as given by Chamber. 

Calcutta wholesale selling rate 
nett (1935), Rs. 5·2·0. 

Remarks by Millowner.' ASBociation, Bombay.-The cloths are roughly comparable but the finish of the Unitpd Kingdom ~ample is Buperior and the 
yarns more regular. The Indian Mill is not a member of the As.ocia.tion. The price difference would appear to be justified. The landed price given for 
1935 appears to he unduly high compared with 1933 and 1934. The actual ends and pick appear to be less than those estimated by the United Kingdom. 

ENGLISH SAMPLlIi PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample : U. K. 6 W. 
Description of Sample: White Shirting (Bombay Co.), 5011. 

Dimensions, etc., as given by Chamber. 

No. 28. 
INDIAN S.UlIPLIIl PABTICULA1I8. 

No. of Sample: Ind. 6 W. Name of lIUII: Nagari Mills (Ahmedabad). 
Description of Sample: White Shirting (11 X 11). 

Particulars as given by Chambe .... 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Sq. yds. per lb. Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Sq. yds. per lb. 

30 X 40 7* 20 24, 61 43 4·74 82 X 40 51 36 32 68 61 6·76 
Dimensions, etc., as aBcertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
Actual particularB aB aBcertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft: Ends. Pick. 
32 X 40 . . 40 35 69 60 

Price dolo as given by Chamber. Price data a8 given by Chamber. 
Landed cost, 

ex.duty. Calcutta wholesale price nett, 
Rs. A. P. Rs. 5,·10·0. 

November, 1930 7 8 0 
1931 6 9 0 
1932 6 8 0 
1933 5 12 '0 
1934 6 5 0 
1935 . . . . . . 6 10, 6 

Wholesale price, nett, Calcutta. • • • 8 0 0 . 
RemarkB by MilloiCnerB' A ... ~ciaMon, Bombay.-Prices and particulars for IndIan ~Ioth not c~ecked-Non.member. 
The cloths are not comparable, the Indian cloth being much inferior in construction and fiDlsh. . 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE BENGAL CHAMBER OF COMMERCE-conlil. 

No. 29. 

ENGLISH SAMPLE PARTICULABS. 

No. oCSample: U. K. 7 W. 
Description oC Sample: Bleached Mull (Hoare Millers), (2271). 

Ins. Yds. 
41 X 20 

Dimension8, etc., aa given by Chamber. 

Lbs.Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Sq. yda. per lb. 
Ii 60. 60 71 62 12-15 

Dimen8ion8, etc., a8 ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

INDIAN SAMPLE PABTICULABS. 

No. of Sample: Ind.7W. Name of Mill: NutanMill. 
Description of Sample: Bleached Mull (209). 

Ins. Yds. 
41 X 20 

FarticIIlar8 a8 !liven by Chamber.· 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
2* 40 50 75·6 

ActualparticIIlar8 as aRcertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Pick. 
55 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Ends. 
60 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

41 X 20 64 62 70 

Price data a8 given by Chamber. 

November, 1930 
1931 

·1932 
1933 

. 1934 
1935 

Wholesale price in Calcutta, nett 
• Thu. price appears to be a mistake. 

Landed cost, 
ex· duty. 

Rs. A. P. 

3 6 I} (. 

3 1 O' 
I 13 
2 15 
2 14 
2 15 
3 13 

o· 
3 
o 
6 
o 

Price data aa given by Chamber. 

Ca Icu tta presan t w holesala price, 
Rs.3·4·0. 

Remark8 by Millowner8' A88ociation, Bombay.-The cloths are widely different in construction. 
Note the wide difference in counts of watp and weft. . 
Finish of Indian cloth inferior to English cloth. 
Unable to check particulars and price data of Indian cloth as mill is a non-member. 



ENGLIBn SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. S W. 
Description of Sample: White Nainsook, Bombay Co., 7788. 

Ins. Yds. 
38 X 18 

Dimensions, etc., as git'en by Chamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
2t 36 32 71 

Dimensions, ete., Il8ll8certained b!/ M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ina. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
42 44 73 

Price data as given by Chamber. 

Pick. 
69 

Pick. 
68 

Landed price, 
Calcutta 
ex-duty. 

November, 1930 
1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 

Present rate (wholesale market price, Calcutta, nett) 

Rs. A. P. 

3 8 0 
3 8 3 
3 4 9 
3 0 0 
3 4 6 
3 5 6 
4 0 0 

No. 30. 

INDlAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS'. 

No. of Sample: Ind. 8 W. Name of Mill : New Great Eastern.· 
Description of Sample: White Nainsook, 7799. 

Ins. Yds. 
36 X 18 

Particular8 U8 git'ffl h!/ Clulmber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
21t 36 32 76 

Actual pa.rticu/ar81l8Il8certained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
36 X 18 3·0 ~ 29 40 73 

Price data Actuals. 

Pick·1 
59 

Pick.~ 
60 

Ez-Mill. 
Rs. A. P. 

1931 4 4 O· 

1932 4 0 0-

1933 313 0' 

.1934 311 0 

1935 311 () 

Latest 3 100 () 

Remarks by Millowners' A8sociation, Bombay.-United Kingdom price data cannot be checked. 
The Indian cloth is superior to the English cloth, but realizes & considera bly lower price. It is being sold at a loss in competition with similar 

English cloths. This was made against an English quality which has been reduced in quality during the last two years. 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE BENGAL CHAMBER OF COMMERCE-concld. 

No. 31. 

ESGLISH SAMPLE PARTlCl'LARS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 9 W. 
Description of Sample: White l\lull (53000), Ralli Bros. 

Ins. Yda. 
37 X 20 

Dimensions, etc., as given by Chamber. 

Lbs. ,Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
Ii! 40 50 61 43 

Sq. yda. per lb. 
12·2 

Dimensions, etc., as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yda. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pi,ok. 
40 37 X 20 46 60 60 

Price data as given by Chamber. 

Landed cost, 
ex.duty. 

Rs. A. P. 

November, 1930 2 14 0 

1931 2 9 3 
1932 2 9 6 

1933 2 7 9 
1934 2 6 9 

1935 2 8 0 
Wholesale price, Calcutta, nett 3 2 0 

INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: Ind. 9 W. Name of Mill: Nutan Mill. 
Description of Sample: White Mull (K. E. K.). 

Ins. Yda. 
37 X 20 

Lbs. 

1* 

Particulars as given by Chamber. 

Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
30 30 52 36 

Sq. yds. per lb. 
100 6 

Actual particulal(Jl as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. tPick. 

Price data a.t git'en by C !lUmber. 

* Caleutta wholesale price, Ilett, 
Rs.2·10·0. 

Remarks by Millowners' AS8ociation, Bombay.-The United Kingdom cloth is of more expensive construction though of lighter weight, and would· 
fetch a higher price in the market. 



No. 32. 

ENOLlSH SAMPLE PARTICULARS. INDIAN SAMPLII PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: U. K. 10 W. 
Description of Sample: Whit" Nainsook, Bombay Co., 4 Jaganatb. 

No, of Sample: Ind. lOW. Name of Mill: E.D.SassoonUnitedMilI. 
Description of Sample: White Nainsook, C. G. 6590. 

Dimensicm8, etc., a8 giren by Chamber. Parlievlors (J8 git-en by Chamber. 
Ins. Yds. 
40 X 18 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. _Ends. Pick. 
4!l 

Ins. Yds. 

.40-X 18 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

50 21 38 .38 60 21 36 35 58 

Dime7l.<ion8, etc., a8 ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. Actual particulars as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

!Ins. -Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pi{·k. 
44 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pi!'k. 
46 40 59 

Price data a8 given by Chamber. Price data. 
Landed cost; 

ex.duty. 
Rs. A. P. 

A8 given by Chwmber. Actua18. 

November, 1930 
1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 

2 II 6 
289 
280 
270 
290 
299 

Present wholes·ale market price, Calcutta, nett 3 2 3 

Calcutta wholesale rate, 
Rs. 2.10·0 per pie.:e. 

nett, 1933 • 
1934 • 
1935 . 

Ex·Mill. 
R~. A. P. 

281 
283 
290 

RtmarkB by Mil/owner8' A88ociation, Bombay.--..':The number given for the Indian sample is CG. 6590, but actually, CG. 6590 is a lower construe· 
tion, i.e., 52 X 42. The sample submitted is of another quality selling at a higher price. 

Specification of Sample actually submitted by Chamber of Commerce :-
Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
~ a ~ ~ 

.specification of cloth for" hieh prices have been given by Chamber ·of Commerce :-
Warp. Weft. End.. Pick. 
~ a u ~ 

It has 80 far been sold at or below cost and at the prices quoted ia relatively better value than the English cloth. 



126 

Enclosure No.4. 

REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE UNITED KINGDOM DELEGATION 

No.1: 

INDIAN SAlIIPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: B, 101. Name of Mill : The Colaba Land & Mill Co., Ltd. 
Description of Sample: Grey Shirting, 3800. 

Ins. 
44·4 

Ins. 
44 

x 
Yds. 
38 

ParticularB as given by U. K. Delegation. 
Lbe. Warp. Weft. 
11·75 23·5 28 

Ends. 
68 

Actual particularB a8 ascerlained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Yds. Lbs. Wal·p. Weft. Ends. 

X 38 11·5 24 30 69 

Pick. 
5(1 

Pick. 
62 

Price estimated by Price in India aB estimated by ActualB as ascertained by M. O. A., 
U. K. Delegation. Cl. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

147·0 a11nas per piece 
delivered India ex
duty. 

1935-135·00 annas. 

1931 

Ex·Mill. 
As. P. 

1932 157 2 
1933 142 0 
1934 141 0 
1935 142 0 
Latest price 142 0 

The cloth has not shown a profit 
since 1932, but has been sold 
to provide work for a few 50· 
looms only suitable for plain 
cloths. 

Remarks by Millowners' A88ociation, Bombay.-The inaccuracy of the price data 
supplied may be noted. 

No.2. 

INDIAN SAlIIPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample. B. 102. Name of Mill: The Digvijaya Spinning and Weaving Co., Ltd. 
Description of Sample: Grey Shirting, 4544. 

Ins. 
42·3 

Ins. 

X 

Yds. 
45 

Particulars as given by Cl. K. Delegation. 
Lbs. Warp.. Weft. 
10·91 22·6 27 

Ends. 
48 

, Actual particularl as ascertained by M. o. A., Bombay. 
Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

Mills confirm making particulars given by U. K. 

Pick. 
36 

Pick. 

Price estimated by Price in India as e8timated by Actual8 as ascertained by M. O. A., 
U. K. Delegalion. U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

103·7 annas ex·duty 1935-86,3 annas ex·Mill. Average price for the last two 
delivered India. years about 92 to 93 annas. 

October, 1935-93 annas. 

Remarl'8 by MilloWllers' A8sociation, Bonlbay.-The inaccpracy of the price da~ 
~uJ>plied may be noted. . 



127 

REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE UNITED KINGDOM DELEGATION 
-eontd. 

No.3. 

INDUlI SAllPLlI PABTICUUBs. 

No. of Sample: B. 103. Name of Mill: The Union Mills. 

Description of Sample: Grey Shirting'S'. 

Ina. 

39·5 x 

·Yds. 

37i/38 

PartiC'Ulars a8 given by U. K. Delegation. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. 

8! 18·8 23'6 

Ends. 

43·7 

Actual partiC'Ular8 as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

(Quality has become obsolete-Not made in 19a5.) . 

Pirk. 

41 

Price estimated biJ Price in India a8 estimated by 
U. K. Delegation. U. K. Delegation, 

Actual8 as aBcertained by M . ..o. A., 
Bombay. 

10·97 annas per lb. 1935-10·25 annas per lb. 
delivered Iudi&. 

Bemarks by Millowne'8' AS8ociation, Bombay.-The cloth has not been made since 
1934. 

No.4. 

INDUN SAMI'Ll! P ARTICULABS. 

No. of Sample: B. 104. Name of Mill: Union Mills. 

Description oiSample: Leopard Cloth, 15100; 

Ins. 
42 

Ins. 

42 

Yds. 

X 38 

Particlliars 08 given by U. K. Delegation. 

Lbs. 

1l·97 

Warp. 

18-1 

Weft. 

19·4 

Ends. 

53 

Actual particular8 a8 a8certained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
\ 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends.· 

X 38 Ili 16 20 52 

Piek. 

50·3 

Pick, 

42 

Price estimated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Price in India a8 estimated by Actual8 as ascertained by M. O. A., 
U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

10·29 annaB per lb. 1935-9·28 annas per lb. 
delivered India ex-

duty. 1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 
Latest 

Per'lb. 
As. P. 
9 0 
9 9 
9 3 
9 3 
9 3 
9 3 

Remark8 by Millowners' A88ociation,.B~bay.-The M~s h~ve s.upplied a sample 
piece of their Leopard Cloth, 15100, whICh IS of the speCIficatIOn gIven ahove. The 
sample cloth for which the United Klhgdom Delegation have supplied particulars and 
estinIated a price i8 not manufactured by the Union Mills aI!4 is of 'luite difl'erent con~. 
truction to the real 15100-cutting attached, 
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REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE"UNITED KINGDOM DELEGATION 
-contd. 

No.5. 

INDIAN SAMPLE P,utTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: C. 100. Name of Mill: CentUry Spinning and Manufacturing Co., Ltd. 

Description of Sample: Grey Shirting, BBB921. 

Ins. 

34·8 

Ins. 

36 

Parlicular8 a8 git'e1I by U. K. Delegation. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

X 38 8·84 23·5 19·6 53 

Actual pa.rticular8 a8 ascert:,i1ied by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

X ~ 9 M ~ ~ 

Pick. 

44 

Pick. 

44 

Price estimated by Price in India as estimated by Actual8 a8 ascertained by M. O. A., 
U. K. Delegation. U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

90·1 annas per pie~"" 
delivered in India. 

92·3 annas. 90·0 annas-Latest price, 21st 
November, 1934, ex-Mill. 

Mills state that they were realis
ing higher prices previollsly. 

Sold for Calcutta market. 

No.6. 

INDIAN SAMPLE PARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample: C. 101. Name of Mill: Edsu. 

Description of Sample: Grey Shirting, 4088. 

Ins. 

38 X 

Ins. 

39 X 

Yds. 

38 

PartiC1llar8 a8 given by U. K. Delegatio .... 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

11-18 18·1 17·3 53 

Actual part iCII Im'8 a8 ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Yd.. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

38 lot 20 22 52 

Pick. 

47 

Pick. 

48 

Price estimated by Price in India a8 estimated by Actual. as ascertained by M. O. A., 
U. K. Delegation. U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

112·9 annas, delivereu .1935-103 annas, per piece. 
Indill ex· duty. 

1934 
1935 

Sold in Calcutta. 

Ex-Mill. 
PoJr lb. 
As. P. 

9 8 
9 8l 

Remarks by Millnf/mers' A""ociation, Bombay.-There is a considerable difference in 
the United Kingdom estimate of the ma.king pkrticulars from the a~tual const,ruction. 
If the United Kingdom particulars had been correct, the cost of waking the cloth 41 
lndia would hM'e beon higher thall 103 annas per piece. . 
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REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE UNITED KINGDOM DELEGATION 
-<Onta. 

No.7. 

11mLUI' SAMPLE P AlITIOULABS. 

No. of Sample: C. 102. Name of Mill: The Sassoon Spinning and Weaving Co., Ltd. 
Description of Sam{'le, Grey Shirting, 91l. 

Ins. 
33'9 

Ins. 
34 

x 

x 

Yds. 
38 

Particulars as givelftJy U. K. Delegalicm. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. 
9·26 18'9 21·2 

Ends. 
52 

Actual particulars as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
37l 8l 20 22 52 

Pick. 
49 

Pick. 
44 

Price e8timated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Price in India as estimated by Actllals as ascertained by M. O. A., 
U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

95·3 annas per piece, 1935-89'7 annas per piece. 
delivered Calcutta, 
ex.duty. 

1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 . 
Latest price 

1iJx·Mill, 
per lb. 

As. P. 

10 9 
10 3 
9 6 
9 9 
9 6' 
9 10l 

Remarks by Millowners' Associaticm, Bombay.-The Sassoon Spinning and Weaving 
Co., Ltd., have supplied a counter sample of tbeir 91l Grey Shirting. They state t>hat 
the cloth for which the United Kingdom have given particulars is not their cloth. Note 
the higher pick-Cutting attached of Sassoon's 91l. 

No.8. 

INDIAN SA1IIPLE P AlITIOULABS, 

No. of Sam pie: C. 104. Name of Mill: Edsu. 
Description of Sample: Grey Shirting, 93l 93l· 

Ins. 
37·3 

Ius. 

x 

37 X 

Yds. 
37l/38 

Particulars as given by U. K. Delegaticm., 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. 
9'92 22'7 17·2 

Ends. 
52 

Actual particulars as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
38 91 20 20 48 

Pick. 
44 

Pick.: 
42 

Price estimated by Price in India as e8timated by Actuals as as(-IJrtained by M. O. A., 
U. K. Delegation. U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

92·9 annas per piece, 1935-105 annas per piece. 
delivered India, ex· 
duty. 

• 

1934 
1935 

Ex.Mill, 
per lb. 

As. P. 

9 9 
9 6 

Remarks by Milloumers' AS8ociaticm, Bombay.-Her~ again ,there is som~ doubt aA 
to whether the sample is of Edsu manufacture. The MIll has gIven the particulars for 
their 931/93! which is the nuxnber nearest to • 931 '. . 
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REPRESENTATION SrBMITTED BY THE UNITED KINGDOM DELEGATION 
-comd. 

No.9. 

INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: C. 105. Name of Mill ~ Bombay Dyeing and l\Ianufacturing Co., Ltd. 
(Spring Mill): 

Description of Sample : Grey Shirting, SSS,~ 

Ins. 
32·3 

Ins. 
33 

Yds. 
X 37l/38 

Particulars as given by U. K. Delegati(Yfl. 

Lbs. 
6·75 

Warp. 
20'7 

Weft. 
30'4 

Ends. 
36·8 

Actual particulal's as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. . Ends .. 
X 37l/38 6j 20 28 44 

Pick. 
35·5 

Pick. 
36 

Price estimated by Price in India a~ estimated by Aduals a8 ascertained by M. O. A., 
U. K. Delegation.. U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

66·2 annas per piece, 1935-67 annal! per piece. 
delivered in India, 
ex-duty. 

No. 10. 

1931 

1932 

1933 

1934 

1935 

INDIAl'I SAlIlPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: C. 110. Name of :Mill: E. D. Bassoon United Mills. 
Description of Sample: Grey Jacouet ' 616 '. 

Ins. 
44-2 

Ins. 

44 

Particulars as given by U. K. Dt/egatian. 

Yds. Lbs. Wart,. Weft. Ends. 
X 20 4·42 32·5 39'8 70 

Actual particulars as ascertained by M. O. A" Bombay. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

X 20 4* 36 42 69 

Ex·l\lill, 
Rs. A. P. 

4 7 71 

497 

431 

4 3 10 

421 

Pick. 
65 

Pick. 

64 

Price estimated by Pric~ in India as estimated by Acl!:al •• as ascertainrd by M. O. A .. 
U. K. Delegation. 

58·1 annas delivered 
India, ox-du.ty. 

U. K. Delegatio... Bombay. 

1935-66·0 annas. 1935-R9. 4·13-0 ex-Mill. 

Remark8 by Milloumera' AS8ociafi(Yfl., Bot/j,ay.-The a~tual realisation for the cloth 
is very much higher than that given by United Kingdom. Even this higher price is 
less than a fl~ir Belling price. 
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REPRESENTATION bUBltIlTTED BY THE UNITED KINGDOM DELEGATION 
--i:antd. 

No. 11. 

INDIAN SAMPLE P A.BTICULAlIS. 

No. of Sample: B. 121. Name of Mill: The Century Spinning and Manufaoturing Co., 
Ltd. 

Description of Sample: Grey llull, 2648. 

Ins. 
45·9 x 

Yds. 
20 

Particular. as given by U. K. Delegation. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. 
2·76 37·5 52·2 

Ends. 
51·2 

Pick. 
43·5 

Actual particular8 a8 a8certained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. 
46 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
43 x 20 2·50 40 60 52 

Price estimated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

14·28 annas per lb. 
delivered in India. 

Price On India a. estimated by Actual. a8 a~cerlained by M. O. A., 
U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

1935-16·61 annal per lb. 44 annas per piece (ex.Mill). 
= 17·6 annaB per lb. 

The price given by United King· 
dom is too low. 

Sold in Calcutta market. 

Remark8 by Mil/owner8' A 88ociation, Bombay.-The United Kingdom analysis 
differs considerably from the Mills' actual specification. The price realization for the 
Indian cloth given by United Kingdom is also lower than the actual realization. 

No. 12. 

INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: B.230. Name of Mill: Crown Spinning and Ma'nufacturing Co., Ltd. 
Description of Sample: Grey Dhoty 14808 (Signal). 

Ins. 
41 x 

Yds. 
8 

Particulars a. given by U. K. Delegation. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. 
2-11 21·8 24-5 

Ends. 
52·5 

Pick. 
44-4 

Actual particulars as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. 
42 

Yds. Lbs. Warp.' Weft. Ends,. Pick. 
44 x 8 1 it 22 26 52·5 

Price estimated by 
U. K. Delegatian. 

Price in India as estimated by Actual8 as ascertained by M. O. A., 
U. K. Delegation.' Bombay. 

24·0 annas per piece 
delivered India. . 

1935-21·5 annas. 23·6 annaslatest price. 
Remark8.-Manufactured for last 

two years only. 
Sold for Bombay market. 

Remarks by ~Iillowner8' A8sociation" Bombay.-The prire realised by the mill is COll

siderably higher than the figure given by United Kingdom. 
K2 
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REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE UNITED KINGDOM DELEGATION 
-coned. 

No. 13. 

INDIAl!I SAMPLE P ARTlOULARS. 

No. of Sample: B.231. Name of :Mill: New China Mill. 
Description of Sample: Grey Dhoty (2535). 

Ins. 
50·2 

Ins. 
50 

x 
Yds. 

8 

Particula-rs as given /nJ U. K. Delegation. 
Lbs. Warl" Weft. 
1·74 35-4 50·3 

Ends. 
64·5 

Actual particulars as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
X 8 1·75 40 50 64 

(approximate). 

Pick. 
56·5 

Pick. 
56 

Price estimated by 
U. K. DelegaUon. 

27·3 annaB ex-duty 
delivered in India. 

Price in India as estimated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Aclual8 a8 a8certained by M. O. A., 
Bombay. 

29·5 annas ex-Mill. Last sold -(ex.Mill) in April, 1935, 
at Rs. 1-14-0. Not sold later. 

This sort was not manufactured 
prior to 1935. 

Remark.! by Mill0W1lU8' A88ociation, Bombay.-This quality is comparable with the 
Standard United Kingdom Dhoty solling in Calcutta, No. 2301. 

Specification. :
B.231 • 

Ins. Yds. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

50·2 X 8 
(1' Dobby Border). 

No. 2301 44 X 10 
(Chulpat Border). 

The present bazaar rate for 2301 
or landed cost and duty . 

To make the necessary allowance 
difierence in border-Add 

40 

40 

for the 

Therefore, landed cost and duty for 2301 with 

50 64 

50 64 

29·75 annas per piece. 
28·55 annas per piece. 

1·00 annas per piece. 

8ame border in B. 231 would be . 29'55 annaa per piece, 
or Les8 duty . 5·91 

Pick. 

56 

56 

23·64 annas for 42' X 10 yds_ 
Therefore, proportionate cost for quality B. 

231, 50' X t. =22·55 annas per piece. 
, The United Kingdom give their estimated cost a8 27·3 annas delivered in India ~x
duty vr 4·75 annas Blore than the proportionate price at which thcy are regularly selling 
No. 2301. 

If they were wnling to sell B. 231 at 22'55 annas ex-duty, the total landed cost with 
duty would be 28·19 annaS per piece against the ex-Mill price of Re. 1-14-0=30 annas. 
In this case, the duty of 25 per cent would not be sufficient. 

No. 14. 

lNnIAl!l S.UIPL~ PARTICULARS. 

No. of Rnlllplo: C. 230: Name of Mill: New Kaiser-i-Hind Spinning and Weaving. 
Description of Sample: Grey Dhoty, 5687. 

Ins. 
33-3 x 

Yds. 
8 

Particulars as given by U. K. Delegation. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. 
J-05 ~7 ~3·(J 

Ends. 
4~ 

Pick. 
4Q 
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REPnESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE UNITED KINGDOM DELEGATION 
--f)()1I/,d. 

No. 14-<onld . 

.Actuals particula,. a8 a8certained by M. O • .A., Bombay. 

Ins. 
33 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
40 X 8 1·00 28t 39 48 

Price estimated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Price in India as given by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Actual8 as ascertained by M. O. A., 
Bombay. 

17·00 annas delivered 1935-14·9 annas per pair. 
India, ex.duty. 

Average ex·Mill 
prices. 

1930 • 
1931 • 
1932 • 

Rs. A. P. 

119 
110 
015 4 

1933 0 14 10 
1934 • 0 14 5 
1935 • 0 14 3 
Latest, 1935 0 14 6 

Add-1 anna for Calcutta deli· 
very. 

Remark8 by Millowner8' Association, Bombay.-The Mills' actual specification should 
be noted. If the United Kingdom specifications were correct the cloth would have CO&t 

the Indian mills more than 14 annas 9 pies to make. 

No. 15. 

INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: C.231. Name of Mill: New Kaiser.i·Hind Spinning and Weaving. 
Doscription of Sample: Grey Dhoty, 541. 

Ins. 
35·7 

Ins. 
36 

X 

Yds. 
9 

Pa.rticulars a8 given by U. K. Delegaticm. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. 
1-6 21 21-6 

Ends. 
43 

.Actual particular8 a8 ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
X 9 In- 22! 31 44 

Pick. 
40 

Pick. 
4<1" 

Price ... timated by, Price in India as estimated by Actual8 as ascertained by M. O. A., 
U. K. Delegation. U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

21·1 annas per pair 
dolivered India ex
duty. 

1935-18·3 annas per pair. 

1930 
1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 
Last sale 

Add-I anna for 
very. 

Rs. A. P. 
Ex·Mill. 

Rs. A. P. 
158 
1 4 7t 
1 210 
123 
116 
1 1 6f 
1 2 It 

Cak-utta deli· 

Remark8 by Millowners' Association, Bombay.-Note the difference in specifications.. 
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-contd. 

No. 16. 

INDIAN SAlI1PLE P ABTICULARS. 

No. of Samplo: C. 232. Name of Mill: New City of Bom bay. 
Description of Sample: GI'oy Dhoty, 8530;. 

Ins. 
40 x 

Yds. 
91 

Particulars a8 given by U. K. Delegation. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. 
1·44 27·4 36·2 

Em)s. 
48 

l'kk. 
40 

Actual parliculara a8 a8certained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. 
39 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
X 91 1* 29 40 48 

Price e8timated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

23·2 annas ex-duty. 

Price in India a8 estimated by Actuals as ascertained by M. O. A., 
U. K. Delegation. Bombay., 

1935-21,5 annu e,x·lIIill. Average price, 
eJ:-lIlill. 

Rs. A. P. 
1931 1 3 jj 
1932 Not sold. 
1933 Not sold. 
1934 1 6 7 
1935 • • Not Sold. 
Latest price 1 6 7 

Prices do not cover even manu· 
facturing cost. 

Remarks by M illou>1lcrs' Association, Bo1/tbuy.-lf the doth had been made to the 
United Kingdom specification, it would have cost the Indian Mill more to manufac
ture. 

No. 17. 

INDIAN SAlI1PLB PARTIOULABS. 

No. of Sample: C. 233. Name of :r.1ill: Kohinoor. 
Description of Sample: Grey Dhoty, 91. 

11111. 

44·2 

Ins. 
44 

X 

Y.ds. 
10 

Particulars 48 given by U. K. Delegation. 

Lba. Warp. Weft. 
2·02 27·8 36 

Ends. 
56 

Actual particlIlm's as ascertained by M. O. A., B07I,bay. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
X 10 2ir 30 40 5!i 

Pick. 
46 

Pick. 
4.6 

Price estimated by p"ice in India as estimated by Actual. us (IJ!CfI'tai1/ed by M. O. A., 
U. K. Delegation. U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

27·6 annas delivemd 
India ex·duty. 

1935-29·6 annas. 

1933 
1934 
1935 

E",-!\Iill. 
Rs. A. P. 

1 13 2 
1 12 4 
1 13 6 

Remarks by Mil1ou>1lers' A8sociaticnI, Bombay.-One anna more per picce would be 
roquired for Calcutt-a delivery. 

If the United Kingdom specifications W61'e conoct., the Indian cost of lllllnufndul'O 
~nd seiling price would have been higher. 
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No. 18. 

INDIAN SAMl'LE PARTICULARS. 

No. of /Sample: C.234. Name of Mill: Indian Manufacturing. 
Description of Sample: Grey Dhoty, 2699. 

Ins. 
44 

Particular8 a8 given by U. K. Delegation. 
Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

X 101-97 27·6 36·1 47 

Actual particular8 a8 a8certained by M. O. A., Bonibay. 
Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. - Ends. 

X 10 Ifl- 29 39 48 

Pick. 
40 

Pick. 
40 

Price estimated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Price in India a8 eetimated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

1935-24·7 annas. 

Actua18 a8 a8certained by M. O. A., 
Bombay. 

22· 3 annas delivered 
India ax.duty. 

1930 
1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 . . 
Lat<lst price, 

20th July, 
1935 

Delivery 
Calcutta. 
Rs. A. P. 

1 13 6 
1 8 5* 
1 10 2i 
1 8 5* 
180 
183 

1 8 5*-
Bareley" covers manufacturing cost. 

Rw,'.,ks by Mil/owners' AMociation, Bombay.-If the United Kingdom specification 
wore cOlTect, the Indian cost of manufacture would have been higher. 

No. 19. 

INDIAN SAlIIl'LE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: C. 235. Name of Mill: New City of Bombay. 
Description of Sample: Grey Dhoty, 2582. 

Particular8 a8 gillen by U. K. Delegation. 
Ins. Yds. Lb.. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

43'3 X 10 1'74 33'3 3'88 48 40 

Actual particular8 a8 ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ius. 
48 

Yd.. Lbs. Warp. Weft. 'Ends. Pick. 
40 X 10 Ifl- 29 40 48 

P"ice estimated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Price in India a8 estimateiby Actuals as aacerlained by M. O. A., 

1935-22·4 annal!, ex· 
duty delivered India. 

U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 
25 anna. ex.Mill. 

Average prices, 
ez·Mill. 

Rs. A. P. 
1931 1 10 6 
1932 1 10 8! 
1933 1 8 9 
1934 1 8 5 
1935 • 1 8 If 
Latest . 1 8 5 

Sales do not cover even manufac
turing cost. 
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-contd. 

No. 20. 

INDIAN SAMPLE P ARTICULAlIS. 

No. of Sample: C: 236. Name of Mill: Century. 
Description of Sample: Grey Dhoty, 2411. 

Ins. 
44·3 

Ins. 
44 

Yds. 
10 

PartiC1llar8 a8 given by U. K. Delegation. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. 
1'93 22·9 30·4 

Ends. 
39 

Actual particular8 as ascertained by M. 0; A., Bombay. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
10 1-81 24 32 39 

Pick. 
36 

Pick. 
36 

Price e8timated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Price in India a8 estimated by Actuala a8 a8certained by M. O. A., 
U. K. Delegatio'll.. Bombay. 

22·6 aunas per pair, 
delivered Caloutta. 

2~·6 annas per pair. 21 annas, ex-Mill, dated the 17th 
April, 1935. 

Remarks.-First manufactured in 
1932 when price realised was 
22 annas. 

Sold for Calcutta market. 

Remarks by Millowner8' A8sociation, Bombay.-If the United Kingdom specification 
were correct, Indian cost of manufacture would have been higher. 

No. 21. 

INDIAN SAlIIPLE PARTICULAlIS. 

No. of Sample: B. 331. Name of Mill: Khatau Makanji Spinning and Weaving Co. 
Ltd. 

Description of Sample: Bleached Dhoty (709). 

Ins. 
47-5 

Ins. 
47 

Yds. 
9 

Particulars as given by U. K. Delegation. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. 
1·39 36·2 54·7 

Ends. 
66 

Actual particular8 as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
9 1·39 40 54 66 

Pick. 
55 

Pick. 
56 

Price e8timated by Price in In,dia a8 estimated by 
U. K. Delegation. U. K. Delegation. 

Actuals a8 a8certained by M. O. A., 
B01l1bay. 

34·4 annas per pair, 1935-38 annas per pair. 
delivered in India, 
ex-duty. 

1935-37·125 annas per pair, 
ex-Mill. 

Remark8 by MilloWners' AS8ociaticm, Bombay.-The specification given by the rnit"d 
Kingdom is not quite correct, and if the Indian cloth had been made with 36s warp 
instead of 408, the Indian manufacturing cost would be slightly higher. 
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No. 22. 

lNDLUr SAlIIl'LB P ARTIOULABS. 

No. of Sample : B.333. Name of Mill : The Standard Mills Co., Ltd. 
Description of Sample: Bleached Dhoty (Sansar Sagar). 

Ins. 
50·3 

Ins. 
53 

Grey. 
49/50 

Bleached. 

Yds. 
8 

Particular. aB given by U. K. Delegation. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. 
0'98 65·2 75·5 

Ends. 
79 

Actual particular. aB aBcerlained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
8 0·98 70 80.' 78 

Pick. 
59·4 

Pick. 
60 

Price esimated by Price in India aB utimated by ActualB aB aBcertained by M. O. A., 
U. K. Delega/ion.. U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

32·9 annas per pair, 1935-38·1 annas per pair. Prioo data approximately correct 
delivered in India, 
ex-duty. 

No. 23. 

nlDLUr SAlIIl'LB PARTIOULABS. 

No. of Samplo: B. 334. Name of Mill: Indian Manufacturing. 
Description of Sample: Bleached Dhoty, 4810. 

Ins. 
44·2 

Ins. 
49 

Grey. 

Particular. aB (liven by U. K. Delegation. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. 
8 1-7 28·2 34·5 

Ends. 
60·3 

Actual particular. a8 a8certained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Yds_ Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
10 2ir 29 39 60 

Pick. 
52·5 

Pick. 
52 

Price ulimated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Price in India a. ulimated by Actual8 aB a8certained by M. O. A .. 

29·4 annaa delivered 
India, ex-duty. 

U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

1935-28·0 annas. 

1930 • 
1931 • 
1932 • 
1933 • 
1934 • 
1935 • 
Latest (28th 

October, 
1935) 

Delivered 
Calcutta. 
Rs. A.. p. 

214 41 
2 6 41 
2 8 8 
2 5 0 
2 2 6 
2 3 7 

2 4 1 

Remarks by Milloumer.' A.sociation, Bombay.-We must assume that the United 
Kingdom cost has been taken ·out for 49" X 10 yards. 



ltEl;lt:EISENTATION St'BlIlITTED BY THE UNITED KINGDOM DELEGATION 
-contd. 
No. 24. 

INDIAN SAMPLE PAR1:ICULARS. 

No. of Sample: B. 300. Name of Mill: Kohinoor. 
Doscriptioll of Sample: Bleached Shirting, Sepoy. 

PUlticulars us gil-en by U. K. DeleYIIlion. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. W"rl" Weft. EndH. Pick. 
32·6 X 42 9'58 23-1 18·1 66 52 

Act/wi parliculars as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
33 X 42 9i 24 18 64 52 

P,-ice as eslinuued by Pdce in india a8 estimated by 
U. K. Delegatiorr. U. K. Delegation. 

Actuals as ascertained by M. O. A., 
Bombay. 

133-3 annas deliverod 1035-133·8 annas. 
India ex.duty. 

No. 25. 

1934 
1935 

INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: B. 302. Name of Mill: Tata Mills. 
Doscription of Sample: Bleached Shirting, 4331. 

Parliclilars a8 given by U. K. Delegation. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. 
29 X 40 7·87 20-8 18-4 

Ends. 
56 

Actllall'artiCfllars a8 ascertained by Jl. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. 
29 X 

Yds. - I.bR. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
38 7·75 22 20 56 

Ex·1I1ill. 
Annas. 

14H'> 
134-(l 

Pit·k. 
42 

Price e.timated by 
U. K. Dclegation. 

107·2 annns per piece 
delivered in India. 

Price in India. a8 estimated by Actual. a8 ascertained by M. O. A., 
U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 
93·5 annas per piece. 

1931 
1932 
1933 
1})34 
1935 

Ex·1I1ill. 
Annas. 
109 
103 
85 

. 88 
. No sales. 

Relllark8 by .11 iIlolI'lle.r.' .·hsudaNon, BOl1lba!J.-Tho 1933 price represents a sale to 
clear stocks at a sacrifice price. 

No. 26. 
INDIAN SAMPLB PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: n. 303. Name of Mill: Svadeshi. 
Description of Sample: Bleached Long~loth, 6600. 

IllS. 

34·7 x 
Yds. 
40 

Pm'lieu/m's a8 git'fn by U. K. Delegation. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. 
8·43 39'7 29 

Ends. 
81 

Pick. 
68·3 

Actual particlIlurs as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ills. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
34 X 40 81 36 30 80 72 

Price estimated by Price in Indiu as estimated by Act'uals a8 ascertained by M. O. A., 
U. K. DelfUIltion. U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

131'8 allnas per pioCQ 1935-147·1 allnas per piece. 
d"livered India ex· 
duty 

Ex·:Mill. 
Annas. 

1934 148'75 
1935 147'16 
Latest. • 147'5 

Relliarks -First m.mufnctw-ed in 
1934; 
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ltEPREI:iENTATION SUBlllTTED BY THE UNITED KINGDO~I DELEGATIOl'i 
-con/d. 

No. 27. 

INDLUI SAMPLE PAB'rlCULAR~. 

No. of l:iample: B.304. Name of lIIill: Tata lIIills, Ltd. 

Duscription of Sample: Bleached Shirting, 4367B. 

Ill». 
35 

Particlliars as qiven by U. K. Delegation. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
X 38/39 9·58 22 19-1 55'S 

Actual particlIlar. as u<Jcertuined by M. O. A., Bumbay. 

PiL-k. 
44-1 

InH. Yds. LblJ. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
34 X 38! 9·25 22 20 56 44 

Price ulimated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Price in India a8 utimated by Actual8 ail ascertained by N. O. A'J 

116·8 annas per piece 
dolivered India. 

U. K. Delegation. Bomb(ty. 

108 annas per pieco. 

1931 

1932 
1933 

1934 
1935 

Ex-Mill_ 
Annas_ 

130 

127 
No sale. 

109 
No sale. 

Remark. by Mil/owner.' A8sociation, Bombay.-The Indian cloth Was not sold in 
1935. 

No. 28. 

INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: B. 305. Name of Mill: Tata Mills, Ltd. 

Description of Sample: Bleached Shirting, 7328B. 

Ius. 
27·8 

Ius. 
27 

X 

Yds. 
40 

PurticlI lar8 as given by U. K. Delegation. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. 
7'39 22·2 20·4 

• 
Ends. 
55·5 

Actual particular. a8 ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
X 40 7·75 22 20 56 

Pick. 
43·6 

Price estimated by , Price in India a8 ut'imated by Actual. U8 ascertained by M. O. A., 
U. K. Delegation. U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

100-8 anuas per piece. 87·3 annas pel' piere 

1034 
1935 

Ex-Mill. 

Annas 
per piece. 

86 
87 
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REPR.ESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE UNITED KINGDOM DELEGATiON 
-{;ontd. 

No. 29. 

INDIAN SAlIIl'LE P ARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample: B. 310. Name of lIlill: The Century Spinning and Manufacturing Co., 
Ltd. 

Description of Sample: Bleached Nainsook, 2744. 

Particulars a8 given by U. K. Delegatiern. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
25 X 18 1·52 38·8 35·2 51 42 

Adual part.iculars as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. 
25 X 18 

Price estimated by 
U. K. Delegatton. 

Lbs. Warp. 
1-53 40 

Price in India a8 estimated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

26·8 annas por piece 
delivered in India. 

23·5 annas per piece. 

Weft. Ends. Pick. 
40 50 42 

Actual8 as a8certained by M. O. A., 
Bombay. 

27·00 annas ex·Mill (14t.h Decem· 
ber, 1934). 

Manufactured from 1934, since 
when price has fallen 1 anna 
per lb. 

Sold in Bombay, Calcutta, Madras. 

Remarks by Millowner8' A8socia/iern, Bombay.-Note difference in the United King
dom estimate and actuals for yarns used. 

If cloth had been made to specifications given by the United Kingdom, it would 
have cost Indian mills more to manufacture. It would be interesting to soo a sample 
of the cloth for which the United Kingdom give their quotation. 

No. 30. 

INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: B. 311. Name of Mill: Kohinoor. 
Description of Sample: White Nainsook, 1744. 

Ins. 
25·5 

Ins. 

X 

25 X 

Yds. 
18 

Particulars a8 given by U. K. Delegation. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. 
1-44 29·4 35·9 

Ends. 
44 

Actual particulars as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
18 11 30 40 44 

Pick. 
35 

Pick. 
36 

Price estimatea by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Price in India. as estimated by Actual8 a8 ascertained by M. O. A., 

25 annaa delivered 
India, ex.duty. 

U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

1935-24'3 annas. 

1934 • 
1935 . 

Ex·Mill. 
Rs. A. P. 

196 
176 

Remark8.-Made in a. lower 
quality. See Sheet C. 305. 

Remarks by Mil/owners' Association, Bombay.-The United Kingdom spt'cification 
shows the weft as 10 per ceut. heavier than that actually used by the mill. This would 
inorease the COijt of manufact uro. 
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REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE t~lTED KIK('DOI })UIC?ATJON 
--ccmtd. 

No. 31. 

INDIAN SAIIl'LB PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: B. 312. Name of Mill: EDSU. 

Description of Sample: Bleached Nainsook, 7417. 

Ins. 
24·8 

Ins. 
25 

x 
Yds. 
18 

ParliC1Jlars as given by U. K. Delegation. 

Lbs. Warp.' Weft. -
1·39 39·7 44,6 

Ends. 
43-7 

Actual parliC1Jlars as ascerlain,d by M. O. A., Bambay. 

Yds. Lba. Warp. Weft.. Ends. 
X 18 1 fa- 36 42 44 

Pick. 
36-1 

Pick. 
36 

Price estimated by Price in India as estimated by 'Actuals as ascerlained by M. O. A., 
U. K. Delegation. U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

22·5 annas per piece, 
delivered in Iudia, 
ex.duty. 

24·5 annas per piece, 
wholesale market price. 

1935-Re. 1-9-0 per piece, ex-Mill. 

Remark8 by Milwwners' Association, BOl1lbay.-The particulars given by the United 
Kingdom are substantially corroct, but it will be noted that the wholesale market price 
given is less than the ex-Mill price, whtreas uormally it would be at least 2 annas per 
piece higher. 

No. 32. 

INDIAN SAIIl'LB P ARTICULABS. 

No. of Sample: B. 313. Name of Mill: EDSU 

Description of Sample: Bleached Mull, 819. 

Ins. 
25·0 

Ins. 
25 

X 

Yds. 
18 

Parlieulars as given by U. K. Delegation. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. 
1·7 41·2 39·6 

Ends. 
51 

Actual particulars a8 ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
X 18 I} 36 42 52 

Pick. 
42·1) 

Pick. 
42 

Price estimated by Price in India as estimated by 
U~ K. Delegation. U. K. Delegation. 

Actuals as ascertained by M. O. A., 
Bombay. 

26·3 annas, delivered 1935-27·9 8nua8. 1935-Re. 1-12-6l ex-Mill. 
India, ex·duty. 

Remarks bll Milwwners' Association, Bambay.-The United Kingdom spe~i.fication is 
~onsiderably different fiolJ1 the lI-ctuallJ1anufacturipg particulars, 



142 

REPRESENTATION Sl'RlIIITTED BY THE UNITED KINGDOM DELEGATJOX 
--con/d. 

No. 33. 

INDIAN SAlIIPLE P ARTICl'LARS. 

No. of Sample: n. 314. Name of Mill: Tata Mills. 
Description of Sample: Bleached Nainsooks, 31238B. 

Ins. 
23·6 

split. 

Ins. 
23, 

x 

x 

·Yds. 
18 

Particular8 as gil'en by U. K. DelegaNon. 

• ·Lbs. Warp. Weft. 
1-48 30'4 34·5 

Ends. 
41·8 

Artllal particulars as a8certained by M. O. A., Bontbay. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
18 1·37 30 39 43 

Pick. 
34 

Piek. 
34 

Price estimated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Price in India as estimated by Artl/al8 as ascertained by M. O. A., 
U. K. Dekgation. Bombay., 

22·2 annas per piece. 22·0 anuas per piece. 1935- 23 anuas ex·MilI. 

Remarks by MilloW71er8' Association, Bombay.-In this case again there are discre
pancies in the manufacturing specification and price. The mill doth is inferior in quality 
to that estimated for by the United Kingdom and the ex-lIlill price higher than that given 
by the United Kingdom. . 

No. 34. 

INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICl'LARS. 

No. of Sample: C. 302. Name of Mill: Century, 

Description of Sample : Bleached Nainsook, 9418. 

Ins. 
21:;.01 x 

Yds. 
18 

Partirlll~rs a.' git'f,n by U. K. De/egation. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. 
1·6 30·5 30 

. Ends. 
44 

Pick. 
33 

Aell/a/ parlicu/ars a8 ascertained by M. O. A., Bon/bay. 

Ins. 
25 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
33 x· 18 1·25 30 40 45 

P,ice e.stimated by 
U. K. Dekgaiion. 

26·2 Bnnas per piere, 
d(llivered India. 

Prire in India as elltimffted by Arl1lO/s as a •• certained by M. O. A., 
U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

27 an1l8S per piece. 22·75 annM per piece on 2Ml: 
November, 1935, e.1>-Mill. 

Renwrk8.-Price has dropped 
1 anna p~r lb. during last 
12 months. 

Soh1 in Bomtav, Calcutta and 
Madras. . 

Remarks by Mil/oU'ner8' A8soriation, BOlllbay.-It will be noted that the United 
Kingdom specifi~ation is for a cloth 28 per rent. hoavieJ: than that actually being manu
factured. It seems possibl .. that in this case a wronlt s811lple has hoon sent, as the price 
is al"o widely out from actuals. 
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REPRESENTATION S{;BlIlTTED BY THE UNITED KINGDOM DELEGATION 
~td. 

I!iDLUI SAJIU'LB PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: C. 303. Name of Mill: Tata Mills. 
Description of Sample: Bleached Nainsook, 31260B. 

Ins. 
24·8 

Ins, 
241 

)( 

Yd •. 
18 

Particular8 as giun~ by U. K. Deleg?lion. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. 
1-48 29·8 39 

Ends. 
42 

Actual partieulars a8 ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
x 18 1·50 30 39 44 

Pick. 
34 

Pick. 
34 

Price estimmed by Price in India as estimmed by Actuals a8 ascertained by M. O. A., 
U. K. Delegmion. ,U. K.Delegmion. Bombay. 

23·0 annas per piec .... 26·5 annas per piece. 

1934 
" 1935 (stock clear-

Ex-Mill. 
Annas. 

25 

ance) 21 

Remarks by Milloumers' A8sociation, Bombay.-The particulars given by United 
Kingdom are substantially correct as to specification. The last sale by the mill gives an 
indication of the selling pressure in India keeping the price of this cloth very low. To 
the ex-Mill prices must be added one anna per piece freight to Calcutta • 

. Nu.36. 

INDIAN SAJIU'LE PARTIOuLARS. 

No. of Sample: C. 30.. Name of Mill: Edsll. 

Description of Sample: Bleached Nainsook, 9915. 

Ins. 
24·9 

Ins. 
25 

x 
Yds. 

18 

Particular~ as given by U. K. Delegmion. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. 
1-55 35·9 43·9 

Actual partieulars as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
X 18 Ii 36. 42 52 

Pick. 
42 

Pick. 
42 

Price estimated by 
U. K. Delegmion. 

Price in India as eatimmed by 
U. K. Delegmion. 

Actuals as ascertained by M. O. A., 
• Bombay. .. 

26'5 annas per piece; 
-delivered India, ex

duty. 

1935-29·2 annas .• 1935-Rs. 1-12-61 . ex-Mill, 
Bombay. 

Remarks.-"-Sold for Calcutta. 

Remarks. by Jlfillowners' Association, Bombay,,...The p&fl;iculals are Imbstantially 
correct, but allowance mURt be made for at least one anna per piece freight from Bombay 
to Calcutta. _ 
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REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE UNITED KINGDOM DELEGATION 
--()cmtd. 

No,3!. 

INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: 't.305. Name of Mill : Kohinoor. 

Description of Sample: White Nainsook, 1744. 

Inl. 

28·4 

Inll. 

25 

x 
Yds. 

18 

Paryculars as given py U. K. Delegatiern. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. 

1040 35·7 37.0 

Ends. 

46 

Actual particulars lUI IUlcertai1wl by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

X 18 Ii 36 32 44 

Pick. 

37 

Pick. 

36 

Price estimated by 
U. K. Delegatwn. 

Price in India lUI estimated by Actuals as ascertained by M. O. A., 
U. K. Delegatwn. Bombay. 

24·4 allAa! per lb. 1935-28 annas per lb. 

1934 • 
1935 • 

Per lb. 

Rs. A.. 1'. 

180 
I 7 6 

Made from Indian cotton. 

Remarks by Millowners' A8socia/iern; Bombay.-The ends and pick in the United 
Kingdom specification are too high. From the United Kingdom specification we can
not recognise which quality of Kohinoor 1744 has been analysed in cases B. 311 and 
C.305. . 

"f· No. 38. -

• No. of Samp1e: B.321. Name of Mill : Standard. 
Description of Sample: Bleached Mull, 168. 

Ins. 

62·3 

Ins. 

X 

• 
Yds. 

~O 

Particular8 fU given by U. K. Delegation • 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

3·48 37·2 59·2 59 

Actual particulars fU a8certained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Waft. Ends. 

. ... 
Confirmed &(I apprqximately correct ... 

Pick. 

46 

Pkk. 

Price e,timattd by J'rice in india as estimated by ActfJal8 fU fUcertained by M. o. :.t., 
U. K. Delegation. U. K. Delegation. Bombay . 

.. 71·9 annaB~ per piece, 1935-75 annRS per piece. 
delivered India, e%-
duty. 

Confirmed by Mill. 



REPRESENTATION SUBJI;IJTTED BY THE UNITED KJNimOlf :QELEGATION 
-contd. 

No. ,39;' 

I~lUI &lIIPLEJ'ARTICULABS. 

No. of Sample: B. 323. Name of Mill: Kohinoor. 
De8cription of Sample: Bleached Mull, 848 . 

IDs. 
44·3 

Ins. 
44 

x 
V,dSI 
20 

. 
partiIJulQf'8 as given by P .,K. pelegatiOfll. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. 
2·22.. 30·9 ~8·5 

}l:nds. 
57·3 

Actual particulars a8 ascertaonl!d by M. O. A., B01nb,all' 

Yds. Lbs. Warp.' Weft. End~. 
X 20 30 40 58 

Pief· 
45·6 

Pick. 
46 

Price estimated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Price in India as estimated by Actuals a8 ascertained by M • .o. A., 
U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

56·7 annas, delivered 
India, ex·duty. 

1935-62·8 annas. 

1934 
1935 

Remark8. by Millowne'8' Association, Bombay.-Substantially correct. 

I 

No. 40. 

INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: B. 325. Name of MiD; Morarjee Goculdas" 
DORcription of Sample: BleMhed Mull, 6565. 

Ins. 
44 

Ins. 
44 

X 

X 

Yds. 
20 

Particlliars as (lit'en by U. K. Delegatil;n. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft.. 
3·64 29·6 35·1 

Ends. 
05·2 

Actual particulars as a~cerlained by M. O. A., B011fbay. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft.. Ends. 
m H ~ ~ M 

Ex·MiIl. 
Annas. ' 

59 
63 

Pick. 
45·8 

Price estimated by 
U. f{. Delegation. 

Price in India as estimated by Actuals as ascertained by .M: O • • 4. 
U. K. Delegatio1!." Bombay., 

50·6 annas per piece., 57 annas per piece: 

f 
'". 

Quality manufactured for the 
• first time in December,. 1934, 0, • 

at Re. 3·11·0 per piece eX-Mill. 
The quality' has since beeu 
stopped. , ' . .. 

Remarks by Milloumers' Association, Bombay.-cTbe making particuliirsar,e sligbtly 
at variance with the actuals given by the mill. So, it is obvious tbat this cloth Wl,lS 

lDade only as an expel'iDlent and tbat it proved l1nl;lconolDic, 
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REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE UNITED KINGDOM DELEGATION 
-contd. 

No.4!. 

INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample': B.327. Name of Mill : Pralhad. 
Description of Sample: Bleached Mull, 6666. 

Ins. 
48 

Ins. 

x 

47 'x 

Yds. 
20 

Particulars as given by U. K. Delegation. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. 
4·15 36 26 

Ends. 
68 

Actual particulars a~ ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
~ ~ ~ ~ M 

Pick. 
48 

Pick. 
42 

Price e8timated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Price in India as estimated by 
U. K. Delegation •. 

Actuals as ascertained by M. O. A'J 
Bombay. 

59·7 annas per piece, 
!lelivered India, ex
duty. 

1935-60·00 annas. 1935-Rs. 4-10-1! per piece. 
Remarks.-Only made once-then 

discontinued. 

Remarks by Millowners' Association, Bombay.-The making particulars given by 
United Kingdom are very much out from the actuals and are for a much more costly 
oloth. The price data given for the Indian cloth by the United Kingdom Delegation is 
inaccurate. 

No. 42. 

INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of SamplEl: B. 328. Name of Mill : Pralhad IIUlls. 
Description of Sample: Bleached Mull, R. B. 4. 

Ins. 
48 

. Ins. 
47 x 

Yds. 
20 

Particula.rs as given by U. K. Delegation. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. 
2·51 36 30 

Ends. 
64 

Actual partiCfllars as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
ro ~ ~ ~ 

Pick. 
56 

Pick . 
52 

Prire estimated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Price in India as estimated by Artuals a8 ascertained by M. O. A" J 

U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

110 annas per piece, 1935-60 annas per piEloo. 
delivered in India, 
ex-duty. ' 

Rs .. 4-7 -8 per piece ex-Mill. 
Only made on<'6, then discon

tinued. 

Remarks by Milloumers' Association, Bombay.-The particulars given by United 
Kingdom ,both as regards specification and price are incorrect. If United Kingdom can 
make a cloth to thElir specification for 60 annRS delivered India, thElir cost of the correct 
specification ~ould be much less tban the ex-mill sale of71 annas 8 pies. 
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REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE UNITED KINGDOM DELEGATION 
-1:OOtd. 

No. 43. 

brDIAlI SAMPLE PABTICULAllS. 

No. of Sample: C.320. Name of Mill : E. D. S. U. 
Description of Sample: Bleached Mull. 4544. 

Ina. 
44-8 

Ins. 
44 

x 
Yds. 

20 

Particular8 a8 given by U. K. Delegation. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. 
1·8 56 58·4 

Ends. 
56 

Aet'ual particular8 as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Y ds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
X ~ M M ~ 

Pick. 
42 

Pick. 
42 

Price estirnaUd by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Price in India as estimated by 
U. K_ Delegation. 

Actual8 a8 ascertained by M.O. A_, 
Bombay. 

40·5 annas, delivered 
India, ex-duty. 

1935-46'00 annltS. Ex-Mill. 
Rs. A. P. 

1934 • 3 2 O' 
1935 • • 2 15 6 
Remark8.-Sold for Calcutta. 

Remark8 by Millowne,,' A88ociation, Bombay.-On making allowance for the slight 
difference in width the specification is substantially correct. Freight to Calcutta must 
bs added to the ex-mill prioe. 

No. 44. 

brDIAlI SAIll'LE PARTICULAliS. 

No. of Sample: B. 500. Name of Mill: Bombay Dyeing. 
Description of Sample: Piece Dyed Shirting, Charka Tickets (RR). 

Ins. 
38·6 X 

Ins. 
38/39 X 

Yds. 
40 

Particu lars as git'en by U. K. Delegation. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. 
7·99 23·7 25·8 

Ends. 
58 

.<letual particulars a8 ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
~ 8 M ~ M 

Pit-k. 
48 

Pick. 
48 

Price estimated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Price in India as estimated by 
U. K. Delegation: 

Actual8 as ascertained by M. O. A., 
Bombay. 

149·2 annas, ex-duty, 1935-132·0 annas ex-Mill. 
delivered India. 

1931 
1932 
1933 

. 1934 
1935 • 

Average price, 
. ex-Mill. 
Re. A. 1'. 

11 4 4i 
1011 2 
10 2 0 
10 5 0 
No sale. 

Last Sale-
27th Nov-
em be r, 
1934 10 2 0 

Remarks by Millovmers' Association., Bombay.-The United Kingdom specification 
for a slightly better cloth. Note the wrong prices given for Indian cloth sale by United 
Kin~doIq. 
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ltEPRE8ENTA'fION SV13MIT'rED BY THE UNITF;D ~INGDOM DELEGATION 
-ccmtd. 

No. 45. 

INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

lio. of Sample: B. 501. Name of Mill: Khatau Nakanji. 
Description of Sample: Dyed Shirting, 3027. 

Particular8 a8 given by U. K. Delegation. 
Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Ins. 

27 X 99 3·33 29·8 37·8 38·2 

Ins. 
26/27 X 

Actual partiC'Ular8 a8 a8urtained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
39 3'33 30 40 38 

Pi(·k. 
38·4 

Ph-k. 
40 

Price estimated by Price in India a8 eslimated by 
U. K. Delegation. U. K. Delegation. 

Act'Ua18 as ascer/ai1lEd ty M. O. A., 
Bombay. 

'12·2 annas per piece, 1935-59 annas per pie~e. 1935-Latest 56 annas. 
delivered Jndia, ex· . Remarks.-Manufactured only 
duty. since 1934. 

Remark8 by Mizlowner8' A880riatiOft, Bombay.-Specifications arrroximately confct. 

No. 46. 

INDIAN SAMPLE P ARTIOULABS. 

No. of SS:mpls I B. 502. Name of Mill: Xhatau Nakanji. 
Description of Sampls: Dyed Shirting, 13000. 

Ins. 
27·7 

Ins. 
28 

Particulars a8 given by U. K. Delegation. 
Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

X 39 5·42 20·7 28 47'3 

Actual partic'Ulara a8 ascertained by M. O. A .. Bombay. 
'Yda. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

X 39 5·42 20 28 48 

Pick. 
40 

Pi~k. 
40 

Price e8timated by Price in India 08 fstima/ed by Ar/uals as aH(1/,"· .. ,d ly 1l1. O. A. 
U. K. Delegation. U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

90·2 annas per piece, 1935-80·0 annas per piece. 
delivered India, ex· 

1!l35-I.atest 80 aml~s IH pi"~". 

duty. 
,No. 47 .• 

INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: B.503. Name of Mill : Tata Mill. 
Deseription of Sam pIe: Dyed Shirting, 3931. 

lns. 
15'8 

Jns. 
15'0 

Particlllars a8 git-en by U. K. Delegation. 
Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

X 30 1-37 35·4 38·3 38 

Actual particl/lars 08 ascer/ai'lled by1l1. O. A., Bombay. 
Yds.· I,bs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

X 80 1·31 36 44 39 

Pkk. 
30'4 

Pick. 
30 

Priu e8tima/ed by Price in India a8 estimated by Acl1Ials 08 ascll'lai'll,d by 1l1. O. A., 
U. K. Delegation. U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

aJoli annas per piece. :)4·00 annas. 

1933 
1934 
19:jli 

Ex·Mill. 
per piece. 

Annas. 
22 
24 
:l-t 



i4b 
REPREISENTATION 8UHMITTED BY THE UNITED KINGDOM :bELEGATlON 

~ntd. 

No. 48. 

lKDW SAliPLB P ABTIout.AlI8. 

No. of Sample: B.504. Name of Mill: Tata Mill. 

Description of Sample : Dyed Shirting, 2779. 

Ins. 
25'11 x 

Yds. 

311 

j'articukw8 aB given by U. K. DelegatWn. 

Lbs. Warp. We4. 
4·95 29·6 29'2 

Ends. 
55 

Actual particular, aB aBcertained by M. 0, :4., Bombay. 

Pick. 

39·8 

Ins. Yds. Lbll. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

26 x 99 4·93 30, SO 67 40 

Prica estimated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

74·3 annas per piece. 

Price 'nIndia a8 eetimated by Actual, a8 ascertained by M. O. A., 
U. K. Delegation. BQmbay. 

75 annas Per piece. 

No. 49. 

1934-74'5 annas per piece (stock 
clearance). 

1935-75·25 annas. 

lKDIAlI SAJIIl'LB PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: B. 505. Name of Mill: Simplex. 

Description of Sample: Dyed Shirting, 42500. 

Inll. 
SN, x 

Yds. 

38/39 

Particulars as given by U. K • .Delegalion. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. 

6·63 20·6 22'7 

End!!. 

39'5 

pick. 

SO·5 

Actual particulars as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ina. 
37·4 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. . Weft.. Ends. Pick. 

32 x 38/39 

Price estimated by 
U. K. DelegatWn. 

21 28 40 
(grey). 

Price 'nIndia a8 estimated by Actuals as ascertained by M. O • .d., 
U. K. Delegation. BQmbay. 

86.4 annas, ex-duty, 1935-81 annas mill price. 
delivered India. 

121 annas per lb. llQ:-Mill in 1934 
and 1935. ,About 30/40 Bales 
sold each year, to keep number 
in market. 

Remarks by MillO'UJ'll,ers' Association, Bombay.-Specification given by United King
dom is for a more expensive cloth than being made by the Mill. Note mill remarks 
regarding their s&le. 
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REPRESENTA'rION SUBMrrTED BY THE UNITED KINGDOM DELEGATIO~ 
-1!01!td. 

No. 50. 

hiDLUI' SAllPLB PARrIOULABS. 

No. of Samples: .E. 531. Name of Mill: Buckingham. 

Description of Sample: Tussore Poplin. ' 

PatticulqNl as given by U. K. Delegation. 

Ins. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

28 7ozs. 2/60'9 3/21·2 144 36 

Actual particular8 as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lba. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

27/28 X 24 71 2/60 3/24 144 40 

. Price ulimated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Price in India as ulimated by Actuals as ascertained by M.O. A., 
U. K. Delegation. • Bombay. 

10·44 annas per yard, 1935-9·5 annas per yard 
delivered India, ex· ex·Mill. _ 

Average price last two years
Rs. 14-4-0 per piece or 9 annas 
6 pies a yard. duty. 

No. 51. • 

Latest--Rs. 14-12-0 per piece or 
9 annas 10 piee a yard. 

hiDLUI' SAllPLB PARrICULABS. 

No. of Sample: B. 401. Name of Mill; Standard. 

Description of Sample: Printed Shirting, M. 600 C. 

Ins. 
21 

Ins. 

Particulars as giL'en by U. K. Delegation. 

Yds. Lba. Warp. Weft Ends. 

X 40 3·69 42·9 51·3 68·8 

Actual particulars as aacertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Y ds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

Specification approximately correct. 

Pick. 

46·6 

Pick. 

Price utimated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Price in I".dia a8 estimated by Actuals as ascertained by M. O. A., 
U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

102·4 aunas per piece. 1935-90 annas per piece. 
delivered India, ex· 
duty. 

1935-Lateet 70 annas per piece 
as against 90 annas for last 
5 years. 

Rcmark8 by .1lilloumers' Association, Bombay.-No comment exrept possibly to the 
fastness of the dye. The Indian print is definitely not in any way fast. 
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REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE UNITED KINGDOM DEL1WATION 
, --ccmtd. . 

No. 62. 

lNDLUI SmLB PABTIOULAllB. 

No. of Sample: B.420. Name of Mill: E. D. S. U. 

Description of Sample: Chocolete Jean, E. 2761 B. 

Ina. 

27-1 x 

Particular. a. given by U. K. Delegatiun. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. 

30 4·06 37·3 41-7 

Ends 

80·7 

Actual particular. a. ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Pick. 

48·9 

Ina. Yds. Lba. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

26/27 X 30 36 42 80 48 

Price estimated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Price in India as estimated by Actual. a8 ascertained by M. O. A., 

89·4 annas per piece, 
dl'livered in India, 
ex.duty. 

U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

1935-90·00 annas per 
piece. 

1934-3 annas 31 pies per yard, 
ex·Mill. 

Remark8 by Milloumer8' A.8ociatiun, BOlRbay.-No comments--specification sub. 
stantially correct. 

Sale price by mill was 98·7 annas, not 90 annas. 

No. 63. 

lNDLUI SAMl'LB P ARTIOULABS. 

No. of Sample: B. 421. Name of Mill: Standard Mills Co., Ltd. 

Description of Sample: Chocolate Jean, 786. 

Ins. 

27·6 

Ins. 

28 

Particulars as given by U. K. De/egat;un. 

Y ds. Lbs. Warp: Weft. Ends. 

X 30 6·51 30·6 40·6 96·6 

Actual particulars aB ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Y ds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

X 30 3'94 40 40 104 

l'ick. 

36·5 

Pick. 

40 

Price estimated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Price in India as estimated by Actuals as ascertained by M. O. A., 
U. K Delegation. Bombay. 

3·14 annas per yard, 1935-3·25 annas per yard. 
delivered in India, 
ex.duty. 

1935-Rs. 5·10·0 per piece, ex. 
Mill. 

This price compares with an 
average of Rs. 6.1·6 per piece 
over the last five years. 

Remarks by Milloumers' AS80ciation, Bombay.-Specification considerably different 
from actual, and for a more costly cloth 40 per cent. heavier than the mill quality. 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE UNITED KiNGDOM DELEGATION 
-contd. ' 

No. 54. 

INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: B. 602. Name of Mill: Buckingham & Carnatic Co., Ltd. 

Description of Sample: Yarn Dyed Shirting. 

Ins. 
31 

Ins. 
30/31 

Particttlars Q,8 given by U. K. Delegation. 

Yds. Per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. 
3·460zs. 36·2 35·3 

Ends. 
114·7 

Actuai particu~llr8 Q,8 ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
24 4* . 36 40 110 

Pick. 
59 

Pick. 
60 

Price utimated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Price in India a8 utima/ed by Actuals 08 ascertained by N. O. A., 
U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

6'87 annas per yard, 1935-6·75 annas per yard. 
ex.duty, delivered 

Averaga for last two years-6 an· 
nas 10 pies per yard. 

in India. Latest pri~6 annas 8 pies a 
yard. 

RemarkB by Milloumers' A8sociation, Bombay.-The specification is substantially 
correct. This Indian cloth is made in very large quantities which greatly reduce the 
price from the usual small quantity estimated for by United Kingdom shippers. 

No. 55. 

INDIAN OLOTH PARTICULA&~. 

No. of Sample: C. 600. Name of Mill: Tata Mills Ltd. 

Description of Sample: Artificial Silk Striped Susi, 9237. 

Ins. 
27 

x 
Yds. 
24 

Par/ICtllars Q,8 git'fm by U. K. Delegation. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. 
4018 20·6 29·3 

Ends. 
61 

Actual par/iCtllars a6 ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
X 24 4·31 22s 30s 60 

2/40s. 

Pick. 
49 

Pick. 
48 

Prir41 utimated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Price in India a8 estimated by Actual" 08 ascerta.ined by N. O. A., 
U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

911·9 annas per piece. 90 annas per piece. 1934-77 annas per piece, f'x·Mill 
1935-Not sold. 

Remark, by Nillolt'ners' As._iu/ion, Bom/lUy.-Pa,rticulars of specifi('stion are sub· 
stantially oorrect. Although the mills have given quotation in 1935, it will be noted 
that no business has been done. 
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REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE UNITED KINGDOM DELEGATION 
...o...contd. 

No; 56. 

IlI'DLUr SAlIl"LlII P ARTIOULAllS. 

No. of Sample: B. 100. Name of Mill: Kohinoor. 
Description of Sample: Grey Yarn, 32s. 

ParticularB aB given by U. K. Delegatioo. 

Strength Test-57·2 Ibs. 

Actual particularB as ascertained by M. O. A., Bumbay. 

Strength Test--45 Ibs. 

Price eatimated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Price in India a8 estimated by Actuals as ascertained by M. O . .4. 

1935-11·11 annas, ex
duty, delivered India. 

U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

1935-10'75 annas. Ex-Mill. 
Rs. A. P. 

1933 0 9 6 
1934- o 10 3 
1935 o 10 6 

Remarl·s.-l'he test for 32s is 
45 Ibs. The 57·2 Ibs. indicated 
by U. K. probably refers to a 
special lot of 32s spun from 
American cotton 2 years ago. 
The price of this quality was 
11 annas 6 pies. The compari. 
son, therefore, is not appro
priate. 

RemarkB by Millowners' AS8ociatioo, Bombay.-The United Kingdom cost appears 
excessive in view of Manchester quotation. Textile ·Weekly quotation 4th November 
1935-32 Ring (bundles) isl0jd. Manchester=9·4 annas. 

No. 57. 

IlI'DLUr SAlIl"LE PARTICULABS. 

No. of Sample: B. 103. Name of lIfill: Kohinoor. 
Description of Sample: Grey Yam, 40s. 

Partiw.larB as given by U. K. Delegatioo. 

Strength test-59 Ibs. 

Actual partiw.larB as ascertained by M. O • .4., Botnbay. 

Strength Test- 57 Ibs. 

Price estimated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Price in India aB estimated by ActualB a8 ascertained by M. O. A., 

1935-15·11 annas, ex
duty, delivered India. 

U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

1935-14·03 annas. Ex·Mill. 
1933-13 annas. 
1934-13 annas 8 pies. 
1935-15 annas. 
RemarkB.-Made out of Egyptian 

cotton and sold in small quan
tities. 

Remarks by Millowners' Associalioo, Bombay.-Reference is directed to the quota. 
tions for United Kingdom yarns published in the Textile Weekly (copy enclosed). 
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REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE UNITED KINGDOM DELEGATION 
-contd. 

No. 58. 

INDIAN SAMPLB PARTICULAllS. 

No. of Sample: B.I07. Name of Mill : Kohinoor. 
Description of Sample: Grey Yarn, 50s. 

ParticularB aB given by U. K. Delegatian. 
Strength Test-40 Ibs. 

Actual particulars aB aBcertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Strength Test-45 Ibs, 

Price estimated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Price in India aB estimated by ActuaiB as tUcertained by M. O. A., 
U. K. Delegation. Bombay.' 

15·12 annas, delivered 
India, ex-duty. 

1935-15-94 annas. 

1933 

1934 

1935 

Latest 

Ex-Mill. 
Rs. A. P. 

100 

o 14 10 

o 15 11 

100 

Remarks by MUlowner8' A88ociation, Bo1ltbay.-Reference is directed to the yam 
quotations in the Textile Weekly as a check on· United Kingdom estimated costs. 

No. 59. 

INDIAN SAMPLB PARTICULAllS. 

No. of Sample: B. 108. Name of Mill: Textile. 
D~8eription of Sample : Grey Yam, 50s. 

Particular8 as given by U. K. Delegation. 

Strength Test-40'8 Ibs. 

Actual particular8 a8 ascertainetl by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Strength as mentioned by U. K.-more or less correct. 

Price estimated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Price in India a8 estimated by Actuals as ascertained by lIf. O. A . 
U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

14·85 annas per lb., 1935-15·22 annas Fer lb. 
ex-duty. 1933 

1934 
1935 
Latest 

AnnRs. 
14·25 
14-80 
14-82 
15·00 

Remarks by .M il/o:J.Jfler8' A8soriatian, Bnmba".-Reference is direded to quotations 
in Textile Weekly. The United Kin~rlom estimate of cost seems excessive in view of 
1If8n~hester yarn quotations for 60s Hing Bundles-the nearest count quoted. T(.xtile 
Weekly, 4th November, 1935: 60s is 161d. per lb. (l51d. Ametit'an)=14'68 annas. 
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REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE UNITED KINGDOM DELEGATION 
--conId. 

No. 60. 
IBDUlI SAlIl'LlI P ARTICULAlIS. 

No. of Sample: B. 109. Name of Mill: New City Mill. 
Deecription of Sample: Grey Singlee, 508. 

ParliculMa G8 gilH!.1l by U. K. Delegatitm. 
Strength Test-33'7 Ibs. 

Amal parlicvlara G8 lJ8C,rlai"ed by AI. O. A., Bombay. 

Price ulimtJled by Price i"I"dia 08 ulimaletl by 
U. K. Delegatw.. 

1935-14'94 annas per lb. 
U. K. Delegatw.. 

14·36 annaa per lb., 
delivered India, ex
duty. 

Aeltlal8 08 aBcertai",d by M. O. An 
Bombay. 

The mills have not Bold any 50s 
yam for more than & year. 

No. 61. 

No. of Sample: B.200. Name of Mill : Kohinoor. 
Deecription of Sample: Bleached Yam, 2/288. 

ParlicularB 08 gi""" by U. K. Delegati"". 
Strength test.-155·8 Ibs • 

• 4duol parlicular8 aalJ8C<lrlai"ed by .M. O. A., Bombay. 
Estimate correct. 

Price ulimatetl by Price i"I"dia as ulimaled by 
U. K. Delegation. 

1935-15 annas per lb. 
U. K. Delegatw... 

1935-16·13 annas per 
lb., delivered India, 
ex.duty. 

Acttlals 08 aaceYtain,d by AI. O. A., 
Bombay. 

1933 
1934 
1935 

Ex·Mill. 
Rs • .6.. P. 
014 8 
o 14 5l 
015 1 

Remaru by .Millownera' AB8OCialiOtl, B.""bay.-Referen<e is diIectcd to the quota
tions for United Kingdom yams in the Textile Weekly. This mill is working double shift 
for the production of this yam. 

No. 62. 

IBDUlI 8.ulPLB PARTICULABS. 

No. of Sample: B.202. Name of Mill: Bombay Dyeing. 
Description of SfilI:lple: 2/28 Bleached Yam. 

ParlicularB as gi~_ by U. K. DelegatiOti. 
Streugth Test.-I44·5 Ibs. 

Aduai parliculara as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Test correct. 

Price ulimtJletl by Price i"I"dia as u/imaletl by Amals G8 ascertained by M. O. A., 
U. K. Delegatilm. 

15·15 annas per lb., 
delivered India, ex
duty. 

U. K. Delegation. Bambay. 
1935-13'89 annas per lb. 

1935 
Latest 

Ex·Mill. 
Annas. 
13·75 
13·50 

Remarka.-This yam only manu
factured this year. 

Remark/! by MilloumeYs' ABsocjalion,. B01Ilbay.-:Referen~ is directed to Textile 
Weekly quotations as a ch",:k on U~ted Kingdom estllDsted pnce. This mill is working 
double shift for the productlOn of this yam. 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED bY THE UNITED KINGDOM DELECATION 
-{;Q1Itd. 

No. 63, 

. INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: C. 1002. Name of Mill: Simplex Mills Co., Ltd. 
Description of Sample: Artificial Silk (591). 

Particulars as git'en by U. K. DelelJation. 

