REPORT | 1 | |

ox THE

INCOME-TAX ADMINISTRATION

=

oF THE L5

£ ..l._. ",_ 7
J. \\6"?-‘1 N, s 3

PUNJAR

. Dauring tbe year 1913-20.

3 \\'s‘

* WEST PAKISTAN CIVIL SECRETARIAT
LIBRARY COPY

(To be returned to the Library when done with)

Lahore ¢
" LQINTED BY THE SUPERINTENDENT, GOVERNMENT PRINTING, PUNJAB,
3 1829, X

Price : Re. 0-3-0 or 4d.



o A

. d_.‘.
. . 'l...,,ll e '
‘ T
TN, - ]

k M* AL

-




g X 3 4__ 25 R, . A J ‘- L .;‘ 5
;' ‘,j _""1 : ?.TN T - o , & : . ‘ . "

: L
o A . ¥
i : .
s -
. .
‘f
L -
. -
;
LY -
-
w 13
4
;
!
" &
L]






Punjab Income-tax Administra'-
tion Report for the yvear
1919-20.



Revised List of Agenis for the Sals of Panjab Govaramanf Puablications,

Ix tar Uxirep Kixcpoar.

Coxstasie & Co., 10, Orange Street,
Leicester Square, London, W. C.

Kreanw Pavr, Trexcr, TrUBNEr & Co.,
Limited, 68-74, Carter Lane, E. C.,
and 25, Museum Street, London,
W, C.

Bravarp QUARITCH, 11, Grafton Street,
New Bond Street, London, W.

T. Fisarr UxwiN, Limited, No. 1,
Adelphi Terrace, London, W. C.

P, S. Kive & Sox, 2 & 4, Great
Smith Street, Westminster, London,
S. W.

H. S. Kwva & Co., 65, Cornhill, and 9,
Pall Mall, London.

Griwpray & Co., b4, Parliament Street,
London, S. W.

W. Taackrr & Co., 2, Creed Lane,
London, E. C.

Luzac & Co., 46, Great Russell Street,
London, W. C.

B. H. Brackwrir, 50 and 51, Broad
Street, Oxford. -

Deieurox Bert & Co., Limited, Cam-
bridge.

Ourver & Boyp, Tweeddale Court,
Ydinburgh.

E. Povsoysy, Limited, 116, Grafton
Street, Dublin.

Wirirany Wistey & Sow, 28, Essex
Street, Strand, London.

On TaE CONTINENT,

ERNES_T Lrrovz, 28, Rue Bonaparte,
Parig, France. -

Marrivus Nunorr, The Hague, Hol-
land. \

In IxDIA.

The Manager, Imperial Book Depét,
Delhi. ;

GuruaB Sivan & Sows, Mufid-i’Am
Press, Lahore.

Mavacer, Ponjab Law Book Depbt,
Anarkali Bazar, Lahore. -

Raxa Krisana & Sons, Bock-Sellers
and News Agents, Anarkali Street,
Lahore.

Hoxorary Sreorrrary, Punjab Reli=
gious Book  Society, Anaxkali,
Lahore.

N, B. Maraur, Superintendent and
Proprietor, Nazir Kanun Hind Press,

Allahabad.

D. B. Tairarortvara, Soxs & Co,
Bombay.

Taacker SPINE & Co., Calentta and
Simla,

NewmaxN & Co,, Calcutta.

R. CaupraY & Co., Calcutta.
TrackER & Co., Bombay. ‘
Hregryroraansg, Limifed, Madrag.

. Frsger Unwiy, Calcutta.

V. Karvawaram Iver & Co., 189,
Esplanade Row, Madras. 4

G. A. Natesay & Co., Madras.

SuperiNTENDENT, American  Baplish
Mission Press, Rangogn.
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No. 6496-8, (Finl.)

TroM

Tas Hon’srx Mr. L. FRENCH, C.I.E, O.B.E, 1.0.S,,

Offg. Financial Secretary to Government, Punjab,

To ] :

Teg JUNIOR SECRETARY ro tHE FINANCIAL OOM-

MISSIONERS, PUNAB,
Dated Simla, the 29th Septembsr 1920,
Finaneial,
SIR,

I AnM directed to acknowledge the receipt of the Incom:-tax State-
ments for 1919-20 received with your letter No. 521-149, dated 7th Septem-
ber 1920.

