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cultural Chemistry," that boot sugnr was enlbvhi loo hitter to be of any usl

,t Tho discussion must have been hilttr indeed—but not so the sujiar, \vhit|

f when refined, is identical to the very best cane suuar; so much so tliat tl

i ablest chemist or commercial buyer in the world could not, in the preseiw

I

of samples oi" each kind, say which is which, were it to save his lite.

1 Napoleon I has been justly called the father of this industry,

lavished l)oth honors and fortune on those who were the most suirt'ssfij

in its establishment,—))ut his downfall nearly ruined this oli'spirng- of hil

The alliance of continental powers with England asainst France, brougj

bach the predominance of Enuland's commercial interests on the coiitiiieij

—and the very elastic i>rinciples of free trade nearly crushed this industr

entirely out out of existence. Althou<>h Germany and Russia had aireadj

lavished millions of francs in the manufacture of beet sugar, they allowej

the imported cane sugar to compete fully with the beet sugar, which, boiiiT

yet unable to support this competition, was completely ruined in all (.oun

tries but France.

Even in France, for many years, the theories of free traders had tlu'i

able and nearly all-powerful defenders; so that beet sugar could barolj

keep up a foothold. So was it in France up to 1820, when the whof

production of beet sugar did not exceed 4,000 tons annually, althounj

millions over millions had been lost in the attempt to establish thl

industry without sufficient protection in its infancy. It would no donlj

prove interesting to follow out this all but deadly combat between Ird

trade and protection in France, on this question of beet sugar.

\l

However, I will only say that to me it looks as if a few very clevei

if not always very honest men, managed to enrich themselves and thel

friends, but not without impoverishing the mass of agricultural laborerj

To perform this clever trick requires great ability, indeed, in handlinj

bright, dazzling theories, which, like a mirage, can, of course, deceit

people. But yet, those clever things could not bo repeated,—and arcoiif

plished again—w^ere it not for that very nume^'ous class oi so-called statei

men, who, in order to maintain their prestige, are always in search for m
easier and least unpopular mode of ta ;ation, if not the most judicious aiJ

most encouraging system for the fostering of home industries. Thus, i|

France it was feared that the maritime commence of the country woulj

suffer by the stoppage of importation of colonial sugar, the l;otal consumlf

tion of which then only amounted to 35,000 tons. Protection was establishej

notwitstanding the gloomy predictions of the free-traders ; let us see wnaj

was the result :

Instead of the 4,000 tons of beet root sugar manufactured in 1821

France now produces from 300,000 to 462,000 tons per annum. It, ho\^

ever, imports about 200,000 tons of sugar annually. Its consumption haj

increased from 35,000 to 266,384 tons per annum (1876). All this sugar

refined at a profit to commerce and industry, and France exports aboil

450,000 tons every year. The free-traders were therefore wholly mistakel