Ina. Yds. Lba. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
26·7 X 40 4·75 28 92·4 72 

Deniers. 

Actuals particular8 as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. i.bs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
27 X 40 5 30s 100 70 

Deniers. 

Pick. 
60 

Pkk. 
60 

Price e8timated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Price in India a8 estimated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Actuals as ascertained by N. O. A., 
Bombay. 

5·33 annas per yard, 1935--4·0 arinas per yard 
ex.duty, delivued ez·llli1l. 
in India. 

1934-4 cases at 4 annas 4! pies. 
1935--6 cases at 4 annas 4! pies. 
Now offered by bazaar 3! annas 
-not sold. 

Remark8 by Milloumer8' A8o'fJCia/.i01l, Bombay.-The specification is approximately 
correct, but the price given by United Kingdom is not correct. Note the fric'e now 
offered by Bazaar dealers for further business. This is on account of very (leap .ales 
of Japanese fabrics and particularly Japanese fents. 

No. 64. 

INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: C. 1003. Name of Mill: Simplex Mills Co., Ltd. 
Description of Sample : Artificial Silk (767). 

Ins. 
30'1 

Ins. 

X 

29 X 

Yds. 
40 

Particulars as gillen by U. K. Delegation. 
Lbs. W .. rp. Weft. 
5·54 47·2 101 

200 D. White. Deniers. 
265 D. Red. 

Ends. 
92 

Actual particulars as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Yds. Lhs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
40 6 44 100 88 

Deniers. 

Pick. 
57 

Pick. 
56 

Price ~Iimated by 
U. K. Delegation. 

Price in India as ~timated by Actual8 as ascerlai?led by M. O. A., 
U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

6.29 annas per yard, 1935--5·0 annas per yard, 1934-Not made. 
ex-duty, delivered in ez-Mill. 
India. 

1935 

ex-Mill. 
As.p. 
5-6 

5-3 
No sales now. No offer. 

RemarlcB by Mil/<>W'Ilfrs' A8b'Ocialion, BO!ilbuy.--:-The spedficatjon gi~'en are approxi. 
mately correct, but it will be noted that thIS quality was only Bold tWll"tl and that the 
quality is no longer saleable. 
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'REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE UNITED lUNGDOM DELEGATION 
~mUd. . 

No. 65. 

INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample : C.I004. Name ofMiU: The Simplex Mills Co., Ltd. 
DlI<cription of Sample: Artifioial Silk (686 B). 

Ins. 
29·1 

Ina. 
30 

Particulars as git'en by U. K. Deleg'ltion. 
Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

X 40 5·80 29·2 37·6 83 
(186 D.) 

Actual particulars as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

X ~ q ~ ~ ~ 
(reed). 

74 

Pick. 
46 

Piek. 
44 

Price estimated by 
U. K. Dekgation. 

Price in India as estimated by A ctllals /18 a~.certained by M . O. A., 
U. K. Delegatian. Bombay. 

3·92 annas per yard, 1935-3·67 annas per yard, See note below. 
ex.duty, delivered in ez·Mill. 
India. 

1934-ex·lI'lill 3 annas 91 pies a 
yard. 

1935 (January)-ez.MiII 4 annas 
a yard. 

No sale sinre. 
NOTE.-·The cloth was originally 80 reed and 52 pick. In 1933, reduced to 72 reed 

and 48 pick. In 1934. reduced to 68 reed and 44 pick. 
It is obvious from the particulars given by the mill, in respect of the alteration in 

this quality, that United Kingdom have put the wrong sample against the mill selling 
price. This cloth was sold in a range of pattem" at an avera>l;e price and the patt~"ll 
selected by United Kingdom is the most costly. 

No. 66. 

INDIAN SAMPLE P,4.RTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: C. 1007. Name of Mill : Simplex Mills Co., Ltd. 
Description of Sample: Artificial Silk (Y 383). 

Ins. 
44·6 

Ins. 
42 

Particular8 as gi1Jen by U. K. Delegation. 
Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

X 30 IH6 65·5 150 D. 65 

Actual particulars a8 aBcertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

X 30 5-& 60 150 D. 66 

Pick. 
73 

Pick. 
72 

Price estimated by 
U. K. Delegatian. 

Price in India a8 estimated by Act'!1als as ascertained by M. 01 A., 
U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

7·43 annas per yard, 1935-7·25 annas per yard, 
ex.duty, delivered in ez·lI'liU. 
India. 

1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 

Ex·MilI, 
per yard. 
As. p. 

10 11 
8 71 
7 101 

No sale. 

Remarks by Millowners' A8sociation; Bombay.-Th~ specification given by United 
Kingdom is approximately. correct except as regards WIdth. Note ~h~t there were .no 
sales in 1935. There have been several stock clearance saIl'S of SImIlar cloth durmg 
1934·35 at v.ery low rates, 
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REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE UNITED KINGDOM DELEGATION 
-coneld. 

No. 67. 
INDIAN SAMPLE P ARTlOULARS. 

No. of Sample: C. 1008. Name of Mill: Simplex Mills Co., Ltd. 
Description of Sample: .\rtifi~ial Silk. 

Ins. 
43·3 

Particular8 as given by U. K. Delegation. 

Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
X 30 4·92 45·6 150 D. 76 

Actual particulars as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Not Simplex Quality. 

Pick. 
54 

Price e8timated by Price in India a8 estimated by 
U. K. Delegation. U. K. Delegation. 

Actllal8 a8 ascertained by M. O. A., 
Bombay. 

6·50 annas per yard, 6·25 annas per yard, ex·Mill. 
ex.duty, delivered in 
India. 

Remarks by Mil/owner8' A8sociation, Bombay.-We cannot cherk this quality as it is 
not made by the Simplex Mills. See remarks on C. 1007. 

No. 68. 

INDIAN SAIIlPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: B. 1013. Name of Mill: Simplex Mills Co., Ltrl. 
Description of Sample: Artificial Silk. 

1118. 
45·9 

ParticularB as gillen by U. K. Delegation. 
Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft·. Ends. 

X 30 5·00 47·4 151 D. 68 

Actual particulars as a8certained by M. O. A •• Bombay. 
Not Simplex. 

Pick. 
52 

Price estimated by Price in India as estimated by Actua18 as ascertained by M. O. A., 
U. K. Delegation. U. K. Delegation. Bombay. 

7.04 annas per yard, 1935-6·0 anoas per yard, 
ex.duty. delivered in ez·Mill. 
India. . 

Remark8 b" Mil/owners' AS8ociation, Bombay.-We cannot check this quality as it is 
not made by the Simplex Mills. See remarka on C. 1007. 

No. 69. 

INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

No. of Sample: B. 1014. Name of Mill: Madhowji Dharamsey Manufacturing Co., 
Ltd. 

Desoription of Sample: Artificial Silk. 
Particular8 a8 gillen by U. K. Delegation. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
45.8 X 30 4·96 47-1 163.. 69 53 

(Demer). 
36 cotton. 

Actual particulars a8 ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Price estimated by 
U. K. Delegation. 
6·95 annlts per yard. 

Price in India as estimated by 
U. K. Delegation. 
4·6 annlts per yard. 

Actuals as aocertained by M. O. A., 
Bombay. 

Not manufactured by Mill speci. 
fie,d. 

Remarks by Mil/oumers' Association, Botllbay.-We cannot check this quality. 
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(10) Letter No. 3336/168 of 1935, dated the 20th December, 1935, from the 
Millowners' Association, Bombay. 

As requested by Dewan Bahadur Ramaswami Mudaliar during the course 
of the oral examination of the Association yesterday, I am submitting a 
statement showing the number of mills which are quoting for the relative 
cloths shown in our current quotations. I should again like to make it 
clear that the prices given in this statement are quotations only and do 
not necessarily represent real business. In almost all cases, quotations 
are higher than the figures for actual· business. Another point which I 
should like to make is that the cloths specified in the list represent a very 
small proportion of the total outturn of cloth by the industry. 

Enclosure. 
This commenced from 1935. 

THE MILLOWNERS' ASSOCIATION, BOMBAY. 

A veraoe quotations for local made pieceooods and yarns. 

Friday. 29th November, 1935. 

Number 
of MiU. 
whose -- quotations 

are included 
in the 

average. 

PIlICBGOODS. Inches. Yards. Lbs. Per Ro. A. P. 
lb •• 

(kt/l Unbleached. 

• Longcloth (.tsndard quality) 87 87i 9 .. 0 910 4 
.. (flne quality) • • 44 88 71 .. 015 0 3 

• Shlrtln(!ll • • • • 85 88 9 .. 0 9 8 5 

J.eopard c\~:l:etabl~ q~ty) : 
87 37t 9 .. 0 9 3 5 
43 88 11t " 0 9 6 4 

"Dboti .. (up to t" nakhl border) 82 9 1~ " 0 910' 2 
(Calcutta, t· P. B.) 44 10 1" .. 014 7 5 

enrUls 29i 40 13l' .. 0 8 7 8 
Domeat\;" 85 40 13t .. 0 8 6 4 

85 40 12 .. 0 8 6 8 
08allia 40 66 25 Not quoted. 
°Cbadara 60 6 2t .. 010 0 2 

WlIU. Bleaded. 

Longcloth 94 40 .. Per 10 6 6 2 
piece. 

DriU 27 42 .. .. 8 6 0 2 

YAHII. .... (all waate) .. .. .. Per 
lb. 

Not quoted. 

• 6t.( .. ) .. .. .. .. Not quoted. 

• 8la 
.. .. .. .. 057 S 

"10h .. .. .. .. 0 6 0 6 
0 6 5 5 °12to .. .. .. .. 
0 7 7 S °llla .. .. .. .. 

-208 .. .. .. .. 0 8 8 6 
-241 .. .. .. .. 0 9 1 S 
"828 .. .. .. .. 010 6 5 
40. .. .. .. .. 011 9 2 
60. .. .. .. .. 1 1 1 S 
80. .. .. .. .. Not quoted. 

• Indlcatea the oll\8S!ftcatloDlj for which quOtatlODO were published belore 1935. 



(11) Letter No. 9989/168 of 1935, dated the ~7th December, 1995, from the 
Millowners' A.ssociation, Bombay., ' 

.I am direpted ,tp invite your attention to your letter No. 808,* dated 
the 10th instant, with· which was furnished certain supplementary samples 
submitted to the Board by the United Kingdom Delegation and particulars 
relating thereto. These samples were subsequently examined by the Asso
ciation's experts 'and a note out-lining the results thereof was submitted 
by me for the information of the Board. For ready 'reference, I enclose a 
copy of thl'! note. 

I have since been in communication with members of my Association 
in regard to Indian samples Nos. 1, 4, 5, /3, 7, 8 (a), 9 and 14 and 
enclo~e herewith a statement showing the actual warp and weft, reed 
and pick, the la~t selling price and the bare cost* of manufacture of 
each Indian sample. In this connection, I have to explain that the term 
" bare cost" used by me in the statement does not include any allowance 
for depreciation, interest on working capital, Managing Agents' .commis
sion or profit. 

Enclosure No. 1. 
NOTES ON SUPPLEMENTARY SAMPLES SUBIDTTED BY UNITED KINGDOM. 

Packet No. 
1. The Indian salllple is a printed mull and cannot be compared against 

the Umted Kingdom cloth made from highly twisted (voil) yarn. 
The United Kingdolll cloth would be more costly. The United 
Kingdom price appears to be merely a quotation and not actual 
business. 

2. We cannot check the origin of this cloth, but judging by the price 
given we should imagine it to be a fent. In any case the cloths 
are not comparable, The United Kingdom price appears to be 
merely a quotation and not ac~ual business. 

3. The Indian cloth is of 11- heavier and better construction than the 
United Kil).gdom, We cannot check the price data for either cloth, 
but the United Kingdom price appears to be a quotation only. 

4. Cloths not comparable. 'fhe United Kingdom cloth is much superior 
and made from white yarn. 

5. The cloths are not comparable, The United Kingdom cloth would 
always command a highllr price being made from yarn with voils 
twist whereas the Indian cloth is made from ordinary yarn. The 
printing and finish of the United Kingdom cloth is also superior. 

It may Pe noted that the United Kingdom cloth is still selling 
ro:>gularly in competition with Indian cloth although the price is 
higher. 

6. The Indian cloth is a weighted "back filled" cloth, whereas the 
l'nited Kingdon. sample is a finer finish and the United Kingdom 
cloth would always command. a higher price despite the light 
finished weight. 

7. Although lightl'r in weight the United Kingdom cloth is superior in 
finish and of more costly construction. It would sell against a 
supl'rior quality of Indian Nainsook. 

The difference between United Kingdom sale on 25th April, 1934, and 
quotation on 28th November, 1935, will be noted. 

8. The Indian cloths are superior value a.t the prices quoted. It would 
appear that the Indian cloth is being' sold to meet Japanese com
petition. Further partieulars are being obtained. The United 
Kingdom sale quotation is very old one. 

9. The Indian cloth is not eompllrahle and a much doser match to the 
United Kingdom doth could be obta.ined. The United Kingdom 

* Not printed. 
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Packet No., 
price appears to be a quotation only. Nate metallio heading in 
United Kingdom cloth. 

10. The cloths are not compaI"able either in construction or in finish
the Indian cloths are much inferior. Note metallic heading in 
United Kingdom cloth. 

11. The cloths are not closely comparable either in construction or finish. 
The United Kingdom cloth should be matched against a better quality 
Indian cloth. 

12. These are fairly good match as regards weight, but the construction 
of the United Kingdom cloth is Tather superior. The United Kingdom 
price given is only a quotation. Note woven metallic heading in 
United Kingdom cloth. 

13. The cloths are comparable on the basis of prices given, but the 
Indian cloth is little value. The United Kingdom pric~ appea~s to be 
an approximate quotation only. ' 

14. Not comparable. T~ United Kingdom cloth is a much superior 
product and should be matched against a better quality Indian cloth. 

15. The cloths are not comparable, nor can we check the origin of the 
Indian cloth. According to the Bombay Customs the wholesale 
bazar prices of the United Kingdom cloth is 6 as. 6 pies per yard. 
Full pieces can be sent if necessary. 

16. A mistake appears to have been made as we do not find any Indian 
cloth in the packet, but two identical samples of United Kingdom 
cloth. We have not taken out particulars of the Japanese sample. 

Enclosure No.2. 

MAKING PARTICULARS OJ!' SUPPLEMENTARY UNITED KINGDOM SAMPLES AS 
ASCERTAINED BY THE MILLOWNERS' ASSOCIATION, BOMBAY. 

IDd. Weight U.K. Weight 
Sample per Ends. Pick. Warp. Weft. Sample per Ends. Pick. Warp. Weft. 

Number. square Number. square 
yard. yard. 

---r-- ---- --,-, -- -- --
I 1-60 54 44 34 52 1 1-20 55 42 60 52 
2 9·04 84 68 32 46 2 2·20' 68 62 41 40 
8 8'84 68 64 20 26 9 2'66 68 60 48 24 

sized 
49 • 2'12 48 42 20 84 4 2'08 64 66 32 

6 1'86 62 62 62 61 6 1'52 69 62 62 45 
8 4'00 88 72 81 30 8 3·52 79 74 32 86 
7 2'40 66 42 86 24 7 1'92 62 46 89 40 
SII 1·92 62 46 85 84 } 8 1-44, 60 40 46 44 8b 2'82 68 42 B1 29 

"{ 
911 2'08 72 66 42 49 

9b 1-92 72 66 42 48 
9 1'92 60 46 

40 60 9c 1-96 72 62 

9/1 2'00 72 64 49 62 
1011 1'84 64 42 88 44 lOa 1'76 71 62 41 68 
lOb 1'88 81 40 86 , 40 lOb 1-92 72 62 41 62 
11 2'08 46 86 28 ' 80 11 1'44 66 89 45 48 
12 1'84 61 60 40 46 . 12 1-60 60 56 48 62 

13 H2 60 46 31' 64 19 1-20 54 40 50 66 

14 2'00 46 86 26 26 
Art.SIIk 

14 H6 66 46 60 62 
Art.SIIk. 

15 2·96 68 72 80 165 16 2'08 70 66 60 132 
Deniers DeDien 
Art.SIIk. Art.Silk. 

16 2·72 110 64 125 156 16 2'88 104 68 146 132 
Deniers. Deniers. 



Enclosure No.3. 
SUPPLEMENTARY LIST OF SAMPLES FURNISHED BY THE 

Serial As GIVBN BY THE UNITED KINGDOM DELEGATION. 
No. of 
Indian 

Sample. Cloth. Trade Dimensions. Reed. Pick. Sale Price. Date of 
Number. price. 

-'--- 1-

The B. D. Sao • .,j United 
, Mills. 

Ins. Yds. 
1 Printed Vollette , .. 44' 64 44 Ro. 0-3-9 29th Nov., . a yard • 193!;_ 

8(a) WhIte Nainsooks • 6414 25X18 .. .. Ra. 1-10-0 
a piece. 

Nov., 1935 

The BombaV Ootton 
Mfg. 00., Ltd. 

7 White Nainsooks • 58058 44x20 66 40 Ra. 3.1D-0 Nov., 1935 
a piece. 

The Kolrinoor Mill, 0 •• , 
Ltd. 

D WhIte Mnlls 852 48><20 .. .. Ra. S-14-6 Nov., 1935 
a piece. 

14 White Nainsook. • 3644 34x18 .. .. Rs. 2-6-0 a Srd Dec., 
piece. 1935. 

TIuJ KAlllou Makan;; Spg. 
and WI1f/. 00., Ltd. 

• Tape Bordered Scarf , 9626 41 x2/6 48 40 As • 10 a Nov., 1935 
pair. 

Ii Ombre Vollette . " .. 44xSO 61 62 Rs. D-4-3 a Oct./Nov., 
yard. 1936. 

6 White shirtings . , 800 34x42 88 72 Rs. 10-2-0 Nov., 1935 
a piece. 

TAe 0"""'11 8pg. anti 
Mfg. 00., LId, 

11 White N aln800ks • . 26 25x18 .. .. Rs. 1-8-0 a 3rd Doc •• 
piece. 1935. 
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UIQTED KDrODOl[ Dnl!GATION TO THB TARIFP BOABD • 

.All AscUTAJNlID BY THB IIILLOW1U'as' A880ClATIOll, BDlmAY. 

Cloth. 
Trade Dimensions. Reed. Pick. 

Number. 
Warp • Weft. Sale price. Date of 

price. 

--I- ----

Mock VoUe 
Ins. Yd •• .. 44 x 120 48 44 38 60 4 annas a 6th Dec., 

yard. 1935. 

Wblte NalDJOOks .. 27x1S 44 42 38 44 28·75 a 10th lu1y, 
piece. 1935. 

The HiIl8 report that they do not manufactnre Wblte Nalnsooks at aU. 

White Mulls 

WbIte Nainsook. 

Tape Bordered 
searr 

Mock Volle 

Wblte Shirting •• 

Wblte NainBooks 

S52 

3644 

grey 9526 

.. 

SOO 

6418 

4SX20 62 

36X18 40 

42 x 2/5 48 

-44" 61 

84/35X41 S4 

29X1S· 
l'?ilbB 16 • 

46 30 

36 30 

40 32 

50 60 

70 32 

33 30 

Date of Realil .... 
last aale. tion. 

40 6th Dec., 67·5 as. 
1935. 

(Ouly 8,440 piel" made.) 

40 17th lan.,136'50 as. 
1935. 

(0nIy 4,800 pieces made.) 

Selllng 
price. 

42 10·94,... ..... mrn. 
(Not made for last two 

year •• ) 

55 5·37 a •• a yd. 

32 Re. 10.0.0 
apiece. 

Sale price. Date of last 
sale. 

40 28·5 annas Sth March 
a piece. 1935. 

• Was lP&Ilufactared againat lapaneBe SOO, anel not made .ince 1934. 
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(Il!) Letter No. 89/168 of 1936, dated the 9th Jarvuary, 1936, from the 
Millowners' Association, Bombay. 

I am directed· to acknowledge receipt of your letter* No. 840, dated the 
25th December, 1935; with which was forwarded certain United Kingdom 
and Indian samples furnished to the Board by the Karachi Chamber of 
Commerce and the Delhi Piecegoods Merchants' Association. 

As desired by the Board, I enclose herewith 4 copies of a statement 
containing our observations on the samples submitted by the Karachi 
Chamber of Commerce. Wherever possible, the particulars and price data 
for Indian samples furnished by the Chamber have been compared against 
the actuals furnished by the mills concerned. The bare cost of manufac
ture in each case has also been added as desired by the Board. * In the 
case of cloths manufactured by non-member mills, results of the rough 
analysis of the cloths made by our techuical experts have been shown to 
,enable the Board to arrive at conclusions as to the comparability of the 
United Kingdom and Indian cloths mentioned by the Chamber. In this 
connection, I beg to point out that the term "" bare costs" used in this 
statement means that no provision has been made for interest on working 

. capital, depreciation, Managing Agent's commission and profit. 
On going through the representation submitted by the Karachi Chamber 

of Commerce, I find that reference has been made to 5 statements and 5 
sets of samples, but only 4 sets of samples appear to have been forwarded 
to us. 

As regards the" Indian samples submitted by the Delhi Piecegoods Mer
chants' Association, our experts have examined the cloths in question, but 
as no clue is available as to the identity of the mills where the samples have 
been manufactured, it is very difficult to verify the data furnished by 
the Delhi Piecegoods ~erchants' Association or submit any observations 
thereon. Even a comparison on the basis of the rough analysis made by 
our own experts does not appear to be practicable in view of the fact 
t.hat in one or two instances, the cloths which are marked respectively 
Indian and United Kingdom appear in fact to be cuttings from the same 
piece of the cloth. 

I return herewith the samples received from the Board. 

* Not printed. 



Enclosure. 
REPRESENTATION SUBMITI'ED BY THE KARACHI CHAMBER OF COMMERCE. 

EII'GUSH S,4.MPLB PARTIOUURS. 

No. of Sample: A. (Statement No.1). 

Description of Sample: White Dhoty (300). 

Ins. Yds. 

46 X 2/8 

DimensiOfl8, etc., as git'en by Chafllber. 

Lbs. Warp. Woft. Ends. 

68 

Dimension8, M a8certained by M. O. A" Bombay. 

Pick.~ 

56 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Wt. per sq. yd. 

46 X 2{& 64 80 64 52 1'2 oZs. 

Price data M given by Chamber. 

Landed price (ex-duty) Rs. 1-4-101_ 

No.1. 

INDIAN SAMPL)I: PAI!.TIOULARS.~ 

No. of Sample: A. Name of Mill: Ahmedabad Advance Mills. 

DtlHcription of Sample: White Dhoty (5351). 

Particular8 as gillen by Chamber. 

Ins. Yds. 

45 X 2/8 

I,bs. Warp. Woft. Ends.~ (Pide:. 

Actual particulars a8 ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

IIll\. Yds. Ozs. per sq. yd. Warp. 

42 X 8 1·68 40 

Price data. 

A8 given by Ohamber. 

Weft. 

60 

Ends. 

60 

Actuals. 

Pick. 

48 

Karachi Bazaar price Re. 1-6-0 Last sale Re. 1·6·0 e:.:-Mill. 
Bazaar price • Rs. 1·10.0. per piece. 

RemarkB by MiUoumers' A88ociation, Bombay.-The cloths are widely different in construction. The cotton for the United Kingdom white yam 
Dhoty would be much more costlier per lb. than the cotton for the bleached Indian Dhoty and would more than offset the cost of bleaching. Note 
that the Mill give the width of their cloth 11.8 42" ol11y. . For 46", the price of the Indian cloth would be apptoximately Re. 1.8-1 per pair. 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE KARACHI OHAMBER OF COMMERCE-conU. 

ENGLIsH SAMPLE PABTICULAR!!. 

No. of Sample: B. (Statement No.1). 

Des"ription of Sample: Grey Dhoty (1001). 

Dimensians, etc., as given by Ohamber. 

Ina. Yds. 

42 X 2/8 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

76 

Dimensians, etc., as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Pick. 

58 

No.2. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Piclt. Wt. persq. yd. 

42 X 2/8 30 54 72 52 2·88 ozs. 

INTlIAN SAMPLE PABTICtiLAlI~. 

No. of Sample: B. Name of lIIilI: The Hindustan Spinning and 
Weaving Co., Ltd. 

De~cription of Sample: Grey Dhoty (142181). 

Ins. Yds. 

41 X 2/8 

Particular., as gil'en by Ollflmber. 

J.bs. Warp. Wert. Ends. 

Actual partic'ulars (18 ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Pick. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Wert. Ends. Pick. 

41 X'2/8 24 32 48 44 

Price data as git'en by Ohamber. Price dltta. 

Landed price ex.duty, Karachi. 

Bazaar price, Kara<'hi 

Rs. 1.7.11. 

Rs. 1.10·0. 

As given by Ohamber. Actuals. 

Karachi Bazaar price Re. 1.4·0. Latest selling price Ra. 1·5.6 ex. 
Mill. 

Remark8 by MiUowners' Association, Bombay.-The cloths are lJot comparable. There is a very wide difference in W8A'p and weft counts and also 
in reed and pick between the two cloths. The United Kingdom cloth would always command, a higher price t.han the Indian cloth. Note the differ. 
ence between the price data given by the Karachi Chamber of Commerce and the actual ex·mill price. 



ENGLISH SAMPLL: PARTICULAR!!. 

No. of Sample: C. (St"tement No.1). 

Description of Sample: Grey Dhoty (513). 

Dimensitmll, etc., as given by Chamber. 

Ins. Yds. 

42 X 2/8 

Lbs. Weft. Ends. 

64 

Dimen8ion8, etc., a8 a8r.ertained hll _'If. O. A., Bombay. 

Pick. 

52 

No. 3. 

INIJIAN 8AMl'LE PARTJCI)LAn~. 

No. of Sample: C. Name of 1I1il1: The Crown Spinning and Manu
faoturing Co., Ltd. 

Description of Shmple: Grey Dl.oty (356). 

. Ins. Yds. 

.41 X 2/8 

Particular8 all gif'en by Chamber. 

I.ts . Wal'p, Weft. Ends. 

Actual particlllar8 a8 ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Wttrp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Wt. per sq. yd; Ins. Yds. Lbs., Wl>rp. Weft. Ends, Pi~k. Wt. per sq. yd. 

34 Ii4 60 4S 2ozs. 41 X 2/8 24 32 40 36 2·720zs. 

Price tiata a8 given by Cltamber. Price data. 

Landed price ex-duty, Kara~bi • , Rs. 1-3-111_ 

Bazaar p1'ice '. • Rs.I-4-0 

A8 flil:en by Chamber. Actuais. 

Karachi Bazaar pri,'e Re. 0-15-9. Re. 1-0-0 fx-Mill (November, 
1935). 

BemarkB by MillOW1le1"s' A88ociation, Bombay.-The cloths are not comparable in construction. The price data supplied by the Karachi Chamber 
of Commerce for the Indian ·cloth is again incorrect. The United Kingdom cloth would always command a higher price than the Indian cloth and is 
cheaper at the price given than the Indian cloth. 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE KARACm CHAMBER OF COMMERCE-contd. 

ENGLISH SAMPLE PARTIcULARS. 

No. of Sample: D. ,(Statement. No. U. 
Description of Sample: White Dhoties (Premo. Club). 

Ins. Yds. 
43 X 2}8 

. . 
Dimen8iO'1l8, etc., as git'en by Ohamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
70 

DimensiO'1l8, etc., aB ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Pick. 
62 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pirk. Wt. per sq. yd. 
43 X 2/8 62 76 68 54 1·08ozs. 

Price data a8 given by Ohamber. 

Landed price ex.duty, Karachi R8. 1·11·8. 
Bazaar price Rs. 2·6·0. 

No.4. 
INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULABS. 

No. of Sample: D. Name of Mill: Arun Mills. 

Description of Sample: White Di:.oties (70111. 

Ins. Yds. 
49/50 X 2/8 

Particulars aB. flit'en by Ohamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

Actual particulal'8 a8 aBcertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Pick. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Wt. per sq. yd. 
49/50X2/8 62 84 72 60 1·24 ozs. 

(Rough 
Analysis) 

Price data. 
As gil'en 611 Ohamber. Actuals. 

Karachi Bazaar price R8. 2·2·0. Non·Membel' l\1ill. 

RemarkB by Millowner8' A88ociaticm, Bombay.-The Indian cloth is manufactured by a non·member mill and the prices and actual maldng pa.rti~ 
cuIars have not been checked. The bazaar price for the United Kingdom cloth appears to be too high judged by the landed price ex.duty. 

No. of Sample: E. (Statement No.1). 

Des\·ription of Sample : White Yam Dhoty (795). 

Dimen8ions, etc .. , a8 gitlen by Chamber. 
Ins. Yds. 
38 X 2/7 

J..bs. W .. rp. Weft. Ends. 
68 

Picl,. 
66 

No.6. 
INDIAN SAMPLE PAR1'IC1JLAJIS. 

No. of Sample: E. Name of Mill: Model Mills (Nagpul'), Ltd. 

De~cl'iption of Sample: White Y .. rn Dhoties (738). 

Ins. Yds. 
38 X 217 

Particular8 a8 gillen by Ollflmber. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft,. Ends. Pick. 



DimenlliOO8, elc., as a.eertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
lllll. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Wt. per sq. yd. 
38 X 2/7 60 74 64 52 1-24 ozs. 

Priee data a8 given by Chamber. 

Landed price ex-duty, Karachi Re. 0-15-71. 

Bazaar price, Karachi. Rs. 1-4-6. 

Actualparlicular8 a8 ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Wt. per sq. yd. 
38 X 2/7 28 34 52 42 2·56 ozs. 

(Rough 
Analysis). 

Price data_ 
A8 git·en by Cha";ber. 

Karachi Bazaar price Rs. 1-2-0. 
Actual8. 

Details of selling price and b8.1'G 
cost not yet available. 

Remark8 by Millowner8' A88ociation, Bombay.-The cloths are widely different in construction. The United Kingdom cloth is much superior and 
we do not think that the cloths would be selling agaillllt each other. 

ENGLISH SAMPLE PARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample: F_ (Statement No. I). 
Description of Sample: White Shirtings (Tuftan). 

lIllI. Yds. 
34 X 40 

Dimen8ion8, etc., a8 given by Ohamber. 
Lbs. Wurp. Weft. Ends. 

Dimenllion8, etc., a8 ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

No.6. 

Pick. 

11llI. Yds. Lbs. Wa.rp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Wt. per sq. yd. 
,34 X 40 36 31 70 68 2·8 O~B. 

Price data a8 gil'en by Chamber. 

Landed price ex-duty, Karachi 

Bazaar price, Karachi • 

Rs.8-2-7. 

Rs.I0-4-0. 

INDIAN SAMPLE PARTIOULARS. 

No. of Sample: F. Name of Mill: Svadeshi Mills Co., Ltd. 
Descriptio~ of Sample: White Shirtlligs (6365). 

Ins. Yds. 
33 X 40 

Particular8 a8 given by Ohamber. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

Actual parlic'ular8 as ascerlained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Pick. 

11llI. Yds. Wt. per sq. yd. Warp. Weft. End,. Pick. 
33/34 X 40 8 36 36 86 72 

Price data. 
A8 given by Ohamber. 

Karachi Bazaar price Rs. 8-12.0. 
Actual8. 

Selliog price on 29th October 
1935, Rs. 8-12-0 ea:-lIfill. 

Note by M. O. A., Bombay-Cloth is plain bleached. Note by M. O. A., Bombay-Cloth is back filled. 
RemarkB by Mil/owner8' A88ociation, Bombay.-At the prices given. the Indian mill cloth is better value. The cloths are roughly comparable. 



REPRESE}."TATION SUBMITTED BY THE KARACHI CHAMBER OF COMMERCE-contd. 

E!;OLISH SAMPLE P ARTICUL.tRS. 

No. of Sample: C. (Statement No.1). 
Description of Sample: White SI.irtings (Bijli). 

Dimensicma, etc., a8 gi1!en by Chamber. 

Ins. Yds. 
33 X 40 

LLs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
60 

DimensianR, elc., a8 a8certainw bU 111. O. A., Runway. 

No.7. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pid,. Wt. per sq. yd. 
33 X 40 30 28 56 56 2'4 ozs. 

Price data as git'en bU Chamber. 

Landed price ex.duty, Kara<:hi 
Bazaar price, Karachi • 

Rs. 6.12.91. 
Rs.8·2·0. 

bULUI SAMPLE PARTIC(;LAR~. 

No. of Sample: G. Name. of Mill: S~ad"shi l\Ii1Js Co., J.td. 
DesC"ription of SlItnple: White Shirtings (6367). 

Ins. Yds. 
33 X 40 

Particular8 as given by Cham her. 

LbD. WKJ'P, Weft. Ends. 

Actual particlIlara (t$ Q,IIcerlained bU M. O. A., Rmnb"y. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. ·W&ft. End~. 
33/34x40 91 22 30 68 

A8 ui7len by Clw,;,ber. 
Price dala. 

Actuals. 

" .. 

Pick. 
56 

Bazaar price R~. 7·14.0. Realization 011 29th October, 1935, 
Rs. 7·12·6 ex·MilI. 

Bemaru by Milloumer8' AS8ociation, Bombay.-The Indisn cloth is hetter valne at the prices given, but the.cloths are only roughly comparable.. 

ElIULISH SA.1IPLE PAR'l'ICULAR!I. 

No. of Sample: H. (Statement No.1). 

D6I!criptioll of Sample: White Shirtings (1000). 

Dimensirm8, elc., as ait'en by Chamber. 

!.us. Yds. 
34 X 40 

LIJa. Warp. WE'ft. Ends. 
68 

Pick. 
68 

No.8. 
IN DIAN SAMPLE P ARTICULARI'!. 

No. of Sample: H. Name of Mill: Indian Bleaching Dyeing and 
Printing WOl'ks, Ltc!. 

Description of Sample: White Shirting (D. M.). 

Ins. Yda. 
34 X 40 

Pm'lieu/flI'8 as gi1'en by Chamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Woft. Ends. 



Di71lcn8icma. etc., as a8certa'nea lIy1l1. O. A" Bumhay. 
Ius. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Wt. per aq. yd. 
34 X 40 22 19 72 64 4'32 OZR. 

Price dttta as gillen by Chamber. 

Actual parliell/at'8 a8 ascertained by M. O. A., Bumhay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends, Pick. Wt.pt'rllq.yd. 
34 X 40 32 26 80 62 3·6 OZ8. 

(Rough 
Analysis) 

Prir.e data. 
As given by Chamber. Actflala. 

Lauded price ex.duty, Karachi R8. 8·4-10. Karachi Bazaar price Rs. 8. Details of selling price and bare 
BMlaar price, KaraLhi • RA. 10-2-0. cost not yet obtained. 

Remark8 by Millowner8' A88ociatiO'1l, Bombay.-The cloths are widely different in construction, but the Indian cloth ia better value at the prices 
quoted. 

ENGLISH SAMPLE PARTIClJLABS. 

Statement No.2. 
Description of Sample: White Mull (75000). 

Ins. Yda. 
48 X 18 

Dimen8ions, etc., a8 gi"en by Chamber. 

Lbs. W ... rp. Weft. Enda. 
52 

Di1llensioos, etr., RS a.sce,'tai1led by_V. 0'. A •• Bombay. 

Pirk. 
44 

No.9. 

Ins, Yds. Lbs. WarP. Weft. Ends. Pick. Wt. per sq. yd. 
48 X 18 44 55 52 46 1·32ozs. 

Price data as gil'en by Chamber. 

INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

Statement No.2. Name of Doalor: Pokfrdas Dwsrakdss. 

Description of Samples: White lIiull (26000). 

Ins. YdH. 
48 X 18 

Particula,'s lUI 9i"en by Chamber. 

I.bs. Wltrp. Weft. Ends. Pirk. 

Actflall'artictllal's as a8f~rlai'lled by M. O. A., Bumbay. 

Ins. Yds. Lba. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Wt. per SI!. yd. 
48 X 18 40 40 52 40 1'52 ozs. 

(Rough 

Price data. 
Analysis). 

A8 gi,'en by Cllamber. Actuals. 

Landed price ex.duty . Ra. 2-11-6. Bazaar price Rs. 3-2.6. See Note below. 
Ba't.aar price, Karachi • R8. 3-8-0. 

Remark8 by Millowner8' AS8ociation, Bombay.-In the absence of the name of the mill, it is not poasible for US to check t,he accuracy ofthe data 
given by the Chamber in respect of the Indian sample. , -



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE KARACHI CHAMBER OF COMMERCE~. 

ENGLISH SAMPLE PARTICULABS. 

Statement No.2. 

Description of Sample: White Mull (71000). 

Ins. Yds. 
42 X 18 

Dimensicma, etc., a8 gilJen by Ohamber. 
I.bs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

,,' 52 

Dimtm8iOfl,8, etc., as a8~ertained by M. O • .A., Bombay. 

Pick. 
44 

No. 10, 
INDIAN SAlIfi'LE PABTICULARS. 

Statement No.2. Name of Dealer: Pokerdas Dwarakdas. 

Description of Sample: White Mull (87923). 

Ins. Yds. 
40 X 18 

Particulars as git'en by Ohamber. 

Lhs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

.Actual particulars a8 ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Pick. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Wt. per sq. yd. Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Wt. per sq. yd. 
42 X 18 44 60 52 40 1·2ozs. 

Price data a8 gillen by Ohamber. 

Landed cost ex.duty , 
Bazaar price 

ENGLISH SAIIlPLE PARTICULARS. 

Statement No.2. 

Description of Sample: White Mull (76).1 

Dimensions, etc., a8 given by Ohamber. 

Rs.2·3·3. 
Rs.2·14·0. 

Ius. Yds. 
42 X 20 

Ll,8. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
52 64 

No. 11. 

40 X 18 36 40 48 40_ 1·52ozs. 

A8 git.en by Ohamber. 

Bazaar price Rs. 2.11·6. 

Price data. 
Actuals. 

(Rough 
Analysis) 

Unable to check price data, etc., 
furnished as identity of mill not 
known. 

INI>IAN SAMPLE PARTICULAR'!. 

Statement No.2. Name of Mill: Rajaratna Naranbhai Mills. 

Description of Sample: White Mulls (60). 

Ins. Yds. 
42 X 20 

Particulars as gi-ven by Ohamber. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick •• 



]Ume7l8ions, etc., 08 aBcet'tainea by M. O. A., BIlfnbay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Wo.rp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Wt. per sq. yd. 
42 X 20 40 50 64' 52' 1·68ozs. 

Price data as given by Ohamber. 

Landed cost ex.duty • 
Bazaar price 

Rs.3·1·9. 
Rs.4·0·0. 

Actual particular, a8 a8certa'ned by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Wt. pereq. yd. 
42 X 20 28 31 64 64 2·32oza. 

Price data. 
As gilJen by 0 hamber. 

Bazaar price Rs. 3·9·0. 
Acl1lal8. 

(Rough 
Analysia) 

Non·Member. 

No. 12. 
ENGLISH SAMPLB PARTIOULARS. 

Statement No.2. 

Description of Sample: White Mull (9678). 

Dimensions, etc., as git'en by Ohamber. 

Ins. Yds. 
48 X 20 

I.bs. Warp. Weft. End.~. Pick. 
52 64 

Dimensio7l8, etc., as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick.· Wt. per sq. yd. 
48 X 20 40 46 64 56 1·84 ozs. 

Price data as given by Ohamber. 

Landed price excluding duty 
Bazaar price, Karachi • 

Re.3·7·3. 
Rs.4·12·0. 

bUlAN SAlIIPLE PARTICULARS. 

Statement No.2. Dealer: Pokerdas Dwo.rakdas. 

Description of Sample: White Mull (4848). 

Ins. Yds. 
47 X 20 

Particulars 08 (Jiven by Ohamber. 

I.ts. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

Actual particl/lars as IUicertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. I.bs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 'Pick. Wt. per sq. yd. 
47 X 20 40 45 60 48 1·68ozs. 

(Analysis) 

Price data. 

As gi~en by Oltamber. 

Karachi Bazaar price Ra. 4.J·6. 

Artuals. 

Unable to check price data given 
by Chamber, as name of mill 
no~ known. 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE KARACHI CHAMBER DF COMMERCE-conta. 

No. 13. 
EX<)LlSlI SAMPLB P ABTICULI.R8. 

Statement No.3. 

Description of SamIlle: White Mull (84). 

Ins. Yds. 
38 x 20 

Dime1U!i07l8, etc., 128 i/iven by Chamber. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
2* 40 46 76 

Dime1UlirJns, ere., 128 ascertained by M. O • .d., BombfJY. 
IIlJI. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Wt. per sq. yd. 
38 X 20 40 44 76 60 2·04 ozs. 

Price data a8 given by Ohamber. 

Karacbi ex-godown price excluding duty 
Karachi Bazaar price • 

ENGLISH SAIIPLE Ptl.1l'UCULU8. 

Statement No.3. 

Description of Sample: White Mull (RalIi Bros.). 24. 

Dime1UlirYIIs. etc •• aR git'en by Chamber. 

Rs.3-5-0. 
Hs.4-4·0. 

Ins. Yds. 
35 X 20 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
64 2* 40 46 76 

INDIAN SAMPLR Ptl.RTICULAR'1. 

Statement No.3. Name of Dealer: Pokerdas Dwarakdas. 

Description of Sample: White Mull (84I). 

Ins. Yds. 
38 X 20 

Particulars a8 gi.oen by Cltamber. 

I.bs. Warp. Wo~ft. Enda. 

ActuaZparti()1Ilars 128 a.certuined by M. O. A •• Bombay. 

Pi"k. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Wt. per sq. yd. 
38 X 20 40 38 70 58 2·08 ozs. 

No. 14. 

As given by OT/amber. 

Bazaar price Rs. 4. 

(Analysis) 

Price auta. 
.dct1lals_ 

Unable to check data furnished by 
Chamber a8 identity of mills not; 
known. 

INOIAN SAMPLlII PAR'l·ICULtl.RS. 

Statement No.3. Name of Dealer: Pokerdas Dwarakdas. 

Description of Sample: White Mull (241). 

IU8. Yds. 
35 X 20 

Particulars aR Jil'en by Ohamber. 
Lb~. W&.rl" Weft. End~. Pick: 



Dimension8, etc., a8 a8certained by N. 0 • ..11., Bombay. 

lns. Yds. I.be. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick.' Wt. per sq. yd. 
35 X 20 38 46 72 58 1·96ozs. 

'Pri.:e data all git'en by Chanlber. 

Ex.godown price, Karachi excluding duty 
Bal!aar price 

Rs.3.1.6. 
Rs.4·0·0. 

Actualpart'cular8 as u,'L'ertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Wt. per sq. yd. 
35 X 20 40 48 68 56 1'92 ozs. 

(Analysis). 
Price data. 

As git.'cn by Chamber. 
Karachi Bazaar price Rs. 3·12·0. 

Actuals. 
Unable to check price data fur· 

nished by Chamber as identity 
of mills not known. 

No. 15. 
ENGI.ISH SAMPLE PARTICULAltS. 

Statement No.4. 

Descriptioll of,Sample: White Mull (Volkart Bros.), 16000. 

Dilllen8iO'M, etc., a,q git.en by Chamber. 

Ins. Yds. 
47 X 18 

Ll:s. Whl'P. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
2 

Dimension8, etc., as aRcertained by M. O . .4., Bombay. 
.IllS. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Wt. peU(I. yd. 
47 X 18 44 54 60 44 1·36ozs. 

Price data as git'en by Chamber. 
Present-

Landed price ex.duty 
Bazaar price 

Ba.zaar price-
1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 

Rs.4.. P. 

2 14 0 
a 9 6 

340 
380 
356 
3 7; 9 

lNOUN SAMPLE PAR1'ICULARS. 

Statement No.4. Name of Dealer: Pokerdas Dwarakdas. 

Description of Sample: White Mull (48500). 

Ins. Yds. 
48 X 18 

ParliCtllars as gil'en by Charnher. 
Lbs. Warp. Weft. End~. 
2! . 

Pick. 

Actual particulars a. aaeertuined by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. ;Ends . Pi~k. 

44 
(Rough 

Analysis) 

48 X 18 2! 38 4060 

Price data. 
As given by Chamber. 

Present Bazaar price Rs. 3·3·(1. 
Actua18. 

Unable to check price data fur. 
nished by Chamber as identity 
of mills not known. 



REPRESENTATION SUBMITTED BY THE KARACHI CHAMBER OF COMMERCE-i:01ICld. 

No. 16. 
ENGLISH SAlfPLE PARTICULARS. 

Statement No.4. 

Description of Sample: White Mull (87921). 

Dimensi0n8, etc., as given by Ohamber. 

Ins. Yds. 
~ 42 X 18 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 
Ii 

Dimensi0n8, etc., as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 
Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Wt. per sq. yd. 
42 X 18 46 62 52 38 1-12 ozs. 

Price data 118 given by Ohamber. 

Present landed price excluding duty Karachi 
Present bazaar price 
Bazaar price--

1933 
1_934 

Rs. A. P. 
226 
2 12 0 

2 10 3 
211 0 

INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

Statement No.4. Name of Dealer: Pokerdas Dwaraltdas. 

Description of Sample: White Mull (87923). 

Ins. Yds. 
42 X 18 

Particular8 "S given by Chamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. 
Ii 

Actual particulars a8 ascertained by JI. O. A., Bombay. 

Pick. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Wt. per sq. yd. 
42 X 18 40 46 48 40 1·44 ozs. 

(Analysis) 
Price data. 

As given by Ohamber. 

Bazaar price Rs. 2-7-0 (selling 
freely). 

Actuals. 

Unable to check price data fur
nished by Chamber as identity 
of mills not known. 

No. 17. 

ENGLISH SAMPLE PARTIOULARS. 

Statement No.4. 

Description of Sample: White Mull (Volkart Bros.), 57. 

Ins. Yds. 
37 X 20 

Dimensi0n8, etc., as give~ by Ohamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

INDIAN SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

Statement No.4. Name of Mill : (Not given). 

Description of Sample: White Mull. 

Ins. Yds. 
36 X 20 

Particular8 a8 given by Ohamber. 

Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

.~ . 

. ~ 



DimenaiO'M, etc., lUI ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. Aclual particulars as aacertai"ed by N. O . ..4., Bombay. 

Ins .. Y ds. Lbs. 

37 X 20 

Warp. 

40 

Weft. 

48 

Ends. 

60 
Piek. Wt. per sq. yd. Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. Wt.persq.yd. 

48 1·64ozs. 

Price data lUI gillen by Ohamber. 

Landed price excluding duty 
Karachi Bazaar price 

ENGLISH SAMPLE PARTICULARS. 

Statement No.2. 

Description of Sample: White M)llls (71000). 

Rs. A.!'. 

306 
3 11 3 

Dimen-siems, etc., as given by Ohamber. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

Dimensicms, etc., as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Ins. Yds. I.bs. Warp; Weft. Ends. Pick. 

Price data as given 'by OOO.mber. 

36 x 20 38 38 60 50 1'84 ozs. 
(Rough 

Analysis) 

Price data. 

As gillen by Ohamber. Acltta18. 

Kare.chi Bazaar pI'ice Rs. 3. Unable to identify the mill.t 

No. 18. 
INDIAN SAlIIl'Llil PARTICULARS. 

Statement No.2. Name of Dealer: Pokerdas Dwarakdas. 

Description of Sample; , 

Particular8 as git .. n by Ohamber. 

Ins. Yds. Lb. Warp. Weft. Ends. 

Actual particulars as ascertained by M. O. A., Bombay. 

Pick. 

Ins. Yds. Lbs. Warp. Weft. Ends. Pick. 

Price data. 
As git-en by Ohamber. Aclual.8. 
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(13) Letter No. 142/168 of 1936, dated the l/sth January, 1936, from the 
Millowners' Association, Bombay. 

During the course of our Oral Evidence Sir Joseph referred to a 
statement which has been prepared by the Association showing the per capita 
consumption of cotton piecegoods in India. I enclose herewith for the in
formation !If 'the Board 7 copies of the statement referred to above. 



Enclosure • . 
Imports Q!lantitv Total Average Cloth • of art. Total Imports of cloth quantity 

Consump. prine available silk Total of yam of art. Totals of turned of cloth Popule.- per lard. Years. for con· cloth oolumns available silk columns out on available tion in tion per In ian sumption less 2 and 3. to hand. yam into 5 and 6. hand. for con· India. head in mill. Ii in India. reo looms. India. looms 8umption yards. made export •. (approx.). in country. cloth. 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 ---
Mil. ·yds. Mil. yd •• Mil.yds. Mil. lb •• Mil. lb •• Mil. lb •• Mil. yd •• Mil.yds. Millions. Annas 

1912·13 3,943 3,943 260 260 1,243 5,186 315·8 
per yard. .. .. 16·4 2'83 1913.14 4,076 .. 4,076 267 .. 267 1,277 5,353 316·2 16·9 2'76 1914·15 3,354 .. 3,354 296 .. 296 1,416 4,770 316·6 15-1 2·34 1915.16 3,299 .. 3,299 272 .. 272 1,301 4,600 317·0 14·5 2-46 1916·17 2,041 .. 2,041 189 .. 189 904 2,945 317·4 9·2 3·27 1917.18 2,786 .. 2,786 203 .. 203 .971 3,757 317·8 11·8 5·20 

1918·19 2,309 .. 2,309 262 .. 262 1,252 3,561 318·2 11·2 7-60 
1919·20 2,337 .. 2,337 141 .. 141 674 3,011 318·6 9·4 6·95 
1920·21 2,816 .. 2,816 287 .. 287 I,S73 4,189 319·0 13-1 7·38 
1921·22 2,525 1 2,526 298 .. 298 1,425 3,951 322·4 12·2 6'76 1922.23 3,006 2 3,008 335 .. 335 1,602 4,610 325·8 14-1 6·33 
1923·24 2,965 9 2,974 251 .. 251 1,200 4,174 329·2 12·7 5·53 
1924.25 3,450 17 3,467 314 .. 314 1,502 5,069 332'6 15·2 5·72 
1925·26 3,134 15 3,149 283 .. 283 1,353 4,502 336·0 13·4 4-76 
1926·27 3,607 42 3,649 324 .. 324 1,549 5,198 339·4 15·3 3'80 
1927·28 3,921 54 3,975 323 8 331 1,583 5,558 342·8 16·2 3·93 
1928.29 3,441 50 3,491 279 8 287 1,373 4,864 346·2 14·0 4'00 
1929·30 4,008 57 4,065 344 7 351 1,679 5,744 349'6 16'4 3'81 
1930·31 3,182 51 3,233 339 7 346 1,655 4,888 353'0 13·8 3·15 
1931·32 3,467 85 3,552 370 8 378 1,808 5,360 357·4 14·9 2·87 
1932·33 4,134 125 4,269 419 11 430 2,056 6,325 360·8 17-5 2·77 
1933·34 3,473 58 3,531 351 , "10 361 1,725 . 5,256 363·2 14·5 2'64 
1934·35 4,096 81 4,177 358 17 375 1,793 5,970 366·6 16·3 2·41 

I 
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NOTI!I. 

CuTumn I.-The years shown are fiscal years, that is, ending the 31st 
of March. ' 

Cu/umn 2.-The figures given in this column show the total quantity of 
cotton piecegoods retained in this country, both Indian mill-made and 
imported, after providing for exports and re-exports. ' 

Column S.-Shows the total quantity of artificial silk piecegoods (in-, 
eluding cent. per cent. artificial silk goods and mixtures) imported. 

Column 4.-Is the total of columns 2 and 3. It shows the total quantity 
of cotton piecegoods (both Indian and imported) and artificia.l silk piece
goods available for consumption in India. 

Column 5.-8hows the total quantity of yarn available for consumption 
in India. The figure is estimated as below: 

. (Total mill produdion of yarn) plus (imports of foreign cotton yarn) 
mtnus (exports and re-exports). 

A part of the resultant figure is utilised in Indian mills for the pro
duction of cloth. The Spinning ilDd Weaving statistics published by the 
Government of India show the total weight of cloth produced in Indian 
Mills. From this figure the total quantity of yarn which may have been 
consumed in. the production of this cloth can be estimated by assuming 
that 100 Ibs. of yarn. will produC'e 112 Ibs, of cloth. The total quantity 
of yarn consumed by Indian mills is then subtracted from the total qua.ntity 

-of yarn available for consumption in India and the result is shown in 
this column. . 

Column 6.-Show8 the imports of artificial silk yarn into India. For 
purposes of Dur calculation, it is estimated that all the imported artificial 
silk yarn is consumed by the handloom industry. 

Column 7.-Is the total' of columns 5 and 6, and shows the quantity of 
,yarn-both cotton and artifirial silk-available for consumption to the 

handloom industry. -
Column S.-Assuming that the totals shown in Column 7 are consumed 

by the handloom industry, then the total quantity of cloth turned out 
on handlooms can be estimated somewhat as below: 

100 Ibs. of yarn will produce 112 Ibs. of cloth. 1 lb. of 'cloth=4'27 
yards. 

The figures as worked out on this basis are entered in column. 
Colllmn 9.-8hows the total quantity of cloth-imported, Indian mill

made and handloom manufactured-available for consumption in India. 
It is the total of columns 4 and 8. 

Column 10.-The Census of population in India is taken once in ten 
years, and in estimating the population from yt'ar to yestr, the increase 
recordt'd between any two Ct'llSUS results is divided by 10 to fiud out the 
annual increase. 

(!olllwn n.-The consumption of cloth pt'r head in India is worked out 
hy dividing the figures in Column 9 by thoSt' in Column 10. 

Column 12.-The average price per lb. of Indian mill-made cloth is 
based on the average price of standard longcloth according to the l\Iillowners' 
Association Current Quotations, plus 10 per cent. The ten per cent. has 
been added hpc8use bleached and coloured goods and dhoties aTe COll
siderably hight'\" in pl"ice than standard longeloth. 

(14) Lett~r No. 507/16S' of 1936, dated the 28th Februur" 1996, from the 
1IIillo1('1Icr.~' .hsociation, Bombay. 

As promised, I am sending you t.he particulars which you askt'd me to 
fill in on the two skelt'ton forms handed to me just before I left Cakutta. 

t ~ ~ • • • • 



Enc'\osure No.1. 

Bombay Cotton Mill Industry. 

-- 1930. 1931. . 

1. Number of Mills (including 3 dyeing plants) 71 68 

2. Number of Spindles 2,921,755 2,830,564 

3. Number of Looms 65,549 63,395 

Rs. Rs. 

4. Paid. up capital (including dyeing plants} 13,43,90,895 13,18,17,548 

5. Reserves including C. F. 5,99,18,374 I 5,28,65,968 

6. Block account original cost (inoluding dyeing plants) 35,91,45,030 36,25,01,213 . 

7. Depreciation Fund , ," 12,46,97,387 13,20,46,368 

8. Net Block." 23,44,47,643 23,04,54,845 

, 
9 . .Depreciation due 1,45,34,978 1,47,13,072 

10. Depreciation written off 9,78,003 51,50,312 

1932. 1933. 

71 57 

2,958,648 2,425,168 , 

66,397 54,274 

Rs. Rs. 

13,63,63,713 l1,06,08,!!20 

4,96.42,104 4,73,00,222 

\ 

37,03,63,114 30,71,54,544 

13,75,71,249 11,86,16,199 

, 
23,27,91,865 18,85,38,345 

1,50,87,470 1,24,27,646 

38,78,845 33,89,528 

1934. 

61 

2,529,856 

55,408 

Rs. 

11,32,50,812 

4,18,29,080 

31,18,74,172 

11,83,42,087 

19,35,32,085 

1;26,17,322 

47,00,927 

..... 
00 ...... 



Enclosure No.2. Bombav Cotton· Mill Industry. 

RESl1LTS OJ" WORKING FOB THE YEAR ENDED 31ST DECEMBU. 
, -- 1934. 1933. 1932. 1931. 1930. 

Mills . . .j 61 57 71 68 71 
Rs. Rs. Rs. Rs. Rs. 

Net result per P. & L. Account. . · · (P) 42,37,178 (L) 18,30,025 (L) 20,33,918 (L) 15,75,104 (L) 94,22,570 
Add actual debits in accounts for :-

(1) Workmen's Welfare expenses, etc •• · · 28,858 34,973 30,032 17,606 26,644 
(2) Depreciation • • • • · 14,02,518 12,04,464 9,81,568 25,34,920 2,94,538 
(3) Agents' allowance · · 4,31,148 4,10,674 5,06,978 4,38,342 4,70,158 
(4) Agents' Commission • • · 11,18,596 6,55,438 8,88,399 10,92,096 8,75,286 
(5) Interest on Debentures and loans · · 41,13,104 45,66,021 86,42,835 86,70,072 86,37,404 

70,94,224 68,71,570 1,10,49,812 1,27,53,036 1,03,04,030 

Gross Profit (P)I,13,31,402 I (P) 50,41,545 (P) 90,15,894 (P) 1,11,77,932 (P) 8,81,460 
Deduct chargeable :- · · 

(I) Workmen's Welfare expenses, etc •• · 45,222. 49,984 30,032 59,1)28 49,802 
(2) Depreciation • • • • · 1,26,17,322 1,24,27,646 1,50,87,470 1,47,13,072 1,45,34,978 
(3) Agents' allowance · · 4,84,333 4,10,674 5,06,978 4,38,342 4,70,158 
(4) Agents' Commission • • 14,98,249 12,30,320 16,51,287 16,33,132 1l,93,723 
(5) Interest on Debentures and loans 64,59,036 58,96,558 88,76,661 87,79,793 87,95,779 

2,01,04,162 2,00,15,182 2,61,52,428 2,56,24,267 2,50,44,440 

Net result (L) 87,72,760 (I,) 1,49,73,637 (L) 1,71,36,534 (L) 1,44,46,335 (L) 2,41,62,980 
Oapital paid-up :-

Ordinary • 10,54,39,267 10,42,82,375 12,33,58,068 11,98,64,173 12,02,61,085 
Preference . · 78,11,645 63,26,545 1,30,05,645 1,19,53,375 1,41,29,810 

Total 11,32,50,812 l1,06,O~,920 13,63,63,713 13,18,17,548 i3,43,90,895 

Debentures . · 1,50,42,961 1,41,88,424 2,03,35,000 2,17,01,048 2,29,38,000 

(P) represents profit. (L) represents loss. 
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The Ahmedabad Millowners' Association, Ahmedabad. 

(1) Letter dated the 25th November, 1935 

With reference to the questionnaire of the Tariff Board, which was for
warded to us, I am directed by my Committee to submit the accompanying 
statement to the Beard dealing with the major issues covered by the terms 
of reference of the inquiry. 

Enclosure. 

REPRESENTATION TO THB TABlFII' BOARD. 

In view of the fact that there have been three exhaustive inquiries, two 
by the Ta.riff Boards in 1926 and 1932, and one by Mr. Ha.rdy in 1929, my 
Committee propose to deal only with the major issues arising out of the im
ports from the United Kingdom and their effects on the Indian Textile 
Industry. 

The Tariff Board in 1932, examined the question of assistance to the In
dustry all a. problem of substantive protection to it as a. whole. Their objec
tive was the maintenance of the intrinsic strength and the natural growth 
of the Industry and their point of view was restricted neither to the aspect 
of com.petition from countries exporting to India nor to the temporary diffi
culties experienced by a. section of the Industry. After an exhaustive in
quiry, they came to the conclusion that, all the conditions laid down-by the 
}'iscal Commission for the grant of protection were fulfilled in -the case of 
the Textile Industry, and that the Industry deserved a. substantive protec
tion as set forth in details by them. In addition to the general economic 
grounds for their conclusions, they also held that the Industry has a special 
claim to public support on national grounds; and in tlreir opinion it was 
necessary to replace the foreign competition by internal competition, by 
affording sufficient protection to the Indian Industry. 'l'hey recognised that 
rationalisation and amalgamation involve stupendous .difficulties, which can
not be surmounted unless the Industry is afforded a sense of security for the 
continuance of protection for an unbroken period of at least 10 years, with
out any interim inquiries. Their examination further showed that though 
textiles consist of different varieties, every variety has a chance to substitute 
another or influence the course of prices. They therefore, unequivocally re
commended that protection should be applied uniformly against imports from 
all countries. 

Before these recommendations could be given effect to, change of circum
stances made it necessary to open negotiations for Ind~-Japanese Agreement. 
ThE' occasion W311 availed of by Lancashire to send out a deputation to India 
and secure some consideration for it in what is popularly known as the 
Mody-Lees Pact. The Pact met with a strong opposition from important 
sections of the Industry and many parts of the country. Even wliile obtain
ing special consideration for themselves, the J,ancashire Deputation had to 
recognise, as a fundamental principle of negotiations, that the Indian Indus
try was entitled to a reasonable measure of protection for its progressive 
development. 

Subsequently parts of this Pact were incorporated in the Indian Tariff 
(Textile Protection) Amendment Act, 1934, out of which the present inquiry 
arises. The Act grants protection to the Industry for a period of 5 years, 
but provides that the scales of duties then incorporated, are provisional and 
subject to revision after two years on a review as to their effectiven"ss in 
securing sufficient protection to the Industry. 
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The figures of three chier classes of total imports of cotton piecegoods of 

the last S years are given below:-

Table showing total impo1'ts of Grey, White and Colou1'6d Piecegoods jor the 
. last live years. ' 

(In millions of yards.) 

1935 
Cla.ss of Goods. 1930. 1931. 1932. 1933. 1934. (6 

months) 
, 

--------- ---
I. Grey - . 560 249 335 267 255 180 

2. White 349 262- 390 284 277 162 

3. Coloured 328 207 399 274 340 196 

Trade in G/'ey.-A glance of these figures shows that, so far as the trade 
in Grey is concerned, the duties have been more or less helpful in reducing a 
large part of the imports. In the case- of the J mpol'ts of J aconets from the 
United Kingdom the fall of imports is less than what the above figures may 
lead us.to believe. In their case, the duties have only rendered competition 
more difficult, and have 'thus been a little helpful to the Indian Industry. 
The analysis hy Mr, Hardy leads one to believe that this continuing import 
trade in J aconets and also in ' dhotis' is mainly in fine goods; and, if the 
duties are continued at their present level, the Indian Industry with its 
development of the fine trade may be able to hold its own against them. At 
the same time, the very continuance of these imports without proportionate 
fall in Jaconets ana the recent increases in the imports of ' dhotis;, read in 
conjnnction with the following figUl'es of the entire 'dhoti' market would 
show that if the duties were to be lower a considt'rable amount of Indian 
trade will suffer, aio the total consnmption of 'dhotis' in the country is 
practically constant. 

1926 
1927 
1928 
1929 
1930 
1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 

Table showing total consumption of f Dhotis ' in the country. 

(rn millions of yards.) 

Total , 
available Total Indian Year. Grey. White. Imports. Production. for 
Consump-

tion. 

509 109 618 590 1,208 
508 87 595 614 1,209 
454 40 494 551 1,045 
490 51 541 726 1,267 . 304 20 324 829 1,153 
87 2 89 941 1.030 

113 2 115 1,050 1,165 
120 5 125 999 1,124 
92 8 100 1,073 1,173 
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Tmde in white.-The following figures show the main distribution of the 

import trade in white goods, whose total figures are given on page 184:-

Tall/e ,howing the ,nain distribution 01 the trade in White Goods. 

(In millions of yards.) 

1935 
Countrios. l!J30. U)31. 1932. 1933. l!JH. (6 

months) 

--- --- --- --- -
1. United Kingdom 305 197 268 200 221. 127 

2. Japan 25 53 109 79 48 31 

---------------

Total 330 250 377 279 269 158 

A perusal of these figures for a number of prior years will show that the 
trade in this class is widely fiuctuating from year to year, and it is therefore 
difficult to gauge correctly tho effect of the duties. The duties, however, ap
pear to be helpful in the case of Nainsooks and a little lesR so in the case of 
Long Cloths and Shirtings both from Japan aud the United Kingdom. But 
they do not appear to have affected the trade in Mulls and J aconets mainly 
imported from tbe United Kiugdom. 

The following will show the total consumption of Grey and White goods;-

1926 
1927 
1928 
1929 
1930 
1931 
l!J32 
1933 
1934 

Statements ~howing the,totaZ con8'UmptiQl~ 01 Grey and White Goods. 

(In millions of yards.) 

Yoars. Imports. Homo Total. Production. 

1,331 1,580 2,911 
1,436 1,675 3,111 
1,324 1,374 2,698 

'. 1,401 1,756 3,157 . 909 1,927 2,836 . 511 2,253 2,764 
726 2,439 3,165 
551 2,257 2,808 
532 2,551 3,083 

In the Grey and White trade, the qualities of goods are the same and 
more easily interchangeable. The above figures show tbat the total consump-, 
tion has remained fairly constant during the past 9 years and that the major 
part of tbat consumption is catered for by the Indian Industry. There is 
thus a limited scope for tbe indigenous Industry for natural expansion, and 
any scale of duties which may permit larger imports is bouud not only to 
che~ the natural growth but to affect ad\'orsely tbe condition of the Indian 
Industry. On tI,e other band, though the qualities are the same, the trade 
in White has large sentions, which can afford to bear the burden of the duty 
and still be imported. Notwithstanding the ineffectiveness of duties in the 
case of such sections, with the progressive production of finer CO'lDts aud the 
development in bleaching and finishing (as can be seen from the figures set 
out elsewhere), the Industry is making a progress in that direction, and may 
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per~apd La able to hold its own against these imports even with the existing 
dutIes. But the progress of that development requires, as an essential con
dition, a complete confidence that the duties will not be reduced. 

7'rade in CulQured Goods.-The following will show the distribution of the 
trade in colour~d goods, whoNe figures are given on page 184:-

Table shou,ing the distribution 01 the trade in Coloured Goods. 

(In millions of yards.) 

1935 
Country. 1930. 1931. 1932. 1933. 1934. (6 

months) 

~ ------
1. United Kingdom 196 98 183 139 199 107 
2. Japan 99 90 159 130 134 87 

--------------------
Total 295 188 342 269 333 195 

It can be seen that so far as this class of goods is concerned, both in the 
case of the United Kingdom and Japan the duties have been wholly ineffec
tive to enable the Industry to make the necessary progress in this line. 

The following figures of the production of coloured goods in India will in
dicate the growth of the Indian Industry:-

(In millions of yards.) 

-- 1930. 1931. 1932. 1933. 1934. . --- ------ ------
Coloured Goods 566 646 763 686 734 

The foregoing established on the one hand (a) that the duties have not 
been equally helpful either in all varieties or all classes of goods, and (b) that 
there lU"e prospacts of incraase in the imports of some varieties. On the 
other hand, the total con~wnptioll of cloth over the last 10 years shows no 
substantial difference from year to year. The general economic conditions 
in the country do not appear to justify expectations of any materi.ll change 
in the position for some years to come. This absolute limit of consumption, 
therefore, requires not only a sinlilar limitation of imports, but their total 
elimination if the indigenous industry is to be able to achieve its natural 
growth and advance steadily from one step to another and avoid the possi
bilities of overproduction in the lines with which it has become conversant. 
In an industry so SItuate, protection which is not helpful to all sectIOns alike 
can never at:hieve the ,)bjective. 

The above statement is also supported by very good authority. The last 
.... Tariff Board held that it is not possible to divide the market for cloth into 

separate compartments. Mr. Hardy has also said that, though the market 
for cloth is divided into a number of gradations, the prices of ·all gradations 
are linked through the possibilities of change of one sort for another, which 
takes place more easily in textllas than in other manufactures. This change 
is more easy in a country like India where the climatic and economic condi
tions and the C\lstOIll~ and notions of the people have evolved a very simple 
and cheap form of dress. This potential tenden<'y for change either leads to 
an actual substitution of the inferior varieties by slightly superior onos, with
in the margin of the consumers' reach, or so forces their prices down that 
they are removed from tho range of substitution. In both cases, the disturb-
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Bnre caused in the quantity of anyone class of goods reverberates over the 
whole range of prices; and further, this is so, whether the quantity where the 
actual distnrbance starts is large or small provided t,here is a potentiality of 
a large supply of that quantity. In the Indian Market, Lancashire holds the 
position of advantage both as a supplier of slightly superior varieties and also 
WI a potentially large ~upplier, any increase, therefore, in her imports is a 
8Oun-e of constant apprehension. 

Over and above the indil'ect. competition as stated above, there is also a 
growing and considerable direct competition by Lancashire. In the absence 
of ploper statistics it was assumed in the past that Lancashire specialised 
exclusively in the finer varieties of goods which India did not produce. The 
last Tarilf Board quoted the figures of the Manchester Chamber of Commerce 
to show that this basic assumption was not well founded. Since then, how
ever, more detailed figure3 are available. The following are the figures of 
total yarn retained by the United Kingdom in the year 1930 for the purposes 
of the Lancashire ibdustry:-

Total Y~ retained lor Home Consumption (United Kingdom), 1930. 

Up to 40s 
Over 40 to 80s 
Over 80 to 1208 
Over 120s 

(In millions of pounds.) 
Lbs. 

741,909 
132,339 
18,929 

1,684 

Lbs. 877,952 

It will be seen that nearly 80 per cent. of the yarn retained for its own 
consumption by the United Kingdom is under 40s count. It is hard to be
lieve, in the face of these figures, that the bulk of the goods which Il.re being 
imported from Lancashire to India are of counts above 40s. When the last 
Tariff Board analysed the repre"lOntative imports from LancaHhire it found 
that most of these imports consisted of manufactures from 4(18 counts OJ' 

counts under 40s; and since these figures were collected, there is ,t greater 
movement in Lancashire towaJds the spinning of coarser counts. The in
tensity of direct competition by Lancashire with India is thus rapidly in
creasing. 

At the same time, to keep pace with the changing conditions, the produc
tion of finer counts and superior goods in India must in~rease and is increas
ing at a satisfactory rate, as ·can be seen from the following figures:-

Statement showing the quantity tmd the counts of Yarn spwn in India 
(British India and Indian States). Year ending 31st March. 

(In millions of pounds.) 

Percentage of 
increase in 

Counts. 1932·33. 1933·34. 1934·35. 1934·35 
over 

1931-32. 

lt030 896 802 855 99'9 
(decrease) 

31 to 40 77 75 95 134·4 
Above 40s 36 37 43 129·44 

Total 1,010 915 994 -
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'I'he industry hUD, if it wants to survive, ll()t to rest itself content oniy 

with the production of finer counts. It has also to diversify-its products and 
it is do' ng so; for instance, a much larger proportion of cloth is now bleached 
and finisbed, more colOur is used in borders and shirtings. '1'he goods are 
combed and mercerised. The details in all types of advances such as in tex
ture, design, finish and oolour, l'annot be represented statistically. 

It will be realised from the above that the tendency uf Lancashire towards 
inferior goods and that of India towal'ds superior goods are leading to au 
amalgamation of their fields; and the increasing intensity of direct competi-, 
tion by Lancashire is a certainty. ' 

In t.his connection, we must pointedly invite the attention of the Govern
lllent and Tariff Board to the fact that this diversification in the manufac
tures was not undertaken merely as a step in the gradual evolution of tbe 
Indian industry. It was also taken up on the specific recbmmendations of the 
two previous Tanff Boards. The Tariff Board in 1926 had advocated that a 
greater diversification was a mode of getting relief from the depression 
through which tbe industry was then passiug. The last Tariff" Board also 
affirmed this and furtber lIuid that that alone will put the Industry on a 
firm footing. The diversification being thus advised and accepted as essen
tial has been and is being acted npon by the industry, so far it cau do 80 

by its own efforts. It is, howevel', obvious that it can be done step by step 
and lookmg to all the circumst,all('eS of the industry, it cau be achieved only 
by a gradually increasing replacement of the imported varieties to the point 
of elimination of their imports and by a strengthening of the position already 
gained. As seen, however, in the grounds already covered there are clear 
proofs that Lancashire does .llot find it difficult to compete even afte:- paying 
25 per cent. duties. It is necessary therefore to see that diversification botll 
as a relief from depression and as a step in the legitimate and natural deve
lopment of the industry should be secured by a proper adjustment of the 
duties, which will give a scope of opening new lines. 

Insufficiently helpful as the duties are, their protective effect is partially 
nullified by handicaps slIch as the duties on cotton, dyes, machinery and 
stores, which are beyond the control of the industry. Otherwise so far as it 
lies within the powers of the industry these efforts of the industry at progress 
in now lines have been accompanied hy efforts in reducing cost by means of 
rationalisation. In this direction, the industry has followed up the begin
nings made and the results achieved before the last 'fariif Board reported, 
and has -sought to effect possible reductions thl,(lUgh changes in plant, changes 
ill the cbaracter of production, and by asking a, workman to attend more 
machines. Many of the mills have renovated their plants and the oppor
tunity has been utilised in introducing the High-Draft System in Ring Spin
ning, Self-stripping Apparatus on Cards, and High-speed Winding and Warp
ing in the 'Vinding Department. In many cases, the Frames also have now 
more spindles and are run at higher speeds as compared with the machines 
which they have replaced. Besides these, a considerable progress has been 
made in providing proper venttlation and humidification of the mills to 
achieve higher effici<!ncy from the worker. 'l'hero is also a change in the 
qnality of the mixing. So far, however, as the main item of costs is con
cerned, viz., man-power per machine, there has been a slight adjustment of 
the wages and the minding of two-sides per man ill the case of LRing Spinning. 

As statC'd above these changes were foreshadowed before the last Tariff 
Hoard aud it is a natural corollary to lI!,sume that they inf\uenl'ed the con
clusions and the recommendations of the Ron.rd. But neither they nor tIle 
industry had reekoned on the cohange in the hours of work. It is quite patent 
that this has inl'reased the overhead cost per unit of production. It has also 
increMed simila.rly some portious of the works' cost. Tha increase is natur
ally not equal 1)11 fill types of pt::.oductions, it being higher on those classes 
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where a technical or the human efficiency is the lowest. But these are ~xactly 
the classes where the competition is the keenest and the disadvantages of the 
industry as againMt Lancashire the largest. 'Vilen it is now remembered tllllt 
the Tariff Board in arriving at its figures of a fair selling price took into 
accol1nt a ill-hour working clay. it is easy to realise that their estimate now 
requires a revision upwards, aud a corresponding increase in the duties. It 
is eHtimated that though "arying from doth to cloth. an average of 5 per cent. 
will represent ronghly the increase in cost. 

Besides this chilllge in the hours of work there are also changes in the 
other circumstances of the industry. 'Vhen three years back, the Tariff 
Boal'd formed its e~timate of the assistance required and reported about it, 
there was a certain aUlount of artificial stimulus given to the price of cloth 
due to the then intensity of the Swadeshi Movement. Since then the prices 
have dropped; and in spite of the reduction in costH mentioned above and the 
help of duties, it has not been possible for the industry to sell cloth at re
munerative prices, This can be seen from the figures of profits of mills at 
Ahmedabad, which were considered comparatively efficient when the last Tariff 
Board reported, '!'heir examination will reveal that, in many cases, the in
dustry has not been able to provide for depreciation which ought to be the 
first charge on profits. In many cases again commissions have had to be given 
up. It would, therefore, appear that with these losses and the renovations 
that it bas had to do or to undertake, the industry is sorely strained. It 
may be hoped that it will successfully fight through these difficulties; but it 
is clear it has less reserve of strength to-day than three years back, to face 
the harder times through increased competition. 

