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ROYAL COMMISSION ON OPIUM.

VICTORIA, R.L ‘

Vicroria, by the Grace of God, of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland
Queen, Defender of the Faith, Empress of India, &ec., to— . *

Our right trusty and well-beloved Thomas, Baron Brassey, KPight Commander of Our
Most Honourable 'Order of the Bath; o ‘ .

Our trusty and well-beloved Sir James Broadwood Lyall, Knight Grand Commander
of Our Most Eminent Order of the Indian Empire, Knight Commander of Our Most
Exaulted Order of the Star of India ; ) -

Our trusty and well-beloved Sir Lakshmiswar Singh, Bahadur, Maharajah of
Darbhanga, Knight Commander of our Most Eminent Order of the Indian Empire;

Qur trusty and well-beloved Sir William Roberts, Knight, Doctor of Medicine ;

Our trusty and well-beloved Robert Gray Cornish Mowbray, Esquire, Master of Arts,
Representative in Parliament for the Prestwich Division of the County of Lancaster;

ur trusty and well-beloved Arthur Upton Fanshawe, Esquire, Director-General of
the Post Office of India ;. )

Our trusty and well-beloved Arthur Pease, Esquirs ; :

Our trusty and well-beloved Haridas Viharidas, Esquire, late Dewan of Junargarh;
and .

Our trusty and well-beloved Henry Joseph Wilson, Esquire, Representative in
Parliament for the Holmfirth Division of the West Riding of the County of York;
Greeting ! . :

Whex%a.s an humble Address has buen presented unto Us by the Knights, Citizens,
Burgesses, and Commissioners of Shires and Burghs in Parliament assembled, praying .
that We will be graciously pleased to appoint a Royal Commission to Feport as to—

1. Whether the growth of the poppy and manufacture and sale of Opium in British
India should be prohibited except for medical purposes, and whether such prohibition
could be extended to the Native States :

" 2. The nature of the existing arrangements with the Native States in respect of the
transit of Opium through British territory, and on what terms, if any, these arrange-
ments could be with justice terminated : . ' :

3. The effect on the finances of India of the probibition of the sale and export of
Opium, taking into consideration (z) the amount of compensation payable (b) the cost
of the necessary preventive measures ; Sc) the loss of revenue :

4. Whether any change short of total prohibition should be made in the system at
present followed for regulating and restricting the Opium Traffic and for raising a
revenue therefrom :

5. The consumption of Opium by the different races and in the different districts in India
and the effect of such consumption on the moral and physical condition of the people :

6. The disposition of the people of India in regard to (a) the use of Opium for non-
medical purposes ; (b) their willingness to hear in whole or in part the cost of prohibi-
tive measures :~— , -
with the prayer of which Address We are graciously pleased to comply :

Now know ye, that We, reposing great trust and oconfidence in your knowiedge
and . ability, have wuthorised and appointed, and do by these Presents authorise and
appoint, you, the said Thomas, Baron Brassey; Sir James Broadwood Lyall; Sir
Lachhmeswar Singh; Sir William Roberts; Robert Gray Cornish Mowbray ; Arthur
Upton Fanshawe Arthur Pease; Haridas Veharidas ; and Henry Joseph Wilson; to
be Our Commissioners for the purposes of the said inquiry. :

And for the better effecting the purposes of this Our Commission, We do by these
Presents give and grant unto you, or any five or more of yon, full power to call before
you such persons as you shall judge likely to afford you any information upon the
subject of this Qur Commission ; and also to call for, have access to, and examine all
such books, documents, registers, and records as may afford you the fullest information
on the subject ; and to inquire of and concerning the premises by all other lawful ways
and means whatsoever. : : .

And we do by these Presents authorise and empower you, or any five or more of you,
to visit and personally inspect such places whether in Qur said United Kingdom or

' a3 e i



vi

within Qur Indian Dominions as you may deem it expedient so to inspect for the more
effectual carrying out of the purposes aforesaid, and to employ such persons as you
may think fit to assist you in' ponducting any inquiry which you may hold.

And We do further by thése Presents will and ordain that this Our Commission
shall continue in full force gnd virtue, and that you, Our ssid Commissioners, or any
five or more of you, shall msay from time to time, and at any place or places,
proceed in the execution thereof, and of every matter and thing therein contained,
although the same be not continued from time to time by adjournment.

And We do further ordafn that you, or any five or more of you, have liberty to
report your proceedings under this Our Commission from time to time, if you shall
judge it éxpedient so to do.

And Our further will and ! pleasure is that you do, with as little delay as possible,
report to Us, under your hands and seals, or under the hands and seals of any five or
more of you, your opinion upon the questions herein submitted for your consideration.

And for the purpose of aiding you in such matters, We hereby appoint Our trusty
and well-beloved John Prescott Hewett, Esq., Companion of Our Most Eminent Order
of the Indian Empire, Deputy Secretary to Our Government of India in the Home
Department, to be Secretary to this Our Commission.

Given at Oun Court at St. James's, the second day of September, one thousand
eight hundred and ninety-thres, in the fifty-seventh year of Our reign.

By Hc{_r Majesty’s Command.
KIMBERLEY.




ROYAL” COMMISSION ON OHUM.

| !

FIRST REPORT-;

TO THE QUEEN’S MOST EXCELLENT M\JESTY.

May 1t pLEASE YoUR MaAJEsTY, .

‘We, the undersigned Commissioners appointed to ingaire into matters connected
with the growth of the poppy and the manufacture, sale, axd consumption of opium,
desire humbly to submit to Your Majesty the following Rel;ort of the steps which we
have taken for the prosecution of our inquiry. Prior to our departure for India, six
gittings were.held in London and 37 witnesses were examined.” On the 16th
September we adjourned. On the 18th November we re-assembled at Calcutta, where
we have held 20 sittings and examined 102 witnesses. A section of the Commission
has recently returned-from Burma, where it held seven meét'mgs and examined 37
witnesses. At the commencement of the new year we intend to proceed on a tour
through Northern and Central India. Our inquiry has not procteded far enough to
enable us to submit any recommendations upon the matters referred to us, but we
think it desirable to present the Minutes of the evidence taken in L;)Indon.

All which we humbly submit for Your Majesty’s gracious eonsideijation.

(Signed)  BRASSEY.
. J. B. LYALL
LAKSHMISWAR SINGH OF DARBHAXGA.
WM. ROBERTS,
R G. C. MOWBRAY.
A, U. FANSHAWE,
ARTHUR PEASE
HARIDAS VIHARIDAS.
HENRY J. WILSON.
J. P. Hewgrr, Seoretary.

Caloutta, |
December 30th, 1893.

a4



INDIAN OPIUM COMMISSION.

MINUTES OF EVIDENCE

TAKEN BEFORE

THE ROYAL COMMISSION

APPOINTED TO INQUIRE INTO

“(1.) Whether the growth of the poppy and manufacture and sale of opium in
British India should be prohibited except for medical purpose, and whether such
prohibition could be extended to the Native States;

“(2.) The nature of the existing arrangements with the Native States in respect of
the transit of opium through British territory, and on what terms, if any, these
arrangements could be with justice terminated ;

“(8.) The effect on the finances of India of the prohibition of the sale and export
of opium, taking into consideration (a) the amount of compensation payable,

- (b) the cost of the necessary preventive measures, (¢) the loss of revenue ; '

“(4.) Whether any change short of total prohibition should be made in the
system at present followed for regulating and restricting the opium traffic and for
raising a revenue therefrom ;

¢ (5.) The consumption of opium by the different races and in the different districts
of India, and the effect of such consumption on the moral and physical condition of
the people ; -

(6.) The disposition of the people of India in regard to (a) the use of opium for
non-medical purposes, (b) their willingness to bear in whole or in part the cost of
prohibitive measures.”

At the House of Lords, Westminster, S.W.

FIRST DAY.
Friday, 8th September 1893.

PRESENT :
Tee Riesr Hoxovsssis LORD BRASSEY, K.0.B. (CEARMAYN, PRESIDING).

" Siz Jaums B. Lyau, G.C.LE. Mz, ArTHUB Prase.

83 WiLiau Roszars, M.D.
My R. G. C. Mowsmir, M.P. | §m Couzizs E. B s etary

Siz Joserr Pmass, M.P., called in and examined.

L. (Chairman.) Sir Joseph Pease, I believe you are

» member of the House of mons P—I am.-

2. Aud you are the President of the Society for the
Suppreesion of the Opium Trade P—I have. been
President of the Society for the Su ion of the
Opium Trade since the death of LordP g‘h-ﬂesbury, in
1886. He was my . I might say that the
&nmnt Society for the Suppression of the Opivms

rade was one that was re-cast, if I may sosay, in 1873,
or thersabonts, having in view principally the Chineee !
portion of the question—not s0 much the Indian th
as the Chinsse portion. * We deaired that China should +

e 80970, . *

be left perfoctly free to act with regard to opium and levy
sncl} duties on opium asshe mighs choose, and that the
Indian opium should be kept ot of China a8 & source
of great lisation to the Chi

3. What deseription would you like to give us of the

Andisn portion of the opinm trade P—As regards the,
cultivation of the poppy and the manafacture of ogium-
own

1 do not think thet it was ever more clearly laid

than by the then Mr. Cecil Beadon, afterwards Sir Ceril
Beadon, in his evidence before the East India Com-
mittee of 1871 which sat one or two years after that if I
noollect right. He is ssked, “In what mode is the

A

Sir J.
Peass, M.P.

8 Sept. 1898,




Sir J.
case, M.P.

Scpt. 1898,

2 INDIAN OPITM OCOMMISSION &

¢ land then selected for caultivation?’—*'When any
* ryot wishes to cultivate opium, he goes to the sub.
“ pgent and aeks to have his name registered, his land
¢ measured, and to get a cultivation license and the
‘“ nsual advance. The sub.agent makes inquiries,
‘" pscertaing that the man is really bond fide an owner
** of the land which he proposes to cultivato with opium,
*¢ has the land measured, and then makes an advance
* upon the sccurity of the peérsou himiself toswhom the
b agvance is made snd his fellow-villagers. The
‘¢ advance is made shortly before ithe sowing season.
‘¢ The ryot then sows his land, aud when the plant is
“ above ground the land is then measured by one of
** the native establishments, and if the ryot has sown
“ gll that he engaged tosow, he gets & second advance ;
‘¢ if he has not sown so much he gets something less
““ in proportien ; or if more, he gots a Jittle more.
“ There is & sort of rough eettlement at the second
“ advance. Nothing further takes place till the croj

¢¢ jg ripe for gathering, and when the ryot bas gathere

 the crop he collects it in vessels and takes it to the
“ sub-agent’s office, there he delivers it to the eub-
" agent as the agent of the Government and receives
** the fall price for it, subject to further adjustment
* when the opiom bas been weighed and tested and
‘* examined at the agent’s factory. The opium is then
“ collected at the sub-agency and forwarded to the
* factory ; there it is exposed for a considerable time
“ in large masonry tanks, it i3 reduced to & uniform
“ congistency, and made fit for the market, some for
*‘ home consumption; and seme for gale in Calcutts for
¢ exportati the greater g ity for exportation.
*¢ It is there packed In cases aud sent to Calentis, and
* in Calcutta it is gold by suction st periodical sales and
‘¢ exported by merchants for consumption abroad.”—
* Is'there any regulation by which the Government
¢* limit the extension of land so cultivated, ot do they
* always accede to every request?’—* Tt i limited
‘“ according to the financial needs of the Government ;
““ it s limited entirely upon Imperisl considerations.
“ The Government of India, theoretically at least, if

“«

not practically, decide how much oE\um they will
“ bring to market, and, of course, upon that depends the
‘¢ quantity of land that they will put under cultivation
“ and make advances for.”—‘ Are great precautions
*“ taken to prevent any person cultivating the land
* with opium without a licenge P "—' It is absolntely
* prohibited.” Now, my Lord, that being the state
of things you will see that Sir Cecil Beadon dis-

“tinctly states that it is limited according to the

financial needs of the Government. And that is
corroborated by extracts which I made some time
ago from different messages from ditferent local
ﬁ)vemors in India. On the 22nd April 1869, the
on. W. Grey, Lieutenant Governor of Bengal, writin,

from Barrackpore to Mr. G. H. Campbell, eaid:

“ have a telegraphic message from Simla, urging that
¢ every possible expedient that you can approve should
“ be used even mow to extend the opium cultivation
*‘ next_season to the greatest possiblo extent.” Bir
Richard Temple, in & minute dated 27th April, 1869,
wrote: I am clear for extending the cultivation and
‘¢ for insuring a plentiful supply. If we do not do this
¢ the Chinese will do it for themselves. They had
“ better have our good opium than their own indifferent
opium. ' There 18 really no moral objeetion to onr
conduct in this respect.” Mr. Grey, again, on the
29th April 1869, urged incressed cultivation, re-
marking : ** This would jast suffice, and no more, to put
‘‘ us on smooth ground sgwin.” Sir John (then the
Hon. J.) Btrachey wrote from Simla on the 20th April
1869 : ‘It seems to me that immediste measures of
‘' the most energetic character qught to ba taken with
“ the ohject of increasing the production of opium.”
I think that that entirely bears ont Sir Cecil Beador's
view thet the opinm is cultivated for the purposes of

%

*were mot only saking care that their awn opium wna
made fit for what is called their locsl consumption,
but it also went farther, to buy the Malwa opium to
manufacture into a form which is enited for local cone
samption. I also found from a friend of mine, who
wrote a letter which sfterwards apposred in some of
the papers, that the Government-manufactured opinm
%m;lvertiSEd in the carriages of the State railways.

elsdys: “Intragelling by ﬁqmuﬁl train on the State
** railway between Bombay snd Abmedabad, for the
‘“ whole distance of 400 miles & curions advertisement
“ confronts the passenger. It i8 in three languages,
* ¥nglish, Mavathi, and Gujerathi, end informs him
** that at Ahmedabad he can obtain 10 tolas of opium
‘ at the licensed shop, just outside the station.” "The
Indian Government had not only that mode of pressing
the sule of ogim:n, but they had also, until the other day,
when, on the instigation of Lord Cross, it waa re-
pealed, or mnearly repealed, a curious clanse in what
18 called the * Bombay License:” * That if the
* aggregate of the quantities of opium sold by him
by retail at his shops as shown ir the monthly
statements rendered in accordance with the last pre-
“ ceding clause fall short, at any time doring the term
“ of, this licemse, of & quantity equal to” [one twslfth,
one twenty-fourth, or one thirty-sixth if the licenso in
for one, two, or three years, and &o on] * of the mini.
“ mum number of pounds specified in clause I. malti-
** plied by the number of completed months elapsed
¢ from the date of the cr t of this li y
* he will pay to the collector within seven days after
$¢ theiendof the rhonth up to which any such deficiency
‘ mypy have sccrned, penmalty at the rate specified in
“ clagse 1.'on every pound of sach deficiency; pre-
‘fwided thst the amonnt of penalty so paid will be
* remitted afterwards by the extent to which the
* deficiency may be made good by larger galea than™
(that is the quantity by the license) “ of the number of
* pounds specified in clanse I. in any subseguent
“. month or months during the term of thie license.”
That clanse the Indian Government have, I believe,
abandoned at the instigation of s minute sent ont by
Lord Cross.

4, You are putting these matters hefore us, I suppose,
to support your contention that there is a more direct

* mora! responsibility lying upon the Indian Government,

which is directly concerned in the manuincture and
sals of opium, than there would be if the (iovern.
ment confined itself to the imposition of licenses snd
drawing & revenue from export dutiesP—What T want
to show is that there never was in the civilised world
such a curious case as this opium trade of the Indian
Government. 1 have shown by Sir Cecil Beadon's
evidence what it is ; that it is from first to last a unique
trade, whether it is 8 drog or whether it is somethin
whick is t}uite harmless or beneficial, and it is carrie:
on a8 acultivation, ss a magufacture by the State; that
the State tried by every possible menns to obtain fresh
snd large sales for the drug. I do not think thatin the
wide world there is such a carious case of a State, or
anything like a civilised State such as ours, mana-
factnring any article, much more manufacturing and
dealing in a drug of this character.

5. You draw e distinction between s Btate's being
directly coneermed in the manufacture and the

ition which a State would occupy whick simply
evied licenses or im an export daty, and
which, eo far as ite intervention in the trade is
concerned, operated rather to check the trade
than to encourage it P—1 think there is a very great
deal of difference between the two, but I cannot eay that
T am prepared to recommend that the Indisn Govern.
ment shonld merely be a licenser of the cultivation and
manufacture. I think there is still another and a wider
difference between » State saying: ** Hereis a deadly
*“ and a poi drug which ought only to be used

revenue only, and without any other considerationa
than those Imperial considerations. . Then 1 find in the
financial statement for 1884-85: * The Government i
** indebted to Mr. H. Rivett Carnae, opivin agent st
* Benares, for strengt.hening ita opium revenue daring
the year 1888, and in a lesser degree in the previons
year, by the manufacture and preparation of Malwa
opium into a form suited for Jocal consumpti Itis
calculated, ro Jong as the eost of the Malwa drn
at 90 degrees consistence doeg mot exceed Ra. 41§

a«

“ wnder profcasional care,” and granting licenses for
that, nnf;osmw promoting in every possible way the
28/ hecked by medical intl and dical care,
of that which { belicve to be a drug, which ought only
to be diapensed nnder medical supervision.

6. I believe your society has always conaidered that
the opinm trade has been an immoral trade, has it
pot f-—We have always considered it to be sp immornl
trade ; that is the ground on which we have sgitated

per mannd. and the selling price of provision opium  against it. Y own that it is a somewbat dificalt poins
** 1r not lesa than Re, 1,202 for Patna, and Ra. 1,142 ¢o argue what is nwral and whas ja immoral; end
** for Benares opiam, the sch for substitns herefore I put down on my notes here the mammer

* Malwa for Bengal o ium for manufacture into exoies

opiom ig, financially Likely to.-prove
mweuhi" Therefore, the odi yGo‘vammmt

e
22

in which I should beat define the reason why we think
that the opium trade does mat come up to the morsi
standard, The Anti-Opium Society always considered



$ ORISR oF ' EVIDRNCE !

jt an irmymoral trade, that is, one/thet isMarried ‘ot o
the detriment of the human race. ' Without going info
the tuestion of what the Christian law'wonld require,
the moral law, which is after all, besed wpon Christian
jaw, indicates thet no man shomld - on, and no
State ought to carry on, & trade whick is detrimental to
their fellow men, whether belonging to their own orto a
neighbouring State. 1 went to the Imperial Dictionary
to find what was the meaning of the word * moral”™
there, and it was thus defined: *‘ Relating to the man-
« ners, practice, or conduck of men ag social beings in
¢ relation to each other, and with reforence to right or
wrong.” * The word ‘moral’is applicable to sctions
» which are good or evil, virtuous -or vicious, and has
« raference to the law of God as the standard by which
4 their character bas to be determined.” Wesay that
the opinm trade has a preponderancein it of evil over
good, of vice over virtue, and that it does not come up

3y

‘stirdulas which it Bas had.' It id perfectly natural for
the Chinese, 8o long as Indian opium is going in upen
them, to grow the drug in order to keep their dollars
8t home instead of going to India for opium.”

14. 1 was asking you for the statistics of the trade?
—The Indian opium sales for export were in 1880-81,
56,400 chests for China; 1889-00, §7,000; 1891-92,
54,000; and the excise chests, I have not got the last
year, run about 4,000, 5,000, and 6,000 cheste a year.

15. Bo that by far the greater proportion of the
whole quantity of opium produced in India goes to
China P—By far. I have bere a.table, sometimes you
get these fables in chests, sometimes in cages, snd
sometimes in ewis., and, like many other statistios,
which I daresay other members of this Commission
have followed, you do not: find Government statistics
'ghe mest ensy to follow, .in the, constantly varying

end i shonld be based.

7. You liaye explained to ua your opinion of the opium
trade, regarding 1t from the moral point of view P-—Yes.

8-9, And idering it with refi to these prin-
ciples, then, yon wish to ehow us that in your view the
trade has_been and is ied on to the d $ of
peoplein India, and espeeiarl‘lz to those who use the drug
in China P~ want, my Lord, to show that it is & drug.
First of all we say it is a drug, snd it is treated b
our law as such. By the Slet and 32nd Victoris, 1868,
chapter 121, which is an Act dealing with poisons, the
geller of opium in England must be a registered chemist ;

to the sﬁu.nd1&rd on which communieations bet men,
y Chrisd 2

if he dies, hig death has to be reported. All articles

in schedule A are poisons; opinm and all preparations
of opiumare in schedule A. Bottles, boxes, phials,
wrappers, or oovers, must be labelied with ‘‘ opium,
poison ' upon them, with the address of the seller.
In India it is & curious fact that the Indian drug, with
very rare exceptions, has mever been ocultivated as B
medicine, aud I think Dr. Watts, in his srticle on the
sulject, states it, but that evidenoe will bo put in before
you. The suppl{nof medical opium for this country
comes, not from India, not from our own colonies, but
from Persia and from Turkey. The Indian drugis ex-
cluded as not up to the standard in our ph pooia, 80
I am informed, bust that you will gev at firet hand. It
is o fact which no one can deny that whilst some racea
in Indiu can take it to a moderate extent with appavent
impunity, they are the strongar and the better fed races;
but the greatest quantity of Indian opium that we make
goes to China and is used merely for debauchery, and
therefore we say that the Indian opium trade, not bein
s medical trade, is an immoral trade. 1t is sdmis
by sll Indian authorities® that the Indian opium ie not
grown for medica] purposes, and the great bulk of it
goes to Chins.

10. The bulk of the consumption of the Indian-grown
opium is not in IndiaP—Is 18 not in India; it isin
Chins.

.11. Have you any observations to make on the
opiam trade with China P—It is oftgp argued that if
we were not to supply China with opium, Ciinn would
supply harself with opiom. hat is an argu-
ment which is very well met in Dymond’s '‘ Exsays
on Morality.” I have no right to do thay which is
wrong, if it is wrong, becanse eomebody else is going
to do wrong. Dymond pute it:—* If I were to sella
* man arsenio or & pistol knowing that the buyer
1 wanted to commit murder, should I not be a
“ manP If I let @ house knowing that the renter
* wanted it for the purposes of wickedness, am I an
¢ innocent manf"” 'The argument that if I did not do
it someone else would, Dymond treats as folows:—
* Upon such reasoning yon might rob a traveller on
« the road if you Imew‘thnt ok the mzl:ft turning » foos-
*” was waiting to plunder him. To selkproperty or
* l::ti)ds for bad purposes because if you do not do it
+ gomeone else will, i» like a man selling his slaves
* beosuse he thought it criminal to keep them in
* bondage.” I wanted to bring that out that it might
b&:n your notes, because it is an argument that is so
often need in favour of the Indian opinm trade, and
I think has no deft in solid i jonal morality,

12. Do you oontend that the home growth-the

wth of opium in China—bas been stumulated by
g:i)oiah influence P—1 have uot the shghtest doubt im
my own mind, but it is & very difficult mauter to prove.

13. That is' a contention of yours?P—We ocontend
certainly that if the Indian opium had been kept ont
of Chioa the home growth would have lucked a

. But here are the statistics of opium ex-
orted from British India for several years, from
880-81, in owts. In 1880-81 it is 113,125 cwts.; in

1881-82, 108,102 cwts.; in 1882-83, 110,512 ewtie.; in

1883-84, 114,514 cwts,; in 1884-85, 102,195 cwta; in

1885-86, 103,638 owts ; in 1886-87, 112,987 ; in 1887-88,

106,398 cwts. ; in: 1889-89, 100,320 ewts. It does mot

vary greotly. It has rather fallen down lately. Inm

1889-90 the figures are 96,490 owis, and in 1890-91,

97,863 cwts., a8 compared with 113,125 in 1880-81.

The Straits Settlementa seem to have increased frow

14,113 cwts. in 1880-81 to 20,328 owts.in 1890-91. The

rest is comparatively &mall. Those are the large

portions of the trade going to those places.

16. Now, looking at these statistios whick you have
given us, might I correctly take it from you that your
Asgooiation 18 ¢ven more concerned to check or to stop
the export trade to China than either to diminish or
prohibit the consumption in Jndia P—We consider- that
by far the most important of the subject.. At the
same time I think the evident tendeucy in Ludia was to
increase the local consumption, it is not e very great
one, but, there was evidently a tendency to increase the
local consamption in India; and I think I shall prove
that there is a very large inoressed tendency on the
part of the Government officers to acknowledge the evil
and Yo keep down as much as possible the lotal sale. .

17. And as far as you have had the opportunity of
tracing the course of condumet of the officers of the
Government in India. you are not prepared to-say that
there is any disposition on their part to give encourage-
ment to the incressed consumption of opium in India?
—I proj , my Lord. if I have time, to touch on that;
I think I can show from Lord Croes’s Blue-book that
there ig & very large amount of care now being exercized,
which I do not think was previously exercised, on the
part of the Government officers in India, in dimiishing
1t, and I look upon that as one of the greatest proofs
poseible that there is a moral evil connected with an
extended sale.

18. I was going to ask you if you were prepared to
{ve us some figures showing the revenue obtained by
the Indisn Government from the export trade P—The
highest opium revenue was in 1880-1; it amounted
to 8,451,276 Rx. That was divided into the Bengal
duty, 5926934 Rx.; the Malwa opium duty, which
iz & Pass Duty on opium mannfactured in the native
states formed 2,524,458 Rx. Then the Budget Estimate
for 1892-8 was altogether 5,399,800 Bx., of which about
1,800,000 in round fignres came from the Pass Duty;
therefore that shows & falling off of 3,000,000 Rx.
?gh.vzvf;n the year 1880-1, and the Budget Estimate for
1892-3.

19. Is that all you wish tg)l give us with reference
to revenae P--Yes, so far as this portion of the subject
is concerned. I should like, if oppertunity offers, to
say o few words on the Indian Revenne generally; but
that, I would rather take later.

20. I understand that you wish to proceed to deal briefly
with the history of the Chineee opium trade P—In 1834
there was & decree issued by the Emperor of China
sgainst ugmm end its importation. In 1839, we had
the first Chinese war. In 1843, there was Sir Honry
Pottinger’s Treaty of Nanken when we got 31,000,000
dollars from the Chinese, when Sir Henry Pottinger
tried to get opium into the treaty, but failed. Then,
in 1856, these was & seizure of the Lorcha Arrow; and
on the 8rd of March 1857 a resolation against Dr. Bow-
rings's conduct was carried in the House of Commonsa
by & majorityof 19. Then Lord Palmerston appealed to

the comntry, and was reinstated in power. Then came

the Treaty of Tientsin, in 1858, when opium was
A2
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admitted into China at 30 taels per chest. I do mot
want Lo go into the question whether this was forced on
China or not ; because I think it is a_very immaterial
question whether tha Chinese wished to have it into
the treaty or did not wish to bave it into the treaty.
It is in the treaty, and has been there ever since. I
conld go -into the question of force, but that is a con-
troverted question, and I do mot think that it would
add very much to the value of my evidenos if I gave
my own view on the subject, becanse it is » history of
the past which may be either the one way or the other.

Bat there it i in the treaty.
21. You have been giving ns a general sketch of
what has happened in the past; it is old history, and
ou are, I agsume, prepared to recognise that it is no
unger the policy of this country to wuse force or
pressure 1o compel the Chiness Government to admit
the importation of opium from India f—I dm perfectly
content with Bir James Fergusson’s statement in
relation to the treaty of Tientsin, made during the
debate on the 10th of April 1891, thongh I have very
great doubts whether Bir James Fergusson was quite
right in his interpretation of the treaty. Sir James
Forgueson said< ‘* The Chinese at ary time may
‘* terminate the treaty on Tiving twelve months’ notice,
“ and to protect themselves they may increase the
“ duty to any extent they pleage, or they may exclude
“ it altogether. This, I think I may say, that if the
* Chinese Government thought proper to raise the
‘“ duty to & prohibitive extent, or shut out the article
“ altogether, this country would not expend 1l in
‘ powder and shot or lose the life of a soldier, in an
¢ attempt to force opium upon the Chinese.” Now,
my view of it, and I wieh rather to put that apon the
record, i8, that the treaty of Tientain (I have not read
it for several years) can only be recast every ten years.
He is quite right if he were speaking of the convention
of Chee-f¢ 1 believe 12 ha’ notice does operate
on the convention of Chee-foo. He unsed the word
troaty, However, if that is the policy of the Govern-
ment we are perfectly content; if the Chinese are to be
left at liberty to put onsuch dnt{ a8 they like on giving
12 months’ notice, then I say that so far as China is
concerned she is left free and perfecily independent,
and I trust that is the Folioy of the present Government
the Government that Sir James

Fergusson represented. :
22. That is undounbtedly, we may take it from you,
the national policy at this timeP—That is what I
understand to ge
23, We leave China perfectly free to deal with the
trade as her rnlers may think fit?—That is what I
derstand to be the international policy.

24, You havo already said that your interest is very
deeply engaged in the suppression of the opium trade
with China, and on the gronund that you hold it to be
sn immoral tradeP—Yes, sud in that view we are
corroborated.

25. Perhaps you would give us your position P—We
are corroborated I think, firat of all, by the state of
feoling in this country. We have had memorials and
petitions to Parliament from, I think, the assemblies
‘We have had them from
the two convocations of Tork and Canterbury, the
Wesleyans in Conference assembled, the Fres Church
Methodista, the Bapti the Congregationalists, the
Presbyterians of England, the Scotch Church, the
Free Kirk, the Friends, the Unitarians. Then we have,
in addition, the missionaries in China and in Iudia;
and 1 have lhere & telegraphic message I got from
the Bishop of Bombay, on the evening of the 10th
of April, 1891, in which he says: * Public meeting
‘* gt Bombay to-dny. Resolved, opium traffic of
¢ Indiau Government morslly indefensible.—Bishop of
“ Bombay, Chairman.” In addition to this we had
8 petition to Pariiamont signed by the late Cardinal
Maoning and el the Roman Catholic bishops; and
one from the clergy of London; and there was a
memorial sent to Mr, Gladstone a year or wo ago from
the two archbishops, twalve bishops, hbishop of
Dublin and thirty mayors and provosts.

26. Have you got lista of the towns whose mayors
made those commnnication P—No, I have not got a list
here, but I can easily supply it, because I have a full
oopy of them among my papera. Then there ‘were the
clergy of London, the Dean of §t. Paul's, the Arch-
deacon of London, Caron Newbolt, Canon Russel
Canoa Larry, Archdeacon of Middlesex, Canon Farrar,
Edwd. Carr Glynn, I also presented on that date to

the Bouse of Commons an Indian petition with 4,136
sgnatures. I presented petitions from the Chinese
Christians of Hong Kong, the Christian churches of
Shanghai sud of Canton, and the Pekin Anti-Opium
Society; and one from the Straits Settlements,
Singsgors, had 1100 signatures to it. Then, tho other
day, there were 1073 Indian missionaries signed the
following protest: “ We are unaiterably opposed to
“ the participation by the Government in the de-
* moralising trafic in opium, and we record our
** conviction that it is a sin against Gud wnd s wrong
*' to humanity.” Then the petitions this year to the
House of Commons have almost exceeded, I think,
those on any other subject mnless it be the drink
question.

27. Will you give us some of the figuresf—In 1891,
there were 957 petitions officially signed ; 3,353 petition
with 192,000 signatures. This year there have been
331 petitions officially sigued; 2,563 petitions signed
by 218,792 people. Bome of those petitions were
from towns that seemed to take a very special interest
in the sabject.

28. Would you give us some of the details P-—Black.
burn sent a petition of 11,000 signatures ; Newcastle,
8,000; Croydon, 4,000; Derby and dietrict, 2,800;
Birmingham, 8,000 ; Liverpool, 2,000 Preston, 1,800;
and so forth. Then, mnyrf proceed, my Lord, leaving
this part of the subject and that which I may call the
cage of the Christine churches P

29, Well, we should bo glad to hear anything that
you have to tell us which indicates the views of our
public men on the subject P—I quoted in the House of
Commcns & very curious despatch from the East India
Company to Lord Cornwallis in 1817, and he was one
of the tirst of the Governors of India: * We wish it,
‘ at the same time, to be clearly undorstood that our
“ ganction is given to these measures, not with & view
 to the revenue which they may yield, but in the hope
“ that they will tend to restrain the use of this
¢ pernicious drug, snd that the regulations for the
* 1nternal use of 14 will be o framed as to prevent ita
* introduction into districts where it is not wused, and
“* to limit it8 consumption in other places as neariy as
¢ possible to what may be absolutoly necessary. Were
“ 1t possible to prevent the use of the drug altogether,
“ except for the purposes of medicine, we would gladly
* do it in compassion to mankind.”

30. What is the dste of that?—That isx as far back
88 1817. Then is was my duty to hear Under Secretary
after Under Secretary. -

31. We shall be very glad to hear what they said,
whether speaking in the Hoube of (ommons, or elee-
where F—g‘imh, f take Lord Salisbury in 1878, when we
went to him as 8 deputation on the question of the Bengal
trade, he said that: * The Government does not view with
* any favour an extension of the system, and there is no
‘¢ project of the kind in existence. Without taking the
‘* view 88 to its moral condemnation which is held by
“ many persons present, I feel that there are incon-
*¢ veniences of principle connected with it”—incon.
veniences of principle is ratber a curious term—
‘* which would bave prevented any Government in the
‘¢ preeent day from introducing it. I entirely dirclaim
“ any infention to push the Bengal system farther.”

32, 33, 34, 35 and 36. Have you any more similar
quotations P—Mr. Bourke said, in replying to our
speeches in the House of Commons, be being then

nder Secretary of State for India: **The opinm
“ question had often been debated in that House, and
¢ he never heard anyone say sught in favour of the
¢ traffic from s moral point of view.” The late Under
Secretary of State, Mr. Grant Duff, now Sir Mount-
stoart Grant Duff, eaid in the administration of 1868 to
1874, *“There was & great to be said against
* this Bengal poly on politi ical grounds.
" He supposed no one woald invent guch a system now-
“ a-days; but we did not invent the system; we
“ inherited it from the East India Company, and
* carried it on in the same way.” Mr. Gladstone, in
1879, says: ** The opium revenue we may accept with
* more or less compunction and regret, as ministering
*‘ to oor present necessity, but we have no right to
* reckon on its full continuance.” Then perbaps the
strongest of these statements was made by Sir James
Fergurson, who at the time was Governor of ths Bombay
Pregidency; Sir James Ferguson wrote, thus :—* The
 Governmeut consider there are very strong objections
* toiheint ion of an ind god lising in ita
“ tendency as opiom cultivation snd manufactore into &
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"« Bmvinoe where at present it is unknown, and. so far as
** hia Excellency in C}:nmcil is aware, not saked for by the
eople. If opium cultivation were allowed in
" Scinde, it could not with consistency be prohibited
* in the rest of the Presidency. It har already been
““ tried at Gujarat, and the resRlt waa widespread
‘ corruption and demaralisation. At present the con-
¢ sumption of opium in this Presidency is

“ limited, but if the onltivation and manufactare of
‘ opium were permitted, every village might have ita
*‘ opium shop, and every cultivator might contract the
“* habit of eating a drug which is said to degrade and
“ demoralise those who become addicted to it. On the
* ground of public morality, therefore, his Excellenoy
the Governor in Council would strongly deprecate
the grant of permission to cultivate the POppy in
" ¢ Bcinde, or in any other part of this Presidency.” I
take the occasion to point out that Sir James Fergusson
objected on the grounds of public morality. .

87. On the ground that your soviety takes P.—Yes,
that we have advocated all along. :

38. Have you any more statements of the same
kind? — I paes now from that to the House of
Qommons.

89. Some statements have been made in the House
of Commons by the late Mr. W. H. Smith and
Sir J. Fergnsson P—Yes; and Mr. Smith stated that:
‘¢ The course which the Governmentof India had taken
‘* during the last five years was to diminish the area
** of cultivation in Indin by 20 per cent. That must be
** taken as an indication of the policy of the Govern-
 ment in its administration of India.” A little
further on he ssid: * The policy of the Government
* had been grently to dimnish the cultivetion and
* consumption of the drug in India. 'Yhat had been
* their distinct policy during the past five years, and
** it would be preserved in the future.”

40 and 41. Have you got the statistics showing the
reduction in the acreage under the poppy #—The acreage
under the poppy was reduced in accordance with theme
statements. In 18%0 and 1891 there were 500,688

&

L8

“ that they should at the same time take measares ti}
‘¢ arrest the transit of Malwa opium through British

that the House of Commons affirmed the doctrine
which is Jaid down in that motion, that it was morally
indefensible. The.question was put in the usual form
on Fridays, when the motion is, ** That Mr, Speaker do
now leave the chair,” in order, techmnically, that the
House should go into Committee of Supply. To this
resolution I moved an amendment in the usual Friday
form, to leave out from the word ** That " to the end of
the question, in order to add the words I have just
read. The Spenker put the question that the words

posed to be left ont, that is, from * That the Speaker
g:onow leave the chair” stand part of the question.
The House divided, Ayes, 130, Noes, 160. (It was
really 161). I wantto show that the House of Commons
virtuslly passed s resolution by a majority of 30, that
the opinm revenue was morally indefensible. The
words of my motion were then added to the word
“ That,” and the main question, a8 amended by me,
was proposed by Mr. Speaker according to the decision
of the House on the division. The question as amended
was then in possession of the Honse, and hefore it was
finally put, my words could have been altered by the
consent or vote of the Honse, but no amendment to
those words was proposed. If Sir Robert Fowler had
not moved an addition, and no other motion had been
made, the question as amended b{ the majority of the
House wonld have been put, and the majority wounld no
doubt have carried it. But 8ir Robert Fowler moved
an amendment in the form of an addition, and an addi-
tion only. That addition became the t;)roperl;y of the
House, and could bave been amended, it could have
been pted or Tejected as proposed or ded; but
the original words could not have been touched after
the addition had been moved. This was the position
of affairs when the Speaker, at one o'clock, adjoarned.
The only question of uncertainty was not my resoln-
tion, but Sir Robert Fowler's amendment. Had time
allowed, other additions could bhave heen moved, but
not 80 as to desiroy the wmeaning of the unaltered
words. That statement is a correct statement, not
altogether my own drawing up.

443,605 acres.  Tho chests to be sold were red

57,000 to 54,000. Again, I take that as a proof that the

Government desired to discontinue the  trade. The

highest opium acreage in any year I see on these papers

}v;s .394,9'..’1; that was in 1885-86. That is the highest
nd.

acres; and in 1891-92 it had been brought down to
d from

42. By whom were these statistics suppliedP — I
received them from Mr. Curzon when he wans at the
1ndia Office.

43. Have you got the statistics there from year to
yoar P.—Yes, I have them from 1881.

44. Could you give them to usP—Yes, they are as
follow : 1850-81, 536,017 acres; 1881-83, 531,375
+ acrem; 1882-83, 495,740 acros; 1883-84, 505,843 acres;
188485, 565,248 norea ; 1885-86, 594,921 acres ; 1886-87,
562,052 acres; 188788, 536,607 acres ; 1888-89, 459,864
acres (that is the lowest year I can find); 1889-90,
482,557 acres; 1890-81, 500,688 acres; 1891-92,
463,665 acres, R
45. Dore that embrace all that you wish to say to us
on the point of the acreage P—Yes, and they show that
that which Mr. Smith has indicated had “practically
been carried out. Although in ome or two years
there are little jumps up, the quantity has been reduced
from 594,900 acrea in 1885-86 to (in the present year)
463,605 acres, becanse the Indian Government aocted
on the view thnt the trade was one that ought not to
be pushed, but ought to be graduslly relinquished.

46. Wo should be glad if you would state shortly
the history of the opium question in the House of
Cor In what ion was the question of the
opium trade first discussed ; how many motions have
been made on the question, when divisions have been
taken, aud what were the numbers on both sides P—The
rosolution which I moved in 189} (it was on the Friday,
on the question of leaving the obair) was this. The
question proposed was: ** That Mr. Speaker do now
leave the chair,” and my amendment proposed to leave
out afier the word ** That” to the em‘f ntP the q ion,

47. In what year was thatP—That was on the
10th April 1891,

48. Waa 8 division taken on that ocoasionf—A
division was taken on that eccasion.

49. And what were the relative numbers P—160 to
130 i the chronicle of the division. When you look
at the list 1t is really 129 to 160. We always call it
30 majority, of course. .

50. For yonr motion #—For my motion. Therefore
I say that the House of Commons Fmticnlly con-
demned the trade in that year as morally indefensibie.

51. Have there been sny subsequent divisionsP—
There have been a great many debates, of course,
where there have been no divisions. In 1870 the

revious question was carried against Sir Wilfred
anaon on an opium motion ; 46 voted with him, and
151 against. In 1875, June 26th, going into Committeeof
Supply, there was & motion moved by Sir Mark Stewart
which was rejected, the figures were 57 to 34. The pre-
vious question in 1883 was carried against me, 66 to 126.
In 1889 Mr. Samnel Smith had a motion which was
rejected ; 88 voted for and 165 against. With regard
to my motion or the 10th April 1891 (the one 1 have
jnat referred to), 160 voted tor it, and 129 against it.

astly, we had Mr. Gladstone's d t L ing
& Commission, and 1 beg to call your attention to the
fact that this was only a question of which of the two
Cormissions, and the wording of the appointment of
the Commission. There 105 voted with me, and 184 with
the Governmens. But yoa will see, my Lord, these
divisions have gone 46, 57, 66, and 83, and on the great
question, the moral question, 160; and the last 105 on
the question of the appointment of the Commission.

52, What was the issue between youn and the Govern-
ment with reference to the wording of the Commission P
—Well, I am uot quite sore thas I am s liberty to say
exac‘t.ly} bn{ I can tell you my own point was that in my

in order o add the words: *this House is of opinion
* that the system by which the Indian opium revenne

i8 raised is morally indefensible, and wounld urge
“ upon the Indian Guvernment that it should cease to
¢ grant licenses for the cultivation of the poppy and
* the gale of opinm in Brisish India, exoept to supply
“ the legitimate demand for medical parpoaes,. and

1 that the trade should be deolared
as morally indeiensible, and I refused to take any Com-
mission that did not admit that. The appointment of
your Commission has in it the wnng ** whether.”
* Whether the growth of the xg&y and manufacture
* and sale of opinm in Briti dia should be pro-

7 bited except tor medical purposes, snd whether

* such prohibition could be extended to the
’ A3

Naiive

Sir J.

ritish  Peaxse, M.1
 territory.” I think I shall prove to the Commission |

Y, 8 Sept. 189,



Sir J.
ase, M.P,

Sept. 189%,

« States.” 1 was quite ready (adding further words),
40 have voted with the Government if it had been ** when
the growth,” having due regard to the revemue of
India, &c.. Of course that resolution does not admit,
by pnttfmg in the word * whether,” the moral question,
which is the question on whiok we stand.

53. Have you completed what you wished to say in
reference to the position of the question in the House
of Oommons P—-1 think I have, my Lord, entirely.

54, You have been in Parliament for many years,
and you have gone throngh many contested elec-
tions. Would you tell the Commission that your
experience would justify you in saying thab con-
stituencies take .an interest in this guestion ? — I
think they take a very. grest interest in it. I have
sttended meetings in Scotland and all through England,
down 8s fur as Plymuuth. Other gestlemen in this
room have attonded still more, and I never saw meet~
ings on any subject which were attended by such large
numbers of people, and with so much enthusi I

% gidionsly invaded in the case of the first,
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effect of the mse of opium—perhaps you would give us
something apon that P-~1 have got an envrmous smount
of evidenoe with regard to China,

64. Wonld ﬁ?n'mnka your own gelection of the most
important P—Thers is g0 muoh of it that | am sitnost
afraid I should 'not keow where to stop; but I will
first read from the pa; ‘called “The wgrecment

“* between the Ministers Plenipotentiary of the Govern.

‘ menta of Grest Britaim and China contiracted at
¢ Ohe-foo, September 13th, 1876.” ~ 8ir Thomnrs Wade
eays: "The evil of opinm smoking in China I
“ do notcontest. 1do notabate it by a purullel between
“ it and the abuse of spiriteeven amongst bard-drinking
* nations. The smoker.to whom his pipe has begome
‘* 8 periodical rerfairement iy more or less on s par

-4* with the dram-drinker; butthe Chinese constitution,

“ moral or physical, appears to me to be more in.
: The ton-
‘ firmed smoker is not, or is seldom, at sll events,
*¢ outwardly committed, like the drankard, to’

wag exceedingly atruck with the numbers of the people
attending, and the character of the mle attending
and the large platforms that we have

55. And do you find local speakers of ability and
influence in their respective districts coming forward

and spesking mpon this question with deep interest and -

manifesting some close study of the question P—With
very great interest. You will have gentlemen before
you who, I think, have attended more meetings than
even I have, but wherever I huve been it has been
vory remarkable, that a large amount of information
and knowledge of the subj 1

has been displayed. Our
society is & very small society as far as moncy is
concerned, but we are ptrong in affilinted ieti

* indecorum, e 1 appesrs, at the asme
‘“ time, to present a speoial attraction to the Chinese
“ a8 compared with other peoples. The use of it, in
“ my experience, has become more general in the class
¢ above that in earlier times addicted o it.”

644, Have you any evidence from missionarios P—A
etition from missionaries and ministers of the gospel
in Chinn was presented by my brother ou the 6th
April 1883, at the time he was in the House, That
¢ petition says: ““That opium is & grest evil to
* Chins, and that the bharmful effects of ita use
“ canuot be rasily oversiated. It cmslaves its victim,
s sqnnnders his aubstance, destroys his health, weakens
** his ment_al powers, lessens his self-esteem, deaden:

throughout the country. Each one looks after its own
funds. We have comparatively small funds at our
disposal.

£6. Having completed what you wished to, say
with reference to the position of the question ic the
House of Commons, would you like at this stage to
give us any evidenoce of the state of public opinion on
this question in other countries?—There are only
three other countries, I think, that I have taken the
tronble toinguire into. First, in California. I doubt
myself, I may say honestly, whether these laws are well
carried out, but the Californiane have a State Law,
section 307: * Every petson who opeus or maintaing,
* to be resorted to by other persons, any place where
*¢ opium, or any of its preparations, is sold or given
* nway to be smoked at such place, and any person
* who, at such place, sells or gives away any opium or
ite said preparations to be there smoked or otherwise
used, and every perscn who visits or resorts to any
* guch place for the purpose of smoking opium or its
“ said prepsrations, 18 guilty of & misdemeanor, and
“ wpon conviction thereof ghall be punisbed by a fine
 not exceeding five handred dollars, or by imprison-
* ment in the county jail not exceeding six bs, or

“ his unfits him for his duties, and leads to
‘¢ his steady deszent, morally, socially, and physically.”
Then the petitioners go on to *‘pray that your
*“ honourable House will early consider this question
““ with the ntmost care, take measures to remove from
“ the British treaty with China the claase legalizing
“ the opium trade, and restrict the growth of the
*¢ poppy in Indis within the narrowest puasible limits.”

65. Do any of your anthoritics make comparison
between the effects of opiuma and alcohol P That ivan
argument I myself never cared much to go into, hecanse,
if drink is bad it does not follow that opium is better, or
if opium is bad, that drink is better. M. Carne, in the
Revue des Deux Mondes, 1870, writes: 1 do not
* believe that there ever has been & more terrible
** gcourge in the world than opium. The alcohol em-
“ ployed by Eurcpeans to destroy savages—tho plague
‘“ that ravages & country—cannot be compared to
“ opium.” That writer was M. Carne, a French
traveller, in an article in the Revue des Deww
Mondes. _The Reverend R. H. Graves, M.D., 18
years medical miesionary at Canton, writcs in the

“** Priend of China ™ :—** The habit of opium smoking

* is more dangerougj'ph&n that of taking alcobol, on

* by both such fine and imprisonment.” Statntes,
California, p. 34, 1881,

57. Are there any other countries which have legis-
lation on this subject P—A Bill bae passed through the
Lower House of the colony of Victoria by s very large
majority, very much like the Californian law, only I
think it is much more carefnlly drawn, sa far as I know,
than the Californian law as regards dealing in opium.

58. In what session was this submitted to the
Victorian Legislature P—It was read the firss time on
the 13th April 1892,

59. Have you any other countries P—The Datch -

have raised an anti-opium agitation against the sale of
opium in Java, and there have been meetings at
Amsterdam or Rotterdam, . . R

60. Have yon anything to tell us wich‘re(mn'ae o
of the i i

“ ac t of the i of its approach, aud the
“ difficalty of escaping from ita clatches. This vampire
** spems to suck all the moral courage out of & man.
* As to deeds of violence, opium must yicld the paim
“ to alcohol.” .

66, At-what datef—In 1870, I think it was. Then
Sir George Stannton, who was the representative of the
East India Company at Canton, said many years ago:
“ 1t is ‘mere triling to place the abuse of opium on
¢ the same level with the abuse of spirituous liguors.
“ 1t is (i.e., the abuse) the main purpose in the former
“ case; buv in the latter it is only the exception.”
Then Dr. Dudgeon, surgeon to the Pekin Hospital,
said in & paper printed in the t 11 of the
Bocial Beience Association, Liverpool meeting, 1876,
page 596: * Speaking generally, it may be sasserted
*¢ that it is mext to imposeible to give np the habit
* when once 1t ia formed. A very large number

treaties dealing with the prohibiti e imp

of opinm P—The Chinese treaty with Americs excludes
opium ; the Chinese treaty with Bussia excludes the
smportation of opium. .

“ of eri ls die in Chams from deprivation of
‘¢ the drug while in prison. The well-uigh im-
“ poesibility of remouncing the habit is to be taken
“ into accomut when considering the question, of the
i ible modernte use of the drmg. We cunnot

6L, What are the dates of those tr —I b
give you the dates of those. Thx bave been for some
time in etfect. And there is also the treaty of England
with the Corea. : :

62. That is recent, I sappose P~That is more recent ;
it prohibites the introduction of opinm. L

3. In your position I supposs you have beard &
great deal from the medical niBgionaries snd from
others giving you thewr impression with reference to the

“ get, over the enthralling power of the drug, the
¢ supreme ditficalty of remonncing it, the vecessity of
¢ increasing the doge, the almost inevitalle death
« that follows its sudden deprivation, and the stead,

¢¢ deacent, moral and physical, of the amoker. ~ Wit

* gpirite the harm may be said to be the exception, bug
% with opium it ig she rale. Many drink, but few
* abuse; many smoke opium, but all abuse. With
#¢ the gpikm-smoker there i no intermission or fits as
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* in the caso of the drunksrd; the victim,‘must have
¢ hig regnlar allowance.” N . .
Then: Bir Thomas Wade: in a. zauch -earlier, quotas
tion thun that which 1 made just now. from him
writea in' & memorandum of 1858: v It i8 to me
« yain to think otherwise of ti% mse of the drug
« jn Chins than as a. habit meny times more per-
¢ micious, nationally  wpesking, them the gin and
« wiiskey drinking whiolx we deplors at home, It
“.takes pessession more insidiousty, and keeps its hp,ld
¢ 4o the fall as tenasiously. I know no case of radicsl
“t cgre. - It has insured im every case within/m
# ¥nowledge the steady descent, moral and physical,
« of the smoker, ard it 8 so far & greater mischiof
¢ than drink that i¢ does mot, by external evidenve of
“ jta effects, expose-itd victim to the loss of repute
“ which is the penalty of habitual drunkenness.
« Thare is reazon to fear that a higher class than ueed
* yo smoke in Commissioner Li’s day are now taking
““ fo the practice.” '

87 and 68. You have given us no very recent
opinione P—We have an Indian suthority, Dr. Hontley,
in 1892 or 1893: * Aloohol has mot been dragged
* into the opium questi ti-op gitat
* The agitation in this phase of the question was
« gtarted by the pro-opinm agitators. The comparison
** hag been made, and will be made, and in justice to
¢ aleohol, the opium eater ar smoker im tl}e East:
¢ ghonld not be confronted with the alcohol drinker of
“ the West. It is Bomewhat surprising to read such &
- gtutemont a8 that of Dr. Lawrie: * Alcohol destroys
“ ¢ the health and leads to crime. Opium does neither
¢ ¢ the one nor the other.’ The Lancet on this subject
¢ says: ‘ The position of the two agents ia by no means
¢ *identioal. Alcohol duvubtless is, in ita pure mtate,
“ + o poison.’ ;

69. 1s that a1l you wish to say with reference to that ¢
—No; I have a great deal more that perhaps I would
like to take.

70. We do not wish to restrict your statement P—I
am only afraid of tnkiu%up your time, my Lord. This
is 1882. The Rev. W. H. Collins, M.R.C.S., formerly

Medical Missionsry at Pekin: ¢ After fully 20 years’ .

+* (furlongha deducted) experience of opium smoking
¢ in China, I solemnly affirm that it is & moss
deleterious practice ; far xmore so than either spirit
drinking or tobacco smoking. ‘I'he man who sraokes
opium becomes enfeobled both in body and mind.
¢ The wealthy man may continme the practice for
** many years, heing able to vary his diet and to inorease
¢ the dose of opiur ; but the poor man loses both his
* appetite and the mesns of procuring food at the
same time, and quickly becomes a total wreck.
* When & men has been enabled, by the aid of
* medicine, to break off the habit, he nearly alwa
** yields to temptation, and resumes the habith Self-
¢ interest never enables such & man to abstain from
smnoking, but he will resume the pipe, knowing well
that the result must be the starvation of his family,
and his own miserable end. I bave ouly seen three
or four cases of permanent cure eut of nmn;
* hundreds that ‘1 bave treated.”. Them in 1893,
Miss Geraldine Guinness in * Four Years’ Sojoura
in OChina™: ‘“had travelled through six its
¢ provinces, and was .also personslly acquainted
with the opinm question in Tonquin, the Btraite
¥ Settlements, (olombo, nn(;. Aden. . She gave o
hic account of some of her epiom experienco in
it Ehina.. She spoke of how her hoart had achod and
“ bled rllu-in%J the painful hours in which -she had
" worked by the bedside of women and girls who had
isoned themselves by opium to save themselves
o K-:m fates worse than death, to which they had been
sold 1 sheir fath and husbands wanted
opium. The opium vice is not one cxime simply, but
8 concentrasion of all orimes. . She spoke of the greas
“ opimn palaces of lust in Bhanghai that she had
¢ wisited, where hundreds of women were held in bitter
*“ hondage. Crime of the blackost dye is directly
“ trucvable to opium in Chins.” ‘T'here are only two
more, my Lord. I bave a great nmmbor, but T think
these two will do. I have picked them rather pro-
miscuously than with any rpecial design at_the present
moment. This is Archdeacon Wolfe in 1888 :—'* The
** devil could nat have invented a more icious vice
‘*‘ for the destraction of soul and body than this of
* opinm smoking, and woo t0 the man who by word or
! deed gives any enpport or encouragement to the hell-
‘* born traffio! It is necessary far every friend of the
“* Chinewe to peak out in the plainest and most decifive

4
o

€

“
e
«
“

“ manner ont the evils of cpium smoking. The people

‘ are being ruined by it, and it is indeed & lamentabie
¢ spectacle to ee professing Christian men speaking

snd writing in defence of this horribie crime. The
pernicious results of this soul and; body destroying
vice, are mpparent all around, Cadaverous looking
faces meet one on every side, and the glovenly babits
and the. filthy appesrance of the people generally
testify too plainly to the evil it i working on this
once-industrione and energetic. population. The
rapid progress which opiam smoking has made
during the last 20 years among all classes of this
population is & very serious matter for us mission.
aries.. Humanly speaking, opiuvm smokers are beyond
the reach of conversion, as the vice unfits them for
the peroeption of any moral or spiritual truths. Can
the Ohurch of Christ in England do nothing to
influence the nation to withdraw from the abominable
traffic whioh is causing suv much-moral, spiritual,
physical ruin to this great people f It is a sad: re-
flection on the Church of Christ in England that it
seems vowerless to influence sthe Euglish peopls in so
important p matter a8 the Indian trafic in .opium.
¢ Men openly and without shame prostitute their wives,

in order to procure for themeelves the means of in-
dulging in opium smoking. Little children are sold
¢ a8 slaves and turned away from the embrace of their
;helpless mothers in order that their degraded fathers
may have money to buy opium. All this and much
mare may be told of the effects of opium smoking on
the miserable people; yet professing Christians in
England see no harm in it, and openly advocate the
abominable traffic which makes it possible and com-
paratively asgy for the Chinese people to ruin them-
selves and their wives and obildren for time and for
‘¢ eternity !” The next is a letter I received from
Mr. David Hill. Mr. David Hill is the son of an old
Yorkehire gentleman, and went out as & missionary to
Chins, and I have had several conversations with him
on subsequent dates to' thie letter, but this is one he
‘wrote to me.

71. On what date P—1881, Mo says: © The effects
“ of opium emokiug upon the Chinese generally have
*“ again and again been depicted to the British publie
“ in ptrong and earnest language, but never I think
* too strong, end certainly never.too earnest. No
“ language can fally picture to others the deplorable
“ consequences of opif~rwemoking which I have
*“ myself seen in China in the case of some of my
“ own Chinese ncquainta¥ices,” Mr. Hill is a man
after whom anyono can speak.

72. 1 sresume your Association is in touch with &
large body of missjonaries in the East P—You will have
seversl of them before you, and I believe that our
Asgociation is in tant ication with them.

78. And would you underteke to say that so far as
your knowledge extends the opinion of the missionaries
18 a unanimons opiunion on the snbject P--I will not say
it is. pnarimous, but almost @nanimous. There are
some, especially among tho Indien missionaries, who
donot take quite so strong a view as some of those
that I have read.

74. Would yon say of the missionaries in China that
their opinion is unanimons on the subject, or nearly
g0 P~—We do not know of any exception ewmong the
Chinese missionaries.

75. Bat is it the ouse in Indis thut the unanimity is

less pronounced P—-Might 1 give you, my Lord, an
American one, the . Howard Malcolm: ** No
* person can describe tha horrors of the opiom trade.
“ g‘hat the Government of British India shonid ‘be the
¢ prime abettor of this abominable traffic is one of the
* wonders of the nineteenth cemtury.” (I cannot give
you the date of this.) *“The proud escutcheon of the
* nation which declares against the slave trade is thus
‘‘ made to bear a blot broader and darker than any
“ other in the Christinn world.”
"= 78. Does that compleie what you wish to give us
as a fair gencral representation of the medical and
missionary opinion P—1 think I should be trespassing
almost unduly upon you if I went on. )

77. No, we are quite prepared to hear from you the
fall caeeP—I believe you will have as a witness
Dr. Maxwell who has seen & deal, and 1 band him
over my other extracts if chooses. to make use of
them, May I say.that | have one er two more proofs
with reguid to India and the eilecte of opizm. One
of the most striking papers that ever was written I
think j#: “The Consumpticn of Opittm in Britirh
A4

“
“
“«
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8 INDIAN OPIUM COMMISSION :

Burmsah,” a copy of & memorandum by C. U. Aitchison
(now Bir Chbarles Aitchison), written in 1880 on the
consnmption of opiam in British Burmsh, and there
he describes in extraordinarily strong language, but
language which has been corroborated since by sub-

*¢ ¢ but regard those who promote the use of opiom ag
“ ‘an article of luxury, se inflicting a most scrious
‘* “injury on the human race, The first gentleman
* who ei this letter is Sir B. Brodie, and to the

soquent testimony, the eftect of the introd of
opinm into British Burmah by the Indian Government.

o says: ‘It is no debateable question of the eflect of
“ opium on the human frame that is here raised.
“ Under some conditions the moderate use of opium
“ may be beneficial. The Obi pulation in
“ British Burms, and to some extent nlso the immi-
 grants from India, especially Chittagonians and
“ Bengalees, habitually consume opium without any
“ apparent bad effects; those of them who have
““ acquired the habit do mnot regularly indulge to
¢ excess, With the Burmese and othur indigenouw
* races the case is different. The Burmese seem quite
‘ incapable of uwsing the drug in moderation. A
* Burman who takes to opium smokes habiteally to
excess. The habit once acquired can rarely, if ever,
** be broken off, and thie infirmity of temperament is
¢ pandered to by the dealers in opium, who tempt
* young and respectable men to their rain by giving
¢ them opium for nothing, well knowing that the taste
“ once acquired will be habitusily indulged. The
“* papers now eubmitted for consideration present a
 painful pict of the demoralisati misery, and

pal P! h
“ roin produced amongst the Burmese by opium
“ smoking. Responsible officers in all divisions and
‘¢ districts of the province und natives everywhere

* letter is attached this statement: ‘The followin
‘¢ ¢ pentl state that they entiroly agree witg
‘¢ * Bir B. Brodie in the opinion cxpregsed by him in
¢ the foregoing letter, and have accordiugly attached
¢ their li:gnamreu to it: Bir Henry Halford, Bart.,
“*M.D., F.R.8B, F.H.S8., President of the Royal
* * Qollege of Physicians; Anthony White, Esq.,
¢¢ ¢ President of the Royal College of Burgeons, and
“ ¢ Surgeon to Westminster Hospital ; W.F. Chambers,

‘M.D., F.R.S.; Thomas Hodgkin, M.D.; George
“ ¢ Gregory, M.D.; C. Locock, M.D.; Robert Fer-
“ ¢ gnpon, M,D.; Hen Holland, M.D.; Anthony
¢ * Todd Tbomson, M.D.; Thomsas Watson, M.D.;
¢ Charles J. B. Williams, M.D.; John Glendinning,
“*‘M.D, FR.8.; James Carrick Moore, Esq.;
‘¢ ¢ Benjamin_ Travers. Esq.,, F.R.8.; John Ayrton
“ ¢ Paris, M.D.; Jobn Forbes, M.D., F.R.8.; Richard
** ¢ Bright, M.D.; Kobert Liston, Esq.,, P.R.8.; J. M.
¢ ¢ Latham, M.D.; Roderic MacLrod, M.D.; Camar
¢ ¢ Hawkins, Esq.; James Johnson, M.D.; Freilerick
¢ ¢ Tyrrell, Egq. ; and C. Aston Key, Esq."” AR thoso
are surgeons and physicians with whoss names we were
familiar in our earlier days. That same view is entiroly
taken by the pbysiciang in our time. Ileavo that in
Dr. Maxwell's hands, We bave s memorisl of the same
character signed by about 5,000 English physiciaus,
and there is aleo another signed by a large body of

dical men in Bombay, native medical practitivners

** bear testimony to it. To facilitate exami of
* the evidence on this point, I have thrown some
extracts from the reports into an appendix to this
“ memorandum. These ghow that, smong the Burmans,
the habitnal use of the drug saps the physical and
* mental energies, destroys the nerves, emaciates the
body, predisposes to disease, induces- indolent and
filthy habits of life, destroys self respect, is one of
the most fertile sources of misery, destitation, and
* crime, fills the jails with men of rclaxed frame pre-
disposced to dysentery and cholera, pravents the due
¢ extension of cultivation and the development of the
** land revenne, checks the natural growth of the
“ populatian, and enfecbles the oconstitution of suc-
*“ ceoding generations.”  As the Comuwissioners 1 dare
any ure aiready aware, the Indian Government in
Burmoh has at length taken steps to extinguish the
ourse of opinm ‘in that country. And they say that
Iiceanse, “the use of opium is condemned by the
** Bnddhist religion” (they do not say anything
abont the laws of morality or the Christian religion)
** the Government, balieving the condemnation to be
* right, intends that the use of opium by persons of
“ Burmese race shall for ever cease.” That is being
earricd out in Burmah, making exception of the
Chinese and the Indians, who had according to the
first issue, and I hope still have, to register themselves
as smokers and continne to register themselves as
smokers of opium in order that it may be kept from
the Burmese. I dare say this copy of 8ir Charles
Aitchison’s papers and the reports of the other officers
in Burmah, which corroborate that very strong cisuse
which I have just read, are or will be among the papers
which you have or will have laid before you.

78. -Does that complete what yor have to sayP—I
should like to say one or two worgs more.

79. We are ready to hear yon on the medical aspect
of the case? —There i8 8 very atriking illustration that
I am going to resd from elrgord Shaftesbury’s speech
in 1843 when he brought a motion before the House on
the sabject. -

80. The Honse of Commons P--Yes. Hesaid : “I will
‘“ request to this the serious attention of the House.
" Tl]:: writer says: ‘However valuable opinm may
“ 2o

81, 82, 83, 84. Who was the writer P— I will come to
that directly, my Lord ; I am quoting now straight from
Lord Shaftesbury : “ ‘ However valuable opium may
“ ¢ be when employed a8 an article of medicine, it is
¢ ¢ impossible for anyone, who is acquainted with the

¢ + gubject, to doubt that the habitual mse of it is

“ ¢ productive of the most pernicions consequences,
« 'smruying the healthy actions of the digestive
bl ns, weakening the powers of the mind, as well
% ¢ ag those of the hody, and reudering the individual
 *who indulgee himself in it s worse than uzeleas
* ¢ member of society.” Bome people may think it is
* a beneficial s¥imalus. This doctor eays: ‘1 cannot

most of them.

85, 88, 87, 88. Does that complate what you wished to
say on the medioal question P—Yes, on the medical
question. Then there is a Blue Book of Lord Cross's
which will also no doubt be lnid before you. Itis * The
Consumption of Opiam in India 1892.” I will net
touch on tho Burmese parl, becanse 1 think that may
be called a settled question. Bat going into other
distriets of Indie thero is & conreusus of opinion on the
evil effects of opiam consumption. Colonel Clarke
says : ** The district magistrate, whom I have consalted,
““ comsiders that * the use of opiam and ganja does not
“ ¢ oxhibit any abnormal sign of incresse, aleoholic
“ ¢ drinks, the consumption of which is increasing. being
“ ‘a counter attraction,’ but he is in favour of recducin
“ the number opium and ganja shops, as ‘the evi
‘¢ ¢ effects of the indulgence in these drugs are percep.
® tible in the large towns.’” Mr. F. C. Anderson,
Oﬁcintinimﬂecretm-y to the Chief Commissioner,
QOentral vinces, 8ays: “I am to say that the
“ Officiating Chief Commissioner sgrees with the
* Commissioner of Excise in his remarks sabout
¢ distinguishiug opium eating from opiom smoking,
* and the greater importance of discouraging the latter
‘“ in_every legitimate " The C 1g8i
for Excise, Central Provinces, says: ** Ev effort
“ ghould, no doubt, also be made to put a stop to the
¢ smoking of opunn in all its forms, practices which
* gre universslly condemned as degrading and perni-
“ cious by all uative opinion with which I have come in
“ contact.” Colonel G. H. Trevor, Chief Commissioner,
Ajmere-Merwara, saye: “ A man who frequents a
“liquor shop is not so likely to become a confirmed
“ drunkard as one who paye even a few visits to an
“ opiam den .i8 likely to develop into & confirmed
¢ opium eater or emoker; it is to the interest of the
** vintner not to let him get intoxicated on the premises
“ for fear the license should be revoked, snd for the
¢ same reason not to encvurage drinking that makes
* men disorderly. The lignor having issued from s
“ Government distillery, itsa quality has been tested,
¢ and a8 s rale, it does not ry the vintner to change
“ the quality except by dilation, which is common
“ gh '{‘heae ditions do not, I believe, apply to
‘ the caso of the opium den, at sny rate in equal
“ degree. There no sttempt is made, or if made, 1% is
* more difficult, to check excess; and though excess
“ may not lead to crime in the same way as liquor
*¢ does, it uces @& more lasting effect upon the
“ individual, and through him or her on future genera-
* tions.” Mr. I'. D. Mackenzie, of Bombay, rays ** the
“ objeck of the Government, apurt from the moral doty
“ which rests on it to endeavour to encourage the people
* to detest intemperance, is te prevent the illicit
“ consumption of opiumw, and any measures compatibio
“ with that object which can be ghown to he effectual
“in d ing the puion, or cheeki
* ppread of the consumption of opinm, will most

z the
iy
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* be adopted.” Then comes the Collector of Satara:
*“ The vice of opinm smoking evidently™possesses &
“ fenrful fascinstion, whean once it is acquired, and ite
¢ offocts are deadly, depriving the victim of sll moral
¢ pesolution, With these faote made palpable it is &

amy expendibure is entirely uwseless or unnecossary,
but it strikes nny man looking at it that it is o
very emormous iucresse, snd whether the frontier
policy of India is s wise policy or not—whether the

' gerious thing for .Government ig ofter any facility
¢ for acquiring the vice by licensing s shop, where any
* one is ab liberty to make a trial.”

tion policy of Indis is or is not w wise policy
—still I cannot help thinking that if reforms were
properly carried out in the Indian expenditure, and
if there should be a further development of the

89,and 90. Have the 1 for p on the
promises been withdrawn P— They bave been prac-
tically withdrawn, bnt Colonel Clarke says thal the
opinm shops are the rendervous of low characters
and that such gatherings might well be interdicted
by lew. Mr. James, in Bombay, Northern Division
(that is in Sind), says: “Some respectable persons
“ might continze to Bmoke privately by themselves,
#¢ while the lowest and most degraded would, as now,
“ frequent the shop.” The consumplion of opium has
been or should he reduced. There are @ great number
of witnesses to that. A report from Madras says:—
“The Government is aware that the opium traffic
* is carefully watohed by the agents and their nssist.
** ants, snd that so far from °teaching the people
“ ‘4o rely on opium as & febrifage' we are doing
“ all we can to gradually wean them from their
¢ bereditary babit of using it on sll cccesions.”
Wherever the prohibjtion has been tried it eeems to
have been attended with snccess. ’

81 snd 92. Does this Blue Book to which you have
referred and from which yon have given us nnmerous

tract tain in any b pini in another
gense P—1t quslifies some of those opinions which I have
stated. For instance, the Chicf Commissioner of the
CUentral Provinces says :—* Under these circumstances I
¢ venture to think that it womld be a useless task for
‘¢ the Government of this country to attempt to suppress
¢ gltogether the umse of the drug. All that it can
¢ properly do, and does do, ig to secure the supply of a
' good artiole, or by suitable arrangements to make
¢ the retail price of this article as high as compatible
“ with the provention of smuggling.” I believe that
that hes been honestly done. One geutlemsn in Assam
says that he iders opium is & ity.
93. At any rate you find a hrie body of opinion in
sapport of the views put forward by iation P

of India—I cannot help' thinking that
the opium revenue would form o very little
item if it wore all lost, There is a letier from
Lord Lytton, dated from Malvern, in the * Daily
Chronicle * of Febraary 22nd, 1882, in which he says:
* Wisdom, T sappose, iz justified of her children in the
‘* Jong run, but the run is sometimes a very long one.
‘*“ No Indian Finance Minister has ever ?eflr to_his
‘¢ successor such a aplendid financial legacy as Sir John
Strachey. No one who will take the trouble tn study
the finances of India withont prejudice ecan doubt
‘“ that they are in a condition which might be envied
“ by almost any country in Europe. I have the satis-
** faction, such a4 it is, of feeling sure that this will be
* admitted scme day, if the financial policy of m;
¢ administration i not disastrousiy reverset{ Bnﬁ¥
““ confess that T contemplate with econsiderable appre-
‘ hen-ion Major Bariog’s adoption of 8ir Li. Mallet’s
‘¢ craze sbout handing over the public works of India
“ to * private enterprise.’ No such enterprise exists,
‘ or cau be created, at present in the country itself,
¢ where the normal rete of intereat is 12 per cent.
¢ And how would the people of England like to sec all
‘“ their railways and canals in the hands of capitalists
living at the other end of the world, ignomnu of and
indiff to the litions of English society and
government, yeb exercising upon there conditions,
‘* through & distant Parlisment, in which the English
people were not represented, a certain_irresponsible
influence, naturally animated and guided only by a
view to their own excimsive iuterosts ag the pro-
prietors of all the means of inter-communication
throughout England? In the Indian railways the
“ Government of Indis Ioescse! & vast and annoally
growing property—and expanding source of revenue
not derived from taxation, which exists in no other
country—and to me it is as clear as the sun in

%
o

our —
Yes; and I will aleo, I think, add tﬂuﬁ I have quoted
them in corroborstion of what I stated in the com-

t of Tﬁ evi that I beliove the Indinn
Government is alive to the evil, and is, at the present
moment, doing a great deal more then it ever did
before to restrict the looal consumption.

94, Does that bring you conveniently to the question
of finance P—If you please, my Lord.

95, I think I am right in suggesting that, as a
man of experience in affaire, youn will not fail to
recognies that the Indiau Government are under the

- necessity of raising a oertain revenue, and that in
the present financial condition there would be a serious
dilﬂculty in substituting other sources of rcvenue for
that which is drawn from opium P—Of course, we all
know that when we have not money to spend we begin
to Jook at two thinge, one, increasing 'fe revenue in
other branches, and another, decreasing the expenditure,
The oase of the opium revenue has got into s much
mOore easy -hnlpe than it was when I commenced with this
subject. As I have shown the net revenue is now about
5,000,000 a year in tens of rapees, Rx. 5,390,000, Ithas

ne down Rx. 8,000,000. The Indian Government in

88081, when it had the highest opium revenue, had
® net income of 84,000,000 of tens of rupees: in 1892-3
the esti for the net ue of the Indian Govern-
ment ie 5,800,000 of tens of rupees. 1f the opium
revenge had continued to w, it would have been
9,100,000, bat they have done without 3,000,000 of
revenue; and Indian expenditure bas gone up, a8 your
Lordship will see directly, 14.000,000 of tens of rupees.
Now where has it all gone? The army charges,
exolusive of the Afghan war charges in 1&1-2, were
13,800,000 tens of rupees ; in 1892-S the army estimate
waa 31,158,000 ens of rapece ; in 1893-4 the estimate
in 32,242,000 tens of rupees. The British soldiera were
inoreased from 63,000 in 1885 %o 71,000 in 1891; and
the native eoldiers are increased from 126,000 to
149,000 eo thet the army has gone up 31,000 men.

98. The wustive army P —The two armies have
gone up 31,000 men, 23,000 of which belong o the
native and the rest to the Karo) army. There ia an
increased espenditure of something like Rx. 8.000,000
on the army, Iam uot in this chair to eay thas that

¢ 80970, :

“ h that the fi L prosperity in India will in
futnre depend mainly on the development of her

happen if the opinm revenue were to fail?’ I reply,
¢ Cover the country with rajlways, and neither the
‘loss of the opium revenue nor anything else need
‘¢ ‘gerionsly disconcert us.’”” The population of India
is 287,000,000, the railwaya are 17.564 miles. I helieve
the population of America is 62,000,000, and the rmil-
ways are about 170,000 miles.

97 and 98. The annual i of the inhabi
wonld be very different in the two cases, wounld it
not P—No doubt, it would be exceedingly different.
Sir William Huonter says in hia book that there are
222,000 square miles of cultivated area in India, and
that the uncultivated but oultivateable area is 101,542
square miles. Therefore, I zay that the development of
Iodie cught to be our answer to those who object to
part with the opinm revenne, Let alone the $uesf.ion
of army or any other ies, such d pment
would socon make up for the comparatively paltry
revenue which is now left from the opiom trade,

99. Yon have given na the aggregate fignures showing
the large incresse of revenue in recent ycars; have
you got the information as to the principal heads under
which the inorense has takon place, or may I take it
from you generally that it was chiefly under railways
and public works P—I have not the s here. I
think it was gencral, but railways contributed largely.
I would hardly like to commit myself to a rep{y
without looking further into the fignres, Lat my
general impression is that the main eourso was the
increase from railways.

100. Have {::n any observalions to offer with
reference to the uncertainty of the opium erop?
That seems to have been before Indian statesmenm
for » very oconsiderable time. In the reply to Lord
Hartington'’s Minute in June 1881 (I think g.mi Ripon
wag then the Governor-General) there is the passage;
“ It ip difficult to spesk with any coanfidence as to the
“ fature of the opium revenue. Xny opinion tkat ma

“ he given mus$, of necossity, be very conjectaral.
“ At same time, the facts which we have ac far
“ elicited, ‘that is to say, the necessity of raising the
* price paid for cruds opinm, the difficalsy of extending

B

railways and canals. People ask, * What would ™
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“ the ares under cultivation in India, the necessity
“ which may be forced on us of reducing the quantity
“ of opiam annuslly offered for sale, and the inorease in
“ the production and the improvement in the quality of
* the Persinn and Chinede drugs, which ronders it
“ doubtful whether n diminished supply of Bengal
“ opimm will enhanoe the prico realised at the sales,
“ and may indeed render it necessary to reduce the
¢ export duty on Malwa opium, all point to one con-
« glugion, namely, that, although the total loss of the
“ opium revenue does not appear imminent, it ie by no
“ means improbable that it may undergo a considerable
« diminution.” Then in 1881-82, “ Moral and Material
Progress,” page 33, signed by Lionel Tennyson, “ The
% weather was, however, Eenerally favourable to the
« growth of the poppy, and the quality of the drug was
“ good. Fever was prevalent ‘amongst the cultivators,

e poppy is being slowly banished from the most
“ fertile Fands by the potato und the sugar-cane, as the
+ value of those crops is being graduslly enhanced by
“ improved communication snd European machinery.
“ The system of advances is reputed to be the chief
“ inducement to the cultivator to grow so precarious and
¢ tronblesome & crop as opium, and that system is now
“ being adopted by firms interested in other crops.”
December 1681, Lelter from the Government of India
on Finance, “ On the whole, the evidence goes to show
« that, althongh we may be able to retain the present
« ares of cultivation in the Benares Agency, we cannot
« gount with any certainty on being able to extend it.”
E, Baring in 18834 quotes his own reports of 1878,
« The process of depletion cannot continue indefinitely.
“ An ‘exceptionslly good crop may, indecd, again
« replenish the reserve. But we camnot rely on a
¢ fortuitous circumstance of this sort. An average
“ crop, or, at all events, & succession of mverage crops,
“ will oblige us to resort to ome of two alternatives,
« we shall be forced either to increase the produetion
« or to diminish the amonnt offered for sale.” Then he
goes on again in 18834 (Financial Statement, page 41),
% 8o long as the value of the rupee and the opiam
« revenne continue liable to such fluctuations as those
« which we have recently witnessed, the financial
« gitnation of India must always contain some sﬂsci&]
« glements of instability.” Then we have im “ Moral
and Material Progress, 1892,” page 89, * It is reported

- & that nultivators of opium have lost heart, after experi-

“ encing three bad seasons in succession; that new
« eultivators are graduslly withdrawing from the
« jndustry, while there i & tendency on the part of
« glder cultivators to lessen the poppy area cultivated
« by them in favour of the more robust and less pre-
¢ garious cereals. The Behar opiumn agent adds that
¢ ¢ the opium department have difficulty in mn.intaini.u%
« ¢ their position, they caunot drop cultivation at wil
# ¢ without losing it permsanently.’ ** The “ Calcutta
Englishman * states, in 1891 :—* The opinm cultivator
« in India is b ing nneasy ing the futare of
« the industry. An ides that Govs templat
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simply for the sake of the opinm advances which are,
and have always heen, n great incentive, not only to
the cultivators, but to the landholders, who get their
rents in & lemp soum without much trouble. The
process of decline cannot be arrested unless Govern-
ment ig prepared to compete with the rise in prices
of other cereals, by paying 8 proportionately higher
rate for opium, and thus counterbalancing the advan«
tages of other more paying crops by its system of
advances. Moreover, thiz make-shift of sowing the
crop on inferior lands and getting the Government
advences is gradually producing a disconraging effect
on the cultivators. If there is one crop that veeds
** superior lands and ecaroful tending, it 1s the poppy
‘“ orop. The cultivators find year after year that their
! labour and capital bave been devoted in vrin to &
‘“ crop which will not repay their efforts, and they
naturally become dighenrtened. There is a growing
¢ dearth, too, of good lands suitable for poppy in
 Behar, aff.erpmwdi.nigofor other paying orops such
“ ge those mentioned above, and for indigo.,” 1 lLave
rend these oxtracts to show that it ia in the opinion of
those best qualified to judge in India, not only what I
believe to be an immoral revenue, but it is one that
cannot be relied upon.

101, Have you any remarks to give us with reference
to therevenue that 18 derived from the transit duty on
opiom from the Native StatesP—That revenue is a
revenus, s is well known, per chest, tuken from the
opium grown. The chests in 187980 that paid dut:
were 46,211, carrying » daty of 750 rapees. g: 1880-.
that had fallen to 36,000 chests, but the duty then was
700 rupees. In 18834 the chests fell to 38,586, and the
duty was lowered to 650 rupees. In 1888-9 the chesta fell
to 80,000 (you see it had gone down from 46,000 to 30,000
iu ten years), and the duty was 650 rupees. Now the;
only charge 600 rupees per. chest, and the quantity,
believe, is still going down, or it is certainly at a stund-
still, Now, 8 ehest of Malwa opium, I believe, costs
fully as much as & chest of Indian opinm, whick runs
to 427 rupees per chest. The pase daty now levied is
800 rupees, which makes the coat of a chest 1,025 to
1,027 rupees, The eale price of opinm is stated in
1891-2, in the East India accounts, a8 & prohable
1,000 rupees; therefore, there is not much profit ount of
it for the Native States beyond what the native princes
obtain from & larger rent from the opinm lands than
from corn sud cotton lands.

102, It is obvious that in imposing these hew
charges upon the opium grown in the Native States the
action of the Indian Government does mnt tend to
enconrage the growth P~It looks to me aa if it were &
very fsllinirevenue. The duty was lowered from 750
rupees a chest to 600; therefore, the Indian Govern.
ment expected to get more opium from them, but the
quantity has still been falling, Then thero is & curious
paragraph, to which I would desire o call the attention
of the C ised In the * Moral and Material Pro-

=g tion of opinm facture app to have
 obtained widespread credence in the opium-growing
* cenires of Bengal, and many rgotm. especially those near
« the great towns, are reported to bave abandoned the
« gultivation of poppy in favour of potatoes or tobacco.
¢ The resnlt is detrimental alike to the interesta of the
# cultivators and of the Department, for, in the words
« of the Behar sgent, ‘When a cnltivator has once
« * gavered his connection with the Department, and has
« ¢ begun to take advances from mahajans in another
« < line of business, it is difficult to get him back.” The
* yecent orders of Government reducing the area of
« cultivation, together with the bad omt-turn of the
* past three years, have no doubt tended to accentnate
* the feeling of Insecurity, and it is hoped that a
*¢ guccessful season will go far to restore the confidence
** of the ryot.” This I cut ont of the ** Pioneer” of
Allahabad. After commenting on the danger to the
Indian opium revenue from the increased cuitivation of
the poppy in China, the ** Pioneer” says :—' Another
« canse which is slowly but eteadily working against
« Ipdian opium is the growing mnpopalarity of the
+ pultivation with the ryots, especially in Behar. They
« find that, with facilities of traffic and rise in the price
« of cereals, several other erops pay very much better
+ than opiom. Hence the cultivation of the poppy is
« gradoally falling off. Tobacce, potatoes, sugar-cane,
« tarmerie, chillies, and other condiments are more
«“ fitable in the long run than opium. The best
“* mdu of the village are no longer devoted to she
o popzy, a8 they onoe were, and if the ryofs still adhere
+¢ to the onltivation in poorly productive villages, it is

gress of India, 1888-9,” page 9:—* The Native Htates
* have engaged so to manage their opinm cultivation
* and duction as to aafeguard the British revenus,
“ and in exchange for this servive they receive either
“ mon p ion or other i * 8o it
looks ns if we were not only reducing the daty from
700 per chest to 600 rapees, but that we were
giving them either money compensation or other con.
cessions,

103. (8ir James Lyall.) That was an arrangement, 1
think, to prevent its being smuggicd into India P—I can
oniy say what I have foand—I think it is one of those
points upon which the Commission wonld desire to have
information.

_104 (Chairman.) Are there any other points which
you would like to bring before us in your evidence-in-
chief >—1 have exbausted the minates which I have
made, and { have to thank you for having heard me at
such considerabls length.

105. On the paper you place hefore me as the

y of your position, you allege that the opium
trade is an immoral trade, and that if not an immoral
trade it is as low a trade as can be conceived, and
you u that it is a decreasing trade, and that the
difficulties of cultivating the poppy have increased ;
that China cun upset the trade st sny momens, and
that as a source of revense it cannot-be welied
upon P—{f Bir Jomes Ferguswon tekes the. correct
view of the polioy of the British Government— that
COhina may do in 12 months anything she likes—~wo sre
holding the Indian opinm revemue st $he mercy of
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China, I would venture merely to say that if the
Commission do not come to the conclusion that it is an
immoral trade, I would lay before them the wview that
it is about ag low a trade as you could ibly go into.

1

countries, the export trade side P—I have always taken
that view, that the Indisn side. of the question was
net nearly so-important as the Chinese side of tho

For a great Government to be trading ina drug nine-
tenths of which, it must be admitted, is_used for
debauchery and not for any good purpose, I think is

about as low & position ag could possibly be conceived.

106 and 107. (Sir James L;/all.) Is it & great Govern-
ment that i trading in it? I mean as regards the
Malwa opium, how ean yon say that it is the Govern-
ment that is trading in the g P—1I did not say so,
sir, I said that the Indian Government is trading in
the drug in the Bengal Presidency. The other 18 &
transit fu , of course. I think there is a considerable
difference between a transit duty from native states,
‘provided that you have the difficulty always that if yom

wve the cultivation in the native states you have very
great difficulty from the logal position of the native
states in dealing with the guestion of cultivalion in
your own country.

108. (Chatrman.) Moved by philanthropic considera
tione which I em snre we must all appreciate, you
have evidently taken i paine and interested
yourself very deeply in the consideration of this ques-
tion. I understand, Sir Joseph, that you have not

raonally visited Indis P-—I nm eorry to say that 1
E:vo not personally visited India or Chins. I have
endeavoured to show, perhaps, at too great o length,
the ressons which have actusted me in my humble
share in the anti-opium campaign. Iam accused of
being o crazy philanthropist by some of my Indian
friends, and can only say that I have felt it my duciy to
collate facts and draw deductions from them. do
not think that I am one of those people who are
carried away by enthusiasm on any given subject.
have endesvoured to lay before the Royal Commission
the views which have actuated me over a long period
of years in endeavouring to do away with the share of
the Indian Government in a trade which, to nse Lord
Cornwallia’" words, **ought to be abandoned oub of
compassion to mankind.” :

109. And in the oapacity that you thought it your
duty to take npon yourself es president o% the Anti-
Opium Association, you have had, and no doubt are
constantly having, placed before yon cemmunications
from all parts of the East in which this trade is bein%
conducted. snd in which the opium drug is being used

~—Well, 1 suppose that when & man takes the position
that I have taken on this subject, I think every
member of this Commission will know that he becomes
the centre for letters of all sorts and shades of
character, and out of that large correspondence there
im often » difficulty in weeding out error from truth ;
but I think that that which I have kept and preserved
is that which carries to my own mind the conviotion
. that it was based on truth and did not belong to the

spurious or erroneouns.

110, (8¢r James Lyall.) You referred, Sir Joseph, to
the suxiety of the Indian Government jn 1869 and
later to increase tho growth of opium. I should like to
nsk you, did not that refer entirely to the supply for
the export trude in Calcutta? That growth was in
tended to be for that P—I have no doubt it was entirely
for the expart trade in Csloutta, which was then at
much higher rate than it is st present, sud was entirely
confined to the oultivation in Bengal,

‘111, Has not_the Government of India given up the

fdea of extending the wth, and a d to ath
diminish it if it%mkesg;z hange; fhat all Changy

113. I was going to ask, do g:n mnot admit that the
gystem in India, as far 2 int i pti
is & very strongly repressive system P—I think it has
become 80 lately owing to the agitation in this country
increasing the vigilance of the Indian Government, and
opening their eyes to the harm that was likely to arise
from a larger local consumption. !

114. Have you ever tried to think of any material
improvement of that system which could be suggested P
—fdo not see that there is any other mode than total
prohibition of the cnltivation of the poppy except for
medicinal purposes, and the sale by license of medica
opium. In this country no one can buy opium, but at
a druggist's, and it has a registered sale.

115. Do you think that the Effglish system of ssle by
druggiste really stops anybody from getting o;rium
who wants to get it for non-medical purposes P—Of
course it ig very difficult to compare English hahits and
tastes with Indian habits aud testes, but I have
no doubt the policy is restrictive. I cannot doubt
that. .

118. Y went the other day into & chemist's shop, and
being suspicious that probably the system in England
would not repress it if anybody wanted to get it for
non-medical purposes, I asked hire and he told me that
anybody oonfd get opium who likea P—Yes.

117. And he gave me instances of many people—one
lady, for instance, who was getting from his shop 10
ounces & week of landanum for her consumption, and
he mentioned that in a few places in England, where
the nse of opium for non-medpxcal purposes is gommon,
the druggists had the opinm made up in &nckebs ready
for their cmstomers as they came in. ell, are you
aware, supposing that to be correot, that the number

of druggists’ shops in sn English town or an English -

neighbourhood is very much larger than the number of
opinm shops in any part of Indis with which X am
lcquaint;g’ ?—1I have had no statistics before me, and {
could not give an opinion, but what you state is

erfectly true, that if you want to buy it you can buy
it, bat you buly it under these restrictions, that the
man that sells it is a registered chemist, and he has to
mark the thing as a poison.

118. He marks it 88 a poison, but that is a mere
distinetion in name. .Anybody who wants to nse it for
non-medical purposes can use it. That is what I hear,
ond that is what naturally seems to follow P—L think
there is very great resson to believe that there ought
to be forther restriction in this country. .

119. In Indie we have not even the chemists. I
think you remarked that the growth of Indian opinm
is mot only for the purposes of the drug, but for the
purposes of intoxication; butare you aware that opium
18 very largely used in India as medicine, and that,
perhaps, with the exception of the few Engiish, or
people who are p ibed for by English physici
and who are a mere mite amongst the wass of Indians,
that the other Indians, if they use opinm for medicine,
use the Indisn opinm P—Yes, I sm quite aware that
they use it, but whether it is used for medicine or not
I do not know.

120. It ia used largely for medicine
physician, every native Hakim, eve: woman who
in her own neighbourh: for medicine P

every native

should be in the direction of diminution of the growtﬁ?
~—1I hope so, but when I got those figures of the acreage
it did not guite bear ont that view, because, as I said
in my evidence-in-chief, in one or two years there was
a little jump-up, but the Government resolution (which
1 suppose is practically binding on the Government of
India) the other day was :—** That this House prosses
“ on the Government of India to continuo their
!¢ policy of greatly diminishing the cultivation of the
™ poppy, snd the production and sale of opium.”
That is in accordance with the policy ennnciated by the
late Mr. W, H. Smith, which, gom pose, is really the
policy of the Government, and which was again pressed
upon the Government of India by the resolution which
waa carried in June this year in House of Commons
at Mr. Gladstone's suggestion.

112. T think you admit, Sir Joseph, that the question
bas two gmurgi\y soparate sidus—that is the internal
consumption side, und the export to China and other

il

Bﬂxeﬁbar that is a judicious administration I very much

doubt. *

S_121. I_know;Bl:::‘it is very lar l{mnudl‘—l think
ir Benjamin \X aud other papers that I

have read in the * Lanm‘c,e'p::ke the samep;.'iew, that it

is & drng, and must be treated as & drag.

122. Yon mentioned, Sir Joseph, the fact of an
advertisement of an opium shop in & railway carri
on a State line; have yon any reason to think that
that advertisement was put in by the Government and
not by the owner of the shop?—No, but the Govern-
ment li d the shop, I supp

123. Licensed the shop P—Or licensed the seller.

12¢, The Government license® a public-homse in
England, but that is repressive. Aa to ths sdvertise-
ment in question, have you any ides that that

" sdvertisement was put in by the Government and not

by the owner of the shop P—No. 1t does not make any
’ B2
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matter in the view I take who put the adverti t
up. The man sells the Government opium, and the
more he sells the better for the revenue and the worse
for the people, it seems to me.

125. There was & reference to a clanse in the vendor’s
lease P—-License, -

126. That they must sell s certain amount of opinm;_

t o

. $ d P—It went ® great deal further than that;
it said that if it was not maintained it would be
sttended with very detrimental resnlts ; in fact the
word *‘moral” comes into it.

13.8. Yes, but was not the reseon that if you allowed
cultivation which had been alwaye prohibited—which
has always been the policy of the Government of India

in Bombay and Madras, there must be a certain amount

or else, at any rate, pay for that certain
opiam P—Yes.

127. That has becn abolished P—Lord Cross recom.
mended thet it should be abolished.

1¢8. I'. has been sbolished, and I do not know that
it is worth perhaps much reforring to; but are
aware what the object of thit clause wasP—I saw that
in Lord Cross's blue book it ig stated that the object
was to prevent smaggling and the consumption of
illicit opinm. How that could do it I cannot tell.

129. Well, the object was actually to protect the
revenue, not to iscrease the comsumption P—Tt says,
* prevent the consumption of illicit opium.”

130. You could not make a man sell more by putting
that in P—Well, it makes him very desirous not to be
fined, and to get the profit on what he had sold.

131. All these men are desirous to sell as much as
they cun I am afraid, but you would not increase
their desireP—I think you would increase it very
much. If you fine me for every ounce of the article
that I do not sell, then you take away part or the whole
of the profit I have got on the number of onnces that I
do gell.

132, The object, both in the case of certain spirit
licendes and the opium licenses, I believe the stated
object was this, It was found by experience that the
men sold & t deal more than they put down in their
returns, ans it was known to be i.myzouible, and shown
by statistics to be ab y impossible, that they conld
pay the license duty which they did pay if they did not
nelY s deal more than they admitted in their
returns, To meet that, an amount was put down
which was known to be well within the amount which
they actnally sold, so as to secure that Government
should get that, the duty P-—To the unsophisticated
mind it can only bear one view, that the man had to scll
the amount in the license. Taking it for granted that
you are dealing with an honest man, yon would not give
a dish t one & li t any rate the magistrates in
England do not license & dishonest publican if they
know it, and you immediately eay, ““you have not sold
as mnch opium as you ought to have sold, and
therefore you are fined,” and you take away the profit
of that which be has sold. It is a mysterious clause,
rather.

133. I think you said that probably the Chinese
only favoured, ms it were, the growth of opium in
China because they were under a certsin amount
of pressure or compulsion to admit our opium, and they
preferred, if opium was to be used, that the Chinese
should get the dollars and not the IndiansP—I think
there is no doubt that what I consider 1o be the
foroced introduction of English opium into China
stimulaled very materially the home growth. I believe
the Indian opium is of 8 much better quality, and is
liked by the richer class in Chins, and that the others
not being able to buy English opium grow their own.

134 I want to ask you with reference to that, why
do yon think they admit Persian opinm P—Into China P

135. Into China, because they never have been under
any pressure or compulsion to admit Fersian oKimn b—
I tfo not know; the Persian opium is by far the finest
quality of opium.

136. Well, Persian opium goes in largely; why do
they admit it ; if they only admit Indian opium, which
is also s very fine quality, andor pressure, why shonid
they admit Persian opium ?—I do not know. I must
m ask you s question, but Persian opium comes throngh

o

1o40]

" ** without a lirense.”

of leakage and untaxed consumption. Was not that
what the Government of Bombay meantP—I do not
know what they meant; all I know is what they said
that if it was grown there, it would be attended with
morsl disaster.

139, I tkink you referred to the Californian law and
the Australian law. I think those are both laws for
the pr ion of the ption of opinm on the
premisges P—Yes, anybody selling and dealing.

140. For sale on the premises P——The Californian law
goes a great deal forther than that. It evidently was
passed under & sense of the demoralising effect of opium
on the Chinese populstion in the first instance, snd
that being d to the Eur , and I had
s call from a gentlemsn who is the present Prime
Minister of Victoris, who told me that the feeling wus
exceedingly strong in the Colony, that the Chinese had
communicated the habit to the younger Europeans, and
that girls were seduced under the influence of opium,
and that there was a sirong feeling among the whites as

gainst the Chi and agai u:ie opium trade.

141 and 142. The Bill, I think, referred to consumption
in shops on the premises P—I do not like to read s whole
Act of Parliament, but these are the marginal notes :—
* Opium not to be imported except by licensed importer
* and for medical purposes.” ** Resfrictiun on importa-
** tion.” ‘' Opium imported contrary to this Act to be
“ forfeited.” * Importer not to se oPimn except fo
“medical practitioners, chemi s of College
“ of Veterinary Surgeons, or licensed persons.”
¢ Except under Poisons Act, no person to buy opium
** Commissioner may grant
* anunal licences to buy opinm.” ** Entry of sales of
o §Jium by importer.” * No person to smoke opiam.”
** No person to eat or drink opium, except a6 & medi-
“ cine.” * No person to prescribeopinm nnnecessarily.”

143. That is the Australian Bill P~That passed the
Lower Chamber, but not the Upper Chamber, because of
the dissolution,

144. You read, Sir Joseph, sume terrible descriptions
of the evils of opium-eating in China P—Of opium
smoking. :

145. Do you not think that those remarks apply
mainly to cases of gross excees, and that perhaps, in
cases of E’ou excess in spirituous liquors the same sort

of terrible descriptions might be composed if the ques-
tion were raised F—I sm afraid it would be very difficult
to limit the descriptions of the d done by excess

in spiritnous liquors. bt I think that these quotations
which I bave read e that opium is a much more
insidions poison; but my objection is that we are
trading in this poison for the purpose of raising revenue,
and we are selling it for the of raising revenue,
Having found that it is detrimental to other nations and
to other people, it is wrong for ns to raise & revenue by
continuing 1n the trade. ’

146. I wanted to ask you this. Suplpocing it to apply
fairly to opium consamption a8 s whole, how would yon
expiain the fact that the Chinese in the Btraite, in Hong
Kong, and in Shanghai, which is & British possession
or settlement in Chins, in Californis, and in Australia,
are a8 regards s large proportion of them) opium
smokers, and yet a8 merch clerks, d

agriculturists, artisans, and labourers they are admitted
t0 be very sk d, ind ious, and ful, not only
easily beating the Indians, the Burmese, the Malays,
and tf:e J‘spaxéeu who meet them, but you will find them

137. You put great weight, Sir Joseph, on the
Government of Bombay’s objection to permit the
eultivation in Bombay, when the question was raised by
the Government of India. Is it not the case that the
Bombay Government - never proposed to prohibit the
supply in_the ordinary form common over India, but
that it only argued that the old Indian policy whereby
cultivatior was prohibited in Bombay ansd Madrsa, and
those vinces were made to rely on snpplies drawn
from &’: PoPPy grows in the uvative states, shouid be

also beating P and being notorious among all
Asiatice for honeety in performing their contracts P—
My experience is that an excess of stimulants, oecasion-
ally taken, has often characterised somse of the very best

workmen I have known. Of course, you do not get the
same time out of the men as yon do cut of  steady snd
sober man, but it is unfortunately the case that smong
your very best workmep some will give way to habils
of drinking ; but that does not take away what Icsll my
responsibility in going into the trade, i to suppl
tl;e;n. They may do what they like, but I muss d
right. . . -
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147. I think, in coming to that, that your great
, objection is the position which the Government occupies
in that particular Bengal opium growth —I say I bave
no right to be in a trade whish 18 detrimentsl to other
ople, Othier people may do it, but I have to form my
own opinion of whatia right. e
148. Tt is the case, I think, is it not, that the Govern-
ment i8 only in that position in Bengal, where it
memages the growth, we may say, and cortainly carries
out the manufacture P—The Bengal case is far worse
than the other, thongh I have stated already that I should
have thought, if the Malwa trade is to be purchased, and
the native princes are
the duty of the Indian t
give these concessions to Malwa for somatlun%l
was much more valuable tothem than the growt.

POPPY-

vernment wonld be to try and
which
of the

149. What ions P—The named in
that blue-book, the purchnse of opium conceasions.
150. I believe those are simply i

given to eome States npon condition that they would
not allow opium to be cultivated at'all P—A very good
ooncession, too, : -

151. Andto her State the ion was given
on the ground that it would actively exert itself in

venting smuggling. All this {ou would find pro-
mly entirely unobjectionable P—It eays that gome of
them are cssh. If the Indian Government could do
without the revenue, the opium trade might be awgped;
becsuse every one would admit that it is only on
the ground of revemne that there is any excuse for
carryiug on the trade.

152. 1 wish to ask rather & hypothetical question.
Bupposing the Chinese Government were eincerel
snxious to restrict and reduce, bat perhaps found.it
oould not absolutely prohibit the consamption of opium,
but wanted sincerely to restriot and control the com-
samption, would not ite most tical and natural wag
of proceeding probably be rather to follow the examp!
of the Indian Government, a8 we say, what the Indian
Government does in Madras and Bombay, that is, to
begin l:iy probibiting the import of opiam #—That would
be, no doubt, the firat step.

. pting very limited a ts and under a
heavy duty snd then it would go on to prohibit the
wth entirely in Chins, and so get the foreign opium
nto its bands as we do in Bombay and Madras. We
allow no cultivation, we allow & certain amount to come
in from the native States and with that earry on & very re-
stricted supplg to the people at an enormously high price,
compsared with the nataral price of the article. Vgould
not that be really the way in which the Government of
Chinn would probably act P—It is a very hypothetical
uestion, bat 1 should think you have very likely
opicied what the course of the Chinese Government
would be, which would, of course, have my hearty
co-operation with the view of steadily diminishing the
quantity.

154, Might not the Government of China, if it began
to do that, find it neocssary to take up very much
exaotly the same position a8 the Gouvernment of India
does in Bengal, except probably that they would not
expor it P—Might they not refuse to allow cultivation
exoept by licensed cultivators, and bo iusist that all the
opium produced should be made over to it government
agents P—Yes, and if the Government of China pressed

%o:ting very little out of it, that’
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. upon the governors of the provinces, a8 we are pro)

to do upon the Government of India, t0 continue =
policy of greatly diminishing the cultivation of the
PoPPY, I should think the world was getting better.

155. (Ohairman.) You are not sure that the Chiness
Government may not be influenced in their treatmens
of this question by considerations of revenue P—I think
they are.

156, And though they recogmise the moral dis-
advantage to their people they may possibly bo
governed by iderati of r , and hesitate to
adopt » policy of prohibition on that account P—My
Lelief is, from communications which have been made
0 me by those who have seen and called upon Li-hung
Chung, who is the great Prime Minister of China, that
the Chinese will mnot believe in the sincerity of the
British Government in regard to giving up the intro-
duetion of opinm into China, "?f," they say, ‘‘we
‘* were not going to send opium into Chins, their opinm
“ policy might be considerably altered.”

157. (Mr. Peass.) I only wanted io ack, was there
‘not some limitation to the opium or poppy that could
be grown in Malwa P-~I am not aware that there is any
limitation, it i8 entirely, I believe, in the hands of the
native rulers.

