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o F E V IDE NeE. 

Joms, 24· die Februarii, 1848. 

. Lord George Bentinck. 
Sir Tb!lmas Birch. 
Mr. Milner Gibson. 
Mr. Hopo. 
Mr. L.bouchore. 

MEMBERS PRESENT. 

I 
I 

Mr. Matheson. 
Mr. Mile •. 
Mr. Moffatt. 
Mr. Villie ... 
MI'. Wilson. 

LORD GEORGE BENTINCK, IN THE CHAIR. 

Mr. Edward Chapman, called in ;' and ExaminP.d. 

3442. Cllairmall.] YOU are senior partner in the firm of Chapman & Barclay, Mr. E. Ch.pm.n. 
in Port Louis, in the Mauritius ?-I am. 

3443. YOll have been resident there from 1830 to Christmas 1846?-1 have. ~ .. February \848. 
3444: Were you a member of the Legislative Council ?-I was when 1 left the 

.:olouy. - , 
3445. Are vou also co-proprietor and director of seven estates, producing 7,000 

tons of sugar a year, and agent for 10 or 12 other estates?-That is correct with 
refe'ence \0 the number of estates, but the quantity of sugar applied to those 
estates would be too much. Upon the seven estate~ of which I was co-proprietor 
when I left Mauritius there was fa production of 3,500 to 4,000 tons annually; 
but my firm received upon consignment from various estlltes from 8,000 to 10,000 
tons annually, in all. . 

3446. Are you to be understood that the difference between 3,500 ·tons and 
8,000 to 10,000 tons was derived from the other 12 estates ?-Yes; from the 
whole business of my house as connected with plantation agency. 

3447. To what do you ascribe the fall in the price of sugar 1-1 ascribe the fall 
in the price of sugar chiefly to the introduction of ahout 45,000 tons of foreign 
sugar into the market fDr consumption. The sligar market was affected by the 
circumstauce of the money market during. -the late season in London, but com­
paratively little so, inasmuch as the consumption of sugar, while that of almo:;t 
all other articles has diminished, has incl'eased to the extent of 25,000 tons during 
the year. ' 

3448. And that is because the inundation of foreign slave-groll'n sugar has 
more than overtaken the increased demand of 25,000 tons ?-Positively so. 

3449. Do you refer to the last year 1-1 refer to the year 1847; from January 
10 the end of December. 

3450. Forty-eight thousand seven hundred tOns is the amount, is not it ?-It 
may be morl'. I alii convinced I am not exceeding it when I say 45,000 tons. 

3451. Is it your opinion that the present prices will be ruinous to the Mauri­
tius ?-I think, under the present system which prevails in the Mauritius, abso­
lutely ruinous. 

3452. What is your calculation that the present a\'erage cost of Mauritius 
6l1gar, free on board ship in Port Louis, is ?-l believe that in a .favourable 
season, and taking the present season to be reasonably favoufPblc, the avera"'e 
cost of the production of the island, taking the estate~ generally, one with the 
other, is now about 18 t. a ton, exclusive of 2/. a ton commercial charges, which 
includes 1 I. export duty, upon our sugar. 

0·.1:1· B 3453. Have 
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Mr. E. CluJpmG1I. 3453. Have you got any documents to prove that calculation ?-I could not 
furnish to the Committee documents showing the result, hut I have a great many 

24 February 1848• calculations made for the guidance of myself and my OWI1 house; and my own 
experience, which is very considerable, leads me to know that on a number of 
estates of which I have been agent, amounting to 20 or 22 estates, such is about 
the result •. 

3454. Can you pl'oduce those returns to. the Committee ?-I can produce 
them; but I should be unwilling to do so, inasmuch as they are entirely prospec­
tive, and would hardly prove a guide. 

3455. When were they prepared ?-They wel'e prepared upon my leavin" the 
colony in September J 846, as a guide to my calculations in London, 0 with 
reference to my own friends here. 

3456. Have you got no returns of what the results have been in the past year? 
-I have not the actual documents with me showing the accounts, and the actual 
result of what the cost of the sugar upon those estates has been. 

3457. Have not you got the outgoings on each estate, and the proceeds of the 
produce of that same estate ?-No; the accounts· of the colony which are fur­
nished to us in Londoll do not exhibit them in that form. In them are included 
the whole of the capital sums paid for the different estates, as well as the culti­
vation of the estates; and it is impossible, the accounts of one season running into 
another, to make the separation here. 

3458. Do you make no analysis of the accounts of each estate in London. 
showing what the different items are, with a debtor and creditor account of the 
estate ?-Yes, we do; that is to say, we make them in the colony; but on this 
side the interest is a different one. I am not directly interested ill the London 
house; the consequence is I have not the immediate power of examining their 
accounts, but in the Mauritius 1 have an account of the cost of the 'production on 
the different properties, year after year; but I cannot state to the Committee 
what that result is. 

3459. Have you no copies of those documents ill London 1-1 have not. 
3460. They are jn the Mallritius 1-They are. But I have a prospective 

statement of the cro·p for 1846-47, which is not brought to a close. 
3461. Can you furnish with tolerable accuracy the results 1- I cau furnish 

pretty accurately what, the result I)f the crop of 1846-47 is likely to pro:e in 
London. 

3462. Cannot you furnish the results of the year antecedent to 1846-471-1 
cannot give it to the Committee in detail; I have not got the figures, in fact, but 
only prospectively. I have prospective calculations made, notJor any purposes 
<>f this Committee, but for oUf own exact guidance. . 

3463- That is the 'only estimate r--It is. 
3464. Do not you know whether the estimate of 1846 was a correct estimate 1 

-The accounts have not yet been closed • 
. 3465. Have .YOll no earlier estimate than 18461-1 have not. In answering 

ih/il 'questicll, I am not only guided by the estimates I have with me, but 1 speak 
,from a knowledge of the circLlmstances what the real cost of sugar has been upon 
,ou·r most favoured estates, and others . 

.. 3466. Will you be so good as to give to the Committee the estimate which 
.. jou have ?-This is the estimate upon 10 estates, of which the estimated ex pen-
, dilnre for the year amounted to 108,600 I. The estimated revenue, taking the 

averaAe price of sugar in the London mal'ket lit the highest standard, with a 
view merely to the calculation at 408., which it is not, was 109,600/.; that 
leaves a difference of about 1,0001., lit those 'prices, in favour of the cultivation 
account of the 10 estates. Those estates are calculated to produce, one witb 
another, about 6,000 tons of sugar. This calculation shows no provision for 
inter"st whatever upon the capital invested; and it is to be remembered that 
the season was an exceedingly favourable one in point of crop. A year of 
dmught or hurricane would n,duce the crop 25 or 50 per cent" without mate­
rially afiecting the expenditure in the case of drought; while in the case of 
hurricane, it would greatly. increase it. In consequence of the great irregularity 
in tbe supply of labour, the estates are obliged to keep a larger number of mtn 
engaged upon thelll by contract than the calculation made at the time allows for; 
eons.equently the expense. is increased, and these calculations, though made with 
great cal'e, have nevel' been realised or carried out. 

3467. Why are you required to keep more men than is necessary ?-That 
involves 
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involves the whole question of labour in the colony; the irl'egularity of the Mr. E. Chap",a ... 
labour is so great that to get a certain number of days' work we are obliged to 
keep a larger number of labourers on the estate. . 24 February 18+8. 

346t1. Have you any memorandulIl of the number of days' work that you have 
lost ?-I have a great many memoranda with resped to labour altogether; but I 
should 1I'ish to explain a little, in my own way, how ~his cost of production would 
work, otherwise 1 should be led into calculations for which I aln not pl·epared. 
As far as I call judge, I have already stated that the'cost to the planter Oll board 
ship is aboul 20 l. a tOil ~ 1l0W the avel'age price of M8Jlntiu.s sugar oli the 15th of 
February was SI4.t. 9d., the short price; from which we have to deduct 8,. charges. 

3469. That is for freight, t;omrnJssion. and insurance ?-Yes, aud brokerage 
and so on; we are paying now 51. lOS. freight. 

3470. What is your average freight?-About 4/. lOS. is the average freight; 
hut at the present time it is 51. 108.; th&, leaves net \68. 9 d. on the average 
price of Mauritius sugars; taking the sugar free l'n board, according to this. 
calculation of 20 I., there is a loss of 3 ,. 3 d. per cwt., 0)" 3 I. 5 8. per ton. 

3471. What does that amount to upon the whole orthe crop ?-On a crop of 
fio,ooo tons it shows a loss to the planters 01\ the cultivation account, exclusive 
of interest on the capital, of 195,000 t. on the crop of 1847-48; supposing an 
estate. producing 500 tons of sugar to represent a capital of 40,00Q I., which it 
does in the Mauritius in point of fact, the interest, at the moderate rate of six 
per cent., would represent a further charge to the planter of 41. ~ 6,8. per ton, and 
consequently an additional loss on the year of 285.000 t.,; making altogether a 
a loss of 480,0001. upon the whole C1'Op, allowing interest at si" per cent. That 
is how tIle crop of this year stands with the present rate in the London 
market; the ~ugar a£ this moment selling, according to the last average price, 
at 248.9 d. . 

. 3472. That is upon 60,000 tons r-. Yes, the crop which the island is estimated 
to produce this year. 

3473. You estimate that the price of sugar has been depreciated by the com-· 
petition of slave~grown sugllr. 1'0 what extent-?- 1 'should say that if the tall in 
Mauritius sugar which has taken place be taken- at 131. a ton, I should estimate 
that at least it has been depreciated by tlui legislative Acts of Government, sillce 
1846,10 I. a ton. 

3474. It has actually fallen 131. a ton, you think ?-It has, and more. 
3475. You ascribe 10 I. '{)f that fall to Acts of the Legislature ?-1 should say 

decidedly. 
3476. And 3l. tn general causes ?-My opinion is that' sugar eould not have 

failed to have risen in price; we have had a large'demand. The deliveries have 
IIeen very great. We were assisted by the laws as to using sugar in breweries, 
which took 10,000 tous of our produce nearly; and we had every reason to 
belie\'e we should ha~e had a better price, hut the introduction of,nearly .50,000 
tons of foreign £ugal' has completely swamped our market. 

3477. Has slave·labour sligar risen or fallen in the price 1-lt has not fallen in 
the same degree. . 

3478. Has it fallen at all 1-1 do not know what the price of slave-labour 
sugar was at tbe commencement of the year 1847-

3479. Js it your estim~te that the crop .of this year would have cleared 
120,000 I. instead of losing 480,0001., but for the Act of 1846 ?-If that is the 
calculated difference, I have not a doubt of it in my mind. 

3480. And that after allolVin~ 31. depreciation for the general commercial 
distress ?-Allowing 3 I. depreciation for the general commercial distress. Our 
crop having been lirought to show so large an amount as 65,000 tons, and we 
havin~ the full expectation of seeing a reimbursement, or at all events a return 
for our capital, to lind our hopes 5.0 completely blighted is the greatest affiiction 
that could possibly befal a commercial community. 

3481. Will you give the Committee any statement YOll have to make respect­
ing the labour to which you are restricted ?-It appears to me that the whole 
question regarding the existence of Mauritius and all our sugar-producing colo­
nies, ill the present state of affairs. is that of labour. If we were placed on 
an equality with other countries, in a fair and positive manner. no doubt we 
sho uld have little cause to complain;' but the thing is to look at our position, 
anel see how the Mauritius, which has been hitherto the great field of trial fOI' free 

0·3~· B 2 labour, 
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labour, is situated, and how it bas come into its present extraordinary position of 
difficulty. 

3482. What portion of the chlll·ges upon all estate! eonsists of wages for laboUI·? 
-The expenses of tbe labourers' wages altogether are from 50 pel· cent. to two­
thirds. 

3483. Does that include .immigration taxes? -I have not separate:! the hnmi­
"ration taxes; 1 include the whole cost of the Indian lahourer to me at a certaill 
;ate. I have an exact calculation of what Indian labour costs, which I can put 
before the Committee. This is a positive copy of the 'books of the estates in 
1846, and a calculation is shown at the bottom carried out in sterling money per 
month and per year. Since that period II. sterling per man stamp tax on enaage-
ments of service has been established, and must be added in each case. e 

[17Ic Wjtness ,·ead tlte Statement, as follolOs :] 

FORB.lCK EST.lTR: CROP 1846-47. 

Monthly E~penses attendant upon 100 Indian Labourers. 

W age~, at $4 per man per month - - - $ 
, Rice, 1 i! lb •• per man per day, at $2 50 per 100 Ibs. 
I Dholl, 4 lb. " month 

I 
Massala, ~ lb." " 
Salt fish, 4Ib." " 

Rations i Ghee, lIb. " " 
- , Salt, lIb. " ,,- - - -
I Tohacco - - - - - - - -

400 
131 21i 

12 -
6 -

24 -
24 

1 --
20 -I !:J:i\; per ;ent. fur w~tage -and iOBS b~ des;rtion~1 

I hospital rations, &c. - -J 21 82 7,080 84 

Dhooties 
Unbleached cloth .-
Caps -

Clothing - Blankets 
Hand kerchiefs 
Trousers 
Shirts 

I-­
Per month - - - $ 640 'I 

Medical attendance and medicine, pe~ annum - - . 
Sirdars, 3, at $12 ,each per month, WIth their food, _cloth~g,&~.} 36-

Ray -

For 12 months • - • - $ 

120 -
21; 

~o 

175 

432 

8,482 84 

Or $·,'106 90 per month, or '7 6 per man; 28,. 3 d. stel·li ng ;,.' -.:....---­
per month; 161. 19 ,. per annum, ~acb man. 

I I. - 8. slamp lax smce 1847. 

£.17 19 

QUBBN VICTORIA EsTATE: CROP 1846-47. 

'Monthly Expenses attendant upon 412 Indian Labourers. 

Wa"'es at $4 per mall per month - - - - - , 
<>, 'Rice, 21b. per man per day, - at,2 25 pel· 1001bs. 

Dholl,4Ib. " month, at 2 25 " 
Massala, lib." " 'I - " 
Salt Ii.h, 4 lb." " 4 " 
Ghee, 4 lb. " ,,20 - " 

Rations - Salt, 1 lb. " " 2 - " 
Tobacco, 1 lb." " 8 ~ " 
Rum - - - • - - - - -
Add 10 per cent. for .vastage and loss by deoertion,} 

hospital ralions, on $ 2.1'>7 - - - -

4 -
.1 36 
- II 
- 7 
- 10 
- 80 

- 8 

- 26 ~ 
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Clothing -

Unbleached cloth, 4ells per man pCI' annum", _ 60 
at $ 15 penll - - - - - 1 

Dhooties -,' 
Caps,1 each man per annum, at $- 12 - 12 
Blankets, 1" ,,- 60 - 60 
Handkerchiefs, 1" " - 12 -. 12 

Trousers 
Shirts - ' 

---. 
1 44 

Medical attendance and medicine. per annum, $;;00 -
• 

I 
. $ 

Sil'dal'S, 12, at $ 8 each per month, with t lelr food, clothing, &c.} 
say 12 sirdars at $13 .. 0 pCI' month - - - - -

400 Labourers 
12 Sirda.. -

- 12 
- 10! 

7 5 

13 50 

84 60 

164 

33,840 
1,944 

$ 3;;,784 
Or $7 2;; per man per month; 29 •. sterling per month, 

or 171.8 •• per man per annum. 
11. -so stamp tax since 1847. 

£.18 8 

WOODFORD ESTATB. 

Monthly Expenses attendal{fupon 100 Indian Labourers. 

Wages, at $ 3 60 per man per month - - - - $ 330 
Rice, 1~lbs. per man per day, 173Ibs';}6 1' 1 2-

montb,5,250Ibs.nt$260perl001bs ... 3 ' 0 

Dholl, 4lbs. per man per month, 4001bs.,} 
at,3 per 1001bs. _ _ _ _ 12-

Massala - -
Salt fish, 41bs. per man per month, 400 Ibs.,} 

at$6perloolbs. _ _ _ _ 24-
Rations Ghee - - - -- - _ _ 

Salt, lib. per man per'month; lOOlbS.,} 
at $1 per 100 Ibs. _ _ _ _ 1 

Tobacco 
Rum; bottles 

168 23 

Add 10 per cent. for wastage and loss 
hospital rations, &c. on 1168 25 

by de~~rtion, 1. 
-J 16 8~ 

Unbleached cloth, 3 ells per man per annum, at) 
300; per ell, at 12! - - . -J 

Dhootie. _ _ 
Clothing Caps, 1 per man, 100 at $1 60 pel' dozen _ 

Blankets, 1 per man per annum, 100 at $ - 50 
Handkercbiefs . 
Trousers 
Shirts -. _ 

Medical attendance nnd medicine, per annum _ __ 
Sirdars, 4, at $8 each per mODth, with theil' food, clothing, &c., 

say 4 sirdan;, at $12 per month - - -' -J 

Cost for 12 months _ 

535 

-
46 

Or $ 1)99 69 for 1 month, 01' .$ 6 per man; 24 t. per Dlonth, 

14/. 8 •. per man per annUlD. 
11. -so stamp tax since IS47, 

£.16 8 

Q·32• B3 

7 

$ 

6,420 84 

37 50 

12 
50 

100 

576 

7,196 34 

bJr. Eo CltaplllaI,. 

. '4· Feb rulU'y 1841' 



Ii MINUTES OF EVlDENCETAKEN BEFORE THE 

Mr, E. ChapmnfJ. 3484. ~av~ you any note of the days of labour whi~h have been lost upon)he 
Queen Victoria estate 1-1 have not a correct calculation, but I am sure that in 

"4 Febl'\lary 1848. giving a statement of 10 per cent., which upon 400 Olen is an averaae of about 
1,200 days' work a mootll absolutely lost to the property, I am ~pe~king very 
much within compass. 

3485. That is 14,400 days"labour a yead-Yes. 
_ 3486. Do you ascribe that to the want of longer contracts and severer vaarant 
laws ?-I ascribe it entirely to the action of the laws under which the lab~urer 
now lives as re~ards bur stipendiary magistrates and the Orders in Council which 
regulate labour. I have now shown the eost of labour on that paper: there 
are three grades of I~bour as taken from the estates which I had under my 
management; I have gIVen the cheapest and the highest, and the Committee will 
see the rate varies only about 1 8. 6 d. a week from the highest to the lowest; 
and that is chiefly obtained by reduction in the rations: It depenrls in some 
instances upon the estate being nearer Port Louis. An estate within 10 miles of 
Port Louis will get the men 18. cheaper; if you go 20 miles away the men make 
severer bar~ains. 

348j. Why is that?-The great pleasure they have in being near towti, where 
they meet for the purposes of public pleasure and excitement, and being nearer 
the markets of Port Louis; they all cling to the vicinity of the town. 

3488. Is there not a greater waste of labour from desertion and non-attend­
ance nearer the town than farther away 1-1 shoulrl say it is limited to particular 
days, especially Saturday is the day when, if you are near the town, you cannot 
keep your men; they will go away. 1 am not prepared to state that there is a 
great deal of difference; 1 do not think Indians mind walking the distance; they 
absent themselves as much fi'om one estate as another. One of the chief reasons 
of absenteeism is the ~hort en~agements they have now'; they coatmct engage­
ments under Ii great number of masters during a few years in different parts of 
the island; they form connexion with women and so on in rlifferent places, and 
they absent themselves from the estate and visit their former relation' a week 
or a fortnight at a time. And then there is another description of absentee­
ism, which is for a day. If a man ltoes out for a day he is absent 24 hours per­
lIaps; after a night's debauch he will go and hide himself in the canes, and go 
to sleep all day • We. make a difference between what we call" grande absence" 
and " petite absence." 

3489. Is there any penalty for a day's absence1-It is to be obtained by go­
ing belore a magistrate, who will stop the man's pay, and require him to work 
two days for one day's absence; but considering that the man is only engaged for 
one year, I am at a loss to kno~ how you are to get the man to work two days 
for one without keeping him beyond the year, a penalty never yet exacted; and 
not .only that, but we cannot get him convicted without going to the stipendiary 
magistrate's office, perhaps five miles off, and taking many of the band to which 
the man belongcd as witnesses. 

3490. What is the expense of labour and time occupied in carl"ying a lauourer 
-before a stipendiary magistrate r-l'o get a man convicted for an act of violence 
or misconduct, it could not be done under a very considerable loss: YOIl would 
have five or ten lDen to take'as evidence: the manager himself must go and leave 
the estate; it would take up the whole day, thus losing the work of the men 
taken as witnesses, to say nothing of his own most valuable time being lost, and 
the next in authority to himself perhaps also, all for the purpose of getting any­
thina like reasonable redress for some fault or misdemeanor requirinlr correction. 

3491. Inconsequence of all this elCpense and loss of time ill obtainin~ justice 
you never attempt it, probably I-It is scarcely ever attempted, unless for some 
great offence; it is out of the question. 

34g:a. In point of fact the labourer, under the existing laws, is the master of 
the planter ?-He is bona fid.e; he is completely free from anything like positi.ve 
control, notwithstanding his contract. His contract is of the most formal descnp­
tion, but nevertheless it does not bind him. 

3493. You were understood to say that all that the magistrate would do was 
to make the Coolie forfeit onc day's wages, that is, the day he did no~ work ?-. 
Yes; and he would order him to work two days of the week, which IS aosurd. 
We cannot get a common day's work out of him; how al·e we to get two days 

.more? 
3494. The 
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3494. 'The magistrate cannot make seven ~ays' labour out o~ six working days f Mr. E. Chap""", 
-No' but if we were to reverse the questIOn, and the Coohe were to go and 
compl~in of a master that he had give~ him a box .0!I the ear, that ~ould be a .'" February 1848 

very different story; the result would 1Q aU. probability be t~e breakmg of the 
engagement with the man, and a heavy pecunu~ry fine, amoun~log to mure or less, 
according to the temper or ~umour of the magistrate at the time. , , 

3495. What is the heaviest fine you ever knew eXllcted under such circum­
stances ?-I bave known a fine of' 10 I. ·to have been inflicted upon a planter, of 
which half was given to the Indian in his presence. I bave, not only heard of that 
fact, but of the 1ndian having gone to the master, and offered him his cheek, and 
said .. I should be obliged to ydll if you will give me another box on the ear on 
the 'same terms." Those are occurrences with us that happen every day in prin-
ciple, though on a small scale. ' 

3496. A day's labour amounts to sOlllething less than 6 d., does not it ?-A 
day's labour amounts t~ about 6 d.;, that 6 d. a day is exclusive of lodging. 

3497. The utmost fine exacted against a labourer for the klss of a day's work 
is 6 rl. ?-There would be a simple authority given to the master to deduct it from 
bis pay at the end of the week, or he might tell him to deduct two days' pay; it 
would depend upon circumstahces.. 

3498. And it would cust the master 21. or 3/., perbaps, to get redress ?-Very 
likely more than that; at all 'events it would be wortb a great deal more than 
that. There are different grades of punishment for more serious offences'; some-­
times we have our men condemned to break stones for several days,. but that is, 
generally speaking, for offences of a serious nature, but not for anything like 
neglect in work. . '. , 

3499 •. Tbat is considered a very, severe punishment, is not it ?-It is the most 
severe punishment to ,,·hich they are liable. 

3500. How long are they condemned to that ?-From a week to a fortnight 
is the extreme I have known men condemned to. . 

3501. For what sort·of offence would they be condemned to a week's stone­
breaking ?-Forsuch an offence, for instance, as a man threatening his overseer 
with his tool; a mall threatening personal violence to anybody placed over him. 

3502. What would be the pellalty to the master if hethreateood violence to 
the labourer ?-I have not the O,-der in Council befoTI! me, but the power is very 
great indeed; when I say 10 l., I believe the fine may go very much further than 
tbat, even to live times the amount, at the option of the magistrate. I consider 
·that the whole, or the principal question between. ourselves and slave.countries 
is that of labour; it is the main point upon which we stand in our present state 
of ruin. The Mauritius has been the only place where free labour has been 
tried; there have been an immense number of people imported into the Mau­
ritius, Bnd it has proved a f .. ilure. It was tried in the first instance upon a sound 
and excellent basis; we had men brought. from Calcutta and Madras, that 
answered every purpose and gave us every pl'Ospect of prosperity, and we were 
then under Jaws that worked to the satisfaction of all parties. 

3503· Was that from 1834 to 1838 ?-Yes, till the promulgaiion of the Order 
in Council of ~ 838. . 

3504· Up to that time the contracts were of fi\'e yelirs' duration, and that 
worked remarkably well ?-So far as the labourers were concerned, it worked par~ 
tic;ularly well; we had no reason to complain; there was a great deal to bear 
With on the part of the planter;. the men had to be taught everything, but 
towards the approach of the. second and third year they hecame efficient men, 
and the colony was just getting into a prosperous and healthy state when the 
Order in Council of 1838 was promulgated . 

. 350 5. Wh~t was the Or~er in .Council ~f 1838 ?-:-It was a speciallllw attended 
WIth the appomtment of a sllpendlary magistracy, with a view to the protection of 
Indian labourers throughout the island . 
. 3506. The stipendia,ry magistrat,e, originally appointed in 1834 for the protec­

tion of negro apprentices, had h,s power extended to the protection of Coolie 
la,bourers i-And others appointed, but under an elltirely lIew law; the protection 
gl\'en to the black.was changed by an Order in Council in September 1838. 

3507· And that. you say, was entirely subversive of all discipline between the 
maste! 'pla~ter .alld ,the Coolie labourer ?-The history of the present difficulties of 
MauritIUS hes 10 tillS fact, that the planters, up to that time, from 1834 to 1838, 

0.32 • B 4 had 
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~Ir. E. CIrDp"'on: had at very great expense introduced a large amount of labourers. I believe about 
250,000 1. had been laid out, exclusively by private individuals, solely for illlmi­

"4 l'ebruary 1848 •. gration. Matters were going on satisfactorily, and a good return was then ~ecured 
to tbe different parties concerned in the trade. 

3508. Up to 1838, notwithstanding the high cost of these Coolies, the planters 
of the Mauritius, as a body, were well slltisfied ?-Yes. 

3509. A nd gett~ng goo.d profits ?-The return was satisractory to all partie~ 
con~erne(l at the time. 1 here was great confidence prevailing as regarded the 
affaIrs and prospects of the colony. -

3510. In 1839 the immigration was stopped ?-Yes; and the apprenticeship 
was cut off. That was just as prosperity dawned upon the colonists, leaving the 
planter with a large amount of figures to his debit, the result or his late efforts; 
for there had been great efforts made to bring the colony into a state of healthy 
cultivation, the capital employed in which by the planter had not heen paid off. 
and subsequent circumstances have prevented its being so. • 

3511. Was the effect of that measure to reduce the production of sUllftr from 
35,000 tons to 25,?OO tons,. beiween 1838 and 1843 t-The production in 1843 
was 25,000 tons; ID 1838 It was 37,500 tons. 
_ 35 J 2. That reduction in the produce ,,-as entirely owing to the loss of the 

apprenticeship, coupled simultaneously with the interference of the stipendiftry 
magistrates (-The stoppage of immigration being the second blow we received, 
the effect of which acts of the Legislature was to double the cost of production in 
the colony. Such excessive wages were exacted by the labourers, that it raised 
the cost of production to another figure altogether. 

3513. Upon the abolition of apprenticeship and the stoppage of immigration 
did the wages of the labourers rise from lOS. to 408. a month 1-ln the lotte;' 
part. It was not- only so much the rise of wages, which was very rapid, bu t the 
exaction of rations; the men exacted rations, not only to keep themselves and 
their families, but to feed their stock. 

3514. The additional charge of 30 s. a month would not at all represent the 
Teal cost, to the planters, of that alteration in the policy of the Colonial Office ?­
No, for including the amount of rations. the charge "'as more than doubled; the 
increase \\'8S enormous. 
_ 3515. The eultivation, which had previously been annually extending, was 
v~ .. y much retarded, and the estates hecame very short-handed ?-The rate of 
production became nearl .. doubled at that time from the advance in the wa~e5 
and the excessive ration; exacted by the labourers. ~ 

3516. During that pel'iod, from 1838 to 1843, do the Committee understand 
that the colony, generally speakillg, was in a fulling and ruinous condition ?-It 
was so far falling from 1840 to J 843 that scarcely any new canes could be got 
into the ground. We had a considerable spread of canes planted under the ncw 
system, and it was as much as we could do to keep those canes cleaned 50 as to 
cultivate them to ellhaustion; that is to say. we cut them as long as we could; 
we could not plant. The colony had n fresh start to make from 1843, alld it 
was a question with other houses, and I may say for myself, that a member of 
the London firm .for "hich I acted came out to Mauritius for the purpose of 
visiting the properties, to see whether or not they were to be resuscitated. Govern­
ment having consented to immigration under one year's engagement, it became 
a question whether we were to go on ~nd renew the stru!t!;le. 

3517. In 1843, when the new instructions came out frOID Gm'el'Oment enablin~ 
you again to import free labourers, the spirits of the planters revived, you invested 
new capital in the island, and again very much increased the cultivation and­
production ?-I may say thllt when immigration was renewed an entire restora· 
tion of the estates was necessary, at an enormous outlay, calling for the la~t 
resources of those interested in them. Nevertheless the sacrifice was made, 
confiding in the privilege of tbe British markets and an abundant supply 01' 
labour, which we hoped to see fairly placed at our disposal. The estates "ere 
replanted on a largc scale and upon an improved &ystem, so as to' represent by 
increased production the large amount of capital which had been expended UPOIl 

them. It war. not a speculative increase; we WEre compelled to make every 
possible exertion, with a view to cheaper production on a large scale. 

3.S 18. Can you give any estimate of the amount of new British capital invested 
at the Mauritius lrom 1834 to 1838, and again in 1843, 1844, and 1 84.5~­

I look 
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I look upon the years from 1834 to 1837 as having been years of very consider- Mr.·E.·Chnpmarl> 
able outlay. The cro~ of 18$7-38 was. a very satisfactory crop ~ Mal:lfitius. 
We were going on sau~acto~ly ~t the ume; but w~e~ the apprenticeship was ~ ... Febroary 1848". 
done away with, and the ImmigratIOn stopped, the position of the colony became 
liO doubtful and threatening, as. to check further invesUnent of capital at that 
time. We were working with every prudence at the time; and were getting in as 
much as we could and spending as little. as possible. under a system of lahour 
which we knew could not allow us to cultivate with any prospect of Success, 
waaes having risen so high. In the years 1843, 1844< and 1845, the .amount 
expended in the Mauritius has been enormous. Judging by our own affairs, I 
should say that the increased iDVestment of capital since 1843 cannot be less 
than half a million sterling. 

3519. That was the increased outlay between 1842 and 1845?-Yes. 
3520. Wben yon did get this new permission to import labourers you were 

restricted to yearly contracts, and, in point of fact, by the inconvenience and 
mischief of those sbort contracts YOllr hands were tied· from the free use of the 
labourers you did get 1-Your Lordship does not even qualify it in a sufficient 
way. The labour system bas been a complete disappointment to us. We have 
been completely ruined by the plan pursued by the Government in the intro­
duction of free labourers into the colony. The temptation to us to keep on our 
estates under the labour system bas been the chief" cause of our difficulties; our 
labour has been rendered so defective in every essential point. 

3521• In what way bas it been so defective1-In the first place, it has been 
exceedinoly costly, so costly as to enable a labourer to save the whole of his 
money-w~ges. He has been placed io a position to save the whole sum of 
money he bas received, to the extent of 16/. a year,. for he bas been provided with 
everything, and has had the po!"er of keeping stock and animals ~ith his excess 
of rations. The consequence 15 that he has been an enormous gamer, -while we 
have been suffering exceedingly. Another point is the excessive irregularity of 
the labour. Notwith~tanding the number of men introduced into the islalld, and 
the Dumber of men there Bre there now, nothing can be so irregular snc;! uncer­
tain as procuring labour in Mauritius. If you have aljestate.requjring 300 men, 
and 100 or 200 men leave you next wet' k, you may be full, a month or six weeks 
before you can replace them. That is the state of affairs at the. present moment, 
to say nothing of the irregularity of the work; their labour is in no way COn­
tinuous. A man under an engagement will, walk away from the estate before 
his master, telling him, ~. Cut me a day's work.". Frequently ,bands of 50 at 
a time leave in a morning without saying a single word to the master, leaving 
him probably with his calies before his miIl, witbout any means of redress or 
prevention. Another most important thing is to see; that in the absence of any 
coercive laws, there is no inducement whatever, and no money will prevail upon 
the Indian to do a!lything like the quantity of labour obtained from a person 
under slavery. It is not to be expected that a free man would do what a slave 
is obliged to do. It is absurd to suppose that under any circumstances any free 
man ":ilI undel'~o anything like the continuous' labour th~t is obtained in slave 
countnes. . . 

.352::1. Since 1843, which was the period of short contracts, has the character 
of tbe . industry of the pt'oplebecome changed entirely?-. I think, since the 
change of contracts, the loss to the planter of tbe labour of the Indian is more 
than 50 per cent.; it has'decreased in effect fully 50 per cent. ' 

3523. From idleness, demoralization, and vagabondage ?-From an assumed 
independ~nce; from a total change ofcharact.er. The man is no lODger a 
labourer, m fact; when he chooses to work he will; when he does not; he will 
idle about the cOWltry: -. ... . 

3524. It is since 1843 that this system of desertion has become 50 intolerable? 
-It began before 1843> when immigration had stopped. and the men became so 
scarce. As soon as those men got the high wages they did they became unma~ 
nageable; it was the result' of the men possessing too much money. T9wards 
the latter end of 1840 and 1841;and so on, olir labourers became in the receipt 
(If such large sums of money they "iere /10 longer available to us. 

3525. The five y~ars' co~tr~ctsbad run ,out by that time ?-They had; ~e 
were renewing contracts then under t)1e newsyst.!!m •. 

0·32. C 3526. Did 
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Nt. Eo C/oI1[!fMfl. 3.526. Did vagabondage. and demOra1i~tio. increase ?-ItreqIJires to be under~ 
stood "wbat vagabondage In tbose colomes means.. Our law there constitutes a 

S4 FebrWll)l' 1848• ngahond on~ ~ mall who asks alms, who goes about the streets with his person 
exposed; but It lit no way reaches the tbousanda. of men who are living UpOtl the 
Government lands 8$ squatters. Those mea coptribute in no way to aile colony 
and by such. permitted squatting tbou9aads of persons are enabled to ahstract 
themselves frOm. any labour or useful emploYlllent to the public. That is the 
state of Mauritius at this moment. 

35::17. They become squatters?-A squatter is supposed to be a person who 
gets into a wild country, and by industry lives in his own way; but these people 
hue no overt industry. It is so little understood how they live. that none of us 
can account for the thousands of people who are inhabiting the environs uf Port 
Louis, on 'be Government lando: we do not know where they can find the means 
of existeoce; so little overt means is there of judging how they live. 

3528. Are the Committee to understand that nothing of tbis sort could take 
plste so long as the men wero bound under a Dve years,' cootractr-The men 
were settled then; a man engaged to work for five years, and there. was & mutual 
interest between maslet and mall. The man's family became locate.d on the 
estate; hit had hil; garden and hill stock. about him, and be became a parochial 
resident i his who.le character is DOW changed fromwh at it was under that.llystem. 

3529> Does this idleness. demoralization, and vagabondage among the Coolies 
date from the period of tlle short contracta l-Most decidedly; it bas gweatly 
in.creased under them. 

3530. Has the island ever made any efforts to have stringent vagrant laws 
enacted ?-The Legislative Council have been occupied on more than one occa~ 
sion with the endeavour. no.t to make w hat would be called, by parties seeking 
to protect the negro or the colollred man. a stringent law, but to make laws so 
reasonably binding upon the man. with respect to his conduct, as to induce him 
to become settled, and to give the master sufficient power to keep him within. 
bounds to a certain extent. . 

353-i. Have those laws heen sent home to successive colonial offices here. and 
invariably rejected 1-1' can. only answer for one. I can answer fi)r one law 
passed by the Legislative Council. in 1842. One of the principal features was 
the repression of vagabondage; and these daily absences rendering it compulsory 
that any man under engagement should not leave his master's estate without a 
ticket of leave, that he should he obliged on passing the police station to be asked. 
.. Have you your ticket of leave?" That, however. was disallowed, and our men 
are now enabled to leave their employ. They walk away in banda of 25 or 50, 
and uo man has any right to stop them. It is civil redress you have against 
the men, and. nothing more. 

3S3,Z. Have you no vagrant laws, such as exist in this country 1-No. The 
vagrant law might be the same, but we have not the same circumstances; there 
are no beggars. There is not such a thing as a man asking alms in the whole 
colony of Mauritius. . 

