
liaed industries, especially to the tea industry, from the general 
body of consumers. It ~ practically II general taxation measure 
with· a· view to favour partiClilar trades. 

Apart from the balance of loss or gain the ~wa agreement 
"tailleS extremely important issues in other directions. 1t seeks to 
_iii the direction of our foreign-tmdtll}nd thereby the directioll 
of our economic activity over a large field and it is necdl!sary that 
we should clearly understand in what direction the change takes 
us. this is a tUne of growing economic particularism and Ottawa, 

, falsely advertised as a prelude to world cooperation, is another in. 
: dicaiion of the same tendency. The recent denouncing by the" 
· United Kingdom of the trade ag£eement with Russia is a clear indio 
cation of the direction.in which Ottawa leads. The Empire is to 
be conlwted into a closed economic system Bnd it needs no deep 
etady of·the growth of protectionism during the last century to con· 

"\'ince one tb~ once the policy is adopted the system will become· 
tiIOIe and more closed. The argument that we can denounCe 
Luperi81Preference with six months' notice any time is jlighly 
".~ous~ But everybody knows full well that once the policy Is 
· "in 9JIeI'Ition for some years the vested interests that it win breed 
'will· make. it extremely difficult to bring" about any change. The 
EiJlpire is ahiglily artificial economic unit and the adoption of 

.. imperial Preference necessarily involves a considerable dellection of 
trade from its present channels. The question,.tberefore, 'that ron· 

.. fto~sus is not confined to the balance ofloss or gain but extends 
· . to a ~naideration of the desirability of such a re-mouldlng of econo­

mio:activities. And with. regard to this the testimony of all those 
. who have considered it has been adverse and even the Indian dele· 

gation to Ottawa admits that the adoption of a generaIptefereDtlaI 
paIlcy is not in the best interests of India •. The beat .culltoIJIerB for 
ollr most important staples are all outside the Empire. . There are 
only two policies or any combination of these, possible forlndia. 
W'O'ean aim at a more"diverSified and more self-sufficient ecoJ1ODiic 
lifo. for our country or we can aim at specia1ioation undeJ''cQnditiollS 

. of .. fFeCI a~ international tmde as is possible. . No reasons, other 
,lila.» purely politicatones, can be found to!lllpport too poJicy,of an 

',.BaIpjIe diviajOl)oflabour ;.andpolitkelly,the futgre of India is 
'"~1 uncertain. . ' 
. " c.: ;"~ tniIe ···bargaiils are innocUous, ·nay, they .Y"'itt·1l 
'laIP " iaajority' 'of ·ClIises be actually . beueficial. . And tliere· iii· 110 

• 



lnappendlxBtheimportsofthesefrom the United Kingdom. We have 
given these figures for the (our years htn 1927.28 to 1930.1931 and 
in a eeparatecolntnD we have also indicated t1ie average for the years 
1921·28 to 1929·30. An average for these three years seems to us 
to ghe 8S reliable an,index as pOssible 'of, if One may use the term, 
normal conditions in recent times. It will be this average that will 
be UIIed throughout the following discussion. The figures by them. 
selvea are not very helpful aM we .~, lbe1'efore, in what foilows 
...... iaportant.group of articles on whichprefereuce .. to 
~ aDd e:ramined it in some detail. We have in this cxamicatioll 
~1 I . teIy zelied mainly on one source of informatioll-the lIoDDual 
JIIIIOI1II of H. M. Senior Trade Commissiouer in Iudia and .ceylon 
(~. T. M. Ainscough) on the conditions and prospects of British 
Tl1II1o in Iudia. These reports contain a varjety of detailed and 
,,,*-.tie .inf~on collected from trade and other sources and pay 

. "aqia,IlI$teution to the competition met with by U; K. ,impo1ters 
Ja dIo IBdian~ket and the probable course and ,Aud:uations 41 
pricoa. In the individual examination of each head we shall .. give 
..,ecial attention to (i)the proportion of U. J{. importa in tile tGtal 
~ under the head (ii) the V¥ious subgroups of that Iaead 
.. \;110 ~nt of non·British Competition therein (iiI) the cbat8cter 
of such competition. 