158. Is the reason why the quantity of poppy grown
in Malwa has decressed becanse it is not profit
able ?—The price of the chest was at ome time 1,300
ra It fell to 1,100 and stood about 1,100, and now
it has been Intterly 1,000 ; there was a little rise, then the
other day there was & very heavy fall on the Govern-
ment measure for the stability of the rapee, which I
should imagine 1o be rather a temporary fall, and it is
. because instead of getting 100 or 200 rupeces per chest
above the cost of duty snd manufacture, they can get
very little out of it except vhat which the native r
gets in the increased land tax for the better lands on
which the poppy is cultivated.

159. Was the reduction of the transit duty made for
the purpose of stimulating the cultivation of the poppy
in Malwa P-~I believe it was to meet the views of t%e
native rulers, who said that they could not get their
o&i)um into the Oalcutta market at the higher duty of
700 rupees per chest with a cost of manufacture of 425
rupees more,

160. And if the old transit dnty had been maintained P
—Yes; probably the trade would have died out; it
could not possibly, I believe, have existed with the 700
‘rupee duty. .

161. (Mr. Yowbray.) 1 do not know whether we shall
have any of the medical evidence of the medieal mis-
sionaries which you quoted P—No, I did not quote any
medieal evidence. Dr. Huntley, I believe, will be calied
before your Commiesion in Intia I did read, at your
Chairman’s request, an extract from Dr, Huntloy. He
bae lived in the Rajpootana for a long time, and there
is another medical man who has lived in Bajpootans.

162 to 165. Could you teil me when the manufacture
by the Indisn Govornment began what was the origin
of the manufacture P—I cannot speak as to the date, but I
bolieve it was & msuufacture which was oarried on
under the old East India Company, and was inherited
by the British Government when they took poesession
of India, and the Company was dispersed. I believe it
is almost from time i ial

sing

The witness withdrew.

Rev. Jaues Lace, Oxford, called in and examined.

185, (Chairman.) You are professor of the Chinese
li\ngnuge and literature at Oxford, are you not P
‘oa.

166. You resided many years in China P--Yes; I

resided in Chine, or rather 1 wonld eay among the
Chinese peoplo, becuuse I never resided omt of Her
!Kn&aﬁty'l domirions. Three years and & balf I lived
in Mulacoa, which i8 part of Great Britain, snd then
abons 80 yeurs I resided in Hong Kong.

167. In what ity P—As & missionary
tion with the London Missionary Sooioty.

168. Loug residence in those conntrios has of vourse
ensblud you to form an opinion with reference to the
opiom question A1t certainly did ; and while resident
in Hung Kong I visited wany places in China, and
latterly I visited Pekin itself, and all the open ports
and mission stations in the north.

, in

169. So that you have had a wide observation of the
people who are consumers of opium P—I have.

170. Will you tell us what is your view as to the
effect of the mokizw of opium on the part of the
people of China P—Well, let me say that during my
first residence_in Malacca opium smoking was not so
¢ 88 it subsequently b 1 heard much of
it, but J saw little. I had an example that impressed
mo very much with the tenscious hold that the habit
keops upon ita victim. As eoon 88 I began to be able
to falk in the langesge, I went every day visiting
' mmong the peolple. and encountered s young man of
?mmd ba usufmn gentl ly azd add
foun was from a very respectable family in Chin
but becaase be had formed the opinm lnblxyh ﬂ:eryse;
him out of the country in the hope thes s visit P
Malacos might wean him from thes habit. 1 become
interested in the man, invited him to take up his sahode
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Rev. J. Legge. with me in the Anglo-Chinese College at Malaces,

which was then under my care. He came, and we

8 Sept. 1893. very friendly intercourse together ; but all at once he

disappesred. 1 had made it & condition with him that
he should nob smoke opinm in the college. He dis-
appeared ; and never came back. On my asking about
him among his friends, I found that he had died, or that
he had dissppeared sltogether. He tried, I believe,
earnestly to break off the habit, and thought through
\/}.\is acquaintance with me, that he had an opportunity
of doing 8o, but it was all in vain. Then, when { went
on to China, wherever I went I encountered opium
smokers, and found that there wae mo evil so much
deplored by the respectable classes of the peo le o8
thin habit, I fourd that no respectable man could tell
me of any good that opium had done, but_every man
had his own narrative of evils, deaths, snicides, misery,
~—_ruin, that it had Eroduoed. And my own observation,
a8 I became familiar with the peogle, and I bad a large
circle of acquaintances smong them, confirmed the
reports that I got from those around me.

171. You have been speaking of the opinion enter-
tained by what you call ths respectable olasses P—The
respectable classes; but I never, even among opiumists
themselves, heard a man who had a word to say by way

+of apology or excuse for his habit. You will find no
one in Chins, I believe at the present day you would not
find one, who, however devoted he might be to the habit,
would eay anything in its favour. I may just mention,
as having been a missionary, and come very much
/‘nto contact with the Chinese, and associating with
one missionary society and another, that there is not,
among all the thousands of churches that are growing
uap a.ng making s profession of Christianity, there is not
one which wounld receive a man into its communion who
waa in the least degree addicted to the smoking of
~gpinm. When converts in connection with myself
_ began to increase in number, so a8 to form s com
munity, I brought the subject frequently before them
when all the principal members of our church were
bled togeth Ididgol 1 wished to train
them into the way of feeling that the responsibility
of receiving fresh additions to our mumbers rested
with themselves and could not and ought not
to be devolved upon their missionary and pastor. On
several occasions I acted the purt of what we call the
“ devil’s advocate.” I wonld say to them, “ Well, here
“ ig this man who 1nakes apglic&tion to be baptised and
% to be adnitted as & member of our community; he
% ig gaid to have a good character ; but if any of yon
« know it to be otherwise, you ought to come forward
“ and declare it. I do not know that he is at all
“ addicted to the habit of opium smoking; but if he
“ be, you must make up your minds whether you will
 peceive such opium smokers. And do you think it
 is worse to ftake a pipe of opium now and then than it
¢ jg for the members of many, perhaps, of most in other
* charohes, to take a glass of wine now and thenP
And they would reply to me, * Why, there is no analogy
*“ between the two cases; you take your glass of wine
% and it does ;ou no harm ; yom abstain from it, and
¢ you do not feel an{ great craving for it ; but when a
“ man once begins the habit of taking opinm, it grows
* upon him, he cannot refrain from it; he is miserable
“ until he gets his nsnal dose; we cannot receive into
_“ our communion one sddicted to the least induigence
“ in opium smoking; if we did, the end would be our
“ own disgrace snd injury.” Buch is the universal
feeling on the part of all Christisn converts in China.

173. Is ibe practice of emoking opium one which
prevails widely among the more well to do classes P—It
provails widely, and it bas increaeed very greatly within
Iy own experience ; but without statistical information
I am not prepared to say what percentage of Chinese
may smoke opinm. I do not think it is e large assome
have ass , and I do not think it is small.

173. Comparing the maeses, is it with them rather
than with the more well-to-do classes that the consump-

ion of opimm most widely prevails 7—Well, that also ia
s difficolt question to answer. There is no clees that
is free from it. It manifests its presence sooner among
the poorer classes than amoog the richer, for when a
man is wealthy and indulgee his desire for the opium
ipe, and yet is able to live comfortably otherwise,
Enve sufficient nourishing food, good housing and
clothing, the habit does not tell upon his physical
ndition, so soon a8 it does upon the poor man.
Ihave often had a dozen men brought before me to
ses whisher I could tell which wae am opium smoker
and which was not, and it was very seidom that I made
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s mistake. The sallow countensnce, general appear.
snce, emaciation of the opium gmoker for the moat part
revealed his character.

174. The Chinese stand high, do they not, as a race,
for their powers of industry P—They are the moat
indastrious people I ever became acrjusinted with.

175. And physically a powerful race P—Yes ; thoy are
not generally 8o tall, perbaps not 0 muecolsr as
Englishmen sare ; but I have often come inte contact
with & Chinaman from whom 1 was glad very soon to
get quit.

176. They are good workers P——They are good workers,

177. And I suppose many of those Chinemen who are
good workers are to some extent consumers of opinm ¥
—Not many of the best workers; no. When an opium
smoker comes under the power of his babit, he cannot
work #o well unless he refreshes himself every day with
hig pipe. .

178. And sro you under the impression that it is
exceedingly difficult to indulge to a limited degree in
his form of indulgence, and that most people who take
any opium at all take too mnch P—That is my view.

179. Is thore suything that you would like to say to
us further with regard to the injury which is done to
the Chinese people, physically, and mentally, and
moml? by the use of opium F—~No; I might sum up
what 1 have to say, that from all I bave known and
scen of the habit of smoking opium, I should ssy
that the drug does evil, and nothing but evil, and thet
continually.

180. Have you anything to ssy to us with reference
to_the publio feeling in China with reference to our
policy in pr ing & traffic bet India snd Chinn
in opiem {"—I bave written down what 1 should say on
such & question.

181. Will you read it ? — I have often heard an
indignant cxpression of lzint against England;
but few of the Chinese are sufficiently acquainted with
the geography and history of our Indian dominion
to complain specislly of our Indian policy. of which
they arethe victime. They know that the use of opium,
except for medical purposes, iz forbidden here at
home nmo:g ourselves, and why should we, they have
often asked me, try to force it on them? They
have dome so in the psst, and still continne to do so.
Their statesmen are better acquainted with our Indisn
fohcy; but their suggestion to Bir Rutherford Alcook
or & modification of our Indian glolicy waa not recoived
generously, and did not meet with acceptance. In con-
cluding what I have to say in reply to your question, I
m be allowed to relate part of & conversation which I
with Kwo Sung-tac, the first Chinese smbassador
who waa appointed to this country. I ealled on him
goon after hus arrival in London, and he welcorned me
to the Logation. Among other things which he asked
me wad this, * Whether I thought China or England
was the better conntry.” I told him at once that I
thonght England was the bester country. He was
disappointed, and said, “ Well, I graat you that you
‘“ have finer pablic buildings, finer officea than we have,
* more engineering ekill, and that altogether England
““ js @ cleaner country shan China. But that 18 not
* what I mean. 1 mean looking at the two countries
* from their moral standpoint;” and that moral
standpoint, ae heex; ded it, wae a8 to the appreciation
of benevolence, rig iety, ienti
ness, and good faith. I told him that was & more
difficalt question to answer; but while I knew what
high ideas of those virtues the Chinese had, I thought
many of the English took higher views, and tried to
carry them out more than the Chinese did ; and, lookin,
st the two countries or peopl that standpoins,
still thought England wae the better of the two. 1
never saw & man more disappointed; be icipated
quite & different reply. He took & couple of surns
across his r i 00m ; then planting himself hefore
me, he said, * Yon say thet England, looked at from a
* moral standpoint, is better than China; why, then,
¢ lot me sek youn, hae England tried to force upon
* Chins her opinm, and still continnes to do so # >

182. At what date did this conversation take place ?-—
Soon after his arrival ; more than ten years ago; L think
it might be in 1877.

183. This Chinese gentlemsn would hardly contend
that at the present day the power of England would
be used to force the trude in opium on the Chinese P
I bope no such ideas are epringing np on the subject
regarding England.
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184. Cartainly not P—But when I had that conversa-
tion with, Kwo Sung-Tac I suppose theré'were 70,000
cheats of opinm going from India to China. I supfuoue
thut the Indian %overnment this year will send at least
80,000 chests.

185. It was immediately open to'the Chinese Govern-
ment to exclude the Indian oginm from China; if they
think fit they can levy & probil imidu P—The Chi-fh
Conwention had not taken place when I saw him then,
but still the legalisation of the opium trade after the
Tientsin Tresty had taken place.

186. 'I'he position st ﬁresent is that the Indian
Government doen allow the export of opinm to China
to take place, subject t0 8 very heavy export duty
imposed in Indin. It leaves it to the Chinese Govern.
ment, if they think fit, to exclude the importation of
opium into their ports, either by an edict of prohibition
or by levying prohibitory duties P—Well, I wish they
would set about doing so. 1t is not easy for them; at
lenst they do not seem to think it easy for them, becanse
they have not done it.

187. The Chinese have not done itP—And the pro-
duotion of opium among themeelves has been increasing
more and more,

188-9. Have you anything to tell us as to the time
when end the way in which the cultivation of the poppy
ond the use of opium were introduced into Chinaf—
S0 far a8 I have investigated the matter, and it is &
matter thot requires a good deal of research, I think
they first became acquainted with opium and adopted
the name of it in perbaps the eighth century, during the
period of one of their greatest dynasties, the Tang
dynasty, & powerful dynasty that attracted people to
jitsolf on wisits of curiosity and of business from the
west. Then the Arabs came into Chins. Mahomme-
denism, if it had risen, had not become st all vigorous,
but the Arabs came into Chins, and the Chinese took
the name and became soqueinted with the flower, though
not with opium, I think, at that early time. A.phirnis
not the proper Arabic name, Lut it ia & name for it there ;
and the Chinese oall it ya-pien, and A-fu-yung, evideatly
in the imperfect of their phoneti thod ing to
reproduce the word. After the first introduction they
wore pleaged with the flower as & matter of taste; they
began to cultivate it; by-and-by they became
acquainted with its use as o medicine, and their atten-
tion was apecially taken by the capeule and its seeds,
end they oslled then tbe poppy, the * jar-millet,”
comparing its hood, its top, the capsule to the form of
8 jar, lng its reeds to millet or any other seed with
which the jar might be filled. They became acquainted
also with ite medical use in dysentery and the power to
produce sleep, and gradoally they began to plant it;
and soon after the fifteenth century it had taken root,
aot earlier, I think, than the fifteenth ocentury, in
Sge-ch'wan, Kansab, and the other provinces in the west
of China, and Eradunlly they began to appreciate the
sengations which the partaking of the opium juice
guve them. I have read a comparison stating that it
waa like what we call nectar, that it furnished a drink
it for Buddha himself. As time went on, the habit of
eating opium, ‘and of drinking an extract from the
seeds, grew, but not yeot the habit of opinm smoking.
Opium smoking was mtroduced from Manilla or from
Java by the Spaniards or by the Portuguese.

190. In the esrly vo; , do you mesn P—Yes, in
their early voyages, and that was only discovered lately
by & medical missionary in Pekin, Dr. Dud, , in hig
roadings of o topographical volume, in which literature
China ig richer than all the rest of the world together;
and in an sccount of one of the small departmentas, half
the sime, perhaps, or the whole size, of one of our
counties, he found an of the introduction of
this habit, which came in connection with tobacco. First,
they became fond of smoking tobacco. Just about the
ssme time that the habit was introduced into this
country, and king James %nblished bis Coumnterblast
against Tobaoco, then the Chinese were forming the
sane habit, and adding to their tobacco some more or
less of opium in order to make their smoking more
tasty, more pleasant to themselves. The bhabit sx:mi
from the Islund of Formoes, and it passed over into oy
and other cities of Fu-kien; and, in 1729, the attention
of the Government was directed to the habit, and an
-edict was Xublished in that year, denouncing the habit
and forbi diuﬁ; under severe penmslties, the smoking
-of opiamn and the opening of honses for opi ki

1
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publication of the edict in 1729 the introduction of
opium became » smnggling trade; and the East India
Ol:)mpa.ny, from the time of its operation in Chins, was
well scquainted with the Imperial edict against opium,
well acquainted with the fact that to bring opium from
India or elsewhere to China was an act of smuggling.
It can be proved by various instances that the East
India Company was acquainted with this, and forbade,
in consequence, the gending epium fo China in any of
the Company’s veesels, yet not interfering with the intro-
duction of it elsewhere, y, & good many yeara ago,

when the thuestion of opium smquling to China came
up_in the House of Commons, & letter was read from
& Mr. Fitzhugh to some gentl ted with

the direction of the East Indis Company, explaining
its character, and expressing his great surprise thet
sach a trade should be persevered in which was death
to the smoker and absolute ruin; and his letter con-
cluded with expreesing his great regret that, if England
adopted this practice, the character in which the Hast
India Company was held world go down in Chins, and
311}: who‘ll? of the Europeans in that couniry would be

191. (8ir James Lyall) What year was that P—We
have qguite sufficient evidence that the prohibition was
well known to the Direoctors of the East India Company.
Mr. Fitshugh,in China, in 1782, when it was bein,
discnssed in Calcutts whether a new departure shouls
nob be taken by the Indian Government by sending to
China opiuam in a greater and more o manner
then had yet been done, replying $o the inquiries ad-
dressed t0 him on the snbject, said: ** The importar
¢ tion of opium to China is forbidden om very severe
 penalties. The opium, on seizure, is burned, the
“ vesgel carrying it is fiscated, and the Chi
* in whose possesion it i found is punished with

death. It might be concluded that, with & law so
*¢ rigid, mo foreigners would venture to® jmport, nor
“ any Chinese dare to purchase this article; yet
“ opium has for a long course of time been annusll
“ garried to Ohina, and often in large quantities, both

by our country’s vessels and those of the Portuguese.
‘ That this contraband trade has hitherto been oarried
“ on without incurring the penalties of the law is
‘ owing to the excess of corrmption in the Executive
* part of the Chinese Government.” Hig letter
goncludes with adwerting to the high epinion of the
East Indis Compeny eatertained by the Chinese, and
thus conoludes : sz must this opinion change when
¢* your servanta are to :deviate from the plain road of
¢ an honourable trade to pursue the crooked path of
¢ smuggling1” This 'was written in 1782, 50 years

fore the oocurrence of our firat war in China, and for
more than 50 years before that the smoking had been
carried on with a knowledge of the position in which it
was placed by the Chinese Government.

192. (Chairman.) You 'have given us an historical
sketch going up to a very early period ; and I suppose
we may take it from you that the habit of smoking
opium and the onltivation of the poppy in China
did not originate through the intercourse with Eng-
lichmen, but it began long before there wss any
interoourse between England sand Chinaf—I do not
believe myself, I have seen no evidence 0 make me
think, that opium wae ever prodaced in China, ex-
cepting se & medicine, antil after the rise of this habit
of opium smoking in Formosa soon after 1700. It wasat
Amoy, in the fields about Amoy, that opium first began
to be grown. .

198. Is it within ‘gonr personal knowledge that there
has been any considerable increase in the cultivation of
the poppy in China of recent years P—Yes; at present
that is my own view. Of course every year the increase
hae gone on with acoelerated rapidity, and to a greater
extent; but in 1873, as my departire from the country
drew nesr, I went for a ocouple of months up to the
north, visiting the different mission stations at Shanghai,
Chi-fa, Tientsin, and went on to Pekin iteelf. In
returning e routa for England, I went from Pekin by
mule cart to the provinoe of Bhan-tung, and visited the
old cemetery to see the grave of Confucins ; and all the
way from Pekin I saw opiam fielda.

194. What is the distance? ~ Well, it teok us
15 days. perhapu 40 or 50 milee a day, and as we
drew near to a: village of Ch’d-f'on, where ing
l’md lived, and which is very mach pled by his

a3 shown in Dr.

Edinn's historical note on opiam.
That waa the b the agitetion in ma

at the p t day, I saw a field of opiumir
bloom, and near by were a n of grey-headed
men—old men—seated o s dyke, talking together.
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1 went up to them with my companion, who was the
Rev. Dr. Edking, sud we expressed to them our sorrow
at seeing the field of opium, especially so mear the
grave of Confucius himself. Ono of the old men, with
quivering voice, 8aid, * Yes, you are sorry; but I am
* more sorry 3’ Hesaid, ** My relatives, my friends, my
‘¢ family, have long dwelt here ; our young people have
“ wn up in decent, industrious, respectable habits,
* ﬁ: they will not do 8o much longer.” 1 was affected
aimost to tears by the feeling of the old man,—his
feeling the injury that was being done by the growth of
opinm, and that the injury would extend to his
descendants.

195. Was this man that you are speaking of one of
the descendants of Confucius, do you eay; did he claim
that P—I do not know, but snon after that I asked one
of the d dants of ius, who was one of my
barrow-men in travelling to the Grand Canal, and he
8sid there were about 40,000 of the same surname,

196. Tt becomes a sort of clan or tfribe P~Then I
went to the palace of his descendant, the only duke in
China, who has got landed property.

197. Did you make any other journeys—inland jour-
neys—in Ohins, which would enable yon to form en
opinion a8 to the extent of the growth of the g)oppy P—
No; but all along that way, from Pekin to Shanghai,
there was the opium growing By that time the
Yellow River, the river of China’s sorrow, had changed
i1s oourss, and instead of falling into the sea where it
had done. for more than & century, it hed tarned iis
course north. After crossing it just on the borders
of Shan-teng-—crossing its new course—then we went
on and came to a high bank, from which we saw its old
ehannel, through which for some 500 miles it had run
on to the sea, There was the hollow of the old channel
filled with fields—not absnlately /filled — but dotted
here and there with fields of fhe poppy plant in
bright bloom. That was my expgrience. But of late
years, in the great provinces of the West, the growth
of opinm has increased, extended. I should think,
now that the opium supplied from the native fields is

haps five times o8 much as what they get from
din.

198 (9ir James Lyall.) I would like to ask one ques-
tion: Is any alcobolic lignor drunk in China P—Very
little. In 34 years, and often in very large cities, from
Canton of s million and a half down to cities with
& population of 200,000 and 200,000 persoms, in those
84 years I never saw bat one Chinaman drunk, and he
was not very

199. What do you think is the reason that they

" avoid liquor and Emoke opiumf Is there any ides that

one is disgracefal and the other not, or anything of

‘that sort P-~Their temperance is owinﬁ to their having

drunk tea for' 2,000 years, to the abundance of tea, an:
owing to the teaching of their schools. There is a
great deal of moral training and moral feeling in
China, much more than we are prepared to give them
credit for. .

200, Then with the moral training and moral feeling
why does not that tell against the smoking of opium ?
~—It does tell againet the smoking of opium.

201. Not so successfully as againgt the liquor P—
Though people have been enslaved, become victims to the
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prohibited, the Chinese would ' follow the Japanese
example, and drink a grest deal of liquor instead f—I
cannot tell; I do not think they would, so long as
they could get plenty of tea.

205. You know the Chinese officials very well, you
know their habits and their character; do yom think
here is any probability of the Chinese Government
ever sg.oEpmg the growth of opium in China? Do
you think it is probable P Well, who can tell about the
future? Ihope, and I fear., I may besllowed, my Lord,
to just refer in connection wit{n this to a kindred
subject. Tho question has often been put to me
whether I thought that the opium emuggling had made
us accountable for our first opium war ; and I wonld like
to give my view about that, The war was ocossioned
by two factors; one was the intolerable insolence of the
Chinese in refnsin? to have intercourse with the repre.
sentatives of England on terms of equality, and the
other wag our habit of smuggling. England had this
ievance ingt China, of its arrogant insolence;
hina had this grievance against England. of its per-
sistent smuggling ; and, as botween the two, I suy that
tho persistent smuggling of England was & greater
crime sagainst humenity and against God, than the
abominable arrogance of the Chinese; and we had no
right to call by violence upon onr country to make the
Ohinese Gowv t chenge ite insolent ways—we had
1o right to do that, until we could stand before them
and sey that we had given up this_persistent habit of
smuggling. In reading SBir John Davis's ** History of
Chins,” in his account of the troubles that broke out
after the arrival of Lord Napier, to supersede the East
Indis Company's official supercargoes in the superin.
tendence of the trade, I find he says,  As soon as ever
he (Lord Napier) arrived, the trade became free.” The
consequence was that nearly every—1I do not say every—
Englishman, but scores of Englishmen in that part of
the world who could manage to muster enough to pur-
chase & boal of their own, went into the smuggling
trade, carried on their business not merely in the waters
outside the port, but went also into the interior waters,
until even the Chinese merchants and the superin~
tendent there (Captain Elliot) began to get alarmed,
and, after consultation with the English genersily,
Captain Elliot jssued an edict to all those litt
smuggling parties, ordering them out of the inner
water within three days, and he communicated to the
Governor that he had done #o, and offered bim his
assistance to suppress that abominable system of
smuggliug that was everywhere going on. Sir John
Davis says that this was the only occasion on which the
Canton Governor dispensed with the absurd practice of
requiring the English superintendent to address the
Mandarins, through the intervention of the Hong Kong

-merchants. He granted torms of equality on that occa-

sion, no conscions was he of the virtue of the English
superintendent in the offer which he had made to them.

208. (Chairman.) We nmg take it that we sll regard
that policy of the past with great regret, and that we
accept the statement which waé made on behalf of the
late Government by 8ir James Ferguson, that such a
course of policy ss that would mever be permitted
again; that [ think is ?—1I wish it were 8o, my
Lord, that we all look back with shame and regret upon
the past. 1 believe you have stated correctly, that the .

habit themselves, they all speak inst it, and I

each other about it. Largely even #s it has increased,
1 believe that the p tage of opinm kers in China
is not more than 20 per cent. of the population ; butitis
incressing very largely from year to year, and the rain
of Chine becomes more alarming, more th ing to

which is before us now, i the presens and is—
1s the opium & thing that is doing good or doing evil P
207. You have very clearly told us, aa the result of your
long experience, and in your jugfmenc, that opium does
nothing but harm in China ?—Nothing but barm ; and

be irrecaverable. .

202. I was in Japan last year, and in Japan opium is
prohibited.—Yes, it is prohibited.

203. It always bas been, but liquor is drunk every-
where, is procurable everywhere, and the Government
raises an enormous revenue out of it P—If we could have
had our way the Japanese wonld have been customers
for our opium a3 much a8 the Chinese. Fortnnately,
the day before Lord Eigin concluded his Treaty in
Japan, the American repr ive, who had seduced
him into the legalization-action, at the tariff negotia-
tions after the 'I‘re;:g of Tientsin, oomsl:\‘gd his. Mr.
Heed had conclu his treaty the day before Lord
Elgin. In that treaty opiam wse probibited, and an
engagement come to by the Americans that they wonld
not introduce opium into Japan. B

204. Do you know the Chinese labourers very well;
do you think there is any danger that, if opium was

it is that I hailed the new departure which
the Anti-Opium Society took in directing its operations

ially to India, and proposing that the production of
opium in India should be confined to what was
necessary for medical purpoges. The veil scemed to
fall from mwy eyes, and I said to myself, ** Now we have
“ hit apon the right method; we strike at the evil in
“ ijta very head ; cut off, stop up the fountain of pro-
* duction in India, and the influence that goes ous from
“ us upon China will be for good and nothing but good I
And I myself have such confid in the arrang t
of Providence in the conduct of human affairs that I
believe we should recover anything that we should lose,
ten times.

208, (Sir James Lyall) Would not thas apply to the
prodaction of spirit, of rum, and whisky, and all those
things that are produced in Fu and are sent out
to sorta of countries? How do you draw the dis.
tinction P They do tremendons harm in India; st the
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- present day great barm is done by the ‘Bmportation of
uﬂi.rite——great harm is done to the Indians. What is
the distinotion P—I think better of spirits than you do,
apparently, though I cannot say that I have ever seen
my way clear to beeome a tectossller; but two things
thet are bad will not make & third thing, that ia worse,
good. T have no reply o say, but “success to the
teptotallers.”

209. (Mr. Pease) You stated that your observation
had been, that p who b X nally
came more snd more under the influence of the
opium P—Yes. . ’

210. IF it is stated by other witnesses that men go on
from 15 to 16 years ing the aame quantity and not
coming more under the influence of opinm, do you say
that that is 'y to your experi P~1 mever
knew such a case; I never knew a man go on eo long
without injury. I have eaid that if & man is well off,
otherwise able to feed well, able to keep himself well
clothed, he may indulge in opiam much longer than a
poor man, on whom it works its natural effects, and
who cannot defend himself againat them. But of
course, there is a da.nq::- 10 every man who indalges at
all in d.rinkini, whether it be apirits, liquors, or even
beer; the less he takes of them the better; but it does

not follow that he will go to ruin as the poor opinm

smoker does in China.

211. (Sir W. Roberts.) In your travels in China, have
Yyou eéver come to & community where opium emoking
gni ht be said to be generalised, that is to say, general-
ised in the same way that the drinking of alcobolin
stimulants is ia this country P—Well, no, not in my
travels in Ohins. Happ‘ily, have not met with any

v Rly deb
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population of Hong Kong has approached that. For
instance, in 1844, the very year after Hong Kong—or,
two years after Hong Koni—e-was ceded to wus, en ordi-
nance was passed by the Legislative Council, making
Hong Kong the opium house for all Chine; and I think
it was 10 opium houses whioch were at once licensed
for the proparation of opinm, and, often in the morning
I have gone down from my own house ort the hill, an
walked along about a quarter of a mile of the Queen’s
Road where those houses were situsted, and the air
reeked with the effluvia of the boiling epium, and the
greatest scandal very soon arose in _connection with the
system then adopted by the Hong Kong Government.

213. You suggested ly that even
20 per cent. of the population of China were opiam
smokers ; that wonld be of the adults, I presume P—It
may be 8o now, because, I believe, that through the
home prodaction the quantity of opium produced in
China 18 perhaps five times that which comes from
India. The inspector, Sir Robert Hart, made & calcala-
tion of the b of opium imported from India, and
how ma.nyn];:eople it would serve to afford emoking to,

it was only 1 per cent.;

that is several

ears ago., Bubt 1 shonly;i say now that in some places

per cent., but that npon the whole 10 per cent. of the
population, some 40,000,000, ave opium smokers.

218, Is there any evidence that there is any national
degeneration of bealth in ChinaP—No; but sll our
medical missions are well employed, snd Dr. Dudg
at Pekin, hasmade a register of applicants and opium
victims with their trades and their vdrfous engage-
ments, which enables him to determine the proportions

y 8o hed ae that. Some- of different pursnite that are suffering from the habit.
The witness withdrew. )
Dr. Maxwart oalled in and examinsd, -

214. (Chasrman.) I believe dzgu are & master of arts
and a doctor of medicine of Edinburgh P-~Yes, my Lord.
215. And what is your present position P—My present
position is secretary to the Medical Missionary Associ~
ation in London. _
216. And in enrlier life what was your career P—From
1863 to 1885, excepting a long period of illness between

1874 and 1883, I was a medical missionary in the isiand.

of Formoea in South-Fastern China.

217. That long residence in Formosa put you into &
position in which you conld form & judgment as to the
effects of the opinm habit. Will you kindly tell us the
conclusions to which you were brought P—I may
first just state, my Lord, the kind of experience which as
o medical missionary I was forced to have. I should
suy that every missi 'y whether medical or otherwise
in China is forced to take note of the opium question,
not only because he meets with opium victims, bnt
beoause the rigid law of the Christian church in China
is that no opium smoker shall, under any condition, be
admitted to the church. He mmst form a judgment
for himself of the grounds of that snd approve it or
otherwige, So thav every missionary is involved, but
o lly a I" ‘Egiid' h,.the t he opens a

ispensary, as Lmyse] in the seaport village of Takow
in the island of Formosea in the yenl:'oleﬁﬁ. In the first
four mouths of my disp 'y practice there, out of

. 649 patients I think I had 247 who were opium smokers,
nud 109 of these came expressly to be cared of opiam
smoking, that ia to ask my help for the cure of opinm
smoking. 1 took note of that, and three years later, or
rather in the begiuning of 1869, when I was permitted
to return to the capitul of Formoss, the city of Tai-wan-
foo, a city of 150,000 or 200,000 inhabitants, and opened
a hospital there, in the first five months of my work
thore, I had 950 upium patients, that is patients who
came expressly seeking help to be delivered from the
bondage of the opium babit. Now this is the experience
of every medical missionary in China. In the north and
in the west aund in the south wherever a medical

“ which it gives.

In almost every oitZ in China, and in the large villages,

there are shops where medicines are sold expressly for

“the cure of the opium habit, by the Chinese themselves.

All that will show you how full is the expericnoe, at

ha.bt of the medical migsionaries, in relation to the
it. T

218. What is the class of people who seck medical
help with yeference to opinm, and what are their
motives for coming to seek for professional assistance ?
—The class of people is the working class ; the small

hopk 4, ooolies or lab ordinary arti and
the working class generally, the poover oclass, not the
wealthier oloss, these are the parties who come into
our hands and it is apon them of course that the habit
presses mos severely, just by reason of their compara~
tively limited income.

219, Do you take it that the use of opium in a
measurable per-centage is more prevalent among the
poorer class than it is among the well-to-do class P—
According to per-centage, 1 do not know. Of course,
& vast number of the people in China belong to
the comparatively poorer class, sgriculturalists and
working men, and it is smongst them that the
missionaries have their chief labour. It is not amongst
the wealthier class. But we know it as a fact
that large nambers of the wealthier classes do take
opium, but comparatively few of them come into our
hands. You aeked me s question which I have failed
to snswer, and that was as to the motives of those
working people for seeking help. The motives were
these: Some of thom came because they had, in the
first instance, begun {o take opium for the pleasure
bey had found that after a year or
two years, the pleasure had entirely passed away, and
that they were now under a condition in which they
were without the plessure of the hebit, and wers yet
Bnable to give it up because of the difficulty, the pain
of giviog it up, and they came geeking help for that
prrpose. Others oame -who had been, in the first

missionary is planted he is boset by great numbers of
prople, men espeoially, who are seehing to be cured of
the opium habit, and I calonlate that no less than
30.0‘()0 Emm_mgs & year pass shrough the hands of the
! inries alone, seeking deliverance from
the babit ; that is altogether apart from those who goto
missionaries who have opened opium refuges and who
are able to help thom by meana of the opium refuge,
shutting up the patients for 8 certain number of days,
and altogether apurt {from the very large nambers who
go to Chinese practitioners secking help from them.
e 80970,

T to take opium by Chinese
doctory, or by their neighbours or friends for‘some
complainte, such aa dyspepesia or Teuraigia, or some-
thing of thet kind, end fhey found themselves, accord-
ing to their own statement, worge off now that the
habit was npon them than with the previous disesse
from which they had suffered. Others, again, came at
the urgent eolicitation of their paremts or of their
friends, who knew the tendency of the habit to W
worse and worse, and to land them, finally, into abj

poverty or something like that. A few, I will saya
fow, onme who were satisfied of the moral degradation

C
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of the hanit and who felt the moral degradation ef
it, and desircd to be delivered from it on that
aceount, and a very large number came becansa of the
prossure of their financial condition. They foond that
the nse of opinm was absorbing so much of their daily
wage that they were unabie to suatein their families
and themselves in anything like ordinery. comfort.
These were the general motives which browght those
people to seek our help. . D '
220, Can you, from your experience in Formoss,
draw a contrast between the effects of the opium habit
and the effects of tobacco smoking or of dram drinking ?
—In Formosa mentand women alike smoke tobacco,
and I think that that costom is pretty characteristio of
the whole of the south of China. They ail smoke
tobaeco, and during ten yeara' work in thecisland of
Formess I never had & patient who wanted.to be
rescued from the habit of tobacco smoking, nor did I
ever hear it muggested that tobnocoo was & -ourse,
Amongst ourselves there were, even samongst mis-
sionaries, some who used tobacco. : It mever crossed
their minds for & moment that snything like church
diecipline should be exercised npon smokers of tobaoco.
On the other hand, the Ohinese themselves have no
hesitation in speaking of the opium habit ae a ourse
and as & pest, and wo, 8 missionaries, were not only
for our own sakes compelled to take notice of Chi
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of the drug. If a men took the minimnm average of
the habitual opinm- eroker, I would ssy you eculd
not distinguish the ditference between him aud the
man who took an onuce of tke drug. A mace or a
mace and & haif is quite sufficient to make & person
come under the habit of the drug, o that he is & sluve
to the drugs end when I nse the phraso * slave to the
drug” the mesning is this, that if for any remson he
desires, to give it up as from financial cousiderations
or from mersl considerations, he finds himseif face to
face with a.pbysical ordeal thet is Bo severe that he
cannot manage it. Lo
228. Great suffering is involved P—Great suffering.
224. What''is the nature of the sufferingP—The
nature of the gsaffering is this. If & men posses the
time of "hi# usual participation in the drug sud does
not receive it, does not get it, he bogins as I have
often seen in the case of Chinese teachers, to gape and
yewn and to show s very large amount of lassitude,
and if thi¢ i8 continted snd he dves not receive his
regular dose, his eyes begin to run, his nose begins to
run, he begins to have more or lese of colicky painsin
the bowels, his bones begin to ache, he is not able to
ull himself together either physically or mentslly, and
o i ‘unable to Blesp. he is unable to do work, and he
is thonlughly miserable, and if this is continuod,

opinion, but nsing our own judgment to recognise that
it was practically & moral ocurse. to_many people in
Ching. In thab respect the gravity of ppium smoking
a8 compared with tobacco emoking is very maaifest,
not only in the judgment of the peopls, but also in its
effects. I should say that the tobacoo that is nsed in
Formosa is & light tobacco, and when they would smoke
they would not smoke so much at & time as we would,
but they wonld smoke very frequently, though they mever
dream of snything like inability to give it up if they
choose to give it up. They would not require to go to
you for help. to give it up, but the opinm smoker is
compelled to come to us for such belp. Then with
regard to the dram drivking, I think that the habit of
spirit drinking is mome common in South China than
Professor Legge seemed to indicate, in what L beard
him say a few moments ago. Certainly in Formosa
there is a considerable amonnt of spirit made from the
rice and that is used by the patives. Ldo not know
that I have ever seen a drunken man on the streets.
I have seen again and again men excited bg liquor,
and I am quite satistied in connection with the use of
opinm and the opium habit the practice of liquor
drinking i8 growing; the instead of its tending to
diminisg, it is tending to inorease in China the habit
of liquor drinking. At the same time, I never had a
patient who came to me asking for help to be delivered
from the curse of dram drinking, who feit it to be s
curse, and 1 ue, a8 misei ies, we never felt that
we had sny occasion jto make that a matter of church
discipline, a8 we to do in the case of opium smokers.
1n these respects I think there is & very distinct
comparison showing the euperior gravity in the minds
of the Chinese, as well as in the minds of those who go
to work amongst them, of opinm smoking, a8 compared
with either tobacco smoking or dram drinking.” .

221. Yon have epoken of large numbers of persons
coming to you for help to overcome the opium habit.
Now were those seekera for help to any considerable
extent persons who were only oocasional consmmers of
the drug as distinet from habitual consumers P—They
were all habitual consumers, and I think it is hardly
right to speak of occasionasl ccnsumers. We do not
call & man an opinm smoker who is not a habitual
consumer, and except & number of merchanta wh’o

as has pened agsin and again, both in Indis and
China and -in England, persons who are in the habit
of using opium in that way and cannot get their nsual
supply have even killed themselves rather than endare
the euffering. There was a case which occurred a fow

ths ago in Bir where a man cut his throat.
He waa carried into the Genersl Hospital in Birming-
ham, aud when asked by the doctor there .why it was
that he had been so foolish as to commit suicide in
this way, or at least to sttempt suicide (he did
alti ly die) his t was that for three years
he had been an opinm-eater and had reached the length
of something like 60 gz., that his funds had failed,
and that his agony had become ench, owing to the went
of opium, that, rather than endure the continual
suffering, he cut his throat. Now in India and in
China we have not the least dombt that there ware
many such cases; but that is s gemeral description of
the kind of suffering throngh which they have lo .
Many have tried to cure themseives, but they have
found themselves, ae a rule at least, unable to do o,
and they come to us for help in order to be liberated
from this bondage.

225. Can you describe to us the physical evils which
result from the use of opium P—I am speaking of what
1 myself have seen and of my own practice. Besides
this imperious grip which is & very marked feature of
the opium habit as contrasted with other habits, and
which I think pats opinm out of the ordinary category of
luxuries, a grip which the partaker of it cannot over-
ocome in his ordinary strength, I found in most of the
patients who came o me seeking help that they were
more or less emaciated. I will not call it extreme
emsaciation, but they were nndouhtedly less in flesh
than they ought to have been in the circumstsnces of
their age and condition, and_one of my rules with
my :rlpmm patienta was this (I bad no wards in which
1 eould secure them so that I could overlook the cure,
and I was obliged to give them medicine, to take home
with them to use; they had to pay for those medicincs

. in order to be prevented from simply playing upon the

doctory, | warned them that if in a fortnight or three
weeks “ you don’t begin W‘ on flesh I know you are
« deceiving me, and I will refnse to give you any
« farther medicine.” I think we may take it that
amongst the working men, in very large numbers at

know the danger of the drug and of b ,
and who, perhaps, in connection with their busimess
will occasionally take a smoke with a customer
knowing well the danger, but refusing to take it da;

by day, there are no partiea whom you wonld gpea

of a8 ional 8. he ordinary nse is
habitual consamption, that is to say, daily consump-
tion, once or twice or thrice & day. I-em speaking of
working ‘men, and those who come to us are working
men. ey would be consuming day after day a mace,
that is about 60 gr., er two mace, or even three mace.
‘We reckon that between one and three mace a day was
what ‘would be called the minimum average of the
habitaal opium smoker, about esy 70 gr. or 80 gr. in
the conrse of theday. That would be & mmi

- degree

least, 44 one of the characteristics of the
opium habit. If has been putdown by some missionaries,
notably Dr. Pritchard, of Pekin, that the average
of leanness caused by the babit amongst
working men patients is something like 20 lbs., that
is they were sbout 20 lbs. less than the ordinary
weight of men of their age, owing to their connsction
with .the bhabit. 'Then besides physical inti

the opiam: ient -suffers from a susceptibility to
intercurrent di such as ordinary patients are not
equally liable to, at leass. In tropi countries like
South China we have fevers ing oftenti pidemi
cally 88 well as endemic fevers. We bave dysentery
sad we have chol and our i is that opium

for those who are under the habit of the drug.
292, 'What you call glaves to the drugP—Slaves to
the drug quite a8 much aa if they sook. an ounce

rage, .

pati are ptible to those di and fail under
them ; I mean suceumb to them in a very extraordinary .
degree asbove the way in which other persons would
succumb to them., - Their vitality is very much lessened,
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and we sgo the eame feaimure of weakened vitalityin the
liability of many of these opium smokers to carbunecles
of & very severe kind, and to ulcers and to other things
of that kind indicating more or less wenkened vitality,
and we have also an opjum dinrrheea to which they are
subject. Of course I should say firafthat the ordinary
opium smoker is linble toa degree of ipation which

19"

20 years ago was my own assistant in hospital. Tshould Dr. Marwell.

say he himself had been'an: opium smoker, knew what
opium smoking was; and was saved from the opinm-vice
by 'the help 1 was able to render him. He later on
had' set-up-a# & chemist, and had a very Usrge amount
of commerce as & chemist in the eity, and knew pretty

is very abnormal. He will not have his bowels moved
perhapms once in five or six days, sometimes even as

geldom s twice in & month. But along with that he is -

liable from time to time to attacks of severe diarrhoes,
and many opium patiente are cut off by diarrhwa, Of
course when a patient is attacked by disrrhoea opium is
our sheet anchor and often with dysentery also; but in
the case of opinm patients it in not of the slightest use.

ly -the. people of the city, both the weil-to-do
and others,-and ‘in ‘this comversation this: Chinaman
expressed to Mr. Barclay, my colleague, his concern at
the large number of wea.ft-hy families who had, since he
himself had set up in business, gone to the wall, and he
hed. no hesitation in putting it down to the abuse of
opium..;: When ether Chinese, who were referred to in
eopqectim with this conversation, were asked their

Opium
benefit that the ordin:
or dysentery might derve from the drugi That is one of
the woys in which » large number of our cpium patients’
die, from diarrhees or dysentery, ‘and those are the
phyeical evils which I think we see most manifest n
them, meny things betokening & weakened vitality.
Angd if you .esk whether opium. patients die,l would.
admit t we do not see many opium patients

atients nre in that way excluded from any
patientsuffering from diarrhoes

P on :subject, why it was that 8o many of the
wealthy.familiesin Tai-wan-foo had gone down, they also
#aid it was from. opiam. ..That is one manifestion of the.:

. social effect upon them. .I have seen the sanie deseribed

by Archdeaoon Wolfe, of Fooehow; 1 have seen mention’
by-bim.of willages where the opium habit was
se;ﬂi&rly‘pravalent. and the desoription of which, for
irt, and,, fox . poverty, exceeded the description ef sny
ordinary. village, in. relation to thess things, in China.
And.l one of the missi in Menchuri

dying directly -from the use of -opium
starvation.. There are man;
connection wilh opitm. e s60 them in the-streets in

the great.oities of China lying dying thers, not able to

work ; and they are not able to geb food, and they will.
put ot .their hands craving for opinm, and if you go
round, next duy..perhi?:s you will find the body lyiog
dead in. the street. Many die in that way, but most

iatients; . dying through opium . die thyough their
{isbil'wy to diseases coming upon them in their wealtened
vital oondition, and so carrying them off.

unlees from
that die from starvetion in -

226, Then as to the moral evil F—As to' the moral -

evils of the opiam smoker, I should explain that many
of the young men are tempted tobegin-to smoke opinm
because of their knowledge. ocommunicated to: them by
others, of the way in which it ministera to sensuality.
Therae i8 ne guestion of that fact, thay it does minister to
senauality ; and they begin very largely in order to have
what they think will be very much sensual enjoyment,
That is & moral degradation. Then we find that with

the babitual epium smoker thers is in some way or’
I do not kmow bhow~

other & tendency to falsebood.
to explain it, but it is the case ;; with habitual drunkards
the same thing  is the case, the distinction b

ies in
describing.the.city, Hai-chung, I think it was, not very,
far. , fpom. M n, .in, which the general -opinion:
expreg! ed,‘i)y,t.ha people was that their city had repidly
gone down throughy the large amount ¢f opium con.
sumed,by them.., 1 C e
-228.hI4) haw ‘been contendedl that opiam is & very
necessary remedy in.conntries which are much sabjected
to malarin: - Nowj what is’ your view on that f—1 have
a-very decided view on’that, my Lord. Formosa is
perhapa' the most malarious distriot in South China,
all my patients were more or less under the influence -
of malarious dis A8 missi ios it is: the chief’
ailment undel which 'we  ourselves come, some form
of malariouw disease, and we look upon all: the Coinese
there @ being more or less saturated with malarialr
poison. I conld mot treat dizeases of the kidneys, nnd
oftentimes of tho eyes, with any hope of success until ;
Ihad put thé patient under the influemcs of quinine,”
80 that other remedies: might be able to:work; the’
remedies would not take effect until I had  got vhese
patiente under the infl nf guinine.: :I ti
that- to ehow how prevalent malaria is in Formoss.
Well, dnrin§ 10 years in Formosa I never once heard
i by & Chi

‘

truth and falsshood becomes very much - weakened, and
we find it aiso with the habitual opium smoker, and the
tendonoy to deceit is more marked in them. Then the
habit of indolence- ia one of the - features which we
should apeak of a8 one of the mexal evils. .An opinm
smoker, if he congumes a muroe of opiam of the prepared
extract, must spend st least sn hour over it, and if he
is consnming, sny, at thres smekes in the day, at least
_three mace of oplum in the day, he will spend an hour
in the morning, sn hour in the middle of the day, end
an bour in the eveniug over this habit. There is thas
a large amonnt of time coupumed. And it is not, simply
the tims that is oconsumed then, but before he settles.
down to his opium he has slready come under the
lassitude of the want of his opium, and he is not as fit
for working for some time proceding his -getting his
doso as he would be if ha wore not an.-opium smoker.
Then perhaps the worst evil, taking the commaunity all
roand, is the terrible selfishness whiok a habit having
such & grip upon the pationt induces upon him. He
must heve his oraving satisfied, and the result is (and
we must sympathiss with it, he cannat help it, it is the
result of the physical craving) b the i i

it or suggested by s China-
man that opium was ever taken as & prophylactic for
fever. They would say they had taken it for malarial
ins; to soothe their lassitude, or the ‘pains prodnced
tnalaria, but they never, and I am certain I ehould
hsve heard of it from someone or other, said that it
waa: reckoned by them to be a prophylactic for fever.
Then; again, among my patients 1 had a very large
mber of opi king patients, who wore suffering
from- fever, and: whom 1 had bo treat with quinine
just~ad 1 treated other palients, and who recovered
immvﬁmiriever under the influence of quinire. Some
patients died, in the hospital. 1 rememher one
especially: who-enme to me in the last stage of fever,
Isaw he was dying when be came into the hospital,
but upon that poor fellow, even though he waas in
the act of death, the oraving for opinm came to
such. an extent that I was obliged to break my usual
rule of forbidding opium in the hospital aad procure
an opinm pipe for him and opiam in order to socthe
his }ast moments, I came to the oonclusion, therefore,
that there wes nothing like & prophylactic in the ase :
g(j opium, 80 far aa fever is concerned, in malarial

e y
of thia g{xysical craving he eots ab nought his family
claims,
upon him, alaims of respeotability ; all thoss havo to
go to the wall before the imperions oreving under
which he has given way. We huva no hesitation as
missionaries in looking upon the opium babit, in the
simplest, forms, 88 one which we dare not trifle with,
The native Christisan Church would not, suffer us to
admit the opinm smokers if we ourselves were inclined
to admit them. They would say, * We as heat!

i8 wife’s claims npon him, hig ohildren's claims .

-«

Then all my brethrer in China, the.medicnl -
missionaries, would have no hesitation in confirming *
what I say when I aver that in Shen-si and in Shan-st,
two of  the provinces of China which are on a very
high altitnde, something like 3,000 or 4.000 feet above
the lewel of the nea, and where malaria’is not to be
found at all, thoy have 8 much greater prevalence of
the opinm tabit than in the malarial provinces of
South China. - This is well known %o all who are
labour.ing in China, eand we never dream im China of

¢ looked upon it as immoral,” and aarely as Christians
could not do loss. oL s

937, What have you to say tous ag tothe social evils P
1 huve mentioned already the sacial evil in connection
with the selfishness, but there -is ancther feature of it.
Only this week X had a letter from ene of my colleagues
in Tai-wan-foo—he has been there for 14 vears—in which
he speaks of & conversstion which he had held with »
chemist in the city of Taiwansdios, & . chemist: whe

any thoaght to opium as s prophylactie for
fover. And while speaking of that I think it shouid be
keptin mind by the bers of the O isgion that
in Barmsh, in the valley of the Irrawaddy, 8 notoriously
malariens region, Akyab, one of the chief cities of
Araken, is a8 notoriously malsrions town. Yet it was
o4 Akyab ihas. the m?mtable members of the eor-
munity entreabed Sir Charles Aitchison to take away

;pim saying that they would pay an incressed tax
if only he would take away opium. 1f they had felt that
opiam was of any value to them in saving them from

Ccz2
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fever, and there is & great deal of fever and dysentery
in that region, they would scarcely, I think, bave done
that, and ] cannot ses how our Government could be
at liberty to take away from a people thet which is
likely to serva s a great prophylactic for fever, simply
to please the poople in the matter, as if it were s ching
of no importance. I think we may take it for grante
that there is8 mnothing to be said for opium as a
prophylactic for fever.

229, Then with ref to the ption of
Indian opium in China, what do you say abous
that P—~In Formosa no opium is grown; the opium
which is there is Indian opiam ; the opium used by the
coolies is Indian opium ; whether used by wealthy people
or the poorer people it was all Indian opiam. m I
was in difficulties myself for opium to use for medicine,
if my own stock of Smyrna opium was run ont—opinm
I got from this country—I would purchase a quantity
of Indian opium, and found it quite s effec for my
purpose as the Smyrna opium, at least it served my
purpose either for pill-making or any other opium use
that I desired. I think itis unfair, historically, to speak
of Indinn opium in China a8 being, when compared with
other opium, what champagne is to other wines, for this
reason that &t no very fa.r{:wk date, abont 1863 say or
1864, Indian opium was the only opium in the market in
Chiva. Ihold in my hand an extract from the China
Yellow Book of 1887. The China Yellow Book is the
houk issued by Sir Robert Hart, as the Commissioner of
Imperial Customs. And in the izsue of 1887 ho draws

a comparison between 186. and 1887 to show the rapid
spreuf‘ of native opium over China. For example, we
read with regard to New.chwang, which is the port of
Manchuria, in the extreme north of China. 1863
the record of the Commissioner of Oustoms was: * No
“_native opium in use at this port during the year
- 1863." Ir.;n 1887 *¢ Native opinm i8 both grown and
“ comsumed in this province. Of smokers who indunige
in the vice in their own houses 90 per cent. smoke the
native drug.” Again: * Opium is very extensively
wn in this province* churia), And again :
“ The present annual production of the three Eastern
 provinces is estimated at 8,000 piculs,” a picul being
133 Iba. Bo that between 1868 and 1887 you have a very
marked comparison between the use of native opium
and the use of Indian opinm. In 1863 it was all Indian
opium.

230. (Sir James Lyall) That is in the South P—In the

extreme south of Manchuria.

231. You do not mean o say that there was no opinm
iu the interior of China in 1863 P—I am speaking just
now of one province, Manchuria.

232, The sea coast P—The sea coast, and leading up to

COMMISSION

233. (Chairman, Would you draw the inference thas
that tendency is likely to continne P—I do think 0.

234. That the Indian supply will hecome less and loss
important ?—That the Indian supply is likely to become
Jess aud less as the native opium is more and more
cultivated,

235. 1ndis, so far aa it secks a market in Ching, is
likely to find less and less & good market, I mean to
u{ that the consumption will Eo met by Jocal supplica p
—I do believe so, that it will be met by local supplies.
In any cnse, I think it is hardly a fair comparison,
historically, to speak of Indian opinm as being like
champagne amongst other wines, because that Jeads
the public generally to think that native opium haa
been existing for a very lengthened period of time, and
that Indian opium has slwaye taken this position as
being a sort of superior opium ; whereas the history of
the traffic is that Indian opinm is being driven ouf by
the rapid growth of the native opium.

236. What is the view held by opium smokers and hy
non-opium smokers in China es to the morale of the
opium habit P—With regnard to opium smokers them-
selves, there are very few who will not wlmow]edie it
to be & vice of which they are heartily sorry, and which
they grieve over themselves. That does mnot imply
that they will face the giving of it up, but I em quite
satisfied that if yon were to sgpeal in any part of China to
an habitunal oplam smoker, he wounld say ** I am under
the power of & vicious habit.” And for non-opiom
smokers there is no question at all as to their opinion.
It is looked upon #s a vice and nothing but a vice, and
those who take to it are cousidered to be on the high
road to rmin. To give you just one most recont
instance, 1 had in my house, about three months ago,

Kirin as far north as Kirin. In 1864, according to the
Commissi of Cn * report, * native opium in
Tientsin is not widely used.” But in 1887 * Produc.
* tion of native opium in North China is very large,
“ and for every chest of foreign opium imported, at
« least nine chests of native opium are consumed.” I
draw attention to this to show that the rapid growth of
opinm in China belongs to the last 30 years, that though
known in the interior of China before thas, between 1840
and 1860 when the Tientein Treaty waa formed, the native
opium was not widely used. There had a very
decided increase in such grovinces a8 Sichuen and
Yun.nan and Kwei-chow, but still the growth waa
comporatively limited. The at increase begins
from the date about 1863, until now it ia so large.
Che-foo in 1864; “the consumption of native opium
* at this port during the past year has been so
¢ small that it may be retarned at nil. It is bronght
¢ here from Shen-si, Shan-si, and Yuan-nan.” * Nauve
* opium is known at Che-foo in 1887. It is extensively
¢ produced in this province, that is the province of
Shan-tung. And again: * In seven years the annusl
** importation of foreign opinm has fallen off by 3,468
* piculs.” * The boys, when they learn to smoke nso
** the nativeopium, Opinm smolang i8 not decreasing ;
“ it is incressing. For each pi of foreign opium
¢ which ig consumed in the Che-foo supplied districts
“ there are about 1¢) piculs of native consumed.” And
50 over ow. Kin-kiang, Chin-kisng, Shanghai,
. and Ning-po, ail leading places. What I want to draw
attention to is this, that the Indian opium has been
excluded, not becsuse of it prioe so much, or that it
was of & fine quality, but because native opium has
cnly come to the front in these last 30 years, and it is
the rapid growth ui native opium that diminished
the consumption of Indiam opium 8o very much in
various paris in China. :

& heathen China woman.
was from Formosa, that was the resson I saw her
at my house, and I asked her the question,
said, ‘‘ No,” moet emPhntic&lIy. ‘ Does your step-
son not smoke opium P"” (I knew she had & Etepson).
“ been tempied by friends to take it for pleasure,
# (thit-thé, as we mf') and 1 told him at once” (he
‘¢ put his mouth to an opium pipe, he would march
‘“ out of my honse immediately.” This was a poor
smoker i8 with regard to the habit coming upen
relatives.
opinm traffic tend to Linder the work of the Christian

ingl in China #—In two ways. First, because it
has misexi

the ed ity.
educated portion of the community, who know what
our relations to Indian epium and the object of the
their country, and openly say so. That is one very
mt reason 'why w:p:end 80 few goode to them and
of goods as we ought to have. But then there is the
other resson. Slg())%ow that there are no fewer than
we look npon every opiam smoker a8 being furthor
asway from eusceptibility, if I may use the word, to
appeals of the Gospel, asa compared with any other
people in China.
to the number you mentioned P—25,000,000. Then we
feel that looking upon it as an iramors! habit we sre
ment in India BE:IM seeking year by year to iccrease
the number of opium smokers as it does by shis trude,
by the trade itself the action of the Indian Government
is to multiply opinm smokera, whilst wo are compelled
everyone who comes under the power of that habit from
hristian church. You will recognise what I mean

missionaries.

240. Well now then, turning to the opinion of the

dica) professi habitual nse of opium, what
would your view be of the state of opinion in this
oountry P—1If I were to appeal as I u.;?ea‘led to-day on

237. (Mr. Psase.) In London P~-In London. She
“Do any of your relatives smoke opium P" B8he
8he said “*No. I knew that once or twice he had
was & married man, living in her hounse), *“ that if he
woman, yet showing what the view of the non-opium

238. (Chairman.) In what respect does the Indian

ap ags.ix;at us & greotnwi:u of pﬂejuti‘ife

clear to all who have lived long in Chins that the
Chinese wars were, look upon us as the destroyers of
we have not sent so varied and an smount
20,000,000 or 25,000,000 of opium smokers in Chins,
listen to an appeal to conscience oy to listen to the

239. (Mr. Pease) Do yon limit the number in China
put in a very gravcly false position, that our Govern.
not directly 8o far s« the Government is concerned, but
a8 missianaries to occupy the position of excluding
the
and the difficalt position in which we are placed as

a3 to the ]
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whom I happened to meet, if I were to appeal to any:
medical practitioner in this country, whether he would
look upon it with an essy mind, if any rslative of his
were to teke to the practice of landanum drinking or of

21

o' and sold as b poison, and be purchasesble from
¢ chemists only; Fourth: That the Government of
¢ India shonld prohibit the growth of the poppy and
“ the menufacture and sale of opium, except as

morphia injecting I think I would get the an which
I got from him, * Certainly not.” We medical practi.
tioners should regard it with very deep concern indeed,
1 am quite satisfied of that, if any relative or friend, or
patitut were coming under what we call the opium habit
in the way of taking to the immoderate wuse of
landanum or to the habit of injecting morphia under
the skin. To show just what we think of it as medical
men in this cnnnf.r{, would‘ you ﬁ,l]ow me to read one

‘¢ required for medical purposes.”
241. Then 88 to the op of the medical prof:

in IndiaP—I have with me here a petition ‘to the
* Honourable the Commons of Great Britain and
® Ireland in Parli 1t bled. The petition of
* the undermentioned members of the medical profes-
‘* sion in the Bombay Presidency, India,” going over
what I have ataﬂt_ted_to yom myseli“ss some of the

2 from our phar g 00] hap
the leading ome in this couniry, the one f)y Dr.
Lauder Brunton. “ When opium is first taken ite
“ action is to stimulate and afterwards depress. To
“ yemove this depression the individual takes another
“ dose; the babit of taking the drng thus becomes
‘¢ gstablished, the nervous system suffers, the mental
¢ powars become enfeebled, the moral faculties perverted,
** and there is inability to distingmish between truth
“ and falsehood.” This is what we havein ourleading
text-book on pharmacology in this country. Then
we have had at least two pronouncements in this

g opium and opium
) eaters, and signed by 49 b of the fessi

all natives, living apparently in the city of Bombay,
Some of them have taken their degrees in { is country,
some of them are graduates the Graut Medical
College of Bombay, and others are licentiates of
medicine and surgery, and one or two are licuntiates
of medicine only ; bnt these are all medical men and
native medical men in that one city, and I think if so
many native practitioners in a single city would pub
their names to a petition of this kind it shows a very

large amount of feeling in India itself in regard to this .

coaniry—they are ve di Pr

on the mbj?ét of the rZabimn.l use of opium in any
form. The first of these is the testimony of the late
8ir Benjamin Brodie and of 24 distingmished medical
practitioners of London. It was given in the year 1843
when Lord Ashley bronqhb forward his first motion
inet the opinm poly. His motion was that the
opinm monopoly should cease and active steps shounld
be taken to bring the growth of the poppy in India to
an end, 80 far at least as went beyond medical 08es.
This is what Sir Benjamin Brodie testified to: ‘ How-
 gver valuable opium may be when employed as an
. * arficle of medicine, it is im;}ossible for anyone who
“ is aoquainted with the smbject to' doubt that the
** habitual use of it is prodactive of the most pernicious
* consequences, destroying the healthy action of the
‘¢ digestive organs, weakening the powers of the mind
‘ aa well as the body, and rendering the individual who
“ indulges himself in it & worse than nseless member
¢ of soclety. I cannot but re%ard those who promote
! the nse of opium aa an article of luxary ag inflicting
‘“ a most serious injury on the human race.” This was
signed by Bir Benjamin Brodie and by 24 of the most
distinguished members of the Faculty in London, such
a8 Dr. R. Bright, F.R.8.; Dr. § Latham; Dr.
Chambers, F.R.8.; Mr. R. Liston, F.R.S.; Dr. Fer-
son, F.R.8.; Bir 0. Locock, Bart.; Sir J. Forbes,
.R.8.; Dr. McLeod; Dr. Glendinning, F.R.8.; Mr. J.
C. Moore; Dr. Gregory; Dr. Paris, F.R.8.; Sir H.
Halford, Bart, F.R.8.; Dr. R. T. omson; Dr.
Hodgkin, F.R.8.; Mr. F'. Tyrrell; Mr. Cmsar Hawkins,
F.R.8.; Dr, B. Travers, F.R.8.; Sir H. Holland, Bart.,
F.R.8.; Dr.J. T. Watson, F.R.B.; Mr. Ashton Key;
Mr. Antony White; Dr. James Johaston; Dr. J. C. B,
‘Willisams, F.R.8, That is one of the testimonies from
this country. Then here ia another, my Lord, which T
hud a hand in securing myeslf, s declaration of opinion
by over 5,000 medioal men of Great Britain and Ireland,
in answer to an appeal to the profession which was
issned in Deceraber 1891. There ure over 5,000 digna-
tures to this of bera of the profession in Great
Britain and Ireland, and amongst tﬁeao 5,000 there are
10 Fellows of the Royal Society ; 14 teachers of materia
medica; the three r tatives of the profession in
England who sit on the General Medical Council; the
r::uidentof the Royal College of Physicians of Scot-
d; 23 members of the profession who have practised
in Indis, four of whom have been professars in medical
oolloges in Indis, aad one & late re, on economic
producte to the Government of India; 13 members of
the profession who have practised in China; 21 heads
of -:Xmm; four natives of India. These I have
picked out of the midst of them, and f do not kuow
that in the history of the profession on any question of
svcial or moral interest there ever has boen & paper
which has been signed by sach & vast number of my
professional brethren as this paper against the opium
tralio. What they declare in thig declaration of epinion
is 08 follows :-=*‘ We, the undersigned members of the
** medical profession, are of opinion:—~First: That the
habit of opinm smoking arof opium eating is morally
“ and physioslly debasing; Secondy Thas the un-

‘ reetrained eale of sucha grug @8 opium is immediate!

associsted with many and geava 8 L0 the we
*¢ being of the people of India; Third: That the drug,
* opium, ought in Indis, ss in Englaad, $o be classed

“

242. (Sir W. Roberts.) Is that petition the same as
the other one P—No, sir.

243. (Chairman.) Have ydu anything to say as to
medical opinion in China P—Attached to the other one
signed by over 5,000 of the_profession in this country,
you will find on the second last the opinion of
fonr men who represent fields of labour in North, South,
and Central Chins. I have taken these and put them

p ly, my Lord, b itis the only way in which
I could bring before: Rn the opinions of the medical
profession in Chins. ere are now in China about 110
medical men, including perhaps about 20 medical

women, all of them fully qualified, practising as medical -

:nissionaries in O

M.A]&M r. Peass.) Europeans P——FEuropesns and Ameri-
cans, of these are of one mind, I heve not the slightest
hesitation in saying, with the four who happened to be in
this country at the time and to whom I sent the appeal
as was sent to the other medical practitioners in this
conntry. Isent ronnd the appeal to all the members
of the profession in this country. They write as follows:
“ 'We, the undersigned medical missi ies, about to
* roturn to our fields of labour in different parta of
‘¢ China, cordially agree with the declaration of opinion
* as above.”” That I8 with regard to the four points
that I have read. .* Further, we believe that we express
¢ the unanimous opinion of the medical missionaries
¢t labouring in Chins, now numbering aboat 110, when
** we add that it is dificalt to speak too strongly of the
* physical and morsl evil, and of the social misery
“ which is being wronght in China by the wide s.prend
 snd increasing indnlgence in the use of opinm.” Omne
of these gentlemen belongs to the province of Canton,
another hails from the Che-Kiang province, and another
comes from the most northern part, Kirin in Manchuria.
This is the testimony of the medicsl profession whioh
comes closest to the Chinese in the way of seeing them
in their daily life, speaking the language and having
continual intercourse with them.

245. (Sir W. Roberis.) The signatories of the petition
from Bombay are almost entirely natives P—Natives.

248. (Chairman.) There ia one more point on which
you wish to make » statement, and perhaps you conld
make it briefly and in anawer to one question; what is
the view that you wish to present to us with reference
to the freedom of Chins for taking action to exclude
opium under treaties P—I want to say very definitely,
my Lord, that Ihold that Uhina isnot free, and thatI
think such statements aa those of Sir James F n
and also of the late Under-Secreiary for India,
Mr. Curson, that China, if it plessed, could be in the
same pogition as Japan—that China, to-morrow, could
issue an edict prohibiting opinm—are quite inconsistent
with what I think most people understand by treaty

bligati At the p time China is bound to us

in England.

247. Those gentlemen of whom wo speak were the
efficial representatives of the Foreign Office speaking
in their official position snd on their official responsi-
bility in the Houee of Commans P——Wall, I spesk from
the point of view of China. I quite admit with Bir
James Fergusson that an: thingtii.h s direct war on
the ground of opium d, in the preeent feeling in

' c3
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this country, be impossible; but that does not mbsn got what she demanded when she put her foot down,
that China is free. Ohina is free, if you like, toido snd ssid, *“We will not go lower.” She got that,
what Ruesia did in the matter of the Black Seasto But we camnmot look upon that ss reaching the full
denounce the Treaty and take the risks ; but thatis very claim of China. China i wot fres to take action uuless
different from saying that China is free, and Chins is /Engl&nd takes action with ker.
not Russia. : | 954, (Sir Jomes Lyall) Thatis quile contrary to what
248. These are matters all outside of the purview of / has been said in Parliament P—-Quite contrary. I admit
the Commission, purely inquiring into the opinm ques-{ that it is quite contrary. But I am quite satistied of my
tion. I mean, we cannot help nlluuvjing our zm::a position. :
to engage themselves in soma speculation as to the 255. The: i i i
e o e el e o of sty i Fhen Yo Wik nobody in the Houas ke it
tion. Bat I suppose that you wounld agree with ma correct..
that a declaration of war on onr part against China, if N ' L.
China took the step of demouncing these treaties, 256, All you can ask the-Commission to do is to make
would be received with great resentment by publiq 81 iDquiry at he Foreign Office P~-Most surely.
feeling in this country P—I quite agree. | B %}5)‘7 {8ir Williom thb:rtl.) I w::) very mm:ih struck
. ; with your: statement that no apecial organio disease is
. 249. (Sir Jomes Lyall.) Tt would n6y be necessary to f A N d
denounoe 'the treat.y’rl at all, I understand P-—Chiz ig f‘i’:&dy’.m;td“th."? ﬂ";. o i‘:m smoker—anything like
bound $0 18 jast ROW. P cirthosis after spirit drinking or the numerous other
J . o things P-+You'shonld vemember that we have no means
250. I nnderstand all the authorities said it is not at  in China ief* pathological examinsations; and my own
all necessary to denounce the treaty P-—-But we have cofiviction™i8 that when the: fime comes that we sholl
the treaty. ) have that, it will be found that we have more organic

251. Under the Che-foo Convention they can simply disease then is yet known.
give natice P—I have the terms of the Che-foo Conven. _ 258 and 259. Did you form any opinion of the pro-
tion in my pooket, siy., .. . ... . Pm'tl:m °(£le > 1! ":—I me']‘;‘ 8y Ft"‘ °Pl;lm
2 an ; 3 5 smokers—1{o,the rest of the population in Formoss P—
252 and 258. (Ohairman.) Will yoa make your stae- In the city of Tai-wan-foo we considered that at least ene-

ment of your view shortly ,to the Commission. I, a8 . " A
obairman,yvri.ll take care that the matter is referred to taixd of the aduly male population were opium smokers.

the Foreign Offico B—As I undemstand, at present = 260 Hed any change taken place during your expe-
China is bound to us by the Che-fop Agreement of 1885 ribnce in the smoking of op I meanhad it d d
or 1486; and according to the Che-foo Agreement, s¢ much or jueressed muoh ¥—-1 should say it had steadily
I read it here, ““in the event of the termiuation of the & d and, s @ atill, .
“ present additions] article, the arrangement with 961" Wa there any possibility of getting facts as to
¢ regard to opium pow in force under the regulations  the state of the public hesith 'in Formosa P—Only
¢ sttached to the treaty of Tien.tsin shall revive.” gucl inguiries 88 we ourselves could make ‘throug
Ho far from Chine being free, if she.choose, by giving  (hinese Christians and others; thers are no statistica
notice, to withdraw from the Che-foo Convention, all that would give us any such results.
that she could do would be to come under the power Misen Frave von 'dre. Taee .o .
of the Tientsin Treaty, which ig.a very much worse (€54 ave you drawn a ddxam.mtmn in yoor mind
position for her than the present position under which Retween opium smokiag snd opium easing P—I have.
she is under the terms of the Che-foo article; and I 1 u';ohne_tobt:unk that eo far ne the evil goes that opium
do not think any one can read. the “history of ‘the -¢8ng will diﬁfoundm thedrling ran—1 koow that L sm
negotiations which ended in 1885, in the sigming of °0 0 little "“lfi.g‘"‘l“ but I believe that opinm
the Che-foo article, withont recognising that Chins did  93%ig s, more difficalt to cure than even opium
Dot get what she expected to get, and what she claimed ~SWOSINE. ;
in che first instance when that Convention was entered 263. Have you formed any opinion a8 to whether the
apy. by Bir Thomas Wade with her in the year 1876, effect of opiam~—the total effect, in every way, physical
According to the original design, whatSir Thomas Wade and moval, varies much with the race #—I do believe
agreed to move his Government to securs for' China shat the Chiness, a8 & race, bear opinm better than the
wus that all opium coming into Chins should pass into  Burmese. . But it is & comparative quantity. I have
bond, and that the import duty should mot be paid no hesitation in agreeing with Dr. Legge that in China
until & purchaser should be found, and that then the opinm is an evil, and only an evil,
Likin tc_iutry, o;‘;be::ncgl ‘:::‘t;g';g:;l:s }Z:V:?id ﬂ:?it}:e, 264. (Sir James Lyall.) You mentioned the effect in
same time, 18 wi © Ba {-] 1 3 7 3 ) .
would movs our Government to give to China in return hmdenng—th‘erg was eome effect in hindering—the
o 1t To give to 'L gpread of Christismty, owing to the prejudice agaiuat
for what she ‘did for us in the way of commorcial ¢ Eoglish from the action of Indis with the opium
coucessions when the Che-foo Convention was entered  gr3de in Chins. Well, are you sware that M‘ﬂ"
upon. If she had got thas, which I think was a fait  the Government of India's ‘action sa to the expore of
claim, we would say at lesst it would have been fair; opium from India smounts practically to this—that it
the right to have opinm brought into bond end 40  sranges that no opium shall go out of India nless it
have the local taxation paid by ihe purchaser when g4 paid in the first place s very heavy duty P—I am
it was t’;ken I‘:)&llt ofG::nd, it wonl;l ?ze been all  guite aware of it. R A
right. 'he ian ernment refused to agree te “opr’ PO . . .
thgose terms because as it waa alleged the Chinese 12!65&50 :t:)aftnl::dzmxpe:iely rnue? thelp"f“?":’itm ';
Government could a}ﬁl once miamﬁh.vlmial taxation to caygs oat o 8, 18 the goneral result of 1 10n
whatwould be s prohibi int npon Indian opiam, ~ 7 . . . - . . .,
The Tooal taxstion wea 1 aoows band ana if 3 . 200. For instance, with regard to the English export
could secure by the putting of opiam inta bond that irade of spirita, it goes out absolutely free of all duty f
there should be no smuggling, and there conld not be DUt I remember also that in India the opium trade
any Bmlliiling after that, then it wowld be possible by 18 & Governmwent monopoly,and that all the money goes
Taieing the local taxation to excludo Indian opium, and  inta the Indian. Treasury.: .-
the Chinese made no secret that that was within their  :867. The duty does P-~The duty does. 'The Govern-
view. The Indisn Government refused to enter mpon went is the merchant,
any such arrangement, and the negotiations went on 268. But its action is mot to allow it to go ont until it
from 1877 till 1885 before any settlement could be has paid s very oppressive duty f—That I know.
reached, and the final settl t that was reached waa - b 8 v pp.‘ .
the commutation of the local taxation making it ou%g.:. A\Eem: fnpéiu};fb;';t‘?& ﬂ'oml land go
sll over the conntry, but making it payable st the time g o." 5o ca,m“ is they hre in d.-' :,’ anderstand,
when the import duty, and ing to 80 additional bod-th?;.' dt{nlﬂl tnn.l,]. e ‘F“.'?mm
taels. But that wae not what the Obinase first proposed  whers 1a 1t faiy shos 1he one thing showld Lo ecprend
th lves. When negotiationa were first entered upon > the, g sho: supposed
! A to creato such & prejudice as to hinder the spread of
the Viceroy Tsoasked for 120 taels ; snd when that was Christianity, while the other thing hag that eff
refused by Great Britain it was -on the ground that .y .11p T?' indice is ca ‘ll:gthe not that effuce
that wonld make it prohibitory to Indisn opium, and 2 21 F—The prjudice it caused byths wars.
the Viceroy said, “ Yes, and that is what we shonld like 270, The wars themselves P~ Yon see there were two
to bave it in oar power to do.” Finally Li Hung Chang, Wwaré. . .. . R
the present Viceroy of Chili-li, csme down to 80 taels. - 7). I think we all agree in deploring the warsP—
But it took years before our Government agreed to she Well, but the prejudice has arisen from thut—the
80 taels. China did not get' her-fail d d. She prejudice against ws. .o o
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272. At present it would not be fair—at ast judging
from that comparison—to look with prejudice upon
opinm, and not to look with prejudice upon the_much
worse cage, from my point of view, of spirits P—If you
ask my personal opinion, I wouldwsay there may be s
difference. I do not look upon opium a8 I look upon
#pirite. Opium and epirits are two different things.

278. You think that in Formosa the injury done to
the men who emoke is muoh worse then the injury done
to those who drink apirita A—In this sense, that ib is far
more deeply seated ; snd there is no woderation,. We
here in this country wonld never dream of allowimg our
children to take opium se they take beary: We ghonld
not for a moment think of such a thing, .+ i 7.

274. Do’ they in Formosa allow the ‘children ‘to take
opium P—They do not allow them. But many children
learn pretty young; the thing is. all round them, and
they can easily got at it. Thereis one point I must not
forget, and that is the immensity of puicides in China.
That is one of the great evile aesociated with the traffio,
and I think it has bardly been dealt with in Indis seit
should havebeen. There hasnot been sufficientinquiry
made into it. Only one medical man has written
regarding his experience of the number of opium
suicides in s single distriot in India.—Dr. MacReddie,
of Hardoi. Ount of 198 suicides in three years' with
which he had to desl no fewer than 98 were from gpinm,
and he rays it was because the people could ‘pus, their
hand on it so easily, and excitable people mot: having
the ints of Chri civilization upon them, they
could swallow it at once, - : T e

278, You drew » distinetion ; and you said, *Yes;'it
“ is the ‘Government 'of India whick derives that
“ revenus, that duty, you know "’ #—Yes,’ . ol

276. Yon know a good desl.of evil is eaid to be
produced by the exportation of spirits from England to
countries in Africa, India, snd other places, would you
yourself think the Governmemt did-sny harm if it

imposed a doty upon that export P You hold the Indian |

(overnment as it were, guilty, becanse it takes a duty
on opium, & very hesvy daty, & cruehiug duty, you eay,
on the opium that goes out to China. Therefore, 1
suppose yon would disapprove of the Government of
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England putting a duty, whereas it puts no daty, upon
the spirit which is exported to other countries P—Not
st all ; I should say the English Gover: 5, in dealing
with the Weat Const of Africa, ought to stop it altogether.
I have no hesitation in saying so. -

277. 1 mean yeu argue a6 if the Indian Government's
B:;tins e du% on it, snd taking it for revenue, was a

thing #—No, I did mot mean it in that sense.

278, So far it is & good thing P-—Bo far it is & good
thing.” ‘oW U P T : : :
« 279, (Chairmanm.) 1t s 8o far & cheok P—Yes, so far.
The Indian Government being in. itself a monopolist,
is the head of the concern: and we think of the Indisn
Government in connection with it, .and say it -is
responsible. [ i

280, {Sir Jomes Lyall.) It is s monopolist in the way
of manufacturing no doubt, but in the other part of
India, in the Panjab, it is entirely the imposer of another
duty, which, is. appressive, on native, lwa, opium,

.that is on native. state.opinm it has only imposed

duty ?—I bave not touched on Indis at all.

981, {(Mr Peaes.) You alluded to your own use of
Smyrrs opiuws:in Fermoea ;: why is the Smyrna opium
not used by the natives instead of the Indian opium P—
There -ie & littte Parsian ‘opiam exported and brought
into- Chins. -1 v 0 w0 i v RN

2890 Is it the cost of production or the daty that
makes. it .too expensive P—It belongs to its history
rather. . [RIREN o .- g )

283, Is it.more expensive then Smyrns opium P—I
do not know that it wonid be;*I could not say. -

284 You hardly. know, why it is not nsed in pre-
ference. to the Imdian opium F—It has never boen;
thers has been.no special attempt to export it to China,
to bring it into the market there; only some 4,000 or
5,000 piculs of Persian opium yearly are now brought
into China, " :

285, The price is very much the same P--Very much
the same, C .

286. (Sir James Lyall) Ratber cheaper P—Rather
cheaper, yes.

(The witness withdrew.)
. Adjourned till to-morrow at 11 a.m. -

At the House ‘ot Lords, Westminster, S.W,

- SECOND DAY. - -
Saturday, Oth September 1893

] FRESENT :
Tre Rierr Hoxovrasza LORD BRASSEY, K.C.B. (CHAIRMAX, PRESIDING).

"SIz Jaues B. Lyaut, G.C.LE.
Sz WinLtax Romerts, M.D.
Mz. R, G. C. Mowssar, M.P. .

MR ARTHUR Pease.

8 CHanuzs E. Berxaro, K.C.8.1,,
Acting Secretury.

The Reverend Joserr Sawus. Apaus, Kinhwa, China, called in and examined.

287, (Chateman,) T bolieve that you belong to the
American Baptist Mission ?—1 do, my Lord. Ibelong to
an American Mission, but I am an Englishman by
oirth snd education, -

£88. And in what part of China has your field of
labour besn sitnated P—For 13 years I have been
labouring in the Valley of the River Yangtse, and the
1ast 10 years of the 13in the provinve of Cheh-kiang,
and the city of Kinhwa. :

269, You are now home on Jeave P~Ves, for
holiday. * sh@
290, Well, upon what points are yon prej T
evidence f—On two mil}m voints. The grstm:d th": Ear::
dition of Upper Burmah, befors the annexation; and
also the broad facts of the injury inflicted upon the
Ohinese, and the eondition of public opinien Amang

* India prohibited our

them. ¥ wnay sey that for four years before going to
Ghlig;gl wes living in the Upper Burmah, from 1874
o .

291-2. Perhaps yor might at this stage inform ns
what was the date when you originaily went out to the
Eoat 2—I went out to the in 1875, a8 & missionary
to the Chinege’ in Western Yun-nan, and our ob ject
in going to Burmah was to cross the Kachyin Hills into
China irom the westward; but after four yeare’ waiting,
and learning the Chinese language, the Government of
ing across the fronticrs; there-
fore I went round by sea to China, where I have been
for the last 13 years.

293. Can you give us iny observations formed dnring
that reaid in Upper B h, with refs e to the
question which has been entrusted to the consideration

C 4
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of this Com P—From p 1 observation I can
testify, my Lord, thet the Burmese suthorities were
opposed to the use of opium among their own people ;
the prohibition was very strongly enforced both as
regards opinm and liquor.

204. Can you give ua the reasons which, in your
judgment, actuated the Burmese authorities and led to
their decision to probibit the use of opium P—From
conversations that I bad rep with B
clders, with the Governor of Bhamo, and with the
Buddhist Archbishop, I learned that the principal
reason wae that the people themseives were so wesk
in the face of euch temptations as those offered by
opium and liguor, and aleo that the Buddhist law pro-
Tibited the umse of intoxicamts to the people .of the
Buddhist faith; and there were also ancient lawa of
the Kingdom of Ava which forbade the same thing.

205, Can you give ms your impressions as to the
effict of the use of opium upon the people with whom
you were brought into contact in Burmsh, whether
Chinese or the Burmese P~.Of the four races, I found
in Upper Barmeh XKachyins, Skans, Burmans, and
Chinere. The Burmese were the more decidedly sus-
ceptible to the influence of the drag undoubtedly. The
Chinese seemed to resist the influence of it more than
even the Hill men, but in all cages where the habit was
once formed the iation of the and the
deterioration of his moral character alike ensued.

296. Did you come to the conclusion that when once
the habit of taking opium, in however small & quantity,
had been contracted, there was an irresistible tendency
to incresse the indulg until it reached a point at
which it was wnecessarily perniciousP—Yes; I have

_found this from a very lengthened observation of the

" use of opinm among natives in the East, that when once

8 native contracted the habit he very rarely gave it up
of hie own will; that the use of opium seemed to
deprive a man of will Fower; and we have atatistics
published of the use of opium by Chinese in China
which show that 95 per cent of the persons dismissed
from our mission hospitals and dispensaries as cured
return to the use of the drug within a very few weeks.

297. And would you say that, so far as your observa-
tion carried you, you would be juclined to tell us that the

\ /‘ limited and moderate use of opium is hardly ever seen F

~1I think that the term **moderation” can hardly be
applied to the use of opium, because whether a man
takes o Jarge quantity or a small quantity it has to be
taken at ever-recarring intervals, and in process of time
has to be increased; that & man, if he takes & very

small quantity, has to continue taking it. The habit
may be formed within a couple of months, but any-
thing under a couple of months, if you would call
that moderation. There is » moderate ase of opium,
for instance & men might take it for a fortnight for
any diseage, such as diarrheea or dysentery, and then
giving it up would feel no ill-effects from it; but my
experience with Chinese and Burmese in Lower Burmah,
and in China iteelf, has been that when the illness has
passed sway the habit remains ; they like it and keep
on using it, and are passed the danger line before they
are conscious of it in many cases.

298. Do you recognise the mse of opium a8 havinga
value in certain climates and for a population exposed
to malerial influences P~-I think it has 8 value in
removing the gnina of rhenmatic fever and in giving
rest in cases where patients are deprived of sleep, and
aleo in dysentery, cholers, and diarrheea; but I do not
consider that opium is any protection against fever.
For instance, Bhamo, at the beginning of my resi-
dence there, wos one of the most feverish districts in
the whole of the Upper Province, and we. bad very
wany cases of fever, but I never heard of the natives
using opium 88 & cure for it. They had their own
native drugs which they used ; and we found in China
that in the most feverish districts the opiom smokers
are the men who are the first to suffer, whereas the
healthier ooolies who are not addicted to the habit can
stand sll day plsnting rice in the blazing sun with
their feet in water and mud and not suffer from ague.

299. Ts there anything further that yon wonld like to

&ay at this point with reference to the general question

of the effects of opium P—From my observations in
China, more especinlly, I find that there is slways &
tendency among the men who have given up opinm
smoking to resume the habit, even after the lapse of
long years. 1 have in my mind s tnan who after giving
up his opium smoking, rose to a position of consider-
nble intiuence and wealth in Shanghai, who after 20
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years relapsed into the habit. I havo in my mind also’
two Christisan men from Ningpo brought home to
England to aesist in the transiation of the Ningpo
New Testament, one man went back, smoked opium,
and died & miserable beggar. Tho other man kept
awny from opium, snd still continuea & honoured and
asefnl Fa,utor in China, end such instances could be
multiplied.

300. What proportion of the alation amongat
whom youn la.bo‘:ire‘:iari"n Chins werepz];ium smokors P- -
It varied very much in different towns and difterent
localities. In the country comrmtively little waa
used ; in the towns it was very largely used. Among
officials, there nre the underlings of ihe official re.
sidences, the Yamen, 08 they are called, and probably
80 per cent. smoke opium. When you come to the
commercial classes, perhaps there are 40 per coot.
‘When you come lower down still to the Ishouring
classes, men such as chair-bearers, coolies, and the
men who earn their living in daily toil, almost invuri-
ably they are opium smokers; #o much so, that when I
have sent to the office for chair-bearers and coolies,
snd have asked for men who bave not smoked opiam, I
have been lnughed at for asking such a question,
hecause they sald that if they did not smoke opium,
they would not be doing the work of beaste.

301, Do you suppose that amonghthese classes, who
were ‘* invariably © smokers, their physical powers were
impaired the mse of opium F—Exﬁremaly so; in
fact some of the most miserable epecimens you see are
men who are doing the very hardest work, and they do
it while under the influence of opium. Messenger
coolies will travel 30 miles  day, and carry over 100
pounds burden, but they have to stop four or five times
& day, and take fresh quantities of opium. I have
had men lay down their burdene on the roadside, and
refuee to move an inch nntil they have had more opium.

302. Was there not a considerable portion of the class
of men engaged in these Inborious occupations who
were not consumers of opinmP—Not many chaizr-
bearers and coolies, Among the sgricaltnralists was o
very large proportion who are not consumers.

303. Do you know from what source the opium that
is consumed by the w}xopulntiun smongst whom you
lived wae obtained P Was it & native produnce or wus it
an importation from India ¥—You are referring now to
Upper Burmah,

304-5. I was referring to China P—The opium that
they have in our part of Chins, the province of Cheh-
kiang, 18 very largely grown in the Vgen-chow district,
which produces opium often disguised and sold as
Indian opium, It'is of such superior quality that tbe
Chinese themselves gell it at the same price as the
Malws and the Bengal opium. The greater part of it
came from the native cultivation, but that which is nsed
by ‘he higher ciaases, by the officials, or by wealthy
mercbonts was almost invariably Indian opium. But
1 would like to eay tbat when 1 firs: went to Kin-hwo
I would ride for a whole day’s jonrney and never sce @
poppy field, but now you csn hardly go an hour's walk
withoat secing the poppies in cultivation doring the
season, sv wuch has it increased during the past ten
years in that province. *

308. With reference to the effecis of opium upon
those who use it, we bave bheen led off from Burmah
into your Chinese experience; but now returning to
Bormah, and to the regnlatiops imposed by the
Burmese authorities, and the roles and hibitions
which were in force, can you tell us whether, in your
opinion, the edicta of prohibition were effectunl in .
liurmah $-—They were effectual upon the people for
whom they were issned—they were 1_swong
the Burmese. We had very special facilities, I think,
for getting at the information.

307. Will you tell us what those were P—We had a
mission dispensary, whbich was the only eme of the
kind there. In fact, before we went there, there
were no missionariea in Upper Burmah, with the
exception of one at Mandalay. We fonnd among
the numbers of people coming every day (sometimes
30, 50, or 100) there were a great many applications
from Chinese travellers, from Shans, and Kachyins for
medicine to cure opium emoking. An application of
the kind wzs never received from s Burman—we took
special notice of the fact, Then we were frequently
called out to suicide cases,invariably they were Chincse
or Shaus who had committed suicide with opiom. We
found, in the cases where the Durmese committed
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suioide, that it was most frequently cansed by swallow-
ing gold, or hanging, or by some other m , such ag
drowning. We have had prisoners sent to us for treat-
ment from the Yamen, or police office, and we had only
one case where & man was punished for being intoxi-
cated, and hy had got drunk with Liandy on an
Euglish stcamer. The man was sont t) us, buving
been beaten a8 & punishment, and he died from ihe
offccts of it. We can say that the priests themselves
in China nse opinm, but we nover saw a Buddhist priest
who nsed opium in Burmah.

308, Can you describe to us the system adopted by
tho Burmese for preventing tlie sale of opiam—for
cuforcing obedience to their regnlationsP-—They had
tho Custom Houses. There was a combination of tho
prieats and politics which I did not admire, but it
was very practical and effectuul in Bi h, and was
that the Buddhist priests th Ives always acted ag
spieB_upon the civil powers, and reported directly to
the King. The Buddhist Archbishop of the day (1876;
showed me despatches in cipher which he was then
scnding to the Court nt Mandalay, nddressed persouall,
to the King, detailing cases which bad taken place, an
varions crimer committed and the punishments inflicted
by the civil euthcrities. They always acted as spies
upon the doings of the people, and anything contrary
to Buddhisl Jaw, apart from the national ﬁlw, was at
once reported, end the priests themselves accased
ncople to the civil authorities. Apart from that, I do
not know of unﬂ specisal regulations which the Barmese
cstablished. They searched the baggage of passengers
wrriving at the various little towns, and there were
ulways & number of loungers about, belonging to the
otficial residences, who seem to make it their business
to spy out other people’s faults, and make their living
upon it. This was during tbe reign of King Mindoon,
and later during the reign ot King Theechaw.

309. Then would you say that the policy of the
Government in enforcing the prohibition of opium was
supported by the genera! oléinion of the country P—1
think the strength of the Government policy lay just
in that fact, thet they had the conscience of the
people as a whole behind them, and that the people
upsjiroved of the measures, knowing that they were for
their good.

310. If public opinion had been in the contrary sense,
would you say that the task of the Government in pro-
pusing an absolute probibition would have been almost
1mpossible P~The difficulties would have boen very
Inrgely increased, and special measures wourld have
had to be teken. I do not know how far it would be
right to epply the word ** i ible ;” the exp U
has not been tried.

311. But evidently it would have been much more
ditlioult P—Much more difficult.

312. You hove explained to us the action of the
Burmese authorities with reference to the Burmese
population ; what was their attitude in regard to this
opium question in relation to the foreigners resid
smong them, taking first the Kachyins, about whom
I think you wish to epeak to nsP — Tho Kachyiae,
‘They are people living between Bhamo and Chins, in
tho mountainoua districts. They have never been
really controlled cither by China ‘or Burmah. Opinm
is used among them to & large extent, especislly on the
Chinese borders. Many of them come inte Bhamo,
snd bring opium with them, and in many cases thera
have been disputas between the Burmese authorities and
the Kachyius, through the former trying to take

oswossion of the opium, so that the queation was at
ust settled Ly the Kachying being shut out at night
from tha city of Bhamo, and being sllowed to sleep in
spcinl places sct ) for them, and there they
smoked and gquarrelled to their heart's content. The
voason the Burmans give for it was that they were
opium smokers, and great thieves, and that con-
wequently they would rob and steal if they were not
kept out of the city.

313, Then ue to the Shans §- -The Shans came from
the Chinese States, and I think that many of them
rmoked opium to a greater extent than the Kachyins.
‘I'riey lived in the city in » grove of tress et apart for
them aud uwsod thewr opium. The Burmese seemed
to take no motice of them, simply tolerated their
prasonce. They oonly came over during t.i ¢ § season,
woil wens hack again; they came over to the sunusl
fairs and then relurned to China ; shey did not stay as
rosidrots in the pluce. Tue only opium these pevple
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used came from China; there wad none grown in that
district.

314. Was there a large number of Chinesv living in
Bbamo at the time you were there P—The residents
would bo about 100 in number. They had no Chinese
fumilics or (thinese wives; we only saw one Chinese
woman il the time we were there, during the four
years ; and she was such a curiogity thai the whole city
ran alter her to look at her. But they all had Barmeso
wives, and many of those families were entirely exempt
from opiani emoking, the influence of the Burmese
women being so decidedly against it. Undoubtedly,
bowever, the Chinese residents themselves got opium
from Yun-nan, and uvsed it quietly in their own houses ;
but there ‘were no opium dens. I only saw one opium
den in Upper Burmsh at the time I was there, and it
was on the occasion of taking a tour to the Jade stone
district of Mogoung, about 100 miles above Bhamo to
the porth-west, and there, in a very out-of-the-way
place, we came across a small den with six lamps,
frequented entively by Chinese. That was the only den
of the kind that I knew of in Upper Burmsh at the
time.

815. Were there many Chincse travellers in Bhamo
during your residence there P—We had in those days a
monthly steamer from Mandalay, and the Chinese
immigrants coming over frony Yun-nan, especially at
the time of the suppression of the Taiping rebellion,
collected in large numbers in Bhamo until the srrival
of the steamer. There would be sometimes 400 or 500
travellers waiting to down to Mandalay. They
would be living in the gohinese quarter, in the Buddhist
temples or wherever they could get lodgings, and most
of t} keni; men brought with them their opium pipes and
smoked. .

318. Did the Burmese Government attempt to check
that habit?—Not to my knowledge; they simply
seemed to look upon those people as being best let
slone, and if any cnses of disorder or trouble arose
smong them the Burmese anthorities usuaily called
upon the Chinese head man in Bhamo to settle it by
the customs of the ¢’hinese community.

317. You have been spenkingbthns far of the regu-
lations which were established by the native Govern-
ment of Burmah with reference to the suppression
of the opium habit. When the country passed under
the rule of the Government of India what was the

olicy then ndogmd with reference to opium P—Tho

overnment of India made & v important pro»
clamation in English, Burmess, Chinese, to the
effect that Her Majesty the Queen-Empress would not
receive a revenue from the sale of opium in Upper
Burmah, and a law was put upon the Statute Book
makiug it penal to sell opium or any of its preparations
to men of the Burmese race. At _the same time the
possession of opium or liquor by Burmans was not an
offence, but it has been made so during the last year,
1 believe.

818. Well, now, do yon think that the law which was
established in Upger Burmah, and which permitted the
use of opiuwm to the non-Burman population only, was
sucoessful in it8 objscts P~.My apinion is that it bas
not been saccessful.

319. Will you tell us why P—Probably Lecause the
strangers in Enrmah (the natives of India, the Chinese,
Shans, and Kachyins) are allowed to purchase and ase
certain quantities of opium. Any Burmar wishing to
get opium or lignor from any of the licensed ehops
could do so by getting a native of India, or & China-
man, to purchase it for him. From my correspondence
with missionarice in Bhamo, and other parts of the
couutry, I find that my fears are only too well grounded
—Dr, Solteu, of Bhamo (he is now in India), said that
while in my day there was not an opinm den in the
town of Bhamo, now there are many, and among the
frequenters are Burmens, and that it is & common
thiug to see an opiur lamp in & Burmaa house.

320. Where one portion of the population is allowed
to smoke opium, mnd th i hibited

part is p the
only mode, I pr of p ing the It
of opi:;m by tie classes under probibition would be by
an inde

ndent system of snrprise and domiciliary
visits, which would be very difficnlt to carry out P—It
would be undoubtedly difficult to carry out prohibition
in Uppor Burmah, and still more so in Lower Burmah,
where the habit of opium smoking has got 8o strong a
hold ; but at the same time I think we may safely say
thus. the conscience of the people being with us, we
should bs very much helped in any attempt to probibis;
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in fact from ihe evidence which the Commission has in Burmah as in China. All these Burmese Christians
alrendy before it, in the shape of the Blue Book, on the are teetotaliers and abstainers from opium.
(consumption of opium in India (which is also confirmed 831. And sbstainers from alcohol also P-—Abstainers
by my correspondents in Lower Burmah and UPpper  from alcobol slso.
Burmash to), thero seems to be little douht that total o . . .
prohibition is the only remedy to save Burmah from }'31 Do _‘hcydd‘“‘t’gg‘"“‘; batween lcohol und opinm 4
opium emoking to excess. o they consider that the one is more grave an
" .- objectionable than the other? —I do not know
321. And do you think that that policy would be ¢hat they make comparisons hetween the two Lubita,
sustained by the public opinion of the Burmese?~We g4 unfortunstely whon s Burman doos take to
are informed that in msny places the Burmese have drinking, he does not driuk in moderstion. Wein this
offercd to substitute other iaxation fur the revenue country’recognise a moderate use of liquor, but, with
derived from opium if it can be removed from their  the Burman, he usually goes in for it strongly, and i
rhidst, and several of the officiale in Lower Burmah g g matter of offence against Church government and
report in 8 way which reflects the very highest credit  against their Christian faith to use liquor. Possihly
upon them, and shows that their desire i8 for the wel-  thay is g0, because nearly all the Aierican missionaries
fare of the people; that they fecl that prohibition i8 gare teetotallers, and they have made the tompersnce
the thing necessary, and that Burmese public opinion  work s strong point.

would support them in any such measures. 833. Is the tendency to the abuse of li
) o 33. of liquor & preva-

322, (Bir J. Lyali) You meen absolute probibition Jlent vice among ﬂm{ popalation P——More so Emong
for all classes P—Yes, for ail classen. the Burmese thun among the Chinese.

323, Including Chinese and everybody elseP—So I 334. I suppose the natare of the climate is such that
understand it: . slcohol, regarded wmedicinally, is not n necessary

324. (Chairman.) Perhaps I might ask youn on that article of consnmption p—I should not thiuk so, for &
gaestiou: How do yondtgmkh sué‘ll: a polici of pr_t‘)ihibi- Burman or a foreigner.
thon would be received by the Chinese who reside in 335. Are you coguisant of any special injury inflicted
Burmah P—I think that by the respectable class of ypon the na{iva Cf:rchen by tge l:md 6]1 t{xe opivm
Chincse it would be received gladly. From conversations bit, and can you tell us by what means the apread
that I have had in Rangoon, and Mandalay and Bbam&ﬁ)‘; that habit among them has been induced P—Dr,
itself, with respectable Chincse morchants, shey fe: Bunker, of the Karen Mission in Toungoo, reports to
very keénly the danger to which their acquaintances hjy Missionary Boerd that s great number of his
and friends are exposed from the sale of optum—there  Ygren Christians have fullen under vhe intlucnce of tho
sre many of them who will not employ an opinm  opigm habit, and that as & consequence schuols havo

smoker in their office if they can proventit. But by  been closed; self-supporting ehurches have hcen shnt
the lower olasses, of course, there would be a grest 5. that in cases, charches of some hundreds of

outery from the opium users themselves. Christians have been dismisscd und disbanded entirely ;
395. Yol mean the labouring classes P—I moan the that some of the oldest native pastors bave been
opium consumeora themselves. expelled from the Church and have bocome vagubonds

and rogues; and his despair is very great as secing

e evil that is worked among them. He states that
he canse was that many of these omtlying districts of
the Hills near Toungoo have been visited by (‘hinese
from Toungoo, who have settled among them and
given away small packets of opium to the yonng men

326, Are there 5. great number of Chinamen in the
district with which you are acquainted in Burmah wha
are employed in manual labour P—Not employed in
nianual labour, the namber is not very large. 1 think,
in Upper and Lower Burmsh. altogethor there are
about 42,000 Chmese;hv;l(’ery fow of the Chineso would until the habit bas been induced; then they have
be employed in manual labour. charged s small price for it, and gradually a trade has

327. Are they chiefly engaged in mercantile transsc- sprung up. Other missionaries, in different parts, in
tions P—Yes, a8 Tegards U%m‘ -Burmsh, With a Mandslay, Thayetmyo, ’rome, Hentheda, Bassicn, and
population of 3,900,000, the Excise Report places the especially in Rangoon, wli us very mneh the same
foreign population of the upper province inclnding story of hqnoured and trasted Christiane falling victims
the natives of Indis, at about 55,000 ; and if 50 per cent.  to the habit.
of them are opinm.smokers, you have the centres of 336. Can you sum up in a few words your impressions
temptation placed in the midst of about four millions of he whole cose as it rolates to Burmab i—My
of people for the sake of 25,000 opium smokers, from personal observation extends only to the first four
whom you get o large number of the criminal classes. years, but the remainder of the time I have knowledgo

328, 'Will you kindly tell us, in a general way, what from evidence received from my friends there, with
s the opinion of the missisnaries labouring in connex- whom I have kept up a constant-correspondence. I
jon with your society, and what is the opinion of the feel sure that the consumption of opium ix increasing,
native Christiana of Burmsh on the genera) question of both in Upper and Lower Burmah, that its mse is
opiam consumption P—I do not know whether I may attended by the most disnstrous comsequenrcs to those
put this letter in evidence. ;lvho come n:;ler wlss 'lnﬂl%?nc:,r t;at mel;asuhresaw‘l;ch

. . - ave been ado, in urmal av en
A.3,%9-RI? you 'X“ read it, Pl‘:;z: g"'lzl‘: itter. bl{slgg- attended with bt qualified FRerss, if not with absolate
Ho'sa 'so'“"' %r:m xzsltc:ztn:nife ou!;y;nissionyindit'fsrent. fsilure; that in Lower Burmah we look forward with very
“to fj:e.o jom question; it bus been connected with it grave apprehension to the measore lutely introduced
¢ from t,hg da ;lof Todson and Wade. Thirt the Government, involving, a8 it does, permission
o, YOI Y8 ¢ : - Y Yea¥8  for the Chinese and others to use opium. It scems to
‘¢ 850 I was appointed to write & roport on ﬂ‘; IDUro-  ng ghat you cannot isolate s sin of this kind, any more
. :ucnon,.mc_re.s;e, and effects of DP‘“'"“G"‘ urmal than yo can isolste cholers. If we werc to pass an
by the B';{'“ thrm&h Missionary don];e_nuq:‘.l edict in England that only the Scotrhmen were to use
" e elder Hough, Wade, Bell:inett. an n‘&liwed whisky and that no one elsc was to touch it. it wonld be
. v;lere then living and o the field. They all affirm: simply a failure ; and while we Tecognise with gratitode
“ %“1.“":’“ was “"w"P‘l‘“t')‘o m dB“".mh S‘?"f"“ the  41d very deep thankfulness the attitude of most of the
2 pro e Mo lauured W S e et Bk iwerdh e e i
b men{rn;nut intgoduce opium in order to control and sure that uatil it is entirely 'f-bomhﬂd they will never
‘“regulate it, otherwise ghe country would he flooded :’:l:b:i::?;’ Pi':u;,;?:"'\tnnﬁﬁf;g ;”p‘;,,%gl';;‘n;;“ (il:
. yithit. Asa revenne measure. the introduction of  Burmah, whichis e weed growing by the roaduide. The
. (:Elll“m 130?!1 r::\:'mrn:oq: s :‘:10 r?:'horxela':‘, ]]:l';faen: e:?u V_‘"ﬁ product,for smoking or eating, is easily made, and the uso
“‘”idlemf? o Ve, 15 oon Ic :“ he calti mm of it has almost entirely passed sway among the Burmar.s
* Burmah were to take to growing o) fom, in ﬁvew.:ars since it was sappressed, sud I do not see any reasun why
* there would not be a_basket of r';nce. "L bave Zever opium could not be t‘;mm‘ in the dsme way. A% sny
« kn B Karen to use it who did ot «o rate, the aititude of the Government in opposing 1t
' nown @ Burman or B° would confirm the good feelings and the right

0 the bad sharp. imnpressions of the Burmess people, aud they would

330. Would you say that that letter representa the support the Government loyally in doing so. As it is,
general opinion entertained by the missionsries of your we are on the wrong side as regards the legalization
sorievy P—1 think go, and by the many thousauds of of opium, which the Burmen conscience condemns.
pative Christians in Burmak. I may perbaps say that Of course they do not uuderstand, s we undvréand,
as regards opium and liquor the feeling is the same the reasone for the high license. -




MINUTES OF EVIDENCE.

