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ROYAL COMMISSION ON OPIUM.

The Report of the Royal Commission on Opium* compared with
the Evidence from China that was submitted to the
Commission.

INTRODUCTION.

The following pages are devoted to a comsideration of ome portion only of the
Report of the Royal Commission on Opium (1893), the portion which refers to China.

The writer, who has lived for more than 20 years in that country, in constant
contact with the Chinese people, speaking their language, reading their popular books,
and having some degree of acquaintance with current events, was struck on reading
this part of the Report, to which all the Commissioners, save ome, have affixed their
gipnatures, with certain statements relating to the evidence before the Commission
which appeared to him at onee to be absolutely incredible. In particular, he wonld
instance the following :—

(1.) * There is no evidence from China of any popular desive that the import of Indias
opium should be stopped.”  Blue Book, Vol. VL., p. 61, par. 165,

(2.) * In the British Consular service in China, the prevailing opinion is that opium
gmoking in moderation is not harmful, and that moderation is the rule . . .
The medical opinions were i general accord with those of the Consular body.”
Vol. VI., p. 51, par. 140.

His own personal knowledge of Chinese feeling and opinion, and of medical opinion
in China, made him feel certain that neither of these statements here italicized could

gibly be in accordanee with fact, and he, therefore, determined to examine carefully
for himseif the China evidence published by the Commissioners, and upon which they
were rap:}rﬁn% to Parliament in the words quoted above. The result of this
examination showed beyond possibility of gainsaying: lst. That the Commissioners
had received a considerable body of evidence from China of a popular desive that the
import of Indian opium should be stopped, and that this evidence was both weighty
in character and emphatic in tone ; 2ndly. That so far from the medical opinions in
China supporting the proposition *° that opivm smoking in moderation is not harmful,
“ and that moderation 18 the rule,” the medical witnesses in China, whose evidence
the Commigsioners had before them, assert, by a wery decided majority, the opposite
opinion !

#* The following is a complete list of the Blue Books issued by the Hoyal Commission on Opinm, 1893, and
presented o both Houses of Parlinment by Command of Her Majesty ==

{ Pges. Price. | I“:-g'rs.i Priize,
[l 2 : [
Finar Rerokr oF THE Bovar Conmissiox ox | 176 | | 6 | Prockcoixes, Yo V. Appendices, together | 376 |2 0
Qs with Minste of Evelenes and Ap- | | with Correspondénce on 1he Subject of | |
pendices (L. 7313). 1 Uprum with the Strods Settlements and

| China, &e. (C. 7473.)
Minrres oF EvinescE Tawex serORE THe | 686 (B 3 | Vo VI Frxal Reerokr oF THE Hovan | 0184 |1 &

Rorar CousmreEsion o OFivs  between | Comuisstos ox Orivd. Part L. The
181k November and 29th Decembar 1803, | Report with Anmexores (0. 77237, |
with Appendises, Val 1L {C. 7287 Yor. VII. Fixar Beeorr oF vHE Rovar | 324 | 2 &
Commizmiox o Ovivd.  Part 110 His
Miwores oF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFfORE THE | 300 3 & torieal Appendiess, together with an Index
Rorar Coumisaios oN OpirM from ded of Witnesses and Subjects, and a Glossary
ta 27th Janoary 1894, Vol 1EL. (C. T410.) of Indinn terme aeed i2 the Evideneo aml
Appemlices (. 7723). |
Mispres oF EVIDENCE TAKES WHFORE THE 24 | 4 3 | Burreeaest o0 THE Heronr o e Rovan | I TR |
Hovat Coxssiox ox Cheiva from 20t | Couxnsziox ox Orws, Note by the
Jamumry fo 22wl Febraary 1804, with Ap- | Hou. The Maharsjah Babadar of Dur- | |
pesalices, Vol, IV. (. T471.) | bhanga, K.C.LE. (C. 7751.) | |
| |
|

e — - - ———

Published by Evar & Srortawoons, Loxpos.
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The rvesult of his investigations on these points led the writer to pursue the same
method with other parts of the Commissioners’ Report, and to compare carefully the
Commisgioners’ conclusions on various other points with the data supplied 1o them by
the evidence of China witnesses. The results were in each case, if not equally
unsatigfactory with those already referred to, sufficiently unsatisfactory to awaken
grave suspicions as to the trustworthiness of the China Report as a whole.

Finally, he was led to consider very carefully the general aftifude of the Commissicn
towards the whole question submitted to them, and their treatment of all China
evidence that wags adverse to the export opium trade of the Indian Government. He
now publishes some of the principal results at which he has arrived, in such a form az
to make it easy for any reader to either verify all his assertions, or, on the other hand,
to disprove them if they are capable of disproof. He thinks that the more the
materials here provided are examined the more they will be found to support a
statement which he finds in the Minonty Report of Henry J. Wilson, Esq., MLP., who
wag himself a member of the Royal Commission :—*The Report adopted by my
* golleagues appears to me to partake more of the character of an elaborate defence
“ of the opium trade of the East India Company, and of the present Government of
“ Tndia, than of a judicial pronouncement on the immediate questions submitted to
“ us.” Blue Book, Yol. VL, p. 151, par. 49.

In publishing this criticism of the Opium Report, it was the writer's intention a¥
first to reprint the whole of the Report, so far as it relates to China, for convenience
of reference, but although that part of the Report only occupies about twelve pages of
the Blue Book at the outside, it does not appear worth while to reprint euch portions
as are not here directly called in question. The parts not printed contain nothing
material to the full consideration of the points here raised. Of course only a very
gmall portion of the evidence is reprinted, but full references are given to the exact
places where other evidence referred to will be found.

It will be noticed that in these pages no evidence official, medieal, or of any other
kind, is appealed to that wns not before the Commissioners when they signed their

wrt.  Such evidence might be quoted in abundance from standard works on China,
from Blue Books iesued by other Commissions, from Consular Reports, &e., &e.  But this
is not a treatise on the opinm question, nor is it primarily a defence of the anti-opium
agitation. It is nothing but an atlempé to show that the evidence from China which
the Royal Commissioners themselves collected, and which they themselves have
published, when impartially stated, overthrows completely the conclusions they have
announeed to Parlinment.

But although all outside or supplementary evidence is here disregarded, such
gvidence is not unimportant. It is obvious that in any complete and impartial inguiry
into the merits of the opium guestion and into the effects of opium consumption on
the peoples of Asia, something more is necessary than simply to ask the opinions
on these subjecis held by the present race of officials and Buropean residents in the
East. It is not now for the first time that evidence has been given hy officials of the
Indian Government, officials in the Straits Settlements and Hong Kong, consuls in
China, and medical men in all parts of the world, in regard to the opium habit and
the opium trade, and Mr. H. J. Wilson wag ouly performing the obvious duty of a
Commissioner when he took the pains to collect specimens of testimonies given in
previous years by a former race of officials on the guestions at issue. These testi-
monies are attacbed to his Minute of Dissent, Vol. VL., Aunexure IV., pp. 152, 154,
155, Notes B.,, H., J., and K. They deserve careful attention. It is much to be
regretted that the Majority Report contains no such colleetion of earlier testimonies,
which might have been made much longer. On this aspect of the question of evidence
Mr. Wilson makes the following ohservations :—

5. %A change appears to have come over official
statements in reference to opinm within the last few
years,  These were, until very recently, almost in-
variably eondemnatory of the drug.  Tllustrations of
thiz are given in the Notes, nnd it will sufice to
mage nere one quotation only, Own the 24th Og-
toner 1817 the Dirccters of the East India Company,
writing 1o the Governor-Geeceal, referred to their
desive “to restrain the nse of this pernicions deog’
anil went on o say, * were il possible to prevent the
use of the drog altogether, except strictly for the

¢ purpose of medicine, we would gladly do it in
* compassion to mankind.’

“ It will be =cen from the evidence, some of which
is hereafter referred to, that & very considerable body
of officials now ndopt o decidedly altored tone. No
definite cause has been assigned for thiz change, but
it is impossible to dissoeiate it from the financial
difficnlties of India, and from the pressore of the
anti=opinm mwovement in England baving been ine
erensingly associated with the  discussion o the
reduction of Indian expenditure.”” (Vol. WL p. 137.)
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The Commissioners would have done well to point out in regard to certain pro-
opinm evidence they have ublished that it i in direct contradietion to statements
made by the very same (official) witnesses in books published by themselves, or with
their own authority, only a few years previously.

No eriticism is here attempted of that part of the Report which deals with India
and the evidenece from India, not because the writer has paid no attention to that
subject, nor because he 13 satisfed with the Commissioners’ treatment of the Indian
question, but because India lies outside of his gpecial sphere of axl.)erimmu. He only
refers in these pages to the Indiasn Report and evidence incidentally, either as illus-
trating prim’:iiljle.-‘:. that the Commissioners avow as guiding them in considering the
worth of evidence, or as illustrating methods which, without avowing them, they
seem to have adopted in dealing with questions of evidence, morality, and general

poliey.

It can hardly be doubted that the charges here made, supported as they are in every
case by proofs of a very strong kind, will be regarded as sufficiently serious to merit
a reply and refutation if a reply ean be given, or if they can be refuted ; it may be

y assumed that if no reply is attempted, or if nothing more can be done than to
point to some slight inaceuracies in little matters of detail, the veason must be that
the charges are in themselves felt to ba unanswerable even by those whose special care
and duty it should be to answer them.

It iz needless to say that the author does not here attempt in any way to state the
pro-opium evidence that was before the Commiszsion. No one questions for a moment
that such evidence was submitted to the Commissioners in considerable quantity.
His contention is—not that there was no pro-opium evidence of any importance, but
that none but pro-opium evidence has received the serious attention of the Commission.
His sole object now is to show the kind of evidence on the other side that the Report
either (1) misrepresents. or (2) understates, or (3) passes by in complete gilence.
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THE CHINA REPORT OF THE ROYAL COMMISSION ON OPIUM.

The Report of the Commisgicners on * The export of Indian opium to China and
the Straits,” occupies the whole of Section IV. in Vol. VL., pars. 125-149 (pp. 48-53),
of the Blue Book presented to Parliament. The China question ig also referred fo in
other parie of their Report. See Vol. VL., p. 1, Section I., par. 3; pp. 28 and 39,
Section ITI., pars. 93 and 113 ; pp. 6062 and 67, Section VL., pars. lﬁg—].'fﬂ and 186 ;
p. 70, Seetion VII., par. 191; pp. 94, 95, Seetion IX., pars. 268 and 273, L, e.

Our examination of the Report will commence with Section VI, (Vol. VL., P- 59],
for this Section precedes, in order of thought, the review of the evidence from China
which is presented in Section IV. The Commissioners here deal with the opium
trade from their different points of view :—

1. The moral aspeets of the question. See Pars. 160 (L.), 166, 167, 168,
2. The political aspeets of the question.  See Pars. 160-165.
3. The facts of evidence presented by witnesses in or from China.  See Par. 166.

Most of the paragraphs of the Report here referred to will be reprinted in full.
The parts on which I propose to offer eriticisms will be printed in italics.®

Extract from Commissioners’ Report.
SECTION VI.

Tug Questios or Promiprrios.

160. The Order of Reference shows that the main question we have
to answer, to which all the rest are subservient or subsidiary, is that of
prohibition. This may, we think, be formulated as follows :—

(1.) What is the weight of the moval objections urged against fhe system
by awhich the Indian opivm rvevenue iz af present vaised ; and are those
objections so strong as to make it advisable, having due regard to
politieal, financial, and administrative obstacles. to prohibit the culti-
vation of the poppy and the manufacture and sale of opium in British
India, except for medical purposes ¢

(1L.) If prohibition were adopted in British India, conld it be extended
to the Protected States ¥

(II1.) Tf prohibition could not be extended, then, on what terms, if
any, could the existing arrangements with certain States for the transit
through British territory of Malwa opium be with justice terminated ?

OF these three questions, the second and thivd, which ave subsidiary fo the
first, have been already dealt with in our third Section, because the
answer to them depends directly upon the history of the Malwa opium
syatem, and the relations of the Protected States to the Government of
India which are there described. It will be useful, however, to give
here a brief summary of the conclusions at which we have arrived.

A —TPromsrrion ix ™nE Case oF THe Provecien STares.

166. The moral objections twhich have been vaised fo the ecaport of the
Malwa apivm vest upon the assertion that the habif of smolking opiwm which
pevails in Chine awd other parts of the For East causes exfensive moral
and physical degradation. We have veviewwed the evidence on this poinf in
the fourth section of owr Reporl, and have agreed that the effects of the

* N —All ftafies in this boolk, whether cccorring in quotation: from the Commissioners’ Report or from
the evidiones on elsewhere, are my own.—AF.
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use and abuse of opium in China are fairly comparable with those of
intoxicating liguors in England. Such effects do not, in our opinion,
constitute an objeetion fo the Malwa export trade which makes iv
morally incumbent upon the rulers of the Protected States to put a stop
to what is a private industry. The attitude of the Government of India
towards the trade is purely restrictive. [t imposges as high a transii
duty as the trade can bear. 1t must be remembered, that in the similar
case of the export of alecholic liquors from England by manufacturers
and merchants, no eheck is exercised, and no duty 18 1mposed.

B.—Prourerrion 18 tHE Case oF Brimizsn Provinces.

167. We now come to the question of prohibition in British Provinees.
Wethink it can be most conveniently treated by dealing first with the export
trade in Bengﬂl opinm, and atterwards with the consumption of opium
in India, The moval eljections to the present sysbem, so for as the coport
frado in Bengal opiuan tx dn guestion, ave, firsl, the effects in Chine, which we
have consideved n the preceding pavagraph, and, sceondly, the fact that the
Bengal opinm exporfed to Chine and clsewhere, 45 manufactured and sold 1o
the exporting mevchants by officevs of the Government of Indio, 1t is not
considered right that the Government should have any connexion with
the export of a drug which iz believed to have evil results, or that India
should derive revenue from what is said to be injurious to China.

165, Tt is evident that the position of the Government of India in
relation to the trade in Bengal opium ig to some extent invidious. FHul
so loeg ax the impovtation of Indian opivan is allowed by the Chinese Goveri-
ment, and iz ol 1lmpua:r'ri o il fiy Tufimiddcdion o presgode of ay Lanel.
we are nob of opinion that the ebjection based wpon e effeefs of the opiuan
habit dn China, or wpon e peculior velabions of the Goeernusent of Tuidia
aritl the drade, wve, from o wmoral $fﬂ'mlr.‘|rh,rr"?i'.f, ::JI_:',hlr'-."-'uH:rl; slioneg o -'ﬁ”ﬁu'
indevfereice on the part of the British Governaent.  1f the Government of
India maintains a restrietive attitude to the export of Indian opinm by
taxing the Malwa drug, and by limiting the amount of Bengal opium
put on the market, and so keeping the price high, we think its position
15 defensible, and that with reference to its duties to the people of India
it cannot be justly required to go further and to extinguish the trade.
In regard to the admission of Indian opium, China iz now, at all events,
a perfectly free agent. The Convention of 1885, by which the trade is
now regulated, 15 based on principles specifically proposed hy the
Chinese Minister who conducted ihe negotiations, as being those most
tavoured by the Court of Peking. It contains all the provisions which
the Chinese Government had pressed upon that of Great Britain, and,
in the words of the Marquis Tseng, those provisions * find their strongest
* guarantee in the moral obligation imposed upon his Government by
* the consideration that the arrangement was of that Government’s own
 proposing.” Lord Kimberley, then Secretary of State for India, in
announcing to the Government of india hiz acquiescence in the terms
proposed by the Chinese, gave one of his reasons for so doing in the
following words (—

“6. Finally, the Anti-Opium agitation iv this country, alrendy sevious, and likely to be
ot move formidable in a new Howse of Commons, 18 a Fuetor in the present question to be
taken imto grave eonsideration. For some time past the leaders of that movement in
Parlizment have been ehielly fosisting upon the injustice of preventing Chine From deing
whiat she desives a3 pogards the taxation of Indion opium. If the present Chinese proposals
i mecepied, e snswer to this argument will be obvious aml eonelusive. Yo will observe
that thi Uhinese Mivister's Memorandn of March 120k, 1883, and of September 27th last,
admit nnreservedly that the Agreement now under negotiation iz of the Chinese Govern-
Iiul;:.ll:::':‘ﬂ own proposing and includes all that they desive”—Desp. No. T of 220d Janvary

.[t may ]J-G adided that fhers 2 o cvidlevee _,f‘:r'{}rj't- [:—'fg.ﬁiqa. qp" iy Iur},}umi‘
desive thet the import of Indian opivan should be stopped.  (Vol. VI, p.61.)

End of Extract.
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I.—MoraL AsPECTS OF THE (QUESTION.

From the paragraphs here quoted it will be seen that the Commissioners propose to
place the moral aspects of the question in the foreground as of supreme importance,
and they deal with two moral objections urged against the Indian opium trade with
Chinz and the Far East. The first of these objections applies equally to the export
of Malwa and of Bengal opium, and “rests upon the assertion that the habit of
* smoking opium which prevails in China and other parts of the Far East causes
# gxtensive moral and physical degradation.” (Par. 166.) This assertion, of course,
has to be tested, and its validity proved or disproved, by evidenee, and the Commis-
gioners add, * We have reviewed the evidence on this point in the fourth section of our
Report ™ (par. 166). On the character of that review a great deal has to be said
hereafter, but in the meantime it is only necessary to point out that the value of the
moral ohjection now under consideration depends upon the evidence which the Com-
misstioners bhave reviewed, not upon the Commissioners' review of the evidence. The
importance of this distinetion will be apparvent by-and-by.

The second moral objection stated by the Commissioners is one that applies only

to the trade in Bengal opiom, and hes in ** the fact that the Bengal opium exported
** to China and elsewhere is manufactured and sold to the exporting merchants by
“ officers of the Government of India. It is not considered right that the Government
glhiould have any connexion with the export of o {'il"ug which 15 believed to have evil
results, or that India should derive revenue from what is said to be injurious to
* China.” (Par 167).
The Commizsioners proceed to answer this objection as follows :—* Ho long as the
importation of Indian opium is allowed by the Chinese Government, and iz not
iI‘lLPUE{!El upon it by mtimidation or pressure of any kind, we are nok of opinion that
the objection based upon the effects of the opinm habit in China, or upon the peculiar
relations of the Government of India with the trade, are, from a moral standpoint,
« sufficiently strong to eall for interference on the part of the British Government.”
The argument here, as it regards China, may for the moment be passed by without
remark, but it is of utmost Importance to notice that s apology for the Indian
Goversment and ifs coport trade has no I.mr?.-.l'iﬂg whateeer on the ceport of opivm o
O O ?Jur{w'zmllnh'.li tn the Stadds Seftlemends ond Hung,r ffma'y. In Section V., p- 48,
par. 128, a table is given ** showing the Number of Chests (of about 140 1ba.) exported ™
trom India. The figures given for 1892-93 are as follows : “ China, 38,771 ;" * Straits
* Bettlement, 12,609.” It is explained, however, that a good deal of this latter opium
is re-shipped to Java and elsewhere. Allowing whatever reduction may be necessary
on this account, it still appears that a very considerable quantity of opium is being
annually imported into the Straits, for consnmption, not by people living under
C'hinese rule, but by people living under Brifish rule. It must further be remembered
that apparently a certain amount of the opium said o be exported to * China™ is
veally exported to the ‘British Colowy of Hoig Kong, and here also is consumed by
people with whon the Chinese Government has nothing to do, and for whom it has no
responsibility. The quantity consumed in Hong Kong itself cannot be exactly ascer-
tained, but it is"approximately estimated as three chests a day, say, 1,000 chests per
anuum  (See letter of G. 8. M. 0’ Brien, Egqg., Colonial Secretary, Hong Kong, Vol. V.,
Appendix XXIV., p. 145.)

But. thiz is not all; some of the opium consumed by our fellow subjects in the
Straits Settlements in 1892-93 was consumed by the Malays and not by the Chinese.
Of these people—for whose welfare, be it remembered we, and not the Government of
China, are responsible- -the Commissioners tell us “ In the case of the Malays the
injurions effects, physical and moral, are by general consent more evident " i.e. than in
the case of the Chinese, (Vol. VI, p. 50, par. 134).  Further, they say in their Report
on Burmah, Section VIIL,

it

13

Extract from Commissioners’ (Burmah) Report.

