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THE INDIAN RUBBER BOARD

A SHORT NOTE ON RUBBER PLANTATION
INDUSTEY IN INDIA

i 1 Early History.

Until 1IW85, mUb.-r wa-i obtaujcvl to a 5wvrge mxteofc from
SOl le of the wild trees in Bral.il in Houih America and to a
k-ier pxtent from the [’ictis Elastiea tres in As>?an. Thongh
\li he bfginning. rubber wig obtaiii&(] from a variety of trees,
an HjieciftB wa- found Hi ij< most >>iiLabie, namely, Hevea
BrsUicD”. and by V.d 4. this tcco j/vd oustod pratfciculfy” all
bt &= Jiotn the inaikpt-

2. Rubber was ijlintc.I in S-juth Imiia on an experiinf-otai

e by Uic end of the nineteenth eentm-y- Tht" tir&t plantations
euilirvea rubber in ljuli.i were in tho Periyar Esfatc in Tnivan-
'5(-e and the Poonoor Estate vn South Malabar. Rubber pliinta-
.son a large Bcabu'Uild bt aaid to have commenced from 190*2.
If I'tng tltat year, 500 acres -u Tiuittakad, North Tfovainjote,,
_ranted for rubber cultivation- 500 af-rea iu the Kuneyfc
-erve were granted hi |)UH and annther 40U acce=? in  19U4 in
iFtiviyar Vall-y- Lands wer« bion”ht under rubber cuitiva-

m Cooliin. ~sllabelr. Coiiabat >re. Uoorg and My.'iore olso
tliiH perKi.i- By I0IO thr arpt iiad ~teased to alM)nt

Area uuder Cultivation.

I >trrinn th«- early ye:ivs rubber iVtched revy hijili prioeS*
the pric.'[Xi" Ib- was 1i-.1". 0 d- Th«re wa< tronse-
Litly it rush to bring :\dditiona! areaK undt-r cuitivution, and
I acreagfl iosfM'very >uar- In JU'i4 thft t->tal acreage was
ilut 7i,:VH). N'i)twithstandiny tiu* violent fluctuations in the ,
i ol rubber, the teadi-nrj to brinf more and

; ruljbor pi’isirted- On the Decenilxn® J94U, toe toM
1 under rubber cultivation wjs ivei'fs- A ‘
fix” area under rni»ber cullivation in India witK yu'tv®
tHon is appended- (Appendix 13.

4. Geographical Distfi?iution.
\ noiew'oitliy C'-aturc of tI” linhiKtiy  Ibat it is
<pi lini'i! to  South India- .vancoro is by [lar idic-



nt prince,. ..c.mm.ng io. mjarK

Ap|n>ni3i>; U-

5. Size of Estates.
v-t-itps ol ami alMve 10U iifiv-; conipnse an tircn .il .
of and above IW an-e. ind
hoUlin<-s nndei- 10U .icph. The average, acreat;.- of

font at m acMfi, while the aviTaKc ai' I of

i. about 4 a.,.s, A stat,,A,t.how .ngn 's

tribntion of acivige accutd.nt; to the sizc of th. osl 1s
attat-hea. (Appendix II11).

6. Ownership.

The luclu-'lrv is conipri.spd of (a) Sterhn;; f'ubhc fjiit k...
Couipanies. (h) llupee Cloiupanies fegislerod m India nian grd
by i*ropeans, (c) liupee Companies rog.stered m Ceylon I.th
estates iu India managed by Kuropcans, (d) lupee ( oinpAies
owned and managed by Indians and pioprietory owr/
oererally small holdeis, and (e) E.states owned by non-liu
rndividnals- The acreage under each eategovy is givcij
Apppudix V-

7. Production.

The average annnal production at present will be a”iit
16,500 tons. F.Btinialed prndiietitin, acreage in bearing,
average yield pec acre since 1!MO, ate given In .\ppenilix V

8. Average yield-Compariaoii with otjier couu

Tt will be seen from Appendix V that the average
iMi" year per acre ui India varied froin 2i)4 to :u’i Ibs. of r
during inw to 1940. The average yield per acre in Ce™""
about 350 Ibs. In Malaya and Netherlands Kist Ind
average vield is cnnsideriibly higher, being as nmch as
‘the Indian yield. This variation in yield i« cliii'fl;
ilHTerence in .soil, climate and distribution of ra nfall-
laya and the Hast Indies, the conditions are best suite
ruliber production. In view ul the even distriir.itiiin ol ra
tajiping is possible in these cn”.ries nhiiost thriinghon
vear, while in India many tappjng days are generally lost
yoar owing tn heavy rains durirv inom.toon.