337. Then you do not Lthink that the vesistance which
would be offéred by the Chinese residents Th Burmsh
to 8 policy of tota! prohibition would present an insur-
mountable difficulty to the Government?—I do not
think that the opinm.uging inhabitants of Burmah are
of gufficient value to the conntry tosbe consulted in the
matter, because I think it is very likely, if they found

2f

X confirm Dr. Maxwell very strongly in his compurison
‘between opium and drink. I think opium seizes on o
man more quickly than drink, 8o that & man may be &
moderate consamer of alcohol, but in my estimation
there is no smch thing as a moderate consaumer of
opium, oxcept in the semse in which I dcfined re-
viously, The grip -which it has'dpon a man is very

that they could not get opium there, they wounld go to ‘,/Ymch more strong than that of drink. 1 may say fhat

soma.other country where they.could get it, end. it
would be all the better for Burmah if they did so.

338. Now, to return to China; how long were yon in
China, and with what provinces were you acquainted P
—I am acquainted with the. provinces of Hupeh,
Kiangsi, Kiangsu, Shantung, and Chebkiang. These
are all provinces, one in the north, and the others in
the midadle of China, and I have lived in those provinces
for 13 years.

330. What was the attitade of the native population
of those districts (which were remote from the ‘Trenty
ports) towards you and your brethren in the Mission P
—As s general thing, very friendly. We met isolated
cases where men geemed to think that when they saw a
foreigner it was a fair thing to throw a brick at him,
but as 8 general thing the Chinese always treated ns
with extreme courtesy.

340. You were expored to no personsl danger in
travelling about P~ For the last ten years I have lived
230 miles fromn any other Mission station, My wife
and children have been left alone in that Chinese city,
taken thejr duily walks, received visitors, and have
never received a single insult. :

341. With your Jarge experience of China, how far
do you agree with the evidence given yesterday by Dr.
Maxwaoll b—L agree entirely with Dr. Maxwell in every-
thing that he eaid. There are some points that I should
like to emphasize very much,

840, What are those peints P—First, his view that
o{.wium is o hindrance to the spread of the Gospel, and
slso his statement of the attitade of the Christian
Church towsrds it. No man is recognised as a Chris-
:,’i“n who buyg or sells, or uses opium in any shape or

orm.

343. Recognised by the Chinese Christians you mean ?
~~By the Protestants or Catholics of China. I agree,
too, with Dr. Maxwell in his view that there i no
power on the part of China to'increase the amount of
unport duty on opium. :

344. 1 think we willnot go into that. I shall address
sn inquiry to the Foreign Office on that subject?—
Very good, my Lord. I will put this in as a paventhesis,
thet 1 have come up n.rmetf with some opinions and
impresgions on the subject.

345. Well, if you can give them to us briefly we will
consider them P—The fact of the amonnt of daty fixed
uiqn opium by the Treatics being a fixed quantity,
which the Chinese caunot increase without bLreaking
through the Trenties, I think suffigiently indicates that
they are not free in the matter; but Dr.J. M. Dudgeon,
in his paper read on Moy L2ch, 1890, before the Shanghai

. against.

have been in charge of & Mission hospital containing
10U beds for opium smokers, and we have had again
and again to dismiss men a8 practically incurable,
either from emaciation or frem some digease which
seems to spring np as a result of the weakness of the
sysbern ; a8 soon a8 the opium is removed from them
they become victims to some disesse or other, and also
becaunse the will power is absolately gone.  The only
cases that we look upon with any satisfaction are men
who have been converted through the influence of the
Holy Spiriv and b real Christians, b it gives
them & new will power and a new life, and they are
able to resist the temptation ; but I have not any con-
fidence in the cure of opinm smokers apart from the
Divine Spirit’s influence. We have known of man
such men who have been rescued, but only through the
influence of Christian faith. =~ - e

348. Then, in your opinion, presuming that the jm-
gortation from Indis were stopped, wounld the Chinese

overnment endeavour seriously to reduce. the area
under onltivation in China with a view to the entire
suppression of the use of opium P—I have, my. Lord, &
very strong opinion that the Chinese would do so. It
was only in 1890 that the Kmperor finally revoked all
the edicts prohibiting the cnltivation of the poppy.
Previons to that time the cultivation was entirely un-
official and unrecognised. 1 have seen myszell, again
and again, in the city of Kin-hwa the Governor of that
city going out with soldiers and searching in diffefent
districts for the poppy under cultivation, destroying
oll the crops and beating the farmers for growing it.
The fact is that during the past 30 years jn; China
opium has heen grown whenever a pro-opium official
hus been in power ; when the three years of the pro-
opium authority have passed away, and a1 anti-
opium official has been put in power, the }i)oppy has gone
out of cultivation as if it had been struck by a blight. I
believe there is an increasing conscience on the part of
the people of China against opium ; although the culti-
vation' is s0 rapidly increasing, it seems as” if the
people were taking eides much more definitely for and
As far a8 the Chinese officials are concerned,
there is no doubt that the revenue question becomes &
great difficulty. China is not a rich country, and the
question of the import duty, I imagine, would very
much weaken the bands of eny Chinese official who

tried to abolish it.

349. Is there s wide divergence of view smong the
official class upon the opium question, some: being
entirely opposed to the nse of opium, and others regard-
ing the babit more leniently P—I am happy to be able
to say, on the authority of Dr. Dudgeos, who is a

Missionary Conference, states that in his opinion Chins
was not free to increase the amount of duty on opium,
or Lo make any motion towards putting down her own
cultivation ntil she was able to shut out the import of
foreign opivm ; and that view was contirmed by all the
missiouaries present, and they stated that, * When the
** favourable moment arrives, and China is no Jonger
* trammelled with the loreign import, 1 believe the Go-
“ vernment is strong enough to have its willcarried out.”
(That is for the suppression of opinm). ** The great
** body of the people will hail with satisfaction, under
these cirenmetances, such action on the purt of the
Emperor.”  Andugain: ** That from a full and eare.
ful study of the whole question, from the history of
the nine years' negutintions which led up to the late
opium agreement, this couference is clearly of the
opinion that Chiua is wot fres to act as she could and
would net in the matter, either of incrensed tasation
¢n the foreign opium, or in the total suppression of
the growth of the poppy, and the consumption of the
drug within her own territaries.” .
103;&6. (Sir J. Lyall) What date is that P—-1880, May
347, (Chairmon.) You vecognise that this statement
of Mr. Dudgeon’s does not hermonise with the autho-
riwtive statemens which was made by Sir James Fer-
gusson in the House of Commons P—It was made six
months before that statement in the House of C

dical man liy attendicg the Court in Pekin,
that of the 16 Viceroys in China, only one is under
suspicion of being an opium smoker, and that mast of
the very high officials are opposed to it. The Emperor
himself is opposed to the use of opium, principaily
becauee his father, the eighth prince, when he died,
was & victim of opium ; he took opium in his Iast ill-
nesy, and became addicted to it, and his precept to the
Emperor was, * Have nothing whatever to do with it.”
Bus there are among the lower olass of officials large
numbers of men who are very poor—they get their
offices through using borrowed money, and through
giviug bribes. They find in the gifts of the opium mer-
chants a very ready means of replemishing their ex-
chenuers, and they nit things to ge on which
otherwise they wonlg not do. 1 believe among the
higher class of officinls. there is a very strong opinion
against opiom. I may say that I have a persunal
frieud, General Siao, who fooght sgainst Russis, and
also against the French, who is at present in command
of the garrisons of the Prefecture, and be gave mea
dinner before leaving China—a sort of farewell dinner—
and in the presence of all the officers he snid, ** If you
** English people would only let us bave liberty to do
‘¢ ss we like 1n our own country, we would soon put
*¢ an end to the opium trade.” “More easily said than
*¢ done, your Excellency,” said I; *“how would yon
“ accoreplish it?* “We would open opiam refuges
“in every city. employ foreign and native ‘doctors,

1 ¢l
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¢ opinm medicine, and use all means to svop the Lrade
* o opium ; snd if there were sny so degraded us to
‘¢ refuse to listen to the voice of reason, we would
o em'floy foroce with them,” With that he drew his
sword a8 he spoke, probably meaning that he would cut
off their heads. I cannot say that 1 wonld recommend
such extreme measures, but it indicate thub in his
mind any measures ought tc be taken in order to pre-
vent the spread of opium smoking in China. I ought
10 gay this—1I feel it of very great imporiance~—that I
think many merchants and officials in China do not seo
the inner life of the Chinese as we do; there are com-
paratively few among the merchants who can spenk
Chinese, Our English Consuls, ae o rule, speak Chinese
thoreughly well, but they do not mix much with the
people. e have constantly gone in snd out among
the Chinese, and we' find, from the evidence given us
by the wives and the children of often wealthy officials
who have Jost money, that opium js causing an immense
amount of misery, not only umong the working classes,
but also among the higher, that ia to say, among
the lower classes of the mandaring. The witfe of the
official governing our own city lamented to us that her
son had become an opium smoker; sud that for years
he had been losing, by opium smoking and the things
which come with it (the gambling, and the consorting
with bad characters, and so forSJ), more money than
his father was making in his office every year. We
have people ontside our Eaet Gate, living 1 the beggars’
quarter, who ten years ago, whem I first went to
Kin-hwa, were living in the weat end of the city, in
some of the finest houses in the place, and these families
have come down entirely through opium. I am con-
vinced that the more closely we study the question,
and look into the facts among the geople, the more
deeply we shall feel the greatness of the evil,

350. Have you any comments that yon would like to
offer in conclusion with reference to the evidence taken
from previous witnesses -1 bave aiready trespassed
#0 much upon your time that I hardly venture to say
that I think our political influence in China suffers
through the opium traffic, and also that legitimate
trade is hindered very much by it. I think other
evidence will be offered to the Compmission, or that
there is no need for me to go into that question. I
would merely ke to indicate that at the time when
telegraphs were discusged in China we bad in Pekin
representatives of English firms, Amevican, French,
German, and others ; but, to the surprise of everyone,
this great telegraph system in China has been com-
mitted to tho Scandinavians. Every provincial city
in China, with the exception of Hupan, is now con-
nected with Pekin by telegraph, and Secandinavians
have done the whole work. Of course I do not eay
that that has been the result of our opinm trade, but 1t
ie quite possibie that ir does prejudice us in the eyes of
Chinese * officials—it does in the eyes of Chinese
merchants, I know. ‘

351. It makes England, you mean, generally un-
popularP—1 think so. Then, in preaching, we have
often had the Chinese-throw it in our faces that we
are Englishmen; they sometimes will do it in our
chapels, for we have everyday preaching in our own
chapels; and the common objection—the stock objec-
tion—ig: ** Oh, you are the people who bring ns the
‘¢ opinm ; you are the English people who deal with
“ @g in . opium, and yet you come here to teach us
* morality! We do not believe in any sach morality.”
And again and again, in preaching in the open air in
large towns, where I have been for the first time,
directly tho people have heard that I am an English-
man, opium smokers have got up, shown their rags
and emaciated forms, end denoonced us as the people
who have caused all their misery. The resnlt bax
been that we missionaries have had no bold upon the
people—the people have been disgusted withus. Then,
your Lordship asked Bir Joseph Pease a qnestion
about the public meetings that have been held in
varions parts of the country.

352-8. In Great Britain and Ireland P—I bolieve at
the present time there is a very deep interest all over
the country in this question. i

354. Have you attended any meetings yourself P—I
have. I came home for a huliday, but I i'nve turned my
holiday into a year's paign on this sabject,

iderable i i and loss to myself; but £
sm convinced of this. that, especially among the
Midlands, and in the North, and in certsin parts of
Treland, thers is & d. ing 1 i i i
The wembership of

ng t in
the various Anti-Opium Bocieties
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is abont 12,0%:‘50:1-, and they are all earncstly
seeking to sp: information on this eubject. 'I'he
political aspect has been steadily kept out of view ; it
18 not in any sense & party question, but it is one in
which most Christian people fee! a doep interest.

355. 'Tho anti-opium movement in Great Britain and
Ireland, I presume, is as much en ohjort of general
sup];lort a8 _is tho movement to prevent the use of
alcohol P—Woll, the support in very genoral, and penple
do recognise that it is a kindred subject, and they have
given us very good help and encouragement.

356. (8ir J. Ly«ll) Do you think that the Burmeso
native Government was reslly able to prohibit opium
smoking among the Burmess before the annexntion—I
niean before we took Upper Burmah ?— During the four

enrs 1 was there I never saw & Barman smoke opium.

'hat was during the reign of King Mindoon and the
first year of the reign of King Theebaw.

357. But with other opinm-smoking people all round
them, and with the great opium-producing districts of
‘Western China near them, do you think 15 is possible
that it could have been absolutely prohibited P—I think
that if the conseience of the Burman nation had not
been at the back of that prohibition, they probably
could not have prevented it, with their broken-down
machinery.

358, As a matter of fact you think none of the
Burmese smoked opium P~-As & matter of fact, I think
that none of the Burmese, to my knowledge, emoked
opiam.

359. The description yon give of the effects of opinm
smoking is & very terrible one. I suppose you know
that there are other people who have lived in China,
and other countries in the East, who hold a different
opinion P—Yes. '

860. A much more moderate opinion? — 1 know
that, for instance, the merchants at the ports would
perhaps have an opium-smoking compradore, and they
produce him to you, and they eay: *‘ There, that man
** smokes opinm, and he is as bright & wan in business
“ as Iam; heis always up to his work, and he has
* gmoked opium for a certasin number of years.” But
that man has probably been primed with opinm belore
he comes to his work, aud when he goes to bis luncheon
he is again filled ap—wonnd wvp, like a musical box, to
go for a certain time wntil he is run down, and unless
he takes his three daily doses he cannot do bis work.
Suach a view as that is very misleading.

361. Is it not & fact that in a great part of Chins,
particaularly the part which Europeans see most of,
opitim smoking is just about as common among the men
{except perhaps among the very poor who cannot afford
it) aa tobacco smoking is among Englishmen—very little
less common. I bave heard it frequently asserted; do
you think it is true or not P——In some cases it may bo
trne. but China is 8 very large country, and the practice
differs very much. Inthose places that I am acquainted
with it is not so " as tob king. During
my absence from England I notice that tobacco smoking
has increased very greatly in England.

362. 1 was on board a ship, now, the other day, with
a great number of Chinese going from China to Cali.
fornia. As far as I could see, every Chinaman of the
lot smoked opinm P——Very probably.

363. They spent the day, or part of the day, in
smoking opium P—~They do in eome places-—they do 80
on the River Yangtse.

864. In California and Anstralia the Chinsmen are
such good labourers, sucb good workers that, as you
know, savage sesanlts have been made upon them by
English working , and ive j has been
aroused because they have really cut ont the English
working-man. Is it possible, if opiam smoking is soch
a dreadful vice, I do not mean to say it is not a vice
and a bad babit, but if the consequences of opium are
anything like what you have described, ie it possible
that these people (who nearly all smoke opivm) eounld
work, and make money, and succeed, as the Chinese do
in Austrslis and California P—I think that on close
examination we should find that the great majority of
opium emokers are not the people who do the work,
and that they are really parasites among the common
crowd of Chinese workers. In cases where a man is
an opinm mnoker, during the time that he is under the
influence of the drug, he cun do his work as well as
soybody, and probably, cwing to the extrs stimulmion,
a {itﬂe better than most Chinese. But the system is
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affected in this way : it isan intense stimp\lation sud an
intenge depression, and when the man 'is under the
infl of the depression he is absolately worthless,
It is only while he i4 ninder the influence of the stimu-
lant that he is of valuo, and a great deal of their hard
work is8 performed-under the imfuence of the stimu-
lating cffect of the drug, and therefore people say that
opinm has no evil effects because they see the man al
hig best and not at his worst. That is my view of the
question, and L may perhaps eay that the evil effects of
opium are sometimes long in developing themselves.
In meny canes that I have known, opinm L bave

29

the opium are taken and mixed with fresh opium and
again smoked; and very frequently the third burning
of ashes is smoked. In some cases, with working men
who have not time to epend over smoking (which is a
very tedious business, taking about an hour to satisfy
an ordinary craving), they take it in the shape of
lasudanum dissolved in spirits, or take it simply as
‘& pill, washing it down with a cup of tes.
374. Is it your exp that the Chi look npon
the smoking of opium as an indulgence of which they
have no cause to be ashamed P—I have never yet met &

teken the drug for 8 or 10 years, and have shown very
little emacintion, but the mischief has been going on,
and directly bard times have come, and they have not
been able to get iood food and stimnlants (wine and so
forth), then they bave gone rapidiy to the bad.

365. The great bulk of moderate opium smokers live
a8 long a8 anybody else, do they not ¥—8o far as opinm
smokers are concerned they may live as long as any-
body else, but I find this, Sir James, that in the famine
times, and when epidemics of fever take place, the first
to die are the opium smokers ; thoy are predisposed to
digease, and their bodies seem to invite the attack of
any wandoring discase that comes along.

866, These Kachyins and Shans—yon mentioned
those tribes that are on the borders of Burmah—they
are confirmed opium smokers, are they not P—Many of
them are,

867. Well, they are people of very strong shyuiquel
oend very energetic, are they pot—compared to .the
Burmese rather remarkably so P—Yes; I think that, as
8 rule, the Hill men are strong in comparison with the
dwellers in the plains. We have the same thing in
other countrics, but I have come across many Kach-
yins and Shans who bave suffered severely from the
effects of opium smoking.

368. The Burmese Gover: b, on relig g ds,
throngh the iufluence of the Buddhist priesthoed, pro-
hibited the use of opiam, and our Government, finding
it prohibited, carried on the prohibitien P—Yea.

369. Was epirit drinking also forbidden by the
Bormese Government P—The canon of the Buddhist law
ig, *. Thou shalt not touch anything that intoxicatus ™;
therefore spirit drinking was also forbidden.

370. When you were in Upper Burmah did yon ever
see the Burmese drinking spirits P—Not in Upper
Burmeh. Tbe difference is very marked between Upper
and Lower Burmah, coming down across the frontiers ;
in fact, a8 I remarked in my avidence in chief, I only
saw one case of n mau being punished for drinking
apirita ; he had & thousand blows with a emall rattan,

371, The Mahomedan religion also prohibits, or at
least strongly condemns, the use of spirits, and there
ere a grest meny Mahomedans in India, particulsrly
in some ports, where they are in fact the great majori
of the population. I suppose yon would think that we
ought to probibit the use of spirits too P—1I think, if the
use of spirits is doing @s much harm as the use of opium
is, that it would be & very pertinent duty for us to pro-
hibit the use of spirits, rf notice in the Report of the
Excise Department in Burmsh for 1891-92, in certain
places the Deputy Commissioner notices the good effect

9

Ch who defended opium smoking or eating.
They all look upon it as & thing to be ashamed of; in
fact, on several occasions when I first went to China I
nearly got into trouble by asking the question, ** Are
you an opium smeker,” and to thie day, if yoa wanted
to insullta Chinaman, you would have no nced to say
anything, but simply pat the finger and thumb to the
mouth, and waggle the hand, and it means, * You are a
confirmed opium smoker,” and it is taken as an insuls.
The boys often insult their parents in that way.

375, (Mr. Mowbray). 1 have only one qnestion to ask, .
arising out of what you toid Sir James Lyall. You
said. I think, that the Burmese Government had
succeeded in restricting the consumption of opinm, not
to the Burmese, but to the other inhabitants of Upper
Burmah P—No, they let these resident Chinese smoke
opium. Strictly speaking, it was not recognised as &

ublic thing. cases where OChinese travellers
grought down opium in any qusntity it was slways
seized, and the travellers th lves were punished for
amoking it ; but they did not seem to care so much to
enforee the prohibition wpon people of other races as
they did npon their own people.

378. In fact, I rather gathered that they had
succeeded in drawing the distinction which you d
to think the English Government woald not be able to
draw, between oconsumption by the Burmese and
consumption by other races in Upper BurmahP—The
nomber of strangers in Upper Burmsah at that time
was very limited indeed. As I have said, 500 or 600
travellers came through in the course of & month; so
that really there was very little opiam smoking seen
except when the Shans came over in the dry season to
sell their iron ware and then go back again, Those
people the Burmese authoritics were really afraid to
meddle with,

877. Then ia it the increase of what you call foreigners
in Upper Burmah which leads you to think that the
English Government could not do that which ihe
Burmese Government did in their time P—I think the
Englisk Government could suppress the use of opinm
among ali olassea of people in Upper Burmah, sud X
think that is the only remedy at their disposal.

378, I quite understood yom %o say that; but I
wanted to know what wag !onr reagon for thinking it
impossible that they could prevent the Burmeso con-
suming it and at the same timo allow others P—Simply
becanse of our experience and the statements in the
Report of the Excise Department in Burmak. The law
itself is altogether inoperative. If you will allow
me I will read two extracts from the Report of the
Excise Department in Upper Burmak, page 21. * The
“ conscumptian of liquors and o’pimn is theoretically

prodaced by the spread of the Mah dan T
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372. Nouw the question is, should these things be en-
forced by Government or should they be left to religious
influencos P—I hardly know whether I am preparsd to
define the duties of Government. It seems to me that
it is the daty of the Government to protect its people
from anything thet is injuring them if possible. The
tendencg in the past bas not always been to protect the
people, but rather, I fear, to push the trade.

873. (Mr. Pease.) I just wish to nsk whether the con-
sumption of opium in Burmah is cunfined to smoking,
or whether it is partly consumed by eating, partly by
smoking P—In Burmsh, I believe, they smoke very
targely; in China it is smoked, and then the eshes of

- to thea population, but there

** can be no doubt that a considerable amount of both
‘¢ finds ite way into the hands of Burmese.” And again
on page 22, ‘* The licenges for the sale of opium and
“ liguor are intended for the conveni ot the non-
‘* Burmen population of Upper Burmah, and sale of
“* either liquor or opiam to Burmans is prohibited by
“ Iaw. Bat thero can be no doubt that the prohibition
** is, in practice, inoperative.”

379. I understand from what you have just eaid that
you think tho increasing difficulty of restricting the
we of opinm to foreigners in Upper Burmah arises very
much from the increaged number of foreigmers now in
Upper Burmsh 88 compared with the difficulty undor
the late Barmese Govornment?P—From that increase
and also from the fact that our licensed shops are there.

The wituess withdrew.

The Reverend Hupson Taviok called in and examined.

330. (Chasrman.) To what communion do yon belong,
Mr. Taylor P—-Personally I am s Baptist; (bat the
i pi t is interd inational, its mis-
sionaries being members of all sections of the Christian
Charch).

381. And are {ou also 8 member of the Royal College
of Surgeons P~—Yes,
82, [ believe that you are the founder aud general
C}‘xoro;ror of the China Inland Mission P—Th+t is 80, my
rd.

D3

Heo.
J. 8. Adam-

9 Sept. 1892

Rev.
H. Tayle



Reu
I. Taylor,

Japt. 1893,

30 INDIAN OPIUM

COMMISSION o~

883. Can you give us very shartly what is the seope\%n; and this is & seriows effect. If the opium smoking

of the work undertaken by that Mission P—~We havo at
the present time ahout 53V missionary workers of both
sexes in 14 of the 18 provinces of China, and alsoa
station at Bhamo in Upper Burmak.

384. You yourseif have had personal experience in
China ?—J1 went out in 1853, 40 years 8go, and have
becn a missionary ever since.

385. How many years were you oub in ChinaP—I
could not now tell how thany I have been jn China, asl
have been backwards and forwards a good deal latterly ;
but my connexion with the work has been of 40 years,
standing.

386. In what districts have you laboured in China f—
Personslly Ihave lived in & number of towns fur several
years. I may eay, Shanghai from 1854 to 1856, and the
intervals of time not mentioned below when in China;
in Swatow. in 1856; in Ningpo, 1857 to 1860; in
Hang-chow, 1866 to 1868 ; in Yaug-chau, 1863 and 1869 ;
in Chin-kiang, two years, 1570 and 187} ; in Ohefoo,
1879 1o 1882 ; and I have made visits of several monthy’
duration to other towns.

387. The Commission may infer from what you have
told us that youhave had wide opportunities of forming
an opinion as to the questions which were referred to
us P—I thought it might be helptul, my Lord, if I
marked by a red line on a map the districts that I
personally visited, and am acquainted with, eitber. from
visitation or residence, [Mr. Taylor hers handed the
map to the Chairman.] ©havenot been further west than
Hanchung (Shen-si province), as you will see. . These.
provinces 1 visited. [Mr. Taylor hers pointed out on
the map the provinces he had visited, via., Shen-8i, Ehan-
oi, Chih-li, Shan-tung, Kiang-su, Guu-hwuy, Hu-peh,
Kiang-si, Cheh-kiang, Kwong-tung.] I spent a great
deal of time in Cheb-kiang and Kiang-sn, and more or
less in Kiang-si. L

388. Cun you give us, in & general statement, whatis |

oially Indian opium, on Chinese consumers, whether

in continued, and the myalcm nllowed to rua down,
impotence and aterility aro the consequence, Where
bosh hushand sad wife are opium smokers you find
the children are very feeble, of low vitality, and are
ensily carried off by infantile disesses. If the opiwum
smoking is carried by both parents to excess, there
usually are no children. . Then (d) the gencral effect of
it i to lower the vilality of men who, porhiaps, mey seem
to be fairly well, and get along under ordinary circum-~
stances, but in fever or any epidemic they svem to have
such | d power of resist on tho one hand, or
of recuperation on the other hand, that mony lives are
lost. I do mot think that opinm smokers, 88 8 rule—
there are exceptions—live as long as the rest of Ithe
oprlation. Of course you find cases of men who
ave smoked opium for wany years and do roach to
old age; but they are exceptional, according to my
experience. Then, 1L, as to the mental system, The
first effect of opium is etimulative. An opium emoker
will oftentimes do his best work wheu under the
influence of the drug ; and that is a great temptation te
young and middle-aged stadents who bhave to go in
for prolonged examinations, They often do better work
throngh the mse of the drug than perhaps they would
do without it. But there follows a depressing effoct,
and there surely ensues & dulled, ultimately a very
dulled, mental state; and unless the stimalant is kept
wup men lfet sleepy and neglect their work and go down.
But; ILi., the mosu terrible eect is on the moral
system, Opinm smokers have always a dulled conscience.
I do not think that there i8 any exception. They have
dulled moral perceptions ; and if they sinoke o excess,
a8 the aystem goes down, generally the moral system
in particular goes down, and there is nothing that sn
:S‘inm amoker will not do to get the drug: his nataral
‘ection seems asa Tule to be firet loosened and then to
disappear; and in. very, very many cases, where
poverty comes on--which is a very natural result of
pium smoking—the children are dispoged of ; the wife

and it i8 one of the greatest difficultivs to rouse the

your experience as to the effects of opium, and espe- Jmuy be sold, or, etill worse, kept for immoral purposes;

regarded morally or physically ?—I do not know that T
am able to discriminate much between the effects of
Indian and Chinese opium, becanse in the many cases
of Chinese opium smokers with whom I have had to
do, one has not attempted to trace which opinm they
wore using. I might say that probably in my ecarlier
experiences Indian opium was the drag used, and
latterly Chinese opium haz been more largely nsed by
those I have had todowith. Asto the effocts of opium,
on the Chinese I should like to speak definitely.

389. The Commission would wish you to give a pretty
full description of your views on this question ?~The
effects on the Chinese, L., physically, are (a) to interfere
with the nufritive system. A men who smokes opium
has alessened appetite. Yf he be in a good position, able
to stimulate the stomach by nutritious food and stimu-
lating dishes, he might continue using a monderate

usntity, sometimes for s considerable period, without
;meing that emaciation which is one of the most
marked festures where those advantages are not pos-
gessed. When & man is unable from any circumstances
to get the highly-spiced dishes and nutritious food that
are necessary for him ag an opium smoker, he bzcomes
very thin and spare and runs down in phyrical strength
very steadily as a rnle  Then (b) opium affects very
seriously the nervous system. Of conrse you know the
delightful sedative effect of opium ; and this is a very
delicions effect to the Chinese—it is a sort of Elysinm to

\/{,hem ; but it is followed by nervous irritability and sleep-
s

. taken.

ssness when withoutopinm. It is a proverbamong the
Chincse, and it i8 well known, that the opium-smoker
turns uight into day and day into night: be is sleep-
less at night, and uoless under the influence of con-
diderable duses he doer not get his proper rest ; bat
he is rlcepy during the day, and that effect is one that
can only be kept under by incressing the dose; and
hence the tremendous temptation for men who want to
work daring the day to increase the amount of opinm
‘I'ben {c) it has & very serious effect, bearing
upon national welfare, in its efloot on the gemerative
system. In tho firat inat: itis s sti , and it
very frequently leads to immorality. One of the greatess
dig:u]ti(’s, often met with, when & Chinaman wants
t0 break off the use of opinm is spermatorrhoea. which
1

conscience of an opium smoker, and when it is roused

the poor fellow’s wall-power is 8o entirely gone that he

ig very frequently unable to resist temptation. I think
t these are the principal points.

390. Would you say that the opinm habit was very
generally prevalent smong the Chinese P—When I first
reached China it was comparatively rare; but it bas
spread very rapidly during the last 20 years, stiil more
rapidly durving the last 10; it is frightfully prevalent

W, .

now. . }

391. The Chinese have had a good reputation, have
they not, o8 workers P—They are most industrious
})eople aa & race, but the epium vmoker is a8 noted for
Bziness a8 the other Chinawman is for industry

392. Is it not the case that & great mumber of the
Chinamen who emignm. and whose services are found
to be of grent valve in carrying on the industries of the
place where they are temporarily employed, are opium
smokers more or lesn P—1 have no means of judging
what proportion of the emigrants from China are
opium smokers. I have met Chinege in Australia and
in America; those whom I happen to have come across
were pot optum amokers ; and the Chinese whom 1 have
met, ially the better ci of them, in Australia,
are bitterly opposed to opium being allowed to be
introdnced among them., Now, surely they ought to
know their own race, and the effect upon their own
Eeople. 1f it were bencficial, why ahould the moral and

etter men among them be mnanimously and bitterly
opposed to it ?

303 —~Will vou tell us how you find that the assanred
ecomnexion of the British Government with the opiom
traffic constitutes a hindrauce to the scceptance of
Christisnity by the Chinese?—It mskes us very
unpopular. I would give anything many times to
conceal my nstionslity, if one conld legitimately do it,
because I{now inevitably the usco that will be made of
it. AsI have mentioned, I have travelled extensively
in China. I have never been in a province in whici
the question of the action of the British Government
with regard to opin has wvot been brought up a8 an
argument against the truth of the beneficial result of
Christiani . , .

comes on, and is & very troubl symp .

have had @ great number of opinm Bmokers under
my care s one time or another, and this is a very
frequent symptom, just as diarrbosa comes on in the
absence of opium, so spermatorrhaes will also come

hr ¥, .

324. Do yoa consider that the unpopularity which
you believe sttaches to the British Government for its
connexion with the opinm traflic impedes the work of
other Christian missionaries, such as those coming from
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the United Btates, or from France, or from other
countries P~-One of the most common Pemarks to be
met with ig one which affects them as mnch as us.
“If Christianity is worth anything, why do you not go
‘“ home and preach to your  own Government.” 1if
Christianity is worth nothing, e course it does not
matter whether an American or a German missinnery
i6 propagating it, if it be a powerless religion. 'What-
ever 18 tho real state of the case, there is no question
that amongst the officials, amoungst the literary classes,
and amongst the common people, we are believed to be
the authors “of their natignal ruin and curge through.
op)um,w o Y [ ro¢ EEE SR

895, Are there any- other matters bearing on.this

queation that you would like o bring befare us; you:

given us. very: eclearly your general view of the

case, resting on your long experience P—Is. it not &

very serions thing that'we have by this opium trade
alienated the sympathies and the friendship, not of
the worst classes of China but of the best? I cannot

ive @ Chi to be a patriot, and not hate
England ; and as an Englishman it is very painful and
very humilinting to feel this—that the best Chinese are
those who dislike s most, and not the worat Chinese—
that the best feel that we have inflicted upon them an'

/ irreparable injury. Then, again, the poor victims.
‘We have in onr owa Mission—other missionaries do the
same thing—a Jarge number of small hospitals for the

r ion of opiure s, and a very large number
of Chinsse come under our care in this way. Men,
when I had charge of a hospital, came as-far as
200 miles, in order to be cured. Their feelings are

very strong: and when we appenl to these refages to -

them as evidence that Christisnity has no sympathy
with evil-living and ovil-doing, they say, *“ Ah! bat
‘“ you cure by tcns and yom poison by tens of thou-

~£ sands; " and our efforts to bring about a beftter state
of feeling are neutralized by the fact that our nation
is believed by the Chinese unquestionably, whether
nghﬂy or wrongly, to be the cause of their national
ruin and degradation in this respeot. .

3L

that there is an Anti-Opium Society, and a large anii-
opium feeling in the country; but the Chinese say to.
us, “Well, you have talked a grest deal; why do
“ you not do more; why do you not act?” .

402. T think the Chinese Guvernment have every
meuns of kuowing from the stetements, wlich have
been made upon anthority in the House of Commons,-
that it is open to them to sdopt any policy which they
may think fit with reference to the importation of
opium from ontside sources P—-They would scarcely be
prepared at present to deal with our Treaty, I imagine,,
&setgxe Americans bave dealt with their Treatyin tho,
matter of the Geary Act. e

"-403. Do you mot think that the Chinese Ghivernment
are restrained from teking any action on the lines that’
you would wish ratber by considerations of revenue
than’ by - any sapprehension; if they probibibed: the
importation, that we should take warlike measures to
resist that P-—To what extent, at the sent time, the
Chinese Government may be influenced by qaestions of
revenue, I have no means of judging. We are well
aware that tbey have in times gone by refused to make"
revenue from this source.

404. (Bir W. Roberts.) I should like to ask, Mr.
Taylor, ae & medical man, do you congider that you
can distinguish in the case of opium smokers and
opium eaters, as we do with regard to the users of
fermented drimies —between an opium sot and a mode-
rate user, as we distinguish between a drunkard and a
moderate drinker P—The term & “moderate user of
opium " is a little indefinite, and it is very difficult to
know exactly what one or another may mean by that.
If you mean by s * moderate user” one who has it
-witﬁin his power to desist from the use, or to give it
up, the number of those, T ebouid say, was very small
1ndeed, after the first few months of taking it. If you
mean by opium-sois those who are living in » condition-
of the utmoss degradation, well, then, one conld not
really give any statistics as to tho psoportions.

405. Yon have told us that you bave known of opium
y’ who bave hed an old age P—Oh, yes.

306. So far a8 you know among the Chi 2 lly,
it is not understood that an entire change has come
over the public opinion of this country with reference
to the opium question, that wo shonld certainly, not as
& nation, be prepared by forcibie means to compel
the Chinese to receive importations of opium from
India; that is not sufficiently recognised among them P
—It is wnot genemll{ known, my Tord, and I think
some of us would feel very much afraid of assuring the
Chinese, that if they were to exolude opium there would
be no warlike measures taken. I not tell the
Chinsmen go. 1 am not ot ell satisfied that it would be.
80, I s quite sure there wonld be.no war nominaily
on the ground of opium. But I am not at all satiafied.

406. 1 presume you would say that only those who.
use opinm moderately conld reach old ageP—I do not:.
remember anyone over 70 or 80 who bas taken very
large quantities. : :

407. Seventy or 80?-—Yes. )

408. Well, that is & pretty good span, i it notP—It
is ; and, se I say, such persons arc very rare.

400. We have been told that in cities chair bearers
and coolies are nearly all opinm smokers P—1I am afraid
that it is 80 now. -

410. Then how is it that they aro able to do their
work P—In the first place, their work is not necessarily

897. You are aware, are you not, that & statement ! continuous and. exhaustive. A chair bearer for in-

_ was anthboritatively made in that sense in the House
of Commons, by Sir James Ferguseon, as reprosenting
Her Majesty’s Government ?~We have heard of that
statcment ; but many things take place in the House
that are not very mach confirmed.

898, There was no dissentient voice in the House of

Commons when Sir James Fergesson gave that assur-
ance P—1I think it would not be essy to convince the
Chineee, unless they had an authoritative declaration
from our Government. that we were likely to reverse
onr whole policy since the grst war with China. "

+399. The statcment in the Hanse of Commons is, as
u know. au authoritative declaration on the part of the
ritish Government ; there is no more effectual way of
makiug un suthoritative statement on behalf of the
British Governuiont than to make a statement officially
in the House of Commons P—Would it not he well if
thie were conveyed to the Chinese officially P

400. They have a legution in London. whose dasy it
would be to take cognizaner of a statoment of that kind
in the House of Commonas P—1I think it would be very
difficult %o oconvince the Chinese. unless definite
measures were taken, that we bad reversod eur whols
polioy, - - . s
- 401 Well, what kind of “dcfinite measures * would
you sugg —C ication to the Chinese Govern-
ment would be adefinite measure; and I think it wonld
be very widely published in China. Of course, every
missionary would be only too thankful to do- all he

conid in spreading it for his own sake, and for the.
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stance, in a city, will very be on duty

tively for a couple of hours, and under the influence of
the stimulant he can do pretty hard work for that time.
There is another class of chair bearers who are employed
on long journeys, and it has been my misfortune to
bave sometimes in & gang of bearers some opium
smokers. They are a terrible trouble to ome.. When
the stimulsting effect of the opium ccases they are
absolutely unable to go on, and yeur progreas will be
interrupted from one to two hours however inconvenient
it may be. These men are never very old; they break
down und die very early.

411, 1 wos going to ask you with regard to that
recurrence. You say they do their work well under the
influence of the stimulant; bow do you distinguish
between the drowsy eflect of a stimulant and the drows
effect of & meal; we are obliged to take our mesls
periodically #—The rest of our bearers who sre not
opinm smokers take their meuls at the same time.

412. Does the opinm amoker take his smoke with his
meals or after B—He will usually take it with his raeal
or after it, or-sometimes instead of it, when the poer
wretch has not anything else to take,

413. Would a dose of opiuwm enable him 0 go on with.
hia work withont eating P—For the time being. Bat it
ia like borrowed money—when you borrow money, you
have got 1o repay with intereat.

414. Of course you know, as s medical man, that we do
everything—all our functions are perf d der the
effect <‘)f  stimulant of some sort or other P—A proper,

vital sti

saka of the work with which he is d; and L

may say we hwve msde very widely kuown the facs.

1 of conrse, is one thing, and a
“poisan is anuther.
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415. You know the paradox is here—we hoar on the
one hand that ihese Chinese arc extremely strong,
perform their work well, and nevertheleas take opinm,
and yet we are told these terrible tales of the effact of
opium on the system. Have yom not distinguished
between the sot and the moderate nser of opiam P—One
has distinguished constantly between those who are
elready going down under it, and those who are well
nonri.sied and sustained. .

416. I presume you could not give the Commission
any idea of the rate of mortality—the death rave P—I
am afraid not.

417. I suppose no statistics exist P—None exist; and
it would be sheer guesswork. But amongst these
iabouring classes you very rarely meet with men,
who have taken opium and ran down, living for many
yeara, They do not, of course, die of the opium, that
i a8 & rule, but of diarrheea, or dysentery, or fever,
which they have no power to rally from. 1 may say
that in one part of the journeys that I frequently have
had to tn.keliaused to come in contact in esrlier years
with alarge number of coolies who were engnged in con-
veying vegetable tallow over the hills of Cheh-kiang.
These mon used to carry about 330 lbe. avoirdapois
over those high hilla. Now, I have mnever seen an
opium-smoking coolie who could carry above 100 lbs.
That will give you some ides of the differemce in
strength. =

418, Aud the oth\zr will carry 360 1bs P—330 1lbs.

3
avolrdup

419..Do you think that your experience in that
respect would be verified by others P—Oh, there is no
douabt about it.

420. I presume these effects that you have enume-
rated, arising in opium L are not pi in
all cases—they are not inevitable, but you sce them,
more or less, occasionally, amongst opinm smokers—
I mean the deg tion of the i and the
effect on the nervous system, on the sexnal system: L
presume that that is not true with regard to the balk of
opium smokers P—I should eay that in the case of nine
out of ten persons who take opinm in what may be
called moderation—if yon may nse the term for those
who only take & drachm or two, say daily—that in nine
cascs out of ten you will find 8 deadening of the con-
science, you will find inability to sleep without the
opium, and very frequently inability to eleep for a good
part of the night with it, and more or less impairment
of a full fair duy’s work.

421. That is in about 90 per cent. of the opium
smokers P—I shonld think so, as far as I can reua]{).

422. So that it is only about 10 per cent. of opinm
smokers that can be said fo be in fair healthf—In
whom the evil effect is not apparent. There may be &
good deal of undermining which is not apparent, may
there not? And of course some constitutiens, I need
not tell you, resist adverse influences longer und more
strongly than others, Constitutions are pot alike, at
home or abroad, -

423, Then in your view, Mr. Taylor, it cannot be
said, even speaking very bruadly, that the opium habit
is at all on * all fours” with the alcobolic habit—with
the use of alcoholic beverages P—I think it is far worse.

424, (8ir James Lyall) You mentioned the taunts
which the Chinese are apt to use in speaking to the
missionaries and which are said to be & serions impedi-
ment in the way of Christianising efforts. In the
pro-opiam literature on the snbject, I bave seen it
stated, on the other band, that the Chinese are & very
conceited people, ver{l ud of their own civilisation
and of their own philosophy, and =ll that sort of
thing; that they resent strongly~—the patriotic sort of
Chinemen—the attempta to alter their habits and cus-
toms and their religion ; that thuir conceit is very ranch
injured by missionaries addreesing them and trying to
impress upon them that their religion, that their ideas,
were all wrong and that they musy take & new religion
snd that these aesertions of theira about opium
is & Chineee way, and a very characteristio way,
of showing their resentment snd of meeting the
missionary; that it is not a thing really felt and
helieved in by the Chiness generaily, but that it is
@ mere argument used by them. Do you think there
is sny trath in thatP—I do not think tkere is mnch
truth in it. 1 bhave, doring my long reeidence in
China, hal the personal friendship of & lsrge numbor

COMMISSION :

of Chinese—some officials; & larger number of non-
officisls; some of the literati, o larger number of the
middle and lower classex—and X am quite sutisfiod thab
there is an honest conscientious belief in the minds of
these people generally that we are the enemies of their
conntry.

4255 0n the ground of opium, are the cncmies of
their country; or generally because we have forced
ourselves wpon them P—Largely on the ground of
opium; but also because we have forced ourselvos
upon them, undonbtedly. I hod a friend—I may reslly
call him & friend—who was an official, aud in friendly
intercourse with him I eaid to him, “I sm surprised
‘‘ that you do mot discriminate more between the
“ friendly sabtitnde of the Prot t missi y and
the sssumption (which st that time was very com-
mon) amongst the Roman Catholic missionaries of
official rank, and their endeavour to force things
with & high hand.” He sid to me, * Well, now,
you know, it does very well to talk to the common
people about theae things, but it will not do to talk
to educated people in this way; and we cannot
believe that Britain is whe friend of our country.”
Now,” 1said, ‘*how do you acconnt for our inter.
couree with you; what 18 your own bonest view of
it ; tell me 88 a friend what is the commonly received
view among the officialaP” * Well,” he said *‘of
** course we know the history of your absorption of
‘¢ India, and we know how you first came to India—
“ very quietly, and you have gradually absorbed the
“ country. We believe you have come to China and
found it to be a still more desirable country "—(of
course they think their own ocountry is perfection)—
“and you see that contrary to the etate of India we are
* a united homogeneous people. You demoralise our
“ people with your opium, and get up s large class
¢ ‘all over our country who care for no moral principle
* whatover, Youalso win over your religious 0n
“ rents in every part of the country und prepsre the
“ way for the absorption of China.” [ give thisas a
very natural idea that ie very widely prevalent.

426. But is not thie & mixed idea with the Chinesc ¢
If you could remove that—all the grcund that there
is in the opimm cry—wonld you not, till leave us as
far as possible, I shonld imagine, obnoxious to the
Chinese ; would they not etill bo ae opposed ns ever
to our forcing ourselves upon them, or breaking up
their own civilieation and their own cnstomsP~It is
much easier to raise a prejudice than to remove it, I
need not say; and it would not be the work of a day
to remove the prejudice that our stimulus and en-
couragement and caltivation of the opium traffic
through all these years heas caused, making it is
reasonable for them to suppose that wo are not their

* friends.

427. (Chairmon.) Does the past history of onr
relations with China and the wars we have fonght, the
battles that we have won, and the ‘U'reaties that we
bave imposed upon them; do these covsiderations,
apart from the opium question, explain to some
extent that kind of feeling which yon suy isenter-
tained by the Chinese in regard to their relations
with Great Britain P—They mwight; but when, in the
native mind, a$ any rate, whether rightly or wrongly,
there is added to that that the wars have been fonght
tq introduce opium, and that the opium has been the
thing of all our manufactures and imports that we
bave beeu most eager to protect and push—when you
add to what would otherwise still remain, the idea that
this was at the bottom and behind it all—of course there
i8 a very serious difficulty. If wa could wash our
hands of the whole thing, it i8 not yet beyond the
limite of possibility that Cbina might bo able to
suppress the home cultivation of opium to a very large
extent, if not absolately ; and it is a very ead thing if
wo do not give them every opportnnity of trying to
do it

428, (Sir James Lyall) Do you think that if the
Indisn Government stopped the export of opium from
Indiz to China, the Chinese Government would stop
the imsoﬂ- of Persiarn opium. There would be a s
demand, you know, then?—I really have not‘.ging
beyond what wounld be a mere opinion to say with
regard to that.

429. Your opinion is that they woald, er have you
no opinion P—J shounld rather think that thcy wonid
try to stop the intr ion of ail foreign opium,
and to lessen the home cultivatiou of opiam, and
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dually to stamp it'oub; bub opinions, T nee'd not
g;, aro iot always correct. * 1 have not a doubt in my
mind that if » fow years ago we had remoVed all pres-
gnre, the Chinese would never have allowed the culti-
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vation to have reached the poiut it has, and would have
stopped it ; whether they oan do it now or not, I would
not venture to say. We ought to give them a chance
to try.

The witness withdrow.,

The Rev. CrBistoPEES FENN, M.A,, called in and examined.

435, (Chasrman.) You are, I anderstand, one of the
secrotaries of the Church Missionary Society and have
been for many years pagt in charge of the correspon-
dence with the Society’s missionaries in China P—Yes,
my Lord, I have been sevretary since 1864, and have
had charge of the China correspondence for the last
12 years.

431. How many missionaries are mow at work in
connexion with your society in Cbina, and in what pro-
vinces do they Jabour P—We have at the present time 66
Buropean missionaries (28 clergymen, ¢ madlt;a.l men,
5 other iaymen, and 26 unmarried ladies) besides the
wives of miasionaries. Of these, 28 have been con-
nected with the Misgion five years, and more. Of t.hese
98 missionaries, 3 are in the Kwan-tung province,
9 in the Fuh-kien province, 14 in the Cheh-kiang
province, 1 at Shanghai, and 1 in the interior province
of 8z-chuen.

432. Can you give us the opinions of some of your
most axperienoegl misgionaries 88 to tho effects of
opium eonsumption wpon the people of China, physi-
cally, mentelly, and morally ?—ATchdeacon Moule, who
hag been a missionary in China for 32 years, wrote in
1891 as follows :—* I doubt whether you would find a
* gingle father or mother in China who would regard
* their children’s addiction to opium-smoking, even in
* g moderate degree, a8 anything but s couse fo»
“ ghame and most grave apprebension. Listen fo a

‘¢ ghorteng life, for an opinm-smoker falls an easy prey
“ to disease; and it leads to crime and ruin. en
“ snyone eays the Chinese can smoke opinm with
“ impunity, he talks pure and undiluted nonsense.” 1
have inquired of several of our missionsries, and they
agsure me that the above opinions are held by them all
unsnimonsly. As regards the physical effest of opfim-
smoking, it does not so much generate any particular
disease, but, if not checked, it utterly ruins the bodily
constitation. :

433. Have you ever been in China yourself ?—No, I
have not.

434-5. What do your missionaries tell you is their
experienco wilth reference to the action of the British
Government with the opium trade. Do they consider
that it operates as a barrier to the reception of
Christianity by the Chinese P-~I wrote these remarks
at home yesterday; at first sight they may seem to
differ from what has bheen said this morning, but I
do not think they do reslly so much. My answer is
this:-—Yes, very distinctly; but not ‘so much in the
way that is commonly sapposed. It may be doubted
whether the net result is to prejudice the Chinese
sgainst the missionary personally. The prejudice
againgt him as an Enghshman is often more than
counterbalanced by the patisfaction which they feel on
secing that in this respect he protests against the con-
duct of his own Government. hdeacon Wolfe on

heatben Chinaman's dying his children :

*Touch not opium, If you smoke the drug, you
“ ‘may worship me after my death, you mey tend
" ‘am{ beantify my tomb, you may perform all
¢ ‘faneral and auocestral rites; but sh@ll take no
s¢ ¢ pleasure in what you do, and calamity will overtake
“ ‘yourself and your family. If, on the other hand, you-
¢ ‘abhor and rouounce opium, I can well overlook and
¢ pardon negligence bs to my tomb, the sacrifices and
¢ ‘offerings.’” At a meeting in Exeter Hall, in 1882,
tho same missionary said:~-* In the opinion of every
*¢ respectable sud moral person in China whose opinion
is worth baving it is & vice, and nothing but a vice,
to touch the opium pipe atall, whether in moderation
or excess. In the case of aloobol, intoxication is the
« gxception, In the case of opium-smoking, it is the
* rule and the object.” At the same meeting, the Rev.
W. H. Colling, who bad been s Church Missionary
Society’s missionary in China for many Jem, and who,
before ordination, had been a medical man, said:—
+« Nothing can possibly be harder to abandon than the
* habit of opium-smoking. [In this respect] the habit
« of drinking cannot compare with it.” Bishop Moule,
who weunt out to Chinn in 1857, and is there now, wrote
in 1891:—* Opium smoking and swallowing is very
« prevalent indoed nmong all clasases down to the
* Jowest. But yet! & shopman, s clerk in all the
** middle and lower walka of trude, has a black mark
« got against his nsme by his countrymen] if he takes
* hie pipe. Any movement against the use of strong
« drink originates with the Kuropean missionary. But
s it is his Chinese flock and sssistant preachers who
¢« warn him that it is not safe to receive an inquirer if
“ there is any suspicion of his smoking opiom.”
Archdeacon Wolfe, of Fuh.kien, referring to villages
where opium-smoking is much practised, wrote in
1883 :—" The pornicious rerulte of this sonl and body
“ destroying vice ure apparent sll round. Cadaverous.
looking faces meet one on every side, and the slovenly
*¢ hubits and filthy appesrance of the peopie geucrally
¢ testify too plaiuly to the evil it is working on this
once industrious and energetic population. Almost
* the entire population in some places i8 abandoned to
* the wse of this poisonous drug. The eflocts pre
« witnessed in the extreme poverty of the ple, in
¢ the broken -down and dilepidated dwellings all
 through the villages, and. in the s immorality
* which provails among the ivhsbitants.” Lasily,
Dr. Duncan Main, the very able head of the Mission
Hoapital at Hang-Chow, bas remarked quite recently :—
* Opium-smoking it admitted by all o be & vice ; nothin,
¢ oan be said in its favour. It destroys the health and
e 80970,

“

one gained s friendly reception in a previously
hostile town esimply through having, accidentally, as 1t
were, shown his strong feeling on the subject. But it
is & barrier, nevertheless. The success of the Christian
missionary depends on his being able to appeal to the
conscience of his hearers; and it is exactly this moral
sense which is destroyed by opium’ smoking,
‘ Humanly speaking,” remarks Archdeacon Wolfe,
“ opium smokers are beyond the reach of conversion,
‘“ a8 the vice unfits them for the perception of any
“ moral or spiritual truth.” OFf course there is a large
part of the population untouched as yet by this vice;
and as s matter of fact Fuh-kiem, where the Arch-
deacon labours, i8 one of the most successful of our
Missions. Our missionaries long and sigh and cry for
the suppression of opium Amoking, not because they
are propagandists, but L they are philanthropisty,
and because they see the misery caused by it.

436. You have, I believe, recently endeavoured to
ascertain whether the Chinese authorities would be
induoced to make uso of the right conferred on them by
the ‘* Additional Article " of 1885 to increase the duty
on Indian opium to a prohibitive point, steps bein
taken at the same time to suppress or limit the growt,g
of opium in China. Will you state the resmlta of this
effort ?—1 was led to ask one or two of onr missionaries
whether the Chinese could not be stirred up to make
representations to their own Government on the
subject. One of them, the Rev. J. S. Collins of Nangwa,
in North-west Fuh-kien, replied on the 30th March last
as follows:—** I lost mo time in consulting those most
** likely to know the] usual mode of obtaining such
!¢ an expresaion of popular op as would correspond
“ to n petition to the Throne with us at home.
*‘ Having learned that the proper course would be for
“ the mandarin governing the district tc issue a pro-
ciamation desiring the local gentry assembled in
their local council to send him an expression of
opinion which he might forward fo his superiors, L
took an oppnrbnni;g yesterday to lay the matter
** before one of the Kien-ning (or Kyong-ning) city

mandarine. There was no mistaking his interess
in the cause. We explained carefully what you sug-
gested, namely, raising the tax on 1mported opizm,
buat be emiled and eaid, that no matter how bigh the
tax was, if people wanted it, some way wounid be
found of smuggling opium into China. No one who
knowa the [state of things here] can doubt this. He
said most emphatically, ¢ England must move first,
* England must move first,” and then he added with
“ s meaning smile, *‘but your Queen would not be
*¢ *willing to allow 8o profitable a trade to he stopped ’;
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tev. C. Fenn, ** neither would he believe a word in contradiction of

9 Bept. 1R98.

« thatiden. The fact is that until the opium traflic with
*¢ India is stopped, the natives will not believe a word
** we say a8 to kngland not being willing to force
 apium op China by snother opium war. The man-
“ darin in question veither smokes opium himself nor
“ allows enyone smong his retinue to smoke it.” I
would only remark on the above that, while we in
England feel surc that England will never attempt by
war, or threat of war, to force the admission of opium
into China, the Ohinese are well aware that almost
every British official in China wonld do kis utmost to

rovent its exclusion, and that the exclusion could not

o effected without giving offence to these officials.
On the other hand, when once the British Government
has forbidden the export of Indian opiam, every such
official will prompily become an anti-opiam man,
because he wiﬂ desire to push, in opposition to the use
of opium, the use of other articles imported from
British India and the British Isles. There seems no
doubt, therefore, that such a change of policy would
immensely promote the suppression of opium-smoking
in China.

437. Does it at all occur to you that your missionaries
might do & good deal to counteract this, a8 I think,
erronecus impression which exists in China with
reference to the attitude which would now be taken
by the British Government on this opinm question.
Could they not do a great deal by making public
such an anthoritative statement a8 has recently been
made in the Houge of Commons by Sir James Fergusson
on the subject. Youare aware, of course, to what Lam
alluding P—Oh, erfectsy aware; I should hope that
they might be able to do something in that way, but
still you see here the attempt was bond fids made.
"Mr. Collins is a missionary there; ho can speak the
Chinese language well; he ie on friendly ferms with
this mandarin ; he did his utmost to persuade him, but
he totally failed; and Tam afraid that if an intelligent
mandarin could not be convinced by & misgionary who
was almost closeted with him, or at least close to him,
it would be very difficult indeed for missionaries
generally to persuade the Chinese public.

438. Well, we know that new ideas permeate but
slowly through public opinion, even in such a country
as our own. And we must recognise that the Chinese,
looking back to past history, may be sensible that we
have taken warliko measures in times past to force the
opium trade mpon China, and it may be a work of
time to establisE % contrary view; but still do you not
think that the Government of this country has gone a
long way in instructing Sir James Fergusson to make
the declaration, which he did make, that ** never again
¢ would a shot be fired b{ England to force the opium
*¢ upon China ” P—-I think that i8 so. One might hope
that as years passed away continued effort might
produce some revult in the desired direction; bnt
that would be a very slow prooess which would be
immensely accelerated by the measure of stopping the
export of opium from Iundia to China; and as every
year now is harrying its millions away into moral and
mental and physical ruin, it seems s thing to be
extremely lamented and deplored, that we shonld not
take steps which would accelerate its suppresgivn.

439. It is the case, ig it not, that in so far as the
Indian Government takes any action whatever with
reference to the trade in opium between India and
Chipa it is rather in the direction of resiriction, by
jmposing a very heavy export duty P—It is 8 Government
monopoly. s

440. Yes; but I mean the action of the Governmeni
in relation to the trade is that of imposing & heavy
export duty on the exportation of opiam from lndia to
Chbina P—Well, 1L have not gone inic that part of the
auestion 8o much, but 1 have certainly read in past
vears, (and I do not think there is any marked change
of policy), that the financial authorities in British India
supposed that the best plan financially was to push the
production of opium as much a4 possible, and thus
get more exported into China, and thus increase the
aggregate retarn to the revenune). I hnvq no dagbt
that of late years in consequence of the gro~ing feeling
in the Honse of Commous that would be different.

441. (Sir J. Lyall) No, it hss never been that, I
think; (n hos ulw{:.ys been'to keep the price up P—Well,
ber reading a k by Bir John Strachey to

“Ir b
the effect tast I havo just mentioned,
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42. (Chairman.) Asa practical men, you are com.
pelied to recognise that & considerable change of fiacal
polioy under such a Government as that of India, must
necessarily be gradoally adopted. It would not be
poasible, or it would be extremely difficult, to make a
sudden reversal of policy; and therefors, even though
you might be hopeful, that at some future time this
trade might be further restrained, and perhaps
nltoget.her cease, 1yet an interval mast elapse before
an entire reversal of policy can tske place, In the
meantime, does it not occar to yon ss obvious that
something effective might be done by the miseionary
body, in mslstmghperhnps more than they have hitherto
done, upon that declaration made by the Government
through Sir James Fergusson, to which I have airead
called” your attention P-—That was the very point
vrote shout urgiog them to do so. I may say that
Mr. Collins was one who bas taken it ap; but his letter
which I have quoted certainly conveyed to my mind
the impression that he almost thought it wonld be
useless, that the step he had taken showed it would not
be of much good ; and Bishop Monle wrote at once and
said that he thought that nothing could bedone. I think
that something conld be done but I think the difference
is this, that if the British Government in India were to
take the step of directing that, Indian opium should
be no longer ex to China, it would be an immense
help, and wonld immensely secelerate s procesa which
under any circumatances, would be extremely difficult.

443. We were told last night in the House of Lords
by eminent politicians on both sides, that in their view
theY only thing to be done was to keep pegging awsay P
—Yes.

444. If that is the case with this country, with all
its enlightenment and knowledge of political matters,
and the wide circulation of au active Press on hoth
sides, I think we must recognise, and the missionaries
should recognise, that they must not expeot to convey
a new view to Chinese minds with reference to the
attitnde of England on the opinm question at once;
that there must be o good deal of pegging away on
their part, and insistance npon such statements as Sir
James Fergusson made, before they cam gradually
establish in the Chinese mind the true view of the
altered attitude of our Government in relation to this
question P—1L quite agree with your lordship. What I
would still say is this,—that under any circumstences,
it is immensely difficnlt ; even if at the present moment
the export from India to China was stopped, the task
would be Herculean, but: withont that it wounld be s
hundred times more difficnit ; I quite think that thcy
ought to make every effort in that direction.

445, (Sir J. Iyall.) I quite adwit, of course, that
nothing would be so effective in convincing the natives
of China of the change of policy as an order—prohibit-
ing the export of opium from Indis to China. Do yon
recognise that that wonid cost about 5,000,000l or
6,000,0001, sterling a year?—Is il not between
3,000,0001. and 4,000,000, P—the nett revenne I think ie
under 4,000,000 now.

446. More than that P—

447, (Chatrman.) Yt i8 & serious sum for the Indian
Government P—1It is a serious sum.

448, (8ir J. Lyall) For producing an effect upon
geople’s minds that i8 a very expensive measure P—But

consider that the export of opium from India tw
China, knowing a8 we do the immense evils which
resalt from it, is wrong.

4490. Thatis another point P—That is & moral question
to which material congiderations must give way. As
I put it in addressing » meeting at the Exeter Hall
the other day, & mun says: * I believe that this opiam
“ traffic is doing immense injury to Chins, but I
¢ object to its being atopped because it might lead to
* the necessity, eay, of s subvention of 4,000,000 &
‘* year,” the extreme need from Engiand to Indis.
Now that 4,000,000, a year would be more than made
up by twopence added to the income tax—twopence in

und-—s man who eays: * I believe it is a great
“ moral injury, I believe it is a crime, but I object
* to giving it up because it may mean that 1 shall lose
“ twopence in the pound—a handred-and ieth
“ part of my income”—such a man—such & man I
cannot understand. I think it is perfectly plain that
if we English wish & govern India, and believe that the
Indians cannot pay for it, we should pay for it our.
selves, not certainly try to make the Chinese pay it
by a mode which does far more barm than if we
required them to give na the 4,000,0001. a year in cash.

The witness withdrew.
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The Rev\Gmmn Piercy called in and examined.

450. (Chasrman.} You are, I beliove, the founder of
the Wesleyan Mission in Chine P—Yes.

451, Have you spent any considerable portion of time -

in China i’youﬂself P~ wus 32 yea® conneoted with the
misgion, from its foundation nuntil the year 1852, Since
that time I have been in London looking after the
Chinamen who come here, so that I have been con-
nected with the Chinese every month of every yesr
since 1850.

452. In what parts of Chins did you resideP—At
Csanton and Hong Kong, in the south of Chins.

453. Wo shall be glad to hear what your personal
impressions are with reference to the evils resulting
from the use of opiam among the better class of the
Chinese P—I may eay, my Lord, that I have heard the

* evidence that has been given here, yesterdsy and
thie morning, the whole of it. Now, I have two points
that I abould like to lay before the Commission which
have not been touched upon, I think, at all. I wish to
be a8 brief a8 possible, and yet wish to give emphasis to
those two special pointe. The first is 8 short sccount
of & body of merchants in China, in Canton, who existed
under the old regime a8 & very important, body of men.
There was & time, as all know, when Canton was the
only port open to Western commerce in Chins. During
that time there was a body of merchants in Canton
upon whom the Chinese Government devolved reapon-
sibility s to the conduct of sll the trade, giving
them the monopolg of importation and exportation.
These were termed in those days and the name hy
which they still go is the Hong merchents. The
number wus from 12—varying no doubt at different
times—from 12 to 18 or 90, In China, as all know,
the rulers, the official class, ia the highest, and then
comes the scholarly class of the Chinese; but in Canton
we had what I do not think has ever existed since in
any of the ports of Chins, and what I think cannot
exist again-—it was before my time I may say— there
was o body of merchants who conducted the whole of
that trade botween all outside nations and Ohina. I
wish to eay respecting that body of merchants that they
were princely men; the wealthiest of the commercial
class in China. They were in numbers, I should say,
neurer 20 bouses tham 10; they were men who, accord-
ing to Chinese customs, had large families. Polygamy
is an ingtitution_in China, an they were men with
large families. Now, the families of this Cohong, as
I term them, being the wealthiest, though not the
highest in position in Chins, would be recognised
by us nglishmen a8 being in the category, on sccount
of their wealth, aud on account of conducting this
munogo_ly of the trade, of men in eminent position ;
snd their families as the largest, aud of courae, in some
aspecta the most resy ble and most inft inl class

8 man wase kept on purpose to supply eix or eight
sons, not merely young men, but middle-aged men,
who had the confirmed habit of opium smoking, and
this went on until at lasit hese families have been entirely
ruined. That seems to me, go far as I bave known
and so far as I have learned also of the resulte of
the mischief that opiam has done in China, to be the
most prominent example of the evila wrought among «
body of people who were exceedingly well-tn-do, and
who were also mentally trained snd echolarly to o
certain degree, at all events.

454, And the example which you quote includes a
very considerable nmmber of individuals P—Yes, my
Lord, more than a hundred. A great many more than a
hundred. .

455. And among’ that total number you would only
name one who has been eble to resist this course of
degradation P—Only one family. The other house that
I named Puntingwa’s. That hounse owned large and
oxtensive plessure gardens in the western suburbs of
Canton, and for many many years during my resi-
dence in China thosé gardens were visited by foreigners,
by missionary families, and by many wealthy Chinese
as beauntiful pleasure grounds. Within the last 20 years
those gardens have all been destroyed; they have been
gold, the buildings have been pulled down, and in con-
nexion with other extensive houmse property in the
western suburbs of Canton all has been scattered to the
wind. Iknow myself of no case in China in which
there was so sigunificant a proof of the mischief wrought
by opium smoking.

456, And you connect all this which has happened
with thelosa of energy and with the loss of ability arising
out of the consumption in excess of opium #-—Yes, my
Lord; and there are numbers of other gentlemen, some
who are ir this country and some who sre in Chins,
who wonld speak to the very letter ag to the truth of
that to which I have referred—that the sons of these
families, with the rare exception of perhaps one or twe,
were ail useless and became more or less abandoned,
owing to this ovil habit, and their property was eatirely
scattered as the years rolled by.

457. (8ir J. Lyall.) Whenever a commercial monopoly
like that for a time gives a certain number of families
an enormous advantage over the rest of the public, and
raises them to great wealth and then is suddenly broken
up as this monopoly was, I believe that the state of
those families is apt to decny and to fall into that sort
of condition that yom describe, although, no doubt,
opium was also & very greab canse. But I have seen
cxactly the same thing in other parts of the world,
where a family had for some veriain reasons possesced
& monopoly for & certain time and became through that

that cxisted. What I have to state abont then is this:
thet there were many of the sons of these menw-I
need not give their names, because those names are

rather difficult to Knglish ears; but I may mention’

two families, 08 of those two one of them survives to
the present time. Those two familica were called
respootively Puntingkws and Howkwa. Tho other
merchenta bad somewhat similar names, their family
nsmes, or names of their firms. What I wish to bring
before the Commission is this: that of thesc large
families, consisting, some 50 years ago, of many sons
and of & host of grandsons—ali those %:milies, with the
exception of one, are all but extinct ; that they are
reduced o extreme poverty and distress. The hoards
of wealth which their fathers gathered when the:
beld that monopoly, and the property they acqui

snd the gardens of pleasare &mr the pu{acial residences,
all these have gone to wreck and rainm, and there is
ouly the one family of Howkwa left in Canton of those
16 or 18 Cohong merchants. That name may be rc-
membered and known somewhat in England by a
cortain blond of tea in the old time that was called
~ Howkwa's mixture,” That I have no doubt the Iadies
appreciated. Now here is a onse in point in which
there wus groat wealth, high respectability, position in
society, and in which that wealth was bequeatbed to
sons and to graodohildren; and it has slmost cntirely
disapp 1, and disappeared | the sonsand the
grandsous ook opiam, —in large quantities,—beginning,
of course. with small doses when smuking it, and going
on to lurger doses, until in some of those families &
man wag kept to prepars the opium for smoking—to
bring it from its raw condition by repeated procvsses
into the state of prepared opium for smoking purposes ;

- 1ndustry

poly very wealthy, and when suddenly that mono-
poly, for some reason or other, was broken down, they
proved unable fo support themselves or to carry on
in an open market P—I can quite readily
believe that ;_in faot, I have some knowledge of gread
riches, especially when suddenly acquired, almost as

ddenly disappearing; but the stat ts which came
to our ears from time to fime, and the results which
we sometimes actually saw ourselves were such re-
lative to the enormous consumption of opinm in those
families—not merely by the sons and grandsons but by
the servants—as to siow that they were given up
entirely to the consamption of opium.

458. (Chadrman.) While yon recognise the possible
operation of those other influemces and the change of
circumstances to which Sir James Lyall has alluded,
You remain of opinion that in the case of thuse families
to whom you were referring the personal degradation
and the T 1 incapacity of those ¢ d arising
out of the opium habit was the gi'lincipa.l cauge of their
destruction P—That is my own 1 oconviction; and it
was elso the convictiou of all the intelligont friends that
I had for many years in Canton.

459. Now what have you known of the use of opium
and of its effects among the masscs in China ?--~Most
of my life was spent in the city of Canton, but the last
two years that [ was in China I wus resident ix a large
town, 8 city you might probably call it, 12 milea from
Canton of the nume of Fatshén. 1In China we only givs
the name‘‘ city ” to walled cities; this is an unwalled
towa, but with 400,000 inhabitants. It was an iimmense
place, and we were residing in the outekirts of it. Now
n speaking with some of my Christian friends there
about opiam, I said to one of the mosi int-iligent
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among them : ** You ought to give us more information
¢ pbout opium then you do;” and he seid, *' bat you
“ hardly dare to examine into the great evils it is
* doing in China, and doing in this place.” I said,
T think we dare doit. What is there that we do not
* know yet that you can make knowntousf” * Well,”
he said, ** I can take you to a place in the heart of this
* great town where yon wounld sec opium and the
¢ mischief it is working, and especially the stimulus
“ that it is giving to other vices.” replied: “1
“ am ready to be taken there, whenever you will take
‘ me.” And 88 soon as I expressed my willingness
to go with him, then he seemed desirous to back oni
of it, and began to say tbat it would be very dangerous,
in fact that it would be perhaps at the risk of some
vroken limb, or even of our lives if wo visited the place.
Isaid to him: *“ But you have said that we don’t know,
“ and are afraid to examine into the full extent of this
“ gvil. Now, for one, I am not afraid, and if you will
“ take me, I will go,” So he took me. He informed
me as we set out, and on vnr way, that it was a series of
buildings surrounding an open gquare, and that on the
one side were opium h large pl on
another side that there were gambling houses, and that
it was especially from the gambling houses that he
feared difficulties. Then at another gide of the square
there were brothels, and he said: *“ I em taking you
“ at o time when in all probability there will be less
“ danger than at any other time--certainly much less
*“ dauger than in the evening or at night. Where I
““ am taking you, you will see the extent of these
¢ gambling honses, and some of the people that are
‘ in them, but many more will be there at night, and
** you will see the exterior of the other places.” We
looked through a series of buildings where there was
every arrangement for opinm smoking, and where I
have no doubt that 300 or 400 persons could be ac-
commodated day after day, and night after night, to
take opinm. The other buildings of course I did not
go into. Into ome it would have been improper for
me to have gone, and into the other it wonld not have
heen worth risking it. I had seen numbers both of
small gambling places and inommerable houses in
Fatshin where opium is smoked, but this was on o
larger scale, We came sway, and he was exceedingly
glad when we got away without any denger whatever.
Bat that incident impressed me more fally than almost
everything that I had seen in China as to the evil
working of opium. Congregated in that place there
would be from 200 to 4U0 or 500 men agsembled—
sipoking opium. From this place they wentto the other
places. 1 don’t say that no other persons went to the
other places, but I say that this was a focue of evil ; and
88 we recognise in this country that the pablic-honse
and the intoxicating glass is a provocative, and is the
source of many evils and leads to a great deal of work
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in the police-courts and guols, and howsos of correction,
80 I found there on a& scale that I had not eeem in any
other place what seemed to me to be the strongest proof
that I have had of the mischief that opium smoking was
doing among the lower class of the population. ‘T'hatis
all I need say on that point. I will add one word, if
you will ‘permit me, my Lord : it is this, that wherens

c L inst opinm and enti-opiom
agitators, a8 ﬁ:ey have been called, have been spoken of
a8 exaggerating, as immensely oxaggerating. the evils
of the trade and the evils of smoking, in China; just
sllow me, my Lord, to say that I believe that it is
cntirely impossible to exaggerate these evils, Ibelieve
it 18 possible to make great mixtakes when we come to
figures. When we como to state mumbers I think we
can be wide of the mark, but a8 to the total smount of
evil done to the opium smoker himself, and the evils
which flow from his wrong-doing, to his family, to his
relatives, to his friends, I think, 8 Commission sitting
in all the Jeading cities of China would fail in summing
np the total of ail the mischief and rnin and death that
is wrought by opium in Chins. I believe, from that
point of view that there can be no exaggeration what-
ever. It is beyond the powers of one, or of one hundred
people to gather together, to tabnlate, and to estimate
the evils that are wrought in China by opium.

460. You have summed np the results of all, that
experience in China in that concise and powerful state-
ment which of coursa will have very great weight with
the Commission, and I do not know that I can press you
to go into detsils, You have given us, in a compre.
hensive view, your impression. The Commission is
much obliged to you.

461, (Mr. Pease) You have said that you bhave
listoned to all the evidence that hua been given, and yoa
wished rather to enforce one or two statements; may we
understand that yon generally approve of the evidence
that has been givenP—Yes, but I have studionsly
;v?idod taking up points which have been brought up

efore.

462. (Chairman.) We are very much obliged to you
for your consideration of the necessity of moving
forward P—] wish, however, to ba permitted to state
that almost entirely I agree with the ovidence which
was given yesterday snd this morning also. In many
points, if necessary (which it is nat), I conld corrobo-
rate and atrengtben that evidence, but I do not
consider, myself, that it i8 necessary to do so. Those
two particular points have been raised in my mind
since I have been before the Commission,, and 1
challenge any man to overturn the evidence now given
#8 to the entire ruin of the Hong merchants in Chnton,
during the last 50 years—and in regard to the other
point also.

The witness withdrew.

Mr. JoserE G. Arexaxpeg, LL.B., called in and examined.

463. (Chairman.) 1 beliove you are a graduate of the
University of London P~A Bachelor of Laws, yes.

464. And s barrister of Lincoln’s Inn P—Yes.

465, And you hold the office of secretary to the
Bociety for the Suppression of the Opium Trade P—
Yes, I have been secretary for the last four years.
bad previously, for about six yesrs, becn & member of
the executive committee of the society, and had taken
8 great interest in its work.

466. 1 believe that you are in the witness' chair this
morning chiefly for the purpose of putting in the
publicati of the iety, which shows the various
practical proposals which your society has made from
time to time, and which it has put forward for dealing
with the opium question?—Yes, my Lord, parcl
arising out of & question or two put by Sir James Lyall
yesterday. 1 thonght it might be convenient for the
C ission, befora it sep , to have before it our
Society's views onone or two points which have been
opened up, particularly a8 to the distinction between
the Bengal and the Malwa systems.

467. Will you put those Ipaper: before us, cr will you
give us a hat of them P—I will just mention them one
by one, and meution briefly, too, the points.

468. And you will, no doubf, take care to supply to
the bers of the C irgion (each of them) a copy
of these dovuments P—Yes, my Lord, I have arrangea

will be forwarded. The first is a book .which was
connected with the foundation of the wsociety, aud
wae written by my predecessor, the first secrctary
of the gociety, the Kev. Storrs Turner. I may mention
that it i8 a very great matter of regret to me that he
is unable to give evidence before the Commission; he
is only recovering from & very serions illness, ouber-
wige I am sure he would bave been most glad to come
and speak to some points with which he is munch better
qualitied to deal than I could be. This wns an cssay
written by him in to an adverti

that was issned by the lae Mr. Edward Pease (Bir
Joseph and Mr. Arthar Peuse’s brother) for an Essay
on the question of the Opiam Trade, in connexion,
I think, with its effect on missions in the Kast.
Mr. Turner was one of the prize essayista. He had
been a missionary in China for 8 number of years.
His essay led w the formation of the society in the
autumn of 1874. Thereo bad previonsly been sume com-
mittees—a commitiee in London of which the late
G 1 Al der was b 'y secretary,— but they
had fallen through. Our society was founded in the
sutumn of 1874 ; and Mr. Turner, was appointed the
first secretary. He held that position until 1885, shortly
after the signing of the Additional Article which I wiil
rofer to later. The chapter to which [ want specially to
refer here is the eighth chapter of his book—the closing
chapter—in which, after dealing with the history np
to that time, he puts forward propositions for an

thut, and » copy for each ber of the C

a led opinm policy. I sbould, perbaps, say thot the
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#ooiety never had any definite constitutfon. I think
one may say that those who united to form it rather
were in sesrch of a definite policy which they could
suggest, thun actually proposed anything upon which
they were sgreed. In fact, there @ere those who sup-
ported three different measnres. There were those who
sapported the total and immediate suppression of opinm
exoept for medicinal use, There were those who were
in favoar of a gradual suppression, as being what they
thonght the only practical means of putmmg it down,
and, if possible, with the peration of China; and
there were also those who favoured the suggestion
{which I think wae thrown out by Sir James Lyall
yesterday) of assimilating the Indian Government's
system in Bengal to that which exists already in Bom-
Lay, in order that the Indian Government might no
longer be & polist in the posit of actually
carrying on the trade, but in the position of regulatin,

the trade and imposing duties, and therefore that suc

aotion as they took should be in the nature of repression.

469, (Sir J. Lyall.) I did not, as a matter of fact,
maoke any suggestion of that kind.

470. (Chairman.) That is a suggestion which has

eon made. :

471. (Yir J. Lyall) Yes, it has been made, but I did
not make it.

472. (Chairman.) It i & suggestion which has been
;lqndo P-—8ir James hinted at 1t rather than made it as
18 OWI.

473. (Sir J. Lyall.) You may have deduced it from
some remarks of mihe, but I am not conscious of
having made auch a suggestion.

474. (Chairmun.) We are conscious of other people
having made it P—In this book Mr. Turner did not go
{or total prohibition. There is a passage at page 205

.in which, after referring to tEe propusaf of Bir
William Muir, he eays:—"Does Sir William Muir's
‘' proposition entirely eatisfy the demands of justice P
. EVe think not. Are we then shut up to Sir R.
¢ Temple's reductio ad absurdum of total prohibition P
“ Agnin we think not. Justice and morslity demand
that the Government should withdraw aitogether
from_encouragemont to the opium manufacture ;
and. if it takes revenue at all, take only that amount
which accrues from taxation honestly meant to have
o restrictive foroe.” That modified view was the view
that was put forward in this prize essay.

475. What date was thatP—In 1874. Sir William
Muir's proposal had been made in 1868, and I will
Jjusy lay on the table, if ti-ou will allow me, & publica-
tion of the society ontitled ** Sir William Muir's Minuate
** and other Exuracts from Papers published by the
‘“ Culoutta Government.” Sir William Muir's pro-

ition was the adoption of the Bombay system of
imposing o tax m Bongsl in licu of the monopoly,
wud I ghould like to cull attention to the principal
reply to that proposal of Sir William Muir's. It is
ot page 13 of this tract. It is a short Minute signed
with the initisls “ H.S.M.” Of course that is the
late Bir Henry Maine. He says:—* The true moral
** wrong, if wroog there be, consista inselling opium

to the Chinese, and the only way to abate it
would be absolutely to prohibit the caltivation
of the poppy in British Indis, and to prevent the
exportation of opicm from the native States. 'The
* British Government is sufficiently despotic to effect
‘¢ this, und for moral purposes there is no distinction
“t what a despotis Gov does itself, and
what it permits its eubjects to do. I am satisfied
that 8ir W. Muir's policy would greatly add to the
* supposed moral wroog by largely increasing the
“ quantity of opinm intradaced -into China, while the
** revenues of India would be seriously diminish

"
“
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however, that in the very early days the system was so

worked ae practically to to an encourag

478. The Malwa systerm P—The Malwa system.

479. How P—I am epeaking of 50 or 60 years ago,
when the (overnment desired to promote the use of
opiam, provided it did not go so far as to injure its
Bengal monopoly. That was of course rather a delicate

peration, but that app to have been the desire at
that time. Then the next document I will put in iz an
address to Mr. Gladstone when he was Prime Minister,
which was referred to by Sir Joseph Pease. It will
be observed that the great object urged upon the
Government in that memorial is the ratification of the
Chefoo Convention, and that really became the main
subject of the socizz's efforts for & number of ycars.
Dr. Maxwell, I think, mentioned yoaterday that there

“ were nine years of negotiation on the Chefoo Qonven-

tion before it was finally ratified under the Additional
Article of 1885, During those nine years the séciety
was constantly agitating for ratification; and there waa
& very strong feeling a8 to the injusiice that was being
done to China by not allowing her to have her own
way, and by not ratifying the Opium Clause of the
Chefoo Convention. It was towards the close of that

criod that an important meeting was held at the
Riansion House in connexion with our society, and that
that memorial, signed by » great muny influential men,
was presented.

480-81. (Chairman.) This i8 under what date—this

" letter to Mr. Gladstone P—The date is 1882.

482. I may take it that this communication to Mr.
Gladstone was an embodiment of the view entertained
by your association at that time on the subject P—Yes,
my Lord.

483. And that the signatures (which are numerons
and highly influential) to this document are a sort of
gauge of the m t of public opinion on this subj
at the time P—Yes.

484. I think it is a very important document, and I
think it would be well that it should be printed as part
of the Appendix to our Report ?—Yes.

485. So that it might go forward among other papers
to the Indian Government for consideration P—We have
copies. Yerhaps I ought to point ot that that really
dealt with  point which ia now passed over. At that
time the negotiations with China, which issaed in the
Additional Articls of 1885, were still pending.

486. Yes, but I think it still is of living importancs.
Would that not be your view—that this still has
importance as showing the growth of public opinion in
regord to this guestion in Great Britain P--Well, my
Lerd, I am anxious not to attach toc high an importance
to it—beosuse it was dcaling with a phase which has
passed away, and probably some of those who signed
under the conditions that then existed would not
afterwards havc signed such a memorial when they
‘consiﬁdm‘ad that China had her own terms and had been
satisfied.

437. I will not farther press the suggestion that it
should be printed as part of our Blue Book P—I am
anxious in that respect not to overstate our case. Well,
then, it was no doubt under the strong pressure of publio

pinion that Mr. Gladstone’s Government (Lord Gran-
ville being Foreign Secretary) fiually accepted the
terms proposed by the Chinese Government—terms,
a8 Dr. Maxwell said 'gasterdny, which were modified
8s compored with those that they had originally
Eue forward, but they were the ultimate terms of the
hinese Government, which Lord (3ranville in prin-
citgle accepted ; and Lord Salisbury, then coming into
of

ce, carried out that which bhad bern decided in

would not, therefore, huse any action on his Minute.”
T think 1 had better not sttempt to argue tho question
now, but simply put this in as narrative. 1 do not wish
to commit myselfl’ to agreciug outirely with the state.
mont that there is no distinction whatever ; bat { will
only say that the sociely bhas since repadiated Sir
Willint Muir's plan as an unsatisfactory ons.

476, (Sir J. Lyoll.) You used the word “ cncounrage-
ment.” You can hardly say that the word * encourage-
ment” applics to the Bombay systorn P—Well, not of
late years.

477. I mcun to say the system itself, which is a system
of levying a heavy duty, is not encouragement surely; nog
interfering in other wayn except levying a hea duty p
—The sysiem itself is not, I qoite grant. I believe,

p le by Lord Granville before. And that caused
Bomething like 8 crisis in our society. There were
those who had attached very great importance to the
au]mstion of not putting pressure upon Chins, and

ought that that phase of the question had passed
away, and who were not disposed to continue the
agitation, and in } - of the
members of the society was held. at which I was
prosent, and that conference ultimately sdopted & new
programme, which is the next document which I will
put before the Commission, vis., a ** Stat t of Facts
and Principles.” In that document the society took
the view (although there were disscntients from that
view) that a portion of onr case as r the forcing

of China must very much be dropped, but thas the
beolutelv: indafensibl .

Bengal poly was ly that
will be found in the closing paragraphs); that the
E3
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gociety shonld thenceforth direct its efforts to the
stoppage of the growtn and manufecture in Bengal,
leaving the Malwa question in a somewhat undecided
state, concentrating attention on the question of the
suppression of the Bengal monopoly. And we bave
worked on those lines ever since. Then the next docu-~
ment I putin is not actnally a publication of the society.
‘T hand it to the Commissioners as being by far the
best and clearest statement of the general history of
the opiam trade, and it is rather interesting as having
been a prize essay which was written (as the writer says
in his preface) by one who approached the subject
with a prejudice against the anti-opinm movement, but
whose study of the facts, and of the history of the case
entirely convinced him. 8o that renlly, although
written entirely independently of our society, it is &
vexrl'*y able siatement of our case, The book is entitled
If‘i'llhe Indo-Chinese Opium Trade ™ ; by Mr. J. Spencer
1ll.

488. Shall we be supplied with copies of that P—I will
send them round to each of the Commissiouers. In
addition to a very clear statement of the history, and &
discussion of the morality, of the question, it contains
rather a specially valuable chapter om the effect of
the opium trade on British commerce with China in
general.

489. Would you say that your society, a8 a body,
would adopt and subscribe to the views which are con-
tained in this publication of Mr. Hill's #—Yes, my Lord,
certainly. -

490. You would like the Commission to consider that
that is part of the evidence which you have to offer in
support of your case, for the consideration of the Com-
missioners P—I should be very glad to do so, my Lord.

491. We will take care to make ourselves acquainted
with that book, and to consider it. It will be present
in our minda in the comsideration of our Report P—
Then, to turn to_a somewbhat different poiat, the ques-
tion of opium in India. Up to that time our society
had almost exclugively turned its attention to the evils
of opinm in China, and the very name of our organ, the
“ Friend of China,” shows that that has always been oar
prominent view. We have, however, had our attention
tarned to the question of opiam in Burmah. and I will
Ppregent one of our tracts dealing with that special

subject. It is rather an old one, and the latter part of
it a8 sims»ly excerpts from Sir Charles Aitchison’s
memorandum, which yon already bave before you, bat

it contains, in the earlier pages, kome introductory
Tatter, taken mainly from the evidence before the
House of Commons’ Commnittee on Indian Finance,
which may be mnseful as an introduction to Sir
Charles -Aitchicon’s memorandum. It was shortly after
I became secretary, four years ago, that our attention
wag called to the reports of Mr. Caine, M.P., and others
of what they had seen of the evils of opium in India
irself, aud we thought that the reports were such that
we ought to call the attention of the Indian Government
to the matter. We embodied the evidence which we
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had received, together with faots collected from the
Indian Government’s own Blue Books, in an Addresa
to. Lord Cross. That memorial to Lord Cross will he
found at the close of this Blue Book, on the ** Cone
“ pumption of Opium in India,” which is in fact &
reply to it. 8ir Joseph Pease has put in the letter that
he wrote to Lord Cross commenting on those despatches,
and I now present anothor memorial to Lord Cross
which is the official reply of the society to the des-
patches of the Indian Government.

492. This paper to which you bave referred is in the
Blue Book, sulp ose. Of course, in drawing up our
Report, we shall colled upon to consider curselves
inp ion of any information whioh has been already
presented to Parliament in previons Bloe Books—it
will be our duty to take that mto coneideration as part
of the caseP—No. The original memorial to Lord
Cross ig in the Blne Book, as I have said, but this
reply has nmever been published in any Bive Book.
And then, my Lord, after the last general election, we
preseuted th ial to Lord Kimberley, in
which we stated our case fully. We had renson to
hope, from the votes given by members of the Govern-
ment during the last Parliament, and from s specoh
made by Mr. Gladstone during the General Election,
that the present Government very much shared our
views; and therefors we put our case bofore Lord
Kimberley, putting before him definitely and clearly
our proposals, on the different guestions arising out of
the trade. Therefore that may be treated as the latest
official exposition of the society's views on thc whole
question, .

493. Ard that, perhaps, it would be well to print ia
our Minutes P—I think so, my Lord.

494-5. Hoas it been gent to the Government of India P
—It was addressed to Lord Crose ae Secretary of State
for India, and no doubt he has sent it to India.

496. (Chairmam.) I think this letter which you
addressed to Lord Kimberley should be printed with
our proceedings ; it would cover the whole ground,
would it not, up to the present time P—Yes, my Lord,
I think so. It is perhaps hardly worth while to
pnblish the reply to Lord Cross, but the last memorial
to Lord Kimberf;y does express our present views,

497. It is the position you take to-day P—Itis. And
then the only other paper i s pamphlet of my own,
on the r question *“ Substi for tke Opinm
Revenue.” 1 may say that L puc that in with great
ditfidence, feeling thut I have not Sir Joseph Pesse’s
qualifications for aiscussing financial affairs. I think
it will be fonnd that there are no sugyestions in the
pamphlet with regard to Indian revenue which have
not been adopted from more or less suthoritative
sources, that in to say, from the writiugs of mea who
are eminent in connexion with Indian affsirs. Perhs,

I may reserve my evidence op other pointe. I merely
wished this morning to put in these docamente at this
Btage. .

The witness withdrew.
. Adjourned till Wednesday next at 11 a.m.

At the House of Lords, Westminster, SW

THIRD DAY.
Wednesday, 13th September 1893.

PRESENT :
Tue Ricnr Honourasie LORD BRASSEY, E.C.B. (CHAIKMAN, PRESIDING).

Sre James B. byain. G.C.1LE.
S Witniax Roserts, M.D.

Mz. R. G. C. MowpraY, M.P.
Mgz. AstiuRr Prase.

Big Cuanies E. Besxanp, KC.8.1,
. Acting Necretary.

Mr. BeviaMry BrooMmatr, General Becretary of the China Inland Mission, x;nlled in and examined.

498, (Chuvrman.) Mr, Broomball, you are, I believe,
the General Becretary of the Chiua Inland Mission P
1am.

499. Will you tell us in what parts of C'nina the work
of the China Inland Mission is carricd onP—It is
carried on in the provinces of Yun-nan, Kwei-chau, 8i
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cbuen, Kan-suh, Shen-si, Shan-si, Ohih-li, Sh&n—tung.
Gan-hwuy, Ho-nan, Hu-peh, Oheh-kiang, Kiehg-si and
Kiang-su. It may be helpful possibly to bers of

writes :—* Opium i grown very largely in this .pro-
“ yince (Kwei-cham); though in the immediate neigh-
“ hourhood of this ocity there is but little cultivated.

the Commiesion_if they have & map—the red names on
which indicate the stations of the Mission, showing that
thoy are scattered all over China.  w .

500. Have you resided yourself in China P-—No.

501. AWill you tell us in what way the effects of opinm
smoking bave been brought before youf—By com-
munications from missionaries in China, and by personal
st t8 from mi ies who have been home on
furiongh. .

502. Will you give us your impressions generally, as
formed from these communications, with reference to
the effects of opium smoking P—The information that I
have from time to time received and obtained has left
upon my mind the profound conviction that opium
smoking in its effects—physically, morally.and socially—
is one of the most awful vices that ever afflicted the
world. Sccond: that our encourngement of the opium
trade has been in its result cially, politicaily,

“ (pium is the Iargest source of revenus to Kwei-chan,
“ Kwei-chau opium finds its way to Kwang-si, Kwang-
“ tung, ead Hu-nan, in great quantities. Kwei-chau
¢ indeed exporta little else worth speaking of.” And
¢ he farther ssys, in answer o the question, *’ What,
“ in your opinion, is the percentage of the adult male
population who smoke P” ¢ Natives of this city
* (Kwei-yang) whom I have asked the ubove question
“ answer ' 50 to 70 per cent. of the ‘ adult males smoke.’
“ From my own observations I should judge the latter
“ $o be nearer the truth, ¢.e., 70 per cent.”

From the province of Si-chuen, the largest pro.
vince by far in Chios, Mr. Faers says:— Opium
“ gmoking ®s it exists to-day in this prefeciure”
—he is writing from Sui.fu, in the south-western part
of the province—'‘ie one of the greatest foes we, a8
“* issionaries, have to contend with. Idolatry is as
“ poibing ‘compared to it. It demoralises all who
¢ pither smoke or swallow it, to such an extent that theﬁ
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and morally—one of the greatest blunders, and one of
the S;reatest crimeeg ever comivitted by any nation.
Third: that the rapid extension in China during recent
years of the growth of the poppy, and of the habit of
opium smoking, threaiens the Very existence of the
mpire. Fourth: that there is absolutely no hope for
any offective check to the rapid increase of opium
smoking in Chine, while the expot of our Indian opium
is continued; ond Fifth: that the habit of opinm
smoking is one of the greatest, if not the greatest
hiudrance to the work of Christian Missionaries in
China.

503. Well, now you have given us your general view
and the impressions that you have formed from the
correspondence that you have received as & whole;
have you sny farther evidence te give distinguishing
the roports according to the provinces from which they
are received P—1 propose to pat before your Lordship

and the Commission, testimonies received from the-

various provinces of China, to some extent selecling

ouly portions which bear upon several points already .

slluded to. I may say these are extracts from a very
volnminous amount of correspondence and testimony.
From Yun-nan, Mr. Curnow writes:—* The ravages
of opium in this remote quarter are very great.
1 suppose little or no Indian opium finds its way
here.  The Hunsnese come here in large num-
bers and toke away the native-grown opium to be
* mixed with the imported opium, further east. Nearly
" cvery house keeps st as a common requisite. A most
borrible development of the evil is the constancy
with which the opinm pipe is offered you in the
homes of the people as a matter of conrtesy. Under
the gurb of & rucial * whiff,” it is spreading and
&1 pping the whole supersiructure of Society. Noclassis
vxompt. Poor shrivelled wretches by the score may
bu seen on the streets gotting & cvin whore they can
to purchase opiam.  China s boing whirlel o its ruin
by a meane more subtlo and ferocious than any hitherto
racorded in the annals or ruins of anciend Empires.
Nothing bub the Spirit of the Almighty can stay the
plague. I do not weliove China is able to zave her-
self. The evil has now grown to such a terrible
form that the Government ia powerless to arrest i,
be it ever 8o desirous.”

From Ta-li-fu, Mr. George William Clarke says that
lie has had experience both in Yan-nan-fu and Ta-li-fu,
~an importaut city, aud bhe eays, that in Yun-pan-fa
60 per cent, is the proportion of the adult male popula-
tion who emoke; in Ta-li-fu about the same. Among
the coolies in the provinces 80 per cent. He thinks
that in these towns about 15 to 20 per cent. of the
wamen smoke, and the people begin to smoke from the
age of 15 to 23. He has soen boys 10 or 12 yeurs of age
smoking. Mr. Anderson, writing from Yun.nan, says:—
*1 have nearly crossed this kingdom at its ventre and
* huve had gool oppurtunities of watching this people,
on loug overland jouraeys, or protracted boat jour-
neys. resting 8t native inns. visiting opinm dens,
visiting the people in theiv own houses, talking with
them in towns and villages, mission hslls, hospituls,
dispousaries, and opiurs refages, and there can be
no doubt of the awfu! injury caused by the opium
+ wice.”

«

504. Huve yon any other provinces?—From the
i-chaa Mr. B

t be trusted, neither can their word be relie:

“ upon. . The evils resnlting from this habit are too
numerous to mention, and almost every day cases of
one description and snother come before our mnotice
* of itaappalling destruction. ~Amongst the poorer
classes its power is far more dreadful than amongst
the monied prople, as the latter are able to counteract
“ largely the %aneful influences of the drung by other
* things, so that those who only move among the upper
classes in China are unshle to give a proper estimate
of the destruction which the opium canses among the
¢¢ Jarger proportion of the nation; hence the conflict-
* ing reports from time to time we see published.”
Mr. Frank Trench, writing from Ch’ung-king, the
important port of Si-chuen, says:—'‘ My conviction is
“ that opium smoking is an unmitigated evil, and has
proved o terrible curse to this land. It has enor-
monsly added to the sin and misery of the country,
and appears to me to be one of Satan’s most powerful
methods for the destruction of scul aid body of this
people, The Chinese, 1 consider, are perfectly
untrostworthy in word, but the effect of smoking
opium increases the apparentness of this and every
sin many fold. It weakens every physical power
before long, and makes & wreck of the man or womsan

excited, they are, so far as I am aware, its complete
slaves, and, 80 far as I know, any method of setting
them free is unknown to the natives. They_are
doomed for life unless foreigners assist them. I do
< not kndw whether the Central Government conld
succeed now_in crushing the further growth of
the poppy. I fancy that but very very littie of the
revenue collected as *li kin’ from the native-grown
drug ever reaches the Imperial Treasury; it is
probably almost entirely engrossed by the provinoial
‘¢ officials.” He refers to & statement which bas
appesred insome publications that opium amokinf pre-
vailed in Yun-nan for 200 years. Ho says: * I have
* visited all the cities but three in thut part of Yuo-nan
¢ lying east of its capital, and, as the result of many
¢ ingniries made from the oldest men I sought informa-
tion from in many villages of the sonth-euzsurc, the
“ overwhelming and invariable utatementmade to me
** was, that previons to some 40 yexrs ago, opium
smoking, as we now speak of it, was unknown, in that
t of the province at least. When asked how long
“ 1t hed been smoked, the constant reply wus about 40
“ years, When [ asked if it had been smoked previous
¢ %o that date, I was told that here and there it was
smoked, but by a gery few, that then it was thought
disgraceful to smoke ir, but it is not thought so nuw ;
¢ that when the custom of smoking began to spread,
the opium.used came from nhron§ in part. Poppy
is mow grown to an enormous exlent in that part
of Yun-pan. The opening of refuges for opiam
smokers by missionaries in every part of the country
would certainly be a very philanthropic action, and
wonld, I have no doubt, be much appreciated by the
Chiuneso ; though until Christianity takes a firmer hold
on the country, they wounld probably misanderstand
“* the objeet of those who established such refages, and
“ think that they had been sufficiently rewnrdeggby the
* wecret merit which they had been saccesstul in
obtaining for themselves. In the abaence of decisive
“ wction and direction from Pekin, I do not think the
“ people or officiala are capable of taking measures
“ t{:emaelves to open such refages, ar otherwise assist
« 1 in
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adjoining province of

the matier. I think that refuges
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eventually, for certain. When once the craving is -
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“ made here might be almost, if not altogether, self-
¢ gupporting, the rent of the building excladed. One
* of our moat reliable native Christians here thinks
“ that in 80 per cent. of the honses in this city opium
% jg pmoked. This exclusive of opium dens.” This
statement of Mr. Frank Trench’s was made 10 years
ago.

505. 'You have now been referring to the provinoce of
Si-chuen, have yon not f—Yes. '

606. That is & province in the extreme west of
China P—Yes.

507. And I gathered from what you read to us that

the supply of opium for that province is drawn
from loca{ sources P—Chiefly grown in the province
itself. The tion i iously esti d at from

popul ig v
40,000,000 to about 67,000,000; the Statesman's Year
Book gives it at 67,000,000, .

508. Now yon go to the province of Kan-suh P—From
Kan-suh, Mr. George Parker writea: * The most
“ reslfecmble families are brought to abject poverty,
*“ and degradation by opium smoking. The poor are
“ ke{‘vt continually in rags through it. Children go
“ naked and starve because the parents emoke opimm.
“ Wives sit on the bed-place crying with the cold
“ because their husbands have pawned their clothes to
* get opium. In ecases of sickness remedies fail hecause
“ of the counteracting inflnence of opium. British
“ officials and merchants only come in contact with
“ their well-to-do compradors, servants, and tradesmen,
** who, by faring snmptuously, show less of the evil
* offects in their bodies and minds, than their less
* fortunate countrymen. It is the poor who suffer the
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511. And being an inland province you would be of
the opinion, no doubt, that the main sources of supply
are local P—Oh, yes ; it is the North-Western province
of China, and I shonld presume that scarcely any opiam
whatever, except native-grown opium, ever renches that
province. But I may be permitted to add one more
testimony from Kan-suh, from Mr. Hunt, who writes
from Ts'in-chan: “As & missiousry labouring a great
‘* distance from any of the Treaty ports, and dmug s
“ good deal of medical work amongst the people, I
" wou]d like, in as few words as possible, to give my
** testimony ne to the woful effects of the drug, and tho
* hindrance it undoubtedly is to the spreading of God's
‘ trath, This testimony i fonnded on my own careful
* obasrvation, 88 I have during 10 years gone in and out
** amongst this benighted people. “The opinm is known
* here, a8 in moat parta of China, by the name “ Foreign
Tobacco™ (or Foreign Smoke), 80 that our name is
* inseparably connected with the curse. In the city quite:
* 70 per cent. of the men are smokers, of whom the
* greater half cannot afford ths indulgence. This meane
' & misery in the latter case, equal or worse than equal
‘* to that in the homes of confirmed drunkards in
** England. Of the women in the city about 10 per
‘' cent. are smokers. In the country smoking is less
* common among both sexes ; we might safely estimate
‘‘ it, at 40 and § per cent, respectively.”

512, (8ir J. Lyail) Foreign opium, tho opinm . im.
ported from India, is eupposed to he of & better
quality and fetches, therefore, a higher price, does it
not, than the native product P—1It is assumed to be of &
better quality.