236. The evidence before us certainly shows that the Burman who
takes to opium is more often injured physically and morally than the
Indian, This difference is generally attributed to a dillerence in mind or



7

character. The Burman iz more impulsive, pleasure loving, and reckless
than the Indian. The latter has more stability of character, more
industry, and much more thrift and prudence, inherited, perhaps, from a
havder struggle for existence. These characteristics give the Indian
moro power of self-control than is possessed by the Burman.  1# may be
nofed that the evidence from the Straits Seltlements shows o stmilar difference
in vespect fo the injurious effect of the opiwm habil between the Clinaman and
the Malay.  There seems no doubt that the Malays ave move dmpulsive and
excibable than the Ohinese, and that the Bwrmans are muwch mearver in
!ﬂmpwmﬂi to them than to the Cldnese or Tndions, {".‘rul, VI,, P 87.)

End of Extract.

Yet the Commissioners have no suggestion or recommendation to make with regard
to checking the consnmption of opinm by our Malay fellow subjects, or for limiting
the mischievous cffects of the Indian export trade in the Straits Settlements. They
meet the whole moral objection based on * the faet that the Bengal opinm exported to
“ China and elsewhere, in manufactured and sold to exporting merchantz by officers of
*“ the Government of India ™ by seeking to shift the whole responsibility on to the
corrupt, effete, and heathen Government of China. What has the Chinese Government
to do with an * elsewhere” which is under British rule?

Happily, the Secretary of State for the Colonies, Mr. Chamberlain, has shown a
little more sense of responsibility for the well-being of our Malay fellow-subjects in
the matter of opium consumption than was shown by the Commissioners, and has
seen a significance in their statements which they themselves failed fo see. By the
Btraits Settiements Opium Ordinance, 1394 (No. 9), it was enacted that anyone who
“ knowingly permits any person other than an adult male to smoke chandu in a
* farm shop ** shall be liable to a fine not exceeding 100 dollars.

“ Onlinanee A0 of 1806, passed 3ol December, provides that sub-section (e} of the alove shall e rend ws if
the word ® Chinese " were imserted before © adule male ® ¢ 20 that the sobesection now makes it an offence 1o
permit fany person other thon o Chivese adoli male io smoke chando * in a leensed <laop,”
Cluna for July 1597.)

Thus it appears that the Malays are now to receive a profection against opium
simifar to that required by the Burmans, but not as the result of any recommendation
from the Royal Commission on Opium.

Before passing from the moral objections to the Indian export opium trade, it may
be observed that the majority of the Commissioners do not appear to take any notice
of a third and very weighty moral objection which was pressed on their attention by
geveral witnesses. Certainiy they have no answer to make to this objection. One of
the witnesses, Sir Joseph Pease, M.P., was acked on the day on which the Commission
began its inquiry at Westminster :—11. “ Have you any obsgervation to make on the
“ gpium trade in China?” He replied :—

I:F"L‘i‘ Frieud 13#-

4 T4 ds oflen argoad that i we were ot to supply
Chinn with epiom, Chizs would sopply herself with
opium. That ix an argnment which 1= very well met
in Dymond's * Bssnys on Morality.! 1 have no righn
to do that which is wrong, if it is wreong, becanss
someluedy olse is going to do wrong,  Dymond puis
ib— I 1 were to =ell o man areenie or o ]ﬁe;[.n:l]
¢ knowing that the buver wanted to commit murder,
Cghould T wot b o bod man? IF I let s house
¢ kmowing that the renter wanied it for the purposes
¢ of wickedness, am [ an innocent man?' ‘The
argument that if [ did not do it someone elae wonlid,

Many other witnesses took the same ground.

Dymoud treats as follows +—* Upon such reasoning you
* might rob a traveller on the rood iU you knew that at
* the next inrning n foot-pal was waiting toplander him.
¥ To sell property or gools for bad porposes, beense
* i you do not do it someons else will, i= like 5 man
* aolling his sloves beeause he thought it criminal to
¢ keep thew in bonduge,” T avanied to brivg that ot
thett it gt be on gonr wofes, beeause it is o arge-
ment that i= =0 often wzed o favour of the Indian
opinm  trade, and I think has no defeaee in solid
imernational morality.”  (Vol. L. p. d.1

See, e.g9., the evidence of Mr. Broom.

hall, Vol. 1., Q. 543, 547, 548 ; Rev. G. Owen, Vol. V., P- 238, Ans. 20; Rev. Griffith
John, DD, Vol. V., p. 265, Ans. 16-19; C. J. Voskamp, Vol. V., p. 222, Ans. 17;
Dr. B, C. Atterbury, Vol. V., p. 232, Ans. 17, &e., &e.
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Of all the Commissioners, Mr. H. J. Wilson, M.P., alone seems fo have been able to
perceive the gravity of the moral issue here raised or the unanswerable logic of Sir
Joseph Pease's argument, which iz quite independent of what the Chinese Government

may do or imay net do.
with thiz point :—

16, Tt is impossilibe to avoid the conelusion thet it
is ;q!'[“uﬂh::r Llll‘.\'c;l'lil_‘y for a great 1|l!|'.l'l."lll.!l!'!tl1j-' ol e
British Emnire to e thus engaged in a waflie which
produces sueh widespread misery and disaster. Tt
is kuown that the enltivation of opinm is now largely
earried on in China, with ihe connivance, if wot the
expross permission, of the anthorities, and withoo
throwing any donld on the sinecrity of the desioe of

In his Minute of Dissent, Mr. H. J. Wilzon, M.P.. thus deals

of importation of Indizn opinm would be aceompanied
or followrd by any scrious attempt on the part of the
Chinese Government to exelude opium from other
spurees, and io prohibit its cultivation within the
limits of their own empime: Bl Aoweeer $hat meny
-E'L“.. i n‘.ﬂijf!'e: which ir ru.u.fm:-;ﬂ,f o Hhe P,l'.";-.lﬂlples of
Famanity canet be justified on the growed thee, if
we oo el engage in i, i awcll fall fwio the hands of

Clhiness statesmen to vid their ununt? of the blight of
opium, it is impossible 1o say, especially in the prezon
condition of the Chinese Empire, whether the cessation

athiers who hove no snel sernples.  (Vol. VI, p. 141,
par. 16.)

We shall see later on (p. 35), when we come to theend of our present inguiry, that the
Commissioners’ ultimate defence of the Indian export opium trade to China is justified
by them on the very line of reasoning here expressly condemned by Sir Joseph Pease
and other witnesses as being immoral. It is commended to them by Mr. O'Conor,
Her Majesty's Minmister in China, as being the natural, wise. and proper line of
reasoning, and they heartily accept the position he takes up. Ser Vol. VL, p. 53.
par. 145 p. 94, par. 268.

II.—Fouiticar. Aspicrs oF THE (JUESTION.

With the Commissioners’ Report on the political aspects of the question. which also
inclide the finaneial, it is not proposed to deal here. Reference may be made, however,
io o series of articles on this subject from the pen of the Rev. F. Storrs Turner, B.A.,
whichk appeared in Phe Mviend of Chine for 1806. It should be noted also that the
Commissioners do not nr.fmrr:}.-t to meet one finaneial objection that was wrged with
great foree in an important Memorial from China,  The signatories said, ** We hold as
“ beyond all shadow of doubt the convietion that gy sowyce of repenie,
* however large, fhal is morelly indefensible fends only in the end fo the weakening of the
“ Bwmpive and the impoverishnent of ifs vesources,  (Vol V., p. 353.)

Similariy, Mr. David M‘Laven, formerly President of the Edinburgh Chamber of
Commeree, = I the allegations of the demoralising consequence of the opivm indulgence
** eounld be proved to a certainty, 1 should expect to find that the opium trade would
* not be a profitable trade in the end. [ held that there is nothing more certain than
* that a 1hing cannot be morally wrong and commercially or politically right.”
Vol. 1., Q. 1753, :

L. —Tux Facrs o FEvibesce presExTED Y Wirxesses 15 ok EroM CHINA.

It now remains to consider the facts of evidence presented by witnesses in or from
Clhing.

This evidence 1 found in Vols, L and V. of the Blue Book, and the Commiszioners’
veview of it is found in Vol. VI., Bection 1V., with a preliminary paragraph in
Hection 1.

But before coming to the Commissioners’ review, in Section IV., of the evidence
as a whole, it will be well to examine the truth of their statement given abowe, in
Section V1. (par. ]ﬁH}, that * there 18 no evidence from China of any popular desire
“ that the import of Indian opium should be stopped.”

A few speeimens of the evidence on this point ave here given in full, and a further
list of references to the Blue Book is added, all of which will be found to contradick
in fofo the assertion of the Commissioners.

1. Yu-Keng-Pak, resident in Canton, a Chinese graduate, and son of the Chief
Secretary at the Governor's Yamen, says :—

1 have writton this especinlly in answer to the questions that youn were good enongh o show me, and I
hope that you will firwarl it o the Governmont of your country and toall troe gentlemen, that they may take
the opportunity of jeining heart and soul in the suppression of the ckliivation and sabe of opiom,. Thers is
T rl:-?m I'l:tr;?lpty exeuses, lot them make haste to help China and do away with thiz huge evil.  (Val, V.,
B S35, col. 2.



2. Dr. Cousland, a medical missionary of the English Presbyterian Mission, residing A0 i

near Swatow, says:—

One very able and influentinl gentloman in my neighlonrhood proposed lutely to get up o great petition,

Hineniial
(Chinese)
gentlemon,™

sizmed by all the olficials, literati, gentry, aud business men, to be pressnted to the Queen of Eogland, begging
her not fo send any more opium o China,

3. Lu Pao-yu, a Chinese literate, Official Writer at H.B.M. Consulate, Chefoo, says :— A Chines

13. The inhabitants of Shuntung naturally do not like Eogland to import Indian opinm.

(Val. V.,

p. 4,

Aus 153

of opinm imported is so much injury to the people, and the food of poi=on is never suding,

Ans. 15.)

4. M. F. E. Fraser, Esq., H.B.M. Consul, Pakhoi, South China, writes :—

15, [ heve, on o fow rave ocensions, boeome aware of such a wish boing expressed by o fow persons among  Pakloi,
O groninds of political
ecomomy fhe wish ox, d befieve, goneraily, in foet, perhaps £ oy soy, vadeersally eptoctained among e

the Chinese; on moral grounds.

sp-errtlodd deliceatod olaees,

(Val.

Yo p 289, Anz. 15)

3. W. K. Carles, Esq., H.B.M. Consul, Chinkiang, writes :—
15. At the present iln},, the growth of native npuum i5 g0 thoroughly established that the Chinese, who are Ohisking.

opposed (o opinm, cntertain searcely any hope of seeing the habit eradicated, whether Indian opinm is nmpmtr*ll
nows of ils imporiation being

o nat.

There are, howerer, I bolieve, not o fow who would welcome the
prohibited, as the fivst indispensable step towards reform.

Tt iz often expressed in the native prees of Shoaghed.

(Vol. ¥, p. 262, Ans. 15.)

6. Mr. Ku Hung Ming, Interpreter to the Viceroy of Hukwang, writes :—

alfickl writer

Every chest in LB,
(Vol. ¥.,

J--.,l Consabate,
Chifisg.

B TENE

Cangl

LN
Caonsal ai

The Chinése

interpreter o
15. “Yes, I must confess, however, that ameng the scholors and officials I am acqguainted witls, who kave gy pm: hung

expreszed their interest in this subject, their views of de aling with the opium gquestion are either very vague Chil-tung.
or axtrmvngant, but I must say nlso that £ think @ iv the imposabifity of eheeking or in ouy woy ﬂmrnn‘hﬂy
the Indian trade that has made many earnest and Chinking statesmen in Ching shelve the question s one

incapable of practical swlution.”  (YVol. V., pp. 284=5.)

7. R. W. Hurst, Esq., H.B.M. Consul, Tainan, Formosa, writes :—

15. “The Chinese dealers wonld regrel the stoppage of the importation from [ndia
papuim‘mu wonld approve of the step.” (Yol V., p. 323.)

[T, 1A,

T
Hhie son-smoking '1:;:1,-:171}'

8. Dr. H. W. Boone, 13} years in charge of St. Luke's Hogpital, Shanghai, writes :— A physician

ehe ¥
15, “Ihe Chinese do wish that Englumd would not allow epium to be exported from Indin"—Vol. V. T]-nrﬁl‘}nr
j L8 331, Chinesa
pqli(-ntn.
9. Rev. William Ashmore, Swatow, 43 years a missionary in Siam and China, Dr Aalg
. FEATE
writes :-— i mulkmnrt;

“ Yes"” * Foreigners are continually being reproached for introducing opinm and afl its attendant evils—
Yol. V., p. 214, Ans. 15 and Ans. 8.

10, Information obtained by Mr. C. J. SBaunders, at present residing in Canton, from © Iafor-
Chinese friends :— mation from

Chimise
# Yery many wish England to restriet opinm.”—Vol. V., p. 227, fricmils,™

See also the evidence of the following witnesses :—

11. Rev. H. L. Mackenzie, M.A. - - (Vol. V., p. 213, Ans. 15.) Beferences 1o
12. John E. Kuhne, M.B., C.M. : Sl P ST & 1B e
13. C. J- ?ﬂﬂkﬂ.m - - - - - L oy p 22 ” lﬁ,_} l.'.|1_|u"-:s|.-=
14. J. M. Swan, M.D. : : Bt s PAIRB L T e
15. Dr. B. C. Atterbury - = - { » P.282, , 15) ofcal,

16. Rev. W. Muirhead, D.D. - Sl s iD@dS, o 15) !:i?.’.l'.:i?“
17. Bhanghai Chinaman, quﬂta{l by ])r Etlkmﬁ = ( 4 D-249, , 15.) Many of ihese
18. Rev. G. Andrew - Sl i Lenpimngoe . IS N e
19. G. A. Cox, LLR.C.P., &e. . . = i se i o 208, o 15

20. Rev. W. Hunnex < s - 2ol %o wapdo0, .o 18

21. Rev. Griffith John, D.D. - - =Sl e enevpa@6b, . 150

22. Comsul Watters - : " ST pe@ir, o 15

23. Rev. Hunter Corbett, 1. D - - T IE.;

24. Rev. C. Judd - - - - - p. 288, , 15)

25. Rev. David Hill - - - =l oalo Epa 298, ., 155)

26. Rev. 5. R. Hodge : - =L mamaee, - I8}

27. Thomas Gillison, M.B., C.M. - s b i 29T e 15)

28. Dr. J. Rigg - - - . - { » p298 , 15)

29. Bheng Fu Huai - - = - Jiecepe 200, L

30. Mr. J. Jackson - - - - =l D S0RL 15.;



31. Rev. F. Galpin - - - - (Vol. V., p. 307, Ans. 15.)
32. Rev. R. Bwallow, M.D. - - - S R - R
33. Rev. J. Badler . - - I e LR [
3. Dr. Cox - - - = - SRR R LA |
35. Rev. . Stuart, M.D, - . = K g paSBZiats Lillndy
36. Hu Li Yiian . - - SO R O S

N.B.—All the abore witneszes were vesident in Ching itself.  Similar evidence from the
Stiraits Settlements or Hong Kong is not here adduced.

See alse the evidence of Rev. J. Hudson Taylor, Vel. 1., p. 30, Ans. 393; and
Memorial from British missionaries of 25 or more years standing (printed below in
Appendix), par. 3 and last paragraph.

Several other witnesses testify to the desire of the Chinese people to get rid of
opium, whereper if comes from, but these witnesses doubt whether the Chinese have
sufficient knowledge of geography to know of the existence of India as a distinet
country. Thus the Rev. J. Macgowan, Amoy, writes—

15, In travelling in the interior, and preaching w hesthen audiences, the missionary i= continually being
twitied with the charge that his proctice is not consistent with his teching.  They say that lis connkrymen,
Laving bLronght opivm to destroy the Chinese, he is o far fnvolved in their wrong.  The masses know
nothing about India, or the exportation of opinm from that contey to China.  They believe it comes from

Englond, and that Englizhmen bring it fvom 1hers to sell for gain, without anv regard o the morality of the
question at all.—Vol. V., p. 215,

Cp. also the evidence of Rev. George Owen, Peking. Vol. V., p. 238, Ans. 15.

Tre Commissioners’ Decisioy 10 cALL PorR Evipesce rroM Corxa.

We come now to a paragraph in Section L. of the Beport, which must be taken as the
Commissioners’ Introduction to Section IV,

Extract from Commissioners’ Report.

3. At the suggestion of the Government of India, we opened our
mguiry, on the 5th of September 1893, by taking in London the
evidence there available which the Society for the Suppression of the
Opium Trade was desirous of placing before us. As it appeared that
the majority of its witnesses referred chiefly to the subject in connexion
with China, we thought it advisable to call for evidence from some of
the persons present in England who have held responsible posts under
the British Government in that country, and the opportunity was also
taken of obtaining the views on the Indian aspect of the question of
several witnesses of special experience, medical and administrative, who
have retived from service abroad. Looking also to the fact that the greater
puert of the Tndian opivin vepenve depends wpon the ecport frade in the dirig,
which iz principally with China and the Straits, and that prohibation of the
Iirr.l'rf.r.i"m'l’.-z'mr, qll' uj’llrﬁ'il??. i Tndie aponld dncolre destruclion l,:,f‘ that frade, we
thought it dmpossible to form a complete judgment on the smoval objections
viviged against the Indion opiwm vevenue system without considering fhe
effects of that trade abrond. We decided, therefore, to request the
Governors of the Straits and Hong Kong, and Your Majesty's Minister
in China, to obtain the evidence of competent witnesses in the form of
answers to interrogatories. Copies of the questions thus gent out under
the authority of the Commission, with the answers received, are given
in Vol. V. of our Proceedings. Vol. VL, pp. 1, 2.

End of Extract.
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For convenience of reference 1 here reprint the questions sent out by the Com-

missioners to the British Minister in China.

evidence asked for from the Straits Settlements or from Hong

QuesTions reganling {'.Iﬂ!_:u Clomsu v e s and Uu-_x UM
Revexve in Cmma, isseed by the Rovan Com-
wssiox ox Opwar, through Hes MasssTy's
MizisTeR 1% Chixa, to be answered by—

(&) Her Britannic Majesty’s Consuls in China amd
any officials of the Chinese Government whom
the Mipister thinks it desirable aml unebjection.
nble to consult ;

(6.) Medieal men, merchants, and others resident
in or natives of Ohina, who sre specially con-
versant with any part of China ie which opinm
i grown or consumed.

1. Is opium commonly consumed by ihe !._:In'.lmm in
the part of China with which you are scquainted 2

o, What jom, should you eonjecture, of the
adult mnles of each race are consumers ? Do women
consume opivm o any extent Do children ?

3. What have you ohserved to be the effectz oF opivm,
moral, physical, and social, on it consumers 7 I the
effect the same on consamers of éach race, or can you
draw distinctions between the ffects on consumers ol
different races *  Is there any diference between the
effects of Tndinn and Chinese grown opinm 2

4. Tho comsnmers chicfly smoke or do they eal opizm 2
or do they drink a decoction of opium® I opium s
{aken in two or all of these forms, con you distingui=l
hatween the effects of cach #

5. What are the proportions of theze who use epium
(i) without injury ; (i) with slight injury; (1) with
great injury (opium sots) !

6. I=s it corvect to say that there eannot be such =
thing as moderation in the consumption of opium ¥
Do you know any ov many cnses of consumers whio
liave taken their opinm for years without harm to
themselves ¥ Plense give deseription of one or Lwe
such cases in detail.  [f you know any or many ouses
of great injury, give cxamples.

. To n majority of the Inbourers, or of the
merchants, or of the artisans, of the part of Chine
with which you are conversant, consume opiom?®  1f
o, what iz generally the cffect of the apium liabit on
their efficiency in their calling ¥

If possible, sive details and examples in reply to
this question.

%, How doas the vee or abnse of opium among the
races of that part of China with which yon are con-
versant compare with the nge or abuse of alechol
among sach races in regard to the effeet on eon.
SUEMECA ¥

On the above questions two remarks must be made.

We are not dealing in this book with the
ong. .

9, Is the habit of consuming opium condemned as
degrading or injurious by the general opinion of the
Chinese ¥ How would they regard the opium habat
us compared with the aleghol habis ?