We sbalI examine firstly those commodities to which pret'citen­
ta4 treatment is at presen, lleing accorded : Cotton manufactures 
_Iron and Steel. 

Collon MrmulfM:hwlS: '!'he preference given to British 
Cotton pieoegoods in 1930 WIIS the occasion ofB keen controversy 
ill the' Legislative Assembly. The principle of Imperial Preference . 
was hotly discussed in that body but the reasons put' forward for 
t'he pnting olibis preference were entirely other than the policy. 
of preferenoe. The official reasons for suggesting this course are 
fully explained in the note 'written specially for the ~sion by 
SIr G. Ilainy. The chief contentions sought to be established in 
tbIs note are as follows. (i) the war and post war development 
in the Indian mill industry bas been chiefly' at the expense of the 
ypi~ Kingdom (i1) <mlyabout 1/Stb of the imports [rom U. K. 
~ directly with Indian goods. (iii) that a duty higher than, 
15 .. c;. is entirely unnecessary for protecting this portion of Indian 
.... n. .(iv) That though a higher duty on British g~ 
~ perlIaps hIIlp Indian industry to develop more rapidly 1IIIIIk,' 
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" Whateuer tke remoter objects, all tariffs other than taril/s 

solely for reuenue have one 'common feature. Tile taxation imposed 

b" them is diScriminatory, falling on some articles and not on others, 

falling on articles produced in one place and not at all Or more 

lightly on the sam~ articles if produced elsewhere. It is intended 

on the one hand to discourage or prevent consumers from buying '" 

they would like to buy, as they would buy if there were no tariff. It 

is intended, on tke other hand, to encourage producers to produCl as 

they would not produce if there were no tariff. It is both a restric­

tion of tke liberty 0/ consumers and a changing of tke environment 

for produurs. This effect on production is tke most distinctive 

feature of tariff watian 6/$ compared with direct watian. A 

tariff i~ nearly always intended to influence directly men's lives and 

liflelihoods, to mould tke "onamie structure in which each man must 

find his nicke. That is tke intmtion nearly always. It i8 allllayS 

and insvitably tke result. " 

Tariffs: T~ case examined. b" II committee of Economists 
under the chairmanship of Sir WiJliam Bsverid(fe (19JI). PP.34-35. 



" PREFACE. 

Tbere is no need to emphasize the point that' the Legislative 
Assembly will in its November session be faced with a problem of 
very great importance. The consequences of the adoption of an 
important tariff policy ILke that o( Imperial Preference h s far­
reaching implications the nature of which is made abundantly clear 
in the passage which we have quoted on the page opposite; It is 
not a policy which should be adopted light hea,rted1y, withc;lUt proper 
enquiry or under the influence of considerations of passing import­
ance. If the Dominions adopt the Ottawa Agreements readily it is 
because they have clamoured for Imperial Preference for many 
decades past and as for the United Kingdom, it also is ruled tCHIay 
by a party whose faith in this policy is equally old. With India the 
case however, is entirely different. Lord Curzon's Government 
definitely repudiated Imperial Preference and even tb,e majority 
report of the Indian Fiscal Commission does:: not countenance the 
adoption of a general preferential tariff such as is contemplated by 
the Ottawa Agreement. That the leaderll of public opinion have 
been consistently opposed to Imperial Preference was made perfectly 
clear in the debates on the iron and steel and cotton manufactures 
duties in 1927 and 1930. 