3533. Is it l'our opinion, that if the vagrant law which has passed the 
Legislative Council, to which you have referred, had been allowed by the Colo­
nial~office, instead of being disallQwed, it would have gone a great way to Cltre 
the idleness. demoralization, and vagabondage y"u complain. of?-I do not think 
we should succeed at aU under those short periods of service with large bands 
of men. Where there are bands of 400 or 500 meJ;l upon an estate, and those 
changes are going 00 in that rapid ratio, that every week' 25 or 50 men are 
leaving, arid 25 or 50 are cOllling. we should never get any satisfactory result. 

3534. You think there is no cure for this spirit of idleness and desertion hut a 
:live-years' contract ?-I should say a prolonged engagement of service. But I 
would particularly call the attention of the Committee to the futility of anything 
like a statement of the comparative money·cost between ft'ee labourers and slaves. 
Nothing is eaiier than to make the compatativemoney-cost of the one and tbe 
other, and it may be so worded as to bring the one close upon the other; if you 
take in the interest on capital, and the mortality, and so on. But. we are working 
at present for our existence; we are not thinking of our invested capital, we are 
looking for our daily current eltpenses from month to month. Consequently the 
questiou is, what we are compelled to pay and what slave countries are com pelled to 
pay monthly, each of us having sunk our capital to a certaill extent. But supposing 

them. 
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them even to be thesa.me, Bnd thBttheiateres\; .and -mortality, aad so on, ,cotnes .Mz. Eo Cf,I4pmtm( 
up to the fil(Ure that our monthly cash outlay eomes to, t-he quantity and the ..., ,J 
quality of the labour giyen lily a slaft :defies all comparison withilurfree]abGIiI'Il1s. .114 ~ebr ... ry 184-"1' 
There is JlO comparison to be established. . . 

3535. Are you of opinion that if you were not 'restricted ill the market where 
you obtain your labour, you might obtlllio an ample supply of free and excellent 
labOlD' from MadtlgasC8l' 1--1 think we should get a very efficient set of labourers 
(they area most efficient people), if our Government were t()go ea.rneE>tly t() 
work with the gOVlll'nment- of Madagascar. Hitherto 100 government of Mada­
gascar has been opposed to it, CIIhich I consider has always been for the want of 

·some reasouable and proper indemnity given to them iu a proper way. .If there 
were an export tax granted to the Queen of Madagascar, or a yearly indemnity 
of some sort given -to :them, I have no doubt \Veshollid get labourers in abun-
dance. . .' 

.3536. lstbe Mauritius placed UDder great disadvantages by the bad re1&tions 
now existing between it ,and Madagascar ?~ Very much so.. so much so that we 
ace very nearly deprived of the necessaries of life. 

3537. Tbe Mauritius is entirely dependent for its supplies of cattle llnd meat 
'Upon Madagascar ?-For live stockgeoerally., . 

3538. Wllat is the difference in the ,price of cattle, and thedifrerence ~n. the 
price af meat arising milt of tlae quarrel between GI'eat,Britaill and Madagascar? 
- We have bacl ~o oattle introduced since our communication has been cut 01£ 
from Madagascar; we have been driveD to fetch bullocks fl'om South Australia 
and the Cllpe of Good Hope, ,so that lheprice has beeD raisecl from the Govetn. 
ment contract of 4d. to 2 S. 6 ii. a pOWld; tke gentry of the ,place lattedy.have 
not had beef upon their. tables at all. 

3539. Neither sheep nor cattle will live there ?-They will not bear eX,posur-e 
w the BUn tbere, except -01H' colonial cattle. 

3540. Are there any goats ?-No, they aU ilia. , 
354]. Were not you in the habit of paying for the cattle, and paying for tbe 

rice, and paying for .the meat, that you obtained from Madagascar with British 
manufactures imported into the .Mauritius 2-Imported through the Mauritins, 
and which were re-exported to Madagascar. 

3542. In payment for cattle, and rica, and meat 1_ln a very large proportiob ; 
the proportion would be about two-thirds; the remainder would be in 'Spanish 
dollars. . 

3543. With respect to tbe taxes in the colony you have great reason, have 
not you, to complain of the -taxes in the Maufitius; there is first a registration 
fee on the transfer of property equal to ,3/. lOS. per cent. on the value of the 
property transferred 1-lt is three per cent. . 

3544. That amounts to 34,000 I. a-year, does not it ?-Tbe Government have 
received 34,000 I. a year only from that tax. But if tbe tax bad not completely 
set aside its own intended ~esul\. from its enormity, it .probably would have 'been 
double the amount. I suppose not one-third of the deeds wbich' ought to 'be 
registered in the Mauritius are registered On account of the enormity of that tax; 
It is avoided fr~m necessity. 

3545. Is it necessary, in registration that you should incur a furtber notarial 
expense '?-That is an expense attached to the deed; there is the fUl'the,F .charge 
of one per cem. ,by· ~e notary who prepares the deed, bll't the tGovel'll'ment 
charge .is .three pt;r. ce~..; two per 'Cent. for registration, and one per cellt. :for 
transcn ptlOn. Y~. • 

3546. That transcription is necessary, is it ?--It is necessary ~B order :to con· 
stitute a clear possession. The registration of a contract between me and lmOther 
party is simply a fuet giving effect to the agreement between us; but if I wished 
to have tbe property in my own pClflSession, free from his liabilities, 1 must 
transcribe itint(!) my own name. 

3547. Tbere is '& Charge upon the island of ]6,000 I. a year for the -colonial 
allowance to the troops ?~From 15.000 I. to 16,000 L . 

3548. And also the further <charge of 5,000 I. a year for keeping up tbe garri­
·60n& of the island ~ Yes. 

3549. Is not there also aD additional charge for tbe maintenance of the garl;i­
eon ~r fortification of Seychelles ?-There is; I do not know wbat amoulI,t, but 
the "hele charge ofthe Seychelles falls upon the Mauritius. 

0.32. 0 2 3550. Tbat 
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Mr. E. Chaptnllft. 3550. That amounts to 4,000 I. or 5,000 I. more ?-Something of that kind. 
---~, 3551. Is the whole cost of the government of the Mauritius for 1846 

24 Februory 1848• 238,?00 l., excl1;lsive of the 1 I. a ton export tax r-The I l. export tax h~ 
nothmg to do With the expenditure for immigration; it forms part of the general 
revenue. The expenses of the colony, exclusive of the immigration, have been 
238,00.0 l.;. but. there has been no special application made of the 1 I. export tax 
to the Immlgrahon. It has been argued that this tax could not be taken off. 
because we have the expenditure for immigration, but it is lumped still in th~ 
ge!leral revenues of the country. The immigration is only an argument for its 
bemg kept up. 

3552. What is the entire revenue of tbe island (-Within the last year it has 
been 350,000 I. including the tax on immigration. 

3553. That would be nearly 61. a ton upon the production of sugar?-We 
produce 65,000 tons of sugar a year. ' 

3554. Do you consider the present machine of aovernment too cumbrous and 
expensive 7-By one-half, I should say; it is altog~ther too powerful a machine; 
it is a government calculated to rule a continent, rather than an island sueh as 
ours is. • 

3555. You think that for about 150,000 I. the colony could be as well governed 
as it is now 1-1 have had myself information from a gentleman with whom I 
have been in the habit of working, in the Council of the Mauritius, in the Finance 
Committee of the Council, and he states that this year he ~ees his way clear for 
surrendering 25,000 I. of our taxation; alld he thinks that if immigration were 
belter managed, 25,0001. might be economised, making at once a reduction of 
50,000 l. a year upon our general taxation. 

3556. Do you know wbat the expense of maintaining tbe police is 1-1 think 
the expense of the police is about 30,000 l. a year. . 

3557. The Committee have heard that the island of Mauritius is 60 miles 
long ?-It is about 60 miles long by 30 in width. 

3558. This police is pretty nearly as inefficient as any police can be, is not 
it ?-It ,is inefficient, not only from the materials of which it is composed, but tht' 
legal power does not exist of interfering with the labouring classes, unless it be 
for felonies. larcenies, &c. 

3559. Is it your opinion that if you had a British police organized upon the 
footing of the Inetropolitan police, 'half 30,oool. would suffice for a far more 
efficient police than now exists ?-No doubt the expense might be reduced; but 
the expense is comparatively l~ss important than the absolute impossibility of 
the island going on under its present system of police, divided' as it now is 
between the police force properly so called and the stipendiary magistracy, the 
latter rendering the fOl'mer nugatory; it forms the only point which renders 
our labour absolutely inefficient. 

3560. The power of squatting is one of the reasons that renders your labour 
inefficient, 'is not it ?-We owe that exclusively to the Government, and they 
have done it with their eyes open; they have seen those people squatting there, 
paying no tax and no rent; a man who can live upon a bag of rice during a 
month, earned by lurking about the streets seeking casual jobs, will not work. 

3561• The colonial government is virtually despotic in the island, is not it?-
Practically quite so. ' . 

3562. Therefore it rests entirely with the Colonial-office to reform all those 
bad laws which you speak off-We must have stringent measures, with a view 
to enable us to continue to produce sugar; we want a complete local reform, to 
give to the colony that energetic and natural power within itself which has been, 
completely paralyzed by the experiment which bas been tried by tire Govern­
ment., Government have tried an experiment in the Mauritius with respect to 
this free·labour system, and it has failed within the last few years most com­
pletely; there never was such a cruel failure as this has been allowed to be. , 

3563. The waste lands of the colony are Cl'Own lands, are they not ?-The 
Crown lands are particularly a belt round the coast, Ivhich are reserved for the 
purposes of fortification, and in the proximity of the town; there are oLher lands 
in the interior which are comparatively of little value. . 

3564. Where is it tbat those Coolies squat ?-Chieily in the i~medlate ~rox:­
imity of Port Louis and upon the borders of the sea, where they live by fishmg. 

3565. In 
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3565. In the very localities reserved by Government for the purposes of forti- Mr. E. Cnapmflfl. 
lication ?-Yes, for the defence of the colony. 

3566. And in localities probably which would be by their position valuable? ~+ February 1848-
-They are extremely valuable; some of them form the most valuable possessions 
that we have. 

3567. Their value, instead of being turned to gain, is turned to loss and to the 
injury of the colony, by permitting those vagabonds to squat there ?-Yes. 

3568. And you think that nothing would be so simple as for the Government 
to reach them and drive them off, if they thought fit ?-Nothing could be so 
easy; one proclamation in the Gazetle would drive many thousands to labour; a 
proclamation infiicting upon those people. either a sufficient tax for their dwell, 
ings, or any means whereby they could be made responsible to Government, or 
for non-employmeQt, would bring many thousands into service. 

3569. If these people could be brought back to industry the colony would not 
be stllrving for the want of cheap labour ?-If we had had those sort of regulations 
made with a just view to the order that should prevail among those people, the 
colony would never have been in its present position. 

3570. Supposing they were to be driven from the localities in which they are 
now squatted, would not they take refuge in the mountains ?-That would be 
private property, and we should not allow it; the land there is private property. 
If Government prevented, which it has the power of doing, those people from 
sqllatting upon their grounds, they would be obliged to labour. 

3571. In fact the colonial government is entirely responsible for all this 
mismanagement and misgovernment of the island 1-The orders emanate fro~ 
home, I imagine. . 

3572. In short, it may be presumed, may it not, that the misgovernment of 
successive admini~trationsin the Colonial Office in Downing-street has proved 
·the curse of the Mauritius ?-I do not like to make use of so strong a word. . 

3573. It is too true ?-It is true. 
3574. Mr. M. Gibson.] You mentioned the importance of settling these 

Coolies upon the estates with their families; in importing men without women, 
is it probable that such a settlemeut of families can be effected ?-N 0, I do not 
think it is; but we have known large numbers of women introduced with th!l 

'1l1en. 
3575. The. first importation of Coolies consisted of the very large number of 

.24.000 men, and only about 500 women 1-There were a number of women also 
imported; a number of vessels came down wiLh women alone. 

3576. Were there not very few women as compare~ with the whole number of 
.Jllen 1-They were comparatively few. 

3577. Was not that likely to throw very great difficulty in the way of effecting 
those settlements of families upon the estates which YOII so desire ?-I think it 
was, but I think at that time there was a great change going on in the quondam 
apprentice population; there were a great many women who attached themselves 
to the lahourers at that time, and had we had families it would have been a great 
.improvement upon a system that was in itself working well. I myself sent orders 
to India for the dispatch of several vessels, laden alone with women, for the diffe-

, Jent estates to which they were destined, and they came down. 
3578. You have said a great deal about vagabondism; is it the habit of the 

-planter, in all cases, to 'pay the wages of the labourers in cash regularly ?-As a 
positive rule, it is. I do not think there is an instance on record, in the Mauri­
tius, where a labourer has lost one single rupee by the wages not being paid upon 
·the estates; there are cases from unforeseen circumstances and from misfortunes 
in which the wages have fallen into arrear, but al ways with the koowl.edge of the 
magistrate of the district, who has kept his particular lien upon the produce made, 
and upon the whole plant of the estate, and the tirst property realized in any form, 
whether by the sale of sugar or otherwise, has gone to pay the labourers, so that 
it is my belief that no labourer has ever been wronged out of a dollar, in the form 
of wages, earned on a sugar estate in the Mauritius. . 

3579. Has the habit of letting wages fall into arrear prevailed ?-No, it is 
{),uile an exception, it is where the estates do not happen to have agents; but 
where tbere has betn a regular agent connected with London houses, there has 
been no case in which wages have fallen ioto arrear. 

3~80. Is not it your opinion that it is an important consideration, that by 
payIDg the labourers punctually their wages in cash, it is likely to give them 

1>.32• C 3' . habits 
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Mr. E. Cllapm4n. habits of regularity, and attach them to their employers ?-Decidedly. I have 
been anxious to establish tbe principle of paying them once every quarter or 

~4 Februuy 184l!. every six months; I think that would keep them qu ieter than payin" them 
monthly. I think the receipt of money montbly;considering that every e"'xpense 
is provided for tbem, is a great means of exciting them to debauchery. I would 
ratber, therefore, pay them tbree or four times a year, or tWice a Yllar. 

358]. You do not pay the labourers, do' you, for loss of time; you do not 
take them into your,employ for weekly wages, but you only ray them when they 
are wanted ?-Every man's name is upon the muster-roll 0 the estate, and 'tbe 
only deduction that is made from him is tbe number of days be i. absent from the 
property. 

3582 .. He does not claim anything wben he is absent from the property, 
does he ?-Yes; he begins by taking his rations, and no magistrate will allow 
you to stop his rations, whetber he works or not. Tbe stipendiary magistrate 
will tell you, If you have any civil demand against the man, come t.o me, and 
I will give you redress in another form. He is liable to deductions for absence; 
if be is absent for tbree or four days, three or four days are deducted. 

3583. Tbe only loss when the labourer is absent is in the rations ?-Tbe rations 
and the Clothing, particularly wben bands go in numbers of 20 or 50; it is a very 
great loss. 

3584. You would recommend, as a very desirable thing, that the period for 
which contracts nmy be made should be considerably lengthened ?-I think it is 
the first step towards bringing anything like free labour to approach the produce 
of slave labour; that is the only way in wbich I can see that tbe thing can be 
made to work at all. 

3585. Do you combine with that, that there should be a power of enforcing 
those contracts 1-10 a legitimate manner; I would do away with all special law ; 
we desire to see the law strictly enforced between master and Dian, Bnd tbat there 
should be no fBvour in tbe matter. that tbe contract should be a fair arrange­
ment, and each party responsible for tbe fulfilment of it., 

3586. You spoke of the price of sugar as being uoder the present system at 
the Mauritius quite ruinous iL-:-1 look at tbe present system as conducive to an 
enormous cost in raising the produce. Looking to the total inefficiency of our 
labour, and tbe accumulated expenses pf the colony, I think tbe expense of 
production under those circumstances is double what it ought to be. 

3587. When you speak of the present system, you consider that the planters 
in the Mauritius conduct their affairs without aoy fault; that there is no im­
provement in point of management that cali be introduced by them, but that 
everything is to be laid upon what you call the Government mismanagement 1-
I consider thai the inhabitants of the Mauritius, as a body, are as industrious, 
hard-working, intelligent men as can be found anywhere; and I think tbere has 
been more real hard capital and energy employed by tbe merchants connected 
with the Mauritius than ever was exhibited in any case whatever, in any colony 
or country connected "'ith Great Britain. 'Tbat is my opinion of "'hat has beEn 
done in the Mauritius, and how the case stands between the colonists and those 
connected with them in London; and I do attribute our present misfortunes to 
over-legislatioll. ,It has been a constant system of cbange and over-legislation .. 
'It' Qa& been an alternation of excessive hope, excited by laws which we hoped to 
See lastin$' and disappointment, which has followed as rapidly as it well could, 
tbe one atter the other, in every case. ' 

3588. You say that this fall of price, which under the preseot system is so 
ruinous, has been occasioned bv what the Chairman called an inundation of 
slave-grown sugar ?-I think the immediate cause of the fall of price has been 
the introduction of slave-grown or foreign sugar. Tbe introduction of those 
~45,ooo tons of sugar during this last year has been the immediate cause of the 
fall of price. ' 

3589. Arid that fall of price is the immediate cause of' the consequences ,,:bich 
haye ensued 1-1 wish particularly to explain that I think it Sflaled the rUID of 

,the ho~ses, but I think they were very much exbaus.ted by the efforts !hey bad 
"made sIDce 1843; we have been very much exhaustmg our resources SJD~e that 
time; it was an immense effort bringing our estates up to their present rate of 
p,oduction, since ~e got a return of Indian labour. • 

3590. You tlunk tbe Bill of ] 846 was not the cause of the rUID of tbose 
houses connected witb the Mauritius, but that it merely brought to a crisis wbat 

was 
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was about to take place ?-I think before the Bill of 1846 passed we had every .Mr. Eo CTlapmil1lo 
hope of seeing·a fair and reasonable return for our capital, for we did not take 
borrowed capital for the purpose; we were using our own funds. We never ..... February 1&f.S. 
thought for an instant of being so unfortunately exposed as we were to such 8 
competition as results from the now gradually declining scale of the duties. 
. 3.591. Supposing .lave sugar had heen excluded, do not you think that the 

inundation of foreign free-lahour sugar would have been sufficient to produce the 
effect; was Dot there 45,000 tons of free-labour sugar introduced !-No; I think 
that a great proportion of that comes under the head, if ·not of slave labour, of 
<compulsory lab~ur; I very much d~bt whetber any portion of it is made othe ... 
wise than under compulsory labour. 

359~. The importations from the Mauritius during 1847 were somewhat larger 
than during the year 1846. By an account which has been laid before Parliament, 
it seems that there ... ere 845,198 cwt. imported from the Mauritius. The Gazette 
average price of sugar was 32'. 2j d. for molasses sugar during the year 1846. 
It appears that during the year 1847 there were imported into England, from the 
Mauritius, 1,194.Q47 cwt. of sugar; and the Gazette average price was 248. 5 d. 
:a cwt., so that it appears that the value of the sug:a~in 1846 was 1.362,00Il. 9." 8d. 
lu 1847 the value of the sugar from the MauntlDs was 1,457,733L 7'. 7 d.; so 
that there was obtained for the whole quantity of sugar in 1847, over tbe sum 
obtained in 1846, the sum of 95,731 I. 17 8. II d. The sugar growers in the 
Mauritius, therefore, obtained from the British public, during 1847, the sum of 
95,731 L 178. 11 d. for their sugar more thun they obtained in the year 1846; 
.how do you explain that, as the value of the whole quantity of sugar was "greater, 
the colony, on the whole, . was worse off?-Because there was a much greater 
outlay attending the increased production •. 

3593. Do you never make up by a good crop wLat you lose in the price per 
~wt. 1 ...... lt depends upon the scale of the outlay and the scale of the return; but 
I have endeavoured to show the Co,mmittee how it is that the fUDds of all 
parties in the Mauritius have been completely exhausted by renewed efforts up 
to the present time. . . 

3594 The sugar brought them back more money in 1847 than in 1146?­
I do not assume that because we had a bad ye3l" in 1847, we should not have 
a worse iu 1846. We were worse in 1847 than. we were in 1846. 

3595. But you had more sugar ?-We had an increased outlay. 
3596• Had your outlay been greater in 1847 than in 1846?-First of all, 

the expenditure has been going on; there has been an increased demand for 
~nterej;t; tbe hurthen has become greater ;tbe bunben of ~ll capital tends in 
commerce to become greater, unless it is reduced by a process of liquidation, and 
of that ,,·e have had none. We have worked at a loss annually since 1843, and 
even before that. We have worked at a very considerable loss during the last 
four or five years. We were in the expectation of redemption. We had done 
our part in the matter, and tben came the final seal to our distresses by the Act 
of 1846, which . left. us without any hope. We had heen in hopes before that 
}Ve should have been able to. stand. 

3597· You did not explain clearly in what respect this increase oC cost has 
taken place in 1847 over 1846, so as to counterbalance the advantage you ob­
tained from sending a larger quantity?-. It is the general run of the account. 
I do not know whether the scale of burdens were greater in 1847 than in 1846. 
as a general rule; but there having been no liquidation in either year, tbe 
London houses were subjected to a demand upon tbeir capital and interest; at 
tbe rate of 5 or 6 per cent. Supposing there were no liquidation, that would 
constitute an increased demand upon them. • 

3598. An increased demand for interest?-As part of the commercial burden.· 
3599- When I see that cultivators have, upon the wbole, received more money 

for their produce on8 year than anotber. that on the wbole the return has been 
greater, it is very natural to 88k, inasmuch 8B tbey complain of being worse off in 
th~ ~ne year than the moor, . what it !s that has eounterbalanced the advantage of 
thIS Increas~ return 1-1 thlOk the IDcreased return of 95.000 I. is a small sum. 
Even supposmg the expeuses were the same in the colony, it is only an alleviation 
of the loss. 

360? In fact what you say is this, that there has been for a considerable time 
a conSIderable loss upon the cultivation iu the Mauritius ?-Tbere has been sin.ce 
tbis cbange in. our labour system ; we bave not worked to any profit. The labour 

0·32. c 4 has 
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Mr. E. CAapmart. has been so completely deceptive in its result that our hopes have been altocrcther 
frustrated by it. ' e 

"4 Februa'7 1848• 3601. You do not lay so ~uch stress upon the withdrawal of protection as=rou 
do upon the inefficacy of the arrangements as to labour ?-I look upon that ques. 
tion as most easily answered, and one that may be most clearly understood. In 
order to place us upon a level with those countries against which we have to 
struggle, it is evident that we must be placed on an equality with them as respects 
!abour, as near as can be done without approaching to slavery. We want economy 
10' all that concerns our local government and our local expenditure and until 
those matters are arranged we want a protection always more or less a~cordinO' to 
the difference of cost between slave labour and free; we cannot work our free 
labour with slave labour on equal terms; it is a moral impossibility; it cannot be 
done. 

3602. What is the length of your experience 1-1 have been 17 years con. 
stantly occupied in the superintendence of sugar production. 0 

3603. You knew something of the state of affairs dnring the existence 'Of 
slavery?-I did. 
36~. Can you state whether the profits then were large ?-I think the most 

satisfactory time 1 have known in the Mauritius was the time when we had the 
apprenticeship combined with the five yearti' engagements; that gave the first 
extension of sugar plantation in the Mauritius. 1 think that was a period when 
everyone connected with the island had a very reasonable prospect of success. 

3605. Do you see any reason for doubting that, with a better arrangement in 
respect to labour, that prospect which existed in 1838 .may be restored ?-I think 
myself it is entirely in the hands of the Government. I think the Government 
have it in their power to make the Mauritius one of the most flourishing colonies, 
producing a very large quantity of sugar at a moderate cost. 
, 3606. Do not you think that the planters and managers of estates might do 
something for themselves?-l think they do; 1 think they are a most industrious 
and diligent set of people, devoted to their business; they never leave their 
estates, and are most energetic, sober, industrious, and economical. 1 do not 
mean to say that we have no improvements to make. but we must first of all begin 
by seeing our WilY clear. We have magnificent estates, and splendid machinery, 
and our estates are in the best order; we have kept them ill the hope of seeing a 
change in circumstances, and at this moment we are not without hopes. The 
colony is in the most beautiful state of cultivation; at least it was so when I left it; 
and we have been daily expecting some important measure of relief which would 
enable us to render this capital and this investment of some advantage to us, 

'which it is not now. 
3607. Mr. Miles.] With reference to the amount received for sugar from the 

colony last year, is not it a fact that upon every ton of sugar imported into this 
country there was a loss ?-Most decidedly, in my opinion; every ton of sugar r 
had anything to do with left a loss. 

3608. Was that the case in 1846 also 1-1 think it was in 1846 also. 
3609. Were you engaged in the actual superintendence of the estate yourself? 

-No; I was not resident on the estate, but every detail connected with the 
properties passed through.my hands. 

3610. Were you manager in the town for several properties ?-Yes; 1 furnished 
the funds myself, and was in the habit of superintending the estate myself; and 
not only so, but tne managers and all of them were under my appointment and 
administration. 

36Il. You had power to appoint fresh managers?-' Yes; the entire power, as 
much as if the proplrty had been my own. 

3612. What establishment had you on those properties; take, for instance, the 
one which had 400 labourers; should you call that your best estate i-No; it 
is a very fair 0 estate; it produces about 1,000 tons of sugar; we have a manager 
at 4801. a year; we have an assistant under him in charge of the field works at 
141. a month or 0 168/. a year; we have a second for the works at 961. a yea ... 
and we have a third, book.keeper and store·keeper, at 72/. a year. 

3613. Have you an engine on the estates ?-Yes. 
3614. Have you any engineer ?-We have a coloured man as engineer. 
,3615: No superintendent of that man 'I-No. 0 • 

3616. In case anything goes wrong what is done ?-They are very effiClent. 
o 361 7. What 
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3617. What is the rate of wages you pay your superintendent engiueer?-We Mr. E. Ch.pn.afl, 
pay the man who manages our mill ,50/. Ii year. . 

3 618. Have you any other head men on the estate?-We have carpenters and !/4 February 1848, 
,."heelwri!!hts, besides the chiefs of bands of the Indians. 
, 36J9. Will YOII enumerate the carpenters and so on 1-0n this estate we have 
three carpenters; they get 361. a year each; the blacksmith the same, and the 
,,'heelwrights the same; we have four coopers at 361. each also. 

3620. What do the· head men of the gangs of labourers get?-Thirty-two 
shillin~s a month. 

3621. In this establishment do'y1lU think you could effect any reduction r-I 
sbould say,the only hope we have in the reduction of cost is in the reduction of 
labour and rations. . 

3622. Do all those men get rations ?-Yes. 
3623. In what proportion ?-They get, generally speaking, a large ration; it 

is scarcely measul'ed to them; instead of getting the exact measure the labourers 
get, they get a fuller ration. 

3624. Have you any idea what that would cost ?-About 12 S. a month be­
sides. 

362,5. Have any of the book-keepers any additional rations to their allowance? 
-They take the general rations of the estate, and when they have filmilies we 
allow them a bag of rice per month. 

36:l6~ What is the common number of hours the labourers work on the estate? 
-'We do almost all our work by taskwork; that is to say, a great portion of it. 
We do carting by taskwork, and so on ; and cleaning, generally speaking, is done 
by taskwork; the only men that work otherwise are in the sugar-house and 
court-yard attached to the manipulation. 

3627. Do they get higher wages in the sugar-house ?-They get higher wages 
and extra rations. 
-3628. What more wages do you give them ?-The men in the sugar,house get 
2 S. to 4 s. a month more, and they are without any allowance as to their rations. 
We cook food for them during the day, and they get as much as they like. We 
have OD some estates rice and curry, and 60 on, boiled in the yard; that they can 
take when they like. . 

3629. What number of holll's do they work in the sugar-house ?-From six in 
the morning till about seven in the evening. 

3630. How many sets of pans have you got 1-T1V0 sets upon this estate, and 
a large vacuum-pan besides.· • 

3631. Is that for converting the sugar made in the first process?-Yes; \I'e 

clean and concentrate the sugar to about 15 or 16 degrees, and then it is passed 
into the vacuum-pan. 

3632. What quantity of it can you make in a weekr-On an average about 
10 tons a day when we are in full work; but in wet months, when we are only 
'at half-speed, we cannot get anything like that made. In the fine months of the 
yeaI', October, November, and December, we can easily make 12 tons a day • 

. 3633. It is of great importance to get tbe sugar off quick in the earlier part of 
the season I-We are obliged to cut the canes as they COllie to maturity; thev 
do not ripen all at once. '. ' 

3634. Have you any difficulty in obtaining the labourers at the proper time? 
-, -Yes, the utmost difficulty. I have seen this I!state left with 100 men out of 
450. 

3635. So that all your fixed machinel'y in your works is obliged to stand still 
for want of labour 1-That is the case in crop-time; to prevent which we are 
obliged to take men at almost any price, to. prevent such a severe loss as would 
otherwise follow. We are without any sort of efficient control over the· 
labourers. 
. 3636. You say they work by task in the field; what number of hours are they 
in the habit of workiug in the day r-Y ou will see men go out in the morning at 
six o'clock, Bnd come in at 10 and II, having finished, their task. 

3637. They will not wOI'k after that ?-No; they will not wOl'k after tbat. 
3638. Then the rest of the day is devoted to idleness ?-To what they please. 
3639. Have you never been ahle to induce them to work longer than that?-

We cllunot; in every band of men we have generaJly one-third, efficient good 
men, one-third middling desultory workers, and one-third good for nothing. 

0.32. D 3640. The 
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Mr .. B. Ch",,,,,,,... 3640. The labour you obtain there is not longer thon they have in the West 
Indies ?-That is the amount of labour tho. we can get. 

!t+ 'ebTU....,. 184&. 3641. 'Vhat quantity of eattle and mules have vou upon this estate 1-We 
have 58 mules and 50 bullocks. J • 

3642 • How far is the estate situated from the shipping place ?-About three 
miles and a half. 

3643. These mules and cattle Bre employed in bringinO' canes to the mills and 
bringing sug3l' to the wharf?-Entirely. " 

3644. Have there been any tram-roads laid down r-W e have Dothin" of the 
" sort at present. . 

3645. On no estate ?-No, no such thing; no sucn thing has been tried as 
yet. 

. 3646. Do you make any rum ?-We have gil'en it up; the taxes uplIn stills 
are so enorDlously heavy that it hIlS been quite out of the question to Reek a profit 
from that, we cannot distil with any ad vantage. 

3647. Was this tax introduced with a. view of stopping the distillation of rum? 
-That ",as the Government idea very much; it was with a view of stopping the 
distillation of rum on small estates. 

3648. The tax is 300 I. on a still, is not it ?-It is. 
3649. What do you do' with the molasses?- We make syrup sugar; we use 

the vacu um pan, consequently we work np our molasses very close indeed. 
. 3650. Do you export that sugar to the Cape or to Australia ?-No; we mix it 
with white sugars and send it home. 

3651. Does not that deteriorate the price 1-It does; but we consider it the 
best way. 

3652 • Is that done with any reference to the classification duties 1-No;. our 
~ugai"s are not good enoug:h to come any way near the classification duties. 

3653. Not even with the vacuum pan ?-N 0, we do not get colour t!nough; 
we do not use any animal charcoal, or any substance for the purpose of pro­
ducing artificial discolouration. 

3654 Do you make any sugar equal to the crystallized Demerara sugar f­
Our sugar is of a \'ery good crystal, but it is not of a good colour. We could 
do so, but we are prevented from doing so by want of labour; our expenses 
are so enormously great for labour that we cannot attempt anything of the kind~ 
Sugar coming from the Havannah is beautiful sugar; that is entirely owing to 
their regular system of labour. . 

3655 .. Do you ever grow any Guinea grass ill the island ?-No, we have 
nothin,\[ of the kind. 

3656. Have you ever tried it ,-No. 
3657. There is nothing that answers to that in the Mauritius?-No; our 

natural pasturages where we have them are very good. 
3658. Has it never occnrred to you to introduce Guinea. grass or something of 

that kind for feedinlt cattle ?-We have been s6 short of labour that we have 
never been able to gtve our 'attentiim to anything of the kind. We have been 
struggling for existence the last fuur or five years. 

3u59. Which has driven: yotl to· the entire cultivation of sugar ?-Yes. There 
has been· a constant struggle between us and the Government, and we have neither 
had means nor anything else to apply to any purpose of that sort. 

3660. You stated that the labourers are almost the blasters of the planters; 
how are the stipendiary magistrates' C'Ourts· held ? .... Ar a certain place in: the dis-
trict, generally the private residence of the magistrate, where he lives. . 

366 J. What effect would it have if the stipendiary ntagistrate were allowed to 
take the circuit of the different estates, so as to adjudicate each case upon the 
~state ?-If he did' it for purposes of good, it might do good. We used to have 
weekly visitations furmerly, and' they spread disorder throughout the entire 
country. 

366:2. The efi'ee't of their decisions was against the planter ?--Very generally. 
It was that which first upset our system of profitable production. 

3663. How were the cases adjudicated upon between 1834 and 18311 ?-We 
had Ii" rl'gular police law; we Ilad a pl'Dtectoref the quondam slaves. That was 
on a very different £ooting; the apprentice was bOund: to dOl his duty, aud the 
labourers that were first introdnced came under the same law as tbe apprentices 
were subject to. .,' 

3664. Who were the magistrates thllt introduced this syslem ?-We had sti~en­
diary 
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diary magistrates for the purp98e, who were called protectors, sent out from oMf'. E. chap_. 
England. 

3665. Were Ihose same men continued after.vards1-Some of them; we had. a .... February .8<fl!. 
great many new ones. 

3666. Do you bow what the number of stipendiary lDagistrates in the iHland 
is 1-Twelve or 14; I am not quite sure of the number. . 

3667. Have you any plan to propose as to how justice should be administered 
with ,.espect \0 stipendiary magistrates ?-WhBt we are most anxious for is to see 
a simple police law enforced in the colony, in lieu of special laws. We are now 
governed by Orders in CouDcil, lfind those Orders iu Council oot pul ill practice; 
but there are private orders issued from the Governor to the 6tipendiary magi .. 
trateE, which govern their conduct. As for anything like law, we do not know 
"'hat law we are governed by,becauEe they receive private instructions, first one 
week and then another. 

3668. They are liable to have fresh orders issued any day ?-They are issued 
according to the Governor's wishes; he sends a circular round to these magistrates, 
lIlnd they are considered by them as law. 

3669. Is D6 information laid before the colony of what those orders are 1-
No. they are sec~et orders; tbey ~re!lo.t Il.ven lai.d before th.e CO~DCi1. . 

3670. Is it enttrely a summary JunsdlctlOn whlcb those stlpendllll'Y magistrates 
possessi'-lt is; lind with DO appeal. 

367L Where t.be planter appeals to the magistrate himself, does he say under 
what authority he has acted ?-He gives his judgment. The only cases of appeal 
that have been ever known to be listened to, are where a magistrate gives an uIU'a­
judicial sentence; that is to say, where he outstrips his power altogether. 

3672. Have any petitions been sellt in from thl! planters themselves on the sub~ 
ject ?.,-There has heen no end to the representations that have been made to the 
Government. 

3673- Has any notice been taken of them ?-. We have received letters in 
answer showing the good-will of the Government, but we have seen nothing 
done. 

3674. Has there been allY gelleral meeting of the colonists held to lay theh' 
grievances before tbe GOl/eroment bere ?-There have been on so. many o.ceasions 
that tbe number ofthe petitions "'Quid be \edious to recapitulate. -

3675. You have never received any encollragement from the authorities, have 
you. io any way ?-No, not by any overt law have we received anything .to lead 
U1l to hope that the system will be cbanged to II good purpose; and I do nothesi. 
tate to say it is a perfect farce to suppose that any British colo.ny can thri-'e 
under such a system of free labour as we haye been living under {Ol' some time. 

3676. You say that lahour at present is about 6d. a day, and increased by the 
cost of the rations about lid. II. day?-It is about 6d. a day, which includes 
ratiollJ; that is the fl1U cost (If the labourer. 

3677. Would yll~ object to pay that rate for labour supposing you got full 
days' wark .continuously, witbout the . labourers absenting themselves 1-If we 
had efficient labonr we could alford to pay wages something like that; we should 
not grumble at the wages, but it is a melancholy thing to see such a sum of 
money paid for such an unjjatisfactory result as we get. 