0. Cwn and do opium consumers break thomselves
of the opium halit

Ll IE the supply of Indin opiuin were to be cot
off, what would be the effect on opium consumers and
g lha- prl]:lh[.'l.l:im:l u[ J.‘l}lll.' t|1-ig_]:'||r.|-1|r]:||:m||',"' .\'!‘Ul.lld
they resort 1o Cbinese-grown opinm? or would they
take Lo aleolol or to seme mereotie ollior than opiam 3
or wonld they absiain altogether ?

12, Do people of Hurapean race contragt the opium
labit in any numbers ¥ 1F wot, why not?  And what
makes Asiatics mors lisble to contrnet the habic #

13. How are opinm consumers lod te use the drug ¥
1= oplom, within your knowledge, o prophyloetic
againzt fever, oF rhenmatism, or malarin? - Or is it @0
rezarded commonly by the inhabitants of the part aof
Clhina with which vou arg-conversanl

14, 1Mo opinm consumers themselves usually desive
to got free of the opinm labit ?

15. Is there among the Chinese in the part of China
with which yon are seguainted any wish that Eog-
lamad  should not allow ﬂll\il_"!ll'l o e prm"tl-ll from
Indin ?

16. By what classes of persons and in what pra-
vinces or districts of China is Indian opinm usually
consumed, and how far does Chinese-grown opiom
compete  with Todinn opium o the  provinces or
districts in whieh the two Kimds nre readily obitain-
alile F

17. What will be ihe probable consequence of the
probibition or restriction of the export of Indian
apinm i=—

(e} On the consumption of apium by the Chinese ;

(6.) On the enltivation of the poppy and production

of opinm in China;

fe.) Un the arrangements maide by ihe Chiness

Government for raising a revenue from opium,

18 Can you give any estimnte of the area now
under poppy in the zeveral provinees of Chioa, and the
average annual out-torn of apinm ?

19. What revenue does the Ghincae Government
derive from opinm, and how does the mxation ievied
on [ndian opium compare with that levied on opinm
produced in China 2

2. Have you any other remark to moake in regand
to opium eonsumption among the  people  aroumd
you? (Val. Y., p 212, andl Eerare, Vol. VI,
1+ 324,

First, They contain no

inquiries either as to the standing or the disinterestedness of the witness, or as to his
ability to give trustworthy information on the subject in regard to which he is asked
to testify. Secondly, The Commissioners’ uze of terms in some of their questions is
so vague and indefinite that these questions are differently interpreted by different
witnesses and answered accordingly. Hence much confusion arisez in the evidence,
¢.¢., two men, whose views of the opium habit are really very similar, use language
which seems to imply exactly opposite opinions.

1. When the Commissioners by deciding not to go to China themselves, forewent the
opportunity of cross-examining China witnesses, it became imperative that they should
address to every witness who was to give evidence, printed questions on those very
points on which cress-examination would naturally have turned. It was not sufficient
merely to request Consular and other officials, in general terms, to put the questions
into the hands of suitable people. Each witness should have been required to state
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his oecupation and whether he himself had any eonnexion with the opium trade, his
period of residence in China, his means of ascertaining native opinion on the opium
habit. and his opportunities of observing for himseelf the eustoms of Chinese soeial life.
On the answers to questions of this kind, it is obvions, a great part of the value of the
answers to other questions depended. Had inguiries such as these been made, it
would have appeared at onee on the very forefront of the evidence of some witnesses
that they were themselves deeply committed to the opium trade. In other cases it
would have transpired that the witness had been but a short time resident in the East,
or, that he could neither communicate with the people around him except through the
medinm of his pidgin-English speaking servants, nor understand the native literature.
nor vead the native newspaper, nor in any other way ascertain af first hand, the
thoughts, opinions, feelings, and social practices of the Chinese people at large.

Many witnesses, both in India and China, and also elsewhere, call atiention to the
strong tendency that all Orientals show when interrogated on any subject by an
European to answer in the semse in which they imagine the inquirer wishes to be
answered. This undeniable fact shows the greas importance of appealing for inform-
ation chiefly to European witnessez who can give first-hand evidence gained by them
from prolonged amd comstant intercourse with the people in all ihe varied cirenm-
stances of daily life, and from reading the popular literature, the Chinese advertise-
ments placarded on thie wall of every town in China, &c., &e.

The real question is, how do the Chinese talk to one another about opium? What
do they say of it in the books that are written for popular civeulation? We want
European witnesses like, c.g., Mr. Stewart Lockhart, of Hong Kong (zee below, p. 20),
who can answer these questions. 'That qualification, however, is not the only one to
he regarded. It is essential, az already pointed out, that a witness should zive
evidence of hiz dizinterestedness.

One written doeument is quoted by the Commiszioners, as if it earried special weight
and authority, which well illustrates the force of the foregoing criticisms. The only
specimen of evidence taken by the Commissioners in London that they have
thought fit to quote in their review of the China evidence is that of—

“ Mr. Duff, a merchant in China of 30 years standing, whose opinion is, * that in the
* gircumstance of their living, food, climate, and habitations, opium has no deleterions
¢ gffects upon the Chinese; indeed, quite the contrary, for it is a positive need, and
¢ they could not do without it.” *  Vol. VL., p. 49, para. 131.

Mz, Duft has much more evidence of a similar kind to give that is not quoted by
the Commissioners. But who and what is My, Duff? The ngmmissimmrs never asked
that very simple and natural questicn, though a good deal depends on the answer to it,
since we are invited by the Commissioners to pay special attention to his evidence. Tt
appears that Mr. Duff gave evidence twice, once in London and onee in China, both
fimes in writing. We learn fncidentally on the second occasion, from Consul Carles,
that Mr. T. W. Duff was * formerly @ vevy favge tmporter of opium, no longer a resident
in China.”  Veol. V., p. 258. Bimilar information comes out dncidentally about other
witnesses (e.g., about Mr. P. M. Sangar, of Amoy, a strongly pro-opium witness.
Vol. V., p. 312.  Cp. a letter from Consul Ford, Vol. V., p, 310, col. 2.), but the point
to be noticed is that none of the written questions addressed by the Commissioners
to witnesses in China was caleulated to elicit any information on this important
subject, the disinterestedness of the person giving evidence.

2, The Commissioners’ questions about the “use” of opium, and * moderation in
“ the consumption of opium,” were both so vague as to cause much confusion in the
evidence. A man who smokes opium once and away with a visitor  uses” opium,
and so does a man who smokes regularly three times every day. OUne witness,
thinking of the fivst of these two classes of consumers, the oceasional smokers, says,
 Moderation in opium is very gemeral.” Another witness thinking of the secomd
class, the habitual and confirmed smokers, says, © moderation is scarcely possible.”
“ All depends on what is meant by the word moderation,”’—Rev, E. Bryant, Veol. V.,
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p. 238, Ans 6.

3]

Take the following specimens of this apparently contradictory

evidence which, however, is contradictory only in form:—

I.—Dr. George R. Underwood, Medieal
Officer, Kiukiang :—

6. It iz not correct to sy that there cannot be such
a thing as moderation in the consumption of opivm.
In Kiukiang it is quite customary for the pipe fo be
produced ou the arcival of a guest, or other similar
OOCaEi,  erEn in the houses of those who debest
opiune, A wan fakes o pipe at sech a dime, did
iy aol again towck i for weeks. . .

Of those who take the drog regulavly, and have
the craving for if, theve are foe who do not inerease
the geantity as time gocs on, 1 know two men, the
gne a student who has smoked for nine vears, and has
nob increased his deily consnmption, and the olher a
easte who for 12 years has used the drug, and is
much sz he was when he began,  On the other hand,
a domestic servant whom I knew beeame @ boganr; 5
serond, a clerk in & yamen, got through all his means,
and fnally tried to sell his wife and child; aod a
third, a stndent, wag, when last I saw him, living on
money obtained by the prostitution of his wife.
(Vol. V., pp. 302, 308.)

I1T.—Consul Carles, Chinkiang :(—

B, Moderation i opivm iz very genereal.  Mewacho
smioke moderately ave generally regorded os non-
smokers, T have no personal knowledge of any * opium

TL—Mr. John E. Kuhne, M.B., C.M,,
Ed., a German Medical Missionary :—

6. [t iz correct, tor of a Shossand habifnal suobers
there s fardiy one who does sot grodieadly inerense
fhe dose, The graat number of patients T see every
vear cnables me to formulate this statement, 1 pers
sonally know one wealthy merchant lving in Sheklung,
a town in our neighbourhood. He came suffering
from a chronic uleer.  Alithough his genemal Dealth
didd not seem to have suffercd mwch, e confessed
tlut opivm hindered hime in his calling, and that he
stoongly desired to abandon the habit, .
A literate ruins hiz reputation ; a farmer oF an
artizan, unable to find any employment, becomes @
gambler or n thief : a merchant, too lazy o attend
io hiz bunsiness, loses the confidence of his enstomers,
aml in o few vears lms to =ell his shop te amother.
{Vol. Y., p. 2200)

IV.—Dr. John Dudgeon, C.M. :(—

G, It is diffiewit to speak of moderation where
thie habit must be gratified st regolor times every day.
(Vol. ¥., p. 220.)

Confusion
camnidl by
inexnct U=
tioms.

sat” (Vol V., p. 262.)

Had the “use” of opium been defined, as the * habifual wse,” Dr. Underwood's
answer would have been wholly unfavourable. Had * moderation ” been defined as
covering * the habitual use of the drag at regular times every day,” Consul Carles
would not have said that people who smoked with thiz kind of * moderation” were
regarded us non-smokers, or that men could thus smoke with impunity.

Similarly, the words “opium sot” (Question 5.), convey a different meaning to «Upiom sete®
different readers of the questions. The Commissioners seem to think that no one
can he * greatly injured ™ by opinm without hainﬁ an “ opium szot.” Numbers of
witnesses naturally decline to identify the ordinary heavy smoker with a * sot,” and
uunsequentljr make the second class of smokers, * with slight injury,” large, while
they say that the percentage of smokers in the third class “ with great injury
(opium sots) ", is compnmtiwﬁf small. Many heavy drinkers who are greatly injuring
themselves and their families by their whiskey-drinking habits would not be classified
in England as = whiskey sots.” 8o is it in China with opium-smokers. The form of
the question propounded by the Commissioners is responsible for a good deal of the
apparent discrepancy between the statistics given by different witnesses. Some
witnesses fixing their attention on the words * great injury,” give a large percentage.
These scem to exagmerate. Others, fixing their attention on the opprobrious epithet
“got,” give a small percentage. These seem to understate the truth, Others,
more wisely, point out that it iz not necessary for a man to be an “opium sot™ in
order to be greatly and seriously injured by opium, and that a very large number are
s0 injured.

¥ i‘.'.‘-Dl..-' o
“ heavy
amoker,™

See the evidence given in answer to Question 5 of the Commissioners, by Rev. Wm.
Ashmore, p. 214; Dr. J. M. Young, p. 232 ; Dr. Cousland, p. 241 ; Rev. J. MacIntyre,
p- 271 ; Rev. J. Ross, p. 273; Dr. Hodge, p. 205; Dr. Jellizon, p. 834, &e., &e.

Many witneszes who are taken as pro-opium witnesses, qualify their statistics as to
opinm smokers who indulge in the habit * without injury,” by adding the word
“ apparent” which makes a very great difference in the meaning of their answer, for
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most even of the gtrongest anti-opium evidence is to the effect that it takes time for

the injury fully to display itself.

8. Without injury " : Appavently most of those
who sre in the early stages of the habit, Thi= Lo o
alvort tiome m]]_r S Wih .-'|ig]|! 5||j||.|'_1,- "1 The same
persons above indicated as the oceasional nse becomes
rernlar. and that, too, only for s time ot (e besinning,
“OWith great injury **: Nearly all of those with whom
the habit is fully formed, and whose regroloe recurent
duily craving haz attained the mastery over the man.
When ihe lour comes, smoke they must,  Sach o

Cp. the following :—

man a5 thiz may not be eallsd an * opinm sot ™ a5
yebt.  That expression would mther apply to one whio
gives up all elge about and devoles him=elf to the
pipe and to retting means= to sapply it. At least that
wonldd b the definition here ot this pluce; ot opiom,
a5 I have seen its workings, does  great injury ™ 1o0a
vast number who would not e calle] “so01s"  Hew,
W. Aslimore, Vol V, p 214

Ture Commissioners’ BReview or EvipeEsce RECEIVED FEoM CHiza.

For reasons already explained in the Introduetion to this book, only parts of

Section 1V, of the Report are here reprinted,

The eriticisms they suggest are

introduced after the paragraphs to which they apply.

Extract from Commissioners’ Report.

SECTION IV.

Tue Exrort or Isxpiax Orpivm 70 Ciixa Axp 7ue STRAITS.

125. We have now to deal briefly with the question of the production
of opium in India as affected by the moral and political considerations
arising out of the conmexion of the opium trade of India with China.
The question of Chine was nol coplicitly vcferved fo ws by Your Majesty, but
il is obptons that onr duguivy wonld harve been tncomplete had ave not devoted
some constderable atfention fo if.

126. Of the Bengal opium manufactured at the Government factories

of Patna and Ghazipur, that

which is intended for export is techmically

known as * provision opinm,” and that reserved for consumption in India

is called * exeise opium.”

The relative amounts of the two mannfactured

in the year 1892-3 were 40,506 chesiz of provision opium, as against

2,100 chests of excise opium.

Tuk[n(ir the average of the last 10 years,

the respective quantities were 52,419 chests of provision opium, as against
1023 chests of excise opium.  Of Malwa opium, the figures for 15392-3
are 27268 chests passed for export for sea, as agamst 3,348 chests
passed for consumption in Indin. Taking the average of the last 10
years, 33,758 chests wore passed for export, against 3,093 chests passed

for consumption m India.

127, The quantify of both Beagal and Malwa opivm ceported to China
and the Far Bast iz thes for lavger than thal conswmed in Tndin, fo which i

bears the proporvtion of ebouf 12 fe 1.

It iz plain, therefore, that the

financial interests of India are far move deeply concerned in the export

trade than in the home consumption of opium.

The financial aspects of

the question are discussed in the next Seetion of our Report, together
with the effect of the stoppage of the export trade upon the question of

exchange. (Vol. VL. p. 48.)

End of Extract,

The statement given in italics in the preceding paragraph (127) is one the importance
of which can hardly be overrated in any impartial and adequate treatment of the
Indian opium trade. The quantity of opium exported to China and the Far East
is 12 times greater than the quantity consumed in India. It follows then, as a matter



15

of ecourse, that it is a question of 12 times greater importance to the human race to
know what is the effect of opium-consumption en the inhabitants of China and the
Far East than to know what is the effect of opium consumption on the peoples of
India. 'The contrast between the way in which the majority of the Commission on
the one hand and the minority on the other hand (Mr. H. J. Wilson, M.P.) deal with this
fact is remarkable. The majority turn away at once from the question as one affecting
the welfare of the human race to regard it merely in the light of the “financial
* interests of India,” which they observe “are far more deeply coucerned in the
* pxpori trade than in the home consumption of opium.” With this, contrast the
following from the Minority Report of Mr. Wilson :—-

Tae princiral Purrose For wiicn Oprmea 15 rropUcED 1% Brimsm Ixpoa.

14. The main purpose of the production and sale of [t would ocenpy (oo much spuoe to refer at length

opinm in British India unguestionably is to supply the
Chinese and other Enstern morkets,

: . Practically the whale of the Governuient
opiatin fhis send fo Ching and other Eastorn eonnteies
iz amed for the perposs of emoking.  Ther this
prractice af siveking s tn the kighest degree prefudicial,
snoreelly and plysically, fo those who indwlyge in 08 is
extablished beyond all recsonabie donbd

15, English officiale resident in Ching and the Far
East have for the last V0 years continuonsly referved

fo the eonsulir, missionary, and other evidence from
China, which will be found in Vel V., App. XXVI,,
but it is abundantly wanifest that opivm in Ching
i o gighl'ltil: national evil,

17. The I:ﬁ"n'n- r{,l"' the conswmpteon rg,r‘ upEm in
the Steaity Settlenents wnd other places in the Eust
are substantiolly the smne or afready described in
the case of China. A simifar olijection, therefure,
exraty o dfy production and sale for these offer
Ioradities aud nationalities,

to epium smoking as o cawse of moral and physical
destiaretion. | See Noie FL)

The Chinese Government and Chinese officials
have weed simifar, or evew fronger, langwage, [ See
Note J.)

The oral (%) and written (*) evidence presented fo
the Commission is overwhelming fu fes foree oguins
the opowm fabit a0 Chine,

18, The result of careful consideration of this
paet af the sulijeet 15 that in my opinion the opisn
frade with Ching oud the For East showld e aro:
hikited. Vol VI, pp. 141, 142,

In the words of Mr. Wilson here italicised the whole facts of the case are summed
up from the moral standpoint, and arve dealt with on moral lines. By the majority of
the Commissioners, on the other hand, the moral aspects of the question before us are
simply ignored. To them. apparently, the first and only thought suggested by the
enormously greater consumption of Indian opium in China than in India, is * the
“ financial interests of India.” If the Comnmissioners had only avowed all through
that the financial interests of India were the question about which they were chiefly
concerned, we should always know exacily where we stood. We should, indeed, in
that case have had onee for all to combat the fundamental position of the Commissioners,
and to demand that the whole guestion must be considered on higher grounds than
those of Indian finance. But the issue would have been plain and simple, and woulid
-have stood out clearly before every one who takes any interest in China and the opium

uestion. Now, however, the ordinary reader of the Report dovs not know where he is.

e finds the Commissioners for ever ialking about the “moral” aspects of the

uestion ; but just when he expects them to announce some strictly moral decision, he

nds them off on a different track, arguing about India and her finances, or stating
minor or irrelevant moral issues and entirely neglecting the greater and really
important ones.

What, let us ask, then, are the plain moral inferences to be drawn from the statement
made above (par. 127) as to the relative magnitudes of opium consumption in India and
of opium consumption in China? Obviously these two : first, that the China question
t8 fwwelve fimes as imporfond oz the Indian ; and, secondly, that this being the ecase, fie
Ohina guestion deserves fwelve Hmes as much consideration as the Indian.  Who would
expect, then, that after ali the Commissioners’ talk about the * moral * aspeet of the ques-
tion, these, the only possible inferences to be drawn from their own facts, would be turned
upside down ¥ Yet this is what has actually happened. It will be found, on carveful
examination, that the attention which the Commission has paid to these two branches of
the Indian opium trade respectively, are in the inverse ratio of five to one as compared
with their l'eilt.i'l.-‘e importance. The more imporiant subjeer receives only one-fifth of
the attention bestowed on the less important, and, vige versd, the less important subject
receives five times as much attention as the more important! A reference to the Blue
Books will show that all the evidence the Uommissioners have collected from Ching
and the Far East, together with their own review of the same, occupics less than
470 pages of the six volumes (2,220 pages) which contain all the proceedings of the
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Commiesion. (A seventh volume of the Blue Book contains matter that is neither
evidence nor official Report.) Who will eredit the results of an inquiry made on such
lines as these? What investigation can possibly be regarded as satisfactory in
character where one-sixth of the inquiry is devoted to twelve-thirteenths of the
subject under investigation, while the remaining five-sixths of the inguiry are devoted
to the remaining one-thirteenth of the question ?

Extract from Commissioners’ Report.

Seapa of e 130. We now proceed to discuss the moral and polisical aspects of the
Seeardy Thice: question as affecting China. In considering thie branch of our subject

it is obviously impossible for us to arrive at so definite and conclusive
a judgment with regard to China as with regard to India. The soral
and physical vesulfs of the wee of opium in Ciina must be gathered from
the eeidence of witnesses, and, with few coceptions, we bad no oppoviunity
of sceing these wifneszes and of evoss-ceamining them upon their statements.
The political aspect of the question must depend largely on the wview
taken of some much controverted events in history. Subject to these
necessary limitations, we proceed to give a brief summary of the results

of our inguiry. Vol. VL., p. 49,
o E End of Extract.

