$i1
‘lised iridustries, especially tothe tea mdinstry, from the geperal
‘body of consumers. It is practically a general taxation measure
with & view to favour particular trades.

Apnrt from the balance of loss or gain the Ottawa agreement
‘Tnises extremely important issues in other directions, 1t seeks to
-mould the direction of our foreigntrade and therehy the direction
‘of ouir economic activity over a large field and it is necisary that
'we should clearly understand in what direction the change takes
us. This is a time of growing economic particularism and Ottawa,
‘falsely advertised as & prelude to world cdoperation, is another in-
: dication of the same tendency. The recent denouncmg by the.
. United Kingdom of the trade agreement with Russia is a clear indi-
“cation of the direction.in which Ottawa leads. The Empire is to
be converted into a closed economic system and it needs no deep
stndy of the growth of protectionism during the last century to con- -
"vince one that once the policy is adopted the system will become
more and more- closed. The argument - that we can denounce
Impeml Preference with six months’ notice any time is highly
spggxous. But everybody knows full well that once the policy is
in operation for some years the vested interests that it will breed
“will make it extremely difficult to bring’ about any change. The
. Empire isa highly- artificial economic unit and the adoption of
" fmperial Preferenco necessarily involves a considerable déflection of
trade from its present channels. The question, therefore, ' that ton-
- fronts us is not confined to the balance of loss or gain but extends
' to & consideration of the desirability of such a re-moulding of econo-
mic: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 general preferential
- policy is not in the best interests of India. ‘The best customers for
owr most important staples are all outside the Empire. -There are
-only two pohcxes or any combination of these, possible for -India.
W&ean aim at & more diversified and more sclf-sufficient economiic
life for our country or we can aim at specialisation undey'conditions
_of as free an international trade ag is possible. 'No- reasons,’ other
.than purely political ones, can be found to support the policy.of an
- Fappiné divigion of labour ; .and pohucally, the futute of lndn :s _
mmy uncertain, -
“Mere trade -bargaiils are innoctious, DAY, they msy i e
hrgemaﬂy of cages be: aetmlly beneficial, Andthuoibm

-
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in appendix B the imports of these from the United Kingdom. Wa have
given these figures for the four years from 1927.28 to 19301931 and
in a separatecolumn we have also indicated the average for the years
1927-28 to 1929-30. An average for these three years scems to us
to give as 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 used throughout the folléwing discussion. The figures by them.
. selves are not very helpfal and we have, therefore, in what follows
mmhtnpmtantgroup of articles on which preference is to
#biain and examined it in some detail. We have in this examination
deliberately relied mainly on one source of information~the annual
roports of Hl. M. Senior Trade Commissioner in India and Ceylon
(Mr. T. M. Ainscough) on the conditions and prospects of British
Tradein India. These reports contain o variety of detailed and
autheatic infermation collected from trade and other sources and pay
" gpecial attention to the competition met with by U: K, importers
in the Indian-market and the probable course and ﬁuchntlona of
peices, In the individual examination of each head we shall  give
- gpecial attention to (i) the proportion of U, K. imports in the tots}
. jmaports under the head (i) the various subgroups of that head
sad the extent of non-British competition therein (iii) the charaoter
of such competition.

We shall examine firstly those eommodﬂastowhtchpmﬁuen--
tisl treatment is at presen. being accorded : Cotten manufadures
and Eron and Steel, ,