TV



>

Ou ttccuiuit of the »iishcr yielrl, c-liHjlly Jiib to fortuitous
-cimista.ncca, thn cost of [irofluction in tlieso eouiitiits is lessvr
u thill, in 1 ‘I'his natiiniliy allocta the coiupetitivi.’

CiipiU'ity of ttxe Jiiilian liliintci- m au unrestrictcit njiivket.
i. Pncc.

tj ‘fhc Jirice of raw ruljbiu’ lias Ijimjii subjrol to cliLioiue Iltic;-
tuiilions. In I'.nu it wja as high as 12 eh.i|. per Ib. The
rush to plant imlucgil by this level of prii;,! eventually resulted
in over ptotluetii-n unil the price dropped to lij d- per
pound in It recovered alir'htly a result of the
restriction in output and reached | sb. Hd. in ia25 It otell
again to 2 d. early in ItiaO. ;A table showing average prices
since 3934 to iy-12 is appended CAppindix VI> In May I'iw2
the Government of India fixed the prices statutorily and the
“control " priced were in force till 30-0-1i)4i). A stateuient
sliowuig the prices fixed by the Govemuiunt of India from time
to lime from May 19-12to Hep- is attaohcd. (Appendix VIl)-

U. Latex Preservation and its Importance.

(1’lior to the rubber produced in India was very
largely m the form of sheet and crepe and preservation of latex
was, if any, attc-uipled on a very small scale in some estates-
Indian manufacturers depended on imports for their require-
iiient of latex-

On the outbreak of the war, foreign supplies of latex be-
c\me scarce am! eventually were eouipletely cut oU'J This gap
vjaH filled by some eulerprising planters who after experiments
sjceeeded in supplying preserved latex to meet the recjnireinents
.{ Indian uiannfactnrers-. ,L»ter on, some of the firms succeed-
ed in supplying eroamed latex also. It is estimated that at
present preserved and creamed latex containing approximately
1,000 tons of dry rubber, are [n-oduoed annually. The manu-
facturing industry is able to utilise with advantage latex, as
such, in producing an increasing variety of goods and this has
i-f'sulted in a progressively increasing demand for latex, for
the producers also, it is advantageous to sell latex as such and
not after conversion to sheet or crepe- ’

The iuaiu uses of latex are for the manulacture of dipped
goods and for waterproolln®abrics. Thi-. type of luauufactui-e
seems well suited for develo}”neiit as a Oottuge indusfry as it
docs not require any high”~~ree of technical skill or expensive



,» m> Thp ili'vfionuic.nt lit thi-i eottago industiy is ol
S L t forMox inornif Ui. field of P>«du.t>0« ,t«oH.

tl. Importance of Industry.

Accoi-.lin- to the "& 'port on an Kn<inu-y iuh, Cou.litions ot

give ot the siipeivisoi-y staff emijloyrf on esM es, lho htal at

s “oas of oomyanies aod persons on.ployed m the hand mg

as transport of rubber, the rubber phintal.on
at present nearly 50,000 people

ndastry m,ifoys
The est.mated value of rubber
produced in 1945, according to pnees fi-w 'by
of India, is about 300 lakhs of rupees, Ibese fiyui-es would
tetify ti the part played by this .ndustry m the

the Govemuunt

econoiuy ot
Sonth India, and the iniportance of ensunng its contnnied exist-

ence as a paying concern-

12. Government Control,

As a result of the very low level of priccs clui-in® J.0a0
exports from India dwindled and many of the estates stopped
production and placed their estates on a “carc and imuntenance
basis. The only hope then held out to producers was m the
retieetioD that powerful nations like the British and the Datch,
hitving Bunk immense snms in rubber, it was to be expected that
all their resources would be concentrated oii the tjuestion 't
bringing about a revival of the indnstry. After the varioi
Governments concerned had failed to find a scheme of rognlatioji
of rubber exports acceptable to all rubber interests and had
declared that they were prepared to do no more, ceitain gentle-
men greatly interested in tbe ind.iistry took up the matter again
and tried to find some way out of the diKiculty. The question
of restriction of rubber production and export was first reE(jrred
to South India in December 1933- The United Planterb” A™so-
oiation of Southern India at once appointed an ad hoc Coinmitu >
consisting of the Madras Planting Meitibcr, the Tmvancon’
Planting Meml>er, a leading Cochin rubber pUintGC and two
members out of well-known TiavL”ore .Planters. Tiic ad I&-
Committee represented the mutter pTore the tci-pccHve Govern-
ments with a view to receiving aupjioit to the scheme by neces-
sary legislation cuid it also carried oft*iU iiecensary prcliuiin.uioi.