Again we are to have the * moral aspects ” of the opium question examined and
discusged,—this time in the light of the evidence that the Commissioners colleeted
from China. TIn this connexion our attention is specially called by the Commissioners
to the following statement, * We had no opportunity of seeing these witnesses (i.e.,
“ witnesses resident in China) und of cross-examining them upon their statements.”
In view of three facts that I have now to adduee, 1 can only express my utter agtonizh-
ment that the Commissioners shonld have thus invited eriticism of their methods in
the matter of cross-examining witnesses,

Great im- Very great emplasis deserves to be placed on the statement of the Commissioners
portance of — that “ the moral and physical results of the uze of opium must be gathered from the
' “ evidence of witnesses,” This statoment certainly leads ws to expect a very carveful
analysis, even if only a brief one, of the evidence the Commission had under review.
But, as will shortly appear, this expectation is doomed to disappointment. For
myself, I find it impossible to believe that the Commissioners have even read the
evidence as a whole. T cannot help suspecting that they will read parts of it for the
first time in the Epages of this book, and will ba surprised to find that my quotations

are really to be found in the Blue Book they have presented to Parlinment.

The reference of the Commissioners to cross-examination 18 m 1iself perfectiy natural,
for it iz certain that judges are always in a better position for appraising the value of
ard oferoe  ©vidence when they have an opportunity of seeing the witnesses, and of cross-
examimtion.  examining them wpon their statements, than when they have not. In this particular
instanee, however, there are three considerations which tend to show that eross-
examination was not considered of much importance by the Opium Commissioners,
for,
Tise auly Ist. As we have geen above (p. 12), although nearly all the witnesses who
London witness rave evidence in London appeared before the Commission in person, and were cross-
fuoted 1% one ¥ - 5 e 7
whowsssee  Oxamined as to their statements, the only London wilness ichom i:.ﬁc-: Commessioners Henk
rr it necessavy to guote in their China Report is one whom fhey did not sce and did not
CIOES -SRI Ie.

R e Zndly, it has already been shown (p. 11} that in the questions addressed to witnesses

.'"i"n;';:;‘;im in China, nof one question was devofed fo those subjr?{.‘!'ff oi which eross-ecaminalion
of absent would naturally have twrned, viz., the standing and position of the witness and his
Sttemmti qualifications for giving trustworthy evidence.
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3rd. The following Hﬂt-nt-iﬂrg fr‘DITE Mr. Wilson's Minute of Dissent reveals a state of
things in regard to the way in which Indian missionary opinion was treated by the
Commissioners in regard to cross-examination that is truly marvellous.

Several memorials were forwardod to the Commis-
sion from missionaries anid others interested in mission
work., Some of them A} expressed strong views
againgt the nse of opium and the present epinm sysiem,
these vicwes bedng .mﬁ_uﬁﬂerf by some oy the sgrdaries
appearing personally as witiesses,  Other moemo-
rinls (") took a lese unfavourable view, and it is im.
portant io observe that newe of those who signed
these latter memorials offered Phemselves as iwitnesses,
el consequently were not subjected to any evimi-
nation of their vicies and means of Ermcledge,

O the 45 missvnaries end others eloiely associaded
with thewe who appecred befire ws as uvinessss, oo
sitbanitted to the test of cross-cxamination, 41 (%)
condemned the nae of opfwm,” fwo (V) ey be godd fo
Baree peewpied wentral or fndeffiite positions, and fino
others (%) one of whom declarved himself an * abo.
Fidiaieiaf N !,lrirffi,r wroral gﬂar:wfs._" o sopme exfeal
defended, or at least extenwated, the wse of opivm
Yuol. VL., p. 146,

See alse Yol, L, Q. 26,

&

In the light of this revelation let anyone turn to Vol. VL, pp. 21, 22, paragraph 77,
and note the weight attached to certain Caleutta memorials. e ask, lst, Why did
not these memomalists, or those of them residing in Caleutta, appear in person before
the Commission when it sat in Caleutta? Z2ndly, Why did not the Commissioners in
thia case make an op])ommity of seeing these witnesses and of cross-examining them
upon their statements ~ so opposed in their tenour to the bulk of missionary evidence
laid before the Commission by the majority of the witpesses who did appear and
submit to cross-examination? Surely the Bishop of Caleutta and some of his
English chaplains would have come if they had been asked to do so, and would have
given fuller information as to their opportunities for observing native life and for
ascertaining native opinion in regard to opium-consumption in India. 3rdly, Since
they did not appear before the Commission to be cross-examined, why do the Com-
missioners single these clerical witnesses out above all others and quote them as
men “ who are entitled to speak with specinl awthority” on a question about which
some of the missionaries of other churches knew (uite as much as they did? Who-
ever heard before of a judicial inquiry in which cross-examination of witnesses was so
set aside, ag if it were a matter of no importance, as it was here !

Extract from Commissioners’ Report.

131. Poriov to ouwr deparfure from. London, we took the evidence of 17
missionaries, vepresenting varions Societies, who had been vesidents in China
Jor longer or shorler peviods, awd of My, B, Broombhall, the general Secrelary
of the China Inland Mission. The evidence of these wilnesses was practically
wnanmiimous as fo the evil effects of opivin-sioking wpon the Clinese, though
that of Dv. W. Leekhart, o medical misgionavy of the Lendon Misefonary
Society, was lesz proncunced thon thai of the others. We also took the
evidence of one medical man who had been in private practice for 18
years in Canton and Hong Kong, and of u,mtirmli Government medical
officer, who had been in the Straits Settlements for 25 years. The
evidence of these two witnesses was considerably less adverse to the
practice of opium smoking thon that of the missionaries. e heard,
alzn, the irzsiiﬂwrw {]_-r' ﬁmv' yr-:LHq"mﬂn- connecled il commeree, of whom
two were strongly adverse to opium, and two took a more favourable
view of the practice. (Vol. VI, p. 49.)

End of Extract.

The statements made in the above extract need to be carefully examined in order
that their true character and worth may appear. * Seventeen missionaries ™
are grouped together, along with Mr. B. Broomhall, as being * practically
unanimous as to the evil effects of opium smoking upon the Chinese.” To
lump together 17 missionaries™ in this fashion, and then sum up all their
evidence in two lines, suggesis a method of treating evidence that is scarcely
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There are differences in * missionaries” as there are differences in
“goldiers.” One would hardly expeet judges summing.up important military
evidence to group together as “17 soldiers,” a eompany of witnesses in which
were included two well-known generals, three army surgeons, and other officers of
good standing, ag well as several men from the ranks. Neither would one expect all
the varied and important items of information afforded by the evidence of the prin-
cipal of these military witnesses to be summed up, toge ther with the more common-
place evidence of the less important witnesses in two or three lines. In the evidence
now under consideration it happens that in addition to the personal testimony of the
witnesses themselves there were most important quotations given from men of very
high standing in China who were themselves not present. One witness also put in a
document nna,rm,{l by 5,000 medical men in Great Britain, of whom no less than 35 had
resided and pr: nctised medicine either 1 India or China, If the Commissioners’ pro-
nouncement quoted above in two lines is all that can be made ont of the evidence of
witneszes whom the Commission had the uppnrtmntv of see mg ani of cross. EexmlumugJI
it is hardly to bhe expected that we shall get any thing like a useful analysis in the
Report, of evidence that had to be submitted in writing.

judieial.

Let us now look at the witnesses under consideration in detail. The * 17 mis-
sionaries,” we find from Vol. I. of the HEPm'L, included (1) the Rev. James Legge,
LL.I)., Professor of Chiuese in the University of Oxford, who informed the
Commission that he had resided for move than 33 years among the Chinese. Tt is
needless to observe that few, if any, greater BEuropean Sinologues than Dr. Legze have
ever lived. His evidence, which the Commissioners have summed up with that of his
sixteen fellows of the missionary fraternity in less than three lines, extends over three
;iv.u;ﬂ-: and a half of the Blue Book, printed in small type and double columns; (2) the
tev. J. Hudson Taylor, M. R.C.5., the founder and general divector of the China Inland
Migsion, informed the Commission that he went out to China in 1853, and had been a

misgionary ever since, had visited 10 out of the 18 provinces of China, and had spent
a great deal of time in some of them. His evidence also was very full and of a very
varied character, (3) J. L. Maxwell, Esq., M.D., Edinburgh, spoke at length of his
medieal experience in the Far East, qllutf:ll various medical authorities, and finally
handed in a declaration of opinion on the opimm trade signed only two years previously
by 5,000 medieal men of Great Britain and Ireland, of which this is his aceount :—

There are Over a‘:«.{l}l'l signatures to thiz of members
of the profession in (Great Britain and Ireland, and
smongst fheze S0000 there are 10 Fellows of the
Rmaf. Society ; 14 teachers of nmlnrn mpdmn : the
three representatives of the profession in England
who sit on the General Medieal Conneil; the l"l'n:-.si-
dent of the Hoyal College of Physicians of Scotland ;
23 members of the profession who have practissd in
Indin, four of whom have bheen professos in medical
colleges in India, and one o lote teporter on economic
prodacts to the Government of Indin: 12 members of
the profeszion who ave proctieed in China; 21 heads
of asylums; four natives of India. Thess [ have
picked out of the midst of them, and I do not know
that in the history of the profiession on any question
of socipl or moral interest there ever has been a
paper which has been signed by such o vast number

of my professional brethren as this paper against the
opium teaffic.  What they declare in this declaration

opinion i as follows :—* Wa, the wndersigned
“ members of the medieal 'E'I-I‘-l!rl'.":ﬂil;rll, are of opinion :
# —First: That the halut of opinm smoking or of
“ opium eating iz morally and physically debasiog ;
# Becond: That the unrestrained sale of anch a deog
i oas gpinm is immediately associnted with many anid
% grave dangers to the well-being of the people of
* Lolim; Thind: That the doog, opium, ought in
% Toaliw, ng in England, to be elosssl and solid as
# poizon, and be purchaseable from chemists only :
“ Fourth: That the Government of Lodia should
“ prohibit the growth of the poppy and the mano-
% facture and sale nE 0 |.|mr exeept ns required for
* medical parposes. ':r P 21, QL 2400)

But Dr. Maxwell's evidence along with the declaration of 5,000 medical men which

supported it iz not referved to by the Commissicn.
"and all his facts together with the document he put in as evidence are

slomaries,”

He is simply one of the © 17 mis-

sufficiently deseribed in the two or three lines devoted to the missionary evidence in

general !
missionary in “Swatow,

(4.} A second medical missionary was Dr. William Gauld for 16 years a
It is needless to say he did not require any different treatment

than other missionaries received, and so on with the rest!

Reading paragraph No. 131 of the Report as given above, one would suppose that

Dr. W. Lockbart wag the owly medical missionary who appeared in the group of “17
missionaries,” but this, as I have shown, is not the case. Inasmuch as the Commis-
sioners specially refer to him, and r:uhtl:,r g0, 83 2 man whose evidence wag * less
pronounced than that of the Dt.’ners, it will be well to give a quotation or two from
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From the ‘“less

pronounced " view something of the more pronounced one may be inferred.

LB41. What has becn your impression acquired
during all these years of the effeet of opium on the
people of China?—Many of thom take it in smnal]

uantitics, It iz not particolarly injorious to them
they continne o take in small quantities, bat it is
g0 gadunetive o thing, that they very generally increase
it ; mnd if they fall into evil “cirenmstances and
me poor, they take to it in larger quantities.
When they become the victims of the opium hahit,
it is decidedly pernicions and injurious to them, in
every mespect.  They fail physically. their mental
ﬁcnﬂimm not so partienlarly impaired when they
are not in the act of smoking opinm, bt their general
systemy hécomes =0 deterioratid, sml &0 debased in
every way, that the people who ace the victims of
thiz habit are not allowed to give evidenen in nny
legal procesdings in any of the conrts of jostice in
Chinp at all. They are not considered as people of
the community who are alove eorvuption, and they
would ot be allowed to give evidence in any logal

* Lisa pro-
nouncel ™
view of opiung,

ITH. Were any of the members of your chorch
opinm smokers P—They were no longer memboers of
the chureh i they used opivm.

1706, You did not allow any opium-smoler to be o
member of your church *—No,

1706, Why f=—Because of the diszenes they browehi
upon themselves and their fellow-converts by smokimg
CHp T

1707, First they wero respectable men when they
began to smoke opinm, were they not *—Yes, bt
they ot degrmded by that proeess, and  then the
eonstant progress of degroadntion teet goes on with all
the vietims of exeessive nge of opiom.  You eonld not
trust them,

1701, I gather that you have @« very strong beliel
ihat the [ndian Government aught to free themsolves
from any connexion with the growth of opium f—

proceeding,

Space does not admit of further quotations from the evidence of the * 17 missionaries ™
though some of them were men of very high standing, and their testimony was
exceedingly weighty. Reference must, however, be made to the evidence of the
Rev. Christopher Fenn, and to that of Mr. B. Broomhall—not one of the seventeen.

Cetainly. (Yol L, pp. 113-115.3

Rov. C. C.
Mr. Fenn, quoted at length, from Bishop Moule of Mid-China, Archdeacon Moule, Peun.
Archdeacon Wolfe, the Rev. W. H. Collins * who before ordination had heen a medical Vol L. p. 32,

man,” and Dr. Duncan Main * the very able head of the Mission Hospital at Hangchow,”

all of them missionaries of the Church Missionary Society. Mr. Broomhall in like ar. Broomban,
manner quoted at length from about 20 missionary correspondents resident in different Vol L. pp. 35-
parts of China, all speaking of the evils of opium consumption. Thus the evidence of *"
the *“ 17 missionaries " practieally mounts up to be the evidence of 40, with a strong
expression of opinion unfavourable to the opium habit, signed by 5,000 medical men
who were not missionaries, and much other authoritative mediecal opinion, thrown in,
Mr. Broomhall also put in evidence some important translations of Chinese (pagan)
popular books on the opium habit.

Passing now from the Commissioners ‘ review " of the missivnary evidence submitted * Four geatle.
¥ R o]

to them in London, we may notice in their review of * the testimony of four gentlemen Gy .
connected with commerce” the sume inability to distinguish between the comparative weree”
importance of different kinds of tfestimony that we noticed in the case of the
missionaries.

Of these four zentlemen, one at least deserved to be considered as amongst the
most important of all the witnesses who, either in London or anywhere else, submitted
evidence to the Commission. Mr. D. Mathesor, formerly a partner in the business of Mr. Danalt
Jardine, Matheson and Co., told how his firm was largely engaged in the opivm trade, Mot

He detailed also some of his ax})ariences in connexion with this trade by which he M:E::r':’i.i:’.“
was led to feel that he could no longer be associated with it It was intolerable to me [ """
“ to continue in such a business, and I sent home my resignation to the senior partner
“ who was in this country. I left China finally 1 1849." Vol I, p. 58, (). 799.
Burely that piece of evidence was a8 much worth guoting as the evidence of Mr. Duff,
the large importer of opium who never had any seruples about his business.
Extract from Commissioners’ Report.
The other witnesses, with regard to China and the Far East, wero

Sir Thomas Wade and Mr. Lay, who gave evidence principally with

regard to the negotiation of the Treaty of Tientsin and the Convention

of Chefoo. M. 8. Lockhart, the Protector af Chinese in Hong Kong, alzo 1. 1300,

gave evidence, stating that in his opinion it would be no more possibls fo
enforce the prohibition of opium in Hong Kong than that of dvink in the v.p 142,
Unifed Kingdom. We received, algo, communications in writing from 1 p

D
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Sir G. Des Veeux, late Governor of Hong Kong, Sir Hugh Low, formerly

Administrator of Perak, both of whom were oppose

to any further

interference, and from Mr. Duff, o merchant i Chine of 30 years

standing, whose opinion is—

“ghat in the circomstances of their living, food, climate, and babitations, opium has no
leletorions offects upon the Chinese; indecd, qnite the contrary, for it i 8 pozitive need, and

they could not do withoot it."”

A Note o the history of opiwin and the poppy in China, by Dy, Bdkins,
Jormerly a missionary, and now in the China Customs Service, at
Shanghai, will be found in the Appendices to our Report. The author
shows that the poppy (papaver somwiferwm) was eultivated in China as early

az the 8th cenfury.

(Vol. VL., p. 49.)

End of Extract.

In regard to this review one must say that a part of it iz very misleading, to say the

least.

. It is true, e.g., that Mr. Stewart Loekhart made the remark here attributed to

him, but he went on to say “ I am afraid the habit has become so ingrained in the

* Chinese that they must have their opium.
following items of evidence which have an important bearing on those * moral
of the question which the Commissioners declared in the preceding paragrap

were about to discuss.

1580, Well, now, can yon from your extensive
pxperience give us your opinion ns to the state of
Clinese opinion in regand to the opinm habit, looking
ut the state of things nol only among the working
elusznz, bot also the merchants, the literati, the offieial
classes 3 and also can you tell us what yon saw during
vour sojourn in the interior, which would give you
an apportanity of forming an opinion as to how the
Chinese regand this gquestion f=—A= regaods Chinese
popular opinion in respeet o the opinm habit, it is
decidedly ngainst it.  There is 0 commaon Cantonese
saying which swms up rather appositely * The Ten
Chnnots " with regaed to the opium sof. Tt says,

Again, (. 1393.—

LE]

The same witness gives also the
Ms E 3
they

# The Ten Cannots regarding the Opinm-smoker ™ :—
" He cannot : (1) give up the habit ; (2) enjoy sleep ;
# (#) wait for his torn when sharing his pipe with
% Dis friends; (1) rise early ; (5} be cured iF sick ;
“(6) help relations in need ; (7)) cnjoy wealih
e (8) plan anything; (#) get crodit even when an old
“ gostomor; (109 walk any long distance®  That,
I think, sums up the popular view of the Chinese with
regarnd to the opinm habai.

1581, Well, then, and that opinion is shared by high
umnd low =T shoul] suy it represents popular opinion
o the sulyject,

1t is the desire of the [Hong Kong} Glovernment to limit consumption as far as it possibly can consistently

with the rusing of revenue.  (Vel. 1., pp. 88, 100L)

Why this desire, if, as Mr. Duff and other pro-opium witnesses assert, * opium has

“ no deleterious effects upon the Chinese ™ ?

2. Of Mr. Duff, sufficient has been said

already (p.12). 3. What is to be said of this quotation from * Dr. Edkins, formerly a

missionary 7 That it is certainly calculated to leave a totally fu'llsa impression on the
general reader ag to the tenour of Dr. Edking' Note on the history of opium and
the poppy in China. What Dr. Edkins says, I “The first distinet mention of the
poppy " * is in the first half of the B.th century. _But. "I."l’]lﬂt- thent For the purposes
of an inquiry into the truth about opium-smoking in China that statement happens to

be of no importance whatever.

Listen to what Dr. Edkins has to say on the real

point at issue,—the crigin of opium-smoking :—

“In the year AD. 1729 an ediet was issned on
opinm smoking prohibiting the -‘-ﬂ!?-::li‘ opinm and tha
opening of opinm houses. The Government found
itsolf face ta fee with a dsngerous socinl evil of an
alarming kind Opium selling for smelein
purposes has frome this time forwerd (Lo, LD, 1720
been regardal as o crime by the ruling authorities
. . Thewvery earliest instance of legesfadion on thic
mutter £ here bofore the reader. It wos based on
local events oceurring on the sea coast o loug way
from Peking, The grodunl spread’ from the province

of Fulikien to all the provinces was still in the future,
and was not before the mind of the legislators, , .
The sla of opinm was prohibited by statute, but we
do not find proof that it was refused 08 o drog ot the
Custom Hovses of Amoy and Canton, The import
steadily inerensed during the time it wae in the hands
of the Portugaese till Knglish merchants took it up
in 1773 after the conquest of I by Clive. The
East Indis Company took the opium irade into its
own hands in 1TEL™  (Vol. L p. 156. 27=)
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The drift of Dr. Edkins' paper goes to show that although opium has existed
as a medigine in China for over 1,000 vears, the eurse of opium-smoking has only
been felt to any considerable extent for less than 150 years, and that then it spread
frem the coasf, inland, the import steadily increasing, first, in the bands of the
Portuguese, but from 1773 in the hands of the British. This view supports the
ordinary anti-opium contention which is, first, that opium is generally spoken of,
not by its Chinese name ag a home-grown drug for medicinal use, but as * Yang Yen,"
i.e. * foreign smoke (or tobacco),” and secondly, that the habit of smoking opium,
which has now well-nigh mmined the Empire, came somehow from across fhe seas, and
was introduced by foveigners. This, rightly or wrongly, is the common account of the
matter given by the Chinese in their popular books, and Dr. Edkins' note, to which
the Commissioners refer in this most misleading way, goes largely to support it
Cp. the evidence of Dr. Dudgeon. (Vol. V., p. 230, Ans. 18.) would ask any
impartial and candid reader what he thinks G%J the Commissioners’ references, lst,
to Mr, 8. Lockhart ; 2ndly, to Mr. Duff; 3rdly, to Dr. Edkins?