3678. Do )'ou think the profitable cultivation in the Mauritius depends upon 
the wages being reduced below 6 d. ?-I think, considering tbat we feed tbelli, 
we ought, looking to the proximity of India, to have men at the rate of about five 
rupees II month; on that scale of wages the Indians saved large sums of mOlley, 
and thrived exceedingly_ 

3679. In the Mallritiu8 1-Yes; perfect satisfaction reigned among the Indialls 
and all classes, and we had efficwnt work from them: jf ·wages are increased 
continually, the inefficiency of the man increases as a matter of course; be will 
not continue to cultivate the cane. 

3680. When you Eay 108. a month, do you mean rations included ?-Five 
rupees a month, with reasonable .rations. 

368 J. Have you had any difficulty with the labourers as to the amoullt of rations 
·given to them 1-0f late years it ha~ been a constant scene of exaction; the mall 
is asked by the stipendiary magistrate .as . to whether he atipulated for this and 
that, and so on; the man is .reminded as to what he has not asked for as well 
al "'hat he has. so that the exactions become very great. 

3682. WOllid not it be much better for both parties that they should have 
0.32. D 2 simply 
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lifT. E. Chapman. simply wages, wit~out .rations at all ?-The Indian, I think, is too improvident fol" 
that: they very likely would almost starve themselves, and we should get nothing 

S4 February 1848. out of them. 
3683. Would they have any difficulty in going to shops to purchase ?-The 

Government have done e\'erything it could to prevent our having shops upon the 
estates. 

3684. In that case they would have to go to the towns 1-There are sbops in 
the country, but it would be attended with great desertion; it would add to the 
difficulty of continuous labour. 

3685. If labour is not reduced in the Mauritius below wbat yon now have it. 
do you tbink you can continue the sugllr cultivation successfully at the present 
scale of expense ?-I think with the present quantity of labour, and with our 
local expenditure, we cannot think of competing with any slave-growing country; 
it is out of the question, in my opinion; it is certain ruin. 

3686. You think tbat under no circumstances. whatever could tbe Mauritius 
compete with slave-grown sugar ?--Not without moderate protection; the pro. 
tection may be very moderate; things to result in the same thing must be equal; 
if our local expenditure be changed, and the character of OU1' labour improved as 
it ought to be, under sound regulations, a moderate protection would be sufficient 
for the colonies to equalize the difference between the slave and tbe fl·eernan. 

3687. What do you call "moderate protection" ?-I think we cannot do at 
present with a less protection than 10 s.; but I do not mean to say that, in a few 
years after we get the· new system organized, we migbt not be SUbject to some 
rp.duction from that amount. 

3688. For how long a period would you require this protection of 10 8. 1-lt 
depends entirely upon the measures of the Government itself; I do not think we 
can ever do without some degree of protection; I think it will always be more or 
less necessary. 

3689. Have you been able to arrive at any calculation as to what amount of 
protection a free-labour colony must require over a slave colony?-I should say 
if our labour were realIy placed 01) an efficient footing, with a. reduction of 
expellditut""" we might do with a less protection than 108. 

3690: Would 5 s. be sufficient ?-Five shillings to 6 s. mi!(ht be sufficient; but 
I am in earnest with respect to the change of system. ~itb that, 1 think a 
moderate protection might be sufficient, . 

3691. If Government were to set vigorously to work to remove all existinlt 
restrictions, bow long a period do you think it would take to get things in order! 
-To get the system fairly at work, from two to three years, 1 think. 

3692. Do you think the planters in the Mauritius would go on with the culti­
vation of their estates if they bad a protection of 10 s. for two or tbree years?­
I think even then we should want the local changes 1 have spoken of; but at the 
present moment, 1 speak it as a positive f.'\ct, having still in my own bands the 
administration of a large number of estates, that the credit of the Mauritius by 
the existing laws is annihilated in London; we cannot get assistance from Londoll 
merchants for the purpose of carrying OR our production. 

3693. What course do you mean to pursue 1-1 think everything will depend 
upon the result of the Report of this Committee; we are completely stopped at 
the present moment; we are selling our ~ugar in the Mauritius at the best price 
we can get. . 

3694. Applying the money you get there to the culth:ation of the properties? 
-Yes. 

3695, That in a short time of course must cease ?-It will cease most certainly; 
the principal merchants of this country connected with Mauritius are now in a 
state of insolvency, though the estates are in a perfect state of production, and 
complete as to machinery, buildings, &C. One would bave thought, therefo~e, t~at 
we should have found houses in London glad to advance money on tbe cultivation 
account, but we cannot find them. 

3696. You cannot get advances at so much pl;r ton ?-No, not to cover the 
expense () f cultivation.. . 

3697. What is the alternative, supposing no remedies are proposed by Govern­
ment'l--The estates will cease to be cultivatfld. 

3698. They will be abandoned altogether?-. Yes. . 
3699. That refers to the estates in your own possession ?-Yes, about twenty 

estates. 
3700. Yoo 
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3700. You would take off' the canes already 011 the ground ?-. It would be a Mr. E.. C/'apm.". 
matter of calculation what we could save from the existing position of the estates 
at the least possible outlay; but the whole vis of the thing, the whole spring and ~4 February 1848 • 
.energy of the colony is gone; the thing remains in order, but it is in a state of 
absolute prostration. The last three or four months in the present state of the 
mar ket have been ruin to the Mauritins, under tbe accompanying circumstances. 
I do not mean to say that we cannot produce sugar to meet a market like that, 
if Government would assist us in good faith. 

3701. What do you imagine you could really produce sugar for in the Mtmritius? 
-I should say as cheaply as in' lIny part of the worhl, if we had continuous 
labour.' . 

3702. As cheaply as they could produce it in India ?-Probably cheaper, con­
liidering their difficulties of internal carriage, and that our soil is much better. 

3703. What is about the return per acre of your cultivation ?-About a ton, I 
should say, thereabout. 

3704. Are you satisfied with thnt ?-We are not satisfied with that. I think 
if we had a better system, if we had not spread our cultivation 50 much, we 
. should have got more to the acre, and perhaps worked it at a grelltel' economy; 
but we have been forced illto the rapid spread with a view to relieving the 
·burdens which have existed on our property. 

3705. Are there any agricultural implements used upon your property ?-No ; 
the surface of the soil is too difficult. 

3i06. There is no hope of reducing the cost of cultivation, as far as improved 
machinery goes ?-N ot as respects any application to tile surface of the soil; it 

-lnust be manual labour. 
3ioi. There may be probably a reduction of the cost in the manufacture 

itself ?-I think we may have less waste; but still a great deal has been done 
.in tbe introduction of new machinery since 1843. Great efforts of that kind 
have been made. 

3708. With respect to the taxes collected in the island, you stated they might 
be redllced by one-half?-l should say at least one-half. 

3709. With respect to the general "allts of the island, are the public buildings, 
such as hospitals and prisons, and 50 on, ill such a state that you want to spend 
any large sum of money upon them ?-There are certain things required; but 
a great deal depends upon the scale IIpon which they are done. I should wish 

.to see them done with a greater regard to economy than some of the sums I 
have seen voted by the Government. By the last accounts from the island, they 

.. had voted 30,000 l. to build new court-houses, and their present court· house is 
equal to anyone of the district court· houses in this country; but this is to be 
set aside, and a new one built at a projected estimate of 30,000 t., which pro­
.bably will be 50,0001. hefore it is done with. 

37) o. During the whole time this large taxation has taken place, has there 
~een no improvement in the prisons, or things of that kind ?-Therc has been 
a I!reat deal of expenditure on the roads and bridges, and on some uf the public 
.edifices; but the money is pr,ncipally applied to official establishments, and to 
the garrison, and what you call the ex penses of the Crown, as connected wilh 
the garrison and the maintenance of the troops h,. the colony. 

37) 1. Do you think, in regard to the wants of the colony at present, the roads 
.and bridges, and different buildings, they are in a sufficient state for you to say 
that a great reduction of the expenditure may take place ?-Notwithstanding 
th.e requirings of the colony in these respects, I think a great saving of expense 
nught he established. 

3712. You think that a V!~ry large reduction may take place in the official 
salaries ?-I should sa~ very large, but particularly in the numbers employed. 

3713. Sir T. Bil'ch.J You spoke of your great difficulty being in getting con­
tinuous labour ?-We have no continuous labour; it is not a difficulty, but there 
js no such thing. 

3714. You also said that sugar might be produced at one-half the present 
p~ice if certain laws or regulations were passed enforcing continuous labour ?-I 
.old not separate the necessary chanaes to enable the colony to prodllce its su"ar 
cheaper; it is both a reduction ot the expenditure, and continuous labour ~e 
want, w~th a moderate protection; and that wbile we get those internal improve­
ments, 10 order to keep a check as regards the dillerence between slaves and 

0.32• ' D 3 freemen, 
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Mr. E. Chapmlffl. freemen, working as freemen ought to work, a certain degree of protection is 
absolutely necessary to Uti." . 

,,+ February 18+8. 3715. Have you turned your attentioil so far to the subject a8 to enable you to 
point out to the Committee what laws and <regulations there might be applied to 
labour r-One of the simplest things that has been proposed on the subject, viz. that 
no man should be allowed to leave his master', establi~hment without a ticket of 
leave, bas been disallowed by the Govel'llment. The greatest evil, however. is tbe 
short period of contract service; there it; no continuous labour under such a 
tiystem. 

3716. Cannot the contracts "be enforced?- The mall is not under contract 
under the present system; he has only to go and provoke his master to use any 
sort of vjolence towards him, and he can get his contraet broken. 

3717. Then lengthening thecontraet wou)d do no good ?-I consider that the 
'Contract in that case would be a very different engagement between the master 
and the man. It would not be the sacrifice of the two or three months' service 
which the labourer might still owe his Amster, but perhaps three or four years. 

3718. You think if a different·kind of contracts M'elle established it would have 
,a good effect ?-That would be the first base upon wbich im proved free labour 
can be obtained. 

3719. Is there anything else you would recommend ?-I think. doina away 
"with anything like special law would be an advantage. and that the remed y"should 
lie in a simple judicial plain police law between mlln and man. 

3720. Mr. Matheson.] You spoke of the improvidence of the Indian's cha­
racter as being a reaSOR why you think it desirable to give rations. Are you 
aware that it is not the custom to give rations to the same class of people in India? 
-It is not. 

3i21. Why do you therefore conceive it to' be llecessat'y in the Mamitius when 
it is not so in India ?-I do not think there is any parallel. I think ill India tbe 
labourers swarm, and if you lose the services of 500 men one day you get 
another 500 the next mOI'ning; and there is no necessity fol' any precaution". 

3722. Have you not plenty of people also in the Mauritius 1-1 have ex­
plained that the difficulty of obtaining labour in Mauritius is such that you may 
be ieft, on an estate requiring 300 men, to work it with 50, without the means 
of replacing the others, in the middle of your crop, and you may remain in that 
state for a week or a fortnight together. 

3723. That is owing to the imperfection of the Government regulation by 
·whichthose men should <be "kept tmder control ?-It is owing to the facility witla 
which they squat ;and absent themselves from every kind of useful employment 
whatever. 

3724. Mr. Hope.] In the event·of 6ugaraot being produced at the Mauritius, 
do you think anything else can be produced ?-I do not think anything else can 
be produced to repreSetlt in any proportion the capital now invested in the 
colony. I think if we had recourse to any other means of production whatever, 
it would be a wiping outaf the ·",hole @1 the capital now invested in it. 

3725. The contract with the labourer must now be J;IIade ill the Mauritius, 
must it not ?-Yes. ' 

3726. Whereas, under the fQrmer system, :it was made in Calcutta ?o-Yes. 
3727. Do YOll think that ·has work.ed injuriously to the colony ?-·Yes. I think, 

upon reconsidering the question of the improvement of Indian labour, one of the 
points is that we should have power to contract with the men in India, and obtai n 
them as we want them from their ,own country; ~he engagement might be made 
under the superintendence of a magistrate, to see that justice is done w the con­
.tracting party. 

3728. Do you imagine. that the competition for labour when the labourers 
lI·rrive in the Mauritius, IIctsdetrimental1 y to the planters ?-'-It 4s so dett'imental 

. rthat it raises the price of wages; it is the "cause, in fact, of everything that is bad; 
of necessity it induces the planters to compete one with the other·; having planted 
their canes ill the eKpectation of labourtQ get th~m ·off the fields at crop time, 
they lire compelled to competition. 

372 9. You were asked ·whether you thought 'anything could be done by the 
<colony itself in the way of improvement ; are nGt you at this moment asking 
Government for the permission to be allowelit. make thosepr&ctical improve­
ments 1-Ido not mean to say that the Mauritius may not be improved as a 

sugar 
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sugar producing country. but it must be under hope; we are totally witbout hope Mr • .e. Clwpmap • 
. at present; in fact we are ruined; tbe resources of tbe colony are prostrated. 

3730. Are you not at tbis moment asking Government to give you an oppor- v41'ebruary 1848• 
tunily of making those very improvements wbich will increase your power of com-
petition ?-We are, DO doubt of it. 

3731. Another question was asked you as to an increased quantity or sugar 
com pared with tbe price you obtained for it. Is that a fair way of com paring 
the crop of 1846 and 1847, unless you take the price per ton whicb you obtained. 
for it ?-There is no otber way of testing the price tbat I know of tban taking 
the price per ton. • • 

3732. An honourable Member of the Committee took it by comparing tbe 
ijuantity in hundred-weights. and then the quantity in money recei·ved·?-I cannot 
understand such a comparison. I do 'not lee tbat it involves any Fesult whatever. 

3733. You think the only way of testil1,l\' the comparative produce of one year 
and another is taking the price per ton 1-No doubt of it, . 

3734. What the crop fetched you in the market ?-Yes. 
3i35. You mentioned the amount of 45,000 tOllS of foreign sugar imported in 

11;47; what do you derive that figure from ?-I derive it from official puhli<: 
statements. 

3736. Do you mean that there was no more than 45,000 tons of sugar im­
ported ?-That was taken into consumption, the duties were paid and it came 
into consumption. 

3i37. The importation of foreign su~ar was very much more than 45,000 toos', 
wail not it ?-I am sure I am not very far from the mark. The Chairman stated 
that it was 48,000 tons. 

3838. I should wish you to draw a distinction between importation and con­
sumption 1-1 am not aware what the importation was. 

3839. Will you draw a distinction between the sugar that was taken into eon-
8umption and that which was imported ?-I distinctly did so in tbe early part of 
my evidence; I said that 45,000 tons of sugar bad come into consumption. 

3740. Do you know anl.'thing with regard to the condition of the negroes after 
the apprenticeship ceased .-Yes; I know as mucb about them as anybody does, 
T tbink, and 1 believe that scarcely anybody knows very much what has become 
of them, they have been so thoroughly lost sigbt of in various ways, that no good 
account of them is to be given by anybody. 

3741. Are you aware wbether any attempts were made to induce them to 
labour ?-I think every possible attempt \\'as made to do so; every inducement 
that could be held out to them was held out to them to induce them to stay on 
the estates and labour. 

3742. Everything in the way of offering them fair wages ?-Yes; and I think 
they would have worked bad it not been for the facility given tbem by Govern­
ment of settling upon tbe Crown lands; I think tbat was a fatal blow to the in­
dustrial employment of the fjuoruJam slave population. 

3743. In fact the result has been that they have not worked?-The result has 
been that only a fractional part of them have !lver remained and been seen in OUf 

sugar. ,,'orks. 
3744 •• You think the planters themselves ar~ nor to blame ?-1 am certain 

they are not to blame in any way; they have aone their utmost to induce those 
people to work by every kindness and persuasion, and by the offcr of most· 
liberal wages, and always placing them in honourable employments, and tbose 
which were calculated to distinguish them. ' 

3745. Mr. Moffatt.] How many years have you been connected with the Mau­
ritius ?-Seventeen vearS • 
. 3i46. In what year did the export of sugar commence 1-1 cannot tell you; 
it was many years before I arrived in the colony; about 1825, I think. 

374i. You are partly a producer of sugar; you have estates of your own, 
and you have also the agency of other estates ?-That has been my position in 
the colony. 

3748. The Mauritius sugar of a fair ,average quality you say costs you in 
production abou t 18/. a ton 1-Yes. 

3749. Will you give the Committee the details how you ascertain that cost '/ 
-I have not got the details of it; it is divided under various heads .. 

3750. Is the statement you hold in yonr hand a return for one yead-It is not 
an absolute return; it is a statement of the projected scale upon wbich an estate 
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Mr. E: ti!ip .. aio. was ilecided to be' culti vated in conformity with the "then existing Circumstances. 
---,-,.- of the colony. ' .' 

'!Z4 Februvy 184'8. 375). Can you state to the Committee the actual result from your own estates 
of the cost of production ?-I have not the documents with me to prove the exact 
result. 

37.52. Arc they in tIiis country1-No.' 
375~. You ~~n only in respect to the. cost of sugar give an estimate ?-I csno 

only give an estimate. 
3754. And that estimate shows a cost of ) 81; a ton ?-Yes; we have some 

e~tates whi~h can produce sugar cheaper; there are some, that produce it con~' 
siderably hlgher~ 
. 3755. Will you sta~e to ~he C~ml!littee in that estimate what proportion con., 

51Sts of labour 1-10 this estimate It IS alJout 50 per cent.; that is. nothing but 
absolute labourers' wages and expenses. ' 

3756. You state 'that in that estimate it is for an estute which has pr~i1uced' 
1.000 tons ofsugar?-Yes. , " 

3757. What number of acres were under cultivation to produce that ),000 
tons 1-1 think 700 or 800 acres. 

3758. That is equivalent to an acre and a quarter per ton ?-Yes. 
3759. What quantity of rum was'produced on,that estate?-None; it is 

worked "'ith a vacuum pao, which leaves IitLle or no residue applicable to the­
making of J'Um, even if the revenue laws of the colony, allowed us to make I'um to. 
advantage, which they do not. ," 

3760. What do you estimate to be the average c.ost of cultivation per acre ?-'-' 
I cannot state that, inasmuch as it differs according to the age and state ,of the 
canes. 

3761. In,fact, you have no positive details that 'yoll can give to tne .Committee 
as to the' actual cost of produciug sugar 1-No; I' can only give an estimate 
of it. The last three years. ill the, Mauritius basbeell a period of' great and; 
unu$,ual' effort; it hll$ not been matter of calculationexactly what the total cost 
is per ,cwl., in. cons.!!quence of\:?lIr efforts having been ullusualand excessive.to, 
enahle us to compete in the bome market. . , 

3762, You stated, tbat tliere was a, great want of capital in the Mauritius at 
the present time; can you gi ve the COipmittee any idea of the amount of capitaL 
wl)il;hhas been invested in the Mauritius since) 843 ?-Since 1843, I can only' 
judge of it from the published accounts of the lal'ge houses whicb have failed in, 
connexioll with the Mauritius. Judging from ~y. own friend~ I have put it down: 
as exceeding half a million. , 

3763. HilS that.money been invested on mortgage?-, NQ i 'in cultivation. The' 
amount of balf a million of money has ,been hona fid(i advanced for cultivation. 
durin~ the lastJbree years from 1843 to.I8'46, 1 should say, at least. 

3i64. Secured to the parties who have: advanced it by mortgages on the estates,) 
their produce being consigned to houses here ?-Such advances are very seldom 
secu~ed by mortgages. , " ,. 

3765. V pon what security has this half a million of money been advanced ?-.. 
It has been advanced on the credit of the estates, to the planter who is on the' 
ne~rest relations .of trust, and sci on, wi,tb the. I.Igents of the. house advancing tile. 
money in the colony. , .,,' , 

3766. That money hus been mainly advanced by the commercial houses in this. 
~ounLry ?-Almost'entirely so. .• . 
. 3797. Upon the faith that the produce should be consigned to thelD I-U pOll 

the faith that the produce should be consigned to them or sold on the spot. The 
planteI' might send it to London or sell it on the spot, as the greatest advantage 
might be !!ained from it. ' 

3768. Have you' been largely,engaged in negotiating such adya~lCeS ?-Yes, 
very. " . 

3769. Can you give the Committee a statement of the charges which tbe goods. 
are subject to. both, when they are sold on the estates in the Mauritius Bnd when' 
they come to London ?-Interest on advances in the Maul:itiusvaries frOID six'to, 
nine per cent., according to the circumstances of the case. 

3770. Is not the :colonial rate of interest generally at nine per cent. where you. 
have made advances upon estates 1-, It is not with u,s; we have be~n cOlDpelled 
to reduce it; very generally advances on an estate are at sevlln' per cent. The. 

. legal 
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legal rate of interest in the colony is nine per cent. The next charge is commis- Mr;~. C4opm4n. 
si(jll on sale. 

3771. Which is five per ceut., is it not ?-It varies from two arid a half to five g+_Fe~,. i8+~, 
per cent. 

37;2. The next charge 1-We have no other commercial cbaTges, except those 
which are hond fide paid, such BlI wharfage charges, warehuusing, and so on, 
whicb come to 10 per cent. - -

3773. Thai is ou sugar sold in the Mauritius ?-Taken in this sense, there are 
four per ceut. commercial charges, and six per cent, reduction for discount sold 
for cash, as shown by the price currant; the commercial charges amount to four 
per cent. on the planter's sultar, and six per cent. on sales allowed tbe purchaser. 

3774- Then there is agent's commission also ?_Two and half per cent. 
- 3775. And brokerage one-half per cent. ?-Yes'i/, 

3776. Then tbere is the charge for counting and paying money?-That IS 
never charged to our own eshtes, of course; nor do the planters who are in a 
moderately independent -position pay it; it i~ a charge we stipulate for when we 
make large advances, but as a general rule it would not apply. 
- 3777. It appears frOID the statement YOIl have been /lood enough to give in 

that the planter pays, when you are very lenient to him, 21 per cent.; when you 
exact to the ordinary puint it is 24- per cent. r-If the interest of the account 
current comes to hi!> cr~dit, which it does in the course of the year on the culti­
\1ation aeCOlln!,- instead of that you must tuke off seven per cent., and ad(1 some" 
thing in hi~ favour; the interest on the accollnt is simply thi~, the dill"erence 
between his expenses commencing the 1st of May, paid monthly, lind the pro­
ceeds of his sugar 80111 from the 15th of Septembel·. The difference at the end of 
the year is a mere question of interest of a few hundred 1I0llars. -

3778, The question relers to those planters whose estates lire under mortgage; 
and pledged to you and your correspondents in London ?-He is suhjec~ to a-, 
legal charge of seven per cent. as a general rule. 
- 3779, It appears therefore that a planter, from his commercitl! position, I~bours 
undt!r a disadvantage before his sugar qllits the Mauritius of .. chargeW4"yjng from 
'll to 24 per cent. ?-I cannot understand for an instant bow you come to such a 
couclusion; many planters owe I)othing on their- estates. 

3780. Tbe question refers to those planters who 111'8 invoh'ed 1-It cannot be 
soid that tbe man's produce is saddled with that cbarge ; he has his enoa"ements to 
meet; his commercial charges are as light as. they can be ill any part of the 
world. 

3781. The questionll I have asked you are from the official statement, sent 
home by Sir William Gonl/o; that statement is substantially confirmed by you in 
reference to planters wbo have received advances tram the London houses 1~1 
think,a ver~ erroneous impression may,be taken froDl those. figures; tbe six per 
cent. III realIty makes no ddference to the planter whatever; J& is a mere conven­
~ional charge between the huyer and the seller; the price is not influenced by it 
10 any way, 

8782. -It is six per- cent. out of the pocket o( the planter, is not it 1-Certainly 
not; it is a mere condition be~ween myself, for instanc«;l, or II person selling the 
~ugar for me, aud the buyer. , 
_ 3783. Is the value of his sugar less six per cent. ?-. The planter receives the 
price at which the sugar is sold at the public sale less sil' per cent., apd the real 
value of the sugar is always taken tbat way, as being the established rule in the 
market. -

3784. Is it the practice to sell hy public allction ? -Yes, by a silDilar process, 
"ventes en conuurrence; " and whatever is sold liS II matter of cpurse is sold Ilnder 
aix per cent. discount. 

3785. Remitting that, it would appear there remains a charge to the planter of 
J 6 per cent. upon tbe value of his goods ?-I do not see how that i~ 'made out. 

_I have seen the stlltement to which tbe Honourable Member al\udlls before, 
and it is a lJ)Ost decided Qlisrepreselltatiol! of tbe circumstances; notbing Can be 
lUore incorrect t?an the, way ill which that statement is put upon paper; it leads to 
most erroneous ImpreSSions. 
. 3786. The supposition has bitherto heen that the sugar is 5014 in Port- Louis; 
wl,,,t are th~ additional charges, in case the sugar is brough~ ~ome here to be 
sold ?-The c1larges here are two and a half pei'cent. commiSSIon, -and hlllf per 
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IIr.1;. CMptrIIlII. cent. brokerage;. all the rest are the charges for'WarehollSing Ilnddock doe., and 
so on. 

g ... Feb!"""y 18+11. 3787. The bighest known charge in this market is two 'and a balf per cent., is 
it ?-It is, and half per cent. brokerage. 

3788. Wbatis the charge for del credere 1-00e per. cent. 
. 3789. Those charges are bond fide upon the value of the Bugar.1-. They are 
bondfide upon the sale price of the sugar. • 

3790. Is tbatthe real price, or is it the price with the duty added to it 1-lt is 
the bond fide money 'Which the merchant has to encash, and the sum that passes 
through .his hands. . 

3i91. Will you state wbether . the price upon. which you make those charges 
includes duty or not ?-Yes; it is 2 i per cent. upon the price of the sugar. 

3792. And the del credere applies to.thatr--Yes,I believe it does. 
·3793. Will you state what number of estates nreunder advances in the Mau­

,itius 7-1 should think almost all of them are more or less dependent upon 
ad vances for assistance. , 

3794. Y 011 state that thone are the additional charges upon the sale of the sugar 
41uty-paid; are those charges imposed (.In foreign sugars when they come to this 
country ?-If duty is paid upon them. 

3795. Do you knowit?-Most decidedly. 
3796. Do the East India houses charge commissionalld del credere 1-There 

JlJay be one or two exceptil)ns in London; but generally speaking, the rule is to 
charge commission 00 the long price; the merchants advance the dllties and come 
under disbursements to the Government previously to the sale. 

3797. You attribute the great disadvantage under which you state the Mau­
ritius, to be labouripg ,at .present to the inefficiency of the la"'s regarding labour? 
-The principal cause is the inefficient state of our labour; ,it is not only the laws 
with regard to it, but its whole position is inefficient for the purpose. 

3798. Do not the laws as at present in force ~mpower the plunter to stop 
rations as well as wages during the absence of a labourer; Ilud turther, do they 
not enforce a penalty equal to the wages which would have been received had the 
men been at work 1-The law is a dead letter as regards any power the ill aster 
has; the law as regards the power of the master, as we read it, is a dead letter in 
the Mauritius. 

3799. Am I right in my impression as regards that clause 1-You are l'!'fong a8 
regards its application. , 

3800. Is thot the la .... 1-lt may be the law, but it is subverted by the local 
instructions which are given to the stipendiary magistrates, and the mallner in 
which they are carried out. 

_ 3801. Is'not there this provision also, imprisonme,nt with h~rdlabour, at a~d 
after the rate of one dais imprisonment for each day s absence r-It may be so In 

the law, but it is seldom or never enforced . 
. 3802• And that the absentee shall make up, at. the tet~ination .of his e~gal!e. 

ment,' whatever period he has been absent ?-It IS nev~r m any Instance III the 
Mauritius known to have been obtained by a planter ; It is a dead letter to all 
intents aud purposes. ' 

3803. Are there not other penalties ill the wri~te.n law protecting. the planter 
'against tile mis~onduct. of the labourer ?--r:h.ere IS ~n the colony .an IDt~rrerence 
with the law on the part of the local authorities, wl)l~h subverts Its actlvlty,and 
renders it a dead letter as regards any use to the parties. 

3804. You referred to private circulars sent by.the Governor; can -you p~o­
duce any such circular ?-No, they are kept secret m the colony, but the'maglil"" 
trates say themselves they have acted ullder s~ch ?rdcrs. . , 

38"5. Were not you a member ~f the Leglsla.tlVe C?uncd 1-1 was. . 
3806. Could you not protest agamst those pflvate c.ll·culars ?-I never ha~ it . 

in my power, not having actual' documents to prove It, but I bave often raised 
the question 'a~to·labour. . 

3807. It is ollly, then, upon heal'say·evidence that you bave stated that such 
private circulars were issued ?...;..It is upon the declarations of the stipendiary 
magistrates themselves. , . 

3808. But you bave never hnd sufficient proof to warrant, you. i~ makmlt that 
statetllcntin your official character as member of the town councll r-No, I have 

not. . . b .s) d h· h 
~ 809. Are. you aware that there ,is a .law. in eluStellce III tel an w IC 
'" ' render; 
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renders all Coolies, not under II stamped engagement to II sugar-planter, amenable Mr. R CAopmaN. 
to a tax of four dollars a month 1-That has heen passed since I left the colony. 

3810. When did you leave'!-In September 1846.' '4 February 1848• 
3811. Do vou know what the operation of that law is?~I had a letter from 

the Mauritius"the other day stating that the only part of tht' law which was totally 
useless wastbe tax on unemployed labourers, whicbwns' never· put into exe-
cution. 

3812. Under the same law, enacting that·all persons harbouring Coolies not 
under. such engagements are sllt~ect· to a heavy fine, cannot theip houses be 
entered 10r the purposes of ,search and inquiry?-That is a new law which has. 
been published in .the !t'Iauritius with a view to improvement; I trust it will pro­
duce it; it comes at the eleventh hOllr at all events. 

3813. The·accounts you have subsequently received give some ·Iittle hope and 
promise frelm that luw., do, they 1-1 think it will be·ameans of improvementj and 
we need it. . 

3814. You slated that the planters' were exceedingly' oppres3ed by: beavy 
taxation; will you state what amount of direct taxation the plantersbave to 
bead-l look upon the Mauritius as b~ing solely a sugal>-producing colony, ·and. 
that its produce is more or less directly taxed for the whole colony. The plantel' 
pays, directly or indirectly, the wbole taxation, or very nearly so; there is' no, 
other means of revenue to the culony but the staple produce of it. 

3815. The direct laxation is equivalent to about 18. per cwt. ?-He pays that 
at 1111 events, for he pays· the amount of duty of 11. a ton before it leaves the 
harbour. 

3816. The charges of the Mauritius, as· a militafY station, are riot borne by 
the planters, are they; ..... They are borne by the Government, to a cO!lsiderable 
extent; we pay tbe colonial allowance for the troops. 

3817. You stated in regard to paying the labourers, that they could not be 
trusted to buy their own rations; that they were an exceedingly improvident 
race ?-I do not think, myself, it would 'answer; I think it would work ill. 

3818. And yet. you stated that many of them had accumulated large sums ·otl 
money ?-. Yes;.1 wished to, have qualified the expression when I used it. I look 
lipon them, as regards money, as a most provident people; they are very saving; 
but I believe if th~y were compelled to find their own rations, they would almost 
atarYe·themselves ralbet Ihanbuy a sufficient quantity. I do not think they are 
to be trusted to care for theulselves and their families to· buy the necessary supply' 
of provisions. 

3819. Do the people hoard 11 great deal of money 1~ Yes. . 
38zo. That would confirm the report of Sir William GOlDm. on the 11 th of. 

Mllrch 1846, that. the departures of· these Indians, at tbeir own expense, conti­
nued to he very numerous ?~l think there were a great many went away. . 

3821. You have stated that it is impossible that the Mauritius can compete with' 
the Havannah, by reason of1abour being so much cheaper in the Havannah 1·­
I bavesaid that our labou!' is so extremely unsatisfactory and so insufficient, that 
at the existing prices we cannot compete. I do not know what the cost of labouI' 
is in ~he Havannah; 1 only know that ours is comparatively useless for out;,pur-: 
poses; it is exceedingly expensive, and totally ineffieient. 

3822. You have not instituted any comparison as to the cost of labour in the 
Mauritiu9 and in the ·Havannah ?-I do not know the cost of labour in the 
Havannah, therelore I could not do so. 

3823. But YOIl have expressed an opinion that slave countries can produce 
augu lUuch cheaper'lhan you can 1-1 am sure they can in our existing positipn. 

3824. Do yo~ know anything as to the' capital employed in the sugar cultivaol 

tion in the island of Cuba?-I am conversant with the working of slavery, and the 
,supply uflabour that th!lY have, aud that they milst produce very cheaply as the 
natural consequence. 

38z5. At w hat do you estimate the cost of slave labuuT 1-ln the M.turitius 
we have not seen anything but qualified.slavery; I have seen slavery there, but 
notil!avery in-active force, but only under protecting laws, and witb. qualifications 
which would dive.t it of its severity. '. ' 

38~~. What was the 'cost of s~ave lahour tha~, ou had . experience of in the 
MaUritius 1-1 have reason to think thaI the cost was from 3 t. l.O S • . to 41. a 
man, per annum. 

38:l7. Upon what calculation do you base that ?..,..Upon a 
0.32. E 2 

calculation Ilh8ve 
made; 
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lIIr. E:'C/lQprnQ". mftde; tbat is the cost of food and clothing, witbout any reference to interest _of 
. 8 capital. 

~4 febrllary I 48. '88M 7Zrl ] uTh d . be h ' , 3 2. r. n' son. .. at 0 you estlmat!'! to t e wear and tear of slave 
labour ?-I have heard it differently stated; the mortality varied; 00 some estates 
it was less Ilnd on others it was more; the public returns showed that our mortality 
in the Mauritius was not more than three per" cent. durin" the period tbat 1 was 
in the colony. "', 

3829' Mr. Mqffatt.] What was the estimftte of the value of the 5lave~ ii-Our 
slaves were valued for the compensation at 691. a head, but we received in reality 
only 30 I. 

3830. The current rate nf interest of money in the Mauritius varies from seven 
to nine per cent. 1-Yes. 

383]. You stated that you thought the colony of Mauritius would revive 
if you maintained a moderate protective duty, and you went on to say that' 
108. per cwt., you tboup;ht, would be II moderate protective duty ?-Our, object 
before this Committee is to state the, plain trnth of the case as regards the sugar 
plantations in the Mauritius; 1 do not' think the Mauritius can Jive unleaa new' 
regu1ations take place in its economy, and a ,complete change be made in the 
system of its labour; and added to that, I think a moderate protective duty must. 
be maintained, first of all, to allow us to regain our position under the new re!(u­
lations to be introrluced, and next, to me!'!t the difference of expense as betweell 
slave Bud free labour; for; in my opinion, it is utterly impossible tbat with any 
free labour, such labour as Englishmen would wish to see existing in the colony, 
)'ou can have the same result as they have with slavery, and tbere ought therefure 
to be a duty either more or less' in aruount.· Till we can see our way ,clear I 
should 'as~ to have a ]08. duty, and I should hope that we should be. able, before 
long, to see that duty reduced; but 1 ask for that, in order to place us:in the 
SRDle position BS the Spanish plunter, under the advantagea whicli he has of his 
slave labour. 

3832. If you had efficient labour it would reduce the cost of your sugar to 
halt ?-I think it would; but we should not be even then on an equality with the 
planters in the Spauish colonit's, and therefore we say, place U8 on :an equality by 
givitig us a moderate protection. It would be necessary to give us that protec­
tion in order toplace us on a fair footing of equality withtbe slave owner. anlj 
the, slave proprietor, or his labour will beat us out' of the ,field by the very 
considerable advantage tllat he has in his labour being continuous and more 
productive. ' 

3833. You stated that the misgovemment of the Colonial Office was a cause, and 
Ii great cause of the evils underwhieh you were suffering in the Mauritius.?-The 
"'ord WaS not my adoption, and I wish not to use that expression, because 1 do not 
approve of it; but the government of the Colonial Office has, in my opinion, been 
one great cause of the evil. ' '", , . 

3834. You do not attribute the evil to free trade, but to the misgovernment of 
the Colonial Office ?-The Act of ] 846 found the planters in the Mauritius reduced 
to tbeir last resources, and effectually sealed their ruin; they were not able to meet 
~t, having exhausted their resources in the hope of better times coming. 

3835. Can you give the Committee information with respect to the cost of 
sugar in 1844, when the duty was reduced ?-The change of duty found us in a 
;state of the greatest difficulty; we were atruggling for existence; 1843 found 
our estates in a state of abandonment; we had been before tbat time at great 
expense in renel\ing them. . " . ' 

3836. Was there allY thing in the legislative interference in J838 which caused 
that state of things 'that you speak on-Certainly; we were deprived of labour 
for four yeara. 

3837. Are you conversant with tbe state of labour in the Mauritius, from 1834 
to 1839 ?-Yes. ' 

3838. Was there any restriction then !-Yes; in 1838 came the Or~era in 
Council, from London, restricting labour. 

3839. Wbat was the amount of the export of sugar in 1834 '1-10 1834-35, 
it was 36,000 tons. . 
. 3840. What was the amount of the export of sugar in 1836-371-Sixty-fi98 
thousand tons. 