in connoct.on wiUl tl.o bchmnc Owing to the (.cmtly ,lep.'cssea
slate of the rubber industry ni Houth India, a scheme whii.h
olTerod the prospect of a recuvcry m rubber prices was Renenillv
aoocDtilble to all ainceraea. Tile GovcrnmentB ol India. M.idr.i-.,
Travancorc and Coelliii promised support to the scheme pro-
visionally and th. Indian Hubber Licensing (“omni.ttee com-
inonead working under that name as from 1st June 19.M- One
of the members of the Committee ofliciated as Controller without
remuneration for one year and organised the whole wort
Tartioulars of the personnel of the Indian Bubber Licensing
Committeo ate given in Appendix VIII.

W hen the quota Hgutes for all couutrii » were released at
the end of April 193-1 it was found that the quota allotted ti)
India was quite inadeiiiiatu- As a result of this there was eon-
siderable criticism against the scheme. | he Indian Kubbei
Licensing ( ommittee took up the question m right earnest in
spite ol liuite unsympathetic replies from the liubbcr (xrower.
Association, London. The assessment of over [-i,0,)0 units
was earned out energetically by about three dozen Assess..”
appointed by the Committee and a report on the rubber quota
fm2outh India was submitted by the Indian Rubber Licensing
Committeo by October 1934- From 1935 a revised quota was
allotted to India which was still considered to be made<|i»te b>
certain sections of the industry. The Indian Bubber Contro
Act 19H4 was bi'OUght into effect as from 1st .January 1937 and
the working of the scheme was carried
until the close of 1938 when the scheme was extended for
mother period of S yeai-s. As a result of the claim put forward
liy the Indian Rubber Licensing Committee the Indian quota
was again revised to 17,500 tons for 1939 and U,750 tons each
for the uext (our years.

on quite satisfactorily

The invaluable assistance from Siri'- E. James from the
commencement of the negotiations and the vei? able manner in
which the late Mr- L- A- Lampard, first Cha®irman of the arlhor
and Licensing Committee and the late iVir. B. towke. then-
Chairmau of the U. P- A. S. I- who conducted the negotiations
to a very satisfactory conclusion are really worth special
mention-

13./ Karly in 1942, as a result of the outbreak ot hostilities
ludween .lapan on the one side and the allied countries on the
other and the subsequent fall of some of the largest rubber
producing countries in the world such as Malaya and Java and



kiti'i" on lini-iua. the Govemiiiont of ludiii I'ouiid it ncc.osuary t.,
piohilit the exiiort of law rubbci® from In.lui lui.l to conuoit
lueaBiires for iiR-ieasing tlio tublioi' inotUiction m Tixlia by .ill
nossibic Jiu'ans. .A Kiibijcj'Confwonct) was accoiilingly hcUl in
Ne« J)clbi:dD the*.i7Hi Jauliai'y rj42 at which all mliber iiitcr-
Usts wei'i; repi'caentcil.  The Indiim Iviibber (liintvol Older,

was piihhshed ,on Mai'di> 19-12 constituting the
Indian IUibbcr ContiolC.'olimn'tteu-wliich coiiiiucnccil tiirn;tion-

ing troiu the Lst April, 1-12% -

-H ;' Since the e.Kport of raw lubbor was prohibited and the
luannfactiire of articles containing rabber was controlled
under Govei-ument permits, it was found unnecessary to continue
the working of the Indian Elibber Licensing aod the Jiidian
Hiiblier Control Committees in tbeir original form. A second
IInbber Confeienee was, therefore, held in Kew Delhi*®on the
28th)Heptembor 1'JJ2 and after due negotiitions between the
Ceniral Government and the Goveinments ol Madras, Mysore,
(Vjcbin and Travimcore, the Indian Rubber Control A Productiou
Order, I'W2, constituting the Indian Kubber rroduction Board,
was jiasscd in Noveiulier, 1942J Parallel legislation was enacted
also in the States of Travancore,Cochin and Mysore- Personnel
of the Indian Rubber Production Board are given in Appendix
IX.