From reviewing the evidence received in London the Commissioners pass, in theiv
gopurt, to the evidence received from the Far East (paragraphs 132-138), and from

Extract from Commissioners’ Report.
Crina.

139, The veplies we veceived from China, like the evidence tendered to s
vt Londow, were of a confliching chavacter. By lhe wmajority of the mis-
swiaries af every Christian community in Ching the use of opivie i strongly
condeinned.  Other wissionaries take a less decided view. Of these last, fwo
may be quoted.  The Ree. W. Ashwore, of the American Baptist Mission,
43 years a missionary in China, stales tha! some men will wse opium for
years and not show marked results, The Rev, A. Bone, an Engligh Protestant
missionary, says :—

“ The effecis of opium vary, but it appears to e thet the ovdinary Chinese have but s
poorly developed moral seuse on mony matters in regard to which the Cheistinn nations of
Europe hold decided opinions.  The effects of opium, also physically, cover a wide range of
experienee.  Many who smoke but iwice or thrice o duy do not wppenr o suffer any pliysical
weakness. I question frequently men who tell me they have smoked for years, and no
marks of physical detorioration are very manifest.,” (Vol. VL, pp. 50, 51.)

End of Extract.

Tha.‘g the replies received from China, like the evidence tendered in London, were of
a conflicting character, goes without saying. If opinion on the opivm question had
been everywhere the same there would have been no need for a Royal Commission to
be ad:-Hmntl_ad to ascertain what that ﬂviuiun wag. When the Commission undertook
the China inguiry it became responsible for arriving at an opinion of its own, which
it could justify to Parliament, and on which Parliament could rely as being warranted
by the facts of evidence laid before the Commission.

This 'was the judicial function which especially pertained to the Commissioners.
But it is required of judges, 1st, that they should sum up the evidence before them
In an impartial and judicial spivit; 2ndly, that they should weigh this evidence,
paying most attention to that given by the most disinterested and the best informed
witnesses ; Srdly, that they should only make such assertions in regard to the Facts
of evidence as are strictly accurate. Has any one of these requirements been fulfilled
by the Commissioners ?

I must confess that the impartial and judicial spirit does not appear to me to b
manifest in the statements and quotations of pumgm%h 139, £ :
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* By the majority of the missionaries of every Christian communion in China the
* use of opium is strongly condemned.” What are the facts ¥

It is s0 condemmed by all the missionary witnesses from China who gave evidence
before the Commission with, perhaps, two or three exceptions. OF these only one can
be adduced who iz in any sense jfoveurable to opium-consumption. Muny missionaries
who did not themselves give evidence were quoted by others who did. From all this
great company of missionary witnesses, the Commissioners do not quofe a single senfence
showing the character of their evidence so far as i iz unfavourable to opium. They
quote at length the solitary missionary who differs from all the rest of the missionary
body, in that he is favourable to opium, as one who * has made the effects of the
** ppium habit the subject of special observation and inguiry.” They also pick out
izolated sentences from strongly :mt.i-«ul:rium missionary witnesses with a view to
minimizing the evils of the opium trade with India.

** Other missionaries take a less decided view. Of these last two may be gquoted.”
We ask, 1st, Why are two missionaries to be guoted simply, because they are less
decided on the subject than the majority ? We ask, 2ndly. Is it a fact that the
Rev. W. Ashmore 1s * less decided ™ in lis condemnation of opium than the majority
of his fraternity ¥ and we answer emphatically that it is not. * The Rev, W.
Ashmore states that some men will use opium for years and not show marked results.””
Mr. Ashmore’s own words are :—*" Some men of vigovows vifalify will use opium for
“ many years and not show marked results. * Others show the effects almost imme-
* diately in a general, physical, and moral deterioration.” See also a very important
quotation from Mr. Ashmore above, p. 14, and refer 1o his whole evidence which, from
end to end, is about as strongly condemmatory of the use of opium as it could
possibly be.

“The Rev. A. Bone, an HEnglish missionary, says:—d&c.” Here, in, we have
& garbled extract. Mr. Bone's view, no doubt, is * less decided ” than that of Mr.
Ashmore and some other missionaries, but the following sentences taken from hig
evidence will ghow that it is sufliciently decided to make bim a strong witness as to the
evils of opium :—

The eflects of vpinm vary in different persons amd
uinder diferent conditions,  The moral influcoce on
men who frequent the opiom dens with which I am
familine in Canton eannod bat be hul. Those

in, 1> now regarded by fewer persons p
formerly as * degrading and injuriows"

. The hobit, beeanse it 12 moro generally iodolzed
rinbly
On the other hand, rhoze who oo not t;u"i.r.,

who borome in any sense *vietims ® of the opium
11i|_\|'-_ have their moral sense gﬂ‘::lﬂ}" im p:lil‘&]. ¥
Many bostmen smoke, and when on onr boat jonrneys,
it we have upinm smokers on boand, they must have
their [’Ei"-" at recolar intervals, S they get their
opinm regularly they do their work equal to the best ;
if' moe they ane restless, indifforent, aod canse trouble,
N.B—1 wever will alfvw ax opianesmoker awong
miy erewe if I con avoid i,

absolutely condemn it as degradiecng and Dnfurions,
aned o oo alse all communitics of native Chretion,

14. Men awho have become wvictims fo the opiwm
craving certuindy desive fo free themselves, bt seem
fo fack the 'nl‘llr.lru!, ar ;.I.G-jr.n-ﬂ.-l',_ or to b without the
spuirifwal poarer, fo do s

20, [ regoard the smoking of apicw, speaking i
general derins, as bonefnd. (Yol ¥V, pp. 218, 218.)

With Mr. Bone's * less decided” evidence., Cp, the *less pronounced ” evidence of

Dr. W. Lockhart given above, p. 19.

Extract from Commissioners’ Report.

140, In the British Consular service in China the prevailing opinion is
that opivm-smoking in moderation is nol havmgul, and that ?rux{ﬁ'ﬂﬁm!- 15 the
vule.  The evil effects of cocess do not thyust themselves prominently on the
nofice. A minority of the Comsular service condemns the vse of opium
in any form as essentially bad. (Vol. VL, p. 51.)

End of Extract.
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It is exceedingly difficult, if not impossible, to take the measure of the “ prevailing
opinion " of the Conaualar service on the lines here indicated. The Indian Government

1 bdian Governs
ment's analysis
of China

has been at the pains to analyse this China Consular evidence. (8¢ Blue Book of i
“ Correspondence regarding the Report by the Royal Commission on Opium,” 1896 i

[C.—79u1%}, and the results of that analysis are given below. The Indian Govern-
ment may be trusted to make the most it can of the Consular evidence from China. I
accept this analy=is provisionally as more likely to commend itsell to my readers than
any analysis which an opponent of the opium trade could make. It is, however,
incorrect in several particulars. Even if it were correct it would not justify the
statement of the Commissioners in their * review.” The Indian Government, then,
distributes the consular witnesses into the following four classes :—

I. “Those who have expressed no opinion as to the effects of cpiom-smoking in
China.” This elazs contains five consulg or acting-consuls,

[N.B.—The compiler of thiz list for the Indian Government states the
nummber as fhree, overlooking the consuls at Tientsin and Ichang, to both of
whom guestions were sent (see Vol. V., p. 229, col. 2), bny from whom no
replies were received. ]

IT. * Those who regard opivm-smoking as a serious evil.” This class also includes
five witnesses.

III. * Those who give evidence, which is generally condemnatory of the habit, but
not strongly so.” This class again ineludes five witnesses,

IV. * Those who, while holding that the immoderate use of the drug is deleterious,
consi'er that moderation among Clinese opium-smokers is the rule, that the
percentage of men who smoke to excess and suffer great injury in consequence
15 small, and that moderate opium-smokers saffer no apparent injury frem
indulgence in the habit.

This elass includes thirteen witnesses. [N.B., one of these was not a consul but
only a Congular assistant.f]

The admissions of some of the consuls mcluded in this last elass are, however,
worthy of notice.

i. Consul M. F. E. Fraser says:—

(3.) I hare not observed the moral and socind effects, but suppose on modernte smokers these are good
(if the man's health s benefited by smoking), or, at least, indifforent. 2

(6.3 There ecan be wo donbe, however, 1 think, that. especially with people of so little cucrey, force of will,
morsl conrage, or wmbition, ns the avernge Clinese, fhe Aalie i very Lurd o Dok off when tiree aeqiiied,
and that o moderate wse fo begin with often ends in ereess,

0. F heve no doubi thet $he habit -l'f," l'l'illrSMJulll:H:l;}‘ u-_g.u-lllm ti comdemned as degrading wnd injarious, or ot least
as a lazy extravagant habit, by the general opaion of the Chivese.  Vol. V., pp. 288, 280,

The testimony of a witness who haz nof observed the moral and social effectz of
opium, bul supposes these are good, can scarcely be quoted against the testimony
of witnesses who kave observed them and say they know they are highly injurious.

il. Consul Ford says i—
(i.) perhaps 30 per cent. use it without any injury,
(ii.) forty per eent. with but slight injury, and
{iii.) thirly per cent. with great injury. Vol V., p. 300,

Tt can hardly be maintained that what a man does * with injury " to himself he does
“ with moderation,” whether the injury be slight or great. That 70 per cent. of the
smokers are injured is a serious admission.

iii. Consnl Mansfield, Wénehow, says:—

B0, St ix do b deplored thad the populofions of fhe forcus fo this district ave so moeh addicted to opin
smoking.  The people ame tae poor to be able to afford the luxury execpt ot the expense of proper nourish-
ment, and the effects on the ruee generlly of underfeeding and diminished reproduction should be altimately
disastrons,  Vol, V., p. 336G,

a —— — —_—— ——— e

® This Blue Book forms no part of the Report of the Royal Commission, and the Commission has ne
responsibility whatever for iis contents.

t It is not disputed that =ome of the Consular assistants were qualified to give evidence, In point of fact,
however, Mr. Perking iz the only junior member of the service who does so, and inssmoch as the question now
at issue seems to be What do Her Majesty's Coosuls say £ it is only right to point oot that Mr. Perkins was
not even an acting-censul.
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One may ask why itis to be speeially deplored that the people in the Wenclow District
are so much addicted to opium.  Are they poorer than the people in other districts of
China? Every one in China knows that the poor form the great majority in every
district, and henee it is everywhere to be deplored that these populations are addicted to
this habit.

iv. H. Cockburn, Hsq., Acting Assistant Chinese Secretary, Her Britannic Majesty's
Liegation, Peking, says :—

(5.} But T alko believe that the nomber of those who smoke much more opiom than is goad for them
is much larrer in proportion than that of the corvespending class amongst consumers of aleohol at home.

{5.) Thoogh I am convinesd that there is such o thing s moderation in the vse of opium, F thick thoee i
et gtrong teneleney fo (5 use in move than moderation, fo whick sany eoxsmmens giefd,  They do not becoms
“ gpium sots ™ but they smele much more than can possibly be good for them.  (See above p. 13.)

(9.1 [The Chinese ] have (speaking generally) no disapproval for the nse of aleohel in modemtion, whersns
vory aany of thewe do dizseppreve the hobit of opivm smeking, eoen e wederation. Vol 'V, p. 283,

The classification of Consular evidence given above is likely to be at least as favour-
able to the Commissioners as any that could be made. From this it appears that out
of all the Consular witnesses appealed to by the Indian (Government, only a
minority commit themselves to the opinion that * moderation among Chinese
opium-smokers is the rule, . . . and that the moderate opium-smokers
suffer no apparent injury from indulgence in the habit.” [The difference between
“no injury © and “no appereni injury " has already been pointed out, see above,
p. 13.] What, then, becomes of the Commissioners’ statement as to the * prevailing
opinion ” in the British Consular service in China *?

We arve brought, then, to this nett result in regard to the opinions of the
27 British Consuls in China : Five of them, i.e., 18 per cent., express no opinion ;
tem of them, or 37 per cent., either “ regard opium-smoking as a serious evil,” or
“give evidence which is generally condemnatory of the habit,” while the
remaining iwelve, é.e., 45 per cenmt., may, perhaps, be taken az holding the opinion
describad by the Commissioners as “ the prevailing opinion,” though with serious
reservations as regards four out of the twelve. 1 do not press these particular figures.
I fully admit the difficulty of accurately and unanswerably defining the * prevailing
opinion ” in the Consular service on this subject. 1 doubt if any opinion can
be fairly deseribed as “ ke prevailing opinion.” But one thing is perfectly
certain, foking the Consular eeidence as o whole, theve is wnothing in it on which fo
bl wp e avgwment favourable fo opivm-smoking in China,

I wish to speak with the greatest respect of the Consular body in China, a respect
which I sincerely feel, but since so much has been made of the importance of Consular
opinion, it is ﬂllﬂ;‘ right to point out, 1st, that the Consular witnesses were after all
only a small proportion of the witnesses who were well qualified to give trustworthy
information to the Commission; 2Zndly, that a not inconsiderable number of them
speak with E{;rﬂat diffidence as to their ability to %ﬁr& first-hand evidence. Hven
the British Minister, who had been for many years in China, says :—

“ As 1o my own personal views, I do not profess to have more than o very superficial acqusintance with
the effects of opinm eonsamption in China.™  (Vol. V., p. 220.)

Several of the consnls make similar admiszions, and two at least of them, on these
very grounds, excuse themselves from answering the Commissioners’ questions.  (Consul
Seott, Swatow, Vol. V., pp. 212, 213. Acting Consul Allen, Wuhu, Vol. V., p. 332.)
srdly., that inas far ag Consular opinion in China is really favourable to opium-smoking
it 18 in direct conflict both with the bulk of the Medical and also with the Chinese
evidence that the Commiszion has collected.

The Commissioners add—speaking of Consular opinion--** the evil effects of excess
“ do not thrust themselves prominently on the notice.” That vemark requives to he
explained. Opium being a narcotie, and not a stimulant, never makes people noisy,
boisterous, or violent, hence the evil effects of it naturally do not thrust themselves
on the notice of any HBuropeams, either comsuls or others, as they walk about,
the streets, or as they are living enfirely outside of Chinese society. They do
thrust themselves on the notice of every one who is living in close toueh with the
lower clagses of China. Take these two specimens of Consular evidence from
the same wilness, the first speaking of the ordinary life and experience of an
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English Consul, the second speaking of the experience of a Consul who happens to
have to sit in the Mixed Court in Shanghai. Very few Consuls tliﬂﬁhﬂr]gc that duty,
when they do, it brings them into contaet with Chinese life as they had never been
hought inte contact with it before, and gives them experiences that ave utterly unlike
the experiences of the ordinary European resident in China.

I. Asa private resident in China my experiences in China have not the weight either of those of a medieal
wenm or of those of a missionary. e comends faee Uttfe private interconrse with the netives ontaide onr
howies and offiees.  (Consul Allen, Chefoo, Vol. ¥, p. 279.)

II. Consular officials in China, especintly thoss who hold the post of assessor at the Mixed Court nt Shonghai,
get o certuin amount of insight into the ways of “opinm sots,” who bave sunk in the world, and have become
members of the oriminal classes. T fefd fhe poct of Mived Cowed Assessor for fwo yeavs, and cortaindy
there were considerable mewibers of * opdwin sods ™ drowgld bafore the Chinese seagisteele e wgsel 5 cvery
week, (Consul Allen, Chefoo, Wol, V., 270.)

The evil effects of excess did not thrusé themselves prominently on the nofice of
Consul Allen, the private resident in China. They thrust themselves very prominently
on Congul Allen, the Assessor in the Mixed Court of Shanghai, in close touch with the
lower classes of Chinese society.

Sir Nicholas J. Hannen, Consul-General and Chief Justice, Shanghai, tells us:
“ During the whole of my 14 years’ residence, I have only seen with my own eyes
“ the visible effects of the consumption of opium on three oceasions,” and one of those
occagions was not in Shanghai. But he also explaing this when he says he was never
“in intimate relations with the Chinese™ (Vol. V., p. 251.) If he had ever been
Assersor in the Mized Court, he would have seen what Consul Allen saw, and what
every one else will see who is constantly in intimate relations with the Chinese of the
lower and poorer classes. The Consular evidence, which the Commissioners have
published, explains the fact which they state but do not explain, viz., why the evil
effects of opium consumption do not thrust themselves on Consular notice. [t explains
also why these evil effects do thrust themgelves very constantly on the notice of mis-
sionaries, specially of those missionaries who are living in the heart of a Chinese town
and in constant touch with the sunken masses. Cp. the evidence of Comsul Carles.
Chinkiang, and of Congul Bullock, Newehwang :-—

4. My opportunitics of personal observation of the effects of opium on it? consemers have been limited,
for the intereourse beiween Chinese and Europeans i= so restricted tat T have never known anything of the
domestic life even of persons with whom 1 am in constant contact. 11 is only by hewrsay, thesefore, oF by
oisarvation of men's outward lives, than I ean speak of opivm-smoking amd its effect. So far as T have
seen, the effeet of oplom-smoking 15 prejodicial merally, physically, and socially, but in widely different degrecs
according to the class of the consumer,  (Consul Carles, Vol, V., p. 263.)

I lawe heawd of cases of “ no havm for many years," but know none personally. Nor lave T ever hald to do
with & real “sot”  Such a man must necessarily be dismissed from o foreizner's service before be comes to
that point. Missionaries in China, speaking the langoage, constanily moving abaut, amd always in elose
contact with the people, are able to give far more trustworthy opinions on such o subject than any other
elass of persons can, though many of them, of course, have strong prejulices concerning it.  (Consul Bullock,
Vaol. V., pp. 2686, 267.)

We come now to the medical evidence before the Commission, and here we find
the statements made by the Commissioners as fo its character are simply astounding
in their inaccuracy, not to use a stronger term.

Exftract from Commissioners’ Report.

The medical opinions were in geweval accord with those of the Consular
body. We may quote, for instance, the statement of Dr. Rennie,
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referring to the Island of Formosa, where he resided for seven years.
He writes that : —

“ By a high-prineipled Chinaman the use 1'.|F cpinm wouklil b ||||unl:r1mr'l‘-|l ileerading ; but
[ do not think such is at all the general opinien. . . . . A new wrivel usoelly finds
thnt his ideas, moulded on statements current at home, are immensely exag rafed ; he
seldom comus across that type of the degraded opium vietim, with the deseription of whom
we hove in onr earlier days been so familinr.  Still, after more watur © eXperience, and looking
into the question with an unbisssed mind, he must admit that the babit is an evil. But what
race has no pleasant viee? Opinm is o solace to the wretehed and lnckless, and a
gtimmulant to the hard-working and poorly-fed bresd-winner, too often handicapped by
malaris i the strugyle for existenes.  As with most of nature’s gifts to suffering humanity,
abuse often converts the blessing into a curse. DBut look at the matter how we will,
whether or not in it uge or abpse it iz a danger to the individoal, 1o society, or w the
State; we must unhesitatingly declare that the opium halit is in every respect a lesser ovil
than the consumption of aleohoel.™

We may also quole the following from D, Malthews, o medical mis-
BEOTLTY 2—

%It occars tome to add in connexion with the above answers that, upon my arcival
in China, T was naturally prejudiced with reganl to the opium lobil, and that it is only
on conviction that I now speak. o emphasise my position it is vight to add that, apart
from the interest T have taken in this mattcr for some years past, mll the constont desire
to avail myself of all practieal infurmation, is the fact that as editor of the only medieal
journnl in ‘Chimn, 1 have had more extonded focilitics for examining into the ¢ u&s:mn than
ondinarily falls to the individual medieal man.  Suveh being the case, I, though in all
diffidence, state that it is my firm conviction that the evils “of the opiwm habit, though
they wre many amd great, lave DLesn Lx.:.l.i,grnl.lﬁ]. and the good derived from it bt little
recognised,  With mgnnl to contrasting opium and aleohel, it seems to me Dot the eon-
flicting of essential requirements of the enstern aml western \'Flﬂ']d“'h

We may also vefer particularly fo the answers of Dr. Myers, who, like
Dr. Matthews has made the effects of the opium habit the subject of
special observation and inquiry (Vel. VL., p. 51.)