384]. So that it appears that, under all tboseres.trictions, your pr?<iuction 
has more than trebled itself?-'-But the colony has ,laId out,. 1 am afnud to say 

, "hat 
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'What sum I but, 1 . should say altogether, privately and otherwise, 600,000 I. to Mr. E, CA.!'."'.,,:. 
700,0001. for immigration. . • 

. 3H42" Hllve you any data. fortbat?-Yes;. 250,000/. were, stated to bave '4F.eb~u~l'J'184~' 
be.en paid by private iudividuals alone, and lit least 300,000 l.or 400,000 l.ha\1e 
been paid by Government at different times for. immigration, which would make 
it about 650,0001. I have not tbe exactfigures,.hu~.l shall.he able'tofurllish 
them. 

3843. You calculate that 88 part oLthe cost of the production of 'sugar? 
....,...1, put that as .the reason why tlle colony was. in a condition to produce t~at 
quantity of sugar. ' 

"3844. ·Then that is to be put upon the cost of the production .of sugar ?-I"'eg 
your pardon; tbe cost of producing sugar as ~tated by me is the absolute cost, 
the outlay of the merchant. 1 do not include in that the payment by Govern-
ment for immigration., .,' .: .'., 

3845. ,You say thllt 700,0001. has, been paid ,by the estates for immigration? 
....,1 mean to say that it. has been paid by the colony, and that with a view to 
increase the power of the colony to produce sugar. . 

3846. The taxes have been r~ised to qefray that expense. ?-Yes; or it ,has 
been paid out of the private purses of individuals. of wbich at least 250,000/. 

~~w~id. . ' 
,'3847. Mr. Wilson.] Supposing a protective duty of lOS. a cwt. were put on 
sugar now, have you considered how long that protective duty should be con­
tinued ?-I am inclined to think that if we had a duty OCIOS,' acwt., and also 
legislative enactments in order to give us an ,efficient description of labour in 
the Mauritius on a fair and proper footing, in two or three years you would 'see 
the Mauritius, BOd. other colonies similarly situated, produce sufficient sugar .for 
the consumption of this country, and that', we should leave the foreigner to find 
his own way; Bnd then the protective duty, if. it were reduced to 5s. or 68./ 
would act merely as a check in the event of any unfortunate season "that 'might 
happen, in order to ,prot!!ct.the British manufactnrer from. the impOl'lation of 
sugar,.growu by slave labour, with all the abominations attending it. :, 
· • 3848. If ,there "'ore a protective duty of 108. a cwt., Bnd J;'egulations witlt 
respect to labour were introduced, ,hat would .be sufficient 1-Fresh confidelice 
would, be giveu to the cultivation of sugar in the .Mauritius. 
-3849. And "'e might fairly look for a lar!(e iucrt;ase in the produce of sugar in 
the British colonies '/-,1 have. not a doubt, that there would be a cOllsiderable 
increase if that system was carried out in good earnest by all parties. ' 
; ,3850. That is, if you have no· impediment placed,in.your way vrith regard t6 
obtaining labour?-Yes,if proper arrangements were made, and we got proper 
'laws to seeure the performance of labour on tbe palt of the.imliligrant~ . .' 

3851. Do you happen to know what was· the total quantity of British sugar 
that was imported into this country last year ?-I am n<!t aware,' ': 
,. 3852 ... You Brenot aware that it.was 280,000 tons ?-Ibelieve it was some-
'Where thereabouts. .' .' . 
· 3853. What was the entire consumption of the country?-Two hundred and 
ninety thousand. tons. - ' " . ". ' 

3854. Thp.refore, already the British colonies produce within 1'0,000 tons of 
our entire consumption ?-. They do, but they are rapidly decreasing in prosper-to 
· '3855, Supposing ,tbis protective duty of 10 S. a cwt. were really conceded fo 
the British colonies, and all other arrangements were made which you propose 
with regard to labour, there would be no reduction, but ori the contrary' a con­
'siderable increase in tbe cultivation 1-1 do not know tbe. state of the West Iodia 
,colonies suffici~tly to say whetber there will, be a falling off in, the production 
this year, but 1 think that the cultivation in the Mauritius would be taken up again, 
it being at tbis moment, I may say, prostrate.' " 

3856. Looking at the East Indies, where we know the price alone regulates 
the amount that comes to this country; looking, to,the Mauritius, and to tbe 
capabilities of Trinidad, Bahama, and all tbe West. India colonies, the resour~es 
of which are not yet drawn out more than a hundredth part; your belief is that 
we should produce more sugar tban we consume in this country r.-Ye~, that is 
my opinion. . • 

3857. Supposing we produce 350,000 tons, that would not be a materill.l 
increase upon the present quantity produced ? .... No. .' . 

385&. Jf we consumed, only 30Q,000 . tons, Jeaving 50,000 tons surp,)us, have 
<: .. i O.3~. . E 3 you 
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lit, E, eli.ponGR, you'-considered what' would be the effect of the protection that was given, and' 
what would be done" ith the 50,000 tons ovrr and ahove that which we should 

~4 Februar,1848. consume ?-But t"king the rule of price at a moderate ~t"ndard, I think we 
should see our consumption considerably exceed 300,000 tons, but at present we 
are too milch maimed to IIlHke any very rapid increase. 

3859. It is no matter to you asa sUl!arimporter whether a low price is pro­
duced by the increased quantity or by the diminished protection. the only ques­
tion with you is the price ?-No douht of it. 

3860. It is a matter of indifference to you from what the low prices arise; 
.but the real thing which does influence you is tile price ?-Yes. 

3861. Therefore, if your condition is to be improved, it can only be by raising 
the 'price of sugar ?-By diminishing the cost of production j it is not merely 
i'ai,sing thEl price. 

3862. If the protection is to act in your favour, it can onty act by raising the 
price: an increased quantity of labour will operate in reducing the cost j but as 
far as. the }08.' protection, goes, if it is te be a benefit to you, it 'can, only be by 
raising the price 1-1 sbould say that it would have the effect of preventing a faU 
of price rather than of causing a rise; it would give U8 an· access to this mark.et 
for a certain time. : 

3863. With our extensive su~ar colonies, if we were to encourage them in the 
lWay you propose that they should be encouraged by the protective duty of 1 0 I., 
and by regulations giving them an additional supply of labour at;lt reduced cost, 
it is quite clear that there would be a large increase of production; but do you 
lIee any ~eason why we should anticipate a material increase in the consumption '1 
-I see from such chan~es the ce~tainty of a reduction in the cost. 

3864. But in the first instance the. reduction in the cost would be interfered 
"itb by the increased protection; if you are to have a lower price of sugaf\ the 
prmection will do you no good, because your present position is one of ruin 1 .... 
iBut then, I. would ask, Bre you satisfied that the Spanish colonist is at present 
producing at his lowest price? I do not think. he is. 

3865. Have you reflected upon what the consequence would be of the increased 
.production consequent upon those two causes 1-1 have, and I am inclined to 
think you will bring. about a low standard of price, and I think that is before us 
as a matter of certainty. What we are wishing for is to obtain such a reduction in 
the cost of our labour as will enable us to lIIeet the planters of .Brazil and Cuba. 
The object of prottlction at the present time is to enable us, at all events, to look 
and see how ,.-e cau goon in· competition with the Brazil plllnter. Ifwedonot 
increase our production in that time, it will be very sad to find ourselves exposed 
without protection to a system that is sure to ruin us. Let protectioll' take placs 
now, and it will be easy for. Parliament a· short time hence to say, that any law 
made for. 0111" protection shall be done away. 

3866. An increase of production has taken place to a large extent, and if the 
protection were to be: continued at .10&., ·and con6deneeroestored, and labour were 
more ahundaut, the production would necessarily go on to increase j if we are to 
believe, any thing lIVe hear about the capabilities of.Trinidad. and Bahama, and the 
East Indies, and Singapore, we are led to that conclusion ?-I should say it would 1 
but the coiGrues are so paralyzed as to require time to produce that result. 

_ 3867. But in that Cllse they :would be no longer paralyzed; you would have 
the cure that you proposer-They are now reduced to such a.lowebb as to require 
time to recover themselves j they require assistance for a year or two to euable 
diem to gain something like strength; they are completely in prostration. 

3868. Has the export of sugar from the colonies in the last year been larger 
than for many years ?--,But It bas been at a great loss to the planters. 

3869. But is it not the fact that the growth of sugar in the colonies has been 
larger in the last year than for many years?-Yes. 

3870. And does not tbe growing crop show a very little reduction _ in that 
amount (-Aboutl 0 per cent. reduction as reb>ards Mauritius • 

. 3871. Then what you. fear and what ,the colonies fear is, not ill _ much the 
actual state of things at present, as Ille prospective oonsequence of the prese~t 
pricesl lind the _ present Slate of the law 1 ...... But the preseDt state of the !IIW 19 
ruinous. . 

3872. It is ruinous as flIT as the profit is concerned, but not as regards th_e ext~nt 
of cultivation ?-llecause we bave maintained our eitates and laid out our capItal 
in&lIe,bop'e efbctte.r,tim!ls,·and it !uts'nol ,been -based cllpolJa specUlation wbich 

was 
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>vas in. itself calculated to restore us· to prosperity; it has been a .last eWort .that .Mr. E. Chap""'''' 
:.ve have made. 

3873. But at the present moment the cultivation has not ceased ?-No; but it 841!e1!'uu"Y ls.a. 
Uueatens to cease. 

3874. But the injury that you apprehend to the sugar cultivation in the British 
colonies is a prospective injury?-We are suffering under the Order of J 846 aj; 
this moment as much as persons can suffer from any wound whatever. 

3875. You are suffering from low prices having stopped the -supply?-Yes; 
attended with accumulated charges which are sufficient to ruin us. 

3876. I understand the re8Swns from which tbe colonies are now suffering, but 
tbat has nothing to do with the extent of sugar which is under cultivation at the 
present moment. Supposing this very night Parliamellt were to pass a Bill giving 
you a protection of lOS. a cwt. for 10 years to come guaranteed, and that yo.u 

. had every r('8son to )Jelieve that all the regulations with regard to labour that you 
have suggested, and all the regulations tbat you have urged with reaard to the 
!l0verument of the island of Mauritius would be carried into effect, by the next 
overland mail, everybody interested in sugar cultivation in the Mauritius would 
send (lut instructions to cOlltinue the cultivation of sugar 7--1 think they would. 

3877. Then there would be no material reduction in the amount of produc­
tion ?~The reduction in that case would only be the effect of the sell~on. 

3878. Supposing that we produce 350,00(l tons, that would be an increase of 
only 70,000 tons upon our present supply; and supposing we were to increase 
OUf consumption to 300,000 tons, we should have 50,000 tons of surplus: what 
should we do with that 50,000 tons. of surplus ?-Of course it would seek a 
-foreign market. 

38i9. Then those 50,000 tons would go in competition with Cuba .and Brazil 
sugar .iuthe continental mllrkets,. in the .sa.ne way as it did fifty y6lU's ,ago?­
Yes. 

3880. And the entire 300,000 tons which were consumed here would be sold 
at the same price ·as the 50,000 tons that were sent to the continent, for no person 
would send sugar to the continent to be sold at a lower price than he.could get 
ou the 'spot ?-N o. 

3881. Therefore in that case the lOS. protection would be inoperative'l-Be­
lieving as I do that the cultivation. of sugar in our colonies is likely in. such a case 
,to ve extended, it wonld only act as a temporary means of restoringtbe c.olonies~· 
I think it would give us the strength which is necessary to raise us, and such is 
the opinion I think of all parties connected with the colonies;. I do not know 
anybody who is of ·a different opinion; but if tlie effect of the protective duty 
were such as to become ino perative, the country would suffer no burden from it. 

3882, You can only be restored to a temporary prosperity .by rise of price; 
nothing ,but a rise of price above the present rate could restore you ?.....::It is no-! 
so much a rise of price, but a moderate rise of price attended with a reduction of 
~ost, w hir.h we hope to accomplish, would be the means of enabling 1,l8 to carry 9ir 
tbe cultivation. We are not wishing to lean upon this country to the full exten.t 
of the lOB. protective duty; we want to see a reasonable assistance I!ranted to .us 
I'll1lytill we see that we can go on; we hear of regulations for the supply of effi<;ient 
labour being about to be pl'oposed, but they corne into operation very slowly: we' 
do not know how long it will be before· the reductions that are talked of will be 
Ilccomplished; lind wbat.we say to this·country is, "We entreat you w save us-; 
we are d) inl!; give us the protection which will give ~onfidence to us in 'the 
London. market;. enable us. to {!;O, on . till. those nleasuFeS which are sO slow: are 
brought into· operation." 

3883. DQes not that mean that. there shall be an increase of price ?-As a 
temporary thing, certainly. 

3884. And it.is also·quite clllar, is it not, that we are. close upon the point at 
:which we shall have a surplus ?-Not at the. present momeDt, .because we'1lf8 

)IrOn the. eve of seeing tbe produce of the colonies .cease altogether. . 
3885. But 1 am supposing that your system is to be carried ill to effect ?-"But 

Jooking at this matter in its true. light, we are. completely on the edge of'a gulf i 
we maybe on the verge of prosperity ,under a new system, or we !nay be 6n 

tbe yerge ofruin; we come to Parliament and beg them to hold out a hand til 
save os. 

3886. YQU are .satisfied .. tbat Parliament could do that?-Yes; and jf it -is iI· 
burden upon the country, it was self-imposed wheD the great principle. of doing 

0·32. 11 4 away 
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Mr. E. CAnpm.n. a"ay with slavery was adopted by this country:' it was part of the understanding 

I, l 8,a Ihat this country was to bear the burden, and Ih"t we were not to be left to 
-•• '. ruary I .,..., . . I . p"ns I. 

3887. Is it your opinion Ihat free labour can compete with slave labour?-
1 do not think that the free labour can ever compete with tbe Blave as an abslract 
fact. I think that no free man will produce what the alave will produce under 
compulsion. " ' 

3888. Mr. l1illiers.l You speak with some confidence as to the superiority of 
slave labour over free labour; is that from any observation you have made of 
both ?-I ha\'e seen free labour at work, and I have seen the effect of forced 
labour. I do not ~peak of what a man can actually do; but I am pcrfectlv sure 
that in the tropical climates no free \lIan will, of his own good-"'iII, eXt'rt himself 
\0 the extent that a slave is forced to do. 

3889. But I understood you to make the whole difference with regard to the 
future prosperity of our colonies to depend upon whether the labcmr is free or 
forced, when you compared our own colonies with other colonies in which slave 
labour existed ?-I think it is painful to rellect that the Brazils are allowed to 
continue the supply of their slaves, and to make the quantity of sUl!ar that that 
country is capable of making from that large supply of slaves; and it is a sad re­
flection to imagine what is to become of our sugal·,producin)! colonie~, and I do not 
see how' we can me~t the present state of things without some check is placed on 
slave produce. 

3890' Do you consider that that is a di&tinct advantage which the Spanish 
colonies have over ua, that they bave forced labour, whilst we have free labour?­
Yes j there are other matters which affect the economy of their position, but of 
those I am not a judge. 

3891. Do you know anything of those colonies ?-I knmv from hearing gen­
tlemen who have visited, them converse respecting them, bUI I have never been 
there. 

3892. Have you ever had opportunities of knowing the difference of soil be­
tween Cuba and some of our colonies 7-1 have heard a gooddetll of it. I under­
stand that there is in Cuba an abundance of new soil, and that it is not tbeir habit 
to cultivate old land; but that they remove their moderate establishment$ lor the 
purpose of cultivating new land, the land there being so cheap. 

3893. Do Dot vou suppose that that is a much greate. distmction between two 
countries thaD tlie labour?-I think we have a spendid soil in the Mauritius; 
some of our land is magnificent. 

3894. Do you think it is equal to Cuba 1-1 think it is. 1 have heard it talked 
'of in comparison, and from what parties who take an interest in lhe matter have 
slated, 1 believe it to be equal to the soil in Cuba. 

3895. Do you proceed in the Mauritius in the same way as they do in Cuba, 
leaving the old lands, and cultivating new -lands 1·-0ur lands are far too costly 
to permit us to do tbat; and we have expensive establishments rai.ed up, the 
work of years; but in Cuba the greater portion of their establbhments are lightly 
constructed, and the ex pense of removal is very small. 

3896. Then that is a great distinction, with respeot to the sugar cultivation, to 
your disadvantage in the Mauritins when compared with Cuba ?-With regard to 
the soil I should be much inclined to think ours is the best. 

3897. But as regards the mode of cultivation they have all advantage 1-Yes; 
,they have tbe land at a lower rate. , 

3898• In comparing'the cost of production. is not that a material element?­
,But 1 have not calculated the interest upon capital; the cost ofrroductiOIi which 
I stated of 18 I. a ton is the absolute cub cost of productioll. throw aside tbe 
capital invested; I do not mentioll it. 
, 389~. Supposing you were to menti0!l it, and slIpposinao ~h!1t the ,land in tbe 
Mauritius could be got at no rent, and If that eould be cuittvated With as great 
advantaae as in Cuba, would it not make a great dili'erence ill the expense to the 
planter ?':.....I think it would. ' 

3900• /l.re you prepared to say that, in that case" if you had not forced labour 
'in the Mauritius you could compete with any colomes having forced lab~ur 1-'" 
With the enactments which we hope to see established,I should suy deCidedly, 
yes. I know'!o reaso~ why we sbould.nol." . ' . . 

390 I. Notwllhst~ndlng ther~ ,al"!! dlff~rences 'III the. clrcumsta.ncCll III wblch 
,they cultivate land 1t1 t\le Mjlurftllls and In alh!" countrieS, you rhlilk that forced 
. " .. " labour 
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labour is the 'onlymarerial difference?-I, think,it is the main and, essential oi£.. Mr. E.Cilt1f1ff1an• 
ference; I think the character of our merchants and the energy that they display. 
'Would remedy that' evil, as compared with tbose Spanish colonies. , ' " ~4' February,t84,8. 
, , 3902. At the same time you have never made a calculation of what advan-
tage the Spanish' coloniES have 1-' I do not like to say that I have, from my own 
knowledge, ~ecause I do not derive it, from my own actual observation, but I 
feel myself perfectly conversant with it from baving heard others speak of. it. 

, 3903.' But yoti. have never made a calculation of what their outgoings are 1-
I have not. " ' ' , 

3904 How then can you cofnpare the circumstances under which they culti­
"ate sugar ",ith the circumstances' under which you cultivate it ?-Because we, 
who have been accustomed all our lives to the cultivation of sugar, can tell what 
their expense must be, giving them all the advantages of a new country and 
slave labour.' ' " , 
, 3905. Supposing a country were very much nearer to England, which is the 
market of sugar, than the Manrilius, would not' that make a difference in the 
cost of bringing sugar to the market?-It might make a difference. 

3906. If the freights are much less; is not that another item ?-Of course it 
IS; bllt it is not practic:ally so, Tol' we get our freights nearly as cheap as they get 
them from the Spanish colonies. ' " , " ' 

3907 . .If your'freights 'Were lower would it not be an advantage to 'you 1-" 
res. , " 

3908, Then there are many items of cost besides the labour that you have to 
calculate ?-There are not many other items; there is some difference in the 
freight. ' ' , 

3909. Have you ever made a precise calculation, as regards the Maudtins,of 
the difference in the cost between forced labour sucb as it used to be in the Mau­
ritius before 1843, and free labour r-I have made a calculation as nearly as I could. 

3910. Can you state what it is, taking the expense of cultivating a sugar 
estate' now, as compared with 'the' cultivation: of the same estate' before 1-1 
should say the difference in' -the cost of production was between' 40 and 50 per 
cent. 
, 3911; That is the loss of labour under the' present system that you used not 
to lose under the old'system ?-Yes. 

39'12. If you h'lid in the Mauritius better vagrant laws and better regulationl! 
with :respect to labonr.the loss would not be so great?-No; I have already 
said that it is in the power of Government, without the sacrifice of any great 
principte. to arrest the evil and to restore us to prosperity. 
" 3913. That difference is not between slave'labour and free labour, but 
between slave labour and labour nnder the defective laws which now exist in 
the, Mauriti\1s 1-, We none of us, I belitlve, wish to Jlee slave labour restored te) 
us, but we wish to see a sound system 'of contract service. 
, 3914. You stated, that there was a, difference of 40 OF 50 per cent. between' 

forced labour and the present system of free ,I'abour in the Mauritius i that arises 
from the defective regulations with regard to vagrancy and with respect to 
labour?-I,should say very much $0; that is, supposing the whole of tbe regula­
tions and the administration, of the law, with 'regard to "labour to be put' on. II 
proper footing. " ',' , 

3915. Supposing you had such vagrant laws' as you think' required in the 
island of Mauritius, what would be the difference bet,,'een the cost of slave laliollr 
!lnd of free labour , uuder ,that state of things 1-Those regulations, I apprehend, 
would give authority to continue ,the contract 'of service made.in, their Clwn 
country with labourers, for a longer period than ,one year, extendilig 10 fiv:e years. 
, 3916. But if those regulations ,were made, what "'o!lld qe t~e difference 
between tbe cost of slave labour and of free labour ?-l'here would be still a differ­
ence between them, for which I. should hope to see tI!e' colony protected, to, a 
certain extent. , , 

3917. Can you give us an estimate of what loss would arise in such a case 1-' , 
I shQuld be afraid, to say, but we should bring ourselves then very nea~ly ~ithin 
the cost of production of the slave colonies; we should still be plac,ed at a p~9i­
tive disadva.ntage as compared with slave, planters. I h3,:e, therefqre, a right to 
claim that we should be placed. by a moderate, protecti!ln" on an equality with 
them. 1 do not mean to say that we should cultivate qur sugar by ,~l!lve la~our, 

0.32. 'F' because' 
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because that does not enter into the mind of any sugar cultivator in the Mau­
ritius • 
. 3918. Do you then conceive that with the great advantages conferred upon 

you which you do not enjoy now, after you had those regulations in force in the 
island which you require, you would be in as good a position as the slave planters 
in the Spanish colonies ?-l think we should be in all excellent position, and one 
that it would he satisfactory for this country to dwell upon. 

3919. You have no want of lahour in the Mauritius 1-If the lahour we have 
there were brought into action it would be abundant, but we are introducing 
labour at a great expense, by votes of Council, because we cannot make the 
labour we have there applicable; for it is the greatest possible pity that, with the 
great number of men we have in the island, their labour is not made available by 
.regulations made for that purpose. 

3920. Is there any difference in the island with reference to the opinions YOli 
have now expressed ?-I do not think there is. I have been a member of asso­
~iations in the island, and 1 do not think there. is any difference of opinioa 
between us. 

3921. Is there a difference of opinion between the island and the Colonial 
Office upon the subject ?-There has been some difference of opinion; we pro­
posed a regulation with reference to the extension of engagemenl;l;; we have not 
received. any positive refusal of that from the Colonial Office, but I do not think. 
it has been favourahly considered. 

3922. The Colonial Office has considered some of the proposals of the, island. 
and determined in favour of them, has i~ not?-I know nothing except the order 
which has gone out for the reduction of the registration dues; despatches have 
l;leen recently sent. That there has been a disposition to meet the colonists in 
their views, we do not doubt. 

3923. The bank established in the Mauritius is an advantage, is it not?·-Yes; 
it is merely a bank for making loans secured upon produce . 
. ' 3924. You are in frequent negociation with the Colonial Office i-Yes, the 
llSS0ciation of IV hich 1 am a member is in frequent negotiation with the Colonial 
Office. 
, 3925, You have no reason to despair of getting the arrangements which YOIl 
would wish introduced into the colony, which would enable the colony to prosper? 

,0;;;-1 should he afraid to say that, for hitherto nothin~ h8l! Men done; we have 
been entreating for assistance, and have had no ,ractlcal .relief; we are, I may 
,fairly say, promised it, and such is the intention 0 Government, bnt it comes very 
'slowly~ . . .' . 
, .3926. I believe Government takes all the sugar that is offered to it ?-They 
Ia,dvan·ce 9'" a ton upon aU the sugar that comes to the disposal of the commis-
,sioner whom they have sent out. • . 
• . 39.27: That has come hito operation ?-Yes, the commissioner left .England 
three months ·ago. 
I 3928. And tbat is not 'confined to anyone class of planters i-No, it is only 
confined to reasonably good sugars; it is a measure intended for the general good 
'of the island. . 

.3929. Chairman.] Mr. Milner Gibson examinell you at great length, and 
'tri\!d to ascertain from you how it was that in 1847, you, I mean tbe whole 
island of the Mauritius, had not upon the aggregate increased your profits 

.98,7761. ?-1 confess I was unable to understand the reasoning of the Honourahle 
Member. . 

3930. I think Mr. Milner Gibson used this argument: that in 1846 you 
produced 845,198 cwts. of sugar at 32 s. 2 i d., whilst in 1847 you produced a 
much larger quantity of sugar, 1,194,047 ewts. of sugar, which you sold at 
24 s. 5 d. ; and after calculating the value by tbe increased produce, but with a 
diminished price, he made out that the sum total which you got from your sugar 
in 1847 was 1,462,6561. against 1,363,880/. in 1846, showing an increase in the 
gross value of YfJur sugar in 1847 of 98,7761.; and Mr. Milner Gibson was 
entirely at a loss to understand how it could be, upon the face of these figures, 
that the Mauritius made a more losing trade in 1847 than they made in 1846. 
The question I bave to ask you is this: whether Mr. Milner Gibson did not leave 
entirely out of his calculation, first of all, the export duty and other charges OD' 
board, amounting as you stated to 2 1. a tOil, and also char~es amounting to 10 I. 
in London upon 17,442 tons, the increased produce of 1847 as compared with 

1846, 
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1846, which would make 174,920 I.; and whether be did not altogetha leave out Mr.~. CluJpman. 
of his calculation the freight, insurances, and charges npon that increased quan-
tity of 17,442 tOilS, amounting to 18l. a ton, which, estimated upon 17.442 tons, t4- February 18t8. 
gives 313.9561., making a sum. total of 488,376/., which he forgot to account 
for, heing the extra charges after the sugar had left the factory, and which lI1'e to 
be deducted from the imagined profit of 98, 776l.; is that so ?-That is the case • 

. 3931. How much does that leave you a loser ?-l. 389,600, as compared with 
the previous year. 
. 3932. What number of estates did you say you had under your charge alto­
gether in 1834?-ln 1834 I cannot tell precisely; it has been more or less in 
number according to different seasons; in 1834 the number was less, about 14 or 
15; now we have about 18 or 20. . 
, 3933. Do yon not consider it very important for the labourers of Mauritius 
that the cultivation of the sugar estates should continue ?-At the present moment, 
if the cultivation of sugar in the Ma,uritius is discontinued, I do' not know wbat 
would become of a large portion of the population, because it would be the ruin 
of the whole colony; tbe ruin would. not be confined to one class, but extend to 
the whole colony. 

3934. Do not you apprehend that the Government would have to maintain tbe 
labourers in the Mauritius ?-I can imagine no other result but that, the colony 
being deprived of its last resource; for I consider that the whole means of sup­
port of the Mauritius is derived from the cultivation of sugar estates, directly or 
indirectly. 

3935. The population rely for their subsistence upon imported food 1-
Entirely. 

'3936. Would they not be starved,to death if the Government did not feed 
them ?-So the Government appear to think, for they have already ordered pro­
visions to be sent, anticipating a short snpply if certain eveots happen. 

3937. But what is your own opinion upon thati'-I think it is self-evident 
that they must starve; they would be in a state of complete misery and of want 
of the necessaries of life. 

3938. The result is, that if a reduced price of sugar should throw the Mauritius 
out of cultivation, the expense of maintaining her population must raU upon the 
Government of this country in a great degree ?-There is not a doubt of it. . 

3939. WiU yot! state what the common rate of interest in the Mauritius is ?-It 
varies from six to nine per cent. 

3940. The sugar crop is almost the entire export crop of the Mauritius?-. 
I may say entirely; we have nothing else exported. 

3941. You export little or no rum 1-Very little. 
3942. What is the reason that you manufacture no rum in, the Mauritius ?...,. 

At the present moment we are prevented from entering upon it by the excise 
duty imposed upon the stills. 

3943. That is a duty imposed by Government Y-Yes. 
3944. Is it 3001. upon every 8till ?~Yes, it is 300/. for every still that 

opens its works_ 
3945. If there were no duty upon stills, would there be anything to prevent 

your manufacturing rum to the same extent that it is manufactured in other 
sugar colonies 1-1 think we should manufacture rum very largely. The market 
for our second quality of sugar is now very much taken from us, and I think 
that the planters in the Mauritius for the future would convert their molasses 
into spirits to greater advantage a great deal than making the low qualities of 
syrup sugar. , 

3946. In your statement in answer to Mr. Miles, of the expenses of particular 
estates, you omitted to state what was. the price ,of cattle and muies ?-The 
average price of mules with us is auollt 40l., and the Creole hullocks are valued 
at 16/. a piece. 

3947. Are they maintained upon imported food ?-The bullocks are not, they 
are maintained upoo the pasturage of the island; but the mules are entirely fed 
upon imported food., ' _ 

3948. What do you estimate to be the annul1,l cost of the food of a mule in the 
island !-They cost, as nearly as possible, 11. a month each; 12l. a year. On 
some estates it is as high as 181., and on some as low as ] 21.; but it depends 
llpon the extent of pasturage. There is a certain quantity of pasturage I/.ttached 
to all the estates, and they turn them out, UpOD, the pasturage. 

0.32. F 2 3949. Mr. 
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Mr. It Clopmllll. 3949. Mr. Wilson.] You do not include the eOBt of pasturage in that 12l. per 
--- 8n?Um ~ -~o. We lost the wbol.e of our cattle three or. four years since by 80 

24 FebNary 18.jl1. epidemiC dISease, and we were dnven' to employ mules. upon every estate in the 
island, and that has increased the expense of our production very much. . 
. 3950. CAairman.] . Your mules are imported from France ?-From Nantz., 

what is called the Poi tau Dlule.· 
3951. Can you explain how it comes about that French wine is not permitted' 

to be. exported from France to the Mauritius in French bottoms ?-That is part 
-of"the Navigation Laws; but it comes into Bourbon, and then it comes up in 
British vessels from Bourbon to tbe Mauritius. 

3952. Wine is the ooly thing that cannot come in .French bottoms ?-No, the 
produce of France generally cannot come into Mauritius·in French hottoms. 

3953. You said that there were many thousand people who were living in the 
island of Mauritius ,,·jthout any honest means of getting their livelihood ?-Yes. 
but all of those obtain their existence, directly or indirectly, from the planters and 
from the I'ultivatiori of sugar; it is a notorious fact, that at all events, what em­
ployment tbey do get, and the means of existence that they get, are derived morc 
or less from the general means of existence in the colony, which is dependent 
upon the sugar estates. .A great many of them frequent the towns durin~ a certain 
part of the day, or on certain days.ofthe week, and get employment on the wharfs 
and fishing boats; and a great many live by cutting grass on Government grounds, 
and in the neighbourhood of Port Louis, and selling it in the market, using the 
privilege of going upon the Government domains; and numbers go into the 
mou'ntains and steal firewood, and sell it, which is an illicit trade, and yet they 
are never interfered with. 

3954. Mr. ll'ilson.] If sugar cultivation was discontinued there would be a 
.strong tendency in the Coolies to return to India; and in fact they are constantly 
returning, and no fresh Coolies would be brought ?-The emigration would be 
at the charge of the Government in carrying them back to India. . 

3955. Chairman.] How would the colony be able to bear the expense of car­
rying back those Coolies to India ifthe island itself were to go out of cultivation? 
-1 tbink the cessation of the sugar cultivation is. synonymous with an empty 
treasury; . I think the! would have to draw upon London for the expenses. 

3956. Mr. Wilson.J Was there not a recent order sent out by Government 
to repeal the dllty on stills?--We had imagined that the order was sent out to 
repeal the duty, but on communication with the Colonial Office we found that 

• there was no distinct order to repeal it, but only to con~der it. '. 
3957. Does this duty of 300 I. apply to every still ?-Yes; the duty is imposed 

before the still is open. The custom of the excise officer is to go round alld put 
a seal upon the still; and before.you can work that still you must pay the 3001. 

3958. How·long has the tax been il1' existence ?-It was enacted in 1846. 
Sir William Gomm considered, and very properly, that it was very desirable 
to stop the illicit manutacture of spirits in the colony, especially in the case 
of small planters, who supplied their spirits to the Indians. It created great 
disorder in the colony, and therefore they put a heavy tax, thinking that the 
Jarger estates only in that case could use stills, and that it would be out of tbe 
means of smaller planters to pay 300 l. before they commenced to manufacture 
rum. 

3959. Then it was done in order to confine the manufacture of rum to large 
estates ?-Yes, that was the object of the law, but practically it has shut up most 
of the stills in the colonv. 

3960. CAairllll1n.] D·o you know how many stills it has shut up 1-1 know 
that not one of the estates that 1 have an interest in has a still at work now; and 
we have a still upon almost every estate. " 

3961. Mr. Wil.!on.] Do you know what revenue that duty yields?-I am not 
aware. 

3962. Do not you stand very favourably to the Australian colonies for the 
supply of rum if you could manufacture it with advantage 1-1 think we do; at 
present th.ey-import the whole of their rum from England. . 

3963. There is a large im portation of rum into those colonies, is there not [­
Yes; I look upon the manufacture of rum for the future as an important feature 
in the cultivation of the Mauritius. 

3964. In YOllr opinion the Committee could not hesitate to recomlllend the 
repeal of the duty on stills in the island ?-No. 

3965. There 
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3965. There is no moral or commercial reason, for the continuance of that Mr. E. Ch.pm ... 
..luty?-My opinion has always been, that whilst every difficulty should be placed 
-in the way of rctai1in~ small quantities of spirits in tbe colony, every facility ~ February 1848• 
should he given to the exportation of spirits. 

3966. SupposinJ! you had no check upon stills, and that stills of any size could 
be used by the small planters and others, do you see any possibility of preventing 
the sale of that rum in retail to the natives ?-Yes; suggestions had heen made 
by the Excise Office, in I..ondon, of stills, npon the principle of ascertaining the 
quantity of liquor as it flows from the still itself, and that it should be so confined 

• that it could not be taken ou~ except in the presence of an excise officer. 
3967 • You would require a system of excise to carry that out 1-Y ou require 

DOW an active system of excise. 
3958. It \\'ouldbe a great restriction upon the manufacturer ?-Yes; but' if 

,that were done in a proper manner, the expense of it would be light as compared 
witb the advantage to be derived from it. 

3969. The former state of things was a serious evil ?-We were in a sad slate 
'from the eXI"-cssive inebriety of the working classes • 

. 39io. Ckairman.] Before this law was put in.force of levying 300 l: uponauy 
still, were you able to export, rum ?-W e were; '~e had commen~d distilling on 
all our estates, but the consumption of rum in the colony has been very great; 
we have consumed for the most part what we have made_ 

3971. Then you, in point of fact, considered that the disadvantage of a drunken 
,population was'greater than even the loss of the sale of your rum ?-At that time 
there was an impressioll upon the public mind in the Mauritius, that it wasne-
cessary to take some measures to prevent that drunkenness. . 

3972 •. Would not a high licence upon every spirit~shop have had a much better 
·effect than a high licence upon the stills ?-There is no doubt of it; or any mea­
sure calculated to check the retailing of spirits, at the same time accompanied with 
,every facility for manufacturing spirits for export. 

3973. Mr. Wilson.] If there were no check upon the manufacture of spirits, 
.wOllld a high licence upon the retail of spirits be sufficient r-The two must go 
.together. . 

3!li 4.' Would not a regulation of this kind operate very much, that you should 
not have a still below a certain size ?-That was thought of; but the difficulty 
Jnight be easily solved by having one man in charge of three or four stills, who 
would visit them every day, or twicl! a day, and tbe o .. ner~ of those stills ,vould 
be charged with the expense of that officer; that would be a trilling tax as ,com­
,pared with the present expense. 

3975. Have you any excise system at present ?-Yes ; an extremely expensive 
one. 

3976. For what purpose ?-For the purpose of watching those stills; those that 
,do not work as well as those which do. 

3977. If it were illegal to use a still below a certain size, if you discovered a 
small still it would be evidence of illicit trade ?-Yes; but a still must he in pro­
,portion to the size of tire estate; it is useless to have a large still on a small 
. estate. . 

39i8. What would you say to a 50-gallon still ?-A 50-gallon still is capable 
of doing a great quantity of work; we have some smaller still, and some larger. 
-l think that is about the usual size. 