We are, therefore, now being asked to consent to a complete 
flOlt, lace; and the consent is to be extorted under pressure 
without giving any time for deliberation "0/ enquiry. For such an 

"extraordinary decision and such hurried procedure the main excuse 
that the Indian delegation has offered is the loss that stares us in 
the face on the 15th of November if we do not ratify the Ottawa 
agreement. In the body of this publication we have shown that the 
extent of the los9 has been greatly exaggerated and that the large 
mass of our producers will be entirely unaffected if 'we do not 
ratify the agreement. The loss whatever its extent is likely to be 
ohiefly borne by the tea industry and partially by the exports of 
tanned hides and skins.' It is important to note that in the case of 
selective protection, such as is practised in India, -the protective 
tariff gives, in effect, a subsidy to a particular trade or industry 
frem the consumers of its products. The result of the Ottawa 
agreement will, however, be the grant of a lubsidy to highly loc:a· 

• 
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lised industries, especially to the tea industry, from the gener. 
body of consumers. It i~ practically a general taxation messul 
with a view to favour partiClSlar trades. 

Apart from the balance of loss or gain the Ottawa agreemel 
'raises extremely important issues in other directions. 'It seeks 1 
mould the direction of our foreign·tradtlllnd thereby the directio 
of our economic activity over a large field and it' is nece'!!sary thJ 
we should clearly understand in what direction the change tak~ 
us. This is a time of growing economic particularism and Ottaw 
falsely advertised as a prelude to world cooperation, is another il 
dication of the same tendency. The recent denouncing by tI 
United Kingdom ofthe trade agreement with Russia is a clear inc 
cation of the direction.in which Ottawa leads. The Empire is I 

be converted into a closed economic system and it needs no deE 
study of the growth of protectionism during the last century to COl 
vince one that once the policy is adopted the system will becon 
more and more closed. The argument that we can denoun~ 
Imperial Preference with six months' notice any time is ,high! 
specious. But everybody knows full well that once the policy 
in operation for some years the vested interests that it will br~ 

. will make it extremely difficult to bring about any change. TI 
Empire is a highly artificial economic unit and the adoption , 

. Imperial Preference necessarily involves a considerable de1lection , 
trade from its present channels. The question, therefore, that COl 
fronts us is not confined to the balance of loss or gain but exten( 
to a consideration of the desirability of such a re-mouiding of econl 
mic activities. And with regard to this the testimony of all that 
who have considered it has been adverse and even the Indian del, 
gation to Ottawa admits that the adoption of a general preferentiJ 
policy is not in the best interests of India. The best customers f~ 
ol\r most important staples are all outside the Empire. There 81 

only two policies or any combination of these, possible for Indi 
We can aim at a more diversified and more self-sufficient econom 
life for our country or we can aim at specialisation under conditiol 
of as free aD international trade as is possible. No reasons, oth< 
than purely political ones, can be found to support the policy of • 
Empire division of labour ; and politically, the future of India 
extremely uncertain. 

Mere trade bargains are innocuous, nay, they may ill 
large· majority of cases be actually beneficial. And there is I 
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reason why we should not enter into a trade bargain with any 
country because it happens to be a part-of the British Empire. For 
example, if the Ottawa delegation had .not gone beyond negotiating 
for a preferance for tea and linseed and free enb:y for a few products 

- like tanned bides and skins, pig iron or shellac as against, say, the 
existing preferences on cotton piecegoods and iron and steel, the 
bargain .could have been considered purely on its own merits. It 
would not have committed us specially towards either the United 
Kingdom or the British Empire and we could have had an entirely 
free hand in negotiating with the; other countries. But .the OttaWI!o 
agreement, with its long schedules commits us to a general 
preferential policy and to the principle of exploring Empire buying 
as (or as possible lind the supplementary agreement· goes 
fu~her and holds out the prospect of ., mtionalisation on 
Imperial .lines "I The voluntary formation of international 
combines, cartels or trusts, we are all familiar with. But here a 
tariff agreement between two countries is being specially made so as 
to bring about such an understanding between the industries of the 
two countries. If there is to be mtionalisation let it be on a world 
basis or the basis of a single country. Whatever is the special 
significance of a haphazard unit like the Empire in it 1 Either the 
policy of Imperial Preference is meant to be lasting and in that 
case there are no advantages to India in joining this economic 
block and becoming even more dependant on and tied up to the 
United Kingdom than it is at present. Or the policy is 
concoived of as a temporary measure preparing the ground for world 
co.operation. Then in the latter case it is obviously necessary 
that we do not commit ourselves so deeply as to remould our 
economic activities on an Empire basis. 