. 513. And therefore, presnmably, of a higher price P—

“ pain; the indigestion; who feel holy ; who
¢ Eate their very lives. The commonest acts of
“ Christian charity are fruatrated in their purpose be-
* cause opium must be bad, and the pawnshop is near.”
Mr. Parker further eays: * Opium smokin§ is a
* hindrance to the evangelist and pastor equally. It
¢ produces lethargy and inertness of mind; the re-
*“ quisite attention cannot be secured. The liar, thief,
* and fornicator, no less given up to the work of
* the flesh, are mentally on the alert, but the mental
“ torpor and indifference induced by opium become
 doubly a blind to the mind.” He says: “The popu-
¢ lation of East Kan-suh was almost exterminated in
% the Mohommedan rebellion. Kingiang-fo had 400
¢ families within its walls when I visited it. 'The sab-
 ordinate Cheo and Hien cities bad each less than 100
¢ families within their walls, snd no saburbs. In
¢ auswer to y inquiries as to the opium smoking, it
* was stated how many families had kept out tho opium.
* 1u oach subordinate city the noninfected families
“ were counted on the fingers of one hand. The girls
“ in the fields were pointed to as smokers. It was in
‘ this district 1 received the expressive answer that
« ¢Eleven out of ten smoked opium.’ Kingiang-fa was
** the capital of the ancient Cheo dynasty, and until the
¢ rebellion had been the chicf granary of Kan-snb. Now
“ the poppy is its only glory.” Mr. J. C. Hall, writing
from another city of the same province, the city of
Si-ning, says:—"“I do think England must surely be
“ lying under a ocurse for her part in the introduction
“ and forcing of opium wupon the Chinese. LEven here
* you get it cast in your tecth. * It comes from England.'
“ The lutter end of next month we up in_ this province
* (Kan-suh) look forward fo with terror, I might almost
“ gay, for then the opinm is ingathered, and the opiur-
“ poisoning csses are almost innumerable in the country
¢ just outside the North Gate. We here in China
* cannot do much more than present plain facts to our
* friends in England, who with these facts, and the
“ prayers of carnest Christians, and the blessing of God,

of the greater skill in its manafactare.

514. Of a higher quality, and therefore of a higher
price P—Oh, a much higher price. The differcnee is
very dieproportionate indeed as to cost; but the Indian
opium, the general testimony is, is worse in its cffects
upon the people than the native grown,

515. It is possible that some of the cases containing
the native opium might be labelled wrongly ** Foreign " ?
—No doubt, for purposes of gain, it will often he sold
as foreign opium.

518. (Chairman.) Now we turn to the province of
Shen-gi P—From the province of Shen-si, Mr. Esston
writes: * The evil results are apparent on every hand.
* Sad and sickening are some o}') the cases one has met
“ with, but they are 8o common that they slip from the
“ memory a9 un ordinary affair. At present wo have
‘* an old woman, living in our house, aged 71+; ¢he in
“ respectable, and has been woll-to-do ; she bas threo
¢ married sons, all, I think, over 30 years of age. Two
¢ of them snd one of their wiveg are amongst the
* most inveterate and despicable vpinm smokers in the
city. They have ruined the fumily, sold mwerythiny,
““ ewen to the garments off the pour old woman’s back, end
* the bedstead from under her, and luft her on the floor to
* starve. 'Two yenrs ago Miss Fausset discovered her
** in this condition, and as she dared not give ber cash,
¢ ghe daily sent her cooked food. 8he is now in our
“ house domg little cdd jobs of needic-work for her
¢ food; we have sometimes given ber a garment; but
“ her sons, who waich ker conatantly, got it from her
* within a few days. This is a somple of what is very
** common here.” %a says that native.grown opium i
chiefly used ; in fact, he says. ** All native. I have
¢ never seen foreign opium; the natives in these
“ provinces do not know it. The majority do not know
“ that foreign opinm is still brought to China; they
*¢ regard our guilt as consisting in first introducing it.
* It is, however, always calied * Foreign smoke.”
Mr. Faston, ssys further: *“This is a great opium-~

** may rouse up sluggard England to the hei of
“ her mins.” Mr. Langhton writes from the same
province but from the city of Liuug-chun : “Thisis a
“ dreadful place for producing and smoking it. It is
*t worse than either ?ﬁn-chan or 8i-ning. When we
* came here first, I did not meet with » man for about
“ three weeks after our arrival who did not take it;
¢« and nbout nine-tenths of the women smoke, and even
* children.”

“ pr g district ; the quamtity grown 1s enormous.
© "The whole population suffors much; wheat, cil-sred,
* and beans being so little grown as to make them
« dear. Dealers come from all parts to buy cpiom,
¢ bringing silver for the purpose. This inflax of silver
¢ depreciates the value, end the exchange becomes
“* very low, eeriously sffecting ourselves as well as
“ many patives; s tael fetching about 200 cash less
¢ than unsoal, eay 3s. 2d., inatead of 3s. 10d.;” and he
says, “Ig is the only excuse one ean find for

500. One of the ies whose
you have read to us vofers to the season of the in-
gathering of the opinm crop as a neriod to which be
looks forward with greas dread P—Yea

510. 1 infer from shat that the poppy is !nag(:l({
grown in this province f—Very largely grown ind
1 nnderstand that two crops a year are sccared in someo
parts,

* ‘the Enropeans who preiend to defend it.”

® The witness dusires to state that casam ar chewta of native opfum
could not be sold as * foreixn.” I he Bengal cpium bwit 1 besutifuily
made, and many yeors ago a London opium merchant in showing lom
one, mid that the cuter covering or whell could wit be imitates! m
Chipa. Small quantities of the native opiam when in the condition
readdy for immechiate nse might in some cans soid ua foreaxn, and
thin wax what the witices meant by bis anse s,
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51?7. You bave now deslt with
Shon-si P—Yes.

513. Do you know at all from what sources the
demasnd for opium is supplied in that province P—From

the grovince of

Mr. Koston's testimony, and he is %t a point where he
at

would be likely to know, he says, th
is not even known in that province.

519, Whatis your next province P—The next province
is Shkn-si. 1 have a statement from Mr. Hoste, who is
the son of Major-General Haste. He says that ** Native
‘“ {racts are oocasionslly issued by individuals against

the use of opinum. Last winter some were being rold
in this city., [ enclose translations of four, with the
 originale of three.” I may poseibly later on be
allowed to rcad one of them, but this is one. of the
opium tracts circulated in the district, of which he has
seut me & translation. (T'ract ﬁmt in.) He says that
“ opium i8 grown in this neighbonrhood on irrignted
¢ jand. As o rule, about three-fourths of the land ig
“ grown with opium.” In answer to the guestion,
"]g; the officiale” prohibit the cultivation of opiumf—
* In what way and with what resuls?” e 6ays;
* Occagionally & man of more than ordinary goodness
* and force of character may enforce, rigorously and
* pffectually, the prohibition of it. Till within three or
* four years proclamations forbidding the cultivation of
¢ opium were annually put up, but were simply & dead
* letter. Now the cultivation is legalised, and a heavy
“ daty of over 3 dollars an acre is placed nponit;
** but this does not check the cultivation.” He says
that only native-grown opinm i8 nsed in his district.
Mr. Bagnall, who has been a missionary for 20 years
in China, says, concerning the province of Shan-s1, and
he has travelled about it very greatly: *The people
¢ of Shan-siare hiscorically & quict, law-abiding people,
** possessed of good business qualities; but now, t\‘:ronph
the opinm, are becoming in thousands of cases, so
reduced both as regards physical strength and
energy of miud, that onz cannot but be alarmed at
what must be the condition of most of thewm in the
oarly future, . . The effects are seon in the
neglected appearance of the people and property;
for many of the finest houses in the cities, and many
which mizht well be terroed munsions in the villages
on the Tai-ynen plain, are literally crumbling to
pieces. ... In the valley of the Fen river (a
very fertile district), the best land is almost entirely
given up to the cultivation of the poppy. Travelling
on. tbe main road from the south towards Tai-yuen
Fu, I stayed at an inn & fow miles from the city.
During the evening und in the morning I heard
children's voices. These I supposed were from the
gmngar members of & family who were travelling.

ut while the mules were being harnessed, and the
maeuy corts were being packed previous to starting,
1 saw thut eight little girls, ronging from seven to
twelve ycears of age, were bein np%med in a cart.
Enquiring abont them from & fellow-traveller whose
cart stood next to mine, he replied, * These children
* have been bought cheaply in Ta-t'ong Fu {a city in
* the northern parb of the province], by the man you
* soe with them, who is going to scll them at T’ai-ku
. ga oity about forty miles from T'ai-ynen Fu) for a
** ¢high price. This has becoms very frequant lately,
" and ds whaté;our opium 12 doing.' By way of expla-
* nation he said the people in the north of the province
¢ being poorer, the opium habil reduced ths victima
to exiremities mors vapidly, and that selling their
daughters was one resosrce to get money in ovder lo
“* procure the drug.”

520. What waa the name of this last province P—The
province of Shan-si.

521. So far a8 you know, the maiu source of supply of
opiam in that provinee would be local P—Very much go.
1 have had a dsughter, in fact, two daughters residing
in that province, and & sou, and the opinm growing,
from their testimony as well us that of others, is very
extensive—it ig ruining the province. :

522. And you wonld hold that hoth the central und
the provincial guvernments of China were largely to
blamo in this matter P—Distinotly so; bat there are iu

the Iudian opium

some of these parts attempts, every now und then, to =

destroy the opium, and when * the runners " are coming
there is_everything doae to divert their attention from
Knrt.s where it is being grown, and, in fuct, whore they

uve heen destroying 1t the é:eople have suid: ** Kill us,
kill us,” because they would rather suffer injury them-
solyen thon lose their money by the destruction of the
opium crop.

e 80970,
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523, What is the next provinoe that you deal with p—
The province of Gan-hwny, one of the central provinces,
This is from one of the most carcful and most reliable
men for accuracy thet we could give any statement
from-—~Mr. Cooper, of Gan-king, He says: *‘ A fearful
* gcase wos bronght under my notice the other day,
which I am assured by the nativesis of no ancommon
occurrence. A man, formerly in business as an
engraver, throngh opium smoking eveutually became
lnzy, and lest all his business; ome article after
another was sold, until he had nothing left but his
“ wife: instead of selling her—which is frequently
** done—he did far worse.” I read this to your Lord-
ship and the Commission: it iz a t we could not;
make public. He says: “ Instead of selling his wife,
" he did far worse, viz., invited his opium-smoking
* friends who had money to his house, where he
* encouraged them to commit adultery right before his
eyes, in return for which he received sufficient money
to feed his lust for the opinm. Alas! alas!! these
cages are too numerons; when opinm comes in self-
respect and integrity go out. I believe that opium
is the greatest curse on the face of the earth to these
poor benighted Chinese, who have too little moral
strength to refuse the bail 8o nicely put before them
¢ by so-called Christian England.” ’

“
“
1
0“
.

524.. In this particular province have you reason to
suppose that the importations from abroad of opinm
are considerable, or do you imagine that as in the other
cases the grincipnl sources of B\lﬁply are local P—I am
not 80 well able to speak as to that province, but Mr.
Marcas Wood is here, who has lived in that province,
and will be able to give more dependable statements in
regard to it than I could. From the same province
(thougl this lettor is dated from Kiu-kian%], my som,
Marshall Broomhall, who had been living in the province
of Gan-hwuy, gives a statement which I think will be
worth the of the C isgion. Heseysin a letter
which I received sbout & fortnight ago): *“ The China~
* man’s i needs no eduoation npon the questi
* of opium. I have never yet met a native who has not
** acknowledged that opinm smoking was a sin, Were
*¢ any native asked, * What constitutes a sin P’ almost
* jnvariably he would answer: * Profligacy, opium
* ¢ gmoking, wine drinking, and gambling.’ I wonld
“ that those who speak lightly ul” these things counld
* havo stood in my shoes a few weeks ago. When
speaking to a few natives who were around me, about
tﬂe Gospel, a gentlemanly Chinaman addressed me,
He proved to have been private secrotary to one of
the Embassies, and had visited England, France, and
* America. Never before have I been made to feel
such real shame for my country, as on that occasion,
a8 for fully two hours he spoke withont reserve of
what he had scen and kuew. The opium trade, and
the wars consequent, were the chi i:

*f talk, on which subjeots he was thoronghly conver-
sant ; having also n to India. He said he had
noticed that the opium merchants themselves did
not smoke—they knew batter—but their greed made
them willing to get rich by the min of another
people. In vain did T endeavour to show that man;
' of our people abhorred the trade. *Yes,’ he said, *
* ¢know all about the Anti-Opinm Guild, but what’s
“the good of always talking; why don’t you do
’ hing." In luding ho said: ‘Now, if the
¢ Gospel that you come to E:aach can accomplish
* what you profess, then the best thing you can do.is
‘ to go hume and presch it_to your own E:onle, for
¢ they need it.’ hat conld I say, but acknowledge
—a8 every honest English miseionary must do-—that
to us belongeth shame and confasion of face. This
conversation wes heard by, and retailed to, over a
* bandred people. One felt it was no wonder, as he
said, that we were hated. These things cannot but
he causes of ill-feeling and indignation. It grieves
one deeply to meet hundreds who have been cursed,
to every vne who has been blessed, through contact
* with the fnreigneu. The awful habit has gained an
¢ incredible hold on this people, and is gaining ground
* gverywhere. In place of the ancient custom of
assembling at the tea shops to drink tea over the
making of & bargain, or the contracting for coolies
or boats, it is not at all uncommon to resort to the
“ o%ium den instead, In places where one can hardly
“ obtain food, opium can be bought, Last year when
going westward (up the River Yangtse) tu the city
“ of Chun, ing, in Si-chuen, I waa often astonished
** %o Gind where it could be obtained. No matter if the
*“ boat stopved in the gorges where only rocks were to
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“-fe'seen, and where at firat sight no bonse was dis-
“2¢ermible, the men would go ashore for their pipe, and
* one would find on some smali plot of land a small hut
“igr gimilar piace-where opinm and wine were to be had.
Ik other places small boatz would come and fasten
¢ alonguide, which proved to ve floating opium dens.
® In''many of these small huts and boats there was
":nothiﬂg for sale save the opium and wine.”
1305 "What wanld . your, next proyvince beP—Honsn.
Mr. Counlthard, & nephew of mine, writes from Chau-
kis-keo, and he eays :—** There are about 1,000 opiem
¢ dens in the citiesand towns near here, irrespective of
¢ the private arrangements previded in places of busi-
* nees and guest halls, and he thinks the average num-
¢ ber who visit each of these dens daily would be 30.”
He says, ** Scarcely any, if any, really foreign opiom
*4 is used here. Ho-nan opium is very saperior; cer-
t tainly not the tenth of one per cent. used is foreign.
< During the last two years, owing to the cheapness of
¢ flour ‘and millet, cases of cruelty to procure opium
¢ have been. rarer. Still, cases are known where
{wives are sold o satisfy the craring, and children
{*" sent ont- to beg to procure the daily supply of opinm.
“Brerything svailable is sold, and in some families
* it is impossible for any member of the family to
“ keep an srticle.of clothing which is not in wear at
#% the time:; all is geized by the voracious consumer to
1% ;supply: the deep eraving.”
21826, Mow what is your next province—Cheh-kiang,
is it not, 7~ have wit{ me only a brief note from Cheh-
kiang. ' Mr. Randle writes: “ That he had never met a
# Chinese who had attempted to justify opinm smok-
' ing ; but, on the other hand, I have met and conversed
** 4oith hundredd who have both condemned it and deplored
9™ And he also says, “One very evil result of the
# gpiury trade with Chine ia that it makes suicide so
"'“‘e‘ssy; end, alas! £o0 common.” T
™ 53% Chih.TiP_The exttaot from Chibili that I pro-
pose to read is given by my eon Hadson Broomball, who
ved, in the city of Huai-lub. It shows the ditference
betseen the condition of things now and many years
880 ¢ At -Huosi-luh *(in Chih-li), in 1851, the Man-
" darin tried to prevent the introduction of opium. It
 was discoveped that an innkeeper had. privately
.‘}‘['.provided opium and pipes, and after triaY he was
 gonvicted.  The mandarin gave him the option of a
#"public besting, or the mending of the city north
" wall; he chose the latter, which cost him 10,000 taels
¢ [say 2,500L). While the wall was being repaired, my
! feucher- waa born, and-received the nick-name * Sin-
# cheng’ (New Wall), and since has been called Mr.
o Cheng (Mr. Wall) to distinguish bhim from his
¥ prothers. Opium-smoking is now very in
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¢ destroying them ns a people. It undermines tho
“ constitution, ruins the heslth, and ehortens the life
¢ of the emoker; destroys every domestic happiness and
** prosperity, and is graduoally effecting the physical,
* mental, and moral deteriorstion of the nation as &
“ nation.” The Reverend E. O, Williame, of the Chins
Inland Mission, writing from: Western China, says :—
¢ Oh, that our statesmen in England could sec & little
* of the effects of this poison which we bave furced,
* and are forcing still, npon the Chinese that we may
‘* make  little money. The poor Chinese! No wonder
* they hate the foreigner. How can we ever make
“ gmends for the awful wrong we have done them P
* You come across it at every turn. 1If yon go on a
* journey very probably your coolice are opium
** smokera, or your boatmnan; you see it and smell it
* in the inns; you come across it everywhere.,” And
a3 was stated in a leading article in the ** Times " some
little time ago, ‘‘25 years ago, the only marketahle
* opium came from India; but now,” it eays that
' Chins i no longer compelled to resort to India for
¢ jts opinm. The huge crop of Chinese opium is roised
* for the supply of scorea of millions who never smoked
“ before,” And it further says, that * seven-tenths of
* the aduli male populstion, it is computed, now are
“ opium smokers. Probably 25 years ago only a
* fraction had contracted the habit. The propensity,
“ which is understood to bave a total existence in
% China of no more than a short century, has of recent
* years spread like wild-fire among the nation.” Dr.
Griffith John fears that no legislative measure on the
part of tlw Chinese wounld put an end to it; but he
says, “ Be that as it may, our path as & Christian
* “nation is plain enough. We have inflicted a terrible
** wrong on tho Heoyle of China, and it is our solenm
“ duty to try and undo it by sbandoning the trade at
** once and for cver ourselves, and by iiviug them
‘ every sympathy and aid in our powerin their attempt
** to banish the curse from within their own borders.”

533. This deplorable increase in the eonsamption of
opium in China has, it would appear from the various
statements that you have read to ue, been chiefly fed
by the enormonsly increased growth of the poppy in
China itself P—It bhas been so.

534. And there has been great laxity on the part of
the Imperial ‘wnd local provincisl governments in
enforcing the edicts which bhave been put forth to
prohibit or diminish the ption of opium ¥-—The
reason for that has been that money was goirg out by
millions a year; their silver for the Indian opium, and
that has canscd the authorities to be lax in enforcing
their own regulations, which 30 years ago were ex-
tremely strict ; men were pat to death then for sellin,

fhe city, snd there is now no public protest against
> SoL e T

.1:528.: No public protest P—No. :
"~§99’ Then do you mesn by that that the public
fgp‘inion of the locality is 1o longer hostile to the intro-
‘ duction and use of opium P-~That is so. The incident
“he mentions as ocourring 40 years ago shows what was
Sdone at that time to check it, but now it is common
d 16 attempt is made to stop it. And in connection
Swith that same thought I would venture to quote the
‘stords. of the Reverend Dr. Happer, not of onr own
“mission, who says:—* I can testify from my own obser-

*“¢ yation, during forty-seven years' residence in Canton,
44t the distressing evils of opium. In the year 1844
¢ the facilities for opium smoking were not seen in
o' any Chinese house. Now the opium couch is seen in
::‘;mnrl every well-furnished houge.” -~ * °
o 1530. You have now gone through the evidence,
oPprovince by province P—Yes.
4581y 'What yon wish further to say is of a more
+ gemeral nature, ig it not P—I think perbaps it might be
K issible to me to say o few wi which bear mpom
Ithe vemmarks smade at the opening, as to the effect of
rthis wpon the welfare of the conutry and as to the rapid
heptension of the vice. : .

839 ‘We shall'be glad to hear auy general statement
"that you wish to put before ta as representing your
“"gociety P~ As showing the effect upon the country ss a
* whole the Reverend William Muirhead, of the London

‘Missionary Bociety, eays: ** Opium smoking is rampans

*t in all varts, and 18 eating out the vitals of the
‘% patioir” And Dr. Griffith John, of the London
h’Mi.saico_ Bociety, one of the most able men in China,
2gayn ;- Opium is net only robbing ‘the Chiness of
""‘q:{ﬂlihnl ‘of ‘money year hy year,' bnt -ir aoctoally

"¢ megs’” Mr. Hust says: “If
"¢ received, the d lisati

and it. But ther reason, no doubt, whic
we cannot shut our eyes to, is the fact that it is an
ogportunit_v which corrapt officials may take advantage
of to accept bribes for allowing the growth in these
interior provinces. I have not gome into the state of
things in all the provinces becanse of the time.

535. U think you have given us abundant evidence to
show the ill-effects of opinm, and to show that the vice
widely prevails and i8 increasingly prevalent in China ?
—My own couviction is vory strong that if this thing
goes on for another 50 years as it hes gone on for the
Tast 50 years, it-will bring Chioa into & most awful

.condition. From all parts it seems that during the

last 40 or 50 years the growth has been ijmmense, and
the increase of ita use immense. Mr. Morria, 8
deputation from the Baptist Missi Society, who
visited China more than a year ago, says that “In
** Shan-si & very intelligent native told me that he
¢ thought there would ba siz or seven opium-omokers vut
¢ of ten men in the city, while iu the country the pro-

. % portion would not-be more than three to ten.  He also

« gaid that * when he wae a boy—he was nearly 70 years
* of age—opinm was consnmed, but that the habit of
“ gsing it was mot & common one, and an opium-
* amoker wae pointed at and talked of as quite an excep-
“ tional character. The practice, ke told us, hnd
 grown wp chiefly within the last 30 years.” The
increase seems to gavn been more rapid in recent years.
Mr. Faers, writing from Saoi-fu in Si-chuen, sayg:—
“ The nee of opium is f¢ d by the magi
“ When I came here in 1821 there were under 200
* }icensed dens, and mow the number is doubled, it
“ being an eany and 1 ive soarce of r , and
* the chief magistrate styled it o ‘legitimate busi-
: Christiagity is not
of the Chi by opizm,
“ and the Government of tha country by other I'mrays,
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* will be facts to be recorded &t no very distant
“ epoch.” And that is the impression whici'many have,
the Chinese themselves fee}) that we are seeking fo
weaken them as a people, that by-and-bye the country
may be taken by other people, snd it may be worth
mentioning that in-last Saturdawe *Standard” in
the telegraphic tidings from Shanghai, we read:—
* Viceroy (i , who is mnotorions for his hatred of
« foreigmers, and for the encouragement he has given
“* to the natives in their barbarous treatment of Baro-
** pean visitors, hes, it is reported, addressed a petition
** to the Throne, in which he deliberately advacates the
 extormination—that is, the ——of all foreigners
* in China, more particularly the English. He contends
‘“ that this policy is necessury, in order fo prevent the
“ eventual purtition of the Chiness Empire amonyg the
* European Powers” 1 bave mnever secn that as
coming from an official bofore, thongh it has been said
to our missionaries over and over again, that it is our
motive, to weaken them as a people, and by-snd-bye

to take their country. hd olfe t in
one of his lettors the fact that the American Board of
Missions had abandoned a mission station b of

the extent to which opiam-smoking wae practised ;
he says:—*“ The degrudution of an opr lcing town
“* is of thut peculiar and ly low and hardened typs
¢ that, humanly speaking, it seems almost impossible to
‘ make any impression of a moral or spiritual nature
¢ upon the inhabitomts of a place gwen up fo the
* degrading vice of opium - smoking,” and I may,
perhaps, in just a few words, give the testimony of three
missionaries, to a point which bears ont what is &
common imEression in China. Dr. Galt, formerly. in
churge of the Church Missionary Society’s Opium
Hospital, Hang-chow, referring to the fact that the
habitual ase of opinm affects the increase of the popus
lution, says:—‘‘I find that only one inhabitant was
* added to an opium.smoking family during 11 yeara
‘¢ In fact, 154 parents, of an average sge of 33 years,
* had only 146 children born to them during 11
‘¢ years.” The Rev. J. McCarthy, of the China Inland
Mission, who went right through China from Shanghai
to Burmah, says:—* The people assert freely, and
** believe firmly, that the number of children born to
‘¢ opium smokers is less than to other men, and that
“ it thus tends to redwce the population.” The Rev.
Dr. Griffith John, of the London Missionary Society,
says :—** The Chinese tell us-that 8 large proportien of
‘¢ the regniar opium.emokers are childless, and that
‘* the children of the others are few; feeble, and ickly.
** They aisv affirm that the family of the opium-smoker
** will be extinct in the third generation.” I published
8 book some 10 years ego, rather more—13 yeurs
on ** The Truth about Opium Smoking,” which I shall
be glad to hand to your Lordship. That book con-
tains the testimony of many missionaries, and was
published in answer to some statements made by Sir
Guorge Birdwood. .

536. Would you give us & fow more copies—each
momber_of the Commission will be supplied with a
copy P—1 have a few copies left. . It is out of -print
now, but I will bs very h:gpym supply copies: a8
far a8 I have them. I referred just now to the native

ivion. - This is one, end it mey be worth while
for this to %o in svidence ap just one of the many tracts

ublished by ‘the natives themselves againet opinm.
Rir. D. K. Hoste explains that * the picture represents
* one of the opium ebops, or dens, common in North
* Chins. The owner is woighing out opium for the
* half-naked wretch at the counter, whilst his assi;
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“ g Wtoek of “smoking wmberiate Tud fHoit vhe iﬁﬁu
* gpiwn all ready, and you say) youwrwill deal fairiyty
*¢ rioh and pooralike and (so you do)fot-whether thigy
*4 are friends or relations, they ail have %0 pay up-resdy
** money. Some buy opium and ko, others’lic down in
‘ yourden snd smoke there; # they smoke but thred'op
“ five pipes, don't they enjoy it ; and’how sparkling thieg
“ ‘bedome in thoir wit and conversation P r They sip tow
* and eat cakes only thinking of present’ gratification?
** and regardless of future disaster. Though everybody
“ knows it .is injurious, people just dove. it; at firsk
* they take & few whiffs to quiet them in sorrow and
* anxiety, then as the craving lays hold on.. them, day
“ and night they can’t leave the opium pips... Np
* matter how lusty a fellow you may be it wiil wither
* you up; before.yon were hale snd. hearty, now,(bp
* your opium smoking) seek debility and..ll-healthy
“ you are under the misery of the craving, we exhouh
“ yon good people all, not to get enared by opium.
* Thus your peace and prosperity will be secared. - /Per
“ miseries srising from opium emoking »—I. ‘Yellow
“ haggard face, wasted body and ~debi]ilg-1'8—‘-(this’ii
“'what the craving does for yous. ‘II. Clothes A1l
« tattered and torn—respectability don® for.” TII. wa&
* and children ping and in_ wretched "T'hd
“ ragult of your neglect. ‘IV. Father and Mothér,
* though mot ill; dead early. ~Died of anger. snd
despair. V. Pay no taxes, or duties. Property all
“ aolcf.m VI. For ever lying down, regardless-of {hg
“ %lace boing dry or wet. When the craving gormes on;
¢ VII. Wandering sbout in rags and makedness. "An
* utter outeast. VIII, Begging about the dtreeta.
“ Destitnte. ' IX. A prey to remorse #nd despair. "To8
¢ late now o repent. X. Tormented with fears ad 5
** the futmre. Indeed a hopeless look-qut.” I think
perhaps L onght not to add more. . -t e

537. You have given us a 'very full genersl statel
ment, but we would not ask you to withhold hing
that you consider important$--I made o remark tha
I think there would be no resl check to the growth of
use of Chinese opium while onr- Indisni‘opinin is e:
ported. I believe that the Chinese Government cbhld
save their own country—would make’ & desperate effort
—if their hands were free; but they have no encourages
wment to do it. In fact everything ia on the other sidé
while the Indian opium is sent to China’ and we-are
particelarly wishful that the export of opium’ from
Indis should be ewiped- a8 the -only-thing that.-will
give us.any hope whatever of the Chineseaushoritiva
being induced to make any effort to check the con-
sumption in their own country. 1 have to thank the
Commission for the patience with which they have
listened to me.

538, There are only bne or two more questions which
I would like to ask you. You have clearly shown the
evil which attends the excessive use of opium by the
Chinese people so far as it has come under the observai
tion of your numercus body of missionaries; you have
shown thet so far s your .information exterids, ghe

reatly inereased consumption has been chietly met by
the increase in the culrivation of the poppy in China
itself, and your missionaries bhave in several of the
reports that you have.quoted, referred to the laxity
on the part of the local governments in relation to the
enforcement of prohibitions against the nee of opium,
Well, then yon me pow referred fo the action of the
Indian Government. You, of course, quite recognise,
do you not, the change that has taken place in the state
of pablic opinion in this country ; it is certain, is it not,

e

“ in the right foreground works st the bellows and
* watches the pat in which the raw opium is being
* prepared. The two balf-naked men going out have
¢ just booght their ration of opium. They sre
* desoribed by the three characters over their heads,
* 98 " Bhih heisng chih.” or (‘ inactiable opinum sof ')
¢ nnd ' chien hsiin he '—(reckloss spendibrift "}—whilst
¢ on the signboard over their heads are the words—
* ‘The medicine of East and West, opium in rolls or
* * puste sold here “~(a polite term for opinm). The
** charaoters on the right side of the picture are doggerel
*¢ «—to the following effect ; — :

*There sre people who say opiam is o rare fine
“ thing—what nonsense ! ‘and are continually bragg-
** *inyg of their prowess ' (in smoking it and selling it).
** What elfroutery and bossting ! And gven deolare that
** the practice will benefit them. How utterly absard!
¢ As o matter of fact they come to rain and begenry—
‘¢ That's certain 1" The writing below is as follows : —
** Open a prosperous shop, and drive a roaring trade,
** in relling mative opimw, raw and prepared. Lay in

that & war with China to compel the admission of
Indian opium would no longer be sanctioned by public
opmioa in this country P—No, e N
539, That is o, is it not?—T helieve it yomd now
sanctioned. . PRI S
540, Certainly not P—But I believe the Ohinese woald
be afraid to van the risk of it, and they would fear,
further, that though & quarrel might not arise ont of
the opium as avowedly & question of opiem, it might
come in angther way, and if it did not, that there world
be a return to the old smuggling habit, 8o long as we
ere manufacturing and exporting the Indian opiutt
The increased consamption of opiam, I may’ be per-
mitted 0 say, doring the last 50 years wae. not merely
from native growsh, bns up to about 10 years ago there

b

was a ateady increase of the amount exported frem °

4
India, Though it has been rednced in price, it has
Bot been very greatly reduced in q isy ing the
last 10 yeurs ; it value is Joss, but the quantity has been
mnch she same. :
ra
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541. In the earlier part of your statement you alleged
that the Government of India gave & direct encourage-
ment to the exportation of cpium from India into China.
Well,in what way do you consider that the Government
of India can be justly said to have enconraged the
opium trade?—Many years sgo Mr. Julins Jefirey,
F.R.S., of the opinm factory ot Patns, distinctly point>d
out that it was gis business to manufacture the opiam
to meet the Chinese taste,

542, Many years agn that was; but as the trade is
at present regulated, how would yon say that the
Government of India directly gives enconragement to
the exportation of opium from India to China?—By
the growth and manufacture of the opium for export,
and by the montbly sales at Calcutta, which are
Government, sales, and also by, so far a8 we can judge,
the discourngement ¢f anything which would check the
oxpork,

543. (Sir J. Lyall) 1 gather that the prohibition of
the export of Indian opium is wrged by most of yonr
missionarics as a striking act of expiation for our
guilt in the matter in former years in the wurs with
Ching, and as an ple and encour t to the
Chinese Government to take measures o stop the habit,
but that most missionsries have only a slight hope that
the Chinese Government would be now able or willing
to take measures to stop the growth and use of the

oppy—of opium in China P—I1( is not viewed in the
ight of an expiation, but as a matter of morsl right, it
is not with the view to our past ill-doing, but as @
matter of doing right now. But if the Chinese them-
selves begged ms to send the opium, knowing how
common its use is there, you ought to refuse to send it.

- 544, But the latter part of my question was that
mwost missionaries have only a slight bope now that the
Chinese Government wonld be able or willing to take
messures to stop the growth and use of the poppy F—
Opinions vary; but the testimony generally is that
there is very little hope, partly becouse the officials
themselves have become in many cases smokers of
opium, and in high quarters too ; and farther they are
now deriving a certain amount of revenue from it
themselves, But my hope individually ia that, seeing
that something mus: be done if the country is to be
saved, they will from patriotic motives be compelled to
take nction.

" 545. You know that Sir Jamer Fergusson said in the
House of Commons that the Chinese Government at
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the present moment oan prohibit the import after 12
months’ notice. Do you understand that that is the
case P—I honrd Sir James Fergusson make that state-
mont; but while we are menufacturing the opium in
such vast quantities and allowing its exp rt, tho Chiuess
will not psy much attention to that.

546. You put it, upon moral grounds, that we ought
not to allow the export for a moment *—Not for a
moment.

547, Whether the Chinese Government will tako
action themaelves, or not ¥—1 feel, as Dr. Griffith John
put it very gowerfnlly some time ago, that our action
should not depend upon anything which the Chinee
Government may do. He says: * I cannot close my
“ eyes to the fact that opium smoking in China has
* become so common and that the habit han snch a hold
* on its victim, that in my most calm and solemn
“ moments I can see no hope except in God. Thereare
“ milliong in Chiua to whom the drug is dearer than
life itself. Even if the foreign trade in the drug
were given up, it is more than probable that opium
** smoking, and consequently opium growing, would
go on in the provinces. Yun-nan, Kwei-chsu, and Bi-
** chuen are covered with the poppy every year, whilst
‘“ in soveral of the. other provinces it is extensively
cultivated. The evil is now one of enormouns magni-
“ tude; and I sm inclined to think that no legislativa
* measuros on the part of the Chinese Government,
“ however honestly adopted, will put an end to it,” and
then he said whut I stated just now :—*‘ Be that as it
* may, our path as & Christian nation is plain enough.
** We have inflicted a terrible wrong on the people of
* china, and it is our solemn daty to try nmrnndo it
by abandoning the trade at once and for ever our-
selves, and by giving them every sympathy and sid
in our power in their attempt to banish the curse
from within their own borders. Would to God it
were possible to bring the British Government to seo
the wicked character of the traffic, and to induce
them to sacrifice their opium revenue on the sltar of
our national Christianity and Chins's well being.”

548. Then yov do not look to practical results; yon
think thet whethor there are any frncticul revults to be
expeoted or not, it is the duty of the Indisn Govern-
ment to stop the export P—Unqueationably. Bat I
should hope that in view of such action being taken by
the Indian Government, it wounld be a direct encounrage-
men 1to the Chinese Government to take immediate
action, and I believe it would be that.
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The witness withdrew,

Mr. GeorRGE GRaHAM BROWN called in and examined.

549. (Chairman.) Are you a mempber of any Univer-
sity P—I1 was a private student of (lasgow University,
my Lord ; but 1 am not a graduate. _

550. You have been & missionary in China ?P—Yes.

551. How many years have you been labouring in
China, snd in what districts have you been stationed ?
—¥or more than six years and since 1888 in the city of
Lan-chan, my Lord. I yom will look at the map you
will ind in the north-west corner the city of L.an-chm.x,
capital of the province of Kan-suh. My testimony is
nn?y valuahle because of my having been in a somewhat
inaccessible district.

552, Will you tell me what is your experience of the
district of I’Avm-chau, as to the effects of opium on the
Chinese consumer, whether regarded morally or
physically P—Distinctly bad in both ways, my Lord.

553-4. Is there anything you would like to add in "

sny way P—I have ‘made inquiries a8 to the amount
of Indian opinm gold in the city. Being o capital city,
there is & large number of expectant officials from the
south residing there, but only two stores sell Indian
opinm in that city. The distance from the coast is
2,400 miles, 8o that, of courss the price of Indian opinm,
88 com with the native-grown product, is as ten to
one, The cost as ten to one; the strength of Indian
opinm a8 eight to one of the China drug,

555. And the proportion in which Indian opium is
coneumed na compared with the Chinese I suppose is
merely fractionnl P—Absolutely fractional. The point
here which I wish to mention to your Lordship and the
Commisgion, is that no Persian opium is known in tpe
city, slthongh s great trade route passes throngh it.
Jhe trade route from Turkesisn goes down through

Chinese Turkestan, through the city of Lan-chan,
crosses the Yellow River there and goes onwards to
the south. The second route passes the province ontside
of Kan-suh, but I only refer to the first route.

556. What is the distance of the trade route con-
necting Lan-chan and Persia P—The distance in days
from the capital of Chinese Turkestan is 54 days’
journey. We do not speak of distances except ss by
days in Lag-chan. Chinese opinm isepecially ﬁvm in
these regions, as it is afamous distriet. Your dphip
is aware of the great Loess formation that extends over
the Steppes of Russia, the fertile earth of which is

pecially suitable to the production of opium.

557, In Turkestan?—In the district of Lan-chan.
I asked an old shopkeeper, o man about 70 yesrs of
age, when opinm was first smoked in that district.
He said less than 50 years ago it was first smoked by &
man from Ho-nan; end ss my informant graphimlly
explained, the man went into the ianer chamber of his
inner court yard, and shut the doors sand winduws.
The penalt n wss beheading .

558. las the practice enormously increased since
that date P—Yes.

559. Would you give us sny details that you wish to
ut before us P—May I be allowed just to add one word.
%ptm the sathority of this man opium was first cul-
ears years before 1821, I
hold that the vice haa quite overmastered public opinion
since then. The native i _that
eight-tenths or nine-tenths smoke in this city. I am
nob referring to the outside cities, my Lord, merely the
capital city of the province.

tivated about 30




- MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, A4S

" %60. (Sir J. Lyndl) Do you think that that eight-
touths and nine-tenths refer to women™and men, or
only to men P—I consider myself thet it may only be
applied to adult men. But I add we consider that six-
tenths of the married women smoke. The smoking was
stopped aboub the- year 1875 hy & mau who becsme
fumous ia two directions, His name was T'so. He
was the man who r ed Chi Turkestan, after

1 &

in opium, for they b opium
through cultivating the plant.
anthority of & native graduate of the name of Ch'en.)

On the physical ground, I have noticed the terrible 13 Sep.. 1

induction of sterility smongst the women. My wife has
come across not one or two, but many mothers who

smoke during pregnancy avowedli 10 reduce thsir
) 1 n

Ypkoob Beg had revolted ; nnd later he became famous
in another way, because when the French took Tonkin
he petitioned the Emperor that he might take troops
into France-—possibly your Lordship recollects—to fight
against the French on their own ground. This was not
accepted ; and he died of a broken beart. During bis
-Viceroyalty of the province he au})fped the smoking
of opium by drastic mesasures. o took—IL merely
give the native statement—the men who were habitual
offenders, and slit vheir lips transversely, £o that their
lips could not close round the opium pipe, and they could
not smoke. This had a tremendous effect upon the
snicides from opium in the same way.

561. A tremendous effect P—In decreasing the num-
ber of suicides from opium.

562. (Sir W. Roberts.) But not in decressing the
number of suicides altogetherP—Yes, sir. I am sorry
to say that, a8 8 native explained to me, they prefer
opium to any other form of committing suicide, We
naked, *Why do they not jump info the Yellow
River?” And the answer was, * Too cold.” The opinm
tax in the year 18981-92, after it was to some extent
legralised, in the province was stated to me by &
gentleman of the nsme of Ch'en, who was in charge
of one of the Customs barriers, to have amounted to
637 wans of ounces of silver—a wan is 10,000 ounces
{=8,960,000 English ounces). This referred to the tax
collected on the opiam caltivated in the province
und exported to the other provinces, bevause of the
extreme cheapness of Kan-suh opinm. The price of
opinm there is equal to nearly 9;? per English ounce.
The sale is enormous. I have seen five stalls in one
street, within 50 yards from the shops, in addition to
little stalls set down on the atreet.

563, (Sir J. anll.) Can you tell us how the opium
revenue i8 levied P—I asked, and was not enlightened !
I am sorry to say I think that there is a good deal of
the proverbial squeeze. It is done very much at the
di ion of the ing, and their ides is to get
a8 much a8 possible.

564. (Chuirman.) We shall be glad to hear anything
that you like to tell us regarding the moral effect of
opium on consumers P—I have remsarked that it has
sppeared to me to destroy all the moral genses; all
other obligations must give way until the craving is
satistied; and I may say that it is necessary to see o
man under the influence of an unsatisfied craving before
one understands what that means, I once slept on
the same brick bed with & man whose craving was un-
aatisfied. 1 do not think X shall forget it easily.

565. (Mr. Poass.) Perhaps you would describe the
man's condition a8 well as you can?—I am mnot a
medical missionary,—but the whole nervons system
seemed to be on extreme teusion, and he wasa really
unrestrainable. Oue could not coerce him by ressoa;
he could listen to nothing. May I mention that opium
induces poverty of the distriot, notwithatanding itx very
fertile soil-—the quality of the soil is decreasing steadily,
beosuse of the rotation of crops, which is fixed-—vege-
tables, opium, tob the three in ion ; and
they make no variation year by year.
imported from the neifhbonnng prefecture, which is

incipally Mah being Mak d the
people there do not smoke opium to the extent that
the hesthen Chinese do. On the information of »
worker in the fields, I found that the rents of the
farms were ateadily docreasing, although the ground
was originally fumous for quality. The aversge return
from oplum versus grain 18 as 23 to 8; that is to say,
the farmer who houestly cultivates his ground snd grows
grain receives eight ounces of silver as his profit from
each Chinese acre of ground. If he oultivates opium
he recoives 23 ounces ; so that ise very stroug argument
in favour of opium 10 the Chinese. I farther point
ont that there is practically no reserve of grain in the
district, and the peopls live in fear of fami

" the turbulent natives of the province.

in labour, © I have also known of women
having 8, 10, 13, 14 children., In three of thess cases
1Wo grew up; in one case only one j—the others died
not through infanticide, but bevause one or both of
their parents were exceptional smokers. I have known
of one lady who was able to smoke three Chinere ounces
of the native opium daily; she had become & sot. In
the time of the influenza there wereno coffins left in
the city—perhaps that is the etrongest point ss to
physical debility which I can ::f before your Lurdship
and the Commission. They had come to the condition
where there were not coffing to bury the dead, because
of the terrible ges that infl made 28t
them, aud those who did not smouke were, as far as I
observed, the ones who came ont best from the scourge.
At the time of anti- Russian excitemeni-—on the march
of 54 days to the capital of Chiness Turkestan,—
they raised three Regiments in Lan-.chau of 1,200
soldiers each. Out of those 1,200 soldiers the natives
expected that about 800 would arrive at Urumtzi, the
others would die or desert on the road. The Hu-nan
Regiments nominslly do net smoke opinm, and their
officers threw this question in our teeth most bitterly.

566, (Chairman.) In Hu-nanP—Yes, the Mandaring
in the province of Kan-suh are principally from Hu-nan.
- 587. In Kan-snh P.—Yes, they consider it is necessary
to have these Hu-nanese mandarins in order to control
There are fome
very quarrelsome districts, A Hu-nan General, of the
highest rank, said t6 me, * It would be s very different
** thing hed you not brought opium when you came to
¢ preach the Gaespel.” Another point that I have to
mention i8 that in the matter of chooaing wives, one of
the guestions now esked is, ““ Is she an opium smoker P
A most barbarous practice is the smeking of the vpium
nsh, snd one of the ressons adduced for using even the
small quantity consumed of Indian opinm--that is known
88 _Duty-paying opium—is that they may smcke the
ash three times. The Chinese opium may be smoked
twice, more nsually once. There is a third practice
that is depraving the population terribly, and that is
eating crnde opium. gh is prepared in balls, and a
smoker just breaks off a little piece and swallows it,
in order to allay the craving when he has no time to
smoke, I also mention that I procured s supply of
morphia in the form cf medicine for curing og‘mm,
and got into bad odour because this was all bonght up
by some secretaries in the, Viceroy's office for the above*
surpose; then not having enough to supply their

emand, they were displeased at my “ deceiving them.”
These were all the pointe that I wished to say before
your Lordships on this question.

568-9. It comes to this, does it not, that yomr
observation during your years of residence in a remote
station, bas established in your mind the conviction that
the practice of opinm smoking hes Jargely increased,
and that it is most detrimental morally, physically, and
materially to the Chinese people P—Yes, my Lord.

570, Then, may I not take it from yon that in the
district in which you lived the main source of supply
wos local P—Yes, guarding the statement, E{enying
that before Indian opium was introduced at coast,
there was no uee of opium in the province.

571. Would you say that the local authorities are
doing what they onght to do in the enforcement of the
edicts which have been promulgated by the Govern-
ment for restricting or probibiting the nee of opinm P
~The edicts are certainly posted and proclaimed; they
send their officials round the districts, but, if I may
say 80, it is something like ** Satan reproving sin.”

578. Were such edicts published and circulated from
time Lo time when you were at Lan-cbau P—Yes.

578—4. Bat no step was taken to enforce obedience P
~—Not 80 far as I was aware. Of course it was
g;@imlt for » mandarin to enforoe obedience to an

from tho resson that they know, should the crops fail,
thoy have nothing to fall back upon. The previous
witness was asked & question as to the gain from growing
opinm. I believe that it has not. as far as my know-
ledge extends, resulted in any gain to the Chinese,
becanse the silver received seems to bo expended sgain

ict againgt @ ein which he himself commite. I mean
ke caunot openly do so. Allow me to make & state-
ment with reference to s mandarin under whoee juris-
diction my wife lived in & city called Han-chung in the
nex$ provi This darin was & pi 1y
moral and upright man and had the position of sob_
profect. He stopped the growth of opium by very severg

F3
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penalties aud grave punishments. even to men of high
rank, sud in stopping it he incurred snch disfavour
that at the time of the triennial visit of the Viceroy,
50 petitions were tramped up against him in order to
get him pot out of his office. 'This shows the feeling of
some, at least, of theChinese mandaring against opium.

575. Were there any otber Europeans resident in
that district P—There were one Belgian priest, and for
o short space of time aboat five Russian traders who
cume from Siveria; in addition to my colleagne, who
Ieft in the year 1889. ’

576. What was the demeanour of tho people towards
you in & general way—friexdly P—At firat very far
from that, my Lord; but eventually we had the
exceptional feature in our work of getting amongst the
higher classes, and they Iatterly showed considerable
friendliness towards us.

§77. Did you receive ndeqnate protection from the
first from the Goverament >—All that we required we
received, my Lord. It was not necessary under these
circumstances, !

578-9. (8ir J. Lyull) What do yon think would be
the practical results from the opinm habit—the vice of
opinm_smoking, if the Government of India wers to
stop the export of Indian opium P—My candid belief,
especially with referencc to the mandaring’ from the
Hu-ran province, and they are practically the dominaut
power in Chins, is that they would do their utmost to
put down the evil.

580. You think they would be enconraged by the
example P—I am certain of it, sir.

581. Do you think they would be practically able to
carry it out P—If they had the free hand that Viceroy
T'so had it wonld be very simply done—I refer to the
slitting of the lips. t

582. As far as you have seen and know, Indian opiam,
I gather, is now a luxury of the rich opinm smokers in
China P—It is more economical to bay the native opiam
in that district. You must exonse me guarding mysslf
—my evidence only refers to the district under the
Prefect of the capital of the district of Kan-suh. Where
the strength of mnative opium is as ome to eight of the
Indian drug, and the price as one to ten, the advantage
is in favour of the native opium.

588. I should think that is rather & doubtful fact, that
of the relative strength—one to eight P—It is not, of
course, chemically ascertained; but it must mean
‘something very like that, when one lady could smoke
three Chinese ounces, ?enrly four English ounces ina
day. o B :

584.. But -practically Indian opium is now in China,
I understand, » loxury of the rich, just as French
braudy is s luxory among English spirit drinkers P—
Yes; on the same analogy that, if you were to stop the
native whiskey and leave the door open for French
brandy, there would be difficulty about abstaining from
spirits. . )

585-6. In practical smoking, just a8 in practical
drinking. Indisn opinm is very much like French
brandy is in England at the present moment P-—~The use
of it, as a comparisou. .

587. Yes?—Not the effects. ' e

588. No, not the effects, the uise of. it?—In the
oxtrewe north-west it isso.

588-90. Supposing spirit drinking is a great evil,
do you think it would be incumbent upon the French
Government to stop the export of Freuch brandy ; would
there be any morsl obligation P—If I were & member
of the French Government I should bave mo doubt as
to my action in this matter, sir.

591. (Mr. Pease.) You mentioned that the Indian
opium had eight times the strength. Ia the dose that
is taken one-eighth of the dose that-is taken of the
Chinere opium ?—Yes; that was the experience of the
map of whom I have spoken to-day. :

592. (Mr. Mowbray.) Do I understand that when
this Viceroy di red things relapsed at onee; that
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he had no public opinion hebind hini in putting down
the . smoking P—I understand that he had the eubor.
dinate officials with him ; but the official who' followed
him as Viceroy wos o venial man, and he was bribed:
That is meroly given upon the statements of the people.
I was not presect st the time; but the Ign'mm
mandarins, 88 # clase, profess themselves distinotly
antagonistic to opinm. e Ce
593. But one Viceroy having shown himaclf strong
enough to put it down, his successors did not oarry on
the same policy ?-—No, sir. | .
594. (8ir W. Roberts.) I think I understeed you to
say that in Len-chau fully nine-tenths of the adultesw
the adult men—smoked or used opium ?—The native
opinion is that eigbt-tentha or nine-tenthe; 1 consider
that that refers to adult men, : e

595. It iy & large citz, I presumc P—~Upon my own
caleulation it containg about 200,000 souls.

586. And how long has opinm been used, do you
think, upon that scaleP--The growth i incressing
every year; they are laying down more lnnd>enrx
year. ' ! oo

597. So that the habit is practically s generalised
habit in that city P—Unfortunately it is so. N

598. Not being a medical man, perhaps, your atten.
tion was not called to what I might call the vital
statistics, a8 to the death-rate, or probable desth-rate
and birth-rate of the towns P—I was at the time we were
there under very considerable surveillance on the part

. of tho mandarins, and it wae with great difficulty that
I secured any reliable statements. On tbe death-rate
sud birth-rate it bas been impossible for me to secure
statistics. .

599. In walking about the strests did the
appear decrepit P-—Very much so.

600. Your imgareasiou was, sposking generally, of ihé
officinls, the befter classes themselves, that they were
in'as low state of vitality?~Yes, I might pat my
answer that 1 grew to recognise the men who were
opium smokers by the look upon their faces, ' '

601, Did you say nine-lenths of them P—Eight tenths
or nine-tenths of the adult men, L
602. Then the exceptious would be the persons who
did not smoke opium P~1 include under the words
“smoking opium ” those who smoke & little and those
who smoke to excess. . -
608. And you draw a sharp distinetion then P—Nit,
where the craving is established I hold that.a man issn
opinm smoker. o C, - ey
604. Are all ench persons then persons of weakencd
health P—Tn the ease of the rich, whe bave smfficient
food, they are not. They msy centinue the habit
without showing pereeptible injury pbysically, but i
the osse of -the poor, where they have very little food,
and must smoke, they show it very quickly. - The im
fiuenza epidemic aifected ‘the poorer clnsses' in much
greater numbers than the rich. c B
615. Bnt yonr general impression was that the publie
health was deteriorating in that city P—Beyond doubt
and question. - . 4
606. (Sir J. Lyall) 1 soppose the poverty is very
great_there, is it not 7—Yes, a8 o geueral statement Jb
may be said to be so- .
607. ‘The le are, a large proportion of them, ander-
fed, do you tmﬁ P—From & British standpoint. anderfed;
from’ 8 Chinese standpoiny, satistied ; the Emperor has
almshouees in the city, whers any people who wish to go
may get fuod gratis. < L
608. (Chairman.) You heard the statements made by
Mr. Broomhall with reference to the actios he would
desire to sece taken by the Government of India in
relation to the opium trade. Do you sapport bis recom-
mendation P—Distinetly. My desire would be to know,
for the eredit of England, that it could not be cast if
our teeth that we carried opium in one hand and the
Gospel of palvation in snother. Xt injnres one's life,
work as s missionery.” T ) P

population

i o ot

'The witness withdrew. #o

. . a

The Beverend A. Exwix called in and exsmined., - 1« o oo o

609, ((‘hasrman.) Arc you a member of any university, little more than 23 years; and I have resided, I may

Mr. Elwia #—No. : o
610, How many yesrs have you been & missionary in
Chipa and in what districts have yon resided P—For a

say, all the while a$ Hang-chau, the chief eity of the
.Oheh-kiang Province, although of course I have
worked from that city into the country distriota
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» 611, Will you tell us what you have specially noticed:
83 arigin| Y
oonnem:f for ahout 20 years with aJarge hospital that
we-have in Hang-cheu, where at .pressnt we hawe
about 100: beds, and s cartsin.proporiion of those beds
gre assigned to opium smokersy so that we see the'
physical effects bronghts before us: continually in the
persons of those who come to be gured of.epium:
smoking, and certainly the offects are most_disastrous.
My own work, in the country away from "Hang-chsu,
consisted largely of itinerancy, travelling about among
the people, and it was the greatest difficulty, in the
country districts, to ind any coolie or chair-bearer who
88 mot an opiam smoker, and over and over again T

t.-“have hoticed the following resnlts: I bave started in

/

the morning with the coolies and chair-hearers, we
will say, and after travelling for about three hoursl
have noticed that she men began te get weak and were
herdly able to move; and then I kave been told, * We
* must stop becanse the men wish fo smoke opiam.”
‘Well, we would stop for perhaps an hour, while the
men would go to sn opinm den; and they would come
out of the opium den new men—the load that & man
could hardly carry before he went into the opium den
he waa able to pick ap and carry with the greatest ease.
Of course this only lasts for’a time, as long as the
opium effect lasts, and then, once more, he graduall

gels weaker and weaker, until he can do'nothing at all
antil ke smokes once more. - They are perfect slaves to
the opium habit. That, as I have noticed, is the

ysical effect npon these people.

. 612. What would yon say with reghrd to the Ehysica.l
eondition of the agricultural population—ars they able
to do that amount of work which a labourer in good
physical condition oaght to be able to' perform P—~An
opium-smoker cannot. While he ig under the influenve
of opium, he may do a great deal, aud perhaps may do
more than another, bul the effect soon wears off, and
then he b i ically helpless, and can hardly do
ouything at all. I have met.with a great many of
these men, both opium-smokers ang others, and, as I
say, I have for the last 23 years had considerable
experience in this way. ) o

613. Would you say thal the agricaitnral population
in the district in which you have lived in China was
insufficient in physical ability P—Not st all; thay are
very strong indeed, snd with regard to the. general
agriculturat lahourers, so far:as. I-gmve met them, not
1oany of them smoke. It is chiefly those I bave met
with in the oitjes that I think have smoked, and those
whom I have engsged: in the cities to go into the
country; there is a great difficulty in getting men who
sre not smokera. .

614. And would yon say that the artizans of the
towna are wanting in pbyaical ability P-~Not at sll.

615. So that neither in the towns nor in the country,
genernll{. would you eay that the physical ability of
the people was ansatisfactory P—No, I should not; but
1 should like here to smy, as the gentieman who pre-
ceded mo said, that I rpeak entirely of what I bave
seen myself in Hang.ohan and in the vicinity. I know
perfect{ys well that it is very much worse in some of the
1nterior distriots, but' with regard to Hang-chau we
did not see quite so much evil among the people; there
are not quite 8o many smokers a8 there are in some of
the interior cities. :

618. What proportion do you tbink that the habitual
or excesaive smokers bear to the whole namber of the
population in Hang-chau P—Waell, I should be very sor.
10 euy—it 18 8o very difficalt to find out; I really shoul
not Iike to say what the proportion is, but with regard
to the specinl oloss, I can eay that it is the
diffioulty to find a coolie or » chair-bearer who is not a
smoker. They nearly all smoke.

617. Perhaps there may Le s larger proportion of
smokers in that class than in the mass of the popula-
tion P-~I think their temptations are greater.

018 Do you think that the practice is increasing
gencrally in your district, in the district of Hsug.
chau?—I have not the slightest doult ubout that,
‘When I went to Hang-chau, I will say 20 years ago (L
was there bofore that, but will say.20 years ago), a8 we
went through the strests of Hang-Cheu it was com-
pm-ntivel{ o rare thing to see an opinm shopy that is
to say, where opium was sold and smoked. We could
always tell an opiom shop by a curtain in frons of the
door; it is the only shop in that large city that would
have & curtain in front, and when I aiked why the
ourtain was in frout, I was told that it was eo that the

from-‘the nse of the opium P—I have-been’
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magistrate, when he went his rounds through the city,
would pot see the opinm being smoked—he could shug
his eyeg o it—but 1f the man in the !hOK did not pay
the “squeeze ” which was demanded, the magistrate
would very soon discover that there was an opiom-
smokiug shop there, and the man wounld be had up and,
severely punished. And now I know for a fact that
there are more than 1,000 opium-shops in Hang-chau,
in that one city. -

- $19. Would you consider thal the officials show
cnlpable laxity in not enforcing edicts which it is their
duty to enf in relation to the practice of opi
smokihg P—I am quite sure they do. I believe they
look upon the opinm question—many of the ‘officials
look upon the opinm guestion—as & means of receiving
bribes. ' It is known among the people generally—they
all say so—that if the Feople who own the opium ghops
are willing may, they can keop the opium shops
without any di cnh.y at all, but if they will not pay,
they are sare to be discovered and punished.

620. (Sir J. Lyall) But is there not, nowadays, some
recognised system of licensing opiunm shops in your
part of China ?P—There is ; there is a system of licensing
the opium shops, but I do not know what that system
i, -

621. (Ohairman.) What have you to tell us as to the
sources from ' which ‘the opium -consumed' in Hang-
ohau is- supplied; is it mainly from locsl sources—
mainly Chinese opium-—or is there any ctonsiderable
proportion imported P~-I should think by fur the larger
proportion comes from Shangbsi and Ning-po, Indian
opium. We have not gnt 80 great & cultivation of opiam
~—of the poppy—round us, a8 there is in some of the
interior places. My friend, who has jnst spoken, lived
in a place 2400 miles from the coast, and you can
easily understand the difficuity of conveying opium
80 far when it is taxed 8o often; but Hang-chau is
near the coast—we are only about 3 days’ journey from.
Shanghai—and, therefore; it in easier to get the Indian
opium, ard, of eourse, if the people can get the Indian
opium they prefer it ; it is stronger, and they seem to
like it better. "'May I add oue word with regard
to the increase of opium smoking? T suppose, up
to 10 or 12 years ago, I had never seen the’ poppy
grown at all. I had never seen such a thing;- Enuﬂ
when I left China s few months age, if I went into
that district I saw the poppy on all sides; the feld
prepared for the poppy. It is extending there very
much ; the growth of the native opium.

622. You wizsh to say something, I believe, to give us
your view ag to the etfect of the alleged connexion of
the British ndwministration with the opinm trade in
relation to your special work a8 & missionary P—With
regard to that I cam only say this, that we hear o
frequently the remark made by the natives ; when we
speak to them they say: ** You bave brought us the
‘* opinm, and therefore we do not want to hear any-
* thing eise; we do not want anything else from you.”
Aund, with regard to that hospital which was started
originally to cure Chinese of smoking opivm, I huve
heard them say this: ‘* Firet of all yon bring us opinm,
* and now yon start the hospital in order to cure us of
* pmoking it.”

623. Have you any further general statement to
make P-—With regard to the moral question I should
like to say & few words. .

624. Yes P—Missionaries are accused of exaggerstion ;
it is said that they exsggerste the evil of opiuk
smoking. 'Well, I must say this with all my heart,
that I believe it is imposaible to exsggerate the evil of
opium smoking in China. I do not wish to repeat
whet you have heard already from those who have
spoken this morning ; but I will only ssy thie, that I
can endorse every word thut has been said with regard
to the dreadful curse that it is to the Chinese people.
There was a letter in the **Staodard”™ this morning
whioh I should like just to make one remark upon.
Perhaps you have alremy read it; but there is just one
sentence I should like to read. The writer of this
letter has been abroad for po less than 35 years, aud
has hud great experience, it would seem, smongst
upium emokers and others. He says, ““ And are the
‘* coneequences to others as injurious from opium ss
* from aleobol? The drunken Euro artizan or
* inbourer retarns from his home well-nigh mad from
* drink; attacks wife and children, and in his fary
“ maims snd often kills them. The opium eater or
‘" smoker, when he indnlges to exoess, sleeps off the
“ effect ot the drug, and tghough he may injure hisown
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‘“ health, is compuratively harmless to others.” And
then lower down he says, “I never saw nny peraon so
“ affeoted by the drug as to be dangerous to others”;
and here I think we ought to romember that although
it ia quite true that the drunken European artizan or
labourer returns to his home well-nigh mad from
drink, attacks wife and children, and 1n his fory maims
snd often kills them, hery the opium smoker does what
I consider is quite as bad, be will sell his wife for gain,
A man who is a drunkard gets the money, and he
buys the drink, and then kills his wife; the opium
smoker first of nll sells his wife—he begins at the
other end; he sells his furnitnre, kis cbildren, and
his wife, and his home; and when he has disposed of
them all then he drinks, and has no wife left to kill.
Of course it has not the maddening effect ; but still the
money must bn obtained, and the opium must be
smoked, everything must go in order that the craving
for the opium may be satisfied.

625, (Sir W. Roberts.) 1 was much interested in
what you said sbont these ccolies. You say that after
working about three hours they were exhausted, and
that they had their pipe of opinm and revived P—
Revived.

626. Did they not take a meal at the same time P—No.

627. No nourichment at all P—Very often none at all,
88 I know for a fact. In many of the opium dens where
I have seen them go in there is nothing to be had but
the opium, and I should just like to state here thut L
believe that is the reason why there is 8o much dis-
crepancy in the testimony with regard to the effect of
opium emoking. These poor people (and the great mass
of the people are poor) literally live on the opium ; it
is their meat and their drink, and consequently they
very soon must come to grief altogether; they cannot
stand the strain upon the system. But on the other
hand we find gantfemen stating that they have known

cple smoke opium for years, and that there has

en no ill-effect at all, and I think the reason is not
for to seek. These ple bave had food,—good food
and nourishing food,—and therefore they have been
able to stand tbe strain of the opium smoking, and have
stood it for years, becauss the good and nourishing food
has to & great extent counterncied the ill-effects of the
opiam smoking.

628. These coolies, I understand, are strong, mus-
cular fellows ?—They are strong, muscular men, and
many of them had been, perhaps, ficld lahourers or
farm labourers before they had taken up the specini
work of cerrying these loads,

629. One impression was that they ave short lived P—
Undounbtedly, becaunse they keep on_ increasing the
dose, and they gradually go lower and lower. I have
seen it. I bave known men mysel( strong, muscular
men—~—1 have known them take the firct pipo, and
gradually, year after year, get lower, and weaker and
wenker, uniil at last they have been good for nothing,
and when I have wanted a coolie, I have snid, * On no
* agoount send so-and-so,” becanse I have known the
man wag no good at all, and would only be an bindranre
instead of o help when I was travelling.

630. I asrnme 8 good many of these coolies will con-
tinue their opium esting in moderation P—I do not
think so from what I have mnoticed, thex increase it,
The craving is something 8o terrible—ic is ing
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really as a modorate opium smoker. The dose is
slways, I beliove, increased by dogrees.

631, Is that more the case among the lowor claascs
than among the more educated classcs, do yon think ¢
-—No, I do not think so. I have seen it among ail
¢l g darins, officials, and what are called
the literati (the scholars), and I Lolieve it is practised
among sll classes.

832, No; I mean a8 to the deleterious cffoot and the
nocessity of increasing the dose P—I do not think it
shows so mach where a man has food, and nourishing
food, which to a certain extent counteracts the effoct ot
the opium ; but, unfortunately, meny of thoso people
we bave to deal with almost Jive on the opinm, I have
koown many, many men who have really beon expend-
ing half their income on opium. The ordinary rato of
wages (that was in the Chinese money) is 200 copper onsh
a day ; well, they will uﬁend 100 of these copper cash in
opium, snd the rest they will spend in food, or in
helping their families, as tbe case may be.

633. T suppose you have not had any opportunity of
noticing the difference in the opium habit as it afficts
perscns of different races P—No, I have not, but I think
from what we rend it must bave a differcnt effect in
some Enrr.s. A Chinaman we can tell directly by his
ayes wien he takes the opinm, you can tell by the look
of his eyes und his face—he becomes pale and emgei-
ated. ou can always, as a rule, tell the opium
smoker. Many years ago, when I first went to Chins,
it was the greatest disgrace to be an opium smoker,
and to sccuse a man of opium smoking was o scrious
thing. Now, if you accuro & man of opiom emoking, he
wimply longhs ; he will not defend tho custom, but he
will langh and torn it into a joke.

634, (Mr. Pease) You did mnot mention with what
mwissionary orgsnisation you are connected P—The
Church Missionary Society.

635, (8ir J. Lyell.) You say you never saw the
poppy grown in the country which yon know till
about 10 years ago P—Ten or 12 ycars ago, yes.

636. Do you conneet that growth of the poppy then,
in that country, with any action that our Government
has taken, or what do you think is the renson P—I think
undoubtedly if the Chinese in this distriot had not had
the Indian opium to begin with they would never have
necded the native opiam. Of course the question of
gain comes in, becanse I was told on good snthority
that & man in a certain piece of ground, we will say,
might get two dollars by growing rice; he could get
six dollars by growing opium, and therefore the temp-
tation to grow opinm is so greas that the peop
naturally give way to iv.

637. But the habit—the opiom habit—is of con-
widerable standing in the country, is it notP—Un-
doubtedly, where we are tbis hospital that I have
referred to was originally started by s gentlemsn giving
2,000L, for that very pnrpose, to start an opiam refuge
where opinm smokers could go and be cured. It was
opened first: of all at Ning-po, but abont 20 years ago
it was remonved to Hang.chan, snd there it Las been
ever since, and it is out of that opium refuge, or opicm
hospital, that this larger hospitsl has grown,

638. ‘Lhe babit Leing of long ttanding, I mean, what
bas h d to encourage the growth in the lsst

80 awfnl—and a man will take so much in order-to
satisfy the craving we will say this month, but next
month he increases it just a little in order to get more
enjoyment out of it, and, to satisfy the craving, will
daily increase the dose. I do not know any such thing

10 ymr; P—The numbers of tho people now ; theic are
S0 many more ¥mokers, and of course the native opium
is much cheaper than the Indinn opiam, and so there is
a demand for it, and natuorally the people try to supply
that demand by growing it.

The witness withdrew.

Mr. Mancus Woob called in and examined.

639. (Chasrman.) Will you tcll us with what mission
yon are connected, Mr. Wood P—The Chiua Inland
Miasion.

640, How many years have you been in Chins P—
S:iven years. .

641. And what was the district in which you pre.
sided P—Principally in the province of Gan-bwuy, in the
capital city of G—nn-king;there. for five years; and
one year was spent in Chung-king, the capital-—not
the capital, but the open Treaty port of Si-chuen ; the
other yeor wus spent mostly in travelling through

Ha-peh, and_in taking missionary journeys into S)-
chuen and Yuu.nan. BSo that through these joorneys
I have passed through several provinces in Central
China.

642. Will yon pive us your observations with regard
to the use of opiom: is that & common practice in all
classes of the commnnit{ where you bave resided F—

ively in all el with the exception,
perhaps, of the agricultural dietricis; it is ot so
eommon thers 88 1o tho large cities and thickly popu-
lated districts, . . -
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648. What wounld you say as to the effects of the
opium hahit, whether yon look at it moraligror physi~
cally P—I shouid sey most destructive to the consumer,
both merally and physically, and that in all classes of
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that it 18 always brought befors ns".whenever: we are. Mr. M. Wo

speaking to the natives ae being the oue thing which.
makes them hate us. I believe: there is a haired te:
Europeans among all the Chinese, a8 has been seen

sooiety wherever it is used ; the omly diff being,
86 has already been referred to, in the highgr 'ohases,
where one has more opportunity of nourishing the

gystern by good food. There it does not tell go quickly,
bat I consider not lessreally in the long run, only
longertime may be allowed 1 of the 1 t
thet is taken.

644. What do the Chincse say themselves upon the
subject of opinm; what is the state of public opinion
vnd!x regard to this question P—Well, T may say that in
my seven years' experience of the different pro-
vinces I have never met any of -the Chinese who de.
fended the tice of opium smoking in any way
whatever. In fact opium smokers wonld not thems.
selves defend the practice, but would rather deplore:
that they have been affeoted by the nse of it, and seek
help from us to break off the habit.: So that even the
smokera themselves will not defend it, having aiready
experienced its evil effects wupon themselves and
familieg; and thoss who are non-smokers are frightened
lest their young people should become addicted vo this
fearful habit, which they look upen with such & terror.

645, There is & wide difference of view, is there not,
with reterence to the effeots opiumP There are
some who would tell us that though certain tribes snd
Tacee are habitual smokers, still they are well nourished
and that they have gotgood phyeical ability ; and that,
in fact, there i snch & thing a8 & moderate use of opinmy
which is not injurious e8. compared with the edmitted
evil offects of excessive consumption, What would yon
eay sbout these statemenie P~1 have seen these state-
ments in publio papers since returning to this eountry;
but I must eay I bave no sympathy with them ; from
my own experience I cannot endorse therm. My
experience is mare like that of the Rev. Mr. Elwin,
who has just preceded me— I do not comsider that
opium oan really be msed in the way that has been
mentioned in these articles; that is to say, it cannot
be taken in moderation. It is always increased week
by week, or month by month, as the case may be, the
only difference being, as hes already been stated,
that where & person is healthy and able to prooure
good nourishing food, it xasy not tell so quickly upon
the constitntion, but no less really. I do mot consider
that opium can be compared to alcohol in that way.
In this country we know of thousands, perhaps tens of
thousands, who may besable to use aloohol without any
injnrions effect, ns far as anyone knows. That, at any
ratle, is 80 open question. Bat, speaking ?nemlly. we
may say that thousands umse alcohol without exocess,
but in China my experience is that the opium oannot be

in the same way at all—that as soon as & man
an habitual opium ker he i hig
dose, and whenever he touches it he is obliged to go on,
anless ho stops immediately. If he allows & month or
two to elapse, he becomes addioted to the habit, and
increases the dose ss time goes on; so that I do not
consider that they can be compared on the same plat-
form at all.

646. 'Will you tell us from what eources the opium
consamed in your distriot was chiefly obtained; was
it obtained from locsl sources, or was it by impor-
tution P—In the province of Gan-hway where I resided
Jougest—five years—it is now a mixed article. Seven
or eight years sgo, when I first went to the country,
s greot desl of Indian opinm was in Gea-hwuy;
because, as you mnotice, it is on the Yangtse river,
betwesn Hankow and Shanghai—the Treaty ports
ensily got at. But in recent years, say, withia the last
10 years, the natives of these tracts have taken to

owing the po&py. ‘When I first went to China, in
52.& provinoe there waa very little poppy seen any-
where; it was very soarce; mndeed you might travel
through the proviuce and not observe it. But now it is
s common thing to see the ficlds covered with the red
poppy. It is quite common in recent years, and indeed
the retail merchants are mixing the two articles, the
uative opium, which is the chesper, snd the Indian
opinm, which is the better quality; by mixing the two
together they make the native opium = liftle more
psi’nhblo. having the Indian mixed with it

647. Have you anything to say to us with reference
to the effect which you consider is brought aboumt
the alleged conusxion of the British -Government wi
the opiam tralio, in regard to your own work ss
missionary P—Well, I may say with the other speakers,
e 80970,

used

tly in these riota; but I have greab yesson to
believe frem my own experience, having passed through’
one of the riots myself in Chung-king, that the nativea
hate gs who belong to Britain more because they kunow
of our connexion with the opium trade; and that is one
grest factor in the present hatred of the Chinege to,
p ‘and espeoially British subjects, . That hag
been ruy own experience. , I simply give it as evidence,;
648. Canyou cunnect that feeling of hostility mare
particularly towards the English with the memories of
the wars of the pastP—Memories of the wars of the
past, and more particularly the present condition of
China on account of the use of opium se extensively.
They credit us with that ; whether rightly or wrongly,
they do not know, miny of them, They hear it from
others, repest it, and pass it on from one to another;
and I would like to say in this connexion that, 8s &
missionary, I would make & distinction between the
reception we have as individoals and s nationslities.
I shounld suy that the Chinese hate us as & nation,
largely becanse of our connexion with the opium, bat'

] Wwe are d in many parts more
hoepitably. A‘f_t?r they get

to know us individually,
they dist jionary and his country..
Thet often takes years, in order that they may be .ab!
to learn that distinction. They look upon us when we
first arrive §n @ new town as foreigners; they find out
that they have to do with the foreign nation, and they
do not want ue there ; they hate us, and tryall can
to put vs out of the place; and when these kiots take
place I may say that the common people are very often:
not at- all anxious to take in them, they are
generally’ instigated, I think, by the .mandaring, the
the higher officials and the literati. . )
849. The riots P~ . The riota. In the riot I saw et
Ch'ung-king, I entirely believe thatthe people
were only too sorry that the missionaries were turned
out of the station. They were glad to have us thereg
and they had no reason to dislike: us. -Personally they
were our friends ; and i was the literati and the officials’
who ‘wished to see us out of the place. That wae
becanse they kuew least about ns. .

650. To sum up your evidence in one shortstatement;’
I may take it from you that you are here to-day to urge
that the Government of India should prohibit the
exportation of opium to China P-Qertainly. .

651. Nothing less than that would satisfy your view
as to what ought to be done P—No; I see no other wa;
out of the difficulty as regards China from a missi 8
point of view. : ’

662, (Sir J. Lyall) You say yon sce no other way
out of the difficulty as regards China from a mis-
aionm'y's‘ point of view P—None whatever, | ot

§53. I suppose you mean b{otha.t, that yon think the
mensure would diminish the hogtility of the Chinese to
the foreigner P~I think it would be & very great factar
toward that. I cannot see how it wonld be otherwise.
The Chinese would see then that we had some interest
in their welfare, and were willing to show it by doirg
sway with the revenue which we ﬁerive from it, a# they
know, in order to give them the opportunity of putting
down this terrible evil in their own country.

654. Do you think we should be really able. to
oonvinoce them of thas, or do you think that, the Chinese
mind and intellect being what it is, they would not find
some other und for & general hostility towards
fore o you think they wonld not find some
other explanation of our action P—That ¥ ¢annot say.
But it seems t0 me that the most ressonable way of
looking ab it would be that it wonld suggest iteelf to
their minds, knowing ns they do the agitation that
is going on just now in the country about it, they
would surely say that it wae an attempt, a4 any rate, to
show that we were desirons of their welfure.

655. (Mr. Mowbray.) 1s it the opium smokers who
show this hostility to yon on sccount of opium or the
von-opium smokers?—Both classes; but I'should say

perhape the opium smoker first. But I do not know -

that we can very well distingmish. AN clasres of the
poople seem to hate s, until they get to know us
mdividually, As @ nation they geem to hate us.

856, The opimm emoker loves the drug, but he nates
the person who brings the drog?—No; I shonid sey he
hates the drug ae well as the person who brings it; bas
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he has become addicted to it to such an extent that he
cannot give it up, He is in sach a position that he
hates the drug itself, althongh he is clinging to it.

657. He takes it against his own desire P.~He takes
it sgainst his own desire—bis own best inclinations, It
1 really 8 habit which he has himself got into, and one
which he would gladly break away from. I may say,
a8 an evidence of this, that we have constantly in our
Mission stations—daily, I might say—tens of men

ing to us, d of men ing to us, asking us
so give them something which will break off the opium
babit; some medicine to counteract it and free them
from it. In many stations we have opium refnges on
purpose for receiving these. .

658. I do not know whether you have given us what,
in your opinion, is the proportion in your own experi-
ence of smokers and non-smokers P—1t is very difficult
to give auy accurate figures in China, My own im-

pression of Gan-hwuy is, that about 60 per cent of the-

male sdult population in the city of Gan-king —~a
capital city—smoke opinm.

659. And you believe that, if the import of Indian
ogirnm was stopped, that that would really induce the
Chinese to put down the growth of their own poppy P—
That is my personal impression. -

660. That, is all I am ssking P—I mean to sa{) bg
that, that while there may be much to be said on bot
sides, yet it seems to me that such action on England's
part would give the opportunity for the Chinaman to
do as he often says he wants to do, to stop the opinm
habit altogether. ile is always saying that, end we can
only believe what they say until we see what they will
do. But I think that wonld be the best opportunity for
them to act.

861. (Sir J. Lyull.) You say that you oan only believe
what they say ; but how is it consistent with any real
detestation of the habit and condemnation of it, that as
one of the ions witnesses said, and es I have also
read elsew. , it i8 the common practice for Chinese
Soviety to offer every gnest who goes into the house &
pipe of opium P—That is becoming common ; but it has

not been very common in my part of Chins, Only three -

or four years ago, no Chinaman was considered a respec-
table member of society, that iz from their own stand-
point, if he was an opinm-smoker at all. It waa quite
8 disg if he wae puinted out as an opi ker.

6614. No gentleman would have liked it to be known
aven thongh™ he smoked it P—I cannot say that; in my
province I know that custom is greatly on the increase;
and, therefore, I consider that it is merely the continaal
use of the drug which is taking away the moral sense of
the people. hey know what is right if they are left
without the opinm, and when the opium becomes such
a babit, then it demoralizes them to snch an extent
that they do not look at it in the same light.

662. It is sgainst the Buddhist religion to smoke
opium P--1t is; and I would just like to make this

atatement before I retire, that my experience in all the -

provinces I have been in, is that none of the Chinese
native churches—~Christian churches—will admit to
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their membership anyone who tonches the opium in
any shape or form. Whether he grows it, eolls it, or

kes it, th ider it is & distinct barrier to mem.
bership in a Christian church-—-not the miasi i
but the natives.

663. Is not that among the Protestants P—I mean the
Protestants, yes,

664. But among the Roman Catholics it is not a bar,
is it ?--I have no personal experience of that matter,

665. T have read 80 in some books P—Perhaps some
of the other missionaries might touch upon that point.
I have not had experience enough to say.
I know that in all Protestant Christians it is so—native
Christians ; and that without any interference upon the
part of a missionary ; it is quite spontaneous.

666, (Sir W. Boberts.) Might there not be another
resgon why those conpected with opium, whether as
smokers or producers, should not be admitted to the
Christian charches; does not the very fact of this
refnsal—is it not intended to be a sort of comnter.
demonstratiop against the charge tbat is made that the
English brought the opium into the country P—No, I
do not see how it can be that, sir; becaunse in this way,
it is always the native Christisus themselves who have
the right of keeping back any one from the member-
ship of the church. 80 you see they are altogether
friendly to the Buropeans.

667. What I mean to gay is, wonld it not be sl-
most necessary for them to take that nthitude, other.
wise if opinm smokers were taken into the churches
they would say, * Oh; here you are; you encourage the
‘“ thing; it is Here in the ohurches; as well es by
“ introducing it " ¥—Of course il is esgential that they
shounld not allow a native to become s member of the
Christian church for that veason; and that is, of
couree, taking the highest gromund they can teke ; the
native Ohristisns would not conmeider 1t right for sny-
one to touch opium who professes to o Christisn;
it is altogether contrary to Christian principles becanse
it is 8o harmfal.

668. You seem to have travelled through the conntry
a great deal in the last aix or seven ycarsP—Seven
years,

669, Are you An. medicsl men P--Not & medical man,

670. Then you wounld not, perhaps, form any opinion
a8 to whether there was evidence of degeneracy of race
in Chins, in the community st large P—From my own

i , a8 non dical man, I shonld certainly
i8 & great deal of evidence. Wherever the
opinm is more grown and more used, there the people
are far worse physically.

671. 8o that you do not think China is umkening,
but gone to sleep; that is your impression P—Chinna is
certaiuly not awakening. China is becoming more and
more demorsliscd a8 the opinm habit increases, That
is my impression.

672. That is your strong impression P—That is my
strong impression.

exp
say there

The witness withdrew,

Rev. FrepERICK BROWY called in and examined.

673. (Chasrman,) You are s missionary of the Metho-
dist Episcopal Charch Mission, are you not P-—Yes.
674. How many years have you been s missionary in
CObina P—104 years. 4 . 7
675. In what distriots have you served P—In the pro-
vinces of Chih-lLi, end Shan-tung, coast provinces.
676. Will you tell us briefly what is your i

it has been my privilege to travel extenaively in the
two provinces 1 have named, and to go over the same
ground frequently ; and I have often been taunted snd
ashamed of my nationality, bringing the Gospel of
Jesus in onme hand, and in the other opium—my
nation was sending the opium into the provinces in
which Y travelled.” The moral effect of opium on our
native Christians (or the i 1 effect) is very marked.

88 to the effécta of opinm on the Chinese consumers,
whether you look at it from & moral standpoint or the
physical standpoint P—1 look at it from both stand-

inte as distinotly bad. The moral effect on the

eathen seems to be to rob them of all that little moral
sense they seem naturally to have; and it turns them
into thieves, liars, fornicators, and it seems to tarn
them into everything that is bad. I speak now espe-
cially of the heathen.

677. In what way bave yon found the alleged action
of the British Government, or the Governwent of
India, with the opium trade, to prejudicially affect your
work P—I find that I am frequently ashamed of my
natiouality ; during my 10} yeaps' residence in China

"We have distinctly cases in which we are grull{
puzzled —wae are obliged to excommaunicste several eac!
ear, possibly five or six. I returned to England in
ay, and in January one of our native ministers had
beea charged with opinm smoking. He had taken it
to relieve his pain, he had been sent to s most out-
of-the-way place, and withont being able to consult &
medical man in his illness, had been sdvised to take »
whiff of opiam. He bad done so, and ibly more
than once. The man b s smoker in his capacity sa
& Christisn minister, he was disqualified. He w‘d’ny,
while regretting it more than mrme else probably, is
not proaching the Gospel, bat feels himself morally
unfi$, and the Church feels bonnd to relieve him of his
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office. I give this as an instance of the way in which
we, aé Christian wissionaries, are affeoted “throngh the
opinm. If you would allow me to spesk of the physical
deterioration, 1 would tion that I have taken some

g;;inent part in famine relief work,and I would to

itinctly stato that-1 have notieed that the opium
smokers were the first men who seemed to fall under
the strain of scarcity of food. I would also state that
the mission with which I am conuected is possibly the
largbst educationsl mission in Chinn. We havecolleges
in four or five different cities, and we find that when the
son of an opium smoker enters the college, he is really
unfitted to compete with the sons of non-smoking men.
I may state thet the colleges are not strictly kept for
the sons of Christi there is admitt, by Plﬁl%; "
th? s thorongh ‘Western education. e
find thet we occasl y get opium smokers’ soms,
and they are unfit to endure the ordeal which is placed
upon them in that place, and frequently withdraw, I
would also state that T have resided olose to the Ex-
smination Halle in Pekin city, where each year there
are & large number of luates g2 in for the metro-

litan examination, and men are carried out from the

xamination Halls, during the fime of examination,
dead, aud invariably, when you ask who the man is,
the reply is, *“Oh, he i8 an opivm smoker.” No
mmoking ie allowed, I understand, in the E inati

.
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680. Would you say vaat. the foreign opinm: repre.

sents the half of the consumption P—I would certainly
88y 80, . .

681, Is there any other petition thab you would like

bring before us P—There is another petition here.

682, I that uumerously eigned P—This represents
about 800 Christians from the province of Chih-li; the
other is from the province of Shan-tung.

" 683. Would you read us thatP—It is signed by the
native ministers only :—* We the ministers and officers of

Methodist Missions sign our names to this petition the
begging that measures may be taken to stop the use
of opium, and save the Chinese from the ruin which
it ‘conges. From the entrance of Christianity into
our country many missionaries have heen putting
forth efforts for the elevation of our people, and we
native Christians are etriving to copy their example
and virtuous deeds. bAs to tol tedo nm}l vl:ino most‘of
our oom, tions have ado] ohibitory rules
after caﬁgf discussion. Elv)en n':!,n‘Chri:;’;u in

** many cases gladly yield o exhortation and follow the

same rule as the Christiana. But 88 to opiam smok-
ing it has prevailed for many years, the habit has
been formed, and although the craving iu less in
some cases than in others, yet the mischief wrought

“
«
"
o

Ball, and he dies under the strain.

In answer to the last question on the paper which I
bad placed in my hands, a8 to the effect it had apon
my work, I would put in three petitions. The native
Christians knew of my return to England, and a8 the
mission with which I am d is an Ameri
mission (thongh I am engaged to travel the distriet,

is and to check it is imposaible.” (Thisis a
literal traosiation of their petition.) * Time after
time has China’s Sovereign and high officers igsned

rohibitory proolamati The missi ies with'
the ministers and laity of Christian congregationa
have repentedl{l:xhoned the people on the subject
of opinm smoking. But opium traders have been

r eagerly coming srgugioing all the time, rendering it
and bave full charge of the work in the Shan-tung * most difficalt to ioate the evil by stopping the
provinoe) our members asked me to bring & petition ** gupply. The poppy has been grown in Chins in
to England, and try to stir up in the minds of the * limited quantities. But the bulk has been coming
English people s feeling on this matter, I represent ¢ from India without i isgion.” (This stet ¢
to-day an aggregate of over 1,000 native Christians, will be accounted for by the fact that they grow it in

and 1 have three petitions here, one repreaenﬁinﬁ 448
Christians of four different missions, two English and
two American, I have another representing 600
Chritiane in the Shan-tung district, who epon-
taneously got together and wrote a petition on satin to
she Quecn of England. It haa d impossible to
present it to the Queen. Ihaveshown it often. I have

lations of the petition, which, if thonght advisable,
I might read in your hearing.

878. Yes, we ghall be prepared t0 hear it P—This
Peﬁzion distinctly states:—* We the members of the
“ Obristian Church in Shan-tung see sil around us
* evidences of the destructiveness of this deadly drug,
** and desire to see the use of opium d in

“
)
“

“
“
[
«

limited quantities in this
Ohih-li).

* entrust it to his care in the ht;‘pe

ince, in the province of
* There i8 no evil from which our country
suffers that can be compared with this, It is ounr
humble opinion, which we state with all modesty,”
‘ that ha who confors a benefit should first cense to do
harm® and stop the inflow of evil. The source of
minchief should by all means be purified. We take
the opportunity of the return o England of Pastor
Brown to append our mames to this petition and
that measures may
be taken $o stop the export of opium from India to
China and secure the lasting benefit of our le,
whose gratitude will never cease. Here follow the
signaturea of the chief pastor snd 67 ministers and

“
* Ohina. Opium has long been the bane of our oonntr{e,

* through folly end. iguorance many of our peopl

* have been teken in the snare. X‘his in no light

“ calamity, opum slays the smoker, wastes wealth,
“ poatters mothers, renders wives homelesa, the nation
“ is impoverished, families are destroyed, and very
“ many lives asocrificed. - Happily for us the holy

lead January 1893.” The ministers and leaders

represent about 300 native Christians.

684. (Sir W. Roborts.) Have they memorialised their

own authorities in the same gense P—No, I am not
sware that they have.

685. That would not be n.a.fe for them, T su; p—It

might not be eafe for them. Moreover the high official

* religion of Jesus came to China, tanght by mission- Li Hung Chang, the Viceroy of Chib-li, L think has
** ariea who expounded to us the doctrines of truth, distinctly stated that he has not much sympathy with
* dispersed the cloud of delusion, and helped ue to the putting down of the growth of cpium in Ohina
“ ezcape from the of error, thus ib 18 that we  while the Indian opium is allowed fall sway. That is

“ have avoided the min of the opium smoker. We have
established an Anti-Opiam Association, and with one
accord we pray God, morning and evening, to_bri
about an end to thia calamity. We now with al
respeot pray the Sovereign of England with her
ini and magi ifally to pity Chins,
whose ignorant and foolish people have suffered the

distiotly understood by the in both p y
and oconrequently the Englishk Government get the
benefit (poesibly more than they deserve, but the fall

benefit,) of all that can be ssid sgainst opium.

686. (Sir J. Lyall.) In it » fact that the Chineso

Christians (converts, you know) are taken in suy sense

0 mmianhiod . nnder the pr of the E Governmenta to

‘¢ mischief wrought by opium. We also pray all ooy, “the missionaries belongP—That the native

i merchante and traders dealing in opium to 00880  (prigiang are taken under the protection of Euro-
from bringing it to our shorea in response to our pean Governments P .

** humble ,cry for our people, our homes, and vonntry,
« sud wa will ever remain your gratefol petitioners.
* This favour we natives of S’:inl beg at your hands.
* Bigned by native s of the M dist Epis-
** copal Mission, and eighty leaders of the Church in
* the Shav-tung District and representing neurly 600
** Christians, ?[‘rlnnhted by F. Brown.

678. The p seem W0

to gay that in some cases it is so.
not 8o, for the missionariea distinctly give the native
Christians and churches to understand that they will
not interfere in matters appertaining to the Govern-
ment—Government wes,r

yppu:tunitiea, but in most cases, I think, they do not

687. To which the missionaries bolong P—1I am sorry
other cages it is

aw cases. There are ample

it s in that pet
thut the grestevils of which t.her{‘spenk are due entirely
%o the importation of opiuve. They do not appear to
recognise the much r quantity of is that is supplicd
from local sources P—1 would ssy that in the provinces
of Shan.tung and Chib-li, so far as I am sble to
judge, the I roduction is limited compared with
other provinces. i&inmtheonut,mdt.hafonign
oplum is more accessible. ’

to acoonnt for any hostility on the

683. Sofar as it is the case, is it not alone sufficient
of the Chinese
snd perticularly the Chineso offi~ials, to

&
m)gnen P—To take the native Christians wader our
wing

68  Yes, the fact of the conversian of » wnn makes

him no longer fully the subject of the Chinese Govern-

G2
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wonld he very mach

posed by the heath then woald look on
such a man a8 half a European, but it is not 80 in most
onses. Wae distinctly give them 1o understand that we
do not interferc with their Governwent or their law
cages. A Chinamsn becoming a Ohbristian i3 still a
Chipaman.

INDIAN OPIUM COMMISSION 4

690. 1f he is baoked Yy a fareign Govornmount, as it
wore, if he hecomes a Christian, he is no longer fally »
Chinaman P—If he was backed by a foreign Govern-
ment he would not be & Chinaman’; hut it is not wo, we
do not interfere in their law cascs.

The witness withdrew,

Brigade-Surgeon R. Prvers, M.D., called in and examined :

691. (Chatrman.) Are you & membor of the medical
ptofession P—Yes, my Lord.

692. You were in the service of the Government of
India P~—Yes, Brigade Surgeon.

693, How long were you in IndiaP—I served for 30
years iu India.

694. What parts of Indis are you scqusinted with ?
—Orissa for eight years, two years in Central India,
and 20 years in the North-West Provinces.

695. What does your experience convey to you with

. xeference to the guestion which has been committed to

this Commission—what is your genersl impression with
regard to the opium habit, with regard to its effects.
Tfke, first of all, the physical condition of those who
sr¢ opinm eaters and

kers P—In this relution I would
note first of all the: medical

ect, and then the
religious aspech; the difficulty of the natives doing

.without it, and the possibility of the effect upon the

people of the withdrawsl of it. First of all, the medical
pepeat. As a medicine opium is invaluable when pre.
scribed medicinally. As a dietctic substance I consider
it is absolately unsuited for dietetic purposes. its
action on the digestion is such a8 to remove it entirely
from the category of dietetice. With reference to the
febrifuge properties, it is meroly febrifuge on the
principle that 1t is sndorific and sedative. It relieves
the system by the skin, and it gives rest and relief
from pain and suffering, apd thus admits of restful
sleep. at night, both as regards malarial rheumatism
and malarial dysentery.: With reference to its effects
npon the people themselves, I can only say, and say
it most thankfully, that as regards Indis, in the dis-
tricts that I bave seen, the effects of it are not visible to

.any extent whatever npon the agricultaral population.

The cases in which the effects of opinm are visible are
those, whe, by the babit, have drifted from higher
into lower positions, and have thus collected in large
cities, in what might be called the slums, as the drege
of the populace. I consider that India s yet ie pro-
t.ect,ed}ioy its very high moral tone of self-respect from
becoming victimised by opium. Habitual indulgence
in opium ‘is so absolutely contrary to any notion of
gelf-respect, that I cannot understacd any native—any
respectable native—ever giving way to it without feeling
that he has lost position, lost influence, and lost caste.

" 696. You were in the North-West Provinces, you
eny P—For 20 years, my Lord, o sanitary officer.

697. That would bring you in contact with the 8ikhs,
wonld it not 7~—To & certain extent, but not go much as
in the Puujab.

698, Had anything to do with any of the races
which consu{:: apx’:m in IndiaP—Yes, ae medical
officer in' charge of a native regimont on service—in
& very malarions district ; when their constant request
to-me was for quinine, I prescribed guinine ve

-largely, but never was once asked for opium ; thoug

I am .efraid my demands upon the Store Department
in Celcutta were so large with refercnce to quinine
that I was calied mpon for sn explanation for this
large expenditure, and the civil officer in charge of
the expedition stated that the large expenditure of
quinine was absolutely necessary to maintain the forec
in any efficiency for the hard, long marches in thesec
malatious districts. 1 copsider that opiam was
never suggested as a_febrifuge under any condition
whatever. Of course I presecnibed it as a medicine in
combination with others, but never used it as a febrifuge.

- 699, (8ir 7. all.) What country was that ex-

. pedition in P—1In the hills of Orissa, near Cuttack.

700. And whut were the troops P~~The Bengal Native
s—4the 53rd Native Lnfantry. N

701. What province did the sepoys come from P—
They came mostly from Oudh and the North-West
Provincen. That was in 1854 and 1855,

o »
_their evidence. | want nothing more to supply sli
ki 3 the

702. (Chairman.) From the ovidence that you have
already given. I suppose I may take it from yom that
{(m do not hold that opinm has had a wide effect in

ringing ebout & state of moral degradation in Indis f—
I consider that the population, as much, s preocti-
cally nntonched by the opium hahit, a8 we see it in the
villages and in the respectablc portion of it. Of course
I am not alluding to those who are drifting into the
lowest classes of the people, or who muy be found
oollected near coolie depbts, or men who, from & good
strong physique, have fallen under the influence of
opium, and thos have had to give up their reguisr work
s palanquin-hearers or as workmen. Because, if & man
nuce takes to opium, his time of immeanity under
the influence of opium is merely a question of the power
of digestion, if that is seriously interfered with, the
drug is too apt_to saupply the place of food, and while
o man lives under the stimulation of opium, thongh bo
ean ¢ on & very considerable amount of work, yot
he gets lower and 'lower under its stimalating inflnence
until the depression comos, when be feels that he prac-
tioally cannot live without it. 'Those peuple are not to
be met with in villages. There is no place in an Indian
village that I have ever seen for a drome. Unless he ia
» wealthy man he must be s worker, and if he censcs to
work he natarally drops ont of the village or the ngri-
cultural population, snd if he has taken nt sll to opium,
his position as & 1 table man is seriously compro-
mised ; while if he is engaged in business or trude, bis
habits of honesty, or probity, are compromised; for
when o man ie described 8s an opium eater or smoker,
it is tantamount to saying that he ie under infiuences
that make him hardly trustworthy,

703. What do you say with rcference to statements
which bave been made by very many to the effect that
the use of opium in yery limited quantities inevitably
tends to an 1ncresse in the use, snd ultimately to an
abuse, or rather an excessive use, of opium P—On the
principle, my Lord, that no etimulant of this character
can be taken without keeping up the quantity—it may
be increasing the quantity—becanse the stimalation
requires more and more of the substance to bring it ap
to a given beight, and unless it is up to that height,
the tendency is to take more to raisc it to it, until at
last too freyuently the very itself comes to be wo

T t, that it supplies the place of food, and really
can only describe it as the C};dnn.mnn does when he
says that a man lives on opium at first, but ultimately
opinm lives on him. It is sstonishing bow little & man
can eat and live npon when be is depeudent upon opinm.

704. (Mr. Pense.) You think it is more 8o with opinm
than with aleohol P—I think so, sir; thongh on many
points there is no comparicon between the two sub-
stences. When opium is taken, there is a mecessity
for the dose being graduslly increased, or completely
abandoned, half measares are of mo wse except under
restraint. If opium is taken a8 s goporitic, and the
person leads » listlees, idle life, he is bound to go on
inoreaging the dose to produce sleep, whercss, if he
lends an active life in the open air and has thus the
possibility of producing sleep, then under ordinsry
conditions, he may not require quite so mach.

705. (Chairman.) Have you anything clwe that you
would like to say in your cvidence in chief with refer-
ence to the morsl, or J)hysical. or religious aspecty of
the question —J would only say, with Tcferonce to the
moral agpect of it, that there is the evidence which bae
heen published with reference to an inquiry held in
Calcutta at the Calcutta Medical Booiety, in which s
number of native medicul gentl f position gave

that is necessary far the immorality connecied wi
emoking of opwm than is sapplied by this report of
the Caloutts Medigal Society. ‘L

708, Has that evidence heen published P—Yes, my
Lord, I hgvé a copy of it here.
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*' WO, "Will you_show it t0 ns P—~COertainly I can leave
thig with your Lordship. I have no evifence that I
eould wish to_give, with reference to the immorality of
the opium babit, of greater value than that document.
The recorded inspection of these opium dens illus-
trates the whole searet of the & 1 conditi

143

Were doing it for & gdod Tedtoni’ and 'with a good bhjebt
in view, and without s single word of complaint.
I kmow it was carried out in districté where, to give
an idea of the suspicions character of the people, when
1-was starting vaccination, they brought up girls to
be fed, b they belisved it wonld kiﬁhem,

cted with op: king. There is not a den,
for instance, visited by Dr. Crombie in which there
'was not one woman, and the whole point rests upon
that™ The presence of that woman was expressly for
sensual purposes, and the way in which this evidence
is given, a8 I wrote to Dr. bie, illogtrated the
sensual action of the drug by the woman who .was
Jpreeent in_ every ome of the opium dens that you
visited, and by the gtatement of some of the native
.medical men, who etated that none but the lowest
people,~those who are lost to moral considerations—
induige in smoking opinm in those dens, in short that
it was a sign of mo depravit{. As re%ards ita ‘being
taken in fever districts in small doses, congider that
‘sny one who habituully indulges in opium in smsll
' foges in fever districts, instead of its giving bim gome
. tection from the disease, absolutely produces a ten-
ency to fever. 1 ehould consider that if any mun went,
for instance, into & malarious district, snd took small
quantities of opium to snch &n extend as to interf

and their death wonld e at my door, but, when they
found it to be the:reverse, -they kept back the girls,

. Birigide-
- "Stirgeon R.
‘ Pringle, M.D.
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in the hope that they would die from small-pox and '

no further questions asked. This is a fact that I placed
upon record, and: it is i an official report. There is.
one other point: which I would like to say with refer-
ence to the great: question of withholding opiam from.
those whe have been:in the habit of taking it. X feel
that this is a far more eerious question than it is at firat
supposed to be or we are 6pt to view. it. Withholding
opum from an opi tor or en ‘opi ker 1is
& very, very serions step if the habit hay gone to-a
cortain extent. Unlike the alcoholie craving, %e. it it-a
craving of intense pain—-of intense agony-—and the
relief that is given has to be seen to be believed 'To
8ee & poor creature writhing in pain- and agony-—then
Jjost & few. whiffs of his opiam, or » small injectior of
morphin—to ses bim come ‘inte: the room again aeaf
really nothing bad happened to hire-—juet shows that

with the digestion, no matter how smwall these doses
were, it would render him liable to fever instead of
preventin it, becanse fever, in all ions districts,
i3 gen primarily connected with biliary derange-
ment, and the action of opium on ihe biliary secretion
is, na we know, very remarkable, and, unless care is
taken, the constipation that results from t.akm} opimm
is such as to produce very iderable bili ge-
ment, frequently ending in inflammation ef the liver,
ignd: abeoesses or dysentery. - Bus I coneider that the
tyyecpesity: of opium a8 8 medicine is so great that I
iwounld mot on any acedunt wish it to be understood
that I am saying a single word against what ia strictly
. medicinal in ite properties aud uses. [
' 708, Is there anything that yoa would like to say
1ts with reference to the attitude of the Gov t
Indis in relation % the opium trade P—My Lord, as a
Government servant, and one who served the late Honour=
able Bast India Company, I can only say that I consider
the ‘relation which the Government bears to this opium
trade is 80 entirely opposed to all that I have felt the
Covernment has done for that country, where its one
effort has been to materially improve it, and to raise
i, that I foel bound in justice, as I love the people and
*I love my country, to Lift my voice against it. I
“know the effect that it produces on the natives,
this opium and liquor fraffic. It hasled to the most
mistaken idensa regarding the  aim that we bave
in view with ref: to our p in lndia., It
is 8o apt to lead them to suppose that we are there
for little or no other pmﬁose than for making money,
. than which, nothing could aibly be further from
the real aim and object, I believe a8 & Government
pervant, of the Government in India as it etands at
present. I have known it and aeen it, and I consider
that there is no Government that the world has ever
known in which the handfal has raled the th d

to
of

the- eraving is & g that, in all efforts: to bio]
‘indulgence b opium, must not be lost sight-of. Indea
this 18 d absolutely with wef to Burmah,
where the' orders of the Government have been that
for those who cannot give up the habit entirely and
at ouce, if,” giving it up it wounld be dangerous to
their health, s register shomld be kept, snd that
they are allowed to have & certain amount of 6pium
given to them. Now that establishes in my opini
my Lord, the great point that there 'mnstie a very
serious mistake when “people suppese that the epium
can be writhdvawn eagily from those wholare' confirmed
opium-eaters or opium-smokers, in the -case of those
Wwho to & certain extent may be almost dependent npon
this' drug for their veryexistence. « This action of -the
opium is Beer in' & Femarkable manner among those
who are iil-fed, and live in malarions districts, where
it seems to hold diarrhwes and dysemtery ‘m oheck,
wnd when it is removed their conditions assert their
sway and the patient is rapidly easried off.: I would
ouly, with reference- to this point, allude to an- artiele
which nz}:eorad in the “Lancet* regarding the with-
drawal of opium,

709. Written by whom P—By. Dr, Mouat,

710. When did this article appear ?—It appeared, my
Lord, in the “ Lancet” of Apnl 30, 1892. g;xis is my
reply to the article in question, tsken from the
“Lancet” of September 10,1892. Dr. Monat's letter
was of such very great importunce, that & medical man,
whose letter I hold in my hand, points out that these state-
ments, viz., the ease and safety with which opinm’ean
be withteld fram prisoners, and the fact that no deaths
are due to the opium habit, must be met by facts, and
not be attacked by any vague statements, but by un-
questionable data. I therefore went and examined sll
Dr. Mouat's Jail Reports in the India Office here, and
have ex d portions of them, which are in that little

ju the way it hae. I know what the natives think
of ip themeelves; they have spoken very fully and
freely to me ss 8 medical man, and if this bing, and
¥ excess to which the Yiquor traffic is carried, wero
removed, I know of mo great State movement which
would show the peaple more powerfully or clearly that
she one desire of the Goverument is for their ultimate
good. I know thore are those who say ihas to interfere
with the habits of the natives as regards opinm would
‘o' moet dangerous ag regards the public safety. I cen
%nly say, in opposition to this. that I have seen perhaps
-the moet imquisitorial orders that ever were laid down
by ‘s Government. especinily with refcrence to'a
Government like that of lndis, in & etrange land, among

* pedple who have such remsrkmble noticns about the
: y of their houses (I allude to the orders with
‘reference to ferale infanticide carried ount without any
distorbanee in the Apra and Meerut Divigions for 0
‘yeare), ]| know the way that this order was carried
 ous, snd nothing bat the absolute assorence that the
Government really meant it for the of the people

* would ever have {emmeed euch an inquigitorial set to
e oarried out without the moet serious complications
from men who Terent any interference with their home
lifs, but who really feel in this case, that when the
Government entrosted into the hands'of undérpaid and
Tow ample thia very important duty with reference
to the bi of females 1n their houses the Government

pamphlet I place before your Lordship, My letter
produced the “ Bejoimder” from Dr. Mouat, but the
** Lancet” declined to publish my letter in reply,
dated October 18. 1892, a copy of which, in psmpﬁlef.
form, I beg to submit, as there is & puragraph in Dr.
‘Mouat's “ Rejoinder,” which was of importance, because
Dr. Mouat was under the imp: ion (entirely mistaken)
that my kpowledge of the effects of opium -on' the
prisoners wasdrawn from the jails of Outtack and Porece
m Orissa, whereas in veslity it is the -ontcome of the

whole of my knowledge of jail management, gathered
in ave fal inspection as the sanitary officer of
two of the lar; drvisions in the North-West Pro-

vinoes, when 1 the o] ity of inspecting the
jails and was in mediulimg bhamh?émt fxlm

ndie .mfy:elf. the Agra Central Prison, untit I took
the jail fever and bad to be relieved and another officer
sppointed in my place. I feel that it is mecessary
to etato this, so that the Commission may have the
entire eorre: on this most crucial gubjecs.
Further, I feel that atatements with reference to jails
in Indis, $o my knowiedge, require to be moet 11
" yeceived. whem ‘we consider, 88 Dr. Mouat himse
fully admite, the oh of bordinate native
officiala connected with the jails, and the tmdency to
. receive money from friands outride ¥ such that shose
, of ns whohave seen much of jail management are sadly
aware thas the - » pri ives in & juil

as
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depends & r;raat dea} mpon the wesalth of his relatives
outside. To ruch an extent was this carried out in n
model jal in the North-West Provinces,

711. I am afraid we must not go too much into that P
~—But it is with reference to the withholding of any
luxary.. For if we say that opium cannot be admitted
into & jail, I very mach fear that that must be most
carefully safeguarded, with reference to the very great
difficnity in carrying out thig order as Dr. Mouat
baa clearly shown in his own report. I will, how-

. ever, not allude to that further; and with reference

to what one rbads regarding the apparent harmless-
ness of opium smoking, snd some of the pictures
that are exhibited of opimm k in hesith and
strength, would only take the case of the lascars,
the native seamen, regarding whom I have here a
sketch. This, my Lord, is the sketch of the native
seamen, the laecars, taken from the ** Daily Graphic.”
Now, to look at these men one would suppose that
they were in excellent health, and that they were at
all events not victims to the opinm babit. I donotsay
that these men aro victims to the opium habit. On the
contrary, anyone who goes and sees the haunts of these
lascars knows st once thatin this country, when t
stop at a port, it is thev alone that they indulge in this
habit of opium smoking. But I fear there is little
doubt that many of them not only emoke it on ehore,
but eat it at sea. On one occagion & gentleman, whose
name I can give—for I hold his letter in my hand
~satated- that when he was in command of & vessel
sailing up the Red Sea, on one occasion when they
got on the rocks, it was found out that the lascars
were in such s state, under the influence of opium,
that it was fortunate that the rising tide took hia shi
off the rocks as he had very little to hope for from his
men. - As Jong as the optum habit is kept within
bounds, a8 I am thankful to say it is yet in India,~—
by outward respectability~-no man being willing to be
caught under the infl of it, or suddenly to be
called ap fo do an{thing, and to feel that he is not
ready to do it, the habit cannot be said to be visibly
deleterious. But, it is to that fear, and, above all, the
great gelf-respect which Iam bound to say still remains in
die, as far a8 my experience goes, both among the
agricultural and the upper classes, that the freedom
from this habit is to be traced. I mn aware there are
difficulties a8 regards Rajputana, but not having served
there I will only of what I really know in
reference to this. rﬁ:zaanl instance in which I can
remember of any natives, of the better class connected
with agrionlture, being addicted to opinm, was in two
districts in the Meerut Divigion, and I found this oat
by their being in their villages at s time of the day
when men shonld be out busily at their work, and these
men were indulging in opinm. The way the uatives
allnded to it o me was (in an andertone), when they said
“Iam afraid they sre indulging in opium.,” Now, if
there is any other point upon which I can give the
Commission any further information, I am ready to do
80, a8 my one object—and I would wish, my Lord,
it to be stated—as & Government officer, in taking
the part that I now am taking, and have done, is that
I plead for India. It is possible to etop and to redace
the temptation to indulge in opium now, as I know it
was to indulge in drink, if the facilities for taking it are
removed. .