3979. Mr~ lllriffatt.] Is there much illicit distillation going 011 in the islapd of 
Mauritius'I-I do DOt think -there is, but they make a great deal of spirits, and 
instead of passing them through the. bonded warehouses. they are· retailed 
among the people. They make the spirits, and under various declarations, and 
so forth, they get tbose spirits into consumption in a way that tbey ought not 
~~ , 

3980_ There is no duty upon the spirits going inlo consumption ?-I think there 
is Done_ 

3981. Do you know wh'at the.export of rum was last yead-No, b~t it was 
lIery small. 

1'3 
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Mr. Matheson. 

M£)IBERS PRESENT. 

\ 

Mr. Mile •• 
. Mr. Moffatt. 

Mr. Villie .... 
Mr. Wilson. 

LeRD GEORGE BENTINCK,. IN THB CHAlR.' 

Sir George Gerard de Hochepied Larpent, Bart., called in; and Examined. 
Sir 3982• Chairman.] YOU are a Proprietor of Estates in the M~uritius ?-I am 

G.G.deH.Larpent, one of the proprietors of estates in the Mauritius, consisting of about 3,787 
Bart. acres, of which 1,5.0.0 are under cultivation of the cane. 

. 398.3. Will you state the details of your property ?-·The property was valued 
26 February 1848• in the year 1844-45 by our agent there, at our express request, at about 

49.0,44.0 dollars; it was afterwards reduced in the year 1846 by 5.0,.0.0.0 dollars, 
leaving 44.0,.0.0.0 dollars, which at 4 s. a dollar I calculate to be about 9.0,00.0/. 
In a recent estimate of our assets, it was taken by us at about 75,.0.0.01. We 
mst came into possession of this property in the year 1834; at that time the 
apprenticeship system was comment'ing, we having received for the slaves we 
had upon. the property under 3.01. each, the calculation of the value of the 
slave being at that time I believe 691: From our Indian connexions we ex­
pected to be able to supply cheap labour from India, either from Bombay or 
Calcutta. Under the Order in Council in the Mauritius, dated November 
1835, we commenced the importation of Coolies from Bombay and Calcutta; 
we did import labourers, and the :!irst importation was on the 27th of October 
1836. In July 1838 the importation of the Coolies was prohibited by Parlia­
ment. Apprenticeship expired the lst of April 1839, and consequently the 
supply of labour was very much reduced upon our estates. Such was the 
effect upon properties in the Mauritius, that in the year 184.0 a committee was 
established in the Mauritius for the purpose of endeavouring to persuade Par­
liament and the Government to allow the introduction of Coolies. The chair­
man of that committee 1 believe was Mr. Dick, the secretary of the govern­
ment; and parties were deputed to this country to endeavour to make an 
arrangement satisfactory to all. The result was that an Order in Council, I 
believe in January 1842, was issued, permitting the importation of Coolies 
under certain restrictions, under the authority of Parliament; the restrictions, 
however, were so great, that this did not wor~ well. There certainly was a 
greater inclination to support the apprentices than to support the masters who 
employed them. The consequence was, that, in point of fact, the restrictions 
of which complaint was made were not practically removed till January 1843, 
and the result of that intermission of an adequate supply of labour was most 
ruinous to all parties. When we :!irst had the properties in the years 1834-35, 
the produce might be estimated at somewhere about 4.0.0 tons. A good deal of 
money was required to place the property in a proper state: a supply of ade­
quate machinery was necessary, and we calculated the produce to be about 
4.0.0 tons, expecting that we should considerably raise that amount of produce. 
We did successfully raise part of it under the importation of the Coolies, and 
got near upon 6.0.0 tons in the crop of ] 837-38; but afterwards, from the cir­
cumstances which I have mentioned, an inadequate supply of labour, the pro­
d.uce dropped to 36.0 tons; the losses were 80 great upon the properties, that 
we have ultimately written off upon the accounts of those properties a su.m of 
not less thim 95,.0.0.0 1. of losses upon them. 

3984. Within these few years ?-Taking it as a whole, we wrote it off in 
1844-45. When the arrangements for the introduction of the Coolies, which 
I alluded to;in January 1843, were made, and the supply of labour was 
increased, we also increased the outlay of our capital; . and the result was that 
the produce gradually increased also, and the returns to the estate were from 
6.0.0 to 8.0.0 tons; and in last year, 1846-47, not less than 1,1.0.0 tons of sugar; 
that would have paid us interest upon the capital expended, assuming that to 
be somewhere about 10.0,.0.0.0 I., had not the price fallen so greatly in the year 

1846-47 .. 
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1846-47. The result has been an additional loss, and the difficulty now is to 
know by what means those estates can be hereafter cultivated with any hope 
of a successful result, or so as to avoid the abandonment of the property. 

3985. Do you estimate the average fall in the price of sugar consequent upon 
the introduction of slave-labour sugar, at ] 0 l. and upwards a ton ?-I am bound 
fairly to state that many concurrent causes, perhaps, led to the fall in the 
price of sugar; but I have also no doubt that the protection upon which we 
calculated, when we laid out our capital in those estates, has not been actually 
sufficient to enable us to get the return which we might reasonably have 
expected. There is no doubt·other circumstances, such as the increased pro­
duction of sugar elsewhere, the increased production of sugar in the Mauritius 
itself, and the difficulties of the markets in Europe, and in England especially, 
may have led to a greater fall; but at the same time I do think that the con­
sequence ot the alteration of the law has been to increase the quantity offoreign 
sugar; and by increasing the quantity of foreign sugar in this market, to have 
had a considerable effect, though not the entire effect, in· reducing the price of 
sugar in our market. 

3986. The Committee may probably assume that the difference in the opera­
tion of general circumstances upon the price of slave-labour sugar, and of 
Mauritius sugar, may be taken as a depreciation for which the Act of 1846 is 
wholly chargeable. If it should appear that slave-labour sugar has fully main­
tained its price, and Mauritius sugar has fallen from 10 s. to 12 8. per cwt., the 
Committee may assume that that difference in the operation of general circum­
stanees upon slave-labour sugar, as compared with Mauritius sugar, is entirely 
owing to the Act of 1846 ?-. In confirmatioD of that view I have before me 
the comparative prices of West India average brown sugar, paying 14 s. duty, 
and Havanna yellow sugar. In the year 1846, in May, the West India sugar, 
compared with the Havanna sugar, was 36s. and Havanna was 24 s. I have 
every month's prices here of both, down to the last, in January 1848 and in 
February 1848, at which time West India was 23 s. and Havanna 248., West 
India 248. and Havanna 24 I.; so that that which assumed a difference. in 
May 1846 of not less than 1211., has become equal, in one instance 1 s. less, in 
January and February 1848. 

[The following Comparative Statement was delivered in bll the TI'itness :] 

COMPARATIVE PRICES. 

West India Average Brown, paying 14',; Ravanna, fine Yellow, ~o •. 

1846: s. 1847: . ,. 
May - - West lndia 36 April- - West India 34 

Havanna ... '4 Havanna ... 30. 

June - - West India 35 lIIay - - West India 31 
Havanna - - "4 aavanna - .8 

July - . West India 34 June- - West India a8 
Havanna .. .6 Havanna- "7 

August - West India • 3' July - - West India .6 
Havallna .. .6 Havauna - "7 • 

September W.stIndia 33 A.ugust - West India .6 
HavaDna ... .6 HavBDlla ... .6 

October - West India, faU of 4" 3" September- West India .6 
Havanna, rise of 6 ...... 31 Havanna .. ' 86 

November - West India 3" October - West India 25 
Havanna ... 31 Havanna ... 85 

December West India 31 November - West India, fall oft3" •• Havanna ... 31 Ha .. aDDa, rise of 1 I . .. "5 
1847: December - West India, fall of 1 ••. "3 

January - West India 35 
Havanna, even .. 24 

Havanna - 33 1848 : 

February - West India 84 January - West India "3 
Havanna - ao Ha\.'80na'· ". March - West India 34 February - West Indin '4 
Havanna ... 30 Havanoa .. ~4 

0·32. F4 3987. There 

Sir 
G.G.deH.Larpeol, 
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Sir 3987. There can be no doubt of what has created that difference ?-I have· 
G.G.JeH.Ul'Fnl, samples here of those qualities of sugar, that a fair comparison may be insti-

Ilarl. tuted between them (producing tke same). 
8 8' 3988• The result of this is, that in June, the month immediately preceding 

26 february 1 ... the passing of the Act, the price of West India sugar was 35 S., and in Jauuary 
last it was 23 s.; so that West India sugar has fallen 128. a cwt.,· and Havanna 
sugar maintains its price ?-The Table will show that result. 

3989. In point of fact, between June and December 1846, the Table show~ 
·that Havanna sugar rose 78. per cwt., and West India sugar fell 4 B. ?--I 
believe the Table will show that. 

3990. Therefore taking the difference to be 1.21. a ton, the difference in the 
value of the produce of your estates would be 13,200 I. upon 1,100 tons ?­
Upon the value ofthe·property. I would say that, taking the cost of produc. 
tion at 208., and the freight and charges at 78., if we had a price at all corres. 
ponding to the prices we had before the fall in West India sugar compared with 
Havanna sugar, we could pay froin 4l to 5 percent. interest upon the capital I 
have stated to be the value of the estate; whereas it does not pay us any interest, 
but leaves us a loss, indeed a considerable loss. . 

3991' You waited some time last month, in company with others, upon Lord 
John Russell, Lord Grey, and the Chancellor of the Exchequer, did not you ? 
·-1 did. 

3992. What statement did you make to them ?-! stated to' them what was 
pretty well known, that upon general principles 1 was a strong anvocate for free 

· trade, but that, as I understood those principles of free trade, they meant that 
· the producer should be as free as either the distributor or the consumer of the 
.produce; that I felt that while he was not in possession of the cheapest mode 
of producing, he did not stand in a fair position with those who did enjoy that 

'cheapest instrument of production; that however it might be thought, and.in 
that thought I shared, that slave-labour would ultimately prove to be dearer 

· than free-labour, yet I felt, from what I had heard, that there could be little 
· or no doubt that from the manner in which slave-labour was obtained and 
exercised in the Spanish and Portuguese colonies, as compared with the man­
ner in which free labour was allowed to be exercised in the Mauritius, with all 
the·restrictions and all the preferences given to the workmen over the master, 
in point of fact the instrument with which we work in the Mauritius was not 
the cheapest instrument, and consequently our case should be taken out of the 
category of free trade; that if it had been otherwise, so firmly was I impressed 

· with the soundness of the principles of free trade, I shoul~ not have hesitated in 
at once saying" I abandon the cause altogether," but that I saw in this a total 
departure from what I considered to be the main foundation of the principles of 
free .trade; that we did not possess the instrument of work which the others 
did, therefore unless you countervailed that disadvantage, our ruin was certain; 
that. whether that was the case or not, we had under the sanction of the Legis­
lature embarked our capital, and were to receive for that a certain protection, 
which was assumed to be the rule upon which legislation would proceed; and 
that without giving us some time to remove that capital, after having obstructed 
us in obtaining labour for so lllany years, from 1838 to 1842, we found our­
selves without that protection upon which we might have relied, Whether 
protection was wise or foolish was not our affair, but we had a right to act upon 
what was then supposed to be the opinion of the Legislature, which should not 
have been departed from without giving compensation to us, or putting us in a . 
position to recover those losses which we had suffered from the departure .of the 
Legislature from those principles. . 

3993. Did 'you'represent to Lord John Russell the special situation of the 
Mauritius and its population ?-I stated that it was quite a matter of notoriety 
that the bulk of the inhabitants of the Mauritius were French; that, wbat 

· was· not perhaps the same in our other colonies, many of the planters 
residing upon their properties were of French oril;in,. and had still continued 
their affections and attachment 'to France. I ·spoke from hearsay, because 
I bad never been there, but I felt that while Bourbon had the protection which 
the Mauritius was in course of being deprived of, the Mauritius Jnight r~onably 
and fairly look with some degree of discontent to the acts 'of the Legtslature 
which placed Bourbon in a more favourable position. I believe the Bourbon 
protection to be about 10,. a cwt. That being the case, I stated that you 

. could 
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(lOuld not expect planters of French origin, severed from France by conquest, 
seeing a neighbouring island in the situation of Bourbon, would not feel that 
they were in some degree injured; that. it wa.~ quite notorious that during the 
war, before the conquest of the Mauritius, it was a nest of privateers which had 
done great damage to our trade in India; that such. circumstances might arise 
.illgain, or they might be prevented only by a large military force; that that mili­
tary force must be kept up it the expense of the mother country, for by the mode 
in which the commerce of the Mauritius had been recently carried on, the 
whole colonial revenue, which gave a considerable surplus some years back, had 
been absorbed altogether, and that the military defences of the island must 
rest upon the mother country; that under' those circumstances I thought, 
whether they maintained the same opinion, which they might do, as to the 
expediency of granting protection or not as an economical question, there 
could be little doubt but that the alternative was, that the island of Mauritius, 
if it could not support itself by the manufacture of its staple production sugar, 
would be in almost a state of utter dissolution. I stated that that wa.~ the view 
entertained by those who were most conversant with the state of the island, 
and that therefore you had the alternative, either of violating whatever might 
be considered your principles in an economical point of view, or leaving this 
settlement exposed as it were, and also putting a great burden. upon the 
finances of the country.· I venture to state that as a matter of opinion only, 
not having been in the island myself. 

3994. You also stated to Lord John Russell that the nominal existing pro· 
tective duty between Cuba sugars and Mauritius sugars were, in point of facti 
a complete delusion ?-I stated that I had been informed upon what I had 
believed to be competent authority, and· I think the samples I have produced 
will bear out the fact, that one cwt. of Cuba sugar yielded 1021bs. of white 
.saccharine matter, while Demerara sugar yielded only 84 Ibs., and that there­
fore the 208. protection against the 148. was rendered by that means nugatory; 
the analogy 1 introduced was that with Demerara sugar. That is a matter­
which persons conversant w~th the article as brokers would give more correct 
information upon than I can possibly do. 

3995. But you know that it is the general opinion of the trade that such is 
the case ?-So far as 1 was the mouthpiece of those parties who desirl'd me to 
make the statement; I was authorized to make it upon the authority of persons 
upon whom 1 place confidence as to the accuracy of their information. 

3996. Sir E. Buxton.] You stated that you received compensation for slaves; 
bow many slaves were there upon the estate at the time ?-We have now upon 
the estate 895 labourers; in 1844-45 the crop was made with that number of 
labourers. 

3997. Can you furnish the Committee with the number of slaves you received 
compensation for, and the number of effective slaves among them ?-The 
number of slaves for which we received compensation was 382; we have no 
returns as to their effectiveness. 

3998. You said, in the course of 1844-45 you wrote off a loss of 95,000 I. ;. 
which loss was, of course, before the Bill of 1846 was thought of ?-Certainly 
altogether before that time; it was written off in 1845. 

3999. So that the estate had been unprofitable before the Bill of 1846 waiY 
brought in ?-I think the estates were Fendered unprofitable by the circum­
stances 1 have mentioned; namely, our having been deprived of labour,by 
legislative enactments, from 1838 and 1839, when we were prohibited from 
importing Coolies; _ and wben iapprenticeship expired: those two main circum­
stances 9ccasioned great losses upon that property by reducing the quantity 
made; and I should remark here, that on properties such as estates in tropical 
climates, you are obliged to keep up the whole machinery and to continue the 
C!ultivation of the estates at almost any expense, to prevent their going into 
total ruin; such is the power of vegetation. 

4000. Will you give the Committee the profit or loss upon each year since 
you had this estate 1-1 am not sure that 1 can give it veI7 accurately. There 
is one circumstance which ought always to be mentioned, in taking the profit 
and loss upon estates of tbis kind; which is, that you layout a great deal of 
capital, and it is difficult to know whether the returns for that capital ought to 

0.32. G be 
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Sir be spread over any given number of years: for instance, a certain amount 0' 
G.G.deH.Larpe.t, dollars may be spent in what may be called the production of the crop of 

Bart. 1841-42, but a considerable portion of that may be considered as plant; an.l 
6 F b 8 8 in a tropical climate, in the production of sugar, it is not till the third or fourth 

• e rnary 1 4 • year that the effect of your capital can be shown by the increased quantity of 
sugar: but I think I have correctly shown, that while we were deprived of that 
labour, our quantity of produce was diminished to the lowest point; that upon 
every successive improvement in the mode by which we could obtain labour. 
the produce increased; and it was the difference between that increase and the 
outlay, which gave us either a profit or a loss; because in the calculation which 
I have of the cost of production, I find that one-half is labour. In the expenses 
of our estates in the year 1844-45, I find that, out of 110,000 dollars expended 
on everything, local, permanent, and everything else, not less than 50,895 
dollars was for labour; so that half of the whole expense of the crop may be 
considered to be for labour, and that is the great element which affects the 
result in every part. 

4001. If you can give the Committee the total amount of profit of sugar, or 
the total amount of loss, between 1834 and 1845, it will be valuable ?-In 
managing these properties we charged int.erest upon the capital, but finding the 
interest was merely nominal, we wrote it all off in this 95,0001. As the estates 
belonged to parties with different interests, and became more like the private 
property of partners, each having a different share, than one property belonging 
to the house, we charged commission upon the sales; but as we found it to 
be perfectly visionary, we wrote it all off. We have never aggravated the 
value of those estates in our books, but met fully every possible loss upon them 
by writing off to the extent of 95,000 l., leaving the amount upon our books of 
the value of those estates. in ac!.'.ordance with the exact value we have from our 
manager, a most highly respectable and intelligent man, sent to us as late as 
1846; which in the estimate of our assds I have reduced from 90,000 t. to 
75,0001. 

4002. Up to 1845 there had been a great loss upon the whole ?-If it is 
meant to throw the whole loss we have sustained upon the Act of 1846, I repu­
diate the assertion altogether; I put the case in this way: in the year 1846, 
when I was working those estates under the certainty as I expected of pro­
iection, I got the quantity up to 1,100 tons per annum, by the increased labour 
and outlay of my capital; and if I had got a reasonable price for that, which 
I contend I should have done had not there been another element of loss intro­
duced,. namely, slave sugars, I should have had a return for my capital, and 
my estates would have been worth a great deal more for sale than they are at 
the present moment. 

4003. What price do you think would have been sufficient, then, to have 
enabled you to cultivate those estates profitably 1-Taking the cost of culti­
vation at 208., and the freight and charges at 78., and the interest upon 
100,0001. at five per cent., I should say from 308. to 338. would have probably 
paid me a return. 

4004. Are you acquainted with the other estates in, the Mauritius ?-:-No; we 
acquired our estates, and held them as private property. I have no other 
concerns with the Mauritius whatever. 

4005. Do you know whether any other estates in the Mauritius were profit­
able ?-I know nothing but general hearsay from others engaged there, and in 
the correspondence we have. 

4006. Do you suppose, if there were an entire protection from foreign sugar, 
in the long run the Mauritius could compete with India ?-Certainly. I have 
stated in a very long examination which I had in the year 1840, before both the 
House of Lords and the House of Commons, upon the petition of the East 
lndia trade and the East India Company, my opinion very fully as to sugar 
from India. I consider it will never. come here in any large quantity unless 
you have high prices here. India is a great sugar consuming country; the 
average price for a IVlries of years, 'iu. India, has not been less at Calcutta than 
nine rupees a maund, and it requires a high price in this country to enable 
them to pay. The equalization of duties 'in 1836 became profitable solely 
because the quantity from the West Indies had during that period greatly 

declined; 
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declined; from 200,000 tons I think in the year 1831, to 110,000 in 1840 and 
1841. It was that which gave an impulse to India, and a profit to India; but 
unless a great alteration be made in India, it is nothing but a high price of 
sugar here that can lead to a profitable exp9rtation from India: the price of 
sugar has hitherto been such, in Calcutta, as to preclude any exportation 

. except at a high price in England, unless it be for the purpose of dead weight. 
It was the concurrence of various circumstances which made the equalization 
of duties in 1836 very profitable to India, which induced an extended cultiva­
tion by the application of European and native labour and machinery, and 
which would not have occurred unless there had been such a different state of 
circumstances as to influence prices at home. 

4007. How did it happen then, if the West India colonies could compete 
so well with India, that there had always been a differential duty against India 
till 183S1-At the time I mentioned the quantity from the West Indies had so 
much diminished that there was a positive deficiency of sugar, and consequently 
a high price, and it was then that we came in with our India sugar. I stated 
in my evidence then, and I have a synopsis of. that evidence then given, 
that" while there was an abundant supply of West India sugar, the equiliza­
tion of the duties was a matter of comparatively little importance to India, 
except in regard to the trade in dead weight, as nothing but a high price would 
make sugar an article of large export from that country. 'But when, instead of 
a surplus in the West Indies, there arose a deficiency, the equalization of the 
duties became a matter of the utmost importance, both to India and to the 
consumer at home. The continued reduction of the supply from the West 
Indies, withoutoa corresponding increase from India, will produce clamour on 
the part of the consumers, and must lead to the introduction or an attempt at 
the intruduction of the Brazil and Cuba sugars, which would stultify all our 
proceedings with respect to the slave trade. It is the duty which precludes 
the consumption of those sugars, and the price must rise largely before they 
could be introduced; but if the deficiency be not supplied from India, it would 
be almost an inevitable result that we must supply it from countries where 
sugar is the produce of slave labour. Part of the sugar now refined and in 
bond ~or exportation is from Brazil and Porto Rico, consequently the produc~ 
of slave labour." The view I then took has been confirmed by what has taken 
place since; the quantity from India has not increased to that overwhelming 
amount which was predicted at the time. I think that the then C,'hancellor of 
the Ex.chequer deprecated an immediate equalization of the duty, upon the 
ground that sugar would be poured into this country in such large quantities; 
and our only answer was, that there was not freight enough in India to bring it. 
You will find that the whole was visionary, as to any great and extended 
quantity beyond the amount which we have seen in these last few years. 

4008. You said you were injured by the importation of Coolies having been 
prevented in 1838 I-Yes. . 

400g.. Do you know what it was that led to the alteration of the system 1-
There were statements made to the East India Company through the Govern­
ment, I believe, which !,!xpressed an idea that improper practices had taken 
place. I do not wish to speak in the slightest degree offensively, but there 
was a morbid sensibility with regard to introducing labourers for sugar planta­
tions, supposing that they would be treated as slaves, which I think was not 
justified; and it was a disgrace to the Government of India, and to the Govern­
ment of the Mauritius, if means could not have been taken to have prevented 
the improper obtaining of persons to go as labourers to the Mauritius, and of 
protecting them while they were there. I have always thought that" there was 
a great deal more made of the objections than the circumstances justified, but 
of course that was the ground upon Which the interdiction was made. 

4010. The Government and Parliament agreed in that, did not they I-The 
Government and Parliament agreed in it. 

40 11. You have stated that we cannot compete with Cuba or the slave-trade 
'colonies under prllSent circumstances; by that, do you mean that we must 
either have protection or slavery I-One o( the causes which have led to the 
great losses of the Mauritius, I conceive to be the increased production of slave 
colonies and countries, The general price of sugar in the market is very 
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Sir. materially influenced by the amount obtained from those places: for instance 
G.G.deH.Larpenl. in a statement recently given to the public by the" Economist," we see that 
_~~t_. _ the amonnt of sugar from Cuba and from Porto Rico is put down for the 

16 February 1848 year 1848 at no less an amount than 305,000 tons; whereas, upon the best 
. calculation I can make from the statistical works I have consulted, I find the 

utmost from those two places in the years 1842 and 1843 was about 150000 
to 160,000 tons; consequently I do attribute a very considerable increas'e in. 
that which has weighed down the market here to arise from your having given. 
a stimulus to the production of sugar in Cuba and in Porto Rico. 

4012. Do you suppose that if the system of slavery in our colonies had con­
tinued we could have competed with them ?-I think it is so totally out of all 
question that anybody could contemplate for a moment a return to slaverv in 
the colonies, that one can hardly form an opinion upon the subject. I have 
seen calculations, from which I find that during the period of slavery in the 
West Indies the cost of production was very considerably lower than it has 
been since the alteration that has taken place; but to look back, or to attempt 
for one moment to return to the system of slavery, is impossible: but how to 
modify our laws and regulations against the increased action of slavery in the 
Spanish and Portuguese colonies, is the question. 

4013. Considering the present depressed state of our colonies, what is the 
remedy you would propose ?-I am fearful it is exceedingly difficult to find any 
remedy in the present stnte of things; but I think we are so far entitled. 
having laid out our capital, and having acted upon what we consider to be the 
principle of protection granted by Parliament, at least to have a certain time 
allotted to us by a more consistent course of le~slation, to give us a chance 
of recovering the position in which we had been placed. 1 do not say that 
I am confident that, under any circumstances, we should recover what we had 
lost, or be able to supply sugar at so cheap a rate as other countries may; but 
I think we are at least entitled to this, that we ought to have a certain oppor­
tunity given us of endeavouring, under a system of protection, upon the faith 
of which we laid out our capital, to place ourselves in a better situation than 
we now are. Bya diminished cost of production, and by ec~nomy, and 
various modes which necessity would induce, during a certain period, I hope it 
is possible we may recover our lost ground, or perhaps establish, by the exci­
sion of some of the worst estates in the Mauritius or in the West Indies, a 
profitable return to many of a superior character; but I speak without any 
very great confidence as to !lny remedial process, from the great losses we have 
sustained. 

4014 .. Great losses, both under protection and under free trade?- Under the 
whole of the circumstances I have stated. From 1838 to the present time, the 
vacillation of Parliament, the changes of legislation, and the departure from 
what was understood to be the system to be adopted during the time we laid 
out our money, and sent out our machinery, and carned on those works, has 
been such as to bring these enormous losses upon us. I beg distinctly to say, 
I do not attribute all the losses to the Act of 1846; but when we were getting 
out of our difficulties, that Act of 1846 plunged us back again into them. 

4015. Mr.1I1atheson.] You spoke of the impossibility of the East Indies 
(!ompeting with the West Indies in the cultivation of sugar: considering the 
very great advantages possessed by the East Indies in the abundance of food 
and cheapness of labour, to what do you attribute that impossibility?-My 
reason was grounded upon this, that India is a very great consuming country 
()f sugar .. In fact the population very much live upon a coarse kind of sugar; 
it forms, even in their small way, one of the items of their consumption through­
out the whole country, and I ·have seen that for a series of years the price of 
sugar has been maintained in Calcutta at the steady rate of nine or ten rupees 
per maund; therefore I fear the home demand of India will take off the sugar at 
that rate, and consequently it will never answer to a merchant to export, unless 
it be from particular circumstances, for dead weight or from the markets at 
home offering a price higher than that which has been found to be the level of 
the price of consumption in I ndia. India has such capabilities, that if we were 
to introduce improved modes of conveyance, alterations in the assessment of the 
land, and various circumstances connected with India, that would improve India. 

I believe 
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1 believe it to be the country, of all others, the most likely to produce inexhaus­
tible ql1antities of sugar; but under the existing circumstances, placed as we are, 
and, as the hon. Member kl'J.ows, the mode of conveyance being so tardy and 
expensive an item that enters so largely into the cost of almost every Indian 
production, we are not in a. situation to avail ourselves of the extraordinary 
.power which India possesess; but that it has those powers lying dormant now 
I have not the least. doubt: it only requires skill and capital and general 
improvements to. call them forth, and I believe when they are called forth, 
India probably will be one of the chief countries for producing tropical pro-
ductions of any in the world. • 

4016. In point of fac~ what you' mention of the largeness of the internal 
consumption of India ought to be a reason for stimulating the extension of the 
production ?-As long as the demand will give those prices, nothing but a higher 
price elsewhere will induce anybody to ship; as long as nine rupees can be 
obtained cun-ently in Calcutta or in the Mofussil, no one .would ship sugar 
to this country unless he could get a higher price than has prevailed .here 
recently. 

4017. This largeness of the internal consumptidn should be an additional 
stimulus to production, if it were not cheCKed by other causes ?-Certainly. 

4018. You would consider those other causes as the most legitimate reason 
,for the difficulty that may have existed I-Yes; the price not being lower, so as 
to admit of export. 

4019. The sugar factories in the Mauritius are of comparatively modern date, 
are they not ?-Yes: I believe you will see that when the duty upon the Mauri­
tius sugar, in the year 1825, was equalized with West India sugar, the produc­
tion of sugar in the first two or three years after that was not more than from 
20,000,000 to 30,000,000 of pounds weight. That has got up during that 
period of time to not less than 60,000 tons; so that from 10,000 tons it has 
'-got up' to 60,000 tons. That arose from the equalization of the duties on Mau­
.ritius sugars in 1825~ placing them upon the. same footing with West India. 
sugars. . 

4020. There are now no sugar interests in the Mauritius which are of a 
sufficiently old date to be affected by the terms of the capitulation which 

. stipulated for protection ?-I cannot say; we acquired ours in the year 1834, 
therefore I know nothing before that period. 

4021. Mr. Miles.] What you want is time, now?-I repeat that I am not 
very confident of our ever being able to get over our difficulties; but under the 
·-circumstances I have stated, the only chance we have is not by making any 
alteration of the present duty, but by letting us remain where we are; I am not 
confident however, and I am loth to give' any decided opinion; but under all 

" the circumstances I have ~tated, I think we are entitltid to such consideration 
. as may save us from the total ruin which weets us now, or at least the destruc­
tion-of one-half of our properties, that the other half may, by accommodating 
itself to the circumstances in which we are placed, make :an adequate return. 

J'Or the diminished capital which our properties would- then stand at. I have 
in my hand a statement showing the total cost of production of a crop of 
.75,000,000Ibs. of sugar, by 200 estates, with labourers' wages at 250' dollars 
per month. The number employed is 20,000 men; the interest of capital 
4i per cent. per annum; and the value of the land, &c. 30,000 l. per 1,000,000 
.pounds of sugar. 

t17ie Wit~ess'deli~red in the Statement; which is as/ollolDs:] 

03 STA'1'EMEN'r 

Sir 
G.G.deH.Larpelll, 

Bart. 
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(No.1.) 

STATEMENT showing the Total Cost of Production of a Crop of 76,000,000 lh •. of SUGAa by 200 Estates, with 
Labourers' Wages at 1250, (:>0 I.) per Month. The Number Employed as 20,000 Men; the Interest of 
Capital at 4 ~ per Cent. per Annum;. and the Value of the Land, &c. at 30,000 I. per Million Pounds of Sugar. 

20,000 labourel's, at $ 250 or 50 I. per month, with food, at exchange of 4 s. ver I 
dollar, and clothing as per !Statement No.8 - - - - - - - ' 

Expenses over and ahove the labour and provisions, as per Statement No.4 -! 

$. £. 
1,200,000 
1,911,000 

·--11---

e. 
o 
o 

or 240,000 
or 382,200 

Total Cost - - - $,' 3,111,000 ° or 622,200 
Proceeds, as per Statement No.2 - 3,626,886 03 or 72:>,377 

-----1 
Net proceeds of crop. 1844-45, giving interest on$II,250,000 (2,250,000 t.),} $ 'I 

value of 200 estates, at 4 i per cent. per annum • - - - 515,885 93 £.IQ3,177 

----------~-----
The colony, however, is now incurring a further outlay of capital attendant on the employment of 20,000 

newly-imported men, now costing, as per Statement No.3, $5 (ll.) pe, month; the result of whose labours 
cannot be realized until the crop 1845-46. 

We take the date of the employment from 1st January 1844 to 1st October 1845; causing an additional illvest­
ment in anticipation of crop 1845-46, say $2,100,000 (420,000 I.) 

(No.2.) 

STATEMENT showing the probable Net Proceeds of the Crop 1844-45, taking the Quantity at 76,000,000 lb •. 
of SUGAR; of which, 67,500,000 Ibs. White or Vesou Sugar sold in London at the London Average Gazette 
Price of the 17th October 1843, viz. 328. 3 d. per owt., and 7,600,000 lb •. of Syrup Sugar sold at Mauritius at. 
an average of $3 (128.) pe, 100 lbs. French weight. 

500,000 bags of vesou sugar, weighing 67,500,000 lb •• or 650,000 £. s. d. £. s. d. £. 
cwt., at average price of 328. 3 d. per cwt. - - - - 1,048,125 - -

Add 148. duty - - - - - - - - - 460,000 - - 1,498,125 - - 1,411~,125 

CHARGBS. 
At Mauritius: 

~ugar, valued at 22 s. per cent. - - - - - $ 3,712,500 ° or £.742,500 
. 

Export dues, at 1 d. per cent. - - - £.33,750 - -

Quay ducs, at 1 d. per bag - - - - 2,083 6 8 

Tonnage dues, at " i d. per ton - - - 1,371 1 -

£.37,204 8 6 or $186,022 12 or 37,204 - -

I.aoding from the boat, at 1 d. per bag - - - - - 10,000 0 or 2,000 - -
Cartage to stores and from thence to the wharf, at 28. per 10 

10,000 bags - - - - - - - - - - 69,000 0 or - -
Warebouse rent, at 1 d. per month - - - - - 10,001) 0 or 2,000 - -
Weighing, at 1 s. 2 d. per 1,000 Ibs. - - - - - 20,250 0 or 4,05Q - -
Shipping, at 2 s. per ton - - . - - - • 16,875 0 or 3,375 - -
Marking, postages, and petties - - - - - 6,000 0 or 1,000 - --
:Brokerage, one quarter per cent. on $3,712,500 (742,5001.) - 9,281 25 or 1,856 - -
Commission, 2§ per cent. on $4,019,928. 37c. (803,9861.) - 100,498 20 or 20,099 . - -

Charges at Mauritius - - - $ 407,926 57 or 81,584 - 1,498,125 
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In London: Brought forward - - -
Insurance on 1,000,000 L at 50 So per cent. duty, and com-

mission half per cent. -.. - - - -. - -
Freight at 4/. per ton, and pnmage 5 per cent. - - -
Duty at 148. per cwt. -. - - - - - . -
Interest on duty and freight advanced in anticipation of pro-

ceeds, say '1 per cent. - - - - . - - -
Landing, delivery, rent inward, entry and stamps, fire insur-

ance, sale charges, and postages - - • - - -
Brokerage, 1 per cent. - - - - - - -
Commission, 2 ~ pel' cent. - - - - - - -
Delivedere, half per cent. ~ - - - - -

Charges in London -
Charges at Mauritius -

Net proceeds of Sugar sold in London: 

£. 
Or Dollars 

£. 8. d. - - -
32,500 - -

136,500 - -
450,000 - -

9,555 - -
27,000 - 4 
18,281 5 -
45,703 2 4 

9,140 12 4 
1-'--'---

728,680 - -
3,643,400' ° 

• 

£. 
- -

728,680 
81,584 

s. d. 
-

:;:;,000 bags of syrup sugar, weighing 7,500,000 lbs.; sBld here 
at $ 3 (12 s.) percent. • - - - - - $ 225,001)" 0 or 45,000 .... -

Discount 6 per cent. - - - - 1a,500 ° or 2,700 - -

Doll. Charges: 
Landing from the boat, at 1 d. per bag - 1,100 
Cartage to the stores, at 50 c. (2s.) per 

Doll£m 
c. £. s. 
Ocr220 -

10 bags - - - - - - 2,750 0 or 650 -
Warehouse rent, at 1 d. per bag per mo. 1,100 0 or 220 -' 
Weighing, ataO c. (Is. 2 A d.) per 1,000 - 2,260 ° or 450 -' 
Petty charges - - _ - - 530 ° or 106 -
Brokerage, half per cent. on $ 225,000 - 1,125 0 or 225 -
Commission of sale, 2 ~ .per cent. - - 6,037 50 or 1,007 10 

r-----------I----------
201,500 ° or 47,700 - -

$ 13,912 60 or 2,778 - _ 

Net proceeds of sugar sold at Mauritius - - $ 187,587 60 
1 ...... ......;.. ......... --1 

Net proceeds of crop 1844-45 -

(NO.3.) 