Even though we are II protectionist country, there has been 
some method in our protectionist policy hitherto. We have been 
delibemte about the gmnt of protection and the possibility of 
revision and a definite term to the dumtion o( each measure has 
been usually provided for. We are now invited to do that in 
fl\vour of the British industrialist which we have never done for 
either Indian industry or agriculture in general. We are invited to 
give the British manufacturer a general measure of protection in 
our markets without previous enquiry and without an assurance 
that it will ultimlltely profit the consumer or that it serves a defi· 
nite national end. The Ottawa agreement, we have been told, 



eillU10t be treated like tho report of a Tarift' Board; it mUlt be either 
rejected ex ace8pted al a whole. After giving deteUcd collsidera. 
tion to the balanco of immediate losl and gain and to the grave 
implications of the acceptanoe of a policy of Imperial Preference 
we have no hesitation in affirming that the larger interests of our 
country demand the rejection of the agreement presented by the 
Ottl\wa delegation. 

I have to thank my friend Mr. V. R. Nayanar for his help in 
the preparation of the tables and the correction of proofl. I have 
also to thank Mr. A. V. Patvardhan of the Aryabhushan Press for 
expediting the printing. 

Servants of India J 
Society's Home, Poona 4, 

20-10-33. 
D. R. GADGIL. 
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Appendix it 
[Note. The prepar-atioD of ~e tables had to b8 t.aken into hand long before 

the report; of the Ottawa deleaatioD was published. There haYe oonsequently 
arapt into them a few mistake. of additioDs and omil.ioDa. There ha..... for 
example. been inoluded in tables A and B oamphor, asphalt and pruning knives. 
On the other hand appareJ, Dordage aDd rope. knitiDg maobines Bnd tJ'lh'­
writers have been ommitted. These few imperfeotion. however, do DOt, it il 
beUsTed detraot much from their utilit,. or the broad valid:ity of their 
oonolo.iona. ] 

Value 0/ Imports into India from all countries [Rs. Lallhs. 
-

11917-1S 

Average 
• for Paroen-

1918-29 1919-~ 1930-31 ~ years Average 'age of 

I 
1927-18 ,fU. K. 001.7 to 

to imports aql. 6 
1929-30 

1 Ootton Pieoegooda. i 

Gray, U2; Z019 Z093 687 Z079 1369 
, 

65'9 
. White. 1542 1;34 1318 621 1468 IS19 I Vl'8 
Coloured. 1751 1735 1515 

-2· Metals. 
681 1667 1136 68'3 

AlumiDum. 119 108 141 101 123 41 33'3 
Brats *34 253 223 163 237 76 32'5 
Oopper. 129 141 93 104 121 41 33'0 
German lib'er. 15 21 17 13 18 3 16'7 
IrOD aDd Iteal. 2144 IOU 1721 1088 1963 1161 59'1 

° Lead. 11 9 9 7 10 5 f>O'O 
Zino. 86 33 ~ 31 36 16 «'4 

Ootton Twilt and 
Yarn. 619 619 600 308 636 320 50-3 

, Motor Cars eto. 515 648 628 407 ;97 1St 27"5 
SHardware 534 513 507 360 518 192 37"1 
S W ooUaD manufa-

otures. 537 502 428 231 489 168 34'S 
7 Instruments and 

Apparatus. 
Eleotrioal. 283 313 361 311 819 ZOO 62'7 
Musioal. 23 25 35 26 28 16 57'0 
Photographia. 23 30 31 31 18 17 60"7 
Burcioal. 13 21 JI J7 21 14 6S'7 
ScieDtifio. II 81 18 17 21 14 67'0 
Wireless. 16 14 7 8 12 8 66'7 
Other kinds. 