712. Your statement so far bas carried us to this—
that the opium habit is not by any mesns universally,
or I will even say generally, prevslent in Indis P—
Certainly not.

713. But where that opium habit has taken possession
of an individual it generally goes beyond the moderate
use and with very injurious and fatal consequences.
You have given & general statement to the effoct that
you feel regrel that the opium trade has received a
certain amonny of conntenance from the Government of
Indis. The point I should like to interrogate yon upon
would be with reference 4o any proposals that you have

INDIAN OPIUM COMMISSION ;

it is done with due consideratien for thoss who may
have come under the influence of the drug, and are
really ite viotims, this is quite possible ; for the reet, na
far 88 my experience I have secn very very fow
natives from whom the drag could not be withheld with
perfect safety. 'That is to say, shey are not such victima
to it 88 to make them liable to risk their lives by
this withdrawsl. Of conrse I am only slluding to
those whom one meets with in ordinary society, snd
certainly not those who buve drifted into the dregs of
society through inshility to work,

715. (gw I;T Lyall) T did not quite understand what
you said about stopping opium in jsils—preventing

ople who sre addioted to opium from usiug it in jails.

a8 it your custom when you were in charge of o jail
to stop it altogether P—With reference to that, as the
question has been put, I would say that Dr. Mouat—

718. I ask your practice, air P—Dr. Moust—

717. I do not ask anything about Dr. Mouat. I ask,
plesse, what wae your practice when you had charge of
o jail P—I was in charge of & jail, snd my practice was to
act up to the orders I received from my superior officer
—Dr. Mounat—and I certainly withheld opium from
every caee, taking care that there were no serions risks
incurred. I did that in the first years of my service in
India, but I lived long enough in India to know that
while I might withhold it, I wonld be very sorry to
draw any conclusion upon the supposition that no
opinm finds it way into the jail, sud that I waa draw.
ing conclusions upon absolute fact instead of knowing
that it was possible that the wealthy could obtain opium
if they were prepared to pay for it.

718. But I beliove the g 1 p is to dole it
out in very small qlunntlties to confirmed opiom-
gmokers, and not to allow it at all to other people in
jails P—Certainly, if there is any risk to life, opium is
given to those cases alone.

719. As a rule, do you not think there would be any
risk to life; it must be only in a case of Very excessive
use of opinm, where & man hes lost his sppetite for
everything else; it weuld be only in a case of that
kind, I fancy, that there wounld be absolute risk to life.
There would be t suffering, but there would not be
risk to life, I thinkP--Well, I msy say that in this
paper (my letter in the ** Lancet,” of September 10th,
1892), you will see quotations from Government reports
in which the following occurs:—Seebsaugur, Asssm,
1862, “ The sickness and mortality had iocreased
* dering the year. Nearly all the deaths were from
“ dysenttzz in wors out opinm-eaters.” The whole of
these details are carefully given here.”

720. That is not exactly an snswer to my question.
My question was, i it noi the general ides smong the
medical profession in Indis, who have to deal with it as
officers in charge of jails, that yon can atop the use of
opium without danger to life except in ocases of very
:ﬁfmvnmd opium-eating, where a man comes into the
jail already in a vary low condition from the opinm-
eating habit P—Certainly.

721. In other cases you could stop it P—Certainly, in
other cases you could stop it ; but of conrse everything
will depend u the state of the man’s homlth st the
time. If he has @ tendency to dysentery or disrrhose,
o stop the opium would simply be to expedite the fatal
termination.

722. You have gaid that in your opinion opium-eating
was i istens with self-respect among all Indians;
did you say as much as that P~—Yes.

723. How do yon make that agree w.th the extensive
valence of the opi ting habit got all
jputs in BRajputana P—I make it agree in this way—

that I can remember when it was a sign of the greatess
disreputebility for anyone to drink epirite, but it has
got to _be 80 common lately that it bas ceased to be dis-

to make of a practical nature, with refe W a
change in the mede of dealing with the opiam trade on
the part of the Government of India. Have you any-
thing to suggest on that point P—I could suggest that
the opium be used and cultivated, and its cultivation
alone permitted for medicinal purposes, as can be done
under the eupervision of Government, in much the
same way that other drugs are cultivated at the Sabar-
snpar Botanical Gardens, for medicinal purposes also.
714 Do you consider that snch 8 regulstion as you
would be favourably received ‘by the people of
dis I have no hesitation in saying, that as long as

patabl bysoman] taking it now, and so opium-eeti
hag almost 8 species of p bili nmo:ﬁ
the Rajputa. ‘The diffienity, 1 think, is this, that se
take it, it is difficuit for anyone to stend out alone ; but
it must be r hered that it is sgainat their religi
and it is the religion of any Moh dan o
take any opiom or aleohol, or ani‘vlinq which intoxi-
cates; and it is equally i is religion, to take
little or much, a8 it is $o take any at all.

724. Ie it not the case that thoogh they may thiok

i in extent, i i with

opium eating, t0 & y
1f they ider spirit drinking much more

pect,
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i istent with self-respect P—On the principle that
one shows disreputability outeide and she other can be
kept quietly in the honse. '

725. You talked sbout our Government encouraging
opium and liquor, and of the fact beinins publie
reproach to us in Indis: Do yon happen to know what
the price® of opium and liquor were when you first
landed in India, and what the difference was when youn
}lesfa: Jou landed in India how many years agof—

726. Have you any ides what the difference in price
isf—I am afraid 1 could not answer that; but I think
1 could answen the question by telling you how the
liquor-shops were placed when I wentto India, and how
they were placed when I left India. )

727. That is another thing; for instance, I csn
remember 8 time when any of India (the India
that I knew) spirits were to got &b abont an anna
and e half & bottle. For many years past you cannot
get it for lens than about 12 annas or one rupes P—1It is
less than that in the North-West Provinoea,

728. But hos not the tendency been always to increase
the price, both of opinm and of spirits since you have
been in the country?—Certainly; and that haa led
to the addition of drugs to produce intoxication, which
is the sole object that any native has for taking liqnor
at all, for ns for taking it in the light of anyone taking
liquor in this country, there is no such babit in India
atall, A man only drink to be drunken ; and he
will bargain to be made drunk, 2and & careful addition
of ganja will expedite this, The man haa paid for the
drunkenness to be produced, and ihis is done by pre.
vionsly adding ganja to the liquor presented for sale.

729. Is not that an argument that if yon stop one
door there you must stop all; that is if you lmfped
opium, for instance, you mast stop spirits too f~—1I am
yery glad to say that I believe that entirely, and have
done my best to carry it ous; and L reporteitha.u liquor
shope were put s.lnngside the wells on the roadside,
and I sm glad to say it has been put s stop to. Liquor
shops were pat alongside the factories, and that
salso has been put & stop to. I do not suppose that
any logislation will ever make s man give.it mp; but
what I am anxious to see is that we will not do anything
to tempt them to take it, and it woald be the same with
the opium. If a man can buy opinm much as he would
mzobherv table produced pting the license
und quantity, he naturally conolndes that the Govern-
ment does not view it in the same light as they do it
here, and the{ know now perfectly well, and many of
them say, * Oh! it is a poison in England, and it is not
*“ a poison here” They see the distinction. Every
person cannot get opinm here; to say that it is to be
got quite easily is & mistake, I know of a case the
other. doy in whioch a girl took spirits of salt for
suicidal purposes; but she had applied first at &

to buy isadannm, and it would

ohemist’s with mone
not be soid to her. That I know for a fuct.

730. On the other hand, ordiparily 8peaking, there is
nothing to prevent anybody getting laudanum or opium
at o droggist's, if he wanta to get it, unless thero is
some suspicion that he is going to use it to poison him-
self with itP—They must be known—every druggiet
knows, and they can tell, for they know who are in the
habit of taking it. I wae in the Fens making
inquiry regarding it, I found out it goes into the dis-
‘triots 1n carriers caxts. Also that though the malaria
hea nearly coased, the opium habit is far from un-
common. And with reference to that point, my Lord,
I would wish to eay thut Orissa in & very remarkable
illustration of the effects of famine in the distriot. I
can remember Orissa in 1854 and the eight years after
that, and I must say that I was under the impression that
they were then pot under the influence of opinm at all ;
from what I have heard lately. At the meeting at the
Bociety of sArtat.i ilt. was stated that wll:en the f‘hﬂg::
was present, indalgence in opium took great strides.
That, I oan quite gxa:darsmnd,p was due to the desire of
the natives to take the drug to allay the pangs of bunger.
‘With ref to any di a8 Tegards reces, X may
say that during the whole of my service in India I bave
seen no difference a8 regards the effect of opium upon
one race as differing from another. The whale ditference
really lies in the fucilities that a person has for indul-
genos in the opium, and the opporiunities of leisare If

e is hard at from morning till night, he knows
rfectly well that to indulge in opium is to risk that
labour, and that therefore has kept him clear, and I
have little doubs that the difference in the sction of the
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opium in Burma differing from Orissa ia’really due to
some cansge like that—not that thers is anything in the
Burman that would make him different physically. I amx
not prepared to say morally—but the question ig the
opportunity and the leisure that ia available to indulge
in that which is a stimulant, becanse where I have seen
those indulging in it, it was a habit of idleness, and the
hard-working ryot of the North-Western Provinces has
no time for idleness. He has to work hard, and he is,
therefore, perfectly free from it.

-731. Yot said you were two years in Central India, I
think ?—In Gwalior, yes.

732. That is not & large opinm-using district P—Not
88 L saw it in & large military cantonment.

" 783. (Mr. Peass.) Do you say that there is nq drag
or medicine that can be given to these confirmed opium
amokers which will cure them of the habit, that when
they are firmed opinm it is Y te
continue to give them s certain amount of it to preserve
their lives P—X am afraid it is absolutely necessary in
cages in which there is & susceptibility to diarrhea or
dysentery, which is only kept in check by the action of
opium. .

734, You have had some experience of the effecta of
opium I believe among the seldiers—would you give us

e benefit of that experiencg?—No, I have not among
the European soldiers. |

735. Among the S8ikh and Rajput soldiers P—Among

them the only effeot that,I heve seen, is that a
man i8 very carefally watohed by his comrades and
bi his superior native officers to know if he is ome
who indulges in opium, becsuse it is possible that in
times of trust, and in times of responsibility he may,
practically unintentionslly, from the craving coming on,

lace himself in a position in which his want of vigi-
ﬂmce may be of serions consequence.” Any man, or nn{
regiment of men, (with reference to the question whiol
has been put to me) who are dependent upon opium
for sustaining their physiq:e. are, in my opinion, my

Lord, abgolutely ueeless in the case of a great struggle.

786. (Sir J. Lyall) You have not served, I think,
with a Sikh regiment P~-I have not served with a Sikh
regiment. . !

737. And in the regiment you did serve with I think
the men did not belong to a race which was in the habit
of taking opium P—Opium was grown in thoee districts.

'788. But it appears very few of them took opium P—
40 or 80 years ago in India opium was grown up in
the norﬁ{n-west, and many of these Bepoys were re-
oruited in the north-west ; and the experience of sll
who bave served in districts where the opium is
grown i8 that where opium is grown the tendency is
to use it, and that is one of the reasons why the natives
refuse to acoepb the money advanced, which is after qll
the point with regard to the cultivation of opium in

Indis. Take away the money advances, and my experi-
ence in the North.West Provinoes is that the native will
not cultivate the popva; it is too risky for the morality
of hie houschold, and it subjeots him to the opium
poppy search, whioh is & very powerful organ of oppres-
sion in the hands of under-paid officials. -

739. No doubt money is an ind t $0
most of these cultivators; if they do not get an advance
from Government, they get an sdvance from & native
merchant, do they not I am sorry to say that nearly
the whole of the cultivation of the Agras and Meerut
Divisions is on advances. But then when the lender
advances he takes it in kind, and is paid back from the
orop; the natives, in their advances for poppy caltiva-
tion, receive not only large, but favourable advances. It
m{be under such favourable circumstances, that it is
prol

hahle it is ge money-lender who m)mpelan the ryot,
in his state impeounioaity, to_sccept this mone;
advanoe to 'pa.X off hia debts. %nﬁ I know that in thre{
distriots, the Agra, the Muitrs, and the Aligarh districte,
the ocultivators reeolutely refused all advancea to
cultivate poppy ; and yet thess were the three distriets
decimated to my knowledge (for I was in the dietricts
more than once) with a fatal type of fever. 8o decimated
were these districte that the popmistion fell very con-
siderably in the 10 years from this ial fever
due to the irrigation; snd yet if there was anything
that would lead a native to take opium as & febrifuge,
these men had every excuse for oultivating the poppy
far the sake of keeping back s little for their own use
a8 & protection agamnst fever. -

740, (Mr. Mowbrey.) When you p to prohibit
the growth of qpium exceps for mm'cinnl purposes,

G4
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do you regard it a8 a medicinal purpose to supply it in
smn’ll quantities to those who have previously used it,
and who oenld not do without it P—Only. to prevent &
fatal isswe.: I.should only be justified in giving opium
to prevent what I felt must be & fatal issue if the drug
‘wae entirely withdrawn. . .

741. You do not'think that anything of the Burmese
system of having a register of those who have been in
the habit of using opium shonld be introduced P—That
may be necessary. Butin the districts in which I have
served L am glad to say that ib certainly is not at ell

' necessary, a8 far a8 my and exp
g ., . L.
742. (Sir W, Boberts.) I gathered from you that yon

Rev, W. S.
Swanson,

lopked upon the habitnal use of opium very much
a8 we look upoq an habitual drunkard P—I am afraid
T must have been misanderstood, for I see no point of
aorparison as regards India, except that indulgence in
both is considered » disreputable habit.
743, Well, in ‘that respect, as we regard a drunkard
bere as being a disgrace, there is no opium smoker who
is not & disgrace in India f—No.
744. That is your impression? —Yes; that is my
745, 'Sothat the habitual fise of opium in India is not

at all like our habitgal use of alcoholic beverages P—
Am T to understand, sir, * habitual,” without excess of
indulgence P . ‘

748, YeosP—Thert ig no uch ‘thing as habitual in-
dulgence in ‘alcohol in''Fndia, and anyone taking
habitually to opium does it with the knowledge that he
is jeopardiging his position for respectability unless he
is willing to be classed among people’ who have very
little respectability to lose.

747. There is arotber point abont the inferioritykof,
ANl

| QOMMISBION :

suggestion on your part that quinine might be supplied
to these malarial distriots by the Gt?vl:rnmonpapm
diminish in that way their reliance upon opiam f~-I am
very glad, sir, you have alluded to that, because that is
exactly the point on which I feel that the metion of the
Government deserves the grestest eredit with reference
to the outbreak of malarin over the portions of the North.
‘West Provinces, when Sir John Strachey was Governor.
It was my privilege to distribute large quantitios of
ﬁrepnmt.ions of cinchona gratuitously, and 1 have no

esitation in saying the oredit and the benefit conferred
by that was such as reslly to puat any substance like
opinm being given & a sabstitmte perfectly out of the
question. -

Mo

748. That was during an epidemic P—Duri av
fatal epidemic of malarial fever more than tmlc:.8 “

749, But where there is no special epidemic in thess
melarial districts is it possible that a supply of quinine
could be placed at the disposal of the population P—]1
think, sir, it is not only possibie, but perfectly practic.
able, with quinine at its present price. I{ is now
reduced to nearly s rapee an ounce, and when I wont to
India it was sixteen. ' )

750. (8ir J. Iyail.) Quinine hus lately been given in
the Punjab; we bave provided large quantities of

inine in certain malarial districts P—And given at

o very cheapest Tates so a8 to encoursge its being
taken. If that were dome, I think it would remaove
opium abeolutely out of any possible category, either as
a febrifuge or as a prophylactio ; and there i# room for
» largely increased cultivation of cinchons, as Lam told
that in Oeylon it does not psy almost to cultivate
cinchona, and if it does not pay to cultivate cinchons
there, it wonld certainly pay the Government with ro-
ference to these malarial g;cts where quinine is such a
marvellousnsgeciﬁc for fover, and the natives have such

opinm a8 a febrifuge or prophylactic. Is it a p

i .
1

COhina in connexion with Presbyterian missions, and
yon were edncated at a Scotch university, I believe ?
—The University of Bdinburgh. :

752. You have probably heard some of the previous
witnesses f—1I have.

753. Therefore you know the nature of the statements
to us, and it is not necessary to repeat in full what has
already been said. The grest point is, that you with .
your authority, and with your experience, are here to
eonfirm, in so far as you feel justified in doing so, what
bas already been stated ; and of course if there are any
new points you will add them. How long were you in
China F~—~Oyer 20 years.

+-754. And in what parte of Chins P—In the southern
paxt of the province of Fub-kien.

755. Is that & province in which opinm was grown
in eny quantities P—For 20 years of my lifo there, I
never 8aw & poppy grown in the whole distriet. I
used to go some 70 or 80 miles to the north of the city
of, Amoy,nnd |50 miles to the west, and aboat 60 or 70
miles to the sonth, and in the last year of oy residence
there I did see poppies grown.

" 786. When did yon leave Chira P—In 1881."

757. Well, do you confirm what you heard said by
the several witnesses with reference to the physical, morsl,
?nﬁ socinl effects of the opium habit?—I do most

ally. .

758. And what are the opinione of the people in
China themselves on the opinm babit P—I have mixed
with .all classes of the people, my Lord, and I have
wever found a single Chinaman or a Chinese womsan
that did not say thet opium was evil, and only evil,
snd that i i1 hl inted

751. (Ohairman.) I understand that you have been in /‘{

perfect inite

The witness withdrew.

Rev. W. 5. Swansos, D.D., oalled and examined.

children ; and I have again and sgain, heard mothers
say that when one of their sons beginsto smoke opium,
go far as they were concerned, he was dead to them. I
have never heard any but one opinion; butI aw bound
to say this, that go far as my own Government is con-
cerned, it has done nothing in China except what was a
blessing to it, except in this one particular, sod I am
perfectly certain that, if this blot were taken away
from s, we would have the Chinese people with &
friendly feeling to Great Britain that that people possess
to no other European country.

759, What ection would you desire that the Indian
Government would take with reference to the vpinm
trade P—The entire suppression of the export of opinm
to China.

760. If that recommendation of yours could by possi-
bility be "adopted, what effect do yom think it would
have upon the attitude of the Chinese Government P—
So far as the Chinese Government now is concerned,
I should not like to say very much; but if you hed
asked me 20 years ago, 1 would have gaid without
fail that the Chinese Government would have takenm
steps to put an end Yo the trade in their own country.
1 tfmk even yet it iz worth the trial; and it would
‘do two things, it would set us right—the British
Government—in the eyes of the Chinese p:;ple, and,
in the second place, I think that the moral effect of j
ould be such aa to force the Chinese Government
take some steps to protect their own peopls, because
they know perfectly well, that so far as there is any
public opinion in Chins, it is entirely and totally against
the use of opium, and that those who are strongest
in this opinion are victims of the babit. *

,\ 761. Have you resson to spprehend that ay the pre-
sent time there is greai; laxity on the part, of the

. I am th ghly

avith the langnage ofy the people end have made myself

juainted with the itions of their family and of
their eocial life, and we often get the opinion of the
people of China in & rhythmical couplet or triplet, and
anere is one rhythmical oonplet thas fmy quote: “ The
‘ man who smokes opi mbeii.:abylemnghisbed-
* utead; he ends by selling bis rice - bowl, and his
** chop-sticks, and then the two legs of him ruu away
* with one ab h.'!, Bet these every-
thing that & men hes goes—house, lands, wives,

Chinese G t and their officials in regard to
the enforcement of rules and regulations Hmiting or
prohibiting the use of opium P—1I really conld not say
anything very definitely upon that point, but I can say
definitely npon another point which bears upon it, that
those officials say : * What is the use of us doing any-
* thing ; what is the use of us doing anything here so

* a8 we are compelled g: Teceive this large import

‘¢ opium from IndiaP Stop that, and then we will &
“ something ; but what is the nse of us doing suything
* g0 long as that is preased upon uap” R
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782. They are no longer entitled to eay that they are
compelled to receive the opium P—I do ndt consider,
my Lord, that they are free in any way. If the pro-
visions of the Che-foo Convention are not carried out,
then we fall back upon the old tresty. That ie the
position go far ss I cen apprehend i

763. You are awere that Sir James K\ has

773. (Sir J. Lyall.) Among women and children P—
I bave not seen children smoking, and I have very
seldom eeen women smoking tobacco.

774 (Mr. Pease.) Would opinm smokers smoke
tobacoo P— Yes, they do.

775. (Choirman.) Hes any estimate been formed of

disavowed, on the pert of the Government, any intens
tion t use pressure on the part of the British Govern-
ment to impose the consumption of opiam upon the
Chinese P~ Pressure” ig a word with a vory wide
menning. There are several kinds of pressure. Ido
not believe that there might be military pressure, but
there is another kind of pressure.

764. You know what the state of publiz opinion in
this country is on the subject, do you not P—ILdo know ;
bat I do not think that 1t is thoroughly awakened on
the sabject.

765, ({Mr. Peass.)' Have you ever heard the Chinese
defend the practiceP—I have never heard a single
Chinaman, so far as Chinese Christians or heathens are
concerned, defend the practice. Every single one of
them condemns it; and 1 may mention for the infor-
mation of the Commission, that about 12 montha ago
the Pope sent out & rescript to the Catholic Missionaries
enjoining them to condone in no wise the participation
of their Chinese converts in the opium habit.

768, (Sir J. Lyall.) How do you explain this growin,
prevalence of the habit accompanied by a general
eondemnution and detestation of it —To the weakness
of human nature--that i8 the way in which I explain
it.

767, Is Chinese humun nature especially weak P—It ig
epeoially weak on the point of opinm.

768. In your experience of China, did you see any
wpirit drinking—dram drinking P—I have known of
spirit drinking; but the Chinaman never goes to the
street when be drinks spirits ; he does it inside his own
home, and it i8 B very rare thing to see & drunken
Chinaman in the etreets of a Chinese city. I am
acquainted with three large cities, one thai had
503,000 people in it before the rchels visited it; my
' own city, the city of Amoy with 250,000; and the city
of Ohin-chew with 300,000. I am thoroughly acquainted
with them, and I have very seldom seen in them a
drunken Chinaman. [ know perfectly well that there
was & greas deal of drinking of the Chinese raw apirid;
but it was always done in the privacy of their own
homes, No one in China would compare the two for a
moment ; the tyranny of the ome habit ie entirely
ditferent from the tyranny of the other.

769, The Chinese raw spirit is, I think, & mild spirit,
is it mot P—No; it is the very opposite; it is B very
coarse ardent apirit.

770, It is made from rice, is it not P—It is made from
swoet potatoes to o large extent i our part of the
country.

771. (Sir W. Roberts.) Are there tobacoo emokers in
Chips P—The Chinese are almost all tobacco smokera,

772. The tobacco-smoking babit is general in China P
-~Oh| I would go beyond that—universal I would
say.

the ber of Chinese converts to Christianity P—In
my own mission, whick has been one of the most
successfnl in China, we have albout 4,000 persons in the
full commanion of our charch.

776. Do you know what the ﬁgures are with regard
to the other missions P—I should say somewhere about

50,000. .
777. The total for the whole of ChinaP—I should
think so. I mean the Protestants.

778. And the Roman Catholics P—I cannot form an:
estimate of them. . The Roman Catholic Mission wit]
us is almoub & purely traditional one. It is not aggres-
sive; it bas smply 4 ded from previ g
tions. I have never met with a Roman Catholic priest
that preached in the streots of any Chinese city. I
have been acquainted with some of them, aud have
omne or two of them amongst my own pereonal friends.

779. (8ir W Roberts.) Are the converts drawn from
one class of society, or pretty evenly P—The converts in
every oase are drawn principally from the agricultaral
and the artizan clagses.

780. The artizan closses P—The artizan classes, yes.

781. Do many of the Literati come within the influence

of the missionaries P—A very few indeed. We would

never have any treuble with the Chinese people, but
for the literati and the mandarins. An ignorant people,
they are hounded on by vile stories about unr making
babies” eyes into opinm, and by other stories of that
kind ; but as far as the people themselves are concerned,
I have moved np and down amongst them for 21 years
and never was more kindly trenteﬂn my own country
than I was treated in China.

782. But there are, I presume, some of the merchantas,
and of the higher shopkeeping class P—Not many with
us. Our mission is almost entirely posed of the
agricultural classes.

783. And artizans P-~And artizans, but more of the
former.

784, (8ir J. Lyall) The pessantry P—They are all
proprietors, the peasanta there, of their own fields.

785. My, Mowbray.) Is that so all over ChinaP—I
ouly 8peak of my own part of China. I would not dare
to speak of any other part of China.

786. I mean the 4,000?--That is within the ares
which I have already indicated. :

787. Exactly; it does not represent all your com-
munion all over China in poins of numbers ?-—We have,
fortunately, confined ourselves to one part of China.

788. Well, then, it does practically represent your
total strength P—Practically it represents the member-
ship in connexion with the Presbyteriun Mission of the
Church of England.

789, (Mr. Pease.) There is a considerable number of
adherents, I suppose —Oh, twice as many, if not three
times as many, and we have about three thomsand at
leaat of baptised children.

‘The witness withdrew.

Mr. D. Maragsox, called in and examined.

790. (Chairman.) Weo know your name well in con-
nexion with Chinese commerce. You have been con-
nected with & Chinese house of business, have you not?
—Yes, 1 have. I went out to China in the year 1837,
after a l(;repamtor_v waining in business, with the in-
tention of entering the oftice of Jardine, Matheson, and
Co,, and with the probability in due time of being pro-
moted if T waa it for it. The busineas then was oarried
on in Canton. A general business was carried on by
the firm of Jurdine, Matheson, and Cv. They acted ag
commission agents in goods from all parts of the world,
and besides that. they bad a large busimess in the con-
traband opiam trade. Being contraband, it was out-
side the Port of Cauton. There was a roceiving ship
ot the mouth of the Cunton river which received the
cargoes of opinm from lndis. and then from the receiv-
ing #hip the clippers carried cargovs 40 stations at
ditferent parts along the Chins coust.

e 8oyTe

791. It was o smugglirg trade; as described by you
it was more or less 8 smuggling trade, the trade that
the house eonducted in opium P—It was, in a sense.
I was going to explain, because I wish fo do all eredit
to those who were then in buginess there. The opium
was taken by the clippers to the different stations, and
vhen at those stations the Chinese opium dealers came
out and purchased the opiam and paid silver for it as
the most convenient medium. Xt will be seen, from
what I have said, how easily the charge of smuggling
wos evaded by transferring it to the shoulders o% the
Chinese opium dealera,

792. They did the act of emuggling? — Yes, it
reminds me of Zsop's fable about the boys and the
froge. The boys were amusing themselves by throwing
stones at the frogs in a pond until a number of them
were killed. At last & frog came to the top and said,

H
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“Stop your cruel eport, for what is play %o you is
denth to us.” And so in the ssme wny what enrichad
the British merchants and the East India Company
was death to the Chinese. This is merely an ilius-
ration of what was really the fact; it was smuggling,
undoubtedly.

793. What is your opinion as to the effect of the
opium habit mpon the Chinese people P-—I1 have no
come to testify 80 much about that; but rather abou
the way in which the Government acted in the matter.

794. In the early stages P—Yos.

795. Of course it is of the pass, but we womld be
glad to henr & brief statement from you about the
circumstances conuected with the seizure of the opinm
in 1839 P—TI will be quite brief, my Lord. The Emperor
Tacu.Kwang in the year 1839 became very uncasy
about the spread of the opium traffic. I believe one
of his gons had died of opium-smoking; but I am
not quite sure if that is the- cnse. The eonsequence
wns that edicts were issued all over the country that
it sbould be put & stop to. As this failed, he took the
course of sending Commissioner Lin to strike at the
root of the evil, by imprisoning the merchants in
Cunton, and by compelling them to deliver up sll the
opium that was on the coast. Imay say also that at
the same time there was an order that all Chinese
opium smokers should be punished by death, and I,
myself, saw & Chinese opium smoker hanging on &
cross in the agonies of death, vnly a little distance
from the factories, We were imprisoned in the
factories for a short time, wnntil the whole uf that
opium was given up—all that was on the coast; snd I
was one of 18 who were specially marked out ae bein,
connected with the opium trade, but we were allowe
to go on coundition that we shounld never return to
Canton again.

796. Have you bnything further to say about the
early history of the questionP—Soon slterwards, in
1841, Hong Kong was occupied, and all the mer-
chants, foreign and British, went to Hong Kong, and
that became the depdt for opium, and the place from
which the clippers were despatched to the coast—just
as before, to the ditfevent stations on the coast.

797. From your experience at Canton and from your
experience at Hong Kong, have you any recoilection of
any particular incidents that inlaenced the view that

a took upon the opium question P—At that time
{ohnd not formed any opinion a8 to the character of the
traffio. I tried to do my duty to the. partners, and I
did not think more aboutit. But in due time I was
nade a partner in Hong Kong, and then 1 feli a
responsibility which brought questionings, and oon-
viclions upon my i tha pelled me to say
that I could not continue in this traffic.

Oune of the First INCIDENTS was as follows:—I went
in s clipper to visit Fuh-chow, one-of the stations,
and 1 was very much struck with this fact, that here
were two opium-receiving ships selling opium to the
people of Fuh-chow, and on the other hand there wae
_the mission ion and several missi ies working
away trying to bring the same people to the knowledge
of the truth. On going ashore, I was struck with the
wretchedness of the people from opinm-smoking, and
with the twn opposing forces—the opium trade on the
one side, and the missions on the other. It was aslmost
imgosaible to have any missionary work there at all,
and I lately met with an extrast from the letter of
Archdeacon Wolfs, now at Fuh-chow, confirming this.
He wrote in the year 1891 :—* One of the towns held
‘ 8 a mission station for 20 years or more by an
¢ American Board of Missions has at last to be
‘* abandoned, and, I think, very properly, for the
degradation of an opi king town 18 of that
 peculiar and iutenscly low and bardened type thst,
umanly speaking, it seems slmost impossible to
make any impression of a moral or spiritnal nature
“ upon the inbabitanta of a place given up to the
“ degrading vice of opium smoting."

A SEcoND INCIDEXT was:—I went down to see Binga-
{)are, snd visited my friead Dr. Little, who was &
eading doctor at that time. He showed mo some of
the opium dens and spoke of the terrible havoe opium-
smoking was making among the Chinese pepulation.

798. Is this recent P—No, but it goes on now. I be-
lieve the principal revenue for the support of Singa.
pare comes from opium and drink.

799. But what you saw wad some years ago P—Yes,
many years sgo. Then I bhave often spoken to the
Chirese, who have said that the vice is just a8 bad as
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it aan be, aud I remember one opium dealer coming
to me to buy opium, who remarked: * the prople any
¢ that the man who is & smoker of opium is making his
* coffin.” He wae doing 8o himagelf,

A Tamp INoIDENT was:~—Whem mannging partner
for a short time I sent a man to Bombay to bo an
inspector of opium before shipment to China. He
was a fine yonng fellow and we had grest confidence
in -him,. He did his work well, bat after two years he
began to get emacisted and miserable-tooking, he was
an opium victim, and st last he was obliged to give up
his employment, and I do not suppose that he had long
to live. I felt it rather on my comscience.

A Fourrn INcroent:—In 1847 when I was part.
ner one of our clipperh on the cosst was boarded
by pirates and plundered, ond the officers were mnr-
dered and nearly all the crew. There was a notice
in the newspapers of it. and they eaid that the opium
clipper and the cargo belonged o myself, instead of
using the name of the firm. I thought it waa rather
unfair to do that, but it stong my comscience, and
convinced me that as a Christian { could no longer
continue in the opium traffic. It was intolerable to
me to i in sacha b and I sent home my
resignation to the - senior partner who was in this
conntry. I left China finally in 1849,

800-1. What is your dation with ref
to the policy you would like to see adopted by the
Government of India in relation to opium P—Well, it
would be very like what others have said. I should
wish to ewcep away the poppy plantations from the
plains of India and to eweep away that nnrighteous
and paltry revenue of four millions, and then to give
India the opportunity of s mew career of prosperity,
which would also give the same to China and allow of
her taking & great deal more of British manufactures
than she has been doing in the past. And we have &
remarkeble illustration of that I think. There is Bur-
mah on the one side of China, and Japan on the other.
Oginm in Burmsh is giving constant trouble now:
whereas Japan, in having secured ite exclusion by treaty,
is pursuing a prosperons career.

802. Are there any other observations that you would
like o make ?—I did wish to say that when the opium
was given up under Taou-Kwang it was a hcroic
attempt vu the part of a Governimment ignorany of
internationsl law, but it was & sad failure. The opium
merchants appealed to our BHome Government, and s
succession of grevious wars began, slaying thoussnds
of innocent Chinese, from 1841 to 1858, vhen opinm
wasg finally legalised by the treaty of Tientsin, and the
United States Minister said on that occasion tw the
Bishop of Victoria, *“It is the trinmph of sncoessful
crime.” Let me add that during the first war of
1841 the British nation was struck to the heart by the
terrible disaster of the Uabul massacre, snd in the year
1857-8—when opium was legalised—the British nation
was agonised by that terrible Iudisn mutiny. I do not
make any reflections in the matter, but that is so. Then
I just wish to add that Lord Shattesbury, who took a
great i in the question, said, *'The opiom
“ traffio is » sin and » shame to this country. Do nut
* cease to testify to this. Sooner or later the{wiﬂ
“ haveto give it up. It is a gin and a shame.” I was
struck with those words and I have mever forgotten
them, and I trust we shall go on endesvouring to get
this matter put right.

803. (Sir  J. Lyall) I have seen it stated that the
opium-smaggling system, which you began your
evidence by describing, gave rise to a grest deal of
piracy, and that that was one of the bad features of
it; cau you explain how tbat waesP—The valuable
cargoes of opinm Were a great temptation to pirates,
There was an enormous number of pirates. When onr
navy was there I think they destroyed about 250
pirate ships.

804. They were looking out for these clippers ?—Yes.
I wish to say, by the way, which I did not before, that
the houses of Jardine, theson, and Co. and Dent and
Co., who had nearly the whole of this coast busineee, were
honvarabie men, and that the captaine of the clippers
snd the receiving ships were homourable men. We
must not suppose that they were a lot of scoundrels
or buccaueers or snything of that sort. The Clinese
opium dealers hri{ed the mandaring always, and
ﬂ':ings went  quietly and  smoothly, aud the omly
people that the cb’{apers bad to be afraid of were those
pirates; and, as 1 told yon, one of those clippers, the
* Omega,” was plunderel and nearly the whole of the
crew murdered. .
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$05. Everyhody, I think, at the presefit day is sorry,
go far as it i8 trne you kuow, that foroe was ever used
to oiun the Chiness market to opinm; but do you not
think as & merchant that it would be enongh fo make
the- Chinese Government now absolutely free to:pro-
hibit the import of opinm, or do yoa thin{ it necessary
to go further P—I should be very sorry if the Indian
Government did not' take the first step and endeavour
to'cense to graw the opinm. , '
806. Part of the opium exported from India is grown
directly under the direction of the Government P—¥es.
807. But a great part is merely the growth as it. were
of the native States, which has been always more or less
exported to Chins and other countries from time pre-
ing our rule evenP—But they are also nnder the
Government inflaence ; they must grow so much or go
little sccording 86 it is wanted. .
808. No, they may grow as much as ever they like P
I was under thei ion that iderable infl
was brought to besr upon them. .

809. (M7, Peass.) If we lowered the tariff that would
induce them to grow it P—Yes, = - C e

810. (Jir J. Lyall) We began by putting on & very
low tariff upon it originally. It began at 125, it went
wp to 175, asnd has gone on grudually to 400, 500, 600,
and sometimes it has been 700. Now it has gone back
again. ‘Would it not be & very nnusual thing for a
Government to absolutely stop the export of an article
of commerce P-—Well, it 18 the immorality of the thing,
that is the question.

811. You think that the immorality of the thing
would justify that course P—Certainly. :

812. But would not the same ground of immorality
then mske it obligatory upon the Euglish Government
to stop the export of epirits P-—There is no comparison ;
they would not compare at all.,

818. No compnrison in Africa, for instance P—Ob,
well, fhe natives of Africa have no power of self
oontrol. .

814. No comparison in Australia and New Zealand,
where & populstion hua been actually wi off the
ground by the use of apirits P—I will not allow in my
own mind any comp rison between spirits and opium.
Opium ie & curse, Spirits can be used in modera-
tion ; opinm cannot.

815. We know that spirita have swept populations

beolutely out o * sist, in various parts of the world ¢
~—TYes, those p» »rand ignorant savages.

816. Well tt en would not the same grounds—I msy
say the same maoral grounds—make it incumbent upon
us to stop the export of spirita; and I snppose nothing
has done greater harm in India under oar rule, par-
ticalarly in more recent years, than the growth of the
habit of drinking wine and epirita among the upper

ki

olasses in India P—We kmow that that is' only m
moderation; at all events, it is' perhaps like the
drinking of wine 30. or 40 or 50.years ago—when
gentlemen sat down $o the table with their wine.-. That
fashion is going out now, ahd I suppose.-it. is only the
same thing in ff,ndia. with the vpper-.classes, but-[ am
not _sufficiently acquainted- with Indin to- speak with

.eonfidence 88 to that.: -~ - oo oo ¢

817. A missionfiry gentlerman who gave evidefide just
now ‘said, that the Chinese were Weakér in thoee-ve-
spects than‘we are: that is in resisting any kind -of
intoxication, that if they did ase it at all they used 1t to’
excees ?—1I think he meant chiefly the.opiunm. Bl
+ 818. "Well, he'said it of all, 4nd Dr. Pringle 'said the
same thing of the Indians that is, Hé' maid™ it *wak
'evgm.‘lly thd case with theém, whether Tt was wine ot
whether' it, was "opium, d¢ whether' it was hemp, they
l!:evex"' took it 'qicépt' to get drunk P—Yes, ¢f opinm an

omp. ot En e o
' '819., That being the casé is_there sny sbrong Jine of
diatinction between. the morality of allowing wino and
8pirits to be exported from England, and onr allowing
for instance the Malwa opium to be exported to China P
—1I think there is a very wide difference. Hemp, of
course, does not go with the whiskey, it goes with the
opium, the hemp is used to make the opium more
deadly. ‘

820. Is there not one incident in which our practice
in India as regards, for instance vhe Malwa opimm
Bténds out in a very advantageous light ju comparison
to the English practice of importing spirits. I mean,
I think in England when &pirits are exported they are
exparted free of duty, the duty is not im 5
India when the Malwa opium is exported it 18 subject
to » very heavy dutyP—Woell, that does the Indian
revenue s great deal of good. i

821, Yes, but if that, I mean to say, is morally wrong,
surely it is still more morally wrong to cxport spirits
free ‘l).f duty P—I cannot put spirits and opium together
at al

832 (Mr. Pease.) You aro aware, I think Mr,
Matheson, that the English Government have recog-
niged their respounsibility by prohibiting the importa-
tion of spirits in Africa, as parties to the Brussels Anti.
Slavery Convention P—Yes, the people in Africa are of
course of & very low type. - . .

823. The English Government has placed the restric-
tion upon the importation as parties to that conven-
tion P— Yes,

824. I belisve by your obedieuce to your convictions
upon this question of opiam, you have prejudiced your
own pecuniary position t0 a very considerable exterit.
That is 80, i8 1t not P——Well, as far as that goes it
lgas. but it has mot injured my position in society I

ope.

The witness withdrew.

Dr. WnuLiax GAULp called in and examined.

825. (Chairman.) You are s medical missionary, are
you not P 8ir William Roberts has kindly andertaken
$o conduct your exsmination P—1 am. o

826. (Sir W. Boberts.) Where was your experitnce?
—At Swatow, in the Canton province, .

827, Is it confined to China P-—Well, the last 12 years
1 have boen in London in medical work, in charge of
the Mildmay Hospital, Bethnal Green. S
: 828. You bave no experiance of India P—Nq wx-
perience of India. - - A

820. But you have some years’ experience at Swatol ?
—I was for 16 years a miasionnriy inLSwatow, with an

valent amongst the literary classes and the Mandarin
olasses. It was almost wniversal among the chair
coolies, and. we could scarcely get & teacher who did
not smoke opiam. - .

834. It was what you would call & generalissd habit
then P—Iv was very largely prevalont, but not so
provalent as in some parts of Ohina.. N

” 885. Soarcely &0 prevalent as drinkin,
country 7—Not so prevalect as drinking
Bay, e o

" 836. In what waye did you find ‘that the China
used opium P—They used it chiefly in mulringln' g’;‘f
gared mixtare of the opium, and I may mention that a¢

beer in this
r, I should

interval of two years howe on fi ;

830. Bad you a dispensary there -1 bad a hospifal
there with the Iargest in-patient practice of ‘any

hospital a¢ that time ir China. - - i
831. It was not merely an outdoor dispensary P——No,
I had a dispensary practice as well; the lost year I was

in China we had over 2,000 in-patients in the year. -
832, You were, in fact, en, in these dubies con-

tinuously all that time !‘—.Ajfﬁk time. [
833. What is yoor experience in regard to the use of
opium ; was it very prevalent there 8—~1t was very pre-
valent in some parta of the districh. Jt was wery pre.

W it was almost wivlly Indian” opium that was
used, scarcely any native opinm, when I first went to

hinn; it is 13 years since I left. There were times
when the Chinesa otginm smokers could not get their
opium, and then they bonght pills or morphis -to
tide. them over the difficnlty; far instance, one year
we sold about 50,000 pilis at our wission, ostensibly to
cure opium ‘smoking, bat ‘I found after a while that
these pills were not to snch an extent used to cure
opium smoking as 10 werrart me 0 go on seiling them
to the Chinese. 1 never charged anything for say
sther drogs, -but for these pills we charged them,
siumply becanse they had the money o spend on opiam,
H?2
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end we thonght it right to charge them for the pilis
which they wanted to care it. But we found a large
‘number of these pills were need simply to tide them over
adifficulty. T think that ia important in connexion with
this—it has been 8 guestion whether smoking opinm
bas thasame effect as eating opium, Now, asa matter of
fact, the craving for the opium is allayed by the eating
of these opium pills. and by the eating of morphia, and
the uee of morphia ia largely increasing in China. I
may eay in that connexion that from one of our leading
firms of druggists, one of the partners of that firm says
50,000 ounces of morphia ave sent ont in ore year to
China.

837. I daresay you are aware that it has been said that
it is impossible as to opium, that the alkaloid of the
opium—morphia—csn be taken in by emokingP—I
believe that is the theory. At the same time we know
that there are other alkaloids in opium besides the
morphia, and the fact remains that whatever of the
opium is non-volatile there is atill enough left to do
the mivchief, hecanse that we see before our eyes. The
faot that & craving is aroused of such an intense kind
by the smoking of opinm, which craving is allayed
by other preparations of opium, shows that in essence
the nature of these is the same; they may not be the
same in degree but they are the same in essence.

838. Has it been suggested that it may be partly
carried mechanically P—1 never heard any statement to
that effect.

839, No explanation has been given in fact P—Non;
but the fact remains.

840. The fact remains? —Yes.

841. Then these habits are really in yonr view inter-
changeable -1 believe they are.

842. Morphia eating P—Morphia eating and opinm
smoking and opium eating. .

843. Would you regard that fact as having a bearing
on the mischief done by the opium habitP—I do not
exactly understand your question, sir.

844. Well this is the question: What is the import.
ance of this in considering thoe evil of the opinm habit P
~—1I have slready given my explanation of thatin gaying
that the different kinds of opinm have the same effect
essentially on the system, and that it is not sufficient to
eay that becanse morphia is non-volatile therefore the
opium does no harm ; something in the opium does the
harm. -

845. It may be some sllied alkaloid produced by the
heat on morphia P—Yes.

846. Now what experience have you had of malaria:
i8 Swatow & malarial district P—It is; there is a grent
deal of malaria in the district.

847. Do you think that the use of opium theve is
practised in any way as a prophylactic or prohibitive
againet fever P—As & prophylactic I do not think it is
in existence practically, and as a cure for malaria I
think it is very littie used. The natives use different
kinds of drags for their fevers, and what they do use is
8o inefficient that they are only too glad to get onr
quinine,

848. Then in your experience opinm smoking is not

a prophylactic against malaria P—I do not think so;
more than that, I think the opinm smoker when he does
take the fever is less likely to get well over it thana
& man who does not; smoke opium.

849. What is your opinion of opium smoking on the
literary ciass; you 8aid that a good mumber of them
smoked P—It is very prevalent amongst them. I have
8 letter which has lately been received from one of
our ablest missionaries at Swatow, a man who is not at
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“ ‘tell?' *Did ho scom ill?’ 'A man who smokes
‘“ *opinm ns he does is nlways ill.’" (That was the
native verdict,) * 2. Anothor teacher, my owa writer,
‘“ who i8 an opium smoker, has been nheent for a woek
* from his work. He is assisting me in Boripture
translation, and his Chinese scholarship and tact
** make him indispensable to me. His illness is the
* direct and significant result of opium smoking. It is
** sccompanied with a complete lack of rallying power,
which is another of the characteristic results of the
habit. 3. A Chinese friend, net a Christian, or
rather not a Church member, wrote to me the other
day, asking me to get tbo mission to vndertake tho
guardianship of two of his sons, and the management
of the funds which he is proviling to meot the
‘ expeuse of giving them & good English edueation.
He is not likely to live long, and =ays he cannot trust
¢ his Chinese friends, but has complete confidence in
“ us, The sons whom he wishes to commit to our care
" gre the two youngest, and his chief anxiety is so to
‘* arrange matters that the moncy shall nob come into
“ the power of his eldest son ; snd why does he 8o dis-
¢ trust the son? Because, slthough he is not a regular
¢ opinm smoker, be has begun to take it cocagionally »
(I think that is an important point), “ and * therefore,”
“ says the father, ‘ he is’ no longer of any use, and if
“ ¢ he got control of the money wouid speedily squander
“ ¢t (that is hie ides of agon who i8 only beginning
to take it). *‘ For this reason the father deliberately
*¢ chooses to will the buik of his money out of the family,
* and to leave il to the care of the missinrnaries, as the
‘ only way of secaring that the youngest hoys shall,
‘ after his death, get the benefit of it.”” One instence
more: * 4. Just as I write s fourth instance occurs, I
“ learn that another teacher on our staff is also absent
* from illness. When he first came to the mission he
* was o rather heavy smoker of opium. He was thin
“ and emaciated, with & bad culour. After a time he
* was induced to bresk off the habit. With the help of
“ gpecin] treatment in our hospital he ded in doing
* 8o, after a period of stroggle and severc suffering.
An immediate and very marked improvement in his
“ appearance was the result. He became fattor, and s
new look of health and cnergy appeurcd in his fea.
tures. No one who knew him couf:i fail to notice the
chenge, This went on for two or three years untii,
* in an evil moment, he was tempted to resort to npiom
agsin for relief from some temporary pain. The habit
returned, and his bealthy look disappeared agnin.
His health bacame unsativiactory and uncertain.  He
“ would fain have back bis liberty, and spesks of
trying to recovering it, but it will cost him a harder
¢ struggle even than before. With three teachers dis-
abled in our staff, we ourselves logse much time, and
“ gaffer not a little inconvenience. Why then do we
¢ employ opiumn smokera? Parily, I am eorry to say,
becanse it 18 difficult to find a literary man bere who
‘“ jg not an opium smoker, and partly because employ-
“ ment by foreigners, especially in 8 sea-port town like
¢ Swatow, is not much coveted, aed men in an inde-
‘¢ pendent position will not come. We can only com.
“ mand the services of men to whom the small salary
“ wo give is » strong inducement, and such men are
nearly always opinm smokers, men who have for-
feited their independence, and are under strong com-
“ pulsion to find money wherever they can.  The
* gmoker is heavily handicapped.” That is a letter
written in the beginning of August last.

851. Is it your own experience that the literary
classes area good d ddicted to opium ng P—
Yes, most of the literary men that I came across in my
experience at Swatow were addicted to opium smoking.

852. I suppose you could not sibly give us any

general idea in per-centagea P—No, I cannot give per-
it ber on one ion asking 8 paticnt

all given to ted te, and he
oue or two facts which it will not take longer than s
minute or two to vead.

850. We shall be ve;g glad to hear them P—He says:
“ If you are not tired of facts ahout opium, I will
“* note one or two incidents of tho last few days.”
(This letter was written on the 1st Augnst) 1. A
‘e young non-Christian teacher of the was
* Jately emJ:‘loyed here. He bad been staying away
* for some days from his work. I sent to inquire the
¢ canse, he having sent a message t0 say that he waa
* jll. The Chinese here did not think his word conld
# be taken for it, * for he is an opinm smoker.”” (That
is their remark.} ‘A man waa therefore sent to see.
« His report was, ‘ He says he is ill.’ I aecked, * Is he
¢ ‘ill.’ - Answer, ‘an opinm-smoking man, how can I

what was the proportion in_his village smoking opiam.
He said * Ten';)er cent. of the adult males.”

853, Have you noticed whether among the opinm
smokers at Swatow there are some who smoke opiom
regnlarly but moderstely ?—The term modorate is mis-
applied when used in reference to opium smoking. I
think that in that ct opium easentially differs from
alcohol. I do not think that we would bold wine, for
instanee, to be a poison in itself, or beer, but I hold that
opium is 8 poison, essentially 8 poison, and that there
is no moderate use of it apart from what ia used as
medicine. that the moment 8 healthy man takes opium
he bas taken something that will injure bim. .

854 Apart from theory is that your experience P
That is: my experience, and there is a peculiar seduc-
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tion about opium which carries & man very mpidly into
the habitnal wee of it. I can sympathiss with a man
because in my own esperience, before J left Swatow the
first time, to come home, I was iil from chronic dysen-
tery, and for a good.many nightg, I had to take an
opiate medicinally. I determined to stop it. The firet
night I stopped it I remember the perfect misery I
wasg in, the utter fesling of helplessness and misery all
over, '8 if I were going to die. I know what it is
in opium smokers, when that was my own experience
from one little dose a day for some time.

855. Yon would not recognise that the effects of
opium on one race differs verg profoundly from the
effect of opium on another P—I do not believe it does; I
Leliove that its effect in different races may differ in
degree, but not in essence.

856, In that respect it must differ veri much from
aloobol P—I think it does differ from alcohol, and that
brings up a point which I think my experience of the past
12 years enablee me to speak npon with some confidence.
It iu been said that opinm and liquor are of the same
nature, and that the one is as bad as the other or as
good as the other. Now, I have been working for the
last 12 years in Bethual Green, in one of the worst slums
in London, and I have seen what drinkis. I am not
here to eay that drink is a good thing; it iz a horribly
bad thing there, and I could not speak too scrongl
upon it, but the difference between the hold whic
opiam has and alcohol has upon the human being is
not to be compared. I remember a Chinese graduate
coming to me at Swatow once, he was one of the leading
men of his village. He came and stayed in the hospital
and asked me to try nnd get him cured of the opium
habit. He had been smoking for & long time, and I
did my beat, but the man, in spite of all my efforis, was
brought to death’s door and his misery was great
He was evidontly dying. I snid you cannot go on with
this, you must have your opinm pipe, or you will die.
Ho got hingipe and he recovered. Again he came to.
me and said * I want yon to cure me of this opiam.” I
said ** Gradoate, you saw how it was before, You were
** at death's door, I dare not venture. I will not
* take the responsibility.” “ Well,” he gaid, “ I will
 tuke the respaneibility, whether I live or die, try and
“ wet mo cured of this opium.” We tried again, and I
sm happy to eay that by care and nursing and drugs,
he did get round ; be recovered from his opium habit,
but the sufforing of that man from intense irritability,
diarrhaoea, feveri aud sleepl was very great.
1 do not wish w sec agnin anything of the kind, Thet
is with the opivm. ‘I'ben with regard to the aloohol,
1 beljeve | have gut down at Bethnal Green specimens
of drunkerds of the very worst type, men and women
saturated with drink. When they come into the hos-
pitsl, we at once out off tre aloohol—it is as nearly ss
ossible (being right in the slumn) & temperance hospital.
-We only use sloohol in rare cases. We cut off the
aloobol at once, and I have never soen any apparent
distress from doing 8o like what I have seen in China
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with the opium, and I hold that the opinm takes such
a grip of the system 28 alcohol never does.

857. Even in those persons who use opium moder-
ately, habitually, it is difficult P—The smaller the qusn-
tity, of ' ocourse, the leas the mischief, but there is
mischief, and the longer they uso it, the larger the
quantity they wse as & rule. [t shows itself in the
sallowness of the complexion and the appearance of the
eye, and iati lly. Ir ber & young
man coming tome in a Ll{ing state. - He died of uncon-
trollable diatrhea in & few hours, just simply from
excesgive opinm smoking, nothing else.

858. 1 suppose you confirm the evidence that we
have had before, that there have been no organic
diseases like cirrhosis, ur other degenerations with
opium a8 with alcohol P—The appearance of the con-
firmed opinm smoker, the hectic look, and the dark
blue of -his lips, and the jeundiced look of the eye,
show that there must be some disorganisation somae-
where. I do not think that it has been as yet
scientifically gone into. I do not think any medical
missionary haa 88 yet gone into that investigation, as
to whether there are particular diseases cansed by the
opium slone, but the opinm emoker is more ready to
fall & victim to diseases than the healthy man.

859. I presume that you found that your missionary
labours were rendered more difticult by the prevalence
of the opiam habit P—They were so. In the winter
time I have very often left my hospital for a time in
charge of the native assistants of my own training,
and travelled into the country with & brother mis-
sionary, s preacher. We nsed to ach in the open
air, in the towns and villages, and almost invariably
there would be someone in the crowd who would start
this objection about the opium, *“You bring us the
* opium, why do you come to teach us righteonspess? "

860. 1 mean, you did not think it was what you might
call a spsciousor colloquial objection P—No, they really
feit it, I beliove. The large part of the hatred the
Chinese have to us is owing to this opium question. 1
remember, 88 an illustration of how they connected
opium with the English nation, one day in the street
opposite tho hospital door there was a man eelling
beautifully-made fignres, all nicely painted, of Chinese
warriors and others. Amongst them there was one
figure of an Englishman with an umbrella over his
head (thoy usually associate us with the ambrella used
08 n protection from the sun), and in his other hand he
had & large ball of opium. That was the ides of the
Englishman in the mind of the Chinese.

861. That was at Swatow P—A ball of opinm iz one
hand, and in the other an ambrella. That was how he
‘was represented to the orowd.

862, I think you said that the opium used at Swatow
wag Indian opium p—It wae Indian opium. I think
now it is mixed, but at that time it was Indian opium.

863. Have you any farther statement that you would
like to make to the Commission P--No, sir, I think that
is all I wish to say.

The witness withdrew.
Adjourned till fo-morrow at 11 s.m.
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864. (Chairman.) You have had a long residence in
Indin, 1 beliove P——Yea.

866. How many yoars were you therepP—About S8
years, !

86L6: Aud you bnv‘? filled numerous posts, ultimately

X g the very high posts in the service P—It
is hardly an ration to say that I filled pretsy
well gvery post & member of the Civil Service
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could fill, from the most subordinate 'posts to those of &
district officer, and commissioner, and chief commis-
sioner of Oudh, and Lieutenant~-Governor of the North.
‘West Provinoces, and 1 was twice Member of Council;
altogether 1 wag nine years a memboer of the Govern.
ment of India, and for the last eight years I have
been & member of the Council of Indie.

867. Tt goes withont saying that yon have been
‘brought into personal communication with all classes
of our native fellow subjects in India ?-—Yes, I onght
rather to say the paris of Indis with which I have heen
personelly scquainted. I have never been in Bombay
or Madras except passing through,

. 868. 8till gou have had very wide opportunitics of
being brong t into” personal communication with the
natives of India P-~Certainly. .

869. Can you give us, before yon tarn to other sub-
Jjeots, any statistics of the opium revenue, or shall we
obtsin that throngh another witness P—I think I can
give evidence upon that point regarding the revenue.

870. Your last post in India was in charge of the
finanee, was it not P—Yes.

871, Well, having been in charge of the finance in
India, it has necessarily been your daty to consider the
gquestion which is before the Commisgion in all its
bearings, and we should be glad to hear your views on
the various matters which are inclnded in the Order of
Reference to the Commission. We will take first the
general question. I believe your views were compre-
hensively stated in the memorandum which you wrote

on the occasion of the reading of a paper on the opium .

question by Mr. Batten, which paper was read before

the Society of Arts in April last P—Yes; if you would

allow that to be read I do not think that I could express

am"yi z};;inion on the general subject more fully than
en.

872. I know that you have been kind enough to
attend to-day at considerable personsl inconvenience,
and the Commission wounld be glad to_lighten your
labours in every possible way ; and undbretanding as
we do that that memorandum represents your views on
the general guesbion, I think it would be a relief to you
and very advantag to the C that the
memorandum should be road to ns P—Yes.

8ir . Bernard read the memorandum, which was a8
follows :—

*+ 1 passed some thirty-eight years of my life in India,
and I should not be very greatly exaggerating if I
were to say that, during that time, 1 held almosy every
office which & member of the Civil Service in India can
hold, beginning from offices of little importance to the
very highest posts in the service of the State. I was
brought into personal communication with all classcs,
from the greatest princes to the humblest ryots. Iam
entitled to say that I can speak with some knowledge
of the facts, a8 they regard the peoplc of India and tﬁe
policy of the Government. Now, I have always felt in
regard to this controversy that the object to be ainred
8t 18 to learn the truth and to act mpon it. . Thousands
of excellent people in this country, of whom I desire to
speak with all respect, because althowugh I khow them
to be mistaken, I must fully recognise the perfect
honesty and nobility of their aimw;-believe that we are
ruining with a horrible poison millions of Chinese, and
that, not content with this iniguity, we are encouraging
the consamption of opium among our own subjects in
India with similar terrible consequences. 1f this were
true, I should say fur my part that whatever might be

" the results to the Government or to the people, pecn-

niary, or economical, or political, or otherwise, however
difficult or dangerous it might be to find subatitates for
the loss that the suppression of opium eunlfivation in
India might entail, there conld be no donbt about our
duty. 1 am confident that when Mr. Batten tells us
that the total value of the poppy crops of India exceeds
13,000,000!. sterling a yeur, he understates rather than
overstates the fact.
Griffin has told us about Sikhs and Rajputs—the most
martial races of India—and the political dangers that
wonld follow on the attempt to interfere with the con-
sumption of opinm, to which they have been accustomed
for ceuturies, is -perfectly trme.  Nevertheless, if I
believed thst the Government was committing the
abominable iniquity with which it is charged, of de-
moralising and destroying millions of peaple, I should
say that, whatever be the conscquences. this iniqaity
ought not to be allowed to last for a single day during
which we can prevent it. - But what are the facis?
T is imposribls: for me how to‘enter into the evidenis

1 koow that all that Sir Lepel’
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on which my conclusions have been based, T ean only
give the conclusions themselves, whith tho sxperience
of a lifetime has impressed npon me. I beliave it to be
proved to demonstration that opium i8 not this terrible
poison. Tho vast wmejority of those who consume ib
consume it in moderation, and 8o consnmed there is no
one of the stimulante that entar largely into the rons
semption of the world that is more innocent. I will go
further, and say more beneficial. It is oe i t ae
the wines of France or ltaly are to the people of those
countries, or a8 undoctored beer is to the people of Eugs
land or Gcrmanx. Like all other good gifts of nature,
it may be abused, but even when this happens, whatoves
it may be to the individual, it is less harmful to society
than the alcohol, which is the curse of oar own coune
try. This opium r}nestion hae two aspecte ; one as it
concerns the people of Indis, the ‘other as it concernd
the Chinese. As regards the people of India geness
rally; I would ask you firey to remember what Indim is.
It is & vast continent as large ae the whole of civilised
Europe, with a greater. population, for it coniaind
some 280,000,000 of people. It consists of a multitade
of countries differing from each other far more widely
than the countriea of Europe differ among themselves,
In some of those countries, ag we have been lLold, and
aa I shall have again to mention, certain ciasses of the
Eeople have from time immemorial consamed opimn.
at thess cl bi i , an ab iy
insignifieent proportion of the population of lndis.
Speaking in geucral terms, the coneumption of opium
in Indis is eo- infinitesimally sgall, that I may say,
arithont exaggeration, that no ofjum question exists at
all \We gre told, however, that the consumption of
apium n.xapidly increasin%: and that it has beon
Hostered ‘by our Gover t, hese stat. ta sre
wbeolutely baseless, The incresse of population under
British rule has been enormons; but there is every
reason to believe that the comsnmption of opium in
dndia, under native rule, 150 years ago, was actuslly
greater than it is now. However this may be, cnd
withont attempting to go back to times of which we
know comparatively little, this. at least is certain, that,
although the population goes on rapidly incressing,
the ption of opium, instead of imcressing,
diminished. It is certasinly smaller now than it wns,
for instance, ten years ago. This has been the resalt
of the policy of the Government of India. By a
vigorous system of excise, it raizes the price of opium
a8 far as is i with the pr ion of extensive
smuggling. aud consump to &
The sole present danger is that this policy may be
carried too far; and some anthorities believe that this
is already happening. The danger is that by making
opium too desr and diffienlt to obtain, we may not
only enconrage smuggling, 8 compuratively smali evil,
but may esuse people who have been contemt with
the moderate use of opinm to have recourse to cheap
and noxious stimulants procurable from weeds whieh,
1 may almost say, grow mnear ev ‘man’s door.
Although, as I have said, the consamption of opium
by the people of India generally is infinitewimally
small, it has been consumed for centuries by certain
alasses in Northern India, It is an indisputable fact,
as Bir Lepel Griffin has told us, that these classes,
especially the Rajputs and Sikhs, are frecilely the
finest races physically in all India. have often
thought that the best practical spswer to those who
inveigh against the use of opiuvm wonld be, if such »
thing were practicabile, to bring one of our crack opium-
“drinking Si}zh regimenta to London, and exhibit them in
Hyde Park. There is no more vigorons, manly, band-
some race of men to be found, not only in Indis, but in
the world. They are the flower of our Indian army,
and ome of ﬁhse{mlmks of our empire, and yet tho
use of opinm among them is almost universal. Is
has always d to me a sig ; ‘hfwt that
all the ionate g to British ignorance, wo
never hg::! one mmf p::::t the Sikhs. We hear a
great deal abeut so-called opium dems, which, aiter
gll, are very few and far between, but we hear nothing
about the consiant consumption of opium among the
finest peopulationa of India. People talk ghbly ahous
sappressing by law the eonsumption of
opium in Indis. I have great faith in the power of
folly and ignorsnce, but I trust that I may not see the
day when the attempt is made to deprive 8ikhs and
Rajputs of—I will not say s luxnry—but ope of the
innocent and beneficial necessaries of their lives. .1 read
the other day, referring to this subject, some remarks
by a most sccomplished writer, who speaks om ludiar
subjects with bigh suthority—-I hope Sir William Hup,
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#will pardon me for qnoting bim. He said that a law

uch a8 that to which I have just referred* sould only
ge enforced in :Briush territories by bloodwhed and
prms, while in native States it could mot be enforced

(]

English friends when they talk about; opinou what they.
supposto be the-ordinary toed of the people of India.
The almost universal answer given, perhape with :aoma
air_of displeasure- that they should be aeked such.a

gt all. I might enlarge much more.on such
tions, - They involve issues of peditiesl gravity, the
existence of which appears to be unknown and unsus-
peocted in this country.. I repeat, however, that shese
glasges which consume opium, highly importent es
they are politically, are ically an insignifi
fraction of the Indian popalation, and that, so far as the
people of India generally aro concerned, no opium
nnestion reslly exists. must now say something
pbout. China ; but Mr. Batten snd other gentlemen,
who have spoken with the gighest authority, have said so.
ynuoh on this part of the subjoct that 1 shall add very
little, and I can add really nothing that is new. There
can be no greater delusion then to suppose tbat Chins
depends on Indis for her supply of opium. If no opium
were cxported from Indis, the consumption of China
would in practicall ged. indisn opium in
Chins is a luxury of the comparatively rich, If they
wero deprived of it, they would suffer a8 the richer
classes would suffer here if they were deprived of the
hoicest . vint: of B and Burgandy, or if
tobacco emokers got no more cigars from Cuba. In
puch a case, in this country, the frequenterz of beer-
ghops and gin-palaces worid be conscious of no hard-
ghip; and the population of China would be equalk
uncongcious if 1t rececived no opium from India.
pingle province of China produces more opium than
the whole Indian Empire. Whole provinees are covered
with the poppy; the cultivation goes on incressing,
without any interference on the part of the Government
of Chins. Even, therefore, if it were true that the
people of Chins ere being rained by opium, the ceseation
of imports from India would not diminish the evil, But
it i certainly not true. The vaat majority of the con-
- paumers of opium in China consume it in moderation ;
ond it i, a8 I asaid before, a8 harmless as the wine and
beer of Earope. Moreover, as Mr. Baiten baa told us,
if the Government of China should wish 40 undertaks
the task of stupping the consumption of opium, aud
preventing the importation of vpium from India, it
oan do su if it pleases. It can prohibit the importa-
ion, or cen impose any restrictions that it likes.
esnwhile, th-re is nothing with which we nced re-
proach ourselves. If, as I wrote myself some years
pro, ludie is, in deference to igoorant prejudices,
deprived of ihe revenues which ghe now obtains from
opwum, an act of folly and injustice will be perpetrated
ps gross as any that has ever been inflicted E; a foreign
Government on  subject nation. Indis now possesses
the rurve fortune of obtaining from one of her nalive
products 8 grent revenue, without the impoxition of
taxes on her own people; and we are sakoed to macrifice
the manifest and vital interests of those psople, to whose
Food we are pledged by the highuxt duties, in hops of
“pr ting others, against their will, from imaginary
evils; in other words, toinflict certain injury in pursms
ef & benevoleus chimora, which must elude us. Traly,
to use the words of Condorcet, * L'enthousiaste ignorant
* est la plus torrible des bétos féroces.” I wish to say
only one thing more, and it is that with which I began:
what we want is the truth. How, I may be asked, if
this widely-spread belief regarding India is erronecus,
what is the explunation of ita prevalence? My answer
is, thut the ignorance that prevaila im this country
regording everything Indian is enormous. The ignors
snce about opium is on all fours with the ignorauce
on every other subjuct connected with Iudie, and this
jgnorauce is not oonfined to those who we expoct ta
bo iguorant, but exteuds to the most highly edncated
clusses. It extends to ull Iudian sebjects, history,
geography, the condition and habits of the peuple. the
constitution of the Government, iv fact to everything,
will give sn illugtration which wlways scems to me to
have an uscful beariug on this opinm guestion, There
pre many curious delusions abous India which it scems
impuesible to kill. When I hear educated Englishmen
talking about opium, I am uften reminded of some
pdmirable remurkas of Sir Henry Maine on Mr. Buckle's
* History of Civilisation.” Mr. Buckle derives all the
slistinetive institusions of Indin, and the peculiarities of
fis people, from the fact that the exclusive food of the
wativer of India i rice. It follows from thia, he tells
a8, that caste provails, that oppresgion is rife, thet rents
pre high, and that customs and law wre stereutyped.
1 havo no doubt thut if Mr. Buckle had been asked he
would bave said that the same canse accounted for the
consumption of opium in lodia. I sometimes ask my

foolish g is that of coures it is rice. I holiove

that nine-renths of the educated men and women of thin

country irelieve this to be true. When they have not
learct such an elementary fact as this, that thronghout
the greater part of India rice is mo more vhe ordinary
food of the people-than it is in England, how can we.be
surprised if they do.not know the truth sbout opimm.
I canpot:-pretend to be hopeful that this ignorance will
be dispelled beforeit has inflicted rome ruinous injustice
on the onfortunate people of India. JIn coneclusion, L
wonld ask those who have accepted these.views about
the iniquity of the Indian Government in regard to
opium, to ponder the words of a wise and benevolent
n—Jobn . Stoart Mill. He had better means of
nowledge and knew more sbout India than almost any
Euglishman that I have heard of who had not lived
long in that country, and he declared his conviction
that our Government there had been ‘not only one of
¢ the purest Governments in inteution, but one of the
¢ most beneficent in act ever known among mankind.’
This was true when it was written, and it is trnexr now.
1 believe that there ie no Government in the world that
strives en honestly and resolutely to think of nothin
but the highest interests of the people it governs. -
believe that there is no conntry 1a. the world in which
the men who carry on the administration are more able
and upright, or have a more true re; for the
welfare of those committed to their care. We who have.
spent our lives in India are ot all fools or impostors.
It is, a5 Mr. Batten has most truly observed, remark-
able that no single instance can be gmoted of an
Englishman who has been directly responsible for the
woell-being of India, and who has an important
voice in its administrution, who has held the views
agoingt which I have boen protesting. That, as Mr,
Batten seid, bas becn left for irresponsible persons in
this country, whose want of knowledge is patent to
everyone who has studied ;the question on the spos.
‘When I hear the Government of India charged with
the abominable wickedness: of poisoning its own sub-
Jjects, and puisoning milliona of Chinese for the sake of
filthy lucre, there is only one reasor which prevents me
from heiug filled with indignation, and this is that I
know that these charges are the offspring of ignorance
alonc. Unfortunately this does not make them less
serious, for of all the enemies to human progress ignor-
ance is the most formidable, and is cspecially formid-
able when, as in this prescnt case, it is combined with
honest enthusiasm and an apxious desire for that which
is right.” ’ ‘ .
. B78. (Chairmun.) 8Sir John, I understand it was your
wish that she paper which has just been read to us
should be accepted by the Commission as your general
answer in relation to the first matter wamed in the
Order of Ref to this C isgion P—Yen.

874. Then I understand that it wonld save yon some
of the gront strain which you might euffer from
appearing before us to-day if we could take from you
in another general answer the statement of your views-
with regard to the r ining b included in the
reference to the Commission. Perhapa it may be con-
venient that I should lead up to your answer by reading
over ihe remaining clauses in the Order of Reference.
We are asked to inguire into * the nature of the exist~
‘* ing arrangements with the native States in respect

of the transis of opinm through British territory. and
on what terms, if any, these arrangements could bs
with justice terminated.” We are asked *“ {0 oone
sider the effecct on the finances of India of the
prohibition of the sale and expoart of opinm, taking
“ mto consideration {«) the amount of compensation,
“ payable; (b) the cost of the necessary preventive
“ measures; (c) the loss of revenue,” and so forth.
Wo are asked to consider *‘ whether any change short of
‘“ total prohibition should be made in the system at
« prosent foliowed for regulsting and restrictmg the
¢ opium traffic, and for raising 8 rovenue therefrom.”
We are asked to inquire as 0 **the consamption of
“ opium by the different races, sud in the Siﬂ'arent
** districts of ladia, and the effect of such consemption
* on the moral and physical condition of the people.
© The disposition of "the people of India in regard to
() the use of opium for non-medical parposes; (b)
 their willingness to bear in whole or in part the cost
* of prohibitive measures.” Upon those matters you
are prepared, L believe, to offer ns & generai stuke-
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ment, and T think it would be more convenient that
you should be allowed to make that g 1 stat

INDIAN OPIUM 'COMMISSION :

part of Olsuse 2 usys, “on what terms, if any, theac

withontir}terrupﬁipn in the form of questions, reservin, .

our questions until you have made your statement, an

we may ask or put questions upon any Saoim which is
e subj

arrang can be with justice terminated.”
Well, with regard to that question I can muke no
suggestion. The question, I presume, significa: —1Is it
gossi'ble to make any arrangoment by which the pro-

necessary for the purpose of idating by —
Yes. Before I begin to answer these particular points,
I should like to say that I feel that it 18 extremely diffi-
cult, in fact, impossible, really to say anything on this
subject that has not been said over and over again
before, and I have learned with much regret that Mr.
Batten, who is absent from England, will be unablo to
Eive evidence before the Commission, for I think that
ia paper before the Society of Arie gives 4 more
complete and accurate suramary of all the facts con-
nected with this question t?mn anything I know.:

875. Then we may take 1 from you that you support
and endorse the view of the question which waa pre-
sented in Mr. Batten’s paper P—Entirely, without a
gingle exception. |

876. We shall take care that the paper prepared by
Mr. Batten is circulated t¢ the different bers of the

of opium in the native States could be stopped
or by which 1te ex})ort could be prevented, Ican make
no suggestion at all npon that subjeoct, for it appears to
me to be quite impracticable. These States have, as
Mr. Batten says in his paper, a population of some
22,000,000. They cover an immenese area; the bahit of
consuming opinm hes prevailed among the people of
those States, particularly the Rajputs, for centuries,
No restrictions have ever boen placed upon the cultive-
tion of the poppy or on thegsale of opium within the
bonndaries of those States, and although it ie very
difficult to attempt to give any accurate statistics on
such a point, the annual value of the crups of thewe
native States has been estimated as being st lesst
8,000,000 of tens of rapees. I can suggest no means by
which, if such & course were thought expedient, the
cultivation could be suppressed. It appeara to me thut

Commisesion P—The first of the guestions which your
Lordship has now put ig* the natore of the existing
‘" arrangements with the native States in respect
“ of the transit of opiwh through British territory,
““ and on what terms, [if any, these arrangements
“* could be with justice ttrminated.” I am afraid thut
I cannot sa{ very much wpon the first part of the ques-
tion — for- [ have very little personaraknowledge of
those States.

877. No doubt we shull »e very fully informed upon
thoso points when we are in India P~—Yes, I under.
atand that the existing arrangement under which an
export duty is levied on evary chest of epium, when it
leaves the native States in tvansit to %ombay, was
substituted in 1831 for an arrangement under which
the opium-producing States sold to the British Govern-
ment all the opinm produced in those States, but that
arrangement was found to work in n very uusatis-
factory way for both parties. It involved very great
and objectionable interference in the internal afairs of
the States and was extremely distasteful to the chiefs,
conrequently the present erystem was substituied and
sgreements were entered into with the chicfs b;
which they agreed to prevent smuggling, and that all
opium intended for export to Bombsy should be sent
by certain specified routes. I believe that those are
the only real points of great importence which are
provided for. On the one hand, we have mo concern
whatever with the cultivation of the poppy or the
manufacture of the opinm or the consumption of the
opium in the native States, and they, on the other

‘hand, have nothing at all to do with the opinm after

it passes the acales, as they are called, where it is
welghed.

878. (Mr. Pense.) Could you give us the date of the
altered arrangement P—1831, I think it was.

879. I thought the first one was 1831, and that was
altered subsequently P—No, I think it has been in
force ever since. I believe the existing system under
which the transit of the opium is managed is provided
for by rules passed under the Opium Act, No. 1, of
1878. In accordance with that Act the caltivation of the
poppy ‘was prohibited thronghout the Bombay Pre-
sidency, and eements were entered into with the
small native States included within the Bomb

political difficulties of the gravest nature would be
the inevitablo result of any attempt of the kind., I
was referring to the arrangements which were in
force before 1831. "I do mnot know much about them
in detail, but it has been stated that they were
in the highest degree distasteful, both to the people
and to the chiefs; that they were most harassing
to the people; that they involved all gorts of inter-
ference in tho internal affairs of the Btates; and 1
think there can be uo doubt that an attempt to
sappress the cultivation altogether would lend to
results of the same kind buc of an infinitely more
gerious character. I belicve, as Mr. Batten has said,
that nothing short of an army of British officials
scattered over the States supervising sagricaltural
operations could prevent the cultivation. 1 bas heen
sometimes Baid that we might prevent the export of
opinm into our own territories by a customs line, but
that customs line would be hetween 2,000 and 3,000
miles long, and the establi-hment of such a line would
bLe quite out of the question. We have most ample
evidenee in India to show the results of the existence
of such & line in the Inland Customs line which was
formerl{7 in existence for the taxation of salt, and which
was only abolished when Lord Lytton was Viceroy.
There 18 no doubt thas that line was onc of the greatest
disgraces of our Indian Administration, and it is quite
impossible, I think, that anyone acquainted with the fncts
could ever wish to see anything of the kind restorad.

886. Did they maintain a cordon round the Portaguese
territory of Goa iu connexion with the salt daty P
Only within the last year or so, I think.

887. Did we take over the salt manufacture at Gos —
Oar treaty with Portugal has come to an end, snd we
have, I believe, been obliged to put a cordon, but that
is on @ very amall scale, and we may hope temporary.
’Il'h; pext point, my Lord, is the effect on the finance of

ndia.

688. The effect on the finance of India of the pro-
hibition of the sale and export of opinm¥—With
reference to this, I think the first thing that I should
like to say is that the question of the five or six crores
of rupees which constitute the annual net revenue at
the present time of the Government of ladia, is a com-
parstively small part of the question. 1 think the real

ial jon is—what 18 the value of the Indian

Presidency, ander which they also prohibited the cul-
tivation of the poppy, and they undertook to prevent
smuggling and to adopt necessary measures for pre-
venting the illicit importation of opium into our terri-
tories.

880. (Chairman.) Is the opium brought to ita final
etate of Q'epa.ration for consumption in the native
States P—Yes.

881, The participation of the Government of India in
the cultivation and preparation of opium in the native
States is Jimited to the imposition of an export duty, i8
it not P—Absolutely nothing else.

832. In Bengal the Government occupies & somewhat
different position P —Quite different.

883. There the Government is a producer of the
article P—Yes, or a manufacturer; virtually you may
almost say a producer.

884. A manufacturer P—Yes.

835. Then we will not farther interrupt you. Will
you kindly proceed with your statement ¥—The second

crop? The Government revenue is, as Mr. Batten
bus clearly shown in his pzper, 8 comparatively
emall part of the annual profits derived by India
from the cuitivation of the edpo py. It no imore
representa the interests invoived than in this country
the 26,000,000l sterling that we raise by duties
un spirits and wine and beer represent the value of
all the liquors consumed in the United Kingdom. I
believe the so.called Drink Bill is called 140,0u0,0001.
a yesr. In India, besides the Government revenue aud
the revenue derived from opinm by the nativ. States,
there zre the profite of perhaps a couple of million
cultivators, these are the profits of the land-owmers,
of the merchants, the dealers, and the middle-
men, and it has also to be remembered that althongh
opiura i8 by far the most valuable product of the poppy,
it is by no means the only product. Poppy secd and
poppy oil contain no opium st all, and are perfoctly
wholesome products, and they are very largely con-
sumed both in llxdilnl and ‘in %m‘nr}ed‘m Batten in
his estimates the wtal valne of ¢ poppy crops
at mop:: 19,150,000 tene of rupees, As far ‘:a Irg!un
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judge, their actnal value excecds rather than falls short
of that smount.
trado. 1t is largely msed throughout India a8 a condi-
ment with food and for making oil, and for the latter
purpose it is also used in Europe. The exports of
poppy seed from Ingdia are valaed at mearly 500,000
tens of rupees, and the value of the internal and
external trade in the goppy seed is believed to be not
less then 4,000,000. cannot criticise My, Batten's
figures, but I thivk it wonld be a matter of great interest
and importance if the Government of India were
thoroughly to investigate the question of the annual
value of the poEy crops and were to come to some
conclusion on the subject, for they have very much
better means than any grivate individuals of arriving
at the truth. Until we E}ow something with tolerable
confidenve on this point i is impossible to say what
would be the probable cost to. India of suppressing
the cultivation and the sale of opinm, supposing always
such & thing to be practicable and desirable. Meau-
while I can only say that my own belief is that the
total value of the crops is probably greater than the
smount estimated by Mr: Batten.

889, M&E I agk whether the 19,000,000 represents the
value of the crop in the market? Is that the oase;
that is its market price P—The profit that is got by all
classes out of the crop. .

890. (Mr. Mowbrey.) Does that include the profit in
the native Statcs aa well as the Benga) opium P—Yes,
Mr. Batten in his paper gives all the details by which
he arrives at hie conclusions. Mr. Batten also said,
converting these 19,000,000 tens of rupees at the then
rate of exchange the equivalent in sterling was about
13,000,000L, and it would bo very much the same
now; but I should like to say on that point that it
seems to me that these conversions of rupees into
pounds sterling—the same thing applies when we
come to the question of the net revenue— have
very little useful meaning. Not many years ago, for
instance, these 19,000,000 tens of rupees would have
been equal to 19,000,000L sterling. We have been un.
commonly near sceing the rupee worth ls.; in that
oase theso 19,000,000 would be worth only 9§ millions
st.erling instead of 19; and it must be remombered that
these 1mmense fluctustions in the gold value of the
rupee have not for practical purposes much affectod the
value of tho products of the poppy crop to the cultiva~
tors of India.

891, (Chairman.) Of course the loss to the cultivator
in India in the depreciation of the rupee might be met
by an enhancement of the price of their article P—As 8
matter of fact, during all these great changes in the
go]d value of the rupee, prices iu India have hardly

eon, affeoted. I think it also is important to remember,
ag Dr. Watt has observed in his very excellent artice
in the Dicti y of E ic P that this
industry hae existed in Indis for centuries, aud that
from the time of Akbar to the present day it has been
recogniged and indced protected by the Government.
This revenue that wo derive from opium we inherited
from the Mogul Guvernment.

The next point in the next clause is the amount of
compensation payable, but it secme to me rather idle to
tolk of compensation for the suppression of such an in-
dustry a8 this, It is conceivable, though I have not the
least idea in the world how it could be done, bat still it is
conceivable thnt & powerful Government like our own
might sbsolutsly suppress the cultivation and the trade
in opium; bat how compeunaiion could be given for it
I cannot oconceive. Yy owp belief is—again it is
an impossible eupposition—that if England were to
make a free gift o India of 100,000,000l sterling, it
would be no cumpensation to India for the loes of one
of the most valuable of ail her natural pioducts, fur the
destruction of a great industry and tha extinction of
one of the privcipal srticlos of ber trade. The vext
question is, ** What wonld be the loss of the actual
revenue P

892. Yea P—This yuestion, it is not easy to snswer with
oertainty, becsuse the flucinations in the amount of the
opium revenue have boen very great. - Somo years ago it
was as muoh as 8,540,000 tens of rupees, but of late years
it bas Erenuy diminished. The privcipal counse of this,
I think there con e no doubt, hus been the rapid
incroess of cultivation in China. and the lower prices
of Chinese opium. Uther causes have, no doubt,
contributed ; probably she increased taxation in China
bans been one causs. B

893. In the form of as impart duty do you mean P—
Yes. A few yoars ago au additional import duty
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was imposed in lien of the inland likin daties as they
were called. Then there has been for several years &
K::t.inl failure of the opinm crops in India and that aleo
led to & grest -diminution in the sale of opinm
and in the revenue. The last year for which we have
spproximate figures is 1892-3. In that year the not
revenne credited under. the head of opium—I am
speaking in tens of rapees always—was 6,371,000 to
which have to be added the duties credited under excise
726,000, making a total of 7,100,000, and, this was about
the average amount for the five years ending with
1892-3. lgor the present year 1893—4 we have only the
Budget Estimate, and that, inclading the excise, has been
reduced to 5% smillions, but fo the extent of nearly
1,000,000; this large reduction is not due to an anticipated
great fall in the demand for opium but to the expecta-
tion of a better crop and of increased sxpendicure, which
will enable the reserve stock of opium which had
fallen very low to be replenished. 1t must be borne
in mind that the fluctuations in the opium revenne are,
a8 in the present year, often due not to fluctuations in
the Chinese demand or in the price obtsined, but to the
greater or smaller outturn of the Bengal crop, and the
expense of gathering it. But the immediate prospects
of the upium revenne I think are certainly not favour-
shle. In q of & ion of bad
in India and low prices in China, and the constant
increase of cultivation in that country, the quantity of
opium exported has been much reduced, and other
causes are, no donbt, operating.in the same direotion,
but for present %u‘ oges I think if we take the amount
estimated in the Budget of the present year of 54 millions.
thet is as reasonable nn estimate probably as we ocan
make for the present. But as f’ bave said before,
this anm represents only a comparatively small part of
the interest of India in opium, If I am asked whether
any mesns could be suggested, if it were comsidered
expedient, by which the loss of 5% millions of revenune
or even o smaller sum than that— .

894, That is not 5} millions of pounds sterling?—
No, I am slways spenking of tens of rupecs. If Iam
asked if I ocould soggest any means by which that
could be made geod I cortainly could suggest no
weans. I think there is no doubt that it is useless (o
talk about possible reduction of expenditure, I think it
certain thaf, speaking in general terms, there is no
probability of its being diminished, but that it will go
on increasing as appears to be the case in every country
with an elaborate systéern of government. In 1881
the Government of Lord Ripon wrcte very fully mpon
that snb;iecb, and declared that it appeared to them
impossible to suggest any means by which the loss of
the opium r could be d, and I think that
311 that they said then is quite as troe at the present

ay.

The next clavse of the Order of Referenoce to the Com-
mission is : ‘‘ Whether any change short of total pro-
* hibition shonld be made in the system at present
*¢ followed for reguiating and restricting the opium
‘* traffic, and for raising & revenue therefrom.”

895. Would you draw a distinction in relation to the’

moral responsibility of the Government of India
between an activo participation in the trade as a
mannfacturer and the imposition of duties on export
or charges in the form of license duties P—In an-
swering this question I assume the object in view to
be the restriction within the narrowest possible prac-
tical Jimits of the consumption of opium. I think it
ie certein that no system which could be in British
territory substituted for the present syetem could be
so effective in restricting the quantity of opium pro-
duced, and therefore in restriciing the consumption.
I assert very confidently that the Government of India
bas never been influenced by any desire to encourage
the consamption of opium either in China or in India.
On the contrary, its whole action has been in the
direction of restricting the consumption by imposin

the highest amount of taxation which can be impmeg
without defeating the objecta in view. It appears to
me that there can be no question thet of sll fiscal
restrictions that ean be imposed the Btate monopoly
is the most repressive and severe. I think it is con-
coivable, though not at all_probable, that the aboliti

of the opinm monopoly in Bengal and the sabstitution
for it of a heavy export duty such as that which we
now have on the other side of India might if it
were practicable involve no loss of revenue, but I
think it would inevitably lead to su increase of con-
sumption, and the diffica G{eof making such a change of
system in Bengal would extremely greas indepen-
dently of the question of the effect un the conswmption.
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Bengsl is intersected in all directions with rivers, the
ontlets to the sea are very numerons, and the facilities
for smuggling are enorthony. The Benyal Government
some {em's ago gave their opinion that they conld
see no limit to the cost of the preventive establishment
that would be mnecessary. should think that no
country could be found where the difficulty of prevent-
ing smuggling would be so great; and I sup{wse that
there is no article which it is easier to smuggle. Iam
not quite sure of the fact, but if I remember rightly &’
single pound of opium will last a consumer of opium
8 whole year. T cannot conceive the possibility of
regulating any export duty with thet meximum of

COMMISSION ;

it scems to have been an admitted fact that thoee views
sre in accordance with those of tha more intelligont
classes of the Burmeso themselves. “ Native opinion.”
Sir Charles Aitchison wrote, “is unanimous in favour
‘¢ of stopping the supply of opium altogether, and nn
measure we conld adopt wonid be &0 popular with all
the respectable and -law-nbiding class of the popu.
Iation. In a matter 8o intimatoly affecting the well-
being of the community,” he added, ** theso. cxpres-
sions of opinion ave entitled to the groatest roepect.
When practical questions of this kind srise it may
‘* become a duty to yield to atrong and general desive
* of the pe(:?lo. even when their opiniona may appour

o
.

severity of pressure which 1s secured by a poly;
therefore I think, if it be true that the interests of mo-
rality are involved, then those interests are best served
by the maintenance of the monopoly. Then, as regards
China in particular. If the object at which we ought
to aim is the reduction of consumption by the Chinese,
it appears to me clear that to whatever extent we
diminish the export of opium from India, we stimulate
the extension of opium oultivation in Chins, and the
substitation of the cheaper Chinese for the dearer
Indian opium, and that is a fact that has always been
recognised by the Government of Indis. The Govern-
ment of India bas always seen, assuming what I think
is an indisputable fact, that the Chinese will have
opium, that a rednction in the supply of Indian opinm
instead of leading to reduced comsunmption in China
leads inevitably to increased production and increased
consumption in that country.” The present monopoly
system therefore, it appears to me, by which the price
of Indian opium is increased to a maximum, not only
checks consamption in India itself, bnt it checks con-
sumption in China also. 8o far as India is concerned I
believs, a8 I have said in the paper of my own which was
rend, that really the only question is whether our
restrictive measures have mot sometimes been too
severe, snd whether they have not to a very objection-
able extent encoursged smmuggling, and by making
ol;:ium very dear and difficult to obtain, whether
they have not encouraged the use of draugs which
are infinitely more noxious. My opinion, therefore,
is that so far from the present system being open to the
charge of stimulating the comsamption of opiam,
whether by Chinese or%ndians. that no system could be
devised by which the consumption counld be so severely

ked d a8 & question of morals, if it be held—

nor
say, failed to discover the facts upon which this belief
in the injurions effects of opium on the Burmese popu-
lation rests, I cannot deny that it was 1ight to yield 1o
this general consensus- of opinion on the part both of
the Burmese themselves and of the English officers
most competent to form an acourate judgment, and to
take measures for preventing the salc of opium to
Buarmese, and their possession of the drug, and this
has been actually gone throughout the whole of
Burmsah. In regard to this question of the consump-
tion of oginm by the Burmese, it is, as Mr. Butten A8Y8,
remarkable thas the anthorities in Burmah seem to
have arrived at the conclusion that opium is & benetit
to everyone in the country except the Burinese them-
selves. I should like to edd that while ther: has boen
this unanimity of opinion in regard to thr mischiovons
results of opium on the Burmese, there has been an
equal unanimity in regard to the harmliessness of the
practice among the large foreign population, Chinese
and Indian, of Barmah. ~ Sir Charles Aitchison writes:
“ There are large numbers of the non-Burmese com-
* munity, constitating Ferhaps the most thriving and
*! industrious section of the population, to whom the
** drug ie & necessary of life, snd by whom it is rarely
‘“ sbused. It is impossible to eay precisely what the
*‘ numbers of the Chinese and natives of India are. but
' they are probably not lesa than 200,000. The legi-
‘¢ timate requirements of these people mnst necessarily
‘“ be considered and provided for.” Sir Alcxander
Mackenzie's views on that point wero the samc. e
objected to any interference with the supply of
opium to the muon-Burmesc population. * There
‘* is,” be said, *‘ & considerable non-Burmese popula-
tion of Shans, Chinese, and others, who are ac-

o ” Now, although I have myself, 1 must

which I myself am very far from admitting—if iv
be lield that the consumption of opium for other than
medicinal purposes is necessarily s vice, then I think
it is clear, as Sir Henry Maine said long ago, in refer-
ence to chis very question of substituting an export duty
for the monopoly: * For moral purposes there i no
“ distinction between what a d ic government does
“ itself and what it permits its subjects to do. What
“ possible difference can it make from a morsal point of
“ view, whether they take a part of the profite from
“ the hands of the dealer or the whole of the profits
“ from the poly P  Someti the objection i
made on economic grounds that it is very undesirable
for » government to engage in the operations of private
trade, I canuot eay thut I ettach any particalar im-
portance to that. Ae a matter of fact, there is no
civilised government that for the purposes of raising
revenue has not estzblished some monopoly or other,
and for my part I see nothing more objectionable in the
monopoly o? opium than in the monopoly of tobacco.
896. You have exhgusted what you wish to say on

the fourth article in the Order of Keference P—Yes.

897. Now we come to the question of the p
tion of opiam by the different races in the different
districta of India, and the effect of such con-
sumption on the moral snd physical econdition of
the people? — The only country’ — I cannot of
India, becanse it is not lndia, it ia ss unlike Indis
ae Algeris is uniike France—but the only country
under Indisn administration in regard to which it
appears to me that any evidence has been produced
that deserves serious consideration to show that any
considerable eection of the people has suffered from
the cousmmption of epium, is Burmah. Now it ie
indisputable that there bas been a great body of opinion
88 to the injurions effect of opium on the Burmese.
Two Chief Commissioners, Sir Charles Aitchison
and Bir Alexander Msackenzie, both of them men
who are entitled to speak on the subject with the
highest autherity, bave concurred in that opinion, and
there is no doubt that the same opinion has
been very generally beld Ly the majerity ef
the British officers  employed in Burmah.
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¢ d to the moderate use of opinm, and who
“ consume it without ill effects or even with Leneficial
‘“ results.” The Chief Commiesioner “ is not prepared
* to-advise the absolute prohibition of the poasession or
sale of opiom in Burmah by persons of non-Burman
‘ descent. ~ Such a step would be an unjustifiable
‘“ interference with the babits of a large section of the
‘ population, and would be gquite impossible to
“ enforce. It may he considered as establiched
** beyond question that there is & legitimate demand
¢ for opium among the foreign residents of Burmah,
** which wonid exist whether the Government counte-
*“‘ nanced the nse of opium or not, that if Government
* decided to declare the sale or possession of opium
generally illegal the d d woald be sapplied b
1llicit means, and that the result of any sttempt to
* enforce absolute probibition of the use of ovpium
‘* would be the loss of a large amount of revenue with-
“ out any commensurate benefit.” Although, as [ «aid
belore, 1 cannot say that I am eatisfied that while opiuim
is barmlese or beneficial to Chinese and otbers it is
poisoncus to the Burmese, still 1 canuot dispote the
authority by which that opinion is sapported, and if
it be correct, I know of only one suggestion by which
it can be explained. I believe there 18 no race of men
among whom the demand for one form of stimulant or
another does not exist, and it has been held by some
—perhaps correctly—that while particular stimulanis
are harmless or beneficial 1o some races, they are
injurions to others. It is possible that opinm taken
even in moderation may be injurious or a dangercus
temptation to Burmese, although it may be i or
beneficial to Chinamen or Bikbs, and, as many have
maintained is the case, alcohol taken even in moderation
msay be bad for the people of Southern Agis, whilss,
similarly taken, it may be good for Europeans, How-
ever this may be, is not India, and it is nos
ressopable w0 apply to India concinsions besed npou
observations mﬁf in a totally di‘ﬂ‘ennf. conntry. It
to me that as regards India, periy so-
2 led, there is no evidence whatever to ':?ow that in
sny part of the country the eonsumption of vpium is
snywhere a common and orying evil. Of course I admit
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that the use of opium may be abused, bit I entirely
disbelieve thet this occurs to any general or dangerous
éxtent. On that point, as I have said in the paper
that was read to the Commission, I think that through-
out this controversy-it cannot be tes constantly remem-
bered that Indin 18 not & single country such as we
have in Europe, but a great continent, the countries

and the peoples of which, beyond all doubt, differ from -

one snother far more than the countries of Earope
differ. As Ihave said elsewhere there is more difference
-8 great deal—between & Bengalee and a Bikh than
between u Scotchman and a Spaniard. I believe that &
very large proportion of the prevalent errors abous
In:hya. arise from false generalisations. Sensational
deacriptions of opium dens in Rangoon or Bombay will
not in any way help 8 to learn the truth about the con-
sumption of opium by Rajputs and Sikhs. Out of the
290,000,000 of people in Lndia, I do not suppose that
there are 290 hundreds who bave more p 1 know-

- 07

Indian point of view, of the practieal difficulties cone
nected with the problem they have sot themselves to
solve, no reasonable person oan fail to respect their
motives. Without doubt the gentlemen who take an
active part in the cgitation ageinst the opinm trade in
England would be the first to profest if they thonght
the Indian ryots were suffering from any grievous in-
justice. But, on the other hand, it cannot be doubted
that the opinions foreshadowed in the native print, from
which we have quoted above, are prevulent in India;
that they wounld find louder and more frequent ex-
presgion if it became generally understood that there
was any serious intention of moving in the direction
proposed by the Anti-Opium Society ; that even sup-
posing England were %o award a considerable compen-
sation to fndia, it is exceedingly improbable that such

p ion would adequately meet the loss involved
in the abandonment of the opium revenue, and that in

ledge of these opinm dens so-called than people have
in England. I do not think that I can usofully say
more in detail ahout the consumption of opium in the
varions countries of India. In the paper which has
lLeen read to the Commission I bave stated my own
oonclugions. An excellent summary of the facts is
given in Mr. Batten's paper, and with it are the speeches
aod papers of some of the most experienced Indian
authorities—

898. 'Who took part in the discussion on Mr. Batten’s
paper P—Yes. Through the greater part of India ic
18 doubtless true in every provinoe that there are eaters
or pmokers of opium, chiefly caters, bat, in my opinion,
there i8 really in the greater part of India nothing that
deserves to be called an opinm question. Certain classes,
cepecially in Centrsl and Northern India, have un-
doubtedly consumed opinm for centuries. They con-
stitute & very small proportion of the 290,000,000 of
people in Indis, but, no doubt, their positive numbers
ure large. I do not know what they may be, but of
Sikhs and Rajputs and others who consume opium the
absolate namber is large.