The Lieutenant-Governor desires that his thanks should be conveyed
to the Financial Commissioner for his careful administration of the Depart-
ment and to the officers mentioned in the report for their excellent work,
which has enabled & large advanoe to be made in the standard of work of
income-tax assessment.

e I han, &a.,
L. FRENCH,
Offg. Financial Secreiary to Government, Punfab.,

1712 &8-=278-=T'-12~29—=B(!PP Lahore,
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No. 521-149,
FINANCIAL CoMMISSIONERS' OFFICE :

Sumla, dated 7th Septemler 1920,

Froum

Kran SagiB Miax ABDUL AZIZ,

Jungor Secretary to the Financial Commissioners,
Punjab,

To

Tae Hox'sre Mr. L. FRENCH, C.IL.E, C,B.E., 1.CS.,

Offg. Financial Secretary to Government, Punjab.

The Hon’ble Sir John Maynard, E.C.LE. ¢.S.]., LC.S.

SIR,

T Am directed to forward the Income-tax Statements for 1919-20 and to :
convey the following remarks by the Financial Commissioner.

9. On the whole the new Act was understood somewhat better than
in 1918-19, but most assessees still alleged inabi-
lity to fill up the prescribed return on account of
its great complexity. Returns that were _rece_ived were in the majority of
instances faulty, and notices had to be issued in pract-lcally_ all cases for the
production of accounts and assessments were based on estimates framed by
collectors to the best of their judgmert. The main reasons why tke particulars
required in the preseribed return were not forthcoming may be summed up as
follows : —

The general working of the Act.

(a) The majority of the assessees specially rural assessees do not kee

: regular annual accounts and are really unable to fix the
amount of the profit or loss in the preceding year on which the
current year’s assessment is based.

(b) There is a general impression that slight mistakes in the retyrmg
might render the assessee liable fo a criminal prosecution.

This impression acts as a deterrent. It is considered safer to
submit no return. :

(¢) In a large number of cases assessees do not disclose their

. . alr A
to avoid paying more. There undoubtedly existg la, lfrée?.m{'
that to declare an income of (say) Rs. 4,000 is cllug

merely to inyi
an assessment on Rs, 6,000. Confidence in the ass.essyirm, vite
will grow in time. S agency

(d) Many aseessees have a genuine
vestments and borrowings for f
ance that the information w
has not 5o far succeeded in dj

reluctance to divyles ir i

‘ : ging their i
eai of losing credit, andﬁthe R:S:li‘-
ould be kept strictly confident:, 1
spelling this fear, b

B



2

The necessity of devising a simpler form for rural assessees is
clearly indicated and is urged by most district officcrs. The subject was dis-
cussed in the Conference held in Simla during the course of the year ( Septem-
ber 1919) and the preparation of a simpler form is under consideration. Tt is
at the same time clear that assessees in the large towns must be, as it were,
educated to fulfil the requirements of the law and they are beginning to realize
that failure to fill in returns and refusal to produce accounts are against their
own interests. These matters will right themselves in a few years. At present
the usual attitude of the assessee is stubborn silence or blank refusal to assist.
On the other hand itis equally true that the assessing staff (special and

ordinary) is yet to some extent quite untrained and relies more on general
averages of profits rather than on the skilful analysis of the assessee’s
accounts. '

3. The growing prosperity of the Province is reflected in the steady
expansion of the receipts. The assessments and
collections durine the year under report are com-
pared below with the coresponding figures in the three preceding years :—

Rise in receipts,

fanisl Ba'ance of
Yenr, de;:?:i: g previous dgmt::} d Collections, | Remissions. Balance.
year. JEat
Ra. Rs. Rs, Ra. Rs. Rs,
1919-20 47,34,081 [(c)15,96,098 | 63,30,614 | 88,49,340 4,51,260 | 20,830,014
1918-19 - 44,40,606 | (5)4,22798 | 48,683,404 | 82,47,411 90,085 | (¢)15,25,908
1917-18 30,81,025 | (a)8,78,787 | 3439812 | 29,50,248 69,720 | (6)4,30.202
1916-17 23,11,314 86,311 | 23,47,625 | 19,90,227 9,311 | (2)8,58,748

Note —(a) sheuld correspond with fa), (8) with (4) and (¢) with (c¢) but in prncticé there is always some
difference because demand is being modified.