(2) Letter No. 2~73. dated the 3rd December, 1935, from the Ahmedabad 
Millowners' Association, 

Under in~tructions from my Committee, I beg to forward to you six copies 
of the AssociatIOn's answers to the questionnaire. _In forwarding it my Com
mittee de.~ire 1n!l to say that while limiting itself to the specific points asked 
in the questions, in some cases, it has been found necessary to include in the 
reply certain other related aspects of the questions, 

Enclosure. 

REPLIES TO QUESTIONNAiRE. 

1. In our view, effectiveness in relation to the duties could have only· 
one meaning, 'V';'z., achievement of the purpose for which they were imposed. 
The last Tariff Board recommended the duties specifically for the replacement 
of foreign competition by internal competition Ilnd the diversification of the 
Indian Industry. As showl1 in our general statement, liated 25th November, 
we do not think either of these aims have been satisfacrorily realised. While 
in the case of the Grey Goods the duties appear to have assisted the Industry 
in the majority of the classes, in the case of the White Goods they have been 
less helpful, and there are lar~e seC'ti,olls of t.he trade in whiC'h competitio~ 
from the imports from the Umted Kmgdom IS severe. But the worst pOSI
tion is in the case of Coloured Goods-specially Printed and Piece-dyed. Here 
the duties have failed to have any effect as can be seen by the figures of tlieir 
imports. 

Instead of any expected decreases, both these t~ades show reJ;nark~ble in
creases, Correspondingly the progress of the IndIan Industry In thiS class 
has not been satisfactory. 

In a similar way, the duties on yarn also have not been abl~ to assist the 
Industry ill the way in which they should have ~one. ~ust as m the .cllse .of 
Oloth Industry the' duties have not been helpful III secufmg a proper cllversln-



cation of the Industry and It greater covering of the field of foreign imports. 
We consider it ,unwise to have reducEld the specific duties on counts above 
50's, as a consequence of which we think the imports of these have continued 
to exist, and the Indian mills have been faced with an intense competition in 
medium counts. So far as the position of the United Kiugdom is concerned, 
in our opinion', the increased imports from China and Japan have affected 
her more rather than the duties. 

Reflecting on the treatment that the problem of protection in the Textile 
Industry has received from the Government, we do not think any other re
sult than this ineffectiveness of the duties as mentioned above could have 
been anticipated. After an exhaustive inquiry into the question, the last 
Tariff Board recommended for the Industry certain specific duties and an 
undisturbed period of protection for 10 years. Instead of acting on these 
recommendations the Government ga.ve to the Industry the existing insuffi
cienv combination of specific and ad valorem duties, and a period of 5 years 
of protection which on account of other provisions, in effect amounted only 
to 2 years. We believe, the difference in the effectiveness of the duties that 
is found in the case of the Grey. Goods as against other classe~ can among· 
other things be also attributed to a combination of specific duties in their case. 
And so far as the period goes, we feel that it has hindered the growth of a 
general confidence in the future of the Industry-a feeling absolutely essen
tial, if the Industry as a whole is to commit itself to a programme of greater 
diversification of quality, texture and finish. It is our considered opinion 
that if this feeling of suspense were once removed, there is no class of goods 
which Indian manufacturers cannot produce. 

2. (a) We mention below a few important sorts which are bein~ imported 
from the United Kingdom and compete with goods manufactured in India. 
We would, however, like to draw pointed n,ttention of the Board to the fact. 
that there are no dasses of goods imported from the United Kingdom which 
do lIot directly or indirectly compete wit.h the goods produced in India. Re
garding direct competition, we would like to remind the Board of the state
ment in our general representation that more than 80 per cent. of the manu
factures of the Dnited Kingdom are from below 40's counts, those being ex
actly the counts from which Indian goods are also manufactured. Regarding 
indirect competition, we ca·nnot do better than refer tHe Board to pages 70 
to 72 of Mr. Hardy's Report and to pages 141) and 146 of the Report of the 
last Tariff Board. In this connection we would like to state that t.here may 
be differences in finish, texture and quality between the goods imported from 
the Unit.ed Kingdom and the goods produced in India. But we do not think 
that such differences separate these goods into non-competitive sections. 
Such are quite l'ommon among the imported goods themselves and also among 
the goods produced in India. In fact, such variations of finish, texture and 
quality constitute one of the most important ways in which a producer can 
compete against another in the Textile mal·ket. Still, if there are a few 
varieties of goods imported from the United Kingdom which are not in a 
general way produced in India, that is due to the fact that in their case, the 
technique of production is so advanced and complex that the existing duties 
are very insufficient to assist the Indian Industry. We would, for instance, 
refer to the comparative slow advance of the manufacture of Printed Cloth in 
India. However, from the data that we have in hand relating to one of such 
undertakings, we are convinced that unless the present duties are enhanced, 
no progress in this direction can be achieved. 

So far as Ahmedabad is concerned, the competition between the goods im
ported from the United Kingdom and the goods produced at the centre is 
more intense. Nearly 25 per cent. of the local production is above counts 
30's and quite a large part of the productions of the bleached varieties. Be
sides, recently a number of local mills have installed mac\1ineries with a view 
to give more elaborate designs, better textures and different types of finishes. 
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Principal class of the United 
indirectly with Indian goods:-

Kingdom goods which compete directly or 

Grey-
Grey JaconetB. 
Gray Mulls. 

Border Grey
Grey Dhotis. 
Grey Saris. 

Printed Goods
Nainsooks. 
Sarig. 
Longcloth and Shirtings. 

Piece-Dyed
Millls. 
Twills. 

Bleached- Shirtings and Longcloths. 
Nainsooks. Poplins. 
Mulls, Muslims and MadapolIams. Crepes. 
Oambrics and Lawns. Woven-Ooloured Goods--
Shirtings. Striped and Check Shirtings.· 
Twills. Bordered Saris- and Dhotis. 

(b) These particulars are being submitted to the Board together with the 
partlcuhrs of costs asked for in question No.4. 

(c) Classification of goods imported from the United Kingdom. 

Grey Jaconets .. .. 
Grey J~conet D~otis 

Grey'Dhotis " 
Bleached. 
Shirtings . 

" " 
" " 

Blea~hed T;UIs 
Dyed Mulb' 
Dyed Poplin 

Trade Dimensions Warp. Weft. 
Number. Yds. 

3260 
3270 
3280 

18 
84 
84 

4476 
98 
99 

C 4000 
441 

42999 
66666 
1703 

53000 
54000 
56000 
77777 
88888 
99999 

100000 
130 
777 

Laila 
Majnu. 

44x20 
44x20 
44x20 
44x20 
44xIO 
42xIO 
50x2/9 
35x40 
35X40 
36x40 
36x40 
42x20 
49x20 
52x20 
42x20 
42x20 
42x20 
36xI8 
36XI8 
36xI8 
34X43i 
33x43 
42x42 

30ix46 

40 
40 
40 
44 
30 
30 
44 
32 
32 
64 
30 
50 
44 
68 
48 
48 
48 
40 
40 
40 
50 
52 
60 
70 

48 
44 
44 
56 
56 
56 
50 
40 
40 
64 
34 
50 
50 
90 
56 
60 
56 
40 
40 
40 
32 
36 
84 
40 

Reed. 

72 
72 
72 
56 
64 
64 
56 
72 
80 
96 
60 
60 
64 
48 
52 
44 
44 
60 
64 
68 
68 
72 
52 
64 

(d) These samples ate being forwarded to the Board separately. 

Pick. 

64 
70 
72 
56 
56 
56 
56 
72 
72 

108 
72 
52 
62 
42 
42 
42 
42 
64 
68 
72 

100 
108 
42 
96 

Regarding this question No.2, we would like to draw the attention of the 
Board to a point which we consider very important. We believe that the 
only way of gauging the sufficiency of the duties for the purpose of equating 
prices is to collect Iudian cost of manufacture of these imported varieties and 
cOm'pare them with the wholesale prices of these goods. That can be the OIllY 
measurement which will show correctly whether the existing duties are suffi
ciently effective for the purpose /of a greater replacement of foreign competi. 
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tion and a greater diversification of the Industry. As the figures that have 
been collected under question No.2, refer to cloths of different specifications 
their costs of production would necessarily vary and the figures collected \ViIi 
not. he helpful for the purpose. 'Ve therefore I'equest the Board to speeify 
a few imported varieties and ask Indian manufacturers to submit their costs 
of nHlI1ufac·ture 'of the same. ·'Ve give below our COstR of manufacture of 
some of tIl(' reprcsoututi\'e sorts, which are impo'rted from the United 
Kingdom. 

Wholesale 

Trade market Average fair 
Sorts imported from United Kingdom. No. price at tbe selling 

end of price. 
August. 

1. Grey Jaconet 3260 } 2. .. " 
3270 83 95·91 

3. .. .. 3280 
4. .. 

Dhotis: 
18 70 82·64 

5. .. 84 } 34 f 42·76 
6. 84 45-15 
7. Gr~y Dh~ti 4476 36 47·09 
8. Bleuched Mull 42999 68 83·29 
9. 

" .. 66666 84 109·56 
10. 

" " 
1703 138 141·78 

11. .. " 
88 71 81·42 

12. .. " 
. 53000 } 13. 

" " 
54000 49 66·64 

14. 
" N~insook8 

55000 
15. H 66666 68 77·00 
16. H " 

77777 68 82·00 
17. .. .. 88888 68 86·00 
18. .. Twill 100000 214 262·51 
19. " 

130 251 254·85 
20. Dyed'Mulls . 777 122·50 150·86 
21. Bleaehed Shirtings C4000 274 280·00 

NOTR.-Th(~e costings represent the average bare cost in Ahmedabad Mills 
plus additions for depreciation, interest on working capital and profit at the 
following scale:-

(a) Depr('ciation at 41 per c('nt. on total block cost. 
(II) Interest on Working Capital at 5 per cent. 
(c) Profit at 8 p('r cent. on block cost plus aI\ addition to cover income

tax and super-tax. 

3 and 4. Appendix A* as required under question No.3 has already been 
forwarded to the Board. 

Appendix B* under question No.4 is being forwarded separately. 
5. (n) It has not been possible for us to obtain the prices at which the 

goods ar~ landed, as such information ean be gathered only from the import
ing hous('s who ure reluctant to supply the same. 

(II) Similarly we h:n'e no reliable information on this point. 
6, 7 & 8. "'e uncl('rstand that these points have been amply covered by 

the representatIOn of the South Indian Mills wherEl the Spinning Section of 
the Industry ;R cnlll'entrated. 'Ve thN'efore refrain f1:.ol11 going into tbem. 

9 & 10. It would be difficult to quote any evidence Oil these points; this 
has also been the ('xperience of variolls anti-dumping legislations. But we 

*Not printed, 



193 

wo~ld like to bring to the notice of the Board certain tenaencies to this effect. 
It IS well known that the immediate effect of any set of duties is to eatell 
the importer in relation to his existing scheme of costs. Later on however 
he is able to absorb the shock through an adjustment of his costs. This course 
is specially easy in the case of the Lancashire Industry which is divided into 
sections and we b"lieve such adjustments are already on the way as exempli
fied by schemes of rationalisation, reorganisation, wage-cuts and adjustments 
between ,al'ious sections: Therefore the existing scales of duties are in re
lation to costs whICh have ceased to exist and the prices of the United King
dom goods appeal' to be lower than expected. On the other hand toosts in 
India have gone up on account of the change in the hours of work. 

11. So far as the mill-industry is concerned, this point has been covered 
by our general representation. Regarding the Handloom Industry, the 
duties have been helpful to the Industry as can be seen from the figures of 
the production of the Industry. On the other hand, we believe, just as in 
the case of cloth, the Handloom Industry has not been able to realiae l'cmune
rative 'prices. 

12. In view of the smaller imports from the United Kingdom in relation 
to the imports from other countries, it would be difficult to measure the 
effects of those imports specifically, But we would like to state it definitely 
that the imports of artificial silk goods as a whole are offering serious com
petition to Coloured, Woven and other Fancy Goods produced in India. 
Looking to the increasing imports from the United Kingdom subsequent to 
the reduction of du~ies in 1934, we are afraid even United Kingdom will now 
adversely influence the better type of goods produced in India. 

(3) Letter No. 2518, dated the 6th Decembe1', 1935, from the Ahmedabad Mill-
owners' Association. ' 

As mentioned in my letter No. 2473, dated the 3rd December, 1935, I am 
forwarding four sets of samples of some competitive sorts obtained from tha 
selected mills with samples of the United Kingdom sorts matebing the same 
as per list attached hereto. 

Enclosure. 
STATEMENT 011' THE SAMPLES SUPPLIED TO THE TARIFP BOARD UNDER FORM B 

(b) OlP THE QUESTIONNAIRE SORTS OP INDIA1'I' MILLS MATCHING WITH THOSE OP 

TilE UNITED KINGDOM. -

The Ahmedabad New Textile Mills Co., Limited-

1. 811, Chulpat, 45xl0, against United Kingdom Tajmabal, 44xlO. 
2. 1514, Rumal Chola, 34x8, against United Kingdom No. 468, Rumal 

Chola (one piece). 
3. 17008, 34x8, against United Kingdom No. 8008. 
4. 775, 36XD, against United Kingdom No. 775. 

The Vijay Mills Co., Limited- • 
5. 4320, Long Cloth, against United Kingdom No. 77777, Long Cloth. 

The Aruna Mills, Limited-
6. Bleached Twill, 321x20, against United Kingdom No. 100000, 

Bleached Twill. 
7. Bleached Shirtings, against United Kingdom No. 1200, Bleached 

shirtings. 
8. Bleached Shirtings, 36xl0, against United Kingdom No. C4000, 

Bleached shirtings. 
9. Grey Jaconet Dhoti, against United Kingdom No. 84, Grey Jaconet 

Dho~i. 
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(4) Lc~t6r dated the 11th December, 1935, Irom the Ahmedabad Millowners' 
Association. 

I have been,desired by my Committee to submit a supplementary r~resen
tation to meet the important points and to eorrect the misleading statements 
made by the I.ancashire Delegation, the Bombay, the Bengal and the Madra.. 
Chambers of Commerce, in their respective representations. It is unneces
sary to take up specifically and separately each argument in each of the re
presentations; nor is it necessary to repeat what has already been urged and 
said in the representations already submitted by my Committee. The pre
sent representa.tion is therefore restricted only to the salient points. 

It would be more convenient to take first the case put forth by the La.n
cashire Delegation in their representation and the supplementary memo
randa submitted by them from time to time, and theu to refer to the represen
tations of the various C,'hambers, and then finally to state a general reply 
with reference to .all the said representations. 

MAIN REPRESEN:UTION OF THE LANCASHIRE DELEGATION. 

The general impression <'reuted by this .Representation is that the I.an
cashire Delegation has misunderstood the purpose of the Inquiry. They have 
dwelt on the difficultiea...of the Lancashire Industry, the present reduction in 
its export markets and estimated the extent of reduction in 
the duties which would be helpful in restoring the greater part of this 
reduction. The printed list of prices that they have submitted also con
confirms this impression. They have included in the list a theoretical 
list of prices, if the goods were produced in the United Kingdom, were to 
compete with certain established lines produced in Iudia. That, however, is 
not the real issue. The purpose for which the Board has been aJppointed ~ 
" to recommend (In a review of the present conditions and iu the light of 
experience, of the effectiveness of the existing duties, the level of the duties· 
necessary to afford adequate protection to the Indian CottonJndustry against 
imports from the United Kingdom of (a) Cotton Piecegoods, (b) Cotton Yarn, 
(c)J<'abrics of Artificial Silk and (d) Mixture Fabrics 'Of Cotton and Artficial 
Silk. By IIdequate protection is meant duties which will equate the prices' 
of impol'ted goods to the fair selling prices for similar ..goods produced in 
India". ' 

Pu1't 1, re/ere·nee pnruuraph 4.-An impression is created by statements in 
this paragraph that, the recommendations for duties in the previous inquiries 
were governed by revenue considerations and the duties did not'represent thl' 
necessary amount of protection that the Industry reqnirea: This and the 
other memoranda refer to the existing duties as " Revenue I' duties. This is 
far from correct as a reference to the Textile Tariff Protection Bill 'Which im-' 
posed these duties purely as Protective Duties will show. There is also the 
suggestion by implication by the Lancashire Delegation, that tbe issues be
fore the present inquiry are to be investigated into and decided as entirely 
detached ones and without any reference to the Question of protection to and 
growth of Indian Industry, "Te maintain that such is not tbe case and we, 
can never agree to this. We have always maintained that the claims of the 
In~ustr~ for its existence and growth are paramount to all other consider
atlons .• 

Re//rence para.graphs 'I to l3.-The present inquiry is solely to ascertain 
the fact of the effectiveness of the present duties and it has to proceed ort 
principlea already laid down by the Tariff Board and no new principles are 
to be dis('ussed Ottawa agreements of the question of larger trade relations 
with United Kingdom have scare'ely any relevancy, It might, however, be 
of importance to note that (1) tbe Ottawa Conferen('e did not consider the 
question of the Textile Industry; and that (2) tbe statements in relation to 
Ottawa Conference will show thllt the principle of preference was to be ap
plied so as not to affect the protection intend!,d for Indian Industry. 

The Delegation has quoted tbe instance of tho Indian exports to Ceylon 
tIS an example of the gains that India hilS secured and also .. IlS an example of 
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the capacity of the. Indian Industry to compete with ·Lancashire. A closer 
study of these ~gul'es ~ould show ~hat it is only in 1935, that the Indian 
exports were shghtJy hIgher t.han in the previous years. Even then they 
dId no~ represeut the prOgI'eB~ that Unit$ld Kingdom goods had been able to 
~a~e m:4:hat marke.t-dollbh~lg the ~otal exports, and this progress the 
l. ulted Kmgdom achieved agalllst IndIa in spite of the geographical advant
age>s that India has. • 

lleferenc~ paragraph B.-The Lancashire Delegation has made much of the 
fa(.1;. that the t::nited ~ingdom is lately attempting to make a grea.ter use of 
IndIan Cotton. It mIght be useful to remember that the Lancashire Ootton 
IuduHtl'y and the. imports of United. Kingdom piecegoods to India stretch by 
now over the f1el'lod of at least half a centUl'y, while what is called" the in
creased use of Indian Cotton ", is only 3 years old. It was expected that the 
J)elegatio~ would p~e~ent their facts in proper perspective. We give below 
tho quantity of Indian cotton used in United Kingdom in relation to other 
rattons, just to show. what a small relation it bears to their total'require
meutH. 

--

American 
Indian 
Egyptian 

" Sundries • ,-

Total 

Consumption of Cotton in United Kingdo1l1, 
(Ronning BBleo OOO's-Excluding Linters ) 

1929·30. 1930·31. 1931-32. 1932-33. 1933-34, 

-, 
1,474 991 1,342 1,400 1,461 

188 252 183 120 234 
301 242 301 301 366 
502 479 560 421 408 

2,i65 1,964 2,386 2,248 2,470 

1934·35 
First 
half 

Season, 

533 
.l70 
181 
367 

1,251 

lfe/eunce pClTof/l'al'II., 13 to 16.-1 he gIst of these paragraphs. II> (lontalned 
in the following sentence:-
• "It is equ4\I1y ('lear that when the duty was increased for re'llenue (?) 

reasons to the present level or something approaching them, the decline 
in the trade ceaJ;\ed t(\ have the appearance of a reasonable process of 
adjustment to cha.nging·circumstances and hecame catastrophic." 

. The chain of the argument is that (1) the present duties are revenue 
duties; (2) that they- are thertofore unnecessary fOf' protection; (3) that the 
United Kingdom trade has gone down because of them only; and (-1) they 
must therefore he reduced. To say that the present duties are revenue duties 
is to entirely disregard the existence of the last Tariff Board, its exhaustive 
inquiry into the question of protection to the industry and also the Textile 
Industry (Tariff) Protection Bill. The duties are pmtective duties and they 
exist for thf'! maintenance and growth of the Indian Trade, the reduction of 
I.ancashire Trade being only consequential and the United Kingdom only 
shares the inevitable lot of all foreign importers in a country which tas taken 
to protection, . • 

The duties being protective are necessary and must continue aJ! they have 
not been effective as shown in our general statement. 

The catastrophic fall to which the Delegation refers was the result of the 
strong Swadeshi m(\vement and not of duties aJ! can be seen from the fact 
that in spite of the duties, the imports from United Kingdom have been and 
Bre increasing. 

All through theSe> paragraphs there runs the suggestion that the existence 
and welfare of the Lancashire trade'should be in the forefront in considering 
the development of the Indian Industry. Such a suggestion is both un
warranted and presumptuous. All that has to be seen is, whether the exist
ing duties are sufficiently protective to the Indian Industry for the purposes 

'02 
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for which they were imposed. The only ,party vitally concerned in the in
quiry is thorefore the IndIan Industry; and when the Lancashire Industry 
has been allowed to put in its appearance at the inquiry, it should be clearly 
understood that it is' not in the caRacity of' a coparcener, but as a matter of 
goodwill ;only. _ 

lleference para.graphs 17 and 1B.-A reference to our remarks on Special 
Memorandum No.5 is requested. ' 

Reference paragraphs 19 and 20.-It is stated in these paragraphs, that 
though the total consumption has remained constant for the last ten years, 
it is likely to increase in future. This mayor may not happen. It is how
ever not a question of the division of markets either present or future be
tween the Indian and the Lancashire Industry; and further when the time 
comes, the increased consnmption must necessarily be catered for by the In
dian Industry. 

Reference paragra.ph 2.5.-It is impossible to believe that the various 
schemes of reorganisation now before the Lancashire Industry will have no 
effect on the cost of production and ultimately on Price. In fact, if these 
schemes were analysed, it will be seen that each one of them is concerned 
either with the reduction of overhead costs, works costs or sales costs. Any 
of the schemes, therefore, when put into effect will certainly increase the 
competitive strllngth of the Lancashire Industry. In our reply to questions 
Nos. 9 and 10, we have already referred to the effect on prices, of some of 
these adjustments that have already taken place. ' 

Reference. Pa·rt Il.-A reference to our notes on Special Memoranda Nos. 
1, 3 and 6 is requested. • 

Reference Part IH.-The advantages of specific duties against all valorem 
duties were so carefully investigated by the last Tariff Board that we do not 
think, it is necessary to add materially on the point. 

We submit, specific dutie3 oven though not meant to be prohibitive, 
have the advan.tage of being more effective, when continued with ad valorem 
duties. 

As admitted by the Delegation, there is a considerable indirect competi
tion in the Textile Industry, which consists of offering goods, similar in ap
pearance though substantially different. Naturally, the costs relating to 
these different types would be different; and as against corresponding indi
genous products, the costs will not stand in the same corresponding relation 
to each sort when measured in terms of the ad valorem duties. Consequently, 
an ad valorem scale of duties always leaves a door wide l.1pen to the foreign 
competitor to compete on an unequal and advantageous basis with the domes
tic producer by changing the structure of cloth. This door would be effec
tively closed if the ad valorem duties are combined with specific duties so 
that the burden of the duty in case of ad valm'em duty cannot be lightened 
in actual working by a manipulation of the strncture of the cloth. 

We do not think the specific duties have operated with undue severity in 
the case of United Kingdom Grey Goods. As they have been combined with 
the ad valorem., they have been more effective and have not allowed the United 
Kingdom producer chances of a competition referred to above. Any decrease 
in them lIr their abolition would immediately give the chance. In this con
nection we would request the Board to consider that the trade in Grey con
stitutes an important part of the Indian manufacturers and any increase in 
the United Kingdom imports will be seriously detrimental to a very large 
section of the Indian Industry. 

Reference Part IV.-A reference to our comments on special memorandum 
No. 9 is requested. 

Reference Supplemental/'y Memoranda Nos. 1. 8 I'l1ld 6 and Part 11 of the 
main 1IIeflt07(l.ndum·.-Thl'se in one way 01' another deal with the question of 
fair selling prices. The views of the Delegation on the same ns gathered from 
theRe m('moranda can be summarised as follows:-

~l) That, whatever price plight be current in the market OVer a· lonl,!: 
. period, should he taken as a fair ,selling price. 
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~) That, such a price should relate to similar, is-., inter-competing 
goods even though they might be different in structure, quality 

. and finish. 
(3) That, consequently the mill costing should only be the supplemen

t-ary evidence. 

Our observations on the same ar8:-

(1). While, .the lande.d p~ic:e of the United K.ingdom imports is the price 
at whIch tho Importer IS wIllmg to sell, that prIce to an Indian producer is 
nothing lea. than the price at which he must compete whether 01' not he gets 
a fair roturn or makes losses. It is not, therefore, proper to take t.he CUl'

rent price as the crij;erion of the fair selling price for thE! Indian producer. 

The aim of the Inquiry is not only to maintain the Industry but also to 
give it a scope for growth and development. Fair selling price ror the Indian 
producer would mean that price which has been considered fair for these pur
I'OSOS. As laid down by the previous Tariff Boards and accepted all through 
in inquiries for the grant of protection, the Fair Selling Price must secure 
to an average producer, not only a provision for the bare work's cost but also 
other necessary expenses like interest on working capital, sales expenditure, 
remun~ation for the agents, and a return of 8 per cent. on the capital sunk. 

Such a price could not always be identical with the market price as the 
latter is influenced by the disparity between supply and demand and foreign 
competition. In fact, there would be a difference b,tween the two and tbat 
difference would roughly measure the handicap under which the Indian pro
ducer has to work in meeting foreign competition. It is to assess this differ
ence that the Tariff Board is sitting; to take the market price .as Fair Selling 
Price is therefore not only a 'faulty method, but also a negation of the. prin
ciples hitherto recognised for the maintenance and development of the mdus
try. 

(2) The second proposition would he acceptable only if the comparison Was 
between goods of. ident.ical quality. If, on the other hand such a comparison 
was, as the Delegation quote, based on specifications of cloth, different from 
the imported ones then such a price for protective purposes will not be strictly 
comparable to the price of imported goods, as both represent two separate 
sets of specifications. Therefore, if such a comparison was made use of in 
judging the assistance I'squired by the Industry, it will not secure the assist. 
ance with reference to the real competitive condition that the Industry has 
to face-. Such a comparison will not only ignore the relative strength of the 
competitor which the Tariff Board has to measure, hut will also fail to pro
tect the Indian manufacturer and to enable him to stand in the market with
out lowering his qnality. We maintain that the object that the Tariff Board 
has and ought to have is that the Indian manufacturer should be able to com
pete with imported goods without affecting or lowering the quality and excel
lence of hid manufactures. If this were not 80, and the above considerations 
were to be sacrificed by fallacious comparisons, the future of Indian Iudustry, 
in our opinion, will be dark. 

(3) As a corollary to the above it follows that costs of production are not 
so negligible as the Delegatiou would like to represent. 

Reference Memorandu1n No. lll.-In this Memorandum, the Lancashire 
Delegation Rtate that the price at which suppliers have been willing to sell 
over a suhstantial period is a fair selling price. '.l;'he implication of the state
ment appears to he that there is no need for protection where goo~ are. or 
can he sold at such prices. lnnocen.t though the statement ~nd the Im~h~a
tion may appear at first sight they Ignore. (1) th~ effect of WIder coml~e~ltlOn 
on account of larger imports on the sellmg prICes; and (2) the legItImate 
claim of the Indian Industry for due and natnral development. 

Referellce Memorand-u1n No. IV.---,The Lancashire Delegation concede that 
the Indian Industry is entitled to reasonable protection. They recognise as 
only" 'proper and natural" (not legitimate?) the_ Indian desire to witness 
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pro~ressive deve~opment of the Industry. We are quite unable't6 agree with 
theIr ~)Utloo~ with reference to the" ·views vaguely and dubiously stated by 
them In their Memorandum. We wish to make it clear that the Indian In
dustry is entitled' to protection to achieve the goal in view viz: tbe replace
ment of foreign competition by internal competition. W~ mai~tain that it 
is essential and legitimate for us to work fol' progressive development of the 
.Industry and to' be self-dependent in the mutter of manufacture and supply 
of its cloihing. It is unnecessary for us to go into the question of the alleged 
contributions of United Kingdom manufacturers or traders to Indian econo
mic prosperity, lIB it is, in our view, entirely irrelevant to the prtlllent issue. 

The Lancashire Delegation conscious of the weakness of their position ill 
the demand for reduced duties try to argue their case llegatively by saying 
that the Indian Industry would be able to hold its own successfully against 
United Kingdom competition and to make profits even if there were no pro
tective duties. This clearly contains an admission about competition. May 
we know, how they -visualise" the progressive development of the Industry" 
(which they cone-elle), if they introduce ('ompetition which is bound to grow 
keener and larger from year to year? In our opinion, flUY reduction will 
act as a setback on maintenance and the development of the Industry. The 
examination of profits by some Indian Mills, and a <:!omI,arison with t"e pro
fits of mills in the United Kingdom, in this connection, a.re· both irrelevant 
and misleading. . 

The Lancashire Delegation refer to the Industry-being of full stature and 
urge that it should not be tl'eated liS an infant Industry. 'I'he infancy or the 
stature of an Industry in IIny conntry does not depend merely ou its duration 
or volume. If tlle Lancashire Industry which the Delegation says made" for
ward movements in face of the world compet~tion", with all its powerful 
monetary, economic and political resources has to seek proteetion against 
Japan, it is hardly fair to argue that the Indian Industry with all its dis
abilities needs no protection on the allE'ged grounds of fnll staturE'. 

It is difficult to comprehend how a reduced duty -will stimulate progress 
in India. The compensatiug advautage in the form of reciprocal exports is 
really not of any value when it is remembered that the exports from India 
mainly consist of raw materials ouly which tbe United Kingdolll could not do 
without. 1 _ • "-

Ref~'rellce lIlemorandum -r',-It is ridiculous for au old lllan to dwell on the 
ills of old age to persuade a child from aspiring for manhood; but this is ex
a.ctiy what the Delegation do' in this Memorandulll. We might be pemlitted 
to say that, baITing tbe Industry in the United States of America, no other 
Textile Industry has such chances of stability as the Indian Industry has got. 
It has enough supply of raw material" and one of the most extensive home 
markets. Iu fact, with the coustant aud plentiful demand of ('loth in the 
country, instability call ouly COllle by the imports. 

The aUlount of soli"itude shown by the Lancashire Delegation and other 
Chambers of Commer('e for the interests of the con~umers is amusing, it is a 
l)it.y that it extends only to se('ure cheapness of goods that Lllncashire c~u 
give to Indian consumers, while denying the same to Japanese goods iu IndIa 
und IIlso jn the Dominions and the Colonies. -

Whlltever it is; we emphatically deny the l'hllrge of exacting high prices. 
We regret to note that in all ('ases it is expi'absed in a language hardly be
coming re~ponsibJe hodies. In this connectiou we thank the Madras Chamber 
of Commerce and the Bengal Chamber of Commerce in giving the list of 
Indian manufacturers whQ are coinpeting with United Kin!l:dom goods lind 
who are supposed to Ilave exacted high pri('es from ihe consumers. If the 
Board werp to look up the balance sheets of these conperns it will be fonnd 
thRt with one or two exceptions none of them are paying COlwerns. 

Relt'rellee lIlem01'Ulltium IX.-In our opinion the imports of Artifieial Silk 
goods and mixtures frol11 whatever country they come should be stopped, as 
they ("ompete dil"e("tly with the HandloOlll Industry and indireetly with the 
Textile Indu8try. It is true !lS the Delegation stntes that for the mOlUllnt 
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the bulk of the-imports iu'arti1i.cial silk goods eome fro~Japan, but since the 
last year the imports from Ullited Kingdom have also shown a remarkable 
increase. If the duties were to he reduced, the imports are bound to increase 
still further and offer. a more intense competition to both the Handloom and 
the Textile Industry. . . '. 

MEMORANDUM, BoMBAY CHAMBER all CoMMERCE. 

Releren~e f'aroo·/"~ph8 I. to ·YII.-These paragraphs refer to the larger 
trade relatIOns of India and 111 reply we would refer to our comments on para
graphs 7 to 13 of the Memorandum of the Lancashire Delegation. We would 
only add that if there is economic nationalism in India (a·nd we do not know 
there is any. so far as the Hettled policy of the Government is concerned) it 
is not a failing which this country has as exclusively its own. It might per
haps be useful to remember that United Kingdom has indulged in that much 
more than India has ever done, e.g., the bounties on wheat, sugar, milk, 
butter, cheese, safeguarding of numerous trades including lace, steel, etc., 
and whole system of the Ottawa Agreements. 

Reference Specific Duties.-A reference to our reply Part III of the main 
lIJemorandum of the T,ancashire Delegation is requested. 

MIlMOIt~NDUM, BENGAl. CRAMBER all COMMERCR. 

Reference .Recommendations Nos. 1, 3 and 5.-These are based on the 
common misrepresentation that United Kingdom does l10t compete directly 
in COllnts below 40s. 'Ve have shown in our general representation that this 
is not the case. Besides, as recognised by all the Chambers, there is a con
siderable amount of indirect competition. Consequently, any scheme of pro
tIlction without reference to the Industry as a whole is bound to fail. 

Reference l'aragmph Il.-If the import of Egyptian cotton or other 
foreign cotton is to be held as a valid rel!,.son to d~prive India of her inherent 
right to maintain, foster and develop its industry, the 1i.rst and greatest vic
tim tc, this reasoning would be Lancashire which imports all the cotton it 
needs. As between Lancashire and Indian Industries, the Indian has a 
greater claim to existence and development, as against the Lancashire Indus
try, which hos neither home raw materials nor a home market. 

Reference Recommendation YIl.-A reference to our reply on Lancashire 
Memorandum No. V is required. 

As a general observation we might say that the Ohamber wishes to reopen 
many settled questions. The question of protection to the Indian Industry, 
the purposes for which protection is granted, the countries against which it 
is granted, are all settled. The only question before the Board is whether 
in relation to these purposes, the present protection is sufficiently effective 
against the competition from United Kingdom. 

GENERAL .REPLY. 

SU far as the Inelian Textile Industry is concerned, the present- position 
is that, out of the Indian consumption of cloth, the major part is being sup
plied by the Indian Industry; and the Indian Industry is capable of produc
ing the whole if it is given sufficient protection. It is also necessary to safe
guard the Industrv against indirect competition. Any increase, therefore, 
in the Imports con~equent on lowering the present duties, or on a ~efusal to 
help the Industry in its further stages of growth, can only result lD a sub
stitution of the Indian Manufactures by foreign goods. 

It is surprising that the Lancashire Delegation do not appreciate this posi. 
tion .. They admit that .the. Indian co~u~pt~on has rem.ained constant; that 
there IS a considerable lIldlrect competitiOn 111 the Textile Market, and that 
there are large sections in which the Indian fair selling prices are higher than 
United Kingdom goods. But, in spit~ of beint'l consci~us of t~e .next s.tep, 
'Viz., that, in the circumstances, any lllcrease lD the . Imports IS Impossible, 
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they try to placate Indian opinion by making a verbal gesture of goodwill 
when they say that the Indian .Iudustry is elltitled to progte~ive uevelop
ments, only to end by askin~ £.or a .decroase in the duties. 

This demand should be examined in the light of the statements made by . 
the Lancashire Delegation elsewhere in their Representation. l'hey state 
"It is a profound error of judgment to overlook the fact that, even at 
its present volume of productioll and with its present markets, in terms 
of values, Lancashire is still the greatest esporter of cotton piec,egoods in the 
world, has still faCilities for the production of :~ range of goods greater than 
that of any otber manufacturing centre, and still leads by a haltdsollle margin 
all its competitors in the breadth of its technical resources". They also refer 
to the reorganisation programmes before tbe Industry. Their statement that 
none of these things, is likely to disturb the price parities between the United 
Kingdom and India.n goods, has to be scrutinised with great caution and 
ought not to be taken at its face value. The statement is obviously an in
terested one. It would be also noted that sOllle of the re-organization ad· 
justments have already taken place; and therefore the only revision of the 
duties could be upwards, as we have pressed elsewhere. 

It should be mentiOlied here, that so far as the Indian Industry is ('on
cerned, thinW! are very different. OIl the one hand, there has been a change 
in the hours of work, which has put up the costs of production. On the other, 
the Industry has not been able to enjoy the use of an effective proteetion of 
25 per cent. as these representations allege. It is well known that the duties 
on Stores Macllinery and Cotton burden the Iudustry and materially reduce 
the effectiveness of the present protective duties. 

'Ve have given our observations on the question of Fair Selling Price. 
Snch an examination of the prices is certain to show th:lt the existing duties 
are absolutely essential in the large majority of cases of Indian Manufactures 
and that in the remaining cases, they are insufficient to be .helpful to the 
Industry. 

It is said that in some quarters that the existing duties have kept up the 
!prices of goods or that any revision upwards will ha\'e an influence in that 
direction. 'With reference to this we submit that, the f'let is that the duties, 
far from forcing the prices up, have not been helpful even in maintaining 
them. In the case of the goods, in which the Indian Industry has become 
more conversant, and is now producing the major part of the requirements, 
a period of internal competition has set in. In the ease of other goods, the 
comparatively lower prices of the United Kingdom goods, also force down the 
prices of Indian goods. Under the influence of this double pressure, the Iu
dustry has had to sell goods cheaply lind in some eases even cheaper than the 
bare cost of production. This could easily be verified from a reference to the 
Index of prices, and in the HalanC'e Sheets of some concerns. It will be 
found that contrury to the expectations, the profits margins have heen going 
down, a·nd thert' are many concerns which have made losses. 

(5) Not~ on 'Fair lleturn,' on c.apital suhmitted by the Ahmedabad 
Millowners' Association. on. 9th Ja.nuary, 19J6. 

Evt'r since proteC'tion has been adopted a return of 8 per cent. on the 
capital investment has bpen considpred a fair and legitimate_ standard of 
manufacturer's profit in all industril'os. There ha\'e been several Tariff 
Board's enquiries. since this standai'd was first applied and thpir inquiries 
related to industries with varied industrial and financial conditions; but in 
every inquiry this sta.ndnrd hns hppn found to require no modification, 
because as the Tariff Board observpd in their rpport on the Textile Industry 
in 1932, "the Board has a~ways regarded (it) as necessary under Indian 
conditions for stimulating investment in industrial enterprises". Therefore 
when we stated that we should be content with a similar rcturn on our 
investments we believed the principle was sufficiently well-established to 
require any fresh evidence in its support. 
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It was poiited out to u~ that the condition of the. Steel Industry where 
the prInclpie was fin,t applied was not comparable to the case of the Cotton 
Industry. It might be conceded for the sake of argument that when the 
I'roteG"tion was ~rs~ granted the condition of the ~l Industry was perhaps 
different. But. It IS submitted after the first inquiry, the Steel Industry left 
that stage belund and was suddenly no where near it in the YElar 1934, as 
durJllg the 10 years of protection it was sufficiently well-established from 
the point of view of the investor. 1'he Tariff Board which inquired into 
the Industry in 1934, was awan~ of it; but did not permit its decision to 
be influenced by it. 1'hey rightly mentioned, "in the present circumstances 
of the Industry, we agree that a lower rate would neither be fair to the 
Industry nor could be. expected to attract fresh capital", as the particular 
stage of development that an industry has reached has nothing to do with 
Lho question of fair returns on investment which an industry has presumably 
yet to attain, whon a Board considers it as deserving protection. 

We give below the. figures relative to interest rates,in United Kingdom 
on different types of investment. They will show that where the above 
standard was adopted for the Indian Industry, it was nothing more than 
what was being normally earned in other countries. W~ are sure, similar 
figures relative to other countries will also confirm this. 

The Board will observe that some of the rates relate to non-risk bearing 
while others to risk bElaring capital and placed side by side, they give a 
complete picture of the relations between different types of investments in 
the United Kingdom. 

It is apparent from. these figures that among the. risk bearing investors 
the ordinary shareholder who takes the major risk has not been getting 
anything less than 8 per cent. exoopt during reoont years due to the, present 
severe depression, while the preferential shareholder obtains nothing less 
than 0 per oont. It is also clear that there is a considerable margin 
botweEln rates on industrial investments and non-industrial investments like 
Government loans or Bank loans. 

The Board will concede that there is a considerable difference between 
money market in India and the money market in the United Kingdom, both 
as regards the aggregate quantity of funds seeking investment and the 
outlook of the investor. Consequently even for the same amount of risk the 
return on the investment in India should be higher than elsewhere. If 
therefore the. uSual money conditions in India were kept in mind a standar<l 
of 8 per cent. on investments in industrial concerns, is, if anything, not 
sufficiently large to take a full account of all the circumstances in which 
industrial concerns have to be financed here. 

It is true that during the last 2 or 3 years the rates of interest are lower 
than before and the Government has been able to borrow money cheaper. 
But it is well known that the present condition of the money market is 
elltir'lly unprecedented on account of the unparalleled depression a~d has 
benefited the Government as would happen in all such cases. ,But it IS clear 
that the present abundance of funds in the market cannot retai:t;J. . its 
permanent feature and it would bEl a mistake to allow such shlftmg 
phenomena to influence the principles governing long period requirements 
of the Industry. For instance, the Tariff Board in their Steel RElPort in 
1926 mentioned "Although the return on guilt-edged securities ha~ fallen, 
we have no reason to think that an all-round rate of 8 per cent. IS Elxces
sive for an Indian commercial undertaking in the present circumstances". 
At the most so far as the major part of the Industry is concerned, they 
can affect o~ly the working capital which <;an be. ~nanced by temp~rary 
borrowings. The Board will see from our detailed costmgs that we submitted 
to them that to that extent we have already taken !lccount of the present 
fall in the rates of intElrests. 

In the preceding paragraphs we have shown that the present circum
stances of the money market and the conditione elsewhere regarding the 
rates at which funds are obtained for industrial purposes do not call for any 
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revision of the standard of return which has been accepted by the previous 
Tariff Boards. We also believe that there should be a return of 8 per cent. 
on investments even independent or these considerations. The question of 
manufacturer's profit as we vie,\\, it is a question of the productiveness of 
the investments made in an industry; and its equalisation with similar pro
ductiveness elsewhere. As such, one has to take into account the entire 
eapital that is invested in an industry, and Judge the productiveness in 
relation to that, since it is the entire capital which bears the risk of the 
undertaking. Once capital is invested there is no distinC)tion between the 
eapital which is subscribed by the shareholders and which is borrowed by 
them; both share the risk equally well and should similarly hav~ the same 
return. Therefore, in our opinion, in a eonsideration of the standard of 
return on capital the methods by which such capital was acquired is not 
strictly material to the issue. 

Enclosure No. 1. 
Mot'entent of illterest rates in United Kingdom. 

I Average Average Average 
Average Average yield on yield on yield on 

Years. Bank thrE'e months' all new new issues of new issues of 
rate. Bill rate. Government industrial preference 

Loans. debentures. sbares. 

-
% % % % % 

1913 4-77 4·37 4·77 5'0 0'74 

1928 4·50 4'15 5'09 6·10 7·37 

1929 5·50 0·27- 5·07 6·10 6·58 

1930 3·42 2·61 5-43 5·96 6'00 

1931 8·93 3'55 5'60 6·33 6·50 

1982 8'00 1·84 8·72 5'U 6·32 

1933 . .2'00 0·69 8·14 4·58 5·28 

1934 2'00 0·83 8·14 4·48 5'00 

(The Economist, page 239, Februut-y 2nd, 1935.) 

Endosure No.2. 
Dit,idell(ls 011 COI)ifa/ in'l'esi.ed inside the Coulltry. 

On debenture capital. On preference capital. On ordinary capital. 

--
1932. 1938. 1934. 1935. 1932. 1933. 1934. 1935. 1932. 1933. 1934. 1935. 

-- - -- -- ---- ---- -- -- --
% % % % % % % % % % % % 

1st Quart". • 4'80 '·77 '·73 '·64 4'9 0'0 4·9 6-l 8·7 7·5 7-5 8·3 

2nd Quarter. 5'01 4·97 4·75 4-75 4·9 4·9 5·2 5·7 5·7 5'0 5·7 6·7 

8rd Quarter • 5-09 '·94 4·88 4·67 3'6 4·4 H 4·9 4·3 5·3 6·0 6-7 

4th Quart~J' • 0·16 5·04 '·95 .. 3'6 3·2 8·7 .. 4·9 5·2 6·8 .. 
------------------------

Yen. 5·01 '·09 4·82 .. 4·2 4·6 4·8 .. 5·9 5·8 6·5 .. 
, , , 

~ (lhe ECOlUlmlst, page 1l9v, October 12th, 1935.) 
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£nc!oHure No.3. 
lJit:ide7lds O/~ British lwldillg& in Fq,.eign and Colollial Componies. 

Year. Amount of Percentage 
Dividends. of Capital. 

£ 
1929 42·0 million°. 9·6 

1930 31·7 8·1 

1931 22·7 6·0 

1932 22-1 6·4 

1933 20·5 
" 

5·9 

1934 (Provisional est.) 23·5 
" 

6'S 

(The Ecoollomist, page 451, September, 1935.) 

(6) Note ,oegal'dillg lJepreciation Allowances ° submitted by the Aillne<labcul 
MillQu:nel's' dSSOclatiolL oon 9th Ju II ua;,.y, 19J6. 

We submit that the depreciation allowances at present gl"anted by the 
Income-tax Department are if anything on the low side, and any modification 
of them for the pUl'pOs~ of calculating the Fair Selling Price will stand 
in the way of development of the Industry. 

5 per cent. 0 on machinery, 
2! per cent. on buildings, 
71' per cent. electrical machinery, 
7i per cent. on bleaching machinery, 

which brings about an average of 41 per cent. and is a standard generally 
adopted in all industrially advanced countries; but the times when these 
standards came to be adopted and the present are different in one material 
respect, namely that these allowances did not take into consideration the 
rapid obtKllescense of the textile machinery during recent years. It is an 
accepted fact that the changes which are taking place in all directions make 
it obligatory onothe manufacturer to replace his machinery much faster than 
the 20 years period genera.[[y taken for the machinery depreciaiion. Similarly 
it must have been apparent to the Board when they went round haviug a look 
at the mills which were put up 25 or 30 years back whose depreciation 
has not been covered fully by now that they do stand lOt a considerable 
disadvantage in their produciive costs because of their not being able to 
scrap the old buildings and put up the new ones instead. 

Another point which needs to be taken notice of is that almost all the 
machines that are designed in recent years are of much greater speed 
thau the machines which used to run even 8 or 10 years back. We will 
cite only one or two instances which will convince the Board that wear and 
tear that is takillg place in the machinery to-day is much greater than 
the wear and tear of the former years. Th" ring-frames which us~d to 
run at an average speed of 8,500 revolutions per minute generally in 
Ahmedabad 10 years ago are to-day running between 10,500 and 11,000 
revolutions per minute. In order to get the highest economy the turbo
alternators which used to run at 3,000 revolutions per minute are~ now 
designed to rlln .on 8,500 or eveu 9,000 revolutions per minute. All this 
can only mean one, and one thing alone, and that is that the machinery is 
bound to wear out faster than it used to be when the standard of 5, 2i, 
7l and 7t per cent. wel'e adopted. 
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(7) Note on the i-ncrea,'e in costs 0/ production due to the reduction in the 
hours 0/ work submitted by the Ahmedabad lllillowners' Association on 
9th JanuaT.U, 1936. 

We have submitted two sets of figures to the Board from which it would 
be possible to arrive at a rough estimate of this chin'ge. 

In the .first place, we ha.vt! submitted costings* in the yea.rs 1934 and in 
1935, of different Borts in three diffcrent mills. If the Board were to deduct 
the cost of cotton and compare the works expenditure it will be able to 
find tht! difference in costs of production for the sam~ piece in 1934 and 
1935, We have been able to obtain the figures of cotton in the case of 
1I1ill No.1 in Form B (b). 1)educting them and then comparing the works 
costs we come to the following result:-

Sort No. 1. Sort No.2. Sort No.3. 
Difference 5'80 6'64 4'84 

We have also submitted to the Board the actual expenditure of 12 mills· 
over the last 5 years. '1'he costs of manufacture are divided into several 
sub-heads. A glance at them will show that out of them the nature of sub
heads 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 12, 13, 14 is such that they will vary with the amount 
of production; while 8, 9, 10, 11, 15, will remain tht! sa.me whatever the 
amount of production. Sub-head 6 which refers to wages, includes fixed 
wage-earners and piece-workers. It has been found in pra.ctice that the 
fil'st forms one-third of the total wages. So, that much would remain 
constant, irrespective of the amount of production and the rest will vary 
with the amount of production. Item 7 should be altogether excluded as it 
refers to coloured yarn or dyeing charges or bleaching chargE),s. 

It would be clear that the varying costs would be reduced to the extent 
of 10 per cent. during the year 1935, whereas the. invariable costs would 
romain the same. Due to reductions of hours the spinning production has 
dropped by 10 per cent. while in the case of weaving it has dropped by 
8 per cent. Therefore the total production comprising both the spinning and 
weaving will average at 91 in 1935 against 100 in 1934. 

We have analysed the cost of Mills 3 and 6 in Appendix A *, in this 
way and the results are as follows:-

Mill No.3 

Mill No. 6 
4'8 

4'3 

This is, as it should be. Owing to the nature of the figures at our 
disposal we had necessarily to resort to some assumptions which had the 
effect of reducing the percentage of increase. For instance, we have 
assumed that fuel will vary in the exact proportion of the amount of 
production but this will not be so as the banking coaI"would remain constant. 
Similarly we have assumed the salaries of the technical staff, and the 
salaries of the clerical staff (included in item 12) to be varying, while it would 
not be so. Even all the items of stores would not vary in an equal degree 
with the quality of production. If a full allowance were made for all those 
items, we are sure, the difference will certainly be more than.5 per cent. 

It should also be remembered that this calculation make·s no provision 
for the necessary change in the manufacturer's profits. As stated else
where this should be 8 per cent. on the capital investment of the Industry. 
It ca~ be easily seen that as the investment will remain constant, the 
amount of manufacturer's profit will also remain constant. But with the 
change in the hours of work it will no.w b~ sprea~ over I!- smaller quantity 
of production, and thus the cost per l1Dlt wll1 be higher. 

• Not printed. 
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Southern India Millowners' Association. Coimbatore. 

(1) Represe/IJtation dated the 12th October, 1935. 

INTRODUCTORY, 

Spinning mills in India feel strongly that their interests have been 
totally disregarded by the Government of India during recent years. Their 
condition has steadily grown worse and we consider it is now time that the 
fact.q be clearly stated. 

2', The representation which follows is made on behalf of the undernoted 
companies owning 974,338 spindles, all engaged in spinning cotton yarns for 
the halldloom, hosiery, powel' loom and other industries: 

1. Modern Mills Co., Ltd., Bombay 
2 Gokak Mills, Ltd., Bombay Presidency 
3. Model Mills Nagpur, Ltd., Central Provinces 

*4. Cambodia Mills, Ltd., Madras Presidency' . 
*5. Coimbatore Cotton Mills, Ltd., Mad~as 

Presidency 
*6. Janardhana Mills, Ltd., Madras Presidency 
*7. Lakshmi Mills Co., Ltd., Madras Presidency 
*8. Lotus Mills, Madras Presidency 
9. Madura Mills Co., Ltd. (6 Mills), Madras 

Presidency 
10. Mahalakshmi Te)ttile Mills, Ltd., Madras 

Presidency 
11. Malabar Spinning & Weaving Co., Ltd., Madras 

Presidency 
*12. Palaniandavar Mills, Ltd., Madras Presidency. 
"13. Pankaja Mills, Ltd., Madras Presid~ncy . 
*14. Palamalai Ranganathar Mills, Ltd., Madras 

Presidency 
"IS. Radhakrishn~ Mills, Ltd., Madras Presidency. 
*16. Rajalakshmi Mills, Ltd., Madras Presidency . 
17. Sree Meenakshi Mills, Ltd., Madras 

Presidency 
*18. Sri Ramalinga Choodambikai Mills, J..td., 

Madras Presidency 
*19. Sri Ranga Vilas Ginning, Spinning & Weaving 

Mills, Ltd., Madras PrE\sidency . 
*20. Dhanalakshrrii Mills, Ltd., Madras Presidency. 
*21. Kaleeswarar Mills, Ltd., Madras Presidency • 
*22. Coimbatore Spinning and Weaving Co., Ltd., 

Madras Presidency 
*23. Vasantha Mills, Ltd., Madras Presidency . 
24. Sri Satyanarayana Spinning Mills, Madras 

Presidency , 
25. Sri Suryanarayana Spinning & Weaving Mills, 

Ltd., Madras Presidency 
26. Sri Krishnarajendra Mills, J..td., Mysore . 

Total 

• Situated in Coimbatore District. 

Spindles. 
23,968 
72,536 
52,408 
16,752 

10,864 
6,000 

16,000 
5,000 

470,616 

7,040 

18,416 
6,000 

16,800 

6,000 
25,560 
16,000 

21,680 

12,000 

24,924 
22,000 
35,000 

40,000 
12,500 

5,504 

5,570 
25,200 

974,338 
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. In a~di~ion some 12 or x;uore Mi.lls are expected to join.in this representa. 
tlOn, bnngmg the total spmdleage to over one million. We hope to advise 
the Board of tve final position in the course of a few weeks. . 

3. In past Tariff Board enquiries no concerted action has been taken 
by the spinning section of the textile industry with. the result that their 
case has Buffered. It is, therefore, felt that a complete picture of the condi
tions obtaining in the industry should be presented to the Board, although 
the latter's terms. of referE\nce relate only to United Kingdom piecegoods 
?nd yarns. By ~omg ~o, we fe~l the Board will be in a better position to 
Judge the state m winch the mdustry now finds itself and the meas~res 
necessary to afford it badly needed relief. . 

GOVERNMENT'S TREATMENT OF YARN AND CLOTIl DUTIES CONTRASTED. 

4. Grey yarn· and grey piecegoods are closely related to one another. 
The cost of yarn of medium counts consists roughly of two parts cotton 
content and one part manufacturing charges, while grey cloth of similar 
counts comprises roughly one part cotton and one part manufacturing 
charges. Consequently the duty imposed on anyone of these articles shoulcl 
bear some constant relationship to the duty on the other.. For example, 
when specific duties were first applied to cotton piece~oods in the year 1930, 
yarn was already in possession of a specific duty of 1~ annas per lb. on 
all counts of yarn from all countries. 31 annas per lb. was imposed on 
grey piec~goods of British and non-British manufacture. On the principle 
that the duty is intended to offset relative advantages in manufacturing 
[·harges, the duty on yarn should then have been -

3; a.nnas X ~ = 21 annas per lb. 

5. The history of events thereafter is now briefly indicated. Govern
ment's treatment of grey piecegoods manufacturers is contrasted with their 
treatment of the spinning industry, and we feel the verdict must be that 
the spinning industry has been most badly treated and neglected. 

6. The Yarn Protection Act of 1927 by which a specific duty of H annas 
per lb. was imposed on all imports of cotton twist and yarn expired in 
1930. It was renewed for a further 3 years in that year on the grounds 
that China now become a formidable competitor, impose.d no limits on the 
hours of w~rk to either men or women and imposed no restrictions. on the 
employment of children in cotto~ mills. Tn that same .year plam grey 
piecegoods for the first time were gl,-en the benefit of a specIfic duty amount-

. ing to 31 annas per lb. 
7. Tn Sl'ptember. 1931. the Go\"ernment of India imposed a sl!rcharge .of 

25 per cent. on all import duties in order to protect the country s .financlal 
and budgetary position. Dutie~ on twist-and yarn. were thereby. mcreased 
to 61 per cent. an 1'alorem or Ii. annas per lb. whwhever was hIgher. 

8. In the same month Governmeut imposed an import duty o~ 6 pies per 
lb. on raw cotton imported into Tndia which reduced th~ protectIOn aff?rded 
to cotton yarn by '6 annas pt'r lb., allowing for wastage m proce~s. ~hls net 
reduction certainlv applied to counts 31s to 40s ~nd upwards, l~~vmg .the 
industry to fnC'e Jananese, Chinese and United Kmgdom competItIOn WIth. 
in effel't II net specific duty of 1'275 annas per lb. 

9. T~e effect of this reduction can be seen from T~bie I below. Appendix 
T gives similar figures and also those for subsequent yenrs. 



TABLE 1. 

Detailed Impo1'ts of Cotton Yarn into India. 

(In thousands of lbs.) 

United Kingdom. Japan. China (including Other countries. Total. 

Desoription of yarn. 
Hongkong). 

1931. 1932. 1931. 1932. 1931. 1932. 1931. 1932. 1931. 1932. 

Single Grey: 
1 to 10 • .. .. .. .. . . .. .. .. .. .. 

11 to 20 • 112 74 6 594 34 .. 1 2 153 670 

21 to 30 • . 312 704 118 125 .. .. .. .. 430 829 

31 to 40 • 1,141 1,532 412 5,771 11,450 10,956 22 40 13,025 18,299 

4lto 50 • 257 372 .. 47 .. .. . . .. 2i57 419 

51 to 60 . 2,436 ' 3,691 8 22 .. .. 1 .. 2,440 3,714 

Above 60 939 1,579 3 7 72 .. .. .. 1,014 ~,586 

Single Coloured : 
1 to 20 • 176 247 .. .. .. .. 1 , .. 177 247 

21 to 30 • 220 321 .. .. .. .. 13 .. 233 321 

31 to 40 • 479 490 .. .. 10 .. 63 62 552 552 

41 to 50 • 42 15 .. .. . . .. 6 .. 48 15 

Above 50 175 208 .. .. .. .. 6 16 181 224 

White Bleaohed 3,153 3,576 440 650 4 10 12 2 3,614 4,238 

Grey Folded . I,OIl 966 273 2,862 2,027 1,307 129 13 3,440 5,149 

Coloured Folded • 278 348 . ,. .. .. .. 2 . . 280 348 

Meroerised • 198 229 4,425 7,317 .. .. 1 1 4,624 7,547 

Anifioial Silk 814 1,544 86 2,138 I .. 7,143 8,672 8,044 12,354 

Unspecified eorts 19 Il 2 13 .. .. .. .. 21 24 

Rope • 784 683 ,12 1 .. .. 34 27 830 713 

Sewing Thread 1,543 1,786 3. 2 .. .. 269 246 1,815 2,034 

Total 14,089 18,376 5,793 I 19,551 13,598 12,275 7,703 9,081 41,183 59,283 
. 
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It will b~ observed that United Kingdom imports increased in 1932 
.despite exceptional competition from Japan and China which will be 
considered later. In other words, the lessening of protection through the 
import duty on' raw cotton resulted in a 30 per cent. increase in United 
Kingdom Qnports during the year following the imposition of the cotton 
duty. , 

10. In December, 1931, Japan went off the Gold Standard and the yen 
steadily fell throughout 1932. The great advantage derived by Japan from 
a falling' exchange was reflected in the steadily increasing imports of piece
goods and yarns into India. 

11. The Government of India were brought to realise the gravity of the 
situation, and in July, 1932, directed the Tariff Board to undertake an 
intermediate enquiry and r~ort on whether cotton piecegoods of non
British manufacture were oeing imported into British India at such a price 
as was likely to render ineffective the protection intended to be afforded by 
the duty imposed on such articles by the Indian Textile Protection Act of 
1930. Unfortunately, Government refused to include cotton yarn within the 
scope of the emergent enquiry by the Tariff Board. 

12. As a' result of the Board's finding, the import duties on plain grey 
piecegoods of non-British manufacture were raised to 50 per cent. ad va{orem 
or 51 annas per lb. whichever was higher. Cotton yarn .on similar reasoning 
should have been granted protection to the extent of 31 annas per lb. 
specific duty. 

13. On page 8 of the Tariff Board's report on the emergent enquiry the 
following figures are given:-

Imports into Bombay from Japan. 

. 
Description. June, May, June, 

1931. 1932. 1932. 

· - . . 
.. Lbs. Lbs. Lbs. 

Grey Cotton Yarn · 6,957 280,000 536,800 

Piecegoods : 

Plain Grey-
Yds. . Yds. Yds . 

Drills and Jeans 4,000 20,000 20,000 
Longclot.h and Shirtings c • 4,227,462 3,761,975 7,441,275 
Shootings 301,500 202,500 495,000 

White (Bleached)-
Drills and Jeans · .. 12,080 16,250 
Jaconets, etc. . .. 24,000 96,000 
Longeloth and Shirtings 548,834 1,424,330 2,413,745 
Mulls 83,600 213,000 337,600 
Nainsooks 88,100 398,800 293,600 

Printed-
Checks, Spot.s and Stripes • .. 53,190 150,810 
Drills and Jeans 431,750 1,507,130 3,2l9,290 
Prints and Chintz 257,298 507,063 540,044 
Shirtin~s 

. 1,508,859 997,595 2,551,727 
Unspecified descriptions . , 

" 45,500 

Increase 
in June, 

1932, 
over 
May, 
1932. 

Per cent. 

91·71 

.. 
97·80 

144·44 

34-52 
300·00 

69·46 
58·50 .. 

, 
183·53 
115·59 

6·50 
155·78 .. 

Increas e 
e, in Jun 

1932, 
over 

June, 
1931. 

Per cen t. 

7,637'8 o 

400·0 
76·0 
64-1 

.. 

.. 
339'8 
306·0 
233·2 

.. 

o 
2 
7 

o 
2 
8 

652·5 
109·8 
69·1 

o 
9 
1 

.. 



Description. 

Dyed-
Drills and Jeans 
Shirtings 
Twills • . . . 
Woven LungiB a.nd Sara.ngs 
Unspecified descriptions • 

w oven Coloured-
Checks, Spots and Stripes . 
Coatings and Trouserings • 
Drills and Jeans . . 
Shirtings 
Twills • 
Velvat and Velveteens 

otsl im ports of ootton piece-
goods from Japan. . 

T 

o ther countries .. . 
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Juue, May, 
1931. 1932. 

Yds. Yds. 

18,000 69,810 
14,000 222,100 
8,097, 32,972 
.. .. 
.. 285,052 

.. 21,600 
2,670 16,080 

68,400 212,610 
.. .. 

32,700 78,000 
24,089 36,425 

11,983,341 15,173,896 
',. 

H,394,283. 13,41(791 

InctMee 
in June, 

June, 1932, 
1932. over 

May, 
1932. 

---
Yds. Per cent. 

137,033 96·29 
630,400 138·81 
115,578 250·53 
20,588 .. 

435,798 52·90 

85,000 293·52 
31,426 95·44 

977,400 359-71 
76,500 .. 

345,600 343·76 . 
71,066 95-10 

28,197,453 85·83 

12,432,493 .. 

Increase 
in June, 
1932, 
over 
June, 
1931. 

---
Per cent. 

661-3 
3,788'7 
1,327-4 

.. .. 

.. 
1,077·0 
1,329,0 .. 

956'9 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 

195·01 
---

135·30 

9·11 

It will be observed that figures for grey cotton yarn as well as piece
goods were included in the table and that the percentage incr~ases in 
Japan's imports were Telatively greater in the aase 'of cotton yarn thaI). in 
piecegoods. . 

14. The table following has been prepared to show the relationship between 
imports from Japan of 31s to 40s grey yarn and grey piecegoods up till thll 
month in which thll emergent enquiry was made:- I 

1932. 

January 
February 
March. 
April 
May 

nne 
uly 

J 
J 

I 

, 
.. 
.. 

TABLE 2. 

Imports from :Japan. 

31s to 40s Grey Yarn Plain Grey Piecegoods 
in·lbs. in yards. 

Increase 
(+) Increase ( + ) 
-or or 

Imports •• 
decrease Imports. decrease (-) 

.(-) over 
over preceding 

. preoeding montb . 
month. 

. 10,000 .. *17,981,707 .. 
15,200 +5,200 . *') 9,253,275 + 1,271,568. 
'60,000 +44,800 . *11,600,399 ~7,652,876 , 

389,600 +329,600 . I7,645.618 +6,045,219 
529,300 +139,700 . 13,598,604 -4,047,014 : 

',023,500 +494,200 18,897,951 +5,299,347 . 
1;096,000 +'12,500 ! 18,967,718 +69,7!j71 

Percentage 
increase ( + ) or 

decrease (-) 
over 

preceding montb. 

3Is to Grey 

408. Piece-
goods. 

---
. ' . .. 

+52'00 +7·07 
+294'74 -39·75 
+549·33 +52-11 
+35·86 -22·93 
+93·37 +38·97 
+7·08 +·37 

• PI_goods 'Import .figures for .January/March. 1932 lUclude Imports of 
Bordered Grey Pieceg~ .Iso, 

l' 
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It is obvious that, however, good a case there was for piecegoods a better 
case existed for yarn. ' 

15. Th.e year 1932 closed with manufacture.rs of grey piecegoods enjoying 
a protectIOn of 25 per cent. or 4i annas per lb. 011 United Kingdom goods 
and 50 per cent. or 51 ann as per lb. on non-British piecegoods. Cotton 
spinners were still labouring under a heavy handicap, yarn duties be.ing 
61 per cent. ad valO'l'em or 1* annas per lb. whichever was higher, but 8S 

mentioned in paragraph B such protection was directly reduced through the 
import duty on cotton to 1'275 ann as per pound. 

16. In April, 1933, the Safeguarding of Industries Bill was introduced, in 
the Legislative Assembly. This measure sought to empower Govllrnment to 
take tariff action whenever the trade and industry of this country was 
threatened by cheap imports from foreign countriEl.s. The Bill was passed, 
but action against Japan could not be taken until the expiry of the Indo
Japanese Convention of 1905 which guaranteed most favoured nation treat
ment to Japan. The six months' notice required by the terms of the 
ConvE'ntion was duly given to the Government of Japan and it was then 
thought that with the expiry of that period the spinning industry would 
receive adequate if much belated prote.ction against Japanese and Chinese 
competition. 

17. In July, 1933, the Millowners' Association. Bombay, made an applica
tion under the Safeguarding of Industries Act for the grant of assistance 
to the Indian ('otton yarn industry with particular reference to Japanese 
and Chinese ('ompetition. In their representation the additionaZ duty 
requirl'd was shown to be 2'B annas pE'r lb. which would have n;lade the 
tota.] dutv operating against Japan and China 4'675 ann as per lb. on all 
counts of yarn. HowE'ver. the GovE'rnment of India continued to take no 
action of a~lY kind. . 

lB. A month or so before the application for assistance under the Safe
p'ullrding of Industries Act. namely, on 6th June. 1933. the Government of 
India announ('ed a furtber in{"J'e~se in the duty on forei!Zn cotton piere
goodR 'of 75 per rent .• with a minimum specific duty of 6l1- annas ner lb. 
'on phtin grE''''. Thia step was considered necessary to counteract the con
tinued severity of Japanese competition. 

19. A comnarison on similar linE'S to thosE' adopted in paragraph 14 may 
again be made. 

TABLE 3. 
Imports from. Japan. 

31a to 40s Grey Yam Plain Grey Pieregoods Percentage 
in lbs. in yards. in crease (+-) or 

decrease (-) 
over 

Increase preceding month. 
(+) In crease ( + ) 

1933. or or 

Imports. decrease Imports. decrease (-) 
(-) over 31a to Grey 

. over preceding 408. Piece-
preceding month. goods. 
month. 

January 278.000 .. lU14,1l04 .. _ . .. 
Februa.ry 122.400 -105,1\00 8.1188,048 -5.021\,851\ -56·00 -38·08 
March. 146,000 +2~.1\00 9.11~,684 +125.636 +19·28 +1-40 
April 165,200 +111.200 R,370.252 -743.432 +13-15 ~'16 

May oM.ROO +3!l!l.1\00 13.1119.868 +4.R211,l\lR +241-89 +57·70 
,Tune 1,1118,000 +633.200 14.780,741 +1,080,873 +112-11 +11'98 
July 770,000 -428,000 14,412,161 -368,580 -35·73 -2-49 

The comparIson IS even more glarmg than m 1932. 
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20. At the time of again increaaing duties on piecegoods the Government 
of India issued a press oommunique which stated inter alia: 

.. The pressure of Japanese competition is not confined to Ae Cotton 
Textile Industry. A very large number of Indian industries have been 
affected and it was found ne.cessary to pass the Safeguarding of Industries 
Act early this year as a temporary measure to meet exceptional conditions. 
As a corollary steps were taken to denounce the Indo..Japanese Trade 
Convention which hy virtue of its most favoured nation clause precluded 
the operation of the Safeguarding Act in the direction in which it was 
most necessary. 

The Government of India desired to make it clear that it was with the 
utmost reluctauce that they took the step of denouncing the commercial 
engagement and that it was only the vital necessity for protecting indigenous 
industries in circumstances of ext'eptional competition that forced them to 
do 80. 

lt has been suggested that an alternative line of action should he 
I'xplored, viz., that of negotiations with a view to settlement with Japan. 
The Government of India desired to say that they are prepared at IIIny time 
to enter upon discussions with a view to a mutual satisfactory solution of the 
problem of Indo-Japanese trade. But pending the conclusion of such a 
settlement they felt it incumbent upon them to take such steps as lie within 
their power to safeguard Indian industriEls." 

21. So far as the Indian spinning industry is concerned, the spirit which 
animated the Government of India in framing the press communique 
Rpparently did not apply to them. On the reasoning given in paragraph 18 
if a duty of 61 annas per lb .. was necessary on plain grey piecegoods then a 
duty of 4J annas per lb. was required on grey yarn. Incidentally it will be 
observed that the figure mentioned, 4* annas per lb .. is much the same aa 
the duty applied for in the Bombay Millowners' Association's case for assist
ance under the Safeguarding of Industries Act, which came to 4'675 annas 
per lb. 

22. During the Indo-Japanese official negotiations regarding Indian 
rotton exports and Japanese piecegoods imports which were carried on at 
Simla in October. 1933, the Government of India considered the position of 
miscellRneous indigenous industries exposed to abnormal Japanese compllti
tion. Cotton yarn. hosiery, lImbrellas. paints, lead pencils and crockery 
were amone: the articles considered and earlv in 1934 protection by way of 
specific duties was afforded to all those articles with the exception of .cotton 
yarn. 

23. On protests being made to Government at the continued delay in 
Rffording assistance to the cotton yarn industry, they replied to the effect 
that yarn duties would be dealt with when Government nassed orders on the 
report of the Tariff Board enquiry into the textile industry. such enquiry 
"a"ine: been made in 1932, but at t.hat time (Januarv. 1934) the report 
had not yet been published nor had Government framed their proposals. 

24. While the Tndo-JapaneflEl negotiations were proceeding a delegation 
represl'nting United Kingdom Cott<>n Textile Industry interests bad come out 
from Env.lnnd ~nd ('arrieCl on negotiations with representatives of the 
Tndian Textile Indnstrv. The agreement .flnally arrived at between the 
Millowners' Association: Bombay. and the United Kingdom Delell'ation is 
('ommon propertv and need not be repeatpd here. One point, however, 
arises out of that arrrNlment. In a last minute endeavour to Recure a!?r"e
ment the Millowners' .Assol'iation. Bomhay. aureed that a rpduction migut be 
mBtle in ClOtton varn dut.;es to " level of Il annas ner Ih. on all counts. 
This unfort.l1nat ... 1v W"S (lone without full consultation with all spinnin rr 
i"t.er".ts Affected.' This act,ion had "rave elfpct I~ter wh"n t.he Indian Tariff 
(Text,ile Protect.iAn) Amendment Bill W!l$ introduced in the Assembly on 
5th February, 1934. 

p2 
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25. Early in February, 1934, Government at last published the Report 
of the Tariff Board which enquired into the condition of the Indian Textile 
Industry in 1932. The Re'port calls for detailed examination in so far as 
its treatment of yarn is concerned. This is given later in the representation 
and meantime the history of events is continued . 

.26. The Indian Tariff (Textile Protection) Amendment Bill contained 
the following provisions relating to (."Otton yarn duties. In place of the 
then existing duties of 6* per cent. or 11 ann as per lb. on all counts of 
yarn imported from any country, it proposed to reduce the duties on yarn 
of British manufacture to 5 per cent. ad valorem or I! annas per lb. 
whichever was higher, on counts 50s and below, and to 5 per cent. ad valorem 
only on counts above 50s. In the case of non-British yarns, the then existing 
duties of 6i per cent. or 11 annas per lb. were to be continued on counts 
50s and below, and reduced to 6i per cent. ad t'alorem only on counts above 
50s. 

27. It will be observed that Government adopted the recommendations 
of the Indo-Lancashire unofficial agreement, but in part only, as they refused 
to grant even the reduced specific duty of I! annas per lb. on counts over 
50s. 

28. The Indo-Japanese agreement, then practically concluded, had limited 
by quotas .the quantities of Japanese piece..goods to be imported into India. in 
the future, so that Government felt it possible to reduce the duties on 
grey piecegoods from the level then ruling of 75 per cent. ad valorem or 
6! annas per ·lb. to 50 per cent. or 5! annas per lb., whichever was higher. 
No quota had been considered for yarn imports, so that the measure of 
protection afford~d to yarn should have been based on the then existing rate 

of ·duty imposed on imported grey cloth, in other words ~ x:- annas= 4i 
annas per lb. Even on the reduced figure made feasible by the quota 

arrangement, the. duty on non-British yarn should have been ~ x -i 
:mnas=31 annas, on all counts, while on British y\trn it should have been 

'I xi- annas= 2'9 annas per lb. also on all c01.lints. 

29. The report of the Seled Oommittee appointed by the Assembly 
contained among others a minute of dissent signed by 8 members, which 
said in the matter of yarn duties:-

.. (1) That the duty in respect of all yarns from the, United Kingdom 
.mould be 5 ,per cent. or Ii annas per lb. whichever is higher. 

(2) That in respect of non-British yarns, the duties should bft-

(i) On -50s counts and under. 6! per cent. ad valo1'em or 2i annas 
per lb. whichever was higher. 

(ii) Above 50s counts 61 per cent. ad valorem· or 11 annas 
per lb. whichever was higher." 

30. Despite all representations, Government were adamant, although 
their reasons for continuing to be so were unknown, and the Bill was passed 
into law with effect from 1st May, 1934. 

31. The .contrast between the treatment gi'Ven to cloth and yarn manu
fadures respectively is glaringly brought out by the graphical illustration 
of impo<ts shown below in which 1923-24 imports were taken as 100, 
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TABLE 4. 

1923.24 1924-26 1925·26 1926 1927 '1928 1929 1930 1931 1932 1933 1934 
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- YARN IMPORTS. \ I ,.~,.,., •.• 
\/ .......... PlEOEGDODS IMPO~TS. .: 

50r-~r-~---1---+--~--~~~--~--+---~~--~ 

THE 1932 TARIFF BOARD REPORT. 

32. A study of the foregoing pages will show why cotton spinners feel so 
strongly that they have been given. most unfair treatment. There is no· 
excuse for, Government not taking action during 1932, prior to receiving the 
Tari/f Board's Report. Thereafter, when the Report was submitted; t.<l'them, 
there was a certain amount of reason for their inaction, in so far as the 
Report contained; Rome sweeping and in fact revolutionary recommendation$' 
in'the matter of yarn duties. At the same time, an impartial scrutiny 
of the Report shows many errors which vitiate the findings, and Government 
should have been prepared to reconsider their proposals when such errors 
were brought to their notice. . 

Certain general criticisms may legitimately be made on the Tariff' Board. 