- Copton Manufactures: The preferenee given to British
Cotton plecegoods in 1930 was the occasion of a keen controversy
in the' Legislative Agsembly. The principle of Imperial Preference -
was hotly discussed in that body but the reasons put forward for
the granting of this preference wete entirely other than the policy .
of preference. The official reasons for suggesting this conrse are
fully explained in the note ‘written specially for the occasion by
8ir G, Rainy. The chief contentions sought to be established in
this note arc as follows. (i) the war and post war development
in the Indian mill industry hag been chiefly" at the expense of the
United Kingdom (ii) only about 1/3th of the imports frem U. K,
oampeto directly with Indian goods. (jii) that a duty higher than,
1§ p. <. is entirely unnecessary for protecting this portion of Indian
peoduption .(iv) That though a higher duty on British goods
might perheps help Indian industry to develop more rapidiy such;
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“ Whatever the remoler objects, all tariffs other than tariffs
solely for revenue have one’common feature. The taxation imposed
by them is discriminatory, falling on some articles and not on others,
JSalling on articles produced in one place and not at all or more
dightly on the same articles if produced elsewhere, It is intended
on the one hand to discourage or prevent consumers from buying as
they would like to buy, as they would buy if there were no lariff, It
is tntended, on the other hand, to encourage producers lo produce as
they would not produce if there were no tariff. Ii is both a restric-
tion of the liberty of consumers and a changing of the environment
Jor producers. This effect on production is the most distinctive
Sfeature of tariff taxation a&s compared with direct taxation. A
tariff is nearly always intended to influence directly men's lives and
livelihoods, to mould the economic siructure in which each man must
Jind his nicke. That is the inlention nearly always. It is always
and inevilably the result,” )

Tariffs : The case examined. by, a commitice of Economists
under the ckazrmansth of Sir William Bevevidge (1931). Pp. 34-35.



“ PREFACE.

There 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 likke that of 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 heartedly, without 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 to-day
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 the majority
report of the Indian Fiscal Commission does not countenance the
adoption of a general preferential tariff such asis contemplated by
the Ottawa Agreement. That the leaders 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
volte face; and the consent is to be extorted under pressure
without giving any time for deliberation gr 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 loss 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
chiefly 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
solective protection, such asis practised in India, the protective
tariff gives, in effect, a subsidy to a particular trade or industry
{from the consumers of ity products. The result of the Ottawa
agreement will, however, be the grant of a subsidy to highly loca-

*
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lised industries, especially to the tea industry, from the gener
body of consumers. It ig practically a general taxation measw
with a view to favour particular trades.

Apart from the balance of loss or gain the Ottawa agreemel
‘raises extremely important issues in other directions. 1t seeks {
mould the direction of our foreign trade and thereby the directio
of our economic activity over a large field and it is necebsary th
wo should clearly understand in what direction the change take
us. This is a time of growing economic paruaulansm and Ottaw
falsely advertised as a prelude to world cooperation, is another i
dication of the same tendency. The recent denouncing by tt
United Kingdom of the trade agreement with Russia is a clear inc
cation of the direction.in which Ottawa leads. The Empire is f
be converted into a closed economic system and it needs no dee
study of the growth of protectionism during the last century to coi
vince one that once the policy is adopted the system will becon
more and more- closed. The argument that we can denoum

Imperial Preference with six months’ notice any time is highl
 specious. But everybody knows full well that once the policy
in operation for some years the vested interests that it will bree
“will make it extremely difficult to bring about any change. Tt
Empire is a highly artificial economic unit and the adoption «
Imperial Preference necessarily involves a considerable deflection «
trade from its present channels. The question, therefore, that co:
fronts us is not confined to the balance of loss or gain but exten
to a consideration of the desirability of such a re-moulding of econ
mic activities. And with regard to this the testimony of all tho
who have considered it has been adverse and even the Indian dek
gation to Ottawa admits that the adoption of a general preferenti
policy is not in the best interests of India. The best customers f
our most important staples are all outside the Empire. There
only two policies or any combination of these, possible for Indi
We can aim at & more diversified and more self-sufficient econom
life for our country or we can aim at specialisation under conditioz
of as free an international trade as is possible. No reasons, ot
than purely political ones, can be found to support the policy of a
Empire division of labour ; and politically, the future of India
extremely uncertain.,
Mere trade bargains are innocuous, nay, they may imr
large majority of cases be actually beneficial. And there is t
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reason why we should not enter into a trade bargain with any
country because it happens t6 be a part-of the British Empire.. For
example, if the Ottawa delegation had.not gone beyond negotiating
for & preferance for tea and linseed and free entry far a few products
" like tanned hides and skins, pig iron or shellac as against, say, the
existing preferences on cotton piecegoods and iron and steel, the
bargain could bave 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 bave had an entirely
free hand in negotiating with the other countries, But the Ottawa
agreement, with its long schedules commits us to a general
preferential policy and to the principle of exploring Empire buying
as far as possible and the supplementary agreement  goes
further and holds out the prospect of _“ rationalisation on
Imperial .lines”! 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 rationalisation 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 ?  Either the
policy of Imperial Preference is meant to be lasting and in that
casge 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
conceived 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 weare a protectionist country, there bas been
some method in our protectionist policy hitherto. We have been
deliberate about the grant of protection and the possibility of
revision and & definite term to the duration of each measure has
been usually provided for. We are now invited to do that in
favour 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 ultimately profit the consumer or that it serves a defi-
nitc national end, The Ottawa agreement, we have been toid,
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cannet be treated like the report of a Tariff Board; it must be either
rejected or accepted as a whole. After giving detailed consideras
tion to the balance of immediate loss and gain and to the grave
implications of the acceptance 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
Ottanwa delegation,