899. And they belong to races which have becn
exoeptionally loysl to the British authority P—Certainly.
Among the Rajputs and Sikhs in particular the use of
opium has always been common, and the Bikhs in
partionlar, who form 8o immensely important a part
of our army, are slmost invariably habitual con-
sumers of opium, and, with very rare exceptionu,
they cousnme it with just a8 much moderation. as
the gentlemen in this room consume their wine and
their beer. Thoy regard it almost a8 a necessary
of life, and it is & notorious fact that these Sikhs—
and I may esy the same of the Rajputs —are physi-
Saily, T believe 1 might aleo say morally, but ot sy
vate physicully they ure the very finest races in alil
Jodia. As I have said in the paper that was read, a
wrack regiment of Sikhs need not fear comparison with
any soldiers in the world ; certainly they need not fear
comparison with a regiment of our own Guards. If
opium is 80 universally destructive, liow are such facts
88 that to be explained ? T believe that there is no pos-
sible explunation except thut sithough the use of opium
may be sbused, nsed in moderation it_is not harmfud,
and I have no dounbt that it is much less likely to be
abused than the uxe of alcohol. I do not think, my
Lord. on that point I have anything more to ssy.

900. The iast subject in the Order of Refi is the

q a sense of injustice would be engendered
amongst the natives of this country, who wonld con-
sider either that their interests had been sacrificed from
selfish motives, or, at all events, that in our regard for
the Chinese we had done an injustice to our own
subjects.” .
I feel confident that the opinions which the Go-
vernment of India thus expressed are entirel
. only criticism upon them that I thini
possible is that they have stated the facts with too
great moderation. Measures such as those suggested
would, I believe, be looked upon from ooe end of India
to the other with t and indignation, and if
they were really entorced they would lead ue into
political dangers of extreme gravity., I do not think,
my Lord, I can add to that.

901. You have made a very clear and comprehensive
statement of your views; Ishould be very sorry to add
to the task which we have already imposed upon you
to-day by asking yon any unnecessary questions. There
are one or two pointe which I would like to ask yon
aboat. You have spoken in the early part of your
evidence very confidently with ref to the effects
of the consumption of opinm, I believe, in India. You
have said that so far as your knowledge extended you
did not think it could be established that the coneump-
tion of opium had been generally injurions to those
races in India who make use of opinm i;—Yea. ’

902. You expressed an equally strong opinion with
reference to the people of China P—Yes.

903. Your observations with reference to the people
of Indis would rest upon & large personal experience in
India, would they not ?—Ceminll;. Yes. *

904. With regard to China, I suppose what you have
told us results from the reports which have come before
you from persous that you consider are entitled to
speak with authority with referencs to ChinaP—Yes,
I have no personal knowledge whatever of Ohina.

905. We have been told by the numerous witnesses
representing the missionery body in China that the
Chinese Government are understood by them and by
the people of China to be anxious to prohibit the growth
and the consumption of opinm as sapplied from the
local growers in China, and we have been told that the
Chinese Government have been precluded from takin,
any effective steps, and woald continue to be deterr
from teking any effective steps, so long a8 opium is

* inquiry into the disporition of the people of Iudia in
** regard to the use of vpinm for non-medical purposes,
“ and their willingness to bear, in whole or in purt, the
*¢ cost of prohibitive mensures " P—On that point, my
Tord, I would ask you to sllow me to read s
from » despatch written by Lord Ripon's Government
in Indis in the year 1881, which gives, 1 think, &
complete answer to the t‘uesm'on S
* 18 canuot be doubted,” they said. “that vative opinion
in India wonld strongly resent any additional burdens
being placed upon the taxpayer with a view to the
abandonment, either whole or partial, of the opinm
revenue. 1t is, moreover, more than probable that the
views of the British Government on this sabject would
be misunderstood.  * There must,” 8 native paper said a
short time ugo, * be some selfish motive at the bottom
¢ of the movement made in England for the suppression
* of the opinm trade.” Nodoubt an opinion of this sort
is very foolish. The high motives which guide tho
. nction of tho Baciety for the Suppression of the Opium
: Trade t fora be doubted. However mach
we may congider that the views they express do not
take suffivient account, whether from the Chinese or

.

P d to be exported irom India. What would
you eay with refe to that stat t P —I think
that is s point apon which other witnesses—Sir
Thomas Wade for instance, whose name I see down
here—can give far more valuable evidence than I csn.
AN that [ can say upon the point is that I am under the
strongest impression that it is 8 complete mistake to
suppose anything of the kind, and that the Chinese Go-
vernment has no wish whatever to prohibit the importa-
tion of opium into China. [ believe that if the Chinese
G desired to diminish the ption of
opium, of which I have seen no sign, it is quite intelli-
gent enongh to see that the diminution of the import of
opium from Indis could not have that effect. Apart
from that my belief ie that there is no of the
revenue of the Chinese Government which that Go-
vernment prizes more highly than the revenue that it
derives from opiam. This is paid in bard cash into the
Customs’ departmaent at the treaty ports, sed it goes
inte the Imperial . | have not got the pagets
here, but 1 believe that it has been made perfectly clear
that the Chinese Government not only have not shown
any desire to stop the importation of opium, but that
they wonld be very sorry so see it sto) because they
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would lose—I forget how much they get, but I believe
not less than a conple of millions sterling & year from it.

906. Now turning to India, I think you have told us
that the larger portion of the production of opium in
India is raised in the native States P—Probably the
largest production, becanse there is not only the export
from Bombay but the large consumption by the people
themselves. As far as the export to China goes, the
larger quantity goes from Bengal.

907. You have given us, have you rot, w strong
opinion thaet to interfere by probibition in the native
States would involve grave political difficulties P—I
think very great.

808. And you entertain a similar view with reference
to the prohibition of the nse of opium by the races
which have made ase of opium from time immemorinl,
and which represent & very important element in our
native armyg’—l cannot conceive the possibility of
doing such a thing without the gravest political
danger. .

909. Looking at this question from a revenue point
of view, you have expressed your conviction that there

COMMIBSION :

frontiers ; we have not oply to think of the poasibility
of having to fight her. ‘The fact of the mdvance of
Russia is felt throughout the whole administration of
India, It is imE:ssible to forget that all the native
States of India know perfectly well that there is Jhis
groat Eurupenn power now approaching, and that we
may have to fight for our empire.

921, Assuming that the change which we mnst have in
contemplation is one for which we ought to stand pro-
pared, might it not Le possible that the preparstion
would be made quite us effevtually by a general rein.
forcement of our Imperial army and onr Imperial navy
as by o local and perhaps excessively bnrdensome mili-
tary expenditure in Indis itself P—With regard to that
question, England now gives no help whatever, Every
wingle farthing that is expended on the British troops
that como from this country is paid for by Indis, and
will continae to be so, I suppose. I do not think myuelf
that it is fair that it should be, bui so it is.

022. It is possible that in the fature some readjnst-
ment of the burdens of military expenditure, and the pro-
geamtion for the contingoncies that you speak of might

made which would to some extent relieve the Indian

would be great practical objections to the prohibi

of opium ; that we derive a certain revenune from that
source, and that you do not see from what other source
this could be ted if this 1 were brought
to an end P—Yes.

910. But is it not the oase that the revenune of India
has shown a decided tendency to growth in recent
years P—Certainly.

911. And from all sourcesP —I may almost say
that there is mo branch of the revenue which bas not
increased in & very satisfactory way.

912, There has been a great improvement in the
revenue from railways, has there not P—Yes.

913. And you anticipate a forther constunt growth
from that sounrce, I presunme ? — Certainly. Every
branch ‘hes improved. If it bad not been for the
terrible exchange difficulty I shonld say the revenaes
of India were in a very prosperous condition ; but that,
of course, has been s.?irﬁcu ty.

914. If the expenditure had nol grown in an almost
equal ratio with the growth in the revenue, the Govern-
ment of India wonld have been in the enjoyment of a
very handsome surplus by this time, would tﬁey not f—
Certuinly. '

915. Under the various heads of charge, mo doubt
there are some heads of expenditare which inevitably
arise in connexion with the efforts which we are making
to introduce civilisation, and to improve the materisl
and moral condition of the people of India; that is so,
i it not P—Certainly.

916. For instance, public works, the supply of water,
and many other heads of expenditure of that natare, are
there not P—Certainly.

917. The military expenditare has shown a tendency
to very rapid growth in recent years, has it not — Yes,
very great.

918. That subject, T daresay you are aware, hae
excited particular attention on the part of the Indian
Carrency Committee P—Yes.

919. “You are speaking of this eubject, of coarse, only
a8 a civilian, but perhaps yon may be in a position to
say whether {ou think that that hesd of expenditure
may be pousibly arrested or checked in fature years P—
The military expenditure ?

920. The military expenditure P—I am not able to say
whether all the additional military expenditure has
been wisely incurred or not, but there is no doubt,
I think, speaking in general termas, that it is impossible
to aupgose that our military expenditure will be
diminighed. The circumstances which have led to the
incrense of military expenditure in India are patent to
the world, They all may be summed up in the fact of
the advance ot Russis, It is foolish to prophesy what
is going to happen in the future, but I believe for my
part—that thie is as certain as anything that we can
foresee in regard to Indisa—that some day we shall
have to fight Russia on oar froatier, and if ‘we are not
prepared we know what the consequenees will be,
Although I cannot enter into details and say that
thig or that brauch of the expenditure wus ¥
I have mot the slightest doubt that there has been
no such urgent necessity in Indis as the incresse of our
military strength. And we have this to remember also
with regard tu the advance of Russia towards the Indian

Exch
that there
happening.
923. Then with reference io the question of the
revenue derived from opium generally, looking at it
from a financial point of view. I msssume that yoa
congider that there is a diztinct objection to glmiug
undue reliance upon such a source of revenue because
of its uncertainty. It dependa upon the fluctuations of
crops and depends also upon the policy which may be
followed by the Chinese Government, who might or
might not at some future date adopt & fiscal policy
which wonld operate to the exclusion of the ]}.:’dinn
product from the Chinese markets P—Yes.

924. You would be glad, would you not, that the
Indian Government should be ia the position in which
it would cease to be dependent upon this opium revenue
for establishing a balance between rovenue and expen-
diture P—Certainly, but not at all on moral gronnds.

925. On fnancial grounds you are speaking?—
Certainly.

926. (My, Peuse.) Yau mentioned the native States
generally. Malwa Laa also been mentioned—would
you give us the names of the native States ¥—1I1 am afraid
that I caunot enmmerate them all. The most im-
portant ones would be Indore, Gwalior, and some of
féhe Rajputana 8tates, Udsipar, and a namber of smaller

tates.

927, Most of the evidence which we bave had given
in to us has been with ‘regard to both eating and
smoking. Isee in your remarks with regard to the Sikh
soldiers, you allade to their being opium-drinking
regiments P—1 think that I ought not to have ssid
drinking. Sir James Lysll conld give much better
information sbont that. I believe that the Sikhs
generally prefer the decoction called post, but I suppose
when a Sikh soldier goes upon s campaign he takes »
little bit of opium.

928. (Bir Jumes Lyall)) Yes, they do have that.

929, (Mr, Peuse.) Do you know what proportions of
the men are consnmers of opium P—1 could not say
from personal knowledge, but my belief is the great
majority.

930. What is your impression as to the proportion
among the Rajputs of thowe who conseme opium P—That
1 conld not give yuu except 88 s guesa.

931. Burgeon Sir Williaia Moore estimates the pro.

riion after his fivat inquiry at 8 3 per cent., and after

is eecond inquiry at 11-%9 per cent. Yoa have no
reason to doubt that that is a presty fair statement
thet perhaps from 6 to 11 per cent. wonld bw the pro-
portion of those who take opiem ?—He has studied the

uestion on the apot, and I should think that his evi-
geuce is as good a8 you sre likely to get.

932. And how would those soldicrs compare with
other i of the ity or_to the meonwn
that were likely to be consumers o{ofnnm —J could
give no information npon that point. 1 have no know-
ledge of it.

933, You estimated the revenue at Rx. 5,750,000 I see
in the Budget Estimate for 1643-4. The value of the
net revenue of the current year is put as Bx. 5,061,200,
that is something like three-quarters of & million lesa ?
—Yes; but that does not include the excise revenue

P—I should be very happy if I could believe
was any probability of euch a thing
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The arrangement is lthis, Bz, 5,000,000 is cvedited in

the public accounts under the head of opium; then in

uddition to that there is the exoise opium, the duties

which are levied on opinm consumed in India. I think

{h:;g %obtho figure ; ik was Rx. 729,000, which has to
e added.
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948. You atate, I seein this paper, that *the vast
** majority of smokers of opium in China consume it in
*¢ modersation, and. it is, as I said before, as harmless
“ a8 tho wice and beer of Enrope.” Can you tell us
upon what you formed that statement, from what in-
formation ?—AllI can eay is, that although I have had

) i in China, this is the conclusion

934, Which explains the diff 5 it d a
discrepancy P—1t makes the grand total Rx. 5,790,000,

935, Which is paid by the Indian tsxpayer P—Yes,
that is, the Rx. 729,000. :

936, Then you stated that the loss to India, as I
upderstood it, was something like Rx. 19,000,000; that
wonld be something like 13,000,000 sterling, and it
would not merely be a loss of revenue P—Yes.

937. In estimating that Rx. 19,000,000 you estimated
the whole value of the land and the value of the labour,
and the gervices of the merchants and so forth P—Yes.
Those figures, as I said, I derived from Mr. Batten, and
in his paper he has given all the details by which be
arrives at that particular figure,

938. None of that arises at all if the land can be
equally profitably employed, if the hants conld
turn their capital to some other business, and the
labour was equally Sroﬂmbly "employed P — With re-
forence to that Mr. Batten makes a remark which I
think is very much to the point. He says, suppose you
wanted to abolish the concumption of beer in England
and were to tell the hop growers of Kent thft they

no p exp
that I have arrived at from all that I have been able
to learn upon the subject.

949. If the facts were different, and that it was &
cause of demoralisation in China, would you think that
the policy of the Government oaght to be any different
E:ﬂ' what it isP—Oertainly, but only if the facts were

ifferent.

950. That if there was demoralisation in Chins, the
course of tho Indisn Government should be different
from what it isP—As T huve stated in my evidenoce,
my belief is that by diminishing the export of opium
from India you do not diminish the ion in
China; a8 & questivn of ‘morals, I do not say that it is
right to desire to get a profit from the vices of other
people. However, I may say uwpon that point it is
certainly no worse than to geti it from the vices of your
own country. .

951, But youn think that the Indian Government
sbould be mo party to the exportation of cpium to
Chins if it was demoralising to the Chinese s—-No, i
would not say that. If I am quite certain that the
Chinese will have {he opinm, and that by sending

might substitnte for their hops potats ies,
they would not think much of it; and so I think you
may say of the opium in Indi

989. But it is a matter of fact that the lsnd under
opium cultivation has been restricted and reduced
without any compensation being paid to the persons
whose lands have been growing poppy before P —
Uertainly it varies very much and has been diminishing,

940. And is it not also true that a great proportion
of the oultivators now wounld not continue the growth
of the poppy if it were not for the advapces that are
made to them for the purpose P—I am not prepared to
say. I suppose if the advances were not given, it is
extremely probable that the cnltivation wonld be
restricw{

941. They would then be Elmed in the same position
o3 ordinary cultivators P—But to what extent that
would happen I really could not say.

042, You thiuk that the cultivators wonld be con-
siderably prejudiced if thoy had to cultivate their
lands with other cropsP-—They evidently think so,
because it is perfectly voluntary the cultivation of
opium; nobody has any pressare put wpon him to
cultivate opiom. .

943. Yoa spoke of the policy of the Indian Govern-
ment having been to restrict the oultivation of opium.
Do you recommend a policy of restriction P—No. I
do not think I said that it had been a policy of
restrioting the cultivation.

944. “ Which was severely checking”; that was the
expreesion, I think P—1 said I thought that the mono-
poly syetem was more restrictive than any other system
that oould be enbstituted for it. .

Indian opium to China the vice in China is not in-
creased, 1 would not sey that it was wrong.

953. We might a8 well have the profit of demoralising
them as anybody else P—No; I will not admit thet that
i the proper way of putting it.

953, Yon stated that there were practical diffculties
with re to the prohibition of the growth of the

PPy ; is it not o, that it is effeotually prohibited in
waﬁe and Bombay at the present time ¥-—I spoke of
the means of prohibiting it in the native States. Yes.

954. Bub is it not the fact that the manufacture in
the native Btates is at present entirely in the hands of
English officials P—~Certainly not; they have nothing
whatever to do with it.

955. Under the supervision of English officials P—
Certainly not.

956. I thought that was the case P—No; they have
nothing to do with it whatever.

957. When does it first come to the attention of the
English officials after it is manunfactured ?—When, it
leaves the native States this export duty is levied upon
it; but we have nothing else to do with'it, R

958, It is not true, as we have been told, that during
the manufacture it is under the supervision of English
ofticials P—Certainly not. .

959. (Mr. Mowbray.) 1 think youn told us that the

owth of the poppy bad been prohibited in the Bombay

sidency un?l

960. And that that applied also to the native States
under the Bombay Government P—Yes. I think, if L

945. Then do you see any objeot in » ing the
growth P-~Well, my own nal opinion ie that the
consumption of opium is, in tho vast majority of cases,
perfectly innocent, just as I think in this connlry that
the oonsnmption of beer and wine is. Neverthe) I
do not deny in this country that I think it perfeotly
right to levy high duties on wine and on beer, to say
nothing of stronger drinks. ‘I think it is perfectly
right to raise s large a revenue sa yow can from
articles of thas kind, and so I woeld say with the
opium in India. Although I believe that it is not
migohievous, etill T think it is quite right to levy a
heavy duty upon it; and also I cannot leave out of con-
sideration the faot that there is & very strong opinion
of multitudes of people whose opinions deserve ruspect,
who do not thiok as 1 do; and 1 nccept the fact that
practically it would be impossible for any Government
to enocourage the growth of opium to any great extent.
It is out of the question.

946. For moral or financial reasons P~—No, I mean- - ~

947, Out of respect to public opinionP—As I read in
an extract from & pa| of Sir Charles Aitchison with
regard to Burmah, whea you have public opinion very
strongly to this effect, eveu if you think it wrong you
aave gut to pay atteation to it.

T ber rightly, with the exception of Baroda.

961. It is not, I believe, technically under the
Government of Bombay, i it —No; but there is some
special arrangement, 1 believe, made with it.

963. I only wanted to know whether before that
prohibition there had been any oultivation of the
in the mative States onder BombayP—I co
answer that question. I have no knowledge of it.

963. Now, I should just like to understand clearl
where this transit duty on the Malwa opium is levied.
Is it levied at certain definite poiuts on the frontier
between the native States and the Bombay Presidency ¢
—There are certain pointa. I could not name them
all, but Indore is one—perhaps the most important—
Indore, Ratlam, and Ahmodmdp:bud. There are certain

ints on the frontier where arrangements arc made

or weighines the opium that is brought acrosa. There

it is weighed and sealed up in chests in some particolsr
fashion, and sent with a passport. I believe 1t is sent
in special consignments undar %;r:a, it is sent
through to the Custom House at bay for export,
and the duty, which is now at the present moment
600 rupees a chest, is levied at the place where it is
weighed,

not

13
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© 964. And is it all exported from Bombay, or iy it
d t of it d f it d
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, 980. Can you tell me where I could find the bost

of i
in the Bom%uy Presidency P-~Yes, by far the greater
part of it is exported to China, but such part—I do
not remembor at this moment what proportion, but
comparatively small it would be—whatever is required

on that subject P—I em afraid I cannot
answor thot question. I think some of the othor
witnesses will give you botter information than I
can,

981. Then you made s romark which I did not qoite

for the local ption of the B
would be sold there.

965, And is this opium sent through the frontier
principally by native governments P—No; by native
morchants.

LT Y

tch—what the bearing of it was, It was something
to the effect that out of 290,000,000 of persons in Iudin
there were not moro than & certain proportion who
knew anything about it, or not more tlguﬁ knew aboat
it, in India thun in England. I do not know whether
your ber the expression P .

966. But, I mean, they act npon their own responsi
%ility, and not ag agents for native governments P

o,
967, Bub these arrangemente are all made with the
native governments, I suppose, that the opium should
pass through these special frontier stations, if I
may call them so P~As I have stated, I bave little
personal knowledge of these matters; but, as faras I
understand, the native governments bave engaged that
all the opinm ehall go by particular routes, so that
there may not be smuggling through either. No doubt
there is a great deal of smuggling as-it is.

968. You think there is P~—Well, it may readily be
sapposed that with ench a valuable article as opium
there will be smuggling; but as to what the probable
amount of the smuggling is I could not say.

969. But I suppose if we bad not these arrangements
it would be almost impossible to prevent smuggling P~
Certainly. R

970. Where does the opium come from which the
Sikhs consume P—That is grown in the Punjab.

971. In the Punjab P—For the most part, at any rate,

972, Is that in the native States in the Panjab?—No;
Sir James Lyall would know that bettex than I do;
it is grown under license, I believe.

973. (Sir James Lyall) It is partly grown under
license, snd on payment of a duty on area, sud om
condition that the produce cen only be sold to the
retail vendors, who pay a sum to Government for the
privilege of retail vending. °

974. (Chairman.) A license duty?

975. (8ir James Ly1ll.) " Yee; and it is partly grown
in the Hill States sabject to the Punjab Government,
just as the Malwa opium is grown in the Malwa native
States. and it comes out also under the same conditions,
that it can only be sold to the Government contractor ;
und n small amount is ailowed to come in from Central
India and Rajputana on payment of the snme pass
duty. or very nearly the snme, or guite the same,
a8 that which the same opinm pays on export
to China; snd in certain places like Delhi, where
there has been a clasa of people whe in former
times were accustomed to use the Bengal or Patna
opium, .6 certain small anount of what they call
excise opium is allowed to come in and it ig taken and.

ut into the Government Treasury and sold to these
icensed vendors—a very small smount; it is only from
one or two places like Delhi that that has been allowed.

9%6. (Mr. Mowbrey.) 1hen, in fact, they have in
India three systems ; really, they have the Government
monopoly in Bengal, they have the native-grown opiam,
paying the transit dwty, and they have the Punjab
system of growing under license. I suppuse that you
would not bhe prepared to recommend the license

* system in lien of the monopoly r¥ystem in Bengal?—

No; Ido not see that there wonld be any advantage
gained by it. As I said in my evidence, if the object
is to pat a8 heavy & tax on the opium as possible,
I think that is gained more completely under the
ronopoly system than any other.

977. Huve we any arrangements with the native

States which regulate the amount of transit duty which
we charge P—Nu; that is entirely in onr own hands;
we can fix any other export duty.

978. And it is fixed, I suppose, mainly with the view
to revenue P—Entirely.

479, (Mr. Wileon.) You mentioned in your paper,
Sir Johu—the paper which was read to ns about the
growth ¢f opiom ip China—provinces being given up
to it. I unduratand thaé is not from your owa know-
ledge ?—No. :

982, (Chairman.) Yes, it wag with reference to the
personal knowledge of the evils of the opivm dens P
I think what I said was—though I do not think my
figures have any velne—whet I said was, I think, this:
that out of the 290,000,000 of people in India I did not
suppose there were 290 hundreds, that would be 29,010,
who had any personal knowledge of opinm dens.

983. (Mr. Wilson.) That is what I did not understand ¢
—Bat I did not mean to say that that number has auy
importance,

984, (Chairman.) 1t is merely & mode of conveying s
genersal impression P—Yes.

985. (Mr. Wilson.) Then I only want to ask yon
abont these Sikhs, to whom you referred, snd their
consumption. Yonr said something about when they
went on campaign they took a bit. Do I understand
they do not regularly take it P—-—Thei reguolarly take
it, certainly; and I have been told by men who have
the most intimate knowledge of Sikk soldiers that you
could not, in fact, take them on & campaign without it
—that it 18 absolutely neceseary to them.

986, They eat that P—Yes.
N987. Do they smoke as well P—I do not think so.
o.

988. Have you any idea a?roximately aboat how
much they consume daily P-—X do not know; I could
not say ; it is a very small quantity.

989. (Ohairman.) Yoa bave in another part of your
evidenoe said that » pound would represent the con-
samption of # whole year P—Yea, but 1 do not stick to
that. X spoke in general terme; I do noi stick to the
particular weight.

990. (Mr. Wilson.) With referenve to Mr. Mowbray's
question about smuggling, I do not guite understand.
18 there something like a Customs line now rouad these
native States P.—No, there is no Customs line; but an
arrangement ismade by which the native States engage
that the opium intended for export to Bombay shoald
go by particular routes and shall cross their frontiers
at particalar points. . :

991, Yes; but what ia the use of an srrangement if
there is no Castoms line to enforce it >—The native Statea
bind themselves to take care that it is enforced, I do
not donbt that there is a grest deal of smuggling; but
still when it comes to exports of thonsands of chests,
you cennot smuggle that.

992. (Mr. Pease.) 1 understand, Bir John, that none
of the smuggled opium ie ted—that the opiom
that is smuggled wiil not come into such circamstances
as it can be exported P—No ; it conld not, certainiy, on
a great acale. .

993. No; it would be consumed in India ?~—Yes.

994. (My. Wilson.) ] understand that a great pars of
the opiam is grown on advsnces?—Yes; in engal
only. .

995. Bengal P—Yes.

996. Advances P—But that is the universal custom in
India—to give advances to cultivators of opinm aud
everything else.

997. Does Governmeni—do the asuthoritia provide

vances in the same way for any other crop or
industry P—No. .

993. The other advances to which you refer are made
by merchante and so forth P—The Government advances
are certainly for nothing else.

999. (Chairman.) It is the only srticle in which they
arc engag=d as manufacturers. I there anything that
vou would like to add —No; I do not think there is
anything else.

The witness withdrew.
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-
Surgeon-General 8ir Winttau Moors, K.C.LE., Q. H.P., called and examined.

_ 1000. (Chairman.) Sir William Moore, will you
describe to us the nature of your duties, and the official
position’ which you fibed in Irdia®—1I have filled
many official positions; but perhaps the most important
were a8 principal medical officer, for a number of years,
in Rsjpgotana, and then as Deputy Surgeon-General
for five years of the Bombay Presidoncy, and then as
Sargeon-General to the Bombay Presidency,

1001. How many years altogether did you paes. in
India P—About 333.

1002. In the course of your service were you led to
give much sttention to the use of opinm P—1 first com-
menced investigating the use of opinm so far back as
the year 1868, and the rusults of my investigations were
puablished in one of the selections from the Government
of India in the Foreign Department—1I forget the
number—and I then said that opium using was not so
prevelent in Rejpootans as had been supposed (that, I
think, was mentioned just now); and afterwards in some
other article I said that nearly sll the Rajpoots used
opium. The anti-opium party took that up as n con-
tradiction ; but they were not aware that about only
one-fourth of the population of Rajpontana are Rajpoots,
the other are Mhairs, Menas, Gonds, Bheels, und
various other tribes, 80 that they made & mistake. It
is amougst the Rajpoot population tbat the uee of
opinm is prevalent, 1 do not mean to say that all of them
use it, but the great majority of them do, and especially
the native gentlemen—the Thakoors or Barons of the
country.

1003. We have been giving our sattention to the
opium question from & general point of view. Can you
tell ua how were the investigations which you made
with reference Lo the use of opium conducted P—Well, in
Rajpootana they were conducted—(I was then the
Superintendent-Generalof Di iesand Vacecinati
and therefore had to travel all over tae country)—they
were conducted by noticing the people at the different
hospitals and diep ies, by iating with them in
their viliages, by friendships with the Thakoors and
native gentlemen, sometimes staying in their houses ;
in Bom'fmy by going to the opium shops, by seeing the
people there; by eitting down and smoking opium
with them ; and in the eame way at Poonah.

1004. Well, towards what particular point were your
inquiries directed P Oh, purely and entirely to the
Ebyaiologioal effect of opium on the constitution—the

gbitual use of opinm on the constitation.

1005. Well, what were the conclusions that youn arrived
at P—Well, I came to the conclusion % opiom
smoking was praotically harmless, and that drinking
umal pawnee, Or opinm water, was practically harmless,
not ouly harmless, but in many cases productive of
veory great bemefit. A moderate use would brighten
the intell and atr hen the system, render the
people more able to go through fatigue, ‘and in geasons
of want and soarcity enable them to do with less food.
It was slso in some degree a prophylactic to the
malarious fevers which abounded in some parts of the
country, and which I could prove by actual demonstra-
tion.

1008. Did you draw auy conclusions with reference to
the comparative evil effects of opium and alcohol P—
I have already mentioned that the evil effects of
smokirg opium in deration are practically ail, and
the evil effects of drinking nmal pawnee or opium-
water are praoctically nil, but if opium is taken to excess
it does an_injury, but it does not do so much injury as

tkere is no evidence that the habitua

habite and eustoms of large sections of the population.
I will give you an instance. The Rajput, when he is
going to make & journey of 10 or 15 miles. or even
20, or even 30 miles, throngh the sand on 8 camel,
generally takes a cup of umal pawnee—a stirrup-
cup ‘o strengthen hima on the road. He would not he
able to do that. The Rajput gentleman, after he has
had his dinner at night, produces the opium pipe or cu;

of umal pawnee, whichever he prefers; it is produce

just a8 wine is produced in this country after dinner.

e would not be able to do that. The camel-feeder,
who goes ont into the deserts to feed the young camels,
aud stays there for months, would not be able to do'it on
his handfal of grain and his camel’s milk if he had not
opium to add to sustenance. The people who frequent.
the opium shops—and most of them come to the opium
shops because they are suffering from some physical
malady—would not be able to go to these opinm shops,
and would not be able to get the relief that they get
from them. The malarious fevers of the country would
be considerably inoreased in severity, and the native
chiefs, in whbose territories opinm is grown, would have
grave cause for dissatisfaction.

1008. (Sir W. Roberts.) Have you, in your travels
over India, distinguished between the effect of the
habitual use of opium in difforent races P—No, I havo
not.

1009. You spoke of the Rajputs P—I spoke of the
Rajpate. That is the finest race in India.

1010. They are opium cators *—They arc almost
habitual opinm eaters. R

1011. Then you can spenk from your own knowledge
that they are generally habitusl opivm eaters P—Well,
I have associated with them in daily intercourse, and
at times lived in gentlemen's houses. My tent has
often been pitched close to their houses ; the Thakoors
have come into my tent at night.

1012. You are speaking of the reputable citizens P—
I am speaking of the gentlemen, the Thakoors, who are
really the barons of the country.

1013. And also the workmen P—Oh, yes.

1014, Well-regnlated and well-eonditioned workmen ?
~Yes ; many such workmen.

1015. And is it your experience that those using
opium in that way habitually were, as & class, healthy
pleople P-—Asg healthy as they conld possibly be as u
class.

1016. I presume there are no statistics in regard to
the death-rate or birth-rate in Rajputana P—No, there
are no relisble statistics.. There are statistics, but 1
would not recommend them a8 reliable.

1017, Have you observed whether there wag a tor-
denoy in cage of an habitual opium eater to the increase
of the dose ¥—As a géneral rule they do not incresse
the dose, but some do,

1018. That has been your personal observation #—
That has been my personal knowledge—yes.

1019. How many times a day do they take their
opium P—Generally at night. Then you must recolleot
that the Indian labourer who takes his opium has no
means of solacing himself after the day’s work : he has
no theatres, no music halls, no olabs, no societies, na
gin shops.

1020. And so far as you know, sfseakiug broadly,

use of opium in

tion,

sloohol, It never prod any pting in
the very last stages of an opium-eater, whe may suffer
from emaciation ard diarrhea. But thet is quite ex-
ceptional. It never produces drunkenness, such as
sloobol does, in fact the sttitude of the opium user is
slways one of repose. He never quarrels with hie
neighbour or beats his wife, or makes ta to

a3 you describe it, shortens life P—Iun
moderation I ahould m{lthere was no evidence what-
ever. Here isa book which gives you the history of
the lives of Bombay oEinm smokers. I do not know
whether you have it. But of course I do not mean to
ssy that the excessive use of opium iz not deleterions,

commit orimes, whereas the man with alcohol does all
this; and the man who suffers from alcohol will get
disense of the heart, fatty degeneration, disease of the
liver, the kidneys, and o&er orgnns, Nothing of that
occars from opium, excepting, a8 I have said before, by
w very large nse of opium—the ldst stages are some
degree of emaciation and diarrhea.

1007. Now, su i ium were only obtainable in
Indin a8 » medre‘:;m Eu?;iptian, what would you con-
oeive t0 be the probabls result of such a restriction f—r
It would be & grievous interferemce with the social

it is. Bnt these cases of excessive nse of opivm
in my experience are quite exceptional.

1021. Then, speaking of Rajputana, st any rate, the
exceasive use of opium is very much like drankenness

lves—-an ptional condition #—Just so.

1022. Taking the total effect of the opium habit, is it
your view that ik is mare beneficial barmfal, or
more barmful than beneficial P—It is much more
beneficial thaz alcohol.

1023. That ie your comviction P—That is my honest
view, after many years’ axperi oud i igati
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1024. Bas your experience been gathered almost
exclusively among the Rajputa P—No. I have siready
stated that I was in Bombay for some time, where
I often went to the opium shops and smoked apinm
in the shops with the people.

1025. Is there & community among whom there is a
general use of opium in Bombay P—It is very gene-
rally nsed, and by many people who you wonl? never
suppose vaed it—clerks and omnibus conductors, buggy
drivers, tramcar men. A great maay of them use it,

1026. Is it used in Bombsy amongst the more reput-
able, the law-abiding citizens P—~Not to so great an
extent ag in Rajputans, because the most of them in
Bombay bave taken to champagne if they can get it, or
liguor if they canziot.

1027-8. There is no generalisod consnmption P-—Not
in Bombay ; no.

1029, You cannot speak of the consumption of opinm
in Bombay as we can of the uee of wine or beer in this
country P—No; I do not think you could, because it
is not quite so prevalent.

1030. So that if you were to stop the consumption of
opium_by any means in Bombay the effect would bs
very different from stopping it in Rajputens P—Yes,
it would; but you would do & great injury to all these
poor people who go to the opium dens, as yon call them,
though they are not more dens than the liquor shop is
next door ur two or three doors off; you do = great
injury to them. One-half of the people who come

INDIAN OPIUM COMMISSION :

races, although certain races aro more particularl
addicted to it, ¥ y

1043. How do you explain that P How do you explain
that, as we are told, the Sikhe and Rajpoots sccm to
use opium ag a diffased and general habit, es we use
wine and beer in this country P—I think the explana-
tion, Eerhnpu, may be, sa regards the Rajpoots, that they
are the gentlemen, the upper classes of the country,
nlthough there are a great many poor Rajpoots, and
I think they tock to it when it was more expensive
than the means of the lower classos aliowed them to
get. Bub that is pure supposition.

1044. Quite so; you do not speak very positively P—
No, I do not.

1045. And you could not give us information PmI
could not tell you why they do it, except that they aro
the hetter class; they uso it just as we might uose
champagne.

1046. Then you have no information that you could

ive us 88 to the relation of the opium habit to race F—

0.

1047. Perhaps you might have some other remsrka
to offer geuerally P—Yes, I have one or two other
remarks that I should wish to offer. It will not take
me long. I should wish to draw attention to the fact

‘that inserance societios do not impose a higher rnte

on opium eaters. With respect to that thoy are guided
by the medios! officers of the rocieties. They wero
addressed on the subject some little time ago in
Calentta and Bombay, and they all gave the same

habitually to these opinm shops go there b they
are guffering from some painful malady.

1031, And is that the best course that you think they
could adopt to get relief P—I think it is, because they
have, progably a]l of them, been to the hospitals and
not got relief. .

1032. Would one be st all right in comparing these
persons, who frequent the opium dens in Bombay,
to the classes that bave sometimes been called the
residuum, or the sabmerged tenth of society? — A
great; many cf them are of course the lower classes
of society. The higher classes smoke their opium at
home, or drink their opium at” home; they do not go
to the ghops. It is just in this way. Take a gin-shop
in the lower parts of London; you will find the samo
olass of people, comparatively speaking, as you do in
the opium shops in the East.

1033. But I understood you to say, S8ir William, that
you could not regard the opiam habit a8 at all generalised

t th table cl in Bombay f—No, I do

P "y

g o

not think it is.

1034, It is exceptional P—But still & good many nse
it.

1035. Would you give us an ides. Amongst adults
would there be cne in ten who amoke opium P—No. I
do not smppose there would be. -

1036. Not even one i ten?—No, But I could not
say for certain, because men will not tell yon what their
habits are, and they have & happy kmack, if you question
them, of often saying what they think you would like
them to say.

1037. What is agreea.bie? Are they ashamed of the

habit P—No.

1038. Not in Bombay, I mean among the more
respectable persons ; those who smoke opium are not
ashamed of the habit P—I do not think so; no.

1039. You have not perceived that they ‘iried to
eoucesl it from others P—No; bat they will ot tell you
unless you are friends of them and know them pretty
well. They will not come and proclaim it in the
street. .

1040. Have you been in a Sikh campsign? Have
you had any experience of the Sikhs?—Only to a
small extent when I have been with regiments; there
have been Sikhs in the regiment; but I have never
been in the Punjab much—only travelling through it
occasionally. :

1041. Are there large or considerable populations in
India among whom the nsc of opinm is practically
unknown P—There are large ions of the populati
who do not nse it ; but I could rot say that it would be
practically unknown, becanse there wouid be a small
minority of people all over the country who do use it.

1042. And even throughout the conntry there ia more
or less consumption P ft is not confined, I mean, to
ceriain races P—1 do not think it is confined to certain

AnswWer,

1048-9. Is there & Jarge amount of insurance work
done in India on the basis of a large number of facts P
—Yea; many of the insurance offices wern addressed
on the point, and they would not incresse the in-
surance. They are guided by the medical men. .

1050. That would refer to natives, would it not—
insurance of nativesP-—No, it referred to insurance of
Europeans, and natives, snd all classes,

1051. But are we to understund that any proportion
of the Earopean community «re cpiam estera or smokers
in India P—Well, 1 uhink there ore a few., I was one
myself.

1052. For a short time; you wero not sn habitual
smoker P—Well, I was experimentally,

1053, But as habitual opium uvsers P—Ob, ycs, thero
are o few.

1054. Only a few P—Only a few.

1055, (Chairman.) Ie the practice of life insurance
largely resorted to among the natives P—Yew, it is;
8 great many inswre their lives now, duaring rceent
years.

1056. With European offices #-—Yes, there are several
offices that take insurances of native lives and Europesn
lives; they do not limit themseives.

1057. And there are eome native associations as well ?
—Some of the directora of these insurance socictics are
natives of course. Then I should like to diaw the
attention of the Commission to Bome erromeous atate-
mente which have been made. One is, that so much
land being taken up in Jndin for opium, cnongh was
not left for the growth of cereals, and therefore famines
occur; the fact being that it is only a decimal portion
of the cultivable land that is taken up with opium.
The famine in Rajputans, which waa eansed by the
total failare of rains one year and the ravages of locnsts
the next year, was said to be caused by the want of
food eansed because of the opium cultivation in Marwar,
I do not think there is o field of opium in Marwar. On
the contrary, to my knowledge, bundreds and thonsands
of people emigrated from Marwar, and went straight
acroes into the opium district of Malwa, s distance of
two or three hundred miles, where they foand food for
themselves and water and grass for their cattle, when
they could not get it in the place where they came from.
Then, in, the famine in Orises, in 1848, cansed
by immsﬁtkml. was said to be cansed becauwe the
cereals could noi be cuitivated in sufficient amount;
whereag there is not en acre of opium land in Orisrs.
Well, such absurd s{atementis as thoge are put in print.
Then, sgain, it is slieged that the opium nsers cannos
atiend to their business. As I have said before, some
of the most shrewd business men take their opium.
Clerks au.d people who bave work to do in offices, many
of them you wounld be surprised to find taking their
opiom. en it is 8aid that opium emoking is more|
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deleterious than drinking opinm water or even caling
opium. 'This is guite incorrect. Opinm smoking 1s
harmless; and, besides, it is not crude opium that is
tmoked—it is @ proparation of opinm known as chandul
or chandoo.

1038. (Sir W. Roberts.) How much per cent. of real
opium does that generally contain L1t has never been
investigated, bui the combustion which the chandul
undergoes when it is pnt into the pipe and put into the
lamp mist destroy much of the narcotic propertiss, and
it has not yet been ascertained suthoritatively what
really goes up the pipe-stem into the smoker's mouth.
That is o subject which requires iuvestigation. Now,
when crude opium is taker. it has a ditferent eflect,
because it must be dissolved and ahsorhed by the
stomach into the system, and therofore it is lable to
produce, in the first instance, constipation, and after-

* wards, by slow digestion and its probable congequences,
diarrhaea.  Then, that the effect of ¢pinm is to produce
torpor and sleep. This is quife incorrect. The first
effect of opium is exhilarating and stimulating. Teom-
pare a pipe or two of opium to a glass or two of good
champagne as regards its good effects, and I compare
several pipes of opium to several glasses of brandy and
water; drowsiness comes on, bul without any srgu-
mentative or quarrelsome stage. Therc is auothor
very silly thing that they have frequently said, thas
opium i3 so potent persons must lie down to smoke
it; they cannot toke it standing up or sirting down as a
Britisher would drink his gin or his beer. That is

uite incorrect. You can smoke your opium sitting
own, only it is custom and habit and convenience
which cuuses them to recline; you see that any day in
the opium shops. Then it is suid that opinm causes
immorality. I bave stated thas in small uantities
opium i exhilarating and stimnlating, No doubt, as
with all stimulants, the passions are temporarily
excited, bub in larger doscs it Is evactly the reverse.
Another stutementis that opium prevents the misgionary
enterprise of converting the Buddhist and the Hindoo.
I will not go info that subject; I have said it already in
a lecture I gave, that I do not think there i3 an atow of
truth in the asscrtion. It may be mentiored that the
ban placed ou spirits by Eastern religions and tho long
fasts imposcd are potent reasons why opmm is wsed.
The effects of chandul, which is prepared opium, have
been confused with those of tye chandoo, muddut, and
hemp. Muddus is s mixture of infericr opium and bran;
m andoo is a mixture of the refuse of half-burnt
dul scraped from the pipes. the refuse of opium,
ganja or bhang, and bad tobaceo. CGunju is the dried
flowers of the camnabis sativa or hemp plant ; bhang is
the dried leaves and stalks, The eftects of chandul,
carried to excess, are blank or sleep, or you may call it
the nirvana of the Budidhists. The eftects of ganja are
vivid illusions of the brain which may turn to insanity ;
and if you refer to the statistics of the Indian lunatic
agylums you will find that while hundreds are reported
as having come into the asylums from the effects of
liguor and bhang only three or four or five or six would
be returned as coming into the asylums from the effects
of opium. And in the jails in the same way. The
deaths from opium are practically nil.

1058, (Sir W. Roberts.) 1 an only going to ask one
more question, I do not know whether it iz possible
to answer it. How is it that the opium habit does
not spread amongst the Furopeans in India. I mean
the habitual use of opium P—~Amongst the Europeans f

1060, YeaP—Because -they have been brought np
from their youth ngw&rds to believe in beer and
liquor, ‘and gin, and other things; and then it is &
troublesome thing, smoking opium. . It is too trouble-
some for & European. :

1061. You would not admit that it was dze to some
profound constitutional difference P—No; I do not
think so. : :

1082, But of course you would not be positive?—
1 do'not think the constitutional difference has any-
thing whatever to do with it. It is simply habit, and
bringing up from childbood. We will say the Rajput
child seea the opinm pipe from the day of his birth, or
a8 long as he can notice anything; the European child
sees the gin or the beer.

1063. But you know new habits bave arisen even
within recent times.
aloohol habit; then came the tea habit, the coffee habit,

" or the tobacco habit P—Yes.
+ 1064. And the British poople did not show them-
e 80970
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selves ab all loth to take up these aiditionnl habits,
How is it that in Indis they have noi
opinm habit ¥~ Well, for one reason it |
thing to smoke opium. You cannos take it like a
cigar, and pot if iz your mouth aud smeke it away;
you must have . lamp, .

1065. But oprum-cating is casy cny
that is masty : i does not taste nice. it [ have geen
many Kuropears cab 3 sweckmeat in Tudis which cou-
tains a deal of upiam.

1068. Put they bave not acquived any habit in that
direction P—Well, they do et ucquire the Lubit, I
will nob say positively why, except that | think ir is
sitply a matter of bringing ap from youth upwards.

1067 (Mr., Wilson.) [ donot quite understand your
position, Sir William. 1t I understand rightlv,'\*ou,
think on the whole it is & goad thing -1 will not go
50 far 0y to say it in s good thing, because T think wo
sh(_mld be bottor, all of us, withont wny Higaor, or
opium, or anything of the kind; but I mean to say
;;lns, that the use of vpinm does iuore good than it does

arm.

1068. Then if is a good thing #~Yes; that iy n vood
thing.

1069, We nre going to India; wonld you advise ng to
go o for it P~L would advige you to iry it certainly.
Do as I did, go to the opium shops,

1070. 1 Qid nob say “try it,” but “nse 7 9 {se

it.

_1071. You advise us to acquire the opium habit #-
No; I do not advise you to ncquire the opium habit,
but 1 advise youto poto the opium shops and see for
yonrselves, and all of you have a pipc or two.

1072. You do not yuite catch my meaning, I think,
I do not quitc clearly understand whether you think
on the whole it is a good thing or not to take opium ?—
‘That depends upon the situation the person is in, and
it depends upon whether he has the means of using
somebhing else which he likos better. i

1073. Would you tell me of a sitnation in which it is
a good thing >—~Well, I have already tnld you several
sitnations where it is a good thing” When u Rajput
s 1o ride 30 miles on his ecamel through the sand he
tukes his “stirrup vap” of opium hefire Le sturts.
"They used to bring me a *“ stirvup enp”” of opium when
1 was starting on a march in early morning in Rajpu-
tang.

1074. Well, with reference to the people that vou
saw in the opium sheps.  You said they had probally
all been ot the hospilal and failed to get roliof P—-Well,
the great majority of them no doubt had hecu to
hospitals, and perhaps were going to hospitals then.

1075. Do I understand that the greater parb of the
Ppeople that you would meet in these opinm places are
ﬁractically sufferers from some serious disease -]

ave given the numbers, I think, in a pamphlet which
I wrote on the “Opium Shops of Bombay” ; but I
should gay, at a rough guess, that half the people who
are in these opium shops, or, as you like to call them,
‘t‘hdeus,” kalf of them have something the watter with
em.

1076. Previously ?—They have bronehial affections,
or nervous aflections, or aciatica, or other painful affec-
tions, and they go there habitually every day becanse
they find that the opium pipe soothes them better than
anything else.

1077. Do you mean that a larger proportion of th..
persons_in these places are invalids than unywhere
else P—Yes, certainly.

1078. And that they resort there for the purpose of
relief P—They resort to thom for relief,

1079. Have the ailments, then, anything to do with
the previous habit of taking the opium P—The unilments
have nothing to do with it.  The people in those ghop-
have been described as suffering from tho effveis of
opium, whereas they have been saffering irum the
diseage for which they went to the shops b get relief,

1080. Then you said that they would not wll you
if they tock opium. Is that because they think if i-
disgracefal P—"1They would not tell you.

1081. Yousaid you had asked—I think our Chairman
agked you, or Sir W. Roberts asked you, about these
persons, about otlier people faking cpium—you raid
they often would not tell you whether they took @ or
not P—1 mean not with reference to the peoplo i the

1Y
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opium shope, because their presence there shows that
they take it, but with reference to the better classes.

1082, Yes; X understand P—They wonld not tell you
unlese you knew them, and became scquainted with
them. If you met & man in the street, and ssid, ** Are
“ you an opium smoker P’ he wonld pr%bnbly sy, “I
 do not understand.” :

1083. Is it because they think it is Liisgmcefnl —
No; I do not think it is because they t,lfink it is dis-
graceful, :

1084. Then why ? What do they think P—Well, thei
would tell you if you became friendly with them, an
knew them. But they woumld not pro¢laim it in the
etreev.

1085. No. But I gather, from what you said, that
there was sn inclination to conceal the fact that the
took opium. What is their motive for such conceal-
ment f—1I do not think there is any inclination to con-
ceal it, becanse they will tell you if yon know them.

They will mot come snd volpnteer information to
anybody they meet.

:1086. (Str J, Lyail.) Is it the ocase) Bir William, in
Rajpoot: it was t}

jp . ht & dis e amongst the
Rajputs not to eat opinm ¥—Not fogeraT't I3

1087. Yes, it was the same sort of disgrace which
used to exist perhaps two generations.ago in_England,
with respect to a man who would not drink wine F—No,
I donot think so, I recollect very well one night, I
was in the State of Marwar, the Political Agent of
Marwar, and myself, 'were sitting inour tent with fonr
or five gentlomen—Thakoors—and they were asked
what they would have, and two or three of them had
some brandy which we bad with ns, but one gentleman
said, “ No, he wounld not take any,” and all the others
said, “ Oh, no; he wants to ,Fo ome o his wife, and
¢ smoke his opium pipe.” They
another in that way. -

1088. (My. Wilson.) 1 have only one other guestion:

—whether you have any ides of the quantity of opium
of

msed to chaff one’

INDIAN OPIUM COMMISSION !

gogn any quantity which  man may take. Constitutions
111er.

1094. With regard to s remark thatI made when a
Previous witresa was giving evidence, there ia no allusion
in anything that I said with regard to the proportions
of Rajpoots in Hajpootans, was there P Wgat I gave
was just your own remark, * From the mbhove, nnd
« from the mfauiriea instituted during the previons
** year, it woul ‘appear that the percentage of people
** to population using opium in Rajpootana is not so
“ eat 08 I, in common with most Europeans, had
** imagined.” Those are your own words P—Perfoctly
correct, 8ir.

1095. There was no mistake in the quotation I made P
—No mistake. But afterwards I said, in amother
article, that mout of the Rajpoote used opium.,

1096. That I did not alinde to in any way P—No.

1097. (Sir J. Lyall.) Bir Willism Roberts anked yon
whether you eounld give any explanation of why certain
races used opinm. He mentioned the Bikhs and the
Rajpoots. - As regards the Sikbs, is it not the case that
the veason probably is that their first teacher pro-
hibited the use of tobacco P — Their first tencher
prohibited the use of aleohol and tobacco.

1098. I do mot think he did alcohol—well, not sn
strongly as tobacco; he deprecated the use of alcohol P
—That may have induced the taking of opimm. As I
eay, I thini, in my evidence, ‘“ the ga.n placed agninst
“ aloohol and tobacco in the eastern religions may have
** led to the nse of opium, against whick no ban was
“ placed.” Bui that is purely speculstive. I could not
say why the different races use it, except that it is »
habit and custom, and opinm is a country produot.

1099. Was not the early use of opium smong the
Rajpoots connected partly with their constant fighting
in which the{ engaged; did not they drug themselves
with opium P—Probably they primed themselves with
opinm,

1100. When they had to msake s desperate agsanlt, or
suything of that kindf—Yes, they perhaps primed

consumed hy these different ol of p
whom you speak P—The guantity differs very much in-
deed. I shonld say, perhaps, that the average of what
I have seen of 8 man who nses opinm moderately is
three or four pipes—be wonld probably use three or
four pipes.

1089. What weight would that representP—That
would represent a weight of 50 or 60 grains, perhaps,
of chandul, made into four or five little balls, which i8
put on the pipe at the lamp.

1090. (Mr. Pease.) You spoke of the ona going
ont into the desert with their camels, and there taking
their opinm a8 sustenance P—Yes,

1091. Do you consider that there isanything nourish-
ing in opinm, or that it is only a staying power for a
while nntil he counld obtain solid food ?—It prevents
what we used to call a few years ago eremacausis, or
waste of tissne. The young camels are sent out into
the desert of Rajpootana for the whole of one season,
and then they are sent np to the Punjab for the next
season, because they get n different kind of grass there,
and they say that if they are not sent up to the Panjab

tans they will
never become strong camels; and they go omt right
into the desert districts, where there is mot & vil-
lage within 20 or 30 miles, end wster is very

Ives with epium~—or porbaps bhang—more fre.
ue;xt]y. Bhang 1s more injurious than opinm s great
onl.

1101. (Mr. Penss) Just one other remark L would like
to make, and that 18 with regard to the question as to
the ocoupation of the land for cereals and for poppy ; is
it not, the fact that there was a greas famine in Bajpoo-
tana in which about 1,200,000 people died P~~Yes, { was
there at the time. . I travelied 2,000 miles in Bajpootans
in the famine yesrs. '

1102.” And that a great many of them went into Malwa
seeking for food, and they were unable to find it P—
No; they found food forthemselves and their cattle, snd
water. There was what we eall & *tur” famine in
Marwar. There was no rsin, no , ond no: water;

,and the people emigrated by hundreds of thonsands—
went right up into the Punjab—went up to Goojerst,
A good number crossed the desert into Hoinde; but the
greater part went through Meywar into Malwa,.

1103, They were all saved that went into Malwa P
A great number of them died on the road.

1104, There was food for them in Malwa P—Ther:
was food for them, and grass, and water. ’

1105, The statement that was made from Dr. George
Smith waa, that if the land that was in Malwa had been
pulv.ilsf@d with cereals, and those cereals had been sent

scarce. Perhaps a hundred camels would be
penied by three or four men, and all these wen
take their opinm with them, and they live on s little

. flour that they take with them—grain (no rice there),

and camel’s milk and opinm, They would not do that
it they had not the opinm.

1092. You think that s moderate amount of vovpium
can be taken without any injury to the health. oald
you recommend persons in this country to take regular
doses of opium two or three times a day, end do you
think that it would not be injuriousito their hesith P—
No, I wounld not recommend them t takeit, and I would
not recommend them to take three or four doses of
spirits three ar four times a day.

1093. But you beliave it would not be injurious to
their health P—That depands on what they would take.
Some people would take a grest deal more than others,
just @8 in the same way as spirits. You caunot lay

into Rajp it might have saved the lives of the
people shere P—But how could they be sent into Raj-

when there wae no grass, and no water, and no
railway  Why a camel would not carry more than he
could eat. I was in Bajpootana at the time, and I saw
all thlzseople, and I can state from my own personsl
knowledge.

1108. The difficulty in Rajpootans was the want of
means of communication a8 much a8 anything P—Yon
‘see 8 man wanted food and water, snd you could not
send men, because they could not carry more than they
would eat on the road. .

1107. (Mr; Mowbvay.} What sort of proportion of the
?opulaﬁon of Rajpovtans are Rajpootsf—About one

ourth. That is where the mistuke ocenrred. The
opium babit is not nearly so prevalent amoug what
you might eall the aboriginal tribes—the half-castes,

. mbairs, bheels, gonds, menss.

The witness withdrew
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Dr. P. J. Mousr called in and exsmined.

110%. (Chairman.) 8ir William Roberts has kindly
hndertaken to condnot your examination P—~Thank you,

shall be happy to answer any questions & far as I can.

1109, {§ér W. Roberts.) I helieva thil yon have had
onsiderable opportunities of sl:nd{mg the opinm habit
In India P—The opium question I have, in sll its rels~
sions, brff not so much the opium habit, for I did not
tome so much in contact with it.

1110. 'Will you tell us what means you possessed, of
hequiring an_acquaintance with opiam?—Yes.  Lwas
Asgisgtant Opivm. Exsminer to the Government, I think
for a.couple of yeavs, when I had to analyse and repors
ppon the value, of each batch of opium that was sent
down to be_exported to Ching. . Thea I was d

“of which

1292 You ean speak'.ni‘ She oﬁinﬁ: habit in some
parte of India a8 having been practised fenara.ﬁion after
tiom ¢ From historicai evidence

can.
1123, Yet the population confinues healthy P—Per-
fectly healthy ; amongst them are the finest populations

in India, - . v : ,
... 1124, I suppose it ia impoessible that you could state
facts proving that to the C ission P—No, b I
never male syecial ingniry into this point. Those were
the days before the opium (uestion’ had become &
burning question, and it only became interesting to me
fromr ‘my professional position in theé city in the heads
lived 13 years. 'They came Yo me on all pos-

B

sibie

Chemical Exasminer to the Government, lﬁlfhx

to_cousult me 86 to their jllnesses and

had & ponsiderablo

their family di

capacity every parcel of poigons that were.snpp K
hag: bey;n .intended for criminal parposes:Wak goni to
me for examination, and I had to- report what I:found
in them. I never found opium in sny ocsge whateven,
becsuse it was not: used by any professional poisoner.
1111. What f—I never found opium in any of the
paroels gent, or eul which might have been con-
tained in them for illegal purposes.’ I afterwards was
appointed Professor of Materia Medica and Chemistry.
In that position I had to teach the subject of the
natare, composition, and uses of remedies employed in
medicine, and amongst them weas necessarily opinm,
fur the most valuable mediocine we h_ave. particularly
in the tropics. Subsequently I occupied the Chairs of
Medicine and Medimﬂ Jurisgmdenoe, sad taught the
‘mses and sbuses of opium in their therapeutio and
medico-legal aspects. . , R
1118. Then am I to understand that youn did not come
very much into contact with opium eaters or drinkers

AnC. SUereny
I 1 kmowledge of them;- * " ¥
1125, Did the habit go cm increasing ag
‘ori f-=No, T baw o difference.”” AN ‘f"; ‘. IR
" 1126, Then you. wonld compaze ,the usa of opinm
amongst these people to the use,~the moderate nse~—of
alcohokic liquors amongst ourselves:f—Undonhtedly..
1127. And quite as harmless P—Yes; quite, in faot
more 80, because & man shows & flushed face and many
other indications of familiarity with alcohol; but you
could detect nothing of the kind in the ease of those
who used opium. They were all temperate; I never
8aw, in the whole 13 years I wae living amongst them
}nnd I saw them daily); they came to me abt the ont-
disp Y or;at the hoapital, snd as a friend, and
I never saw, in all that time, an opium drunkard.

R
Jears went

1128. Drunk from apirits, do you meanP—No, from

opium, s
1129. Bo that these partioular groups that you had

or amokers f:—I came & great in oo with &
colony in the Burra Basar of Caloutta, which oonsisted
almost entirely of opiem users. They were up-country
tmon, Marwarees, some of them bsnkers, some shop-
keepers; men of considerable intelligenoce, really good
business men, and the whole sommunity of them were
Teputed to be opinm consumers. '

1118, You ascertained that from your own observa-
tion P—Yes. Of conrse I waswell acquainted with them
personally; tho{ camo to me ab all times when there
wae enything the matter with them, any sickness, or
other trouble. They were fota large oolong; but they
were a somewhat floctuating body; mauy hundreds of
them were coming and going in my time.

1114. Then what was your impression as t0 the state
of health and longevity of these people P-—I never in
my life saw finer men of their respective classes, more
intelligent ar more sctive men, or men who showed less
signs of being under the influence of any drug or nar.
ootic than both the Chinese colony and \‘..his other
commaunity of Marwarees L have spoken of in relati

exp of bad net even s minority of opium * eots,”
w8 “they sre called P—I " Bearcely understand your
question. R o
"1130. You bave heard of the opium gbt POk, yes.
1181 You sawnothing ding to that gat
them P—Nothing whatever. What they were in the
evening, when work was doue, and the day was over,
nand they went to their rest, we had no knowledge of,
‘because they were in their own houses; but there was
never a brawl in the streets, there was never a man
amon%at them brought up before the police for any
disturbance of public order, in the whole of that time,
and I was in constant communication with the police
suthorities, for I aided them greatly in that part, of the
city in which I lived, in majntaining order. -
- 1183, 8till, I presume you admit that the opinm
‘habit has its bud side P-—Yee, in excess, undonbtedly.
1188. Will you explain ta the Commission what you
Z:ursalf have observed a8 to the evils of the opium
bit P—I mever saw anyone who exhibited mmﬁl an

to the Burre Bazar. N

1115. Do you consider that yom obtained accurate
i tion s to the ¢ of opinm that they wonld
use P—No, becanse it is like tobncoo smoking—where
oue man uses one eignr another will nse ten; and the
same with regard %o pipes. Ido mot think that you
oonld establish any exaot, definite quantity which tiey
nged. Mr. Monro, who was Commissioner of Police
here, and is now & missionary in India, after being

t of misuse of opium, not one in the whole of that
time, so I oanmot speak to it from personal knowledge. .

1134. So that you have nothing to say bat praise of
the habit P—Given the necessity of s ssimulant, so far
a8 my knowledge want, certainly, PR

1135. Do yon oconfine your epinion rherely as based
upon your own experience of these tw anities P—
To these two t communities chiefly, bat there used
to come to hospital up-country mes who were

Inspector-General of Police thers, has given pproxi-
mately the quuntity used per head of the population in
Bengal, but yon caunot rely much on it a8 the doctrine
of aversges docs not apply to such questions.'

1116. The ‘" mixtare three times a day ” i a drachm,
I think P—I do not know, . ) i

1117. But used you to see thess people habituslly
smoking P—No, not habitually ; at various times of the
day ; they did not uss opiam all day long.

1118. Recarrently, if you lik B--Yes, docidedly.

1119. Nearly ali of them P.Nearly all of them in that
particular quarter nee opiam, I believe.

1120. And is it your impression that the habit con-
tinues for genecration after generation among these
people f—Yea. .

1121, I hope the opiam hebit is not 4o old in Indie
that you can speakof it a8 going on for generation after
generation P—~Yes, I can, for long before we went to
the country it wos in use. Smoking is not an Indian
vice. : ! M .

porarily in Cal 1 kmew mothir.g more about
them thax their nationality. il
1136. Yon did not see any sufferers from opinm P—
No, not one. !

1137, Did they not even saffer ﬁ-on/ whai we should
in this country at any mis, constipetion—
ellow eyes, you know, from embarassed livers #—T
w nothing about their healtk untl they came 1o the
ountdoor dmienury, or to the hosyital, to consuls me
medically ; but those were not ths effects that were
vigible in them at all. Liver disesse was rarely found
amongst them,
1138. Well, wounld yor sum 0Ur experience on
this question P—You mean my g:gean experience P
1139. Yos P—I would rather, if you will allow ms,
tell you my experience of opiam in relation to erime
and gaosmity;,t.hntian bject I atudied particularly.
1140. We should be very t0 hear your secount
of that P—Taking the oonnﬁn between,t.he nse of
opium and orime, I colleoted the statistios, and I have
here the report of the prisens of the Lower Provinces
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for five conseoutive years, wherein are represented all
the conditions connected with the imprigonment of
802,000 prisoners of both sexes snd all ages—every
detail connected with them, their age, sex, occnpation,
cagte, and other circumstances—all these particulars are
contained in this volume, and in the whole of it,
amongst that large number of people, there was not &
single crime that was attributed to opium, either its
use or abuse, Had there been such, they would bave
been placed on record by the magistratea who sent in
the returns, '

1141, Is aleohol mentioned P—Alcohol, no; al

INDIAN OPIUM COMMISSION :

been made to the Chief of the Police in Calontta as t
the amount of orime committed under the influence of
opiuma. The following questions were asked of tho
said  Commissioner of Police :—'"Is thers muol
** orime traceabls or atiributable to the habitual wse of
** opium? If eo, what kind of orime? (rimes o
‘¢ violencs ! ~ Or assault? Or robbery?  Dacoity #
(that is house breaking) “Theft? House-trespass,
* &o.7"” Inreply to which he suys: * The only crime
** that can be, in any way, attributable to the habitual
‘ use of opium is petty pilfering, but even this is
:‘ rare. A petty tl:xef, who is an habitual opium

is not mentioned in my returns. ‘'We had a very emall
hospital at that time for the use of Europeans, but atill
we a fow cases of delirinm tremens and similar
affections. I will hand in to you the report to which I
have alluded, because to give you even a resumé of the
detaile in it would be very difficult; it is & mass of
figures from beginning to end.

1142, That is your mecount of the relation of opinm
to crime ; now with regard to lunacy, what have you to
say P—I was official visitor of lunatic asylums, and I had
constantly to visit them, and report upon their state, as
to the canses of i ity, their tr t, ‘&o. No
figures had then been collected to enable me io judge,
but I state generally in & series of papers, which 1 wrote
in the ** Lancet” (and whaich I hope you will allow me
to p to the O isgion), my views mpon the
subject.

1143. (Chairman.) Will you hand me over those
papers P—Certainly, but there is one which I wish briefly
iI::) refer to further on, then I will give them to you, my

ord. ’

Now, hore are the * Admissions to the Asylums of
“ Lower Bengal for Ten Yeara ” (1881 to 1890), printed
by the Cslcutta Medical Society.  There were alto-

ether in 10 consecutive years 2,202 admissions, of which
g«ﬂ were alleged to have been caused by ganja, 117 by
spirits, and 8 from opium. That refpresenm the statistios,
on this subject, of 74,000,000 of people, so that the
infinitesimal - portion of a man that became insane from
the abuse of opium is really not worth taking into
calenlation.

1144, (Sir W. Roberts.) I would like to ask you, in
reference to this question, out of that total, were there
more habitual users of opium, or more habitual users of
spirits, or more habitual wusers of ganja P—There
must ‘have been more of ganja, and there is a Commis-
sion now examining into that question in India. The
hemp plant grows 1n every ditch, and it can be easily
prepared for eating or drinking. It is a far more
injurious drag then opium. These figures very fairly
represent the difference in character for evil of these
three substances. 1 have alresdy given you the tables
a8 to crime within the jails ; now how is it as to erime
without, which came under the smpervision of the

olice. Here is & L&aper on the opium question in

ower Bengal, b . James Monro, who was recently
‘Commissioner of Police here, and who was in the

¢ ker, ly steals a lotah, or other small
‘ articles that come handy, to enable him to satisfy
‘ his craving for the drug. No erime is known to be
** an after eftect of opium, and police experience goes
** to show that the use of opium does not tend to any
‘ erime of daring or violence.” Another question is;
*' Is there such a thing as the ‘ drunk and incnpable’ of
* alcohol reforabls to opium #** Answer: * There is na
“ guch thing as the k and incapable * referable to
 opium.’ Then there are some questions also. put to
two native gentlemen. I will not trouble you with that,
but there 18 a great deal of detailed information there
regarding the influence of opium on the Native popu-
lation. One of them says that *“the Chinese and
“ Biamese in the Colootollah section of the town are
‘ all opium eaters, but are nevertheless very intelligent
*¢ and smart.”

1145. The Chinese in the Btraits Settlements P—No,
in Caleutta. - There is & colony of them. I forget now
how many there were, but I think 300 or 400. I, how-
ever, saw the Chinese colony of 40,000 at Singapore,
where I visited the opium farm and Chinese colony
with the Governor, who gave them she highest character
for sobriety, intelligence, and abstention from crimes of
violence.

Another deposes that * hundreds of men over 70 years
“ of age cau be seen amongst the opium eaters of Burra
‘ Bazar " (that was the communifq 1 was referring to
in to & i questi ‘‘and ibey enjoy
¢ good health. 1 know an elderly lady who will com.
¢ plete her 97th year by the end of June, and who has
‘ been using opium for the last 55 yesrs. She moves
¢ about withomt help, and eats her food well. Hhe is
‘ slightly deaf, but does not suffer from any other
“ bodily inﬁrmibky." He further says: “The vices of
‘“ alcohol are unknown to opinm. The pulice returns
show that opium eaters are the most peaceful clasu
“ of civizens, and the only criminal offence committed
“ by men who take opium is petty theit, committed
‘ by the low class madat emokers. Alcohol is miore
‘¢ expensive than opium. Alcohol renders 8 man drunk
“ and disorderly, whilst opiam mukes him solemn and
¢ quiet.”

1146. And you endorse thote views P—Quite. Some
of these gentlemen were probably pupils of mine. They
are now native practitiomers, wen of great ability and
Isrge experience, who can be thoroughly relied npon
for their mccounts of the diseases that come under

magistracy for a long time in India before he b
Inspeotor General of Police. 1 shall place this docu-
ment at your disposal. Hesays: ‘“ Are the tendencies
“ of the people in districts which consume opium more
*“ ocriminal than those of other districts in which the
* drug is eparingly used P The answer is distinctly in
“ the aegative,, 'l'he division of Orisea, .wbich con-
* sumes most opium in Lowgr Bqng&l.‘m the least

their cog Here speaks another of them:—
“The therapeutic value of ofinm no one will deny—its
“ uses in dysentery, diarrhcea, cholera, rheumatiem,
* neuralgia, diabetes, cough, &c., are nndoubted, but
“ ite value a8 & remedy, curative, and ﬁrophylncﬁc. in
“ malarious fevers, i8 not so widely known. 1 will
“ rolate to yom a circmmstahce which illustrates the
“ vnlge of opium in malarious districts. During an

‘“ turbulent wnd ~troubl in. ‘Tespects in
‘¢ the whole province” [that contains between 5,000,000
and 6,000,000 of inbabitants]. *‘In the turbulent dis-
¢ tricts of Esstern Bengal, such as Dacca, Baoker-
“ guoge, Mymensingh, Khoolna, Jeseore, and Pubna,
the conemmption of opium is trifling. During the
** years in which I wns at the head of the police in
*‘ Lower Bengal (if a reference to personal experience
** is permissible), { can testify that the use or abuse of
‘“ opium formed wo perceptible factor in the produc.
tion of crime throughont the province. No case in
which the connexion of opinm with crime was ests-
blictied ever came under my notice.” This gentle-
man j8 mow a miwionary in Bengal, and a very
able one. Then hs states here: “ 1 most wun-
“* hesitatingly assers, en the basis of eriminsl statistics
‘““and criminal experience, that the use or abuse of
** opium is not, to :nndy wppreciable extent whatever, &
‘ factor in the production of crime in any of the
‘¢ districts in the proviocs of Lower Bengal.” ~ Now in
this other paper® there is & reference which has recently

® The distussion by the Calcutta Medica) Bociety on the effocts of the
hahitual use of opium on the buman constitution.” July 18va.
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“ ep ic of fever in the Terai districts near Bareilly,
“ in Robilkund, three compounders were sent with a
“ gtock of medicine. Of these tbree, one smoked
*“ tobacco only, and he died there of faver: the second
“ man, who was & bhang eater, returned to Bareilly
“ with s bad type of remittent fever ; while the third
* man, who was & confirmed opium eater, returned
* after the epidemic was over, much improved in
“ peslth and experience.”

1147. That is rather 8 narrow experience, is it no$ P
—1tis a narrow experience, and these are merely typical
cases. 1 do not think much reliance need be placed
on these emall otatistica. Such statistice sbould be
drawn from & much Jarger ficld of observation to enable
ony sound general deductions to be drawn from them;
but still, there i8 quite sufficiens in them to show that
go far as I witnessed, opinm in moderation was not s
destructive agent in any sense, of health, morals, or
‘manners, or productive of crime.

1148. (Mr. Wilson.) There was just one thing thas
you read us out of that book which struck me. Oneof
the persons whoze statements you read said that opium
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makos them solemn. We were told it wak exhilarating P
It tonds generally to-quietude and repose, and they
doge off to sleep in most cases ; when you wake them up
they are intelligent and sharp, and are able at once to go
to their- work or -business. Amether guestion I have
heard raised in this rcom I should like to touch apon. I
never found one of those gentlemen (and many of them
were bankers, merchants, and men of goo@ position and
répute) who was in the least ashamed of being am opinm
smoker or eater, or made any attempt to conceal the
fact, If I were attending them medically, and I asked
thom whether they used opium, they readily told
ma; but in most cages it would have been & matter of
jdle curiosity for me to ask them, as I knew that they
were practically every one of them opium consumers.
And a8 to their loss of caete, and all that sort of
assertion, I witnessed nothing of the kind.

- 1149. I understood that you yourself lived between
a volony of caters on the one side, and a oclony of
smokers on the other P —That was go.

1150. Then as regards these people you bave beem

* malarious

{4

* prophylactic in the. deltas of the great rivers and
digtriots generally; that any alternative
“ which may, and indeed must, follow its compulsory
“ disuse or emrloyment only a8 a medicine for the en-
** forcement of which no trained sgency at present
¢« exists would be & resort to much more harmful
¢ gtimulants and narcotics than opium ever has been,
“ or can be;” [and shat has resily ocourred; where
the price of opium has become prohibitory they have
taken to alcohol; where the circumstances have been
the reverse, they have abandoned alcohol and taken to
.opium—sgo that it is no longer a_specnlative opinionl
¢+ that the for it proposed euppression, shoul,

“ gach » p ing be practioable, are i

#* visionary, and caloulated to cause much undeserved
“* migery and suffering gst the p ble nati

‘¢ glities, and wounld be actively resisted by the more
“ manly and warlike races of Indis, whose mental,
“ moral, and physical qualities are the best sible
proofs of the absolute inaccuracy of the antr-opizm
contention ; that it shares with the many uarcotics
¢ and stimulants in use in all civilised ocuntries the

speaking of, do any of them indulge in both p
eating and smoking P-—I do uot think eo.

1151, (Mr. Pease.) It is the practice, is it not, to mix
opium with ganjaP—Not amongst those that I wit-
nessed. It is done, I was told, in the Straite Settle-
ments and other places out of Indis, snd there it is
enid to be extremely mischievons.

1152. You drew a distinction between the action of
the two; but I thought they were frequently taken in
conjunction P—Not, 8o fap a8 I knew, get the

tics of & poison when used in excess, but
in & minor degree to moat of them ; that euch excess
* is exceptional in India; that the revenue raised from
¢ itg sale in British India, a8 an excise, is no more
g } or degrading than the r raised in
¢ Great Britain from the spirit licences and, other
¢ means of texati vplied to alcohol in its varions
' forms, or to tobacco, which is also in mniversal use;
¢ that the fiscal action of the Indian Government in
restrioting its use is &_‘renlly humane and moral

communities I lived in the midat of.

when trasted with the spirit licemces
Suned' in Great Britain, and is iteelf in practice and

1153. (Chairman.) Are there any further obser
which yor would wish -to make P—Allow me, my Lord,
to read you m{ formulation ss contained in my
papers in the * Lancet.” I suy as follows, in sum-
ming up all I know of the subject, both from reading
and practical experience :—** I maintain, and have not
** yet seem any suthoritative proof of its inaccuracy,
that the habitual use of opinm in India is neither
injarious, degrading, nor immoral ; that it has cansed
no general mental or physicel deteriorstion of the
races of any part of India in whioh it is in general
** use gince the oontrol of its cultivation and distribe-
** tion has been undertaken by the Government of that
portion of the country which is under ita direct rule;
that it is not o general incentive to crime or des-
troyer of roason; that it is a valuable febrifoge and

R a thoroughly moral proceeding.” That was
the result of my observations, and those remérks
based upon the study and nse of opium in my practice
88 8 hospital physician represent my firm convictions
on the subject. IE there is any other question I ehall
be happy to answer it. -

1154. (Mr. Pease.) Is it not a faot, 8 stated at that
meeting from the report of which yor have made some
quotations, that opium i8 taken for the purpose of
exciting sexual desire P—Yes, I believe so; but as &

. mstter of fact it rapidly produces a very different effect,

and is said to have a marked tendency to diminish the
reproductive powera o such extent as to influence the
increase of population: This, I submit, is deservin,

of further consideration from s Malthosian point o
view,

The witness withdrew.

Sir Georss Birpwoob called in and examined.

1155. (Chairman.) How long were you in India, Sir
George P~—Wiil {ou allow me to read my statement?
1 oan got throngh it quicker in that wsﬁ.& It is taken
from tﬁ remarks I made on Mr. George Batten’s paper
read at the Soociety of Arts in 1892, and is as follows:
“ Y wish here to speak only of my personal observation
¢ of the habitual use of opium during my 15 years®
“ latter residence in Western India. I paid the closest
“ attention to the subjeot during the whole of the years
“ T was there, and had ev kind of experisuoe in
* yelation to it, having at different periode beem in
* medical charge of the Soathern Mahratte Irregular
¢ Horse, the 8th Madras Cavalry, the 3rd Bomba;
¢ Native Infantry, o battery of Artillery, the jail an:
** givil station of Sholapore, and the steam frigate
¢ ¢ Ajdaha’” Now with regard to that experience, I
would like to point out the difference in the conduot
of Euro troops while on the march as compared
with that of the native troops. Wh 1 hed

and sit for & while, and then one of o group would
in a quiet way teke from his pocket a little lump of
.opinm, .and proceed to divide it with those sitting
with him; and there they would sit swhile medi-
tating, swallowing the opiur and meditating; and
by the time the halt wae at sn end, and the regiment
reformed and marched on, they were fully refreshed
and perfectly eteady. ‘‘Subsequently, and for the
* remainder of my service, I waa af to the
“J jee Jojeebhoy Hospilal, Bombay, and waas in
o o of A and Physiolegy,
“ and of Botany snd Materin Medica, at Grant
** Medioal College. I was also a J.P., and » visitor of
the jeils in Bombay, and the year I was sheriff
regularly visited them. Besides this, I was probably
*“ more intimately familiar with all classes of the
** native population than any other European of my
*¢ generation ; while, a8 an ever-active journaliat * (I waa

with Euaropean troops they were a constant causo of
snxicty to me, both on medical-grounds, and on account
of the trouble they gave in their dealings with the
natives. 1 llect, on one i quite a riot in
» village through which Euro, troops were passing ;
they had broken into the spirit shop, and the young
““Queen’s " offiser in command was just about to flog
the paiel of the village for their misconduot when
formnntel{wl was wble to stop him by telling him
it would as bad aa flogging a mmyor in this
country. On the other hand, the native troops, when
they were on the march, mever gave any trouble,
either in regurd to drunkenness or women. 91: the

line of march this is what would habitual

8 journalist from the first dsy to tho last of my servioo
in India), *“I was mixed up in almost every discmasion
of this gort during my time in Bombay.  Well, in all
* the experi here precisely ~detailed, snd
** capable, thereforg, of being checked at every point—
s us had of the indigenous life of Western Indis,
I never once met with & single native suffering, or
who had ever suffered, from what is called the exces-
sive use, or from the habitual use of opium; and,
exoepting cases of accidental or wilfal poisoni
by opium, I never knew of a single instance of death
from its nse; and I have never met with anyane
who, in his own persomal experience, has known a
cage of death, or of injury to heaith, from the

@ hab:

with them. When & balt wes souunded, they would
break themselves up into small groups of four or five,

know sothing of it.

“* any part of India proper.” I exclnde Burmsh; I

K3

‘Dr.
- F. J. Moual.

15 Sept. 7843,

Sir
.G. Birdwood

d use of opium #8 practised by the people of



Sir
\. Birdwood,

i Sept. 1893,

78

. 1156, (8ér W. Roberts) You exclude auicides, of
courge P—Yes, “So far a8 I can remember, in the
‘“ printed tablea used in Indian civil and military
-** hospitale for the emtry of diseases, there is no
‘ column for the ‘ opium habit,’ nor for deaths from
* opium.’ On the strength of my personal experience
* I should be prepared to defy anyone fo bring forward,
“ from their personal experience, a single authentic
“ record of death, or shortened life, from habitual
* opium eating or drinking in India. If anyonme can,
** lot him, and the means of verifying his or her state-
* ment, are alweys, within the current generation,
“¢ aocessible in India. On the contrary, so far sas
“ my experience goes, the healthiest populations of
“ W{stem India are those distinguished for their so
¢ stigmatised excessive use of opium. I refer to the
‘“ people of Gujerat generally, and more particularly
o ﬁﬁe people of the Kaira district, and alse of the
‘* neighbouring distriot of Broach. As to opium
* emoking, it i8, from my experience of it, as innocuous
# a8 amoking hay, straw, or stubble.” 1 never could

erceive the slightest effect from it mpon myself, and
Eow it has any effect on other people I do.not know.
I think it must result from the genserally vicious con-
ditions of the lives of the frequenters of -the -opium
dens in China. : : .
- 1157. Do you mot think there may be s special
toleration P—Yes, it may be that; but there is the fact
that morphia is very readily decomposed by heat, and
my presumption i that the morphia is dewm&osed in
the opium pipe before it reaches the lungs. think
this i8 very probable, from my own experiencé of the
absolute innocuousness of opium smoking. This was
stated by me in 1881 in the “Times,” and the Society
for the Suppression of Opinm_engaging in 8
with me on the eubject. I had collected, throug{n
Messrs. Henry 8. King & Oo., a large number of opinm
pipes whichr{md. been used, and samples of fresh-
ohandss from every port in the East, but when I offered
them to the Society for the Suppressi Opium to
bave analyses made, which would have determined this
point at once, they politely declined; and I made over
the collection to the Kew Museum.

1158. I do not quite understand how that can settle

e ti position of the morphis in the
pipe {—If you ean prove that the morphia, which is
the ** magistery >’ of opium, is decomposed in the pipe,
surely it also proves that the ovil effects attributed
to opium smoking cannot be truly due to it. -

1159. They might be attributable to the slight change
in the alkaloids P—Yes, that might be so; that ia &
very interesting question, and it is very desirable to
clear it up. As Isaid, I gave ail my pipes, and all m
samples of chandu to Kew, and there they are; but
do not advise their being analysed now, becanse the
virtue of the chandu may have disappeared by this time.
But here is a very remarkable fact. The. opium that
the Chinese prefer for amoking is -Indian opium.
Now, Indian opium contains only 3 per cent. of morphia,
‘whereas Turkish and Egyptian opium, the kinds used for
the production of morphis, contain 7 per cent., 8 per
cent., end 9 per cent. of morphia. But sinee the Govern-
ment of India began fostering a falling off of the
importation of Indian opium into China, Persian
opium has taken its piace. Persian opiam has searcel;
8 trace of morphia in it, not more than 1 per cent., if
so much, From experiments I have made on inveterate
tohacco smokers I am satisfied that a greab deal of the
Pleasure derived from smoking that drug is purely
psychical. I.do not whether there is ‘anyone here
greatly addicted to tobacco smoking, but if there is I
would almost like to try the experiment now, to blind-
dold that pereon, and Ipnt a cigar into his mouth, and
pretend to light it. am sure he would enjoy it im-

of decom

mensely. Nine out of ten persons on whom that
ex%ariment is tried find that they do not knmow a
lighted cigar from an unlighted one.

* 1160. But would you soggeat that a new smoker, if
he smoked in the dark, would not be sick P—Well, I
only smoked a ¢i once in my life, and it was in the
dark, and I was dreadfully sick. It may appear rather
fancitul, but I myself would like to prepare a consigo-
ment of Indian monopoly opinm from which the
nl:larphia had beon extracted, send it to China, and ses
the result. ’ :

*1161. Do yonnot think that is like a proj to make
» beer withont alcohal ; do you think the British putlic
wonld take beer without alcohed P—I do not think the
British peblic would have tbeir beer without alcohol,

INDIAN OPIUM COMMIRSION :

but I think the Ohinese would smoke their opium
without the morphia. But the great thing i& to have
some analyses, two or thres, made at different ports
of the Hast, it could easily be done, of chandu, and
I hope the Commission will do it. Of course a small
portion of the morphia may pass over, and that wonld
account for a good deal, but at the eame time smoking
chandu never produced the slightest etfect upon me any
more than if I had suckedan unlighted straw. “I havo,
** therefore, always presumed that the morphia in °the
** ¢ smokable extract of opium’ is all decomposed in
*¢ the flame of the Jamp at which the opium pipe is
*¢ lighted, before the emoke from it reaches the lungs,
*¢ This, however, is only a presumption, and in one
‘* onse, examined by Professor Attfield, morphis was
“ found in the ashes of an epinm pipe used by s smoker
‘ in the East End of London. But f:e this a8 it may, we
¢ find in China, as in India, that nowhere are the native
e Ppopulasions so robust, industrious, and thriving as
‘‘ 1 the Pﬁneipal opiam-prodacing provinces of the
“ Empire.” Of course I am not speaking here from
my own experience, L am speaking on the authority of
the orts of Dr. Ayres (on the “ Jails and Hospitals
** of Hong-Kong,” & most valuable report), of Mr.
Donald Spence, Acting Consulat Ichang, Mr. J. G. Scott,
C.ILE. (in his **Report on the Administration of the
Northern Shan States*’), and others.

o. 1162, (Ohairman.} Is Professor Ayres’ Report. s Par-
xiinmenmry Paper f—It is & Colonial Office Paper. *I
¢ well know the Bombay den kept in my time by a
i Chinese * gentle convertite® to (s)hﬁatiamty. It was
* the one den in a city with & popolation second, in
** the whole British Empire, only to that of London,
“ Yet I nover saw "'——

1163. (Sir W. Boberts.) May I ask what was the date
of that observation P—It would be 1865-66 or about
that time. *Yet I never saw more than ten or twelve
** opium smokers there 8t any time—poor, lost souls,
* whose miserable, physical, and moral de%-mdntion
* and depravity it would be impossible for even
*¢ descriptive reparters and sensational photographers
* to exaggerate. But who were they P ~The dregs of
* the lowest outcaats of the greatest emporium of trade
* in the Old World outside Loudon, and the sink of
#¢ all the miscellaneons vagabondage of the Indian
“ Qcesn. And as for the real causea of their suffer.
* inge I will only here say that, so far as I conld ever
¢ ggcertain, they had nothing to do with the opinm
“ pipe, which seemed to me to be simply the last

palliative of their *disnatured torment,” until en-
franchised of it all DI:_y death, which generally over-

‘took these cases complicated and perverted
** nympholepsy in from three to nine months.” The
worst cazes were thowe of smokers who had recourse
to opium smoking on account of their perverted nympho-
lopsy.. The immornlity of the young is & comparatively
innocent thing, but all old men know that directly the
degradation of nerve tissue begins immorality takes the
most perverted forms, and these cases of extreme opium
smoking were always of men in the ext:remicg of senile
aﬂmphommzin. and they took to the habit obvionsly to

ay their torment. |
- 1164. May I ask if the condition resembles what
sometimes follows in cases of organic disease of the
spinal cord P—Exaotly.

1165. And yet no disease of the spinal cord has been
fn existence P—I had nothing to do professionally with
the frequenters of the opium dens, but 1 was always
8 very curious observer of such things quite inde.

dently of my professional work. I saturated myself
Quring my reuitf:znce in India with the observation
and study of native manners, customs, and institations,
and it was simply in the pursnit of this kmowledge that
1 visited the Bomb? opium den. “1I, on the contrary,
** holding that it habitnal i ial to

ption is
* the health, wealth, and happiness of s vegetarian
¢ tropical people, would freely throw the cultivation
* and manufacture of it open to private enterprise, and

* raise ne s revenue from its export from India
* as it would bear.” Anything that would tend to
depriye the native princes of their revenne from opium
would be a political error of capital magnitude. The

great difficulty of our position in India is the introduc-
tion by us of an expensive scientific government beyond
she economic capacity of the country to suppore. This
is particularly hard on the nstive Staies, and to deprive
them of the one revenne which they can raise without
esnsing any discontent would be, as I bave said, a
folitinl blunder of the very greatost magnituds. All

bave to eay in conclusion 18 on the one point of the
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new charge that hss recently being Brought sgeinsh

ium—that it is conducive to immorality—that, in’
g; language of Dr. Maxwell, *it promotes lust.” I
think that is & very heedless charge, because it is ome
which is g0 very-difficult to emswer in the straight-
forward way in which any answer should be given. I'
propose to read what I kave written on this aspeot of the

EvibescE © 7Y
“ Vamguieriz spi and Raudia dwmet are named
« madanphul, popularly’ contracted to maniphul, that
“ is, ‘ rage-fraut,” madan bere being radically the same
“ word: as mada, ‘wine,” madh, ‘boney, madyam,
“ ‘magic,’ and mathura, or madwra, ‘a plensant
* woman,” the name .given: to the ‘two well-known.

- Indian cities of, Mathura and Madura-from- their

q'gestion. “ This belief that the nee of opiam
“¥¢just’ haa recently been revived in Europe, smong
jgnorant people, by Perelaers’ movel ‘The Opium
 Fiend,’ translated from the Dutch into English in
¢ 1888 by the Rev, E. T. Venning, M.A, . The belief,
“ ig an immemorinltlgeold one and is still popularly
¢ held thronghout Kast from Marooce; to Japnnﬁ.

y with the free loves of Krishna
 and the gopia. Several other drugs, most of them per-
" fectly inert, are named >
“ rage,’ meaning ‘furious-rage’; must here  bei

¢ radically connected, with the Latin mustus a“xii
“ b The desoriptive, as distinguished from the

*¢ But it has no justification in any body of well-p
** fact. The only secretion that opinm is held"bﬂ
¢ geientific observers to stimulate is the cutaneous.
¢ has been said by some to stimulate the renal secre:
* tion, but this ie not generally
¢ the other hand, opium is r $
¢ the sensibility of the ureters and bladder. Of course,”
« through its action on the brain, opium may stimulate’
 the reproduotive secretion, ae alvo through its sction
* on the beart and the vascular. system generally.
* But there is no proof of this beyond the fact that
* during healthy maturity everything serves to stimu..
“ Jate the reproductive instinct, and snything may in:
¢ which faith, as euch e stimulant, is ged
*¢ The clessioal instance, of Turkish origin, in supportof:
¢ the 01d World superstition,is one to which no scientifio:
“ credit would ever have been given but for its quotas
* tion by Cabanis in hia philosophi lwm-km‘shn.?
“ Tt is that of the 8,000 alleged opium-eating Turks-
¢ who fell in some forgotten field of glory, and were
¢ there found after death in a atale of mentu]
« rigidity—all the 8,000! The story is too drol
“ for serious comsideration; but, as it still has in.
“ fiuentinl currency, I may ss well add that the,
* ph on record tly occurs in articulo
* mortis, and in my Indian experience of the death of.
* healthy adults by cholera was universal; and the
* ¢radition js that it occurred at the death of the Prophet
¢ Mahomed.” 1Itis a phenomenon that occurs through-
ount nature. A friend of mine in Bombay, Mrs. Hongh,
had in her garden & mango tree, remarkabls for
flowering every Christmas, She was very anxious
to find out why it flowered out of season as well as
in season; and 1 found out that the tree had been
blown down ahbout 70 years previously to my inquiries,
during 8 great storm about Chrigtmas time, and
that in the agony of threatened death it st once
threw out blossoms. And a similar thing occurred
to & number of yuocas growing on the Esplanade at
Bombay, where there was a dense row of these plants
half-a-mile long. A monsoon tide on one occasion
swept the whole of them down, and within three days
they all burst into bloom. It was, the creative force
of Natnre, asserting iteelf in death. ** Sir Astley Cooper,
* who devoted much study and research to the phy-
siological effects of opium, quotes with acquiescence
“ the statement of a patient, who took opium freely, that
* it was absclutely ansphrodisiac. Tuge lusion at

accepted, while, orf
e timimiching!

* astral, name of the month of February, in Bombay,
¢ ig t- 7 ‘sap-month,’ or ‘rage:month,’ on
“ the 14th 'day of which is held the great phallic
¢ fegtival of the Maha Siva Rabtri. One of the best
 knowd sphrodisiac prescriptions of the' Hindus is
¢ named vefai, < victory”® ; its components being nwt:
‘¢ megs, cloves, cubebs, which are spices indeed, and.
‘ niger Beed, celastrus seed, cowhage beans, caltrops,
o litory, mastic, safflower, and red oxide of mer-
cury,” simply becanse it is red. .

1166. There is no opium in it P—No oslinnm in that pre-
seription. * But the great classical Indian aphrodisiac
« Presm-iption is named madana Kam-Ishvara, literally,
« fRage Love-God,’ and meaning ‘Omnipotent pro-
creative rage,’ and its constituents, besides opium,
are musk, nutmegs, cloves, iale, camphor, ted oxide
of mercury, and safflower. - The dose is three grains,
each dose containing one-gixth of & grain of opium,
Such prescriptions can only act in the way imputed
to them through the imagination, snd the trath ig
¢ that the names of these Indian drugs and prescrip-,
* tions, and the specific virtue attributed to them, arg
“ not, based on any knowledge of their phyaiological,
“ gffects, but simply on the old, lodecf octrine of
“ phailid’ gignatures, whother in form, texturs, or
¢ colour.” It is & doctrine that was held by all the
ancients, and the Hindoos are still the ancients of
the world, for they have preserved their beliefs and
traditions almost intact from the beginning of historic
times down to the present day. *‘ A good deal of this
** guperstition is still lying latent in the folkiore of the
* West, but in the Kast it is in_rampant evidence
« gverywhere. I remember at & durbar held by Sir,
 Bartle Frereon his remarking to o native Prince who,
* had just introduced a son to him, * Have you any other,
¢ gon P’ the Prince at once icdignantly protesting, *and
*ja it nothing to have this one son; and oh, if you onl
* sknew the trouble I was at to frocure bim, and ol]
' ¢ the prescriptions I took '; and o he went on, with
 out any possibility of sboppin§l him, before the whole

durbar, loudly detailing all the philters he had had
to swallow before hie one and only son was born to
“ him. Sanekrit scholarshold that throdisiacs played,
* gn jmportant part in Indian mythology and litersture
“ from the oldest times. Tho antitbesis of the ideas of
« the Enst to those of the West on the present point snd
** which should be carefally kept in_ view in inquiries
“ guch as will engage the attention of the Royal

e o

¢ which 8ir Astley Cooper arrived has now, I believe,
*¢ the general of the medical pr jon; end it
¢ js entirely batne out by the evidence recently placed
¢ before the world in the Beport of the Boyal Commis-
» gion on Alleged Chiness Gambiing and Immoralsty,
** appeinted 2Uth August 1891, an presented to the
* New South Wales Parlisment by commeud, and
printed at Sydney by Charles Potter, Government
printer, 1892, The extraots bearing on the t
« question are sttached to this statement.” [Tha
witness handed in & document.] “The trath is, no
+ popular, that is to say. unprofessional, oriental
“-gvidenco on thia ion can be pted: and
“ gimply because of the archaic point from which it in
« gtill regarded by the Peopla the Enst. They all,
* inoluding the people of India, regard the reproductive
force in man as & of the divine creative energy,
to be cherished m every way, and utilised to the
« utmost ; and their primary division of the ;
** medica i into drugs which warm or exalt this force
* and drngs which chill, or ag they hold, degrade it;
 thet is, inta gwrm end funda; and tho names they
1 give their popular warming drugs and preecriptions
 ure to Kuropeans most startling. Thus the roots of
* the Atropa Momdeagora—the *mandrakes’ of the
¢ English authorised version of the Bible, and Aérope
. ..Balladomu. are named gir-boli, *house-upset’; that
* is, by the procreative rage of the house-father.  The
“ Belgaum Walnut (dlewrites driloba), and the drupee of

.on Opium, is still more emphatically
“ jllustrated by one of my earliest professional experi-
* ences, snd every medical man who has practised will
“ have had some similar experience. I waa attending
* & very high-caste Hindoo, sufiering from - specific
« locdl aore, I waa permitied to see it, but on pro-
+ geeding to approach it for the purpose of cauterising
* it, he at once started back in pious horror, thrusting
out his arms with ountspread palms against me, snd
© exclaiming * Ishvars, Jehvara!’— the God, the
* God | '—meaning ‘ Stand off, stand off, oh profane
one!’ Inalmostthe same breath he called ous for his
« daughter, who, on coming in from the frout garden,
* wag directed by the fathor to make the simple manipa-,
lations which enabled me to properly apply the lunar
“ caustie.” .
* In regurd to the question of the abolition of the
opium trade, supposing this was sccomplished, what
would happenP Already I see, in the last number
of the * g:xmbsy Gagette,” the effest of the res-
triction on the output of the monopoly of opium has
been, to increase the exports into British Indian tevri.
tory from the native States. The import of Persian
opium into Chins has anlao inoreased ; while Ohix;'-
hus actnally commenced exporung opium into the
Shan -\‘Mesymd the Btraitg Settl te. And h
‘very interesting fact is brought out in commexion with
hatting of the chawdw shops in Bombay. It was
8 proper thing to do, and I anly wish the Government
here would do the same wigh the corner publio-honses in
K4

¢, literally ‘rage.

Sir
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London ; but the effect of shutting those few okandu
sbops has been to establish (and there is & gentleman in -
this room who can confirm this from letters he bas
received .from Bombay) about 100 private clubs for
opium emoking in Bombay, which, of course, has given
en immense impetus to opium smoking.

1167. (8ir W. Roberts.) Have you anything farther
to sayP—No. I rely, as & scientific man, only on the
facts-that have come within my own observation, and
which I have detailed to you. I wish no weight what-"
ever to be attached to my specalations and opinions;’
they are interesting to me personally, but asa ecientific
observer I regard tiem as of no value.

1168. (Mr. Wilson.) I understood {ou to say, gener-.
slly, that you thonght it gunite harmless, 88 harmless as .
unlighted straw, I think was your expression f—I mesn
to eay, na far as I am personally concerned. . I do not
understand how opium smoking can be injurious. I
believe the statement is made that the Chinese are
injured by it. This is to me a very interesting puzsle,.
and I would like tc have it cleared up; and 1t would.

be a great thing to this erid to have analyses made of, |

the chandu smoked in different parts of the Esst,

1169. Yes, that may be very interesting.as regards
yourself, but we are speaking about the people of India.
and China. You do not, I suppose, suggest that it pro-.
duces no more effect upon them than an unlighted
straw P—Well, I do_not know anything about the.
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to their officers; whereas the native troops on the
march were never & souroce of any anxiety whatever.

1173. You do not know anything about those opinm
shops being shut when the regiments werc pRasing
through P—Not up-country, I never heard of puch a
regulation.

1174, (Mr. Mowbray.) Do your remarks apply equally
to opium enting as to ogium smoking P.—Oh, no, I draw
8 distinotion between the two. I was only spesking of
opium smoking when I gaid the opium {mgit was, in
my experience, absolutely harmless. Opium eating, of
course, one can easily understand may be harmfu),
undoubtedly #o; all I am saying in regard to it is that
the opium habit in Indis is not nearly so harmful to
the people as the alcohol habit in this country.

1175. But conld you give us your opinion as to the
effect on the Indian pegple of Zpium g:anﬁng P—It has
no bad_effect within my observation. The heslthicst
people I knew, the best people, the wholesomest people,
and those you trusted most in their work, wero always
;the opium eaters : invariably.

1176. But you consider that eating opium is s
stronger form of taking the drug than smoking itP—
Quite 8o, because of the morphia it contains, othing
can be more hurtful, for instance, than the morphia
lmbit_now g0 prevalent in America. Of course, in
spesking of the effects of & drug or any substance,
one must remember that the lesst difference in com-

Chinese; but bere I have §f '8 enid and
Scott’s, and Ayres’. Ayres says: ** As a habit I cannot.
in 8ome-
cages. I am an in myself,
“ and as far as I am concerned, it has never done me.
“ gany harm, but I have seen many cases of its evil
*“ effects on other people. I have not been able.
*“ to find even this much in the case of the opium
¢ gmoker.” This is written by » man who has been
in charge of the hospitals and jails of Homg Kong,
for, I believe, 20 years, “ Very few people have got
“ throngh their first pipe or cigar without feeling
very sick, even if e§ have not had a violent
attack of vomiting; but I have tried opium smoking
“ on many novices, and could find not;hmﬁ approach-
 ing the effect of tobacco ; though the smoker does not
% jnhale the smoke of tobacco, the effect of the nicotine .
“ in the case of a movice is visible to anyone. Bat
though the opium emoke is always inhaled deep into.
¢ the lungs, no effects of morphine are visible at all,
* and I doubt very much if this principle ever reaches
* the lungs at all. Ae will be seen in Mr. McCallum’s -
¢ veport, there is about 6 to 7 per cent. of morphia in.
‘¢ the opium sent out by the opium farmer, yet the old.
‘ opium smoker, who has had the habit for over 30.
*: years, and was one of the best Chinese Government.
‘¢ gervants in my department, could not detect the dif-
*¢ ference between the opium farmer’s opium, contain.
* ing 7 per cent. of morphis, the same opium with an
additional 15 per cent. of morphia added, and the.
opium farmer’s opium with all the morphia ab.
stracted.” Now 1 only saw that to-day; but it
exactly confirms my suspicion that the morphis is de-.
composed before the smoke enters the lungs, or is to
a great extont decomposed.

1170. T only wanted to be sure if I had properly con:*
denged the genersl effect of your evidence—that opium
smoking is %mrmless. You do not go so far es to say’
that 1t is beneficial, but you eay it 18 harmless P—Yes,
that is what I say. I would add that opium smokmg
in Bombsay is only indulged in by riff-raff Chinese an
others—who come frum abroad, st least that was my
personal experience there. In my time there was only
one opinm umokix;g shop there—since then the number
may have increased—and it wos only the lowest of the
people who used it for opinm smoking.

1171. I only want to ask vou one other question.
You spoke of the good conduct of native troops on the
march. It iz a fact, I believe, thet opium smoking
shope have to be shut up whenever a regment passes.’
Do you know why that isP—I do not know how that
may be. I koow pothing sbout the licensing system’
in India—it is s matter in which I take no interest.
I speak as s sociologist and & medical man, )

1172. But you spoke abont the contrast between the,
British troops ancd the native troops f-—Yes, the con-
trast presented on the line of warch reeﬁﬁve]y b
spirit drinking and opium euting habits. e Britis
troops were a source of all sorts of anxiety and trouble

. terat

P or even in structure, makes the greatest differ-
ences in its physiological action, For instance, water,
cryetallised a8 #now, instead of allaying thirst
aggravates it,

1177. But your general opinion is that in neither
form does it do any harm P—Well, T will tell you what
my opinion ia: I would like everybody to lendy an ideal .
life, to live upon the fruita of the earth, and to take.
no stimulants whatever but water and milk; but taking.
human nature as it is, I would not for the worlg
disturb the opinm habit of the Indian people, becanse
I know that if they ceased to use opium our merchunts
wonld pour alcohol into the country in its place. Our.
distillers would be quick to sce their new market, and
would rush and make it all their own ; and you wonld
not dare to prevent them ; and, in times of epidemic
or famine, alcohol wounld decimate the peopl of India
before yon were aware of it.

_1178. (8ir W. Roberts.) Referring to that singular
observation of yours abont the opiam pipe, I doresay
you have seen it etated that, even with regard to the
nicotine of tobaceo, whicb is volatile at a high tempera-
ture, it i8 not nicotine which reaches the lungs, but two
allied alkaloids derived from it P-~Yes, formed in traneit.
That is & very interesting scientific point, and with
reference to opium can be determined only by an
analysis of the smokeable extract, or chandu.

1179. (My. Pease.) You are of course aware that the
policy of the Indian Government has heen to keep down
the consmmption of opinm, and etill to endeavour to
maintain the revenue P—I think the Indisn Govern-
ment has acted very weakly, with criminal wesknens,
in yielding to the pressure pnt upon them by the Anti-
Opium Bociety through Parlisment. I bave no right
to criticige them, but I utterly disapprove of their want
of conviction, or it may be of courage in thia respect.

1180. Indeed, I believe you have expressed the opinion
that you would personally approve of the opium trade
being thrown open to private enterprise P—Yes.

1181, I snppose you are sware that witnesses have
stated that opium eating is a very deteriorating vice,
and shows marked effects on the consumer P—That may
be g0 in China, but within my own personal observation
most aesuredly that is not the case, and aa I have said,
I believe there is no Buropean who knows all classes of
the natives in India more intimately than I do.