33. It appears that the Board concerned itself almost solely with cloth 
and merely mentioned yarn as an incidental. Tn fact yarn is dismissed in 
one paragraph under the head "Supplementary proposals". 
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34. It would also appear that the Board has laboured under a misappre
hension throughout its enquiry, apparently taking for granted that there 
exists no purely spinning industry as such but tha.t most spinning and 
weaving mills after· meeting the requirements of their own looms, dispose of 
their surplus yarn to the handloom weaver. For example, page 147, para
graph 149 "If we leave out imported yarn on the assumption that almost 
the whole of it is used by handloom weavers and allow about 5 per cent. 
of the Indian production for sales to handloom weavers, the nett quantity 
of yarn of 26s to 40s used in 1931-32 by mills was approximately 170 million 
Ib8. Taking 41 yards to one lb., this figure represents 765 million yards of 
cloth, which is nearly equivalent to the total quantity of imports into India 
in 1931-32. Similarly if we take the Indian production of yarn of above 
40s in 1931-32 and make the same allowance for sales to the handloom 
iMwtry, we get a nett quantity of approximately 32 million lbs;" Again 
and even more glaring, page 159 states" From a Table published at page 36 
of Mr. Hardy's report it will be seen that for the Bombay mills in 1928 the 
proportion of yarn sold fo/' consumption outside the mills was about 30 per 
cent. of the total q'l£antity of yam spu,n. If we assume that in this respect 
conditions in Bombay are typical of those throughout the country, it follows 
that the quantity of yarn sold should be about 30 per cent. of the total 
production. In 1931-32 the total production was 966 million lbs., 30 per cent. 
of which is 290 million lbs. This is not far short of the figures 335 million 
lbs. at which we have arrived as the quantity of mill spun yarn used by the 
handloom industry and the quantity used for domestic and non-textile 
purposes" . 

35. In actual fact, apart from the large number of weaving mills which 
sell a considerable portion of their yarn to the market, there are over one 
million spindles in India solely engaged in producing yarns for handloom 
weavers and hosiery factories. Iepresenting the investment in land, buildings 
and machinery alone of at least 'Rs. 7,50,00,000.. The position is summarised 
in the table hereunder while the detailed figures will be found in Appendix 
II. 

TABLES. 

, 
Per cent. of spindles 

Spinning Mills working for purely for handloom 
Handloom Weaving only, weaving on the total 

Provinces. 
spindles of each place. 

No. of Spindles. Per cent. Total Per cent. 
Companies. Spindles. 

Bombay Island. . 3 106,090 9'32 3,169,700 3·35 

Ahmedabad 2 36,177 3'18 2,014,856 1·80 

Bombay Presidency 6 137,348 12·06 1,216,866 H·29 

Bengal Presidency 2 35,152 3·09 329,708 10·66 

United Provinces of Agra 7 136,412 H·98 639,614 21·33 
and Oudh. 

Madras Presidenoy 15 662,082 58·16 942,184 70·27 

Mysore 1 25,200 2·21 146,000 17-26 

Total 36 1,138,461 100·00 8,458,928 13-46 
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36. The foregoing is extracted from information given in: the Annual 
Report of the Millowners' Asaociation, Bombay, for the year 1934. The 
corresponding position in the previous Y'lar was 86 follows:-

TABLE 6. 

Spimriog Mi1Is working for 
Per cent. of spindles 
purely for handloom 

Handloom Weaving only .. weaving on the total 
Provinces. spindles of each place. 

No. of Spindles. Per cent. Total Per cent. Companies. Spindles. 

Bombay Island • 4 118,514 9·36 3,300,688 3·59 
Ahmedabad 4 94,036 7'43 1,978,314 4-75 
Bombay Presidency 9 183,436 14·48 1,189,792 15'42 
Rajputana • . 1 16,496 1-30 68,232 24-18 
Centrallndi& 1 7,408 ·58 313,572 2·36 
Bengal Presidency 3 80,512 6·36 333,368 24-15 
United Provinces of Agra 7 

and Oudh. 
136,412 10·77 664,476 20'53 

Madras Presidency 13 603,612 47·66 863,940 69'87 
MY80re, • 1 26,124 2·06 142,172 18'37 

Total 43 1,266,550 100·00 8,854,554 14-30 

It will be observed that no less than 10 per cent. of the purely spinning 
mills had within a year gone over to weaving. The process is steadily going 
on and is bound to have most unfortunate results on the handloom weavers. 

37. It will be observed that 58 per cent. of purely spinning spindles are 
situated in Madras Presidency. However, page IX, paragraph 3, reads 
.. The Board has not for the purpose of this enquiry found it necessary to visit 
other centres. Outside Bombay and Ahmedabad, which between them repre
sent about 60 per cent. of the total product~on of cotton piecegoods, the 
industry is scattered over the whole country and there are no centres of 
production so large as to demand a visit". 

Even granting there are mills in Bombay and Ahmedabad cities with 
spindles only, it is first submitted that they are not representative of the 
spinning industry generally, 'IS they are on coarse counts, and in any case 
the Tariff Board did not visit anyone of them. It is to be hoped that on 
this occasion the Board will visit such centres as Coimbatore and Madura 
in South India.. . 

38. A further impression is that the Tariff Board and Government are 
equally solicitous of the welfare of the handloom weavers, but have no real 
knowledge of their conditions. The chapter on the handloom industry is a 
series of assumptions, some of which can be disproved while others are merely 
matters of opinion. 

DETAILED EXAMINATION. 

39. A detailed examination brings to light certa.in errors in principle, 
which vitiate the Board's findings in so far as yarn is concerned. 

40. These errors are:-
(a) Omission of Teeling, bundling and baling costs from., spinning costs.

Page 96, paragraph 87, " Spinning includes all the expenses incurr,ed by the 
mill from the mixing point up to the ring frame, weaving includes the 
expenses from the winding stage up to the grey finishing stage ". 

The spinning mill has to reel the yarn into hanks, make up and press 
into bundles of 5 lbs. or 10 lbs. each and thereafter bale the resulting bundles 
for despatch to the market. The cost of these processes forms quite a 
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considerable item in any purely spinning mills expenditure and should of 
course be taken into account in estimating the fair selling pl'ice. 

41. (bJ Errors in laying d01lnt the minimwm standard o/" efficiency.-(I) 
Output per spindle per day-3'85 07:8. average counts 40s. This is either "a 
printer's error or the BOllIrd has gone very sadly astray. We. have heard. of 
concerns using exceptionally good (and expensive) cotton getting 3t OZS. 

per spindle per day of 10 hours (the Report deals with the conditions then 
existing, t,iz., the lO-hour day) but we would consider an all round average 
of something under 3 07:S. perfectly fair and reasonable. Possibly the Board 
meant 2'85 OZS. per spindle. 

42. (2) Complement of labour per working day of 10 hours: per 1,000 
spindle~15. 

Here again it is obvious that reeling, bundling and baiing costs have 
not been allowed for. The average number of workers per 1,000 spindles 
employed by the concerns detailed in Appendix No. II came to 31 according 
to the Millowners' Association's statement. This does nQt give' an ent.irely 
accurate picture however as some of the concerns included were working 
double shift, but the Madura Mills Co., Ltd., which worked on single shift 
throughout the year, shows an average of 30 workers per 1,000 spindles. 

43. (c) Metllod 0/ arriving at lair selling price 0/ Indian yarn.-(I) As 
already stated, reeling, bundling and baling costs have been omitted. 

(2) Unlike the Board's treatment of cloth, a lump sum purporting to 
include cotton and works costs is la.id down in an arbitra·ry manner. A.lso 
as the Board has taken the spinning. costs from spinning and weaving mills, 
its findings. are thereby vitiated. so far as yarn is concerned in that the 
spinning side would only bear part of the overheads and the weaving side 
the remllIinder. 

(3) Allowance for depreciation, interest on working capital, ma!laging 
agents' commission and profits. 

This is dismissed in the following words: "We have allowed 28 pies per 
lb. in the case of piecegoods on account of depreciation, interest on working 
capital, managing agents' commission and profit. In view of the fact that 
ya·rn is a much simpler product invoh'ing less expenditure of fixed as well 
as working capital and less servil'es on the part of the management, we 
think that an allowance of 12 pies per lb. is sufficient". 

44. In t~e first place, there is obdously no attempt to work out an actual 
figure and, secondly, apparently the Board has been influenced by the belief 
that spinning is simple and has ('ut down the figure because of such belief. 
Nothing could be more lit variance with the actual facts, as anyone visiting 
an up-to-date spinning mill would readily confirm. A. purely spinning mill 
requires to produce a wide range of counts to meet the fluctuating demands 
of the market. This involves carrying fairly large stocks of the different 
counts and also greater expense in running, as frames have to be changed 
frequently to different counts to meet varying demands of the market. The 
first naturally means heavy interest on working capital and the second, 
greater running expenses than in the case of a corresponding number. of 
spindles in a spinning and weaving mill, where frames will run on one 
count alone from ono month's end to a·nother, A.gain, the needs of each 
market vary greatly. One distri('t will work with short warp$ and require 
a certain minimum strl'np:th. Another with longer warps and greater strength 
is therefore required. All have their likes and dislikes as regards" make 
up ", that is colour and description of tie used, etc., etc. The list could 
be cont.inued almost indE'finitely. Paragra·ph 69 dealing with diversifil'ation 
of production throws additional light on this point. 

45. We are afraid the President of the Board's. query to the Millowners' 
A.ssociation, Bombay, during the enquiry throws light on the method really 
adopted subsequentiy by the Board. On page 24, Volume IV, is found-

"Mr. Mody.-This raises t.he question whether. t,he consumer of yarn is 
entitled to get his yarn at lates which are not economical to the mills. 
That is the prohlem. 
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President.-If that is the problem I would. like to put this point before 

you. When the Government ot India decided in 1927 to give the mill industry 
·a •• i.tanee in the shape of duty un yarn, for various reasons they refused to 
give you assistance on cloth. Suppose as a result of our recommendations 
now you get adequate protection on cloth, that is to SillY protection sufficient 
not merely to cover your worlts expenditure but· also a reasonable allowance 
for depreciation and profit, and suppcsing they are calculated on the capital 
value of the whole plant, then is it not possible for you to sell your yarn
supposing there was sharp competition from outside-practically at works 
cost because you get your depreciation and profit?" 

The foregoing speaks for Itself. 
46. (d) Method 0/ ascertaining duty Iree price 01 competing Japanese and 

Chinese yanI8.-The Board· takes the average duty free price of Chinese 
grey yarll of 3Is to 40s for 1931-32 which came to 130 pies per lb. Possibly 
it was unaware that during the last qUlllrter of that period the Japanese
Chinese trouble in Manchuria came to a head, when prICes rose to a level 
quite unjustified by the price of cotton. For example, during. part of 
1<'ebruary and March, 1932, Chinese and· Japanese 4-0s were selling 111 .Bombay 
at 174 pies, free of duty wholesa.le price, compared with 120 pies through
out January. Then the Board takes Japanese 408 in AU(]ust, 1932, ap
parently ignoring the fact that again an abnormal period was chosen. In 
that month cotton took a sharp upward turn, the whole of the oovance 
being lost the following month. From the middle to the end of July, 1932, 
that is immediately preceding the m(lnth taken by the Tariff Board, Japanese 
408 were selling in Bombay at a wlwlesale price of 11 annas por lb., which 
is equivalent to a duty free price of 114 pies per lb. In September, 1932, 
the month after their example, the duty free price fell to lUSpie& per lb. 

It is still more remlllrkable that although the Board has instanced Japanese 
408 in August, 1932, it will be found from the list of prices quoted by the 
MiJlowners' Association that United Kingdom 40s were quoted 1 anna per 
lb. less than Japanese. If August must be taken, why was the lp.west price 
not adopted? . 

47. In any case it would appear that the customs returns for some years 
have been based on erroneous figures and infinite harm was done to the 
spinning industry thereby. The tables in Appendix III show that the 
invoice values of Japanese and Chinese yarns have been consistently over 
declared and as the Tariff. BoaI'd and others concerued in the mat.ter of ya;rn 
duties depend largely on the c.i.f. values obtained from.' the Sea-borne 
Trade returns, an entirely erroneous view of the position has been given. 
It would be seen that invoice values have been overstated by more than 
Ii. annas per lb.-a most serious mlltter. No doubt thE! reason for the 
invoices being accepted as gem~ine was that the specific duj;y applied in all 
cases so that there did not appear to be- any great necessity. to check the 
inyoices with wholesale market prices. 

PRESENT CONDITION OF THE SPINNING INDUSTRY. 

48. The Indian Cotton Spinning Industry is and ~as been in a state of 
depression for some years, and the outlook if anything is. poorer than ever. 
There are a numb\lI' of factors contributing to this state of affairs and it ill 
somewhat difficult to sepa·rate £·ach factor and assess itos relative importance. 

49. External competition has undoubtedly played a partin bringing about 
the present depression, both in price and ill vol·unw. Details of quantities 
w.ilJ. be found in Appendix I. .. 

Imports from Japan and China have bee.n somewhat ~ore detrim~ntal.than 
those from the United Kingdom, although mcreased duf,les Q·re reqUIred 111 all 
cases. 

The imposition of the t. anlla pllr lb. duty on cotton, the red)lctio!, of the 
specific duty on United KlIlgdom yarns and the removal of the speclfic duty 
on countS 50s and over, have hit the i"dustry very bailly, just when its only 
hope of salvation was to concentrate on the finer counts. 
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50. II.1ternaI competition in cotton yarn has greatly increased in recent 
yeU/rs, wlth the usual result of lower price levels. The factors leading to this 
situation have been ~ (a) decreasing yarn exports, (b) steady growth of new 
spindles and (c) decreasing exports of handloom products. 

51. (a) Ya1'1/. Exports.-Official statistics show that each year sees a 
further drop in. total exports. The figures are:-

TABLE 7. 

A.ll-India. 

(Including 
Bombay.) Bombay only. 

Lbs. Lbs. 
1929 28,84'!,000 28,499,000 
1930 23,242,000 22,841,000 
1931 22,257,000 21,286,000 
1932 16,832,000 16,079,000 
1933 17,164,000 16,571,000 
1934 13,486,000 12,671,000 

It is evident the bulk of the export business is done by Bombay mills 
and it is a reasonable assumption that some part of Bombay's loss of 
15,828,000 Ibs. in exports between 1929 and 1934 has been placed on the 
Indian market. 

52. One of the concerns joining in this representation, the Madura Mills 
Co., Ltd., endeavoured to develop export markets in yarn, sending repre
sentatives in 1928, 1930 and 1933 to tour Egypt, Arabia, Turkey, Persia, 
Abyssinia, Albania, Libya, Cyprus, Palestine, Rumania, etc. 

Japanese competition combined with quotas and exchange restrictions 
proved too great a handicap however, as is shown by the figures below:-

TABLE 8. 

(hey Ya1'1/. Exports. 

-- 1928. 1929. 1930. 1931. 1932. 1933. 1934. 1935 
Jan.fJuly. 

--- ------------------
Iba. lba. lba. lba. lba. lbs. lba. lba. 

Arabia 6,000 24,800 .. .. . . .. 10,400 . . 
Chlua 42,400 22,400 .. 29,600 4,000 4,000 .. . . 
Persia 9,200 8,000 .. .. . . .. .. . . 
Turkey 4,000 63,600 262,000 445,600 390,400 187,312 573,088 108,800 

Cyprus .. .. .. .. 13,200 6,200 12,800 13,600 

Rumania. .. .. .. .. . . .. 8,964 .. 
A1baula .. .. .. 2,400 .. .. .. .. 
Egypt 234,800 77,200 95,400 184,000 183,350 115,600 64,000 15,200 

Abyssinia. .. .. 4,000 14,400 20,800 24,000 36,000 22,000 

Libya .. .. .. 400 400 .. .. .. 
Argentine .. .. .. .. 6,685 .. .. .. 
New Zealaud .. 

19~'~00 I 36~'~00 
.. .. 400 3,600 .. 

Total 296,400 676,400 617,836 386,512 698,862 169,600 
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.53. (b) fJrowth. of new spindles.:-The annua-l statistics prepared by tnlJ 
Millowners Association, Bombay, give figures from which the following table 
haa been prepared:-

TABLE 9. 

SPnmLES. 

Year. 
Number of I Percen~ge 

Spindles. Year. Increase. Decrease. on prevIous 
year. 

1924 . 8,313,273 .. .. .. .. 
1925 . 8,510,633 24/25 197,360 .. 2·37 
1926 • 8,714,168 25/26 203.535 .. 2·39 

1927 8,702,760 26/27 .. 11,408 ·13 
1928 8,704,172 27/28 1,412 .. ·02 
1929 8,907,064 28/29 202,892 .. 2·33 

1930 9,124,768 29/30 217,704 .. 2·44 
1931 . 9,311,953 30/31 187,185 .. 2·05 
1932 . 9,506,083 31/32 194,130 .. 2·08 

1933 • 9,580,658 32/33 74,575 .. 
I 

·78 
1934 • 9,613,174 33/34 32,516 .. ·34 

Between 1924 and 1934 spindles increased by 15'64 per cent. 

LOOMS. 

Year. - Percentage 
Number of 

Looms. Year. Increase. Decrease . on previous 
year. 

1924 . 151,485 .. .. .. .. 
1925 154,292 24/25 2,807 .. 1·85 
1926 159,464 25/26 5,172 " 3·35 

1927 161,952 26/27 2,488 .. 1-56 
1928 166,532 27/28 4,580 .. 2·83 
1929 174,992 28/29 8,460 .. 5·08 

1930 179,250 29/30 4,258 .. 2·43 
1931 . 182,429 30/31 3,179 .. 1·77 
1932 . 186,341 31/32 3,912 .. 2-14 

1933 , 189,040 32/33 2,699 .. 1·45 
1934 . , 194,988 33/34 5,948 .. 3·15 

Between 1924 and 1934, looms increased by 28'72 per cent. 
"'nUI 

It is evident from the foregoing that looms have been increasing much 
more rapidly than spindles, which once more goes to show that weaving 
has been more profitable than spinning for the market. 

54. Despite the relatively greater increase in looms, there still has been 
an increasing quantity of yarn put on the Indian market. Appendix IV 
shows the balance of yarn available for sale in India year by year, taking 



India·n mill production, adding imports, deducting cloth woven by mills ~tc. 
The final position then is, in millions of Ibs.: - ' ' 

TABLE 10. 

'- -- 1924-25. 1925-26. 1930-3l. 1931-32. 1932-33. 1933-34.. 193~3S. 

--------- --------- -
BalRnce of yam available 314 283 339 370 419 352 364 

lor sale In India. 

Deduct impolt .• 51 51 29 32 45 32 34 

----------------------
Total 263 232 310 388 3n 320 330, 

That is, Indiall. spun yarn put on the Indian market has increased by 
100,000,000 Ibs. in comparison with 1925-26, making allowance for imported 
yarns, the net increase between 1925-26 and 1934-35 of yarn sold to the 
handloom weaver has been in the region of 83,000,000 Ibs. 

55. During this period there has been intensive competition 'between 
imported cloth, Indian mill-made cloth, and handloom cloth, so that it can 
be conceded that the handloom weaver was able to make such comparatively 
good progress purely through the low le,-el of prices at which the total 
quantity of yarn on the market was sold. 

56. The question will probably be asked-" Why are spindles increasing 
if the yarn industry is depressed?" The growth of small units in districts 
served by hydro-electric power schemes, situa:ted in cotton growing districts 
and near to consuming centres, explains this apparent anomaly., In August, 
1935, no less than 15 mills were eitber in course of erection in South India 
or prospectuses had been issued to the public. The facilities given by th" 
Government of Madras in the form of loans at low rates of interest is a 
further incentive to put up new mills. ' 

57. (c) Decl'ellsing exports of hand/oom products.-This has been sta:ted 
as one of the factors resulting in greater internal competition, but it is 
difficult to produce facts and figures to prove it. 'l'he information is mainly 
based. 011 reports from merchants in South India, who state that the Ceylon 
and Straits export business has decreased considerably, and reports are also 
reeeived from the Madras district regarding the falling off in export business 
of Madras handkerchiefs, etc. Possibly the Board could get definite figures 
through the Customs Department. 

Weavers having lost part of their old markets turn to the Indian market 
to some extent at least. The additional cloth serves to depress prices, which 
in turn affects yarn prices. 

58. (d) There is a further factor affecting internal competition, unfortu
nately one which we are unable to support by figures. Owing, ~o the low 
level of duties and the existence of the t anna per lb. duty on imported 
cotton, some spinning and weaving mills h/1ve found it more economical to 
b\lY imported yarn of counts 32s and upwards, while they have kept theil'l
spindles running 011 counts Il'round 20s, putting a fair proportion of such 
yarn on the market. This factor is hy no means negligible, but as we have 
already said, we are unable to measure its extent. Enquiries were addressed 
to all Colloctors of Customs but without su('cess, vide Appendix V. It is 
suggested that the Board ask all Collectors of Customs to make a test 
examina·tion over say a fortnight of the various forms of yarn packages 
enteriug the country, possibly on the lines indicated in the letters already 
addressed to these officers. Thi~ informati{\n would give a fair idea. of the 
relative proportions of imports taken by handlooms, weaving mills and 
bosiery factories. 

59. Internal competition combined with larg~ imports of Japanese,. Chinese 
and UnitM Kingdom yarns, became so pronounced in 1932-33 that spinning 
mills were forced to reduce their production of counts 20s, in order to 
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realize somewhat better prices for tbe smaller quantity then produced and 
concentrate the spindles so relieved on counts 40s, and upwards. The p;'ocess 
of c~~g!ng to fi~er counts s?on became marked, although action on the part 
of individual mllls was qUIte spontaneous and no question of concerted 
meadures was ever raised. 

60. The position is illustrated by the tables below which contrast the all 
India position with those of the Madura Mills Co., Ltd., and the Coimba
tore Mills group:-

TABLE 11. 

I 
Percentage increase or 
decrease of 1934-36 

Counts. 1932:33. 1933·34. 1934-36. 
over 1932-33. 

I 

Increase. Decrease. 

AU-India. 
1 to 10 115,21'0,693 107,564,031 109,710,003 .. 4·77 

11 to 20 484,244,273 439,866,346 463,445,667 .. 4·30 
21 to 30 297,512,965 254,827,136 282,341,725 , .. 5-10 
31 to 40 77,185,513 76,810,009 95,529,318 23·77 .. 
Abov,; 40 36,593,749 37,358,405 43,876,496 19·90 .. 
Wastes, etc. 5,674,671 5,634,696 5,852,594 3·14 .. 

Total 1,016,421,864 921,060,623 1,000,755,803 .. 1-54 

Madura Mills Co., 
LU. 

I to 10 32,956 112,682 51,435 56·07 .. 
10i to 20 19,511,881 20,080,661 19,611,056 0·51 .. 
20i to 30 18,154,277 16,503,857 14,131,780 .. 22,16 
30i to 40 5,046,489 6,987,912 9,705,741 92·33 .. 
Above 40 354,727 458,371 !!60,774 170·85 .. 
Wastes, etc: 1,908,210 1,668,075 1,359,681 .. 28,75 

'.rotal 45,008,540 45,811,558 45,820,467 1·80 .. 
Coimbatore Mills 

group. 
1 to 10 2,265,363 1,219,427 1,346,872 .. 40'64 

101 to 20 ; 10,619,382 8,147,126 8.399,770 .. 20'91 
20i to 30 10,717,340 7,095,937 7,144,783 .. 33'33 
30i to 40 1,442,192 3,150,131 6,757,111 46'85 .. 
Above 40 • 20,155 37,144 206,579 102'49 .. 
Waste . . 1,589,60:: 1,275,527 1,462,571 .. 0'09 

Total . 26,654,035 20,925,292 25,307,692 .. 5'09 

61. From 1st January 1935 the 9-hour day came into force, withconse
'quent increased costs of production. This measure made still more ineffec
tive' the level of dnties introduced in 1934, and is a further reason for an 
all-round revision of the existing duties on cotton yarn. 

REMEDIAL MEASURES REQvmED. 

62. The most necessary requirement is that adequate duties be ,placed 
on all imported cotton ya'l'n. 

63. It is realized that we are in the midst of world-wide depression, also 
that it is spinners' first and most important consideration that their prin
cipal customer the handloom weaver should not be unduly penalized, hence 
the duties now asked for are on a very modest scale. 

64. The .duties required on United Kingdom yarns of all C01k~t8 are 5 per 
'COUnt., or B·t least H Bnnas per lb. whichever is higher, to either of which 
should be added ,6 ann",s to equate the import duty on ,raw cotton. 
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65. For the Board's information, we may say that the industry requires 
at the earliest possible date adequate duties on non-British yarns of all 
counts, such duties being 61 per cent. ad valorem or at least 21 Blnnas per 
lb., whicheve:t; is, higher, to either of which should be added '6 annas to 
equate the import duty on raw cotton. If this is not done any lessening of 
United Kingdom imports would simply be made up by Japan and China. 

66. A word niay be said as t{) the import duty on raw cotton. We do not 
say it should be removed. Undoubtedly it has benefited the cotton grower 
and in a protectionist country it would be nnfair to extend protection to the 
industria\ist while denying it to the agriculturist who ultimately is called 
upon to meet a large part of the total bill! Further we consider the duty 
has been of great assistance in speeding up the production of long staple 
cotton in India. But we do submit that so long as the duty 'exists, a 
countervailing duty should be added to such substantive duties as are imposed 
on all yarns entering the country. 

67. It is most n'ecessary that adequate duties be placed on all cownts of 
1larn, in order that the existing state of over-production in certain counts 
be relieved by some mills continuing the process of switching over to the 
finer counts. As this involves changes in machinery at some expense, a 
reasonable degree of permanence ~hould be assured to the industry in the way 
of stability of duties. 

68. Not only is it most vital that mills switch to fiuer counts, but such a 
development has been urged upon them by the Noyce Report (1927) and the 
1932 Tariff Board .. Witness the following extr~cts, page 109 of 1932 Report. 
"We a·re definitely of the view that, when an industry is able to obtain 
its raw material up to 80 per cent. of it~ total requirements in India, 
it fulfils substantially the first condition of the Fiscal Commission. It is 
misleading under the conditions of manufacture pervailing in India to regard 
tbe cotton textile industry as being composed of entirely aeparate branches 
according to the class and kind of cloth woven, a·nd to look upon each 
hranch as a separate industry as regards the claim to protection. The 
immense variety of piecegoods required in the Indi'an market renders 
specialised production by Indian mills a matter of considerable difficulty. 
If the existing Indian mills are enBlbled to increase their output by under
taking the production of finer classes of cloth from imported cotton, the 
resulting reduction in overhead charges will operate to the benefit of the 
whole industry. If it is granted that there is a case for protecting medium 
and coarse counts which represent 80 per cent. of the aggregate Indian 
market, then to the extent that the production of finer counts will help 
to reduce the cost of manufacturing medium and coarse counts in the same 
mills, the extension of protection to the former must be regarded as a logical 
result of granting protection to the latter and as a necessary step towards 
shortening the period of protection and reducing the burden on the country. 
We do not feel justified in any case in applying to the Indian industry a 
('ondition which is not fulfilled by her two chief competitors since both the 
United Kingdom and Ja·pan depend on imported cotton for the whole of 
their requirements. There is also a further consideration which it is 
important to bear in mind. Unless Indian mills are helped to undertake 
the production of finer countq, there will be little inducement for carrying 
out experiments regarding the possibility of growing cotton of superior 
~rades in India. It is rash to conclude that no cotton of the kind suitable 
for finer ('ounts can ever he grown in India, for unless expe;riments are under
taken to this end, no s8>tisfa('tory conclusion can be Teached and such experi
ments are not likely to be undertaken if there is no demand from Indian 
mills for superior ('~tton. 'Ve find that since 1925-26, the amount of long 
staple cott.on in India having the qualities ne(,6Ssary for spinning yarn 
of counts 24s to 40s has very nearly doubled, and we cannot help concluding 
that the progress made by Indian mills in the diversification of their produc
tion hitS provided some incentive for t.he increase in the quantity of long 
staple cotton now available in India. The possibilities of growing improved 
varieti(ls. of cotton on the new lands under the Sukkur Barrage are al$o 
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an important factor in the situation and it is not unlikely that in point of 
both output and quality, very considerable chaT.ges may take place in conse
quence of this in the position of Indian cotton." And again, on page 146 
.. Even if it were held that protection should be confined to the manu: 
facture of goods from Indian cotton, we should still recommend that in 
view of the indirect competition which arose from goods of the finer counts, 
the protective duties should be a-pplied to such gqods also. But in the view 
which we take of the problem of protection for the Indian cotton textile 
industry we go further than this and would urge that the protective duties 
should be applied to imported goods of the finer counts not merely because 
such goods compete indirectly with goods produced from Indian cotton but 
also as a definite measure for the encouragement of the manufacture of goods 
from imported long staple cotton ". 

Unfortunately, however, we then find on page 186: "In order to give 
relief to the handloom industry which is the principIIII consumer of imported 
yam, we recommend that the specific duty should not be applied to yarn, 
single or folded, of counts above 50s the production of which in the Indian 
mills is negligible". 

The Tariff Board agrees that greater protection is required for cloth 
of fine counts than for cloth from the coarser counts. In the case of yarn, 
the same factors operate a·nd the same reasoning applies. 

69. In efforts to diversify their production, mills have taken up the supply 
of hosiery and other special purpose yarns. For example, the Madura Mills 
Co., Ltd., have taKen a leading part in developing and supplying hosiery 
yarns to all paTts of India. They have introduced two main styles, an 
ordinary soft spun quality from. good class Indian cotton and a superior 
quality from the best Indian cotton obtainable. The latter is handicapped 
by the fact that the import duty on cotton has raised its price. In addition 
there is demand for still better hosiery yarns, ranging from carded to 
combed qualities spun from American and Egyptian cottons. The counts 
range from 12s to 44s. Special pains have been taken to meet market needs 
in this matter, but the absence of a countervllliling duty to offset the import 
duty on cotton has proved a great stumbling block. 

EFFECT OP THE PROPOSED DUTIES. 

70. The existence of intense internal competition as has been shown to 
be rampant would safeguard the handloom weaver against any undue rise in 
price up to and including 32s counts. Counts 40s and upwlllrds would 
probably rise in price, the increase being more marked in 60s and upwards 
than in 408 as there is already keen comp'etition in the latter count among 
Indian mills themselves. This is particularly marked among South Indian 
mills, who are competing in the C3!lcutta, Madras and Bombay markets. 
So far as 60s. etc., are concerned, experience of the textile industry in 
India during the past ten years has shown that any tendency for partiCUlar 
lines to become more profitable than others is soon corrected by competing 
mills switching to the profitable lines and thereby prices are brought down 
to a reasonable level. 

71. A point which is not generally realized is thl/-t the liandloom weaver 
does not require as much strength in the yarn he uses as is necessary for a 
weaving mill on equivalent counts. Consequently yarn for handlooms is spun 
from mixings cheaper than in a spinning and weaving mill, and the price 
to the handloom weaver is correspondingly reduced. Some spinning mills 
supply yarn to weaving mills and to the hlJondlooin weaver. In most cases 
weaving mills require stronger test and have to pay higher prices for their 
supplies. The handloom weaver gets the bellefit of the existing protective 
duties on imported cloth/ and as is pointed out above, he will still get. his 
yarn at lower prices than weaving mills. Consequently he stands to lose only 
on the finer counts of yarn and there he is in 3! position to pass on the 
cost to the consumer, the latter being of the well-to-do classes. Further, hand
loom pToducts from fine count y~rv-B ~re generally not in direct competition 
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with mill cloth, as many are specialty goods which conld only be produced 
on power looms at exorbitant cost. , 

72. Failing the grant of adequ9,te dutie~ on imported cotton ya'l"ns, 
economic forces 'will .no doubt have full play and India wiII see the gradual 
extinction of the handloom weaver. It is not to be expected that he can 
cOIitinue over a period of years getting his yarn supplies at uneconomic 
prices-some existing mills will gradually be forced into liquidation, others 
take up weaving themselves, until only the very specialised types of hand 
woven cloth will remain. Weaving mills without spinning machinery wiII 
tend to increase--this development js already in evidence--and accelerate 
the process of supplanting the handloom weaver. 

APPENDIX I. 

Imports of Cotton Yarn into India (In thousands of lbs.) 

Jao., 
-- 1929. 1930. 1931. 1932. 1933. ' 1934. Junp, 

1935. 

--- --- ------ --- --- ---
SINGLE GREY. r .... ·""'o. 1 .. .. .. . . .. . . 

Japan. • .. .. .. .. . . .. . . 
I-lOs 

· China. 39 100 .. .. .. . . .. 
Total 103 10 .. .. 8 39 .. 

r~--
799 286 112 74 43 19 8 

Japan. • .. 43 6 594 45 17 64 
11-20s 

· China. 56 83 40 11 34 .. .. 
Total 842 340 163 670 163 164 63 

r~K--
323 209 312 704 - 470 407 337 

Japan. . .. 1 116 126 100 235 197 

21-30. 
• China. .. .. .. . . .. .. .. . . 

Total 323 212 429 829 570 695 639 r--= 3,190 1,414 1,141 1,632 1,135 710 585 

Japan. • 2,397 2,882 412 5,771 4,398 1,469 2,338 

31 .... 09 
· Chloa. 10,181 10,402 11,450 10,956 9,330 3,920 3,114 

Total 15,996 14,897 13,025 18,229 15,085 6,100 6,088 

I Unltf'd Kingdom 906 598 257 372 452 387 148 

Japan. • 20 .. .. 47 32 4 5 

'I-50s 
· China. 10 2 60 &; .. .. .. 
l trotal 987 600 267 419 544 891 158 

r~'-
4,686 1,769 2,436 3,691 2,582 1,696 985 

Japan. • 1 17 8 22 57 300 42 

61-60s 
• ('bin". 1,790 1,383 .. .. .. .. .. 

Total ,4,638 1,792 2,445 3,714 2,639 3,686 2,410 

r-'-= 2,108 1,201 939 1,579 1,499 2,080 855 

Japan. • .. .. 3 7 15 10 4 

Above 600 
• China. 72 2 24 .. .. .. .. 

Total 2,109. 1,201 1,014 1,586 1,514 2,042 883 
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-- 1929. 1930. 193!. 1932. 1933. 1934. 
Jan./ 
June, 
1935. 

--- --- --- --- --- ------
SINGLE COLOURED. 

r"~"-
201 197 176 247 123 173 94 

1-20. 
Japan. • .. .. .. . . 2 8 .. 

• China. .. . . ," .. .. .. .. 
Total 201 197 177 247 125 182 94 r-KO

.-

220 216 22Q 321 223 213 93 

21-30. 
Japan. • .. .. .. ... 2 5 .. 

• l,'hlna. -.. .. .. . . .. . . .. 
Total 227 227 233 321 225 218 94 

r~K"-
1,905 750 479 490 395 )68 159 

Jaran . • 78 4 .. .. .. .. . . 
31~0. 

('11ina . .56 4 10 .. .. .1 . . 
Total 3,126 1,196 552 552 432 280 168 

f United Kingdom 63 49 42 15 57 24 17 .t Japan. • 2 .. .. . . .. .. . . 
U-aUK 

China. .. .. .. . . .. .. . . 
Total 92 49 48 15 58 24 23 -rmWK

; ... - 405 221 175 208 132 iS2 82 

Above 60. 
Japan. • .. .. .. .. .. . . " 

· China. .. .. .. . . .. . . .. 
Total 446 248 181 224 132 133 82 

WHITE BLEACHED. 

{".~.-.. 4,909 3,688 3,154 3,576 2,526 2,417 1,388 

Japan. . 592 434 445 650 490 847 407 
Single and 

Folded. CMoa • 28, 2 4 10 .. .. 10 

Totol 5,570 4,132 3,614 4,238 3,016 3,276 1,805 rOOK

--

1,714 919 1,011 966 497 372 312 

Jallan. . 2,272 1,061 273 2,862 1,049 1,299 647 
Grey }'olded 

4,i46 China. 716 1,056 2,027 1,307 63 20)23 

Totol 5,600 3,072 3,440 5,149 3,713 5,848 2,991 rm.","",,- 414 403 278 348 247 347 167 

Coloured Japao. • 12 17 .. .. 9 .. .. 
< 

Folded, China • .. .. .. .. . . .. . . 
Total 433 420 280 348 256 347 167 

rm ... "~.= 287 103 '198, 229 33 79 20 

Japan. • 5,561 3,569 4,,425 7,317 5,192 6,419 4,914 
Mcrccrised . 

China. 19 ,. .. .. .. 11 2 

Total 5,874 3,674 4,624- 7,547 5,225 6,509 4,038 

Q 
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APPENDIX I-condd. 

-- 1929. 1930. 1931. 1932. 1933. 1934. 
Jan./ 
June, 
1936. 

--- --- ------ --- ---

WElTE BLEACHED-eonId. r--' 1,471 1,101 814 1,544 1,725 1,166 133 

ArtlliclalSllk Japan. • • .. 3 86 2,138 1,126 7,977 4,877 

China .. .. .. 1 .. .. .. ., 
Total 7,992 6,016 8,045 12,354 8,024 15,279 8,614 

f United Kingdom : 22 7 19 11 37 27 jj t Japan. • • 8 4 2 13 3 3 2 
Un.pecilled -China.· . ., .. .. . . ., 10 .. 

Total 80 11 21 24 40 40 10 

{"""'-- 961 838 784 683 618 643 329 

Japan. • 12 4 12 1 29 64 18 
Rope 

• China. .. .. .. 1 .. . . " 

Total 991 861 830 712 659 728 350 r-"- 1,950 1,768 I 1,543 1,786 1,688 1,847 961 
Bewlng 

thread and Japan. • 5 4 3 2 8 287 197 
Darning 
thread. China • .. .. .. .. 1 1 .. 

Total 2,860 2,049 1,815 2,034 1,939 2,511 1,369 

r-'~-
26,488 15,738 14,089 18,376 14,481 12,857 6,684 

Grand Total 
Japan. • 10,960 8,041 5,793 19,551 12,556 18,946 13,702 

China. 11,150 11,478 13,598 12,275 11,610 10,002 6,661 

Total 57,891 41,204 41,183 59,28~ 44,366 48,492 30,802 

APPENDIX II. 

List 0/ Mills in India wh.ere spinning alone is can'ied on and the average 
1I1l1l1be-r 0/ workers per 1,000 spindles jor each oj the Mills. 

\

1 Average Average 

~N~~ 1 ______ Mil_. _Is_. _______ S_P_in_dl_es_. ___ ~_~_~_~_f __ N_~_,_ol_f,h_O:_ds_ employed. spindles . . ' 

1 
2 
3 

BOMBAY ISLAND. 

Dawn Mills Co., Ltd .• 
Modem Mills Co., Ltd. 
Raghuvanshi Mills, Ltd. 

43,512 
23,968 
38,610 

106,090 

1,747 
754 

1,169 

40 
31 
30 

35 
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APPENDIX I1-con.td. 

Serial 
Average Average 

Mills. Spindles. No. of No. of ha.rlds 
No. hands per 1,000 

employed. spindles. 

---
AHMEDABAD. 

4 Gird ha.rda.s Barivalla.bhdas Mills, 20,280 519 26 
Ltd. 

5 Bathising Manufacturing Co., Ltd. 15,897 (not working) .. 

36,177 519 26 

BOMBAY PRESIDENCY. 

6 Gokak Mills, Ltd. 72,536 2,856 39 
7 Jayashankar Mills, Barsi, Ltd. 10,556 401 38 
8 Krishna Kumar Mills Co. 7,200 250 35 
9 Lokmanya Mills, Barsi, Ltd. 8,896 299 34 . 

10 Petlad Bulakhidas Mills Co., Ltd. 18,896 560 30 
11 Sidhpur Mills Co., Ltd. '. • 19,264 458 24 

137,348 4,824 35 

BENGAL PRESIDENCY. 

12 Shree Radha Krishna Cotton Mills 23,232 725 .. 31 
No.1. 

13 Victoria Cotton Mills . 11,920 369 31 

35,152 1,094 31 

UNITED PROVINCES OF AGRA 
AND OUDlI. 

14 Agra Spinning and Weaving Mills 13,992 495 3!; 
Co., Ltd. 

38 15 Bijli Mills • . . 12,780 490 
16 John's Spinning & Weaving Mills 51,360 1,717 33 
17 Lalla. Mal Bardeo Dass Cotton 20,400 601 29 

18 
Spinning Mills Co. 

Moradabad Spinning and Weaving 10,080 283 28 
Mills Co., Ltd. 

25 19 Narayan Cotton Mills . • 10,200 250 
20 Prem Spinning and Weaving Mills, 17,600 554 31 

Ltd. 

136,412 I 4,390 32 
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Serial 
Average Average 

Mills. Spindles. No. of No. of hands 
No. hands per 1.000 

employed. spindles. 
---

MADRAS PRESIDENCY. 

21 • Cambodia Mills, Ltd •• 16,752 520 31 
22 Coimbatore Cotton Mills, Ltd. 10,864 409 38 
23 Lakshmi Mills Co., Ltd. 11,600 272 23 
24 Mahalakshmi Textile Mills, Ltd .. 7,040 310 44 
25 Malabar -Spinning and Weaving 18,416 637 35 

Co., Ltd. 
26 Pankaja Mills, Ltd. 15,400 400 : 26 
27 Radhakrishna Mills, Ltd. . - 25,560 1,126 44 
28 Rajalakshmi Mills, Ltd. 11,252 527 47 
29 S1'oo Meenakshi Mills, Ltd. . 21,680 768 35 
30 Sri Ramachandra Spinning and .5,904 355 60 

Weaving Mills. 
31 Sri Ramalinga Choodambikai Mills, 11,000 136 12 

Ltd. 
32 Sri Ranga Vilas Ginning, Spinning 24,924 710 28 

and Weaving Mills, Ltd. 
14 33 Sri Satyanarayana Spinning Mills 5,504 78 

34 Sri Suriyanarayana Spinning and 5,570 215 39 
Weaving Mills. Ltd. 

-
191,466 6,463 34 

MADURA MILLS CO., LTD. 

35 Madura . . 233,684 6,532 -28 
Do. (Pandyan: Mill) 33,304 921 28 

Tutioorin . 74,176 2,347 32 , 
Ambasamudram 129,452 4,198 32 

470,616 13,998 30 

MYSORE. 

36 sri Krishnarajendra Mills, Ltd. 25,200 858 34 

I 
I 

ToUd average nu.mber of workers per 
1,000 spindlu for aU Milla 

mentioned above. 

1 Bombay Island. 106,090 3,670 3ii 
2 Ahmedabad 36,177 519 26 
3 Bombay Presidency 137,348 4,824 35 
4 Bengal Presidency • . • 35,152 1,094 31 
5 United Provinces of Agra & Oudh 136,412 4,390 32 
6 Madras Presidency (excluding 191,466 6,463 34 -. Madura Mills Co., Ltd.) 

13,998 30 7 Madura Mills Co., Ltd. 470,616 
Ii Mysore 25,200 858 34 

, 1,138,461 35,816 31 



Months. 

JAPAJI. 

1932. 

January • 
February 
March . 

April . 
May . 
June 

July 
August . 
September 

October. 
November 
December 

CHINA. 

1932. 

January . 
February 
March 

April 
May 
June 

July 
August _ 
September 

October. 
ovember N 

De camber 

.; 
:e 
'a 
~ 
0 

~ 
~ 

.to 
'.3 
.~ 

" a 
---

I 
~ 

10 
15 
60 

390 
629 

1,024 

1,096 
610 
887 

478 
336 
338 

1,727 
407 
180 

887 
707 
549 

967 
~,830 
1,lll 

811 
622 

1,196 
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APPENDIX III. 

Imports 0/ 31s to 40s Grey Yarn. 

: ~...:. "'1:1 'a~ cbEloil.;,,,l ., 1lD"'tI ... 

<: :;i65 ..0"" ""S~ 1~ ~~~ 
! "" "". 80 e rI.l~ 

.i:: = .;: '004 8 8 "t:I cD "SaJd~ 
.8 ~ e ~.g . 

""~ 
.e.;: 0 <:." . 0" ...... = "'cu ~ a "",<l:: al e. 10 ..... ... 

"'a .i!l!lO ..,..0 • ~ I1J ~ 

" .- e:a <: ~<I."alQ)e" <I o·i!l r"'-
" !!l.8 8 a..c is ... e"" a· "" 
1 1 a·e.g ~ ., " "31~"'fl"'S 2",,~] ~ "0 ~,! CD ]]~l 
~~ .., ... ~ ~g . 8CPO IlD 

"",S!lOt ~ e ~ I Under ...:irs +~1l..c ~~>< Over r Ullder Oyer 0"'- o . 
~ 

2 3 4 5 6 

. 
: . 

. 
11·36 12·86 11-77 .. 1'09 .. 1-44 

10'56 12'06 14-70 2·64 .. 2·20 .-
13·28 14·78 13·73 .. 1-05 .. l-46. 

11-47 12·97 12·10 .. ·87 .. 1-23 

10·23 II'73 10·93 .. ·80 .. 1-13 

9·86 II'36 10-02 .. 1-34 .. 1·64 

9·87 11·37 10'71 .. ·66 .. ·98 

10·29 1l·79 1l·25 .. ·54 .. ·88 

10'18 11-68 11-05 .. ·63 .. ·96 . 
9·65 11·53 10·87 .. ·66 .. ·98 

9·55 11-43 10·45 .. ·98 .. 1·29 

9·60 11-48 10·63 .. ·85 .. 1-17 

10·37 12·24 1l·77 .. ·47 .. ·82 

12'19 14·06 14·70 ·64 .. ·20 .. 
13·36 15·23 13'73 .. 1'50 .. 1·91 

9·79 11-66 12'10 '44 .. ·8 .. 
10·38 12·25 10'93 .. 1-32 .. 1·65 

9·79 11-66 10·02 .. 1·64 .. 1·94 

9'89 1l·76 10·71 .. 1-05 .. 1-37 

9·92 11'79 1l·25 .. ·54 .. ·88 

10'29 12·16 1l'05 .. HI .. 1-44 

9·61 11-48 10·87 .. ·61 .. ·94 

10·54 12·41 10·45 .. 1·96 .. 2·27 

9·55 11-42 10·63 .. ·79 .. HI 
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APPENDIX III-contd., 

OJ 

~lg~ ""'I>, ~ 8...!. ds G)~ • fl2ptS .. eO 0., l]:; ~~ ai I:: " .c::s ~~~~ 
:S I:: ." .<:leO 80 .S., S~ eO • - .!., S~t:I iit:l~8 ""' 

.;:: .S.~ 0 11 8 0 
.S ~ :0 1i'.9 • "":= .9 0 .:.. 

OJ 1~8 1 ~ eO 8a~~ ~.~ 1OJ.l1I2 CD 0 tlI)..o 
I:: ." OJ I:: o.i!lS''''' 0 .- " .8 ., 

".S8 ~ ., t:I OIlS" i3 tlI) 0 

i :=" ~ gj.8 eO i3 :0.8 s"" S· ... 
~ ~ e·;:: 0" ., :0 

~13 ~] t Months. 11>.£ ~1i':="'3o"':= 
.t> ~ ",,0 tlI) ~.p~u..cf!~ 

-:;9 tlI) .II>:E ., 0 
:;;: ",,0 • 

; "":~ I'<j.~ tlI)~11 t.,~ 
I Under IUnder :0 8"" ""! .;;o:E &l ~ ~~>< Over Over a 0 

---
I 2 3 4 5 6 

---
JUAN. • 
1933. 

January . 278 9·00 10·87 10·86 .. ·01 .. ·34 
February 122 9·70 11·57 10·65 .. ·92 .. 1·24 
March 146 10·18 12·05 10·73 .. 1·32 .. 1·64 

April 165 10·24 12-11 10·40 .. 1·71 .. 2·02 
May 585 10·16 12·03 10·46 .. 1-57 .. 1·88 
June 1,198 10·27 12-14 10·62 .. 1-52 .. 1·84 -
July 770 10·32 12·19 10-52 .. 1-67 .. 1·98 
August 670 10·34 12·21 ' 10·60 .. 1-61 .. 1·93 
Septem,ber 40 10·32 12-19 10·43 .. 1-76 .. 2·07 

October. 120 4·93 6·80 10·70 3·90 .. 3·58 .. 
November 160 9·78 11·65 11·00 .. ·65 .. ·98 
December 164 10·32 12-19 11·21 .. ·98 .. 1·32 

CHINA. 
1933. I 

January • 1,349 9·52 11·39 10·86 .. ·53 .. ·86 
February 955 9·71 11-58 10·65 .. ·93 .. 1·25 
Ma.roh 750 9·55 11-42 10·73 .. ·69 .. 1-01 

April 722 9·29 IH6 10·40 .. ·76 .. 1-07 
May 1,736 8·62 10·49 10·46 .. ·03 .. ·34 
June 1,490 9·70 11-57 10·62 ' .. ·95 .. 1·27 

July 749 9·76 11-63 10·52 .. HI .. 1-43 
August . 260 9·44 11·31 10·60 .. ·71 .. 1-02 
September 306 9·76 11-63 10·43 .'. 1-20 .. 1·51 

October. 256 9·96 11·83 10·70 .. H3 .. 1-45 
November 765 9·76 11-63 11·00 .. ·63 .. ·96 
Deoember 211 10·11 11·98 11-21 .. ·77 .. HI 
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:I ~....!.~"C .... 1>- al S....!t eft 4'1 ~ ,J. .. a3 "C :B 

~ 
c ~ 11]; o !: o<>:s S ,,~.., ~~~2P.p 
til .~ = !lC .9 "a~:i . ._= .. c 

.... ·c ~ u '" '" ~ &l.~i ~ 0 :! 
:; 9 ~.Si . 1>.= . .... 0 s::.~ .. _:s ill'" .. 8 a~ iii a 

<:> ... e .- bO bOO<> 
.. .. Q) 

<:> '8 9:' s:I c "' .. s:I o·:!! ~I>. 
'" !:dbO.£",~bO 

!:: i ~. !l 9 0d ;:I .. '" al'S .. e :§ 9"" 9· ... 
Q; s';:: g ~ "':s .g", h ~ 

Months. 
.. 0 !fi~='3o'" 

~ 
.. .. I>. ,,'0 is ~ i C'o)..c ~ i o CD u_. 
r.;::l bO ." ~ bO" • 

til r.;.S bO t c !!l .. e 
\Under \Under ...;8- ....;.~;S =w iii "'~ .. :s .!: >< Over Over 

C1 0 otID 111..1:1 

---
I 2 3 4 5 6 

-
JAPAN. -
1934. 

January • 292 10·14 12·02 11·35 .. ·67 .. 1-01 
February 300 10·19 12·07 11-07 .. 1'00 .. 1·33 
March 170 10·11 11·99 10·90 .. 1-09 .. 1-42 

April 230 10·03 11·91 10·70 .. 1-21 .. 1-53 
May 298 9·78 11·66 10'55 HI - 1-43 .. .. 
June 120 9·93 U·81 10·80 .. 1-01 .. 1·33 

July 40 10·35 12·23 10·65 .. 1·58 .. 1·90 
August 4 11·28 13-16 IH7 .. 1·99 .. 2'33 
September .. .. .. 11·36 .. . . .. ., 

October. 19 U·99 13·87 11·52 .. 2·35 .. 2·70 
November .. .. .. 12·00 .. . . .. ., 
December. .. .. .. 12·21 .. .. . . ., 

CHINA. 

1934. 

January • 472 10·36 12·24 11·35 .. ·89 .. 1·23 
February 164 10·30 12-18 11-07 .. HI .. 1·44 
March 501 10·37 12·25 10'90 " 

1·35 .. 1-68 

April 556 10·31 12-19 10·70 .. 1-49 .. 1-81 
May 616 9·94 H·82 10·55 .. 1-27 .. 1-59 
June 1,266 9·95 H·83 10·80 .. 1·03 .. 1-35 

July 351 9·98 H·86 10·65 .. 1·21 .. 1-53 
August 40 10·24 12·12 11·17 .. ·95 .. 1·29 

September 44 13·10 14·98 11·36 .. 3·62 .. 3·96 

October .. .. .. 11-52 . . .. . . ., 
November .. .. .. 12·00 .. .. . . .. 
December 170 10·94 12'82 12'21 .. ·61 .. '96 

, 
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.. .~~"l'::J cto~ o 8~';' "l -=~:"g ar .. ~(1)::I= .; I'l .g CD .,g ~ ... ..c.::toQ)~~ :9 ; 
~d 80 .§ "S~ .. .; ;6-~ cO ~11 .... ii 8 ~.g . 

.;:: 
cO CD §"'5 8 0 

.S p..::; ·=Qlo il.s .. .....,.= m& 8 8 p..<!:l "!l.. 10 .... s.. <:> E>.8 .- t.O tlI)..Q s.. m to Q) <:> " .- S:O .8 ~ I'l tlI)]" e tlI) I'l 0·- S I'l< 
~ 03 ~.S 8 8..c1 := ... l; :1.8 'lJ: 03:§ 8"" s· "" c;; c;; S·;:: 0 " " 03 03 sil» Months. t> I> I> p.." 01) .. o. !fl\J:="30'" 8"ig.s:l • ..ci 01) 0" Ji ,,0 Q~~o.Qe~ :;: 01)" • 
I'l "",- ""'.S OI)~il emS I Under IUnder 

oil ~t 03 ...... aJi" oil ~o ca, 
Over Over c:J dl'l< d ... ,.Q <"">; 

--- ---
I 2 3 4 5 6 

- -
JAPAN. 

1935. 

January . 100 11-25 13-13 12'53 .. ·60 .. ·98 

February 202 11-04 12·92 12·07 . , ·85 .. 1·21 -
March 348 10·96 12'84 11-46 " 1·38 ., 1-72 

April 136 41·75 43'63 11-56 " 32·07 .. 32042 

May 741 10·98 12'86 11'70 " 1-16 .. 1-51 

June 410 10'58 ·12·46 11-43 .. 1-03 ., 1-37 

CDINA. 

1935. 

January • 225 11-25 13-13 12·53 .. ·60 .. ·98 

February 894 11-18 13'06 12'07 .. ·99 .. 1·35 

March 1,121 10·70 12'58 11-46 .. 1,.12 .. 1-46 

April 630 10·65 12·53 11-56 .. '97 .. 1·31 

May 126 11-29 13'17 Il'70 .. 

I 
1-47 .. 1·82 

. June 120 10·61 12-49 11-43 " 1·06 .. 1-40 
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APPENDIX IV. 

Table "lOu'ing the appl'oximate poundage 01 Yarn available lor consumption 
in India. 

(In millions of Ibs.) 

.,.; .,; .... .. ..; ~ .,.; 
c-l c-l ..., ..., .., .., .., 

-- .j. .0 0 ..:. .,. ..; .j. 

"" (N .., .., 
"" "". '" ~ ~ ~ C> C> C> C> .... .... .... .... 

I- --- --- ---------
Total Indian Mill Production 719 686 867 966 1,016 921 1,000 . 

Le809-Exports by sea 37 32 23 22 15 16 13 . 
Exports by land 9 7* 7*t 6*t 6 8 .. 

------------ ---
. 

Balance 673 647 837 938 995 897 987 

Imports 56 52 29 32 45 32 34 

------------------

Total 729 699 866 970 1,040 929 1,021 

• LuB-Exports by sea 1 1 .. .. .. . . .. 

Exports by land 4 ., .. .. .. . . .. 

-----~ ------------
Quantity of. yarn ava.ilable 

for consumption in India. 
724 698 866 970 1,040 929 1,021 

------r-------------
Cloth produced in India in 459 465 590 672 695 646 736 

millions of Ibs. 

Approximate equivalent in 410 415 527 600 621 577 657 
yam (taking 100 Ibs. of 
yam=1l2 Ibs. of piece. 
goods). 

Real balance of yarn avail. 314 283 339 370 419 352 364 
able for sale in India. 

* Includes re·exports also. . 
t Maunds converted into Ibs. at the rate of 82·2/7 Ibs.=1 Maund. 
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APPENDIX V. 
(1) 

MADURA MILLS CO., LTD. 

MADURA, 16th September,- l(/-J,;: 

To COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 

CALCUTU. 

SIR, 

We ask your assistance in a matter which concerns us greatly. As -you 
n·re no doubt aware, a Special Tariff Board has been appointed to enquire_ 
into the measure -of protection required by the India-n Textile Industry 
against United Kingdom imports. As in past enquiries, the Tariff Board 
will doubtless endeavour to assess the effect of existing and/or future duties 
on the handloom industry. From information we already have, we are 
satisfied that a considerable part of the present eotton yarn Imports goes not 
to the hn-ndloom weaver but to weaving mills and hosiery factories. However, 
our information is not sufficient to put before the Tariff Board with any 
degree of accuracy. 

The Sea-borne Trade Ueturns give yarn import figures in lbs. and value. 
We write to ask if you !;ould give us details for the past 5 years of the form 
of package each class of imports took. For example: 

Imports of Grey (unbleached) Yarn (in pounds). 

Description and 
Counts of yam. 

NOB. 1 to 20. 

bale form 
n cheeses packed in cases 

In 
I 
I 
In 
n cops packed in cases 

cones packed in cases 

1931-32. 

S"' as bot 
o·S .:..a 
,&E5~o 
.S on : 

~ ti]~i 
$.,.".: 8 
;§~!~ g 

1932-33. 1933-34_ 1934-35. 

Sal tifi~ "ciS • '"' ef a1 ~t 8 <l on" o·S <l..a 0'- .:..a o·S .:..a 
'&E5~O ~..c:IO~ '&E5~o onOIJ::O 

~ be - ~ be : .S be • 
.S ~ .S ~ ~.~ .~ 

"fj d'''tl.,...:..] ~ d''''d.-:.] 
G,) 0::1..= bI) ~ $g..g~.: "d ~ :s~~ 
.~ ~e § =' .1l.,.c:l<l .: 

'a al.S 0 is -- al S 0 is ;§ ..... '-"" g >J ..... ~"" " ;§ ..... '-"" " 

--

1935-36 
up to date_ 

a al bot 
o·S .:..a 
,&E5~o 
. S be _ 

~.~ .~ 
] ~.E!~.., 
.- t; ~ § g 
;§ ..... '-"" " 

(Similarly for counts Nos. 21 to 30, 31 to 40, 41 to 50, above 60 and also for two 
fold doubles Nos. 1 to 25, 26 to 50, 51 to 80, above 80.) • 

Similar figures to be given for endl range of white (bleached), coloured 
nnd mercerised cotton yarns. 

"'e realize there will be a good deal of work attached to preparing 
these statements and are quite ready to meet any reasonable charge you 
wish to ma-ke for this service. 

We have approached the Collilctors of Customs in other circles for similar 
information so as to have definite figures for the whola of India. 

We trust you will be able to help us in this matter. 

NOTE.-Simiiar letters sent to Bombay, Madras, Karachi and Rangoon. 

• 
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(2) 

(CoW.) 

TBa COLLaCTOR OP CUSTOMS, 
BOMBAY, 

TBB MANAGBR, 
MADURA MILLS .co., LTD., 

Naw CuSTOM Housa, 
BOMBAY, 25th. September, 1935. 

POST Box No. 35, MADURA (S. India). 

·Cotton. Ya.Tn-Imports-Form 01 packages-Supply 01 details 01-
y olLr letter dated the 16th September, 1935. 

I have the honour to refer to your letter eited above and to state that 
details of imports of cotton yarn according to the nature of the packing 
employed are not reeorded for statist.ieal purposes, nor is it possible, owing 
to the difficulty of tracing the relevant original documents, to compile the 
requisi~ figures specially for the purpose in view. I regret, therefore, 
that I am unable to undertake to supply the information required by you 
even on payment. 

FiROM 

(3) 

(Copy.) 

KARAcm, 26th September, 1935. 

THa ASSTT. COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS FOR STATISTICS, 
CUSTOM HOUSE, KARACHI, 

MUSBS. MADURA lIlLI.S Co., LTD., 
MADURA. 

GRSTLEMIIN, 
With reference to your letter da·ted the 16th instant, I have the honour 

to inform you that the particulars of the different kinds of packing for each 
clas8 of imports of yarns are not separately recorded. I therefore regret that 
I am unable to furnish the information asked for by you. . . 

FROM 

To 

(4) 

(COpy.) 

THa COLLECTOR OP CuSTOMS, 

MADRAS, 

MESSRS. A. & F. HARVEY, 

CUSTOMS HOUSE, 
MADRAS, 2J.fh September, 1935. 

, . 

MANAGERS, MADURA ~LS Co., LTD., 
MADURA. 

GENTLEMEN, 
Cotton Yarn-Imports 0/. 

I have the honour to refer to your letter da-ted the 10th September, 1935. 
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2. Figures showing such details as cheesesol cops and cones packed in case& 
~re not available even in bills of entry as they are not so declated by the 
Importers. 

3. Particulars regarding quantity (in Ibs.) and value of cotton yarn under 
different counts. are recorded in this office as only these particulars are 
required to be furnished in the Government of India returns. If the total 
number of bales or bundl~ is required, a very large number of bills of entry 
filed in various ships' files will- have to be picked out and the figures collected 
therefrom and' as this involves much time and labour, I regret that the 
figures asked for cannot be gathered and furnished by the present limited 
staff. 

FROH 

To 

(5) 

(Copy.) 

CALCUTTA, 28rd September, 1'935. 

THE COLLECTOR 01' CUSTOMS, 

CALCUTTA, 

THE MANAGER, 

MADURA MILLS CO., LTD., 

POST BOl[ No. 35, 
MADURA. 

Cotton r ul'n.!-DeacriptiOlls and CO'Ullta o} Yarn. 

I have the honour to refer to your letter dated the 16th instant. 
I regret that the information asked for is not available as the relative 

Customs documents do not, in most cases, show the exact form ef packages 
of the imported goods. The details of the nature of package are not required 
for Customs purposes, the importers' declarations are therefore quite optional 
in such cases. I may add that Customs documents under which goods are 
cleared are retained only for 3 years. 

In regard to .. count" numbers I would suggest a reference to the Annual 
Statement of the Sea-borne Trade and Navigation of British India for the 
last five yea·rs figures required by you. 

FIIOH 

To 

(6) 

(COpy.) 
CUSTOMS DEPARTMENT, 

RANGOON, 27th September, 1935. 

THII ASSTT. CoLLECTOR 01' CUSTOMS FOR STATISTICS, 

~ANGOON, 

'J,'HIIi MADURA MILLs CO., LTD., 

P. O. BOl[ No. 35, 
MADURA. 

GENTLEHEN, 

I have the honour to refer to your letter dated the 16th September, 1935. 
2. I regret that your request cannot be complied with as only the weight 

in pounds and the value of yarn imported into this Province. are ~eco~ded 
under eat'h of the prescribed groups of counts, and no record IS mamtamed 
of the nature or method of pBl'kings. 
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3. It has been ascertained, however, tha,t the bulk of imports is in bundles 
and .that imports of co.unts of 20s and 30s. in grey yarn from Japan which 
are mtended for a hosIery factory and whIch used to be imported in cones 
are now imported in cheeses. 

(2) Letfer dated the 10th, December, 1935, from the Southern India 
Millowners' Assuciatiun, Coin,bature. 

I have the honour to enclose herewith a copy of the Resolution passed by 
the Southern India MiUowners' Association, Coimbatore. 

Enclosure. 
Copr OF THE ltEsoLUTION PASSED AT A MEETING OF THE MEMBEUS OF THE 

SOUTHEUN INDIA MILLOWNERS' ASSOCIATION HELD AT THE ASSOCIATION 
OFFICE ON 10TH PECEMBI!R, 1935, AT 9 A.M. 

• * • • * • 
• • • * • 

This association resolves that in modification of the Joint MemorandulU 
submitted by the Cotton Spinning Industry, dated the 12th October, 1935, 
that the Tariff Board he informed that as far as this Association is concerned 
that the existing duty up to counts 50s he raised to the extent stated in the 
Joint Memorandum and such duty should be fixed up to counts 60s yarn 
ill stead of "'111' to counts 50s so that counts 60s of foreign yarn may not 
('ompete with COUllts 44s of Indian yarn. . 

This association authorises M. R. Ry. Dewan Bahaclur C. S. 
Hatllasabapathy Mudaliar Avl., to be spokesman to give evid.cII(,c on hehalf 
of the association, supporting the above Resolution. 

(:3) Nutf!.~ on the United Kingdom Deleya.tion's Oriainal Case and Supple
mentm'Y Memoranda submitted by the Southern India Millowners' 
Association. 

The MilJowners' Association, Bombay, has diaalt fully with the general 
aspect of the United Kingdom's case, so we shall deal only with one or. two 
points arising from the delegation's case on Cotton Yarn .. 

SECTION IV OF THE REPRESENTATION. 

Paragraph, 2.-We are surprised to find and most definitely Cllntest the view 
that a reduction in the rate of import duty on cotton yarns would not 
have the effect of creating competition with Indian. spinners of a character 
likely to prejudice their prospects. 

On the other hand, the Indian industry requires at the earliest possible 
date a reasonable increase in the present duties, particularly with reference 
to counts over 50s, where it may fairly be held that no protection whatsoever 
exists til-day. . 

Paragmph S.-Lancashire are of opinion tpat a somewhat exaggerated 
view has been held and expressed as to the importance of the part played 
by United Kingdom imports of yarn into India stressing the fact that for 
p.xample in 1931-:32 the quantity of yarn spun in Indian Mills was 966 million 
lbs. wheress UnitE!d Kingdom imports were just under 12 million Ibs., or 
somelhing less than Ii per cent. 

In .table 10 of onr printed representation, it will he found that in 
1931-:32 the balance of yarn available for sale ill 1 ndia amounted to 370 
million lbs., which figure included :32 million Ibs. of imports. Conseque.n~ly, 
the yarn produced for the market in India during th:lt year was 338 mllhon 
lbs., and it is on that figure only that any comparIson may be made. In 
other words spinners have !l'n existing market of somewhere around 370 
million 11.s. 'which they share with Indian spinning and weaving mills and 
with Lllnc~shire, Jllpan and Chinn. 12 million 11:0., particularly when a 
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large part of the quantity is of fine counts is therefore an appreciable item 
from the point of view of Indian spinners: 

P'O:1"U(J-raph 7.-The implication of this paragraph is that the existing 
specIfic duty on counts 50s and under has amounted to prohibition of United 
Kingdom imports. 

'l'~e import figures do not bear out this view, while the information already 
~upphed by us to the Board gives detailed information of United Kingdom 
lluports of 32s and 40s in direct competition lI'ith Indian spinners. 
. FiD:ally we would say that there is no great difficulty in the case .of yarn 
m arrlv.mg at the. fair selling prices of typical Indian yarns and comparing 
them WIth competmg Lancashire products. On this basis there is no doubt 
in our min~s that the results will indicate the necessity for raising the 
present specIfic duty on couuts 50s and under and re-imposing an adequate 
specific duty on counts over 50s. 

Bengal Millowners' Association, Calcutta. 
Letter No. 90/35, dated the 26th November, 1935. 

With reference to your letter No. 696, dated the 18th November, 1935, 
I am directed by my Committee to say that no separate case will be submitted 
by this Prov;ince; our views will be represented in the case that will be 
submitted by the l\:lillowuers' Association, Bombay. 

The Buckingham and Carnatic Co., Ltd., Madrls. 
Replies to the ql/estionllaire. 

1. Our experience has been that the existing Customs duties on piecegoods 
of British manufactme imported from the United Kingdom into British 
India are generally effective and afford the minimum amount of protection 
in the case of cloths we manufacture. III appears likely that present duties 
will also provide an appropriate amount of protection when mills in this 
country produce qualities more closely approaching the better and finer classes 
of imported materials. 

An examination of the total imports in recent years will give some 
ir,dication of the effect of the various duties on the import trade. If duties 
have been excessive a considerable falling off in imports could be expected, 
while on the other hand too lenient a basis of duty would bring to light :, 
lH,ticeable increase in the turnover of su('h goods. The level of import dut;f<' 
Ilre not necessaril:>' the only ('auses contributing to a fluctuation in trade. 
Other factors such as economic conditions ·also play their part but any 
considerable inequality of import duties would very rapidly produce n 
noticeable effect in the volume of import business. 

Oth('r conditions remaining ('onstant, an increase or decrease in the 
textile import 1irade can only result from respectively less or greater protec
tion to the textile industry. The duties now in existence and those imposed 
in r('cent vear!! have provided what we consider to be the necessary amount 
of protectfon in 1Ihe case of the gpneral class of qualities we make ourselves. 

The following figures show the imports of cloth from all countries through 
tho port of Madras since 1925:-

Year 1925. 1926. 1927. 1928. 1929. 

----
Packag,R 29'327 35·390 34·986 38·078 47·980 

1935 
Y.ar . 1930. 1931. 1932. 1933. 1934. Up to 

Sept. 

--- --- ---- ---- ---
PackagOR 39·269 34·226 47-153 37-307 38·208 29·033 
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It has not been possible to obtain separately the' figures representing 
the imports through Madras during these years of goods from the· United 
Kingdom but in view of the increase in the total quantity imported, if'
the lJnited Kingdom's share of the business has suffered it must have been 
due to other goods, most likely Japanese, having taken their place. Such 
los8 of business therefore is a matter that does not affect the position of the 
Textile Industry in India but is more a question of a re-arrangement of 
Preferential Duties. 

In further support of our contention that the existing duties on piecegoods 
are effective in so far as the Mill industry has not unduly suffered owing 
to any large increase in imported goods, we give below an extract from 
Government's Report on the working of the Ottawa Trade Agreement. 

Imports into India from the United Kingdom. 

Imports during . 1932-33 • 1933-34. 1934-35. 

T otal of Cotton Piecegoods Yds. (000) 586,406 414,752 552,394 
Rs. (000) II,90,S7 8,58,05 II. 14.40 

We have found, under the present measure of protection that it has been 
possible to IIttempt the manufacture of cloths which were previously not a 
workable proposition when duties were lower. If the~e finer goods to which 
we refer are to provide additional work for the textile industry' in this 
country, it will be necessary to maintain duties at their present level. 

To show ~ what extent the Mills under our control (The Buckingh~m and 
Carnatic Mills and The Bangalore Woollen, Cotton and Silk Mills) have 
changed over to finer counts entirely for the production of cloth, we give 
below particulars of the output of yarns in counts 30s and upwards from 
1930:-

-- 1930. 1931. 1932. 1933. 1934. 
Up to 
June, 
1935. 

Lb •. Lb •. Lb •. Lb •. Lb •. Lb •. 
Count&-

80 463,837 181,276 112,881 158,914 347,182 281,058 

32 .. .. .. 40 9 58 

B4' .. .. .. 181 .. .. 
36 3,451 174,833 97,823 772,346 1,412,499 658,248 

40 1,356 154,189 52,719 145,648 6R,521 24,144 

44 .. .. .. 140 74,526 34,531 

46 .. SO .. .. 9,614 1,479 

48 . .. .. 41 243 .. .. 
50 .. 46 .. 296 t,303 2,200 

52 .. .. .. 59 .. .. 
54 .. .. .. 24 .. .. 
60 786 153 1,000 51,519 79,207 33,711 

66 .. .. .. 5,626 2,062 2,834 

70 .. .. .. 691 .. .. 
72 .. .. 16 .. .. .. 
80 184 2,789 5,948 284 .. .. 

TOTAL 469,430 150,527 264,M8 1,137,658 2,004,645 1,038,547 
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~ G~n~rally sPQuking cO,unts ~elow 4~s al"e not considered fine now-a-days 
and It IS probably exceptIOnal for a lIull to use imported cotton for spillning 
SU('~ yarlls, but in OUl" case while w~ always try to make as much use of 
Indmn Cotton as we can it has been found necessary in' almost all counts 
~bove 30.. to use ,hoth ~merican and Egyptian Cotton, principally the latter, 
In order to attmn an Improved standard of quality, 

In replying to the questionnaire we have not dealt with questions 6, 7 
lind 8 whieh are "the more illllllQdiate concern of Mills spinning yarn for the 
mllrket trade, We do not pl"Oduco cotton yarn speeially for the market 
although we occnsionlllly have small quantitit's to dispose of due to a('cu
mulatlOns in excess of the Weaving St'ctions' actual requirt'ments, Yarn 
and cloth are nev(,l,thelt'ss clost'ly 1't'lnted to one another and it is certainly 
not in the intert'sts of the tt'xtile industry as a whole to have in existence 
a sl'ale of dutit's which afford any less proteetion in the case of yarn than in 
the ('lise of ..Joth, 

As rt'gllrds Artificial Silk lIud Mixture Fabrics we only produce the 
IlItter, While IIdYocllting a continuance of the existing additional 5 per cent. 
duty in the case of Fllbrics (>ontaining Artificial Silk, we do not propose to 
dell I st'parately with Mixtllre Fabri('s liS presumably whllt is found to be 
applil'nble as regnrds Cotton Pil'et'goods will be generally applied in the 
('ase of MixturE'S lind the ('xtra 5 per t'E'nt, duty mllintained, The duty on 
AI,tificial Silk Yarn is 25 pt'r ct'nt, ad t'ulorrm or 3 annas per pound so 
that assuming II revision in tllriff rlltes is rt'conunended in regard to 
Artificilll Silk nnd Mixture Fabrics, a similnr adjustmt'nt will be required to 
('over Artifieinl Silk Yarn, 

The elfe('tivt'ness of the present duties on imported cloth dlWend to some 
extent on the prevailing dutit's on rllW mntt'rillls, d~'es, stores and machinery, 
An nlteration in the tariff rRtt's of cloth without a corregponding change in 
the revt'nue charges now paid by the Illllnufacturer in this country on his 
imported supplies will result in lin ill-blllllnced ~tate of affairs. The 10 per 
cent. ad \·alorem duty on machinery, dyes and stores constitut3 a definite 
extra charge on mallufncturillg costs which unfortunately it is not possible 
corft'('tl~· to estimnte. In the cast' of raw mllterinls thl're is the duty on 
Artificinl Silk Yarn r!'ferrt'd to aboye and also the revenue charge of 6 pies 
per pound on C .. tton,- The latt!'r duty hns rorrespondingly advanct'd the 
price of Indian Cntton so thllt the fin!'r qualities of goods manufllctur~d in 
this ('oulltry hnve bl'en incr!'as!'d in ('ost to the extt'nt of the amount of duty 
levied 011 Cotton r('quired in their manufn('ture. 