It will be noticed that the collection and demand have nearly doubled

since 1916-17.

4. Return No. I attached to this report shows figures of assessments in
the year and not of collections. The orders in
Punjab Government Memorandum No. 2312-8,,
dated 10th July 1920, g’ere received to% late to
Financial Commissioner understands that the ques-
I_eca,st tge gi‘;gﬁig?ﬁii };-eewrn should show collections or assessments is still not
fxon ? b doubt. On the 1st of April 1919 the total amount outstanding on
W rotmf feérs of previous years was Rs. 15,96,098. The collection of these
account of ar Ged very leisurely owing to the non-disposal of petitions and the
a.r_rears.‘pll‘ cgee :ssioner had to issue repeated orders to expedite collections.
Fm? nclal %mn:; 46,338 were remitted and on the 1st of April 1920 the
Ult;m'a,tfe leE?'l.S 19 stood at the low figure of Rs. 20,015. Fven this should not
e d outstanding and local officers are being addressed once again on
i rle)l_na;ne The &emamf for 1919-20 was at fiist framed to be Rs. 47,34,081.
ile ot gecﬁ I will show this subsequently stood at Rs 44,84,528. Out of
1&. Eotunn % Rs 26,190,184 was collected during the year thus leaving a
%)nls o of Re. 18.65,344, Thisisa very large balance but assessments pro-
O?eas'g:c% ver ss'low!ly as the disturbances in the beginning of the finauncial year
ﬁeld u theywork and it was difficult to make up for lost tlmg. The greater
+ of the recoverable balance of the year relates to assessments announced
%)m Ods the olose of the year and of which the appeals remained pending aftef
tﬂ‘:ﬁ%e of the year. Subsequent information shows that some portions or
this balance have been recovered. All district officers ghould understand that
belated assessments cause more work than would otherwise be the case.

low Rs. 2,000 were eéxempted from income tax from

8, sl Areomes fe the 1st of April 1911‘.)3. Return No. 1I shows
Sourees of income. that this resulted in a sacrifice of Rs. 7,79,867
o inerease of roughly 25 per cent. by which the tax would
ased if the exemption had not been announced, As more

Demand and collections during the year.
Arrears,

plus an approximat
have probably inere
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than half the numbe
8 r of assessees in th i
iy ) 3 e Provi
: c;?lzsi?]ee'i'i)b{)eelo%zﬁg tg)l athls c]azs -thi reduction in thenggtagzaZﬁ)onntog :f 4’]{5’935
1 . ss contained a large ari U
officials and the exemption was a timelya;)go%n].mmber of salaried G’OVernmezf '

(b) The following districts show notic i
d eabl 3
the head Income-tax on securities of the G‘rovernmgr;t];1 3’; ;i‘zﬂaof_d_ccreaseg under

Inerease ag
compared with
1918-19.

1 4 Re.
Karna e s . 5
Ambala ue S 3)?3%
Simla wer 1,777

“ Decreases as

compared with
1918-19.

Rs.

TFerozeporé .-« et 662

Gujranwaa s sue rar wee see 764

supplied by the Accourtant-General and call for no remarks

the tax on income derived from house propsri, :
: : ; Al - wa

ison is possible. District reports ghows Itlgg

d in the year under report :—

l‘.-

The figures were
c) Tast year

separately and sv no compar
RO ons under this hea

following collecti
Rs.
His?al' 2] wve e e 1,4,89
Rohtak aee e aee vee wae 232
Karnal - s e 3,445
‘Ambala ce 3,157
Slmlai wel (31 i L) ren 13’?%3
apgr® A i 83
HoshiafpuF = ¢ o o e e P
Jullu"dm‘ 2,833
L]ldhia"na' wee g el ey LA ].!895
Ferozepore e oo S oe “es 4,0_03
Lahofe ge : s, ':' 822 e ]4"720
Amritsﬂ' wee ree wee 50 35 2,911
Gurdaspor 'S i 1,723
Sialkot e
Gujranwals . iy T 0
Sheikhupw® e 2, ol
Gujrab il Aaer
Shahpur e iy L een 1:336
%‘he‘.:’i?;)iudi e 24,558
ave ks B sne S