1182. (Chairman.) To sum it all up, a8 regards the
effect of the use of opinm, I presume it is like other
things a question of quantity, and you hold that the
moderate use is not injuricus, indecd I think you say
it is beneficial ; but that an excessive use of it will have
s pernicious effect P—It may be eo, but I have never
seen any perniciouu effect from the habitual use of opiam
in any form. We have most of us seen how rapidly
the use of alcohol leads to ita abuse, but I never in
India knew any case in which the habitasl use of opiam
had proved injuricus.

The witnesa withdrew.



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE,

Mr. 5. N. Lay, C.B., oalled in and examined,

1183. (Chairman.) You were for many years resident;
in China, were you not P—Yes.

1184. How many Years were yoifthere P—Seventeen.

1185. And during that time what posts did you fill P
—1 entered the Consular service as supernnmerary in-
terpreter. 1 wags for some time attached to the
Magistracy at Hong Kong s interpreter in the Can~
tonese dialeet; I then became an assistant in the
Consnlate at Canton; and siterwards interpreter and
vice-consul at Shanghai. I was then appointed Britigh
Inspector of Cust: in ion to Mr. (now Sir
Thomas) Wade, and in 1858 I was attached to Lord
Elgin's Mission, and by Lord Elgin's express wish
became Inspector-General of Chinese Customs,

1186. How many years were you in the service of the
Ohinese Government P—Nine years, I was in intimate
relations with the highest officials of the Empire at &
time when they were in great distress and difficulty,
and when they did not know what to do; I was in fact
really their adviser.

1187. Well, you have had many opportunities of
forming an opinion with regard to the question which

1202. You say that after the decree of 1799, and down
to the events preceding the war of 184041, the opium
trade was allowed to continue, as before, by the Chinese
governors and mandarins, and that no article paid ita
import fees more regularly than opinm did P—Those are

- the words of Oaptain Elliott.

1203. Do you understand by the word *‘fees " that
the Imperial duty fixed in 1722 coniinued to be levied,
or that the mandaring exacted other fees, such, for in-
stance, as transit duties P—I think they always, from
the first, exacted more than the legitimate fees.

1204. Do I understand that, in spite of the prohibi-
tion of 1799, the Imperial duty fixed in 1722 continved
to be collected P—I have no doubt of it myself, but I
have, of courge, no evidenoe that such was the case;
but if you will refer, sir, to my note dealing with the
yenr 1725, you will find: that *“ the first Customs tariff
** for foreign trade was proclaimed. Yung Ching,
the reigning Emperor, “directed it to be strictly
‘ observed by the local authorities. Those directions
were disregarded. Arbitrary and excessive charges
were imposed by the authorities, who, moreover,

is before ua P—Yes, my Lord, I think I have.

1188. Sir James Lyall has kindly undertaken to con-
duct your examination.

1189. (8ir J. Lyall.) Youn bave written s note, Mr.
Lay, entitled ** Note on the Opium Question, and Brief
‘* Burvey of our Relations with China.” 8o long ago
6s 1589, and again in 1615, opinm appears in Chineee
tariffs a8 an article paying import duty P—Yes,

1190. Have you seen those papers (the tariffs), or on
what nnthority{mve ou made that statement P—Yes,
I bave geen the tariffs, and the very use of the word
‘' opium ” (which in Chinese is called “*® foo yoong,”
derived from the Arabic word U.fyun) proves that we
did not introduce opium into China, but that the Turks
did eo in the first instance, Opium was introduced
into China in the eighth or ninth centary from Persis,
Syris, and Turkey, under the term * afuyuung,” which
was corrupted into ** opium,”

1191, I think Indian opium was first introduced by
the Portnguese, was it not P—1I believe it was.

1192, Iseo you say in your note, also, that in 1722
an !i'mport duty on opium was fixed by Imperial Decree P
~—Yes.

1193. On what authority is that statement made P—
The suthority is the Blue Book, where it is distinclly
stated, and further on in my note I think I can quote

yonu a passage where the fact is recorded.

1194. Again you eny that thin duty continued to be
collected from that time, and that the import of opium
was first prohibited by Imperial Decree in 1799 P—Yes ;
but it was carried on just as before, notwithstanding
the decree.

1185. Have you seen that decres of 1799 P—~No, I
have not, Ihave seen the tariff of 1722, in which the
artiole is admitted ss an import, snd & duty is fixed of
three taels (or 1. nterli:g) per pionl (133} 1bs), but I
have not scen the decree of 1799.

1196. You farther say in your note that the motive of
the decree of probibition in 1799 waas in oo uence of
the drain of silver from the country. n what
:}nt.h:'riv.y is that P—That is also to be found in the Blue

ooks.

1187. Yes, but how did you ascertain that it was in
order to prevent the drain of silver from the conutry,
and not on moral grounds, that the decres was passed ?
~ Because it omits uny refe o moral g d

1198. What, the decree F—Yes, the decree does not
contain any reference to moral grounds.

1189. I thought you said you had not seen the
deoree P—I have seen the reference to it in the Blue
Book. I have seen all the Blue Books on the subjeot.
,Ié g:: my ioformation here mainly from the Blue

ooks.

]8}300. The old Blue Books P—Yes, between 1809 and

1201, A Blue Book, probably, would not ion an

ght to obtain heavy bribes by the arrest and im.
i and the d i

Pr t of merch
*¢ of shipping.”

1205, If the import trade in opium continued, un-
affected by the probibition, and fees or duties were
levied quite regularly, how do yon account for the
eoming up of the smuggling trade which you mention
sprang up P—Well, the term *smuggling trade’ is
reatly, as we understand it, & misnomer. There never
wag any opium smuggled into Canton at all, the smug-
gling took place upon the Canton River, between Lintin
and Canton, after the admission of the opiam.

1208. Well, was the port at Lintin then P—No, the
port was at Canton.

1207. Is Lintin above OantonP--No, some distance
from Canton. The river is 90 miles long.

1208, Is it, I mean, below Canton or above it P—
Below (anton. My note on this part of the subject
eays: “In g of the tions levied upon
“ opium after its admiesion, & smuggling trade had
‘* pprung up at poinis upon the Canton River, which is
** nearly 0 miles in length. Upon the Viceroy's re-
*‘ commendation & deoree was issued from Pekin in 1834,
“ ing the est pensities for its repressi
** Thus we have the importation of opium expressly
* recognised by the Imperial Government no less than
** 35 years after the interdictory decree of 1799.”

1209. I do not quite understand, and I should like
ou to explain, if you can, why, if opium continned to
ia quietly imported as before, and duties or fees paid
on 1it, there should be any smuggling trade. bat
kiud of smuggling trade was it ; What waa the object of
the smuggling trade P—The object was to avoid the
excessive charges put npon opinm by the authorities.
They added very much more than 1l per pical—per-
haps multiplied the duty a hundred times, or & thou-
sand times. 1t thus became a constant struggle to get
the opinm into Canton from Lintiu, free of these exces-
give charges.
1210, Get it into Oanton, or into the country
generally P—Get it into Canton ; it all went to Canton,
1211. The difficulty was to get it into Canton with.
out paying the * s%ueeze. " f—~Withoat paying the
** squeeze *’ to the local officials.

1212. The *'sqaeeses " were all paid ontside Canton P
c-—Within the limite of the port, but some distance from
anton,

1213. And this smuggling trade was carried on by
Chinese, and I understand slse by English, or other
foreigners P—~Principally by Chinese, but of course
there may bave been here and there a Enropean watch-
ing his own opium. Everyone would cheerfuily have
raid & small, mnderate foe of 1i. sterling per pical, or

33} 1bs. Anyone would have paid that withont demur,
but excessive charges were imposed. The Emperer
instructs the authoritiea to get these charges. As
Captain Elliott observes, the ofticials at Pekin and the
officials at Canton divided the profits, and the decree

moral ground, would it, upon which the Government oyt

ghinn might hanrlpted PKN o, but it would gaote the
e6ree——; ions of it, at all evenw, or possi hole
of it. 1 bave not the books here, bly the

s 80970,

in question was & positive recognition of the trade.
1214, This river smuggling greatly promoted pi!
—that is, river piracy—piracy of other kinds too,
suppose P—I shonld doubs it. There was mo induce-
ment to piracy 8o far s foreiguers went, and I never

L
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neard of any of our people being engaged in piracy st
all, there was no motive whatever for it.

'1215. 1 suppose a lot of armed boats fighting with
the mandarins and police of the country, and perhaps
very often sucoessfully fighting with them, was very
likely to lead to a kind of piracy, wae it not P—It is ot
recorded, even in the * Middle Kingdom,” s book by
which all the anti-opiumists have been utterly misled.
This book was written by an American., The Americans
of that day were very hostile to us, and we were not as
wise thon as we are now, and did not attach the same
value to s friendly feeling hotween the two peoples;
and this book, fromn which the anti-opinmists derive all,
or the greater part, of their arguments, is full of con-
tradictions and mis-statements. It does mot give a
true account at all. This note is frem the official docu-
ments on record, without owitting any. .

1218. You say in the note, I see, that in 1830 the cul-
tivation of the poppy was already widespread f—Yes.

1217. ** Half the province of Che-kiang was covered
“ with the poppy, which was also extensively grown in
“ the provinces of Kwei-chow and Yup-nan.” But
that is rather contrary to some of the evidence which
we heard yesterday and the day before from some of the
Chinese missionaries—contrary to their impressions.
I shounld like to know what §s your suthority for those
statenents P—The authority is the Blue Books; yom
will find it in the Blue Books between 1809 and 1840,

1218. (Chairmam.) Of course the conditions might be
different to-day from what they were at that time S
The conditions are very largely different to-day; bat
they had begun tu grow opium years before—I believe
concurrently with the early introduction of opium into
China. This is admitred again and again by Chinese
officials.

1219. (8ir J. Lyall) 1 suppose Cheh-kiang is a pro-
vince quite close to the sea, 18 it not ?—Yes.

1220. I suppose if the province of Cheh-kiang was
growing opium in 1830, and it was not doing so at a
subsequent time, it must have been repressed by some
Government order P~—I do not think so. The Chinese
Government have nominelly repressed the cultivation
of opium, but practically they have allowed it to go on,
I shall pubmit evidence to you presently that it is
now caltivated in every province in tho Empire, and
wag eultivated in every province so long ago as 1864.
1 visited Pekin for the last time in 1869, and saw poppy-
fields in flower right up to the wall of the city. :

1221. In the Tai-ping Rebellion did not the rebels
attempt the suppression of the opium cultivation ; they
stamped it out for a time, did they not ?~-No,.they
never. bad sufficient mastery of the country. The
Chincse Government, at the time of the Tai-ping Re-
bellion, tried to put down opium caltivation, in order
that they might get a large importation of Indian
opium, because. whereas Indiau opinm paid (since vur
treaty at nll events) 30 taels per picnl, native opium
paid much less beeause it was so easily smuggled; it was
not like millet, grain, or rice, but being portable
in small parcels, the Custome barriers could easily be
ovaded.

1222, Has it not beer stated that the pclicy of the
rebels was to put down opium cultivation p—Well, 1
58w 3 good deal of the rebels, and 1 never beard any
of them put that forward. There are a good many
arguments pat into the mouths of the rebels, and of the
ofticials, which were never employed. You asked me
Just now, sir, about the Imperial duty fixed on opiam
in 1722, At page 4 of my note, September 7, 1836, you
will find it stated thot: ““In the reigns of Yung Ching
** and K’ieulung (1722 to 1736) it was included in the
** tariff of maritime duties, ander the head of ‘medi-
cinsl drugs,’ and there was then wuo regulation
against purchasing it or inbaling it.” .,

1223. The general purport of your note seems to be
that the Chinese Government declared wur first in
1539, und forced on the war¥—Certainly. The war
baa been misnamed ax “ opium war "—altogether mis-
named. ‘I'he war arose cut of the hostilities of Lin,
commenced four months after his démands had

ract, and eontinoed for ive montus when he declared
war, Hescized the opiam in Maroh 1539 3 it was not till
April 1340 that Lord Palmeraton took action.

1224, You auote in yonr note eomething which Cap-
tuin Elliott ssid to the effect that she foreign smugglers
. wore becoming so desperate and lawless ae to force the
Chinese Government to take Bome strong eotiom P—s
Where ia thas ¢ . . A -

an

“

, 1225, ] rend it just now somewhers in your paper,
?.uoting Captain Elliott, I think P—Yes, sir, I have it.
b is nnﬂ_lpage &: ‘“*The manner of the vash coursa of
“ ‘traffic ™ (meaning the opium trade on the river, sir,
a8 I said, not the forced introduction of the article from
abroad) *‘within the river had probably contrihuted
““ ' most of all to tmpress 'on the Chinese Government
“t%the urgent mnecessity' of suppressing the growing
‘¢ ¢ audaocity of the foreign rmugglers, and preventin,
‘# their associating themselves with the deaprrate an
**:* lnwless of their own ocity. It was the opium trade
¢ Cithin the Bocta Tigrig; not the mere vxistence of
% the trade, which exasperated the Pokin Govern.
*'* ment.'”” The feen which were lovied on opium were
very large indced. Opium was extremely valuoble, and
they mulcted it to an extraordinaryextent in those diys.
The authorities nsed to charge it ad libitum.  In 1837
(at page 5, second paragraph) the Chinese Goverument
detormined to legnlise opium of their own secord,
1226. That was in what yearP-~1837. Opimmn wus

legalised throughout the ycar 1837,

1227. What was Lord Palmerston's attitude in 1838
to 1840 with regard to the prohibition of the opizm
trade?—A¢t the end of 1837 the Chinese Governmeut
agnin altered their policy. Thoy had been wavering
for a long time between forbidding the import. uf opium
and interdicting the export of the precious metals.
They were actuated purely by fiseal considerations,
not by any moral sentiments. Opinm farther served
a8 & bandy weapon against the foreigner, whom they
hated; but, if you look at all the despatches, the real
point_is the interdiction of the cxport of silver. They
would have continued to let opium in but for the
drain of the Sycee silver. ~ Captain Elliott informed
Lord Palmerston that at last the Chinese Government
had made np their minds to re.emnct the prohibition
against opium, and upon the receipt of that information
Lord Palmerston on June 15, 1838, wrote: “ Hor
“ Majesty’s Government cannot interfere for the
‘ purpose of enabling British subjects to violate the
L ﬁaws of the country in which they trade. Any
“ loss, therefore, which such persons suffer in conse-
“ guence of the more effectual execution of the Chiness
¢ laws on this subject must be borne by the parties who
** have brought that loss om themseives by their own
“ acts.” Upon thie I eay in my note: ** Thisdespatch,
“ standing alone, refutes the charge made that England
* has forced opivm on China. The moment Chinese
¢ prohibition is announced, instructions are issued to
“ respect it.”” And those instructions were implicitly
obeyed by Captain Efliots throughout.

1228. Then what was the reason that the war actually
did hreak out, if it was not upon the opium question ?
—*“ The Bpecial Commissioner, Lin” (I am reading from
page 6 of my note), *“arrived to carry out the change
¢ of policy. Ignoring her Majesty's Minister, Lm
“ addressed the foreign merchanta at Canton direct,
*¢ requiring them to surrender ° every partiole of opinm
" on board their ‘storeships.’” He lsid hands upon
Ceptain Elliott, who was Her Majesty’s Minister, he
barricaded the factories, took away all servants, and
cnt off provisions. That was on March 15th, 1539, and
within 14 days Captain Elistt had surrendered sll
that we bad, and the traneaction was closed. . Lin
violated his promige that when the opinm was given up
permits fur sbips and sabjects should be given.  (aptain
Elliott gave up the opium on March 28th. On that
date he ** sends Lin delivery order for 20,283 chests of
“ opium, and asks to be set at liberty according to
** promise. Lin replies eame day, declining to ac:

“ to his request.” Captain Elliots was detained a
prigoner for seven weeks. On April 6th Captain Elliott
telin Lord Palmerston: **“ The late frequent changes
“ tof policy of the. Govermment in relation to this
“ ‘trade lctt it & matter of perfect doubt to the very
* *day before the Commissioner’s first edict appeared,
“ * whether the avowed purposes were 1o be depended
‘* ‘gpon or not, or whether the ovjeot wea merely
* ‘the extensive cheek of the trade by subjecting 1t
* * 10 heigl d P y inconveni and ing
** ¢ gome conmderable fees ag the price of its futnre relax-
* ‘ation.” He mentions * the great impuise it had so
* ‘lately received by the public preparations of the
* ¢ Imperial Government to legalise it,” and adde : ‘ U
“ ¢ton very late date, my Lord, no portion of this t

« t40 China has 8o regalarly peid its fees to the officers
¢ of this and the naighbouriug provinees, high and low,
¢ ag vhat of ‘opinm ; and under all the circumetances 1
 <am warransed in deseribing the [ate measures to be
*¢ ¢ those of public robbery, and of wanton violence on the
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¢ ‘Quiedn’s officers and gubjetts. nniwsiw * The utmwost
¢ teonceivahle oncouragement, direct and indirect,
“ ¢upon the one hand, and sudden violent spoliation on
¢ *the other, are the characteristics of the Chinese
“ * measures concerning opiam.’’ .

1229. Well, L mean 'io say, what ¥as the actual cause
of, -war, if Lord Palmerston wae determined not to
support - the opium business. . Wag it heceuse the
merokants were imprisoned, .oz was there. anything
olse?—No. The opinm had been surrendered in March,
and Captain Elliott had been released in May. - On June
2lsb, tain Elliott; addressed & letter of remonstrance
to Lin for his breaches of faith, which Lin answered by
organising & force to drive Oaptain Elliott out .of the
Portaguese. settloment  of - Macae, whither- he. had
rotired. Lin directed Captain Eiliott's expulsion, and
a pecond time cut off his supplies and withdrew -his
native servants. (In those days the Chincge officials
had much more power over the natives than t'he% have
now, at all events in the place where Captain Elliott
then was.) In the meantime Captain Elliott kept
writing to Lin entreating him to enter into friendly
relations with him, bub Lin. declined, and having
threatened Macao at the head of 2,000 men, compelled
Captain Elliott's retirement to Hong-Kong, whence he
wrote, September 24, to Lin, detailing elaborate recom-
mendations for the prevention..of the -introduction of
opivm into China, aud offering his nssistance to effect
that object. e says: * All opium hes been delivered
* up, sll vessels cugaged in the trade. have  been
required to depart. The flag of his country does not
fly in the protection of a traffic declared to be nulaw-
ful by the great Emperor, and thercfore, whenever
Chinese officers desire to examine .all or every
particalar ship or vessel suspected to have opium on
board, Elliott will take care that they are accom-
prnied by officers of his establishment, and if after
strict scarch any be found, assuredly Elliott will not
presume to offer the least objection, though the
« whole cargo be immediately seized and confisoated.

PN . He will not oppose ex}mlsioq from the
* gountry of offending merchants,” ' He' proposes
* that no English firm shall in future be permitted to.
*¢ transact bnsiness, or-to reside in China, till Elliott
¢ ghall have forwarded to the high officers & plain
¢ declaration sigmed by each ber thereof, and

«
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wag understood among the (thinese people: that the war
arose about opium f~—No; I think nobatall. i, . -

- 1286. You think not #—Not at'all. ' They had broken
faith with Sir Henry Pottingerin the first instance, and
been guilty of ‘great treachery. 'When hé introduced
the subject of opiam the Chinese Commissioners pro-
fessext. their- disinclination to enter upon the subject:;
they: were perfeetly indifferent to the ‘imiportation of
opinm, - That is proved by the fact that in the followin;
year; 1844, they entered into & treaty with the Umeﬁ
States Gévernment, . who fancying it would please
them, added a clause making opium contraband. The
Chinese never gave effect to the stipulation, though the
Americans were as great importers of-opiam a8 we
were. .

1237. Does not the fact that the Americans entered

into that undertaking seem to show that they thought

it would be' gratifying to the - Chinese P—Yes; the
surmise was that it would be—-it wag intended as &
slap in the face for the English. :

1238. Do you think that if the Chinese Government
had considered, at tho Treaty of Nankin, that they
could safely, and without danger of getting into
further quarrels, and possibly war, wit,.gh ourselves,
have r(ﬁ:ibited the import of opium, they would not
have done it #~—~No ; I'think they were utterly indiffer.
ent ; they did not care one job abont it.

'1239. You think they cared about the loss of iheir
“‘ squeezes”’ and duties on the opiam smuggled up the
river, but they did not care about the prohibition of
the import of opiem f—Yes. That Lord Palmeraton
was inspired by the moat friendly intentions towards
Ohina is proved by the precise instructions he gave
Lord Napier in 1834, ag is corfessed in this book,
“ The Migdle Kingdom (Vol. 1L, p. 470): “ You will
« adogt no proceedinge but such as may have a general
“ tendency to convince the Chinese authorities of the
“ sincere desire of the King to cultivate the most
“ friendly relations with the Emperor of China, and to
join with him in eny oa likely to p te the

ppiness and prosperity of their respective sub-
* jects,” If, therefore, the Canton autherities had
met, Lord Napier in & proper way, if they bad ever

[
“

* gountersigned and sesled by officers of the English
nation, setting forth their solemn determination to
* have ne concern, direct or indirect, with the opiam
trnfio, neither to permit or knowingly sanction any
persous under their control to have any, and farther,
their full knowledge of the new regmlation ™ (you
observe, it i8 ‘‘ the new regulation "} ¢ that they will
* De forthwith expelled from the Empire if it shall be
* proved to the satisfaction of Chineso and English
« officials that they have broken faith in the Jeast
““degree . . . . . KEvery -vessel ariving shall
* make golemn declaration thab she has no opium on
"« board, otherwise she shall not be permitted %o
*¢ trade, &o.” )

1280. Then Lin, refused that, and declared osll trade
olosed, did be not #—Yes; that was in December. He
ignored that propositi together. On October 9th,
(aptain Eliott sgain appeals to Lin that British sub-

jeots may be sllowed to return to Macra; in reply to
which he issued orders to attack some of our ships.
1281. What was Lin's objest in refusing Captain
Elliott’s overtures P—Hatred of the barbavian,
1232. He wanted to expel us alfogether P—He wanted
to expel us altogether. Tho moment you prostrate
yourself before a Chinese, his answer is the knife. It
s Ho ‘nes whatever giving way to them | you mhust
insist on an squal and & proper ‘fuoting with - them,
aud the moment you depsrt from that attitude they
become nggressive and overbesring. »

1293. I see that aftor this ‘war of 1840-41,in the

Treaty of Nankin, opium was not ‘mentioned #—No,
sir; thore is no mention of it in either of our treaties

of 1842-3 or tariff of 1843, I should say that in reply”

to Lin's coramunication to British merchants, calling
upon them to deliver up the opium, they said: * Ifyou
* do not wish to have it. we will pledge ourselves not.
* to bring in any opium in foture,” That was on the
26th March 18939, : o )

; : ¥ . L

1234, 1839, tgx““ hefore the warP—Long before the
war—12 months. War -was, not declared by ws tiil
April 1840, B

1235, I suppose one ugx\saﬁ why the Chinese preferred
not to have opium meutioned in the treaty was shat it

p a word against opium, their representations
would have received immediate attention. there is
no doubt. During the whole time of my official
connexion with China I never heard any Chincse
official or otherwise complain of our action in
regard to opium. Of course if you go to a Chincse
-—it takeg & msan seven or ten years to acquire the
language sufficiently to be able 1o get at or near the
mind of & Chinese~—~if you say to him, **Opinm is a
* dreadfnl thing,” he will say,  Oh, yes, opium is a
* dreadfnl thing.” But if you say to him, ‘* Why,
you grew it years and years beforo we imported
“ 3t; you have been growmg it for 200 yesrs,' he
“* will, it in safe to say, answer , ‘‘ Oh, it is all fadge
‘ about opiwm being & dreadful thing; these people
like. to ask us that! question snd get the answer
* gnited to their own yiews, and to please them we
giveit.”” . : -
1240. I think that is & coramon characteristic of all
Orieutal peoples P~Yes, with all Orientala. It requires
some gkill to know what is really in their minds. =~ ' .

1241. I understand that after the war and after the
Treaty of Nankin the trade in opium continued quite
quietly down to the begiming ot the next war, the time
of the seizure of the *‘ Arrow * p—Yes, till the seizure
of the * Arrow.”": But first there i3 a passage which I
wouid like to read from, *The Middle Kingdom,”
which confirme what I have been saying. It is in
Vol IL.; p. 500: * No one was more desirous of putting
“* g gtop to thie destructive traffio thaun Oaptain Elliot,
* but knowing the impoasibility of checking it by laws
* he naturally wished to eee many political and
* commercial evils growing out of muggling done
“ away. It was, indeed, much to be desired, that the
¢ Chinesa would take this cuurse ; and it ig very remark-

“ able that the great reason why the Emperor and his
“ advisers did net do so was because it wonld be
** detrimental to the people.” The Chinese are thus
avouched to have acted with open eyes and without
constraint, The amonnt of {airness which this book
deals out to us.is illustrated by it8 pervevse animnad-
version apon Lord Polmerston who, the moment he
beard that the Ohinese Governmens wished to stop
opium, issued pusitive instruotions, which Captaim
“Elliott carried ous.
- L2

Mr.
H. N.-Lay,

14 Sept. 1898.
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1242. That is going back to the old war P—At page
502, Lord Palmerston’s despatch of June 15th, 1838, is
instanced a8 ‘‘a most paradozical but convenient
* position for this ‘ honourable’ officer of the English
¢ (fovernment to sssume!” An utterly prejudiced
comment, 1 sabmit.

1248. Then what was the cause of the second war P—
The canse of the second war wae the question of the
geizure of the ¢ Arrow.” Tt had no relatium to opizm
at all. One of tho man-of-war brigs had left a few days
before. The ** Arrow * carried the British flag, as she
was entitled to do. Afier she had been lying there
for eight days—

1244. I do pot think we need go into thatP—Very
well, sir. She had nothing whatever to do with opium;
she was not an opium ship, nor was she carrying s
pound of opinm. No apelogy could be obtained from
the Viceroy by our Coneul, and the matter was put into
the hands of the Admiral, Sir Michael Seymour. Hos~
tilities then emsued, into the details of which I need
not, perhaps, enter.

1245. Opium, then, was formally recognised in the
tariff that was drawn up after that warP—Yes. Lord
Elgin went up to the north, and at Tientsin a treaty
was concluded. The word opium was never tioned
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self-imposed mission to the Government of Indis on
the snbject. That was in July 1869; they wrote a
letter to Sir Rutherford Alcook, in which they say ——

1250. (My. Ponsc.) Who are “they’ who writo P—
The Ohinese Ministers—the members of the Foreign
Board, Prince Kung and others. There are & number
of them. *‘The writera hope that hia Excellenoy will
‘ memorialise his Government to give orders in India
¢ and elsewhere to substitute the cultivation of cereals
“ or cotton. Day and night, therefore, the writers
* give to this matter most earnest thought, and over
¢ powering is the distress and anxiety it occnsions
¢ them.” But the distress and anxiety notwithetanding,
within three months they sign & Uonvention (which
1 hand in) with 8ir Rutherford Alcock, under which
they obtain an incresse of the tariff duty on opium
e:Lun.l to 60 per cent., showing the reality of the
Chinese objeotions,

1251. (Sir J. Lyall) Well, but from Sir Rutherford
Alcock’s account I nnderstand that the British Com-
missioners a8 it were recvived this in a way which
showed that they did not at all like the propossl P—
‘Which Commissioners P

1252. The Englishmen who were meeting the Ohinese

at Tientsin upon our side or upon the Chinese side,
although at that very time the American Minister was,
a8 be told us afterwards, at Shanghai, offering the
armed sssistance of the United States to put down the
traffic. The United States adopted that line, ss th
did e similar course when they made opium contraban
by treaty in 1844, to curry favour with the Chinese.
But what wag the result? The omission in the new
treaty of the provision of the treaty of 1844! In our
treaty, the 26th and 27th articles, 1t was agreed that
the tariff should be revised, and that an officer of the
Board of Revenue shonld be deputed on behalf of the
Chinese Government to meet officers deputed on behalf
of the British Government. The only remark I would
make here i8 this: An officer of the Board of Revenue!
If our motive had been to force opium on China we
shonld have dealt with the Imperial Commissioners
themeelves; but this fact proves that we had no such
intention—that all we cared for was to have someone
(any official they plessed) sent down to Shanghsai to
consider the tariff with us.

1248. Lord Elgin’s instructions, I suppose, were that
you were mot to raise the question of opium ?—He
never gave me any such instruetions, and throughout
the whole course of my connexion with the treaty
negotiations opium was never mentioned. -

1247. But in drawing up the tariff you must have
thought of opium—such an article a8 opium could not
have been sltogether absent from your mindP-—Yes,
but that was five months after the conclusion of the
treaty. The treaty was signed at Tientsin on June
26th, the tariff was idered at Shanghai five th
later, when the forces were all withdrawn.

1248. Yes, quite 8o; what I meant was that with
regord to the tariff it wonld have beem imgossible to
have overlooked the subject of opium at Shanghai P
—Yes. The 27th article of our treaty reads: ‘it is
¢ agreed ihat either of the high contracting parties
“ to this treaty may demand a further revision of the
“ tariff, and of the commercial articles of this treaty,
* gt the end of 10 years; but if no demand be made
*“ on either side within six months after the end
¢ of the first ten years then the tariff shall remain
“ in force for ten years more, reckoned from the end
¢ of the preceding ten years; and so it shall be at the
¢ end of each successive ten years.,” Now, the point
of that is that our treaty having been made in 1858,
the Chinese were entitled to revision of the tariff in
1868, 1878, and 1888. Why did they not ask for it P

1248, Well, I gee you say they did not raise any
question about opium, but I think I bave seen some-
where that st an Interview with Sir Rutherford Aloock
that question was brought forward, and that rether a
_moving appeal, as he eaid, was made by the Chinese
Commissioners on the subject of omitting opinm from
the tariff achedule, to prohibit altogether its import P—
They made no appeal whatever in 1858. In 1888 they
eent Mr. Burlingame (the United Btates Minister at
Pekin) bome to this country as the chosen exponent
of their views and sentiments, and he never mentioned
opiuma at all. In. the following year we find Sir
Rutberford Alcock ruggesting, I suppose, to the
Chinese Ministers to address him on the smbjecs, the
vesult of which was that he undertook, 1 believe, &

QOomm 9. When this proposal was put forward by
the Chinese Qommissioners they were silent, and showed
that they did not like it P—There could have been
no reality on the vart of.the Chinese in penning sach &
letter, when three months afterwards the duty was
increased 66 per cent.

1253. It shows that the{ were not very earnest, but
it shows that if they could not get one thing they
would take the other, does it not P-—If was ali fustisu,
their objection was tured to meet @ supposed
invitation for it. The treaty concluded witrl,x the
United States, 11 years before this date, attests incon-
trovertibly the real views of the Chinese (rovernment.
The United States Minister offered armed assistance to
atop the import of opium. What was the Chinese reply P
To deliberately omit from the Treaty of 1858 the provi-
sion of the Treaty of 1844, which had declared opium
contraband.

1254. Another thing & good mngawimasses who have
sppeared before us have said is that at that very time
the Chinese Commissioners hinted broadly that if that
was not done (that is, if the British Government did
not join with them in putting down the /ndian opiam,)
the Chinese Government would be driven to & policy of
withdrawing all the restrictions from the growth of the

rpy and the manufacture of opium in China, in order
to kill oat the import there and then and deal with the
othber trade with a free hand. Do yon think that that
8 correct ?—No, I think that is an utterly untrue
assertion. There is no evidence whatever to support it.
In 1864 (that is eight years after the treaty of 1858)
we have the Imspector.General, my successor, ad-
dressing the Commissioners at the seversl ports and
saking them as to the growth of the pative drug.

1255. Which year is that P—1864, five years before
the date nnder consideration. It was grown, you will
find from the return made to him in that year, in every
one of the provinces. In my note I say it was grown,
in 1858, in 16 out of the 18 provinces. That was due
to uo interposition on our part; we bad mo voice in the
matter at all. I will lay that reture hefore the Com-
mission if you please. I should like, were I to be
alloweds to comment on one of the docaments in the
¢« Friend of China.” I think it is a good sample of the
sort of evidence presented by thern.

1256. Whom do you mesn by *“they” P—The Anti-
Opium Bociety. T{ey have continually assailed us;
they have been reckless in their mis-statements with
regard to onraction on the opium question. There were
1o men of higher character than Sir Henry Pottinger
or Mr. John Robert Morrison. Then there was Lord
fﬂlsin. and a8 to the subordinates under him, not one

any wish whatever to support opium ; and the
snti-oplumists have no right to use lan o like the
following, which X offer as an illustration the kind
of statements they make: * The foulest stain upon our
“ Imperial bi is the way in which, at the point of
“ the bayonet and st the mouth of the caunon, we have
* forced the Indisn poison u the unhappy Chineses.
“ No words are strong enough to deseribe the cowardice
“ and diabolical cruelty of onr wars with China.”" This
language is us disgracefully unjust as it is utterly false.

1257. (Mr. Pease) Where is '.hof. statement made,
may ] ask P—It is in the * Methodist Times,” written,
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I suppose, by Mr. Hugh Price Hughes, why seems-to
have taken up the championship of the anti-opiumists
for the last four or five yeara.

1258. (8ir J. L{mll‘) Is. there anything more you
wish to say as to the history of opigm in China P .We
have now brought it down to the attempt to revise the
treaty in 1868 P—I may observe that when Mr, Burlin-
ame came to Englund in 1868, it is & very singular
thing “that, if the%
alleged to have been exercised by us in the matter of
opium, they did not charge Mr. Burlingame to complam
to Lord Clarendon. Mr. Burlingame was silent on the
subject. He negotiated a treaty with the United
Btates, the articles of which I lay on the table, but in
that treaty there is no allusion to opium. .

1259. What did Mr. Burlingame come here for?f—
As Chinese Minister, to represent Chinese views, and to
sunounce that * China finds that she must come into
‘“ relations with this civilisation that is pressing up
¢ around her ; feeling that she does not wait, but comen
“ out to you, and extends her hand.”

1260. The object was to fulfil the conditions of the
Treaty of Tientsin, was it not P—~Yes; they appealed to
Lord Clarendon to give them time; but that was mere
pretence, Why did not Mr. Burlingame think of
opiam? There is & pile of evidence to prove that we
never at any time forced opium, or nsed the slightest

regsure whateoever with respect to it; and I should
iko to be oross-examined so that I might bring out
the evidence I am able to produce.

1261. (Chairman.) I think your general statement
will be sufficient. TUnder the Order of Reference ander
which the Commission ie constituted we are not called
upon to pr & judgment upon the matters which
bave teen in issne between yon and the writers to
whom you have been referring’; and it will be sufficient
for our purpose to hear what you have said in gencral
terms. I do not think we should go into any greater
detail P~Quite so, my Lord; but is it not of the highost
importance to ¢ur national credit that we should be
delivered from the stigma unjustly fixed upon us P

1262. You bave had the oppertunity of tracing the
history of these questions in the ts that yom

° have been muking to Sir James Lyall, and we accept
what you have said ae & statement of your views of the
resl course of policy which has been pursned P—There
is one omission which I should Jike to supply. The Le
Hnngohn.ng states, in answer to the Anti-Opium Societg,
* China views the whole guestion from a. moral stand-
** point; England from a fiscal  (which is & downright
misrepresentation). “The ruling motive with China is
“ to repress opinm by heavy taxation everywhere;
* whereas with England the manifest object is to make
‘¢ opium cheaper, and thus increase snd stimnlate the
¢ demand in China.” They havoc encouraged our
opium, and we, by allowing the Chinese to overtax
it, bave stimuln the xrowth of tho native article
enormously in every province. I think that the most
short-sichted policy that ever was pursued on our

art. In the Agreement of 1876 they ask Sir Thomas
ade to move his Government to agree to an arrange-
ment the effect of which was to incresee enormously
the charges on Indian opium, and yet in the face of this
affirm that they act from a moral standpoint while we
act from o fiscel standpoint, whereas it ie from a fiscal
point of view alone that the Chinese Government have
treated the mrticle from first to last, as the evidence ia
cumnulative.

1263. That is all the evidence you have to give P—
That is all the evidence I am permitted togive. There
ie one matter I should like to produce, and that is the
evidence of Mr. Se]hy, 8 missionury, who writes in the
* Mecthodist Times™ of the 8th June last. * He is
“ hopeful that if the Indian growth was forthwith
** suppresred, Chins would be glad to carry out her
‘* own proposal.” Where is her proposal? Has she
evor addressed & proper propesal to our Government P

1264. (Sir J. Lyall) You mesn s proper form of
propossl P—Yes ; to join in putting a stop to it.

1265. May I utk what you think would be the result
if we made a proposal now to China ?—1I¢ has come 200
years too late.

1266. As n man of great knowledge and experience of
Chinero ofticials, what do you think wnn?:lnbe the
result I—-Nil. They would do nothing. Itis grown in
every province, and they would do nothing.

1267, But supposing we offered to prohibit the im.
port of opium P—They have declared they would not

'hinese had felt this strong pressure .
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entertain it. You will see what they said in anawer to
Sir Thomas Wade (p. 16 of my note): ** Meantime, in
1881, 8ir Thomas Wade made & special applieation
“ to the members of the Chinese Government for a
“ declaration of sheir policy in regard to opium. The
“ Minister addresged, Sir Thomas Wade states, re-
‘ plicd that the question was not an- eagy one to
‘* ‘anawer; he did not think that the central Govern-
““ ‘ment had gone so far ea to formulate a policy ab
“ ‘all.’ This so recently as 1881, after all the talk of
** their having been forced to take our opium| ‘Speak-
* ‘ing from a general point of view, however, he might
‘say that if the habit of opium smoking counld be
‘universally and at once abolished, the Chinese
¢ Government would he ready and willing to sacrifice
* ¢ the revenue that was at present derived from opinm.
¢ All gensible men were neverthelese agreed that this
‘ was an impossibility. The babit of opium smoking
‘ was beyond the reach of prohibition, and the idea
‘was how to turn it to account; the only way in
“which it could be turned to account was by makin,

‘it a source of revenue, and the revenue thus derive

‘ was indispensable, There were, moreover, so many
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‘ question was taken in hond, that it might safely-
‘ be said that the abolition of opium bad not entered
¢ the minds of those entrusted with the Government
‘ of the Emiire.’ 8ir Thomas Wade then put the
question ‘whether a gradual diminution of opium
‘import from Indis, until the trade waa abolished
“ *gltogether, would meet with the approval of the
“ ¢ Chinese Government.’ The Minister addressed, who
egain pr d that the question was a difficult one
‘ to answer, replied that in his opinion * such a plan
* *would be useless ; aslong as the habit existed, opium
*would be procured somehow, snd if it did not come
“ ‘from India it would be procured elsewhere.’ ”

1268. It is rather inconsistent with your view, is it
not, that certain leading Chinese officiale have appeared
who have taken very strong measures indeed to stop
;;lhe growth of opium P—I am not aware that they

ave.

1269. Did not that man who reconquered Kashgar
take such measures P It has been stated so in evidence
to us P—It may be eo, just locally; but as s Governs
ment they have never ione snything of the sort. I
wag in the most intimate relat with the Cbi
Government, and if they had eaid to_us, ** Can you not
 help us in the matter of opium P I should have told
Lord Elgin, who wonld doubtless have made an attempt
to meet their wishes ; but they never mentioned it at all.
This gentleman (Mr. Seiby) sdds correctly : ** The
“ grounds for that hope” (the hope that Chins would
Buppress the poppy in her own territories) *are not
** satisfactory, for the Emperor has given his sanction
* to the cultivation of the poppy.”

1270. (Mr. Peass) You, no doubt, are aninted
with this Yellow Book of 1889: * Opium: Historical
** Note, or The Poppy in China " P—L do not know, I
am sure, whether I Eave geen it or not.

1271. There is a statement in it that the first pro
hibition was in 1729. and that moral grounds were

igned for the prohibition P—(Un being shown the
pamphlel) I have nob seen it

1272. This Yellow Book says, at page 35, “In the
** year A.D. 1729 an edick was issued on opiura smoking,
¢ prohibiting the sale of opium.” This is Dr. Edkins’

" Yellow Book, published at Shanghai in 1889 P—Well, it

is contradicted by thia stat t, in page 4 of my book,
copied from the Blue Book: **In the reigns of Yun,
** Ching and K’ienlung (1722 to 1736) it was inclad

* in the tariff of maritime duties, under the head of
‘*‘ medicinal drugs, and there was thenm no regulation
‘* agninst purchasing or inhaling it.”

1278. Tt is also stated in an article by Dr. Legge, in
the " Pall Mall Gazette™ of August 16th, 1833, that
the importation of the article was storped in 1764.
He says, *“ We find the following case in Auber’s
* ¢ Chia,” pp. 176, 177): His Majesty’s ship * Argo"
* arrived in the Capton Waters in 1764 with treasare,
* and it was sas with opium also. In con-
‘* sequence of the disputes which arose between the
. ins and the captain the trade waa stopped for
¢ four months. With reference to this eollision the
* Qourt wrote for information. °They had been in-
** < formed that opiam bad been shipped on her, and
** * other private trade, and desired a full account to
“ “be gent home of the matter, as opiom was pro-
** ¢ hibited, and the jmportation migh} be most detriv

L3
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** ¢ mentel o the company's interosts” "' P—I have never
seen that article,

1274. In 1782, Mr. Fitz, Hugh, a merchant of Oanton,
wrote remonstrating against -the East India Company
engaging in the smuggling tradef—No, I have not
seen the letter. .

1275. You have stated that various incorrect charges
have been made ageinst you by the Anti-Opium
Society, and you gave one instance, which proved to be
& statement not made by them at all. I do not know
whether you have any others P—They have declared
that we Zave engaged in two cruel and unjnst wars
jn order 1o force opium upon the Chinese. Both secre.
taries of the Anti-Opium Society have stated that in
the press, and Mr. Storrs Turner atatod that in 1880 we
were then engaged in forcing opinm ot China. As Iwas
responsible under Lord Elgin for the insertion of opinm
in our tariff, with the voluntary assent, I may add, of
the Chinese Minister, I consider that it is gross defa-

mation of the characters of officiuls to, advance charges.

8o untrue.

1276. Well, we have statements made by the Chinese
suthorities, but those, you say, were fustian P—I did
not say the documents you have just referred to were
fastian. -

1277. No, but the statements made by the Chinese
suthorities P—The pretence that we have forced opinm
on the Chinese is fustian, and they are only making
those statements for the purpose of damaging the

English. There ie no solidity or substance in their

complaints, and, that can be proved to the hilt.

1278. The matter ariges as to the credibility of state
ments. made by different persons, and the respective
value of their opinions P—No, it is a question of historic
evidence entirely, and my opinion, or that of anyone
else, is u matter of no moment whatever. It is the
historic facts from which they cannot escape, and the
must order their utterances now in accordance wit
those facts, which we can prove.

1279, Then tkere has been another suggestion made,
that the Chinese Government are rather afraid to open
this question, because they think that the Indian
Government will not be prepared to relinguish so im-
portant a source of revenue, and that theretore, if they
enter into negotiations with the idea of giving up that
source of revenue they would do so with the idea of

tting that recouped in some other way, which the
glinesa Government would object to still more, Do

ou think that that is the cuse P—No, sir, I do not.
q‘hey bad an_excellent opportunity of dealing with the
question at Tientsin, when the Anerican Minister made
his offer of assistance. Dr. Williams, the author of the
“ Middle Kingdom,” who was stubbornly anti-English
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Secrotary to Mr. Reed, who conciuded & soparate Con-
vention with the Chinese formally legualising opium,
and said it had received their willing aasent, sWhy did
they not impart to their friends then that they were
opposed to opiumr P~ Why, Mr. Roed would have come
to us at once. Mr. Reed was bitterly opposed to us
under the influence of false impressions, and he kept us
at arms’ length at Tientsin; but when he came to
Shanghai he became most friendly. He came to nnder-
stand us snd the Chinese better. There are many of
our friends the missionaries who do not understand
the Chinese in the lcast, and they go upon all sorts
of rubbishy evidence which men who know the facts
laugh at.

1280. (8ir W. Roberts.) I was only thinking of neking
you if you have obeerved what are the effects of opiam
smoking on the Chinese, with regard to their morals
and health P—~Well, I think most extravagant charges
are made ae to that. In my first introduction to Hong-
Kong Iwasa pupil of Dr. Gutzlaff’s, who had & number
of men who wished to be Christisns. I should think
sbout 250 to 800 of them, and from them my
‘‘ teachers,” as they were called, were taken. They
were oll opium smokers, with rare exceptions, and
they did not appear to suffer at all from it when
takem in moderation. I had other teachers later ou;
they suffered when they ked to tainly
it makes a man suffer when immoderately indulged in;
a powerful nsrootic, taken in excess, must isve 'S
weakening effect on the syatem, I should suy.

1281. Generally speaking, do the Chinese usa opium
smoking in what I may call persistent moderation?
—~Yes, & good many do. There is no finer race,
in physique, then the Chinese. They are beating, os
the Americans and Australiane have found, the white
people altogether. In the mid-provinces and the
southern provinces there is & great deal of malaris.
There a man’s food consists entirely of a vegetable diet,
and the ground is manured by human ordure, the odour
from which is terribly offensive. The people live not
in the hill country but in the low country. There is
8 large boat population too whose lives are spent over
bilge water; but for opium as s febrifage, they could
not live. I never bheard from any officials or others
who smoked opiam that they suffered ovil effects from
the habit.

1282. (Chairman.) Now, to sum it up in & sentence, I
suppose you would wish it to be considered that the
general purport of your evidence may be taken to be
this : that in all the negotiations with which you were
concerned in China, and the wars which occurred
during your residence in China, it was not the object of
the British Government to force the Chinese suthorities

t their will to receive importations of opium from

end pro-Chinese in his views, was present as Chinese

India P—Quite 80 : emphatically so.

The witness withdrew.
Adjourned till to-morrow at 11 o’clock.

At the House of Lords, Westminster.

. FIFTH DAY.
Friday, 15th September 1893,

PRESENT: .
Tre Risar Honouvrarrs LORD BRASSEY, K.C.B., (CHAIRMAN, PRESIDIFG).

Sir James B. Lrawui, G.C.LE.
Sir Wintiam Roserrs, M.D,
Mr. B. G. 0, Mowsray, M.P.

Mr. AxTHUR Prase.
Mr, H. J. Wison, M.P.

8ir Caaniss E. Beawino, K.CS.L,
Acting Beoretary.

8ir Tromas F. Warz, G.C.M.G., K.C.B., called in and examined.

1283. (Chairman.) Sir Thomas Wade, it iz a matter
of common knowledge that you have spent many yeara
in China P40 years. .

1284 And during che latier portion of your service
yon were British Minister at Pekin f—Yea.

1285. You are doubtless aware that this Commission
was appointed primarily to consider the opinm ques-
tion aa it affectsa Indis, but we bave been .llrywnd'io
exercise our discretion with reference to the question
as it affcota China, and wo have shought it our duty
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to receive mome evidence from those who dro chiefly
interested in the opium question as it affects China.
I may suy that much has been urged before us by the
witnesses who have eppeared before ws from China,
which goes to show that the excesstwe uss of opium ie
s widely extending vice in China, and is doing great
injury to the population. I do not know that I can
couvey to you better what has been put before us by
the witnesses to whom T refer than by reading to you
s passage from the memorial recently addressed by
the Anti-Opiuam Association to the Earl of Kimberley.
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member, prepared o historical review of the snbject
by collecting a namber of extracts from the greater
histories. of China and from Jlesser works, From
this, to make short work of it, it will be seen that
the introduction of opium is mot, a8 the nanti.
opiumists,—seversl of them,—I have heard, frequently
contend it is, to be set down to our charge, but to the

.charge of Asiatic neighbours and Asiatic merchants.

Without sssuming with Dr. Edkins that they were
divectly beholden to the Arab and the Persian, it is
ing; ible that they became acquainted with the

In that memorial the following passage occurs, *‘In
* China, the results to be anticipated from the stoppage
* of the export trade in opium from Calcntta nnd
‘“ Bombay arc thus stated in a letter received by us,
“ about & year ago, from one of the mest compatent
* aud experienced observers, the Rev. Griffith John,
* D.D., of the London Missionary Society, who has
* been for upwards of 35 years a missionary in the
“ great commercial centre of Hankow.” r. John
writes *“ Let China see that we are capable of sacrificing
* millions of pounds anmually for her good, and that
¢ of our own {ree will, in obedience to the diotates of
‘¢ conscience, and from & senss of humanity, and she
* will not be slow to acknowledge the worth and
‘* dignity of the act. Nay more she may begin to
glorify God in us. Our intercourse with the people
** will bocome more friendly. Commerce will extend
* and develope, one of the greatest obstacles to the
* progress of Ohrist’s' kingdom in the land would be
* removed.” Then he proceeds to ask, * Have the
‘ Chinese the ability to put down the vice,” and then
he urges, *As long a8 the Indian trade in opium
** exists, the hands of the Chinese Government are
‘* tied and paralysed. They can simply do notbing,
but allow things to go on from bad to worse. Their
best efforts, however sincere and energeti¢, would
* prove mhortive. If the Indian trade-in the drug
* were abandoned, the Chinese would, I firmly believe,
** make an honest effort to stop the native growth, and
‘“ the event would eventuate at once in s diminution
“ of the evil.

“

It might eventuate ultimately in its
complete suppression, But whether the Chinese
Governmont can put down the native growth or not,
our path o8 & Cbristian nation is plain enough. It
.* is for us to wash our hands clean of the iniquity.”
.1 bhave read that passage to you, Sir Thomss Wade,
that you may have a general impression of the testi-
mony which bae been put before ms by those who heve

“
«

appeared as missionaries in Chins snd of the arguments *

‘I,‘EnWhiCh their recommendations have been supported.

ving heard 80 much on this sabject, we felt that we
should not be discharging our duty if we did not seek
the counsel and information which we know you are so
competant to give us, Can you give us & genernl view
vy to the history of the introduction of epinm smoking
in China, and csu you give us what you know of tho
sutiquity of the nse of opium, and generally speak to
us on that uspect of the question P—I should like to
promise that I find myrelf in @ very disagreeable
{msmun in relation to this question. No man who has
ived the time that 1 have in China, and who bas been
in contant with Chinese of sl kinds, can deny that the
oxcensive ise of opium in that country is an exceedin,
misfortune to thav country, snd I myself have stal
that proposition, perhaps more positively years ago
than 1 should be prepared to do #¢ this moment. That
iu to say, that without st all pretending to sbate the
statement that wmany people,— many thousands of
people—do sutler from the excessive use of opium, it is
10 & great number-of people precisely what the nsc of
alooholic etimulants to people in our country, taken

. moderately, is; that is to say, that it will cheer the
workman jueb a8 our workman is cheered by his glusa
of beer.  You will find people who are engaged in the
most intellectual employmnents, and people who are
engoged in the very commonest employments, using
opiwmn with impunity, aed using it for years with im-
punity ; and the dithonlty I vefer to is thig—that with-
out being a$ all & dreamer, I hope being really disposed
to do ail that in me liea, and to see my conntrymen do
all that in thew may lie, to abate whas evil there is, the
treatment of the question by the Anti-Opium Associe-
tion enguges me on the other side,

I think thore are varions contentions of the anti-opium
peuplg to be combated. And first, as regerds the
question which your Lordship hes just pat to me, that
in most completely nuswemg by the work of a most
rospected missionary, Dr. Edkins, who by desire of
Sir Bobert Hart, of whose literary staff he iz a

O

poppy—as a medicine—very early in. their history; as
much as, eay, ten centuries ago; and as foy the practice
of smoking it, aceording to Dr. Edking's dats, this was
very ponsibly introduced from Monilla vid Formosa ; and
that, at a comparatively recently date, I will not say
Lefore onr trade commenced, for I should be afraid to
assign a precise date to the commencement of that
trade, but certsinly before our trade had at all de-
veloped itself. From early in the last century, they
were beholden to their own production of opinm even
for a supply, which they in tge opinion of the Govern-

nent, or of certain Government officiale, 8o abused as to

call forth interdiets on the part of the Guvernment, or
those officials. All that you will find in Dr. Edkina’s
statements. But as regards-the-introduction of opiam,
we have a further corrob ion of my etat t that it
‘was not introduced first by us from a source which is
certainly unassailable, the testimony of the Grand
Secretary Teo Tsuug-téng, the Chinese official who was
credited with the reconquess of the far west dominion
in China, thet is to sny who reoccupied that country,
after Yakub Khan bad been poisoned. He was in the

_firet place a farious anti-opiumist himself; be took the

credit of having suppressed all poppy -cultivation
in the west of Ching; & sheer fiction; he was a furions

- hater of English and French, though he patronised
.some - other foreigners in his employ.

He told my
German colleague, in 1881, that it was brought in by
the Portugnese towards the close of the Ming dynasty ;
that is befere the middle of the 17th century. The Ming
dynasty expired in 1644. As regards onr own connexion
with the supply at all, I will not trouble you with a
reference to the statistical tables which all those
interested in it would find easy of sccess; but at the
time that we began to send anything like thousands of
chests from Indis, we were even then supplying so
small an. amount that it could not have supplied one
per cent. of the population with opium if they had been
all opium smokers; and forther on, later, whilst T
was in China, I read in a published paper by a mis.
sionary--I do pot mention his name, hecause I am
not perfectly sure that it was he —that the then--
it must be between 30 and 40 years ago--that the
then eupply would not be sufficiont for 2 per cent.
of the whole Chinese population, whom we are
reported to have been poisoning for all these years.
Now the use of opium to the disadvantage of the popn-
lation from their own supplies was noted _lonq Bbefore
our opium troubles began. Yom will find in the State
Papers forwarded by aaptnin Elliot, magistrates com-
plaining that it ig in use, and one censor declaring,
that it was then grown in four or five provinces. (Sce
Blue Boonk 1840. Correspondence relating to China,

.171) I had not in my early days studied these Blne

ooks, 85 I have since, and without any .kuowledge of
what any Chinese official authority had said to the above
effect, I set to work myself, in 1847, when I was stady-
ing at Oanton, to acquire informsation on the subject.
1 was aided by a young Chi of & most resy bl
family, who was much connected with trade,—no opinm
pmoker himeelf, indeed 8 strict Roman Catholic—
he obtained for me information frem verious mercantile
friends of his, which showed that the ngpy was being
cultivated in no less than 10 provinces of Chins. Now
remember that was in 1847. Our war with China, our
first war, came to an end in 1842, For many years
before that time we had had no wocess, except during
the troubles contraband sccess, we had had no access
as & trading people to any port in the empire but
Canton. Now oue of the quotations I bad heard, snd
that so fur back as 1842 or 1843, was a quotation of
the extent and value of the opinm—I mean ita vaine
as a drug, not its pecunisry value, its power,—ounc of
the quotations was from the far north-west of China,
certainly 3,000 miles from Canton, where the opinm
was quoted a8 being very nearly as good as Indisn
opium, very nearly ss powerful. Bus the fact thas it
was then cultivated in 10 provinces is certainly worth
remembcring, the more 8o that my fricnd geve me—
1 have the paper here which I compiled from hie data—
L4
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my friend gave we all the data for its preparation and
ita value in the market.

1286. Perhaps you would like to put that document
in P—With great pleasure.# (Memorandum was handed
to Ckairman.) Farther, and as Captain Elliot observed,
8o far back ag 1837 (S8ee Blue Book 1840, p 154. Oaptain
Elliot to Viscount Palmerston, 2 February 1837. See
nlso on true position of opinm trade, pp. 137-138.}
it was a8 regnrarly taxed in certain localities as any
other import, which was brought in, in the regular
native trade; and without then having seen Captain

Elliot's observation above quoted, I made Krecise]y
the same remark to Lord Elgm when he first con-
I think that

templat.ed approaching the question.
as far as relates to our comnesion with the intro-
duction of opinm you will consider that I have said
enongh, and as regards the native susg}iy I do not
think it would be necessary for me to more. As
regards the nature and the extent of its effects upon
smokers, I also said sufficient perhaps in my pre-
liminary remarks. I have known people of every
degree, 1 may say, using it with impunity. I have seen
most deplorable victima of it in every degree just as I
have in my own country of the use of alcohol.” I bave
seen for instance, in the Army, brother officers driven
from the Service by the use ot drink; and I bave seen
the mnhappy private brought 1o punishment by the
same canse. I have been into an opium den and I bave
been, on rare occasions, into & gin.palace, and the
spectacles of the two are singularly alike. I do not
say that the one is to excuse the other. I do not say
that our having sach a vice as generel drinking, and the
deplorable scenes that one has witnessed in the gin-

&che, are in any way to excuse the other thing; bat,
in my opinion, expericnce of that sort should bar
gentlemen from turning upon their own eountrymen to
denounce this or that particular practice, or this or
that parcicular prosecntion of a particular trade as if it
was & thing exceptional and so frightful a sin that we
are bound at once to make the kind of expiation for it
that we did, eay, for the negro trafio. And I am bound
to add this, that when I find stetements and arga.
ments on the part of the anti.opinmist people, orail
sometimes, sometimes in the little periodical whic
they publish, neither more nor less than what I must
characterise a8 exaggerated, and when I find them
patting in doubt the truth of men like myself, or other
people giving testimony, I am c led to think that
acause that requires any such propping up cannot have
under it 8o secure a basis as these gentlemen are
disposed to imagine.

1287. Yon have given us a very interesting sketch of
this guestion in relation to the antiquity of the user of
opiam in China, and your bave given us your general

,view as to the nature and the extent of the effect of

opium smoking npon those who have indulged them-
selvesin that habit. Does that exhauat what you wish
to eay in your evidence-in-chief on that subject P—1I
think so.

1288. Well, then, Sir Thomas, yon have had, as we
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have been present, who were indeed found to have
been present on this ocecasion, but to not ons of
whom was the homicide traceable, The upshot of that
certainly was a deciaration of hostilities, and the result
of it,—seeing that the Chinese negotiators who treated
with us came forward and went backward and re-
treated more than once from agreements which were
supposed to have been concluded,—was that the war
wai pmlonfed, you msy say, up to its termination
in August, 1842, when the Treaty was signed at Nan.
king. But Iconsider,—reading the whole of the history
of our relations, say from the middie of the laat
century, but at all events for the period immediatel
preceding this which is known as the opium war,—
consider that thuse wars were directly tracoable to the
insolence and injustice of the Chinese in their,—I was
going to ssy, relations with uns, but I shonid more cor-
rectly say in their determination to ignore relations
with us altogether, Iam sorry to bave to go so far into
historical detail ; bat it must be remembered that when
our Government had made up its mind to ebolish the
East Indian monogoly, in 1834, the Chinese were given
to understand in 183] that it was about to be abolished ;
and that thereupen there came from tho Chinese chief
authority at Canton a ication on that subject

In those days he issued edicts. His only relation with
the East Indis Company's officials wos as if they were
below his servants, He issued an edict to the effuct
that if the British Government was going to undo the
East Icdia Company’s establishment 1t must send some-
one to control British subjects who might be in Chins,
That ‘‘someone’ was sent in the person of Lord
Napier, in 1834, but the local government declined to
bave snything to do with him —declined to recognise
him 8s a public servant ; went ont of its wuy, in the
potty Chinesc fashion, (which i even yet not impos-
gible, I am sorry to eay) to belittle him by using
offensive characters for bis name, and in other ways to
insult him. Lord Napier,—road bis despatches to Lord
Palmerston,—Lord Napier was ready at once to proceed
10 hostilities, If he had had a force ke wonld have
precesded to hostilities. For what purpose? Not in
the interests of the opinm trade,—net in the interests
of trade at all,—bat in order to put relations on & footing
which would be tolerable. He had no force to Bupport
bim. He was, you may say, fairly driven out of Canton,
and dyiog sick and broken-hearted, he was repiaced,
first of all by 8ir John Davis, whose pame must be
known to everybody interested in China, and later on
by Sir Charles Elliot, who for three or four years
certainly strove hard if ever o man strove hard to
avoid war; to avoid aquarrel. You will find through.
out that period that whenever the question of opium
crops up,—his word, if anything, is against it. S8ir
Charles Elliot, it shoald be remembered, was simply s
ies of chief ate,—for we had our experience
to acquire,—he was chief magistrate for the Port of
Canton ; and to the best of his ability he did endeavounr
to keep down all irregularities in that port. Powers to

o beyond, or force to go beyond, he certainly had not;
ut he strove to repress irregularities within his jorie.
dicti q

all know, & very intimate connexion with the

tione which were carried on for many years b
oar Government and the Chinese Government with
reference to this and other matters, and yon were
serving in China for many years at & time when our
relations with China were far less friendly than they
are at present: snd, therefore, you are in a good
position to tell us how far our wars with China were
connected with the opium question. We shall be glad
to hear your view on that pointP—Well, it i8 a point
which I naturally could not pass by, for I know no
point upon whjcg what I am compelled to c?imider

i He d,—for it was a conaescension

and nothing else,~~he d ded to accept s com-
1 , . Pl & OOF

ti of corr d with the chief suthority in

Canton, whick placed him in- the same position as that
in which the East India Company’s servanis had
formerly been placed. You wiil find that his chief,
Lord Palmerston,—reputed & most belligerent Foreign
Minister,—not only reprobates the trade in opium; he
not only reminds Sir Charles Elliot that shose who

guge in it are pting entirely their owa risk ; bat
you will even fiud later on that when, amongst other
insults which they were then in the habit of beaping

exaggeration on the part of the anti-op. P 8
is more conspicuous. You will hau'._—at least I have

rentl

upon the oy, the Chinese had brought down an
opinm smoker and strangled him in front of the British
factories as s simple insult to that community, Lord

heard more than once on public 8
talking of the first opium war, and the second opinm
war, and then the sﬁird opinm war. The firat war,
unhappily, will slways inevitably be described ss th
opium war, for the seirnre of the opium by C i

Palmerston does not recognise it as an insult. He
wishes to be *‘informed whether the foreigners to
** whom you allude in your despaich as having resieted
“ the i tion of the Chinese anthorities to put s

sioner Lin was an act which led to the disappearance
from Canton of our then representative, the super-
invendent of trade, Captain Elliot, and of the English
community. In their absence from Canton there was &
coliision out in the onter waters,—a collision, perhaps,
in itsell insigniticant; for I fancy it was a drunken
brawl of sailors—in which a Chinese was killed ; and you
had following upon that the persistence of the High
O i88i Lminad d for A. or B.—it did not
matter which,—of gix people, who were supposed to

* criminal to death in the immediate front of the
“ factories were British subjects ou.l]y‘;)ar the subjects
* and citizens of other coantries . 1 also wish
“ to know upon what slleged ground of right these
‘* persons oopsidered themselves entitled to interfere
“ with the arrangements made by the Chinese officers
* of justice for carrying into effect in & Chinese town
* the orders of the superior aathorities.” (See Viscount
Palmerston to Captain Elliot, 15 April 1839. Biue
Book 1840, p. 325, But see also p. 143 hia Lordship’s
D, \ "

¢ Bee A dix VL, for this d

20 Septemb l&?andofp.%&Daﬁwh
of 15 June 1838 You will by-and-bye find, my Lord,

'
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Lord Palmerston holding very different langftege. And
why P Beoauso it was borne in mpon him that the
relations of the British representative with the Chinese
authority were simply intolerable. But now that bosti-
lities, one mny say thot war, had xgally begun, what
was the announcement from the Throne in 18407
What was the scope of our expedition as defined by
Lord John RussellP * It was to obtain reparation for
* tho*insults and injuries offered to Her Majesty's
“* superintendent and Her Majesty’s snbjects by the
s Chinese Government; snd in the second place, it
was to obtain for the merchants trading in China an
indemnification for the loss of their property incarred
by throats of violence offered by persons under the
< direction of the Chinese Government; and in the
‘ last place it was to obtsin & certain security thot
“ pereons and property in future trade with Ohina shall
* be protected from insult and injury, and that their
t ':rage and commerce be maintained wpon & proper
** footing.” You must remember that when Captain
Elliot was compelled, in order to save the livea and
to secure the persone of the British community at
Canton, to surrender the opium, he protested
throughout against the violence that was employed
and the general tr t of the ity. I
contend that the wur even of 1839,—the misunder-
standing which led up to it,—wonld uever have
oceurred had there been relations, even such relations
as Hir Henry Pottinger subsequently obtained. We
hiad no access whatever of an official character to the
Chineso authoritiea at_Canton. The only channel was
the association of the Hong monopolists, many of them
hostile to uws, many of tiem our bankrupt debtors,
huving an eyo to securing the monopoly of their trade,
but also having an eye to that which was so dear to the
Chinese mind as then informed,—having an eye to the
fact that the barbarian was a barbarian and that he
must be kept under control. I eay that it was owing
entirely to that disposition, that the first war came
ahout. There were no means of negocistion or adjast-
ment. What was more, a3 Captain Elliot, (with the
wincerost dosire to prevent all irregularities,) complains
in one of his letters to Lord Palmerston, it was van to
cull it smuggling opiun. And whyP Because all the
ufficinls were enguged init. Now, remembor, that there
ix awide differonce between that position, whether of a
trading community or of its official chief, and the
position of peuple who are endeavouring to force s trade
10 a country vs of armis, as it has been alleged we did
in the first war, and bave been doing ever since, AsI
wid before. the seizare of the opinm is the ealient in-
cident of that war. But it is by no means the whole
war, it i8 but an incident of it, and in support of that
1 quote a gentleman not likely unduly to favour
England, In the yoar 1841, John Quincey Adams, s
sufliciently well-known name, a distingnished member
of & distinguished political family in America—
- 1289, What volume are you quoting from, S8ir
ThomasP — This is a miesionary publiostion, the
* Chinese Repository,” whick rau for 20 years in
Canton, and was, et the time I speak of, edited by
Dr. Elijsh Bridgman, an excellent American mis~
sionary, who gives Mr. Adams's lecture i extenso. I
shall read s short extract. There are also vomo notes
* of his, the editor's own, which I wish to read. He
printed Mr. Adams's lectare in 1842, bat it wea
delivered before the Historioal Society at Massachusetts
in December 18+l. It is hardly necessary to quote
more then s short passage of it After tracing his.
torioally what had occarred up the year 1841, he says:
— Am{ bere I might psuse ~—Do 1 hear you inquire
* what is all this to the opiam question cr the taking
of Canton? These I answer are but incidents in
“ thut movement of mind on this globe of earth of
* which the war between Grest Britain and China is
*“ now the lending star. The jostice of the
“ cunse betwoen the two partics—whick has the
righteous cause P You have perhaps been purprised
to hear me anawer Britain—Britain has the righteous
caunge. But to prove it I bave bern obliged to show
that the opinm question is not the cause of tho wur.
My demonstration is not yet complete. The cause
* of the war is tho kotow I 1 do not mean to say that
saybody was ssked to koiow ; pray let me impress
thas upon gontlemen who are very exacting of verbal
accuraoy ; but that the cause of the war was the
kotow, “‘th~ a t and insnppor'a’ 'e pretensions
* of China that she will hold commercial intercourse
¢ with tbe 1est of mankind, net upeu terms of equal
** reciprocity. but upen the insulting and degrading
* furms of the relation bsiwecn Jord and vassal.”
e RONTO.
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.« . Dr.Bridgman, after sn ample recognition of
the title of » man of Mr. Adams’s experience, proceeds
judicislly with the following commensa:— . , .
“ While, however, we differ from the lecturer with
« regard tu the influence the opium trade has had
“ npon the war, for it has been without doubt the great
** proximate cause, we mainly agreo with him as to the,
effect that other remoter caumses springing from
Chinese assumption, conceit, and ignorance have
“ algo had npor 1t . . . We do not see how the
“ war could have arisen had not the opium trade been
“ s smuggling tradg: We_ think it would never have
¢ gone on adg it hnl{ were the Chinese better acquainted
with their ownand others’ rights . . . ™—*Chinese
Repository,”Vol. XL, pp. 288-9, Dr. Bridgman cannot,
of course, be expected to take 80 lenient & view of the
ogium trade a8 Mr. Quincey Adams; that I do notin
the least wonder at. Dr. Bridgman had been resident
for mnnf years in Canton and and he had bad &
personal experience of the evil attending the excessive
use of opium which Mr. Quincey Adams could not have
bad. Bat when he urges that but for the opium the
“war wonld not have arisen, my view, I econfess, is more
nearly Mr. Adams’s, The origin of the war lay in the
faot that wehad norelativns. The origin of sncceeding
wars lay in the fact that oor relations were very imper-
fect, and still needed perfeoting. How many wars
have we had with China? We had il:e war known as
the opinm war terminating in 1842. ‘We immediately
established onrselves within the walls at the different
ports, but at Canton we were still not admitted into
the city. It was the only place at which ithere wosa
high authority to whom the British Plenipotentiary
could appeal. This wis ar Imperial Commissioner
sent down to Canton toreside there vis-a-vis our
Minister Plenipotentiary, who resided at Hong Kong.
He was insccessible to our Minister. We were mot
admitted into the city, and the promise that we should
eventually be admitted was put off and put off, and &
succession of outrages occurred during the five years
succeeding the peace of 1842, the consequence of which
was that Sir John Davis, perhaps with more geal than
discretion, in the spring of 1847, went up with a few
ships of war and demanded a settlement of the city
question.  Kiying, the then Imperial Commissioner
ongaged that it should be settled in two years. In
1849, accordingly, the two-years’ term having expired,
8ir George Bonham upéxronched Kiying's saccessor.
The high suthorities at Canton said they must refer to
tho Emperor. They ascertained that we were not
going to strike, and then came & grand fulmination
from the Emperor and & grand approval of the attitude
of the Cantonese; and we were shut out of Canton
onoe more. Throughout those events, if there was any-
thing to find fault with on our side, it certainly was tho
weakness we displayed ; but as regards the charge I am
-endeavouring to rebat, he it remembored that not one
of our grievances had anything whatever to say W
opium. This decree of exclusion from the oity was
issued in 1849. After an interval of some fow years,
we established at Hong Kong,-—which had of late con-
siderably developed itaelf in consequence of the inflax
of Chinese, driven thither by their own rebellion or
trouble of one form and her,—we had established
s system of registering veasels of Colonisl build, of
Chinese make, which ehould run botween Hong KonE
und the open ports. One of these vessels, the * Arrow,
had entered the Port of Canton, Allow me to say, first,
‘h“:drl“: h“ lati fnl'lz}ae(}" hwéz“iohwu

8 v the purposs of empowering the Colony to
g?:a papers to vessels of this klP:d hndgbean forwm?ded
by Sir Johu Bowring, then Governor of Hong Kong,
and Minister Plenipotentiary, to the then High Com-
missioner, Ych, months before. The whole Ordinance
was forwarded to bim ; ho wos perfectly in a position, i
he liked, to protest against it as an order of proceeding
poasibly likely to interfere with the arrangements of
the Empire. Ho simply took no noice of it whatever;
but early in October ——

1200. Of what ycar P—Of 1856. X bog your pardon.
Early in October of 1856, on the 6th of Octaber, 1856,
one of these vessels, by name the * Arrow,” having gone
into the Port of Usnion, having heen duly entered
by tho Consul (Mr. Parkes), had lain there for eight
daye. On the eighih dny, the day unfortunately thas
Her Majesty's brig * Bittern  disappeared on a cruiss
from t.he ioner waters, tho Imperial Commissioner's
executive poanced upen that vessel, tore down the fiag.
carried the people into the city, and alleging that they
were pirates refased to return them. Of course this
Lrought on a very hot discussion; and thongh at an
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early stage of thie, he ceded in part, and finally went
to, greater lengths, Sir John Bowring insisted upon the
opening of the city as & guarantee of better relations,
lﬁe plea implied or expressed was simply that we bad
no access to the ome nutbority appointed by the
Emperor to deal with foreign affairs. If anything
occurred at one of the ports it had to be referred down
to Canton through the Plenipotentiary. I may say,
except & visit of ceremony on his srrival, the Plenipo~
tentiary never had a chance of seeing this great man.
Our Plenipotentaries went iip or sent up, on more
oocasiong than one, to the meuth of the Pei-ho to
commaunicate with Pekin to endeavour to establish a
better order of. thin ‘What did the Court of Peking
say ? *' Go back to Canton; consult the Imperial Com-
mimionar,"——whom we could never see. That was our
position; and in the usnal way this led to a éollision
which, in the usnal way, was largely misunderstood and
misrepresented.’ " L
1291, It was not » war arising vut of & desire to force
opium wpon the Chinesef ~— The opium nad nothm%
earthly to do with it; mo more than tobacco. But
will be candid, It iy very gosaible that these men were
pregisely what the Imperial Commissioner described
thom a8 being. In the drifting population of Hong
Kong, through which, at that time even, some 200,000
people came snd went anmually, who did not reside
there,—with a coast such es is opposite Hong Kong,——
you could not fail to bave pi»rac‘f in all directions, and
al one time piracy wase rife, and we were continually
engaged in putting it down ; because the Chinese would
dq nuthing wk . _Theve is thing I should
be prepared to admit. There had been very possibly some
smuggling of ealt, which was and is a probibited im.
port. All theso things may be: sdmitted. But the
eat fact remsins that Mr.  Quincey Adams had
ingisted on as the cause of the .first war, and . which I
cantend wes equally the cause of the second war,
What was wanting was relations. ere wos no possi-
bility of getting grievances redressed, or of coming to
an understanding npon any given point. The result of
that was wax, Though there was no declaration of war,
there were hostiiities Which were as like a war in
character as hostilities could be ; and, the result of that
wea Lord Elgin’s mission to China, and, of course, the
discrediting of Sir John Bowring. Now, it has been
sgid that Lord Elgin received instvuctions from Lord
Clarendon to do I do not knuw what with the opium
question; but 1 have heard the statement made as part
of an argument that this war, like other wars, was for
the ;purpose of pushing trade, and particularly the
opium. trade. - The instructions, if read at lengtl_l, it
will be seen, point particalarly to residence at Peking ;
they point particnlariy to the improvement of relations.
‘When they come to opium, which it wounld be scareely
pessihle to avoid coming to, with the knowledge of the
extensive irregular c that was being carried on,—
what- does Lerd Clarendon say P~ It; will be for Your
** Kxcellonoy wher di ing cial arrange-
“ ments with any Chinese Plenipotentiaries to ascer-
« tain whether the Government of China would revoke
¢ jta probibition of the opium trade ‘which the high
officers of the Chinese Government never practically
- enforoe. Whetber the legalisation of the trade would
* tend to angment that trade may be doubtful as it
“ geems to be carried on to the full extent of the
*> demand in China with the sanction and counivance
< ‘of the local wuthorities. But there would be obvicus
+“ pdvantages in placing the trade upon a legal foot.
* jng by the .imporition of a duty im of its
 being carried ou iu the present irregular manner.”
at is the sole allusion in Lord Clorendon’s ingtrue-
tions .to Lord Elgin, 1 wes attached to Lord Elgin
from the moment that he srrived in Chins, in
the summer of 1857, and notil the spring of 1859.
I may say 1 waa almost in daily contact with hum;
indeed, except for two or three hrokem months, I
was always on board the same ship with him; and
it is very natural that with a person aftachec to him
in the capacity .of Chinese secretary, which waa my
sition, he should talk very freely about everything.
gocan safely say that for the first eight, nine, or ten
months he never referred to opism a: a possible
item of negociation at all. He referred to it as & thing
deplorable, from what he saw,—from what ho saw in
the strects; from the iation and_wretched of
the opium smokers he came acrors.  He could not on-
derstand—L remember his obsorvation on one occasion,
—~he oconld not understand how it was that such a
jce should be 80 general ucd yet not universal,
E:vmsc while hesaw very respectable people who did
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not smoke at all, he saw also some who did smoke who
were perfectly respectable too. But to the best of my
recollection be mnever alluded, during the whols time
that I speak of, until & date which I shall mentjom,—
which was rather more than a year afier his arrival,—
he never alluded to it ae a subjeqt of negociation, We
left Shanghai for the mouth of Fei-ho in April, 1858,
aud after a collision we got up to Tientsin, and at
Tientsin we and ihe French and the Aniericans and the
Russians concluded Treaties. Mr. Reid, the American,
withdrew from his Treaty & certain claure probibitory
of the Opium trade which had beea in the enrlier
American Treaty of 1845 ; he withdrew this clanse to
obliia Lord Elgin. (See Mr. Reid's letter in Bluo
Book, Chine and Japan 1857-1854, p. 894.) I forget
precigely how any di ion led up 1o this aot on his
part, but as @ fact he certainly did iv. But a fow
months later in the excellent letter abuve referred to,
—this same letter being prompted by  lettor from one
of tho leading American merchants, also given in the
Blue Book,—he urged Lord Klgin to regulurise the
trade, that iy to say, to legaliso it And why P For
the very same reason that liord Olarendon gives :—Ib

" is an irregular trade, which everybody knows and

everybody ignores ; and it wasupon that, more particu-
larly, that Lord Elgin formulated his proporitions
regordieg the legalization of the opium trade. Now, I
think Mr. Lay remarked, and it is perfectly just,
that the one thing that the Chinese sbowed any reanl
concern about—the one thiug they felt any reul corcern
about was the residence of a Forrign Minister in Peking.
They had a most diatinct objection to that; and asxgon
a8 Lord Elgin had gone away from Tientsn in July,
they had set to work to umdothe concession. Lord
Elgin went over to Japan to make a Treaty, and wos
sbsent there two or three months ; but the moment ho
retarned to Shanghai, the two high oflicers who had
negociated this Treaty were sent down to Shanghai as
Imperial Commissioners, ostensibly to settle tar1it and
muge regulations. But settleruent of the teriff was a
kind of work that would not bave devolved ou two
mandarins of their position at all. 1t had been quite
understood that the Chief Swperintendens of Customs
at Shangbai, who was the mandarin with whom Nir. Lay
was iated a8 Inspector of Cust: at Shapzhai at
the time, was to take it in hand. The coming dowan of
theso men boded somerhing else. And what did it
bode ? It boded revecation of the clause ihat would
esteblish a resident Minister nt Pekin; the one ima
portant provision, in my opiniun, of the whole Lreaty.
As to the opium daty, when it was propored, it would
be almost a farce to say,~it would be an ahuse »{ worsds
to say,—that there was any negociativn st all.  There
was certainly no objection raixed to its inwcrtion ss a
dutiable article in the tariff, This was pus in the
hands of two mandaring of more than ordinary positiom
with Mr. Lay as their natursl co-adjutor, he being
Inspector of Customs; while, on the other part, Mr.
Lawrence Oliphant, Lord Elgin’s private secrctary, and
myself, represented the Ambassador.

1292. (Mr. Peasa) Was Mr. Lay in the {'hineso
service may I ask P—Yes, Mr. Lay had becn Consular
interpreter at Shanghai, He was then made Viec-consul,
and when in 1855, after nine months, doring which the
Customs Inspectorate was on its ¢rial onder myselfanda '
French and Ainerican colleague, I retired, Mr. Loy wan
put in my place, and for the three years following,
that is up to the.time of Lord Elgm's errival, he
had been in the sbove office. At my instance ho waa
attached to Lord Elgin, when the mistion went north
from Shanghai in April 1858. 1 have no hesitation in
saying I think—it may not be exactly relevant, not in
the direet order of these proceedings,—thst ¥f it had
not been for Mr. Lay's for the contid that
the Chinese naturally bad in him as their own employé,
and for his owu u{mimble command of the spoken
language, L donbt whether Lord Elgin would have got
a Treaty at all; st least not a Treaty with the provi-
sions it contains. The mere commercial matiers which
the Chinese oonceded, with ecarcely verbal desiations
to the other Powers, to the Americans and the Ruscians,
and finally t> the French, were o them a mattcr of
indiffercnce.  'What was of real importance, was what
we reslly went to get and what tLat war of 1856-58
was reaily abont; the improvement of relutioms with
tbe Chinese. They hesitated, not merely on aceouns of
their ical uplifted that ailectation of pre.
cedence vver ail nations, which is ono of their greatest
migfortunes, but they besitated, us w Ubinese in my
contidence informed me, Lacause once wo were slong-
side of them, they would not Le able to get away, sud
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instead of making a buffer of the Imperial Gormissioner
&t the other ¢nd of the Empire, whom a Foreign Miniater:
was never to see, they wonld see us face to face, and be
compelled to talk things over. This was humilisting to
their pride, no dovubt, hut they also felt a_material
inconveni in the Lef8% them.. I contend
that without . that change we shonld have heen just
where we had been hefore when the insults to Lord Napier.
werg. first offered, 20 years before; and that the one
thing for which we did make war wes the improvement.
ofrelations, Abount the means to that end there were
dilferences of opinion. Lord Elgin was not keen, when
ho had seen the whole position, for the establishment
of a Minister at Peking. Sir Frederick Bruge, who
knew orientals both in Uhins and elsewhere, declared
that there was nothing else worth having. He said,
“ Qur difficulty hasbeen with these people all along the
* imperfectness of relations. .What J:) you mesn by
‘¢ relations P How are you going to have relations pers
** feet P You cannot have relations perfect (heargued,
quoting classical authority), unless there isa recognition
of uquality. And what really occasioned that war, that
lasted from 1856 to 1858, was the fact that there was ng
equality—that there was no recognition of relations.
Well, the following year, Lord Elgin's brother, Sir
Frederiek Bruce comes ont himself, as Minister, and
he tinds she river blocked. He is mot to go, execept
under impossible cunditions, up to Pekin. In the
interim, what had happoned? Ae 1 have said, these
High Commissioners came down to induce Lord Elgin
to revoke the concession of residence; and he did
nndertako to make residence conditional. He modified
the provision to the cffect that there shounld be but an
annual visit to Pekin, and that so long a8 the Chinese

ducted th lves in & way satisiactory to us, ‘we
wuuld not claim the permanent residence there. When
we come up in Juno 1859, it appesred that the admis-
sion into Pukin for the simple purpose of exchanging
ratifications was eo limited that it was not to be
aceepted without humiliation. Mind, the Chinese had
o splendid opportanity of proving that we were wrong
in that assumption, for we arrived at the Pei-ho with a
Freuch and with an American Minister. The French
Minister's position waa preecisely the same as our own.
But we aaid, ** We bave a right to go in, and go in we
will.” We did attempt to go in, and we were fired
upon wnd beaten. ‘The French and ourselves were thus
thrown back, bnt the Americans, who remained there
a8 nieuirals, and against whom the fire of the forts was
conscquently mever direrted, did accept what was
mferal. Their Minister, Mr. Ward, was taken up to
Pokin ; but ynder what conditions ?  Under conditions
that were positively, I should say, rather worse than
thoee with which Lord Napier had found himself
dealing when he arrived at Macao in 1834 He (Mr.

o

Grant's expedition of 1860,. ‘We did then make uor way
%‘? to Pekin, the Emperor fiying to beyond the Greak

all when we advanced upan Pekin. - From the day
we were established in Pekin, from that- day to thig
we have bad no more wars. . 1

1299, Well,” Sir Thomas Wade, you havo given'us a
very interesting sketch of these uxifortunate wars with
Chins, and you have made it elear to us that in you
view those wars were largely if not mainly traceabl
to tho insistence of the Chinese in refusing to enter
into friendly relations with us, and you contend that
thore wars were not romgted by & desire toforce thd
Indian opium upor China -—N?t even to force trade.

1300. You r d in China & id
of yenrs after the last war was brought to-a: closej and
were concerned in the moat responsible positions with
the mony negociations which were carried out between
the British G t and the Chi Govear b
Now would you eay to us that in those negociatiouns it
was nol, in the contemplation of the British Government
to cowapel the Chinese suthorities to receive imports-
tions of opium from Indis against their will; that.dd
those various negocistions other important matters
were in view, butthis particnlar ohject of forcing the

L1 hL

-importation of opium was never -an object with: the

Brnitish Governments P—On the contrary. You may say
that the firat time that it (opinm) came up again at ail
in formal discussion was in 1868.  In & casual way I
have myself often talked the opium guestion over with
different high officers,—one of: them being a great
opium smoker himself ; bat g0 far from there being any+
thing like a snggestion that the opinm trade, or that the
opium_taxation, should be re-arranged to our advan:
tage, the first time that it appears after the war of
1860 is when Sir Rutherford Alcock was revising the
Treaty in 1868, . . v ot

130T. And under what circamstances does it ,';-eI?

appear P—A. soggestion was mado on the part of Six
Rutherford Alcock to the Indian Government tq
increase the duty wpon it. You will find that in the

apers recording Sir Rutherford Alcock's revision of
E‘renty; in fact, it was one of the two causes which
broke down his revised Treaty. There were two cony
ditions, one affecting silk and one affecting opinm,
The Indisn Governmens objected to that affecting
optam, and  both the French and various of our own
merchants objected to that affecting silk. . As regarded
the opium, that was I think the only time that it came
formally before negotinvors until I ook it up in 1876,
And why did I take it up in 1876 P Simply because at
Shenghai a judgment had been given in respect of the
taxation of opinm which I eonsidered to be unfzir to
the gbinese Government, our engagements with it

Ward) was carried up to Pekin in & con-
viyance; while he was in Pekin, there were guards
placed around hie residence; both he and his suite
‘were prevenud from going anywhere. As one of the
Romish wissionaries residing in Peking in disguiee
at the time, wrote to his Minister, * humilissime
infrapit ™ ; and he wont out as be had come iz. Now,
if tho Chinese had had any sense they would have
put us in the wrong by conceding to Mr. Ward &
reception that be couid not have complained of. Bui
they did ot ; and they simply let us see that we wure
perfectly right in insisting upon admission into Pekin
under circumstances of which we should not be
achamed. The result of their conduct was the third
and last war; in order, then to foree our way into
Pekiny in order once wore, to secure endarabls
relations.

1293. Thet war closed in 1860, did it notP—X was
jast going $0 88, Bile—e

1294. The sccund war 8~Well, T consider the second
war, the war which arose ont of the “ Lorcha Arrow”
at8iPam—— ' i

1205, That was in 1856 ; Lord Elgin arrived in 1857 #
—Ye¢. Huostilities had been going om, you may say,
from the mument the Chivere scized the * Lorcha™; at
I-ast, from about twenty days after her seizure.

129¢. And the close of that warP—L eonsider the
close of thet war was when Lord Elgin signed his
Treasy in 1808, ; . . .

1297, (M. Mowbray) The Treaty of Tientsin e
Yes: the Treaty of Ticntsin. Then (in the fullowing

year} we went up to be admitted jato Pekin, and we
were shut out aud defeated.

1268, (Chairman.) And that gave rise to the third
war¥—That gave rise to the third war; to Sir Hope

ed. The article sgreed %o by Lord Elgid
supplementary to the tariff which was signed in 1858
says that opiam shall be saleable only at the port, and
Lord Elgin, I cannot quote his deapatch, but I can state
his observation, repeated again and again to me, that
his opinion of opium was such that he would not be &
party to obtaining for it & particiy in the favour-
able conditions of other articles of import. All other
articles of import were subject in those days o a great
deal of irregular texation which one clause of his
Treaty was intended to regularise; but he said: “1
< will not he a party to flinging opiam broadcast
" through the Empire,” snd for thab renson he wonld
not olaim the transit dnt{ certificate which, by an
additional payment of half the toriff duty, wasto secure
our geperal Import drade against this abnormal tax-
stion inland. It must have been about the year 1874
that a case wae tried at Shanghai between the agerts
charged with collecting opiam revenue, or estimstiug
it,—ocharged consequently with visiting the stocks an
estimeating the revenue in the interest of the Chinese
Government. On the occasion referred to they camo
into_collision with a body raised and paid by foreign
1d the quasi icipal police, which takes carv
of Shunghai. greatly to its advantage, and the case
being examined into by judicial authority, the judicial
authority decided that as according to Lord Elgin's
Treaty opium was saleable at the port, therefore we had
in fbcb]u Eight 10 hawk it abont av tgﬁ I held
precisely the cont: inion; Lord m's appesl to
the Chix{ese Govenr\&r’nﬁ:t‘.’ in 1858, put iEl o few words,
was this: “It ie an irregular # of which you have
“ the fullest cognisance. regularise it. and put whas
“ tariff you hke wpon it ; and I will not ask for the
“ limitation of inland daty u it. Once iv passes
“ from British bands we shall bave no more to say to
“ it.” Well, 1 consider that that heing our engagement,
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» deoivion which wonld justify the quasi-municipal
police in interfering with the Chinese overseers of opinm
reverme to the prejudice of the inland daty collection
was not fair to the Chinese; and for that reason
I volunteered in the Che-foo agrecment—an agree-
ment primarily concerned no doubt with what it
known as the Yua-nan outrage; bat incidentally, as
1wy despatches ghow, made to incinde other matters,—
I volunteered s suggestion that just as the foreign
inspectorate now coﬁocu the tariff duty of 30 taels,
(30 ounces of silver) upon the drug when imported, so
it should be empowered to collect also the abnormal
inland revenue to which the Indian opium in éransitu
wag liable, Of this we had very imperfect information.
‘We knew that it was exceedingly onerons to all trades,
but I knew also that the Cenlral Government was itself
very imperfectly informed regarding the amount
collected. It wus vain therefors to endeavour to gat
sccurate news from the provinces, but what I wanted to
accomplish was not seimply a regularisation of the trade,
—the regularisation of tho trade in opium as an import
wag not my business,—but I did desire to insure to the
Chinese Government a defence against the foreign
importer; & defence that I consider the Chinese were
logitimately entitled to. Thus you will see opiam, in
my belief, was never allnded to in negotiations, except
upon the two occasions that I have referred to; firas,
in 1868, when Sir Rutherford Alcock was revising his
Tresty, and proposing an augmentation of the tariff
duty on opiam, and Jast in I876, when I signed tho
Che.foo ngreement. I will not be absolutely certain,
but I believe that Sir Ratherford Aleock's propositiou
was much of the character of my own in 1876, to wit
that the Chinese Government should have secured to
them the revenue to which they were by Treaty entitled.
Beyond that there has been no pretence to treat; opium
taxation has never been, ss I say, even alluded to, and
I confess that I feel something passing cemmon
irritation when I am told that we introduced opinm
into China, that we taught the Chinese the way to
smoke it, that we poisoned the nation,~—that we made
war in_consequenoce of it, and that we finally forced it
upon them with British bayonetsin our hands; when I
hear, 08 T hesrd Mr, Samuel Smith, the Member for
Flintshire, inform 200 nodergraduates at Cambridge one
evening, thut at last China overborne was obliged to
take to producing it in hor own defence. It ie scarcely
possible for me, I confess, to measure terms when
allegations of that sort are made. Think how utterly
unfair it is Lo our own friends, to our own countrymen,
what a reflection upon them it is. However, I am not
here to entertain you with my irritabilities.

1302. We were very anxious o have the position of
the past cleared up, and we have been interested in what
yon have told us, Sir Thomas; there was one point
upon which the Commission would wish to have your
opinion, and that is, a8 to our position at the present
moment. We have had bronght before ns repeatedly
in the conrse of our inquiry an important official state-
ment made by Sir James Fergoson in the House of
Commons, which was to this effect, that the fiscal
arrangements, the discretion as to the iwnposition
of Customs dutics or the diseretion, as to the total pro-
hibition, if they thought fit, of importation of opium
from Indis into Chins, are now entirely iree with the
Chinese Government; Sir James Ferguson made it
clear to the Hounse of Commons that there were mno
conditions in the Treaties vow in existence between
ourselves and China which prohibited the Chinese
Government, if they thought Et, from dealing in any
way which they thought desirable with the opuim trade.
We undersbong the statement of Sir James Ferguson

© was to the effect that if the Chinese (Goverament

thought fit to do so, they could, after giving twelve
months notice, raise the tariff on the importation
of opiam from Indis to China to any smount that
they thought fit; or if they thought fit, might
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ogium ut all in 1876; and in the noxt place, thongh
thers was not & formal intimation regarding opinmn
from other Governments, there was ovidence enongh
that they. were not disposed to accept arrangements
atfeciing it for different rensons. They were mnot dis-
posed, some of tham, ta approve my Agroement at all,
and they, were in o position to neutralise it opium
provisions, because with a very little orgnnization they
could have imported opium and if they had not
pted mfy arrang t, the Agr t ‘stood in
danger of falling throngh. Ag regards the statement
of gir James Ferguson, I am not prepared to make
answer at this moment. 1 mean to say that 1 do
not venture to affirm that there is nothing on
record to the effect that the Chinese might if they
chose raige the duty, or that they might take this
step or that regerding opium. ith the relations
that we now have, no step of the sort, I should
imagine, wonld be undertaken without preliminary
negotiations. And allow me to say that I conceive it
to be the farthest thing from probability that they will
initiste anything of the sort under existing circum-
stances. In the amount which it was agroed between
1 think) Lord Salisbury and the Minister Tséng should
e levied, they have got rather more, or certainly st
least double what I woald have conceded. I bad resson
to believe (in 1876) that they collected as li-kin taking
the ports all round, something like 40 ounces of silyer
in additivn to the 30 ouances leviable by tariff; that
they collected about 40 ounces npon every picul,
every hundred Chinese pounds of opium. Now I would
have conceded them more than that, though even of
the 40 {which their native collectorate cught to have
collected] they were not perfectly secure. I would
have conceded them more than that in order to set the
question at rest. However, ag I say, the settlement
hung fire, and 8ir Robert Hart did not agree with mec
that what I thought fair was s sufficient sum to imposa
upon opium. He eaid that it would bear a total of
110 ounces taxation, tariff included, without any darger
from the smuggler, and in his position of Inspeclor
General of Customs, he was bound I think to advise
the Chinese Government in that sense. If the Chinesc
Government wore minded to-morrow to raise the duty
or to make fresh srrangements regarding the revenae.
there is not a sbadow of doubt that we should not,—as
in former days when there were mo relations at sli,
—meet them with a direct negative, we should
not refuse any proposition they might make withiont
consideration ; but I ropeat it is to the last degree im-
probable that they will do mnything of the sort. I
should like before I close to supplement my answer to

" the question which yoar Lordship put to me just

before this one, as to the action taken by the British
Government. I eaid there were two instances in which
the question of opium had come up, one in 1868,
when Sir Rutherford Alcock was Minister, and one
1876 when I was Minister myself, and I mentioned
the two propositions that had been made, both favour-
able to the Chiness, first by Sir Rutherford Alcock,
and then by myself. I omitted, bowever, to men-
tion a very much more important provision, in my
Agreement, and that was thai there ehould be a com-
mission to regularize the trade of Hong Kong. About
this tly the I of Customs was particularly
anxions, because Hong Kong, being situated as it is,
wag in 8 position to export not only Indisn bat all
native-grown opium right and left along the const,
withont paying sny daty whatever. e had paid
some, without & doubt; but that a large portion of it
wonld go into the pockets of employés, in fact that it
would bo & braach of irregular trade, no ome could
donbt for n moment. The Chinese very often argued,
always with an sllusion, more or less unpicasant, 1o
the peculiar position of Hong Kong,—as they very
frequently contended that they were entitled to tax
every ounce of opium that came to China, that is to
88y, hicall , to Hong Kong as well ;—

prohibit the trade altogether.  Now thag
of Sir James Ferguson has not been nccepted by all
the witnesses who bave appeared before ua, hey
have contended that, thot stat t notwi ding
the Chinese Government are not free to deal s they
may think fit with the opium trade Lelween India aud
China, Can you tell us how the matter reslly atands?
—Well before referring to negotiations since my day, I
wish to premise that partly owing to my own, I will ot
say laches, but still owing te me, the ratification of the
Treaty bung fire for a long time. The canses indepen-

.Hong Kong is
C 1

and I was lprepurodrw concede, althongh it was not
very pleasant to the Colony, that they were perfectly
entitled to watch the trade between Hong Rong and
their own shores in order that they might levy the
duties that would legitimately nocrue to them. Kor
that reason 1 suggested thai there should be & juint
commission between the Chinese and ourseives to
arrange to regulate the trade, more garticuhr!y the
opium trade at Hong Kong. The result of that is that
now within the area of Imperial
torate supervigion. Allow me to ey

dent of me were, I think these, that the fi 2 of
the Indian Government were naturally nlurmed, for I

‘bad not prepared them_ for a propodition regarding

that, when we talk of forcing trade upon them with
bayonets, those two last concessions in trade sre some-
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thing to set against any euch allegatjon. If you
think that I have taken upon mysel%, not os Mr. Lay
hns put i, to increass the war-tax,—to enable the
Chinese to levy the war-tax through the hands of the
Inspectorate,~but to secure to them that enormous
increase of revenue which the} now roceive, which
they never could have touched but a fraction of, had
it not been for my intervention; and that I socared
to.them the regularisation of the trade of Hong Kong,
1 think that those two acts, on my part alone, way
be set againet the allegation that we have forced epium
into that country at the point of the bayonet.

1303. Theroe is one last question that I should like to
ask you. Youn made an important speech on this
subject at the Society of Arts, and that is before na.
I take it from you that, so far a8 it went, that correctly
represents your general view as nt present entertained
on the sabject which has been before the Commission,
There is one statement which yon made in the course of
that speech which I should like to hesr s word from you
upon, and that it is with regard to the attitude of the
Central Government of China with reference to this

uostion. Have you reagon to snppdse that the Chinese

overnment sre sincerely anxious to put an end to the
opium trade P-—Well, the sincerity of parties is always
more or less a delicate question. I attended, some four
or five years ago, a mecting of clerical gentleman who
were also associated with the anti-opinm, let me say,
orusade—1I do not use the word in any invidious sense—
gentlemon associated for the purpoue of abating what
they considered the great evil of the opinm e, and
they asked me ight, * Do you ider the Chinese
* aincere in their denunciation of opiumP"” Well, I
could only meet the question by another: * Do you
* cungider us sincere in the denunciation of a large
** pumber of practices whioch we do condemn both in
** wooiety and in trade, and otherwise?™ You would
feel very ill-pleased if you were told that you and your
countrymen were insincere. The Chinese notion of
sincerity does not carry them as far perbaps in that
direction a8 ourselves, but I shonld say a Jarge number
—a majority I will not say, for I am not in s position
to judge—but L should say & large number are sincerel
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speaking; aud I have seen in the Anti-Opium periodical
ﬁgat he is referred to as an anonymous Minister. Will
the p dings be published ily P

1808. No; wo might perbaps look at it P—Well, I
merely wish your Lordship to understand thst this
is a_collection of conferences on opium at the Tsung-
1i Yamén, the Chinese Foreign Office, during the
years 1880, 1881, and 1882, and my usage, during
the latter years certainly of any tenure of office, was to
enter & formal report of all conferences at the Yamén
on' anything more than an ordinary question in a
Jjournal. Furthermore, it was my usage to be accom-
panied by some of my interpretorial staff or others.
On this ion Iwas panied by Mr. Hillier, now
Consul-General in Corea, and there were present four
Ministers whose names ave given in the memorandum
before you. The Minister with whom I bad the conver-
sation just quoted, was at that time virtually the Foreign
Minister. -Our real Foreign Minister must have been
considered the Prince of Kung, the Emperor's uncle.
He was some two or three years after I loft Peking
degraded on one of the common charges in China,
corruption, end with him fell the Minister who was
lﬁe&king (on the 16th January 1881). He was one of
1
I

e very ablest men that in all the years I was in China

ever met, and one of the fittest certainly to be a
diplomatic Minister, He is now rising again, after the
fashion of the Chinese, and is at this present moment
at the head of en enarmons government which is over-

own with opinm.  ** The Minister addressed replied
** that the question was not en one to answer.
** He did not think that the Central Government had
gone 80 far s to formulate a policy at all. Speaking
rom n general point of view, however, he might say
that if the habit of oPinm-smoking could be univer-
‘* sally and at once abolished, the Chi Gov \]
would be ready and willing to sacrifice the revenue
that was at present derived from opium. Allsensible
men wure nevertheless agreed that this was an im-
posgibility. The habit of opium smoking was beyond
the reach of prohibition, and theidea was how to turn
* it to account. The only way in which it could be
tarned to sccount was by making it a source of

.«
“
"

opposed to the opium trade, o very large ber,
am very glad indeed that your Lordship hos asked me
the question, because I rend on the ocoasion referred to
s memorandum of an interview with the Ministers of
the Tsung-li-Yamén, that has been dealt with also in a
wuy thet I do not exactly like. .

1304, You upoke in the Society of Arts in April, 1892,
on Mr. Batten's paper?—Yes, my Lord, but fm 1 give

tne dato of the interview at the Taung-li Yomén ?

1305. Yes, yon read the memo. of an interview on
16th Jonuary, 1831. You say that, '* As regarded
‘* opium, certain points had been suggesting them-
* gelves to Sir Thomas Wade upon which the opinion
© of the Yomén would be valuable. In the first place,
** ag the Ministers were of course aware, the trade in
“ opium, native nnd foreign, was regarded in diff erens
lights by the high authorities of diferent provinoces,
and their mode of action was dissimilar, Some were
for stamping out mnative opium altogether, and
restricting the sule of foreign opinm by placing pro-
¢ hibiti on the pt of it. In other pro-

viuces it was regarded as a source of revenue, the
habit of opium smoking was not checked, but the
drug was heavily taxed, the vice heinK turaed to
account as & means of enriching tha

, and the revenue thus derived was indispen«
sable. There were, moreover, 8o many other matters
that needed reform before the opinm question was
* taken in band, that it might safely bo said that the
abolition of opinm had not entered the minds of those
entrasted with the government of the Empire, Sir
T. Wade went on to say that many persons, notably
the foreign missionaries in China, had been urging
“ on the British Govi t throngh various oh 1
the advisability and the equity of abandoning their
connexion with opium. Buppose, for as yet it was a
pure s\ﬂ;posibion, that the British Government were
¢ eventaally to effect o gradual diminution of the
opium trade from India, by limiting the import to
an increasing degree, year by year, until the trade
* was nbolishe§ altogether, did the Minister think that
such an arrangement would meet with the approval
¢ of the Chinese Government P 1'he Minister addressed,
who again protested that the question was a difficuls
one to answer, replied that in his opicion euch a plan
“ wonld be useless. As long as the habit existed,.
“ opium would be procured somehow, and if it did not
come from Indis it would be procured elsewhere. An
** gerious attempt to check the evil must vriginate wit
:' individuals. As long as men wanted to smoke and
P .

these modes of procedure were dinmetrimhy oppo-
site, Sir Thomas Wade would be glad to be informed
what was_the policy favoured by the Central Govern.
ment. Th Minister addressed replied that the
question was not an casy ono to snswer, He did not
think that the Central Goverument had gons sc far
* us to furmulate » policy at a)l*’P-—Yes. But the
sequel is rouch more important, my Lord, Shall I read
ity

1304, Ye=, what I bave rcad to you wiil lead yon up
to your auwswor, no doubt ~-[ should inform your
Lordship that the paper which 1 read on that oceasion
was oue of u culleotion which I have marked ** Con-
ferences on Opinm.”