2. (II) The trllde for which we lire ndnpted do!'s not bring us directly 
into l~lmpetition with wry mllny similllr imported goods, The indirt'ct COIll

petition prohnbly has mort' bt'aring on our busilles.~ thlln that which is dire('t, 
IIlthough lit the same time Wt' do not wi~h to minimise the t'lfeet of qualities 
thnt al'e prlll'ticnlly id!'ntical. Import!'d rloths should, in our opinion, be 
tr!'ated liS a whnle and not diyided into two clllsses, one of which repr!'sEmts 
eXlIl,tly what is lIlanufall'tured in tl,ig country and the other whllt might 
IIppellr lit 1l1"t'sent to he unsuitable for the Indian manufadurer to produce 
in anv qUllntit~·, Quite npllrt from the f,wt thllt it is now pos.~ible owing 
to t'xistin!/: dutil's to make cloths whi('h sOllle YE"lIrs IIgo wt're supposed to be 
outside til(' ,'{'ope of mills in India, the "re,-en('6 of such qunlities, if plaCt'd 
nn t.he lIlarkt't nt suffit'iently low pril't's will commllud a trade in preft'rence to 
th!' stnndnl'd of qUlllit.v usuallv undl'l'stood to rt'pre~!'nt th!' levt'l of Indian 
Mills" goods, Tn the Tnriff Roard's R(,11ort of 19:12 it was urged that the 
pnt(,l'ti\'!' dutiE's should be npplied to illlJlortt'd goods of the finer counts, 
nnt lIl!'l"!'''' h!'l'lIuse slwh goods I'Olllp('t~ indir(,(,tly with goods produCt'd from 
Indian C~tton but 1I1so us a dl'finitt' 1ll!'IIS\lI'e for th(' !'nl'ollragem!'ut of the 
lIlunufacture of gonds from imported long stnple cotton. • 

Talkin!!: th!' ('u'e of an importl'd, plnin whit!' shirtil~g, it wil,1 not o~dinarily 
illh.rf('I·(' with say n .. hl'nlll'r qunht~· nf hl.'ndlN\ hnll, hut If th(' nnport.·d, 
shirting ('au ht' mllrkl·t.,d lit nn ('x(>(>ptionnll~' low price, it will rt'plllC'!' 
..om., of th" trill]" pl't'viously ilhtninl'll by the mnk!'rs of blt'lI('ht'd twill, 
Illstall('t's of the ri~e and fnll ill the differ{'ut ('lnss(>s of goods dut' to th(>s(l 
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~use8 are difficult to o,btain as the change comes about so gradually. This 
18 what ~as happened lust recently and although the case in point relates 
to a quality-expo~d by. Japan, the interference caused by the import::.tion of 
a cheap but entIrely different class of cloth is clearly illustrated. We are 
~aking cott:on cloths. used as suitings at prices up to annas 9 per yard 
In 21/28" WIdth, and It was found that we were coming into competition in 
the case of our higher priced goods with a 54" wide cloth imported from 
Japan made from all wool worsted yarns and selling in retail at Rs. 1-4 to 
Rs. 1-8 per yard. Samples (If our cotton suiting marked XX -and . the 
Japanese worsted .Buiting marked AA are enclosed. 

There is an element of danger in making an attempt to find out in 
exactly which qualities competition is being experienced. Provided the com
parisons are made merely in order to review the position generally and not 
with the intention of revising tariff rates in specially selected qualities, the 
reference will be of considerable value. There are certain classes of imported 
goods which are not at present being manufactured in this country, but for 
that reason there can be nO' justification in permitting such goods any freer 
form of importation than at present. The Textile Industry of India. is extend
ing and competition between mills is in consequence increasing, so that the 
manufacture of.c1a88es of goods not previously produced in this country must 
be attempted and if possible introduced. This means a considerable re
arrangement of machinery and extra plant, all of which involves the manu
facturer in heavy ,!lxpenditure. 

If by means of different rates of duty imported goods are divided into 
two c1a88es, one representing broadly what is being made in India. at present 
and the other. comprising cloths not at present introduced in the country 
the industry would be relegated to a. fixed c1asa of trade above which it 
would be impossible to rise. There can be no justification in adjusting 
Tariffs in such a way that this contingency would occur and for that reason 
we advance the suggestion that piecegoods of all classes should be considered 
as a whole. 

Cotton piecegoods fall naturally into a few classes, e.g.:

(1) Plain Grey. 

(2) Bordered Grey. 

(3) Ble~ched (plain and striped). 
(4) Dyed. 

(5) Woven coloured. 

(6) Artificial Silk and Artificial Silk Mixtures . 

. Cloths under heads 3, 4, 5 and 6 enter into competition with goods we 
make ourselves. 

In our reply to question 2 (c) we give particulars of. a number of the 
cloths referred to above. 

(b) We consider that all the goods we manufacture enter into competi
tion with imported goods and we generally class our productions under the 
following heads:-

(3) Bleached (plain and. striped). 

(4) Dyed. 

(5) Woven coloured. 

(6) Artificial Silk Mixtures. . 

In ans'wering question 2 (c) we have given examples of each of the classes 
referred to above. 

(c) In our reply to questions 2 (a) and (b) we have gener~iized the 
classes of goods under fQul' main heads and from each of th8lI).· w~ have 

11. 
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seiel-ted· a. few qualities typical of each class. The following particulars are 
prondod regarding each cloth:-

Finished COUNTS. Reed and Sq. yd •• Sample NQ. and DIMBNSIONS. weight pick 
Qualities. per perl per lb. 

Width. Length. piece. Warp. Weft. inch. lInlshed. 
- - --- --- --- ---

(I) IMPORTED CLOTHS. 
Inch. yd9. Lbs.o.9. 

Bleat:1oed. 

A. White Mull 50lx20 8 S 428 . 569 15x14 S'OO 

B. White sblrtlng 331x40 II 0 38s 348 20x20 4-13 

C. WhIte twill · 301x40 8 8 40s 36s 19x30 4'00 

DII.d. 

D. Khaki Drill · 27/28x40 15 8 Uts 128 22 x 121 1·97 

E. Pongee • 42x40 8 15 648 648 14x12 10·79 

-
(II) OUR MANlIFAO· 

TUBBS. 

Bleat:1oed. 

1. Sheeting · · 67x40 24 5 15. 16. 141x12i S'10 

II. Terry Towel • · 241x2/S4- 11 2t 128 
and 

14js 13x10 1'30 

2/229 

8. Shirting · 30/31x24 4 0 448 448 30x20 5'00 

Dlled. 

4. Bedford Cord 27/28 x40 19 13 2/19s 148 21x16 1'60 

6. Khaki Drill • · 28/29x40 17 4 14js lOts 24x13 1·84 

8. Dobby Repp 27/28 x30 10 10 lOs lOs 15x9 2'13 

7. Dobby Suiting 27/28 x24 7 15 His 129 20x13 2·30 

8. Dobby Suiting 27/28x30 II 2 14is 129 111 x 111 2·40 

U. Dobby Suiting 27/28x80 9 2 14ts 129 19 x 111 2'50 

10. Cord. Stripe • · "27/28x30 S 14 14ts 129 19x10 2·60 
and 
16s 

11. Shadow Stripe · 27/28x24 II 12 141s His 181x10 2·67 

12. Plain Repp · · 27/28 x30 10 10 lOs lOs 15x9 2'24 

13. Plain Suiting 27/28x30 II 11 2/19. 128 151x10 2'31 

14. Plain Suiting 27/28x24 8 13 2/60s 2/30s 29,xll 2'64 
and 

2/60s 
twisted. 

15. Plain Suiting · 27/28 x24 7 III 2/60. I 3/248 36x10 2'32 

16. Plain Suiting · 27/28 x24 5 8 2/60B 2/229 29,xl0 3·40 

17. Plain SuitIng 27/28x24 6 14 2/60s 3/30. 22xl61 3'10 

18. Satin Drill · 27/28x24 7 11 19. 128 28x12 2'32 
19. C",pe · 30/31x24 5 8 19a 248 16x15 3·6' 
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samd''::'ft~~d 
Finl.hed COVRTS. Reed and Sq. ydo. DIJIBIIISlOIfS. weight pick 

"er peri per lb. 
Width. Length. pie ... Warp. Weft. Ineb. finished. 

r---
Ineb Ydo. Lb •• OZ8. 

W ...... eold. 

20. Faner Suiting 27/28x2' 6 0 10. 19. 
and 

20x12 3·00 

2/228 

21. Suiting 17/28x2' 7 11 2/22& 2/228 15txO 2:30 

22. Check Suiting 27/28x2' 8 0 108 108 20x12 3·00 
and and 
228 22. 

23. Sblrtlng 30/3lxl' 6 I> 44. 368 30x16 '·70 

24. Check Sblrtlng • 2S/20xl' 4 5 "8 361 30xl6 4-70 

A"i/iciat8UII: MWtu .... 

25. SUk and 
Stripe. 

Sbadow 27/2SXaO 8 2 14t8 1418 loxlO 2'77 

26. Dobby 8uitlng 117/28x2;\, 6 0 308 198 20x12 3'00 
and 
108 

oilk 
150d 

'> 
17. Suiting .1I7/28x2;\, 6 0 308 198 IOx12 3'00 

and 
10 • 

• ilk 
150d 

28. Check Suiting . 27/2Sx 2;\, 6 II 300 198 20x12 2·90 
and and 
108 30. 

.ilk 
, 150d 

29. Suiting 27/28x24 6 2 30. 198 20x12 2'00 
and· 
19 • 

• ilk 
150d 

80. Suiting 27/28 xU 7 12 2/220 
and 

2/22. 12x101 2'32 

228 

81. Suiting 27/28 x2;\, 6 2 368 86. 16x14 2·9' 

32. Snltlng 27/28 x2' 6 2 2/300 
and 

86. 16x14 2'04 

360 

83. Suiting .27/28x2' 6 ;\, 2/36. 
and 

36. 16x14 2'88 

36. 

. The only cloths in the above. lists which· are in !!ny way 1dentlcal are 
samples D and 5. 

R2 



(d) Four sets of samples of each type of cloth are supplied and they are 
classed as follows:-

Imported Cloths. Our Manufactures. 

Bleached . · · · · · · A,BandO 1,2 and 3. 

Dyed . · · · · · · DandE 4, 5, 6, 7. 8, 9, 10, 11. 
12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 
17, 18 and 19. 

Woven coloW-ed · · · · · .. 20, 21, 22, 23, 24 
and 25. 

Artificial Silk Mixtures · · · · .. 26, 27,28, 29, 30, 31, 
32 and 33. 

5. (a) A statement follows showing the landed price of imported cloths 
mentioned in our reply to question 2 (c). We regret it has not been possible 
to give complete data over the post five yeaTs in the case of all the qualities. 

C.i.l. prices plus landing charges peT piece. 

Sampl~ No. and Quality. 1931. 1932. 1933. 193 •• 1935. 

RB. A. P. RB. A. P. RB. A. P. RB. A. P. RB. A. P. 
BI«JeMd. 

A. White Mull · · .. .. 81111 81410 4 0 4 

B. WhIte shirting · · · .. .. .. 9 7 8 9 9 8 

C. WhIte Twill · .. .. 1410 0 1412 6 1412 6_ 

Dyed. 

D. Xhaki Drill · · · 18 7 0 14 1 0 13 12 0 1314 0 .. 
E. Pongee .. .. ., 0 II 7"76 0 27·76 

per yd. per yd. 

(b) Where it has been possible to obtain tbem wholesale prices of the 
above qualities are given. 

Wholesale prices (per piece). 

8ample No. and Quality. , 1931. 1932. 1933. 1934. 1935. 

RB. A. P. RB. A. P. Bs. A. P. RB. A. P. RB. A. P. 
BlMIeh04. 

A. White Mull · .. .. , 15 8 I; II 0 I; I; 0 

B. White Shlrtlng · · " .. .. 12 10 0 12 a 0 

C. White Twill 19 8 0 19 6 0 19 6 0 19 6 0 19 8 0 

Dyed. 

D. Xhakl Drill 18 , 0 18 15 0 18 8 8 1810 0 .. 
E. Pongee .. .. .. 0 S 5 0 S , 

per yd. per yd. 

When comparing prices of Imported doths WitH those of our manufacture 
it must be pointed out that our costings are based on the average price 
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paid for cotton in each particular year and the raw material therefore is 
Dot b8J!ed on the market rate at any on€! time. It is 'not known on what 
basis of cotton the prices of imported goods are b'ased and from the figures 
available the import prices appear to bear little or no relation to the fluctua
tions in cotton. For instance in the CaB€! of imported sample C the price 
~a8 varie~ only As. 2-6 pel' piece over the past 3 years. American cotton 
In that tIme has been as low as 4·72 pence and as high as 7'42 pence. It 
will be noticed that the materials we have oosted have va.ried very consider-
ably and this is du~ entirely to the price taken for cotton. -

The prices of imported cloths shown in the statements under headings 
5 (a) and (b) include Ll&nufacturers' and in some cases middleman's profits, 
and also in the case of 5 (b) importers' margins. In our castings we have 
mad& no provision for profits. 

9. We are not aware that cloth from the United Kingdom has at any 
time been landed in India at unremunerative or unduly inflated prices. 

10. No instance has come to our notice of cloth manufactured in the 
United Kingdom having been exported at relatively higher or lower prices 
to markets outside British India. 

11. On the whole existing duties have had the effect of stimulating the 
development of the cloth industry of this country. This is particularly 
noticeable in the expansion that has taken place in recent years in the 
production of finer classes of goods. The production of fine qualities came 
about because of competition amongst Indian Mills following the 
additional protection they were granted in 1931. At that time most 
mill. were engaged on the coarser sorts of cloth and the assistance given 
to the industry led to intensive competition in those sorts. It was in 
order to find other outlets for thei·' goods that finer cloths were 
made. The protection afforded to these finer goods is not equivalent to the 
tariff on grey goods which generally comprise the heavier sorts, In effect 
the 25 per cent. duty becomes less effective as the material increases in 
fineness. 

We are not aware of the effect of existing duties on the ·handloom 
industry except that the handloom industry in India is still expanding 
whereas in all other countries it is gradually becoming extinct. A reference 
to the Director of Industries on this fact will confirm the iuformation. 

12. The industry iii. which we are interested has not been affected by 
imports from 'l;he United Kingdom of fabrics of Artificial Silk or of Mixture 
Fabrics of Cotton and Artificial Silk. -

Messrs. Kettlewell Bullen & Co., Ltd., Calcutta. 

Letter dated the 4th N ollember 1995. 

We are in receipt of your letter No. 631 of the 31st ultimo addressed to 
us as Managing Agents of the Bowreah, New Ring, and Dunbar. Mills, 
and in reply we would inf!lrm you that whilst we are naturally I!'nx~ous to 
associate ourselves with any proposals adduced to protect the mdigeno~s 
Cotton Yarn Spinning or Weaving Industries ~e do .l!0t pr~pose to submIt 
any separate representation; our reasons for thlS decISIon bemg that--

(A) the Cotton Yam output of Bengal represents only some 3 per cent. 
of the total production of Indian Mills, and • 

(B) the Yarns spun at the Mills under our Management for the 
" bundled" trade are almost exclusively below counts 268 and 
very little competition is thus experienced by us frOIl\ British 
or other imported yarns. 

In these circumstances we do not C?nsid~r that. any useful purpose would 
be served by our completing the questionnaIre which you ~nt us. 
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Cawnpote Cotton Mills Co., Cawnpore. 

Lette1 No. T. 306, dated the 25th November, 193$, 

With reference to, your ci~cular letter, No. 1?3~, da1;!Jd the 31st ultimo, 
addressed to the ~rlttsh IndIa CorporatIon, LImIted, we have to inform. 
you that the questIon of revision of duties is being dealt with by the Mill
owners' Association, Bombay, in conjunction with the Upper Indian Chamber 
of Commerce. -

In the circumstances, no useful purpose will be served by our taking 
the action -suggested in your -letter under reply. 

Savatram Ramprasad Mills Co., Ltd., Akol .. 

Letter, No. 4857, dated the 17th December, 1935. 

In acknowledging with tha:.J.kl the ret.eipt of your letter No. 821, dated 
the 14th instant, together with a copy of the questionnaire issued by your 
Board, we beg to inform your goodself that since the Millowners' Association, 
Bombay, have sent in their reply to your questionnaire, our individual reply 
is not necessary as we are member of this Association. 

Raja Cokuldas Mills, Ltd., Jubbulpore~ 

Letter dat.ed' the 19th December, 1995. 

We are in receipt of yolU" letter No. 733, dated the 3rd instant, together 
with the copy of the questionnaire; and in reply we beg to inform you that 
we endorse the views of the Ahmedabad Millowners' Association in the 
matter. ' 

The Ahmedabad Manufacturing and Calico Printing Co., Ltd., 
Ahmedabad. 

Letter dated the 24th February, ~996. 

With sincere apologies for the extreme delay inputting forth a case for 
cotton sewing threads, we have pleasure in Teplying to the questionnaire 
in so far as it relates! to this branch of the Textile Industry. 

We have been producing sewing threads of good standard quality for over 
a decade now. There cannot be a better testimony about the qualities 
produced by us than the patronage of the Indian Stores Department, who 
purchase year after year their requirements from us, and this repeated 
business would not have been possible if the qualities were not up to the 
.tandar\l. 

ItEPLIE9 TO THE QUESTIONNAIRE. 

1. it seems the eXIsting dllties were fixed without any regard to ~he facts 
that-

(1) sewing'thread are in no way used by the handloom industry in the, 
_ weaving of fabrics, and 

(2) that sewing threads are locally manufactured in Ahmedabad. of 
such good quality and test as to replace importeci thread and 
need due protection for a few years to enable a profitable ex
pansionof their manufacture and organization of their sale. 

Whereas "Cotton thread other than sewing or darning thread" under 
item 47 (5) is charged 25 per cent. ad 'Valorem duties there seems to be 
no reason why sewing threads _ may be aIlowecl to fall under head 47 (6) along 



\Vith ordin!,1y yani. uniess it is wrongfully presumed 1;0 be neceEiSary for thq 
handloom Industry nl the manufacture of fa1!ric.' ' 

The effect of the existing .inadeq~ate duties has been that gross sales in 
our thread have fallen by about 30 per cent. though prices were actually 
!Bdu~ed by. 10 per cent. during the years i934-85. Such rednced sales, 
InSPlte of reduced prices, do not give an incentive to increased production and 
proper sales organisation. 

The answer to the above question does not call for the coming remarks bulo 
you will please allow us to make them for clarity's sake. 

Cotton sewing threads are mostly hard twisted four to six-fold cabled 
cords and are entirely unfit for weaving purposes. They are easily distin
guishable from weaving yarns which are either singles or two-folds and bear 
much less twist, no size, and are of comparatively very inferior strengths. 
The only 2 fold sewing thread is 2./28 or 2/30, the rest being all 3, 4 and 6 
cord threads. 

6. (a) If (b) The principal classes of sewing threads that are imported from 
the United Kingdom and which enter into competition with similar 1;hreads 
produced in India are: - ' 

4 cords, 400 yards reels" Carlile ", Nos. 10, 20, 30, 40 and 50. 

3 cords, 300 yards reels" Krishna 'i, Nos. 4 and ,6. 

6 cords, 200 yards reels" N. Y. T.", Nos. 20, 30, 36, 40 and 50 . 

• • • • • • 
8. (a) The record of landed prices of sewing threads imported from 1930-31 

is not available to us, and we therefore, are unable to submit the compax:ative 
statement. 

(b) The answer to question 8 (~) has, been. p~rtly given in reply to 
question No.7.· The thread mentioned therein ,IS one of the principal 
sellers. 

The sale price of some of the other threads are as follows:-

4 cords-
No. 40, 400 yards reels 
No. 50, 400 yards reels 
No. 20, 400 yards reels 
No. 10, 400 yards reels 

6 cords, No. 20 and up, 200 yards reels 

Per gross reels. 
Re."A. P. 

17 0 0 
17 0 0 
23 0 0 
30 0 0 
14 8 0 

These prices are f.o.r. any station in India and subject to, a progressively 
increasing discount on annual sales. 

9 It is difficult for us to give a definite reply to this question. During 
the iast five years, prices of British sewing cottons have, been reduced by 
20 er cent. and during the course of the year 19~ by fnrther 5 per ce~t. 
Thi' Board is aware that we have to oompete I?'gamst a powerful combme 
and we fail to understand how it woul~ be pOSSible for them to make such 
reduction in their prices and still contmue to earn profit~. We t~e.refo~, 
submit that sewing cottons of British manuf!"c~ure are beIng sold In India 
at 11nremunerative prices, Bpecially in the varletll\ll th~t we have been: manu· 
facturing and marketing so long. We. strongly beheve that takmg an 

f th . I cement of sewmg cotton under the heads of yarn 
::~:b~:1~r\he ha:Ji~o~ industry, this combine has been trying their leTel 
best to kill an Indian industry. , ' 

• Not printed. 
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10. It is difficult for us to answer this question. We may, however, give 
you the information, for what it is worth, that we were approached by I/o 

deale~ from Transvaal, who gave us to understand that the prices of our 
reels f.o.r. Bombay plul all other charges up to his destination worked out 
cheaper than the Imported article from the United Kingdom at the same 
place. We did transact some business with him, but Ultimately we were 
given to understand that the margins left to them were not sufficiently 
encouraging for f,urtherance of the business. We submit that, it is difficult 
for us to compete with the imports from the United Kingdom in the Home 
market, competition would be out of the question in the Transvaal market, 
if prices were on the same basis in the Transvaal market as they were in 
the Jndian market. This only goes to prove that British Exporters demand 
a higher price in markets, which is entirely left to themselves than the 
markets where there is a competitor . 

. We further desire to submit that due to this severe competition, it is 
difficult for us to hold our own in the open market and had it not been for 
the patronage of the Indian Stores Department, Government, Jails, and 
Railways, it would have been difficult for Uti to have existed for the short 
period that we have done. 

In conclusion, we beg to submit that your Board will only have to 
remove sewing yarns from its present handicap, i.e., from the classification 
item No. 47 (6) under the head of yarn required for the handloom industry 
for which it is not really meant and to place it under revenu~ duties under 
item 47 (5), which is its rightful place. 

We trust that the delay in answering this questionnaire will not jeopardise 
our case. 



United Kiugdom Cotton Textile Delegation. 

(1) Memo. dated the 11th Nov., 1935. 

I.-INTRODUCTORY. 

~e have.beeu appointed Delegates to submit to the Special Indian Cotton 
Tex.tll~ Ta~Iff Hoard,. 1935, on behalf of the United Kingdom Cotton and 
ArtIfic~al Sdk Industr~es, a case for r~duction in the duties on cotton yarns 
and plecegoods and plecegoods of artIficial silk and of cotton and artificial 
silk mixed, of United Kingdom prigin. 

NOTB.-The evidence is tendered to the Special Indian Tariff Board 1935 
by Messrs. Angus D. Campbell, E. Raymond Stre{l.t, C.B.E., C. B. 'Clegg; 
T. Dutton and F. Hopkinson on behalf of the United Kingdom cotton and 
artificial Bilk industries as represented on the Lancashire Committee on 
Indian Trade lWlations. The Silk Association of Great llritain and Ireland 
bas authorised the delegation to give evidence also on their behalf in the 
matter of duties on products made in whole or in part of artificial silk. ' 

2. The Lancashire Committee on Indian Trade Relations is constituted 
a8 follows:-

Chairman: 

SIR WILLIAM CLABI!I LEES, O.B.B., I.P. 

Vice-Chairman: 

ANGUS D. CAMPSELL, Chairman, ·India Section, Manchester Chamber of 
Commerce. . 

Joint Secretaries: 

H. G. HUGHES, Director, Joint Committee of Cotton Trade urganisations. 
E. RAYMOND STRUT, C.B.I!I., Director and Secretary, Manchester Chambe! 

of Commerce. 

Members: 
W. H. BABRITT, Employers' Federation of Dyers and Finishers. 

H. BOOTHlIIAN, United Textile Factory ~orkers' Association. 
W. H. CATTERALL, Federation of Master Cotton Spinners; Associa.tions, Ltd. 

W. E. CLUOAS, President, Manchester Chamber of Commerce. 

Sm JOHN H. GREY, Cotton Spinners' and Manufacturers' Association. 

S. S. HAlIIlIIERSLEY, H.P., Federationaf Master Cotton Spinners' 
Associations, Ltd. ~ 

H. G. HOUGHTON, Shipping Merchants' Committee, Manchester Chamber of 
Commerce. 

R. HOUGHTON, Cotton Spinners' and Manufacturers' Association. 

FORREST HBWIT Federation of O;J,lico Printers, and, Chairman, Joint Com
, mittee of Cotton Trade. Organisations. 

J. L. EDMONDSON, Federation of Calico Printers. 

F. LONGWORTH, Cotton Spinners' and Manufacturers' Association. 
F. MILLs Federation of Master Cotton Spinners'Associations, Ltd. 

. 'Po L. WRIGHT, Bleaching Trade Advisory Board. 
The Committee represents all sectionR of the industry, both employers 

and employed, and this Evidence is submitted with the au~horit~. and on 
behalf of the United Kingdom cotton indus~ry as a ,!h~le, I~cludm~ those 
sections which are interested in the productIOn of artIfiCIal silk fabrICS and 
fabrics of artificial silk mixed with cotton. 
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\Ve ~re joi~tly and severally representative of all the various sections of 
the United ,Kmgdom Cotton Industry, including those sections which are 
i~teres~ed in .the production of artificial silk. fabrics and fabrics of artificial 
sllk mlxed ~lt~1 cotton. We also have authority from the Silk Association 
of Great Britam 'and Ireland to give evidence on their behalf. 

There was estabiished in 1934, by resolution of the Joint Committee o( 
Cotton Trade Organisations, It Committee known as the Lancashire Com
mittee on I.ndian Trade. Relations" to deal on behalf of all the interests 
concerned wIth the questlons affectmg the Lancashire trade with the Indian 
market. The constitu.tio~ of the Committee is described on the previous 
page. All the organISatlOns concerned entrusted to this Committee the 
responsibility of preparing a case and appointing a Delegation in connection 
with the present enquiry by the Special Tariff Board, and the case we now 
submit is therefore presented with thll authority and on behalf of the industry 
as a whole. 

I~ is a .source 'of ~uch satisfaction to us to be appearing before the 
SpecIal Tariff Board, wlth clear terms of reference, as published. Previous 
enquiries into the Indian Tariff on cotton goods, and much of the previous 
discussion and inter-Governmental exchanges on the same topic have been 
complicated, at any rate from a United Kingdom point ,of vieV:, by reaBon 
of the fact that they have involved not merely important revenue considera
tions, but also questions arising from the competition in .the Indian market 
from other sources of supply besidell the United Kingdom.' The fact that 
the pre~ent enquiry is strictly isolated from both these complications creates 
a more acceptable opportunity than has ever previousl! existed for us to 
present the case of the United Kingdom interest§. 

The object of the present document is to make a general expose of our 
views, but upon arrival in India we hope to place ourselves freely at the 
disposal of the Tariff Board to do everything in our power to facilitate their. 
enquiries. 

We fully appreciate that the Tariff Board is concerned primarily with 
the actual questions set out in its terms of reference. The full text of the 
resolution appointing the Board, however, draws attention to some of the 
circumstances surrounding the enquiry, and we think our motives and objec
tives will be clearer if we make a few observations on these general matters 
as a preface to our detailed submissions. 

The Board is doubtless aware of the Agreement which was reached in 
1933 between the representatives of the United Kingdom textile industry 
under the leadership of Sir William Clare Lees, and the Millowners' Associa
tion i3ombay, under the chairmanship of Mr., now Sir, H. P. Mody. Since 
the 'date of that' ,Agreement, the Governments of India and the United 
Kingdom have added a supplementary Trade Agreement to the one they 
made- at Ottawa. These agreements either expressly call for, or imply, 
the necessity of active and genuine co-operation on the part of the United 
Kingdom trading community, and the cotton industry in particula~ .. We 
wish to record the fact that we regard ourselves as bound by the SpIrit, as 
well as the' letter, of these agreements to do everything in our 
power generally to promote mutually advantageo~s economic relations 
between India and the United Kingdom, and speCIfically to promote an 
increased offtake of Indian cotton in the United Kingdom. We desire to 
draw particular attenti.on to .the advant~ges enjoyed ~y India d~rect1y .arising 
from the tariff concesslOns gIven to Indian products l!l the United Kmgd?m 
market. It is true that we represent only a sectlOn _of the communIt? 
which contributes to theRe results, but it is a very important section, I!umerl
cally and otherwise, and we submit it is not out of plac~ for us to mclu~e 
mention of this in our review of general factors. The lmportance of thls 
market is well brought out in the figures which are given in Table 7 of the 
Appendix. 
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. 'rhe e~OrlS of the Lanc/18hire Indian Cotton Ooinmlttee smce its estab
hs~~ent In the. autumn o.f - 1932 have resulted in a striking increase in 
British consumptIOn of Indian raw cotton, as the following figures prove:-

United Kingdom: Imports 0/ Raw Cotton. 
(Million lbs) 

. -- 1932. 1933. January-1934. June, 1935. 
--

Total . - 1,258 1,405 1,264 552 

Total from India. • . 54 109 153 105, . 
As percentage of Total . 4'3 7'8 12'1 I 19'0 

We would also draw attention to the fact that following upon express 
representations made by Lancashire interests after' the return of the Clare
Lees Mission, wherever the United Kingdom Government has secured safe
guards for our trade in Crown Colony markets identical advantages have 
been extended to the Indian cotton industry. 'The immediate results are 
to be fo~nd in the fact that expor~s. of Indian mill-made goods to Ceylon, 
the Straits Settlements and. MaUritiUs, amongst other destinations have 
recently shown appreciable advances. The ultimate results bid fair'to be 
even more striking, 

That all these varied -benefits to a number of sections in the economic 
~ife of India should have followed the inter-Governmental agreements, and 
m BOme cases from effor);s with which we have been associated, is very 
welcome to us, as emphasising the value of a commercial policy which i.s 
reciprocal and mutual in the fullest sense. ' 

Holding these views, we. feel the more justified in bringing before the 
Tariff Board our case for reductions in the Indian duties on our goods, since 
these reductions would enable us to enjoy the prospect of a balancing reci
procal trade, by which alone our power to contribute to Indian economy in 
the direction indicated can be sustained and increas..ed. . 

We do not desire our present representations to be understood as directed 
towards the promotiop of advantages for the Lancashire industry which 
could only be secured at the expense of serious detriment to the Indian 
cotton industry. Whilst of course there must be competition between two 
suppliers serving the same market, we feel that, given a fair adjustment 
by tariffs of the proved margins between fair selling prices, such competi
tion can and should be healthy for the respective industries, beneficial to 
the consumers, and advantageous to the national interests of both countries. 
Healthy competition of this kind is by no means inconsistent. with good 
relations between the two industries. We wish to s~e both our industry 
and the Indian industry enjoying satisfactory conditions, and alt,hough 
it is our function before the Tarilf Board to express .the point of view of 
the Lancashire industry and to examine contentions made by the I~dian 
industry, our ultimate objec~ is co-operation and not mutual destructIOn. 

In order to provide a background for detailed evidence as to margins 
between Lancashire and Indian textiles on sale in the Indian market, we 
desire briefly to refer to the trend of Lancashirt: t~a~e w~th I';1dia over a 
period of years. We have p~epared t.ables of s~atlstlcs, ~hlch Will be mund 
in the Appendix, and we Wish to. direct speCial. attent.lon to the~. rt:hey 
show the severe diminution in the 1I1l,POrts of United Kmgdom textIles lUto 
the Indian mark",t which has been associated with the rising levels of import 
tariff. This fall in United Kingdom trade is contrasted with the steady 
increase in the production of cotton pieceJ?:oods by the. Indian mills, the 

.well"IDainbined levels of handloom production and the Imports from other 
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sources, together with the total amount Ilvailable for consumption and the 
eonsumption per head of population. A separate table shows the extent 
to which th.e In.dian industry has developed its productive capacity, during 
the past thirty years. 

Although our figures go bal"k over a long period, we do not wish to do 
more than record the facts as to the distant past. For the purpose of the 
present enquiry we reeognise that it is the existing situation which has to 
be considered. We therefore desire only to comment on the figures of 
r~cent years. We submit that the figures demonstrate that during the con
tmuanee of ratflS of import duty on United Kingdom products much below 
those now obtaining, the Indian rotton industry made steady and substan
tial progress. Sueh growth implied the inevitability of a decline in imports 
from Lancashire, unless India's eonsuming power per head of population 
were developed simultaneously by rising standards of life or total consumiIfg 
power inereased by a ,growth of population. It iii equally- clear from the 
statisties that when the duty was inereased for revenue reasons to the 
present levels, or something approaching them, the decline in the Lancashire 
trade ceased to have the appearanee of a reasonahle process of adjustment 
to ehanging circumstanees, and became catastrophic. 

A' true assessment of the eonsequences which would have ~ulted from 
the present levels of duty had they been imposed in normal circumstanoes 
is rendered impossible by reason of the fact that, about the same time, 
there oceurred a temporary hoyrott of United Kingdom products, followed 
by a violent intrusion of low-prieed products from Japan. Japanese com
petition affl¥"ted the course of events very materially from 1930 until the 
action of the Government of India in reaehing an agreement on the subjeet 
with the Japan,ese Government had the effect of limiting its operation. 

_It is now possible to consider the prospects with a fair degree of confi
dem'6 in our ability to assess future probabilities and the view we wish 
to advanee is that from the standpoint of all the many Indian interests 
roneerned, as well as from our own, there would be no reason to do othel'
wise than welcome duty reduetions such as would give the United Kingdom 
a fair opportunity to regain part at least of the volume of trade whieh 
has been lost to her as a result of these different events. 

We venture to express the view that the pace of the development of the 
textile industry in India has tended to be too much accentuated at various 
p~riods. We have not arrived at this opinion merely because a too-rapid 
growth under conditions of high proteetion inevitably involves partial erlin~ 
tion for a seetion of the Laneashire industry, although that is of course 
a fact, and one which nobody would expect us to view with satisfaetion. 
This, however, is not a ronsideration which can he raised from an Indian 
lltandpoint, and the argument we should wish to underline more particularly 
is that it has been the experience in many countries where the ootton 
industry has been developed, uRder conditions of the kind referred to that 
where the growth has occurred at an extravagant pace, it has nearly always 
been followed by over-production and its attendant evils. A steady growth 
leads to a much more stable condition within the industry, besides allowing 
of a more gradual proeess of adjustment on the part of other interests 
involved. 

We submit that, from the point of view of the fu.t,ure, those now engaged 
in cotton manufacturing in India must have as mueh reason as· we to ron
sidt>r with some anxiety the possible effeet of a furtber continuance of 
conditions tending towards undue expansion at too rapid a rate. 

The question of the ronsuming power of India is one of great importance 
to all coneerned. As the statistics given in the Appendix clearly show, 
the consumption per head of populat~on has not ~ncreased to any appre
<'iable extent sinee the period immedIately preeedmg the European War. 
We ourselves are of opinion that a potential increase of consuming power 
whieh might otherwise have developed in the last ten or fifteen years has 
been held in check by the presence of other factors - in the situation. The 
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upheaval of tILe :War aud of the years of disorganisation which followed it 
must have had very far-reaching consequences, and the same can be said 
with an even greater truth of the tremendous world-wide trade depression 
of the last five years. It happens to be a fact also that at the moment 
wh~n there o~rred t~e immense fall in t~e prices of primary p.!oducts 
which was BSBOCiated 1!"lth the trade depresslOn, India was engaged in in
creasing her rates of import duty on cotton piecegoods. 

From the point of view of the future, it a~pears to us not unreasonable 
to !6~ard the. question ~f consuming power with a moderate degree of 
optimism! Prices of agrlCultural products are hardly likely to fall to 
Bu~stantially lowe~ levels. . Th.e st~ady. progress which India is making in 
BOClal and economiC organlSatlOn imphes the prospect of standards of life 
which will be steadily.rising, however slowly, and the establishment of con
ditions permitting a volume of import trade in textiles which would be 
satisfactory to United Kingdom interests by no means involves a limitation 
of the future prospects of the Indian industry. --

Before concluding our introductory observations, we feel that the Tariff 
Board may desire to have a brief description of the general condition of 
the cotton industry in Lancashire at the present time. 

The difficulties which our industry has had to meet in the past ten years 
are thp subject of general knowledge, though we fear that the public em
phasis which has been laid on these difficulties may have created a false 
impression in the minds of some distant observers as regards some of the 
most important aspects so far as future prospects. are concerned. External 
influences, principall, the rise of cotton industries in countries which 
formerly purchased virtually all their supplies from Lancashire, and the 
emergence of Japan as' a world exporter of a very large volume of goods 
at depreciated values, have caused a grave decline in the available markets 
for Lancashire products. The plain factA of our bitter experiences of the 
last few years are set out in the following ta.ble:-

United Kingdom Cotton Imjustry: Production, Home Consumption, ana. 
Export-t. 

(Million square yards.) 

-- 1912*. 1924. 1930. 1933. 

Production · · . . 8,050 6,027 3,399 3,680" 

Exports · . 6,913 4,444 2,407 2,031 

Imports · · 107 42 82 20 

export · · 10 6 4 2 lte

R oms oonsumption 1,234 1,619 1,070 1,667 

The conditions which underlie these figures have inevitably involved a 
tremendous contraction in the physical equipment and thp labour force of 
the United Kingdom .cotton industry, but it is a profound error of judg
ment to overlook the fact that, even at its present volume. of .pro~uction 
and with its present markets, in ter~s of values Lancas~Ire IS. ~t!ll the 
greatest exporter of cotton piecegoods lU the world, has stIll facilItIes for 
the production of a range" of goods greater than tha~ of anr other m~nu
facturing centre, and still leads by a handsome ma:rgm ~ll Its c~mpetItors 
in the brpadth of its technical resources. These consIderatlOns are Important 

(Source~ 

• Million linear yards. 
Census 01 Production for 1912, 192.1, and 1930; figures for 1999 are 

estimated.) 
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to India. as It supplier of raw cotton, for the production of cotton cannot 
cont~i~ute to the economic strength of India. as fully as it should unless 
cond1tlOns are created in which the prosperity of Lancashire as one of the 
greatest world centres of cotton manufacturing is maintained on a. satie
fac~ory basis. This 4s true whatever the proportion of its raw material 
whlch the. La~cashire industry may draw from India, although tIle inter
dependencu wlll be more perceptible to the extent that Lancashire's pur
chases of Indian cotton continue to expand. It is also true in relation 
to other Indian products than raw cotton, for Lancashire represents such 
a. large proportion of the consuming power of the United Kingdom for all 
commodities, that a decline in its prosperity would make it difficult for the 
country aR a. whole to continue the expanding consumption of Indian pro
ducts mentioned above. 

~nother factor of importance in the Lancashire position from the point 
of V1ew of her future participation in the Indian market, is that the rewards 
now given to labour for its share in the production of cotton goods may 
be taken broadly as being at the minimum. 

On the financial side it must be acknowledged that the loss of so many 
markets has created a fairly general condition of acute difficulty. Various 
schemes for the reduction of redundant plant and for the control of pro
duct~on or of new plant erection have been p'romoted, but if they are 
carr1ed into effect it may be assumed that their objects and their conSA
quences will be limited to the prevention of capital losses such as inevitably 
arise when machinery is J"unning part-time and under uneconomic conditions. 
They cannot have the consequence of intensifying United Kingdom price 
competition with Indian mills. 

From all these eODsiderations there arises the fair deduction which we 
suggest the Tariff Board may make-that so far as the immediate future 
is . concerned, apart from technical improvements in which the Indian 
industry will have equal opportunity to share, there is no prospect of any 
development occurring in Lancashire which would reduce the general level 

• of her selling prices in India, and thus vitiate the soundness of any recom
mendations the Board might make. 

A further safeguard in this connection arises from the terms of the 
Trade Agreement existing between India and the United Kingdom, in 
which it is acknowledged that a radical change in the sitlThtion of the 
industry or affecting it would always justify a fresh review of the facts on 
which any scale of duties may have been based. 

1I.-CoMPARISONS 01' THE FAm SELLING PRICES OP UNITED KINGDOM AND 
INDIAN PRODUCTS. 

Before we left Manchester, a careful investigation was made into the 
problem of the best method of establishing a fair comparison of the selling 
prices in the Indian market of United Kingdom and Indian yarns and piece
goods, with special regard to the terms of reference of the Tariff Board, 
wherein the equation of fair selling prices is established as the basis of the 
enquiry. It has been the common experience of Tariff Boards an~ indivi
dual investigators, not only in India but in many other countr1es, that 
price comparisons between different producers are perhap.s more d1fficult 
in tho textile industry than in any other, and amol)gst the d1fferent branches 
of the textile industry, most difficult of all in th~ case of .cotton g~s. 
In many other industries there are products occupymg a dommant POS1tlOn 
in the market which are for all practical purposes standard as between .all 
sources of supply. In the cotton textile indu~try there is ~n almost en~less 
variety. In the first place the number. of dd!'ereD~ techDl~a~ constr~cttOn8 
which are rt'gularly produced and sold 18 almost wlthout hmlt, and 1D the 
second place there is room for immense variation in th~ app~ara.nc~. feel 
and durability of what might seem from a merely techmcal descrlpt10n to 
be identical products. It has long ~een recognised in Lancashire ~hat 
whenever existing margins between d1fferent types of goods on liale 1D a 
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market are. diatu~bed by a new de,!elopment, for instance a change in tariff 
ra~, the. l~medlate consequence IS that thcre occurs a widespread substi
tutIon ?f .dlfft;rent· types for those pr~viously on offer. The unlimited field 
for varl~tlOn 10 the final pro~uct which is a feature of the industry facili. 
tates this process of 8ubstlt?t~on. It has occurred in the Indian market in 
recent years on a very strlklOg scale, as a result both of tariff increases 

.. and ?f the compe~ition of low.p.riced :Japanese' goods. It adds' very 
materlall;v ·to the difficulty of tabhng price comparisons between strictly 
cOl1!parable products over a period long enough to be thoroughly represen-
tatIve. . 

During the years that the present duties have been in force on United 
Kingdom goods, there have been a number of sections of the trade in which 
lines formerly dealt in by the United Kingdom have been driven off the 
market by the low price of substituted goods. The trade which the United 
Kingdom ~as reta.ined has been. for the most part in goods which possessed 
some specIal. attr.lbute ~~ .quaht~, app~arance, feel or durability, or else 
has been ga10ed on faClhtles Umted K1Ogdom suppliers were able t& offer 
or. on the attractiveness of some ,,:ell-establishe~ marks. Thus, although 
prIce a~waY8 has bee~ and must remalD the goverJ!1Og factor in the salability 
of textile products, It would be an error to proceed on the-assumption that 
competition is conducted in practice solely on the basis of relative prices 
for identical products. 

In view of all these considerations, we decided tha'!; the'most convenient 
and efficient method of establishing a fair comparison of British and Indian 
prices would be to base our evidence on a series of' representative Indian 
products, particularly as it is upon the. cOqIpetition which Indian products 
have to meet that protective requirements. must be asses.sed. We obtained 
in India a range of these products, taking care. that they should be so 

. selected as to be as representative of the whole market as it was possible 
to make them. We obtained the mm seIling prices at which these different 
goods had heen quoted in India at regular intervals during the past several 
months. We then had 'these ~oods analysed from a technical point of view 
in Manchester, which enabled us to say at ,what price comparable United 
Kingdom products could have been placed on the Indian market on the same 
dates. A supplementary statistical compilation in Which we set out the 
results of these investigations has been prepared, . and will be handed- to 
the Tariff Board on request. In regard to each product we give, first of all 
its technical description, then the Indian prices on certain dates, and then 
United Kingdom prices for the sale of comparable products in the Indian 
market. We give the actual difference between these prices, and then 
express the difference as a percentage of the United Kingdom price. 

We also have ready to hand in to the Tariff Board samples of all these 
goods, duly ticketed with the appropriate reference linking them .up w!th 
the price statistics. The Indian prices are those at. which the IndIan ~Il~s 

.have been prepared to sell, and the Lancl!csjJ.ire prICes represen~ .the m1OI
mum figures at which the firms concerned would have been :'VllllDg to do 
business on the dates in question. .We have in the latter mstance been 
careful to ensure that the Lancashire prices are not nominal quotations. but 

.. represent the minimum which would have been .accepted ~()r actual. busmess 
under the strongest competitive pressure. As pomted out 10 an earhe~ par~ 
graph, there is no reasonable possibility of developments occurrmg .10 

Lancashire which would lead to the prevalence of a lower level. of price 
quotations in fact the trend is in an upward direction. 

Conseq~ently, if Customs duties were estabIishe~ in' India. on a bas!s 
which would equate the Lancashire prices ~ we gIve the~ With the f~lr 
selling prices of Indian products" .we are satisfied ~hat nothmg ~?uld ar.lse 
at the Lancashire end to disturb the basis of eqUitable competItIOn whICh 
would thus be established. 

It is· ~eadily possible to support by other evidence the conte.n~ion that 
our .samples are in fact fairly representative of the market condltl~ns a~ a 
whole, and tha.t the margins obta.ining in the case of those speCIfic linea 
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between India~ ~nd United Kingdom prices are representative of the margins 
generally obtaining. We feel that equal significance ought to be' attached 
to severa.!. arguments derived from different angles of approach which support 
our contention that lower duties are justified. ' 

In the first place, we submit that the severe diminution in our trade 
in recent years, and ~he. expansion of thp Indian industry, taken together, 
supply the most conVinCing proof that the tariff has in fact put the selling 
prices of United, Kingdom goods entirely out of relation with those of the 
Indian mills. Anything in the nature of a fair equation might have been 
accompanied by steady changes in the shares of the market enjoyed by 
different suppliers, but the changes which have occurred point clearly to 
something far removed from equal competition. Had there been no quota 
on Japanese goods, it might have been possible to argue that the fall in 
United Kingdom trade was caused by Japanese competition, but the figures 
of trade since the introduction of the Japanese quota make it abundantly 
clear that of the increased trade which that measure has l'eserved for other' 
suppliers,' ·the Indian mills have been able to secure the bulk. United 
Kingdom trade has not even increased to the extent by which Japanese 
trade has been checked by the quota or the prohibitive tariffs which preceded 
it. 

The oompetitive efficiency of the Indian cotton industry when directly 
compared with the industry in the United Kingdom is further emphasised 
by the shares obtained by Indian exports in the case of the Ceylon market 
in which both industries take an active interest and where they compete 
on equal terms. The following statistics set out the position in the Cingalese 
market:-

Ceylop,: Imports of Cotton Piece goods from the United Kingdom and India. 
(Million yards) 

Souroe. 1930. 1931. 1932. 1933. 1934,. Jan.-Jun., 
1935. 

~ --- ---
United Kingdom . 19'66 15'97 15'77 9'58 11'75 12-76 

India. . . 13'24 12'21 11'17 9'04 12'96 9'39 

It IS sl'fe to say that If IndIan manufacturers really reqUlred a protectIve 
duty of 25 per cent. in competition with the United Kingdom cotton in
dustry, they would not have been able to maintain such a strong position,. 

An examination of the price comparisons handed in clearlj discloses ~e 
fact that whatever may be the margin between the' fair selling prices of 
cotton piecegoods imported from the United Kingdom and those produced 
in Indian mills, it is certain that the margin will not be identical as between 
one class of goods and another, or for that matter as between the products 
of one mill and those of competitors in the same country. We feel that in 
any approach to the question of fixing a fair and equitable rate of duty, 
it has to be admitted that margins will never be absolutely uniform through. 
out tbe industry as a whole, or sections of it. ~here is no~ only t~e ~act 
that it is always possible for manufacturers to Introduce shght var~atIOns 
in the product -which affect the price !it which they sell. it: there IS !,-lso 
an inevitable variation in the efficiency of different umts of productIOn, 
and from-time to time in the profit margins. 

These being the circumstances of the case, we base' our representations 
on averages and an adequately large collection of representative cases. Our 
experience of a trade which is even more diversified than that which is 
conducted by the Indian Millowners .leads us to conclude that if an~ when 
a fair average was struck, cases whIch departed from the average In one 
direction would be levelled out in practice by cases of an opposite character 
at the other end of the scale. The practical implication of this is that 
it is safe to rely on the certainty that any given rate of duty which is 
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h
fair on dthe averag~, i~ slig.htly more than would be justified in isolated cases 
ere an there, wIll hkewlse be slightly I~ss in other cases. 

TIJ.-REPRE~ENTATIONS REGARDING THE INDIAN TARIFF ON UNITED KINGDOM 
CoTTON PIECEGOODS. 

Ou~ ~ain a~plicaiion to the Tariff Board is for a uniform reduction in 
the eX18tmg umform 25 per cent. ad valorem Customs duty on cotton piece
goods. 

The 'Fariff Board will doubtless wish to know whether we have considered. 
n!ternatlve arrangements of the Cust~ms Tariff, such, for instance, as 
dlffere!lt ad valorem rates. of duty on dIfferent categories, or specific duties 
by welgh~, area, .or techmcal construction, or a combination of ad valo1'em. 
and speCIfic dutIes. The Board. may . b~ aware that United' Kingdom 
exporters have long held very defimte opmlOns as to the comparative advan. 
tage/! of ad. val?rem nnd .specific tariffs. We have, however, made an entirely 
fresh exammatlOn of thIS problem, feeling called upon to do so because the 
situation to-day is different from the position obtaining on all' former occa
sions on which this problem has been investigated or reported upon by 
official bodies in India, Indian trade bodies, or ourselves. ' 

The main difference, of course, lies in the fact that part ot the com
petition trom which it may he necessaI'y to protect the Indian mills, namely, 
competitIon from Japan, is now dealt with in the final analysis by a quota 
policy. Apart from the,. ultimate barrier of quota r(lStrictions, there are in 
addition heavy differential ad 'Valorem duties such as were not in existence 
when specific duties were examined previously. 

:We have always been strongly opposed to specific duties on United King
dom cotton piecegoods, whether by weight, area, or counts of yarn, or any 
two or more of these bases in association. OUT position frankly based on' 
our conviction that specific duties would result ,n serious detriment to our 
trade. We urgently desire a genuine "tariff redtwtion,but if an a.pparent 
reduction were offered in the form of specific duties,we believe it would 
prove to be more restrictive of our trade than advantageous to it. 80 long 
as the revenue element is indispensable, we assume it would always be 
necessary to safeguard revenue by an alternative ad 1:alorcm. revenue duty: 
and the specific duties would only apply when they were the ~reater. of the 
two. Hence they cannot do otherwise than have the effect of I~creasll~g the 
barriers to our trade. In addition to the direct effect of specific dutIes o.n 

. our competitive prices, we believe that they would have a cat~trop.hlC 
liffect upon the established relations of one sty.;le to another, I1bh~eratmg 
some and creating anomalies and injuries which could not do otherWIse tha!l 
inflict incalculable harm on our trade and on individual firms engaged lD 

it. The severity with which specific duties ~perjl.t~ is w~ll illustrated in 
practice by' the complete obliteration of certam Umted Kmgdom trade in 
plain greys since the application of a specific duty. 

"These are views we have always held, but iii. the circ~stan~s now 
obqining we think there are new and special reasons why speCific duties ~re 
not either necessary or desirable, even if they had been so at some earher 
date. . . 

The advocates of specific duties have always maintaine~ that they were 
a more powerful lever for protection than ad valorem dU~Ies. We ah~kb~t~W
ledge this to be the case' in the sense that it is easier to lmposeh'p~ d~ \ Ive 
duties in the form of sp~cific rates than by ad valorem d.uties,.w IC ISC os~ 
to all and sundry the exact amount which the consumer I~ l?a,Ymg r: BUPfh:d 
the domestic industry. If a duty .is in~e~ded to ~e prohlb~tlke,.! eh:'~ver 
of application (specific or ad .valorem) IS.ImmaterI~l. We r:hibi~i~e barrie: 
that there is now no questlO~ of s~ekmg to d81se . a Pth 8 . 1 Tariff 
against the importation of Umted Kmgdom go~ s, smee e peclah to 
Board's terms of reference made cl?ar thhat dutle;hsha~e~tio~ni~ ~~~y :uch 
equate fair selling priOOl! .. That bemg t e case, e q 



258 

simplified, aud it becomes merely a technical one of whether the nearest 
approach to a fair equation "an in practice be achieved by specific or ad 
valorem duties. All previous investigations have resulted in an acknowledg
ment of the faC't that an immense field of variation exists in cotton piece
goods, and so fal' as we are aware it has always been admitted that specific 
duties could only be fixed with regard to average values and must therefore 
imply an incidence less than the percentage at one end' and more than the 
percentage at the other. . 

Specific duties have been adv·ocated as being desirable to cope with 
currency variations. The fact that the tariff on United Kingdom goods is 
now being considered in isolation from the tariff on goods from other 
countries, coupled with the fact that exchange between India and the United 
Kingdom is not subject to variations of the kind in question, renders this 
argument inapplicable to the present situation. 

It may be sound to argue, as some advocates have, in favour of specific 
duties, that the amount of protection granted is not whittled away when 
prices fall: but the converse is equally true, and under present conditions 
very much more applicable. . 

Whatever may be the case as regards eompetition between eertain foreign· 
eountries and the Indian industry, we are ronvinced that ad valorem duties 
offer the only basis for the fair regulation of competition between the Indian 
industry and Lanoashire, where no exceptionally low piecegoods are involved. 
Ad valorem duties approximate far more closely to a generally fair average 
impost than specific duties can possibly do on widely varied products. It 
is true they increase or decrease with raw material iluctuations, which have 
no relation to protective requirements, but they also have the merit, from 
the point of view of protection, of moving up and down with other elements 
in the final prire. Specific duties do neither; if they be high enough to 
achieve their protective design they constitute a heavy and inequitable 
burden on other lines,· particularly in a falling market .. The result to be 
anticipated is the obliteration of these lines from the import market. The 
further result is a conrentration of internal Indian competition on the same 
lines. 

It will, we think, be aC!'6pted by the Indian industry that so far as 
concerns the methods by which United Kingdom goods are sold, neither the 
Indian dealers as buyers nor the Indian mills as competitors have serious 
complaints to make. This being the case, we suggest that the healthiest 
basis on which to allow this reasonable competition to work itself out in 
practice is that of a universal and uniform perr.entll!((' on the relative prices. 
:We believe it will lead, in effect, to the United Kingdom share of the market 
being a fair and equitable one, in whi('h the total will be divided amongst 
the various catot>gories according to relative efficiency in particular lines, 
and therefore with the least disturbance or loss to either party in the natural 
and gradual adjustments which flow from improving methods of manufac
ture and increasing technical skill. One line will take tl~e pla~e of anot~er 
by a natural 'Process. There will be much gre.ater certamty .In productIOn 
policies in both countries, .and the changes ~hICh d~ oe-cur wl.n. be sounder 
in character and more reliable from the pomt of view of abllIty to make 
and maintain profits. 

We should like to point out, in conclusion, that. from t.he standpoint of 
protection, ad valol'em dutie~ have. not proved as Ineffectlve .as forecasted 
by supporters of specific dut.les. SInce 1931, .ad "a!orem dutles. ha.ve pro
vided protee-tion sufficiently effective to result !n a ~ery substantlRl. Increa~e 
in Indian mill production, and an increase m m~ns .and plant In _ India 
which may indeed have gone further than some Indlan Interests woula have 
desired. 

The SpecifiC dtltll on. Plain Gre!l .•. -We particularly wish ~ submit to th& 
Tal'iff Board the desire of the interesUi we re'present to wltn~ .the can
. rellatiqJl of the existing specific duty of 41 annas per Ib, on plam greys. 
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In this connection we would d; t . 
summary of the practical results ot;h a .tentI~n. to the following statistical 
duty on plain greys: _ e ImposItIon of a specmc alternative 

India: Rel1enue from Customs duty an plain g tt ds rey co on plecegoo 

- 1990-91. AP~9~1~t.; Oct.-Mar., 
1931-32. 1932-99. 1939-94. 1934-85. 

--- --- --- ---
Duty , . 15%or 20% or 25% or 25% or 25% or ~o/l'~~ 3t A' •• 9iA' •• 4. A's. 4fA's. 4fA' •• 

~ ,~ .. -- Bs.-- -------
Revenne , . . 23,10 21,62 ll,08 8,10 

- ---- ---------
Value 01 gOOds Imported , 49,49 41,95 44,75 88,03 92,73 

--------
411 WIl. duty only 7,41 9,90· ll,19 9,01 8,18 

DUference bctween revenue and 
all WIl. duty only. 

15,69 3,98 10,99 2,07 -8 

The foregomg strIkIng figures b~mg out the fac.t t~at the original specific 
duty of 3i anna~ per lb. resu!t.ed In an ad 'Valorem Incidence averaged out. 
over the whole Imports of tillS category from the United Kingdom in the 
year 1930-31 at 49 per ('ent. As no doubt many items embraced in this 
~verage w~re such that the ad. 'Valo·rem rate would apply to them. the fair 
lDf~rence IS that many other Items m~t have been taxed at rates in the 
region of 60 lind 70 per cent. We wonder whether such was the intention 
qf the Government of India when this· Tariff item was imposed. 

The effect of the duty on trade in certain lines is further illustrated by 
the ta1>.le of statistics of imports of plain greys which appears in the 
Appel}dlX. 

We would also draw attention to the fact that the present revenue now 
npproximates to what the revenue would be if orrly the_ ad 'Valorem rate 
were in existence. The inference is that the specific rate of 41 annas per 
lb. no longer in practice applies, as the goods which are cheap. enough 
or heavy enough to be liable to. the duty must have been completely elimi
nated from the market. That such should be the case is hardly in accord
ance with the principle of the equation of fair selling prices. and on these 
grounds· alone our case for the abolition of the duty or its substantial reduc
tion seems to us to _ be thoroughly well-justified under the terms of the 
United Kingdom-Indian TracIe Agreement. So far as we are aware, there 
is- nothing in the character of these goods which would suggest that the 
margins between United Kingdom and Indian fair selling price~ are d~fferent 
from the margins applicable to other goods. and now that l!n,ted KlD(!:doIll' 
goods are being dealt with separately from the goods of fore'lpl competitors, 
we submit that there is no longer any ground for. the maIll~na~ce of a 
duty which has proved singularly detrimental to c~rtalD LancashIre Illterests, 

.8weeping them entirely out of existence in a vIOlent. and ~ud~en mann~r 
which is in opposition to the conception of mutual conSIderatIOn III economIC 

matters~ 
• Assnmlng the valne of the goodalmported In the two half-years was equal. . . 

This Is supported by the fact tbat the revenue ""Ilected in the two ball-years was roughly pro-

portional to the relative rates Of dut)". s2 
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IV.--COTTON ·YARNS. 

<?ur sub~ission a!so includes an application for a reduction in the duty 
on Imports mto IndIa of cotton yarns of United Kingdom origin. 

We include in ,our range of samples a number which are representative 
of the margins of priee obtaining in the market as between Indian and 
United Kingdom products, and we submit that this evidence supports our 
application. We believe that it can be shown that, quite apart from equat
ing the differences between fair selling price.~ in the terms of the reference 
to the Tariff Board, a reduction in the rate~ of import duty on yarns of 
United Kingdom origin would be advantageons rather than detrimental to 
the Indian cotton industry as a whole, and free from any injurious' conse
q1J.ences as regards the spinning section of the Indian industry. A large 
proportion of the yarn imports from the pnited Kingdom have been for 
some time past, and will certainly remain, of types and counts that are 

-either not produced in India at all or not produced in sufficient quantities 
to cater for the modern needs of consumers, whether in the handloom 
section or the mill section. A reasonable reduction in the rate of import 
duty would therefore opprate principally in the dire('tion of reducing prices 
of the cloth made in India into whi('h the yarn enters, and would not have 
the effect of creating competition with Indian spinners of a character likely 
to prejudice their prospects. 

In discussions of the matter in past years, it has frequently seemed to 
us that, in certain quarters in India, a somewhat exaggerated view has 
been held and expressed as to the importance of the part played in the 
activities of the Indian textile industry as a whole by United Kingdom 
imports of yarn. In 1931-32 the quantity of yarn spun in Indian mills was 
966,000,000 lbs., whereas imports from the United Kingdom were just under 
12,006,000 lbs., or something less than Ii per cent. Since that dat~ United 
Kingdom imports have declined further, and Indian productIOn, has 
increased. 

Much greater importan('e, from an Indian point of view, attaches to 
the importa1;;ons of cotton yarns from Japan and China. In the last com
plete year importations from these two !'ountries amounted to two-and-a
half times the quantity imported from the United Kingdom. In addition 
to being more significant from the point of view of volume, they were, far 
more than in the ('ase of United Kingdom products, of a type directly 
competing with Indian spinners. 

On all previous O('('asions it has been the misfortune of the United 
Kingdom industry that the Indian duties on their yarns should have been 
fixed more with regard to the cir('umstances surrounding imports from 
foreign countries, principally, Japan and China, than those attendant upon 
the United Kingdom trade, whilst on other occasions revenue considerations 
have led to dnty increases not called for under the policy of discriminating 
protection. Thus the first imposition of a duty on United Kingdom cotton 
yarns, which occurred in 1922, and was at the rate of 5 per cent. ad 'Valorem, 
arose purely from rev(·nue considerations. The Yarn Protection Act of 192i 
imposed a specific alternative duty of Ii annas per lb., and it will be every
where agreed that this action was occasioned entirely by the conditions then 
existing as regards Japanese competition. This duty was imposed for three 
years, during which time competition from China developed considerable 
strength. which led to the extension of the duty in 1930 for a further period 
of three years. In 1931 the urgent requirements of revenue It'd to the 
addition of a surcharge at the rate of 25 per cent., and it was not until 
1934 that there was a re('ognition of the different circumstances existing 
in connection with trade in United Kingdom cotton yarns. This recog
nition took the form of a small revision in a downwa.rd direction of the 
rates of duty on Unitpd Kingdom products, with a small preference, bnt 
it is our submission that the reductions were not as large as the circum
stances warranted. The present enquiry affords "an opportunity for lin 
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ascertainme~t ~f th~ requirements of the position as regards United King
dom yarns III; ~olatlon from all others, and we trust the Tariff Board will 
record an OpInion favourable to our representations. 

:r'he st:,tistics given in the Appendix indicate the degree to which the 
l!mted K~ngdom yarn trade has suffered from the measures adopted from 
tlD~e to time ~o. protect the Indian spinning industry from Japanese or 
ChInese competitIOn, or to serve the ends of revenue. 

We desire to ~mphasise p~rticularly t~e detrimental consequences to our 
trade of the speCific duty which has obtaIned for many years on all couuts 
of yarn, and since the 1934 Act has obtained on counts 50's and under. 
We believe that this duty has penalised our trade to .a degree that was 
!lot intended by the Government ~f I!ldia. It has had the effect of impos· 
Ing .on the type~ of yarn to whICh It has been applicable in practice, a 
barner so mucl:~ In exces& of ,,:h:,t. was necessary to equate fair selling prices 
as to prove eqUivalent to prohibition. We fully recognise that when dealing 
with extremely low-priced importations from China and Japan, a specific 
duty may be necessary on protective grounds, in order to maintain the 
margins which were intended. We contend, however, that the same con
siderations by no means apply to the prices at which the yarns normally 
supplied by the United Kingdom are offered, and that· a uniform ad 
valorem rate which strikes a fair average, whilst its incidence may be less 
in one case than another on the prices per lb., will in practice cover such 
margins as exist. 

I 

We submit that vie~ing the needs Qf the Indian industry and Indian 
consumers as a whole, the continued .importation of yarns of the type 
supplied by the United Kingdom is desirable, and that any weighting of 
the duty above strictly moderate levels will serve no good purpose whatso
ever on a long view. 

V.-A.BTIFICIAL SILK FABBICS AND MIXTURES. 

Our submission embraces an application for reductions in the import 
duties on United Kingdom fabrics of artificial silk and mixtures thereof 
with ~otton. 

Included in our range of samples will be fOllnd a number of items. repre
sentative of the position in the trade in. these two c~asses. . We submit that 
the margins between the prices of Indl/Ioll and Umted KIngdom prod~cts 
thus revealed, thoroughly well justify a reductio~ ill; the present dutl~S, 
and we shall be prepared in the course of our examInatIOn before .t~e SpeCial 
Tariff Board to table further information about the market pOSitIOn. 

We feel however that if our appearance before the Special Tariff BoQ.r.d 
is to evok~ the nedessary full and frank examination of all the fac~s, It 
would hardly be right to pass over without comment a. number o~ conSidera
tions which, as those familiar with the trade recogmse, appreCIably affect 
the problems before the Board. 

At the outset we would state that what the Un~ted Kingdom desi~es is 
to be in a position to supply a reasonable propor~lOn .of the :;rket \~e
quirements, including those wnich are at present beIng Importe rom 0 er 
sources. 

The figures in Table 6 show that in recent years the United Kingdom 
bas had only an insignificant proportion of these imports. 

From .these import figures it will be seen that Japan has ~ubs~antially 
increased her trade in 100 per cent. artificial silks and has mamtaIned her 
position' in mixtures since- the Indo-Japa~ese ~greement. was conclu~ed. 
Moreover the· figures do not take into consideratIOn those Imports of plece
goods which have entered India in the form .of cut lengths under the cat~
gory of fents. Due recognition should be given to the fact that trade m 



imp?rted artificial silk f~briloS and mixtures in the Indian market is large1y 
domlllated by that portIOn of the total requirements which is drawn from 
Japan .. ~t sets the standa,rd of . price and quality. In sharp contrast with, 
the position. as regards ('otton plecegoods, Japanese imports of these fabrics 
are no~ ~ubJect to any ul~imat~ quantitative limitation. This situation in 
our opinion calls for consideratIOn by the Government of India when they 
are free to embark upon it. 

We ~ay re~a~k t~at the Government of India did not see fit to impose 
on foreign artificial Silk goods the alternative specific duties recommended 
by the Clare-Lees Mission, 1933, which we understood were similar to those 
reoommended by Indian textile interests. Had it been possible to act on 
these proposals, the situation to-day might well have been different and 
we believe that a reasonable increase of United Kingdom imports ~ould 
haye .ensued as a res~1t. It will be seen from the figures, however, that 
thiS Increase has not taken place, but that the United Kingdom imports 
have remained almost stationary. ' 

It is appropriate to mention at this point that although the lower duties 
on United Kingdom artificial silk goods since April, 1934, ha.ve not resulted 
In any appre.ciable increase of United Kingdom exports, yet the Indian 
~"roduction of artificial silk goods in that time has notably increased, as is 
demonstrated by the fact that imports of artificial silk yarn into India have 
increased by 6,806,000 Ibs. from 9,809,000 Ibs. in 1933-34 to 16,615,000 Ibs. 
in 1934-35, which clearly indicates a very substantial increase in Indian 
fabric production. 

Reviewing, therefore, the position as a whole, it will be seen that since 
April, 1934, both Indian production and foreign imports of artificial silks 
have notably increased, whereas United Kingdom imports have remained 
a. negligible amount in relation to the total supply. The failure of United 
Kingdom imports to rise to any appreciable extent since the 1934 Textile 
Tariff Act, whilst both Indian and foreign made cloths have enjoyed a. 
greater market, demonstrates that the rates of duty applicable to United 
Kingdom goods have definitely been too high to afford United Kingdom 
manufacturers a. fair chance of securing a share of a. growing market. 

We feel it is not inappropriate to mention here that two changes occur
ring during the l)ast year 1934-35, have been to the disadvantage of United 
Kingdom suppliers. Firstly there has been a. progressive reduction in the 
prices of imported yarns into India, whereas yarn prices in the Uni~d 
Kingdom have remllined about the same; secondly, there was a. reductIOn 
in the export drawback on United Kingdom goods which was equivalent to 
an increase of 3d. per lb. on export prices. 

In this connection, and although not strictly relevilut to the present 
('ase, we would like to place on reC'ord the possibility that the United 
Kingdom export drawbal'k might be totally removed in the near fut\~re, 
and this would involve a further increllse of 6,1. per lb. on all export pnces 
of artificial silk goods from the United Kingdom. 

In conclusion, we sug:gest that the statistical position of United Kingdom 
artificial silk imports in relation to the volume and progress of Indian 
manufacture coupled with the predominating position of Japan as an im
porter inevitably lead to the conclusion that the United Kingdom enjoys 
only a statio and negligible quantity of the I\vailable volume. the total of 
which is constantly increasing. ' 

These considerations make it possiblo for us to submit that an appredable 
reduction of the dutiE'S on United KingdOlu goods would be merely in 
C'onformitv with the essentially reC'iproC'al requirements of Indian-United 
Kingdom ~trade and would not adverRely affect Indian industrial interests. 
Sueh a reduction would also be in aocordance with the terms of reference 
of the Special T8l'iff BOIII'd. 
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3.-lndia: Imports of Cotton Yarn • 
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4.-Indi~: Imports of Cotton Piece~oods. 
4a.-In~la: Imports of Plain Grey Cotton .Piecegoods. 
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of Cotton 

6.-In~la : I~ports of Artificial Silk Piecegoods. 
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NOTE ON SOURCES~ 

'I'.he informa~ion in this Appendix, with the exception! of Table 2, is' 
ubtamltd . fl"Om th~ following publications issued by tne lDepartment of 
CommerCial Intelligence and Statistios, India: - : 

Annual Statem~nt of the Sea-borne Trade of British !India. 
Accounts Relatmg to the Sea-borne Trade of British India. 
Trade at Stations adjacent to Land Frontier Routes. 
l\Io~thly Statistics of Cotton Spinning and W Itaving in Indian Mills. 
Indian Trade Journal. -

TABLE I.-India: Produ,ction" I1nports, a'nd Oonsumption, 01 Ootton 
Piecegoods. 

(HUlion yards ) 

IIIDIAB l'IIODll"CfiOIl. IlIPORTS. EXPORTS. 

j I 
.eg 

g~ -- ::l 
.!1~ I~~ g g~ j ..,,, .., -a i Ioi !~ 

:;:j " 
-0 ~ !t~ 

ill "!l 0 ~ ~ ~6 ~8 )&I Eo< Eo< 
,., 8"~ 

------ --- --- ---- --'- --- ---
1900·01 422 692 J.,114 2,003 1,972 .. 111 128 2,878 9·8 
1901-02 611 880 1,391 2,190 2,164 .. 120 148 8,813 11'2 
1902-03 624 960 1,484 2,107 2,071 .. 109 121 3,361 11'3 
1903-04 689 872 1,461 2,033 1,997 .. 125. 180 3,239 10·8 
1904-05 678 828 1,506 2,288 2,251 .. 136 136 3,523 11·7 

1905-06 700 1,084 1,784 2,463 2,415 .. 129 128 3,990 13·2 

1908-07 708 1,148 1,856 2,818 2,276 .. 116 126 3,934 12·9 

1907-08 808 1,108 1,916 2,531 2,487 .. 112 130 4,205 13·7 

1908-09 824 l,lo16 1,940 1,992 1,941 .. 113 122 3,697 12·0 

1909-10 964 896 1,860 2,193 2,141 .. 126 123 8,804 12·2 

1910-11 1,043 908 1,951 2,308 2,252 .. 134 146 3,979 12'7 

1911-12 1,186 1,044 2,180 2,438 2,379 1 118 176 4,824 13·7 

1912-1S 1,220 1,040 2,260 3,022 2,942 6 125 175 4,982 15·8 

1913-14 1,164 1,068 2,232 3,197 3,104 9 130 155 5,146 16·3 

1914-15 1,136 1,184 2,320 2,445 2,378 16 110 118 6,437 U·S 

1915-16 1,442 1,084 2,526 2,148 2,049 39 161 129 4,384 13·8' 

1916-17 1,578 756 2,334 1,934 1,766 100 309 162 3,797 12·0 

1917-18 1,614 812 2,426 1,656 1,430 95 234 15~ 3,598 11·4 

1918-19 1,451 1,052 2,503 1,122 867 238 187 161 3,271 10·3 

1919-20 1,640 664 2,204 1,081 976 76 239 145 2,901 9-1 

1920-21 1,581 1,148 2,729 1,510 1,292 170 170 106 3,964 12'4 

1921-22 1,732 1,192 2,924 1,090 955 90 187 110 8,717 11·7 

1922-23 1,725 1,328 8,053 1,593 1,453 108 186 126 4,334 13'0 

1923-2' 1,702 1,004 2,706 1,486 1,819 123 201 112 8,879 11'9 

1924-25 1,970 1,266 8,226 l,S23 1,614 155 230 118 4,706 14·3 

1925-26 1,954 1,108 8,062 1,564 1,287 217 233 168 4,225 '12·8 

1926-27 2,269 1,276 8,535 1,788 1,467 244 280 180 It 4,863 14-6 

1927-28 2,357 1,272 8,629 1,973 1,543 323 257 179 6,166 15·3 

1928-29 1,893 1,032 2,926 1,937 1,456 357 250 166 4,447 13'0 

1929-30 2,419 1,348 3,767 1,919 1,248 562 219 127 5,340 15·5 

1930-31 2,561 1,336 3,897 890 523 321 188 91 4,508 12·9 

1931-32 2,990 1,464 4,454 776 888 840 208 106 4,917 13·9 

1932-33 8,170 1,656 4,826 1,225 597 679 170 106 6,775 16·2 

1988-34 2,945 1,404 4,349 796 426 349 157 111 4,877 13·5 

1984-35 3,397 1,42.4 4,821 996 562 411 148 100 6,571 15·3 
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TABLIII 2.-Ifldia: Ootto-n. Spifldles afld Looms. 

(ooO's omitted.) 

SPINDELS. POWEB LoOlllS. 
Operatives -- Employed. 

In Average In Average 
Place Working. Place Working. 

-
1900 161-2 4,946 .. 40·1 .. 
1901 172·9 5,007 .. 41·2 .. 
1902 181·0 5,007 .. 42·6 .. 
1903 18H 5,043 4,715 44·) 39·2 
1904 184·8 5,118 4,701 45·3 41·7 

1905 . 195·3 5,163 4,815 50·1 45·5 
1906 208·6 5,280 5,018 52·7 49·1 
1907 205·7 5,333 5,039 58'4 52·3 
1908 221·2 5,756 5,291 67·9 61·2 
1909 236'9 6,053 5,526 76·9 66·1 

1910 233·6 6,196 5,290 82·7 69·6 
1911 230·6 6,357 5,393 85·4 73·5 
1912 243·6 6,464 5,493 89·0 77-1 
1913 253'8 6,597 5,737 94·1 82·6 
1914 260·3 6,779 5,848 104·2 85·2 

1915 265·3 6,849 5,704 108·0 86·9 
1916 274·4 6,840 5,901 110·3 96·0 
1917 276·8 6,739 6,068 114·6 100'8 
1918 282·2 6,654 5,988 116·5· IOH 
1919 293·3 6,690 6,046 118·2 103·0 

1920 31H 6,763 6,239 119·0 105·2 
1921 . 332·2 6,871 6,407 123'8 111·7 
1922 343·7 7,331 6,549 134·6 117·3 
1923 347·4 ~928 6,760 144·8 120·8 
1924 356·9 ,313 6,963 151·5 128·3 

1925 367·9 8,511 7,454 154·2 135·5 
1926 373·5 8,714 7,264 159·5 136·0 
1927 38·l-ij 8.703 7,522 162·0 146·2 
1928 360·9 8,704 6,505 166·5 126·2 
1929 346'9 8,907 6,957 175·0 133·9 

1930 384·0 9,125 7,979 179·2 156·7 
1931 395·5 9,312 8,094 182'4 157·6 
1932 . 403·2 9,506 8,323 186·3 161'3 
1933 400·0 9,572 8,202 189·0 162'8 
1934 • 384·9 9,613 7,845 195·0 158·8 

NOTll:.-The averages of working spindles and looms are for years ending June 30 
up to 1913. 

Thereafter they rofer to years ending August 31. 
Source: Annual Report oJ the BombaylllillolCftU". A8SOI'iation. 



-- 1924·25. 1925·26. 

TOTAL 55,907 51,688 

United Kingdom 20,759 15,980 

Ja.van . 32,325 33,525 

China. . 399 56 

TABU S.-India: Imporfa 01 Ootton. Yat"fl.. 

(Total all kinds, all counts.) 

1926·27. 1927·28. 1928·29. 1929·30. 1930·31. 

49,~ 52,345 43,766 43.882 29,140 

20,106 20,560 23,094 20,112 10,315 

26,619 16,975 7,632 10,870 6,895 

930 12,045 11,397 10,495 11,723 

NOTB ON IMpORT DUTIBS ON COTTON YARN. 