Attock ]?gg
BI‘.BDWGII i) 415 e il LX) 702
Montgomery .. 8463
Lyallpu” s e e o e 537
Jhang .. 8,184
Multan h 310
zaffargare . o 1,466

%Iet;a Gh&z]' K}_\El.n : ) A

issioner has reproducod these figures .frqm district reports
arent that in some districts sufficient atten-

: m
1a . that it 18 8PP ; v %
ity m_PhﬁSl:P tﬁ,’bfaxing thlis source of income otherwise 1t would not
tion 18 1O peing P o recover only Rs. 7in a ca,n_tonment like Sialkot. Some
; 1 possible B9, “oia kot also oWI houses in Lahore and Rawalpindi and

ges 11 but even after making

oprietors © . ome-Tax In those dls_tric_ts,
}:)ligg PI'Ob&mY paid the Ll 4 in Sialkot is quite inadequate. The Commis-
! Jed to look into the matter. In the same

this allowance oL iS belﬂ as Le
i st i t feel confident that owners of house

wa the Financial COR T 1a have been p*‘opeﬂy taxed ; otherwise rima
property I ii};oilne f Lo Jistricts should bave equalled if not exgeeded
sacts tho 1 ing less than 2-8105 of tho income in Rawalpindi. In the Amrit-
sar District also the-income from the tax on hopse? pro_pert_y seems to ba rather
Jow as houss property in Amritsar city itself 1s yielding large rents. All
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these towns, except Simla, were assessed by the special agency and the in-
equality is too glaring. Commissioners should draw the attention of assess-
ing officers to more careful surveys.

. (d) A similar analysis of the figures relating to the tax on income de-
rived from business discloses a like divergence. Totake only the leading dis-
?;(fts the collections during the year under review are reported to be as

ollows ;— -, ~ i

Rs.

H;Ssﬂr see & wese % vez e wee 89,169
Simla see s ses s wes 35,276
Jﬂu.undur aee as e (i3 see s 79,522‘
Ferozepore son see see . sms soe 1,36,834
Lahore “ee see eee see w00 1,58,621
Amritsar ... ser ese rae vee 85,219
Gurdaspur ... “es vos oo 85,419

- Rawalpindi ses 2,15,146
Lyallpur vee veu ssu Cia see 1,20,865

Multan - ... 1,19,739

Even allowing for collections in the year on account of arrears of the previous
year and for the disturbances in the case of Amritsar the inequality in the case
of Amritsar and Simia is much too prominent to escape notice, and wunless
there have been wide variations in the methods of classification, there has evi-
dently been underassessment in some quarters.

(e) Under the head professional earnings the main income is in TLahore
Rs 25,016, while Ferczepore with Rs. 8,485, Simla with Rs. 6,635 and Rawal-
pindi with Rs. 5,649 follow in the crder of importance. The collections in
Shahpur are reported to be Rs. 4,146, while those in Amritsar were only
Rs. 656. The latter figures appear to the Financial Commissioner to he
abnormal.

6. There were altogether 6 agencies at work during the year. One
: I in each of the five Divisicns with an extra
Srectalhsmaste Qe officer in the Lahore division for Lahore and
Amritear cities. No work was done by any Special Income-Tax Officer in
Gurgaon, Simla, Kangra, Montgomery, Lyallpur, J hang, Muzaffargarh and
Dera Ghazi Khan. The Special Officer In the Multan Division joined the
Department rather late in the year and the work of ussessment had been complet-
ed by the ordinary staff in all districts of the division, except Multan. The
Special Officer for the Ambala Division also joined late as he could nct be
transferred from the Lahove Division earlier. The following statement shows
the results as regards assessments :— :

é % E-ar s
34 2 e T
J. = gl . oz = & ool 28
Name of division with pame of officer. e 5 Biomis g £8
: 25 85 85435 § g5
E ] l.’qo B 2 C=Re=yt o} g &2
Rs Rs. Ra
Ambala.,
M. Lal 8ingh
g ooyl R e 14 1,68,390 2,99.006 1,30,116 T
Jrllundur. .
M, Mehawmad Usaf
e Wi 26 8,56,745 8,08,359 2,562,614 n%
Lahore.
M. Bisban Singh Tudi
Amritear cities), (excluding Lahore and 28 121,453 | 1,020,770 71,297 58%
Rawalpinds.
L. Raghunath Das
o 10 1,48,655 2,24 B
3 £l ’ 2 '2
Multan, # L ol ki
M. Gbulam Hussain i - 10
69,892 1,28,587 58,695 78'8
Tofal increpse b (e T (S | B S e
5,885,584
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The only decrease is in the Lahore and Amritsar cities and the results
of assessment in these towns are shown below : —