47 

£. 
1,498,125 

810,264 

687,861 

44,922 

732,783 

CALCULATED ANNUAL EXPE'lISB attending the Exploym'ent of 100 Indian Labourers on a Sugar Estate. , 

• 100 Men: Doll. c. £. s. d. 
Wages, at $2 50c. (10 •. ) per man; is $250 (50 I.) per 

month, per annum - - - - - _ $ 3,000 o or 600 0 -
Food: Rice, at 1 i Ibs. per man per day, is 5,200 lb •• per 

month, or per annum 62,400 lb •• $ 2 (8 s.) per cent. - 1,248 ° or 249 12 -
Dboll, 4Ib •. pel' man per month, }S 4,800lbs per 

annum, $ 3 (12 s.) per cent. - - _ _ 144 o or 28 16 -Salt fish, 4lbs. per man per month, is. 4,800Ibs. 
~erannum,$6(11.4',) - - - - - 288 o or 67 12 -

Sa t, per annum - ~ - -. -. - _ 24 ° or 416 -Add 10 per cent. for wages and loss by desertion; " 

hospital rations on $1,704 (3401. 16 s.) - _ 170 001' 34 - -Rnm and ghee; these articles are not universally 
given, but it is well to calculate them at $ 27 
(61. 8 s.) per man per month - - - _ 27 /) or li 8 -Clothing: 8 ell. of unbleached cloth, 25 C. (18.) per ell., -

0·32. 

is $2 (88.) per annum - _ - $ 200 o or 40 -
2 dhootys perannum, at 75 c. (38.) $150 (301.) 150 o or 30 -1 cap, per man at 25 c. (I •. ) - - - _ 25 o or 5 -
1 blanket, at 75 Co (3 s.) - - - - 76 ° or lD -Medical attendance and medicines - - - 150 o or 30 -
3 sudars, at $3 50c. (148.); their food, clotbinl' 

$203 c. (8 •. lid.) $. 1669 c. (3/.6 •• 41 .) 
per month per annum - - - - 199 08 or 39 16 

Dollars - • 
The total cost of each labourer per month, $ [) (11.) 

G4 

-----
3i! 

-

Doll. c. £. s • d. 

4,874 o or 974 16 -
327 o or 66 8 -

799 08 or 159 16 -
6,000 OS or 1,200 - -
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(No.4.) 

STATEMENT of Expenses incurred by a SUGAR ESTATB workin .. Two Batteries, over and above the C t 
of Labour and Provision~ os 

Administration- 1 Manager - - -
1 Regisseur - -
4 ditto, at $ 26 (51.) -
6 Servants, at $ 5 (11.) 

Dollars. rent.. £. 
- 150 0 or 30 
- 60 0 or 12 
- .100 0 or 20 
- 2500r6 
-----'-,----

Per month - Dollars 

Mechanics. - 2 Carpenters, at $10 (21.) -
1 Blacksmith, at $10 (2/.) -
1 Assistant ditto, at $ 5 (11.) 

Per month - - - Dollars 

Animals - - 20 Mules, as per Statement No.5 -
60 Bullocks, - ditto - No. 6 -

Carts - -
Machinery 

Per month - - - Dollars 

- Repairs, equal to two new carts, per ann. 
- Engineers fee for attendance -.-

Replacing damage, wear and tear - -

335 o or 67 

20 0 or 4 
10 0 or 2 

5 0 or 1 

35 0 or 7 

200 0 or 40 
110 0 or 22 

310 0 or 62 

100 
500 
150 

o or 20 
o or 100 
o or 30 Tallow, hemp, oil, &c .. - - -. -

1-----,-
Sugar House- Remounting batteries - -

Lead, copper, solder, firebricks 
Replacing one pan annually' -
SkImmers, spoons, filterers -

Buildings - - Lime, planks, nails, tin, &c. and extra 
labour - - - - - --

Forge - - - Tin, steel, charcoal, &c. - - --
Tools - - - Peoches, axes, baskets, rope, &c. - -" 
Bags - - - For 1,000,000Ibs. of sugar, say 16,000 

vacoa and gunny bags, at $12 (2/. 8 •. ) 
per cent. - - - - - --

Cartage - - To town of 1,000,000Ibs. of sugar, an 
average distance of 18 miles, at 20 cents 
(9 ! d.) per cent. - - - --

"J.'ake 100 estates, working two batteries, 'Producing 100 
millions of sugar - - - - -

.. 100 estates working one oatter;)" producing 50 mil-
lions of sugar - - - - - -

200 
120 
150 
100 

o or 40 
o or 24 
o or 30 
o or 20 

Dollars 

-I 
-I 

$ c. £. 

per onn. 
4,020 0 or 804 

420 0 or 84 

3,720 0 or 744 

400 o or 

750 0 or 150 

670 o or 

500 ° or 
1M ° or 
250 ° or 

1,920 0 or 

2,000 ° or 

114 

100 
30· 
60 

384 

400 

14,700 0 or 2,940 
.= 

1,470,000 ° or 294,000 

735,000 0 or 147,000 

200 estates, 160 millions - - _ 2,201),000 ° or 441,000 

The above calculations include bags and cartage for the 
estates when in full revenue. As the crop of 1844-46 is 
calculated at 76,000,ooolbs •. of sugar only, half these 
charges must be dedncted, viz.-

100 estates, producif'g 500,000Ibs. each, will require 
8,000 bags, at $12 (2/. 8s.) p' cent. = $960 (192/.) 

100 estates, producing 250,000Ibs. each, will require 
4,000 bags, at $12 (21. 8s.) p' cent. = $480 (961.) 

And cartage on 100 estates, producing aOO,oOOlbs. 
each, will require $1,000 each (200 I.) - - -

And carta{!:e on 100 estates, producing 250,000Ibs. 

Dollars. Celli,. 

96,000 0 or 

48,000 ° or 

100,000 0 or 

50,000 ° or 

£. 
19,200 

9,600 

20,000 

10,000 each, will require $ 500 each (laO I.) - - -
1-------1 

Tllta! of Bags and Cartage to be deducted 294,000 0 or 58,800 

; Dollar;6 1,911,000 0 or 382,200 
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(No. G.) 

CACULATED MONTHLY EXPENSES of Twenty Mules in a SUGA.R ESTA.TE. 

Grain, 6 lbs.ofgrain per diem, say 3,600 Ibs., at $2. 7G c. (Us.) 
Shoeing, at $1 (4 8.) per month each -

• 
Harness, at $12 (21. 8 s.) per annum per mule, say $1 per 

month 

Three grooms, at $2.1I0c. (10 s.), with food, clothing, &c., say 
at $ 5 (11.), as per Statement No.3 - - - - -

Mortality, at tbe rate of 10 per cent., two mules at $200 (40 I.), 
is $ 400 (80 I.) per annum - - - - - -

Brushes and medicines, per montb . 
Add for wastage of grain, rations to managers, borses, &c., say 

10 per cent. 

$. 

(No.6.) 

Doll. c. 

99 0 
20 ·0 

20 0 

15 0 

33 84 

2 76 

9 90 

200 0 

or '£. s. 

or 19 16 
or 4 

or 4 

or 3 

or 4 13 

or -11 

or 1 19 

or 40 -

49 

d. 

-

3 

-
7~ 

-

. CALCULATED MONTHLY EXPENSES of Maintaining Sixty Bullocks (equal t~ Twenty 
Mules) in a SUGAR ESTATE. 

10 Ibs. of manioc per ox per day, or 18,000Ibs. per month, 
sbonld be grown on tbe estate, but if purcbased will cost 
50 cents. (2 s.) per 100 Ibs., is $ 90 (181.) per montb during 
six months, or during the year - - - - - _ 

Pasturage during six months,ditto, at 40 cents. (1 s. 7 d.) each 
Mortality, at 15 per cent., is nine bullocks, at $ 00 (10 I.) 

each, say $ ~50 (20 I.) per annum - : - - -

Two guardians, at $ 5 (11.), including food, clothing, &c. 
Yokes and fastenings, per montb - - - - -

$. 

Doll. c. or £. s. d. 

45 0 or 9 - -
12 0 or 2 8 -
37 50 or 7 10 -
10 0 01' 2 

:; 50 or 1 2 -
110 0 or 22 

4022. Chairman.]. Sir Edward Buxton examined you upon the subject of 
the losses you wrote off in 1845, which you state you had incurred between 
1838 and 1844; you said you wrote off 95,000 I.; is not a great portion of 
that loss to be laid to the account of tbe barassing regulations of the Colonial 
Office in regard to tbe immigration of labourers and the contracts .of the 
labourers ?-l should say that the greatest part of the loss is to be attributed 
to the prohibition to import Coolies in 1838, to the cessation of apprenticeship 
in 1839, and to the inadequate supply of labour, till the alteration by the Order 
in Council in 1842; that, in point of fact, to keep our estates bom .being over­
run by tropical vegetation, we had a small production of sugar and an immense 
expenditure, and the result was a loss to the extent I have mentioned, or 
sometbing approaching to it, witjl perhaps the additional charges which I have 
mentiolled of commission and interest, which ought never to have been charged, 
because they were never earned. 

4023, The effect of those barassing regulations was, that there was a· 
decrease of produce, of your sugar, of 219 tons in 1839 as compared with 
1838; of 200 tons in 1840; of 188 tons in 1841; of 70 tons in 1842; of 287 
tons in 1843; and of 285 in 1844; making a sum total of 1,249 tons, or an 
average of 208 tons a year; which you ascribe to the annoyance and inter­
ference that was made with your labourers r-I do not think that is quite a fair 
way of calculating it, because. the result became very inadequate to the capital 
expended upon it. At the same time, I should in fairness say that the figures 
which have been read may be partially influenced by drought and the circum-

0.32. H • stances 

Sir 
G.G.de K.Larp ... t, 

Bart. 
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Sir stances of the seasons, which ac~urate investigation onlyocan show; but I am pre-
G.(;.deH.Larp''''' pared to say, that ifwe had had what we expected when we commenced, namely, a 

Bart. free introduction of Coolies, we should have been able to have had an adequate 
~6 February 18+8. return of produce from our estates, but that we did not get such a sufficient 

supply of sugar as to pay us; and that the falling off was at one time down to 
350 tons; whereas under a different set of circumstances, having adequate 
labour, we got up to 800 tons, and last year to 1,100 tons of sugar. I do not 
attribute the whole to the Bill of 1846; there were a variety of concurring 
circumstances which depressed the price here in 1847 and 1848; blolt if we 
had had adequate prices, that quantity Wa.!! so large that we should have had a 
fair return for our capital. 

4024. Were not the taxes gradually increased during the time you speak 
of ?-The taxes were increased, and there is an export duty of 11. a ton which 
falls very heavy. The statements of the colonial revenue will show the Com­
mittee that the whole revenue, as 1 stated in a part of my evidence, has been 
absorbed by the expenditure of the colony; instead of leaving, as it did before, 
a surplus, shows a deficiency which all falls upon the staple production of the 
island. 

4025. You were also asked whether Government and Parliament had not 
agreed in those .restrictions upon immigration, and upon the length of con­
tracts; is not it the more fitting way of putting it, that the Colonial Office 
initiated that policy, and that Parliament sanctioned it ?-I think it hardly 
becomes me to state under what concurring authorities it was done; all 1 can 
state is simply the effect which was produced upon our property, such as I have 
mentioned, and that we were prohibited obtaining an adequate supply of labour 
by regulations which, whether they were wise or foolish, is not for me to state. 

4026. They were regulations of the Colonial Office, were not they?-I think 
the prohibition of the importation of Coolies was by Act of Parliament. 

4027. You were asked whether if slavery had continued, the British colonies 
:would have been able to compete with the slavery of Cuba and Br&2il; is it 
the fact, that so long as slavery continued, the British colonies did produce 
50,000 tons of sugar a year more than Great Britain could consume, and suc­
cessfully met the competition of foreign slave-labour sugar in the Continental 
market, and actually kept down the cultivation of sugar by the slaves of Cuba 
and Brazil ?-I can only speak of what came under my own immediate know­
ledge. We did not obtain those estates during the period of slavery; it was 
just at the period when slavery was turned into apprenticeship, therefore I 
can give no opinion upon it. We know very well that a very considerable 
diminution took place in the return from the West Indies at the period I have 
mentioned between the year 1830 and the year 1840, from 200,000 tons to 
110,000 tons. 

4028. It is your opinion that India only requires cherishing and the protec­
tion of a good price, to stimulate a boundless production of sugar 7-1 think 
India, under those circumstances I have mentioned in a former answer, would 
do so. . 

4029. Sir Edward Buxton.] A boundless quantity, but not at a very low 
price :-1 think the price which India is willing to pay for sugar is s~own by 
the steady price of sugar, both in the Mofussil and in Calcutta, for shIpment, 
nine or ten rupees a maund, which it has been at for a series of ye~rll. . 

4030. Nine I.IOpees a maund is equal to 248. per cwt. ?-Yes, WIthOut freight 
and charges. . 

4031. You. said that taxell had increased since 1835; can you state how 
much has been spent upon immigration by Government since that time ?-No, 
I cannot. . 

4032. Shoul<~ you say that it is a million or half a ~illion 1-1 do not kno,,:. 
4033. Mr. M. Gibson.] The importation of Coolies from the East Indies 

to the Mauritius has been attended with considerable expense in shipping, has 
not it ?-We consider the object fully compensated the expense. 

4034. Do you happen to know whether any Coolies have been imported in 
country ships, manned by natives of British India 1-1 do not know the fact, 
but r should think they might have been if the regulations w~uld have per­
mitted it, but I do not know whether they would, have permitted It. 

4035. Would not it have been an advantage if Coolies cO,!ld have ~~en 
imported into the Mauritius in country ships manned by the natives of ~n~sh 

Indl& ~-
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India ?-The cheapest rd'ode of introducing them would be the best, provided 
the regulations were such as to insure what was proper with respect to the 
persons who are so brought. I am not certain whether the regulations allow 
it in country shipping, but I should say that such is the intercourse between 
India and the Mauritius, that Coolies might be brought down and their food 
might be brought also; a great part of the population of the Mauritius is 

• supported by rice obtained from India. 
4036. Supposing a country ship from India manned by the natives of 

British ~dia could bring Coolies from India to the Mauritius, and col!).d pro­
ceed on to England with a cargo of sugar, . and back again to Calcutta with a 
return freight, would not that upon the whole perhaps be a profitable trans­
action ?-Sugar requires a very good ship to bring it home without damage, 
but of course, upon general principles, the cheaper the mode in which the 
Cooly is brought down and the sugar shipped, the greater will be the benefit 
obtained by the trader. As far as my experience goes, there is no complaint 
to be made of the want of tonnage for the shipment of sugar, or of the high price 
of freight in the Mauritius; it is not one of those charges which has at all 
been considered as oppressive to the Mauritius; at the same time every charge 
is of importance, and the cheaper you can bring it the bette!;. Let every vessel 
enter into competition for the purpose of reducing the price, that I am per­
fectly ready to say; but at the same time I cannot consistently state that 
I believe the charge of freight is a grievance in the Mauritius. 

Mr. David Charles Guthrie, called in; and Examined. 

Sir 
G.G.deH.Larpent, 

Bart. 

g6 February 18+8. 

4037. Chairman.] YOU have beeBa few years connected with the Mauri- Mr.D. C. Gut/,rie. 
tius cultivation of sugar, have you not? - Rather acting for Mauritius 
parties. 

4038. For how many parties do you act1-Directly, and indirectly, I think 
about 20. 

4039. You are not able to go into the details of cultiv;ttion, but only into 
the general results; is not that so ?- I have never been in the Mauritius, and 
have no knowledge of the details, therefore anything I may say upon the 
subject must be considered as second or third hand .. 

4040. As the representative in this country of those interests ?-Exactly so. 
4041. Have you a statement upon which, though you do not like to give the 

names of the estates, you will number them, and give the result which, in your 
opinion, will be produced by ilie present reduced prices of sugar ?-I cannot state 
the precise profit and loss upon those estates, but upon those estates, and under 
present circumstances, I come to certain conclusions as to whether I mayor 
may not continue to be in a material point an administrator to those estates; it 
would be unpleasant to me, under the circumstances of the present time, to 
detail the names of the estates, or the names of the parties; but I should have 
no objection to state to the Committee what my general policy i~ with respect 
to Mauritius business. . 

4042. The Committee understand you have numbered the estates, and by 
describing them in that manner, you can tell the Committee your purpose as 
respects those estates /-1 think it will answer your Lordship's purpose, if I 
tell you the number of the estates, and, under the present circumstances, upon 
what number of the estates I am disposed to go on; secondly, what number of 
estates are in abeyance; and thirdly, what number of estates 1 have already 
desired that no advances should be made on. 

4043. Will you also state the produce of those estates ?-I can do that; the 
first class of estates which we propose to carry on are five estates; they produce 
8,600,000 Ibs. 

4044. Was that last year?-That is the whole crop of the five estates. The 
second class involves six estates, computed to produce 10,600,000 Ibs. The 
third class in Schedule (D.), comprises nine estates, produ.cing 6,500,000Ibs., 
upon which I have desired that no further advances upon my account should 
be allowed. . 

4045. The first class you will endeavour to carry on /-1 will endeavour to 
carry them on; I think those are eslates which, under the circumstances of my 
aCC!)unt, and the ~tate of the finances of those estates, and of their produce, we 

. 0·32. B 2' may 
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Mr. D. C. Gutl,nt. may be able to fight a little longer. With reSpect to the second class they are 
---, -8 8 those which will depend entirely upon the question of the result, veri possibly 

.6 February 1 4 . of this Committee, or the steps of the British Government. • 
4046. If no relief is afforded, you will make no further advances upon those 

either ?-That is my present view, 
4047. Without being able to enter into Ii detail of the cost of cultivatibg 

sugar, do you reckon that the average cost ranges from 128. as a minimum up . 
to 258. as a maximum ?-That was my statement to Lord John Russell, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Lord Grey. • 

4048. You made a statement of that kind, did you r-A verbal statement. 
4049. Will you communicate to the Committee the statement which you 

made to those gentlemen ?-What I stated followed the remarks which had 
been made by othel' members of the deputation; in reference to this, I stated 
that I feared the Mauritius parties could not supply their statistics with that 
precision that distinguished Mr. Green's statement, quoad the West India 
estates. 

4050. The reason' of that was, that the Mauritius planters kept their accounts 
in the Mauritius, while the West India planters had their accounts in Eng­
land ?-They are differently situated; the West India estates are chiefly held 
by Englishmen; the Mauritius estates are held by residents at the Mauritius, 
or by Frenchmen; the Mauritius accounts, therefore, do not come home, 
unless in such cases as the Committee have heard Sir George Larpent state, that 
he was a proprietor in fee; I am not a proprietor in fee. 

4051. You have advanced money upon the estates of French residents, have 
you ?-Through the medium of my correspondents there. 

4052. In point of, fact are the French residents the majority of the planters 
in the Mauri!ius ?-' The great proportiolf, I believe. ' 

4053. Are they nine-tenths ?-' I am not able to answer that. 
4054. Something of that kind r-l believe a very large proportion are of the 

Mauritian interest. The system, I believe, in respect of money is, that an 
English house, such as Mr. Hunter's house, or Mr. Chapman's house, will take 
a share in an estat6; the estate becomes a joint one, the proprietor perhaps 
having half, and Mr. Hunter and Mr. Chapman, or whoever he may be, hold. 
ing the other half; but these are points upon which I am not an authority; it 
is, merely my belief. I believe that to, be the case, but for direct evidence it 
would be hetterto resort to the immediate parties. What 1 stated upon the 
occasion referred to 'l'\'as as follows: "I believe the cost varies in Mauritius, as 
rents'do in this country, from various causes, ranging from 12 8. as the 
minimum, up to 25 s., which is stated by some other parties;" that was Mr. Blyth, 
I think; "perhaps 188. to 198. may be stated as the average cost of the island." 

4055. Mr. M. Gibson.] Twelve shillings is the minimum cost, is it?-Twelve 
shillings is the lowest I have ever heard; I believe I was informed by the par­
ties that it is rather, what they anticipate doing than what they actually are 
doing. , 
, 4056. Chairman.] Did you receive any encouragement to proceed with the 

cultivation of those estates from Lord John Russell and the other members of 
the Government ?-I think it was rath'lr the reverse, but your Lordship may be 
aware that it is not customary on receiving deputations of parties in thl>t way 
for Her Majesty's Government to commlinicate anything; it is rather the 
intention of those audiences, if I may so call them, that we should communicate 
information; to tell the truth I have never had any conclusive statement at 
any of those audiences; we have had a great deal of sympathy and a great 
deal of kind expression of feeling, but I am not able to acknowledge that we 
have had anything more. " , 
. 40.17. Sir E. Buxton.] You' do not expect to receive information, do YOII, 
but to give informationr-No; there is satisfaction in communicating one's 
grievances, and we trust to the discretion of the parties. I will state to the 
Committee if they please what I stated upon that occasion: "The present 
conference with Her Majesty's Ministers is fully known to the public, and 
creates some excitement; I am sorry to add, not much hope or relief is anti­
cipated. I have consulted one frien,t who stands in rather a high position; he 
remarked, 'that Her Majesty's Ministers stood so lately committed to the free 
trade movement, that they would rather let the city and the colonies go down 
en masse than infringe to the,extent of one hair on their principles of free 

trade; • 
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trade;' another friend1 well known to me as a public writer, says, that' not Mr. D. C. GlItI",W_ 
one leading statesman will be found willing to disturb the Sugar Act of 1846; , 
a third friend, who heard of my having taken up a Mauritius connexion, and .6 February 18,..&_ 
as he termed it 'put my foot in it;' on asking his opinion of how to draw it 
(lut, replied, , Cut off the limb; better lose the limb than the whole body.' These 
remarks are intended to show to Her Majesty's Ministers, first, how little relief 
is expected at their hands; secondly, what discredit now pursues any man con-

.l1ected with colonial interests." . 
40581 Chairman.] Is it not the discredit into which the planters of the 

Mauritius are.thrown now, that, in point of fact, makes it impossible for them 
to obtain advances of money ,to carry on their cultivation 1-That seems to be 

,the.fact: if a man grows a crop, and loses that crop, it may be a loss to him, 
as we may suppose, of 5,000 I.; but that would not hurt his credit; but if the 
Iact which causes that loss (If 5,000,1. goes to this extent, that the land or the 

, capital which you had the expectation of deriving that; 5,000 I. from every suc­
ceeding, year is rendered totally valueless, when that comes to be the case, 
a man's credit becomes entirely gone.. . 

4059. The loss virtually is, then, not a loss of 5,000 I., but of 50,0001. ?-Of 
the 50,000 I., or 60,000 I., ,or 100,000 I. which you anticipated should produce 
;you 5,000 I., therefore it is the credit of those parties, as I have stated, that 
was virtually demolished. 

4060. Will Y9u proceed with tbe statement you made to Lord John Russell ~ 
-I stated further, "These remarks are intended to show to Her Majesty's 
Ministers, first, how little of relief is expected at their hands.; secondly, what 
discredit now pursues any man connected with colonial interests. Notwith-

· standing these unpromising auspices, 1 do. cling to a more cllaritable view of 
humanity.. I cannot bring myself to believe that Her Majesty's ,Ministers will 
'usurp to themselves the idea of their infallibility. The works of man m'e not 
expected to be perfect, and whatever we venture to do, we must submit to the 
test of experience. Thus if the application of free . trade principles Qe found 
actually injurious to the great interests of the country, either in whole 01' ill 

,part, or if these have been hastily applied, or the proper precautions or arrange­
ments have been omitted, it would be a scandal on humanity to suppose that 
Her Majesty's Ministers will be so wedded, so bigoted to their opinion 01' to 
party, . that they will not hasten to remedy or remove the evil and repair the 
mischief that they have done. The Act of 1846 was under the influence of a 

,:poplllar excitement; that it. was· passed with barely one-fifth of a House is 
upon record." A noble Lord remarked to me that it was the grouse shooting 
season, and that that had had ,a great influence upon it. "That no statesman 
would move for its revisal can hardly be supposed, if we only look to the pro­
test in the House of Peers." The protest of the House of Peers is subscribed 

· as dissentients by Lords Stanhope, Holland, Gage, Denman, and the Bishop of 
Oxf(lrd, and is dated the J 3th of August 1846. "The first article of the 
protest propounds the great principle of the previous 40 years, 'That· the 

jmportation of sugar, the produce of slave lab(lur, was encouraging and pro­
motillg the slave trade, with all, its atrocities, and inconsistent with the 
principles upon which this country has so long acted, and for which it has 
made, and still continues to make.such enormous sacrifices:" The second 
point of the dissent was, " Because there is no reason to apprehend a deficiency 

· of sugar from other sources; the quantity produced in the East Indies and 
other British possessions was rapidly increasing, which would. also be the case 
in the British colonies in the West Indies, if they received due protection and 
encouragement:,' The third ground of dissent was, " Because the proposed 
measure would be most unjust to those colonies, and ruinous to their interests, 
.which have. already been grievously injurlld by reducing the }lI'ices, of their 
produce without a corresponding reduction of 'the taxation to which it is sub­
ject, and by the want of sufficient labourers for their cultivation," ~ourthly, 
" Because the consequences of the proposed measure might be very calamitous. 
and might occasion such distress and discontent as would ultimately lead to 
the separation of these important colonies, which, when deprived of the protec­
tion which is justly due to them, might lose also their, allegiance," The first 
,.objection leads back to the recollection. of the great work of emancipation, and 
,tQ remind Her Majesty's Ministers that they, their fathers, the Greys, Russells, 
,Aucklands, with all their p~ty, nine-tenths of both Houses of Parlimnent, and 

1,1,32. R 3 with 
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, Mr. D. C. GutArie. with the voice of the people, all joined to seal the consummation of the labours 
-- of Wilberforce, Clarkson, Buxton, &c. against slavery. Look again at 1846. 

56 February 1848• All your great works are sold, sacrificed, and lost, because of an outcry for 
cheap sugar. Cheap sugar you have, and 80 also cheap now is all our vaunted 
virtue and philanthropy; they are all like bankrupt Btock, to be had at the ' 
buyers' own price. The second objection bespeaks the increasing supplies 
from our own colonies sllfficientfor our consumption. The third and fourth 
foretel in 1846 the events of 1'847; that with taxation beyond bearing (equal 
to 61. per ton.on the produce of the Mauritius), low prices, consequent on the 
opposition and competition of foreign slave·labour sugars, have reduced the 
Mauritius to almost universal bankruptcy." I believe that at this moment 
there is hardly a planter in the island of the Mauritius who would not be very 
glad, under the prospects of the law of 1846, to find himself a French colonist 
or to remove his position to the adjoining island, which is in sight from th~ 
Mauritius on a fine day. 

4061. That is the fact, is not it; of the large firms, your firm is the only one' 
that remains ?-There were five large importers; out of that five, four unhappily 
have gone. That I maintain my position may be ascribed to this, that I had 
not been so long engaged in it. "Such distress," these noble dissentients 
foretel, "leads to discontent, and to ultimate separation and loss of alle­
giance." "Do not despise this last prophecy; it may come to be, like the pre­
vious points, too truly fulfilled. Mauritius is a very small speak of land, but of 
very large importance as a post both for our army and navy examination." 

4062. Mr. M. Gillson.] You stated that you were 'acting for 20 estates?­
Directly or indirectly; that is, we are receiving the crops and supplying them 
with means. I am not mortgagee upon those estates, nor am I proprietor; I 
have mortgages upon certain properties, but it does not apply to those ' 
generally. 

4063. You say you have mortgages upon some properties i-Yes. 
4064. Have those securities ever been marketable securities ?-A person can 

sell a mortgage. 
4065. Were the mortgages you have had upon Mauritius estates deemed 

marketable securities at IIny time within your knowledge ?-Theywere market­
able, inasmuch as I took them on a consideration. 

4066. You are engaged in making advances upon consignments of the crops. 
'Would anybody be prepared, in any ordinary transaction of lending money on 
security, to take a Mauritius estate as a security?-In the Mauritius you will 
:find a great many of the estates are mortgaged in that way. Many parties 
possessing money in the Mauritius, lend money upon estates • 
. 4067. In this country have they been deemed marketable securities r-
1 know that considerable sums of money 'have been laid out upon them. 

4068. By parties differently situated from yourself?-Yes. 
4069' Do you know the number of acres ?-No; I know nothing about the 

acres. 
40 70 • Can you inform the Committee of the net income to the proprietors 

of any of those estates for which you haTe been agent, or on which you have 
mortgages 1-1 would not speak to any of them. You may speak of an estate 
in this country, that you get a certain income from the farmer for it; but with 
respect to a sugar estate, what is the income is not possible to define till we 
know how the law is to stand. We have the law one way to-day, lind another 
way to-mOlTOw. I can tell the Committee in what years the estates have been 
profitable, and in what years they have not; but to tell the Committee what 
the income is, it is impossible for any man, even the proprietor of the estate, 
to do. 

4071. Can you state the actual income .that has been received ?-N 0; we 
have not the books in any way. , 

4072. Have you no knowledge of the income which the proprietors of Mau­
ritius estates have ever received ?-No. 

4073. Not even those upon which you have lent money ?-I have some 
knowledge of what the estates produce in point of quantity, nothing farther. 

40 74. The advances you mentioned as having peen made by parties not in 
your line of business, must ha.ve been advances made in reference to the net 
income of the estates, must not they?-Not the income; that is not the way we 
should take it ; we should rather take it upon the gross produce of those estates. 

, 4075. Without 
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4075. Without any reference to the profits ?-Certainly not; the way a Me.D. C. GalAn.. 
man would proceed would be this: does the estate produce so much? is it a 
good or a bad estate? will it produce a good fair average crop, at a fair average ~6 February 1848• 
expense? and according to the amount it produces, he would think the 
se curity good or bad. • 

4076. That is, according to the amount it produces in reference to the 
expense of producing it, is not it ?-That is one of the ingredients. 

4077. According to the net profit that is derived ?-That had nothing to do 
with my security. ' 

4078. It had with other advances, had not it ?--A man goihg to lend his 
money upon a direct security, where he was looking only for interest, would 

,calculate all those points; but that was not my case. 
4079. How do you value a Mauritius estate, supposing it is sold in the 

market ?- I never bought an estate nor sold one, therefore I cannot give an 
answer to the question; there are plenty of people to give evidence upon this 
point. I would not wish to involve myself in an answer in which I 'was very 
likely to be mistaken. . 

4080. Have you no knowledge of what has been the past value of the Mau­
ritius estates?-No; J could give you no evidence that would be worth any­
thing upon that point. 

4081. Can you inform the Committee what became of the sum of 2,099,0001. 
which was received by the Mauritius in the year 1832, when the emancipation. 
of the slaves took place !-I was not concerned in the emancipation; 1 received 
a great deal of emancipation money for the West Indies, but none for the 
Mauritius. 

4082. Have you ever, in the course of your business, heard any estimate 
how far that compensation fell short of the value of the estates upon which the 
slaves were emancipated ?-I have no information which you have not got in 
public documents; my impression is that the planters generally, upon the 
value of 70 I., got 281. or 301. I think; but those are matters of memory. The 
conviction in my mind is, that every man who had 70 1. worth of property. 
had it taken from him, and he got 28 I. in lieu of it. 

4(183. Does not it require less capital to commence the cultivation of an 
estate in the Mauritius now than it did when it was necessary to purchase 
slaves I-I think the probability is that it would be sold out like other bank­
rupt's stock; bankrupt's stock generally sells cneaper than any other. 

4084. You said that you were going to continue your advances in the case 
,of five estates, producing 8,000,000 lbs. of sugar /-' Yes. 

4085. There are five estates, according to your account, which could do 
withoutprotectioll (-,That is not at all the inference. I can explain to you pretty 
much what my principle is: I look upon it that the vessel is leaky, .and you 
know what rats do when that is the case; I want to draw my flOt out, but a 
man cannot draw it out all at once; therefore 1 get rid of what is decidedly 
bad. 'fhe other, which is in suspense, I carryon longer, and the best I will 
-carryon the longest; but I should be very glad to get rid of the whole; I will 
give you a very large sum if you will take it. 

4086. Did not you state that you were not proprietor yourself of any estate? 
-None. 

4087. You merely advance money to the cultivators of those estates, taking 
a consignlllent of their crops as your security ?-There is a party between us. 
'The Mauritius house I act for is the mediating party. 

4088. Why do you propose to continue those advances to those five estates 
producing 8,000,000 Ibs. of sugar ?-I dare say it is very wrong, but I would 
get rid of the whole if 1 could. 

4089. Why do you propose to continue to make those advances to those five 
estates, if you consider that the withdrawal of protection renders the security 
for your advances uncertain ?-They are less hazardous; they have less debt 
due to others. We have no mathematical rule upon which to proceed. 

4090. You say it is because those estates have less debt; do you mean to 
say that an estate which is not mortgaged can do without protection ?-Unques~ 
tionably a man that carries less weight will be able to run faster and to go 
longer. 

4091.' An estate that is free, from charges and is tolerably productive in the 
Mauritius, may do without protection then I-That is an inference of your own; 
That estate has a much better chance. 

0.32• H 4 4°92. You 
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Mr. D. C. GutAri.. 40g2. You said you were going to make further advances to five estates i 
that you were going gradually.to discontinue advances to six others; but that 

.z6 February 1848• nine others you were going to give up altogether ?-If I possibly can get' rid of 
them; but it is very difficult to get rid of a bad bargain. ) 

40g3. Do you think the same amount" of protection would be adequate tG 
those three different classes of estates ?-No doubt a man that has a good soil 
and a good estate has a better chance than a man who has a bad estate and 
bad opportunities. ,. 

40g4. How would you l'egulate the protection which you think ought to be 
given ?-, You ()annot regulate your protection to suit every case; you must 
give a fair and reasonable protection. If men cultivate very bad soils, the" 
country is not called on to protect them; the country, on the other hand,. 
is called on to protect a fair and reasonable estate in a fair and reasonable 
way. 

40g.5. Does not every man consider his own case a fair and reasonable one?: 
-I think a man will find out whether it is fair and reasonable, or not, by the' 
result in his books. It will be found out only on experience. Many have' 
embarked money on estates. and found they have not been profitable. 

4096. According to your recommendation you would not protect those 
estates that had bad soils. and where the difficulties are greater which they 
have to contend with ?-Those estates would be very glad to be protected. 
I am not the Legislature. I have stated in the petition I have signed what we ' 
gravely consider to be a fair and reasonable protection. We do not say that' 
we seek 5 s. to one, and 108. to another, and 208. to a third; our request 
resolves itself into a neat round sum of I d. ; that is all we ask. 

40g7; Is that with a view of raising the price of sugar in this country (-It 
is with a view of enabling us to pay our expenses, and to cultivate without 
loss. 

40g8. You would raise the price of sugar in this country, in order to enable­
perSons on certain estates to pay their expenses 7-' , Upon that penny a pound Ii 
think they would struggle on, and I hope ultimately succeed, depending very 
much on how labour is supplied, 'and how that labour is qualified. If you give 
a man a horse, and do not allow him to ride upon it, he is no better for the 
horse. 

4099. You stated, as a reason for protecting sugar cultivation, that the Mau-­
ritius was a good station for the English army and navy 7-lt is considered 
politically very much so. 

4100. Is not it your opinion ,that, with reference to locating troops and 
placing ships of war at the Mauritius, it would.be more desirable to extend the 
cultivation of grain if it were possible, or to increase the number of cattle that 
are fed at the Mauritius, with a view of giving supplies and provisions to those 
fleets and armies r-That is entirely a political question ; you have got Mada­
gascar for cattle, and as long as you retain your fleets you can command your' 
supplies. If you give up your shipping, possibly you had better grow what you. 
want yourselves; but as long as you command ships, you would be able to' 
command provi8ions. ' 

4101. How would the Mauritius be a better station for the army and navy 
by making sugar a penny a pound dearer in England 7 you say it is very 
important that the sugar cultivation in the Mauritius should be encouraged, 
because you say the Mauritius, is a good station for the army and na\'Y ?­
I have not said anything of the kind; 1 did not combine ,the two subjects. The 
plantation interest is mine, and the Government troops is the interest of 
Government. 

4102. Is it of importance to the position of the Mauritius, as a military or 
naval station, that the sugal' 'cultivation should be encouraged thereby pro­
tection ?-I think it has been given in evidence before, that the French Gove~n. 
ment, when the island was in their possession, made various attempts to raISe 
grain and to raise food for the garrison in case of necessity, and that they had 
been at very considerable expense, but had entirely failed; but that was at a 
period when the British fleets were blockading them. ' 

4103. The result of your deliberations upon what is necessary to be done COl' 

the Mauritius is, that we must raise the price of sugar a penny a pound?­
That )"ou lD.ust give us -a' protection of a penny a pound. Instead of raising" 
we hope that it will ultimately tend to re~uce the price of sugar. . 

41°4. If the price of sugar falls, how will that benefit you ?-I cannot help ~ 
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if it does, except that if we now grow too much, we' must grow less. . I think Mr. D. C •. auflirib. 
protection is perfectly essential at this moment;· they are entirely prostrated; -
they have neither money nor credit, and I think the very fact of your giving 96 February 1848• 
them protection at this moment is needful on both poin~. If you put them 
in credit they will get money. 

4105. Is not it because you believe that this protection would give them 
better prices than they now have 'I-Certainly, that is our object; that we shall 
have a better result. 