(Thousand Ibs.) 

1931·32. 1932·33. 1933·34. 1934·35. 

31,575 45,103 32,055 34,013 

11,913 13,357 9,952 9,784 

' 6,206 18,149 11,684 11,339 

13,215 13,305 10,229 12,768 

Before 1922, cotton yarn was admitted duty free from.allsonrces. In 1922 a dnty of 5 per cent. ad, valorem was introduced. This was supple· 
mented in 1927 by an alternative" specific duty of It annas per lb. 

The Snpplementary Budget of September 1931, increased the duty by a 25 per cent. revenue suroharge, and by the Indian Tariff (Textile Pro. 
tection) Amendment Act of 1934, the duties were defined as follows :-

Counts above 50s: (i) Of British manufa.cture 5 per cent. 
(ii) Not of British ma.nufacture 61 per cent. 

Counts 50s and below: (i) Of British manufacture 5 per cent. or 11 anna.s per lb. 
(ii) Not of British ma.nufacture 61 per oent •. or Ii annas per lb. 



TABLE 4.-India: Imports 01 Cotton Piecegood,. 
(Million yards.) . -- 1924.25. 1925·26. 1926.27. 1927·28. 1928·29. 1929·30. 1930·31. 1931·32. 1932·33. 1933·34. 1934·35. 

T otal all kinds-

Total . . 1.823,2 1,563·7 1.787'9 1.973-4 1,936,8 1,919'3 890·0 775·6 1,225'3 795·8 995·8 
Unil;(>d Kingdom 1,614'0 1,286'7 1,466'9 1,543-1 1,456-1 1,247'5 523'4 383·5 597-1 425·8 561·5 
Japan • • 155·3 216·8 243·6 323·1 357·3 562·0 320·8 339·8 579·7 349·0 410·5 

Total Gr"y-
Total • 845·5 709·1 748·4 875·5 838·6 925·5 365·0 249·4 356·0 230·2 297-4 

, United Kingdom 727·4 56H 588·8 651·2 581·6 520·5 143·3 59·7 11H 88·2 102·7 
Japan • • 109·6 142·6 154·9 214·8 241'7 393'7 218·3 185·2 243·9 141·6 193·8 

Plain Groy-
Total • 354·5 279·9 277·3 347·6 351·2 423·5 193·7 166·0 217-5 140·0 178·1 
United Kingdom 237·3 146·4 146·4 157·1 128·8 76·0 25·4 28·9 32-1 27-1 25-1 
Japan I' 109·0 128·4 126·2 180·9 207-1 336·1 164·9 132·6 184·5 112·5 152·2 

Bordered Grey-
Total • • 491·0 429·2 471·1 527·9 487·5 502-1 171·3 83-4 138·5 90·2 119·3 
United Kin\(dom 490·1 415·0 442-4 494-1 452·8 444·5 117·9 30·8 79·1 6H 77·6 
Jap",n ·8 14·2 28·6 33-8 34·6 57·6 53·4 52·6 59·5 29·1 41·5 

l 

Bleached-
Total 548·9 465-1 571·0 556·5 554·1 473·6 271·6 279·7 412·7 261·9 285·2 
United Kingdom 532·9 446·3 550·3 526·8 525·4 435·9 230·0 207·0 281·0 184·2 236·7 
Japan 4·5 4'7 2·9 5·6 5'5 13·9 28-1 59·8 120·4 75·2 40·3 



TABLII '.-India: Import, 01 Ootton Piecegood_ontd. 

-- 1924-25 • . 1925-26. 1926-27. 1927-28. 1928-29. 1929-30. 1930-31. 1931-32. 1932-33. 1933·34. 1934·35. 
) . 

Ptinted-
, 

Total 189·0 166·9 17,6'9 235·3 244·4 199·9 106'5 104-9 236·9 140·2 199'7 

United Kingdom 176'3 150·4 154-2 189·8 175·1 130·6 70·9 50·9 88-4 55·9 97-1 

. Japan 4·9 8·2 8·7 21·9 36·0 52·5 29·9 48·5 '144'7 83·8 101'7 

Piece-Dyed-

Tot .. 1 142·2 106·9 157·0 158·3 155·6 151'0 93·1 93·0 147·7 102·6 127-1 

United Kingdom 121-4 82·7 120·2 116·9 116·3 106·3 58·8 55·2 94·7 76'5 10j.2 

Japan 12-4 17·6 26·1 29·9 23·3 27·6 23·5 28'7 43'5 24·9 18·5 

Yam-dyed-

Total 75·8 92·1 113·6 111-2 106·9 132·5 46·2 25-4 40-1 25·9 34-1 

United Kingdom 40:7 34·3 43·9 45'5 44·2 41'8 18·0 4·2 11·3 10·0 13·6 

Japan 23·7 43·7 51·0 51'0 50·5 74-1 21·0 1'1·5 26'0 15·4- 19'6 

Fents--
-'-

Total . 21·9 23·7 2I-l 36'5 37·1 36·7 7·6 23·3 31·7 35·0 52·2 

Unitdd Kingdom 15·2 11-6 9'5 13·0 13·5 12'0 2'0 6'0 10·' 11·1 9·2 

Japan .. .. - .. .. ·3 ·1 .. ·1 1·2 8·2 36·7 

I 



TABLE 4a.-India: ~mports 0/ Plain Grey Cotton Piecegoods. 
: (Million yards.) 

~ -- 1924·25 1925·26 1926·27 1927.28 1928·29 1929·30 1930·31 1931·32 ~932·33 1933·34 

Drills and Jeans-
, 

·United Kingdom ·4 ·9 ·6 ·3 '3 ·3 ·1 .. 1 .. ·1 Japan 14'5 16·2 11·8 9·0 10·0 12·5 2·0 2'3 I 1·0 1·3 Total 17·3 19·4 14·9 11·2 11·8 13-4 2·4 2·9 ,1·3 1·6 . 
Jaconet (including Madapo. 

lams, Mulls and Cnm. 
brics)-

United Kingdom 89·0 56'8 72·5 78·9 78'5 52·6 19·2 23·6 26·6 22-1 
Japan '. • ·3 ·1 .. .. ·3 ·3 .. .. ·1 .. ~ Total . 89·3 57·0 72·6 78·9 78·8 53·0 19·2 23·7 26·8 22·1 

Longeloth and Shirtings-
76:9 3·8 United Kingdom . 145·5 87·2 70'8 48·4 21·2 5-l 3·4 3·8 Japan 59·8 83·6 97·3 153·6 191·5 310·0 158·9 127·0 178·6 109'0' Tota.l 206·1 171·2 168·6 233·4 252·0 340·1 166·3 133·8 ; 182·8 112'8 

Sheetings-
United Kingdom ·1 ·1 ·2 .. .. .. ," .. .. Japan . 34·3 28·2 16·2 18·2 5·0 13·0 3·7 3·2 4·8 2·2 
Total 39·3 30·4 18·3 23·0 6·5 14·7 4-l 3·7 5-l 2·2 

Total Plain Grey-
27·} United Kingdom 237·3 146·4 146·4 157-1 128·8 76·0 25'4 28'9 32·1 

Japan .. . 109·0 128·4 126·2 180·9 207·1 336·1 164·9 132·6 184·5 112·5 
Total 354·5 279·9 277·3 347·6 351·2 423·5 193·7 166·0 217·5 140·0 



TABLE S.-India: Rates 01 D'Ut1l on Cotton Pieceaood.! 

Ad Valorem (per cent.). Minimum Specific Duty ou 
Plain Grays (Annu per lb.). 

-- Ezcise (per cent.) 
United Foreign. United Foreign. Kingdom. Kingdom • 

. _-
1921·1925 . 11 II .. .. 31 
1926·1930 11 II .. .. .. 
1930·1931 .. . . 15 20 3t I 3t • .. 
1931, April-September • 20 25 31 3t .. 
'September, 1931-Aug., 1932 25 31i 4t I 4t .. 
August, 1932--June, 1933 25 50 4t 5i .. 
.Jun~ 1933--January, 1934 25 75 41 I 6t .. 
From January, 1934 25 50 41 i 51 .. 

The EXCIse duty was finally removed In December, 1925. 

TABLE 6.-India: Imports of Artificial Bilk Pieceaoods. 
(Thousand yards) 

-- 1924.25 1925·26 1926·27 1927·28 1928-29 1929-30 1930-31 1931-32 1932·33 1933.34 1934-35 

--- -
Artificial Silk PiecegoodH 

(including Artificial Silk and 
. cotton mixtures up to and 

, 

including 1930·31)-
17,020 15,362 41,978 53,141 49,801 56,600 Total • 51,495 74,473 112,819 40,398 67,601 

United Kingdom 8,164 6,513 16,079 14,263 12,619 7,227 2,407 410 430 431 465 
Japan 6 9 40 1,134 3,779 25,038 38,207 173,309 111,703 39,631 66,643 
Italy • 4,964 4,978 13,901 16,022 17,805 11,473 5,575 346 128 81 147 
Swi17~erland 2,090 2,317 6,698 11,055 7,048 6.842 3,169 6 3 16 .. 
United Kingdom as pel'. 47·97 42·40 38'30 26·84 25·34 12·77 4·67 ·55 ·38 1-07 ·69 

centage of Total. 



• --- 1931-32 1932-33 1933-34 1934-35* 

Artificial Silk and Cotton Mixture Piecegoods (not distinguished IICparately from artificial silk 
pie~egoods until 1931-32)-

Total. 10,166 12,438 14,255 12,954 

United Kingdom -. 1,236 3,148 2,302 3,283 

Japan. . . . . . . . 1,260 2,798 8,596 8,126 

Italy . . ' . 4,866 4,377 3,021 1,337 

Switzerland .. I 1,975 987 157 23 
-

United Kingdom as percentage of Total . .. - . . 12·16 25·31 16·15 25·34 

'" Figures for 1935 include piecegoods of artificial silk mixed with all materials. 

NOTES Olf IMPORT DUTIES ON RAYON PIEOEGOODS. 

Prior to 1931, imports of pure rayon piecegoods and rayon mixtures were subject to a duty of 15 per cent. ad valorem. In March of that year 
the duty was raised to 20 per cent. in each case. The Supplementary Budget of September, 1931, raised the duties (inolusive of the revenue 
·surcharge) to 50 per cent. ad valorem for· pure rayon piecegoods and 341 per cent. for mixtures. In March 1933, alternative specific duties were 
imposed, the rates being 4 annas per square yard for pure rayon piecegoods and 2 annas 3 pies per square yard for mixtures, and in December a furti¥,lr 
modification increased the ad 'ValC11'em rate for mixtures to 50 per cent. The duties were brought to their present level in May, 1934, when preferential 
duties were applied to rayon goods for the first time. Translating the precise wording of the Customs Tariff Schedules into trade terms and dis
regarding for the moment some less important items, the present duties applicable to the bulk of current business may be described as follows :-

On artificial silk fabrics of United Kingdom origin: 30 per cent. ad valC11'em or 2i annas per square yard; 
On artificial silk fabrics of foreign origin: 50 per cent ad valC11'em or 4 annas per square yard. 
On mixture fabrics of artificial silk ant cotton,of United Kingdom origin: 30 per cent. ad valorem or 2 or' "'2i annas per square yard; 
On mixture fabrics of artificial silk and cotton of foreign origin: 50 per cent. ad valC11'em or 31 or *4 ann&s per square yard. 

'" Fabrics oontaining more than 50 per cent. artificial silk pay the higher duty. 
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TABLII T.-United Kingdom: Import. oj ChieJ Commodities from India 

OOORT DUTIES. 
, 

1934. r--------.--------
General. Preferential. 

---------------------- ----------1----------1 ---------
Rice, Meal and Dust. • • 
Groundnut and Linseed Cake and 

Meal. 
Tea. • • • • 
Collee, not kiln dried, roasted or 

ground. 
Rice (whole) • • • 
Tobacco (unmanufactured)

Stripped. 
Unstripped • • • • 

N ute and Kernels for expressing oils 
-decorticated. 

Sawn Teak 
Pig Iron. • • • 
Steel Sheet and Tinplate Bars 
Pig Lead. • • • 
Jute Piece Goods, Sacks and Bags 
Carpete and Rugs • • • 

Total above items 

Total Importe from India 

£000 
70s 
659 

13,150 
273 

250 

282 
33 

691 

279 
229 

74 
542 

1,686 
385 

752 
1,299 

14.987 
233 

319 

235 
97 

631 

495 
311 

68 
475 

1,484 
544 

19,241 21,930 

32,308 42,094 

10 per rent. 
10 per eent. 

4d. per lb. 
14/- per cwt. 

Id. per lb. 

9/6! per lb. 
9/6 per lb. 

10 per cent. 

10 per cent. 
33t per cent. 
£3 per ton. 
10 per cent. 
20 per cent 
20 per cent. 

Free 
Free 

2d. per lb. 
4/8 per cm. 

Free 

7 Wi per lb. (0) 
7/5! per lb. (0) 

Free 

Free 
Free (b) 

Free 
Free 
Free 
Free 

. (a) The duties given are for tobacco with 10 per cent. or more of moisture content. 
The duties on tobacco with less than 10 per cent. moisture content are:-

Stripped 
Unstripped 

" 

General. 
10/6! per lb. 
10/6 per lb. 

Preferential. 
8/3! per lb. 
8/2! per lb. 

(b) The duties given are for pig iron other than that smelted wholly with charcoal, 
which is duty free from allsourees. In 1934 pig iron smelted wholly with charcoal 
accounted for 17 per cent. of the total United Kingdom import of pig iron. 

(2) Memo. regarding Co'mpOJl'ative Prices, dated the 80th November 1985; 
submitted by the United Kingdom Delegation. 

In presenting to the Special Tariff Board the supplementary statistical 
rompilation attached hereto, the UNITED KINGDOM COTTON INDUSTRY 
DELEGATION feel that it may be useful to amplify in some respects the 
explanations whi,ch appeared in section II of the case forwarded to the 
Board before the Delegation left England as to the mea1lling of the prices 
then in course of preparation. 

It is explained in the main document that a rang,,: of Indian products 
with their mill selling prices at regular intervals durmg the past several 
months was obtained. It is also explained that the Lancashire prices 
recorded in order to establish a comparison, represent the minimum prices 
which would have been accepted for actual business under the strongest 
competitive pressure, 
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THE SPECIAL TAlUFl!' BOARD may wish to be inform~d with somewhat 
greater partioularity how the United Kingdom prices quoted in the accom
panying tables were assembled. The method followed was to obtain as a 
basis the lowest prices which would b~ accepted by representative Lancashire 
manufacturers for ,actual business. It may be taken that the prices secured, 
whilst strictly and sternly competitive, do not represent a loss to the makers. 
There were added to the prices so obtained the charges payable for the finish
ing process in cases where finished goods-were involved. There were also 
added the making-up and packing charges. Having thus arrived at a 
nett cost in the United Kingdom there was further added a sum representing 
the cost of freight and insurance in order to arrive at a minimum cost price 
delivered India. No additions whatsoever were made in respect of the 
finance which in practice would have been required to carry through actual 
transactions, or in regard to merchants' profits in Manchester or India, 
or handling ('harges in India. It was felt that these latter factors were 
open to some variation as between one transaction and another and one 
merchant house and anl1ther. Therefore it was thought better to present 
the SPECIAL TARIFF BOARD with nett prices, which would not be subject to 
any factors which might vary according to the market position. Accordingly 
the SPECIAL TARIFF BOARD may take it that the prices quoted are in fact 
lower than would actually be ('alculated to lead to acc~ptances in the 
Manchester market. This provides a margin of assurance that the prices 
are " rock bottom" for the PUl'PO!leS of comparison. The UNITED KINGDOM 
DELEGATION trust that the SPECIAL TARIFF BOARD will bear these consid~ra
tions in mind when comparing United Kingdom prices with Indian prices. 



ED.closurea. 
COMPARATIVE PRICES. 

TABLa 1.-Plain. Greys. 

PRICES (ANNAS). EXCESS AS PEB. 

Weight Unit CENTAaE. 
Description of Ref. No. 

Width Length per piece for 
Cloth. inches. yards. lhs. price. Excess Excess Indian. U.K. Indian. U.K. Indian. U.K. 

Shirtings BIOI 44·4 38 11-75 Piece 135·0 147·0 .. 12·0 .. 8·2 
B102 42·3 45 10·91 

lb. 
86'3 103·7 ., 17·4 .. 16·8 

BI03 ' " 39'5 31t/8 8'18 10·2S 10'97 '72 .. .. 6·6 

BI04 42·0 38 11'97 " 
'9·28 10·29 .. 1-01 .. 9·8 

B105 31·7 37t/8 4·91 
Pi~ce 

10'54 12·40 .. 1·86 .. 15·0 
CI00 34·8 38 8·84 92·3 90·1 2·2 .. 2-4 .. 
C101 38·0 38 11-18 ", 103·0 112·9 .. 9'9 .. 8'8 
0102 33'9 38 9·26 '" 89·7 95·3 .. 5·6 .. 5·9 
0103 36'1 37t/8 10'41 " 

89·0 91·6 .. 2·6 .. 2·9 
• . 

0104 37·3 37t/8 9·92 
" 

, 105'0 92·9 12-1 .. 13'0 .. 
C105 , 32·3 37t/8 6·75 

" 
67·0 66·2 ·8 .. 1·2 .. 

: 

Jaoonettes BllO 51-3 20 3·85 lb. 12·9 12·6 ·3 .. ·2 .. 
CllO, 44·2 20 4'42 Piece 66·0 58·1 7·9 .. 13·6 .. 

Mulls' B121 45·9 20 2·76 lb. 16·61 14·28 2·33 .. 16'3 .. .. 



TABLB 2.-Dhoti •• 

PRICES (ANNAs). 
EXOESS AS PIEB-

Weight Unit CBlITAGE. 
Description of Width Length 

Cloth. Ref. No. inches. yards. per piece for 

I 
lb •• pnce. Indian. U.K. Excess Excess Indian U;K. Indian. U.K. 

G rey . . B230 41·0 8 2-11 Pair 21·5 24'0 .. ' 2·5 ., 10·4 
B231 50·2 8 1'74 .. 29'5 27·3 2·2 .. 8·1 .. 
B232 41-1 5 '11 .. 12·0 11-8 ·2 .. 1·7 .. 
C230 33·3 8 1-05 

" 14·9 17·0 .. 2-1 ., 12·4 
C231 35·7 9 1-60 

" 18·a 21-1 .. 2·8 ., 13·3 
C232 40·0 91 1-44 

" 21·5 23-2 .. 1-7 .. 7·3 . 
C233 44·2 10 2·02 

" 29'6 27·6 2·0 .. 7-2 .. 
C234 44·4 10 1·97 

" 24'7 22'3 2'4 .. 10·8 ., 
C235 43·3 10 V74 .. 25·0 22'4 2·6 .. 11·6 
C236 44·3 10 1-93 " 21·6 22·6 .. 1·0 .. 4:4 

Bleached B331 47-5 9 1'39 " 38·0 34·4 3·6 .. 10·4 .. 
B333 50'3 8 '98 " 38·1 32·9 5·2 .. 15·8 .. 
B334 44·2 8 1'70 " 28'0 29'4 .. 1-4 .. 4·8 
B335 47·9 8 1'24 " 27·0 27·4 .. ·4 .. 1-5 

B337 49·6 8 1-03 
" 45·0 38·7 6·3 .. 16·4 .. 

C330 41·9 10 1-24 
" 23'7 27·9 ., 4·2 .. 15-1 

C331 43·5 10 1-17 
" 23·7 27·4 .. 3·7 .. 13·5 



TABLa S.-Bleached. 

PRICES (ANNAS). EXOESS AS PEB· 
Weigbt Unit OENTAOE. 

Description of Width Length 
Cloth. Ref. No. -incbes. yards. per piece for 

I 
lbs. price. Excess Exceea Indian. U.K. Indian. U.K. Indian. U.K. 

, 
Shirtings . B300 32·6 42 9·58 Piece 133'8 133·3 ·5 .. ·4 .. 

B302 29·0 40 7·87 
" 93·5 107·2 .. 13'7 .. 12·8 

B303 34·7 40 8·43 " 147-1 131-8 15·3 .. U·6 .. 
B304 35·1 381/39 9·58 .. 108·0 116·8 .. 8'8 .. 7·5 
B305 27·8 40 7·39 " 87'3 100·8 .. 13'5 .. 13-4 

Nainsooka _. ~ B310 25·0 18 1-52 .. 23·5 26·8 .. 3'3 ., 12·3 
B311 25·5 18 1·44 , .. 24'3 25·0 ·7 2·8 
Ba12 24'8 18 1·39 " 24'5 22·5 2·0 .. 8·9 .. 
B313 25·0 ' 18 1·70 " 27·9 26'3 1-6 .. 6·1 ., 
B314 23·6 Split 18 -. 1-48 22'0 22'2 ·2 .. ·9 .. .. 
e302 25·0 18 1-60 .. 27·0 26'2 ·8 .. 3-l .. 
e303 24·8 Split 18 1'48 .. 26·5 23·0 3·5 .. 15·2 .. 
e304 24·9 18 1-55 " 29·2 26·5 2·7 .. 10·2 .. 
C305 25'4 18 1-40 .. 28·0 24·4 3·6 .. 14-7 .. 

Mulls B321 62'3 20 3-48 .. 75·0 71·9 3-l .. 4·3 .. 
B323 44'3 -- . 20 2·22 

" 62·8 56'7 6·1 .. -- 10-8 ..' 
Ba25 44-0 20 3·64 .. 57·0 50'6 6·4 .. 12·7 .. 
B327 48·0 20 4·15 .. 60'0 59·7 ·3 .. ·5 .. 
B328 48'01 20 2·51 .. 60·0 -60·0 ,., -.. ..... 
e320 44·8 ' 20 1-80 " 46-0 40·5 ~·5 .. 13·6 .. 
K321 42·5 18 .. 

" 35'0 35·5 .. '5 .. 1·4 
K325 32·5 25 .. .. 34·0 34-2 .. '2 , . ·6 



'.l'ABLII( 4.-Piece Dyed. 

PRICES (ANNAS). 
EXCESS AS PER-

Description of ' Width Weight Unit CENTAGE. 
Ref.NG.. Length per piece for Cloth. inches. yards. 

. .,. 

I 
lbs. price. Indian. U.K. Excess, 'Excess Indian. U.K. Indian. U.K. 

It • ,. 
s hirlings . B5.o.o 38·6 4.0 7'99 Piece 132·.0 149·2 .. 17'2 .. 11-5 

B5.ol 27'.0 39 3·33 .. 59'.0 72·2 .. 13'2 .. 18·2 
B5.o2 21·7 39 5·42 .. 8.0·.0 9.0·2 .. 10·2 .. 11-4 . B5.o3 15·8 } ~ 3.0 1·37 24·.0 31·5 .. 7·5 .. 23·9 .. 
B5.o4 25·9 00 39 4'95 .. 75'.0 74·3 '7 .. ·9 .. 
B5.o5 37-4 38/9 6·63, .. 81·.0 86·4 .. 5·4 .. 6·2 

ussore Poplin B531 28·.0 .. .. Yard 9·5.0 10·44 .. ·94 .. 9·.0 T 

TABLIIl 5.-Pri1llts (lind Yarn Dyed. 
.. 

EXOESS AS PER-

Description of Weight Unit PRIOES (ANNAS). OENTAOE. 
Ref. No. Width Length per piece for Cloth. inches. yards. Ibs. price. I Excess Excess Indian; U.K. Indian. U.K., Indian. U.K. 

, 
Printed 1 .' B4.o.o 27-1 4.0 3·86 Piece 84·.0 1.01·2 ., 17'2 .. 17·.0 
Shil'tinllS B4.ol 27·.0 4.0 3·69 9.0'.0 1.02·4 12·4 I 12'1 .. .. .. 
Chocolate· "I B42.o 27-1 3.0 4 • .06 

" ·9.0·.0 -. 89·4, ·6 .. ·7 .. 
Jeans ) B421 27·6 , 3.0 5'51 Yard 3·25 3·14 ·11 .. 3·5 .. 
Yam.Dyed 1 B6.ol • 28·9 .. .. .. 6·5.0 6·19 ·31 .. 5·.0 .. 
Shiltings. .l' B6.o2 31·.0 .. .. 

Pi~ce 
6·75 6·87 ·12 .. 1-7 

C600 28·.0 24, 4·18 9.0'.0 98'9 .. 8'9 .. 9·.0 
C6.ol 3.0·3 24 3,96 .. 91·.0 88·.0 3·.0 .. 3·4 .. 

Donas '/ C61.o 3.0·4 24 3·52 .. 9.0·.0 1.04·4 .. 14·4 .. 13·8 
Yarn.Dyed j . C611, 3.0·2 24 3·28 ... 1.04·.0 115'7. 11·7 .. 10·2 



<:l'AlILB 6.-Cotton. Yarns. 

PRICES (ANNAS). EXCESS AR PER. 
CENTAOE. 

D'escription of Yarn. Ref. No. Described Strength 
Counts. Ihs. 

Indian. U.K. Excess Excess Indian. U.K. Indian. U.K. ,. 
, ' . . 

Grey '. . . . ,l31OO 32 57·2 10·75, 11·11 .. ·36 .. 3·2 

BI02 32 39·0 9'97 10·30 .. '43 .. 4·1 

ClOO 32 37·8 10·20 10·37 .. ·17 .. 1-6 

BI03 40 59·0 14-03 15-11 .. 1-08 .. 7-l 

BI05 40 34·5 11-47 11-28 ·19 .. 1-7 .. 
0101 40 36·1 11-30 11·39 .. ·09 .. ·8 

, 

BI07 50 40·0 15·94 15-12 ·82 .. 5-4 

-BI08 50 40'8 15·22 - 14·85 ·37 .. 2'Li ' .. 
BI09 50 33·7 14-94 14-36 ·58 .. 4-0 .. 

Bleached . B200 2/28 155·8 15·00 " 16·13 .. 1-13 .. -7''0 

. B202 2/28 144·5 13·89, ., 15·15 • .. 1·26 . .. . 8·3, 
, 



TABLB 7.-ArlificiaZ Silk,. 

PRICBS (ANlI.18). 
EXCESS A9 PEB-

.- CENTAGB • 

Width Length 
Weight· Unit 

Ref. No. inches. yards. per piece for 
Ibs. price. Indian. U.K. Excess Excess IndiaB. U.K. 

Indian. U.K . . 
Cl · · · 25·5 40/5 .. Yard 2·67 3·53 .. ·86 .. 24·4 .. 

C2 · · · · ' . 28'7 40/5 .. " 
4·00 6·95 .. 2-95 .. ' 42·4 

C3 · · · · 28·7 40/5 .. .. 4·00 6·88 " 2·88 .. 41·9 

C4 · · · 44·0 40/5 .. " 
6·25 6·38 .. ·13 .. 2·0 

· C5 · · 44·0 40/5 ., .. 4·37 5·96 ., 1-59 .. 26·7 

C6 · · · . 44·0 40/5 .. " 
6·40 7·33 .. ·93 .. 12·7 

ClOO2 · · 26·7 40 4·75 .. 4·00 5-33 .. 1·33 .. 25·0 

CI003 · 30·1 40 5-54 .. 5·00 ' 6·29 .. 1-29 ., 20·5 

CI004 .. .- . 29-1 40 5·80 " 
3·67 3·92 ·25 .. 6,4 

CI007 44·6 30 5-46 " 
7-25 7-43 .. ·18 . . 2·4 ... 

ClOOR, · · 43·3 30 4·92 .. 6·25 6·50 .. ·25 .. 3·8 

BIOl3 · · 45·9 30 5·00 .. 5·00 7-04 .. • 2·04 .. 29·0 

BIOl4 45·8 30 4·96 " 
4·50 6·95 ., 2045 .. 35·3' 

BIOl5 · · .' 26·1 29 2-61 " 
2·00 3·70 .. 1·70 .. 45·9 



27~ 
(:l) SupplementaTJI MemOTanda IUbmitteil by th.e United Kinl1dgm Detellation. 

SUPPLEMENTARY MEMORANDUM No.1. 

CoKl'ABISON OlP CoKl'EflNG CLOTHS. 

[Questions 2 (a), (b), (0) and (d) in the Que~tionnaire.] 

The second question in the Questionnaire issued by the Speical Tariff 
~oard asks for a statelD:ent of ~he principal classes of goods other thalr yarns 
I~PO~ . from the UD.lted KI~gdom,. which compete directly or indirectly 
with similar goods produced In India and 'Vice 'Versa. It also asks for 
detailed particulars of one or more kinds of cloth which do so compete 
and which may be regarded as typical of their class. The Board furthe: 
asks for four sets of representative samples of each type of cloth of which 
particulars ant given. 

2. We realise the importance of this particular question in the 
Questionnaire, and we feel it is due to the Special Tariff Board to provide 
in written form certain explanations and amplifications to supplement what 
appears in the printed general case on behalf of United Kingdom interests 
which we forwarded before leaving England. 

3. In our Chairman's covering letter, it was explained that our general 
case was prepared before the Board's Questionnaire was in our hands. 
The unavoidable result is that the information we supply in that Case is 
not necessarily. in the same sequence as that adopted in the Questionnaire. 
We trust the Board will appreciate that, had we waited for the 
Questionnaire, we should have been left with insufficient time to prepare a 
satisfactory reply, but we think it will be found in practice that almost all 
the information the Board appears to desire from us has been embodied 
in our Case, and with the addition of the further explanations and facts 
which we shall be able to give whilst we are in India, we believe and 
hope that nothing matetial will be lacking in our submissions. 

4. The second question in the Questionnaire raises in concrete form one 
of the practical diffioulties which confront the Board in their Enquiry and 
all witnesses in framing their evidence. The difficulty in question arises 
from the almost endless variety in textile productions aqd the absence of 
individual and outstanding types of product which are standard as between 
all sources of supply. We note with, interest that, in framing Question 2, 
the Board themselves acknowledge the existence of this problem when they 
specially say that the competition regarding which they desire inform~t~on 
may be "indirect" as well as "direct". In the whole field of competitIOn 
between United Kingdom and Indian mills, we believe it is true ~ say 
that competition is far more frequently of an indirect character ~han ~l1'e<:t, 
if direct competition be construed in the sense of two products .ldentlCal. In 
every respect competing with one another purely on the basiS of price. 

5. Our answer to Question 2 is in fact to be found running through the 
whole of our printed Case. It may be summarised in the definite submission, 
whicli we now explicitly desire to make, that a fair picture of the existing 
conditions governing competition between the United Kingdom and. Indian 
mills cannot be obtained by proceeding on the assumption that there are some 
classes of goods in which such competition exists, and some in which it 
does not. It will certainly be true at any given moment that one or more 
types of product are feeling the existing competition rather more than 
other types. This will be true in both directions, and the types in regard 
to whioh this state of affairs prevails will vary from time to time, according 
to market tendencies, price movements, and efforts made by producers either 
in India or the United Kingdom to develop their trade in any individual 
class of goods. In such cases and at such times, it might be possible to say 
with truth that direct competition existed in connection with one or more 
specified classes of good~. It is <.>lI:r view, ~ow~ver, that there is ?,ot~ing 
fundamentally different In OOmpetitlOn of thiS kInd from the more Indirect 



,,;280 

competition which is th~ general rule and is, in our opUllon, the kernel of 
the problem. In other words, we believe that, when direct competition 
arises between' ·strictly eomparable . products, it is exceptional, and a solu
tion foundqd on cases which are the product of isolated cu:cumstances would 
not, we think, prove as satisfactory in practice as one based upon the 
general situation prevailing over the whole field of competition. 

6. If the matter be viewed from the point of view of the eventual 
purchaser, . we think it becomes much clearer why the situation is as we 

. describe it. The purchaser is interes~d, not so much in counts of yarn 
and reeds and picks, as. in obtaining a fabric within certain quit~ broad 
.lilnits which, in utility, appearance and durability, will meet his require
ments. It is true h~ chooses very largely by price, but he makes his choice 
without any technical knowledge, and he may and -does move his custom 
from one fabric to .another . without realising that, whilst his purchase is 
still within the same description or usage category, he has moved a very long 
way, from the point of view of the producer, and has bought a cloth which a 
technician ·would recognise as very different from the alternativ~ he has 
rejected. As with the eventual consumer, so it is with dealers, although 
to a less .~xtent, because they are more inclined to estilnate the suitability 
of a fabric ·by their knowledge of its technical construction. Still, they 
know that they can sell for the same purpose and to the same customer 
a cloth which varies widely enough in construction from its market alterna
tive to make direct price comparisons between the two materials. 

7. It is .because of these. circumstances that we are so firmly convinced 
that the best solution of the problem of competition between the United 
Kingdom and Indian mills is found in a uniform rate of ad valorem duty, 
and it is on the sam~ line of reasoning that we suggest the assessment of 
price margins should proceed on the basis of samples representative of 
Indian mill production as a whole rather than only on an attempt to select 
classes in whioh intense direct competition can be shown to exist regularly 
in the markets. A. fair selection of samples will no doubt contain items 
in which the competition is more direct than in others, but we suggest that 
the best rqsults will be obtained if the degree of direct competition is not , 
allowed to dominate the selection. . . 

8. Our selection of Indian samples was made on our behalf by agents 
well acquainted with the principal markets in India, and is, we believe, 
highly representative of the general position. We have put u~ United 
Kingdom prices for strictly comparable products, thus complying with the 
basis suggested in Question 2 to that extent. What we wish to make clear, 
however, is that, in providing a price for a strictly comparable product, 
we by no means infer that competing goods so precisely similar are coming 
on to .the Indian market from the United Kingdom. In a few cases they 
may b~, but in others, especially those wherQ the competitive position of the 
Indian mills is extremely strong, they will not be bought by Indian dealers 
in any volume for very obvious reasons, except for small quantities sold on 
the prestige of an old-established mark. Nevertheless, we consider that 
price comparisons so tendered, whether by ourselves or by Indian witnesses, 
are proper material for a fair settlement of the problem, because variations 
which one competitor may make in his product in an endeavour to meet 
competition are equally open to his rival, and it is of the essence of competi
tion in textile goods that it should embrace considerations of technioal 
construction as well as price pure and simple. The price margins obtaining 
between strictly comparable goods will be indicative of general conditions, 
and once a duty is fixed to equate the margin so ascertaintl.d, conditions 
will be perfectly fair as between both parties, irrespe.ctive of minor changes 
in construction which either may introduce to meet the ebb and flow of 
market requirements. 

9. We consider that our answer to Question 2 necessitates a reference 
.to Question fi wher~ it is suggested that prices should be furnished for each 
of the last fi;e years. The prices we have supplied, generally speaking, are 



of recent ~ate, an~ go no further b';ICk than April, ~935. In almost every 
case they wclude 1n the average prIces of very recent months. We desire 
to state that the price data going back five years' will not be at !ill reliable 
as a guide to present conditions so far as Lancashire is concerned. Between 
the year 1930 and the present date, Lancatlhire trad@ with India has 
plUil*ld through extremely difficult times. Apart from competition with 
the Indian mills, our constituents have had to face overwhelming competi
tion from Japan. The result has been that an intensivtf struggle to secure 
a share of the tremendously reduced volume of trade has been made by 
each and every firm in the market. In the attempt to achieve their 
ends they have been obliged to offer' cloths of technical construction 
oppr'lciably different_from those which figured in their order books prll.vious
ly. There has been widespread substitution of new cloth constructions 
in the effort to quote prices which would bring business, and it may be 
'doubted whll.ther the average Lancashire exporter to India has a· great 
many lines now selling in the India market which are identical·technically 
with those passing five years ago. As regards. covering so long a period 
01 the past five years in giving price quotations of Indian products, it 
seems to us that the Pl!riod has witnessed so remarkable a progress in 
Indian cloth manuf&oturing that more recent figures would be as desirable 
in their case as in ours. . 

10. On all.these grounds, we submit, for the consideration of the Board, 
that conditiollS for the next few years can be more safely determined from 
a study of the experience of the past six months than from enquiries based 
on prk'88 of an earlier date. 

SUPPLEMENTARY MEMORANDUM No.2. 

COMPARISONS OF CoMPETING YARNS. 

(Question 6 in the Questionnaire.) 

The 'character -of existing competition between United Kingdom imports 
and Indian mills in cotton yarns is similar in many respects to ·that which 
obtains in the piecegoods section, to which reference is made in our 
memorandum replying to Question 2. Nevertheless, there are certain not· 
unimportant respects in which .the trade in cotton yarnll is noteworthy 
for features peculiar to itself, and' these deservl;l some mention in amplifica
tion of our Case concerning cotton yarns. 

2. We desire to emphasise our belief that, in general, the major part 
of the United Kingdom yarn imports do not interfere with or prejudice. 
the prospects of Indian spinners in any shape or form. In the first place 
they are quantitatively extremely small as compared .w~th. the volume of 
Indian mill spinnings, and at the present time they coIUltitute o,llly 1Je.t ween 
one-quarter and. one-third of the total imports. 

3. 'These and other general aspects are brought. out in our mainsubmis
sions, and the point we particularly wish to stress in ·this suppleme.ntary 

. memorandum is that, in the yar~ trade, there can and does exist an import 
business, which certainly .does not compete directly ,with Indian spinning 
mills,and the indirect competitive ll.ffect of which is practically negligible. 
There .are types and counts of cotton yarn which are required either by 
handloom .weavers or Indian mill owners, the demand for which cannot be 
fully ,met without drawing on Lancashire supplies. The Lancashire 
spinning industry caters for the world markets in a number of .specialities 
in cotton yarns, and many countries with cotton industries of their .own 
to protect realise the advantage of drawing on Lancashire resources, and 
admit our yarns at low rates of duty. 

4. In connection ,with the Board's investigation into comparable prices 
we 'wi&htci ~enti~n thl\t where competition arises between United Kingdon: 
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imports and Indian mms' in the yarn trade it is in some cases competition 
in. .. strength" rather than anyt~ing else: If counts only be quo~d,' it 
might appear that the two articles were identical and, therefore that 
compet~tlOn wa~ quite direct in character. In point of fact, however, it is 
found In practloo that Vll.ry frequently Indian yarns of the same counts as 
U,nited. Kmg~om imports. are considerably stronger, owing to the practioo 
of. Indian. spmnel'S of uSing better cotton than is possible for Lancashire 
spinners if t~ey are to make quotations which will bring them business 
under the ruling rates of customs duty. Sup~rior strength is a factor of 
great importance in competition, and we suggest the Board should bear 
this in mind when comparing prices. 

5. Under the existing duties, all United Kingdom yarns selling at prices 
below 25 annas per lb. arll. liable to the specific duty if 50s counts and below. 
The result is that the protection actually afforded under present conditions 
in this part of the trade amounts to a great deal more than 5 per cent. Our 
submission is that such high margins of protection are not justified by the 
priCll. margins actually obtaining. , 

6. It should be noted that the handloom industry absorbs 1\ considerable 
proportion of the yarns imported from the United Kingdom. 

7. In view of all the foregoing considerations, we feel that, whilst it will 
be valuable for the Board to examine such individual IIxamples as we have 
furnished and as may be furnished by the Indian mills, it may prove diffi
cult in practioo to arrive at thoroughly satisfactory conclusions merely 

. on the basis inlplied by Questions 6 and 7 in the Questionnaire. As to the 
point of quoting priclIS for five years retrospectively, although the situation 
in the yarn trade is not quite the same as in the piecegoods business, we 
feel that reoont prices are 1\ sufficient and really 1\ more reliable guidl!, to 
t'te tr\lO state of competition. 

S. We venture to reiterate the suggestion in our main case that in 
considering India's protective requirements in, the yarn section, far greater 
significance attaches to imports from Japan and China than can possibly 
arise in connection with supplies from thll United Kingdom. 

SUPPLEMENTARY MEMORANDUM No.3. 

UNREMUNERATIVB, INFLATED AND • DIFFBRENTIAL PRICES OF UNITED KINGDOM 
ExPoRTS. 

(Questions 9 and 10 of the Questionnaire.) 

In reply to Questions 9 and 10, we wish to submit the general proposi
tion that yarbs and cloth from the United Kingdom are not being sold 
in India at unremunerative or unduly inflated pri~s, and that there is no 
case for the assertion that United Kingdom products are being exported 
to markets outside British India at relatively higher or lower prices. 

2. This is not to aay that it may not be possible to table authentic 
information about individual transactions which would appear to suggest 
the existence of prices of the kind'mentioned in the two questions under 
consideration. For reasons arising out of the m-ethods by which the trade 
is conducted it always has been possible for isolated cases of this kind to 
o('('ur. As f~r as we can see, it is virtually impossible to prevent suell 
isolated cases unless 1\ Government is prepared to legislate for the exception 
rather than the rule. 'Naturally if thl!, exceptions became numerous there 
would be a fair case fOl' action to be taken, but our contention is that 
in the Indian market such exceptions as exist to the general rule of 
perfectly' fair priC'e competition a~ few ,and far betwe~n,. and even. then 
not extrome in character. A great deal ,of tbe trade IS mded bUSiness, 
and we certainly do not believe that United Kingdom suppliers will accept 
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liident orders which represent a loS'!. On the other hand, a certain amount 
of business is done by shipment from the United Kingdom for sale on the 
spot in India. 

3. In such cases the selling prices are governed by spot market conditions 
ruling at the time of sale, which in turn are governed by supply and demand 
and th~ competition of domestic and foreign made goods: Costs are not in 
such circumstances the sole governing factor, nor are replacement values, 
although the latter would exercise an influenoe on market conditions and 
therefore on selling price..s. 

4. The method of selling would obviously be discontinued if it resulted 
in regular and persistent losses. There is quite certainly no such thing 
as selling at a 108a of set purposEl, and cases where losses may arise owing 
to markllt conditions. are neither frequent nor general. We therefore 
submit that enquiries into admittedly isolated cases of special prices, 
either on United Kingdom or Indian goods, would not justify the Tariff 
Board in varying conclusions reached on an examination of the general 
evidenoe. 

5. As regards prices in other markets, we can state· with every confidElnce 
that their exists nothing whatsoever in th~ nature of price dumping, either 
in India or elsewhere. It ·may bE! true that industries organised, as is 
that of Japan, in a few units and with a great deal of central control, can 
successfully Elmbark on price manQluvres of the kind implied in Question 10, 
but such a thing is quite impracticable in Lancashire. In the first place, 
the merchanting system in Manchester is of a kind which would put any 
such transactions outside the bounds of practicability, and in the second 
place it is only rarely that other markets take products identical with those 
sent to India. A great many of the firms dealing in thE! Indian market 
confine their attention to that market, and the same is true of firms dealing 
in. other markets. Whatever may be the pros and cons on other grouflds 
of this specialisation which exists in LancashirE!, it is clear that it makes 
price manQluvres almost impossible, and thll internal competition between 
merchant and merchant makes it out of the question that any firm should 
attempt to promote some long-view objectiVE! by consistently selling at 
unremunerative prioes. Were they to do so, they would merely play into the 
hands of their competitors, sinoe the moment thElY sought to raise prioes 
again, they would lose the connection they might have obtained by their 
low prices. , 

6. We take it that Questions 9 and 10 are really directed to thE! difficult 
issue of fair selling prices. We ourselves· have taken the line that when a 
price is one at which suppliers-whether Indian ,or United Kingdom-have 
been willing to sell over a substantial period, it is a fair selling price. 
Obviously if it contained an element of loss it could not be sustained for 
long, whilst, so far as the United Kingdo~ is, concerned, if it ~erE! undul! 
inflated it would hardly survive a second tIme m face of the terrific competI
tion between firm and firm which is a feature of the Manchester /il.xport 
market. 

SUPPLEMENTARY MEMORANDUM No.4. 

A NOTE ON THE PRESENT VIEW OF LANCASHIRE CONCERNlNG PROTEcrION FOR TBB 
, INDIAN INDUSTRY. 

Since our arrival in India, it has beel!- made c!ear t~ us t.itat many 
who wish to see United Kingdom-IndIan relatiOns, mcludmg trade 
exchanges develop along the most harmonious lines are concerned to know 
in what ~ttiiude towards the future of the Indi~n industry the Unit~d 
Kingdom industry has sent a Delegation to offer ~v.Idence before the SpeCIal 
Tariff Board .. Although these arE! ma~ters Of.oplnlOn rather than f~ct, we 
trust that we may be allow~ to submIt a brIef memorandum on thIS ques
tion, for publication along WIth the rest of our case, because we attach the 



~reatest importance to a continuance of mutual understanding and co
operatio~, ,whic~has been developed in several. directions since the last 
LancashIre Delegation was in India . 

. 2. ~ our princ.ipal statement of case, we have made clear that our 
obJect 'ls co-operatlOn. and no~ mutual destructiQn, but perhaps a fuller 

,reference to oUP- attItude wIll .bEl a helpful contribution to co=on 
\lnderstanding. , 

~. :~ea-re a~reed,. as the last Lancashire- Delegation was, that the 
IndIan l~dustry IS entItled to ~easonable protection against United Kingdom 
cotton p1e.cegoods. We recogmse as proper and natural the Indian desire 
to . witnes~ p~og~essiv~ develop~ent of the industry of India, and we do not 
think thIS IS mconsistent wIth our own desire to enjoy a satisfactory 
volume of trade in a :t.narket where consuming power hilS every reason to 
d~velop, thanks to the mfluence of many factors of which United Kingdom 
contribu,tions, to. Indian economic prosperity are' not the least. 

4. ~ e trust that there would be many in India who would accept all the 
foregomg as equally representative of their views, although they might 
distribute the. emphasis somewhat differently. 

5. For our own part, .we see no reason why the process of determining 
the proper level of the protection against United Kingdom textiles should 
not be carried through in a spirit of sympathetic unde.rstanding quite free of 
,bitterness or recrimination. 

6. We maintain that our application for reduced duties is' far from 
being in any way inconsistent with this general attitude. Indeed, we think 
Indian millowners will themselves admit that in many directions the Indian 
,cotton industry would be fully able to hold 'its own successfully against 
'Unibd ,Kingdom competition and to make profits, even if there were no 
protective duty at all. Our calculations show- that if an average is 'made 
of the ruling priCe margins, in representative lines, no protective duty, is 
necessary. We have examined the profits made by a number of representative 
Indian companies in recent years. For this purpose we 'have calculated 
their declared profits Oil a common basis of units of production, which we 
bave taken in normal cases as the generally accepted basis of 40 spindles 

,and 1 loom. Our examination shows that even during the period of crippling 
competition from Japan, a large number of companies made profits which 
are greatly in excess of profits per unit of production which would be 
regarded as very satisfactory in the United Kingdom. 

7. It may well be that many in India will be willing to acknowledge the 
truth of these statements, but will still be unwilling to endorse the conclu
sion we draw from them, namely that a. reduced uniform ad valO'1'em duty 
should imply no detriment to the wQll-being and development of the Indian 
industry. They may feel that, whilst all we say is true, there are other 
Jines of production in which India is not at the moment able to manufac
'ture and sell at prices comparable with Lancashire prices free of duty. 
This also we are :prepared to acknowledge to be the case, although we may 
remark that the progress of the Indian industty .in the range of its 
products in recent times has been very remarkable. 

8. Our view is that a suitable uniform rate of duty will meet· these 
circumstances effectively and sufficiently, and will permit of that steady 
progress which may be assumed to be the objective, not me.rely of those 
engaged in the Indian industry, but of all who wish to see Indian national 
economy developed on the broadest .possible basis. We think that those 
who differ ftom us fail to give due weight to the fact that the considerations 
which arise in connection with an infant industry are very different from 
those which may be properly advanced in relation, to an industry of full 

. stature. - ' 

9. We ~ubmit that the Indian industry, having now arI'ived at a stage of 
development where it ranks amongst the four or five largest national textile -
,industries, must ,be expected by the Stllte to achieve its further progress 
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w~th due reg~rd to ~he fact, .and that it cannot claim as an infant ·industry· 
mIght that It reqUIres speCIal protection: on certain lines of production. 
Many of its units are obviously in a position to extend 'production of theiT 
existin~ lines,. or experiment with new lines, without requiring any special 
protoctl!ln whlle they do BO. It is after all the normal thing in all indus
tries, and most obyiously in the textile industry, for a portion of. earned 
profits to be set aSIde to cover initial losses in developing extended produc
tion. Our own industry had to make each of its forward movements in 
face of world competition, and to finance them out of profits gained in 
fields where we were already strong. . . 

10. We should be ready to agree that satisfactory forward movements 
could only be expected if the competition to be faced .whilst they were 
occurring was reasonable in character. We realise that the Indian industry 
could hardly advance if perpetually subjected to a disintegrating competi
tion from goods manufactured in countries subject to notably lower 
standards, and Bold in a; depreciated' currency. Competition from the 
United Kingdom cannot possibly be included .in this category. It is marked. 
by no abnormal features, and if regulated by a reasonable duty, will not 
destroy, but rather will stimulate progress in India. This will be more cer
tainly the case as United Kingdom competition will have _the strong com
pensating advantage of being amongstfthe most powerful factors in maintain
ing reciprocal exports of Indian products to the United Kingdom by means of 
which Indian purchasing power would be constantly sustained and increased, 
to the b~nefit of the millowners of India as much as to any .other Indian 
interest. . . 

SUPPLEMENTARY MEMORANDUM No.5. 

A NOTE ON THE EXPERIENCE oJ' PROTECTION FOR TExmES IN OTHER CoUNTRIES. 

It will be apparent fr~m what we have said in our principal statement 
and in other memoranda, that we consider that .the level to which Indian 
duties on United Kingdom piecegoods have been raised as a consequence 
of revenue requirements, namely 25 per cent., has been, throughout the 
period for which it. has been maintained, high~r than' would have been 
warranted on an impartial assessment of the real protective requirements 
of the Indian industry. The question of what protection is required may 
be differently interpreted according to the view taken of ultimate objectives. 
The objective which ·we acknowledge is that efficient mills should be. in a 
position to make profits, when progress and development would automatICally 
follow. We contend that it is almost as unsatisfactory in the long run from 
a national point of view to have· too high a rate of protection, as it is to 
have too low a. rate. . 

2. It is a notable characteristic of the cotton textile 'industry wherever 
it exists that the expansion of productive capacity .is always feasible with 
an ease and a rapidity which in more than one case on record. has had 
consequences extremely disadvantageous to the interests originally concerned. 
A relatively small increase in demand, or a minor lift in price levels, has 
very often brought a sudden flush of easy profits, which has encouraged 
optimistically-minded persons to set up new plant. In contrast to certain 
other industries, it is relatively easy to the textile industry to embark Upon 
extensions of plant, and during the continuance of upward trends there is 
no initial difficulty and no period of waiting whilst outlets for the new 
production are developed. It is only when the upward trend oeases, either 
temporarily or permanently, that it become~ appared th~t prodiJctive 
capacity hal! been unduly' enlarged at too rapId a rate. It IS then found 
that internal competition becomes painfully acute, and the last stage of all 
concerned is worse than the first. 

3. The sam~ results flow from a period of unduly high protection. 
The Japanese cotton' industry passed through precisel:\," this phase before 
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th~ War. 'In 1911 01: thereabouts Japan embarked on a policy of extreme 
protection for her domestic market, which .soon led to over-development and 
over-production, ,with the result that the industry passed through a period 
of crisis arising from excessive internal competition. Th~ history of the 
cotton industry in the United States of America offers another illustration 
of the same argument. The industry was mainly settled originally in New 
England States such as Massachusetts. A~r the War the high protection 
policy of the Republican party ran to lengths which were almost grotesque. 
To begin with, the New England millowners derived great advantage from 
th-r exclusive poss~ssion of their very considerable home market. Only a. 
very short period of time elapsed, however, before they found that there was 
another side to the picture. Mills were erected in great number and with 
remarkable rapidity in the southern states, notably the Oarolinas and 
Georgia, where cheaper labour was obtainable and where overheads were 
much lower. The southern mills came into production in great volume, 
and the spinners and manufacturers of New England were faced with a. 
commercial and fina'ncial crisis of the gravest magnitude. It is safe to say 
that, had the protective levels been less extreme, the development of the 
southern industry, which was no doubt in the national interests, would 
have occurred at a more gradual rate and on a sounder basis, whilst the 
nation would have been spared the economic loss and distress occasioned 
by the sudden collapse of the older sections of the trade. Certain European 
countries whieh formerly had a minor but valuable position in world 
export trade have lost it owing to the same sort of process. They have 
been given high protection which has led to an undue extension of produc
tive capacity, followed again by pleas for still more protection, and result
ing in the long run in an industry much too weak to enter into world 
competition, and, what is even worse, too big for the average' unit to make 
satisfactory profits in their home market, which at all costs they feel they 
must have exclusively reserved to themselves. The position of the consumers 
in the course of developments of this kind will be patent to all. In coun
tries where cotton textiles form only a. small part of the minimum require
ments of the average consumer, it may be relatively a matter of small 
importance if he is obliged to pay considerably more than he need for his 
requirements. In a country where many millions have to exist with a 
narrow margin dividing them from poverty, and where the maintenance of a 
maximum consumption of 'cotton piecegoods is vital to cotton growers as weM. 
as to producers of cloth, the detriment to the consumer would soon spread to 
.others. 

4. We ,are the first to recognise that considerations of the kind advanced 
above must be determined by the Government of each country according· 
to their view of the national interests as a. whole. Often final decisions 
have to b. made in the form of a compromise between what might be 
theoretically desirable and what is expedient at the moment. We submit 
that as far as United Kingdom trade in general is concerned, there are 
ample reasons why the point at which the compromise is made should not be 
too far in the direction of one extreme any more than we should hope or 
expect that it would be too near the other extreme. 

SUPPLEMENTARY MEMORANDUM NO.6. 

FURTHER OBSERVATIONS ON THE DETERMINATION OF FAIR SBLLING PRICES. 

Since arriving in India, we have gathered more information than we 
possessed when compiling our statE-ment of caso as to the procedure contem
plated by the Special Tariff Board in determining fair selling prices. We 
appreciate that until the details submitted by both sides have been received 
and examined, the Board may not make final decisions as' to the weight 
they will give to different considerations. Before we ourselves see facts 
and figures from the other side, we would like to put some of our views 
on record, in the light of the information 80 far received, 
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2. W. understand that so far as United Kingdom. prices are concerned 
~he B?ard prop0Be8 to c~ncern itself with sale prices w India as tendered 
In eVidence by the vanous partles .. We agree with this as being the 
most .equltable w~y to appro.ach the 18sue, subject only to considerations 
affecting the l?erlOds f?r whlch price quotations should be collected and 
averaged, as d18cussed In our Memorandum No. 1 and to the observations 
regarding unduly indated or deflated prices whichweinak'6 in our Memo
ra~dum No. a. As r~ards the verification of United Kingdom sale prices 
whwb may be handed w, there should be nO difficulty in securing evidence 
a~ to ~ctual tra':lBacti~ns where ~he goods ~ave been passing. In connec7 
tlon wlth cases I~ whlch trade IS not passmg from the United Kingdom 
at arll, or very lrregularly, records of actual prices prior to the time 
when, owing to duty increases or other causes, trade in the Lancashire 
article virtually ceased, may not, we fear, begeneraIJy available but 
we hope to secnre sufficient evidence on these lines to" illustrate the' posi
tion. As regards United Kingdom prices for goods strictly comparable 
with Indian styles now seIJing freely, we have ourselves ta~n great 
care to eMure that our figures shall represent the minimum which would 
be accepted to-day for actual business under the strongest competitive 
pressure. 

a. We wish to submit certain considerations which appear to us to 
bear very prominently on· the question of the procedure to be adopted 
to settle fair Indian selling prices. In our Memorandum No. 3 we state 
that, in our opinion, a price at which suppliers have been willing to sell 
over a period ill a. fair selling price. We desire to submit that whatever 
other evidenoe the Board may f~el they require, a record of prices as 
actually aocepted over' a period should remain the principal basis on 
which a final and acceptable figure should be founded. We can well 
understand that under the acknowledged principles of industrial protec
tion in India, some investigation of costs of production, which lie behind 
selling prices, may be regarded· as proper. We feel, however, that from 
the point of view of the present enquiry, bearing in mind its terms of'" 
reference, such investigation is not only inapplicable to the United Kingdom 
evidence, but in relation to Indian evidence should be limited to the 
function of checking figures originating in market records. In other words, 
the market record fihould be the basis and the mill cost calculation should 
be supplementary evidence. Assuming, as we do throughout, that all 
evidence will be tendered in perfect good faith, it remains a. fact that 
there is nothing more difficult than to check production castings in relation 
to' selling prices. A great deal depends in the interpretation. of cost 
figures upon the eosting methods employed, and the manner ill which 
particular concerns are managed. In addition, there is a· wide field of 

.. variation in regard to allowances made for interest on capital, and in 
labour efficiency. On these grounds it seems to us that costing records 
leave something to be desired from the point of view of a tribunal con
cerned with the impartial assessment of the fairness or otherwise of selling 
priees. On the other hand, there is no element of doubt in duly authenti
cated records of actual sales contracts, and it appears to us that if such 
records be examined in the light of the financial results of the operations 
of the supplying company y~ar by year, it should be app~rent whether or 
not the company's selling prices in general have been fa.lr to ~hem. We 
think it will hardly be contended that any units in the Indlan cotton 
industry have been making losses in recent years on a scale which would 
bear out the argument that in meet~ng United Kingdom competi~ion t~ey 
have been obliged to come down perslstently and: generally to. unfalr selh~g 
prices. When it is remembered that many· mllls are mak.mg P!ofits,. It 
becomes still more difficult to sustain the argument that Indian falr sellmg 
prices exceed those of the United Kingdom by unduly large margins. 

4. Rev,lrting to the relation between mill costing prices and appropriate 
selling prices, our view would be that in every country's cotton trade the 
true relation is governed by many factors which would not appear all tha 
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sutfaee:li. great deal depends on volume, both 'in general and -at the 
time when the order is booked, and it is part of the essence of successful 
management· l.!f use costing methods in relation to the fixing of selling 
prices with due regard to the many factors involved. Thus, the application 
of a Msting method actually. in vogue at -a mill to a particular selling 
price might suggest that the sale would lead to a precise -amount of loss 
per piece of cloth sold, yet in fact, owing to market conditions and the 
production programme of the mill, the real result might be . quite other
wise. It is certainly the case in Lancashire,and we are convinced must 
be so in India, that different mills would have different cost prices for 
the same cloth at the Bame time, quite apart from any variation~ in the 
allowances made for interest and depreciation, the reason being that their 
circumstances and. their costing methods would vary: We feel sure that 
if the Board secured costings from different mills for the Bame article, 
the results would bear out our contention. . 

_ 5. Profit margins in practice vary between qualities and between different 
transactions in the same qualities. . . 

6. To illustrate the difficulties of the problem somewhat further, we 
-suggest taking cases where mill costings seem to shoW' that a loss should 
have been ,made on sales at reported prices. Suppose this to be the case 
in (a) a mill which is making profits on its operations during the year, 
and (b) a mill which is making losses. In the case of a prout-making mill, it 
seems to us a fair assumption that management must have accepted the orders 
in the belief that the effect upon their financial position, either presently 
or ultimately, would be sound and desirable from their own point of view. 
If they have been prepared over a period to accept prices bearing a mOl'e 
or less similar rolation to their mill costings, our contention would be that 
it suited their purpose for commercial' and ·financial reasons, 'and that 
therefore the selling prices are, for. the purposes -of the Tariff Board, 
" faiter" than the nominal mill. costings. In the case of a mill making 

.. Josses, it seems to us that we should not be unreasonable if we suggested 
that some regard Should be paid, first of all to the question of efficiency, 
and 'Secondly to such questions as a possibly unduly inflated capitalisation 
leading -to an over-weighing of the -castings in this respect. If other mills 
can sell the same or similar goods in competition and make profits, the onus 
surely lies on the non-profit-making mills to show cause why they require a, 
protection which their competitors do not. 

7. We wish it to be underst~od that in these comments we are by no 
means questioning the feelings which .the Board seem to entertain -as to 

. the tJ-tility of some investigation into Indian costs of production as a 
preliminary to settling fair Indian selling prices. We only wish to stress 
the superior -importance, in our estimation, of selling prices in the enquiry 
in which we .have come to India to participate. We feel that there is 
sometimes _a tend"ency for representations made by manufacturers to Gov
ernment to over-emphasise alleged losses from external competition cal
culated purely on mill costings. It is a natural instinct on the part of 
any industry when discussing its protective requirements with its Govern
ment, and we do not suppose our own industry would be an exception. All 
the same, we feel entitled to press the point in the present investigation 
as far as we may fairly do so, as a legitimate defence of our case should 
it happen that unduly high Indian prices were set up against our prices. 

8. In fixing fair selling prices for particu~ar prod!lcts of the Indian 
industry where production is for the time bemg possib~y of a somewhat 
experimental character. we feel that figures as to nommal costs of pro
duction should be weighed in the light of general arguments and of the 
contribution which the mill concerned hopes to secure towards their even
tual prosperity from the extended manufacture and sale upon which they 
are embarking. t 

9. Our views on this matter are f~rther developed in our Memorandum 
No.4. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY MEMORANDUM No.7. 

TIIB OOUB8B AIID CAUSES OF THE DECLINE IN LANOASmRB ExPORTS TO INDIA. 

The ef[e?t~veneS8 of the pl'9sent rates of Customs duty so' £ar as c~ncerns 
the competition of Lancashire goods with the products of Indian industry 
can best be satisfactorily considered in the light of a review of the coUrse 
of trade in the Indian market covering a period of some ten years past. 

2. Table 1 in the Statistical Appendix to our principa1 Statemen:t of 
~ase s,:ts out. the production, imports and consumption of cotton piecegoods 
In India durmg the past 35 years. We think that the basis from which 
to begin ,the lurvey is the quantity of piecegoods available for consumption. 
~n spite of inevitable variations from year to year, it is noteworthy that 
In the five years 1925-26 to 1929-30, total consumption reached perceptibly 
higher levels at an average of 4,808, million yards per annum than' in 
any preceding period of five years during the present century, even includ
ing t~e exceptionally prosperous pre-war years. It is still more remarkable 
that an the :vext Ave ,years, ending in March last, notwithstanding that 
the period wa~ one of intense world depression, annual consumption should 
have ri~n to the high aver.age figure of 5,130 million yards. 

3. At the commencement of the ten-year period which we are taking, 
Indian mills provided just under a half of the country's requirements, and" 
imports over a third. The major part of these imports came from the 
Unitel! Kingdom, with Japan' just emerging as a competitor .. The next 
year saw increased con'sumption in which the Indian mills, United Killgdom 
and Japan all shared, The same tenden~ies continued in the year 19'27-28, 
when cloth passing into consumption, or possibly it would be more correct 
to say cloth passing' on 'to. the dealers' shelves, reached a record, total 
volume, and almost a record when calculated per head of population. It 
is from that year that the decline in Lancashire trade, with which, we 
are at present concerned dates. During 1928-29, the' market was ill a 
very unsettled state, partly owing to disturbed, labout, telations', in the 
Indian industry, and due possibly to some extent to over-buying the year 
before. Sales by the Indian mills dropped appreciably: those of Lancashire 
a little: Japan began to show the formidable character of her competi
tion by registering a 10 per cent. increase, whilst' her rivals were losing 
trade. The last year in the quinquennium). 1929-30, shows the Indian. mills 
advancing to record figures, Japan increasing by:nearly 60 . per cent., and 
another high water mark being achieved in, to~al. consumption. Up to 
that time the Customs duty on United Kingdom and foreign goods had 
been throughout the period. at the level of 11 per cent. In the five years; 
with this amount of protection, the Indian mills had increased: their pro
du('tion by 20 per cent. It should be recalled that in., 1925 the Indian 
milL industry. was relieved of .the excise· duty of3l per cent. which it 
had previously paid, and the progress may be ascribed partly to this 
relief, but even more to the growing momentum of development and· the 
increasing standards of efficiency. It ended the five years period . with, an 
annual nroduction of close upon 2,500 million yards, or double the imports 
from the United Kingdom, more than a reversal of the. pre-war relat.ioDs 
hetween the two. . 

4., It w~s in the fiscal year 1930-31 that United Kingdom importa 
-suffered their catastrophic .decline •. falling by more· than half to 523 million 
yards. In the budget of 1930 the import duty was increased to 15 per 
cent. on United Kingdom goods, and to 20 per ~ent .. on foreign goods, 
with a specific dut:)" of 31 a'nnas per lb. on plain greys, of whatever origins. 
But the year's trading does not give a reliable picture of the result of. 
these duty increases, because other factors affected the situation even more. 
The boyc9tt occurred. and whilst effective 'too some extent against Japan, 
was pri~rily directed against United Kingdom goods. The world trade 
depression also began in that year to take effect, and the cumulative 
f,ilsnlt; wlYl "-'" ~triking diminution in, .. ~tal consumption. The Indian mills 

I ; ~ 
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registered another increase, but 'Would probably ,not have done so com
paratively 'Well had the circumstances of the import trade, been normal. 

5. In the following fiscal year, namely 1931-32, the duty on United 
Kingdtlm goods waa advanced first to 20 per cent. and then to 25 per cent., 
where it has' stood throughout the remaining four years of the period. In 
those four years, even after the boycott ended in 1931. it must be clear 
from the most cursory examination of the figures that the United Kingdom 
has been quite unable to share in any proportion comparable to previous 
experience in the notable expansion of consuming power which has occurred. 
But for the steps taken to deal with Japanese imports in 1933, there 
can be no daubttbat J apaD. would have taken a largely increased share 
of the growing purchases by Indian consumers. Japan, however, was dealt 
with separately, and our present concern is only with tbe relations between 
the United Kingdom industry and the Indian mills. In the last of the 
five years under review, the Indian mills are seen to have increased their 
output in the five-year period by O\"er 30 per cent., whilst the United 
Kingdom figures have ,remained less tban half wbat they were in 1929-30. 

6. Tbis review of the statistic~ can be supplemented by our personal 
familiarity with conditions in the trade. A temporary burst of good 
trade in the year 1932-33 rellected only a re-stocking tendency which was 
probably inevitable after two disturbed years of restricted buying. In 
spite of this, with the duties at 25 per cent., the TJnited Kingdom found 
it entirely impracticable to recover trade in many styles which disappeared 
in the cataclysm of the boycott and trade depression years. It may well 
be that if the boycott had never occurred" nor the trade depression, or 
if they had not been so close togetber, Lancashire's efforts to compete 
in spite of the duty might have been at any rate a little more effective. 
It is, however, a different thing to maintain a trade against a duty handicap 
than to recover it in face of the same obstacle. Even when the restraint 
of Japanese trade might have appeared to create a favourable opportunity, 
the figures show that the power of the United Kingdom to increase her 
volume or share increased consumption satisfactorily with the Indian mills 
has been extremely limited, if not indeed non~xistent, under the handicap 
of a duty as high as 25 per cent. 

7. We have stated elsewhere in' our representation that we are not 
viewing the present from the standpoint of the volume of trade enjoyed 
in the distant past, and that we recognise the inevitability and tbe pro
priety of progress in Indian producton. Our submission is, however, that 
the shrinkage to which we have had to adjust ourselves in so short a time 
has been unduly large.. Our inability so to maintain our position that 
the adjustments might be made at a more normal and reasonable pace has 
been occasioned solely by a higher rate of duty on our goods during the 
past three years than circumstances have really warranted. 

8. We may reasonably be asked how far the f~cts as to Lancashire 
f'xport trade in general bear out 0111' contention regarding the causes of 
the loss of trade in India. 

9. During the period 1924-1934, exports of cotton pieoogoods from the 
United Kingdom to India fell from 1,fl42 million square yards to 583 
million square yards, a decline of 1,059 million square yards, or 64 per cent. 

10. In the same period United Kingdom f'Xports of cotton pieoogoods to 
all destinations other than India fell from 2,802 million square yards to 
1,410 million square yards, a decline of 1,392 million square yards or 49·7 
per cent. 

11. We feel justified in suggesting that the greater decline in the Indian 
market supports the argument that we were there faced by unduly heavy 
handicaps. ' 

12. A somewhat closer examination of the constituent elements in the 
decline i.D. markets other than India reveals several cases of abnormal cir
(lumstnnres whioh entitle us to suggest that a normal or l!Verage decline 
W'ould be. even lower than 49·7 per cent. The loss of tr~. in China 
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amoun~~ to 2~7. millio,:! square yar~, and was occBBioned by intense Japanese 
competitIOn, civil war, and economic chaos--none of them factora ~ecting 
upon Lancashire'. competitive efficiency. Dutch E,a.st Indies trade fell by 
lUO million square yards, due entirely to Japanese competition, which was 
also the sole cause of losses amounting to 155 million lquar8 yards in 
Egypt, 31 in Malaya, 55 in Hongkong, and 43 in Morocco, not to mention 
several lesser markets. The total yardage covered by ·the cases named 
amounts to 601 million square yards out of the total loss elsewhere than 
India of 1,392 million square yards. 

13. We have little doubt that our trade with India, like that with 
other markets, would have declined even more severely but for the decision 
of the Government of India to deal with Japanese competition and we 
gratefully acknowledge this, though feeling that the problem is bY' nO' means 
finally solved either for the Indian mills 01' ourselves. We feel that Indian 
policy towards Japanese competition makes it unnecessary for us to give 
further grounds for quoting it as an abnormal cause of loss of trade. 

SUPPLEMENTARY MEMORANDUM No.8. 

COKPAB"HLE GOODS IN CONi'HAST WITH IDENTIOAL GOODS. 

We founded the comparisons between Indian and United Kingdom fail' 
selling prices which we made in our principal statement of case, upon the 

. method of quoting Lancashire prices for styles at present being made 
and Bold by the Indian mills BO successfully as virtually to oust the com
petition of Lancashire. On arrival in India we were informed by the 
President of tho Tariff Board that he and his colleagues considered that 
they should be equipped with price comparisons involving United Kingdom 
products which were actually selling at the moment in the market. It was 
pointed out that with identical goods the obvious probability was that the 
lower-priced article, whichever supplier was able to offer it, would virtually 
command the market, . and that in consequence comparisons in cases where 
both suppliers were in I the market could. scarcely be framed on the basis 
of identical products, but only on that of comparable products or products 
which were interchangeable in the consumer's estimation. The Board, we 
gathered, had, already recognised this point, and had decided that such 
comparisons would nevertheless be useful. We have, therefore, taken .steps 
to enlarge the data which we are submitting to the Board by the inclusion 
of a number of comparisons of this character. 

2. It will of course be clear that it is only possihle to establish a precise 
margin of difference between the prices' of identical products. To say of 
ane article that its fair selling price is ten rupees, and of another eight 
rupees, only establishes a 20 per cent. margin as a fact if the two products 
are technically the same. Nevertheless, we readily perceiVE!! that com
parisons between the prices of articles which are commercially comparable 
rather than technically identical will be useful, firstly as a check on 
margins between identical goods, secondly as an indication of the mannllr 
in which competition w.arks itself out in practice, and thirdly as concrete 
examples of the effectiveness or otherwise of the present dutoy. 

3. We have assembled a number of examples of Lancashire styles whidi 
have been sold in the Indian market, and in some instances are still being 
sold, though in reduced quantities. We have collected in each case from 
market sources a sample of one of tho principal Indian products which has 
been fonnd by dealers to be replacing or to have replaced the Lancashire 
style. We propose to hand in with this memorandum a collection of cases 
of this kind. Each item in the collection will consist of a completed. schedule, 
together with La.ncashire and Indian samples marked with the same index 
number as that which appears on the schedule. 

4. It wilf be noted that each schedule concludes with some explanatory 
note.' The instanceR vary so much that it is only possible to take each 
on its own mEjrits, and they cannot very well be discussed a~ a. whole 
or ,even in group.. In our opinion the only general conclusion ·to which 

. ~2 
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. they point is that our application for reduced duties is thoroughly well 
j~lstified; but we prefer to let the facts speak for themselves. 

5. 'It will be found that some of our examples consist of Lancashire cloths 
wJ:iich have been .displaced in the Indian market by precisely the Indian 
clotlls which figure in our price comparisons for identical goods as handed 
in 'with our princjpal statement of case. We ven~ure to suggest that these 
examples qeserve'specially exhaustive examination, since they enable price 
comparisons to be established both for identical and comparable goods. A 
note is made on the schedules in the space reserved for remarks in every 
ease where the sample is thus related to our pricll comparisons for identical 
goods. ' 

6. Several other cases set out on the schedules reveal what may be a 
source of considerable surprise to those unfamiliar with the market, namely 
that a trade in a given article can be and often is ousted by the' appearance 
on the market at an attractive price of an article which is superficially 
very different in appearance and which is technically very far removed 
from its commercial victim. With our knowledge of the market we do 
not in any way question the statement given to us that replacements of 
this Idnd are occurring, and we venture to express the opinion that the 
mere fact that these 'lire the conditions under which competition takes 
effect in the textile trade and in which progress and development must he 
achieved bears out our contention that any, attempt at specialisation in 
protective measures is fundamentally unsound, as much for the protected 
industry as for its external competitors. We would respectfully refer the 
Tariff Board back to numerous references already made to our reasons for 
advocating a uniform ad valorem duty and our views about the type 
of protection required by an industry of so large and advanced a character 
as tl1e Indian industry now is. We ourselves have found it very interest
ing to examine cases where the commercially comparable goods are not 
far removed from each other from & technical standpoint, in contrast 
with ('ases where they technically are very different. We suggest that the 
Board will also find it useful to review the examples from this .aspect. 

7. The schedules /Lnd patterns mentioned above will be handed in sepa
\'ately following the submission of this memorandum. They will be numbered 
in sequence, and we will inform the President when the last of these' 
examples hits been delivered. . . 

Anfl.e2l'l£T8. 

EXAMPLES OP COMPARABLE INDIAN AND UNITED KINGDOM LINES IN ACTIVE 
OOMPETITION. 

Example No. S. lIf. 8/1. 

1. Key nnmber .. llaohed to pattern 
2. D.<!crlpt!on of clot·h . . . 
3. Nnmber .. mark, and/or supplier's name 
•• Width • 
6. J,rn~t.h . 
8. Wel~ht. • 
7. RpPd and pick 
S. Price prx ylU'd 
9. Date ()f price • 

1~. :Basla of price • 

TTnlt .. d Kingdom style. 

S. M. 8/20S/U. X. 
Prlnl .. d vollette 
C. P.A. 
42" 

54X44 
Re. ()"8·9 . • 
29t.h November, 1985 
Qnotation 0. I. f. c. I. 

Indian style. 

S. M. S/203/Ind. 

E. D. S .... oo;.: 
44". 

5S/4x44. 
Re.()..8·9. 
S .. meas U. K. 
Sal ••. 

Explana.tory remarks.-This is a case where United Kingdom' suppliers are 
findin!l;their offer increasingly rejected in preference to the Indian product. 
The Indian product is in vat colours, against ordinary colours in United 
Kingdom cloth. This alone would represen~. in' II; l\f!lnch.ester price IV 
(lifforence of one half-pe'flny per yard, or five pIes, . 
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Example No.8. M. 8/2. 

1. Key number attached to pattern 
2. Description of cloth . . . 
3. Number, mark. and/or supplier's name 
4. Width. • • • . . 
i. Length. • 
6. Weight. • 
1. Reed and pick 
8. Price per yard 
9. Date of prioe . 

10. n .. i8 01 price . 

United Klngdom style. 

S. M. 8/205/U. K. 
lIhirting print 
C.P.A. 
3U/l" . 

70x52 
lte. 0·3·9 . 
November, 1935 
Quotation c.ll.c.l. 

