List of merchants designated by Forcign Representatives for consultation,

QUESTIONS RELATING TO TARIFF.

Couniry

Names of Merchants

The Tokyo Chamber of Commerce.

Japan. Mry. Okura.
. Mr. Reynaud.
ranee: Mr. Dourille. -
Noue (as Mr. Zappe has undertaken to attend to the
Austria, . P— drian Trtoros
question in Austrian Interests.)
Mr. Herbert Smith. p
Mr. Winstanley.
Mr. J. R. Fraser.
My, T. Thomas.
FEngland. .
. Mr. E. Morriss.
[ Mr. Townley.
Myr. Groom.
Myr. Dodds.
i Mr. Aymonin.
Ttuly. .
; ! Mr. Andreis.
I -
Belgium. ¢ Mr. Grunwald,

United States of America.

. Mr. J. I, Me Grath.

" Mossrs. §. & T. Walsh.

" Messts. B R. & S. . Smith,
. Mr, John Middleton.

| Messrs, Lindsley & Payne.
! Mr. J. R. Morse.
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Country |

—
Names of Merchants

Gerniany.

1

Mr. R. Reiff.
Mz, Raspe.
‘Mr. Bachr.

.- Mr. Gesslien.

Mr. Ruyter.
My, 1llies,

* Mr. Peltzer.

Russia.

In absence of Russian, Mcssrs. Walsh, Hall & Co. are
suggested for consultation.

Netherlands, Sweden and Norway,
Denmark. '~

’M’r. Von Hemert. )
Mesars. Bernard and Wood.

Mr. H, G_raueri;.

Boain. Mr. Johnstone.
spam. Mr. Bernard.
Portugal.  Mr. da Fonseca.
Switzérland None (Swié views having been comniunicated to Mr.
’ Zappe.) -
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FIRST QUESTION.

Basis of Caleulation of Ad valorem Duties.

(In view of the great number and length of letters adressed to the committee by the Merchants

consulled, it was thought advisable to print only an analytic resumé and not the entire texl
of those documents.)

A

B

On actual cost of goods at place of purchase, production! Or on market value of goods less import duty paid:

ete, plus cost of Insurance, Commission,
ete, from such place to Port of discharge.
(i. e. usual charges) .

Nation  Merchants

consulted

"Transportation | values to be ascertained yearly by committe composed of
‘R, R, from Customs and Chambers of Commerce.

A

B

ality |

;
; Prefer Base B and think a com-

i

Tokyo Ohject to Base A as inviting frau
Chamber of {in Invoices. - 'mittee shonld draw up a table of .
g Commerce. | : ;;average prices based on the prices
E—- ; “of cach period of twelve months.
' a
Mr. Okura. I Prefers Base A. | Base B difficult to apply.
i |
M.Reynaund.  Thinks base: A" alone admissible! Base B he thinks impracticable on
- but exposed to various difficultics in { account.of constant variation of many
‘regard to commission and other!classes of goods e. g. arms, watches,
;charges, some articles being sold free jewelry, furniture ete.
;of commission and some “frec on
“board.” .
%5 (Adds he would like to see Tariff
ks ft,o assist his judgement on question).
- i
Mvr. Domille..  Thinks either would producesame’  Base B would, he considers, he
result, but Base A appears simplest ; ; difficult to apply.
but protests against inclusion of!
Insurance, Commission, and other
charges.
g i T
"2 Blank. »” »
= |
E English Prefer Base A as most equit-ablcf Annual readjustment of values
"gn t . Firms.  and least likely to give rize to dis-{would, they consider, be cumbrous
= ‘ putes with Customs. and give infinite trouble.
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‘Nation Merchants | . :
ality | consulted l A ! B
i :
M. Aymonin,. Prefers Base A i.ec. on actual cost
’(moins tont escompte) at place of'
L jorigin, without taking account of
.%" ! jusual charges.
= !

E. Andreis,

Prefers Base A.

Base B would give rise to discus-
Slﬂ"S

!
N

i
H
e N I
I

Me%rs Linds-

Think both objwtionnble because

"very difficult to verify invoices, be-:
sides liable to complaints of undet-‘=
valuation of imports, which "are!
found so troublesome at New York.

ley & Payne.

I But prefer B.

8 -
g Messrs. | Are in favour of Base B stated
< Walsh., ! as above, on following grounds:
] 1. Invoice values often not only
& ) i necessarily faulty but also induce
% i ' fraud.
7 i 2. System of cheokmg costs, char-
"é . ges cte. by system of agents is too
ST costly.
!
. Messrs. Prefer Base A as more in accor-| Which is difficult to determine
l Midd]eton. |dance with practice of other nations, | and lable to uncertainty.
: and more easily ascertained than
: Base B.
S ‘ e
German Prefer Base A i.e. on actual cost; Not on Base B, heeause,
Itirms.  :and usual charges, Iatter to be added! 1. No fixed market value to some
at a uniform ‘rate % on all classes,  goods..
5 and Importers to have option ofj 2. Subject to variation fm depres-
g i presenting invoices accordingly.  |sion of Trade.
5 - They consider this only reliable and 3. Subject to loss through excep-
©  justifiable course. " itiomally high. values reigning in
I market on arrival. ’
} 4, Annuval revision could hardly
: "| meet all these difficulties,
I
] Blank, » ”"
B
g; M.von | Objects to Base A as invoice| Prefers Base B but thinks mar-
,,_,:“3 . Hemert. | prices of goods imported often sur-!ket value of goods imported should
E ‘7{_ } pass market values and false invoices” be ascertained not only every tw?l\'e
- are often produced. months but every week or fortnight
5 £ ' by a Committee.
W2 ’_O I g
v !