Year. Lahore, Amritsar, Total,
Res. Rs. Rs.
1918-19 e 4,16,032 4.52.492 8,68,524
1919-20 ceee 3,907,704 - 3,55.569 7,53,278
Net decrease s 18,328 96,923 1,15,251

The decrease is somewhat large and has been explained by the Special
Income-tax Officer (who has now retired) as being due to a panic among
traders who on account of the cessation of the war sold goods at a loss. This
officer also reportel that the assessments were based on the income in 1918-19
which from the business point of view was comparatively the leanest of all
war years. The Financial Commissioner is not convinced that this was so. .
Reverting to the assessments by the special staff in the rest of the province
a notizeable feature was that wherever the work was done with care, adjust-
ments under section 19 of the Act received proper attention. The working
of this section was not understood by the majority of assessing officers and
the Financial Commissioner issued detailed instructions laying down the
principles on which adjustments should be made. Assessments in any year
ave made on the basis of the ascertained income of the previous year, and it
was natural thatin order to assess properly in 1919-20 the assessing officers
should go carefully into the income as it finally stood in 1918-19 and to
sanction adjustments on the basis of this fuller knowledge. To take only one
instance that of the Jullundur Division the amount of tax increased by
adjustments stood as follows :— ]

Dz friet. Iucrease tn income-
) tazx of 19/8-19 on
aceount of adjnst-

ment is 1919-20,

- ! Rs.
.Tn”unr]m‘ Ten e e ase 63,] :)9
Ferozepore 5 cesib 15740153
Hoshiarpur “ee oo vas o3 13,697
Ludhiﬂnﬂ ree (XX L1 e 64‘,029

Tlsewhere the work was not (_]uite as fhprough, and it is to Dbe
feared that some revenue has been sacrificed. This was, however, unavoid-
able as the working of the new Act is not yet completely understood.

Scores of instances could be quoted showing how the special town
surveys by these agencies led to the discovery of new assessees who had hitherto
escaped notice altogether or who had been taxed very leniently. More of these
cases will be discovered when the staff acquires greater local knowledge.
Apart from Income tax work proper the special agency dealt with cases
under the Excess Profits Duty Act and this added largely to their
responsibilities.

7. An integral part of the recommendations made by the Income-tax

Reorganization of the Department. Conference of 1919 was t_hat the Income-tax -
: Department should be organized on a wider bhasis
than obtained now. 1t was then clearly indicated that the establishment Sh(;u‘d
be put on a permanent footing. and the Financial Commissioner addressed tll
Government on the subject. Five more special agencies have been sancti 13
for the ourrent financial year. Most district reports advocate, howeverml%fm

creation of a new department, and Mr. Kitchin, Commissi
. ' ) mmissioner, Rawaloind;
writes as follows :— » hawalpindji,

“The time has come when Income-tax assessment should he
to a separate establishment. Itis a specialised work s
knowledge and the cost of such an establishment would
times over.” - Tven before the receipt of these reports the Financial Comms
sioner in view of the importance of the work had decided to address Giﬁfns-
ment regarding the reorganization of the Department. The first requisite i
to add to the number of agencies at work because the special staff wi]fvl?s
engaged not only for the increased volume of work, hut also to replace thg

11d ade over -
Tequiring specialised
pay for itself severa]

C
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present haphazard way by sound and reliable methods. A few offcers have
been recently trained at Bombay in up-to-date methods of dealing with com-
mercial account-keeping and will, Sir John Maynard hopes, form the nucleus of
the selparate Income-tux Department for which proposals were submitted
. recently.

8. The Hon’ble Mr. Casson as Commissioner, Ambala, ]jivision, writes

Notice of Officers, - ag. fOlIO_WS regarding M. Lal Singh : “ M. Lal

} Singh has conducted the operations with tact and

energy and no complaints have been received regarding his operations, and he
deserves congratulations on the results.”