Indian style. 

B. M. 8/205/Ind. 

Unknown. 
31'. 

16 x 52. 
Re.0·2·9. 
Some .. U. K. 
Selling Quotation. 

Explanato1'1/ remarks.-The two styles are similar in character. The 
Indian quotation is strikingly lower, notwithstanding the use of. vat colours 
agaiust ol'dinary colours in the United Kingdom style. 

Example No.8. M. 8/8. 

-- United R:!ngdom style. Indian style. 

1. Key number attached to pattern S. M. 8/IOO/U. K •• S. M. 8/IOO/Ind. 
II. DesCription of cloth • • • Khaki twills Same. 
8 Number, mark, andlor supplier'. name F. F. 0.1504 Bbarat Suryudaya Mills 

M.I1I51 F. 
6. Wldtb 27' 30". 
i. Length: 40/5 40. 
6. Weigbt. • .... .... 
7. !teed and pick .' . "B.s. 7·4·0 Rs. 6·11·0:'" 8. Price per piece Bo.6·16·1 
9. Date of price • 2nd Ang., 2nd Dec., 28th October, 1935 

10. Baai8 of price • 
1935. 19115. 

•. I.I.c.l. Quotation Hz·mill sale • 

Explanato1'1/ remarks.-The competing goods are similar in ,character, 
aud the Indian quality is now taking the place of the United Kingdom 
product. 

A contract of the Indian sale is held and can be examined. 

Example No.8. M. 8/". 

I. Key number attached to pattern • 
2. Description of clotb . • • 
S. Num,ber, mark, Bnd/or supplier's name 
4. Wldt,b • 
6. Length. 
6. Weight. • 
7. Reed and pick 
8. Price per pair 
9. Date 01 price • 

10. Baa is of price • 

United Kingdom style •. 

~;.:. ~~~!~~d ::';"'f 
F. F. O. 3~OO 
40". . 
2/5 yards 

:.~t.~1.9 . Re. 0'.12:10 
30tb July, 28th Nov., 

1935. 1935. 
o.i.f.e.i. c.i.f.c.i. 

Sale. Quotation. 

Indian style. 

S. M. 8/104/Ind. 
Same. .j •• ' ._ 

Khatou Makanjl 9525,. 
41". 
2/6 yards. 

4Sx40. ' 
Re. ()'1O·0. 
November, 1936. 

Mill.clling quotation. 

Explanato1'1/ remarks.-Tha Indian cloth is of inferior and cheaper -i:on
struction and is displacing the superior United Kingdom article. No 
Lancashi;e quotation for style identical with the Indian is ava.ilable as, 
apart fro~ price, dealers are unwilling to consider Lancashire products of 
such a low character. 
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Example No. S. M. 8/5. 

1. Key number attached to pattern 
2. Description of cloth •. • • 
8. Number, mark, and/or supplier's name 
4. Width. • • • , • 
6. Length • 
6. Weight. • • 
7, Reed and pick, 1Inished 
8. Price per yard. • 
II. Date of price . 

10. Buia·of price • 

United Kingdom style. 

S.lI. 8/2M/U. K. 
Ombre voilette 
C.P.A. 
42".. • 
40/5 ynrds • 

52x52 
Re.0-4-1 _ 
Oct./Noy., 1935 . 
e.i.f.c.i. regular sales 

Indian style. 

S. H. 8/2M/Ind_ 
Same. 
Khatau Hakanjl. 

"'-30 yarda. 

60/1 x 52. 
Re.0-'-3_ 
Same. 
Sewng quotation. 

Explanator!l remarks.-Indian cloth printed in vat colours, against ordi
nary colour in United Kingdom cloth. Indian style is selling freely and 
United Kingdom line is losing ground. 

~'Example No. S. M. 8/6. 

1. Key number attached to pattern 
2. Description 01 cloth • . . 
3. Number, mark, and/or supplier's name 
4. Width . 
6. Length • 
6. Weight. • 
7. R_ and pick 
8. Price per piece 
9. Date of price • 

10. Basis of price. 

United Kingdom style. 

S. H. 8/102/U. K. 
Whlte sbirtings 
F. F. C. 8000 
32/3' 
40" 

r:!~ ~~~. -Rs. 9:2.4 
25tll June, Noy., 1935 

1935. 
c.l.f.c.L 0.1.1.0.1. 
sale. quotation. 

Indian st)'le_ 

S. M. 8/102f1nd. 
Same. 
Khatau Makanji BOO. 
3". 
42". 

88x 72. 
Rs. 10-2-0. 
Noy., 1935. 

SeWng quotation. 

E.rplanatol·Y re,narks.-l'ypes similar: Indian quality replacing United 
Kingdom. 

E.rampie So. S. M. 8/7. 

r __ 

1. Key nnnlber attached to pattern • 
2. Description of cloth • • • 
8. Number, mark, and/or supplier's name 

4. Width • 
6. Length. 
6. WeI~ht. • 
7. Reed anel pick 

f 8. Price per piece 
9. Date of price • 

10. Basis of price • 

United Kingdom style. 

S. lIf. 8/109/U. K. 
Whitl> nainsooks 
F. F. C. 68068 

44' • 
20 ym: . 
\lIb. 15 on .. 
62x48 

·Rs.8-6-. 
28th Noy:, 

1985. 
d.f.r.l. 

quotation. 

R •• 8-2-8 
25th April, 

1935. 
0.1.1 ••• 1. 

ssl •• 

Indian style. 

S. M. 8/JOII/Ind. 
same. 
Bombay Cotton MIg. 00., 

58058-

"'. 20 yda. 

56x40. 
Rs. S·lo-O. 
Noy., lOSS. 

ScI1lng quotation. 

E.rJllanotorll relllQ/·ks.-Styles similar but Indian quality replacing 
United Kingdom. 



295 

&£ample No.8. M. 8/8. 

1. Key number att.ched to pattern 

2. Deecrlptlon of cloth • . • 
8. NlUDber, m&rk, and/Ol supplier's name 

•• Width • 
6. Length • 
6. Weight. • 
7. Reed and pick 
S. PrIce per piece 
9. Date of price • 

10. lIaala of price 

UDited XiDgdom atyle. 

s.lI. S/101/U.1C. 

White nalnaooka 
F. F. C.2640 

20" • 
IS y&rds 

lIB. 2-8-2 ... B.. 1·11·3 
6th Sept., 28th Nov., 

1927. 1930. 
e.i.f .•• I. e.i.f ••• I. 

a&le. quotation. 

Indian atyle. 

S.1I. S/101/Ind. 
(II) (b) 

Same Same. 
Edsu James 

Fabrics FlnIay 
641& 6464 • 
26" 20" 

IS y&lcls IS Y&lcls. 

lIB. i.io-o 
Nov •• 1935 

8ellIng 
quotation. 

lIB. 1:i2.0., 
Nov.,1935. 

8ellIng 
quotation. 

. E:l:planatory remark •. .,.-The United Kingdom c.i.f.c.i. sale price given 
18 the last transaction recorded by the importers. Japanese competition 
probably gave this United Kingdom style its first set-back, but it will be 
seen that at present duty levels it is now completely overshadowed by both 
of the two Indian products mentioned. 

1. Key number att&ched to 
pattern.. 

2. Description of cloth • 
8. Number, m&rk. and/or 

8uppJ1er'. name. 
•• Width. • • • 
6. Length • 
•• Price per piece 
7. Date of price 

10. Basla of price 

Example No.8. M. 8/9. 

UDited Kingdom atyle. Indian atyle. 

S.lI. 8/107/U. K... .(~) .' S.H. S/107/Ind. 
(II) (b) (0) ~ 

White muDs Same Same Same Same. 
Bombay Bombay Bombay Bombay KohiDoor mlUa 852. 

Co •• 48048 Co •• 5205i Co •• 58058 Co .. 61061 
'8" 4S" '8" '8" 

20 ycls. 20 20 20 
lIB. 3·15·0 lIB.8-15·0 lIB. 4·3·2 lIB. 4·3·2 
. 29th 29th 29th 29th 

Nov., Nov., Nov., Nov., 
1935. 1935. 1935. 1930. 

4S". 
20 • 
lIB. 3·}4·6. 
November, 1935. 

e.!.f.e.l. ..i.f.c.!. ..!.f ••• I. ..!.f.e.i. Sale. 
quotation. quotation. quotation. quotation. 

Explanatory remarks.-Bmall sales of 61061 rllcently made in Madras 
on the above basis. Sale contract for Indian mill price available if desired. 

&£ample No. S. M. 8/10. 

-- UDited XiDgdom atyle. Indian atyle. 

1. Key number att&ched to pattern S. 1I. 8/108/U. K. S. H. 8/108/Ind. 
(II) (b) (0) (b) 

2. Deecrlption of cloth • • • White mulls Same Samo Same. 
S. NlUDber. IIl&rk. and/or supplier's name Bom~is Co. BO~~~lCo. Victoria 

mlUa 400i. 300. 
4. Width '8" '8" '8" "", 
6. Length: SO ycls. 20 .. .. 
6 •• Welght • . .. .. .. .. 
7. Reed and pick . . 64x56 Mx66 .. .. 
8. Price per piece lIB. 8-10·10 lIB. 3·10-10 lIB. 3·2-6 lIB. 3·0·3. 
9. Date of price • 29th Nov., 29th Nov., Nov.,1935 !lov., 1935, 

1935. 1935. 
10. Basla of price • •• !.f .•. I. c.1.f .•• I • Sale Sale. 

quotation. quotation. 

Explanatory remarks.-Beveral Indian products, of whIch the two ~lven 
are examples, though lower in type, have replaced formerly we~ estabh&hed 
United Kingdom numbers which have not been on the market SlDce 1929. 
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,Example No. S. M. 8/11. 

1. Key number attachcd to pattern 
2. Description of cloth. . . 
8. Number, mark" and/or eupplier's name 
4. Width . • . . . . 

5. Length. 
6. Weignt. • 
7. Reed and pick 
8, :Price per piece 

9. Date of price • 
10. B88is of price • 

United KIngdom style. 

S. M. 8/105/U. K. 
White nainsook 
Grahams 7851 
24 

18 

58x86 
Re.l·g·4 

Itrd Dec., 19S5 . 
c.i.f.c.i. quotation. 

Indian style. 

S. M. 8/105/Ind. 
Same. 
25. 
25. 

18. 

Re.l·8-0. 

3rd Dec., 19S5. 
Selling quotation. 

Explu:natoJTy remarks.-Indian quality replacing United Kingdom quality. 
The Indian quality enclosed stamped 6418 is sold in widths of 30/1 nominal. 
An identical cloth of 25/1 is sold under stamp 5418. Price quoted is for 
the latter. 

Example No. S. M. 8/12. 

1. Key number attached to pattern 
2. Dl'6Cription of clotn • . . 
S. Number, mark, and/or supplier' 0 name 

4. Width 

o. Length 
6. Weight. • 
7. Reed and pick 
8. :Price per piece 

9. Date of price • 
10 B88is of price • 

~nited Kingdom style. 

S. M. 8/106/U. K. 
White mulls 
Grahame 

49" 

20 yda. 

60x58 • 
Re.8·14·8 • 

3rd Dec., 1935 • 
c.i.f.c.l. quotation. 

Indian style. 

S. M. 8/106/Ind. 
Same. 
:M.afatdal Gagalbhs.i G. V. 

0.3. 
47/8' actual. 

20 yda. 

Re.3·14·0:··· 

3rd Dec., 1935. 
Selling quotation. 

Explaootory r6mark.!.-The following earlier prices for the United Kingdom 
,quality may also be of interest:-

1931-Rs. 3-8-0. 

1932-Rs. 3-14-5 (last sale made). 

Example No. S. 1ll. 8[13. 

1. Key number attached to pattern 
2. Deeeription of cloth • . . 
S. Number, mark, and/or supplier'. name 
4. Width 

o. Length. 
8. Weight. • 
V. Reed and plok 
8. !'rIce p~ pleoe 

9. Date of prico • 
10. Boals of price . 

United Kingdom style. 

S. M. 8/llS/U. K. 
White mulls 
Graham. 
3S' 

3/24 yda. 

60x42 • 
Re.2·10·5 • 

Srd Dec., 1935 • 
, o.l.f.o.i. quotation. 

Indian style. 

S. ~[. SIllS/Ind. 
Same. 
Standard mill 334. 
29/30'. 

24 yda. 

Re. 2-10·0: •.• 

Srd Dec .. 1935. 
Selling quotation. 

Explanatory re,marks.-Last purchase from United Kingdom s,t Rs. 2-8-11 
c.i.f.o.j.. 
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Example No. S. M. 8/14. 

- Ullited Kingdom style. Indian style. 

1. Key nomber attached to pattern 8. H. 8/U9/U. K. S. H. 8/U9/lod. 
2. Descriptioo of cloth Whlte nainsook Bame. 

8. Bumber, mark, and/or Bopplier'. Dame Grahams 8153 Kobinoor 3644 • 
•• Width 84' 34'. 

6. Length 18 yda. 18 yda. 

O. Weight .... . ... 
7. Reed and pick 60x48 .... 
8: PrJce per piece B.s. 2-7·9 B.s. 2·6·0. 

9. Date of price • Nov.~,1935 3rd Dec., 1935. 

10. Baals of price • ..!.f.c.i. sale . Selling quotation. 

~pla"'?'toTlI remark&.-The Indian' ,quality is rapidly replacing the 
UnIted, Kingdom product, but the price quoted for the latter is in: this 
case based on a recent actual sale. 

&amp!/l Nwmber A.rtificial Silk 1. 

-- Ullited Kingdom style. Indian style. 

1. Key number attached to pattern 220/U. K. 220/Ind. 

'2. DoscriptJon of oloth Mixture art. silk Barl S~e. 

8. Number, mark, and/or supplier's name 701 UDknown'. 

4. Width 42' 43/.'. 
6. Length . . . . ... . ... 
O. Weight. . .... .... 
7. Reed and pick 68)(66 66x68. 

8. Price per yard Re. 0·8-9 Re.0·6·6. 

9. Date of price • 29th' Nov., 1935 Same as U. K • . 
10. Basis of price , Qootation, doty paid Selling price. 

Explanatory remarks.-A well-known ,firm of importers iii. the Bombay 
market (whose name can be divulged confidentially to the Tariff Board if 
desired) explains in a written statement that up to April, 1934, they did 
an extensive business with Italy in goods of the, above type, which occupied 
a prominent position in' the market. When the duty on non-British goods 
was increased, they replaced this line from a Manchester supplier, .and 
continued it until November, 1934. They have now found the Manchester 
product replaced by cloths made by Indian mills, ' 

Of the two samples submitted, the Tndian is of a greater intrinsic value, 
because of its higher pick, which gives it a larger artificial silk content. 

On the question of price, the importers write, "For the above referred 
, to' quality 701 our home friends quote us 7d., which is equal to a market 
price of Re. 0-8-9 including duty. For the Indian quality, the market 
price is Re. 0-6-6, and it is obviously impossible to sell British goods in 
face of such competition". 

'Ihis example, therefore, iIlustrates in a strikipg manner the ability of 
Indian mills to compete with United Kingdom at an appreciably lower 
level' of duties than at present. 
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EXGmple No. S. M. 9/1. 

- United Kingdom 
style. 

Indian style. Japanese style. 

I. Key number attached to S. 11. 9/225/U. :s: S. 11. 9j225/Ind. S. 11. 9/225jJap. 
pattern. 

S. Description of cloth Satln brocade Same Same. 

S. Width. '2". C- . ,S" • 

.. Length .... .... . ... 
6. Weight .... . ... . ... 
II. Reed and pick 98x51 • .... . ... 
7. Price per yd. Re.o-ll·9 :Be. 0-8-& . . Reo 0-&-9 • 

8. Date of price Oct./Nov., 1935 Nov., 1935 Srd Dec. 1935. 

9. Basls of price QuotaUon .... go- MiI1 making price BUBar price of 28" 
doWD.. cloth adjusted to 

49". 

Explanatory remarks.-This example is submitted to show the Tariff 
Board the relation between United Kingdom, Indian a.nd Japa.nese products 
in a type very representative of present market requirements. 

There is no Indian sample since Indian mills find it impossible to compete 
with Japan: the Indian price is a making quotation obtained specially. 

SUPPLEMENTAllY MEMORANDUM No.9. 

FURTHER NOTES ON THB ColliPETITIVB POSITION IN ARTIFICIAL SILK GOODS AND 
MnTUlII!S. 

In amplification of Section V of our principal 'statement of case, we de
sire to submit to the Tariff Board a number of facts and samples which we 
were not in a position to assemble before leaving England. 

2. "'e should first like to draw attention to the remarkable growth in 
the trade in piecegoods composed in whole or in part of artificial silk. In 
the year 1924-25 the import trade in all types llmounted to 17 million yards. 
Ten years later the corresponding figure was approximately 77 million yards. 
In 1924 the United Kingdom enjoyed 50 per rent. of the import trade, and 
Japan a negligible quantity. Last year the United Kingdom quantity was 
Ilegli~ible and the J ""anase share over 90 per cent. The imports of rayon 
yarn into India indicate that a correspondingly rapid growth has taken 
place in Indian production of goods containing artificial silk, though India.n 
production is mainly in mixtures. Last year's imports of 16 million pounds 
of artificial silk yarn suggest, on our calculations, that it was introduced as 
the sole or th ... part component. of a yardage in the region of 150-170 million 
yards. 

3. In our opinion this development has by no mea.ns spent itself, and 
the manufacture and consumption of rayon cloths and mixtures is bound to 
increase and to play an important part in the fortunes of the Indian tex
tile industry as a whole, and equally of our own. 

4. It is importa.nt to notice that imports in this class of goods bear a 
higher relation to domestic production than in cotton goods. This fact, 
taken in conjunction with the way in which Japan domina.tes the import 
Inarket, leads to a conviction on our part that the present enquiry, limited 
as it is to an investigation of the relation between Indian mill production 
and United Kingdom imports, offers no opportunity of promoting compre
hensivE' measures satisfactory alike to Indian and United Kingdom interests. 
The degree to which Japan dominates the market is not fully revealed merely 
by mention of her percentage share of imports, overwhelming as that share 
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is. Japanese prices, w~ch in the artificial silk categories. are even inore 
abnonnally low thsn In the cotton classes, condition market competition 
88 a. whole, . and make. a stable commercial policy impossible. We trust the 
Special Tariff Board, if they share our view, will draw the attention of the 
Government of India to these aspects of the matter, to the end that an early 
opportunity may be taken in the interests of the Indian handloom and mill 
industry of dealing comprehensively with the competitive position. At the 
lame time, we submit that the circumstances at the moment are such as to 
justify fully, as an interim. measure, !I. reduction of the duty on United 
Kingdom artificial silk fabrics and mixtures as r~liested in our statement 
of case. 

5. In our view, the facts of the situation clearly demonstrate that com
petition from the United Kingdom could not possibly prove injurious to 
Indian interests, even if there were a substantial duty reduction. United 
Kingdom producers are not in a position to buy and use artificial silk yarn 
at cost prices at all comparable with those paid by Indian mills. . 

6. The British manufacturer cannot turn to alternative sources of supply 
-Japanese or European-on account of extremely 'heavy import duties 
which are imposed in the United Kingdom. These are at the rate of 15 
pence per pound (13 annas 4, pies) plus 25 per cent. ad 'Valorem. Thus, a. 
foreign yarn priced at Si pence per pound or 7 annas 6 pies, which is sold 
duty-paid in India for 10 annas 6 pies, would be subject to a duty in the 
United Kingdom of 17ipence, or 15 annas 2 pies, and would cost the United 
Kingdom manufacturer 25& pence, or Re. 1-10-8. When manufactured into 
cloth and exported, this would be liable to an export rebate of 12 pence, 
leaving a nett cost of approximately one rupee. Adding 5 per cent. for 
c,i.f. and calculating the Indian duty as a minimum of 30 per cent., t.he 
total cost of this pound of yarn on arrival in India as part of a fabric would 
be Re. 1-5-9, as against a comparable Indian cost for the same raw material 
in an Indian finished fabric of Re. 0-10-6. 

7. Owing. to their higher costs of production, United Kingdom producers 
of artificial silk cannot offer their domestic fabric manufacturer supplies of 
yarns at prices in any way comparable with those" paid by the Indian maker 
for J a.panese and continental qualities, even after allowing for the rebate 
on export in the United Kingdom. 

S. Under these· conditions the J ndian market has not offered any pros
pect of bulk trade to United Kingdom manufacturers. Their small and still 
diminishing export trade to India includes a number of specialities for tbe 
shop trade as opposed to the bazaar trade, and both from the point of view 
of price and volume, the practical effect of United Kingdom competition on 
the prospects of Indian producers has been and must remain negligible in 
the extreme. . 

9. We believe that a reduction of duty would enable United Kingdom 
suppliers to secure a moderate and limited increase in the off-take of theil· 
productions, merely for the reason that the reduction in Iprice~ associated 
with the duty reduction would bring the products within the I?rlce r~nge of 
IL few more consumers. This would be very welcome to the Umted Kmgdom 
trade, particularly if they had reason to hope that in the. neal' futu~e the 
competitive position as between Japan and the~selves might be. adlus~ed 
jn a more comprehensive manner. Some of t~e lDcr,;ased tr~e, If not lD
deed most of it would be obtained by the Umted Kmgdom lD replacement 
of Japanese tra'de which the present margin of duties between Japan and 
United Kingdom goods is quite inadequate to equate. • 

10. It may perhaps be useful to mentio~ a. nu~ber o~ points which affe~t 
the prospects for United Kingdom trade In the Immediate future. One IS 
that the excise duty on rayon yarn now at the rate of 6 lPence pe~ pound, 
with the accompanying export rebate of 12 pence per pound. (whICh after 
allowing for wastage in manufacture, probably: confers a ~ertalD advantage 
on export quotations) may well be aban~oned In the not dlstan~ ~utu~e. It 
was reduced to its present level from Its former level of 1 shllhng lD the 
Budget of 1934. 
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11. Another point is tha1 the average prices of United Kingdom artificial 

silk yarn exported to India do ,not represent what is available to the domes
tic mlLllufactursr in the United Kingdom, since India buys residue qualities 
arising in the ordinary course of manufacture and principally suitable for 
handloom weaving.' 

12. The importance of the trade in artificial silk fabrics and mixtures in 
relation to the demand for fancy cotton fabrics can scarcely be exaggerated. 
The attractiveness of artificial silk goods is self-evident, and has been very 
well realised by Japan -in her efforts 'to dominate the textile market in India 

,and elsewhere. We believe' it will become increasingly apparent that no 
solution of the cotton trade position which does not embrace also these 
fabrics will be satisfactory in practice. 
• 13. In: order further to SUppOl't our ol'iginal case in .this connection, and 
the statements in the present memorandum, we are hoping to hand in to 
the Tariff Board a few additidnal memoranda, accompanied by relevant data. 



(4) Lid 01 cloth8 and yams showing Mmu 01 Indian M iZZ8 whoBe prorluctB are included giving technical particular8 0/ clothl. 
(DtUed the 2nd December, 1935.) , 

TAlILlI: I.-Plain Greys. 

'Reference 
I 

Weight per Description of cloth. No. Mill. Quality. Width. Length. -Reed. -Pick. piece. 

Inches. Yards. lb •• 

&)1irt.ings " . BIOI Colaba Land 3800 44·4 38 67 62 II·75 
BI02 Digvijay' • 4544 42'3 45 47 38 10-91 
B103 'David Sassoon '8' 39'5 371/8 43 43 8·18 

-
BIM 

J,,;;"Milb 
.. Lpopard, 15100 42·0 38 52 52 U'97 

B105 'M~ 555 31·7 371/8 38 . 37 4·91 
C100 ,Century , BBB 921 34'8 38 52 , 46 8,84 

CI01 Apollo 4088 38·0 ' 38 52 49 11-18 
CI02 Sassoon. S. & M. 911 33·9 38 51 51 9·26 
Cloo Bengal, .Bauria BBB 921 36·1 - 371/8 53 46 10'41 

CI04 E. D. Sassoon 931 37·3 371/8 51 46 9·92 
CI05 Spring Mill SSS 3 32·3 37M8 43 37 6·75 

• 
J acconettes .BllO Jam Mills 5220 51'3 20 47 41 3·85 

ClIO E. D. Sassoon 616 44·2 20 68 67. 4·42 -
Mulls B121 Contury • 2648 45·9 20 l;il 45 2·76 

- Actual, 81 tested by British Cotton Industry Research Association or Manchester Chamber of Commerce Testing House. 



Description of cloth. 

Grey • 

Bleached 

Reference 
No. 

B230 
B231 
B232 

C230 
C231 
C232 

C233 
C234 
C235 

Mill. 

Crown, S. & M. -
New China 
New Rajpur 

Kaiser.i-Hind • 

N;w ciiy 

Kohinoor 
Indian Mfg. Co. 
New City' 

C236. Century. 

B331 

B333 
B334 
B335 

B337 
C330 
C331 

Khatau Makanji 

Standard 
Indian Mfg. Co. 
New Rajpur 

Sholapur 
Gujerat Ginning 
Jupiter S. & M. 

TABLE II.-Dhotia. 

Quality. 

14808 (Signal) 
2535 
6500 

5687 
541 

8530i 

91 
2699 

_ 2582 

2411 

Photo ticket, 
709 

Sansar Sagar 
4810 (Pichkari) 

4908 

130/100 
52 

5!X5i 

Width. Length. 

Inches. I Yards. 

41·0 
50·2 
41·1 

33·3 
35·7 
40·0 

44·2 
44·4 
43·3 

44·3 

47·5 

50·3. 
44·2 
47·9 

49·6 
41-9 
43·5 

8 
8 
5 

8 
9 
9i 

10 
lO 
10 

10 

9 

8 
8 
8 

8 
10 
10 

·Reed. 

52 
64 
56 

47 
42 
47 

55 
46 
47 

38 

66 

78 
60 
58 

90 
59 
55 

·Pick. 

46 
58 
41 

42 
42 
42 

48 
42 
42 

38 

57 

62 
55 
53 

76 
42 
47 

• Actual, as tested by British Cotton Industry Research Association or Manchester Chamber ofCommel'ce Testing House. , 

Weight per 
piece. 

lbs. 

2·11 
1-74 
.7l 

1-05 
1-60 
1·44 

2·02 
1-97 
1·74 

1·93 

1·39 

·98 
1·70 
1·24 

1-03 
1·24 
1-17 



TABLE Ill.-Bleached. 
• , 

Description of cloth. Reference Mill. Quality. Width. Length. Reed. Pick. Weight per 
No. piece. 

Inches. Yards.- Ibs. 

s hirtings · . · . B300 Kohinoor .' Sepoy 32·6 42 64 56 9'58 
B302 Tata . Dirji (4331) 29·0 40 04 46 7·87 

- B303 Swadeshi 6600 34'7 40 79 72 8·43 
B304 Tata 4367B 35-1 38l/9 04 47 9·58 
B305 .. 7328B 27·8 40 54 46 7·39 

Nainsooks · · B310 Century • 2744 25·0 18 50 43 1-52 
B311 Kohinoor 1744 26·5 18 42 37 1-44 
B312 E. D. Sassoon . 7417 24'8 18 42 38 1-39 
B313 .. . 819 26·0 18 49 45 1·70 
B314 Tata . 31238 B 23·6 18 41 36 1-48 

C302 Century • 
split. 

0418 25·01 18 43 36 1-60 
C303 Tata • 31260 B. CT. 24·8 18 42 34 1-48 

C304 E. D. Sassoon 
split. 

9915 24·9 18 49 44 1-55 
C305 Kohinoor ,. 1744 25-4 18 44 39 1-40 

Mulls · · B321 Standard 168 62'3 20 58 47 3·48 
B323 Kohinoor 848 44·3 20 56 46 2·22 . B326 Morarji Goculdas 6565 44·0 20 50 50 3·64 
B327 Pralhad • 6666 48·0 20 - 63 45 -4,15 

B328 
E. D. Sa~soon 

R.B.4 48·0 20 59 49 2·51 
C320 4544 44·8 20 55 .44 1·80 

K321 Ahmedabad Ginning 92092 42·5 18 38 26 2·01 
& Mfg. Co. oz. per sq. yd. 

K325 Haripur. 35255 32·0 25 41 27 1-43 
oz. per sq. yd. 



TABLE IV.-Piece Dyed. 

Description of cloth. Reference :Mill. Quality. Width. Length. Reed:. Pick. Weight per 
No. piece •. : 

Inches. Yards. Ibs. 

Shirtings . . . B500 Bombay Dyeing Charka tickets 38·6 40 57 49 7·99 . 
, 

B501 Khatau Mills • 3027 27·0 39 38 39 3·33 . 
B502 " .. . 13000 27·7 39 47 40 5·42 . 

B503 Tat~. 3931 15·8 30 37 30 1·37 
split. . 

-

. B504 " 2779 25·9 39 52 42 4·95 
split .. 

B505 Simplex. 42500 (Red) 37-4 3819 39 31 6·63 

Tus~ore poplin . . . Bo31 Buckingham, Mach'as .. 28·0 .. 144 36 7·00 • oz. per sq. yd. 



TABLJI: V.-Printa and Yarn.Dyed. 

Description of cloth. Reference Mill. Quality. Width. Length. Reed. Pick. Weight per 
No. piece. 

Inches. Yards. Lbs. 

Printed shirtin,gs B400 E. D. Sassoon 522 27-1 40 52 50 3·86 

B401 Standard 111600 C 27·0 40 61 49 3·69 

Choeolate Joans . B420 E. D. Sassoon E 2761 B 27-1 30 76 50 4·06 . , -
B421 Standard 786 27'6 30 90 38 5'51 

Yarn dyed shil'ting~ B601 Calico, Bombay .'. 28·9 .. 113 67 2,79 
oz. per sq. yd. 

B602 Buckillgham, Madras .. 31·0 .. 115 59 3,46 
oz. per sq. yd. , 

C600 Tata 9237 28·0 24 *09 52 4·18 
'r 

C601 Monogram 451 30·3 24 87 49 \ 3·96 

-
Dorias (Yam dyed) C610 Mainchowk 3517 30·4 24 .8~ .48 3'52~ 

C611 Lal 1025 30·2 24 95 48 3'28 

* Contains extra. arula -in, strIpes. .. 



TABLE VI.-OOtton YaNI8. 
" 

Description 01 Yarn. Reference No. Mill. Described Strength. Counts. 

I 
Lbs. 

Grey • '. . . . . . BlOO Kohinoor 32 57·2 

BI02 Madura 32 39·0 

CIOO .. 32 37'S 

BI03 Kohinoor 40 59·0 

BI05 Madura 40 34·5 
"-

CIOI .. 40 ~36-l: 

BI07 Kohinoor 50 40·0 

BIOS Textile. 50 40'S 

BI09 New City 50 
I 

33·7 

, 

Bleached . .. . B200 Kohinoor 2/28 155·8 

B202 Bombay DyeiJlg .. 2/28 
I 

144·5 



TABLIII VII.-ArtificiaISilkl. 

Reference No. Mill. Width. Length. Reed. Pick. Weight per 
pi_. 

ci • Iuches. Yards. Lbs • . . . .. 25·5 40/5 64·9 incl. 44 .. 
9·2 rayon 

C2 . ,. 28'7 40/5 
3·7 dyed 

77·1 incl, 56·5 ., 
4·5 green 

03 " .. 2S'7 40/5 67·9 incl, 57 .. 
, 12·7 white 

3'4 blue 
C4 .. 

I 
.. 44·0 40/5 61·0 56·3 .. 

C5 .. 44·0 40/5 67-1 71·0 .. 
C6 .. 44·0 40!5 67·0 70·2 .. 
ClOO2 Simplex I 20..7 40 72·0. 60·0 4·75 

CIOOO . .. 30·1 40 92·0 57·0 5·54 

ClOM 
I 29·1 40 83·0 46·0 5·80 . .. 

. CI007· ; . .. 44·6 30 65·0 73·Q 5-46 

ClOOS . .. 43'3 30 76'0 54·0 4·92 

BIOl3 .. 45·9 30 6S'0 52·0 5·00 

BIOl4 Madhaji • 45·S 30 69·0 53·0 4·96 

··BIOIS . ' . Handloom 26·1 29 54·0 42·0 2·61 

(Wfl have not yet got the names of the Indian mill. for CI to C6.) 
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(5) 8cheilule of 8ample8 referred to in the principal Statement of Caae, 8howing the num 
ber of 8eparate price quotaticms obtained from Indian and United Kingdom 
80urces and the dates of tho8e actually used aa a baaiB for the prices given in the 
table8. (Dated the 2nd Decemher,1935.) 

No. 01' QUOTATIONS NUMBERS AND DATES OF PRICES USED 1'OR 
OBTAINED. l!'IGUEES GIVEN. 

· Reference No. 

Indian. U.K. Indian. U.K. 

---
No. Date. No. Date. 

l'LAIII GREYS. 

Shirting •. 

BIOI 8 1 1 14th Oct. 1935 1 21st Oct. 1935 

3{ 

12th Api. 19S5 

} s{ 
16th ApI. 1935 

BIOS 8 13 26th Aug. 1935 20th Aug. 1935. 

14th Oct. 19S5 1st Oct. 1935. 

BIOS 10 13 10 (Average 13 (Average 
Apl.-Sept.). Apl'-sept.). 

BIOI, 9 13 9 (Average 13 (Average 
ApI.-Sept.). Apl.-Sept.). 

BIOS 10 18 10 (Average 
Apl.-Sept.). 

13 (Average 
Apl.-Sept.). 

CI00 7 13 7 (Average 13 (Average 
June-Oct.). Apl.-Sept.). 

Cl01 10 13 10 (Average 13 (Average 
June-Oct.). Apl.-Sept.). 

cloli • 10 13 10 (Average 13 (Average 
June-Oct.). Apl.-Sept.). 

CI0S . 1 13 1 30th Aug. 1935 1 Srd Sept. 1935 

CI04 · 1 18 1 30th Ang. 1935 1 Srd Sept. 1935 

010& · . 1 13 1 30th Aug. 1935 1 3rd Sept. 1935 

JaooMltu. 

BUG 9 13 9 (Average 13 (Average . June-Sept.) . Apl.-Sept.). 

2{ 13th June 1935 } 2{ 4th June 1935. 
0110 . 2 7 3rd Sept. 1935. 30th Aug. 1935 

MullI. 

Bl111 · 9 7 9 (Average 
June-Sept.) . 

7 (Average 
Apl.-Sept.). . 

GUY. 

DIwtW. 

B230 10 13 10 (Average 13 (Average 
Apl.-Sept.). Apl.-Sept.). 

B231 • 9 13 9 (Average 13 (Average 
May-Sept.). Apl.-Sept.). 

B2311 10 13 10 (AveJ'age 13 (Average 
Apl.-Sept.). Apl.-Sept.), 

0230 · 10 13 10 (Average 13 (Average 
Apl.-Sept.). Apl.-Sept.). 

0231 · 10 13 10 (Average .. (Average 
Apl.-Sept.). Apl.-Sopt.). 



. • ~ -A-

No. OP QUOTA-TlOIIB NU1lBBBS AID DAUS 01' PRICBS USD WOR 
OBTAI.XD. rJOUBES GIVEN. 

Reference No. 

Indian. U.K. Indian. V:K. - -
No. 

GIIEY-""'. 
Date. No. Date. 

• DIuICiu-<lOll\d. 

C232 10 13 10 (Average 13 (Average 
Apl.-Sept.). Apl._pt.). 

C23S · 10 13 10 (Average IS (Average 
ApI.-Sept.). ApI.-Sept.). 

C2S' 1 IS 1 30th Aug. 19S5 1 Srd Sept. 1985. 

C2S6 · 1 IS 1 30th Ang. 1935 1 Srd Sept. 1935. 

C286 · . · . 1 '13 1 Soth Aug. 1935 1 Srd Sept. 1986.. 

BLJlA.CIIBD 

DIwU ... 

BSS1 · . 2 1 1 14th Oct. 1935 1 24th Oct. 1985, 

B8Sa 10 13 10 (Average 13 (Average 
Apl.-Sept.): ApI.-8ept.). 

BSS' · 10 IS 10 (Average 
Apl.-Sept.). 

13 (Average 
Apl.-Sept.). 

BSS5 10 IS 10 (Average IS (Average 
ApI.-Sept.). ApI.-8ept.). 

B337 2 1 1 14th Oct. 1935 1 24th Oct. 1936. 

2{ 
13th Oct. 19S5 

}2{ 
18th June 1935. 

CSSO 2 13 
30th Aug. 1935 lird Sept. 1986. 

2{ 
lath June 19S6 

} 2{ 
18th June 19S6. 

CS31 2 IS 
30th Aug. 19S6 3rd Sept. 1935. 

BLIlA.CBBD. 

Shirling •. 

sf 
17th Api. 1935 

} s{ 
16th Api. 19S5. 

BSOO S IS 26th Aug. 1935 20th Aug. 1936. 

· 14th oct. 1935 lBt Oct. 1986. 

-
2{ 

17th Api. 1935 } 2{ 16th ApI. 1936. 
B302 = · 2 13 

1st Oct. 1936. 4th Oct. 1936 

B30S 9 IS 9 (Average , 13 (Average 
May-Sept.). ApI.-Sept.). 

BSO' 9 IS 9 (Average 13 (Average 
May-Sept.). ApI.-8ept.). 

B80S 9 13 9 (Average ' IS (Average 
May-Sept.). Apl.-Sept.). 

NaillBfJOu. 

BSIO S '1 1 14th Oct. 1935 1 24th Oct. 19S6. 

s{ 
12th ApI. I1iS5 

} s{ 
2nd Api. 1935. 

BSll S 13 26th Aug. 1936 20th Ang. 1935~ 

14th Oct. 1935 7th Oct. 1935. 

B812 10 13 10 (Average 
Apl.-Sept.) • 

13 (Average 
ApI.-8ept.). 

• • ,;r- __ -.-. ... - J ,-, - -
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• 
No. Oli' QUOTATIONS NUlIBERS AND DATES 011 YRICJ<S USIID POll 

OBTAIliBD. . nGURU GIVEN . 
Reference No. 

Indian. U. K. Indian. U. K. 

No. Date. No. Dah,. 

BLBACHB-"Id. 

N a'n.oo"'-oontd. 

B31S · 11 18 11 (Average 13 (Average 
Apl.-Sept.). Apl.-Sept.). 

B3U · 1Q 7 10 (Average 7 (Average 
Apl.-Sept.). Apl-SePt.·)· 

Coo2 · 10 IS 10 (Average 13 (Average' 
Apl.-Sept.). Apl.-Sept.). 

CSOS · 10 1 1 9th Oct. 1935 1 24th Oct. 1935. 

Z{ 
13th Jnne 1935 

} 2{ 

18th June 19~5. 
COO, 2 13 

80th Aug. 1935 Srd Sept. 1935. 

z{ 13th Jnne 1936 } 2{ 18th Jnne 1935. 
C305 2 13 

30th Aug. 1935 3rd Sept. 1935. 

MuUa. 

B321 · · S 1 1 14th Oct. 1935 1 6th Nov. 1935. 
. 

BSZS 10 1 1 1st Oct. 1935 1 6th Nov. 1935. 
A. 

BS25 . S 1 1 14th Oct. 1935 1 24th Oct. 1935. 

B327 1 1 1 1st Nov. 1935 1 1st Nov. 1935. 

BS28 1 1 1 1st Nov. 1935 1 1st Nov. 1935. 

2{ 
13th Jnne 1935 

} 2{ 

21st May 1935. 
C320 2 3 

14th Oct. 1935 1st Oct. 1935. 

KS21 1 1 1 8th Nov. 1935 1 18th Nov. 1935. 

K325 1 1 1 8th Nov. 19S5 1 18t.h Nov. 1935. 

PIBCR DYIID. 
, 

2{ 
26th Aug. 1935 } z{ 20th Aug. 1935. 

B500 · II 13 
14th Oct. 1935 1st Oct. 1935. 

B501 · · 10 13 10 (Average 13 • (Average 
Apl.-Sept.). Apl.-Sept.). , 

B501l · · 10 IS 10 (Average IS (Ave..ge 
Apl.-Sept.). Api. -Sept.). 

B50S 10 13 10 (Average 
Apl.-Sept.). 

IS (Average 
Apl.-Sept.). 

D50' 10 1 1 1st Oct. 1935 1 24th Oct. 1935. 
A. 

B505 10 IS 10 (Avera"" IS (Average 
Apl.-Sept.). Apl.-Sept.). 

B531 1 1 1 28th Oct. 19S5 1 18th Nov. 19S5. 

PIuNTBD: SHIBTINOS. 

B400 , 10 13 10 (Average IS (Average 
Apl.-Sept.). Apl.~Pt.). 

B401 10 IS 10 (Average 13 (Average 
Apl.-Sept.). Apl.-SePt.). 



Sli 
. 

No. 01' QUOTATIONS NUlIBBRB Axn nAna 0" PRIOBB USBn roB 
OBTAINBD. I"lGlJ]IlIS GlV1IH. 

Reference No. 

Indl ..... U. K. Indl ...... U. K. 

-
No. Date. No. Date. 

CBOOOLAH JIIAHII. 

11420 10 1 1 1st Oct. 1935 1 24th Oct. 1935. 
A. 

B'21 10 ~ 1 1st Oct. 1935 1 24th oct. 19S5. 
A. 

I . 
Y ADH Don: SHIB!l'DfGB. 

Boo1 1 1 1 28th Oct. 1935 1 18th Nov.1935. 

• B60lI 1 1 1 28th Oct. 1935 1 18th Nov. 1935. -

C600 ~ 2 1 1 :rotb Aug. 1935 1 1st Oct. 19S5. -
COOl II 1 1 30tb Aug. 1935 1 1st Oct .• 1935. 

DORIAB (YARH DYBD). 

COlO 2{ 13th June 1935 
} 2{ 

18tb June 1935 
2 13 

30tb Aug. 1935 Srd Sept. 1935 

COlI 2 1 1 30th Aug. 1935 1 29tb Oct. 1935. 
A. 

In the case of 5 of these cloths, prices bad not been obtained on dates sufficiently close to make the 
prices strictly comparable. For tbose 5 cloths an adjustment was made to olfset the durerenee in 
market values which had occurred in the interval between the dates for which prices were available. 
Tile 5 cloths concerned are Indicated by an A. In no other case was any adjustment made ""cept as 
described in the exPlanatorl note attacbed to the table of comparative prices. 

(6) Note on Japanese two-fold grey and two-fold and single mercerised yarns, 
tWted the 3rd December, 1932. 

We were askE-d by the Chairman if we could account for the total elimin
ation in Indian Imports of United Kingdom ya.rns of the above-mentioned 
character. 

We have received the most recent Japanese and Lancashire selling prices 
and quotations which show that whilst there is some similarity in the prices 
of grey yarns; there is a disparity of 8 to 11 annas per lb. in mercerised 
ya.rns of which there has been no importation from Lancashire for more than 
5 years. . 

The point raised by the Chairman regarding the admission of two-fold 
yarns on the basis of the single counts used in their manufacture would 
affect the prices to the extent of 1 anna per lb. Qrily. 
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~nclosure. 
.. ., 

Japanese BS7.&l prices Lancashire Bazar prices 

Description. 
quotations of Japanese quotations of Lancashire 

on qualities on on qualities on 
29th Nov. 29th Nov. 28th Nov. 29th Nov. 

1935. 1935. 1935. 1935 .. -
Re. A. P. Re. A. P. Re. A. P. Re. A. P. 

800 lapanese Coloured Ball • 1 2 6 1 2 0 .. .. 
Bombay 
Godown. 

800 Lancashire Pahllwan or Fiddler .. .. 1 7 9 1 3 6 
P8916. 

2/.800 Japanese J?ai Nippon. 1 2 6 1 2 S .. .. 
Bombay 
Godown. 

2/800 Lancashire Elephant and Hookah 
P72S1. '., • 

.. .. 1 5 6 1 2 6 

2/1000 lapanese Toyo • 1 10 6 
Bombay 

III 0 .. .. 
Godown. 

21.100& Lancashire Elephant and Hookah 
P7S20.' " 

.. .. III 3 1 9 0 

2/64.s Japanese Grey Mercerlsed Yarn 1 0 8 1 0 0 .'. .. 
NiBsin. Bombay 

Godown. 
• 2/648 L8Ilcashire Grey Mercerlsed Yarn .. .. 1 8 6 No importat·ion 

P7444. for more than 
6 years. 

2/648 laBanese Bleached Mercerlsed Yarn 1 0 6 1 0 6 .. .. 
at NIPr'n. 

2/648 Lancashire Bleached Mercerised .. .. 1 10 6 No importation 
Yarn P7444. for more than 

2/848 lapanese Grey Mercerlsed 1 
6 years. 

Yarn 4 6 1 4 0 .. .. 
NiBsin. Bombay 

Godown. 

2/848 Lancashire Grey Mer.erised Yarn .. .. 1..12 3 No Importation 
P7444. . for more than 

6 years. 

2/848 la£anese Bleached Mercerlsed Yarn 1 4 0 1 6 .. .. , 
at Nippon. Bombay 

Godown. 

2/848 Lancashire Bleached ¥ercerised .. .. 114 3 No importation 
Yarn P7444. for more than 

5 years . 

• 
(7) Notes on the Indian Millo'll;ners' Cases. Handed in on the 9th December, 

1935. 

I.--Cru:TICISlIlS OF STATEMENTS IN THE. MILLOWNERS' OASES. 

In responding t.t' the expressed invitation from the President of the 
Special Tariff Board to criticise and question the cases handed in by the 
Indian Millowners, we wish in the first place to emphasise that we do so in 
no spirit of acrimony or hostility. We appreciate that the Indian Mill
owners have to press their case by every possible argument, and we are 
grateful for the tone of moderation and goodwill which marks most of their 
~eferences to the interests we represent. . 

In subsequent sections of these notes we propose to deal separately with 
comparative prices appearing in tho several cases, and with the question of 
duties on cotton yarns and artificial silk fahrics. In the present section we 
confine ourselves to a. series of observations on the a,l'guments adduced in 
the ditferent documents s)!-.bwitted by the, Millo\\;ners. 
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(a) Answer, to Questionnaire by Jlillou:neTl' Association, Bombay. 

(1) First paraoraph.-We should take the view that the specific duty on 
grey good. has been unduly high, has led to a too-rapid and far-reaching 
expansion of production in these lines, and has thus resulted in the internal 
(·olllpetition to which the Millowners refer heing intensified to such a point 
that the henefits to the Indian industry of the protection in question have 
been apprecia,bly diminished. 
(2) Plain (Juys.-We feel that the Millowners' statement about plain greys 
hears out our contention that an equation of fair selling prices would be 
reached with duties much lower than at preSent. 
(3) Bordered Grey (Joods.-We agree the Indian industry has increased its 
production of dhoties. In 1929-30 the figure was 776 million yards, and in 
1934-35 it had increased by 43.per cent. to 1,110 million yards. The in
('rease is at present being very well sustained. In the first three months of 
the present year, production amounted to 297 million yards, or an annual 
rate of 1,188. Meanwhile United Kingdom imports of grey bordered goods 
have declined frolTt 445 million yards in 1929-30 by 83 per cent. to 76 million 
yards in ]934-35. . 

(4) Bleached Ooods.-We consider that the marked progress of the Indian 
mills in the production of bleached goods is of itself an answer to the con
tention that India has been unable to compete in this section with the 
United Kingdom. In the five years 1925-26 to 1929-30, production of grey 
and bleached goods together averaged 1,578 million yards. This had in
creased to 2,443 in the years 1932-33 to 1934-35. Imports during the same 
periods were 1,343 and 615 million yards respectively. Total consumption 
therefore was 2,921 during the first period and 3,058 during the second. 
This is a variation of only a, per cent. and it can therefore be concluded 
that the dl"crease in imports was entirely made up by the increase in mill 
production. During the same periods imports -of bleached goods alone de
creased from 524 to 320 million yards. Imports of bleaching powder increas
·ed from 87,000 cwts. to 162,000. Indian production of grey and bleached 
goods together, in the first three months of the present fiscal year amounts 
to 675 million yards, and shows an excess over the same period last year of 
106 million yards, an increase of 19 per cent. 

In reply to the reference to the quotation of special rates for bleaching 
by the Bleaching Trade Advisory Board, we would say i~ th~ first place that 
the United Kingdom prices for bleached goods quoted In different parts of 
the evidence are seIling prices which include the actual prices charged for 
bleaching. The Tariff Board can therefore assess the actual situation, and 
it is immaterial for the purposes of such assessment whether or not thll 
bleaching prices arc spp.eial quot.ations. In point of fll;ct we kn?w of no 
special reductions for the Indian market, and such specIal quotatwns as do 
exist in the general list are few in number. They represent a qu~te nor~al 
commercial practi('p.. The cours(' of trade shows. th~t ,,:olurne I." steadIly 
diminishing. and t.hat unless there is a duty reductIOn It Will be qUIte beyond 
our power to maintain United Kingdom lines in the Indian market. 

(5) P1"inted goods.-Our view would be tha~ the developm~nt of In~ian 
prodll,~tio:m ill printed goods would not be a~hleved along satIsfactory lInes 
by the grant of exceptionally heavy protect~on. S.llch ,,:ould only lead. to 
excessive development of printing plaut, whIch, belOg .crIP.pled by the In~
possibility of obtaining long rUI18, made W?':8e by growl~g mternal ~mpetl
tion would never achieve a healthv condItIon. Accordmg to our mforma
tion: certain concern~ in India ha;e made. progress with the production of 
printed goods along lines which our experIence. would suggest t~ .be sound 
ones. This consists in selecting a style in whICh ma.rket condItIOns ?ffer 
prospects of long and steady runs, and concentrating more or less excl~sIvely 
thereon. 

(6) Piece Dyed Oood.~.-The M'iIlowners' statemcnt that. \J~ited Kin~d?m 
exports have been unaffected by the existing scal~ of dU~les 10 o~r opIUl~n 
calls for certain reservations. Until recently Umted Kmgdom Imports 10 
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tenns of volume may have been fairly well maintained, but we know froni 
personal experience that competition is becoming much more difficult. 
United Kingdom suppliers have been obliged to make intense efforts to meet 
Japanese competition by lowering the quality standards of their cloths. Re
duced duties would assist United Kingdom against Japan. 

(7) Woven colo'ured goods.-We agree that Indian mills have been very 
successful in meeting' United Kingdom competition. We consider their 
further progress would not be impeded by reduced duties. They have a.lready 
arrived at a position in which they can offer prices which are now resulting 
in a diminution of United Kingdom imports, as the following figures for the 
current year, comtpared with earlier corresponding periods demonstrate:-

I/ldia.: Imports 0/ ya.r/L-dyed cotton piecegoods 
April-October ~ 

1933. 
Million yards 5'84 

from the United KingtWm, 

1934. 
9'06 

1935. 
5'48 

(8) ] n the paragraph headed ' Calcutta market', the discount mentioned 
as being allowed for hook damage would, we think, actually allow for chafage. 

(9) Matters affecting yarns, will be dealt with in a later section of these 
notes. 

(10) We should be interested to know the ground on which the Millowners 
dl'cillre the prices reCently obtained by the handloom industry to have been 
below its fair selling prices. 

(11) FOf comments on question lZ-Artificial Silk-refer to a. later sec
tion in these notes. 

(b) Supplementary Statement. by Millowner&' Assoc!ation, Bombay. 

(1) Whilst we a.ppreciate the advantage to United Kingdom trade aris
ing from the Indian Government's measures in connection with J apane...oe 
competition, we feel the remarks of the Millowners omit certain considera
tions which are very real from our point of view. We think the benefits 
obtained by the United Kingdom from India's quantitative limitation of 
Japane~e import. .. has been more negative than positive--a stop has certainly 
been put to the process of ousting the United Kingdom trade which Japan 
would otherwise have carried on, and this, though negative, is an advantage 
of great value. But owing to the duties still imposed on United Kingdom 
goods, Indian mills have obtained the greater part of the positive advant
ag:e8. The Millowners may not appreciate that there have also been dis.
advantages, of which Lancashire alone has borne the brunt. Subjected to 
limitation in India, Japan has intensified her attacks on other world markets, 
tor instan('e those of South America, and Lancashire has suffered accordingly. 

(2) Paragral,h 4.-Whilst it may be true that officially and legally .:the 
precise position regarding duties on United Kingdom goods now obtaining 
has only existed since May, 1934, we wish to point out that, in substance, 
the Indian mills have enjoyed the present rate of protection against the 
United Kingdom sin('e August, 1932. We consider this Iperiod quite long 
enough to draw conclusions as to the effectiveness of the duty. The official 
import figures and the records handed in by ourselves and importers show' 
tremendous declines in imports of United Kingdom lines formerly highly 
popular in the market, and prove beyond question that the present duties 
have been more than required to equate prices, and unduly restrictive. Un
less "they lire reduced, we do not agree that the United Kingdom will even
tually obtain further shares of the trade lost to Japan. 

(3) TlI" Indian duty Ol~ Raw Cotton.-References to this appear in our 
llotes on Cotton Yarns. 

(4) Other Indian duties affecting mill costs.-Whilst acknowledging the 
existence of the impediments of which the Millowners complain, we may men
tion handicaps borne by the United Kingdom industry. As regards 
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dy.e-stuffs, importation into the United Kingd~m is licensed and results III 
added costs as well as res~ric~ c~oice. For whllat flour for sizing, as a 
result of recen~ quota legIslatIOn m the United Kingdom, manufacturers 
have to pay prlCes 15 per cent. above world prices. 

(5) T~e statement that Indian mills pay higher freights on cotton im
ports omIts to have regard to ~he case of East African cottons shipped from 
~o~basa .in which freights to India have usually been much 10weJ;l than to 
United Kmgdom. In any event, freight charges on raw cotton only affect 
costs infinitesimally. 

(6) Substituted types.-The statement that Indian mills canno't produce 
goods to Eng.lish specifications at competitive prices, and therefore must 
produce sub~tltutes, ~ay well be ~rue i~ some cases, but it is quite -equally 
a fact that lD many lInes the United Kmgdom cannot compete with Indian 
products and has had to produce and substitute styles cheaper than those 
formerly shipped in the efl"ortto retain trade. . 

(7) Allowance lor profit8 in coastings.-We r~gard the figure of 8 per cent. 
here mentioned as excessive under present conditions. 

(8) We think the progressive development of the Indian industry in re
cent years as revealed in recorded figures, has been as great and as rapid 
as the most ardent supporter of a progressive programme could deshe. 
This point, alld the effectiveness of the duties against United Kingdom im
ports, together with the course of Indian consuming capacity, is well brought 
out in the logarithmic chart* handed to the President on 3rd December. In 
accordaDCe with his request, we now hand in with these notes a chart* re
cording the same facts on an open scale. It should be noted that the ad
vantage of the logarithmic chart is that equal vertical distances between the 
lines represent equal proportional increases or decreases, whilst the open 
scale shows the actual numerical increases or decreases. It is advantageous 
to read the two charts together, to obtain both aspects. 

(9) We do not agree with the argument about the decline in United 
Kingdom export trade to other markets as compared with India, and we 
refer the Board to our Supplementary Memorandum No. 7 for our views on 
this question. The statement that since 1931 the United Kingdom's trade 
with India has shown an increasing ratio to her total piecegoods export trade 
is misleading as applied to the present enquiry, for the reason that the 
Indian figures in 1931 wcre rendered unduly low by the "boycott, which has 
no bearing on the ability of the two industries to compete. 

(10) The position regarding staple fibre is scarcely as the Millowners re-
present it. 'rhe Excise duty in the United Kingdom was accompanied by An 
export rebate, and the cancellation of both diminishes rather than enhances 
United Kingdom competitive ability in India. In the meantime, however, 
the selling price of this raw material has declined. We concur as" to the 
importance of this matter, but the question of whether the Indian industry 
should have to bear a tax on this raw material on importation is o~tside our 
province. 

(c) Statement by the .4.hmednuml Millowners' Association. 

Most of the points contained in this statement on ~hich we might othel"
wise have wished to comment have already been mentIOned above. The fol
lowing additional points, however, may be made:-

(1) The reference to the Report of the 1932 .Tariff ~oard, in which it. is 
said 1(hat they unequivocally recommended that. pro~ec~lOn shoul~ be apphed 
uniformly against the imports from all countrIes, IS mappl"oprla~ to ~he 
present enquiry. The Board's terms of reference relate to equatmg seilIng 
prices: uniform duties against all countries by ~eneral. consent would. be far 
removed from any such equation as far as Umted ~mg~o~ trade IS .con
cerned. It would amount to prohibition which we mamtam IS not .the Issue 
before the Board. 

• Not- printed. 
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(2) We have found it difficult to compare the statistics as given for 
calendar years with the statistics used elsewhere by all parties, based on 
the Indian fiscal yenr. For the convenien('e of all concerned we ourselves 
are adheJ-ing to the fiscal yea.' basis. 

(3) The arguments ahout the prospeds for the' Indian industry in greys 
and whites are dealt with in our general oobmibsiolll!. 

(,1) The statistics of trade ill colou""d goods begin, in our ot>inion, un
fairly with the year of the boycott. 'fhe table is for calendar years, and may 
be compared with the following figures of total imports of prints. piece-dyed 
and yarn-dyed imports as recordPd in Indian statistics for fiscal years, and 
beginning before the bo~'cott year:-

Million yards. 

Tota\. U.K. Japan. 

1929-30 483 27~) 154 
1930-31 246 148 74 
1931-32 223 110 95 
1932~'33 425 194 214 
1933-34 269 142 124 
1934-35 361 213 140 

(5) We disagree with the implications of the references to' consumption 
"etrospectively over the past ten ~'{,lIrs and prospectively. See our summary 
in ol1r Supplementary Memorandum No.7. 

We I"l'gard the reference to total elimination of imports as opposed to the 
basis of the present enquiry. -

(6) The statements regarding the production of coarse yarn are thoroughly 
misleading. 

'Vo refer to the uses to whil'h Lancashire coarse yarns are now being put 
in the seetion of these notes on CoHon Yarns. 

Siul'e the date at whil'h a previous Tariff Board quoted figures of the 
Manchest.er Chamber of C~)Inmerl'e, a great r:hange has occurred in United 
Kingdom qualit~es shipped to India, and the statement has no relevance to 
present conditions. 

The whole argument is curiously at variance with the selection of Lan
cashire cloths made by the Ahmedabad Millowners themselves as competing 
directly or indirectly. Only i out of the 24 cloths submitted have either 
warp or weft below 40s counts. 10 the Bombay list only 8 cloths out of 40 
ha"e either warp or weft ~'Il-I'ns below 40s counts. In cases where, in both 
lists, the warp or the wpft is helow 40s ('ounts, the resultant cloth is not in 
any single case what could be called a coarse cloth. 

Our calculations of yarn retained for home consumption in the United 
Kingdom in 1930 do not yield the same results as those given. In any event, 
the year 1930 is not representative of conditions now obtaining. 

The tendency attributed to Lancashire towards coarser goods is not there
fore in llCl'ornance with fal'ts. 

(i) We N'gard the statement that Lalll'ashire does not find it difficult to 
l'ompt'te with the Indian duties at 25 per ('ent. as totally at va-riance with 
all the evidence. 

We do not consider the l'Iuties call bfl describPd as "insuffil'iently help
ful " when in flvery st'l'tion of t.'ade they have led to an increased produc
tion in India, and Ulfl other duties m.'ntiont'd are of infiniwsimal signifi
csnce, and C'ertainly do not nullify the piel'egoo<is duties. 

H.-THE CoMPARATIVK PRIC'K" Fl1Rl>-'SHKD BY THR INDIAN MILLOWNRRS. 

'Ve have carefllll~' examined the ('omparisoll of wholesale market prices 
of standard lines of English goods and the fair selling pril'es of these cloths 
when manufactured in India, ns set ont in the Supplementary Statement of 



the MilIow~ers' Associ.ation, Bombay, We note that the United Kingdom 
goods mentIOned therem are also mentioned in the list of the same Associa
tion's .. AnHwers to the Questionnaire", though for some reason which does 
not appear, ,'er.tain .items mentioned in the latter are not made j;he subject 
of price quotatIOns m the former. The object of the list in the "Answers 
to the Questionnaire" is to record the principal dasses of goods in which 
direct or indil'ect competition exists. We doubt the practical utility for 
tiueh a purpose of a tabular list, necessarily unaccompanied by the explana
tiQns and reservations really requisite to make it a batisfactory picture of 
the situation. However, as far as the issue before the Board is cOIl{'erned 
the important table is that in the Supplementary Statement where pric~ 
comparisons are offered, and we propose to confine ourselves to the 35 num
bered items contained therein. 

Before examining the United. Kingdom and Indian prices which are con
trasted, and taking the figures merely as given, we wish to draw attention 
to the perccntage differences existing between the United Kingdom and the 
Indian prices. As the Board will no doubt have observed, all the Indian 
prices exceed tho United Kingdom prices (which of itself would strike us as 
being hardly representative of thc whole field of our very variable trade) but 
the margins of ex"ess vary enormously. 'fhe lowest margin is No. 28, a 
white shIrting, where the Indian price is 6'1 per cent. above the United 
Kingdom price. The highest difference occurs in No.6, Ii grey mull, where 
the Indian price is 47'4 per cent. greater than the United Kingdom. As the 
United Kingdom prices are duty-paid prices, the implication of the table 
taken UH 0. whole would alppear to be that a substantial addition is required 
to the prescnt duties to equ .. te fair selling prices. Such an as"umption is so 
much at variance with thl' only possible inferences to 'be drawn from the 
persistent dedine in United Kingdom imports as to suggest, either. that the 
samples are in general thoroughly unrepresentath'e of the real state of 
affairs, or else that the Indian prices as quoted are very substantially in 
excess of the level of prices which Indian mills ha.ve in practice been willing 
to accept for some l,onsiderable time past for goods actually produced. So 
substantial a difference between fair and realised price levels, in the absence 
of any other explanation by. the Millowners, would imply that competition 
with United Kingdom goods, coupled with the establishment of correspond
ingly low price levels il\ internal competition, would have involved the 
Indian mills in large and persistent losses. of a magnitude which would have 
long ago brought the industry. to a complete standstill. This of course has 
not happened, and we conclude that one of the other alternative explana
tions must be true. 

We have no means at our lli4;posal to check the fair selling prices of 
Indian cloths as recorded in the table, but we presume the Board will be 
able to make suitable investigations. We realise the figure. are based on 
paper costings rather than the experience of actual manufacture of the pre
<'ise goods in question. We suggest the Board should endeavour to secure, 
from the Indian mills concerned reeords of costings and selling prices of 
goods which they have actually produced thernseh:es, and ,,:hich. are as near 
as practicable to the styles for which calculated prICes are gIven m the table. 

It will be understood that our· resources for making comparisons of this 
kind are extremely limited. In the first place we have no ac('esS to Indian 
mill costings, and in the second place it . requires an immense. amo~nt of ~n
quiry on the market to discover ac1;ual products of .the IndIan ~Ills whlc~ 
are now on sale and which correspond with anythmg approachmg exacti
tude to the United Kingdom lines appearing in the list. It is the excep
tion rather than the rule for Indian l'loths achieving succ<'.ss on the market 
at present to be constructed on identi('al lines to ~nited Kingdom c!ot.hs, .or 
'Vice 'Versa, since it is by differences in constructIOn r~the~ than sl~~larlty 
that the United Kingdom has had to cndellv.our to mamtam competItIOn at 
all. We have only had a few ,'lays in which to investigate the probl~m, but 
we are able to annex to this memorand)lm a few schedulE\s settmg out 
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comparisons between actual Lancashire cloths and actual Indian cloths 
appearing respective.ly in the tables of price comparisons handed in by the 
Millowne~s, other witnesses, or ourselves, or obtained by us on the market. 
We su!>mlt th~t these examples show marginal price differences so strikingly 
a~ varla~ce with those recorded by the Millowners as to justify the investiga
tIOn wInch we ask for the Board to make of the Indian fair selling prit'8s, 
and as to bear out in the particular cases our conviction that the list as a 
whole does not give a fair picture of the ruling margins. 

The time at our disposal has hardly been sufficient for us to check the 
particl1lllrs and prices attributed to the United Kingdom lines as listed. In 
a number of cases the checks we have been able to make confirm the ac
curacy ",ithin narrow limits of the United Kingdom prices given by the 
Millowners. In t)thers, our enquiries suggest the existence of some errors. 
We record our results to date in a separate annex to this memorandum. 
We have verbally informed the President of our willingness to send the lists 
to Manchester by Air· Mail and ask for comprehensive checks to be sent to 
the Special 'l'ariff Board by the New Year. 

As the list of comparative prices handed in by the Ahmedabad Millowners' 
Association is largely founded on the same selection of Lancashire styles, we 
do not propose to comment on it separately, except to point out that the 
fair selling prices given therein are different in many cases from those given 
by Bombay. 'l'hat such differences in calculated Iprices should be handed in 
to the Board seems to us to support our argument in our Supplementary 
Memorandum No.6 in favour of recorded selling prices as a preferable basis 
for comparisons. 

lH.-THE PROBLEM OF EQUA1·ING FAm SELLING PRICES. 

We have reviewed the whole of the Evidence of the Indian Millowners, as 
well as our own Evidence, in great det!l.il, in order to see whether we could 
make any fresh contribution to the extremely difficult problem now before 
the Board in arriving at a precise equation of United Kingdom and Indian 
fair seIling prices. As we see it, the Board has price evidence which falls 
into three groups, namely:-

(a) Prices of Lancashire styles, 35 in number, selected by the MiII
owners, with Indian fair selling prices based on nominal mill 
costings; 

(b) A range of Indian productions, 69 in number, handed in by our
selves, representati,r9 of tho market and accompanied by Indian 
mill selling quotations and prices at which Lancashire manu
facturers with actual experience· of the Iproduction of strictly 
comparnblc goods, would have been willing to accept business 
at the dates chosen; 

(c) Samples; technical details, and prices supplied by ourselves and 
certain Chambers of Commerce in India, of goods which, though 
nct the same technically, are comparable commercially, in vary
ing degree. 

We 11 ave been unable to devise any additional line of approaeh to the 
problem and unless the Board itself has been more fortunate, we conclude 
that a decision will have to be reached 011 this evidence, supplemented. no 
doubt, by further information which can be elicited from different sources 
in India. 

We realise that a grant difficulty arises from the fact that each item 
selected for comparison, when examined Il.nd checked in the most thorough 
Dlanner will still exhibit a wide margin of difference varying from the others 
in its o~n class and from other classes. In short, the margins will never be 
constant 88 between the same mills in different lines or the same lines pro
duced by different mills. This reflects the variability of the cotton textill) 
trade, of which we haNI) ~en throughout only too fully aware. 
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As previously explained, in our Comparative Price Tables, the United 
Kingdom "riCM are based on actual manufacturing experience of the types 
in question, and the Indian prices on actual selling quotations current in 
the mal·ket during the six months April to October, 1935. The latter have 
the further merit of being founded on product,\! actually being made by the 
Indian mills, which increases their usefulness as a basi~ for .the a'>Certain
ment of the protection Indian mills require, and also enables the Board to 
call for a<-l,ual records of selling prices and castings from the Indian mills 
concerned. , , 

On the other hand, the comparisons handed in by the Indian Millowners 
give prices based on castings of Lancashire products and not necessarily on 
records of actual experience in production. The Board may find them of 
some value when che('l{ed and investigated, but they do not seem to us so 
pertinent to the question of Indian fair selling prices as our figures are. 

The value of the samples referred to in (c) above, which are comparable 
commercially rather than identical technically, arises in affording a useful 
guide to the price margins which exist in practice. 

We feel that a study of all this evidence in combination should yield a 
sufficiently accurate reflection of the situation to make- it possible til estab
lish the factual existence of certain margins which, when averaged out, 
~hould facilitate an a'pproacQ. to a final solution of the problem. ' 

IV.-'-THK DUTIES ON COTTON YARNS. 

We note with much interest that, although in different words, all the 
Millowners' cases confirm the view we expresed in our principal statement, 
that from an Indian point of view much greater importance attaches at 
present to importations of, cotton yarns from Japan and China than to 
those from United Kingdom. We find a marked lack of any evidence in 
the MillowneTs' cases to show that India suffers from United Kingdom com
petition in cotton yarna, whether below ,50s counts or finer. 

The Indian cases point out, as ours does, that the specific duty of H 
annas was renewed in 1930 because of Chinese importations, which in that 
year were 11,478,000 Ibs. ThE! Indian cases mention that in the half year 
to June, Ill3.5, imports from China were 6,661,000 lbs., or 14 per cent. 
greater than in 1930. This suggests that, notwithstanding the duty, 
Chinese competition is becoming still more important to India than United 
Kingdom competition. The quantity of Japanese imports grew in the same 
period from 6,895,000 Ibs. to 11,339,000 Ibs., an increase of 64 per cent, 
As an illustration of the abnormal character of Japanese prices, we may 
mention hel" sales of two-fold bleached and mercerised yarns at little more 
than the eost of single grey yarn. -

In contrast with the foregoing, imports'of United Kingdom yarns into 
India fell from 20,111,892 Ibs. in 1929-30 to 9,952,435 Ibs. in 1933-34. 

We note the statement in the Bombay Millowners' caSe that "ground 
has been lost not on account of effective competition, but owing to Chinestl 
and Japanese competition". We agree that Chinese and ~apanese CODl

petition have affected sales of United Kingdom yarns very serIOusly, but we 
do not agree that Indian mills cannot or do nO,t put up effective competi
tion in several counts. 

We no~ also the statement in the Cotton Spinning Industry case that 
"the industry requires at the earliest possible date adequate duties on non
British yarns of all counts. If this is not done, any lessening of United 
Kingdom imports would simply be made up by Japan and China..". We 
fully concur. 

Our submission is that reduced duties on United Kingdom yarns would 
8Sfist United Kingdom suppliers without injuring Indian interests, until 
Buch time as the non-British duties can be adjusted iu the sense ,recom· 
mended by the Indian Cattou Spinnillg Iudustry. 

• 
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In ~he ~omhay stoatemen~ and in the Cotton Spinning Industry Case, 
stresa IS laid on Indian duties on raw cotton (6 pies per lb.), machinery 
stores, etc., 10 per ccnto, and starch and faloina, 15 per cent. 'Ve U1!der
.. tand the duty on.cotton was designed in part to benefit the agriclliturali..t, 
and pre.sumably therefol'e to strengthen the demand for pietoegoods jn gene
ral. In so far as it has this effect, its consequenc-cs will not be uniformly 
detrimental to India~ spinners. As to quoting the duty as a reason for 
protection against lJnited Kingdom yarns, we feel the argument altogether 
overlooks the many heavier costs and sQipping freights both for raw mate
rial and yarns which United Kingdom suppliers have to bear. The same 
applies to a mention of costs of fumigation. 

The Indian ocases seem to overlook that Lancashire pays a 20 per cent. 
duty on imported machinery, and although the United 'Kingdom is herself 
eminent in the manufacture of textile machinery, patents operated abroad 
will always make overseas purchases necessary in connection, for example, 
with high draft ..'Systems and quick-speed winding frameso Lancashire spin
ners have little or no recourse to double shifts, and by agreement with trade 
unions are limited to a 48-hour week, which includes H to 21 hours cleaning 
time. Lancashire spinners are also subject to restrictions regarding work
ing cOllditions. Pos~ibly other countries will adopt similar rules for the 
benefit of their workers, equally for their health and happiness as for their 
efficiency and keenness, but mealJwhilE' I.ancashire has more restrictions than 
ohtain elsewhere. 

Lancashire ~pillners may daim some ('redit from their Indian confreres 
for the financial support thE'Y have given 'to the development and e:ll.-pan
sion of Empire cotton growiug, from which India benefits, not to mention 
the present-day E'!forts of Lancashire in regard to her consumption of 
Indian cotton, which are referred to in our principal case. 

It is stated that higher duties are necessary to enable Indian spinners to 
equip "themselves with new machinery (Ahmedabad Case, also othE'r cases). 
The puhlished results of many spinning companies do not bear out this con
tention (the Madras Chamber rase gives examples). Lancashire spinners 
have been through a period of finaneial distrcss greater than any suffered 
by Indian mills, and hE'ing in the world market. cannot rely on protective 
duties'to help thE'm to maintain their equipment. 

Attention is ealled to the increase iu Lancashire of the output of coarse 
eounts, and the inference is drawn that more coarse cloths are being manu
factured (Ahmedabad case). This is not the casc. Large weights of 
Lancashire's coarse connts arE' used for quite differE'nt purposes to those 
spun for Indian type~ of doths, mainly tyres. hosiery, threads, high-class 
canvas, and military contraets, home and foreign. 

Mention is made of moving, mills and machinery from coarse to fine 
counts and from ordinary to super qualities. Lancashire experience would 
suggest that for counts of 60s and over this is a complex .problem quite 
divorced from protectivE' requiremE'nts. Coarse and fine spinning are car
ried on in difTerE'nt distl·icts. Oldham generally concentratE's on coarse 
numhers, Dolton on fine. For one district to change over to the speciali
ties of another has ne,."r been found beneficial. 

The machinery, the sE'ttings, and the general lay-out of mills are differ
ent, and great didiculty arises when, owing to fluctuating demand, attE'mpts 
are mad .. to chan .... from one h'pe to the othE'r. The skill and training of 
labour is a matte; of )E'ars in ~ffiriE'llt production of fine yarns, and at its 
best can only be achievE'd gradually. Special mnrhinery alone is far from 
being slIffirillnt. 

Aq a mlltter of interest, we may mention that the fine trade of Lan
t'ashire was confined a few ~'ears ago to 12 million spindles, and was pros
peroutl. To-day 18 million spindles fight for the fine trade, wit~. results 
which might have bE'en anticipatE'd, namely, lower standard of quahtles and 
reduced margins. 
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Probably a certain number or concerns in India are specially situated 
regarding the production of finer yarns. Our observations are not intended 

. to refer to these, but to the general situation. 
Adequate evidence is lacking i~ the Indian cases to show the necessity 

for the present duty on yarns finer than 50s counts in which indeea Indi~ 
mills are ~ow .~aking n~ticeable progress. India'n production of counts 
nhove tnR III mllhon Ibs. lJl ]933-34 was 37'4 an~ in 1934-35 was 43'9. Iu 
1935 April-June it was 14'7 or at an annual ~ate of 58'8. 

Indian mills compete very successfully with Lancashire in counts of 403 
and below. 'Ve can see no nec'essity for an ad valorem duty on any counts 
below 50s, nor for a specific duty which on a yarn of the value of 121 annas 
per lb. is as high as 10 per cent. 

ReferenCe is made to the reject yarns supplied by Lancashire. These 
are of benefit to the handloom industry. They are fairly good yarns with 
imperfections as regards twist, build, shape, and other details which forbid 
their use on quick-speed. machinery, but which the hand wQfker can remove 
or overcome in the ordinary course of his work or which are specially reeled 
before export. They are spun on the mule, and are an unavoidable product 
of the type of spinning which in general delivers its yarn in cop form, and 
is thus unable to dispose of its percentage of imperfect yarn by winding, 
etc., /lJI is the case with ring-spun yarns. 

We observe that the validity of t.he running totals of yarn imports is 
somewhat destroyed by the inclusion of artificial silk and rope yarns. The 
fuller table is the same. 