4106. Then I do not understand 'What you mean by saying, that after all it 
may lower the price of sugar ?-I look upon it that if the system you have 
been advocating for a number of years is worth anything, and I believe it is 
worth a good deal, if you give them free labour in abundance, and allow them 
aftel'wards to make use of those labourers, it is the only possible way in the 
world of doing away with slave labour, and thus enable the British colonist to 
produce sugar at lower prices. 

4107. You stated that the minimum you had heard mentioned as the cost of . 
a bundredwE'ight of sugar, was 12 s. ?-That is the least I have ever heard of, 
and I believe it was more in expectation than reality. 

4108. You have heard it named?-I have heard it pointed out; but there 
ate a great many differences in the circumstances. 

4109. What would you sell a cwt. of that sugar for in the market now; the 
long price ?-The short price is 24 s., and 14 s. added, would be 38 $. 

4110. What are the freight and charges from the Mauritius I-I have not 
an account of the sale, but YOll must deduct 22 s. to 23 s., according to the 
rate of freight, from 38 s. 

4111. You say that 24 s. is the short price of a cwt. of sugar ?-That is' the 
bonded price. . . . 

4112. What are the freight and charges of bringing a cwt. of sugar from the 
Mauritius to England 1-The charges in bringing it to England are, first, the 
freight, which is now high; 8s. would cover the charges. 

4113. That leaves you 16 s. in the Mauritius, does not it.?-Yes; it varies 
from 22 s. to 23 s. altogether; deduct that from 388. and you have it •. 

4114. At that rate you will not deny that 168. is not a bad price to get for 
a thing that has only cost 12 8.,taking the minimum upon a cwt. of. sugar?­
The whole drift of the question as to the cost, was the cost of making the 
sugar only. . 

4115. You stated that the minimum you had hearcJ named, was 128, on the 
~ost of the sugar ?-As the cost of labour and provisions only. 

41.16. What do you mean by cost I-What is the actual cost for the plante!: 
to make the sugar. 

4117. Do you mean that it costs J28. to make sugar as a minimum, in addi­
tion to all the expenses of culture I-Twelve shillings is the cost,of provisions. 
the cost of wages, and the cost of all the wear and tear of the plantation for the 
time being. , 

4118. Does it include rent ?-It includes no rent; it includes .no value of 
capital in any way, nor interest of money, nor the export duty, nor shipping 
charges. 

411 9. Does not it include the interest of money that has been laid out in 
machinery ?-Not a farthing. Suppose you set yourself down upon your plan­
tation with every thing found that you can possibly imagine, it is the ~xpense 
of manufacture from the day you so set yourself down, laying nothing out 
beyond what you had previously found: it is what is the cost of making cotton 
yarn in a spinning mill; it is merely the cost of the labourers' wages in making. 

4120. How much must be added to the ]28. in order to give the cos\ of the 
sugar ?-The cost of making the sugar is 12 s.; and the profit is whatever you 
can get over it, after paying export duty and commercial charges. 

4121. Can you give'the minimum cost of a hundredweight of sugar on 
board ship at'the Mauritius ?-I cannot. I stat~d in the first place that I was 
not a planter, and that I had not been in the Mauritius; and what I read here, 
as the first part of my address to the Government, was in some degree simply 
lUI explanation upon the evidence that the other parties had given. 

4122. Mr.1I1iles.] You do not care about the cost of the sugar at sea-boan} 
when you advance money at so much a ton ?-Thatis not my business; I ha-re 
to look at what is to be my ~ecudty. 

0·32. I 4123. Mr. 
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Mr. D. C. GtIl"~. 4123. Mr. M. Gibson.] Has the amount of protection been fixed on at 101. 
a ton 1-Many parties wanted' a difference of 10 1., and we asked for 10 1. by 

s6 February 1848. our letter to the Government; but we afterwards came to the conclusion that 
it would be so much more intelligible to put it at a penny a pound, ru:d we 
fixed to ask for that in our petition to the House of Commons. 

4124. Mr. Mil.es.] You think that a penny a pound is required as a pro­
tection at the present moment, to . enable the planter to get out of his present 
difficulty?-Yes. 

4125. Would a penny a pound, given by the consumer in this country now 
be likely to save him 2 d. by-and-by ?-If we come to be in the hands of th~ 
Spaniards and Portuguese ultimately, you must speculate upon their tender 
mercies. 

4126. Do not you think it is very probable that the supply of sugar from our 
own colonies will be very much diminished if this protection be not given 1-
I am quite certain of it; it will be less from every English colony next year. 

4127. Is not it a question with them now, whether they should cease culti­
vation or not 1-1 can read to the Committee a letter 1 have had within the 
last day or two on the su~ject; and in reference to it, I must say e:JI UIIO disce 
omnes. co Your letter of the 24th of November conveyed to us a report of 
Simpson, Scott, & Company's, on sugar, which we read with interest. At 
present rates in London, there is a ruinous result to sugar shipment, so that 
you may be convinced we shall induce no one to ship any under advances. 
'Ve have caused to be closed the sugar factories at Gondalour, which are 
entrusted to the management of our Pondicherry house, and will wait before 
we open them again until a favourable change in London takes place." 

4128. Do you know how much that house is in the habit of sending to this 
country ?-Yes. 

4129. Was it a large supply ?-Yes; they are very considerable shippers, and 
every IJOdy who has had letters from the West Indies by the packet yesterday, 
as 1 had, would be able to report to the Committee without exception their 
very bad position. 

4130. Mr. l~foffatt.) You stated that you had no practical knowledge of the 
Mauritius ?-No, none at all. 

4131. You know nothing ofthe state of labour there 1-No. 
4132. Nor of the cost of the production of sugar?-Mine is mere general 

information. 
4133. In what year did you first become connected with the Mauritius 1-

I was connected with the Mauritius a great many years ago, and gave it up, 
and I think I resumed my occupation when things began to revive a little. 
I looked upon it that things were beginning to get better. 

4134. In what year!-I think it was in 1844 we began to think· that things 
would do well. 

4135. Your business since then in connexion with the Mauritius has been 
to make advances upon estates ?-Upon the sugar rather. 

4136. Not upon the estates ?-No. 
4137. Can you explain to th~ Committee in what manner those advances were 

made ?-After the first crop, as soon as one crup is off, we begin our advances. 
4138. Those advances are made upon the faith of this sugar being consigned 

to your house ill London?-Yes. 
4139. You have no mortgages upon the estates ?-I have a general security 

in mortgages, but not specially upon the estates. 
4140. The nature of your advances then has been governed always by the 

prospect of the crop of sugar you would get from year to year ?-Pretty much. 
4141.. You stated, did you not, to an honourable Member, that you were 

under very large advances, and that you would give hint a large sum if he 
would relieve you of them?-Yes. . . ' . 

4142. Have not the advances been increasmg from year to year r-There 
would be a deficiency last year. 

4143. Is last year the only year in which there would be a deficiency?-There 
was no deficiency the previous year; the previous year, I think, was a goodye:u-. 

4144. Your complaint is only against the results of last year ?-My complaint 
is against the Bill of 1846. . 

4145. Then you are, in point of fact, speaking UPo!! an .experience ~f 
12 months; prior to the 1st of January 1847, your expenence In the Ma~­

tIus 
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tius was satisfactory to you in !' commercial point of view ?-Up to the Bill of Mr.D. C. Guthrie. 

1846, my experience was satisfactory to me ; it commenced from that period to 6 . 0'8 
be otherwise. The Committee are aware that we expected a great deal from ~ February I..,. • 

the consumption in breweries and distilleries ; we were completely disap-
pointed, which I think was a great fault of the Ministers, for I think they 
might have saved a great consumption of grain and prevented this dilemma to 
the sugar colonies. . 

4146. What do you reckon to have been the loss upon your consignments? 
-That is a questiO!l I would decline answering. 

4147. Can you tell the Committee what was the difference in price on the 
consignments of sugar you had from the Mauritius in 1846 and 1847 ?-The 
price in 1846 was 368.; this day it is 248. 

4148. Are you aware that the Gazette average price in 1846 was 34 s. 4d., 
and in 1847,288. 5d.?-The price in May 1846 was 368. for that quality of 
sugar which I have laid before you; it is a difference of 12 8. . 

4149. What was the price of a similar quality of sugar in 1845 ?-That 
1 have not got. 

4150. Are you aware that the prices prior to 1846 were very much stimu­
lated by the large reduction in the duty which Government made ?-Y ou are 
putting upon my memory a thing it cannot possibly pretend to catTy; any 
price cUtTent will show that. , 

4151. It is a very important fact 1-lt is not fair to ask me the price; my 
head will not carry the prices cUtTent of two or three years. 

4152. Then you are scarcely aware of the fact that the average price of three 
years, ending with 1844, exhibits only a difference from the average price on 
the three years ending 1847 of 28. 4d. per cwt. ?-All I state to you is, that my 
account would be very good now, if it had not been for that Act of 1846. 

4153. You say your account would be very good; what do you mean by 
your account ?-I mean that my advances would have been covered had not it 
been for that Act of 1846. 

4154~ That Act depreciated the price of sugar, how much?-In May 1846 
it was 36s.; it is now 248 .•. the fall is 128. per cwt. . 

4155. According to your evidence, it depreciated the price of sugar 128. 
per cwt. ?-Yes. 

4156. Mr. Villiers.] Were you to be understood to say that you had been 
connected some years before with the Mauritius ?-Yes. 

4157. Will you tell the Committee in what year that w~ ?-I think; if you 
refer to Mr. Hunter's evidence, he commenced business under my auspices in 
the Mauritius; you will find from his evidence the year he went to the Mauri­
tius; I think it was about 1830. 

4158. What was the state of the colony then; had slavery been abolished? 
-1 think it followed a year or two afterwards. 

4159. You stated that you did not do well at that time, and that you gave 
up your connexion with the Mauritius ?-I did not say anything of the 
kind. 

4100. You found things did not go right, you said 1-· I was the correspond­
ent of Mr. Hunter, and he chose to remove his account; he took enother 
partner, and I ceased to be his agent. 

4161. You ceased to have anyconnexion with the Mauritius, then, not 
because things did not go right 1-lt was by mutual consent we parted, each 
party fancying he could do better for himself. . 

4162. You did not think it prudent to have any further connexion with the 
Mauritius at that time ?-My connexion was not a plantation connexion at all. 
I sailed a couple of ships at that period, which I abandoned; but Mr. Hunter 
has gone into all those concerns, who was my great leader. 

4163. The fact is, that you ceased to have connexion with the Mauritius in 
1830, and did not think it profitable to connect yourself again with that island 
till 1844 ?-It was not my act which separated our connexion altogether. 

4164. When did you resume your connexion with that island?,-In 1844, 
I think it was. . 

4165, YQU stated that you never had any property in the island; have you 
never been there ?-Never. 

4166. You have no acquaintance with the sentiments of the inhabitants?­
Yes, I hear a great dea:l of them. 

0.32. I 2 4167. Not 
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Mr. D. C. Guthri.. 4167. Not from ~e~sonal communication ?-I. see Mauritius papers, and see 
---. - a great many MaurltlUs people; I know they are French, and we know that 

'26 February 1848• where Frenchmen exist French feeling exists. 
4168. The fact is, that you have never had any personal acquaintance with 

the Mauritians in the island ?-Not in the island, but plenty of acquaintance 
with them here. 

4169. There was some evidence of your's which was received by the Com. 
mittee, as to which, I think you have stated since, that it was not an opinion 
founded upon your own knowledge, but founded upon the evidence you have 
read, or the opinions you had heard of other people 1-That was in regard .to 
the charges of making sugar. 

4170. You were stating opinions that were founded upon the evidence of 
others 7-Upon what had been said at the audience which we had· with Her 
Majesty's Ministers. 

4171. In this advocacy of protection, you were giving the opinions of other 
people ?-' And my own opini!lns too. 

4172. Not founded upon any acquaintance with the manufacture of sugar in 
the Mauritius, or with the cultivation of estates there, or what is necessary to 
enable them to proceed with the cultivation there in future ?-I stated that I 
did not pretend to have an intimate knowledge of the expense of the cultivation 
of sugar, nor of carrying on the estates. I found my opinion upon the perfect 
concurrence of all parties, that they cannot produce sugar at the present prices; 
I have not been able to find one man who can produce sugar to meet the present 
price. 

4173. You state to the Committee what you have heard other people say?-
And what my own conviction is. . 

41 74. You have also heard, you say, that the estates are under very different 
circumstances in the Mauritius 1-1 believe so. 

4175. Some are mortgaged; some are not; some have good soil; some have 
bad soil ?-No doubt of it. 

4176. Then this amount of protection of a penny a pound would operate 
updn those estates, !1ccording to the difference in their circumstances, very 
.differently ?-It will operate to the benefit of all;. good estates would be bene­
fited; middling estates I hope would make a profit, and on the worst estates it 
would help them. 

4177. How do you }tnow that, if you are not acquainted with the estates? 
-Can you deny the position 1 

4178. I am asking you as to your knowledge of the different character of 
those estates 1·~1 know the character of them in my own books. 

4179. The character of the different estates in t4e island of Mauritius?­
There is their character in my books. 

4180. I am asking you whether there are any that would not be benefited at 
all by this peculiar protection which you recommend ?-There are none that 
would not be benefited; because I look upon it that saving a loss is something 
parallel to making a benefit. 

4181. You do not know yourself the precise difference between the estates 
in the Mauritius; do you ?-. I know this, that there are some that have been 
always profitable, almost even in bad times; others have not done much good 
in any times, and I suppose bad ones will go down hill. 

4182. Those that have never done well in any times would not be benefited 
by protection ?-Yes; till we produce sugar enough to supply our own wants, 
every one will be benefited. . 

4183. This protection is less than you used to have, is not it 1-Yes. 
4184. You have referred to the injustice done by Government, in not allow­

ing sugar to be freely used in distilleries and breweries r-I think it would have 
been a great relief to the Government, and saved the present embarrassment, 
if they had encouraged the consumption of sugar, so as to have saved a great 
quantity of grain going into c9nsumption. If you use a substitute, you save 
the principal. . 

4185. Are you acquainte d with the restrictions that Government did impose 
upon the admission of suga r into distilleries ?-We forwarded a request from 
the Mauritius Association that they would grant an Order in Council. 

4186. Sugar was not allowed to be freely used in distilleries and breweries? 
-Not 
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"":'Not in breweries, I think, at all. I think it was allowed in distilleries, pro- Mr. D. C. Gut;',;, 
'Vided you used sugar alone, but you could not work sugar and grain together. 

4187. Do you know why the' sugar was not allowed to be used in breweries I ~6 February 1848 

'-1 suppose the Government had good reasons for it. I must assume that, or 
they would have permitted it. . 

4188. Did you ever hear that it was owing to the protection it afforded 
"to the agricultural interest in England ?-Very possibly that might partake iIi 
it, but at a period when· you are in. famine all that is forgotten. When you 
allow foreign grain of every sort to come into this country without dllty at all, 
why not allow the produce of an integral part of this country to come in upon 
equal terms too. In common justice you ought to have taken off the duty from 
sugar entirely. . 

4189; Now that we are not in a state of famine, would it be of advantage to 
use sugar in breweries ?-It may be used now. 

4190. What is it you complain of1-I was not complaining of anything par-
ticularly.. . 

4191. Did not you say it would be a great advantage to the Mauritius if 
sugar were allowed to be used in distilleries and breweries ?-' I spoke of the 
period when we addressed this letter to the Government. Our application for 
'permission for it to be used was the 26th of October 1846. If it had been per­
mitted in October 1846 by order of the Privy Council, my conviction is that 
you would have a very small stock of sugar, instead of a very large one. 

4192. You cQnsider that it would be a great advantage to allow sugar to be 
freely used in distilleries and breweries 1-Yes. 

4193. Would not it have been a great advantage to you to have been allowed 
for years past to have had this increased consumption ?-It would have been 
quite fair. I should say upon general principles it ought to be so; and what 
would be an advantage to me now, probably if you had granted me that boon 
years back, would have been a boon then. 

4194. Do you know upon what ground it was that sugar was excluded from 
being so consumed; do you know that it was the protection of the a,,"Ticul­
tural interest at home ?-That no doubt would be involved in the case. 

4195. Then the fact was, that protection to the agriculturists here did 
.operate as an injury to the colonies ?-That is draWing out of me an argnment 
which every one would have their own reasoning on. . 

4196. It is the fact, is not it, that the exclusion of sugar from the breweries 
and distilleries operated injuriously to the colonies ?-If it benefits us it may 
be imagined that it would perhaps injure them. 

4197. You would not complain of it as injustice to the colonists if it bene­
fited the agriculturists here 7-1 wish every man in the world to live; live and 
let live is the most glorious principle in the world. 

4198. Does not it appear that universal protection is almost impossible ?-My 
principle is to deal alike with all. 

4199. Are you prepared to be injured yourself in order that the agricul­
tural interests may be benefited here ~-I do not wish them any injury; fair 
play is a jewel. . 

4200. How would you prevent fair play to the agricultural interests here 
being injurious to the colonists in the Mauritius ?-We have laid it down as a 
principle which we have promulgated in the petition which we ventured to lay 
before the Houses of the Legislature, that the colonies are an integral part of 
the United Kingdom, and that they have a right to be dealt with pm·j passu, 
and no preference to be given to one over the other. 

4201. The fact is, you have prayed that sugar might'in future be allowed to 
.be· consumed in breweries and distilleries ?-Yes, in common with the produce 
of Great Britain. 

4202. Would you confine that to colonial sugar, or would, YOIl say that 
foreign sugar should always he allowed to be used in breweries or distilleries? 
-I am partial to my own family. . 

4203. You would exclude foreign sugar ?-That is not the Folicy of this 
. country. I should say, at all events, you should cherish your own family, and 
let the foreigner take the best chance he can. If your own family cannot sup­
ply you with what you want, it becomes a matter of necessity that you must 
get it from others. 

. . 0·32. I 3 4204. If 
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Mr. D. C. Guthrie. 4 204. If you can get the beer cheaper, that is, considering your own famjly ? 
-You have the Lords dissentients here, who have described to you what would 

~6 February 1848. be the result. 
4205. You are referring to the opinions of certain Peers, expressed in oppo­

sition to the Act of 1846 ?-Yes . 
. 4206. ~ou read the opinion of some p~rson who had written a letter to you; 

did you gIve the name of the firm ?-I did not. I have no objection to give 
you the name, though I do not like my correspondents' names to be published. 
1f you wish it, I will state it; it is De Colons, of Madras. 

4207. What are they 7-They are merchants there. 
4208. Mr. Matheson.] They are a French house, are not they?-Yes. 
4209. Mr. Villiers.] Are they manufacturers of sugar?-They say that they 

have the management of a large factory. 
4210. You do not know anything about the house yourself, do you :-. 

I do not know them personally. 
4211. Do you know anything of the circumstances of their conducting their 

business in Madras ?-I think I know a good deal, because I have a good deal of 
connexion with them. I am in the habit of giving accommodation upon their 
consignments; my account is a very considerable one. 

4212. Do you know any other house which has written the same description 
of the state of things in Madras ?-, I do not know Mr. Arbuthnot has been 
examined. Arbuthnot & Co. have establishments upon their own account; 
they are ill fact the parties interested; they cannot give them up, most likely; at 
all events they will give them up wi~h great reluctance. The firm of De Colons 
rather represents what you would call the community of the country. I believe 
Scott, Bell, & Company's correspondents also have large factories at Madras. 

4213. Is this protection which you say would be sufficient to be a protection 
against all foreign sugar, ,or against only slave-grown sugar '/-1 think slave 
sugar and other sugar comes so much together that I do not very well know 
how you are to make your distinction. I think Sir Robert Peel made that 
distinction, and I think the present Government denied that distinction. 

4214. You have presented this as a formal request of the relief that you 
think would be necessary for the colonies ?-We have named the lowest pro­
tection that I think we could get re-established on. My opinion is, that if we 
were re-established in credit, and if the Government here would issue orders to 
the Colonial Government to assist. the colonists, and instead of neutralising the 
exertions of the labourers, would rather stimulate them, I look upon it that 
that would be one of the most important things that could be done. I think 
that free labourers should be· made to labour, not under slavish coercion, but 
under reasonable restraint; that every man should perform a man's labour; that 
they should not be spoiled, nor be led to suppose that the laws of the country 
were made for them alone. My feeling is that the sentiment is general, that 
there has been very little indueement given by the public authorities to lead 
the labourers to work. 
- 4215. Are you alluding to the local authorities 7-Yes. , 

4216. Do you find any indisposition on the part of the Colonial Government 
to attend to any representations you have made 7-1 have been before the 
public authorities many times. We have always been treated with the highest 
consideration, and I never left them without supposing, Something will come 
out of this meeting: but I have no hesitation' in saying, that if you compare 
ilur hopes with the realization, the result bas not been satisfactory. 

421 7. That applies chiefty to the protective duties, does not it, and to such 
regulations as, you think would have been advisable I-With respect to every­
thing. I have been with the Colonial Secretary, and my conviction, is that 
1 have never left the Colonial Secretary without feeling, Lord Grey wishes to do 
us justice if he had the bent of his own free will. My opinion is that Govern­
ment is too' often labouring under some abstract power, which deprives them 
of what I consider to be the deliberative power of a man. The Minister of 
this country is not an independent creature. ' . 

4218. You are not wishing to convey to the Committee that Lord Grey IS 
acting under some compulsion or restraint, 'When he refuses to reimpose pro­
tective duties, which you have demanded of him to do 1-1"ou ask me my 
opinion, whether Lord Grey is a free agent.· My impression is that L~rd Grey 
has many impulses, and I look upon it that one of the impulses is thIs; that 

he 
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he stands committed by his Bill oC 1846, as is stated in this letter, which Mr.». C. Gul~rie. 
I was permitted to read. A man of very considerable eminence in your House, 
says that Lord Grey and the Ministers, rather than abandon a line of action or !l6 .FebruRT)' ~84S. 
of policy which they have adopted, or rather than hurt a hair of the head of 
free trade, would let the colonies and all of us go down en masse. . 

4219. Has not Lord Grey been. ever since he has been in public life, an 
ardent free trader; and that, not because he has been a party to an Act of Par­
liament, but in consequence of his 10}lg convictions upon the subject 1-What 
I complain of is, that when a man finds himself going the wrong road, he will 
not turn back again to what is right; that I hold to be your position just now. 

4.£~O. You have brought before the Committee your opinion· upon the 
character and intentions of the Colonial Minister; you have conveyed to the 
Committee, that in consequence of his being a party to the Bill of 1846, he is 
unwilling to change his opinion. I ask you distinctly, whether you are not 
aware that Lord Grey has been one of the most ardent 'advocates for such· a 
change as that involved in the Act of 1846, and free trade generally?-l really 
believe Lord Grey is a very honest man. 

4221. Has not he always been the advocate of those very principles 1-
I stated my opinion that Lord Grey is aD honest man; but the honestest man 
may be mistaken. 

4222. Was not Lord Grey, before the passing of that Act, an advocate for 
those opinions ?-I have no doubt of it. I may add, that Lord Grey gave 
very prompt attention to our letter of 15 October 1847, representing the pro~' 
bable prostration of the colony consequent on the failures in London. And 
for the measures of relief then adopted I have every reason to be thankful; 
and in our letter, addressed by the Mauritius Association, 28 October, we do 
thank him in as gentlemanly a way as you could' do it yourself for any favour 
which has been conferred; at the same time, we have stated that the assistance 
that he had given to the Mauritius was only of a qualified nature, to supply 
the momentary difficulty; just in fact as a pauper, when he comes to the over~ 
seer of the parish, you give him a loaf to carry him over to the next relieving 
day. I look upon it that he would sustain that pauper afterwards, and take him 
into the workhouse; if not, he had better not have given him the loaf, but left 
him to starve at once. 

4223. Did you complain of the Act passed in Sir Robert Peel's time, in which 
there was a great reduction of the duty, and a distinction attempted between 
slave sugar and foreign free sugar?-Every man,when he has anything taken 
from him, will complain. 

4224. Did you ever complain of that Act 1-1 do not remember it. I think 
we did pretty well during Sir Robert Peers Act. The Mauritius did very fairly 
from 1834 to 1838; and then when you abolished the apprenticeship, and simul­
taneously prevented the importation of Coolies, it gave them their death blow. 

4225. That was not the Act of 1844, passed by Sir Robert Peel?-No; in 
1844 we were beginning to live in the Mauritius. 

4226. Have you extended the cultivation of sugar in the Mauritius since 
1844 ?-We did so at that period. After apprenticeship was introduced, we 
nearly doubled our production. 

422j. Eighteen hundred and thirty-eight was the year you mentioned, 
was not it, when the Mauritius was so badly off?~The very bad years Cor 
the Mauritius were 1840, 1841, 1842. In 1843 and 1844 they did no good, 
but they were then getting up their power. When they got fresh immigration 
they got a fresh start •. In those two years they were working up their power, 
and they went on and did very well in 1845; and then came the Act of 1846. 
which ruined all. 

4228. Are you aware that many thousand acres were planted with the sugar 
eane between the time you said they were ruined and 1844 ?-I do not believe 
there has been any additional planting beyond perhaps 500 or 1,000 acres; hut 
you have evidence as to that from men who were there. As it does not come 
within my province I cannot speak of it. 

4229. You would be astonished to hear that in 1836 there were 57,000 acre~ 
in cultivation, and in 1844, 73,000 ?-That is a fact I have not any knowledge 
of; my idea was that there were very few acres of forest land taken in. 

4230. You were not aware of such an increase as that ?-I do not believe it 
'now I hear it. 
, 0·32. I 4 ~231. From 
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lIIr.D. C. Gmkri.. 4231. From 57,000 to 73,0001-1 do not believe it. 
4 232• You have no acquaintance with the island as to facts 1-No. I think 

,,6 February 1848• if you ask mp.n who know the facts, you will find that qualified and explaiued 
in some way or other. It was rather, I look upon it, the restoration of old 
plantations than taking in any new ones. When times are bad a great many 
would. cease to work; as soon as there is anything like profit in prospect thos!: 
men become able to work again, and that is what we want protection for. We 
were going on very well up to 1846; and in three or four years the possibility. 
js that you would have had more sugar than you wanted, and you would have 
been an exporting country. . . 

4233. Mr. M. Gibson.J In that case you would have had foreign prices r_ 
Yes, and we should then have had no one to complain of. If you grow too 
~uch indigo, or too much tobacco, or anything beyond the proper cQnsump~ 
tion of the world, you must draw in. 

4234. Are you aware that slave sugar goes into the markets of Europe 
without any distinction from free-labour sugar 1-There is a great deal of 
distinction. 

-4235. Are you all"are that slave sugar is sold on the Continent?-No doubt 
of it. 

4 236. Therefore this surplus which we must have had, would have come ill 
competition with it in the markets of Europe?-Yes; but if we could make 
enough free sugar, we should exterminate the slave sugar, and so put down 
the slave colonies. 

4237. Mr. Hope.] The Committee have heard a great deal about the prin­
ciples of free trade, and the principles of protection; will you tell the Com-. 
mittee whether you consider, in order to carry out all the principles of free 
trade, it is fair that restrictions on production should exist ?-Certainly we 
have many restrictions to complain of. For instance, one of our correspondents 
lately put up two stills; they had hardly been put up when there was a tax of 
300 l. a year put upon each still; that is a restriction which I think is most 
nfamous . 
. 4238. You are not allowed to employ slave lauour ?-No, there is not a slav~. 

in the colony. 
4239. Cuba is allowed to employ slave labour ?-No doubt of it. 
4240. Do not you think, as far a.~ the principle of buying and selling is con. 

cerned, that the prohibition to employ slave labour takes you out of the category 
of free trade ?-The great father of free trade was Mr. Deacon Hume, and he 
promulgates that doctrine; and I believe his has been considered a text-book. 
I think you have that in evidence, that he positively says that sugar ought not 
to be within the category of free trade. 
. 4241. That very circumstance takes sugar out of the common arguments­
with respect to free trade ?-That is Mr. Deacon Hume's argument. 

4242. And that is your opinion ?-Yes. 
4243. In that way you think that many of the questions which have refer~ 

ence to the abstract principle of free trade and protection, do not apply to your 
case ?-.. I quite concur with Mr. Deacon Hume upon that point, and Sir Robert 
Peel was of the same opinion. 

4244. You have told us that in consequence of the recent failures in the 
Mauritius, many estates, including some of the best in the colony, require 
assistance to enable them to continue their cultivation; would you consent to 
furnish such assistance upon the security that those estates offer you 1-1 have 
stated before, that quoad the Mauritius, I am so thoroughly disgusted in con­
sequence of this Act of 1846, that I feel very much that I should like to take 
my foot out of it altogether. At the same time I have no hesitation in saying, 
upon another point, that a gentleman who has accounts to settle has asked lJ,lIl 

whether I would make advances to his estate under certain circumstances. 
but I believe that man is a man of fortune, and will have plenty of money, and.. 
will have security beyond casualties, and in such a case as that I should look 
fa.ourably upon it; but that is the exception, and not the rule. 

424.~. You would not take the security of his estate in the Mauritius as your 
guarantee for making that advance? -I should say, that I cannot tell what is to 
be the result of the present inquiry; if this inquiry ends in doing anything for the 
colonies, I think that the colony has a prospect of thriving, and upon that view 
I should entertain the account; but if nothing is done, unless some hurricane 011 

some 
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tiome earthquake, or so~ething or other takes place, I look upon it that the Mr. D. C. GuIAri •• 
Mauritius, the great bulk of it, is lost. --

4 246• The natural result of that is; that you think those estates.'will go out !l6 February 1848. 
of cu1tivation ?-I have stated that I ha.e a1ready refused to administer to the 
wants of those estat~s; and I think that will most likely be the course taken by 
many others. The natural inference is that those estp.tes will have very great 
difficulty in finding the ways and means, and therefore that production will 
gradually dwindle away till we have Ilothing at. all : as we state in our letter of 
IS Nonmber 1848, to Lord Grey, you will,have ~ very fine fortr~ss, a very 
powerful station in a military or a political point of view; but as to 'planters, 
you wilf have none. ' 

4247. Do you think it is likely that the cultivation of the island would 
be turned to growing supplies of grain or sheep, for the use of those troops 1"":' It 
will be a very fine jeCulation for Government! 

4248. Chairman. You were asked some questions about mortgages; whether 
anybody would buy those securities; is it not the practice, as far as you under: 
stand, of the res~dents in the Mauritius, to lend money upon estates, just as 
money here is placed in the Three per Cent. Consols, or savings banks, or in­
vested in railway shares ?-I think you will find that in almost every estate in 
the Mauritius they have money borrowed; and according to the, circumstances 
as between buyer and seller, they make the best bargain they can as to interest. 
The greater portion of the estates, in the Mauritius, you will find, are under 
such engagements. 
, 4249. Mr. Wilson.] What are the different duties charged upon sugar now, 
in point of quality, confining yourself to British plantation sugar ?-I have here 
two samples (producin!/ the same), which will give you the two extremes. 
The first duty is 14s. upon muscovado sugar; the second 16s. 4'd. upon white 
clayed; upon single refined it is 18s. 8d.; upon double refined 21s. ' 

4250. That statement comprises the duties at present charged upon sugar 
grown in the British dominions ?-Exactly., '. 

4251. Do you find any inconvenience from four classes of duties being charged 
upon different qualities ?-There has been some very trifling quantity, I should 
say not above two per cent., brought in above 14 s.; I should think it was not 
more than that; 

4252. You are not in the u.abit ofimporting sugar from the East Indies, are 
you ?-Not much; the Dhobah sugars are of a fine quality, but the quantity is 
so small that the amount would be quite trifling., 

4253. If the amount is very small, the object to the revenue would be very 
trifling in maintaining the difference ?-To the revenue it would certainly be 
no very great matter. . 

4254. Practically, in the importation of sugar has much inconvenience been 
experienced by the importers in consequence of those different duties ?-I have in 
my own experience only had two insta~ces in which there was a question made. 

4255. From your knowledge, is it the fact that those who do import East India 
sugar have been exposed to inconvenience ~-Those parties who bring in tqose 
very fine sugars may have suffered some inconvenience. 
, 4256. Are you aware that, according to the law, the distinction now exist­
ing resolves itself into a difference in colour, in granulation, and in saccharine 
matter ?-Yes.. ' , -

4257. As far as colour is concerned, the only means of judging is, of. course, 
by the eye ?-The difficulties may be overcome; the qUllntity of saccharine is a 
difficult operation, and a tedious one to ascertain. ' 

4258. You are aware that one of the "tests has reference to cQlour; is it 
sometimes difficult to decide whether a particular sugar belongs to one class or 
the other, in consequence of its colour being a little better or a little worse 1-
That is pretty well regulated by the system at the Docks in Lo~don, which is 
very perfect; the course of the operation at the docks is, that a bag or box of 
sugar is carried up upon a barrow or truck and undergoell the supervision of a 
qualified person, who pronounces what pile it is to go 'into; . he will place 
together all the sugars which he thinks sufficien~y good for the higher duty, 
and put them in one. pile. 

4259. Does he open every' package ?-Yes. , 
4260. Are you aware that the difficulty of defining colour has Seen so great 

that ~e mere difference of the state of the atmosphere has caused a different 
0:32. K judgment 
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Mr. D. C. Guthrill. j~dgment on the part of the officers, between one or the other?-Yea· the 
distinction between the very next shade, either above or below, must be' very 

~6 February J848. trivial. But with respect to colour, I should say the eye was a much better 
test than the eye would give you m point of the actual saccharinjl matfer in 
sugar. I think the degree of whiteness is not difficult to ascertain; b~t when 
you come to the degree of strength, that is very difficult to ascertain. . 

4261,'The quantity of saccharine matter there is no distinct or accurate test 
for ascertaining ?-It is very difficult to ascertain the actual Raccharine quality 
in any quantity of sugar. 

4262. Does not it happen that what you call coarse sugar contains more 
saccharine matter than the .fine sugar ?-No doubt of it. 

4263. With respect to granulation,. does that refer to the size of the crystal 
o.r tbe dryness of the sugar ?-Ido not see how that could be a test; some of 

, the East India sugar is as soft as fl.our. In opposition tothe crystallized sugar 
and the vacuum'pan sugar, which has very fine crystals, it would be very diffi­
.cult to draw the line as to what is the actual strength in those sugars. 

4264. Take the dry Java sugar; a pound of that sugar, from its dryness, 
will contain a larger quantity of pure saccbarine matter than a pound of East 
India sugar, which is soft and danIp ?-No doubt of it. 

4265. The Act of Parliament, in speaking of granulation, refers rather to the 
dryness of the crystal, does not it ?-I cannot tell what it refers to. 

4266. The whole three togetber, then, are not in your estimation a satis-
factory test ?-No. . 

4267. Have you ever considered what effect it would have upon the growers 
of sugar, provided sugar could be brought into this country in any stage or 
form that suited the planter's convenience; would that be beneficial to the 
interests of the planter ?-As a general principle, I should say the Government 
ought to give every facility to the manufacturers, and let the- manufacturers 
arrange anIong themselves. If the planter found it to his interest to send 
home his sugar either in a cruae form or in an improved state, or in another 
state altogether, 'which is called concrete, which is proposed, and if it is conve­
nient to the manufacturel' that it .should be· sent in that way, Government 
1!hould makl\ no objection., . 

4268. You think it would be advantageous to the planter if he had the 
liberty of sending his sugar here in any form tha~ best suited Bis convenience? 
-As a general question, I· should say the Government were bound to per­
mit it. 

426g. Would not it, in your opinion, tend to remove· part of the incon­
venience at present felt in the colonies, of the want of labour, if the processes 
of manufacture could be shortened as much as possible there, and transferred 
to. this country; suppose you. could bring home your· suga\' in a concrete state, 
9r in syrup, or in any . other state that would tend to lessen the quantity of 
~apital r~quired for machinery, and to lessen the demand for labour in the 
colonielJ In manufacturing the sugar ?-Mr. Hunter or such persons would tell 
you more about that than I can; I should say, as a general principle, ·the 
manufacturer should be. allowed to pursue his own course, and that Govern~ 
ment should make its arrangements with a fair consideration to the revenue, 
and a full cpnsideration to what would be convenient for the colonies to do ; 
it is only by the test of time that the colonist would know what was his 

. -interest. 
. 4270. Are you aware that a great many· applications have recently been 
made to the Government to admit, at a corresponding duty, the cane juice and 
concrete sugar 1-1 have heard of it; and I think the case is irresistible ~ I do 
not see how the Government C!ln withstand it; it is not sugar, nor is it 
molasses. 
_ 4271. Do·you think the .Government should exclude it ?-1 think they are 

bOlJDd to admit it. . _ 
4272. ~t what duty?-That is a point to be decided. I hav~ qualified my 

. remarks by saying that they must have a due fegard to the revenue, and. a due . 
lUld just regard- to the convejience of the manufacturers. 