—~
[
O
(o3}

~

)
] o A R
= .
5 Muv. Granert.{|  Prefers Base A; duties should -l)e! Objects to Base BB and considers
g - [levied gn the actual cost of the goods! it wnadvisable to allow market val-
a at place of purchase plus the usual | ues to govern the system of levying
clmrges at ports of destination. i'ld valorem duties.
Mr. Strongly in favour of Base Ass| Base B he considers impracticable,
. Johnstone. | proposed, although he thinks the!and thinks Committee proposed
g . practice has been hitherto {o exclude ! could* not make annual readjust-
) insurance and other charges in ment*, which would be gutnsf.mton
Japan. -to Importers.
(* Made 12. monthq ahead)
M. Da Base A, on actual cost at place of| Base B preferable in view of de-
Fonseea. | origin, without usual charges which | pressed state of Trade. Market val-
= he considers would be an indirecti ues for past 3 years to form a base
& tax on -foreign insurance compa-!of caleulation, and these ascertained
"3 nies, commission agents, and ship-1not merely by refercnce to committee
A ping agents, world dn, but he prefers| suggested, but on information col-
B. .lected from general body of Forcign
!and Japanese merchants.
—
gE Blank, - » »
[ i
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By weight or measure ?

6

- SECOND ’QUESTION

Basxs of duties on Textﬂe
B

Fabmcs.

If by meuuré, would the lmml or nqunre )am be pre

forable?

REPLIE or THE MERCH’ANTS

- Nation:|  Merchant S
:lit!n co;mlnfzdb A ! X e B
| The Tokyo | In févour of duties being levied | ~ Prefer square mégéurement.
- | Chamber of |ona double system, hoth according to| : E
i Commerce. |weight and according to measure-| -
K] ment.
| Mr. Okura. | Prefers standard of _measnré. | .Square. .

Mr. Reynaud'.v

In favor of weight basis for cot-
ton, wool and silk filatures, but. of
measure basis for fabries and piece

Prefers square yard fromall points
of view on ground, viz: of simplioity
for Customs, of suppression of scale

) goods of widths, and of advantages of im-
8 "| porting all widths and all classes on
‘E same terms.
=
Mr. Donrille.|  Prefers, with a sufficiently extend-! And prefers the square yard or
ed seale of duties, the standard of  metre to- the lineal, .as - this basis:
‘measure. would suppress width classification.
g' Blank. " »

Ty - :

' -g . English Advocate lineal’ ‘measurement.| - Basis of square yard unobjection::
) < ;. Firms Present systein works well, but more | able, but has nothing specmlly to re-
& i . classification of width desirable. commend it,

M. Aymonin. | Advocates measures, not weight. And thinks all duties on fabrics
o ' should be calculated on bolh square
2 | {and lineal yard
& . !
! M. Andreis. In regard to textile fabrics can-‘
not offer an opinion. :
~ |
4 Messrs “Fhink duties should be calculated; If on both, as they would desire,
‘B Walsh. |on both weight and measurement to ' the standard of measure must- he
g » | prevent distarbance of Trade and |square. '
; - meqmt‘yv
8. a ,
& | Middleton Think duties on textile fabrics,| On the squarc yard as more equi-
'§ and Co.  |if for revenue purposes only, should | table and accurate..
l be calculated on both weight and o
» measurement, and also’
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7
ion-|. Merchant
"oyl comsuted A B
German . Depricate weight basis, because| Advocate present lineal yard ba-
Firms. . | 1. Difficult to establish scale approx- |sis, because
imating present arrangement, which{ 1. It has proved good in practice.
Y works well. 2. Present imperfections may be
g 2. liable to anomalies from great|remedied by better system-of clasei-
5 varicty of qualities of similar weight. | fication of widths.
© » " 8. Although square yard basis
more equitable; it would: probably
lead to great difficulties with Customs
and loss of time in passing goods.
'5 | Blank. | (Vide'views'of Messrs, Ws.lsh un-
& der U. S A) - ”
] M. von In favour of weight basis as it
Hemert. | will tend to induce a hetter quality |

Netherlands, Sweden,
Norway, & Denmark

M. Grauert, |

-1

of goods heing imported..

‘Thinks it undesirable to calenlate
: duties on Textile Fabrics by weight.

Strongly advocates the adherence
to the present system of charging
!duty by lineal measurement.

d Mr. Advocates assessment for duty on Lineal measurement, and Welght
‘S Johnstone, | combined ; with addition of consideration of Quality and counting of the
w threads nnder a Manchester Web glass.

< : MrDa Advocates both systems usually, ' Considets lineal ‘basis as usually
f_-s-” Fonseca. |and in some cases neither; but only | { most simple and practicable, but that
E ’ quality or description of go(xlﬂ jof weight sometimes most recom-

‘ v _' mendable
s | i
g E Blank.- » l »
m o
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