Under the Rubber Control A Productiou Order, 19-J2,
all available supplies had to be sold exclusively to the Central
Governujent or to the parties nominated by them at [irices fixed
by the Government from time to time- The monopoly pui-ehaaj;
by Government was terminated on 80—1-19-1(1.  Thereafteiv
minufacturors were allowed to purchase rubber direct from
producers and dealers in aceordancc with tbe terms of permits
issued by tbe Government. The price control was continuod
till 30-9-19-16 when the Kubber Control & Productiou Order
lapsedi

Jrti-  The Kubber Control it Production Order having been
issued under the Defence of India Rules, the Indian Kubber
Production Board, constituted under its provisions, normally
ceased to exist within six montbs of tho termination of hostif-
ities, The Government of India had, however, convened a
conference of rubber prodiiciiig interest.'! in December UM.T to
examine the necessity of creating a suitable organisation to look
after the iuferests of the Rubber fndustrv on the abolition of tin



Board. x\n ad hoa C'omuiittcc was apijointed to cxaiDinr IIn*
question ami make suitable n'eoiumentlatioiis.

17. The ad hoc Committed issaed a njoiuoranduiu to
owners of estates of and overlO acres inviting their views on the
need foL-setting lip the organisation, its functions and powers,
etc. The replies received from the planters and the Committee's
lecommendatioiiR thereon werp discussed at a conferenoR of re-
presentatives of planters, Provinces, States concerned and the
Central Government, held at Coimbatoie on 2H-6-1940- | ‘he
Comnjibtee recoiamended the creation of a Board, having pre-
ponderant representation of producers and with powers inter
alia to recommend prices for various grades of rubber and to
control the import into and export of rnbl>er from India-

KS’ These recomiwendationa were accepted generally by
the Central GovenuQeot and other Governments concerued- In
lim-suance thereof, the Central Government passed the Rubber
(Production & Marketing) Act, 1947, which came into force from
the lyth April 1947."

19. Conclusion.

The problems confronting the Industry at present are dif-
ferent from those it had to face in the past. At the cominence-
iiient of tlie restriction period (June 1934), there was practically
very liUle I'onsumpfcion ol indigenons rubber in India. This
nacessitatod the participation ol India in the International
Rubber Agreement which primarily aimed at restriction of out-
put by rcgidating the export quota for eacli producing country-
At the end of the first restriction period, i. e., 1938, the internal
consnmptifni reached the figure nf 5.C)U0 tons and it went on
incrii.ising regularly until it reached the figure of 14,297 ions in
li)4l. From PJ42 to the end of the war, there was great
demfin('t for more and mure production of rubber in India
view ol the increased requirements of the allies for their pro-
‘u-annnt” ol' war production and the nonavailability of supplies
from the chief rubber producing coimlries us ~"alaya,
P'urma, etc.

in
Java,

«i0. India has by now developed within her borlcrs a
iubl)i'f manufactui’ing industry whose requirements rf raw
I'ubbof pioniiite t<excced indigenous production, if production
i<-mains at the ixisting level* Competition froni al>road has



rnts

e T . ir,th«™ rrturl«akK faot™ is tlie o,u«rHC.>co oF the
svuthetic rabber- The extent of competition {foiu this toiu-cc
.m In/b;. iCssed exactly at present, but it would he pnident
to asf,iime that the continued cxiatcnce of the plantation rubber
wii'l depMid to a considerable extent on the coat ot piodnction
of plantation rubber vis-a-itis the synthetic variety-

w7l The immediate need is that the Indian producer should
be aspired of the Indian market. This will be possibe m he
long run onlv if the indigenous rnbber is made available to the
Sulacturers at rates which are not uneconomic when compaied
'vUh the «rld price of rubber. This could be secured by
(a) some measnre nf control of imports and exports, and (b) by
lhe adoption of improved and scientific methods of rubber cu ti-
vatioii. To achieve these ends is the primary object of the
Indiaa Bwbber Board, constitnted nnderthe linbbp.r (Iroducfcion
and Marketing) Act, 1947.

p. V. S. Sarma.
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StaUmmt >hom,,

years of planting as on

plantt®'l farl
PlanteG dur

than

1925
lyao
1920
iy 27
102B
L929

Total

appendix

ciiltivalion accord

I. Travancuty State

(Taliikwise liistributioii)

Kalkubm

Triviiuldivui

1-'6S.8:i

1

81.-j0

Acres
07999.91
481G.7S
23379.24
12653.27
G817.U
1782.22
842.71
990.9B
218.39
X85.12
1182.63
97-63
(547.70
1302-89.A
1240.23
4085.59
4228-32
1345-53
2920.78
12244.68
5309.04
4438.44
510.45

Vb7'622 U | acre-:.

