
S.-vfii yur-* iiji'i tlif [Miic lU.ipK- -mhi' iii'lU'try w.w m a wry liaJ

^•tKiition, :in<{ wc were U'Uid liv nian> ol our cu^toincrs to >! - >mc-

tliinjj to |>rcM'nt tl; ailulUTaiioii. ttliik:!i wa-. [iracti-ftl in lu-arly every

larm* cily in Canaila. an<l t ojily that liiil wa-. ri'-iortcil tu l»y M»mc o(

the farnK'r> llii'iiiMlvts, »vl, iVIt tluir^tlvc-, liandicapiK-.l In the com-

jK-iitiori ol llic atlultiTattMl arti^'lc-

\t that tinv thiTc was probattly more "niapk' syrup" turnnl out

III thi- iity ol Moiilrcal thati in the U-^t livi.- i-uimlii-s in the I'ruvince

ot 'JiiehiT. It ua'. i-onip(i>e(l IarL,'i-Iy ol" the poon^t ((iiahty of dark.

"itr.ini^. <h'-ty iiiapli- ••nf'ar, pro'iitii'! prineipally in *he ea-terii part of

the provip in the proportion of one pnM'nl of this pru<hict to seven
poiiiiil- : . , ir r.r iK'tt siii^nr or nni^t-av, , > niola>-'i-.

'I!k .luri- was put up in attractive paLkanjc-, an<l - 'M a^ "pi t
niaplr ->riip" •; 'pure tii.iple *iiyar;'" snnu- tit \hv maniitaftnrcr^

yoin- so (ar a> i' a'lil an olh-r "t ^y.n an<l .Si.ooo ri'wanl to anylMMly
who colli. i prM\i- aiiuhiraiion. Thi- ollVr \.a- a fairly -ate oiu- ; 1m"-

cause it was very ihtViciih at that i inc lo pr.ve liy atiaiy-i 'hr athnix-

ture of cane or U-i-t Mii^'ar with map!, ^uj-ar. aii'l the lin: invniveil hv

the o!i| fashioneil In(han mcthmN "i" h ihiiij the -ap uV!^\u \n- ni^anlcJ
a' one of tiir miavMJ.Iah!', iu'-iiK'ni- ••{ ilu- iiianiifactiirr.

W'c touk (.oiin-.cl with oiir cu--l.tnKT>, an. I \\w i<'-u!t wa-. a peti-

tion to tie Mitii-tiT i.f .\:,'rionlttirr of Canada Mi;n<.l Iiy .V-''") farm-
ers cnj^'aRnl in the maple syrup inihi-try. askinj; that the .^.luheration

Act 1)0 >o amende! a-, to prevent the adulteration of maple product*
or to have the adulterate.) arlicle- -tauipe.I as viuh ; and to have com-
petent inspectors nf maple prothict^ appnintcl not mu!v fnr the cities

ani". towns Imt f'H- the country.

The Mini-ter received tl.e lUKnation which pre--enlid the petition

sympaihcticaliy. hut pointed out that as nn chemi-t could take an oath
that any ^u,(;ar analy>ed was of maple, cane, beet, or anv miIkt partic-

ular nrij^in. it woul.l ho difficult to prove adulteration.

Our impression i^ that what cann«)t he done hy analysis of thr
t'mishod article can ea-.!ly ho done hy inspection ni the process of man-
ufacture. The mnuher of factories cnj^a^ed in the compounding of
hnsu^^ maple syrup and maple sugar is not large, although tlioir outpiu
is altogether too i;roat for the intere-ts of tlic country and especially of
the farmer and the consumer. It would he a c mparativelv simple
and inexpensive matter for the Govermnent to check or i p alto-rcther

prevent adulteration at these factories.

An establishment 'vhich takes in daily a thousand gallon^ oi mo-
lasses, nno gallon of m. pie syrup and sixty pounds of maple flavoring,

and turns out over a tlinusand gallons of "maple syrup" is fairly open
to suspicion; and would be none the worse for a little government in-

spection.