End of Extract.

Here, agmin. we are helped in the attempt to analyse the evidence before us, by the
Blue Book [C.—7791] published by the Indian Government. This book gives (p. 48)
two lists professedly elassifying the medical evidence from China that wag submitted
to the Commission. Without accepting this classification as altogether correct, I am
content to accept it as being approximately satisfactory so far oz o goes. 1 omit the
names of merchants and re-number the medical men.

I, B.—Lu=r classifying the Evipexce of Privare Mepcar Pracrimoxers [and Meronavts] resident in
Cixa who roplied to the Interrogatories fzsned by the Rovarn Cospanssion on Oepos,

Reference to E*Ef::tlﬂqﬂ
FPage of Vol. V. for the sake
HWame and Designatian. of the

. | of Brevity as Favour-
Proceedings | 0 UaFuvenirible,

o of the to the use of Oplum,
dmmission. | oy Towbtful,
Page.
L. Dr. H. Layng, Private Medieal Proctitioner, Swatow - - - 215 Unfavourabie,
2, Iir. A, Rennie ” o ('anton - - 216 Favourahle,
3. Dr.J. M. Younge - - Peking . - . o35 | Dioukbtiul.
4. Nir. F. 1. Burge & o Shangliai B - 945 | Uniavournble,
3, Dre. W, 1. Milles £ L o - - . 252 | Favourable,
G. Dr. C. Laleaca = 7 2 = 253
7. D, C. Beag Iinul‘mw . . - il T,
& Mr. T. Gillison, in chmgﬂ of a H'mplr.al Hankow - £ i U nfavonrahle.
9, Dr. 0. 8. Tenill, Private Medieal Practitioner, Hainan, has not a1 , Do,
answered the questions limself, but observes that the Tev. Aiv,
Jeremiassen, who holds strong snti-opinm views, hing mther ander- |
estimated than over-estimated the evil nﬂﬂ:m of opium- smn!.:ing
1. Ir. B, C. Atterbury, Feking - - - 251 | Do,

S e '
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II. C—List classifying the Evipexce of Menicar. Orrecees of Hinr Masestv's CoxsULATES and the
Comest Daeeemian Magimine Cosyons who replied to the Intorrogatorics i Dy the Rovar
Comurssion on QP

Hoferenen ta Noture of
l"i'.'!.{l' of Val, ¥, Feodenos olusssl
: . aof the for the =aks
Name aml Designntion, Drocesdings | of Bearity ua Faveue:
af tho mble, Unfavourable,
Camminson, | aned Dombifal
age.
1. Dr. E. Henderson, Surgeon, IHer Britannic Majesty’s Consulate, 244 Favourahble,
Slhinn zhni.

2 Dr It A. Jamicson, Consulling Surgeon to Tmperinl Maritime L e | Da,
Customs and Surgeon to S5t Luke's Hospital, Shanghai.

3. Dr. J. J. Lynen, Medieal Oficer to the Consulate amd to the Lmperial i) Unfaviourable.
Maritime Custome,

4. Mr. De B. Daly, Medical Offieer to Consulate and Tmperial Maritime 0 o,
(Customs, Newehang, and in charge of the Church Missionary
Secioty’s Hospital, at Ningpo.

5. T, Von Tunzehmann, Medieal Officer, I C. Customs anid Consulate, aRD Favourahle,
Chefso, and in charge of Angliean Mission Flospital,

¢ Dr. G. B. Toderwosd, Medical Offieor, Kinkinng - 302 Unfavouralile.

7. Dr. J. F. Molyneux, Surgeon to Hoer Britannic Mujesty's Consulate, 305 Thoulstful,
Ningpo.

8 Dr. J. J. Underwood, Maodienl Attendant to ViersClonsnlate, Pagoda 215 D,
Island.

9, Dr. W. W. Myers, Medical Officer, 1. C. C'astoms, Tainan J - Ena| Favourmble
10, Dr. W. Cox, Medieal Officer, Imperial Maritime Customs, Wohn - 312 Donbitful.
11. Dr. J. H. Lowry, Surgeon, Tmperial Maritime Customs, Wenchow - 336G Die.

12, Dr. MeCartney, Mediesl Officer, Imperial Maritime Customs, Chung- a0 U nfavourable,
king, snd o member of the Ameriean Methudist Episcopal Mission,

The above lists characterise the opinions of 22 medical men resident in China in
regard to the use of opium, as follows :—

Favourable 8.  Doubtful 5. Unfavourable 9.

But the above classification adopted by the Indian Government delibevately exeludes from
consideration nearly half the medical witnesses.

In making a purely ex parfe statement the Indian Governmeni may, or may not,
have been at liberty thus to manipnlu.tﬂ the evidence collected by the Royal Commission,
but certainly the Koyal Commissioners were not at liberty to do anything of the kind.
They were bound to consider all the evidence laid before them, and T now append a
thord list, drawn up by myself, in which the facts of medieal evidence that the Indian
Government has thought fit to ignore, are stated. T would first call attention to a
very important fact, viz., that the private medical practitioners and medical officers of
Her Majesty's Consulates to whose evidence the Indian Government attaches go much
weight are men whose main professional duties are attendance upon Europeans who,
admittedly, do not touch opinm ! Some of these gentlemen outside of, and in addition
to, their private medical practice, or their official duties, do take some hospital practice
among the Chinese, but this is net true of all. On the other hand, in the list of
medical practitioners I am now about to give, there is not one whose main and almost
exclusive duty is not attendance on Chinese patients. Most of them have hospitals,
and are treating every day the very class of people who are most concerned in this
inguiry—~Chinamen, who either bave been, are, or may become, opium-smokers,
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IIL—List of Mepicar. Pracrimiosers (omitted from the Blue Book of Correspondence regarding the
Opium Report) who nplml te the Interrogaiories fssued by the Rovan Cossission on Qprors,
All of these are practicing among the CrHIsESE.

Referenes to Natare of
||
MName and Dosignation [ B of "-I"' (of Brovity ns Favour-
el | sbic. Unarourable,
; = o ithe e inim,
| Commbibon. and nnuhl?lrl..
Page,
1. D¢, John B Kohne, MB.CAMEd, “ A Goerman medical missionary *.!:ELI' Unfavgurable.
who has a very wide experience,” Tunghnm.
2. Dir. J. M. Swan, Physician and "'i-u1geo1:| to the Canton H‘D‘hpl.t—ﬂl - 222 To.
#, D, John Dudgeon, I'rkm" - L] | Tra,
. Miss A. I5. Murston, I'..I-n.,Qt" Pl ‘\[Pd.u‘-a] Mlae:u:-n to anm au:t 236 T,
Children, Peking, |
5. Dr. Couslund, © E |rrl1t years' i'xjper;lmlee * Ch'an-ghow-fu - 240 Do,
6, D G, AL Cox, * Seventh Year in O Imm. Chinkinng - Z58 o,
7. Dir. I}, Christie, arrived in China 1882, TP, Mission, Mﬂukdeu - 75 Do,
8. Dr. Hovder, C, "|1 5. Pukluod = 200 D,
§, I, 5. R. Hodype, ;ucn yeurs in v]narg‘e. of Wu:-'ltynn MIEELDI:I work, a5 T,
Hankow,
10, Ihre. I, Rige, OUMS Kion: Ning-Fuo, Foaochow . - - a7 M.
11. Iir. B Swallow, Ningpo : - S0E Tl
12, Dr. A. W, Dontlhwaite, 20 venrs mmlﬂmtm practice of“ﬂ'iluni AmongE e D,
the Chinese, Cheloo,
13, Dr. . W, BDoooe, 138 yenrs in charge of Hospital, Shanghni . 331 T,
14, D, GG A, Sioact, Woaba General Huspital, Wuhu - 12 | 1,
14, 1, TR, Beele, Philander Smith Momorinl Hospital, 1"h-ulllulq;l;' - B e | Da,
16, Dy, Jellison, ditio ditte ditte - - 334 g,
15. Dre. Davenport, London Mission Hospital, E|HII‘I-E]EII1§ 5 - Hdl | [,
18. Iir. Perey Mathews, Shanghai - - - 329 Favourahle.

Towlamlysis  'Lhe above list shows the opinions of 18 medieal men resident in China, all engaged
;,'{.i;;;:;::;'*,'m“ in Chinese practice, in regard to the use of opium to be as follows :— Favourable, 1 ;
China, unfavourable, 17.

Adding these figures to those given before, we have—

Medieal witneszes “ Unfavourable ™ to use of opium - - 26
Ditto * Favounrable " ditto - - - 9
Ditro * Doubtful - - =|

Total - 40

A comparison of these facts with the Commissioners’ statement above that * the
« medieal opinions were in general accord with those of the Consular body ™ renders
comment almost unnecessary.

Tt whivs The figures just given speak for themselves, and tell their own tale as to the
figures totally  trustworthiness of the Report of the Commission on Opium presented to Parliament.
feport, 1 leave the subjent of the medical testimony with these remarks: lst. Tt is significant

that the two quotations given by the Commissioners from medical witnesses {Dr. Rennie
and Dr. Perey Mathews), and their particular reference to the answers of another
witniess (Dr. Myers), all direct attention to the same aspect of the opium question, viz.,
the “ favourable ” view of it, which view is taken by enly 9 ouf of the 40 wilnesses
ifow o medical Who gave medical evidenee in China. 2ndly. No more striking illustration of the
Meid s Derverse ingenuity of this method of appealing to special witnesses in support of the
speeial nuiho-  * favourable” view can be fﬂuud than the following. In Vol. V., pp. 320-332, the
evidence of two witnesses is printed consecutively, who both belonged to the same
Mission and were living in the same place. One witness (Dr. P. Mathews) tells the
Commission he has had siz years’ experience (p. 329, Ans. 1); the other witness
(Dr. Boone) tells them he has had charge of a hospital for /3% years (p. 332, Ans. 20).

Tity.
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The first of these witnesses ig at variance with the great body of medical men in
China in the opinions he expresses on the opium question, and 15 the only medicai
missionary who holds those opinions. The second witness has had more than twice
Dr. Mathews' experience in China, and is, moreover, in accord with tha general
opinion of the medieal profession in China. The Commissioners deliberately choose
the junior man for quotation as a special authority on the subject, and pass the senior
by. What is the reason? 3rdly. In dealing with this medical evidence the Com-
missioners wholly ignore the memorial signed by 5,000 medieal men in Great Britain
and the other weighty medical opinions quoted by Dr. Maxwell in his evidence given
in London (sce above, p. 33). Those 5,000 men all said they were of opinion  that the
“ habit of opium smoking or of n::'Eium eating is morally and physically bad.” Thus
their testimony entirely supports the testimony of the great majority of the medical
witnesses in China. hy, then, do the Commissioners go out of their way to emphasise
specially the testimony of that small minovity who said the opposite ?

Here the Commissioners finish their account of the evidence submitted vo them,
but the evidence itself does not stop here. Another very important class of witnesses
gave evidence, viz., the Chinese. Attention has already been called to the fact that
Chinamen, like other Orientals, when they are interrogated by Europeans, often answer
as they suppose the questioner wishes them to do. Here, with two or three exeeptions,®
no questioner came before the witness, only a paper of questions. The Chinaman was
not tempted, except in two or three cases, to consider what he was expected to say,
he spoke as he thought. It is most instructive to notice what under these cireum-
stances he said. Further, several European witnesses put in as evidence various
extracts from non-Christian Chinese books bearing on the opium habit.

[ append two lists showing the character of all this evidence, the first gives a
list nfp Sau living witnesses, the second a list of the quotations from Chinese hr_mgs.

L. Lisr showing the Orixtoxs of Ciuivese Wirngsses, resident in the Crivese Eurire,
who replied to the Interrogatories issued by the Rovar Commizsiox on Opiow,

e ———— ——e — —

| Referonee to Haturs of
| Page of Vol. V. | Evidenes elassed
. i of the for the sake
HMame ar Deseription af Witness, | Provesdings | of Heovity as Favoor.
uf the able, Dnfavourable,
Cemamission. and Donhiful.
- — —_— —— - __I__ - == - — _:
” Page
1. A Ciinese General, Canton - - - - - 222 Unfavourahle.
2 0O Chipese Clerk, TLE.M. Consulate. Cantan = - . Qi To.
4. Answers of 8 Chinese residing in Canton ; obtained by Mr. Litton* - i Favourahle.
4. Another Uhinese; obtained by Mr. Hara® = - = 7} aas Ths,
f. Yu Keng Pak, o Chinese Gradunte - - - - | 297 U nfavauralle,
G. Wang Chuk Kwan - - . - - - 227 Do
7. Lin Han Fang, Intendant of Cireuit . . - - P} Do,
8, Ln Pao Yii, Writer in Chefoo Consulata . - . = | 28] 1,
9. Ko Hung Ming, Interpreter to Vieoroy of Hukwang . - 2014 This.
10, Bheng Fu Huad, Snh. Prefoct - . - . S0 Donhtfal.
17. Hu Li Yiure - - - - " . - | A T nfavourabbe,

* In .the two cases i which answers were givon through & European, they were pro-opiom | But the inter
]:rl‘zli‘.-EI‘1 m one '-‘-H-.‘F_?Il- least, was ﬁ_l'lﬂlf["llﬂ:r' pro=opint.  This comes out in the answer obtuimnoed fram =
Chinaman by Mr. Litton to Q. 15. “ People sometimes sy it would be a good ihing to suppress opinm, i
there is o general public opinion to that effect. Some people will not aliow apium o be smoked in their
shaps, :.-Iyn"ﬂf fo my sitggestion (e, to Me. Litton's promping) that some persons reganded opivn much
as = strict Methodist in England wonld reaard theatres or carde” Yol V. pe 224 H‘;I-.u-'n a Clhinaman
knows of whnt strict Methodists in Englond (hink of theatves and cords ' oy ; HE
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The abowve hst shows the following results. Chinese witnesses favourable to
opium, 2. Doubtful, 1. Unfavourable, 5. It may be observed thai some of the
unfavourable witnesses speak very strongly indeed on the subject. Here are some
specimens of their evidence. They should be read in connexion with the questions to
which they are answers. See abore, p. 11.

1. A Chinese General :—

Those who take to smoking always do g0 in order to cheer their spirits and feel comfortable,  Thev besin
with small quantitics, but in time it affécts theiv health and destroys thiie complexion. The peendas E;Jl"iiﬁﬁ'l'e
is obinined at the expense of natural contentment.  As years go on the craving increases,  Vol, V., p. 322,

For some ipscrotable weason Heaven lins sont down this curse; in the interest of the mee 1 carnestly pray
thut the planz of Heaven muy be changed.  Wol. V., p. 223,

2, 0ld Chinese clerk, H.B.M. Consulate, Canton :—

Swokers of many years” standing, feeling that the habit enslaves them, would like to give it up; but they
fear that it might injure their health, and they hesitate, Tt is only those who are wealthy and without worldly
enres that look upon opium-smoking os harmless. Vol V., p. 225,

5. Yu Keng Pak :—
fi. All, except those who take opiom as a vemedy for iliness, are bonod to go 10 exeess in time,

5. The effect of opium is incomparably greater [re, than the effect of aleohol |, How can China help being
weak ¥ Those who disenss the opium trade =uy that it dees incaleulabils harm o Ching : it ia from it thl'::
China is medoesd to poverty and weakness,  What con be urged in exonse by the party that at once gels the
profit and idoes the injury ¥ Surely Eogland must shrink from the judgment that is passed on ber behind her
bk,  Suorely she cannol bear o sit il see the people of’ o friendly country injured by herself without oven
:]ll'l:ll_',hill:_.f ot hl’_!tl'lir'lg hand. Vol ¥, 18 227,

8. Lm Pao Yii, official writer at H.B.M, Consulate, Chefoo :—

4. Ten per cont, of opinm-smokers smoke without
injury, abont 20 per cent. with slight injury, and 70
per cent, with groat injury.  When the rich and well-
to-do ol the upper classes have the opivin emving,
ihey only spend tos mucl money on it, bot etherwiso
ara pol j||_i||,n,-e| in their affairs, The second class of
men, thit is to sy, traders and merchonis on o large
seale, who live the opium erwing, may spend oo
much on opinm, and yet their profits are enough for
their own wants,  Dut artisans and coolics who have

the opium craving saffer in a manoer indeseribable,
If they cannot procure the drug they have & ronnin

ot the cyes and nose.  Their limbs become wealk .mﬁ
feelile.  ‘They must satisfy their craving before they
can do anything. They look en this as more jm-
portant than their food. To be without opium is to
them worse ilan being withoul food. !_E"]u:r earn
but little wages, out of which they have to get their
opinm and their food. An evil of this sort = im-
measurable.  Vaol, Vo, p. 281,

9. Ku Hung Ming, Interpreter to the Vieeroy of Hukwang :—

"

d. The effect “ morally " i= to make them capabile
of any mennness and erime, except those for which
physical cournge and animal spivits are necessary.
* Physically * i takes all the stamina out of them for
iy eustainel exertion, whether Ilh_}'et-ll,':ﬂ aF I|!||:!1|I||.'|1 andl
“gpemlly O ot makes them onsuceessiol for life; (h)
opium-smokers say thoy reqnine less of the foreign
il to satisfy thair craving,

G.—(i.) Mone, except perhaps in the early stage of
the liabit,

(i) and (iii.) The injury is more or less aocordine
Lo the quantity taken, and the length of time the habit
has been acquired, as the vietim s constitutionally
strong or weak, aol espeeially ns be is well or in-
sufficiently fed.  Over amd above the injury they do
themselves it will not be out of place to eall attention
to the enormons smount of misery which o pinm
smekers in Chinn bring upor their family, women and
chiliren, whe depend upon them for support. Vel. V.,
P 204,

IT.—Lasr of Rereresces to CHivese Books or Proversian SaviNes given by Wirxgsses

All these are strongly unfavourable.

Not one quotation from a Chinese book

favourable to opium was adduced by any witness.

1. Translation of Chinese book, put in by Mr. Broomhall. (Vol. L., Q. 536.)
2. Quotation of common Cantonese sayings, put in by Mr. Stewart Lockhart,

Registrar-General, Hong Kong.

(Vol. I., Q., 1380.)

3. Two ][]iltl’LI}]llEllH written by well-meaning Heathen Chinese, put in by Dr. Kuhne,

Vol. V., A. 3., p. 220,
( ]

4. Three Chinese authors quoted by Dr. Griffith John. (Vol. V., p, 265, A. 9 and

15.)

Dr. John says, 1 might go on to quote indefinitely from {he popular
“ lhiterature of the Chinese and from official proclamations in order to sghow
* that the opium habit is utterly condemned by the general opinion of the

“ Nation.” (Ibid.)

5. The Anti-foreign Literature of Hunan is referred to by Dr. John as “ full of

* the severest denunciations against us as the

“ in China.” (Ibid.)

originators of the Opium vice

6. Cp. Beference to a Native Book, by Rev. G. Andrew. (Vol. V., p. 258, A, 15.)
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[N.B.—Official proclamations, either recognising the cultivation of the poppy or
recognising opium as a source of revemue, may be seen in some paris of China.
Cp. Consnl Warren's evidence, Vol. V., p. 251, A. 105. Huuh_ qrgclumnhmnﬁ lml‘lc:'l:tu
the pecuniary needs of the authorities (Cp. the phrase  financial interests of India "),
nof the pﬂpu'{m' feeling and sentiment of China.}

All the above evidence, showing Chinese opinion on the opium habit, is wholly
ignored by the Commissioners in their review of the evidence from China. ls it
umimportant ! Then, why did they specially suggest that their questions ghould be put
into the hands of natives? But whose evidence, we may ask, is imporiant in the
eyes of the Commissioners, if it is anti-opium in character ¢

Extract from Commissioners’ Report.

141. On a review of the whole evidence in rogard lo opivm-smoking
among the Clinese, we conclude that the halit iz genevally practised in
moderation, and that when so  practised, the afurions .rjll_'rn"u!#_a'rr walk
apparent ; but that when the habit is carried to excess, disastrous
consequences, both moral and physical. nevitably follow. Assuming
this conclusion fo be anell _ll'i_mqu'ei, TN iy _fit'!:i'jy CONLIELE the {‘jﬂf:lhr!‘-' uj
opium-smolking among the Chinese population fo those of alcoholic liguors in
the [nited Kingdom. (Vol. VI, p. 51.) .