8 Paper aDd Past.e-
23 17 28 SI 18 19 73"0 

board. 
9 Rubber Manufa-

301 330 371 187 334 118 as'4 

~~ ohU ... 218 286 333 158 297 99 83'3 
1 IOh.mlaall. ,165 148 297 261 210 151 55'9 
11 Pro't'iliolll etc. 

ConfeotioDery. 
Milk oondensed. 

18 17 26 ZO 17 ZO 74'0 

and Pre •• rved. 83 89 88 711 87 28 32°2 
Oanned .t: boUled 

fruit. 

~I 
11 14 11 13 1 67'7 

Oanned lI'Ilb 13 26 18 18 4 14"3 
Oanued .t: boUled 

other •. 0 63 66 
00008 and obooo-

67 81 65 « 67'7 

I .... 4 6 3 
41 

4 I 50"0 
I~D ..... aodMedioin •• 198 Z02 126 194 209 89 41"5 
I~Pai_ and painier'L 

lII.terid. 155 1« 147 lU 149 105 70-5 

59 



Appendix 1\-( Contd.) 

Average 

f I m 
3 years 

1927-28 928-2U929'30(93O-31 19~~29 

1929-30 

14 Lubricating cn. 
other than bat;-
obiDg 

15 Building anol Engi-
Deering mat.f'ria19. 

11 Oyol •• , 
l'I aaberd88hery and 

Miliinel'J'. 
18 Liquors. 

Ale, beer aDd porter 
19 Stat.ionery. . 
20 Ear.henware and 

Porrclain. 
21 Toilet requisites. 
22 Toys and requisites 

for games. 
23 Umbrella. etc. 
24 Toilet soap. 
2S Mieoellaneoul Lea .. J tber manufaotures 
I Cu'lery. 
27 E'urniture and aabi-
U neMare. 

Asbeato. manufaG--
ture •. 

29 BODY and Shoes of 
1eat.ber. 

30 Oil •• 

3 
3 

3 

• 3 
3 
3 

Fish. 
Vegetable esseD-

tiel. 
VEgetable non .. 

essent.ials. 
1 Firearms. 
2 Cartridges and oar-

tridgt oases. 
3 Vebioles Dot 

meohanioally pro .. 
pelled, 

." Brusbes and Broom .. 
5 Perfumfd spirits. 
6 Oil oloth and flQor 

oloth. 
3 
3 
3 

701 ..... 
8 Smoker's requisites. 
9 Leat.bf'r oloth and 

arti ticial leatber. 
4 o Engine a.nd boUor 

paoking. 

o 

141 

129 
118 

127 

104 
9S 

81 
62 

64 
63 
47 

41 
39 

31 

37 

29 

.Ii 

10 

9 
2' 
IS 

17 

14 
13 

9 
4 
6 

4 

5 

• Colum~ 6 from A,p,psndis:. B 

I 
135 130 130 135 

122 134 110 128 
119 119 7J 12% 

134 104 73 122 

100 111 ·J02 105 
102 105 81 100 

73 72 48 75 
65 73 54 67 

87 G5 49 65 
57 44 31 54 
50 SO 31 49 

39 39 29 40 
36 '1 26 39 

37 38 28 35 

33 32 28 34. 

26 21 13 26 

6 6 7 6 

10 15 10 12 

8 8 5 8 
21 18 16 22 

19 15 13 16 

17, 14 11 16 
I 

151 14 IS 14 
liIi 11 8 12 

10 n 7 10 
7 9 8 7 
5 4 2 5 

4 6 4 5' 

4· 4 4 4 

To,al!13i3S. 