Colonel Burlton, Commissioner, Jullundur Division, says :-—

“T am thoroughly satisfied with the work of Chaudhri Muhammad Usaf
and his staff. T made it my special business during the cold weather to
enquire into his working, and though there was dissatisfaction at the very
large increase, there were no complaints brought against him or the staff, and
he appears to have carried out an uncongenial task with tact and ability.”
Tala Raghunath Das, Special Income-tax Officer, Rawalpindi, has been
commended for having generally worked with care. Mr. Abbott, Com-
missjoner, Multan, writes : ‘ M. Ghulam Hussain has done his work with
keenness and uprightness and has been very successful. He began with an
untrained staff of little experience but has laid a sound foundation for futuie
years’ work.” The Financial Commissioner endorses the above remarks and
has also noted the commendatory remarks about Naib-Tahsildars Khazan
Singh, Ali Bakbsh, Bhagwan Das and Saadat Ali Khan.

In dealing with the work of the special agencies several officers have
drawn atiention to the apparent disadvantage of working through Munims.
There is certainly a tendency to leave things a great deal to the official
Munims. The employment of Munims in the present state of the work is
unavoidable, but this is merely a temporary phase and the Financial Commis-
sioner proposes to insist that in future assessing officers Sshould be required to
qualify to sift vernacular accounts themselves so as ultimately lo do away
~ entirely with the necessity of employing Munims.

The following other officers, not members of the special staff, Lave
been commended by Commissioners and Deputy Commissioners in district
reports :—Messrs, ek Cbhand, Sheepshanks, Sale, Cowan ard Ogilvie ; Extra
Assistant Commissioners, Lala Radha XKishan, M. Sul'an Mabmud XKhwaja
Abdul’ Majid, Mr. ¥. B. Pool, 8. Ahmad Hussain, Chaudhri Niamat
Knan, Sardar Sahib Gur Partab Singh Sahib, Lala Garech Sahai,
Lala Shankar Das Sahgal, 8. Massu Khan, ‘Malik Sher Muhammad Khan,
Khan Abdul Majid Kban, Chaudhri Kaisar Ram, Pandit Lekh Raj Trikba,
Chaudbri Ghulam Mustafa, Pandit Avatar Ilislan Kaul, Khan Sahib Hafiz
Ghulam Rasul, Tala Hari Chand ; Tahsildars, Lala Kali Charan Kishore,
Lala T.achhu Mal, Pandit Siri Kishan Kaul, Munshi Gul Muhammad and
M. Mehtab Singh. Unfavourable remarks were made by the Com missioner
of Lahore on two Extra Assistant Commissioners (one of them a member of the
special staff) who worked in his division: and the Commissioner of Multan
commented unfavourably on the assessmevrt work in the Montgomery District.
The old methods still survive, ard much in provement in the work of Jncome-
tax assessment is still {o be desired : but the standard has risen very markedly,
and there is the beginning of an advance towards scmelhing better.

I have, &ec,,
ABDUL AZIZ,

Junior Secretary to the Financial Comm issioners,

P@mjab.



'RETURN No. I-

NUMBER AND CLASSIFICATION OF PERSONS ASSESSED TO INCOME-TAX
IN THE YEAR 1919-20 UNDER SECTION 18 OF THE INDIAN -
INCOME-TAX ACT, 1918, PRELIMINARY. -