As regards the price particulars give!). by the Millowners' Association, 
Bombay, we append as an annex a note of the results of our investigation 
of these items. 

VI.--CONCLUSIONS OF THE UNl<rED KINGDOlll DELEGATION ON THE INDIAN 
MILLOWNERS' CASES. 

Our view is that a strong prima, lacie case in favour of our application 
for reduced duties was abundantly established in the statistics of Indian 
consumption and production and of United Kingdom imports, as illustrated 
in the graph to which reference is made in these notes. This shows clearly 
the complete inability of United Kingdom suppliers under present conditions 
to stem the decline in their trade notwithstanding increasing consumption. 
The MiJlowners' Cases entirely fail to prove any other cause for this than 
the 'existence of undulv high duties. They acknowledge that their principal 
difficulties arise from Japanese competition at low prices and intense internal 
(·ompetition. 

We agree that Japanese competition exercises a predominant influen~e 
on the market situation. Its influence is far greater than its mere volume 
would sllgl!est, owing to abnormally low .Htpanese prices and met~ods of 
business. This is 0. diffi('ultv ('ommon to hoth Indian and United Kmgdom 
suppliers in regard to whirh they would have every reason to be unite~ in 
pressing for appropriate measures in the future. There is no comparIson 
between Japanese aud Fnited Kingdom competition. The latter introduces 
into the market, standards of price and quality whi('h have ~ helpful. eff.ect 
on tho selJing policy of Indian mills, as do also United Kmgdom selhng 
methods. 

The MilIowners' Cases do not perhaps lay as milch e.mphasi~ .as has been 
clone· in earlier enquiries and discussions upon the relatIve pOSItIon of trade 
in coarse and fine goods, but the ques~ion is I~entioned in several pla(~es. 
"he r.amples in the lIfillowners' list malJlly consIst of cloths made from 40s 
counts and over, ancl presumably the intention i~ to s~l.ggest that O;"e~ 4~. 
counts the Indian mills cannot compete with Umted KlIlgdolll. TIns IS III 

contrast with the known success of some Indian \niBs in many lines of these 
count~. It prmnpts the question, why should t~oRe Indian ~lills stlcceecl ~n 
this way with medium fine goods if anvthing hke the margms recorded m 
~he list ohtain generally? Lan('(lshh-e hlls gone finer because of the over-

y 
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whelming competitive success of the Indian mills in the coarser counts but 
there is nothing to suggest the existence of ally fundamental reasons' why 
Indian mills should not gl11dually strengthen their position in medium fin's 
count~ ullder a reasonable scale of protection. . There is a great deal in past 
experIence to suggest that undue or specialised protection in these ('ounts 
would fORter e~cessive internal competition before a steady and gradual de\'e
lopment had built up the strong position and the experience on which alone 
~ound progress can be made. We are opposed to differentiation between 
fine and coarse trades. It ("ould only imply Illore of those violent changes 
of which we have had experience, in contrast to a gradual process of adjust.
ment which we are able to sust.ain. For the Indian industry, we are con
vinced that any benefits it might appear to offer on a short view will become 
grave disadvantages on the long view. 

The MilJowners refer to various fis("al burdens 'and other handicaps they 
have to hear, and from which they contend the United Kingdom is free. 
We consider suet arguments la.rgely i~'relevant in an Enquiry where the 
issue is cOlllparativc selling priIJcs which must include the burdens each party 
has to hear. In any event, it is worthy of note that the United Kingdom 
trade has had to bear a handil"ap of 25 per cent., not merely on the real 
value of its products but on all the elements entering into the selling price, 
including freight, pnc,king, insurance, administration, telegraphing, etc. Of 
the two burdens we consider that of the United Kingdom to he manifwstly 
the larger. 

Much is said, quite legitimately, in all the Cases abont the financial 
rcsults of units in the Indian industry. The Millowners would doubtless 

'like to convince the Board thut. heavy duties against the United Kingdom 
are necessary to preserve their finaneial position, and to that end may quote 
losses sustained by various units. 'Ve have no doubt that the Board will 
pay equal regard to prolitll mado by othlU' .. J.IIlits, ineluding those whose re
sults, so far as we know, are not public property. The large increase in 
new plant in recent years hardly suggests that those who are investing their 
money in that way really believe in the argument that profits cannot be 
·made. It is not out of place to observe tllat the economic trends of the pa,;t 
few years throughout the world have been generally adverse to profit-making 
in the cotton textile industry, qnite apart from the major factor of the price 
levels established in so many markets by abnormal Japanese competition. 
We think, if a comparison were possible, the average experience of units 
in the Indian industry would be found to be distinctly better than the re
sults in other countries. 'We suggest that in a great many cases where 
losses havo been made in India, an examination of the nature of the'trade 
conducted by the mills in qnestion would show that their difficulties had 
arisen from intense internal competition, .and not at all from united King
dom competition. 

We regard the present juncture as one of extreme importance in the 
relations of the Indian and United Kingdom cotton industry to the great 
market for. cotton goods whidl exists in India. For the United Kingd:>m, 
we believe it to be a fact that unless there is an early duty reduction, our 
trade. in the Indian market will continuo to decline as it is doing even 
during the present year. (United Kingdom piecegoods imports from April 
to October, 1935, at 273 million yards, are 13 per cent. less than in the 
same period last year.) United Kingdom firms, Indian import finns, and 
doolers will continuo to drop out of the United Kingdom piecegoods business, 
and tho links which in many cases confer mutual advantage, when once 
broken, are unlikely to be restored. . 

For the Indian industry-and perhaps even more for the people of India 
-the question is, whether they want this to happen. Broad qnestions of 
national well-being are not before the Tariff Board, but we feel entitled to 
remark agaiu on the reciprocal advantages to India. and particularly to her 
agriculture, which trade with the United Ki.ngdom im~lies .. From the. 
limited point of view of the welfare of the IndIan cotton mdllstry, we are 
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also conl'inccd that the elimination of United Kiugdom import trade of 
whi .. h the Ahmedabad Millowners speak in their Oase would create a situ
atiou inflicting more detriment than advantage on India. The Indian 
market for cotton goods is an immensely large one. It i~ subject to a great 
many influences such as trade cycles. It requires, as all great markets do, 
a strUL-turo which permits the inevitable stresses and strains to bE' divided 
between different interests and parties. To confine it entirely to the domes
tic mills could only be done by a rate of protection which would be certain 
to lead to excessive development of productive capacity, such as we believe 
to be already' in evidence. If carried to further extremes, the consequonces 
for Indian economy, especially in a period of stress, would be of the gravest 
character. 

On the question of manufacturing efficiency, also, it. seems to us in 
India's interest~ to maintain conditions permitting a satisfactory volume of 
United Kingdom trade. United Kingdom trade serves to familiarise the 
consumer with a number of products not made in India .• As and when it 
suits Indian enterprise to embark on the manufacture of these products; the 

- market demand is already in existence to provide an outlet. The great 
progress of the Indian industry has been made just in this way, imd both the 
consumer and the industry would appreciate what it means if United King
dom trade were throttled down to insignificant proportions. 

We believe, as we have said, that the present is the juncture when these 
important questions have to be settled. We -recognise the Board is con
cel'lled with facts rather 'than policy. We believe that on the Board's terms 
of reference all the facts point to a substantial duty reduction. On the 
grounds just explained, we consider the Board would make a recommenda-

. tion to that effect in the confident -expectation that their report would 
iuitiate a policy fundamentally in the interests of India as well as the 
United Kingdom. 

ANNEX No. 1. 

NOTES AS TO CHECKS MADE ON LISTS OF UNITED KINGDOM .QUALITIES ApPEAR

ING IN "ANSWERS TO QUESTIONNAIRE" BY MILLOWl'!ERS' .ASSOCIATION, 
BOMBAY, AND IN THEIR SUPPLEMENTARY STATEMENT. 

(The pal'8graph numbers are those appearing in the second of the above 
mentioned lists.) 

1-4. Dimensions approximately correct: United Kingdom price correct. 
5-7. Unable to cbeck dimensions and price at present. 
8. Dimensions approximately correct: United Kingdom price correct. 
9. Unable to check dimensions and priee at present. 

10-11. Dimensions approximately correct. August United Kingdom price 
. ex-gudown 38 not 34 annas, Cannot reconcile Indian average fair selling 
price given with price of similar quality produced by New Ohina mills No. 
2535 as recorded in United Kingdom schedules undE\r key number B231. 
See detailed comparison in Example 1 of Annex 3 hereof. 

12. Counts should read 64x56. Price not given in ·Bombay case. Fair 
selling price given looks very high aR compared with New Rajpur No. 6500, 
which .is B232 in United Kingdom schedules and appears in Example No. '2 
of Annex 3 hereof. 

13. Oounts should be 21x17, 60s and 80s. August United Kingdom price 
36 l\nnas ex-godown. Importers state no competing Indian qualitiV' 

14-15. Unable to check dimensions and price at present. 

16. Counts should be 18 x 18, 30s and 30s. United Kingdom price correl't 

17. Counts should be 19x19, 30s and 30s. United Kingdom price correct. 

y2' 
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18. Counts should be 20x20. Competing Indian quality mentioned in 
Bengal Chamber Case, 'Viz., No. 7799 Gopinath Chengamull, is quoted to-day 
in bazaar approximately 58 annas, in contrast to Indian fair seIJing prices 
given as 74, 78'65" and 83·19. , 

19. Reed and pick approximately correct. Unable to check yarns or price 
at present. Sassoon's No. 9915, in United Kingdom schedule as C. 304, sold 
at 28'5 anna" on 30th August, 1935, in 24/25 inches widths, is in contrast 
with fair selling price given. 8ee Example No.4 in Annex 3, as a check to 
Illdian fair selling price. 

20. Reed and pick should read 56 x 55. Un'ablo io chel·k price at present. 
Sassoon's No. 819, in United Kingdom schedule as B313, sold at 28 annas 
on 31st August, 1935, in 25 ineh width. See Example 3 in Annex 3, as a 
chl'ck to Indian fair selling price. 

21. Unable to check dimensions and price at prl'sent 
22. Dimensions should read 37 inches, 61 x43, 40s and 50s. Unable to 

check price at pJ:esent. 
23-24. Unable to check dimensions and price at present. 
25. Reed and pick approximately correct. Counts should read 38s and 

468. Pril'e approximately correct. Supplier reports formerly sold in vel)' 
large quantities now negligible. 

26. Unablo to check dimensions at present. Pril"e 3rd August, 1935, 68 
annas; remainder of August 67 annas. Note this slightly lower thall that 
gh'en by Millowners. 

27. Unable to chock diml'nsions and pril"e at present. 
28. Dimensiolls shcouldread 26x31, 60s and 70s. Price correct. 

29. Price correct. 
30. {TDlted Kingdom price appears reasonable. Doubtful if anything com .. 

parable made by Indian mills in bulk, ill which case prices calculated on 
cOlitings call only be very approximate. 

31. l'nited Kingdom price given is approximately correct. 'We ale in .. 
formed that Indians have not made t.his quality in the hard finish. If this 
is the case the price given can only be an estimated one. 

32. No comment on United Kingdom market price. Indian fair selling 
price not understood when COlli pared with E. D. Bassoon's quality E. 2761B, 
.. hown ,as B. 420 in United Kingdom schedule. 

33. This style not pl'Odncro in India. Costings without experience of bulk 
.. roduction can only be roughest of approximations. 

3·1. Standard doth of which market price from day to day is readily 
obtainable. At end August it was 11 annas 6 pies per yard, equivalent to 
345 allnas per pieee. Millowners' figure of 245 annas presumahly a clerical 
error. 'Ve wOllder if Millowners adhere to Indian price of 279'61 annas and 
how it was arrived at. ' If they do adhere to it, the item is strongly in our 
favour. 

35. This item is dealt with in United Kingdom Response to MilIowners' 
Osse, Section V, on Artificial Silks. 

ANNEX No.2. 

NOTB REGARDING YARNS MBNTIONED IN TUE SUPJ'LRllRNTARY STATEliENT 'OF TUE 
MU,LOlI'NERS' ASSOC'IATION, BOMBAY. 

, 1. Regarding 60.~ Grey ram, II Truodcutter" brantl, quoted wholesale 
pricp ['nitI'd Killgdom qllality elld oj AII.gII.~t at 17'02 allnas ami Indian jai,' 
.PI/i'la prit'e 20'38 ann(/~.-We agree with the statement as to differell(~ in 
details of ('onstruction, aud have 1I0t been able to lind an Indian yarn with 
selling pdl'e 20'38 aUMS. 
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Harvey'. Madura Mills 60s Egyptia" yarn was em August 31st, 1935, in 
the bazaar, 16 annas per lb. On December 5th, 1935, in the bazaar 15'15 
annas, and we understand mill rate was 15'5 annas per lb. ' 

2. ReglWding 501l Grry Yarn .. Bucket" bralld, quoted whole.mle price 
~Tnited Kingdom Quality end 01 August at 1/,.b alllUl~ and Indwn lair selling 
pri~" 16'36 'mnas.-We are informed these yarns are no longer on the 
Madrna market. 

3. Regtrrding 10& Grell Yarn .. Bhut" brand, quoted wholesale prics 
r;"nited Kingdom quality end of Augu .• t 19'25 anlla~ and Indian lair sellin!/ 
price 26'23 annoll.-We are informed these yarns are no longer on the 
Madrll8 market. By Appendix C, however, it will be seen that 70s appear.: 
on the Calcutta market only once since 13th July, 1934. 

70s Indian is only offered in small quantities on the apen market, so that 
.·e are unable to check the fair selling prices as given. 

ANNEX No.3. 
INDIAN AND UNITED KINGDOM PRICB OoHPARISONS. 

Compm-able as Oppused to Identical Types of Cloth. 
Descriptw", of cloth: Dhoti. Example No.1. 

ParticuJan. 

1. Trade Number 
I. MiII or Imporrer . • . 
B. Which -.. mentioned In, (if any) 

,. Weight. • 
6. Width and length 

6. Reed and pick 

7. Varna . 

8. Price, amount, and d.ate 

9. Source from which price obtalned 

Indian. 

2535 . 
Nt"w China. . . 
United KilUldom Com· 

• paratlve table (B·231). 
I·Hlbs. . 
50'2"/8 yda. . 

64 x 68 actual 

360 and 50s • 

29·5 annas, Soth August, 
-1935. 

List of Indian prices 
from which United 
Kingdom comparative 
pri ..... were compiled. 

United K"mgdom. 

84. 
Grahams. 
Bombay Millownera" List. 

N 03. 10 and 11. 

44"/10 ywi: C;" given by 
MiliownerB.) 

69x56 ( do. ). 

80s and 560. ( do. ). 

Sec remarks. 

Millowoon' list. 

RCfIUlrk3.--Grahams say price required (no sales) at end of August was 38 
annas, against thirty-four annas given in Bomhay case. We calculate that 
the border on the Indian cloth would ('ost 8 pies more to make in Lancashire 
than the border on 84, induding the difference in the weaving price. Price 
of Indian cloth in United Kingdom dimensions would be about 331 annas, 
but United Kingdom quality is about 1 anna dearer in construction:. 

Description 01 cloth : Dhoti. 

particnlara. 

1. Trade nnmber 
2. Mill or importer • • • 
8. Which caae mentioned In (if any) 

4. W.i~ht. • • 
6. Width and IeIlgtb • 

6. Reed and pick 
7. Yams • • . 
8. Price, amooot and date 

9. Source from which price obtained 

Indian. 

6500 • 
New Rajpttr • • 
United Kingdom Com· 

parative table (B·232). 
·7Ilbs. . 
4H" 5 yda •• 

56 x 41 actnal 
37. and 52. • • 
12 annaa, 31st Augnat, 

1935. 
LI.t of Indlan prices from 

which Unlt.ed King
dom comparative prices 
were compiled. 

&romple No.2. 

United Kingdom. 

2301. 

Bombay Mliidwnen' List, 
No. 12. 

"" 10 YMcis' (aa given in 
Bombayllst). 

6Ox56 ( do. ). 
40s and 50s (do. ). 
No price given In Mill· 
owoerB'list. 

Remarka.-The borders on these two cloths will cost approximately the 
lame. 
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Description of cloth : Bleached N ainsooks, 

Particulars. 

1. Trade Number 
2. MiU or importer . '.' 
S. Which case mentioned In (if any) 

4. Weight. • 
5. Width and length 

6. Reed and pick 
7. Yarns. . • 
8. Price, amount and date 

9. Source from which price obtained 

Indian. 

819 . . 
E. D. Sassoon • . 
United Kingdom Com· 

paratlve table (B·SI3). 
1-70Ihs. 
25" x 18 yds. 

49 x 45 actual 

:~ :~:..!~s sist August: 
1935. 

List of Indian prices from 
which United King
dom comparative prices 
were compiled. 

Example No. a. 
United Kingdom. 

177. 

Bombay Mrnowners' List. 
No. 20. 

52" x 18 yd,;: (as given In 
Bombay list). 

54x56 ( do. ). 
40s and 40s ( do.) 
76 annas, end Angust. 

Millowners' Jist. 

Remarks.-Difference in width and construction will not do more than 
double the price of B19. 

Descriptio'1/, of cl~th : Bleached N ainsooks. Example No.4. 

Particulars. 

1. Trade number 
2. MiU or 1m porter . . . 
3. Which ease mentioned In (if any) 

4. Wel~ht. . 
6. Width and length 

6. Reed and pick 
7. Yarns. . • 
8. Price, amount and date 

9. Source from which price obtained 

Indian. 

9915 
E. D. Sassoon . . 
United Kingdom Com-

parative table (C·304). 
I·G5Ihs. • 
24·9" x 18 yds. 

49 x 44 actual 

~~* ~~~!~ SOth A~t, 
1935. 

40·86 annas. 
.List of Indian prices from 

which United King
dom comparative prices 
were compiled. 
74·6 annas. 

Uulted Kingdom. 

77. 

Bombay Millowners' LIst, 
No.9. 

45" x 18 ydS: (as given in 
Bombay list). 

66x56 ( do. ,. 
40s and 40s ( do. I. 
69 annas, end August. 

MiIlowners' LIst . 

Bt"nwrks.-Dlfference In Width and constructIOn would brmg 9915 price 
up to about 54 annas. The yarns and general appearance of 77 are superior 
in quality. -

Description of cloth : Chocolate Jean. Ea:ample No.5. 

Particulars. 

1. Trade number 

2. MlU or Importer 

S. Which case mentioned In (if any) 

4. Weight. 

6. Width and length 

O. Recd and pick 

7. Yarns • 

8. Price, amount and date 

9. Source from which price obtained· 

Indian. 

E. 2761 B •. 

E. D. Sassoon 

United Kin~dom Com-
parative table (B.420). 

4'06 lb •• 

2H"x80 yds. 

76 x 50 .actual 

8Ss and 40s . 

Uulted Kingdom. 

Bombay M.iIlowner.;' I.ist 
No. 82. . 

27" x 62 yd •. (as given In 
Bombay list). 

84x44/5 ( do. ). 

290 and 4Ss ( do. ). 

90, Slst August, 1985 195. 

r,lst of Indian prices from Millowners' List. 
which United King-
dom prices were taken. 

lltlmm·ks.-Samples of both cloths attached to show resemblance. For 
Lile sume length, viz., 52 yds., the pro raM Indian price would be 156 annas. 
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De.cription of cloth : White Shirtings. EkMmple No.6. 

Partlcolanl. Indian. United Kingdom. 

1. Trade namber Sepoy . 5650. 

2. MllJ or Importer Kohlnoor Grahams. 

8. Which ease mentioned In (If any) u,::!\'! J~~:o~~ Bch.. Not previously mentioned. 

4. Weight. 9·58 lb •• 

6. Width and length 32'6" x 42 yds. 84" x 40 yds. 

6. Reod and pick 64x55 68x56. 

7. Yarns . 2Ss and ISs . ISs and 80s. 

8. Price, amount and date 

9. Source from which price obtelned Mill .elling quotation C. I. F. C. I. quotation. 

. llemarks.-The quahties are oomparable in appearance. The Indian cloth 
In 40 yard lengths should sell pro rata at 8 rupees. 

(8) Letter ACW IRL., dnted the 16th December, 1935, f1'01n the United King
dom Cotton Textile Delegation. 

In the haste of last week, a. small error has crept into one of the docu
!nellts we .s?bmitted ~ ~he Board, and I am taking the opportunity of warn
mg you of It, before It IS too late. The document in question is the schedule 
'accompanying Example No. S. l\f. 8/5 of the Annex to Supplementary 
Memorandum No.8, and the error is in the reed and pick of the United 
Kingdom style, whieh should reed " 62 x 52" instead of "52 x 52 ". 

(9) Letter CBC I ML., dated the 18th December, 1935, from the United King
dom Cotton Textile Delegation. 

'Ve are returning the Millowners' notes on our samples, with comments 
on their remarks where necessary. • 

After going through them all, we find that, generally spenking, the dif
ferenl'-8S in prices and particulars given by the Millowners' Association are 
very small, and scarcely afleet the accuracy of our ,.onclusions. We must 
make it clear that what the Millowners' Association describe as "United 
Killl"dom specifications" are the results of actual tests made by unimpeach
able Testing Houses. Small ,;ariations will be found always between different 
piece~ of the same cloth, and between different places in the same piece. 
Different conditions of humidity will also a.ffect tests of (,Qunts. The Man
chester Chamber ot Commerce Testing House exposes all samples to a rela
tive humidity of 65-70 per cent. for 6 hours before testing, to brin!!; tnem to 
a standard condition. This has probably not been. done bl ~he Millowners' 
Association, and it alone would account for a possible vanatlOn of up to 4 
per cent. 

W. must point ou~· also that our prices in India were riot estimated, but 
,,"cre definitely ascertained. 
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In cases where the Millowner~ have stated that an addition should be 
made to their prices for freight to .Calcut.ta, the same addition would have 
to be made to our price, as all our prices were quoted on a net c.Lf. Bombav 
basis. • • 

'Va contend that the fact that the Millowners' checks on our particulars 
and prices of Indian products reveal only variations of an absolutely minor 
character which are quite insufficient to !iisturb the general accuracy of our 
price quotations, establishes the validity llnd accuracy of what we submitted. 
Furthermore. as United Kingdom prices are so much above Indian prices, it 
seems to us indisputable that, if .lndian prices represent less than the fail' 
selling prices of the Indian mills, this !'an only be the result of internal com
l>etition, since it could not have been occasioned by competition from the 
United Kingdom in goods offered at a substantially different level of prices. 

'Ve attach face-plates of five qualities in which the Millowners suggest 
that the cloths tested were not the qualities wc !:lad stated them to be. We 
also enclose the Manchester Chamber of Commerce Testing House Certificate 
for the test of one cloth in which the Millowners suggest our test is quite 
wrong. 

Enclosure. 

MANCHESTER CHAMBER' OF COMMERCE TESTING HOUSE AND 
LABORATORY. 

J 

Entry No. 185284 

Royal Exchange, 

Manchester 1-2, August 30th, 1935. 

PARTICULARS OF EkA1IUNATION AND STATEMENT OF OPINION. 

1 Sample 0/ Print marked " B. 421 ". 

Approxnnate dimensions, width >< 82 inches. 
Wiilth 27'0 inches. 
Weight pill' square yard as received 2'94 oz. 
'Veight per square yard, pure, 2'78 oz. 
need per inch, average 95'5. 
PiC'k per inch, average 35'5. • 
Counts after washing warp 30'6, weft 40·6. 
The above represents, as nearly as can be estimated, the true counts of 

the yarn tal,en from t.he finished fabric after washing and "does not refer t.o 
the yarn in t.he grey state .. 

Bc.>fore testing, the sample was exposed for a period of 6 houl's in an at
mo~phere of 65 to 70 per cent. Relative Humidity. 

Statement 0/ Opinion.-'Ve have made a careful examination of the con
stituent cotton hairs of the warp and weft yams of the above sample and we 
find them to resemble Upper Egyptian cotton as regards length and fineness. 

(Sd.) Illegible. 

Sample Tc.>st only. This Certificate only refers to the sample submitted 
and not to the bulk from which it was drawn. 
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(10) Letter ML., dated the 19th December, 1935, /Tom the United Kingdom 
Cotton TeiXtile Delegation. 

May I refer to the statement I made during my oral examination on 
. December 13th to the effect that the United Kingdom witnesses were agreed 
a8 to the usefulness of bringing into consideration a number of comparable 
United Kingdom and IndIan cloths, and would assist in determining what 
goods were comparable? 

I am writing to say that, .n conjunction with our importiU:g friends from 
Calcutta and Bombay, my ("olleagues and I spent some hours on Sunday the 
15th instant, making a detailed examination of the various United Kin~dom 
and Indian samples which have come into the possession' of the Tariff Board 
from various parties. 

I am glad to say that our examination has satisfied us that there \lxists 
a sufficient degree nf comparability to make it possible for useful and illu
Juinating comparisons to be lnade in the manner suggested at }'riday's hear-
ing. ' 

I have pleasure in enclosing herewith a list of some 34 pairs of cloths, 
t!ac,h pair containing one Indian and one United Kingdom variety, which 
"'e regard as sufficiently comparable for the purposes in view. I also enclose 
a note as to Bome cloths which the Millowners have suggested as being com
parable, but which we should not be prepared to accept under that heading. 

I hope to furnish a seeond list containing a few more examples of com
parable cloths in the course of the next few days, as a result of our having 
given more time to the question on Tuesday afternoon, the 17th instant. 

We trust that all the above, taken in conjunction with what has already 
been handed in by the Chambers of Commerce and ourselves, will prove suffi
cient for your needs. So far as we are concerned, we have done our best 
to make a useful contribution by handing in as large a list as possible, 
which we hope will not only be valuable for the items it contains, but also 
as illustrating the standards of comparability which appear to us to be ac
ceptable, Our difficulty has been that we are separated from bur places of 
business, and we have to rely entirely on the help of our importing friends. 

In our view, it is f01" the Tariff Board to decide what comparisons they 
will admit into consideration, and how they will work out the differing de
tails so as to yield a basis for comparison of price. It may be that the Mill
owners would include item which we should not, and vice ver,,u,, but as the 
criterion is a broad comparability, we feel the Tariff Board is quite able to 
decide the matter after studying the suggestions of both sides. 

For our part we should accept the opinions and examples of the im
porters, to whoU: you have also made requests for help, since they are even 
better able than we to-say what goods are comparable within the ordina~y 
market competition. We are acquainting the ~hambers of C:ommerc~ III 

Bombay, Bengal, and Madras with th~ terms of thIs. letter and WIth ou~ list:", 
so that they may make any informatIOn they submIt as useful as pOSSIble III 

supplementing our work. 
In conclusion, I hope that you will forgive me if I again re;"tate the 

opinion we hold, that even when th~ Bo.ard has assembled what It regar?s 
as a representative and comprehenslve_ list of ~mparable goods, these w1l1 
still require to be examined and consldere.d WIth due ~egard to the other 
evidence. This, from our point of view, mcludes p~rtlcularl~ the. Import 
Statistics the Production Statistics the price comparIsons for IdentICal pro
ducts, and the checks (which we a~ume the Boa~d will e~icit f~om th';l Mi~
owners) as to the fairness or otherwise of the Mlllowners realized prlOes 111 

contrast with their calculated prices. 
_ . We trust our co~peration, in spite of the difficulties under which w.e 
have laboured is sufficient indieation that we accept the usefulness of thIS 
line of enquiry quite fully, although making the reservations as to other 
evidence which we consider indispensable. 



EncloHure. 
(1) List 01 samples ea:amined and accepted by the United 1(ingdom Delegation (assisted by Calcutta and Bombay Importers) 

as comparable lor the pm'poses explained at the oral hearing on 13th December, 1935. 

Style or De~cription. 

I. Grey Dhotis 

2. 

3. 
" " 

4. 
" " 

5. " " 

6. White Dhotis 

7. 
" " 

8. 
" " 

9. 
" " 

INDIAN QUALITY. UNITED KINGDOM QUALITY. 

Mill or Trade No, Tariff Board Ref. Importer or Trade Tariff Board Ref. 
No. 

80!X80! 

Swadeshi Mi11, 92054 

Sholapur, 571x57! 

New China 111m 

B.33 84 

B,28 

Bengal Chamber of 
Commerce, I. G. 14. 

Bombay Chamber of Ralli's 4476 ., 
Commerce, M, 15. 

Sir Shapurji Broacha B. 14 
Mills,2148. 

Ra1\i's 1090 

Koshavlal Poonjiram, Bombay Chamber of Grahllms 2535 
K, 1211 SP. Commeroe, 16. 

Navasari lIIill 

New Textile Mills, 
.. Rajratan ". 

lIlorarj i Mills, 5505 . 

Standard Mi11s, 
.. Patitpavin ". 

Bombay Chamber of V. 0280 C. 
Commeroe, 19. 

Bombay Chambor, of Bombay Co.'s Man· 
Commerce, M. 26. galmaina. 

Bombay Chamber of Bombay CO.'8 9600 
Commerce, M. 25. 

Bombay Chamber of 
Commeroe, M. 24. 

Bombay Co.'& .. Mo· 
hini Chandra ". 

Bonga1 Chambor of 
Commorce, U. K. 
G.15. 

Bongal Chamber of 
Commerce, U. K. 
G.12. 

Bombay Chamber of 
Commeroe, 15. 

Bengal Chamber of 
Commerce, U. K. 
G,7, 

Bombay Chamber of 
Commeroe, U. K. 
16. 

Bombay Chamber of 
Commerce, 19. 

Bombay Chamber of 
Commerce, 26. 

Bombay Chamber of 
Commeroe, 25. 

Bomb~y Chamber of 
Commeroe, 24 . 

REMARKS. 

Compare with U. K. 52, 
U. K. 54, U. K. 53, 
which are not accepted 
as comparable with 
92054. 

'l:5 
'Q 



10. 

11. 

12. 

13. Grey Madapolam 

14. White Shirtings 

15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 

19. 

20. 

21. 

" 

" 

22. White Mulls 

23. 

FinJa.y MilIa," Sove· 
reign n. 

Bombay Chamber of Bombay CO.'8 555 
Commeroe,M. 29. 

SwanMille,Akrashal1 Bombay Chamber of Bombay CO.'II01 
Commerce, M. 28. 

Sholapur, Navratan Bombay Chamber of Bombay CO.'8 99999 
Commerce, M. 27. 

E. D. Sassoon, 250. Bengal Chamber of Ralli, 991 
Commerce, I. N. O. 
G.29. 

Kohinool'Mill, Sadhoo B.30 T. C. Hill & Co., 
Fountain. 

Khatau Makanji, 800 S. M. 8/6 F.F.C.8000 

Tata Mills, 4352 B. 

Hirj i Mills, 800 

B.M.A., B.l 

Bombay Chamber of 
Commeroe, M. 2. 

'Bombay 
BBBBB. 

Grahama 
Lamp. 

Co.'a 

Three 

Kohinoor 
Warrior. 

Mills, Bombay Chamber of Ralli 7770 
Commerce, M. 1. 

Swadeshi Mill, 6600 

Aruna Mills, 32* x 
20, Item 6 in 
Ahmedabad List. 

Vijay Mill, 4320 

Edau A. 250 R. 

IIlafatdal Gagalbhai, 
2500. 

Bombay Chamber of Ralli, Shield 
Commerce, M. 3. 

S. 11 White twill, 100,000, 
Kristodaaa La. w. 

Ahmedabad, No.5. Bombay Co., 5011 

B. IlL A. 16 . Ralli Broa., 53000 

Bombay Chamber of Grahama, 6399 
Commerce, M. 7. 

Bombay Chamber of 
Commerce, 29. 

Bombay Chamber of 
Commerce, 28. 

Bombay Chamber of 
Commerce, 27. 

Bengal Chamber of 
Commerce, U. K. 
G.28. 

U. K. 44, Bombay 
M.A. 

U. K. Delegation, 
S. M. 8/6. 

B. M. A., U. ic 45. 

Bombay Chamber of 
Commeroe, ~o. 2. 

Bombay Chamber of 
Commerce, No.1. 

Bombay Chamber of 
Commerce, No .. 3. 

Ahmedabad, Item 6. 

Bengal Chamber of See item IS in .. reje"ted " 
Commerce, U. K. 6. liat. 

Bengal Chamber of 
Cominer.,e, U. K. 9. 

Bombay Chamber of 
Commerce, No.7. 



Style or Des(,riptiolJ. 

24. White Mulls 

25. " "j 

26. 
" " 

27. 

2S. 
" " 

29. White Nainsooks . 

30. 

31. 

32. 

33. 

" 

" 

34. Khaki Twill 

INDIAN QUALITY. UNITED KINGDOM QUALITY. 

Mill or Trade No. Tariff Board Ref. Importer or Trade 
No. 

New Jehangir Mills, Exhibit 20, Bom- Ralli Bros., 1535 
V. P. IS051. bay Chamber of 

Commerce. 
Swadeshi Mm, 6421 B. 27 Ralli Bros., 5300 

Edeu 3630 Bombay Chamber of Grahams 4S34 
Commerce, M. 6. 

Tariff Boud Ref. 

Bombay Chamber of 
Commerce, U. K. 20. 

Bengal Chamber of With adjustments of reed 
Commerce, U. K. It. and pick and width. 

Bombay chamber of 
Commerce, No.6. 

Mafatdal Gagalbhai, S. M. S/106/Ind. 
G. V. O. 3. 

Graham's Dilchaman S. M. S/106/TJ. K. 

Broach Fine Milllil, Bombay Chamber of Grahams D. 10 P. 
5012. Commerce, M. S. 

Satya Mm, 6464 
Sassoon's 6414. 

Century Mills, 541S 

E. D. Sassoon's 7417 

Great Eastern Spin
ning & Weaving 
Co., N. G. N. S26. 

Century Mill, 641S 
in 30", 541S in 25". 

Bharat Suryudaya 
Mills, No. 1251 F. 

U. K. S. M. S/8 

Bombay Chamber of 
Commerce, M. 5. 

Bombay Chamber of 
Commerce, III. 4. 

B.6,B.M.A. 

U. K. Delegation, 
S. M. 8/105/Ind. 

S. M. 8/100/Ind., 
S. M. 8/3. 

F. F. C. 2640 

Grahams 4518 ". 

Ralli Bros. 1850 

6666, Panichiram 
Nahata. 

Gl'ahams 7851 

F. F. C. 1504 

Bombay Chamber of 
Commerce, No.8. 

U. K. Delegation, 
S. M. 8/8. 

Bombay Chamber of 
Commerce, No.5. 

Bombay Chamber of 
Commerce. No.4. 

B. M. A., U. K. 46. 

U. K. Del~"z"tion, 
S. M. 8/105/U. K. 

S. M. 8/3, S. M. 
8/100/U. K. 



(2) List 01 Cloth not accepted by tTlc .United Kingdom Delegation a6 Comparable, although submitted as such in one 0/ 'lie 
111 iI/owners' Cascs. 

Style or D.lscription. 

1. Grey Dhotis 

2. 

3. 

4. Grey mull dhoti 

INDIAN QUALITY. 

Mill or Trad~ No. T .. riff Board Ref. 

UNITED KU'ODOlll Ql'ALI1·Y. 

Importer or Trade 
No. Tariff BOllrd Ref. 

Aruna 111 ill 918, 5 yd.. Ahmedabad, No.9. U. K. 84,44 X 10 • Ahmedabad No.9 

(0) 5831 
(b) Swadcshi 

92054. 

(0) B. 29 
Mill, 

Sir Shapurji Broacha B. 14 
Mills, EX. 

New Textile. Mills,. Ahmedabad No.1 
81i· 

(a) 3773 
(b) 121 X 121 • 
(e) 141 X 241 • 

Ditto 

U. K. 52 
U. K. 54. 
U. K. 53. 

Ditto 

Bombay Co.'s Taj Ahmedabad No. 1 
. Mahol. 

RF.MARKS. 

Indian i. jaconot dhoti 
intonded for Rihar 
marJ,.,.t U. K. is shirt. 
ing dhoti for Ea~t 
Bengal. 

Not used for samo pur. 
pose. Yarns dis. 
similar. 

Ditto. 

Indian sample is com· 
parable with several 
U. K. mulls dboti. in 
Cal~utta market but 
not with Taj Maha1, as 
latter is ibferior market. 
Bengal mill produces 
matches if desired at 
Calcutta. 



Style or Description. 

5. Longeloth 

6. White Shirting 

7 

lRlllAN QUALITY. 

Mill or Trade No .. Tariff Board Ref. 

Vijay Mills, 4320 Ahmedabad No. 5 

UNITKD KINGDOM QUALITY. 

Importer or Trade 
No. Tariff Board Ref. 

White nainsook Ahmedabad No. Pi 
77777 (said to be a 
longcloth). 

REMARKS. 

See item 21 in ~ccepted 
list for what would be 
a comparable type with 
Vijay4320. 

Aruna \IIilIs, 35 X 20 Ahme~abad No.7 Unknown 1200 Ahmedabad No.7 U. K. stylb much more 
heavily backed anel not 
comparable. 

Arnna MilIR, Fine Ahmedabad No.8 
cambric 36 X 10. 

U. K., C. 4000 Ahmedbad No.8 Indian is mercerised cam. 
bric of fine counts Rnd 
U. K. is pure finish 
white shirting medium 
COUllt~. Not com· 
parable. 
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(11) Letter EllS I JlL., dated the 19th December 1935 from the United 
Kinudum Cottun Textile Deleudtion. ' 

During the oral hearing of the United Kingdom Delegates on December 
12th, 13th and 14th, a number of points were raised upon which further 
information was deHired by the Board. 

In rl"gard to the whole question of comparable goods, which was men
tioned in more than one connection, I am writing the President a separate 
Jetter. 

I have also sent the President & confidentia·l letter on the subject of 
the basis upon whil"h thl' United Kingdom Delegates secured the Indian 
VriCOll given in their comparative tables. 

The purpose of this letter to you is to give, information on the remaining 
points, and I do so below .. se'riatim:-

1. We were aNked to verify the price of the United Kingdom Line 
.. 84 ", imported by Messrs. Grahams. This was referred to in the Bombay 
lUinowners' Assoeiation list under numbers 10 &nd 11. It was also mentioned 
in Example 1 of 'Annexure 3 attached to our reply to the Bombay Millowners' 
Cases. 

Our reply is that we have a letter in our possession from Messrs. 
Grahams, dated the 6th December, confirming the ex-godown price of this 
style as Rs. 2-6 in August. 

2. We were asked to obtain a price for item No. 12 in the Bombay 
Millowners' Association List. ,This is Messrs. Ralli's qua·lity .. 2301 ". 

Th('y confirm price and particulars as fallows:-
40, 42 and 44 x 10 yards, !" colour, bazaar price on 28th August 

Rs. 1-14 average. 
For 39" /9 yards 7/16 colour, the bazaar price on the same date was 

RH. 1-8-3. 
3. We w('re asked to check the prices given in the Bombay Millowners' 

Association list for their items Nos. 19 and 20. 
In reply, we would 'point out that these two United Kingdom lines are 

of the same quality in different widths. 'As a matter of fact, No. 20 is a 
cloth of 51", and not 52" as given by the Millowners. Full particulars of item 
No. 19 appear in the Madras Chamber's evidence, to which we therefore 
refer the Board. No. 20 can be calculated if necessary, form No. 19. 

4. We were asked to state if the Khaki Twill mentioned in our Example 
S. M. 8/3 was still on the market, and if SCI the date of the last sale. 

In reply, we undl'rstand that only as odd packag~ of two have not passed 
into conRumptioq. The particulars are as follows-64 x 64, 38s and 268. In 
our S. M'. 8/3 we stated the last sale was on 2nd August, 1935, at Rs. 6-15-1 
c.i.f.c.i. This should ha\'/3 rl'ari 30th January, .1935, at Us. 6-12-10 c.i.f.c.i. 

5. In connectioll with our Example S. M. 8/9, we were, afSked to confirm 
whether or not the four United Kingdom White Mulls were on the ,market. 

We have ascertained that these four qualities have not been dealt in 
tiince 1929. 

O. In the course of examinatIon 011 our Example S. M. 8/11, we were 
asked for further data, and in reply we give the following extract from a 
J(,tter furnished to us hy the importers:-

" With regard to Nainsook No. 7851, this number is not ,on'the ma·rket. 
The last purchase made was on the 2nd January, 1930, at 3s. 3ld. l'he 
sale was made at a loss, nam')ly, at 3s. The quality was probably on the 
market up to a·bout 2 years ago.. Specifications are as follows; 24", 
151 x 10, 38/44.:' 

7. III connection with our Example S. M. 8/12, we were asked to give 
the particulars of this quality, and to say whether any of, the United 
Kingdom White Mulls quoted in the Bombay Millowners' List were com
parable with the United Kingdom White Mull mentioned in our Example. 



336 

Our reply is that there is a certain degree of comparability between this 
quality and quality 66666' (~o. 25 in the Millowners' List), and at any 
moment one may have sold m preference to the other. However, we have 
it from both suppl(ers that their respective qualities have declined almost 
to vanishing point owing to Indian mill competition, so that the question 
of competition between two United Kingdom styles hardly arises. 

S. We were asked to furnish counts of yarn as well as reed and pick for 
several of the Bupplementa·ry samplcs we had handed in. The following 
gives the key number of the samples and the information required:-

S. 1\1. 8/1-Enquiries being made III Manchester. 
S. M. S/2--Enquiries being made in Manchester. 
S. M. 8/3--64 X 64, 38s and .268. 

I 

S. 1\1. 8/4-64 x 56, 60s and 80s. 
S. 1\1. 8/5--Enquiries being made in Manchester. 
S. M. S/6-76 x 7,6, 30s and 32s. 
S. 1\1. 8/7--62 x 48, 36s and 36s. 
S .. 1\1. S/S-52 x 42, 38s and 42s. 
S. M. 8/9-All styl('s, 38s and 46s 
S. M. S/10-38s and 4l.is. 
S. M. Slll-15i x 10, 3Ss and 44s. 
S. M. 8/12-448 and 448. 
S. 1\1. 8/13--44s and 545. 
S. 1\1. 8/14-32s aud 32s. 

9. We were asked, both in regard to yarns and. piecegoods, to obtain 
price quotations from Marl-h, 1934, onwards, and we suggested that if su;;h 
information was handed in at all it should go back to 1931 in order to bear 
on the issues at stake. 'Ve hope to communicate with you further on this 
matter. 

10. In rega·rd to our E,.'i:ample S. 11:1. 8/5, we were asked to state to what 
extent this United Kingdom quality was still on the market. 

Our reply is that we have ascertained that the last United Kingdom 
sale contract was in Mar('h, 1935, since when no business has been placed. 

11. We were asked to IIBme the supplier or maker of the Indian style 
quoted in our S. M. 8/2. 

In reply, we are informed that the nil-me in question is Standard 
Mills. 

12. We were asked, in regard to Section V of our Responses to the 
Bombay Millowners Cases (Artificial Silk Fabrics and Mixtures) to report 
the names of the makf>r of the Indian sample. This we find .to be Madhowji 
Dhllrmasi Manufacturing Co., Ltd. 

,13. Uefel"l'n('e was madE' during our oral examination to the extf>nt to 
whit·h Unib·d Kingdom imports of nainsooks into Bombay had or had not 
become negligible. 

We ha'·e obtainedfrolll the Customs the following records of total 
importations of nainsooks for the last 41 ~·ears, which in, our opinion support 
our contention that .the trade is virtually dend:-'-

ltl'ai~.'noks-lmports /l'om the Unit·"1d Kingdullt to Bombay. 

Year. 

1931-32 
1932~13 

1933-34 
1934-35 
1935-36 (8 Inonths, April to Novemher, 1935) 

Quantity (Yds.). 

375.881 
59.5,173 
264.627 
532,298 
191,853 
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(12) Letter TD-ML., dated the 21st December, 1935, from the Uv.ifeil King
dom Cotton Tea:tue Delegation. 

I promised you a separate note replying "to the question addressed to the 
United Kingdom witnesses touching Cotton Yarns, and I am now writing 
accordingly. . 

We have carefully examined the yarn samples held by the Tariff' Board 
but have been unable to find' United Kingdom and Indian: yarns which 8Ir~ 
comparable to a reasonable degree. The lJnited Kingdom samples furnished 
by the Millowners' Association are not to be found on the market in Bombay 
but the Madras Chamber can furnish some information through Mr. Ranga~ 
natha •• 

The Indian yarns 60s to 100s vary exceedingly in both strength and 
price at the intermittent periods at which they appear. They seem to be 
lllade from different cottons from onl' time to another. . 

The Madura mill samples, with two exceptions, were not offered for s8Ile· 
nor were they made 'from yarns. regularly in work nor even from cotto':' 
mixings in regular use. They were samples made from a few bales of 
cotton purchased specially to match the United Kingdom yarns sold on the 
Madras market. This information is we believe already in your possession. 
We ha.ve collaborated with the Madras Chamber as regards twist and strength 
tellts, and have arranged that Mr. Ranganathan, who has a close know-
ledge of these yarns, will furnish full information. . 

The same applies to the question on prices of imported yarns, on which 
the Madras Chamhr (or Mr. Ranganathan) will supply a chart. 

Replying to the question as to the extent to which a 50s' yarn oan be 
s~bstituted by a finer one, we find that a 528 twist of good quality has been 
used in place of· 50s. This substitution is not considered advisable in a 
high~r count than 54&. 

Further to our Exa.mple 1 ,of Annex 2. we' find that a' second quality 
of Kohinool' yarn has' been sold at 15'9 annas pel' lb., and a second quality , 
of Textile at 1&3 annas per lb. in addition. to the yarn already ,mentioned 
sold by Madura mills at 16"0 annas and 15'5 8Innas per lb. 

An these yarns are sold against 60s "Woodcutter" Brand. 

A higher quality of Kohinoor yarn with 'a guaranteed strength was sold 
at 18'5 annas per lb. 'This yarn is superior to "Woodcutter" Br8lnd. 

All the prices given are of recent date. 

I 
(13) Letter dated the 26th Dllcllmbllr, 1935, from the U'nitlld Kingdom Cotton 

Te:ctilll Dlllllgation. 
We are now able to give the counts of yarn of some of the samples in the 

S. M. 8 series which had to be obtained from Manchester. They are as 
follows:- ' 

S. M. 8/1-60s and 54&. 
S. M. 8/2-3& and 36s. 
S. M. 8/5-60s and 54&. 

We shall be much obliged if you will add these figures to the relevant 
schedules. 

(14) Letter ML., datlld thll 26th December, 1995, from the United Kingdom 
Cotton Textile Delegation. 

You have agreed thai; we ma! comment i~ writing abou.t the evidence 
of other witnesses and I now wlSh to do so III regard to the Ahmedabad 
Millowners' case. 'We disagree with several of their statements, and even 
more so with their interpretations of the situation. As I. have no short
hand record I must confine myself to' the main' questions of which we were 
able to tak~ a long-hand note. 



The qll.e~tiol1 of the complete 'ElxamiDatic)lt of bnports Was :tnllch discussed 
in relation to the eqll&tioo, of fail' selling prices. We contend that the 
elimination of United Kingdom imports, apart from its desirability or 
otherwise, and whether immediate or gradual, cannot possibly be taken 
into consideration by the Board in view of its terms of reference. Xo 
argue that equation of fair selling prices implies elimination of our exports 
ftagral'ltlydisregards the only possible meaning of the word .. equation". 

The M:il~0'Y~ers' replies gen~ral'Iy o~ the terms of reference were equally 
open to obJec'tlOn from om· pomt of vIew. We hold that the period to be 
reviewed retrospectively by the Board must go back at least, to the time 
before the present rates Qf duty became effective, since otherwise there is no 
basis of comparison on which to judge their effectiveness. As regards 
W'hethe'r 'the BOard 'should: found their price comparisons primarily on a: 
seleQtio'l'l of iInported goods o'ton Olle of mill productions, we suggest it is 
unjustifiable, to confine the 'investigation to those goods which are only 
being imported at the moment, since it is the BO!lrd'1! duty 11& equate 
the prices of "the' goods which would be imported when the equation wa1! 
an established fact, 'and it is a Jegitimate part of our case that if, as we 
cl1ntend, the 'P~n"t duties are 'unduly 'restrictive,they will be preventing 
the sale ,(if some goods wh;ch, under the equation of fait selling prices, we 
should have a ,chance to sell. To t~ke 'Only goods imported at present is 
therefore tantamonnt to giving'S -negative answer to our case before it has 
been investigated. 'fo lay 'all the 'emphasis ,on imported goods is as unfair 
as to lay all, the emphasis OR goods covered by the phrase "produced in 
India ", and we maintain that both should be given fair consideration. 

Taking this view, we regard, the table of compara.ti ve prices submitted 
by the Ahmedabad Millowners as wholly unacceptable, for the same reasons 
as given in our notes on the Bombay Millowners' Case. We reca.ll that 
the Bombay Millowners withdrew their table, and we certainiy do not think 
that the answers given on behalf of the Ahmedabad Millowners, particularly 
to Mr. Mudaliar's questions, were such as to justify the Board in retaining 
their table ~or serious consideration. As numerous itemS in the Ahmedabad 
list are the s,arne' as those in the Bombay Millowners' list and their 
Appendix' F\ we would Ilgain draw attention to our comments thereon in 
earlier comn,II:lniell)1iions to' >the Board. 

To claim, for iru;tanoe,that the table was reliable as an indication 
that the present duties could not be lowered, when it contained margins 
which, if they were true to-day" would imply the complete inability of 
their mills to compete with United Kingdom imports, is unreasonable. It 
was suggested that one reason why the prices were on the high side might 
be ,that, they had. over-estimated the quality of the cotton used. As most 
of the items included in the list were for counts being used on a large 
scale in Ahmedabad such errors, which might be possible in higher counts 
or ttl people unfamiliar, \\-ith the trade, can'not have been made, or if 
made, wtluld have been "inexcusable. 

For example, to suggest that such an error might have arisen with a 
white na:insook of 408 counts when the -Millowners 'themselves had admitted 
that this tra.de is practically in the hands of the 'Indian Mills, is patently 
absurd. 

'OntnorEi'thun one '~e1l.sion reference was made to the increase in imports 
of bleached goods under the headings of "jaconets, madapollams, ~mbrics 
and muslins" and "nnspecified sundries". Whilst there may have been 
an increase in one or two headings up to March, 1934, we submit that the 
volume ,involved is an. inconsiderable part of the whole trade in bleached 
goods, which has suffered a 'serious decline, and ,unless the Tariff Board is 
adopting the principle of elaborate sub-division Qf categories, we, c~ntend 
that devia,tions from a clearly marked general tendency cannot be consIdered 
as valid evidence. We should like to refer you to the line for bleached 
goods in the chart submitted, showing the trend of trade in each category, 
and 'to our remarks about bleached goods in our notes on the Millowners' 
Case. The statement made by the Millowners that the United Kingdom 
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tan compete with the Japanese .in white mulls is highIy misleadlng: in the 
sana done by Japan, United Kingdom goods are quite non-oompetitive .• 

We should disagree almost entirely with the whole trend of the Mill
owne~' remarks about printed goods. They argue that a specially high 
duty 18 neceSilary. We beheve t,hat j;his would only accentuate a'tendency 
wlueh has been marked under the present duty, for substitution of printed 
good. by other types, I?rm':lpall! Japanese artificial silks. The print trade 
m ludla will oUly 8urVlve It prmts are within the reach of the consumer's 
purse. We believe India can ~nd will make gradual pI'ogress under "a 
re880uable, duty, and progress 18 ~ot debarred by the United Kingdom 
prICeB, \\'h~ch m pnnte~ goods partl~ularly lue much higher than those of 
Japan. "e equally beheve that ~ndlan ,progress in dyed goods, which has 
already been marked, would contmue With a lower rate of duty. 

Much weight WIUI placed on figures indicating that the cOlIBumption of 
dhot~ had bee~ relativel;r stable. While it is true that consumption has 
remamed practically lltatlonary for the last few years, it is unjustifiable 
to base any argument on the assumption that it will remain so in future 
years. 

, Several questions were asked Blbout whether the realised .prices of Indiaa 
mills were lower than the levels at which the existing protective duties 
should theoretically have made it possible to maintain them. This was 
admitted to be frequently the case, and we feel justified' in underlining 
the fair inference that if Indian mills are doing less well this year than 
last year, the ca'use is to be found in internal competitioJ>.. That the cause 
cannot be found in United Kingdom competition is brought out firstly in 
our declining imports, this year, and secondly in the fact that in the 
preceding years of t.he period under review (whilst United Kingdom duties 
have been unchanged) the Ahmedabad mills in particular showed very good 
results. 

We feel that·the Board should give close thought to the question of 
internal competition, which operates so strongly that a reduction in United 
Kingdom duties might not actually debase realised prices or impede the 
profit-earning powen of Indian mills. ",;, , 

AIr, Kasturbhai Lalbhai made the statement that he had solJlJ/60s ,and 
2/648 in the open market. This implies that he is able to 'COmpete against 
the Japanese and Chinese, who vil·tually monopolise the huport trade in 
these counts. As the United Kingdom prices are so far above the Japanese 
a reduction in the United Kingdom import duty would in no way adversely 
affect the J ndian mills. If Ahmedabad can compete with the Far East in 
this way, we think we can justly sUlmise thBlt they could equally do so in 
neighbouring counts. On this basis, it is surely clear that they have no need 
of protective duties against United Kingdom imports. 

If the Board intend to place great weight on the raw cotton aspects, we 
suggest that they should make further enquiries about th~ statements made 
at Ahmedabad: A growth of long sta,pled cotton in India has not yet been 
truly successful, even on a small scale, as the price margins o~ B!oach, wou~d ' 
show. An increased consumption of Indian cotton, quoted III IsolatIOn, IS 

hardly sufficient to support the Indian case for increased protec:tion. It 
should be taken iIi conjunction with the increased consumption of lmported 
cotton and viewed in relation to the price the consumer; particula,rly the 
cotton' grower, has to pay for protection of the, ind?stry. We doubt if the 
Indian cotton grower owes as much to the Indian mdustry as the ~nsw~rs 
at Ahmedabad would suggest, or.as the original objects of protection Imphed 
as desirable. Indian production of cotton piecegoods in tIte last seven years 
has increased by over 70 per cent., but their consumption of Indian cotton 
has only increased by 45 per cent. 

Statements were made that certa~n developments in Lancash~re imp~ied 
reductions of selling prices in the Indian market. The wages cut m Oc,to .er, 
1932 was referred to as also reduced bleaching, finishing and prllltl,ng 
char~es; reduction ill the dyestuffs import duty; the schem-:s t'? deal tlth 
redundancy' and the increase in looms per weaver. We maintaIn all hese , 2 A 
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poi~tB ar~ untenable as arguments against a reduction in the duty ot( 
Umted Kmgdom goods. The current selling prices which are the, basis 
of the present investigation embody the consequences of all developments up , 
to date, whether wage cuts or reductions in charges, or increases of charges 
(such as hav~, in 'fact occurred in printing). As the Board is working 
on present pn('es, references to past changes in costs are quite irrelevant. 

As regards the possible effect of any of the schemes under consideration 
ir~ Lancashire to 'deal with redun<lancy, we can assert as a fact that they 
WIll not be pursued at all unless they definitely assure maintenance or 
increase of price levels, that being the principal object of their promoters. 

Casual mention was made of a written statement from Lancashire as to 
India's present ability to produce all types of goods. The point was probably 
intended a~. an . unimportant aside, but in case there should be any mis
understandmg, It may be as well to state that no written statement was 
supplied to the Millowners as such on any question of principle. I can only 
suppose the reference was to the fact that, on completing a visit to the 
Arvind Mill, I was invited 'to write a comment in the Visitors' ,Book. 1 
wrote that I was amal1led at the progress of the last few years, and con
gra,tulated those responsible or words to that effect. 

(15) Letter ML.; dated the 26th December, 1995, from the Un.ited Kingdom 
Ootto'/Io Textile Delegation. 

May I refer to the statement made by the witnesses from the Millowners' 
Association, Bombay, on the 19th instant? ' 

If we correctly understood the statements they made under cross-examina
tion, the Millowners' Association have expressed themselves as being desirous 
of resting their main case so far as price comparisons are concerned upon 
their Appendix F. We understood them to agree that the price comparisons 
in their printed Supplementary Statement should not be further considered 
by the Board. 

Leaving aside questions of costings and financial results, and other 
matters with which the Board may have to deal, we have felt that in view 
of the importance which now attaches to Appendix F, the Board might 
wish us to furnish some considered observations thereon. We are aware 
that a copy of this Ap-pendix has been sent for comment to the Bombay 
Chamber of Commerce, and possibly to the other Chambers. The comments 
of the Chambers may co.er the same points as ours, but notwithstanding 
this risk <if repetition, we feel the Board may prefer to have 81 compre
hensive statement from us, 

I 'enclose complete notes on the Appendix, and would like in addition 
to make certain general comments. 

We should contend that the document is not one which would justify 
a decision in favour of the Millowners' Case, quite apart from the fact 
that many of the individual items, standing a~one do not point to a duty 
such as the' Millowners recommend. 

The form chosen for the setting out 'of the details, to our mind, calls 
for Borne scrutiny. For instance, we should like to suggest that the Board· 
should ascertain why a wholesale price is q,uoted for United Kingdom 
cloths and a realisation price for Bombay mill cloths. The latter ma'Y not 
be st:ictIy comparable with the former, or 'else the phraseology might be 
more pre('ise. Some of the prices given for United Kingdom cloths, not
withstanding the general heading of "WhoTesale price" are noted as being 
" c.i.f.c.i. ", others "ex-godown", and others again "less discount" or 
" retail". This lack of a' constant price basis detracts from the usefulness 
and the reliability of the schedule. In any event, we should contend that a 
c.i.f.c.i. price is the only basis for the ,united Kingdo~ side in the c~e of 
comparable goods, since the wholesale prIce may vary WIth market condItions. 

We fail to understand why the Millowners include in their schedule 
a bleached nainsook of the Ta,ta Mills and a grey dhoti of the Sir Shapurji 
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Broac~a Mills, without any comllarable United' Kingdom style in the 
?PPOSlte column: or why an Indian dyed voile should be included when 
It .has not been sold.: or why other items are inserted for which, apparently, 
prICes cannot be given. 

We note wi~h some surprise the inclusion of, two samples from the Rangoon 
market, to which one would hardly have thought it necessa,ry to turn with 
the larger Inarkets nearer at hand. ' 
. As .our detailed comments on the various qualities show, there are several 
In which only a trade of small dimensions has been done. We have made 
the point elsewhere that in dea.Jing with comparable goods the Board should 
bear in mind whether any particular comparison repre~nts· a substantial 
!,olume of trade or. not, and we certainly think that some of the items 
mclu~ed !n Appendix F do not merit the consideration which might have 
be~n Justlfi.e~ had they been' related to well-known styles sold regularly in 
fall' quantities. 

We observe that aU the Indian prices given in our copy of Appendix 
Fare" realisation prices ", but we gather the Board has been furnished 
wit~ the prices the Millowners would regard as "fair selling prices". 
SubJect to such checks as we have made, and others which the Board will 
doubtless make, the" realisation prices" can presumably be accepted. We 
wish to ma·ke the point, however, that we have not been allowed to comment 
on the so-called "fair selling prices" (quite properly, as this would con
stitut.e trade information) and we can only leave the scrutiny thereof to the 
Board. We venture in this connection to reiterate our view that, "where 
any margin is claimed between "realised prices" al!d " fair selling prices " 
something more than mill costings should be examined. In particular, if 
mills are making profits, as some in Appendix F are, we fail to see how they 
can put in higher prices as fair selling prices. If it suits them to sell 
certain styles at certain prices, those, we maintain, are the prices we have 
to meet in competition, and the price which should in ef;J.uity be equated 
with actual United Kingdom selling prices. 

If the price margins revealed in Appendix F, after equalising different 
dimensions, are held to support the case for the retention of the present 
levels of duties, our submission would be that the examples have been 
chosen with that end in view. The Board, we contend, will have to bring 
into consideration many other eX8,mples, including those furnished by the 
Chambers of Commerce and ourselves. We think the Millowners' selection 
is legitimately open to the challenge that it would lead a casual reader 
to suppose that the Indian mills would not be able to compete in certain 
styles, whereas the known progress of the Indian industry proves the con
trary. The explanation lies in the choice made of lines to be included, and 
the Board will be able to put, every example to the test of volume ~f 
trade transacted. 

Moreover, we do not think it unfair to say that if such margins existed 
generally as the Millowners claim in their principal submission, they would 
surely have been well able to produce 31 more substantial list of example~, 
working as they are on their own ground with all the resources of thelr' 
offices and sales organisations at their disposal. 

Enclosure. 
NOTES BY THE UNITED KINGDOM DELEGATION ON ApPENDIX F OF THE 

MILLOWNERS' ASSOCIATION'S REPRESENTATION. 

1. Khatau Makanji'3 Bleached Silk Bordered Dhoti, No. 8014.-Th.e 
comparable United Kingdom style given is incorrectly r~corded. The parti
culars should read 80s a-nd lIDs, 81 x 70. It is a white yarn dhotl !,-nd 
would only become comparable with the Indian style after local bleachmg, 
cost of which would be! annas per pair. 

The United Kingdom style has s5'ld i~ au.eh sm~ll quant~ties '(not e~ceed
jnf$ 30 caees in 1934) as to mft~El' ~~ qu,t~ ~mposslble for Jt ~ have ln~er· 
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fered with the Indian style. Indian mill production of such fine count 
dhotis has so fa·r been very limited in volume. 

2. Khatau Makanji's Bleached Longeloth, No. 58000.-Measurements of 
the piece handed in by tbe Millowners give 34/1 x 40 yards; not 38/1 x 391 
yards, as entered in schedule. The contrasted United Kingdom style is a 
quality of the Anglo-Siam Company, the annUM importation of which mll!y 
be taken as not exceeding 15 packages. -

3. Swadeshi Mill's Bleached Mull, No. 6421.-The United Kingdom styles 
are Calcutta, one of Ralli Brothers. The widths, lengths, reed and pick, and 
counts of yarns should read: 

53000, 37/1, 20 yards, 60 x 43, 46s ll!nd 56a. 
54000, 37/1, 20 yards; 52 x 43, 46s and 56s. 
56000, 41 n, 20 yards, 52 x 43, 46s Ilnd 56s. 

Regarding further particulars please see Bengal Chamber of Commerce 
representation to the Special Tariff Board. The aVElrage wholesale price 
as indicated appears incorrect and requires checking, as two qualities of 
different widths have been averaged. Note should be made of the fact 
that one number of tbe range, viz." 55000, 41/1 x 20 yards, 60 x 43, 468/56s 
has been left out in the Appendix; it should be included in order to arrive 
at thEl correct average price. 

Another United Kingdom quality that is simila'!." to the Indian style is 
Grahams No. 4850, 351, 20 yards, 16 x 13, 44s and 548 which is now off the 
market owing to Indian competition. To-day's c.i.f.c.i. Manchester quota
tion is 391 annas. 

4. Swadeshi Mill's Grey Dhoti, No. 92054.-See comment on United 
Kingdom qualities under item 3 hereof. 

5. Kohinoor Mill', Bleached Shi'rting, 4000000.-The United Kingdom 
style given is a line of a new impol·ter, and has sold only in small qUll!uti
ties, quite insufficient to affect the Indian style. ' 

6. Kohinoor Mill's Bleached Shirting Bose (VVVV).-The price of the 
Indian compares with market rates for similar lines from other mills, e.g., 
E. D. Sassoon's No. 565, 33", 40 yards, 66 x 65, Bazaar price 20th December 
144 annas. Kohinoor's good profit record $hould be noted when considering 
any difference between realisation and fair selling price. 

7. Tata Mill's Bleached Longeloth, 4352.-We do not con8ider the United 
Kingdom style set against this item nearly so comparable to it as to Ja('ob 
Sassoen's FFFFF, for which no price is given. 

Price for United Kingdom style BBBBBB should read 13s. lid. c.i.f.c.i. 

8. Tata Mill's Bleached Longcloth, 4354.-No sales recorded, but it is not 
considered reasonable to bracket cloths with reed and pick vll!rying from 
68 x 64 to 80 x 80, and to compare them with a 64 )( 84 cloth. 

9. Tata Mill's Bleached Nainsook .• , No. 3951 and No. 31218.-We have 
brought out elsewhere our contention that the United Kingdom trade' in 
Blea('hed Nainsooks has virtually disappeared, a'lld we find it significant 
that the Millowners should fail to enter a contrasting United Kingdom 
style in these cases. 

10. Tata Mill', Dyed Shi,rting, No. 3960.--The Indial! style is a chrome 
yellow, and against it the Millowners have put a United Kingdom red dyed 
shirting. Such cloths could not compete, ll!nd the item should in our opinion 
be doleted. We should in any case contend that other Indian mills are 
selling very comparable goods at comparable prices. We have obtained and 
enclose samples of the following:-

Khatau Makanji Mill's No. 3027, 27l", 39 yds., Rs. 3-12 Bazaar priCE), 
Swadeshi Mill's No. 22013Y, 31", 40 yds., Rs. 3-13 Ba,aar price. 

Tpll latter ~ill has been JIlaking profits recently. 
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11. New Great Ecutern Mill'. Bleached Mull, No. 826.-This Indian mill 
style for Calcutta is very similar to several Bombay styles in which United 
Kingdom competition has been swamped. 

12. New Great Easfer", Mill'. Sufin Patti Boski, No. 1596.-The United 
Kingdom style given is a split. Produced in full selvedge, the price would 
be approximately • pies higher. 

13. New Great Easfern Mill'. Grey Mull, A. iiO.-The United Kingdom 
8t~·le given is a Rangoon one. We therefore have no means of obtaining 
comment. 

1 •. New Great Eastern Mill', Khaki Bhi'Tting, No. 167S.-This quality 
is also taken by Rangoon. The same quality in 30" width (No. 6099) is 
being retailed in the New Great Eastern Company's Bombay shop at 5 annas 
ppr ~·ard. 

15. New Great Easfern. Mill', Dyed Poplin, No. 1468.-Our information 
is that business in the United Kingdom style quoted is practically extinct. 

16. Finlay Mill', Bleache.d Dhoty.-The importers of the United Kingdom 
"t~·le state that they suffer competition from another Indiau line, viz., 
Standard Mills .. Naya Sagar", SO", 2/8 yds., last sold at Rs. 2-6 in 
contrast with Finlay's price of Rs. 2-9. 

17. New City 0/ Bom"ay Mill's Grey DhotY.-The last of the three United 
Kingdom styles has only been done in small quantities. 

The United Kin~dom strles are of counts from 60s and 70s to 70s and 
90s, as against the Indian counts of 30s and 40s. This difference is too 
wide to admit into a echedule of comparable goods. 

With reference to this item, c.lcutta repQrts on 16th Decembel· that 
the following 8ales of Indian mill dhotis have been made by the Indian 
Manufacturing Company a·nd Kesari Mills:-

24s and 32s, 30s and 40s---12,OOO bales on the basis of 44 inches 10 
yards, 12 annas 3 pies per pair, and 14' annas 6 pies per lb. 
respectively ez-mill. 

Specification weights--24s and 32s, 2 lbs., 30s and 401;, 1 lb. 11 oz. 
So large a sa·le hardly supports the suggestion that United Kingdom com
petition is being seriously felt. 

18. Sir Shapllrji Broacha Mill's G,.ey Dhnty, No. n.U.-No. United 
Kingdom style is given. The sample of the Indian style is a bleached dhoty, 
although listed as a grey. Similar Indian mill qualities are selling freely, 
which disposes of any suggestion that United Kingdom competition is proving 
serious. We may mention the following:-

Khata·u Mill's" Tavangar", 49/50", 8 yds., Rs. 2-1-7 Bazaar price; 
Edsu Mill's "Gujarat-nu-Gaorav", 50', 8 yds., Rs. 1-13-6 Bazaar 

price. 
19. Bir Bhapu·rji Broacha Mill's Grey Dhoty, No. 21.&8.~The same 

remarks apply to this as to item No. 17 hereof. 
20. Jacob Bassoon JIill's Grey Mull, 22 x 22.-Ralli's 2 Hares is a 

49" cloth, not SO" as mentioned, and weft yarn is 60s, not 6~, whilst. the 
quarter-inch counting is 22 x 22 nominal. Ralli's Mongoose. IS .of Width 
as stated, but partiCUlars similar to 2 Hares. 2 Hares prICe IS correct, 
and st~·le is running: Mongoose was last sold in May and Aug~st at 
Rs. 5-12-0, the price gil·en in the Appendix is correct as a Bazaar price. 

21. Jacob Bassoon JIiIl's Bleached Mull, A. 2so/B.-The particulars of 
the contrasted United Kingdom styles are recorded incorrectly-see remarks 
regarding same United Kingdom cloths under item 3 hereof. 

22. Jacob Bassoon Mill's Parametta Twill, L. B. ,400.-The price quota
tions, which are checked as correct, suggest that no protective duty is 
required. 

23. Jacob Bassoon Mill's rhocolate printed Jean, 2761D.-United King
dom style-the width should be 26* split, and not 27" full selvedge as stated. 
For the latter the price would he 5 pi6l! per yard more. Indian mills Ilr~ 
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unable to make progress in' this style, not because of United Kingdom 
imports, which are rapidly declining, but because the Ja-panese have virtually' 
captured the market. . 

24. Jacob Sassoo'l/,'s JIiU's LUJlt're Striped Jean, L. S. S. 5.6.-{)ur measure
ments of the Indian quality yield 28" perfect selvedge, not 54" as stated. 
Possibly the sample waS only submitted for quality. The absence of parti
culars for the United Kingdom style makes comparison - impossible a·nd the 
importer is unknown. • ' 

25. Jacob Sassoon Mill's Bleached Longeloth, FFFFF.-No price is given 
for the Indian style, and no dimensions for the United Kingdom quality, 
which is a new quality only going in small quantities. It is considered 
that United Kingdom quality BBBBBB, referred to in item 7 hereof, is a 
better match for the Indian FFFFF • 

26. Jacob Sassoon Mill's Bleached Mull, QQQQ.-A United Kingdom 
Bleached Nainsook is contrasted with an Indian Mull. The finish is 
different and comparison barely justified. The absence of a United Kingdom. 
price makes comparison impossible until Bame is obtained in Calcutta. 

27. Jacob Sassoon Mill's Ble(/ched Jaconet, M. 22/.67 A.-Calcutta style
comment not obtainable by us in Bombay. 

28. Jacob Sassoon Mill's Grey Jlull, No. 616.-Width of United Kingdom 
quality should be 42". not 40" as stated, weft 408, not 4&, reed· and pick 
(quarter inch) 20 x 18. Bengal Chamber's case gives full and correct 
particulars. 

29. Jacob Sas.,orm Mill's Printed Toile, M. J. 356 R.---CThe Indian sample 
is a much heavier quality.th&n the United Kingdom. A nearer match 
of the latter would be the same Indian Mill's cloth submitted by ua as 
S. M. 8/203, which sells at 3 annas' 9 pies per yard, as against 5 annas. 

30. Jacob S~ssoon Mil/'s Dyed t'oile, M. J. 3956 J.-The price given for 
the Indian style is dated 1934, but the cloth is available retail in the bazaar 
at 4 annas per yard, which suggests a lower wholesale price at present. 

31. Jacob Sossoon Mill's Bleached voile, H. S. 50 (URVASHl).-Indian 
price is dated 1934. 

32. Mill "A" Bengal-Grey dhoty, SOl x SOl.-The United Kingdom 
style is one of Graham's standard Calcutta qualities. Yarns should be 32s 
and 50s, not 30s and 56s; reed and pick 18 x 15 quarter inch, not 64 x 56. 
Graham's experience' is that other Indian qualities are affecting their sales. 
See page 13 Bengal Chamber of Commerce case. Two further Indian com
petitors may be quoted, viz., Indian Manufacturing Company, No. 2699, 
and Kohinoor No.5S01, which have been sold in early December at Rs. 1-9-0 
and Rs. 1-10-0 respectively. 

The Indian pric~ for the Mill "A" cloth is not given. 

33. Mill." A" Bengal, Bleached Longeloth, No. l1S.-No Indian price 
(!:iven. 'Ve consider another Indian style is a close compa-rison. This is 
Morarji Goculdas No. B. P. S. 194, 336 , 40 yds. price in Amritsar Bazaar 
early December, Rs. 10-4-0. 

The {;nited Kingdom. style, a Ralli Calcutta standard, is incorrectly 
recorded. Reed should be 82, and pick 75, weft should be 36s not 40s. 

34. Klllttrlu Mahanji's Dued t·oile, No. 67.&.-The contrasted United King 
dom style, though unnamed. and not sampled, is so similar in lla:rticulars 
to the United Kingdom Agrada cloth in item 30 hereof as to make It almost 
identieaI. Yet here the l'nited Kingdom price is given as 3 annas per 
yard. prllsumably wholesale, and in item 30 the price is 3,\ pence. c.i.f:c.i. 
The latter price we know to be correct. On the basis of the price given 
for Agrada, the wholesale price for this item would be at least 3 a-nnas 101 
pIes. 

35. Khfltau Maktwji's Dyed voile, No. 546.-No Indian price; comparison 
iD1po~'ble. United ;K;ngdO!l! cloth Pllrticula~ inCOrrect-reed an~ pick 

, 



55 x 52, not 100 )( 52. There !!ore several India. mills producing voiles o( 
J.h.is general character through the last three years, includiug Standard, 
'Nadiad, E. D. Sa8800n group, and certain Ahmedabad mills. The inclusiQn 
of this cloth and the preceding one in a list of Indian styles said to be 
ousted by United Kingdom competition is not justified. The Board may care 
to call for figures of voile production. . 

~DDENDA. 

1. We send herewith the following samples referred to in various items 
above:-

(aJ The Naya Sagar cloth referred to in item 16. 
(b) The B. P. S. 194 referted to in item 33. 
(e) A sample of an Indian 'mill quality very !Similar to Finlay Mill's 

bleached dhoty in item 16. It is Empress Mill's No. F. 6708/2, 
49/50",8 yards, 18 )( 17. Bazaar price second week in December, 
Rs. 2-4-7. 

(d) E. D. Sassoon's 565 as mentioned in item 6. 
(e) Khatau Maka.nji's No. 3027 as mentioned in item 10. 
(/) Swadeshi Mill No. 22013Y as mentioned in item 10. 
(0) KhatauMills, Tavangar, as mentioned in item 18. 
(h) Edsu Mills Gujarat-nu-Gaorav mentioned in item 18. 

2. Sample of Graham's No. 4850 has already been handed" in to the 
Board's Technical Adviser. 

(16) Letter dated the 16th February, 1936, from United Kingdom Cotton 
Textile Delegation. 

When I was in Calcutta on Thursday you asked me what percentage it 
would be necessary to add to the c.i.f. prices 1n our comparative'· Price 
Table, to bring them to a c.i.f.c.i. basis. The answer is between 5-6! .per 
cent. mad6 up as follows:-

Commission, Ma'nchester 
Commission, India 
Interest 90 dIs at 6 per cent. 
Finance Charges 

Per cent. 
li-2 
1}-2 
Ii-I} 
}-1 

C,i.f.c.i. means 'Cost-Insurance-Freight-Commission-Interest~ This is the 
basis on which all goods are sold, t\lough the actual percentages may differ 
slightly between firms. If you remember this query was in connection. with 
an explanatory note to our Evidence. ' 

MGIPQ-·L-97STB-30-7-36-130. 
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