11;i7ai-(iO acres.

{Contiitiiiti un nixI|



V'ilavaucotie -i3M6yi acres
Neiluniangad

‘Dtovala 107.50
Ckirayankil 10.00
Nwyynttinkara 8.01
Ivottarakara 13G5.B2
Kunnatliiu- 4983.28
Mtivelikaiii 235.70
PathJioapunim 8893-10 .,
Sheucottali 2?yo0.74
Chengauniir & Tiruvella 1G4(j.4<
Pathanamthitta 14310.1iU
Kottayam r.iad(iv
Meenacbll 14199.43
Changanacheiry 27829.7.")
Vaikom 1159.70
Muvaltupuitlia 7.5()2.08
Thodupuzha 7251.H7
Kuunathuiiad 2293.ug
Alaugad Mo.ou
Parur 135<05
Devikulam 400.00
Peermack 5493.81
JI-  Mysore State 039.30 aciCH
ill. Cochin State 141.04.22
IV. Britiith India ""9797.027
Coorg 3139.90
Assam (Cachar) 50.00
Bengal (Simring) 9.23
Madraa Presidency 26597.84"
Salem District 132.00
Malabar 23651.321-
Nilgiris 999-76
Madura 383-157
(‘oitubatorc (U4 iv
S. Canaia 587.00

Total 1.)$322.14,
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m  Aifirihulion of aneagc tmder rubber aiUim-
Nor -'16 33,«0193 acres.
Kstatcs ot and above 100 acres
Kstates of ami nbove 50 187 12,158.57i ,,
anil below 100
Estates of iinfl above '25 32a 10,98378
anrl below 50
BBlates ot and above 10 988 13,897.20
and below ‘io
Estates of aod above 5 10J0 8,595 40
and bolow 10 ¥ ia,166 19,082.17
Kstiites below 5 acres
Total

State,

(a
(b

o

(e

)
)

\PPKNDIX IV

. e . 273t)5 acres-

Sterling pabbo limited «>"™ jes

Kupec, companies registered m India 12-185
nmuagcd by liuropea-as

Kiipee companies registered in Coylon
‘witb estates in India managed by
Eui'oueans n )
Unnci- companies owned and managed U5304
‘bylIndiilns, and proprietory owners
cenerally small holders 502
Owned by Non-Indian individuals

Total 158322



ntatcmcntdwwmg Mimatcd annual
in M ia. acrettde in 'mhcMrmg, and amroqt yit.H
per acre, from 11)40

Year. Prodnction AcreR(jc in Average yield

in hearing’ p&r annum per

acre in poimdn-
1940 16,("71 123,620 302
m i 16,295 124.1%75 294
1942 16,579 123,476 301
194a 16,629 121,647 806
1944 17,174 122,191 315
1945 16,077 122,444 294
1946 10,874* 125,521 1857

« Up to end Septerabei' 1946 only-

N- B. From 1334 to 1939, output was rostriotod in conse-
quence of the Indian Bubber Control Act, 1934.

APPENDIX VI

Statement of average price E:r-KoUayam of first quuHiy
sheet riibher with export quota, per 100 pounds.

Year- Rupees-
1934 (Oetol)ili—December) S9.7r>

1935 a7-M
193(5 40-CO
1937 4H.77
1938 3(i.04
1939 45.77
1940 .0S..53
1941 0490

1942 (up to 2B-6-'42) B1.60
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ATrrENDIX VII.

Pnei- of first ijualUy shed nMer F-0- R' Coihin
mr 100 lis. asfixed hu the Govenmr.nl of India
under the Defeme of India Bides-

Bupees-
i J1/8/0
mJ7/5/-1-i to
77/5/0
AA-S 9/4/« 171510 e )
10/4/44 to 31/7/41- + ton“s-
1/8/44 to 30/9/44 771510
1/10/44 to 31/1-2/44 77/5/0 4 11/1/0 bonus.
i nlija + 33/5/3 bonns.
1/1/45 til 30/B/45
1/7/45 to 31/1/46 100,0/0
1/-3/4U to ‘2fl/4/4fi 771510

SO/4/46 to 30/9/4U 87/1/0
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aikndix viii.