ASEFES“B'\T o g oS EEAMEN G OMy ASSE:SHIST o Toraxr, ABSESSMEENT.
INDIVIDUALS. COMPANIES. FIBMS,
4
Class, Amount of income.
N“:“?’“r Amount Nulx':;bel' Amount Nu:f:ber Amouat K“Tber Amouut
atoracees ] b oERTEE S o = LB X ] of tux. asse‘;sees. of tux:
1 2 3 4 b 6 7 8 l 9 10
Rs. Rs. Rs. Rs. Rs, w Rl
1 2,000 to 2,499 5,609 | 2,885,018 8 1,056 1,957 | 1,065,008 7,534 | 394,080
9 2,600 to 2,999 1,512 1,27,082 1 177 725 49,494 [ © 2,538 1,76,760
3 3,000 to 8,499 g 1,721 | 1,489 2 297 782 63,849 2,505 | 213,001
4 3,600 to . 4,999 2,253 | 2,32,986 2 502 1,143 | 125430 8,393 | 3,58,868
5 5.000 to 7,499 5 1,664 | 269,389 7 2,779 898 | 1,64,359 2,459 | 4,36,557
6| 7500 to 9,489 574 | 1,564,559 4 2,678 406 | 1,11,242 984 | 268454
7| 10000 to 12499 849 | 1,60.426 3! 1912 251 | 1,28788 e03 | 81138
8 12,500 to 14,999 109 062,988 2 1,620 a1 59,689 202 | 124,255
9 15,000 to  19,9t9 124 8 4C4 3 8,306 140 | 1,08,164 207 | 1,099,994
10 20,000 to 24,999 86 79,926 4 4,488 | . 101 | '1,07,749 181 | 105108
11 25,€00 to 29,969 45 65,127 5 - 8,849 65 | 1,08,409 115 | 1,81 875
12 80,000 to 39,000 . .. 44 | 81,188 6 12,604 71 | 1,486,786 121 | 280578
13°| 40,000 to' 49,999 15 | 36,851 3 8,583 19 [ BO,898 37 | 95,802
14 50,06C0 to 74,999 80 90,532 1 - 8788 26 90,0§9 56 | 1,84,379
15 75,000 to 99,990 7 31,138 1l 5,576 11 55,936 19 92,648
16 | 1,00,020 to 1,24,990 (i 41,294 8 58,421 14| 9945
17 | 1,25,000 to 1,49,999 1 8,000 2 16,247 ||, o
18| 1,50,000 o 1,74,099 1 9,375 k ' R
1l o
19 | 1,75,000 to 1,99,999 2 23,818 7 2 2,815
20 | 2,00,000 to 2,49,999 e . 11 13,722 2 25.552 1 12,500 4 51‘774
21 | 2,50,000 to 2,99,999 S 1 17,177 1| 19,049 . 2 35,3"6 . |
22 | 8,00,000 fo 8,40,999 y » , -
23 | 8,560,600 to 3,99,999 1| 23600 Y
) 1 28,600
24 | 4,00,000 to 449,999 1| 28,148 | " ss4d
25 | 450,000 to 4,99,999 27 BOS06| 1), 29918 81 79724
26 | 6,00,000 and over 2| 287820 1 84,974 3| 8,22,800
e e | e | e e — —_— — —_—
Total 14,303 | 20,£0,76% 64 | B,07,886 6,646 | 1€,10,481 31,083 | 41,839,668
— e S —— e b T
Unelassifeq b {10 S B agvp [ | R v | '8.48,480
. Po— — = —| — —
Graxp Tonag, :
\ | 14,803 | 23,65,560 64 | 5,08,5628 6,696 | 16,10,431 | 21,083 | 4454528
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RETURN No. II.

" NUMBER AND CLASSIFICATION OF PERSONS ASSESSED TO INCOME-TAX.
IN THE YEAR 1918-19 FINAL, AF1ER ADJUSTMENTS UNDER '
SEC1ION 19 OF THE ACT HAVE BEEN COMPLETED.