60 

I 
I 
I 

I 

, 
, 

I 

PeroeD.--
Averag e 'ale of 
U. K. iD 001.7 to 

ins&. col. 6 
~ 

17 IS'S, 

70 54'7 
102 83'6 

28 23'0 

64 eO'9 
55 55'0' 

28 37'3; 
.i6 38'8 • 

16 24'6 
U 25'9 
38 77'6 . 
32 80'0 . 
11 28'2 

13 37"1 

2S 76'6 

10 80'0 

3 5tH) 

3 25'0 

8 .100 
14 63'7 

11 118'8 

8 50'0 

5 35'7 
6 SO'O 

5 ftO,O 
J 2t!'6 
! 40'0 

3 60'0 

4 100 



Appendix s. 
Value o/Impo,ts into India /,om the United Kingdom. 

Average 
fOl'the 

1917-29 19l18-29 192HO 1930-31 3 year. 
1917·29 0 o 

19:19-30 

1 Piece goodl- -0"" 1554 • 1378 1176 291 
'" 

1369 
Wbit. 1420 1423 1303 523 1348 
Coloured 1259 1199 950 448 1136 

Z MeO.I.-
Aluminium 48 36 40 21 41 
Br ••• 89 84' 56 29 76 
Copper 45 49 30 30 41 
German Silver 
Iron or Steel 1364 1190 929 518 1161 
Load 7 4 4 3 1; 
Zlno 30 15 IS 5 16 

3 Twll' and Yarn 309 356 296 121 330 

4: Motor oarl, eto. 170 163 159 94 164 

5 Hordware 106 11!9 180 131 192 

6 Woollen lIallufaoturll 211 165 129 67 168 

7 Jnatrnmenu and ApparaWi-
Ele.trioal 185 199 215' 174 100' 
MUliaal 11 11 20 15 14 
Pbotograpio 17 18 17 17 17 
Soientifio 15 15 13 10 l4' 
Wlrel ... 11 9 • 5 It 
Olher kinde 17 21 30 I 

23 19 
19oralo.1 15 13 13 10 It 

8 Paper and Pa.teboerdl 110 113 1118 89 118 

9 Rllbber Msaufaetur •• 116 90 111 74 99 

10 Chemlool, 147 147 159 141 151 

11 Pro ... l.iou-
Confectionery 11 21 19 .15 30 
Milk Oonden.ed and 

Prell.r •• d 31 23 28 28 29 
Cannad oad bottled fruit 1 1 1 1 1 .. .. B.b 4 , 

I 
4 3 .4 .. .. oibera 41 44 46 40 44 

Coooa and ChoDolate • 3 • 2 • I 
12 Drup .Dd Modlolno. 84 89 9. 64 89 
18 P.lnt ..... 111 104 100 74 105 
141 L.brioatlD,OU, 14 13 24 30 • 17 
11 Bulldi", .. d Engineoring 

n _"riaIa 70 65 48 70 
16 0,01 •• 101 107 117 n 102 
17 H.bordaob • ., .. d Jlilln.., 30 17 26 18 18 



llppenciix "S':"'(Contd.) 

r 11927-2811918-2 

. Average , for the 
9 1929-30 1930-31 a years 

1927-28 to 
1929-30 

18 Liquors Ale Beer and Porter 63 61 69 64 64 
19 Stationery 53 . 55 56 44 55 . 
20 Eanhsn "Wafe and Paroel.in 30 28 26 18 21 
21 Toilet requisites 24 26 28 19 26 
22 To,.. and requiliatel for games 15 17 15 12 16 
23 ll'iob Oil 4 3 3 4 3 
14 Vegetable 8888Dtial Oils 3 3 "4 2 3 
25 Vegetable nonessential oils 9 8 7 5 8 
28 Umbrella. 16 16 11 6 14 
27 Toile' Soap 37 39 39 24 38 
is MiBoellaneoua Leat.ber Manu- :11 f .. tun. 35 31 ZO 32 
29 Cutlery 10 11 11 8 11 
SO Furniture and oabinet".re 13 13 14 11 13 
31 Aabestos manufaolarea 30 25 22 18 26 
32 Boots and Shoea of Leather 22 ZO 17 10 20 
33 Firearms 16 13 13 J1 14 
U German .n .. er S 3 3 2 3 
35 Canridg8a aJid aarlridge calel 11 11 11 9 11 
36 Vabiolea Dot maoh.woall,. 