End of Extract.

This final “veview of the whole evidence” is, of course, what one would have
expected after following, as we have now done, the various steps by which the Com-
missioners have traversed the evidence to come to their conclusion. Let us sum up
the principal data afforded by the evidence from China and see how far they support
the decision which the Commissioners here announce.

“ The whele evidence ” from China includes answers to the Commissioners’
guestions sent in by exactly 134 persons.® Witnesses giving evidence in Loudon ave
not here elassified, but the large majority of them were strongly unfavourable to the
use of opium.

0Of the witnesses in China, 40 were medieal men: 34 were missionaries
(non-medical) ; 23 were connected with the Consular Service; 11 were Chinese ; 26
were merchants or men (not Chinese) engaged in business pursuits.

We have seen above (pp. 23, 24) the exceeding difficulty of classifying witnesses
in the exact terms here employed by the Commissioners, and that the Indian Govern-
ment has in its Blue Book adopted a more intelligible and satisfactory classification
of witnesses, dividing them in regard to their opmions on the effects of opium con-
sumption in China into three elasses * favourable,” * unfavourable,” and * doubtful.”
Everybody, practically admits that ** when the habit is carried to. excess. disastrous
congequences, both moral and physieal, inevitably follow.” The question now is, what
opinions do the witnesses hnl:rin regard to opium-smoking apart from the disastrous
consequences that are manifest in cerfain esbreme cases ! {ﬂuki.ug at the general
tendency of the opium-habit on the regular consumer in China, and on the nation at
large, is the result good, neutral, or bad ?

I. What ig the Medical opinion in China on this question ?
To that mgquiry the answer is given above (p. 28).
Unfavourable, 26, Favourable, 9. Doubtful, 5.

I1. What is the Missionary (non-medieal) opinion in China on this question ?
Unfavourable, 33. Favourable, 0. Doubtful, 1.

T!:m:rﬂ i8 s0mo '-‘m'icf.-}" of opinion in the missionary community as to the cxtent of
the injury done by opium to the Chinese. This is to be accounted for in part by the

* One witness from (_I’huugkiu" sent in auswers that are unsigned, three witnesses from Macao, which has
no more o do with China “IilllﬂHul:lg Kong has, also sent in answers, None of these four are reckoned in
the above salement,
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different conditions under which the witnesses have lived, for opinm-consumption is
not nearly so common in some parts of China as in others, in part by the greater or
lesser opportunities for close contact with the people which the different missionary
. witnesses have had.
A mwmorial But cne document of great importance mot alluded to by the Commissioners,
Britishmiz- 18 printed in the Appendix to this book, which may be said to represent the
L united opinion of the missionary community. This is signed by seventeen British
misgionaries in China of 25 or more yvears standing, of whom wvo less than seven did
not give other evidence before the Commission. Thus the missionary witnesses are
increased to forty.one. This document, which was drawn up with great caution and
modleration of tone. does not, perhaps. go as far as some of the signatories have gone
in their personal testimony given separately. In that very faet its strength lies. It
may be safely said that there are not more two or three missionaries in China who
would hesitate for a moment to assent to every proposition which that doeument
containg. It i a calm, temperate, but scathing condemnation of the whole opium
trade, by the leading missionaries in China, speaking az the reprezentatives of all the
societies, English, American, German, and Scandinavian. Ou no other point affecting
Chinese social eustoms, and opinions, and practices, would the united testimony of
auch men be set aside. Then why should it be on this point ?
The names of the Right Rev. J. 8. Burdon, Bishop of Hong Kong, the Right Rev.
G. E. Moule, Bizhop of the Church of England in Mid-Cliva, the Ven. Archdeacon
Moule, the Ven. Archdeacon Wolfe, both of the Church Missionary Society, the Rev.
John Chalmers, D.D., the Rev. Griffith Johu, I).D., the Rev. Wm. Muirhead. D.I)., the
Rev. 1. Macgowan, all of the London Missionary Seciety, the Rev. J. Hudson Taylor,
of the China Inland Mission ; the Rev. . L. Mackenzie, of the Presbyterian Mission,
the Rev. David Hill, of the Wesleyan Mission, not to mention others, are all of them
Unique expe- — well-known far beyond the limits of the Chinese Empire. Some of them are widely
'q;;:ﬁ:; known as eminent Chinese scholars. There 18 not, in the whole Consular service, or
amongst all the medieal men in China, one person who has spent as many years of his
life in China as some of these missionaries have done; neither is there one who has
bad go wide and varied an experience of life amongst the Chinese people as some of
The docamert Bhem.  Yet the Commissioners pass this document by entirely. On the other hand,
Eﬁ:l"ﬂ_‘ b the they guote at length from a pro-opium memorial presented to them in Caleutta by the
Vs, il - : i : 2 .
Bishop of that diocese and a number of Indian mirsionaries and chaplains, few, if
any, of whom could lay claim to a tithe of the experience in India, that the Bishops of
Hong Kong and Mid-China, and these otuer missionaries in the Far East have had
in China. Can sueh treatment of such evidence be deemed judicial or impartial 2

. Consalar, ITI. What is the Consular evidence in China on the guestion before us
This inquiry has been fully dealt with above (see pp. 23-25). Including five consuls,
who were appealed to for evidence by the Commissioners, and did not see fit to give
any. we find the consuls and acting consuls of China may be clagsified thus in regard
to their opinions :—
18 per cent. express no opinion.
37 per cent. either ** regard opium as a serious evil,” or * give evidenee which is
** generally condemnatory of the habit.”
45 per cent. are * favourable,” but with serious modifications of opinion on the
part of four out of the twelve witnesrez belonging to this class,

#

4. Chingse, IV. What is the Chinese evidence on this question ?
Unfavourable, 8. Favourable. 2. Doubtful, 1.

In addition to this evidence a number of quotations from Chinese popular books
weve put in, all of them strongly unfavourable. Further, the majority of witnesses of
all kinds who gave evidence from China admit, in answer to the Commissioners’ ninth
guestion, that Chinese opinion condemns the opinm habit.

There remaing linally the evidence of merchants and others.

5, Aloreantls V. What is the evidence of the merchants and men engaged 1n buziness pursnits ?
RATEARNY: As other witnesses bave been tabulated, I here tabulate these, dividing them-—on
data supplied in the Blue Book (Vol. V.)—into two classes :—
1at. os¢ of whom we are told that they either are, or have been, themselves

engaged in the opium trade.

2udly. Those concerning whom no information is given in regard to this point.
Some of them may have been directly or indirectly interested i the opum trade,
or they may not.
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1. Messes. Jandine, Matbe=on, and Co, - - - . 254 Favonrable.
2, Mesers. I}, Sassoon, Sons, aml Co. - B L E ! a5 Do,
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4. Mr. T. W_ Duoff (see p. 238, col. 1) - - - - - T | Do
5. Mr. I, M. Sangar (see p. 310, col. 2) = . . . 312 | T,
G, Mr. E. starkey (see p. 258, col. 1) - - - - - 1 Unfavpurable.
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7. Mr. J. I}, Monro, Swatow - - - - - . 215 | TUnfaveurable,
8. Mr. W. 5. Wetmore, Shanghai - . - - - | 246 | Dokt ful,
§. General W, Mesny, Shanghai . . ; - = 24T Favourable,
10. Captain J. P. MeEwen, Shanglmi . - - - | 25100 Do,
11. Mr. James Mclie, Shangha: = - B - = | 252 T
12, Mr. Robert Francis, Shanghai - . - - - 2538 1o,
18. Mr. T. Wenatherston, Chinkiang - - - - . g Do,
14. Mr. W. Dés Troix, Newchwang - - - | DEH o,
15. Mr. F. F. Lavers, Chefoo - - - - = - 281 | Doubifian,
16. Mr. Chos, Schiles, Kinkiung - = - . S 300 | Favourable.
17. Mr. Mirrill, Ningpo - - - - - - A0 | Unfawourablo.
18. Mr. F. Unss, Amoy . - - - - - 3l Do,
1%, Mr. F. Leyborn, Amoy - - - . - = 311 Favonrable,
20, Mr. G. W. Price, Amoy - - - - = | 311 I,
21. Me. Judell, Hoiliow - - - - - - 3G D,
a3, Mr. Ashton, Tamsni . = - - y - Foo | [,
2%, Mr. J. Mannich, Taiwan = = x = = = o) Do,
24 Mr. A. G, Carruthers, Chungking u - . - #39 ko,
25. Mr. J. A, Kerr, Chungking - - - - - dad [ Iho,
26, Dir. Archibald J. Tattle, Chungking . . - - 31 Doubtful.

In the above lists I have, in every instance, followed the classification given by the
Indian Government where that was available. A few names that they have omitted I
have inserted. The total result 18 as follows :—

Unfavourable, 4. Favourable, 19. Doubtful, 3.

Of those witnesses who are “ favourable,” 26 per cent. at leass, perhaps more,
either are, or have been, deeply committed to the opium trade. How many of the
Merchant class of witnesses can either speak or read the Chinese language, or have even
the most superficial acquaintance with the manners, customs, and opinions of the
Chinese people, it is impossible to say. General W. Mesny iz, I think, the only one for
whom any claim to special knowledge of this kind is made. He has undeniably had
a very extensive experience of Chinese life.

His evidence, however, though I bave marked it * favourable,” contains several
important reservations, e.q., **half the users of opium do w0 without injury to
¢ themselves.” ** An opium-smoker will, no doubt, sell all his property as we’l] as his
* wife and children in order to procure opium to satisfy his inordinate craving for the
“ drug.” “It is no doubt a great pity that the Chinese ghould be so addieted to
* opium.” General Mesny also admits that he himself has been an opium-smoker
and got cured. “ It ie an act, however, which requires a good deal of determination,
* hence the reason so many fail to attain their object.” . Vol. V., p. 247.

So much for the Commissioners’ review of the whole evidence (from China) m

regard to opium-smoking among the Chinese. That any lawyer, or persons accus-
tomed to weighing evidence and wishing to ecome only to conclusions supported by

E 4
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that evidence, would, on the data here given, have come to the coneclusion that the
Commissioners have come to, it is impossible for a moment to suppose. Enough has
been eaid above (pp. 17-21) on their review of the evidence taken in London. Both that
evidence and the evidence from China iz, as a whole. overwhelmingly opposed to
the conclusions here adopted by the Commission.

Aleohal and

But another statement needs to be considered : “ Assuming the conclusion to be
DA,

“ well-founded, we may [airly compare the effects of :)Pium-ﬂmu;:king among the
“ Chinese population to those of aleoholie liquors in the United Kingdom.”

I pass by now without remark the fallaey so commonly held by the pro-opinm party
in England and in China, and here endorsed by the Commissioners, viz., that if opium-
smoking is no more disastrous to the Chinese than the use of aleoholic liguors is
in the United Kingdom, we need not trouble ourselves about 1. s it, then, superfluous
for any nation to aspire to be more virtuous than the English people, even m regard
to a matter where our national faults are most obvious and most discreditable to us?

That seems to be the argument wnderlying these references to the aleohol habit in
the United Kingdom.

But let me call attention now to one or two points i regard to which the evidence
from China shows plainly that theve is wo true pavallel between the use of opium
and the use of aleohol.

Ohpsinm anad

it 1. Who has ever heard of alcohol being used in this country for suicide ?
B,

opiwin 18 commonly used for this purpose in China.
evidence on this point.

But
Take the following specimens of

), L= Clinoiz se servent asser fréguenvment do

Popinm ponr =e swieider, Lo suigide ost chosg fre-
guents en Chive, ef Popiom cra est le moyen ordinaice
dont lex Chinols s0 servent,  Jo poureais ciler un
bon nombre de ess.  (Rev. H, Moisan, 8.0, Woho,
Vol. V., p. 333.)

A deeoetion of opinm i frequently nsed by persons
who degire 1o commit suicide.  Seventy-seven snch
cases in ong small disirict were bronght o oor notice
lnst yenr (1893). (Rev. . L Brown, Chefos, Vol. V.,
284

Oipinm is frequentiy token ns a poison, aml suicile
in this district has greatly inereased since the drog
hine heen introduesd.  (Mr. B, Starkey, Chinkinng,
Vol. V., p. 262.)

20, The Chinese unsnimonsly. aszert that soieidos
have heeome enormonsly more frequent of late years,
owing to the Geility of obtaining opium.  (Dr. Lynch,
Chinkiang, Vol, V., p. 261.)

Many other witnesses testify to the fact that opium is thus used in China.

The facility for snicile aflonled by the nnrestricted
saleof the drag hns rondeved sueh enses very fregquent.
(Dr. Hodge, Hankow, Val. V., p. 265.)

20, T shoubl like to ecall attention to the evil of
opium % an agent used by the Chinese to destroy
their own lives,  In former days the Chinese popular
methods  of committing  suigide  were  hanging,
strangling, and drowning.  Now it is opium-poisoning,
a far easior apd more conveniens way, 1 am satisfed,
from all 1 hear nnd see, that soicide 18 mueh more
common in Chinn now ihan it used to be, and that
thi= is to bo aseribed to the advantages of the new
method as compared with the old.  {(Rev. Tie. Griffith
John, Hankow, Yol. ¥., p. 265.)

0. Suicides by swallowing opium, now =0 easily
obiained, have bosvmne painfully common, and are said
to ke yearly on the increase.  Again and again have
[ been called to try to save men in the agonies of
death,  (Rev. Dr. Corbest, Chefoo, Yol V., p. 286.)

See. e.q.,

the following, all in Vol. V., Rev. K. Bryant, p. 238; Dr. Jamieson, Shanghai, p-244;

Consul M. F. A. Fraser, p- 289; Consul Warren, p. 281 ; Consul Brown,

p- 299;

Dr. Cox, p. 332 ; Dr. Jellison, p. 334; Consul E. H. Fraser, p. 338; Dr. Dﬂwmpnrt,
p- 340 ; Consul Ford, p. 309; Dr. Burge, p. 245 ; Dr. Dudgeon, p. 231; Chinese

witness, p. 225.

Oy oee anifness, g0 far as [ have been able to discover, represents opinm suicides in

China as being rave.

That witness is Dr. Perey Matthews, (Yol V., p. 32%.) Only two

opium suicides came directly under his cognizance during the six years of his residence

in Ching !

Yet this is the witness the Commissioners select as being one whose large

experience entities his evidence to special consideration !

In India, the Commisgsion took uwp thiz question of snicide, and they announce in
their Beport that they *do not find that opium is to be credited with any special

* prominence in the history of these unfortunate oceurrences.”

Yol. VL., p. 2, par. 78.

It would have been only candid if in their China Report, they had taken up the same
question, and had pointed out that nearly all the evidence from Clina pointed in an
opposite direction as regards the Chinese suieides.
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2. Another point in which it is evident that the effects of opium in China are very
different from those of zleohol in the United Kingdom, comes out in the following

guotations from witnesses in China :—

“As long as the smoking of opium in Chinn is
talerated, the people will remain inert, and will thus
pever he s dunger to other notions in Asia.”  (Mr, E.
Starkey, Chinkiang, Vol. V., p. 261, Ans, 20.)

s Ask o Clepese which woold win in o fighi, o
ragiment of men allowed to smoke, or one of similar
men whoe weee prevented from doing so, and he will
Izl ot the simplicity of the guestion.” {(Consul
Bullock, Newehwang, Vol. V., p. 266, Ans. 5.)

ST here does not seem much hope for the rejuve-
nescenee of Chion so long as this terrible evil remains

#0. I regard the use of opinm in the Yang-iszo
Valley ns a most serious drawhack to the improvement
af the condition of the people. It i the enose of
great poverty amd untold misery. Mo wall-wisher of
the Chinese can see without sorrow and dismay the
inroads which opium is making smong the people,
IF the habit continges to spread, T regand the Chinese
rae 8 doomenl to decrepitnde, there can be no hope
of penernl social improvement or of physieal anid
intellectunl vigour among s mes of opiom-smokers,
{Blr. J. Jackson, Kinkinng, Vel. V., p. 302.)

in their midst.”  (Dr. Dudgeon, Peking, Vol V.,
p. 231, Ans. 200)

See also a quotation from a Chinese man of letters, Yii-Keng-Pak, given above
(p. 30, the evidence of Dr. Douthwaite, Vol. V., p. 254, Ans. 20, of Rev. E. 8. Litfle,
Vol. V., p. 302, and of Consul Hurst, Vol. V., p. 323, Ans. 8.

It 18 manifest to every one that the opium habit in China of which such disastrous
things ave predicated as have been quoted above, must be a fofally different habif from
the habit of consuming aleoholic liquors which prevails in the United Kingdom. Tt
iz froe that at certain points the two habits touch and have common ground. Tt is
equally true that at other points the habits are separated by a wide gulf. Some
medieal men in England would advise their friends, even when i good health, to take
a glass of beer or of wine with their dinner every day. But what medieal man in his
senses wenld advize anyone in health to take a daily dose of landanum ¥ This essential
difference between opinm consumption and aleohol consnmption was elearly brought
before the Commissioners again and again, but they will hear of nothing that would
upset their theory, viz., ** that opium-smoking in China is on the whole parallel to the
consumption of aleohol in England,” contradicted though that theory is by almost
the unanimons opinion of medical men in England, and by the bulk of the evidence
from China.

Had the Commissioners weighed the considerations to which attention has now
been drawn, they could never have described as being on the whole parallel, two
lines which after running parallel for a cerfain distance, then diverge altogether the one
from the other never to come near one another again.

I pass by all the remaining paragrapls of Section IV. of the Report till we come
to the last two. Agein and again the Commissioners have approached the * moral
aspects ™ of the whole question, and just as frequently have they shrunk back from
treating it on purely moral grounds. They end their review in the spirit in which it
hag been carried on from the outset. Expediency, and not morality ig, after all, the rule

of action which they adopt, and by that they decide the case.

Extract from Commissioners’ Report.

148. Tpon the whole matter, we adopt as our own the conclusion of
Mr. O"Counor, Your Majesty’s Minister at Peking :—

“ i the use of the drug in China depended upon the supply received from India, it might
be a practical question what measures cond o ought to be faken to discoursge its impor-
!!al_iun. But, in my opinion, this is not the issee,  The quantity of epivm produced in China
is inereasing enormously ; even the nominal prohibition of the cultivation of the pappy no
'IW,'E‘"H' exists throughout, [ may say, the whole Empire ; and were the importation of Indian
opinm to be stopped, China weuld, in o few years, so incrense ber production es not only to
supply her own wants, bue probably to export opinm te foreign countries,” Vol VI, p. 53,

End of Extract.

Oipinm aml
national decay.

Beer or wina,
and lppdanuym.

Yo p
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‘I'hat is, in plain English, if our doing right wonid altogether remove from China the
evil which opmum entails upon her, we might consider the question of doing right.
«“ But in my opinion this 15 not the issue.” The Chinese Government is increasing
the evil every year, and showing itself more and more indifferent to the existence of
the evil. If the Indian Government surrendered its share in the profits resulting
from this evil, China would get them instead. This being so, let us go on as before.
Such is the conclusion wlich, upon the whole matter, the Commissioners adopt as
their own.

Once more they fall back on missionary witnesses to give some countenance to
= i Al ¥ i
them in their conclusions, but in vain, The missionaries quoted will be no parties to
any such conelusions.

Extract from Commissioners’ Report.

149. We may add that this view is shared by most of the missionaries
who have answered our interrogatories. We quote the following replies
to our question: “If the supply of Indian opium were eut off, what
* would be the effect on opium consumers in China 1"

Dr. Dudgeon :—

At present it would be without any effect ; the smokers would smoke more of the native,
(¥, po 230.)

Dr. Atterbury :—
% The stoppage of the Indian supply would lead to increnzed wse af the native article”

(V. p. 232)

The Rev. Dr. Griffith John :—

“ The apium-consumers in that case would resort to the Chinsse-grown opium, that is,
unless the growth of the netive aricle were effectunlly stopped by the Clinese Govern-
“ ment,”" (V. p. 268.)

The Rev. J. Macintyre :—

# We are already independent of Indinn opium in Manchuria, The Chinese article has
“ run oul the foreign. . . . Now that the Chinese Government has legalised the growth
i ol uative opium, the quantity cultivated is already more than suffices for local consump-
% ton™” [1.',, - ::."72} {vﬂ].‘r[.p.ﬁﬁ.j

-
kS

End of Extract.