I have to thank my friend Mr, V. R. Nayanar for hia help in
the preparation of the tables and the correction of proofs. I have
also to thank Mr, A, V, Patvardban of the Aryabhushan Press for
expediting the printing.

Society's Home, Poona 4, D. R, GADGIL.

Servants of India
20..10-32, }
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Appendix A

[ Note, The preparation of the tables had to be taken into band long beforé
the report of the Ottawa delegation was published, There have oonsequently
orept into them a few mistaken of additions and omissions. There have for
example, been included in tahles A and B eamphor, asphalt and praning koives.
On the other hand appavrel, ocordage and rope, kniting maohines and type-
writers have been ommitted, These foew imperfections however, do not, it is
believed detrast much from their utility or the broad validity of their
conolusions, ]

Value of Imports into India from all countries [ Rs. Lakhs.

Average
| o for * Paroen-
'1927--28/1928-29(1999-30(1930-31] ¥ years |Averageitage of
| - 1927-28 | 1. K. jool. 7 to
to importa| ool. 6
| 1929-30
1|0otton Piecegoods. :
Grey. 2125 | 2019 | 2093 687 | 2079 1369 659
. White. 1542 | 1534 | 1328 621 1468 1849 ! 91'B
Coloured. 1753 1735 1515 683 { 1667 1136 . 683
‘2 Meatals. :
Alumipum, 119 108 142 101 123 41 333
Brass 234 258 238 163 237 %6 325
Copper. 129 1423 93 104 121 41 380
Q@erman silver, 15 21 17 13 18 3 167
_Irom and stesl, 3144 | 2024 | 1721 1089 | 1963 1161 591
Lead, 13 9 9 7 10 5 500
Zino. 36 33 40 31 36 16 dd+4
Cotton Twist and {

Yarn, 679 639 600 308 636 320 503
4|Motor Cars eto. | 515 648 620 407 597 164 275
S|Hardware 54 523 507 360 518 192 i
8 Woollen manufa- :

olures. 537 502 £28 231 489 168 34-3
7 Instruments and

Apparatua,

Eleotrioal, - 288 313 361 s 319 200 627
Musioal, 28 25 L1 26 a8 16 S7T0
Photographio, 23 30 31 3 18 17 607
8Burgioal. 23 i1 23 17 232 14 637
Soientifie. 23 32 18 17 21 i 670
Wireless, 16 14 T 8 13 8 66'7
, Other kinds. 23 a7 28 N 26 19 730
8Paper and Paste- '

board. 01 380 373 287 RET 118 954
9 Rubber Manufa-

otures. 2713 286 333 258 297 99 333

10.0hamiocals. 265 248 297 261 270 151 559
11 Provisions ste. :
Confeotionery. 8 w 26 20 a7 20 40
Milk condensed.
and Preserved. 83 89 a8 i} 87 28 322
Canned & bhottled
fruit, 13 12 14 13 13 1 677
Canned Fish u 3 % 18 28 4 143
Oanned & bottied
others, - 63 66 67 62| 65 44 677
Ooooa and chooo-
1ate. : 4 6 3 4 4 1 500
13 Dr.uxl and Msdioines| 198 202 136 194 209 89 a5
ll'Pum and painter's, .
matsriale 155 144 147 112 149 105 705
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Appendix A—(Contd.)

