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The remarks which I am about to have the honor to submit to you are not made in my
character of Agent-General, but rather in that of a colonist taking great interest in New Zealand, and
believing that 1t is a duty as well as a privilege to contribute, in however humble a degree, to its well-
being. I feel also that there is the less cause to apologize for the observations I am about to-
volunteer, since were I in the colony I think I might fittingly submit them to the Royal Commission,
which I believe has been appointed to consider the question of promoting Native Industries.

My object is to urge the desirability of promoting the manufacture of beet-root sugar. 1 believe
that beet sugar would do for New Zealand what it has done for France and other countries, namely,
prove to be an industry of priceless value. All efforts to establish beet-sugar manufacture by bonuses
have failed, and I venture to say have naturally and fortunately failed. There are two great objec-
tions to bonuses such as those which were preposed: they would have worked for too limited
a time, and would have created monopolies. What is required is, an easy road to the progressive
development of the industry, till without any aid it is capable of depending on itself. In the papers
which I prepared for Parliament in 1876, I pointed out the way this result could be attained, and long
reflection since has made me see no reason for altering my opinion. The assurance that the import
duty on sugar will be continued, and that there will be no excise duty on it for a reasonable number
of years, would suffice to set this industry on its legs, to the incalenlable benefit of the colony. An
import duty of 1d. per lb. for seven or ten years, and after that a difference of %d. per Ib.
between the import and excise duty, if any, or 3d. per Ib. import duty alone for five years, would,
in my opinion, suffice to induce beet sugar to be made in half a dozen different parts of the
colony. TLet me point out to you that the principle of this proposal is one that is constantly
adopted in the colonies, including New Zealand, the only difference being that the encouragement,
or protection, if you like to call it so, is given without the specific assurance required in this
case. Take beer, for example. It is through the import duty and freedom from exeise duty that beer
making has become so established and successful an industry in New Zealand. The other colonies,
however, present more notable instances. 1 am mistaken if in any of the colonies there is an excise
duty on tobacco, which means, if you like to put it so, a protection of a very large amount to tobacco-
growers. The case of wine is yet more remarkable. The protection enjoyed by the manufacturers of
wine in the Anstralian colonies 1s enormous, and has lasted over many years. I am much in error if
any one will propose to abate it for a long period to come. The result will justify the course taken.
The wine industry of Australia bids fair to become a gigantic one. Yet another instance, and one so
entirely similar that I do not see how its lesson can be overlooked. T am informed, on unquestionable
authority, that sugar-producing is certain to become a most valnable and important interest in New
South Wales and Queensland. But its establishment entirely depends, in the first instance, on its
freedom from excise penalties. Beet sugar, in the absence of slave-labour, can favourably compete
with cane sugar. Why should New Zealand see its neighbours prospering with sugar-making, and
itself losing all the advantages it might derive therefrom? The difference between the two cases is
that in the other colonies the manufacturers and producers are content to depend on the discretion of
the Government, whilst in New Zealand the beet sugar-makers would require an assurance of a posi-
tive nature. There are several reasons to account for this. The principal one, probably, is that so
much has been said of the reluctance of the Government to give any assurance against an excise duty,
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