“ This view is shared by most of the missionaries who have answered our inter-
* rogatories.” What view ? Certainly not the view enunciated by Sir N. O'Conor
in the quotation given |¥.' the Commissioners which amounts to this—that the moral
guestion is not the real issue, that it is after all only a question whether the Chinese
Government will do right, and that if they will not, the Indian Government need not
do right either! What the missionaries quoted say, and what many others say, is that
they scarcely expect the Chinese Government now to act rightly in this matter, but that
this fact will not justify us in following swit and declining on our pavt also fo do what is
right. 1 print here in full the testimony of the missionaries to whom in the above
paragraph the Commissioners have appealed, and [ leave my readers to judge for
themselves of the methods of quotation here adopted by the Royal Commission on
Opium. With these quotations the Commissioners end the section of their Report
that deals with China, and with this correction and amplification of their guotations
I will end my criticism thereof :—

Dr. Dudgeon, as quoted by the Commissioners :—

“ Al present it would be withont any effect; the smokers would smoke more of the native.”
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Dr. Dudgeon as he would wish to be quoted :-—

11. “*At prezenc it would be without any effect, the
smokers would smoke more of the native, but if was
noe always s0. The time has not yet come for
forming o deeision in regand to what action the
Chinese Government or high officials would tuke in
the event of the Indian supply being oot off, We

to be foared that no agtion will be ken”
p. 280.)

18, If the mative growth in China and that in
Inidia ore to be stopped, and the common people of
both empires saved from misery and finnl extinetion,
the two Governments must come 16 an aorEtment for

(Vol. V.,

know what it would have been previous to the culti-
vation of the native, and before the habit became so
gxtensively prevalent.  Judging from the general
corruption and the analogy of other matters, it is to

Dr. Atterbury, as quoted by the Commissioners :

“The stoppage of the Indian supply wouid lead to increased nse of the native artieie.”

Dr. Atterbury as he would wish to be quoted :

11. *The Indian supply is the strongest,  Tts stoppage would lead to increased use of the native article to
make up for loss in quality and quantity.™

17. Opium bas come to Ching to stay.  The revenue ils use creates for a (zovernment which cares but little
for the moral condition of its people seemingly precludes all possibility of its being prolibited. The responsi-
bility for its uwse and eultivation showld, however, rest with the Chinese Government, snd no Christian
Government by special tnule regulations should even seemingly =eek to increase its use and demoralising

mutual prohibition. Heathen Ching never has saiil
and never will say what Indin says. “ I eannot do
without the revenue.” (Yol V., p. 231.)

effects. Vol V. p. 232,

The Rev. Dr. Griffith John as quoted by the Commissioners :

# The opinm consumers in thal case would resort to the Chinese-grown opium, that i3, unless the growth of
“ the native ariiele woere effeciually stopped by the Chinese Government,”

The Rev. Dr. Griffith John as he would wish to be quoted :

To the foregoing add this:

16=19. “ 1 wounld only ohserve that it is  very
difficult to say what the Chiness Government wr
people might do in the cvent of the prohibitien of the
export of Indian opinm. Much wonld depend on
the action of the Government,  As leng as the Indian
trade in opinmexists, the lunds of the Chinese (overn-
ment ave tied and pocalysed.  They can simply do
nothing but allow things tv go on from bad o worse.
Their beat efforts, however sineere and enorgetie,
woulldl prove abortive, 15 the Indian trale in the drog
were abamdoned, the Government might wake sn
honest effort to stop the wative growth, aud the attempt
might eventuate in a diminution of the cvil, i not 0
its complete suppression,  On this point, however, 1
hove my serions doubis.”

.+ s Ihe evil is now one of coormons mjﬁni-
tude, and the venality of the officials is as deep-rooted
08 ever; and I therefore fear that no legislative
measures on the pare of the Central (fovernment, hiow-
EVEE ]!tllll’."ﬂtl:ﬁ' Jllh:inl:qd, would Pm. wn el o npium.
gmoking, and consequently to opium-growing in Chinn
itself.  ‘This, however, is Lr;|||r|,r my opinion ; others
think differently, and they may be right. But
v lhether e Chiinese Governopenl wong ld and canld I_.ut
down the native growth or not, the path of England as a
ereal [ hristing Ii:l.li'lm, Revins Lo e lo LH.‘IPE‘I'EI.M‘!I.'}" clenr.
It i= for us to wash our handz elenn of & teade which
is unworthy of ourselves and hurtful to the people of
China, Vol. V. p. 265,

The Rev. J. Macintyre as quoted by the Commissioners :

“We are already independent of [ndisn opiom in Manchuria,  The Chinese artiele has run oot the forcign.
Now that the Chinese Government has legnlised the growth of the native opinm, the quautity

“ cultivated is alresdy more than suflices for ol eonsumption.”

The Rev. J. Macintyre as he would wish to be quoted :

To the foregoing add this :

1 should like to be allowed to add, without offence,
thet it would pay the British Government to back out
of the opium tradein Ching. The great masz of the
people would really believe us iF we put it as o moral
quesiion.  If we put it as o matter of Friondship with
China, it would make us an immenss foree in Chinese
politics. I am satisfied we are aven now the ** favoured

nation,” But with this oplum question in the air, we
give atrucalent party o chance of alienating the more
friendly disposed.  And, as a fact, we are forcing the
hiand of the Chinese Government, amd compelling them
to grow opium in onder to kick out the trndde if it will
uot go pracelully. Vol V., p. 273

AN APPEAL.

In the foregoing pages | have spoken very stromgly. The interests of truth have
compelled me 10 do so. The Chinese people have suffered a huge wrong at our
bands, and wiil continue to suffer it as long as we have any share in upholding the
opium trade, which is rapidly working China's ruin. Tt iz no answer to say that her
rulers are now perfectly willing that we should continue to perpetuate this wrong,—
nay, that they are even willing to co-operate with us in perpetuating it, we, in
“the interests of Indinn finance,” they, in the interests of Chinese finance. The

F 2
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worst results of slavery are felt when an enslaved nation has sunk so low in the secale
of hmmanity as to be perfectly confent to be a nation of slaves, and when it has lost
the ambition, possessed by an earlier generation, to enjoy its liberty. If it be really
true that the rulers of China have now fallen as low as they are accused of having
dome, if it be true that they have at length lost all true sense of moral responsibility
for the welfare of their people, and that they would now continme to make money
out of the opium habit, even if we withdrew from the trade. what then? Alas! for
the Chinese Government. Alas! for the people it governs. It was not always so.

The Report of the Opium Commisgion must be overthrown. If accepted it wail
do much to rivet for ever on Ching the chaing which an earlier race of Chinese officials
would have broken had they known how to do it. The Commissioners might have
done something to break these chains. Their influence hag been all in the other
direction. T ask I]ﬂl]l}ii}" to accept any statemont I have made num:ﬂming the Rr,-]w-rl:-
without testing it by a comparison with the Blue Books themselves. I have tried, as
far as possible, in every case to give references, and have only given guotations in
addition to references, because | knew that few, if any, of my readers would look
up my references for themselves.

Since the Commission presented its Report, since my examination of the Report
was made, China hag entered upon a new period in ker history. Tt looks very much
as if it were to be a period of gradual disintegration. How has Great Britain treated
her in this hour of trial ? T have seen but one answer to this question. Everywhere
it is acknowledged that we have, as a nation, acted in a way that brings no stain on
‘our honour, no reproach on our national reputation, but on the contrary, in a way
that redounds 10 our credit in every way. The Chinese have every reaszon to welcome
cordially every stipulation that England has made. These stipulations have all heen to
the best interests of China. It is for China's interest, quite as much as for our interest,
and it is to the interest of the world, that the valley of the Yang-tse should be seenved
against foreign aggression, that Hunan should be opened to foreign trade, that the
inland waters of China should be navigated by steamers, that the foreign Customs
should still be under the honourable, equitable, and impartial manageinent that they
have been under so long. I believe it is for the best interests of China that even
Wei-hai-wei shonld be leased to Great Britain so long as Port Arthur remains in
the hands of Russia and Kiao-chow remains in the hands of Germany. Whatever
we have gained for Brivish interests by the recent negociations has been gained in
such a way that China gains still more for her own interest, and for maintainin
her national integrity and stability. This China recognises. The people as wel
as their rulers regard us in the present instance as having befriended them. For
this let every Englishman, every Scotchman, every Irvishman, every Welshman
rejoice.

We sometimes boast that as a nation we have a mission in the world, a mission io
civilize the uncivilized, to help the weak against the strong, to bring o many races
advantages that they would never have apart from wus. In the present instance we
have justified this claim. But can the same be said of our dealings with China in the
past ¥ Could anything be more pathetic than the words of Yii Keng Pak, the Chinese
man of letters, whose evidence before the Opium Commission is given in the preceding
pages ¥ (See p. 30.)

* How can China help leing weak ? Those [ie. of course, those Chinese] who
diseuss the opinm trade say that it does incalenlable harm to China; it is from it that
Clhana s reduced to poverty and weakness, What can be urged 1o excuse bl{ the party
that at once gets the profits and does the injury ? Surely England must shrink from
the judgment that is passed on her behind her baek. Surely she eannot bear to siv and
see the peu‘yle of a friendly country injured by herself without even stretching out a
helping hand.”

It is not Chinamen alone who thus attribute the present weakness of China to the
tar reaching effects of the opium habit, as will be seen from the evidence quoted in the
foregoing pages. Twenty-three years of residence in China have firmly convinced me
that nothing can save China unless she can shake herself free from opinm. Thenation
that can help her to do that will be the greatest benefactor she has ever known.

I sometimes wonder what would be the present position of Japan if we had pursued
there for the lagt 40 years the same opium policy that we have pursued in China. 1
wonder what would now be the position of China if we bad pursued there from the
beginning the same policy in regard to opium that we have pursuwed in Japan.
Certainly Japan would in the former case never lave risen to the position she now
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oceupies. Certainly China in the latter case would never have fallen to the condition
of helplesgness in which she now hes.

But does the evidence from China really show that opium is the curse to the Chinese
that T bave declared it to be? It is vain to quote in proof of the contrary,
pccasional instances of well-to-do and prosperous opium-smokers who have taken
their pipe for many years without *“ appavent ™ injury. Hven if numbers of such men
ean be found, it must be remembered that the overwhelming majority of the Chinese
people ave not well-to-do or prosperous, but are maintaining a constant fight with
poverty. Coneerning such peopls, mauny of the witnesses most favourable to the
opium trade admit that opinm is working ruin amongst them. Is it not time that we
should as a nation aronse ourselves to execute our civilizing missicn in China by helping
that distressed people to cope with fhis giant evil? If the Chinese Government are
rightly accused of being parties to their country’s demoralisation, then there is all the
more need that we who have so vigorously resented the diabolical misrule of the Sultan
of Turkey over his sulijects, should do what we can to help to save the people of China
from the misrule under which in this matter they are suffering. We seem to have
been hindered by varions considerations from without from ]n-l_hrin;__-; the Armenians.
No hindranece from without wili oppose us if we zeek to help the Chinese.

But what of our Indian revenue?! I answer, the Indian revenue from opium has
heen gradually shrinking for years. It will zo on shrinking till it has finally vanished,
The Indian Government is well aware of this fact. Why did not the Commnission
face it and consider how this constantly diminishing source of revenue is to be replaced !
Thig question must be faced soon.  The revenue that we would not part with in order
to do right, is melting from us as others come to join us in deing wrong.

What will happen now that Russia has practically got possession of Manchuria, and

now that (ermany has got a footing in Shantung ! I often think with horror of the
possibility of Russin and Germany accepting as true the English Commissioners”
Report, with its pitiful attempts to minimise the evils of opiwm-smoking, and
fheneeforth entering with a light beart into competition with the Indian Government
in this miserable trade. What if Russia i Manchuria, and Germany in Shantung,
should bring western science and western skill to develop the opinm-producing
resources of their respective territories, and then, not merely foster the opinm
habit amongst the Chinese over whom they rule, but also push their trade in other
parts of China?  They might well plead as their moral justification, if they eared
to cover over such a proceeding with a veneer of morality, that the English
Royal Commission had with constant and even ostentationg referemees to the = moral
aspects " of the question, examined into the alleged evils of opinm consumption and had
found that they were very slicht. That Russia with itz eyes fixed on the ** finarcial
interests " of Manchuria conld soon wrest a good deal of the opinm trade out of the hands
of India is certain. Germany, seeking only the * financial inferests " of its Shantung
dependency, might probably do the same. In both cases it would be to the lasting
shame of Great Britain and to the lasting detriment of China. For once in my life |
earnestly desire that no trust whatever may be placed in English official representations
of an important political question by either Russia or Germauy. 1 confess [ do not
think that in this insfance they are likely to be trusted. The hypoerisy of our
defence of the Indian opium trade with China basg long been a byword among the
other nations of the world, and it is likely to confinue to be so as long as the trade
itself continues. [ have seldom read with deeper feelings of shame any official
ubligation 1ssued in my country than the China Report of the Royal Opinm
ommission. I trust it will ere long be regarded in its troe light by Englishmen
cenerally, and be set aside as a Report that has beea utterly diseredited becanse
utterly unworthy of credit.

But is it enough that an untrustworthy Report such as this should only be
diseredited !  Does not the honour of the British name require that the whole trade
which can only be defended by sueh means as have been exposed in the foregoing
pages, should be at once swept away by a nation jealous of its reputation as a
civilized. a humane, and a Christian people

ARNOLD FOSTER,
of the London Missionary Socievy,
Hankow, Ching.
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APPENDIX.

Memorial presented to the Royal Commission on Opium by
British Missionaries in China of 256 or more years standing.

WE, the undersigned British missionaries, representing different societies labouring
in nearly every province of China, and having all of us had for many years abundant
opportunities of observing the effects of opium-smoking upon the Chinese people, beg
to lay before the Royal Commisgion on Opinm the following statement of facts in
reference to this gquestion :—

1. We believe it to be a fact estublished beyond possibility of reasonable doubt thaf
the consumption of opivm in Chita is exerfing a distinetly deteriorating effect upon
the Chinese people, physically, soeially, and morally. Statements to this effect have
been I'EPEEI’E(!EIE made 1n Blue Books and other official documents, on the anthority of
British officials of high standing, and they are enfirely corroborated by our own
personal observation. The Protestant missionary body in China has twice by its
representatives assembled in conference, and including men of various nationalities
and of many different churches, unanimously passed resolutions condemning emphati-
cally the use of opium by the Chinese for other than medicinal purposes, and deploring
the connexion of Great Britain with the opium trade. (See * The Records of the
Missionary Conference held at Shanghai,” 1877, and ditto, 1880.)

2. It is a fact which cannot be reasonably disputed that the conszeience of the
Chinese people as a whole is distinctly opposed to the opium habit. Tt is continually
classed, m common conversation, and in books, with fornication and gambling. Sir
Rutherford Aleock, sometimme Her Majesty’s Minister in China, when examined before
a Committee of the House of Commons, spoke of “ the universality of the belief
“ among the Chinese that whenever a man takes to smoking opium 1t will probably

be the impoverishment and ruin of his family—a popular feeling which is universal
both amongst those who are addicted to it, who always consider themselves as moral
criminals, and amongst those who abstain from it.” (See Report, Hast India
Finance, 1871 (363), page 275. 5738.) We ourselves have never met with Chinamen
who defended the practice as morally harmless, but we have heard it unsparingly
condemned by the Chinese times without number. 'he missions with which we are
respectively associated invariably refuse to adwmit opinm-smokers to church member-
ship, but in so doing they are oniy acting in accordance with the general sentiment of
the Chinese, Christian and non-Christian alike, which always stigmatizes the habit
of opium-smoking as vicious.

3. It is a fact that the opium trade, though now no longer contraband, is highly
injurious, not only to China, but also to the fair name of Great Britain. The
past history and the present enormous extent of the opium frade with India produces,
as we can testify from personal experience, suspicion and dishike i the minds of the
Chinese people towurds foreigmers in general. On the other hand, the attitude of
hostility towards opinm which foreign missionaries are known to maintain is approved
and duly appreciated by the Chinese of all classes, as we have often found in our
intercourse with the people.

4. It is an indisputable faet that the opium imported from India 15 neither required
for medicinal purposes in China nor generally used for these purposes, and hence we
regard the importation as being wholly prejudicial to the well-being of the Chinese

le.
Pml]:-; view of these facts the undersigned venture respectfully to express the earnest
hope that the Royal Commissioners will embody in their Report a united recommenda-
tion to Her Majesty that the Indian Government should immediately restriet the Indian
production of opinm to the supply of what is needed for medieinal purposes in India
and elsewhere.  With our long and sad experience of the injurious effects of opium-
consmmption on the Chinese people, we cannot but feel the gravest apprehensions as
to what the effects of the opinm habit m other lands are likeiy to be. We are quite
aware that some medical and other testimony bas been given in India designed to
show that the consumption of opinm by the peoples of India is not accompanied with
the same disastrous consequences that we have all witnessed for ourselves in China,
but we are glad to know that strong testimony haz also been given in India of a
conirary kind, for we are of opinion that a longer and wider range of experience will
certainly show that opivm is as injurious to all other races as it has been proved to be
to the Chinege. Opinm is rightly classed in England amongst dangerons poisong, and
it is 8o regarded in other ccuntries, and we cannot believe that what is 2 dangerous
poison to the greater part of the human race acis only a8 a harmless stimulant on
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other parts of the race. We are convineed that if ever the day should come when
opium ig as widely consumed in India asz it & now in China the result will be as
lamentable there as we know it to be here

In submitting this memorial, which we believe expresses the opinion of nearly every
Protestant missionary in China, without distinetion of nation or ehureh, and of the whole
native Protestant Christian commuaity, consisting now of several tens of thousands of
Ei{:rﬂl}ns, we beg to say that we are actuated by feelings of the deepest loyalty to Her

ajesty the Empress of India, and by the most profound desire for the truest welfare
of her Indian dominions, not less than by the desire to see the curse of opium removed
from China. We hold as beyond all shadow of doubt the eonvietion that thrones and
dominions are established by righteousness, and that any source of revenue, however
large, that is morally indefensible, tends only in the end fo the weakening of the
empire and the impoverishment of its resources.

J. 8. Burpox,
Bishop of Vietoria, Hong Kong.
G. E. MouLs,
Bighop of the Chureh of England
in Mid-China.
War. Momerean,
Chairman, London Missionary So-
ciety, Shanghai.
J. CrALMERS,
London Missionary Society, Hong
Kone.
J. stunn'flgﬁwn, M.R.C.5.,
Director, China Inland Mission.
Grirrimn Jonw,
Chairman, London Missionary So-
ciaty, Hankow.
J. Macaowas,
London Missionary Society, Amoy.
H. L. MACEERZIE,
Presbyterian Church of England
Mission, Swatow.

Artavr E. Mou,
Archdeacon at Shanghai.
Davie Hirs,
Wesleyan Missionary Society, Chair-
man of the Wuchang Distriet.
Evax Bryant,
London Missionary Society, Peking.
Z. Owex,
London Missionary Society, Peking.
JaMEs SADLER,
London Missionary Society, and
Pastor of Union Church, Amoy.
J. W, Brevexsox,
China Inlana Mission, Shanghai.
Joux R. Worrg,
Archdeacon, Church Missionary
Society, Foo chow foo.

We certify that the above signatures have all been authorised by the persons whose
names are given, and that the authorisations are in our possession,

Hankow, 17th April 1894,

Anxonp Fosten,
London Mission, Hankow.
A. Hupson Broomrar,

China Inland Mission, Hankow.
Gueerr G. Wangres,
Wesleyan Mission, Hankow.

[Nore.—The signatures of Reva. Thomas Bryson and Jonathan Lees (both of the
London Missionary Society, Tientsin), were subsequently added at their request,]

N.B.—This very important memorial, referred to above, p. 32, although it iz printed
in Vol. V. of the Blue Book as evidence, was not even alluded to by the Commis-
sioners in their Report. This, however, is perhaps not to be wondered at, seeing that
o single senfence unfavourable fo opiuwm i anywhere quoted by fhe Comnissioners from any
anfi-opiwm witness in any pavt of their Clina Repot.  The only missionaries they quote
from at all are those whose evidence can be made to appear to support pro-opium
coneluzions.—AF.
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