Average
for Percen-
3 years [Average| tage of
1927-28{1928-291920-30/1830-31( 1927-28 |U. K, in [ool, 7 to
to fnsta | col, &
1929.30] ~
14'Lubricating oils
other than bat-
ohing 141 13% 130 130 135 17 125 .
15Building and Engi-~ :
neering materiale.! 129 122 134 110 128 70 47
‘,16 Cyoles. 118 129 119 72 122 102 836
17|Haberdashery and )
Millinery. 127 134 104 73 123 28 230
18 Liguors. '

Ale, beer and porter, 104 100 111 402 105 64 €09
19;Btationery. 92 102 105 8L 10¢ 55 550
20/BEarthenware and

Porcelain, 81 73 72 48 75 28 373,
21| Toilet requisites. 63 65 73 54 67 26 388
22|Toys and requisites
for games. 64 a7 G5 40 65 16 246
23 Umbrellas eto. 63 57 4 3 - 54 14 259
24[Toilet soap. 47 &0 50 ar 49 38 716
28IMiscellaneous Lea- -
ther manufactures{ 41 30 30 29 40 32 800 .
26'Outlery. 39 3 21 26 39 11 | 292
27 Furmture and cabi- :
netware. 3l 37 38 28 35 13 311
Ashentos manufao-
- | tures. 37 33 32 28 M. 26 76'b6
29|Boote and Shoes of
o‘leathor 29 26 21 13 25 20 809
ilBa -
Fish, b - 6 ] ki ] 3 5000
Vegetable essen-
tial. 10 10 15 10 12 3 250
Vegetable non-
essentials. 9 8 8 5 8 8 |-100
g% Firearms. 4 24 22 19 16 22 14 637
Cartridges and oar- . ’
tridge oases, 15 19 15 13 16 11 688
331Vehiolea not
mechanioally pro-1 17 171 14 1 16 8 S0
pelled.
= 34|Brushea and Brooms| 14 15 14 13 14 5 357
35 Perfumed spirits. 13 12 1n 8 12 6 | 500
36,0il oloth and flacr
oloth, 9 10 12 T 10 5 500
37|Give,, 4 7 9 8 7 2 w6
38/3m oket's requisites, 6 5 4 3 5 2| 400
39/Leatber cloth and . |
g actificial l:alihor. 4 4 [ 4 L 3 600
ngine aud boilor
packing. 5 'y 4 4 4 4 | 100
e —aria,
Total[ 13333, | 7634

* Column 6 from Appendix. B
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Appendix B.
Value of Imports into India from the United Kingdom.

Average
‘ for the
1527-28 (1928-29 |1929-30(1930-31 | 3 years
1927-28 to
1530-30
1i Piece goody— - )
Grey 1554 |- 1378 117 281 | . 1369
White 1420 1423 1203 523 1349
Coloured 1259 1198 950 448 1136
2| Metala—
Aluminium 48 36 40 21 41
Brass 89 84 56 28 76
Copper 45 49 30 kT 41
German Bilver
Iron or Bteel 1364 1190 999 513 161
Lead 7 4 4 3 5
Zino 20 15 12 5 16
3| Twist and Yarn 309 356 - 296 127 320
4! Motor oars, ste. 170 163 159 9 164
5 Hardware 206 89 180 131 192
6/ Woollen Manufactures 311 165 128 67 168
7! Instruments and Apparatus— )
Eleotrical 185 159 Ny 174 200
Musioai 13 1 20 15 14
Photograpio 17 13 17 17 17
Soientifio 15 15 13 1 i
Wirelesa 1 9 £ 5 8
Other kinds 17 N 20 23 19
Surgical 15 13 13 10 14
8| Paper and Pasteboards 110 123 133 88 118
9 Rubber Manufaotures 96 90 111 74 99
10| Chemieals 147 147 159 141 151
11| Provisions—
Confeotionery 21 21 i9 .15 20
Milk Condensed and
Preserved 33 23 28 26 28
Canned and bottled fruit 1 1 1 1 1
" w B 4 4 4 3 4
” " othera 41 44 46 40 44
Coooa and Chosolate 2 3 2 2 . 2
12| Drugs and Medicines 84 89 95 64 89
1a| Pafnta eto, 113 104 100 74 105
14, Lubrioating Oils 14 13 b2 20 v 17
13| Building and Engineering -
aterials ] k{} 65 48 70
16/ Cyolen 101 107 97 7 102
17| Haberdashery and Milinery 30 7 26 18 %
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Appendix B—(Contd.)