7 6 "Propelled 9 8 8 
37 Bl't18h'l and Brooms a 6 5 4 5 
38 Perfumed .pirit. 5 5 5 3 5 
39 Oil olo'h and lIoor cloth 5 5 6 3 5 
40 Ketal ButtoDS 1 'I 1 '5 1 
41 GI"e I 2 2 2 2 
42 Smoke,.' req1liaitel 3 1 2 1 2 
43 Loa,ber clotb and ani80ial 

Loather S 2 4 

1 

2 "3 
44 EDsine and Boiler Packing 4 , 3 3 4 
45 Cort mannfaoture 1 '9 '6 '7 l'g 

62" 



lIppendixe. 
Val'lt 0/ Exporu /rom India to all countries. 

1927'11928.29 

Average Average!Percant-ror years 
of "'""mol ag. of 1929·S0 1930·S1 1927-8 

to ports t -001. 7 to 

1939-30 U.K. • 1001 ••• 

1 lute Manufacture. 5356 5690 5193 3189 SUS 303 3.8 

2 RiDe ... . .. S364 2599 3128 .2582 3030 58 1.9 

3 Ra" Jut. ... 3066 3235 2717 1288 S006 694 23'1 

4 Tea ... '" 3f48 2660 2601 2356 2826 1431 85:9 

& Grouna nuta ... 1563' J937 1639 967 1713 lOS 6'0 

6 Drelsed & TantJed 
hide .... ... 412 «0 S4S 260. 398 363 9\'2 

7 DUlled and 495 491 462 S68 48S 403 8S" 
'ann.d Skin. . .. 

8 Ootton ManufaD" 867 780 719 521 789 35 4'4 
hIres ... . .. 

II Sh.U ..... ... 569 682 568 229 606 156 15'6 

10 LiDl •• d ... 452 331 571 541 451 110 U'S 

11 Oil Cat •• ... 314 384 311 308 837 112 13'2 

12 Oastor leed ... J58 146 US 156 140 59 14'6 

13 Plgl.ad ... 215 115 245 217 185 116 51'6 

Ij Pill Iron ... 179 211 259 170 116 15 &.9 
15 Wh.at ... 4U 169 21 195 210 162 77.1 
16 8pio •• .. . .. 140 159 196 127 198 26 14.1. 

17 Coif .. ... ... 232 1611 145 -192 181 54 I ~9.6 
• 

i8 Pull •• (inoludlDII 187 181 164 105 177 37 10.9 
heanl) ... 

19 Wood (m.inl, t.ak) 165 177 180 140 174 ·88 50.6 

10 Hodder, bran and 
Pollard. ... 137 '145 119 77 13' 93 69.4 

21 MaDurel ... 128 121 125 123 U5 , U 

22 Tobaooo '" 106 129 106 104 114 38 83'3 
13 Ootton lead ... 145 133 55 23 111 106 96'0 I' Mioa ... ... 93 90 108 69 95 43 45'S 
25 Ml"rabolan. ... 121 80 78 78 93 39· 41'9 
16 Carpail and Rur .... 9B 94 85 67 90 44 48'9 
27 B.de, ... ... 85 165 7 1 86 26 30'1 
18 Hemp Raw ... 81 88 88 39 79 12 15'2 
19 Non elaentlal 

V ... table olll ... 29 37 32 24 33 7 11'1 
30 Bandal w .. d 011 ... JI B7 13 13 24 8 33'3 

31 Oolr manufaatur ••. '7 1'1 '8 '6 '9 '1 222 , 
Total 1216&11'9 15648'2 I 

• ColulDn S from Appendlz D. 
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ltppendix O. 
ExPOl'I6 10 United Kingdom f,om India. r Rs. Lakhs. - -