AFSESSMENT ON ASSE3BMENT UN ABSERSMENT ON ToTAL #B8:EsS-
- INDIVIDUALS. COMPANIES. FIRMS. MENTS.
Class. Amount cf ineome.
Nomber | Amount | Number | Am-unt Numhber | Amonnt | Number | Amount
of of tax of of tax of of 1ax of of tac
v assessees, | charged. | assessces. | charged. | as-essees. charged, | asseseces. charged.
1 2 3 4 5 8 7 8 9 10
Rs. - T i Rs. R, { ¥ Rs.
A|  Beow 2,000 22001 | 621,436 5 384 5037 | 188017 | 27,088 | 7.70,861
11 2000 to 2499 4440 | 2,12,116 7 91 1274 | 70,123 5,721 | 2,83,17¢
2 2,500 to 2,999 \ - 2188 | 14c673| .., 548 | 85,761 2,786 | 1,85:4%
3| 8000t 8499 : 2,050 | 1,64,502 1 199 539 | 43,898 2,640 | 2,13,5%¢
l . \ i
4 i . 3,500 to 4,999 . | 2218 | 2,38,076 3 892 003 93,051 3124 | 33500L
b | 5,000 to  7.459 e | 1832 275,852 4 1,015 639 | 1,27,695 2,195 | 405,16}
6| 7500t 959 S L .| ssrs T Tk 910 | 2,55.381
7 10,000 to 12,499 .- 350 1,88,019 3 1,792 210 1,09,991 533 2,99,802
8| 12,00t0 14939 o8|  evLso1 2 1,636 71| 49,403 1607 [IRLeL2,530
8| 15000t 19,999 190 | 96154 5 5,409 104| 83159 220 | LBH72Z
10| 20000 to 24,999 78| 89,703 : 3 3,495 86 | - 92,022 1674( 1B0.228
: | - 5
12| 30,000 to 39,999 62| 112232 | g 12827 82| ss807 110 | 210,256
131 40,000 to 49,999 Sl 3 3,803 23| 78807 45 | 1,09,823
14 50,000 to 7499 v 29 .‘ 98,840 J . 9,003 33 | 1.93.042 61| 230,683
- ) 1=
15\ 75000 t0 99,999 | l .| 760 o 19| 1,00,181
18 : &
1,0.0,00¢ L
2 3 -.um to 1,724,899 % Lo ‘( : 6.638 4 vB.127 19 | 1,19,223
125000 to 1,49,909 £ ; 17992 q 15,183 B 40,480
18 = Z
8 1,350,000 to 1174'&‘39 ; 8,000 2 £l s : B oL
¥ 175,000 to 199999 - j 8 28,334 “5
20| g i 11,038 L{iaeik:
1003900 to 2’49.999 LA 1 S LiL) Ll 97 §58
& i/ P iy
21 2,50,000 to 2,99,699 1 1,8512 1 15,946 2 o
1 800000 t0: 3.49.009 L 7 10 B 2 4
P B0 0 5,90 g9,
92 £ = 82
Y1 400,000 to 449599 1| 23,600 1 23,989 2 2 453
o5 iy 003
450,000 to 499,599 9| 55003 _ L
28 " “ i
5,00,000 and over R a0
2 . s 9,62,780
1| 2215756 1 2 Eireete
34 974 "
——— sl AT e
e —— & = | ——
To{al X -
85,877 | 27,1590 0,5%
o »15,306 - 41 1 ’
67| H19698 1 9001 | 150skes | 45985 4
Unclag;iﬂud TS T R e ——— //
iy — — S TR e O
. 2,51 ,775 i 1.458 2,53,233
-H—:-‘ P ——— —— —— £ i ’_’_,..-—/
! LN e, W
Gaasn Togay,
L Fogn
30,817 29,87,090 67 4 21 1,_‘ 93‘ 49 72’82j
1 L) 3 3 »
— 9,991 15,84,585 ‘—i_‘/

\



REFUNDS OF INCOME-TAX UNDE
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RETURN No. III

R SECTION 37 OF THE INCOME.TAX ACT, 1918,

- IN 19.9-20.
Ox IXTEREST ON Ox DIVIDENDS OF To PARTNERS OF
SECURITIES. CouMPaNIES. FIRMS.
Rate of refand. .
Namber Number Number
of Amount, of Amounnt. of *| Amocunt.
-g applicants. applicants. applicants. 5
=
]
w e e =
1 2 3 4 5 8 R 8
Rsa, A. P. Rs. X Rs. Re.
1 10 ; : . 10 683 2 i - %
9 0 7 o 3 26 3 20 -
3 0 6 . . 2 1 e o ! -
4 00 3 "l -, ) o “
Tolal . 15 710 5 1,772 1 25
SPECIAL STATEMENT OF UNCOLLECTED BALANCE.
Total uncol-
lected balavce . -
Collection Remission
on 31st March Uneollee
1919 for flm?;) i?,l;?{“: f'im ]col_umn Total of columns | on 81st ]ti;r(}ri?ﬁlgzcoo Igllcmlected balance on
1618-19 and v § during 2 and 3. for year precedin ot March 1920 for Total
qreios March 1920, | 1919-20. 1919-20, colwmns 1.4, 1919-20. )
Yyears. .
|
—_——— T e SO ORI B SR
1 2 3 4 | — ——
s i B | 7
e e e e S Sve—— 1\ —
Rs: Rs, G
5 Rxl. RR. Re
3 Ra, Rs
- 9 v ‘\‘
15,96,008 12,290,655 8,46,388 15,476,083
it 20,015 20.08 K
/8070 20,23,5094
e SRR S

“9:9-20—SG PP Lungrs,

D
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