- Average
for the
1927-28( 1928-29| 1929-30 1930-31| 3 years
1927-28 to
1929-30
; p =
18} Liquors Ale Beer and Porter 63 61 69 84 . 64
19| Btationery 53 |* 55 ) 56 44 55
20| Barthen ware and Porcelain 30 28 26 i8 28
21| Toilet requisites 24 26 28 19 26
22| Toys and requisistes for games 15 17 15 - 12 16
23| ¥iah O 4 3 3 4 3
7 Vagotsble essential Oils 3 3 4 2 3
25; Vegetable non essential oils 9 ] 7 5 8
26! Umbrellas 16 i6 11 6 14
27 Toilet Baap a7 39 39 24 38
28 Misoellaneous Leathor Manu- .
factures b5 31 3 20 32
29| Cutlery 10 11 11 8 1
30| Furniture and cabinetware 13 13 14 12 13
31i Asbestos manufactures 30 5 22 18 26
32| Boots and Shoes of Leather 22 20 17 10 20
33| Firearms 16 13 13 11 "
34| German aliver 2 3 3 2 3
35| Cartridges and cartridge oases 11 11 11 ) 11
36 Vehioles not machanically
Propelled 9 8 ki 6 8
37| Brushes gnd Brooms 6 6 5 1 5
38! Perfumed epirita 5 9 ] 3 o
39 Oi} cloth and floor cloth ] 5 6 3 5
40! Metal Buttons 1 1 1 '3 1
41| Glae 3 2 2 2 2
42| Smokers® requisites 3 1 2 1 2
43{ Leather oloth and artificial \
Leather 2 2 4 2 3
44| Engine and Boiler Packing 4 4 3 3 4
45! Cork manufacture 1 9 6 i 19
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Appendix €,
Value of Exporis from India to ali countries,

458 LARAS,

Average | .
a ot s Eore
1927-28;1928-29|1929-30/1930-31 198;?;8 ports t'" ‘ool. 7 to
1829-30 U.K. ‘001- 6.
1| Jote Mannfacturen | 5356 | 5690 | 5193 | 3180 [ 5413 208 38
2| Rics ... . 3364 2500 | 8128 .2582 3030 58 1.9
3| Raw Jute 8066 | 3235 2717 1283 ( 3006 694 231
HTea .. .| 3248 2660 3601 | 2356 | 2826 | 2498 859
8 Ground nuts 1563) 1937 1639 | 967 1713 | 103 60
6| Dressed & Tanned
hides ... - 413 440 343 260, 398 363 912
%l Dressed and 405 491 462 368 483 403 834
tanned Skina .
8 Ootton Manufac- 867 180 7% 522 789 35 44
tures ...
9| Bhellae... 569 682 568 229 606 156 2856
10{ Linseed w| 453 31| b7 541 453 | 110 43
11| Gil Cakes .| 914 384 313 | 208 337 112 33
12| Castor seed 258 246 b 156 240 59 246
13| Pig lead w| 218 215 245 217 125 116 51'6
14| Pig iron 179 211 259 170 | 216 15 6.9
15| Wheat ) 441 169 21 195 210 162 771
16| Spices .. o 240 159 1986 127 198 28 14.3.
17| Coffes ... 292 | 169 145| -192) 182 54 2.6
18 Pglaeu ;inoludlng 187 181 164 |7 105 177 b1 209
ane
19| Wood (mainly teak)| 166 | 177 180 140 i - 88 5o
20! Podder, bran and
Pollarda ) 187 145 119 7 154 93 69.4
21| Manures 128 128 125 123 125 4 33
23| Tobacoo 108 129 106 104 114 38 353
23{ Cotton weed 145 133 58 23 111 106 960
24| Mioa ... 83 90 103 68 95 43 453
25| Myrabolans - 132 80 78 78 93 99 - 419
26| Carpets and Rugs... 0% o4 85 67 40 44 4189
27| Barley... a5 165 7 1 86 26 S0
38| Hemp Raw 81 88 68 39 i) 12 152
25| Non essential
Vegatable olls ., 20 " 32 i 33 7 s
30| Sandal wecd oil ... 23 " 33 13 24 8 338
31’ Coir manufaotures. 7 11 ‘8 ‘6 9 '3 22
Total