Avarage 
for years 

1927-28 1929-29 1929-30 1939-31 1927-211 
to 

I 1929-30 
• 

I 
- --

1 lute manofachire. 201 206 201 121 203 
2 Tea 28U 2235 2219 1995 2.33 
2 Ground Duta 63 121 124 72 103 
4 Dr •• sed and tanDed hides 315 393 310 251 363 
~ Dre.sed aDd taooed akins 430 398 387 323 .03 
6 Cotton manufactures 36 27 41 19 35 
7 Lao 18~ 205 159 70 1'4 
8 Lin ••• d 112 37 181 124 110 
8 Oiloak .. 104 11~ 119 92 118 

1( C.si.or seed 71 50 33 59 
11 Pig Lead 80 113 154 166 116 
12 Bpi ... 39 JO 26 11 28 
13 Oolf •• 67 40 54 52 54 
I· Pal ••• ( in"ludlnB b.an. ) 40 37 35 19 37 
15 Wood (mainly teak I 74 89 101 74 88 
11 Fodd.r bran and Polard. 88 106 86 47 93 
17 MaDurel 4 4 4 4 4 
18 Tobaooo 26 41 41 38 38 
19 OoUon 8eed 141 131 54 22 106 
20 Carp ••• and Bugl 48 46 38 38 44 
21 Bor1." 40 32 6 1 26 
!~ NOD e.lential yeastable otll 7 8 7 7 7 
23 Baadalwood oil - 9 8 8 I 

I 
8 

J4 Ooir lD&nufaOiurea 18 JO 20 18 19 
25 Rl .. 773 50 SO 97 58, 
26 R ... Ju" 188 757 556 223 694 
Z7 Sh.lla. 163 174 131 154 156 
28 Mloa - 43 43 43 35 43 
~~ Myrabolou 47 36 34 38 39 

HampRaw 15 10 11 5 12 
31 Pig Iron 10 2 33 38 15 
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1\ppendix. E. 
S'-u of Foreign COIIIIIrin in Intiids isparts. 

PERCDTAGES. 

If_ -1=1-i~~ 
1 !Jailed kIDcc1ca I 4H 44"7 I C1I Il"I Ai 

" , Japau. H " ~ " H H 

l 11. B. .&. " ?-I h H ,.1 H , 

4~ ~I " 
i 
[I 

I' " H " I .l&y. H H H " H" 

.• JIeIcia. J. H H H H 

'i Italy H II , H H H 

~-~ 
H H H " H .......... H I H H H H 

_aM A-'a H n II H H 

au.. H 

I 
1., H ... H 

DFruN H 1'1 H H " 
U, .bII1nIia .. ,., H H 1"1 
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appendlx"F, 
Shares 01 FB,eign Countnu in Ihe txftorts 1'0111 India. 

PERCENTAGE8; 

1817-1 '1918-19 

A:vers" 

. Ham. of th. COllDtrJ 
for yean 

1929-30 19311--31 19J7-Uf .. 
" '0 

1819-301 
.' 

1 tralMci Kiq.mm. 111'8, II" 11'8 .". 21M'" 

2 U/SJ AS 1M 
, 

11"8 11'S 9"4 11"1." 

I JaplD 8" 
I 

9'" I 
10'1 10"1 10" , 

! , G ..... ", ... 
I 9" 8" .·s 9'),' 

5 IJ'H1Io.i . : ,., 
I 

G'S $'3 , .• 5"1, 
I 

I Cqlon. ... "1 "1 11'0 , .. ' 
7 Ital1l' I ,., "S 8"6 S'5 4 .. ~. 

8 B.lIIb .... · n "0 U' a', ,.! .. 
I Chbia 1"& • 1'8 "1 5 .. I":' ! 

II N id.rlanc1r. II I ... .... It '"1; , 
11 8""11 ..... _ ... ... i I" 1"5 18 Ih i 

! 

11 COIItraJ.ancl8cMlti. AlIIerl~" , .. U sa I'S ", , 
! 13 A ...... lla· 

! 

1'0-I .11 J'I 1'8 .... 
14 1'iIIl" ':.t.fatitt, ".tit~· .. r .. 1- .. 1' I·J· ••••• 