4273. A practical inconvenience has been found in this way, that tbe teats 
to which those samples of syrup have been subjected, have brought out a cor­
responding duty at so high a rate that the parties who import say it will Dot 
-answer theit purpose to do so ?-Then they will not do it. . 

. . 4274. What 
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4274. What would you think, from your experience as a merchant, oc" the 
pian of allowing sugar to come into consumption only at one uniform duty, but 
accompanying that provision with' an arrangement for refining sugars in bond; 
that instead of only having sugar refined in bond, as at present, for exporta­
tion, all the refiners should work in bond,: purchasing their raw material 
from the importer in any shape in 'which he chose to bring it, and then that 
there should be one uniform duty upon all sugar introduced into consumption? 
-I should say the effect would bl' good in this orespect; that the bonded 
refiner would get his raw material to work on at a low price, instead of af the 
duty-paid price; but then there may be difficulqet>- which I not aware of; what 
is to become of the molasses, for instance? ' ' • 

4275. The refiner makes no molasses, he makeS'treacle?-Certainly. 
4276. The residue from refining is treacle 1-No doubt of it. 
4277. The" crush" sugar is refined from Molasses, is not it ; ,ts not it so at 

Greenock. I-They are very perfect there I think, and surpass London; they 
manufactore from molasses what is called brown bastards; it is a very low 
brown sugar. The Glasgow people carry it further; they wash their bastJIrds 
white, and that is called pieces. ' 

4278. Under the system of refining in bond, all difficulty would be got over 
which is experienced at present from the classification duties I-Yes, it would, 
quoad the amount taken for refining, but there is a largfl amount taken for 
home use in that raw state. 

4279. Are there any means of arriving at the proportion of sugar that is 
taken in its raw state for grocery purposes ?-I'should think it was attainable, 
though I do not know how. 

4280.. EVl'ry year there is an increasing proportion of sugar used in a refined 
state, is not there ?-I think it is increasing; my impression is that the refiners 
have a capital trade, and when they reduce their prices stW lower there will be 
more refined. , 

4281. The good trade which the refiners have had these last two or three 
years, I suppose you refer chiefly to the fact- that the number of refiners has 

. been smaller in proportion than to be able to supply the increased demand 1-
If there is an increased supply, beyond the consumption, it will lower the 
prices; I have lived long enough to have seen refiners have a very bad trade. 
The amount of refining now is very small as compared to that period when we 
were a shlpping country, because we always refined sugar very largely in 
former days. I should 'hazard an opinion that refineries are not above one­
half of what they were wheq we were a shipping country. 

4282; That was when we supplied the continent of Europe with 50,000 tons 
<If sugar a year I-Which I am very dC$irous to do again. 

,4283. How much do the colonies produce now ?-I think our colonies 
,imported this last season within about 1,000 tons of the amount which we 
required fur our consumption; I think it was 290,000 tons. 
, 4284. What was the consumption last year ?-I believe about 1,000 tons 

,more than that. • 
4285. The importation from the colonies was about 290,000 tons, and the con­

sumption was'about the same 1-Yes; in fact it is the 60,000 tons of foreign 
slave-grown sugar tbat has ,been imported that has injured us all. 

4286. Supposing Parliament were to fix to-day to have a 148. duty for seven 
years certain, and to take all the various modes which you suggest for the. 
increase of labour in the Mauritius, and for the euforcement of contracts and 
other means, the production of sugar in the British colonies, in yol11' opinion, 
would go on increasing as it has done? ...... That is my beau ideal., 

4287. If the production is equal now to our consumption, it will very soon 
exceed it ?-That was my hope, if it had not been for the Act of 1846; 

4288. That has not yet operated as regards the amount of production we 
have received hitherto 1-We had a very good crop last year, and we had a 
great stimulus to bring home this low sugar. ' The moment prices fell there 

,would be art end of that. Those crude sugarS would not be brought home; 
there would be many thousand tons less imported. . 
: 4289. In the course of two or three years, if we were to go on with a pro­
tective duty, and people gave their entire attention to the cultivation of the 
colonies, we might fairly look for increased production in all our colonies ?-As 
lon'g as trade is thriving they would go on increasing; ,as soon as it is baulked 

-0.32. K 2 and 

Mr. D. C. Guln,;, 
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M .. D. C. Gut~rie. and .reduced from thriving to ruinous prices, it will go back, and you will' see 
that the importation of 1848 will fall short of 1847: then we must take more 

26 Feb .... ary 1848. slave sugar. 
4290. Supposing you were to go on thriving, and to have. a proUlction of 

lOs. secured to you, do you think it is at all unlikely that we should have 
100,000 tons of sugar more within the next .two or tlu-ee years r-It would 
take longer than that. In speaking of the West Indies, it might help them 
more; but it is not onl, the price, . that is not the sole ingredient; unless 
the colonies get labour and effective labour, it is no good. In the Mauritius 
there are plt'nty of men to do the work; the difficulty is, that they do noi work. 
"We think it is the interference of the magistracy in the country which prevents 
the labo ur being effectual. . . '. . 

4291. I am assuming that you shall make contracts, that they dihall be 
~nforced, and that the Government shall be made in every respect as perfect as 
you please ?--Jf you give us everything our own way, with lOs. protection, 
plenty of labour, and opportunity to use that lab6ur fairly and properly, not to 
go to the extent of ill-using or forcing those men to do that which is contrary to 
thefr nature or beyond their power; the colooist requires no such thing; he 
will, !f he is allowed, work his people just as you .do your sen-ants ,or your 
horses, so as to get good and effectual work from them; he will feed them and 
keep them in condition, and do them no injury. It is not the nature of a. 
colonist, or a planter, or anybody else, to destroy a thing entrusted to him. 

4292- Upon the same principle you would have no suspicion that a slave 
would be abused r-' My own conviction is, that in the British colonies, during 
the intermediate period after the suppression of the slave trade, a slave in the 
West Indies was really very comfortable; he had every thing found 'for him 
from the day he was born to the day he died ; and there was nothing required 
from him but a fair and reason;lble amount of work. . . 

4293. Are you aware that three years ago the consumption of sugar in this 
country very little exceeded 200,000 tons annually?-Yes. 

4294. It varied from 200,000' to 207,000 a year, and during the last three 
years from 1844, the consumption of sugar has increased from 207,000 tons 
to 290,000 tons ?-' My cqnviction is that that arose from two causes; I think 
that one of the causes is this, that the duty was reduced lOs.; and also that 
there was a great stimulant given in the shape of railways to the consumption 
of exciseable-and customs' commodities. . • 

429.5. Do you refer it chiefly to'the reduction of price?-I have no doubt 
that that assisted very much, with the combinipg circumstance of railways 
going on With such an immense expenditure. '. 

4296. Have you noticed, or has it been noticed by others, that the consump­
tion of. sugar "increases and diminishes very much according to the rise and 
fall ofthe price ?-Ilook upon it that the low price ofsugar brings in:a new 
class of consumers; when a man gets into the habit of indulging in the luxu­
ries of this world, he sticks by them as long as he can gct money or credit. 

4297 . Sugar is used for so many culinary or other purposes, that when it is' 
very cheap a very much larger quantity is used ?-Certainly. When I was 
in Scotland, a practice was adopted which I should think was likely to become 
very general; it was adopted by Lord Panmure, who ordered me to send him 
a la,rge quantity of molasses, which he is fattening his cattle on; and I believe 

. in fact, that there is more nourishment in a pound of sugar than in two or three 
pounds of beef. 
" 4298. Your impression is that the price of sugar has a great effect upon the 
quantity consumed ?-Certainly ; and the more people consume, the more duty 
you will get. ,.... . 

4299. Supposing we were to impose lOs. duty upon sugar, in order to im­
prove the condition of the colonies at the present time, it would be necessary 
that the price of sugar shOUld be raised ?-The raising of the price of sugar is 
necessary to belp the manufacturer to exist. It is a matter .of question 
whether that colony shall live or die: protection is not desirable; I would not 
advocate protection as a general principle; it 'is only when you require to 
bring into exist~nce, or keep in existence, or to restore an injury which yOlt 
have committed. It is the injury which we- have been submitted to we com-
plain of particularly. . ' '. . 

4300 . .In your opinion a lOs. duty is required in order to give what you call 
-. a fair 
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.a fair- price tii" the colonial producer I-Yes, my impression is, that we should Mr. V.C. GII/hrie. 
require that not very long. If we could make 50,000 ton$ more, protection , . . -
would, for the time, become a dead letter. ~. febr •• r, 1848• 

4301. In the course of two years, then, protection, though it stood upon the ' 
,statute book, would not be operative ?-. The Ministers would not be blamed for 
that. 

4302. It is the simple fact, that in the course of two years that would be the 
case ?-The moment we become a- shipping country t4e prices, will rue and fall 
just as water finds' its level. '. . • . ' .. 

4303. And then you imagine you would be on III evel with Cuba and Brazil? 
- Yes, in the continental markets', we should be so. . 
. .4304. Do yl/.u think that it would be prudent for any p,erson. to increase his 
expenditure nlhterially at the present moment, with the certainty, under the' 
circumstances, that the outlay of capital would, in the course of two or three 
years, have to compete with the same prices as sugar from Cuba and Brazil ?-. 
That is a very difficult question; prudent and conservative men would say, 
"We will rather wait and see what the issue will be." . Other's would say, " If. 
we have a prospect of two or three good years, we can bear the rub afterwards;" . 
but 'the matter is not what is to. take place five years hence, but are yOJI to kill 
us, or leave us alive now. . . . 

4305. The position rather in which 'You place the question is, are YOIl to be 
killed now witlJ the quantity of capital you have already sunk, or. are you to be 
killed two yea~ hence, after you have sunk a much larger quantity?-My 
speculation would be,. that in those three or, four years I might get out some-
thing tha~ I had sunk. . 

4306. But somebody else would get in ?-That is their affair. Those p~es 
who take that view will not advance any more money. . 

430P'" .. With that·view, you would not advance any more money, whatever 
'tbeproduction' was ?-I should be very glad to_ be out on any terms. I have 
.got in, and I want to be out. ' 

4307. Do not you think it is possible that if the. Mauritius, find they are 
growing too much, tlJey will afterwards grow 3' little less 1-If they find that 
they are not \laving a profitable market, it will be as in other articles; a man 
will not bake more loa"es, nor print more newspapers, nor do a single thing. 
beyond the. natural consumption o( the public; you would not print 1,000 
copies ijlOre qf a paper than you think you would consume; neither shall we. 
If we find that we are making too much sugar, we shall reduce our quantity. 

4308. Supposing you in the Mauritius, ,and the people in India and ill 
Trinidad, are not of the same opinion at the same time; ·suppose the people .in 
Trinidad, or in Guiana, or other parts ofthe world, are not of the same opinion 
as you are, you might be diminishing your quantity, and they might be increas­
.ing theirs ?-. They have the same opportunity of judging that we ha,e. - , 

4309. It comes to this; you are clearly of opinion; that as a permanent 
advantage·to the colonies, protection would be of no use ?-That is not my 

·'opinion. '1 look upon it the question is, whether we shall exist or not; it is 
.not a permanent advantage, but shall we live or die ? 

Mr. NatlianidJolies Kelsey, called in; .and Examined. 

4310. Cltairmall.] YOU were Auditor of Accounts in the island of. the . Mr. N. J. Kelsey. 
Mauritius I-Yes. . 

-431 J. Can you tell the Committee. at what period it was tllat the island­
became enabled to pay the expenses. 01 its own government I-Since .the 
year 1828; up to that time very lari~sums had been paid by the Home 
Treasury. . 

4312. Have you any account of the sums paid 9Y the Home Treasury ante., 
.cedent to 1828 ?-Yes; by chance among some papers oLmy own, I have a 
memorandum which shows the amount paid in each year, since 1822. . . 

4313. Will you state the amount/-The whole charge incurred by Great 
Britain 'on account of the colony, 'in aid of the revenues (exclusive of the King's 
pay. &c. to the troops, issued by the Military Commissariat), 'is shown by the 
·bills drawn in each year onHer Majesty's TreaSury since 1822.-Up to that 
period we received large supplies of specie and rice from India, and raised 
.~3~ . K3" ~~ 
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Mr. N. J. K'''"!J' funds, 'by the sale in the colony, of bills of ~xchange, drawn on: the different 
---, - Presidencies of India. In 1822 the Home Government and the Honourable 

~6 February 1848. Company came to a settlement, and 'all outstanding accounts up to that time 
were terminated, and we commenced a fresh account from that dil.te of all our 
transactions with India. We have sin~ sent the Indian Government bills 011 
the Home Treasury in repayment of 1111' supplies received from India, conse­
quently those bills show the entire amount paid by the Home Treasury from 
that date. In 1823, 15,51)01. were thus drawn. In 1824, the very large sum 
of 103,4411. Is. lld. (of which 93,750L were to,pay offG""ernment notes; it 
was at that time we ch~ged from a paper tc} a. ~pecie circulation). In 1825, 
48,689 I. Is. 11 d. (of which '115,908 I. 188. II d. were on account of government 
securities, or "recipisses," ru: they w~re called, bearing intereiJ: at the r!l~ of 
five 'per cent-. per annum, paId off this year). Tn 1826, 51,63'1l. 2" lid. In 
1827, 4,3061. 6s, 11 d.: and in 18~8, for the- first year, nothing was. drawn. 
We then went on till the year 1832, when, in consequence of great pecuniary 
distress, the taxes were unpaid and fell into arrear, and in that year 30,000 L 
were drawn. From that time the colony has ceased to be a burden on the 
mother country, except for the Queen's pay to the troops. . 

4314.' Mr. Wilson.] Were those notes which you ,say were paid off conve1'tible 
notes ?-~ot until paid off. The Government servants wtTe paid in those notes, 
and for several years before they were paid off they received the difference 
between the value of those notes and sterling. 

4315. In addition to their value?-Yes; it varied monthly, and was as 
much at one time as 40 per cent.; we were paid in dollars, and for 100 dollars 
we then received 140 dollars in those notes. . 

. 4316. Then the notes were depreciated ?-Yes; after they were paid off we 
changed to a convertible currency, and these notes were always paid on 
demand. . . 

4317. When they were payable OD demand, there was no difference ?-No. 
4318. Mr. Moffatt.] You have been for se.era! years resident in the island 

of Mauritius I-YEls. 
4319. Are you able to inform the Committee whether the planting and mer· 

cantile interests are fairly represented in the Legislative Council pf the island; 
. -The members are elected by Government, but I must say with great-impar­
tiality; they are selected from their talents, standing, and consideration in the 
colony. . 

4320. The result of you~ observation is, that the men most efficient for 
representing the interests of the colony have been always chosen 1-To the 
best of my recollection they were. It hss sometimes occurred that gentlemen 
have declined the offer of a seat in the Council.: 

4321. Has not the Council always been party to the various tax ordinances 
under which the reTenues of the island have been raised 1-Yes; since the 
establishment of the Council. 

43 22• Do you think that there is any reason to complain of undue govern­
ment influence in the Council in biassing the votes ?-Not in the least;. they' 
are perfectly free; the government officers are just as free as the unofficial 
members. I r~member one instance only of the governor having signified his 
desiJ,'e to the official members that they should vote with him. 

4323. Are you aware whether any considerable~sum of money which has 
been raised under those tax ordinances has been applied to immigration ;­
Yes. 

4324. What proportion ?-I left the colony on the 18th Jan~ary 1845 ;up 
. to that time a very large Slim had been advanced from the colomal treasury for 
immigration, and comparatively but a sm.all portion had been recovered by the 
special taxes levied for that purpose. '.' . ., 

4325. That of course is exclusively to the benefit of the planters r-I believe 
so; but the entire island indirectly derives benefit from immigration; every 
person Tesident there a,nd. having property there, derives benefit from the 
labourers. . . . . 

4326. Mr. M. Gibson.] What was the reason of the pecutliary distress lD 

1832, which you spoke of?-At·this distant period I do not remember. I 
believe it arose in part from a great many failures which took place when we 
-changed from a pllper currency to a specie circulation, and subsequently a great 
many mercantile houses failed. Wh 
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4327. When Mauritius sugars were admitted to the markets of this country Mr. N. J. Kelley: 
, at the same rate of duty as West India· sugar, that was found to pe a benefit, 
W8I not it ?--.Yes, it was a great stimulus; from 1826 up to the present time g6'}'ebruary 1848. 
a very great inerease of cultivation took place; up to 1'826 there was, I believe, • 
a very inconsiderable quantity of sUgar cultivated, bllt after that, from the 
lowering of the duty, a very great exteasion took place, and capital to a very 
Iarge amount came to the colony. 

4328. :J.'he extension of cultivauQn qas gone on regularly fi:om 1826 to the 
present 'time ?-l think so. .' • . 

4329. Did the compensation money, which amounted to something more 
tban~2,0~0,000 I., paid by this country to the Mauritius planters, pass in any 
way through your hands ?-No. .. ' . ' - ' 

4330.' Was its effect app&ftlllt in placing the proprietary body in a better 
position than they had been before i-That is a difficult question for me to 
answer. • 
. 4331, You are aware that there was 2,000,000 1. sterling given ?-I do not 
remember the precise amount; it did neit,come into the Government accounts 
in .any way. , 

4332. Mr. Villiers.1 Has not a large amount of public money in the Mauri­
tius, originally intended for public works, been appropriated to immigration 1 
_Not that I am aware of. ' . 

4333. Was not there a sum of money which had been appropriated to pub­
lic works there ?-' Yes; there was a large sum of money voted for this service, 
but they were not enabled to'complete those public works for want of labour­
ers; sums had been voted by the Council to a large" amount, yet from the 
scarcity of labourers they were not c8rried out .. I think 25,000 1., forming part 
of the balance in the treasury, was ordered to be placed. to the credit ,of the 
immigration account .,. ' 

'4334. That money wasappropr!ated.in-that way?-Yes; I think that was 
the amount. . ' • 

4335. On what authority was that so appropriated ?-By the authority of the 
Home Government, on the recommendation of the Legislative Council. 

4336. Have you any official means of knowing what the sum is ?-As to that 
one particuhl.r sum I am almost confident; but if it be of any imp~rtance I can 
ascertain. , 

4337. You say, that. particular sum; you mean a sum of 25,000/. at one 
time ?-' Yes; and this is the only sunt that I recollect so transferred to .the 
inlmigration account. 
• 4338. Are you to be understood that the immigration was simply to com­

,plete the public works ?-No; the Goyernment wanted labourers as well WI 
',private individuals; there is a large civil engineer and surveyor-general's 
establishment there for the purpose of constructing and repair,ing the public 
works, roads, and bridges; the labourers' work was' chiefly done by Indian 

• convicts when I left the colony. "" ' . 
-,4339. Not by Coolies ?-No; but the Government wanted Coolies as well. 

4340. Did you ever hear that 300,000 I. had been appropriated' for the 
purpose of immigration ?-Up to the time of my coming to England it was, I 
think, about 240,000 l.; ,that amount was advanced by Govenunent from the 
colonial treasury, which was afterwards to be recovered by special taxes leviec 
for the purpose. -, , 

4341. When did 'Y9U leave Mauritius?-On the 18th January 1845., 'Wba1 
I state is merely from recollection. I know it was a very large sum indeed, 
and that a very small sum eomparativeJ.y had been recovered· by taxes; as l. 

set-off lIb"Riilst that sum, 25,000 I., forming part' of the balance in the treasurt 
were placed to the credit of the account~ as already stated. 

4S4z. The whole of this money came out of the publie fun~ ~~ Yes; there 
'Will; a large balance in the treasury at that time. • . 

4,~4,~. There was also a sum equal to 25,0001., taat had been set apart for 
public works especially?-,So far set apart that the votes had been taken and 
,sanctioned by th'l Government; but I do not remember the amount so voted. 
, ' 4344, It had teen set apart for public works ?-So far set apart that when­
ever Government had the means of getting works done, there was money voted 
by the Council for the purpose; but from the want of labourers those works 
stood over. ' 

0.32• It 4 4345. Has 
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Mr. N. J. Kelley. 434:;. Has any part of this amount been repaid at all ?-Yes; the sums 
" F b' • .ad"anct>d for immigraho!, have been partly reo paid by the collection of the 

... e. ruory 1848• taxes. ". 
4346. Can you give' tlie Co~ittee any: id~ offWhat proportion has been 

repaid ?-There was a'very large balance still outstanding when I lefl, the 
colony, to be rec()vered by thost! taxes.-, ' 

434;. Did you !my it was advanced to persons on an arrangement that it 
should be repaid ;-No: when the labourers arrive, their passage. is paid; 
tenders were received to j>riilg down Coolies lit a ce~ rate; the parties' who 
made th'e tenders, and whose tenders were accepted, were paid out of the funds 
in the. ~ea.s~; those. funds were to be afterwards recovered by t~e sp~cial 
taxes. , 

4348. There was an arrangement made between those parties who Md lII'adll' 
the tenders, .and Government, tl} repay the moneyr-Go\'ernment repaid" them. 
selves by the ' collection of the special,taxes. The master of the vessel received 
so much a head for bringing labourers,into the colony, and that advance, made 
from the colonial treasury, was recovered by the special taxes for immigration 
purposes; , but the persons engaging the labourers did not pay it. 
" 4349. Are you to be understood that it was at the expense pf the colony?­

So far at the expense of the cplony that it was to be repaid by the immigration 
tax'Ievied on the colony. 

4350. How were those immigrant~ disposed on-By application from the 
clliferent planters who required them; I believe they were SP distributed as the 
cargoes arrived. ' . . . ' . . . ~ ~.. 

" 4351, Were those persons engaged in any way to pay part' l)f the~xpense of 
bringing them there ?-I think-not; formeriy the planters paid it entirely, I 
believe." .. 

4352'. You say the planters are ,l1-ot indebted. to. tpe Government jor't\!is 
large sum for immigration 1-No. '. . ( • • 

4353, In what way were the labourerS' distributed among the planters 1"":"On 
the principle of their general wants. 

43,'}4. There must have been some discrimination ?-I am not aware what 
it' was ; . I really do not . know how the distribution was made. I qelieve. each 
individual wanting labourers furnished a statement of the number required, 
and that on arrival, the cargoes were apportioned to each applicant, according 
to the wants of all. ' • ; , . ' 

4355. Have you heard any complaint in the colony of this manner of appro· 
priating the public funds of the island r-Not to my recollection, 

4356. Diverting a sum set apart for public works to the purpose of importing 
Coolies r-' No, I ~o not remember any, nor do I recollect an, such diversion. 

Mr. George "riJliam Laing,.Palled in'; and EXamined . . ' . 
Mr. G. W, Laing. '43!i7. Chairman.] YOU were a Police Magistrate for many years in the Mau· 
___ - _ ritius i-I was Deputy-commissary of Police in the Mauritius many years; from 

1828 to 1846. , • , 
4358. Do you remember the first period of C~piie immigration, when they 

came 'Under five years' contracts ?-I do. 
, '4359. What was the behaviour of those Coolies during that period ?-They 
were not under the control of the police in any way, except when. they first 
8rrlved. They were brought into the police-yard, and distributed among the 
different planters according to the tickets which they brought down., They, 
were a wry improper class of men, ip. my opinion, having been in Bengal my: 
self five years before; they were mep, 1 conceive, picked out of the bazaars, 
what we cBll: Coolies in ,India, not physically Rtrong for work" and a bad class 
altogether. , , , 

4360. They were Bengal$!Se 1-. Yes; they came f~om Calcutta. 
4361. You were.inthe King's l!ervice at that time?-l was ill"the ~ing'8 

service then.. . ' 
, '4362. What .was the conduct of those Coolies upon the plantations; though 
they,were weak, were·they industrious ?-' I am.' taking them generally, during 
the' whole time of immigration: we used .to have a frequent attendance of 

. , Indians 
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Indians coming up to the police to make their complaints; we always su';'l- Mr. G. W. Laing. 
marily took their complaint, and sent them back under escort to the special 
magistrate to enter into their complaint; very often they were very headstrong, s6 Februl1',l$48• 
and would not go back. we used'to coax them; they said they should be 
punished by the master; we assured them 'they should not,but that they should 
be sent to the magistrate, and not to the planter. I have ·often read them the 
letter I hay$' written, to assure them, and they were allowed to take the letter in 
their own hands. . • 

4363, In tbat first period from i834 to 1839 was there a general complaint 
on the part of the planters that those Coolies deserted from the plantations and 
would not WOl'k I-Not more so, I believe, than at any other period; there 
was a general complaint of their desertion ~ they used to desert in large 
bands. 

4364. At what period was that I-At the time of Sir Lionel Smith's govern­
ment there were a great many; and anterior to that also, in Sir Charles Cal­
vert's time. 

4365. Was that before immigration was stopped I-Prior to that, and subse-
quentlyalso the desertion was. . 

4366. Do you reckon that they were a very bad class of labourers?­
The first Wf're much worse than those that afterwards came down. 

4367. When did they become a better class I-Within these last six or seven. 
years they were a much better class than they were at first. 

4368. When did you return from the colony I-In 1846. 
4369. Do you think in the last few years they were n better class of labourers? 

-Certainly they were a much better class. 
4370. Were there fewer vagabonds in latter years than in earlier periods?­

I do not know that there were; it is the habit of those people, it requires to 
know them; they are guided by one man perhaps, and he carries off half the 
band with him; if he has a complaint to make, his influence over them is such 
that he takes away 30 or 40 men with him, who. perhaps do not know. what hOI 
is going to complain of; you may call in three or four to make their complaints, 
aud they will tell you different tales altogether. 
, 4371. You think the planters had less cause to complain of the Coolies in 
the last year of your stay in the Mauritius than they had in the earlier period. 
is that so ,I - Desertion was general all the time of immigration; I do not know 
whether there was more cause to complain of desertion, but they certainly had 
a better class of men in point of physical power to work. , 

4372 • The class of men they got in the latter period was better than the firllt 
in physical power ?-Yes. 

4373. As far as their sticking to their employments under the same master 
went, were the masters in a better position' in the later period than in the 
earlier period ?-1 do not think they were. . 

4374. During the first period the contracts were for five years, you are aware'? 
-. Yes. .. ' 

4375. And in the last period they were but for one year; which of those 
two systems would be the best i-The most advantageous to the planter was 
the five years. 

43i6. That was the first period r-Yes, in point of time. 
4377. Were the planters better able in the first period, that is to say, during 

the five years' contracts, to keep those Coolies to their work on the planta­
tions, than they were in the last period ?-l am not aware that they were. 

4378. You are not, able to say whether the system worked the better with 
the five years' contracts or the one year's contracts I-No; I shoulci say the 
more advantageous system to the planter was having five years, than having 
one year. The men are so fond of changing. An Indian will change without 
knowing why or wherefore. It is not that he has any cause to complain of the 
planter, but he will go without having any fault to find. 

4379· Do you reckon that there is a great deal of vagabondage in the i~Iand 
of Mauritius ?-A great deal among the Indians. 

4380. What number of Indians live a vagabond life 1-' It is impossible to 
tf'll. Returns had been sent in before I came away to the Governor, Qut he' 
oomplained continually of the returns not being correct, or not being sent ia 
as they ought. I have seen them in the town, and we use.d to .take them up' 
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:Mr. G, W. Lt,iog. and send them off to a special magistrate to have theil' complaint heard' they 
---..- were lying about the stre!'ts in bands. • 

,6 February 1848.. 438 1. Ar~ .they a d.runkel! set or a thieving set ?-They do drink very much 
In the MauntlUs, but m IndIA they do not; 'the facility of getting liquor is sa 
great in tllf~ Mauritius. , 

4382. How do thos~ vagabonds. gain ~heir livelihood ~-Heaven only knows ~ 
. they may have some httle money m theIr pockets ; they eat very little, or go 
days without food very often. '" 

4383. Do they become squatters ~-In different parts of the island they do' 
in Port Louis we used to pick them up by ones and twos and threes and half 
dozens.' 

4384. Drunk ?-No, lying down; they had deserted their estates without 
any co~plaint, and were lying about in the streets. 

4385. What cure would you suggest to the Committee for that idleness and 
squatting? - I am not able to suggest any; it is the charadeI' vf the people; 
after they have done a little work they become idle. 

4386: Do you consider that wages are too high in the il>land 1-They are 
very high; a great deal too high. 

4387' Do you think, if wages were less high, people would become more 
industrious ?-One would hardly suppose that. They would not have the means· 
of spending so much money on dissipation. 

4388. What are the wages ?-They run from five to eight dollars a month 
besides food and clothing. ' 

43R9. How do they spend that cash ?-By drinking and dissipation with 
women, 'o~ anything the,Y can; and they hal'e altiO a t~ck of borrowing money 
from the slrdars, for whICh they pay eent. per cent.; If a mun gets rid of aU 
his money, he will borrow a rnpee from the sirdar, who takes two for it a week 
or two hence. ' 

4390• Can you form an estimate of the number of vagabonds in the island? 
~No, I have no return; nothing coming under our notice that would allow us 
to form any opinion upon it. . 

439 1, Do yon think that if the system of five years' contracts were restored •. 
the people would be made more industrious (-It would be to the advantage of 
the planter to have it so; whether they would become industrious I cannoL 
say; it is a voluntary act on thl'ir part entering into the contract; they per­
fectly understaud what they are about. 

4392 • Are they a shrewd people ?-A great many of them are, and a great' 
many of them very stupid; they are all clever enough to understand the nature 
of the contract. 

43!}3,. What ~s the state of the old negro population 7-After emancipation 
they disliked working, and particularly field labour; very few, 1 believe, are 
employed upon estates. . 

4394. How do they gain their livelihood ?-As servants or artizans; some 
have bought a litlle plot of land, and do what they can with it. 

4395. Are they a moral set of people or otherwise ?-Murriage has been 
very much introduced among them since emancipation; it wa~ not known 
before; they cohabited. 

4596. They are more moral ?-. They are much better than they were. 
4397. You cannot suggest any i~proveme~t of the laws, by which those 

Coolies could be forced to labour WIth more mdustry upon the estates of the 
planters :-No; they are bound to labour now so many hours a day, but it is a 
different J!oil altogether to what they have been a~cu~tomed to; the land ,?f 
Bengal is very light; you never meet with a stone 111 It scarcely, wherea~ thIS 
is !ill rock, and the labour is very hard. 

4398. Mr. 111. Gibson.) Were there any representations 1f!ade.fro~ the Mau· 
ritius which led the Bptish Legislature to suspend the ImmIgration of the 
Coolies you.have aP-udedto J-Not to my knQwledg.e: .. 

4399. Were -there aily complain~s in .the)\1.auntJUs wltlun your knowledge 
of tbe results of the immigration, ,up to th~ tIme, wh~n Government stopped 
it i-oI .am .nQt aw:ru:e pC any; . I had quite enough t~ do m Illy own Qffice, wlth­
gut. concerning myself with the immigration o[ lndll~ns. 

4400 .. What was YQl,Ir offiJ,;t' ;-1 was in ~he police. 
4~0 I. YOIl 
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4401 • You mentioned that the Coolies were very changeable in their habits, Mr.G. W. Laing. 
and that they would leave one service to go to another. Can you state .that 
they were not often tempted to go from one service to another, by the planters ~6 Febr"".y 1848• 
bidding against one another for them ?-I know nothing of it myself, but I am 
fearful that that has been the case. I was !lot in the habit of going into the 
country; 1 was compelled to live in town, and my duti.f!s kept me there conti-. 
nually. Except three times a year, I was not out· of tbe town. 

4402. You think it may be ~aid to be 'so ?-Yes; I have heard complaints 
made that their ruen were seduced front them. 

44u3. By other planters r-Yes. 
4404. The planters themselves may be said to be quite as open to blame as 

the Indians ?-Most undoubtedly, if one planter tries to seduce a man away 
from another, it is very reprehensible . 
. 4405. Have there .been any complaints within your knowledge that those 

Coolies have been allowed to be in arrear of their wages by their employers ?­
Not to my knowledge; we have nothing to do with them; but I know it has 
been the case, as far as common report goes; they have come to our office to 
say they were in arrears, but we never examined into the thing; they were 
sent to the special magistrate. 

4406. May not the non-payment of wages with punctuality have been' one 
cause of the tendency to desertion on the part of the Coolies 1-1 think it is 
very likely to have an influence over any person who did not get his wages­
paid regularly. 

4407. Is it your opinion that if the planters were to observe better faith to 
one another, not to try to seduce labourers away by overreaching one another. 
and to pay the hands in their employ with punctuality, it would have a good 
effect in attaching labourers to their empluy 1-It would be much more to 
their interest than to try and seduce men away, by offering higher wages than 
they were receiving. Naturally enough the men went away, fond of money as 
they are. 

4408. The fondness of money is a proof that there is a mode of tempting 
them to work ?-If the labourer gets seven or eight dollars with me, and.you 
send and offer him eight or nille, it is most likely he will go from me; the 
money tempts ltim. , 

4409 .. Is not it your opinion that it was an injudicious mode of immigration, 
bringing in so large a number of men without a due proportion of women ?-In' 
the first instance no womel) whatevt'r came; latterly there was a proportion of 
women; but I am aware of the dislike that the Indians have to bring their 
women away; it would have been advantageous had there been women. ' 

4410. Do you know anything about Madagascar?-No, nothing. 
441). There are laws now in force to regulate contracts and tu prevent vaga­

bondage more strictly than formerly, are there not ?-There were some pub­
lished latterly, before I came away, that were more strict. 

4412, Sir E. BU.l·ton.] Do you know whether the moral state of the Coolies 
was very bad, whether they were addicted to very gross practices I-I am not 
aware of it. 

4413. You never heard that the men were addicted to very abominable 
crimes 1-1 do not call to my recollection anything of the kind. I think there 
has been a case brought before the courts, but that is a solitary .instance .. 

4414. Tllose cases are not frequent ?-I believe not. 
4415. How many years were you deputy police co.mmissary. there r- From 

1828 to 1846. 
4416. Did you know a Mr. Raymond iu the island ?-No, I do not know any 

person of that name. . 
4417. You have said that five years' cuntracts would be beneficial; do you 

'think that they would be agreeable or irksome to the labourers:-I think the 
t:lltt:nsion of the contracts would be of great advantage to the planter. 

441 8. Would it be so to the labourer ?-I sl.ould say equally so to the 
labl/urer; it would prevent his go;ng away at the. end of the year, vagabond­
LSmg; they are not perfect at that time in their work.' . 

44lg. Do you think they would feel it a great hardship if they were forced 
to take nve years' sel'vic,es 1-No, because thpy would know what they were 

0·32. ' abod; 
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)lr. fl. lV. Laing. about; they are perfectly capable of understanding· the contracts they enter 
into. •. 

t6 February 18,.s. 4420• As regards those who are now in the colony, do you think they would 
be inclined to take those services ?-No, the time would be too long for them; 
after they have passed already their three years, they would wish for a shorter 
contract, and to retumjlome to their families. 

Appendix. 

4421. Do you know anything of the education of the popUlation ?-No, I am· 
not aware that there is. any among the immigrant population. 

APPENDIX. 

AN ACCOUNT of the Quantity of FOREIGN UNREFINED SUGAR entered for Home Con­
sumption in the United Kingdom, in the Year 1847. 

Imported from countries the produce of which, durmg the 
operation of the Act 7 " 8 Vict. c. 28, now repealed, was 
admitted by Orders in Council to entry for home con sump-
tion at the distinctive rates of duty th~n applicable to 
sugar not the pr<:>duce of slave-labo~r; viz.-

jav;' - - - - - - -
Philippine Islands - - - - -
China - - - - - - -
Siam - - - - - - -
British Possessions in the East Indies - -
United States of America - - - -
Venezuela - - - - - -
New Grenada - - - - - -

Imported from other countries or colonies; viz.-

Brll7.il - - -. - . - -
Cuba - - - - - -
Porto Rico - - - - - -
St. Croix - - - - - - -
St. John - - - - - - -
St. Eustatiuli - - - - - -
British Possessions in America - - -
Europe - - - - - - -
Other parts - - - - - -, 

. 

Office of the Inspector-General of } 
Imports and Exports, Custom House, London, 

26 February 18'8. 

- . 
- . 
- -- -- -- -- -- -

- -- -
- -- -- -- -
• -- -- -

• 
ewt. ewt.· 

113,944 
63,388 
41,790 

8,724 
6,640 

162 
1,928 

765 
237,2'1 

202,411 
360,061 
120,242 

68,808 
60 

1,010 
4,002 
1,102 

632 
738,214 

Owt. 976,'66 

(signed) W. Irving. 