216589 } 56482

* Column 8 from Appendix D,
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prehdix D.

Exports to United Kingdom from India. [ Rs. Lakhs,
Avarage
for years

1927-28 | 1928-29 | 1929-30) 1930-31| 1927-28
to
| 1929-30

1{ Jute manufactures 201 206 201 121 203
2 Tea 2844 2235 2219 1995 2433
3 Ground puts 63 121 124 72 103
4| Dressed and tanned hides 335 393 310 251 363
5 Dreossed and tanned skins 430 392 387 323 403
6; Cotton manufactures 36 27 41 19 35
7| Lao 188 205 7| 159 70 14
8| Linseed 112 at 181 124 110
8| Oil cakes 104 112 119 HH 112
I{} Castor seed 7 5 50 a3 59
11t Pig Lead 80 118 154 166 116
12| Spices 9 £0 26 il 28
13| Coffee 67 40 54 b2 54
14| Pulses ( inoluding beans ) 40 37 35 18 37
15( Wood ( mainly teak ) 74 89 101 74 88
16] Fodder bran and Polards 88 106 86 47 93
17} Maoures 4 4 4 4 4
18] Tobaooo 26 47 41 38 38
19/ Ootton ased 141 122 54 22 106
20( Oarpets and Rugs 48 46 ] 38 4
21| Barley 40 32 6 1 26
Non essential vegetable oils 7 8 7 7 7

23/ Bandalwood oil 9 8 8 3 8
Coir manufaotures 18 20 20 18 1%
25| Rice 773 50 50 97 58.
2 Raw Jute 168 757 556 223 694
27 Shellac 163 174 131 154 156
28| Mioa - 43 43 43 35 43
29! Myrabolans 47 36 3¢ 38 39
30| Homp Raw 15 10 12 5 12
34 pig Iron 10 2 33 38 15
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Appendix E.

Shares of Foreign coxntries in Indid’s imports.

PERCENTAGESR,
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Appendix-F. ,
Shares of ¥breign Countries in the exforts from India.

PERCENTAGES;
| . Averags
* Nima of the Country 1927 zal is:a—ﬂ‘ 1925-30] 1930-31] 303700
T % | N 192930,
1| Uaited Kingdonz Cam0:| at4 | s | sesd eeve
2| U.8; Ad CArtilaes | e | 84| 118e
DlJann ) &9 [ 103 | 102 | 106 9y
4 Géemazy Coeall ee| sa| e2d  eds
5| Priioe § . D40l B3| B3| 40 51
Ceyion . Coas) 42| ez 50 “tr
7| Ieatg | se| a5 se| 5| e
8 Belgium 83 a0 38| sed s
"¢ Chtun 1e| e8| ar| sed s
10| Néttiernndsd c 2l ' 36 389 29 34
11| Sea-Botslomemtas sa|l sa| a5 28| s
13| Cestral-and South Amaries " s8] 33| s3] s "
1:1 Austalia: | 30 ' 38| 18| 304 20
14| PEritE; A£abIS, ot 57 o7 w17l ep] e