Penoimel nf the huUan Bubher Lice7wm GomrnUtec,
oustitHted under Financc
‘No- 39 dated 2fi-6-1934 and the Imhan Rubber
Control Act, 1934, (Jme IdU to April 19U)-

YW. —The Committee corapmed of fniombers. 2 iiommar.pd by the Tnivan-
core Government, one by the Cochin Government, one by the M ad”"
Govomraent. and one by the United Planters Association of b. India.

Travancore Government

Mr P- Kurian Johu, Member ffom June 1934 : lIlesigned at
A« bhe'UeginniDg of 1975-
K. V. Mafehew, » do- , CPr&rrhTfflI*from June 1937
till the dissolution of thoM.)o»npittOe-»
He was the Chairman of the I- K- C.

Committee also-
K- I- Thomas, Member from August 1935: Died in
August 1939.
The Division Poishkar,[Member from Sept- 1939 till the dis-
Kottayam. } sohition of the Committee’

Cochin Government ...
Mr- H- J- Wahiiesley, Mcniber from June 1934: to March 1937-
. E.F- M. Norman, Member from August 1937 till the
dissolution of the Committee-
Madras Government

Mr-E-Leecher, Meuibcr froiu June 1934 to March 1930,
{also Chairman from April 1935 to March 193(5)"
W. J. Campbell, Member from April 193(3 to March 1937-

J-E .Pitea.irn, " » March 1937 to March 1939,
H. Harper, . . March 1939 to Dec. 1939-
J. E, Pitcairn, ,, January 1940 till the din-

aoiution of the Committee

{Coniinui'd on next piic)
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United Planters’ AssociationToTs. India,

MI- L* A- Laiupard, Mt-uiber rind Chairman froiu Jane 1934
* to April 1985-

J J. Murpby. fiuiu April 1935 : (also Chairman
from March 1936 to Jiine 19371

lleBigned in June 1937-

ti J* Polgieen, June 1937 till the dtasoln-
tion of tlie Coiiimittpe.

Mf.

P* Kurian John, Controller-

Indian Rubber Control Committee -constituied under the
hidian Rubber CoHlrot Order, 1942: (1.4-1942 to 23-11-1942).

Licensing Coraiuittee uieuibers and one member (Mr. C- P.

Liston), nominated by the AKsocifttion of Rubber Manufacturers
in India-

APPENDIX IX.

Persoimet @ the INDIAN RUBBER PRODUCTION

bo ard—constituied timler the liubber Control and
Production Order. UH2. iH3-U-i2 to 30-9-46).

Central Government —

Suchivottaina Sii' C- P. Uiimaswami lyei\ k c. s- I-,
K-c- | E-, LL- n.,, Dewan of Tntvancore.

Chaimian-
A 1" W- Dixon, c. I E- I c.s., I'ice Chairman from
Uewan of Cochin. “tj~1 t" 3-15-194S.
Sir Gooiffc Boas, k. ¢c- i. E-, c. s. i-,
I c 3,

Uewcrn ot Cochin. Vice Chatrmau from
i-17-1943

(Cunlinueil ott ru.rl puge)



n, H nb~r~r t.

Mr J r Amkwiu, CuMnlkr of Hubber.

F (¢ Walhcp.
1’t. («1- -J- A. DaYidson. I'om &-G-1i)t:,.

Travancore Government : - P representatives).

Mr. K V. Miithew.
ml'he J»HKiuti I'cisliliar, Kottayalu.

Cochin Government :-(one representative).
Mr. E- F- M- Nurman-
U P. A.S. 1..—(one representative).
Mr L, J. T. Polereen.Vram S3-U-4H to 18-5-40-
E. Letevre. From 13.&-J.6.
Rubber Growers’ Association of India — (one representative).
MI. A" V- Thomas-
Association of Planters of Travancore — (one representative).
Mr- K. Dominic Joseph, B- A- ii- L-
Approved Rubber Dealers .—(one representative).
Mr- V- J- Joseph, B- A

MI. ¥ Kukia™ Johjs, liubber i’foduotion Comnunsionvr,

(Ex-0ijk-h)-
MI. H- B- Meuou, b* A, Secrttarij from
27-11-42 to
. Pp. V.S.Sunua, a., b. 1-, SearttH/'ij from d-I-iy-J-O.

C. M. S. P, 473-SO0-19-5-1W.






