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THE LINEN TRADE OF FRANCE.

TaE present material prosperity of France
i3 undoubtedly great, but it searcely equals
her capabilities. She is in one respeet in
the condition of America when first opened
to the industry of Europeans, with great un-
developed resources, while her people have
great knowledge and skill. Betwéen the ca-
pability of producing 12 more bushels of
wheat from every acre of ground in a great
country oceupied, and the capability of pro-
ducing I2 bushels from & great multitude of
acres not yet occupied, there is no substan-
tial difference, but what is in favor of the
acres already oceupied, already intersected
by roads, and alrcady provided in their im-
mediate proximity with rich markets and all
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the means of improvirgent, We are aston-
ished, not that Prance is making suzh rapid
progress, but that she is not making, and
has not made for forty years, a more rapid
progress. But the progress she has made,
though so little in eomparison to our prog-
ress and the progress of the United States,
has been sofficient for the poor ambition of
her successive rulers ; and, satisfied with it,
they have praised and maintained & system
of protection which has arrested develop-
ment. Worse still, they have attributed the
little development whieh has taken place to
protection, and accordingly propose to pre-
serve it. With a soil not more than half
cultivated, with a deplorable and increasing
deficiency of cattle, with the worst iron in-
struments or tools of any nation of Western
Enrope, except in rare instances and ina few
localities — the great inegualitics in the con-
dition of her different provinces being proofs
of her backwardness— her rulers have di-
verted her industry and capital from culti-
vating her soil, to making tools, implements,
and several specics of clothing they could
have bought with great advantage from other
nations. In England protection was chiefly
given to agricultare to its ruin ; on the Con-
tinont the protection is rather given to man-
ufactures keeping them backward, and there
the people are taxed to pay some classes for
supplying them badly with dear articles, just
as they were taxed here to pay landowners
and farmers to the same end.

This foct is well proved, we think, insome
papers concerning the linen trade of France,
recently published in the Dundee Advertiser.
The Chamber of Commerce of that city has
taken much pains to collect statistics of the
trade, and from them it appears that in 1842
the duties on linens and yarns imported into
France were raised, on unbleached yarns
from 44d. to 11d. per the G1be or No. 8; and
on brown linens from 28s. 10d. to G4s. 2d. on
221 1bs, 8 threads of warp to 1-5th of an
inch ; and on all other descriptions of yarns
and linens in proportion. The resulf of this
change was that the value of the yarn and
linens exported from England to France fell
from £1,088,318 in 1841, to £630,332 in
1843, and to £113,064 in 1854. DBy this
change, then, the ¥reneh lost all the advan-
tages they derived from trading with us for
linen. The consumption was diminished,
the price of the article raised, and eapital
and labor driven from the more needed and
more profitable labor of cultivating the
ground to making linen.

Of course the French, after a time, could
pride themselves on heing able to make more
linen themsclves, The spindles they em-
ployed to spin linen yarn increased from 57 ,-
00¢ in 1840 to 395,800 in 1853 ; but between
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those years their agricultare was neglectod ;
the means of improving andincreasing cattie
were not properly used; and in 1854 and
18535, consequently, they find themsclves ex-
Poscd te actual distress for want of food.
The paternal (Government, indeed, which
unprofitably directed their labor to making
linen, took it in hand to supply them with
bread, employed to this end the public
money, and tazed the whole eommunity to
feed the Parisians. It was obliged, also, to
make regulations for keeping down the price
of meat. Is it not clear that if the Govern-
ment had not at one time encouraged unduly
the manufacture of linen, &c., it would not
have had at another to provide the people
with bread? Both the supply of food and
the supply of linen would have been ob-
tained cheaply and well by the natural
course of industry and trade, and the Gov-
ernment would have been sparcd an enor-
mous deal of trouble, and France would
have cscaped many disasters.

Louis Philippe was the author of these al-
most prohibitory duties on foreign linen, and
Louis Philippe lost his throne from the French
heing in want of food in 1840 and 1847,
Every revolution in France can be traced up
to the hunger of the multitude, and the pol-
icy of every successive ruler to the present
has been to misdirect industry. They have
never allowed it to be guided by the wants
of the people, hut by an artificial rule de-
vised by ignorance. Lonis Philippe, baving
& family alliance with Belgium, and pander-
ing to tho prejudices of certain classes to
whom he looked for support, made & special
treaty with it, by which linen yarns and lin-
ens were imported from Belgium into France
for rather less than half the duties paid on
English yarns and linens, This difference
and distinction still continue, and the French
Government therefore actnally taxed and
taxes its vwn people, by high duties on the
lIinens of one State, to bestow rewards on the
subjects of another State. As not unfre-
quently happens, the rewarded people are no
longer particularly friendly, and France hag
found its greatest ally and its best friend in
the people whose industl{ the duties, so un-
just towards the I'rench people, were in-
teaded to injurc. Ever since 1842, the
Trench Government has taxed itsown people
to give money to the linen manufacturers of
Belgiom. This is rather worse than suicide.
It kills industry in France, and stifles it by
kindness in Belgium. The natural course
of trade between the two countries would
rather be an exchange of cattle for corn, of
ironand ¢oals for wine; and obviously both
would be benefitted by the abolition of pro-
hihitory and differential duties.

We shall never cease to lament the fiscal

necessities which appear fo require the reten-
tion of our enormons duties on wine, and
never fail to use every exertion in our power
to recommend their abduction or abolition.
The little trade that oxists between the civil-
ized people of Kurope in contrast to the
great trade which exists between Europe and
Ameriea, is a scandal to the Governments of
Europe, and a thorough condemnation of
the fiscal and commercial policy they haveso
long pursued. Tt would have strangled chvil-
ization, in fact, were civilization not the re-
sult of natoral laws stronger than Govern-
ments. Of that ancient, well-meant, and
so-called patriotic but injurious system, our
enormous duty on wine is one of the worst
remnants still left, But bad as it is, it isat
least now equally directed against the pro-
duce of all our Southern neighbors. Cape
wine and other colonial wine ig still favored
by  diseriminating duty, but no discrimin-
ating duties like the duties on Belgian and
Engi’ish linens are now lIevied on the wines
of France and of Portugal. The enacting of
such a piece of folly, after it had been repro-
bated by every writer of authority in ling-
land and Franee, and generally repudiated
by our statesmen, was reserved for the Mon-
arch of France in 1842. We cannot won-
der that he lost his throne, His much re-
nowned sagacity was that of the pedlar who
chegts his customers and destroys his own
trade.