1307. Perhaps you would put that in ?—Yes. I donot
poe that I mightmot. But on the eccasion on which Iread
it. I did not meuntion the name of the Minister who
made it because, as 1 observed at the time, Chinese
Ministers do not delight in having their names carried
about; they nre not so inditfercnt to it as we Qra;.snd

fur that reasou I coucealed the name of the Miniater

d on smoking, they would emoke, and a spon-
“ taneous abandonment of the habit on the part of the
* people would regulate the supply. Nothing short of
“ this would do any good, and philanthropic efforts to
* gheok the evil in the manner suggested by Sir T.
Wade would atfect the revenue only, withont in any
*¢ way reaching the root of the mischief.”

1309, Is there anything further that you wonld like
to eny P—There are one or two things bearing upon the
sinocerity of the Chinese in the meatter. It must be
admitted by sll those who have been in touch with this
question for fifty odd years, that there is an amoant of
inconsistency on the part of the Chinese respecting it
that puts their sincerity very much in question. There
are several of them, as I said, that are perfem.ly sincere.
The son-in-law of that great Commissioner Lin, whose
violent action was the immediate cause of the firet war,
the son-in-law of that man was a few years ago Governor-
General of the three provinces of which Nanking is
the cenire, He put —not opiam smeking—he
oould not do that,—but all Pnblio opinm divans. .Aud
pow aad then you will fiad individual officers taking &

M3
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step of that kind. Bat it is rare. You will find all
over the country prohibitions against opium planting
and opfum smoking; and yet, as a letter from a
missionary which I eaw in a paper shortly before T
left Pekin, in 1882, stated, he had just passed through
a field of xoﬁpy with the proclamation planted in the
middle ond the white poppies growing round the posts
of the board on which the proclamation was posted.
And you have more than that; yon have the regular
taxation of it, and you have now, if I do not mistake,
in fact, I ain sure of it. yon have a regular quotation of
the revenue derived from the native cultivation' of
different parts. But what I was about to call attention
10 a8 gomething of an argument on the side of incon-
sisbency was the Will, as it is called, of the old Emperor
against whom we made war in the first instance. Theold
Emperor wasTeigning a8 Tao Kuang. He waa supposed,
logically, to be pronouncedly opposed to opium smoking.
In the year 1836, that is three ycars before our first
hoslilities, s censor of high reputation, Hii Nai-tsi by
name, proposed that opinm should be leia,lised on & duty
of 8 per vent., and he was not at all without supporters.
But his opponents were more powerful. and it ended in
his being exiled to the far west of Chins s a punish-
ment, ft was almost immediately efter that that the
rigorous mesasures against the opium trafiic and the
oplum smoker were revived. It should not be forgotten
tﬁnt all those who denounced it, denounced it to the full as
much upon financial as moral grounds. What alarmed
the Court P I cannot think that the small quantity im-
ported alarmed the Conrt so much as the svidence that
silver was being carried out of the country to pay for
it. Buat the olg Emperor was (jiustly supposed to be a
pronounced anti-opiumist; and it is therefore ver!vl
remarkable that in his Will the misunderstanding whicn
lasted from 1839 to 1842—oor opium war—should be
treated in the way that it is there treated. These Wills,
28 they are called, are prepsred very much as our
‘Speeches from the Throne are prepared—by the highest
authorities ; but these same high authorities mnst have
also prepared the extremely lofty decree =ard the
arrogant papers which were issued after we were
excluded from Canton in 1849. The Emperor died just
at the beginning of 1850,at the end of February 1850 ;
.and then there appeared this document, which, 88 I sny,
i8 very much like one of our Speeches from the Throne.
Tt is in effect & review of his reign. After praisinﬁ
himeelf for his vigilunce and his industry, his thrift an
frugality, he comes to the rebellion of 1826-1828. & very
serious movement in his Mohammedan Colonies, and
then to the war with England. .

““ When the poor fools [the Mohammedans] that
‘¢ dwell beyond the western frontier had been chastised
“ Dby our troops,” he suys, * for many years we pre-
“ gumed not to vaunt our martial prowess, until a
“ quarrel arose out of a gquestion of commerce upon
“* the eastern coasts,”” [These are the terms, observe,
in which our war of 183942 is alluded to.] ** Even
“ then, being aes the good men of sncient times who
¢ held bumanity to be the chief of virtues, how counld
¢ we hear that our innocent babes should be exposed
to the cruel wounds of the sharp-pointed spear? It
“ was for this cause that we put away our_ annoyance
* and entered into an important compact [the Treaty
‘ of Nanking]. Giving comfort to our own dominions
we showed tenderness to those from afar. And thus
“in the course of ten years the hurtful flame has
‘* expired of itself; our people and the barbarians trade
“ wgether in peace, and all may now perbaps com-
** prehend that in this policy we were actuated by the
* constunt fondness of our people felt in our inmost
 heart.”

There i8 not a word of reference to opium in that.
After his successor had ascended the throne, he imme.
diately, as is usual. ssked for counsel of his advisers.
The result was tho presentation of some 50 odd papers,
which I have here, either in translation or in préeis.
1 do not thisk that opium is mentioned twice in the
whole of them. 1 say that these are certain arguments
to prove, well, if it be not indifference, certainly a not
very active feeling in reference to opium. .

1310. (Sir J. Lyall) Bir Thomas Wade, in the evi.
dence before us, and in the memorial to0 the Prime
Minister signed by n great number of influential ‘Beople,
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siming at an increase of revenue P—I was not at Peking
af the moment; 1 was on Jeavo, snd did not return
until after Sir Rutherford Alcock's rovision was com-
pleted, But I remember an account of his last con-
Yersation with the Prince of Kung bofore hae started,
in which the Prince had said that the only two troublea
of China wers opiam and missionarios, and 1 should
8ay (in answer to a question asked me) that this remurk
did not indicate a desire to incresse the revenuo ; that it
would rather be the othor way, becsuse the Prince of
Kung's right hand at that time was not tho Minister
whose remarks I have beeu rending to you, but a very
great man; great in this way, for though he was
narrow, he wus 8 singularly patriotic, clenn-handed,
Minister—very ; and he was himself a tremendons anti-
opitmist. He carried his antagonirm to this point,
thut on one occnsion when he was ill, and pressed to
take landanwm, he would not tonch it becauso it oame
from the poppy. He would have beem a very likely
man to suggest such & remark as that quoted. ~ At the
#ame time 1 was informed, on the very best authority,
that when 8ir Rutherford Aleock’s proposition (and
the whole of the negociations were then over when this
conversation that I epesk of took place), Bir Ruther-
ford Alcock’s propoesition, which promised an incresse
of revenne, came before the Minister in «uestion, ho
chunckled very undisguisedly over the prospect of tho
‘vgvenue’s improvement.

1311. With ref to that t 88 to the
wtion of the United Btates Minister, at the time of
negociating the Tientsin Treaty, I wish to ask how yon
would expisin the fact that in two Treatiea recently
concluded between the United States and Russia the
importation of opium is probibited. Do you think the
Chinese asked the insertion of the clause, or that the
United States and Russia suggested it for any motive?

Well, I do not know myself about Russia, I had
-overlooked the fact of Rnssia’s participation in the
matter, but 88 regards the American proposition, 1
wag informed at the time (I think that was in 1%81),
-that it wae put forward by the Americans in the hope
that by the proposition they might in sgome way balance
what they were taking away. In 1845 they negocisted
& Treaty about emigration on both sides, which wans the
doing of Mr. Secretury Seward and Mr. Burlingame,
the American Minister [then, however, representing
China)]. This laid down that the President of the
United States, recognising mo less than the Emperor
of Chins that every homan being has a right to change
bis domicile, &c., &¢.—Well, in less than ten or twelve
yeary after that, for reasons more patticularly affecting
the State of Californin, the Americans found that they
had more Chinese than they wanted ; in fact, that there
was & very decided set of the labour people, the Irish
of Californie more particularly, against the Chinese,
and they wanted to undo that Treaty; and I rather
think that I bave seen it in my own despatohes recently,
that I reported that the proposition regarding opium
did come spontaneonsly from Americs, asa kimf of quid
gro gquo. The Chinese set mo kind of value upon it,

ecanse America Was not an cpium-prodacing country,
nor, in general, although on occasion when it snited
them, an opium-carrying people.

1312. Another reason, I suppose, would be that I
believe there i8 @ certsin anti-opium party in the
Btates who have s religious belief P—Oh, necessnrily;
there is pretty sure to be; indeed, guite sure to be.
They have, I whould think, as strong an anti-opinm
party in the States as our own,

1313, There is one guestion that goes a little beyond
the question that Lord Brassey pat, and perhaps you
may not be able to answer it ; but I ehould like to put
it. ~ You have said that a Jarge number of rexpectable
Chinese are sincerely opposed to the opium trade; but
do you think that the Chinese Imperial Government. if
now formally asked by us, would eay that they wished
us to prohibit the import of Indian vpiam into China?
C'an you answer that 7—J think that You would merely
draw from them onme of those generalivations. smch as
the Grand Secretary Li-Haong Chung and the late
Minister Tséng and others put forth when they were
‘approached by well-i ioned bodies in this country.
In the same way, nfo people bave a greater happiness m

of d

tat

reference is made to what is cajled the ¢ g
appeal™ made by the Chinese Commissioners for the
revision of the Tientsin Treaty, in 1869, to the Engliah
Government to alter ite policy with regard to opiom.
Will you kindly tell us what your view of that incident
is. and how far was the appeal sincere; that is, were
the Chinese thinking of probibition, or were they

the P tinged with moralit
than the Chinese; but it wonld never enter their heuz
that the step was serionsly contemplated. Ishould think
their first impression would be to doubt your sincerity in
the matter; bas their anawer, I think, would simply
smount 0 this: Snppowing that the British Minister, or
& body of British anti-opiumists, were to upy h the
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Chinese Grovernment, ssying, “ The Indian opinm trade
% is an awful curse to your country;  implore the
“ British Government to give it up or to exclude it,”
they would answer, *“ The remedy appears to us to be in
“ yonr own hands ; if you do not like to export it, give
“ up exporting it.* The{ewouldsmegt you in that sort
of way. But,as I said before, I think they would be
inclined to doubt your sincerity. And even aupFos}ng
nogy that there was in this country the popular feeling
against it that there was, say, against megro slavery,
and that therc was such a feeling in the country that it
wag decided to have dope with the export of opium to
China in the interests of the Chinese, I can only say that
you might just as well pull down this edifice that we
are in here In order to put out s fire in Whitechapel,

9%

1320. *China.—No. § 1871 *—is, I think, the paper.
“It is impossible to deny that we bring them that
‘: qhux.liry which, in the south, at all events, tempts them
“ me vain to think otherwise of the use of the drug in
China than as of & habit many times more pernicious,
nationally speaking, than the gin and whisky-drinking
which we deplore at home. It takes pessession more
ingidionsly, and keeps it hold to the full as tenaciously..
I know no case of radical cure. It has insured, in
every case within my knowledge, the steady descent,
moral and physical, of the smoker, and it is, so far,
a greater mischief than drink, chat it does mat, by
external evidence of jts effect, expone its victim to
* the Joss of repute which is the penslfy of habitaal

Becauge you have got in China s large opinm-prod g
and opium- ing country, accustomed to the use
of opium long before any troubles with us began. And
allow me to add oue thing more, apropos of Mr. Griffith
John’s remark, that the opinm traflic once abandoned
by as, we should be on beautiful terms with the Chinese,
and that there would be the greatest possible improve-
ment, particularly in respect of missionary enterprise,
and in fact all ronnd, I venture to say shat T dounbt it
exceedingly, becanse I remain true to what I have
urged before, our difficulties wit.h. China are of an
entirely different character. ‘The Chinere have still got
to learu, a8 n nation, that we are their equals, The
Central Government has accepted this fact, and a very
uupopnlar concession on the part of the Central Govern-
ment it was ; but a8 to the improvement of relations,
. and particalarly as regards the preachers of religion—
I do not want to commit your Lordsbip and the Com-
misgion to the hearing of an Essay on Missionary
Enterprise—but what you bave got to do in that country
is largely to reinforce your missionary body with a very
different description of missionary irom those whom
you genersally enlist. .As the Minister Tséng observed
to me on one ion, ** Your miesi ies are getting
“ at the lower people, but you are not approaching the
¢ higher. Why did Buddhism make the way it did in
“ gur country,” ssked he, ‘‘because the works on
« Bnddhism translated into Chines¢ (from the excel-
¢« lenco of their style) appeaded to the educaied section
* of the sommunity,” aud not only to a part but to all
tho Literary men, Nor musc we necessarily commence
with-theology.

1314, {Chairman.) That lios outside the purview of
the Gommission >—Quite, T was speaking simply in
enswor to Mr. Griffith John's remark.

1315 (Sir J. Lyall) You said. T think, that whe_n

“ dranl P—It is in my Report.on 8it Rutherford
Alcock’s Treaty Revision project submited to Lord
Clarendon, by. his demre, in 1868. Yess I have.
modified those views, as regards especially the question,
of cure. _As I said in the course of my address to you
just now, I have known,—T will not say many instances,
—but I have known a certain number of instances
where the cure has been complete, and that in one case
which is always specially before me, in the case of a
man who filled a position of considerable reeponsibility.
He was & species of head steward (we call them
compradores) of the British Consulate. I ‘spent tha.
year 1867 in that Consulate, and this man, who was.
& singularly intelligent, asefnl person, was then, as I
conceived, in the very last stage of opinm decay. He,
hed every symptom of decademce. A more active,.
intelligent man, when he was not in the dream, I,
would not wish to meet. Bnt [ have sent for him,
sometimes in that year when it was pitiful to see him.,
To my utter amazement, in 1882, I think it was, on my
way home, I met this min looking hearty and well in
Shanghai, and 1 gaid to him, ** How comes it you are
so well”? “ Oh,” he said, “'The Consul put me under
a British £hygi0i&n. and safter a certain time I waa
quite cured.” * Buf (then I said), have you given up
opinm altogether ” P * Oh, no; but I used to smoke
ten pipes, and now 1 smoke three.” But I assure you
he was as fit a8 any man that you.eould meet at the
time that. I am spesking of. ,That is really e salient
.instance. I have seen others, and, to boot, I have
noted, perhaps, I have paid more particular attention
to it [the question of incursbility] than when I wrote
the words quoted, I wrote them when I was tar nearer
my long residence in the south~I was eighteen yeuars
in the south before I wemt' t0 Pekin, where 1 was
twenty-two years—and in the sonth I maost say I had
oftener seen cases that might have justified strong
. But even then the words just quoted :would

u were uogotisting the Che-foo Cony , il
md to he borne in mind that, if the othor Powers did
not agree to the nrrangements we might make to
regulate and restrict the opiwm traffic, they migho
easily orgunise an import trade of their own. I want
to ask you where do yom suppose that those. ather
Powers would get the opinm to import; our
peopleP—There were feople talking siready, when I
returned o China in 18,
of changing theic flag und caxrying opivm under flags
not British.. :

1318, I meun to sny, do you think they would get it
from IndinP—That would depend on the Indian
Government. 1 am not prepared to say. ' But re-
member that thomgh they import mainly Indian, they
also import Tarkey and Pursiug opium ; and, further-
more. there were foreign Tepresentatives who were
prepared to support the step coutemplated, because it
wonld have becn a weapon in their bhands; it would
have been somothing to give up to China. N

1817. (Mr. Pease) Perhaps you are aware that the
secresuries of the Anti.Opium Bociety, if not the

74, there were peaple talking

/be an exaggeration, becanss I had heard ‘stone-cutters

! and people of that sort,—people with hardly rags to their

backs engaged in the roughest pousible work, talking of
i the necessity of a little opium doring the culd weather.
‘When in 1874 Mr. Margary travelled across Ohina to
the frontiers of Burmah, he noticed, in one place
pecially, thet his bostmen, the people who had been
working a boat for days against the stream, that they,
sll of themr, took their ration of opinm regularly. I
know, to boot, from other people who have been in my
employ or connected with me, that they were in the
habit of taking a certain aliowanoe of opium just: a8 we
take our allowance of wine. ' E -
1321. You speak of the war as being not a war of the
character which has often been desoribed. Of course
you sre aware that p authoritiea of
very high anthority take a very different view at the
same time ?— Perfeotly. ’
1322. T observohere a remark of Mr, Gladstone’s: “ A
war more unjust in its origin, a war more caloulated
to cover this country wita permanent disgrace, I do
not ?now, and Y have not read of. The right hon.

“
w
«

members, always avoided speaking of the introd
of opinm into Chinn a8 having beon first introduced by
the English P—1 wus not aware of it. i ’

1318, That has been very carefully done P—1I osn only
eay that verbally 1 may include wrongly some 'pel:)ple

g pposite spoke of the Britisk flag waving
in glory at Canton. T'hat flag is hoisted to protect an
“ infamous contraband traffic; and if it were never
o hoi_s&ed, except as it is now hoisted on the coast of
™ China, we should recoil from its sight with horror.
“ Although the Chinese were undoubtedly guiity of

in the Anti-Opium Society. Bataoh ave
made that statement.

1319. Bus the Society hes repeatedly repudiated it,
although st one tima t.hey quantity of opyimn introduced
was. very small. . You have said shat your views had

to some extent moditied with regard %o the
porsonal elfecta of opinm. May I taks the sistemens shat
you mads in 157 1—~sball I read it i—as being generally
{mu: fesling et the preseat. moment #—It waa uerlier ;
shink it wns in 1863, . - PR

‘* much absurd pbraseology, of no little ostentations
‘¢ pride, and of some excess, jnstice, in my opinion, is
* with them ; and whilst they, the pagans, the semi-
" civilised barbarisus, have it on their side, we, the en.
@ lightened and civilised Christians, are pursuing
¢ objects a4 variance both with justice snd with re.
¢ ligion” ¥—1 shonld like to know what Mr. Gladstone
had thew read of the d lati between us
and the Chiness, or what he then knew about the opinm
trade in China at all,

™M 4
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1328. That was a declaration made in the House of
Commons in s discussion P—I rocollect it, He spoke
one of the most magnificent speeches he ever spoke on
the “ Lorcha Arrow”’ affair. Iremember thering of that
speech, when, after reviewing the incidents, as he un-
derstood them, of the gnarrel, he asked the question if
we thought that these things conld add to either our
honour or profit. ** Why,” said he, “they deepen your
guilt.” The speech went the round of Europe. Louis
Blano quoted it in his printed letters. But it is wrong.
It is written in perfect ig of the relations of
England and China; snd as long 88 that view is held
80 long will you have all these collisions, the fault of
all collisions with China, laid to our charge. But it
would be——even in the case of what is called the *‘ opinm
war” it is—inexcusable to formulate the accusations
that I hear formulated without reading the story of the
misunderstanding, all the incidents that had anteceded
the final collision.

1324. I observe in connexion with & letter which was
written by Mr, Lay to the T'imes, to which & reply was
written by Mr. Alexander, in which there is a quotation
which is dated 1858, from & Report on a Revision of
Tariffs, furnished by yourself and Mr. Oliphant, in
which you state that * one of the Chinese Commissioners,
* whose position a8 Superintendent of Customs af
“ Shanghai,” says the report, * natnrally gives him a
“ chief voice in such matters, admitted the necessity
“ of s change. China still retains_her objection to the
“ use of a drug on moral grounds; but the present
 generation of smokers, at all events, must and will
“ have opium. China would propose & very high daty,
“ but, as opposition was naturally to be expected from
“ us in thai case, it should be as moderate as possible.”
‘Would you saccept that as a genuine expression of
Chinese feeling °—I am not sure, although I read very
recently that over—I am not snre that L quite follow
the argament in the case. ’

1325. Well, his ground is that the present generation
must and will bave opium, and they will propose &
very high danty; but a8 opposicion must naturally ba
expected from us, in that case it should be as moderste
as possible ; that we would not allow them to place as
high e duty as they wonld, they having a moral object in
view P—In trath, the duty was arranged between the
Chinese official and Mr. Lay.

1326. (Chairman.) What was the date of that P

1327. (Mr. Peass.) That was in 1858 P-—They met us
with an offer, L think, of 34 ounces. As I stated, Lord
Elgin's formula was, Jet them tax it as high as they
please; only regularise it. I went on my part, and
consulted persons in whom I could have confidence,

articularly one, as to what was fair to put upon it.
%.e had been himself a merchant, far back in the East
India Com}mny's time; he was a man who thoroughly

all the ditions of the trade, and he said
30 ounces would be a fair duty.
1328. How do

on regulate what ig fair for the
Chinese to put P—%Vell, with reference to ita value.

1329. Why should not the Chinese have full liberty P
—Well, I am speaking of what we had before us in
1858, when they were exceedingly well pleased to add
to their revenue. The im nt point is that they
did not dispute it. They did formally propose those
84, and we abated it. That paper to which you refer,
signed by Mr. Oliphant and myself, was drawn ap by
me, but it does not give in detail the whole of the
interview. There is one most important incident left
out, probably because I did not think it sufficiently
serious ; and that is that the whole thing having been
well thonght out between Mr. Lay and the Super-
intendent of Customs, when we met for our first
conference, inasmuch as it was a proposal affecting
opium, or as it is generully called, the foreign drug,
both Mr. Oliphant and myself came to it with a certain
amount of formality, and were beginning to talk about
the amount, whon the Snperintendent, who was a very
rough man, burst out into a laugh, and asked, * What
is the use of talking about that when Mr. Lay and
myself have settled the whole thing? * And they put
forward, I do not know if it was Mr. Lay's snggestion
or not, they put forward 34 iaels, and after & very
slight debate %0 waa accepted. I am bound to observe
that if they had asked for 100, Lord Elgin would have
given it them. °

1330. By the Treaty of Tientsin, opium imported from
India had to pay an umport daty of 30 taels & pical ?—
Yea.
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1331. And after lenving the importer's promises was
farther liabie to wach locsl taxation or (i-kin as the
authorities choso to impose P~~Yos.

. 1332, But whon you negotinted the Chefoo A.grosmont
in 1876, yon proposed in the firat instance that the dru
opium when orought into port snould be bonded nutﬁ
sold P—Yes.

1333. And that when sold the importer should pay
the duty and the purchaser at the same time the local
t8x or li-kin _end both to the Foreign Customs In.
spectorate P—Yes,

1334. Will dyml explain what advaniage this would
heave afforded to the Chinese over the old Tientsin
arrangement P—It would have secured to them,—I
thonght I had explained, that the firat of my atipala-
tions was that the rate shonld be even at all the ports.
They had been in the habit of putting oa one rate hero
and another rate there ;. it was a great derangement of
the foreign importer’s business transactions, and in
some places you had a ridicnlous state of things, such
a8 this: the Port of Amoy is just at the sonthern tip of
the province of Fu-kivn; the Port of Swatow is just st
the eastern end of the province of Kwang 'ang, which is
next door to it, ‘Phey had positively at one of these
two ports,—I think at one time they were putting on
58, or something of that sort, whilat at this next port
they were putting on 24; and then when they found
that there wag in comsequence ro much opium going
to the latter port, the one rate went down and the other
went up; and there was all that kind of uncertainty,
And thero was this to be snid, that as it was collected,
not by foreign officers, but by Chinese, s great portion
of it was loet to the Government. hoagh they
believed themselves to be getting something like 41
taele & pical all down the coast, they did not get one-
half of it, or at all events not threo-fourths of it. I

roposed that they should get tho whole of that, and
indeed I contemplated a rise upon it; and I attempted,
in 1879, when I returned tu China, to raise it; but
circumstances interfered with the negotiations, which
were discontinued.

1335. Indeed it was very largely to prevent contra-
band, to make it enster for the Cbinese to collect the
tariff, 1 suppose P—1t was to wecure them, what they
wore entitleffo to, and, 83 [ bave informed you, 1 think,
it was suggested to me by the fact thal I cousidercd a
decision of our SBupreme Court had been nnduly sguinst
the Chinese.

1336. Why did the Home Government refuse to
eonfirm the Chefoo Convention, and leave it open for ac
long a period P—For the length of the period I am in
great part respongible. I was interrupted by various
incidents. Iu the first instance, in 1876, no soonor was
my agreement signed than sll my colleagues,—at least
1o sooner had I left China for England, than almost all
my colleagues virtoally protested against the whole
thing, sithongh two of thexa—but it is of no use going
into those details. On the other part, the Indian
Government were very naturally alarmed lest there
should be a sudden or even a gradual increase of this
inland taxation. They were at one time willing that
opium should be liable to the tariff duty of 30 taels plus,
on my estimate, an inland duty of about 40. I cer-
tainly had contemplated making such an u’rangamenl
a8, whilst it would add to the amoant that the Chinese
hed believed themselves entitled to receive, would be
more or less fixed ; that there might not be the irregu-
larity attending it thet there had been. But in the
firet place, when I came to discuss it with the Grand
Becretary Li Hung Chung I imegine that I did not
move fast enough; then, later om, there were other
interruptions; there were other considerations; and
finally when my tenure of office came to a closo aé the
end of 1852, the thing was mot concluded. On the
whole, that it dragged muat be put down Lo my charge
more or less.

1837. No doubt it did draeg Jargely becanse the Home
Government were afraid that it would give the Chinese
Government too much liberty with regard to the im-
porition of- provincial dutics or intemal duties P—That
at firat no doobt was the feeling in India, bot I do not
think it would be fair 10 set down ell the delay to that
cause., Om the contrary, in that year, yom see,
amongst negotiations which came irdo my bhands, there
were megotistions arising out of the Treaty of another
Power which would bave led, I think, in the long run
to the disappearsnce of some of the difficulties affecting
trade in the interior ; or, stall events, to the proteetion
of imports carried inland against she taxation which
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waa o depressing our trade inland [aud againet which
all foreign Powers, ourselves incladed, had long been
protesting]. As you may see very well, it was an ex-
celleut opportunity to put an end tothis. The Chinese
were waiting for a settlement of this opium inland

arTangement ; but they were allwtbe time collocting °

li-kin. We did not interfere with their collection so
far ae it was in their own hands; but this improved
gystem, which they were right willing to see put in
forde, would have been a very fair argument in our
hands that they should meet us half-way as regards the
inland texation of the regular trade and the outaide
opium, Well, we [the foreign Legations combined]
bnd got o considerable length by the end of the year

1879, when there was what you may remember as the .

Rusgisn soare, which threw the whole of us back for a
twelvemonth; and then there were other delays and
other delays, and I left China in the middle of 1882,
with the business unfinished, and to & certain extent I
msy sny that I was responsible for-the delsy ; indeed,
in no small degree. When I returned home, after a
certain interval, the Foreign Office, would have been,
1 think, very glad of my assistance to bring the matter
to & conolnaion, but I was, to nse the simplest term,
rot equal to the effort, and the delays, I am sorry to
repeat, must be mare or less cnarged to myself.

13%8. Did the Chinese Government ask for free
liberty as to the amount of the Ui-kinf — No.
one sense they asted for free liberty, becanse I pro-
posed in the first instance what I knew them to be
then getting as the li-kin, and indeed offered more; for

whereas ] felt quite sure they did not get 40, I was pro.-

posing 50; and I have since learned that if I had pro-
posed 60 they wonld have closed with it jo y ; but

e interruptions that L tioned [those for which I
was not responsible] ensued, and the result is that it
is now being taxed a great deal move than Ihad ever
contemplated that it would be.

1339. The result was that they were only able to get
the Convention which you had made with them con-
firmed on their accepting 80 taels P--Is not that so P—
I should hardly say that. I was notin theaflair at the
close, but I should say that it was. hey who pressed.
We did not limit them at 80. But they pressed up to 8).
It was they who pressed, and on Bix Robert Hart's
inspiration. They were asking for 80;  was not we
who were sbating. They never asked for more than
80; and indeed when I was leaving Chins, that very
sble man whose conversution I read to you a short
time ago oalled on me only a few days before I left—
called ou me to say that they would fectly satis-
fied with 70, which | would give them the 100 taels on
the whole. The Grand Secretary Li, too, had told my
Chinese secretary the sasme thing but & short time
before. The was no constraint whatever, not the
alightest.

1340, Tho Chairman has asked llolrn, I think, &

- question with regard to Sir James Ferguson, and you
eaid you conld not, in the full, from your experience,
confirm what Sir Jamea Ferguson haa said P

1341. (Chairman.) Wiih reference to the full dia.
oretion of the Chinese to deal on tariff or prohibition
with the importation of opium P

1342, (Mr. Peass.) I was going to put this question:
It was stated by Sir James Ferguson in the House of
Commone’ debate on April 10th 1891, that “ the Chinese
“ at any timmo may terminate the Treaty on giving
* 12 months’ notice, and to protect themselves they
“ may inorenae the duty to any extent they please, or
“ they may exclude it altogether.” Is that language
in your opinion a fair description of the position of the
Chinese in the matter of their Treaty relations with ns ?
—Yes; my proper answer to that should bave been
that “I have not read to my knowledge, suything in
* Treaty or Correspondence that would bear out suc
 statement ea that.” But I do not mean to say that
it is not true.

1343. And again it was stated by Mr. Cureon, the
late Under Secretary for India, in the House of Com-
mons’ debate on 30th June 1893 that, ‘‘under a clause
“ of the Chefoo Convention of 1866, it was posaible for
“ the Chinese Government, upon giving 12 months’
* notice, to abrogate the Treaty,or to put an impor
* tax on the orticle, or even, like Japan, to prohibit
“ its introduction altcgether into any of ita ports.”
that, in your opinion, » fair deseripsion of the relations
of the Chinese with us in the matter of opiumf Your
suswer will be very similar to that to the other ques.
tion f—No; pardon me. Jt mpst be **that ] have not

o 80970,

' seen it in any Treaty or Correspondence.” Perhaps I
recal thinga more vividly that I was connected with
myself. Clause 7 of the Additional Article, which
js nigned at London on the 18th July, 1885: “The
“ arrang t oting opium ined in the
“ Fresem. Additionsl Article shall remain binding for
“ four years, after the expiration of which period either
¢ Government may at any time give 12 months’ notice
“ of its desire to terminate it, snd such notice bein
¢ given, it shall terminate accordimgly.” I shoul
think that that covered—

1344. (8ir J. Iyall) What would be the result of
that notice being givenP - Would they fall back on the
Tientsin Treaty, or what? - -

1345. (Mr. Pease) Perbaps you would kindly read
the last clause, Sir Thomas P—** It is, however, agreed
¢ that the Government of Great Britain shall have the
 right to terminate the same at any time, should the
* transit certificate be found not to confer on the opinm
¢ complete exemption from all taxstion whatscever,
“ whilst being carried from the port of entry to the
‘¢ place of plion in the int "

1346. The last clause would you kindly read #—* In
“ the event of the ination of this p Addi-
* tional Article, the arrangement with regard to opium,
** now in force nnder the regulations attached to the
“ Treaty of Tientsin, shall revive.,” Yes.

13464, It is your view that if they were to denounce

this Treaty, then they come under the provisions of the
Treaty of Tientsin; which, while it gives them the
power to increase the li-kin, takes sway from them the
privilege of objecting to taxation ae ged by you
through the Custom House P.—Yes. Not nrmngady by
me, -
1847. Well, it is in your Convention P— 1t is the
Supplementary Articie [not negotiated by me]. I am
bound tn say that s grest deal of what ir Written in that
kind of way has passed ont of my memory a8 being
practically of no importance. My own conviction is
that you will never have s proposition from the Chinege
Government on the subject. . :

1348. I would just remind you that in the conference
held in May, 1881, & ohief Minister, the Marquis of
Teo, made & proposition goin% much beyond the mere
imposition of a daty of 110 taelsP—I remember
perfeotly well his p ition ; indeed, I think it was in
8 Memorial to the 'fhmne, that the recommendation
that they should put 150 taels on it was made. This,
to & moral certainty, wounld bave enhanced the pre-
mium and revived smuggling all along the coast,
whereas Sir Robert Hart’s limit was that which would
put the trade ont of the fear of the smuggler.

1849, Is it your view, may I ask, that the English
Government ought not to interfere in any degree in
fixing what the internal duty shonld be P—1t ought not
to interfere ¥ Do you mean morally.

1350. No; as a matter of what ought to be left to an
independent nation P-—Well, that is to say, whether it
would not be more becoming to England to pat it back
o the condition of things before any agreement were
signed : let us pay an import duty, and then leave
the inland taxation entirely for themselves.” I think
‘you could not do China a greater dis-service. One of
the curses of China at this is the multiph
tion of the offices of the inland revenue, which are all
corruption personified. It would be depriving China
of 80 much revenue, and it would be ensuring an amount
of maladministration of which, I think, you would bs
sorry o realise the resnlt.

1351, I have only further to eay I am requested to
atate that the Secretary and the previons Secretary of
the Anti-Opium Society have never nesed the term
“gocond opinm war.” It is & term that has been used
by others; it is not & term ithat has been sdopted by
them P—It has been used by anti-opinmists.

1352, (Mr. Wilson.) Bir Thomas Wade, I want to
ask you & few questi At the beginning of yoar
evidence I think yon made @ kind of comparison be-
'.!yeen opium in China and drink in this eountry f—

o8,

. 1358. And yon suggested something, if not like in-
sincerity, at least like inconsistency, in the outery aboat
opium while we tolerated drink?—I wounld not sa)
:rhl#l; wfo ﬁm drink, I was speaking ntlher.

ink,—for not prepared a speech—L waa
thinking rather of the tone of the condemnssion. I
ronsider that there is » sufficient gnalogy between the
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two evils to bar us from indicting the opium trade in

the way that we do indict it; from using the exceed-
. ingly censorious language that we apply to it.

1354. Thot is what I understcod. But then I have

1o doubt that you are perfectly aware that there is &
" very large number of p and of iati of
different kinds -in -this country, which from various
points of view, and with various degrees of stringeacy,
are eaying very strong things about drink, too P—Yes.

1855, And if any of these persons are taking part and
uging the same sort of language about opium in Ohina,
there is no inconsistency about them !—Not if it is only
the same kind., But they use about opium in Chinae
very much stronger language when they charge
Government agents and communities with forcing it
upon China. V%hs.t would you think if you could charge
& Ministry of England with forcing drink on this
country ab the point of the bayonet.

1356. I am afraid I am not s +witness P—I beg your
pardon. It was a mere form of words. I did not
intend to make o personal remark st all.

1357. Then, another question. You referred to some’
period,—I am notsure what the exaot period was,~bui,
you referred to the fact that at that time there wes not’
enough opium being sent into China for more than
2 per cent. of the population, I think it was P—Yes.

1358. ‘Well, of conrse, the adult male population of

any country is roughly estimated at 20 per .cent.;
therefore, if there was enongh opium for 2 per cent., it
would be one-tenth of the entire maile populatiom P—

Yardon me ; a remark was made, I can hardly remem-
ber now in whab connexion, because it was & mig~
sionary whose name I said I did not mention, because

I was not absolutely certain of his identity. I believe
him to be & missionary of very long standing and of the
very highest respectability ; and T entirely forget now
in what connexion he produced the paper in which I
read it.  But I remember reading it with great astonish-
ment. Isimply gave it for what it is worth. I presume
that he had in his mind, of course, not every man,
woman, and child in the country, bat taking the mass,
we are in the habit of speaking of * gi)isoning the
nation,” and I think that he was in all probability
deprecating the severity of that remark. - .

1359. I only want to see whether you agree with me
that, evon putting it in the form in which you did put
it, it wnuh{ amount in“a population like that of London,
to providing sufficient for 80,000 to 100,000 of the male
adult inhabitants of London—that would be the pro-
portion ; that is 2 per cent, P-—Well, I should not ventare
to say so. I sm almost sorry I cited the remark.

1,360. Very well. I will mot pursue it ~I cited it
becaunse it was the testimony of & missionary,~—that is
the way I interpreted it,—it was the testimony of a
missionary against what I conceive to be a certain
habit of exaggeration in condemning what is no doubt
& serious evil.

1361. Now, then, in reference to some questions that,
I think, were put to you just now by Mr. Pease with refe-
rence to the ratification of the Chefoo Convention; Ifind
that in September 1881, a meeting of merchants was held
in Bombay, when they sent a memorial to the Marqguis
of Ripon, who was then Viceroy, aud in the fourth
clause of the memorial they say—** Your memorialists,
‘" seeing the great injury that would have been done to
*“ the lndian opium trade if this proposal had been
‘¢ earried into effect, petitioned the Secretary of State
* at that time on the subject, and succeeded” (that is,
the memorisalists succeeded) *‘ in inducing the Govern-
** ment to stop the ratification of the Chefoo Conven-
*“ tion.” You agree with that ?~—~No. The memorialists,
the Bombay opinm merchents, did proteat ; their repre-
sentatives in China had protested to me, too, very
strongly against it; bat it did not arrest the ratificati
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account which occupies & page or more here—an abbre.
viation of his statement with reference to what had
taken place—his views, and then comes this paragwiph.
I am putting it to yon to ask yon how far you agree
with what he stated.  ‘‘ In answer to question put by
** His Excellency the Viceroy and others, 8ir Ruther-
 ford Alcock said ‘that he hnd no ‘doubt thab the
‘¢ abhorrence expressed by the Government and people
“ of China for opium, ns destructive to the Chinese
‘¢ nation, is genuine and deep-seated, and that he was
‘" also quite convinced thst the Chinese Government
¢* eould, if it pleased, carry out its threat of developing
* cultivation to any extent. On the other hend, he
“ believed that go strong was the popular feeling on the
‘“ qubject, that if Britain would give up the opium
‘“ revenune and suppress the cultivation in Indiathe
** Chinese Government would have no- difficulty in
‘* guppressing it in Chins, except in the Province of
‘* Yu-nan, where ite authority is in abeyance ?"—No,
I do.not agree with the latter part. I more or lexs
‘protested—** protest ’ wonld not have been a proper
word for me to have used at the time—but I differed
from him in opinion, and I have elsewhere recorded the
difference of my opinion as to the power of the Chineso
Government in the matter. The Chinese Government
wag not 8o circumstanced, and has not been for ver
many years. Allow me to refer you to the correspond-
ence of Oaptain Elliot in the year 1838, Evenatthat time
you will find & Chinese Minister,—the one who proposed
the legalisation of it,—admitting two things : that opiura
i8 necessary to the Chinese, and that the Government
really could not stop it. You will find it in this grest
Blue Book of 1840. :
“1364. Your reply refers to the latter part of what I
read P—Yes. | .
1365. The first part ia a8 to the genuineness of their
abhorrence, and their desire to get rid of it P—Well, I
do not think the mbhorrence, as I have ststed in my

-evidence, is o universal as is supposed. I say that

there must be a very large number of Chinese who do
abhor it, but juet in the way that there is in Britain a
great number of people, as yon eaid just now, who
abbor drink and the notion of drink. .
1366. May I just read you these words agmin: “ Sir
*“ Rutherford Alcock eaid that he had no donbt that
‘‘ the abhorrence expressed by the Government and
o Eeople of Ohina for opium, ns destructive to the
* Chinese nation, is genuine and deep-seated.” M
uestion is, do you agree with Sir Ratherford Alcoc
that the Government of China had this deep-seated amd
genuine abhorremce P—L think it is too sweeping o
stetement. . . .
1367. Of conrse you know that Sir Rutherford Aleock
gave evidence in this country a year later P-—Yes. ’
1368. 'What I have just read was in 1870. In 1871 he
gave evidence in this country, and it is somewhat in
the same line.' 1 'm:u;“t to ask you if you agree.
He quoted, in giving evidence here, a despatch that he
written' on thie subject, and in which he uses thess
words : 1t is ene of the Chinese mandarins uses these
words, that “ he believed the extemsion of this per-
‘“ nicious habit was msainly dae to the alacrity with:
“* which foreigners supplied the poison for their own

‘¢ profit; perfectly regardiess of the irreparable injury
“ fnﬂicte«f.e and naturally they felt bostile to sll con-
“ cerned in sach s traffie,” you sy with that ?—

I think it i8 too sweeping again. In
already said pointe the other way.
1369. Well, then in answer to further questions, Sir
BRutherford Alcock said : ““ I think it will be seen the
‘¢ pubstence of the whole ig thia: that there iu & very
“ large and increasing culitivation of the poppy in
“ Chins, and that the Chinese Government are eeriously
* contemplating -(if they cennot eome to any terms
“ of arr $ with the British Government for

d, what T have

of the Chefoo Agreement the least in the world.

1362. Then you think they took more npon them-
selves than they were justified in doing P—1 shonld
think so. I think it is very natural that when the
thing hung fire they should assume $hat this wae owing
to their remonstrances; but I think they were mistaken,
because 1 know that the non-ratification of it was due
to other causes. L

1363, Well, then, Sir Thomas, I find that in February
1870, Bir Butherford Aloook was presens at s meetin;
of the Viceroy in Council, which spparently was call
for thea purpose of conferring with him upon the pro-
spects of the Indian opium revenne, snd he gave an

* restricting the area of growth in Indis, and either
“ gradually or suddenly putting sn end to ite importa~
“‘ tion, a8 they think they have the power to do), the
“ oultivation without stint in China snd producing
“ opium at s much cheaper rate. Having done that
“ Eey think they will afterwards be able to stamp out
“ the opiam produce among themselves.” I do nog
ask you whether you agree as to their power; but do
you agree that that indicates some degree of desire on,
their part to do 80 P—No. I have heard the proposition
more than once from Chinese, but I do not believe in
ita seriousnesa; without charging them with insincerity
88 regurds their desire to see such s reentt. I am
perfectly antistied no Chinese that ever spoke to me in
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that way ever believed that the Government éould do
it, or cht such B resnlt was. obta:innblelg'. Just think:
we keep on talking of opium as if the whole question,

dated from ‘the time we first went to-wer with China,"
but ail those propositions really were disoussed by the

Ohitese themselves long beforewwe had any collision

with thenr at all. o L

1570, Then'a little further on he 'ssid % My-own
“ genviction is firm that whatever degree of henesty
* may be sttributed to the officials and to the central.
¢ Government, there is that at work in their minds,
“ thet'they would not hesitate one moment. to-morrow,

“ if they oould, to enter into any arrangement with the'
* Britich Government and ssy. ‘ Let our-revenue go,
“4ye card mothing about it "What we wanb is-to utop
“ the' congumption of ‘opiuty; which' we ‘coneeive “is
“ jmpocerishing the country,' and ‘dethoralising” and
“brutelising our ‘péople.”’”" Do I guther that you
think they had 'misled '8ir :Rutherford Alcock Pul
cannot answer that with one word: The Chinese, like
ourselves, have a very great facility of generslisntion
when they come to- discuss moral questions; but L am
very much: astonished,—it is years ‘since I resd that,
which I must buve done,~I am very much: estonished
ab ita baving 80 impressed Sir Butherford Alcock, who
had been five-and-twenty years in the country. - !

1871, I will only trouble you with ane more, which
has o bearing on trade. Hesaid (asregards the bearing
ypoa the Government of Ching.: * If I had been enabled
“ during the necent revision of the l'reaty to hold out
* any distinct promise or v to them, that both-
“ ag regarded missionaries and opium, which are their
" {wo great grievances, something ahould be done more
“ or less restrictive that wonld meet their wishes, I
«_believe that I might have got any facilities for our
“ trade that I bad chosen to demand. My great diffi-
“ oulty was that I oould offer them nothing in either
. direction ** f—No, nor in any direction, he might have
added. Our grand difficulty ‘with China' is that we
hawe never anything to offer. I do not know myself
what, hig conviction pointe to after he had been engaged
twp yeare in the vevision, He must have braversed
most of the gronnd poseible, but I cannat imagine what:
Sir Rutherford Alcock supposes he would have got if
he ¢ould have given up opium and missionaries ; ‘one is,
sbout as practicable’ as the' ottier; bat' what he would,
have got i the way of trade I cannot imagine. "

1372, His idea was. thet if he could have .given ap
opiam,- he conid - have . got great facilities for. trade.
ou do.nat agreowith that P—L do net, becanas of this:
they could not have have afforded then to give np.the
abnormal taxation which overspread the country, and
which there were hundreds npon hundreds of offices to

¢

] 1375. (C’hm'm:ln) You are, 1 believe, the Reglstrar-
Generaly or, id -other worde, the.. Protector of the
Chinese in Hong Kung P—Yor. - /- <o
- 1876.°1 believe ‘that you bave resided in Hong Kong,
for 14 years P14 years. - e
1377, 1 think you have also resided in Canton, and alsor
in the interior—in the Kusng-Tung Province P—I have.
1378. 1 believe that you are acquainted with the
Chinese language, both to spenk it and to read it; and
of courge your position bringe you into close contact
with the pmtives of all classes, both high and low f—
Vome - s e e . S e E
1879, In fact'your post constitutes you as the channel
of comununication' betwoen the Government and the
©hinese popuintion of Hong Kong P—It does. -

. 1380, Wall, now, can yon from your exiopsive ex-
pericnee give us your opinion as tw the state of Okiwse
opinion in regm‘g to the opium habit, looking st the
state of things mot only among the workx:f clagses,
bat also the merchants, the literati, the official classes,
snd - sleo can you tell e what you saw during your
sejonrn in the interior, which wonld give A Op-
p ity.of forming an opinion 83 to how the Ohinese
regard this question P—As regards Chinese popular
apinion in mrw to tho opianm habit, it s decided]
against it; “Thaere is s gommon Cantonese suying whi
esums up rather appositely “The Ten Cannvots™ with
regord to the opinm sot. It says, “ The Ten Cannots
regarding the Quium Smoeker ™ :— He cannot: (1) give

offices, and they could not have given them up, even if,
you had taken awey opium and missionaries, or anything’
elsé you pleased to name at the time, . )
. 1373, (Chairman). .Are these local- tolls levied at
different points P—They are abnormal. Mr. Lay cails.
the collection of this tax, the. li-kin, 3 war tax, and at
one time that wonld have been more ar less a correct
term to employ. The word mesns, literally, one per
mille.- It #s the thousandth part, the li is the thousandth.
part, of what we call in foreign commerce the tael (the.
ounce); and kin is gold, and Ii-kin,~this one per mille
dpon trade,~is something like our income tax; a tax
put on tb meet some extraordinary emergency. The dis-
turbances of the country were psrglexing their Treasury
very much before the rebellion broke out. Then all
throagh the rebellion and up to & late date, if not to
this moment, they were perplexed as to finding means
at-all ; and the-rebellion itself—which lasted—the re-'
bellion pro{)or‘ lasted—from 1852 to 1864, and then pro-
longed itself in different directions,~—threw npon them
an extraordinary expenditure, while the whole of their

1 ap - was. disor, ised ; and, therefore,
they have been more-or less obliged to keep up this
system, of irregular taxation, The whole' country is
dotted with these offices. . They do not obtain on the
spot,—the authorities do. mot obtain,—half of what is
coliected ; and you will see in the Appendix to my
Report on the Chefoo Agresment [presented to the
late Earl of Derby], in 1877, two State papers, in which
the Central Gov t. bitterly. plaing that it
cannot get returns from the provinees upon these very.
questions. I think, sir, if I may return to the guestion,
of my r d Obief's ke, Sir Rutherford Alcock:
woe rather viewing the gituation throughout as if the
Central Government, with the power of the Central.
Gov t—which is i when the Emperor is
in full blow-was very much more confirmed than it
really vwas. ' It had been terribly disorganised by the
rebellion, and at the timé he was speaking China had
hed seven years of a fomale Regency, [1869.]

1874, (M. Wilsonw) Sir Thowas, there are a great
miany more gtstements of the same kind; I have got
five or six of them more noted ; but.I have gathered
safficiently that yonr opinion does not agree with him,
snd I will'niot pursne that further P—Of course, I am ex-
ceedingly mowilling to eay that I disagree with a
gentleman under whom I gerved for very meny years,.
and whose Setretary of Legation I was; but I think
that in those passages which you have read, there is an.
evidenoe of a little over-readiness to measure the sitaa~
tion favourably, which T am the more astonished at,
b on i i Rutherford Alcock certainly
howed that he perfoctly und d ite difficulties.

- 'The witness withdrew..

My, STRWART Loouum called in and examised:

P YR B H Lt

« niﬁxe habit; {2) enjoy sleep; (3) wait for his turn
“ when sharing hispipe with his friends; (4) riseearly 3
** (5) be cared if sick; (6) help relations in need; (7)
“ enjoy wealth; (8) plan auything; (9) get credit even
“ when an old customer ; (10} wnfk sny long distance.’*
That, X think, sums up the popular view of the Ohinese
with regard to the opium habit.

1381. Well then, and that opinion is'shared by high
and low f~] should say it represents popular opinion on
the sabject. ' :

1382. Well, now, what was the result of: your own
observations with regard to the effect of opinm,
upon., those. who. resort to the use of opimnP—I
bave seen modersate smokers; and I have also seen
mnokers. who certainly took the drug to excess. As
regards the moderate smokers, it did not seem to affect
them much, if ab all, phyaically, and certainly not at all
mentally. ith regard to those who took it to excess,
from outward appearsuces they certairly were affected
;hymmlly. but in my own communications with them

ngver 8w any trace of their being affected mentally.

1883. Do you believe in the possibility of a moderate
consumption of opium !—1 do. I have secen peuple
consume opium wha do not indulge in it to excess. But
of course, there i the danger of proceeding from
moderation to excess. *

1384 Well, now, Ming to the effurt of the opimn
trade on the attitude of the Chivese towarde onr Govern-
went. and as it atfects their general opinion of as, what

X 2
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do you eay on that point P—I have noticed in the news-

apers that some of the witnesses who have nEpenrad
gefore the Opium Commiesion have stated that the
British are hated by the Chinese on mcconnt of this
opium question, 8o far as my experience goes, I have
never found any hatred expressed of the British on that
account.

1385. Do you consider that the British commerce in
other articles of trade is prejudicially affected by the
exigtence of the trade in opium between Indis and
China P—I doubt whether that is so; because if the
Chinese did not spend their money on the opium from
India, they would spend it on the opinm which they
grow themselves, and which, as is well known, is in-
creesing every year.

1386. Speaking of Hong Kong, what have you to tell
us with regard to the facilities for obtaining supplies
of opiem there, and with regard to the proportion of
the Chinese population in Hong Koug who sre con-
sumers of opinm P—1I drew np a return_some time ago,
under directions from the Governor of Hong Kong, with
regard to the number of opium divans, or as the{
sre very often crroneously called, ¢ opium dens.”
think it was in ion with some questi had
been asked by & Member of Parlisment, calling atten-
tion to the excessive number of opium divans in Hong
Kong. I had inquiries made, and drew up-a table, the
figures of which | have here.

1387. Please give the resalts to us P—The number of
public-houses or canteens per 1,000 of the total European
and American population 18 280, 'The number of opinm
divans per 1,000 of the total Chinese land population is
sbout 0" 86 (856 per 10,000). That is, that the public.
houses in Hong Kong for the public supply of drink to
Europeans are proportionately more npumerous than the
opiam divane for tie supply of opinm to Chinese.

1388, Now, we have had comparicons made by wit-
nesses who have appeared befure ms of the relative
zesults of the indulgence in opium and indulgence in
spiritnous liquor, and we have been told by many wit-
nesses that opinm is far more prejudicisl 1n ita effects
than liquor, at any rate, if moderately consnmed.
‘What would you eay to us as to the relative influence
of opium and liquor upon consnmers P—Comparing the
opinm sot and the drunkard, I should say the drunkard
i8 8 man who makes himeelf a much greater nuisance
to society than an opium sot. The opium sut, although
he may be affecting himself physically, and perhaps
mentally, does not-make himself a nuisance to society
generally ; whereas the drunkard, as is well known, is
not only a nuisance to his immediate surroandings, but
very often to society in general. )

1389. In relstion to the death rate at Hong Xong,
would you be able to eay that there was any distinct
evidence that the returns are more unfavourable in the
case of those who are consumers of opium than in the
average of the popumlationP—The mortelity statistics
do not tend to show that any deaths result from opium.
smoking. I do not think that I have ever had a return
of a death registered as directly arising from opium-
smoking. Of course, there are sometimes cases of opium
poisoning by swallowing opium; in fact, that is not an
urcommon form of getting rid of life. But so far as
the death-rate of the Chiuese is concerned in Hong
Kong it is improving ; in 1888, the death-rate among
the Chinese per 1,000 was 32*22; in 1892, it was 21 36;
and there is nothing in the death atatistics to show that
opium is the cause of a high mortality in the Colony,
Of course, I cannot say to what extent diseases which
people die from may have been liuble to be caught on
account of indulgence in the habit of opinion smoking.

1890. I believe there is a syutem of raising revenue in
Hong Kong and in the Straits Settlements, and in other
British dependencies, by what are knows as opium
farms P—Yes.

1301. Will you describe that system to ns ?—The
opium farm ie let to 8 man for a certain figure, and he
has the monopoly, and pays to the Government a
certain fee every year for the privilege of preparing
and selling prepared opium. This monopeiy, I think,
does not tend in any way to increase the cousumption
of opium ; in fact, I think that the system rather tends
to decrease the consumption, because the opium farmer,
being practically & monopolist, is sble to keep up the
price of opium ; and if ‘people want his opinm they have
to pay a higher figuro for 1t than they perhaps would
have to do if the privilege of preparing opium was not
confined to one perwon, us at present, but granted to
suveral poople,

INDIAN OPIUM COMMISSION :

1392. Do you think that under s systom of free trade
in the supply of opium, the consamption of opium
‘would be more extensive than it is nnder the preseat
system P—I think so. The opium would be cheaper,
and people being able to get it more cheaply would almost
certainly consume more. Ithink inmany cases n man is
& moderat ker of ity, b he hae not the
money to psy for more, much as be might like to have
it. If there wae a free trade in this matter, opium
would become much cheaper, and pcople would be able
w indulge themselves more freely in it than at present.

1393. Do you think it would be possible or politio
on the part of the Government of Hong Kong to issue
an edict of total prohibition of the ption of
opium P——From » revenne point of view it would be
injurious to the Colony, snd I do not think it wonld

rease consumption. It is the desire of the Govern-
ment to limit consnmption as far as it poesibly can
istently with the raising of

1394. Do you think thet, if the use of opinm in
any form was forbidden, you could enforce such a
prohibition P—I do not think it would be possible any
more than & prohibition of drink in this conuntry could
be enforced. People would smoke. I am ofraid the
habit has become 80 ingrained in the Chiness that they
must have their opinm.

1395. (8ir W. Roberts.) I was going to ask Mr.
Lockhart & question: What is the Chinese poLmly
tion of Hong Kong P—The Chinesu population is about,
in round figures, 220,000; the total population of the
Oolony being, in round figares, 231,000.

1398, That is, there are about 10,000 Europeans P—
And 220,000 Chinege,

1397. Are the Chinese inhabitants of Hong Kong
there with their wives and children in their full family
relations P—-There is Chinese family life in Hong Xong,
and it i8 increasing ; but non-family life is more com.
mon than family life among the Chinese in the Colony,

1898, Then they are to some extent immigrants P—
Certainly. The close ?roximity of the Colony to the
main-land of China, facilitates the progress of the
Chinese to and fro.

1399. Now, opiam smoking is prevalent among the
Chinese peopleP—I think the term * prevalent' may
certaily be applied to it.

1400. May one say one-half of the adults smnke
opiam P—I shonld not like to commit myself to any
statement of that kind. I think it is rather rash to
commit oneself to any statement as to figures which sre
not based on ascertained facte.

1401. But you think it might be described as pre-

"valent;P—I think it i§ prevalent.

‘1402. Bat still nothing like so l{:’evalmﬁ a8 the use of
holie atimnl g8t 4

adults in this coun-
try #—I do not think eo.

1403. Some are moderate and some are immoderate P
—Some are moderate and some are immoderate.

1404, Can you give us any idea—I do mot want
precise numbers—what is the proportion between the
moderate users, those Who do not injore themselves,
and the immoderate users, those who do injure them-
selves P—In Hong Kong the moderate smokers are, so
far 88 my experience goes, more numervus than th
immoderate smokera. '

1405. Then you can only speak of it as & bare ma-
Jjority P—I cannot give precize figures,

1408. That is to say youn conld not say now, as in this
country we might roughly esy, that cut of 100 people
who use alcoholic liquora there are certainly not more
than ten who counld be classed as intemperate P—It is
difficalt to give figures of that kind with regard to
Hong Kong, which has more or less of a fluating popu-
Iation. Ishould not like to; commit myself beyond
what I have slready stated, that the moderate smoker
is mach more than the i i
far as my experience goes.

1407. Your impression is then that there are s great
many that to excess snd injure themselves? —
What I said was that the moderate smoker, the man
who cannot afford to go to excese, go far ss my .ex-
perience goes, is more pumerons than the man wh(_» goes
to excess. Some of course do go 1o excess snd injure
themselves.

1408. You capnot express yourself more exactly than
that #-~No, 1 cannot express myself more exactly. * -

ate smoker, so
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1409. (8ir J. Lyall) Da you think that'whe only

ple who are modernie are the men who cannot afford

14 P—No, I would not eay that ; but I think the fact of

their not being abla to afford it operates to restrain
many from becoming immoderate coggnmers.

1410. Makes the common working menP—Makes
them more moderate than perhaps they otherwise
wonld be, But 1 do not say that men who have wealth
and who smoke opinum are not sometimes moderate also.

1411. (8ir W. Roberfs.) But yon would not even
venture fo say that the opium sot was more common
smong opium smokers than the drunkard is amon
spirit_drinkers or the users of alcoholic drinks P—
sEould not like to aay so.

1413. Is the opi king i ing in Hong
Kong P~No, I do not think there is auything to show
that it is increaging. .

1418. It is about stationary P~I think it is pretty
much about the same.

1414. Then the extraordinary improvement in the
death-ratee in Hong Kong, from 32 21 in 1888 to 21° 36
in 1892 is gquite independ of sny fluctnation in what
one msy oall the opium rate? — I should not think
the opium question affected tho desth-rate very much
one way or the other. I think the improved sanitary
works have more to do with the improved death-rate
than anything to do with opium.

1415. As far 88 you know, opium hss not affected
the death-rate then P-~So far as the mortality returns
go to show, we have no deaths attributed to opium-
gmoking.

1416. I suppose that there cannot be any exact
statistics ns to the consmmption of opium in Hong
Kon%per head of the popmlation P—I should think it
would be possible to obtai tatistics of the
local consumption of the Colony.

1417. It ocould not be obtained? — Yes, under the
resent system. I think I could obtain figures nm}

101,

the Government iz de;ling with native affairs. In
addition to these duties, he has also, to perform the
duties of registrar of births, deaths, and marriages,

* 1424, (Mr. Wilson.) Of the Chinese P-~Of the whole
community including the Chinese. " ' PR

1425, (Sir W. Boberts.) 1 should like to ask one
question more. Did you ever know any of the Euro-
peans in Hong Kong take to the opium-smoking habit P
~—Never in my experience.

1426. (Mr. Mowbray.) Ts theré much Cbinese opium
oonsumed in Hong Kong P—No, 1 do not think so.

1427, Any P—I doubt whether there is any.

1428, (Mr. Pease) What is the system of licensing of
the two classes of houses you alluded toP—Of the
opium divans P :

1429. Of thé opium divane and the spirit houses ?
Are they licensed P By the same authority? Under
similar circumstances P—The opium divans are licensed
by the opium farmer; snd the public-bouses are
licensed in the same way as they are in this country
by the juptices. ’

1430. Is it not possible that the opium farmer may
find it to his advantage to do his business in a smaller
number of establishments than the business would have
been done in if they had been licensed as the public-

-houses are?—I should say the opium farmer would

ogen a8 many honses as he thought would pay. I
should think that would be his guiding principle.

1431. I sy he might find it to his intercst to do his
business in 8 smaller number of establishments, less
oxpense than in & great numbex P-—Lf he found that a

" larger number of houses paid, he would .open them at

once. .

1432, If the licensing authority was all in one hand
in our towns and villages in this country, there would
be & very great decrease in the mumber of public-
housea P—The opinm farmer grants licences to suit the

rnish the Commission with them if it were
desirable.

1418. The consumption per heed of the Chinese P-—
Every chest of opium that arrives in Hong Kong
bas to be acoounted for ; 8o that it is possible to show
the amount that is conenmed locally and the amount
that is exported. If it be considered desirabie those
figures might be obtained.

1419. I think it might be interesting to have that in-
formation. And, of course, you havealso vital statistics
collected regularly ; the death-rate could be got P—Yes,
My own annual report gives the death-rate, and
the various diseases of which the people die.

1420. The point would simply be this, whether there
is any correspondence between the desth-rate and the
opium rate ; whether, when the opium rate rises—for
I have no dombt there will be s certain oscillation,

whether the deuth-rate oscillates correspondingly P—I
do not think there has beeu any correspondence between
the death-rate and the opium rate,

1431, (Mr. Wilson) Would you just give us some
general idea of what the position and duty of Protector
of the Chinese isP—All Chinese communications with
the (fovernment pass through his hends; all transla-
tione of Chinese documents are made in his departe
ment; and on questions affecting the native community,

which arige from time to time, Lie is generally the officer

who is consulted and advises.

1422. (Chairman.) Perhaps you might point out that
the appointment of Governor of Hong Kong is hardly
ever made from wmong those who have had previons
acquaintance with the Chinese population F—Quite so.

1423. As 8 gencral rule, the Governor is one selected
from the general Colonial servico, and he goes to Hong
Kong without a knowlcedge of the language, and greatly
needing the services of an officer who hae that special
knowlcdge ? — The Governor of the Colony is as
# rule quite unscquainted with the Chinese. baving
bad no epecisl opportunities of learning Chinese,
or bucoming acquainted - with the habits of the
Cbinese. Seeing that the Chiness constitute by far
the largest portion of the population, it is idered
vecessary to have am officer who is acquainted with
their Jauguage, and with their customs, whom they
may ‘consule, and ‘who' may to be of assistance to

req of the place. In that return that I have
handed in, Thave given the ber of people fr
ing the opium divans.

1488. I was only wanting to §oinh out that the system
of licensing may bave some effect on the nwmbers of
honses open, snd the di 1 Pl tioned
the mumber of houees, to show that they were not eo
excessive as seemed to be the opiniom of certain
people. .

1434. When a man becomes an opium smoker, he
Tequires to have his pipe at certain intervals, does he
notP—1 believe that gepands [y deal npon the
degreo to which he has' become under the influence of
the habit. I should say the moderate man oounld afo
without his pipe without having it ab regular intervals,
as long a8 he could get it at some time.

- 1485. 'What, do you mean by getting it-at some time ?
—Well, as long as he got his pipe, say when his work
‘Was over, or in the evening, as the case may be, wheress
o man who i an opium sot must have his pipe at
regular intervals. .

1436. If you watohed the cage of persons who bave
taken opium st regular intervals for two or three years,
would you say that they had not become more confirmed
in the habit, than when you first knew them P-.J have
now in my mind & .case where [ am sure the emoker
haa not become more confirmed in the habif; in fact,
if aoything, he does not smoke quite 50 much.

1437, Do you think those cases are common P—That
I conld not say. -

1438. (Sir J. Lyall) A great mmu{nf these opiam
smokers are very much like the British liquor drinkers,
that is, they know more or less bow far they can go,
bow muoh they can carry, perhaps, and sre prudent
enough not to go beyond that ¥—Well, I shonld think
that must influence them, egpecially workmen, who
know that if they go beyond  certsin state, they will
not be it for tieir work. I should think prudeatial
considerations of that kind do ocour to them.

1439. Do any number of Chinese drink spirits in
Hong Kong?—They do drink spirits. Thegs.rinkilﬁ
of spirite—of their own native spirita-—is pretty gene
among the Chinesa. :

1440. Did you ever see drunk P—Very scld
inaeed. A drunken Chinaman is & very rare sight

. N8
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1441. 'The same men, you think, drink spirits as
smoke opium P—I think the drinking of spirits is far
more general than the smoking of opium.” They very
often take spirits with their meals in the ordinary way,
just a8 we do ourselves. : .

INDIAN OPiUM COMMISSiON :

1442. Tt ia spirit made from rico f—Yes, spirit made

from rice.

1443. Liko the anmes;a 8akd P—Very much the same,

1t is commonly known by the name of Bemshoo.

The witness withdrew.

Dr. T. Isvine Rowzsr, M.D., C.M.@G., called in and examined.

1444. (Chairman.) Have you been a medical officer of
the Government P--I have; in the Straits Seitlements.

1445. How many years were you thereP—I have
been there altogether for abont 25 yoars.

1448.' Are you etill in the mervice P—No, I am now
retired. : »

1447. (Sir W. Roberts.) In your distriot, Singapore,
1 suppose, is tho chief place P—Bingapore, yes.

1469. Was opium sllowed to be smoked in the prison P
-—y‘, when a prisoner osme in, he was found to be an
ogum.smoker. and his health gave way, and the medical
officer considered that it wae through the want of the
opium, he was admitted to hospital, and got a cer-
tain amount of the oginm to smoke until his health got
better agnin; then he was sent out to work in 5?0
prison in the ordinary way. ! '

1470. Were you afraid of euddenly stopping the
opium. ker from his pipe when he came to the

1448, The ogulm.ionthm cousists of what cl te P
~ Roughly, fs ould think about 150,000 or 160,000.

1449. And what nationalities P—Principally Chinese
but also Malays and nasives of India.

1450. Sixty or eighty per cent.wounld be Chinese —
Quite so. )

1451, Were the Chinese there with their wives and
families, or were they immigrants P—Partly both.
There are some who are called ** Straits born Chinese *
—they live there with their families; but there is
& large number of immigrants also.
kers f—No, 1

prison P—In certain cases where they were uwed to
opium in excess, if it was suddenly withdrawn, it
was very apt to lead to serious symptoms,

1471. And was that tho case with regard to the
ordinary run of opinm smokers who, I presume, would
be temperate smokers P—No, it wos the exception.

1472. Then, you could cut it off without any injur:
at all P~Yes, and T made a series of experiments with
the result of finding that ont; and I found that the
larger proportion of the men from whom the opium
was withdrawn gained weight, that a certain amount

1452. Were they generally opium
should not say that; not generally.

1453. Not the Chinese P—Not generally.

1454, Then the opium smoker was ithe exceptionp— *

Tem 'y, and that & smaller proportion lost
weight.

1473. Did you see any symptome of this terrible
craving that has been described to us when the moderate
opium ker was deprived of his pipe P~—No, never,

Of course there was a large ber of opium s,
but those I saw principally in the hospitals

1455. Then amongst the working population of
Chinese in Singapore would you recognise the general
prevalence of the opium habit P~—No ; I shonld not sa:
80. I knew cases here and there; but I do not thini
it was a general habif.

1456. I see that you were surgeon in charge of the
criminsl. prison and the pauper hospital containing a
you often meet
these opium smokers as patients I should think that
of the admissions to the pauper hospital about 30 or 40
per cent. were opium smokers,

1457, Did you attribute their poverty largely to the
habit of ,opinm-smaking P—No, not at all ; L think it
was due to disease, They take to opium through
originally having fallen victims to diseagse. A great
many .of them are poor, destitnte Chinamen, and they

fall viotims. to diseass, and finding rvelief from opium-

smoking they continne the habit,

1458. Then the opium habit was, so to speak, an:

incident in their lives P—Yes. s .

1459. And an incident in their case; not = cause of
their iliness P—No; it was taken more as a remedy.

1460. Then did ion see any cases of sickness prodaced
by the opinm habit; by smoking opinm ?—8ome of
them took it to excess, but I should not say that it
was ot all general. The generality were certainly
moderate. Co

1461, -Of the optum smokers P—Yes. )

1462. But you did meet with some who had injured
therr heaith directly by opinm P—Well, I should not
say that ; I do not tiink B0, '

1463. You would not say positively. I mesn you
could not assert it positively P—No.

1464. Now, amongst the inmates of the oriminal
prison. did you meet with opium smokersP—Yos,
there was a certain number of inmstes who wore opium
]s;nohzrs, but X do mot think the proportion was very

rge. .

1465. A certain number of the Chinese P—Yes, of the
Chinese. )

1466. Wae their crime often connected with their

habit of smoking opium P—No, I do not think so as &

1467. Tt was not connected P—Nob az'a rule. o
1468.' Tni that respect it differcd them, a3 far a8 your
experience goes, from the irrepreseible drunkard of this

country #-~The opium amoker is not 80 ‘bad as the

Mbynhngmy.

1474. As far as you know, he was not worse off in
that respect than & tobacco smoker P—No, certainly
not.

1475. I am spenking of habitual mod )
opiam P—Yes, quite so.

1476. Have you formed any judgment regardin
the coolies who came to the Straits Settlementa an.
who were opium smokers; were they as efficient and
88 ptrong ond es healthy as those who did mot smoke
opinm P—No; I should say not, becaose most of them
had taken, as I said before, to opinm simply to relieve
their suffering. They were not strong men originally-
—they all either suffered from cough or, perhaps, s
little diarrhces, or, perhaps, a little fever, nndp they took
to opimm-smoking, and, having found relief, they con-
tinued the habit. And, as they were di , you
could not eay they were ag strong as the healthy men.

1477. Did noti your experience lead you to suppose
that there were's good many Chinese who took to opu}m-

of

smoking without being ind do so by —
I do nat think so,

1478. Your experience waa confined rather #o tha;
class which you have described P—Yes.

1479, Granting thet they bad been through their
ailmenta led to smoke opium, ss I suppose & good many
were, did they after regaining henith, in ble cases,
still go on smoking the opfam ¥—Yes, as » rule.

1480. Do you think that these maintained their
efficiency as workmen and as healthy men P—Yes; ss
long a8 they did not exceed in any way.

1481. I gather from you that the moderate opinm
smoker is not really in & worse position in regard to
health than the derate tob: ker P—Little
worse. I may add that a great rasuy lepery are opium
smokers. The habis gives them relief, and is a good
thing for them,

1462. Do I underetand you to gay in your note that

ou “‘have kmown some of the most successful und
“ most level-headed, the most clever of the Chiness
* merchants in the Colony, to be confirmed but
* moderate opiam smokers ” P—Yecs, that is so, Their
use of opium has been moderate.

1483. Did it ever paee into your mind that the
moderate nse of opium in ceses of that sort—l mean
men who are obliged to gain their living by their
brains—that it helped them #~I think so,

1484. In youor op it was & positi to
them #~-1 think eo. : .
1445. And I suppose yoa wonld regard that as & sct-

off in a certain degree sot!aa misohief it did in other
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rections P—~Yea; some of those I refarred to were men
ho wok to opium for some special reason ; they did
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.1494. In some cages it was allowed a8 & lnxw
sick prim‘)ner ; in.other cases you actually pr
benefics

to a

st take it as one takes t0 a glass of alcoholic liquor,

18y took it for some special reason—for some ailment .

st was the matter with them, either for a congh, or
mmething of that kind,.but it did met affect their
mersl bealth; they were able to attend to their
winess, and they did much better with opinm than
ey could have done without it.

1486. KXpparently it may be raid of opium, what mauny
nongst vurselves feel—and I suppose it is the general
ew oxpressed or unexpressed in regard to the slcohol
sbit, that the evil aud the good balance themselves
ore or less completely, and yon have to set the good
rainst the bad; would you be disposed to consider
! the opium habit, as you have seen it passing before
aur eyes st Singapore, that the good it did counter-
slanced the evil P~—I see much more to shock one at
ome from: the effects of aleohol than I have ever done
1 the East from the effects of opinm.

1487. You mean the balance is rather more clearly
n the eide of opinm P—On the side of opium.

1488. (Mr. Wilson.) Just upon this last point :—Did I
nderstand you, in reply to Bir William Roberts, to
ay that you thought that opi king in mod

to him P—VYes,
SAINO Wa¥. . .

Dy,

ibed w8 7. 1. Rowell,
in the hospitals in the M.D.,C.M.G.

1495. (Mr. Mowbray.) You meon s beneficial #o him 15 Sept- 1893,

becauee he had been in the babit of taking it, and that
it was not good for his health to be suddenly deprived
of it P—Yes.

1496. Does the Government of the Straits Settle.
ments derive s large revenue from the opium traffic P
—~Yes, but L really could not tell you how much.

1497. (Mr. Pease.) There is, I believe, an anti-opium
society in Singapore, i8 there not P—Not I think in my
time, but I would not.be positive, .

1498 and 1499. Among the ChineseP—I was' not
aware of one existing smong the Chinese when I
resided there. : i

1500. I have an address to all Tovers of virtne in
Great Britain signed by Shao K’ang-chi, Jung Lin,
Hsueh P’ei-cheing, and P'an Chen. Do you know any
of thoge names P—No. = - . . K

1501. Perbaps not a8 I read them, at any rate f—
They may be cennected with one of the missionary

v

ion hed no more injurious effects than tobseco
moking in moderation—is that what. I gather P—Little
wore.

1489. Then you said also—I think I understood you
» say, in reply to & question of -Sir William Roberta
-that the opinm smo were not so healthy aa other
eople, not 8o strong ae labourers, because there was
sually disease superadded; do I nnderstand that that
3 your evidence f— Quite so.

1480. And the disease you mentioned was a little
ever or u cough P——But those were only two canses;
here gre & great many causes which induce men to take
pium~-there is legrosy for instance, there is diarrhces,
here is malaria, there is chronic rhenmatism, pains in
ke bones—this laet being & very common canse of men
nkini to opium smoking, and it relieves them in a
ray that opium in any other form would not do.

1491. But you mentioned & cough or a little fever P—
meant & chronie cough bsti cough, or fever.

1492, Then, in roference to the prisoners whea in

wo8pital, you sallowed them under ocertnin oiroum-,

tances to smoke ; was that rather as what you may call
. luxury while in hospital, or was it a remedyP—IL

hink Sir William Roberts was asking me with regard.

io the jail—the prisoners in the jail. .

1498. In the case of pri in the jail hospital f—
't wus coneidered certainly as & luxury; but in certain
nees it wad a necessity.

1502. They send sn address: in which they use’ve:
strong terms: *The denger of opium” F—I thin|
opium gets credit for a great deal that is not due to'it, '
and there are miserable wretches in Singapore whose
condition is sll put down to opium when it is not due"
to opium at all, but to disease. .

. 1508, In 1891 sn addrese prosonted. o the House of
taini ig y, WB8 P! nted
to Parliament from §in,gupora P-—That is since I left,

I know that the American missionaries have bee
moving in the matter. :

1504. Opium is & very important article of revenue,
is it not, to the Colony of SingaporeP—1I think ao;
yes.

1505. Do you know what proportion it bears t the
whole of the revenue of the Colony #—I do not.

1508. It is put before me that half the revenne of
Singapore is derived from the opium farm, go that in
that cuse the Government have a very large interest in
1he maintenance of the traffic P—=Yes ; -it wonld be so.

1507, You do not know: whether that is. correat ar
not P—I do not know whether that is correot or not

1508. (Sir W. Roberts.) Is there not s large amount
of opium diverted from some of the Chinese ports to
the %mitHome of the Indian oprum, I mean P-—Yes,
that may be so, . et '

The witness withdrew.

Rev. Avkxavper Lasouax called in and exomined.

1508, (Ohairman.) You aro » miesionary, are you
not F~-Yes, my Lord.
1510, And how many years have you been in that
rocation f—J1 have been eight years in China, in the
Fueh-kiang province.

he missionaries who bave previously given evidence
n the opium tiuestion P—My experience has been, my
liord, that all I have heard expressed by missi iea

1511. Do you agree with the opinion expressed by

‘“ gaved out of their bitternese, this opinm.smoking

injury to men, if not with the personal eye seen no
“ man could believe, this evil goes boyond water, fire,
“.yobbers and thieves ; becanse of it homes and posses-
“ sions are scattered, wives are left, and sons dispersed.
By reason of opium there is adultery and robbery. all
* crimes and wickedness from thie source come. The
¢ selling of wives, and selling of eons, because of this is
an ostablished fact., Esaters of opium are day by day

H

n this room with regard to opium in China is perfeotly
jrue. and is not at all exaggerated.

1512. T anderstand that yon wish to put in a letteron
he subject from a native evangelist P—This is a letter

received only three weeks since. It is written in
Fhinese, but I have made & rough translation of it. It
Fas, I mey state, quite wnsolicited [originel of -the
pttor handed to the Commissioners), and I have left the
ranslation as much in the Chinese idiom as possible,
nd I should like to read it a8 an expression of the feel.
Ing of the Chinese Christinns, and how they regard the
Ppium.

1513. Just as & matier of curiosity, how is the criginal
stter writton. is it stamped P-—No, it is written with
he brosh--the emall pencil as they call it, an otter hair
rush. The writer says: ** Pastor Gilmer tells me that

in England some are disoussing as the present time

the abolition of Chinese opium calamity, may God
beetow great grace, snd the mighty power of the

Holy Spirit, so that willingly Ohinepe people may be

i ing greatly, and silver money is daily scen less;
thig evil has come upon China, and has spread be-
ond ell previous calamity! The holy doctrine of *
esus is difficult to propagate, one half the reason is
becanse of opiom. Much is being asid about the
foreigner bringiog opium, which injures our bodies,
snd aguin bringing the Jesus doctrine to save our
souls.” The foreign country forbids opium entering
the mouth, this is extremely meritorions. We y
God to bestow the Holy Sp]i]rit withlpower upon ﬁg?se
d, that istrat

Fnel

in anthority in g
“ and Queen may make an end of this business, and all
men will be delighted ; to forbid opium entering the
mouth i8 to save our country’s people and give them
¢ happiness, then shall we proclaim the happy sound
{the Goepel), repent and put away gin from t{e bod;
** gand heart, with all wickedness. Establish rectitade
** and call upon God; but the present awate is lamenta-
“ ble, opium is prevalent snd the eaving doctrime
“ prospers not. ’Ilea was written on the Bth day of
“ the third Chinese moon.”
N4

¢

Rev. A.
Langman,
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Rev, A, 1514. Yoo have heard what has been urged for the
L ; ideration of the O ission with ref

—_ snimosgity to foreigners, which it is alleged arises from

5 Sept. 1898. the British connexien with the opium traffic, and you

are aware of the evidenoe which has been given with
reference to the reasons assigned by the Chinese to the
introduction and increase of the poppy calture in China;
do you agree generally with the evidence that has boen
given by other missionaries upon these subjects P—
My own opinion is quite established that the animosity
shown by the Chinese to foreigners, and to Englisbhmen
aspecially, which I have experienced myself, has been
chiefly on the gronnd of our connexion with opium. I
was the first thing which we had to attempt to do—to
satisfy the minds of the people, with whom we came
in contact that we had nothing to do with the bringing
of opium into China. As far as I could find out, snd in
districts where no foreigners had ever resided I have
gone, and I have had the same intense hatred shown
because cf opinm ; and I believe that when we were in
trouble—at the time of the opium riots in 1891--from the
way 1 have heard many expressing themselves, when I
have been in great exeited crowds which had gathered
discussing whether they should come and pull down
the foreigners’ houses, and turn them out and kill them,
this was the first thing, and the chief thing that they
accased us of. We conld readily enough answer their
questions aa to the fuolish stories about stealing their
ohildren, and nsing their eyes as medicine, and sach
things ae that ; it did not take long to disabuse their
minds of these things, but the opium they eaid—the
opium. And aleo when we were preaching to crowds,
when there were no disturbonoces anticiﬁnted—-—in our
chapel we could easily hold 150 peeple—when preaching
the Gospel doctrines that we had gone to preach
and making no reference at all to any other side issue,
one or another wounld rise np in the crowd and say:
¢ Come away, and do not listen to the foreign devil;
“ do not we know enough of him ; he has brought the
‘¢ opinm to ns.” Others would call s again * opinm
devils,” and ench like; so that in my own mind I am
firmly convinced the people are fully perguaded that
we alone are responsible for the condition of their
country at the present time, and their being compelled
to admit the opiam. -

1515, (Sir J. Lyall) Apsrt from the opium, would
not the missionary be likelyto be received with great
disfavour in China in any case; I mean to say, 18 he
received with eat disfavour a8 a Mohammedan

insi 'y, or & Chi issil y, would be received
in England, if he came to try and persuade us that all
our religion and all our morality was wroug, and if he
tried to set up emall communities partly under the
protection of foreign Governments which differed in
customs and in everything else from the rest of the
Chinese; apart from opium, is it possible thai the
missionary would ot be a very unpopular characser
with the patriotic ChinamanP—I have not had the
opportunity of experience in that way.

1516. If that is the case-—and I do not think you
can deny it—does that not throw some doubt in your
mind upon the genuineness of this on about opium.
16 not the Chinaman very quick to see that you cannot
answer this particular taunt, and therefore he multi-
plies it all over the whole country P—Yes, he is quick to
see and quick to nee it, because he knows it is vrue and
we cannot answer it.

1517. Because he sees its effect upon. you, and of

counrse that will multiply all over the country f—I¢ is
true, and we cannot answer it.
. 1518. You cannot answer it P—Yom cannot answer it
yourself; and es for migsionaries coming to thia conntry
to preach other oreeds they would have to conform to
the law of this country, and they would be protected in
that way. :

1519. 'Would it not be excessively unpopular ; wounld
it not excite great mnimosity P—I hardly think eo,
because all missionaries who labour in'China are treated
a8 foreigners, and they experience the eame animoeity
until the people learn where they have come from and
what their object i8, a8 I have seen. I have heard the
mobe in China saying, “ Bring evidence that you are
* here for mno other purpose t to preach morality
* and virtuous doctrines to us.”

1520. (Mr. Mowbray.) Do you agree with the view of
the Chinese that we are re'?}ll;nnibls for having intro-
duced opium into Chins P—' history of the—

1521. I only want your own opinion; we have had
the history of the question related to us from various

INDIAN OPIUM COMMISSION :

points of view, and ws do not want to go throngh it
again f-~I can only say that I always had to soncede
what they acoused us of, namely, that we English wore
the people who brought opium, and that we were the
only g}eople that brought opium when we entered the
country.

1522, But you are quite sware that it ia a disputable
proposition f—From all the knowledge I conld gain I
never could dispute it to o Chinaman, because we were
on the ground, and there were the facts before us ; and
in the province in which I have lnbonred for eight years
they were thoroughly conversant with the history of
the trade, and believed that opium was only brought
from India, which is an English country us ti!ey enl'fed
it, to their country.

1523. You have heard the evidence that bas been
given to.day, thet it wae introduced into China long
before we introduced it P~—~Yes; when I have put that
view forward in China, I have got this answer, “ We
* had it in China, China is & large nation, and we
“ required all the opinm we had as medicine, and medi-
“ cine only. Furebigner, you know very well that when
‘ 5 man sme sddicted to opium he lost his head,
“ snd many a head was token off because n man wes
“ found to be addicted to opinm habit.” The smoking
of opinm was formerly against the law, but now it s
not against the law, because oar opinm is prevalent.

1524. If the importation of opium from India into
China were prohibited, sud if at the same time
Chinegs opium were Bolely consumed in the country ;
then do you believe that the Chinese themselves would
acquit us of the responsibility which they at present
attach to us, and do lyou think that your iabours
would be lightened P—~1 do believe it, sir; I think our
labours would be vastly helped. And I have often put
the question to the Chinese, in discussing the matter,
*“How is it that ‘ﬁon oultivate so much opium your-
selves on all hondsP” They laugh, and reply, ¢ Our
“ opinm which we produce is not 8o poisonous ss the
“ opinm which you give ns. We will caltivate our own
“.and nse it, and live the longer and bave our silver ta
* ourselves.” I have known a msndarin to take hig
soldiers and go outside a city and cnt down the poppied
that have been growing round; that was six years ago.

1525. 1 notice that you have twice used the phrase,
*“ And we will keep our silver to ourselves ;" you are
sware that that, of comrse, is one reason which is given
for the hostility of the Chinese to the importation of
opium P—Yes, nse 80 much silver goes ont of the
country. There is one thing which I shomld like tc
remark, if I may be permitted, and that is in reference
to the effect that opinm has on the rising generation,
There is & young man _in connexion with our work and
he had six children. He buried the wholesix before each
had reached the age of three years, One of those #ix--
1 think it was the fourth child—I myself bad tried
all I could to save, but the child died, and subsequently
in speaking over the matter the man said to me, * How
** can it be expected that I esn rear my child ; my
¢ father was an opium smoker before I was born,” and
his father died an opium smoker. I said to bim, * D1
¢ yon really believe that P Does it affect the children?’
He aaid, ‘' All our people believe it.” I maid nothing
more to him, but it so fixed itself on my mind that
set myselt to find out the feeling of the people in thq
district on this ver% Eueation, an ﬁLnnd that it was uy
common saying, * Chih yu yen pu wli yang san tai "~
* The o inzx smoker cannot see hiﬂthirggsnmtion »d
that is way they pat it.

1526, (Mr. Wilson.) I think you said you had beex
eight years in China P—Yes, sir.

1526a. During how many of those years have you had
a sufficiently familiar knowledge of the lsnguage to be
able to converse with the Xeople. and to get from thenst
their opinions at first hand P—After the first year. W4q
have & conrse of study laid out for us, that takes twg
years, but after the first year we are in full communicas
tion for half the day, that is, in hing and talking anq.
wixing among the people for balf the day. That con
tinues for the second year, and after the necond‘!e:}
we are supposed to be through our course of study
the Chinese lan , and to give all our time amongu
the people, 8o t}:u for gix full years I bave had folf
liberty in the use of the isnguage. But the course
limited to that length, becanse what we have got
study is not the litersry aspect of the langnage, but
simply the spoken lan, e, s0 that we can makg
eommunications apd two or three books,

The witness withdrew,
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Sir Lepes Grrrery, K.C.8.1., called in and examined.

1527. (Chairman.) ¥Fon have scom considerabl= ser-
vice in India, 1 believe ?—Yes._ )

1528. Would you tell us in what parta of India your
experience hns fain P—In the Panjab and Central India.
The first 18 years of my service was in the Panjab,
about half the time as secretary to the Government
and the last part of it was as head of the administra-
tion in Cenural India.

1529. Did you throughout your service come prac-
tically into contaot with the %ueshwn that has been
submitted to this Commission P—In the Punjab my
coniact with it was more general, but it is a sobject to
which I have always given a good deal of sttention as

many things I have published show ; hat in Central.

India I was more directly concernced with it, becausa
1was the head of the whole opinm revenue department
of the Native States. The Agent of the {iovernor
General is ew officio tho oyium agent for the whole
of the Native Stntes, including a gress part of
Rajputaus.

1530, (Bir J. Lyall) Whet is the system of the
British Government in taxing opium grown in native
States—what interference, or nu[;crvision over the
cultisation do they exercise, il any ¥—-Perhups ina few
worda 1 had better explain the nystem—as briefly as I
possibly can.

1531. (Chairman,) If you would, please. 1 should
like to havo it befare us P—The opinm agency in what
is callea Mulwa, which contains all the opiuns-growing
States of Contral India, used to congist in & monopoly,
but that was given up many ycsrs agd, and now it
is only a system of passes. The Government has no
concern whatover in the cultivation or in the manu-
facture of opium. Itz hewdquarters are at ludore,
and it has sub-ngencies at Hhopal, Udeipur, Jasora,
Chitor in Udaipur, for tho Rajputana opium, Mande.
gore, which is in Gwalior, and Ratlim. 7Tke opium
from these places is sent direct under pasy to Bombay
-—all that is intended for export. The indore ogenoy
is the central nnd the largest, and the number of
chests which used to pass in mgs time through that
agency in 1880 was very great. The average would
be abont 45,000 chests a year, thongh now it has I
dare say diminished to something like 30,000 or 35,000,
but the average unsed to be about 45,000 chests of 140
8. each in weight. :

1532, (Sir J. Jyall) You say tbat the Government
dovs not interfore at all in the oultivation P—Not
at ail.

1533, Has the Gnvernment ever attempted to urge
any native Stote to extend the cultivation within your
knowledge P—No, on the contrary—well I may suy
distinctly ** No” tothat. 1t hagnot; but personsily as
the head of the administration 1 have had to iry to
intorfera to & certain extent in the interests of good
administrotion, because iu 1882 and 1883, when there
had been great over-prodaction and the prices feil very
much, all the native States wished to get the samo
amount of rovenue thas they bad belove, from a very
much cheaper drogio that there was a great deal of
distress in conseyusues, and 1 interfered very cons
idorably sud got the rates reduced largely, especislly
in Gwalior.

1534, The rates on the cultivation >—Tho vates on
opium land.

1535. In somo of the Anti-Opium Nociety's memorials
—some of the recent memorinls and in evidenco that
hus buen givon before the present Commission I bave
seen that tiiere have been rufercnces to certain agree.
ments, concessions, aml payments which the British
Government has mnde with, or to, some of these native
States, nnd the argiment in the memorinls and in the
evidonee is that thuxe concessious or payments wre ta
incresse tho cultivation—to inoresse the out-turn of
opium; can Fou tell us what is the purport of those?
—Nothing of the kiud has ever, practically, come
under my notice h

1536. Are there any agrecments with uny native
States to prevent their eultivating opium P—The culti-
vation of opium, is, as far ns I am aware. perfectly free
in ovory nativo State.

1537, In every native State P—How can we intertere P

¢ 80970,

1538. Q. Are there mny concessions or payments, I
mesan that we make to them, to guard the revenua
agninst smuggling or anything of that sort? What can
those concessions and payments be in Tour opinion P
—A. 1 do not know what they are ; 1 am not acquainted
wiih them. T do not think any such exist. 1f so they
must be of 30 old a date that they -have become
obsolete. If you could tell me one I should be sble to
tell you ot once if it were in force, but I do not
remember anything of that sort. Opium cultivation
in Native States is practically free in every way. Of
course theré is prevention against smuggling, but that,
ia & question of our own revenune. The opum is
entirely exported by rsil, and when it bas been
weighed by us at the Ceutral Office it does not leavo
our hands until it gets to the railway, and there it
canuot be taken without s pass. It is sesled, more-
wver, and it does not leave the hands of our agents
ontil it reacbes Bombay. There is a good deal of
smuggling, but that is a different question.

1539, How do the native States who prodace opinm
raise their own opium revenue P—They raise their
revenue in several ways. It is very difficult to say
what proportion of their revenue comes from opinm,
but a very large pard of it ix so derived. The people of
Englend are very litlle aware of tho high rates opium
land pays in native States. The best opium land is
probably in Gwalior, Indore, and Rutlém. The highest
rates in my expericnee are paid for opium land in
Gwalior, whore they go up to about Rs. 40 a beega.
Token roughly—a beegs is equal to abont half an acre—
the revenne is about k8. 80 an acre, or. practicslly, you
might say, 8l. an wcre, becauge in native India tho
rupee has not dopreciated at all; it buys jush s wuch
ax it used to do. .

1540. Do they huve any Escige system tuo besides
{hat P—Certainly, besides Jand Tevenue they have an
export daty, which i very often from Rs. 25 to Rs. 50,
chest, l'erhaps Re. 50 is too high, but from Rs. 20 to-
Hs. 4, say, they have also & tax on the opium water,
the liquid opium, which is very much drunk by
Rajputs and locally consumed. Besides there is the
transit duty, which is very high, on opium, but that,
I think, I swept away in ail Central Indin, |

1541. What would be the resnit if we were to stu)
the transit of opium from the native States through
British territory P—Iu what way? '

1542, What would be the result on the people of the
native States and on the government of the native
States P— Yon mean if you prohibit the export, not if
you prohibited the cultivation P

1543, No; probibit the export P—Of course, you can
prohibit the export. .

1544. Bus T mean what would be the result, I
suppose it would kill the greater part of the cultiva-
tion P— Of course it would rain the trade, if it was not
supported by smuggling. It would ruin the native
States_and it would mlﬁ(e them t0 & man disloyal to
you. It would ruin tbe merebants, too, and would to
a very great exient ruin the peasants. Opium is the
life-Llood of nutive India: it 18 the thing by which
thoy get the wholo of their sparc snrplus revenue.
The whole of their pomp and state depends on their
opizm revenue in my part of the country.

1H5. (Chairman.) In those native States in which
apinm is largely grown¥-Yes, in those. Of courso,
1 only epeak of those, but thusz are the wmost
important, ¥

1546. Of the native Ststes P—Indore, Gwnlior, and
Bhopal are the great opinm-growing States with some
smaller ones that I meationed just now.

1547. What is thoe aggregate populution of thosa
native States shat you have mentioned approximatsly ¥
—1 shoold think sbout ton millions in Central India.
Then there is Udaipur snd a great part of Rujputana,
but there the opium is more grown for local consump-
tion ; it_ is not so much exported except from Udaipar
which is also under vnr agency in Central India, but
the opium instesd of coming to us at lndore for
Bowmbay goes by way of Ajmere and Ahmadabad.

1548, With regard to thess Natives Siates to which
you bave more particularly referred, you say with ecn-
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fidenco that an edict of prohibition of the exportstion
of opiam. P—Would make them bankrupt.

1549. It wonld affect their finances in a vefy serionB
degree, and involve the Government of India in grest
unpopularity P~The greatest. Yon ree opinm is grown
only on irrigated land, on land that is oo gool prac-
tically for the rough cultivation of wheat and poor
grains, so that it would be practicnlly throwing it out
of cultivation, If you can get Bl. un acre fur your
land as opinm land and enly one rapee for it as whent
land, it is a great difference o the cultivator,

1550, Is it & very exbausting crop P—It requires a
frent deal of manare and a great deal of preparation.

1 is an expensive crop to grow. I do mot know that it
i8 exhausting, if the land i manured woll. It iy a
question of that. - The poppy is grown on the same land
year after year for any number of yoars.

1551, (8ir J. Lyall) We have dcalt with the result
of prohibiting export. I suppose there are no W'reaty
obligations which prevent our prohibiting the export, are

ere P—An sutocratic Government can do anything.
It wauld be & most tyrannous act, which no civilised
Government hus ever done before that I know of.

.. 1532, Has the Government of India sny powers by
which it might interfere with the caltivation of opiam
in those native States P—.Not without violating all the
traditions of the Government of Indis for the last 50
years. As I said before, you can do snything. -The
question is: Is it politic or ie it just ? There is no Treaty
right by, which you ean interfere with the cultiva-
tion of a particular crop in a native State; it would be
monstrous.

1558. Does much smuggling exist at present; what
are:she police precansions »—A great deal exists, and I
cannot esy that we are very successful in stopping it.
I dare say I have had about 100 cases of smuggling &
year, nfostly into the Central Provinces. It is o very
difficult country, as you know, au exceedingly difficuit
fromtier, an immense number of passes and & difficuit
river, and 140 1bs. of opinm which 8 man could easily
carry would be worth & couple of thousand rupees.

- 1554. Are there any particular precautions taken P—
‘We stop and search anything snspigiops ‘on the rail-
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reports from them more tian once on the sithjeet; Lut
I do not remember that auything of uny purticuinr
unj:orl.anco wag ever snid. Modical men will sue 4ho
bad cases, and abuse in anything is bad. Of conrsoe
taken in excess, which is not the cass usually in Lidia,
shere are bal resnlts; but 1 do wst think that they
‘bave ever said that opiam fills their lunatic asylums,
or Lospitals, or offects their returns in any particular
way.

1559. Yon were a long time in the Punjab, and came
across s grout wany Sikhs. Did you ever motice sny
Wrticulu effect of the opium habit upon Sikbsb-m

ell ; the Sikhs are @ very hard race, and they would
tuke more opium_than most people, without injury, no
doubt. Our regiments sre full of opivm eaters. I
do not think they are s bit worse than anybody else.
As you have asked wo that question perhsps you
would allow me to make one remark which is of gront
importance. I think nobody knows botter than your-
selt that the Bikhs are prohibited by their creed—
or rather by the founder of the sccond phase of their
creed—from smoking tobacco, which i3 s wuniversal
practice throughout India. In dofanlt of this they tnke
to opium and hemp and to a great extent to alcohol.
They were very ~hard drinkers—the Sikhs—Ilong
betore we ever cameto India. I thivk that this Com-
mission should consider the point that all races simost
seem to want some stimulant of one kind.or nnother;
whether the fact of the Sikhs being prevented from
smoking tobacco, which is their naturn{ stimulant, and
at onece taking to alcohol and to opium is not a very
stroug reason against any sudden action here in the
direction of prohibition, If you prohibit opinma
smokers from having opium, will they not take to
aloohol, which is very much worse. It is only a
suggestion, !

1560. Your impression is that the effect of alcohol iu
Irdia is very mach worse than the effect of opinm P-=
With slcohol we see its ill effects. Bus the people of
Indis, I think, are a very temparate race. f do not
wish to take away their character. You see more
drunkenness in London in one night than you seo in
India in ten years. But alcohol is a thousand times
worse than opium; it is prepostercms to argue the

ways; but the pr i (my t was
almost entirely native territory) are as a rule taken on
the frontiers  of British territory by the Government
of Bombay, and the Government of the Central Pro-
vinces. Take the police precautions themselves; not
10 go beyond your question, if there was prohibition
of export then it is obvious what wonld follow. Youm
wouid have a preventive system of & most stringent
and enormons Lnd, which would be irapossible.” It
would cause far greater evils than those you woumld
try to remove.

1555. So far as you have observed what is the effect:
of the consumption of opium on the peasaniry in
Central India as consumers P—Well, thoy are not
consumera to any great extent. It is too expensive for
the peasants a8 a rule all over Indis. The Rajputs, who
are more to the north and io somne parts of Central
India, consnme it, and there are s good many RBajput
States, but the Mahrattas are not as a rule addicted
to opium. They take it, but not very largellg; not
g0 much as the Rajputs and the Sikhs in the Punjab.
Those take it largely.

1556. But those peassntry who cultivate it in the
Malwa States—you do not think that they consnme it
largely P-—1 do not think that they consume it very much
any more than the people of %Jpemny who prodnce
your champagne drink the champague. “They drink
some thin wine ocosting 50 centimes & bottle. It is
Dot & practice, opi ting in India; it is
too expensive. It is like the working men in London
smoking Havanna cigara.

1557. In' your capacity, exercising the powers of a
High Court in Jertral India, did you see any resson to
suppose that crime was pr by the pti
of opium, in the eame way that it is promoted in
England by the consumption of aleohol >—~No; that
ides is an entire 6ction from beginning to end. I
have never scen @ case in my life, either as a i
trate or a8 & jndge of a High Court, in which crime
has been produced by the use of opinm ; 8t sny rate
within my recollection.

1558. With regard to the medical men serving under

you ie Central India, have yon ever seen any reports
of theirs about the effect of opium P-—I have called for

1561. Have you formed any opinion a8 to tho foture
of the China trade from your kuowledge of the export
opium trade from Central IndiaP—Y bhave of course
formed a very decided opinion up to s certsin date;
bat I have not been connected with it for the last
two or three years; snd all I conld eay on that
point is that the opinwm trade, so far as it has pnssed
throngh my hands, was aboat say an average of two
millions to two-and-a-half millions sterling a year,
all opinm going to China. The trade fluctnated largely,
and although it fell off very much in }1581 and 1882,
yet it revived eonmsiderably in 1483 to 1885 and 14,
when it rose again, I think, to shout 39,000 chests. I
think myself that the opium trade with China will
revive; 1 sincerely hope it will, because ic is in my
opinion the most unobjectionable part of the Indian
revenue. "Bui it is a_very open quesiion, and uniess
you intimately know the Chinese side of the question,
it i8 very difficult to say. Of course four times as
much i8 now grown in China as i8 exported from India,
and if that incresses very largely perhaps the opium
exports of Indis may fall off. But it is to he
remombered that it is the higher classes of Chins who
take our opium, which is of & very much better quality
than the coarse Chineso drug, and tuey will continue
to take it just in the same way as we buy champagne
from France.

1562. (Mr. Poase) Sir James Lyall asked you a
question With regard to the nse of the term money

p ions or other i In the paﬁer that
1 have before me, which is ** The Mor:l and Material
Progress of India,” 1878, it says :—** The native States
** have engaged 50 to manage their opium cultivation
“ and nction as to safeguard the British reverme;
** and in exchange for this mervice they receive either
* money compensation or other ions.”  What
is the meaning of that expression in this Government
Bloe Book. That is what Sir Jamee Lyall wanted 1o
know.

1543. (8ir J. Lyall) Yes P—A. Let me hear it agsin. 1
do not yuite follow the ides of it. It is quite clear that
for a great many years past no payment to auy native
State oould have been made on such account without
passing through my hands, so that i¢ is perbaps




MINUTES OF EVIDENCE. *

wrongly stated. Oh, yes, well, T Presume this
merely means * the native States have engaged so to
** manage their opiam cultivation and production as to
“ gafeguard the British revenue.”

1584-5. (Mr. Pease.) It is the dmtter clanse to which
Bir James Lynll drew attention, not to that, with re-
gard to “the p ion or other > 8
few lines further on, and *in exchange for this
service they reccive oither money compensation or
other ions.” The question is, what the *‘ money
comp or other " were that they
roceived for proteciing the British revenue P—Well,
that question ? am not able to answer at & moment's
notice, because I do not remember that they received
anything whatever. They certainly do mot now. It
i ‘possible that in the old days, when the revemue
system was formed, some concossions Were mode
to them in order that they might agree to all their
opium coming through British hands at Indore, and of
course safeguarding the British revenue in that way.
There may have been some ient arr s for
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by itself. There are very few things whick are exparted
from Central India, except opinm, whest, and cotton, not
very much. Other things nre not exported in any large
quantities. * I cannot anawer your qaestion ; it i8 not one
to which my attention has been directed for some tithe,
Lat I rould easi.y give it you from my own reports,
which I have submitted for overy year from the Central
India agency. But our statistics are very uncertain,
except for scaport towns, a8 to the internal trade of
native Indis. Opiam is distinctly the most impartent
of the exports. . i
1578. (Mr. Wilson.) Ithink yon said something about
the export of Malwa opium having fallen off ?—Largely.
1579. 45,000 chests P——I am not able to say what it is
to-dsy. I have been out of India for two or three years.
1580. Can you bell us at all what inflaence that hag
had on the prosperity of native States, either as to the
revenues of the rulers or the prosperity and condition
of the cultivators P—Well, curiously enough, a. pata-
graph in the very last official report that I wrote on the

compensation. But the system goes hack abont 60
yours; the opinm agency was started in 1830.

. 1366, (Sir J. Lyall) This refers to the present, but
it may not refer toany States under your control; it
may refer to native States ontside P—I donot think that
there is any opinma which comes into British tevritory
which did not pass throngh my agency.

15767. I mean to say —— P—It may refer to the
Bombay States, very likely ; certainly not to any of the
States in Central India; we give them nothing what.
over. They are bound to send their opium through our

nds.

1568, (Mr. Mowbray.) T suppose, unless you acted in
concert with the native authorities, it would be prae-
tically impossible to prevent smuggling >—The native
States cannot prevent smuggling themeselves. It is
always 8 difficulty, bot it is now stopped as far as iv is
possi{:le.

1569. What I meont ratber was that tho officials of
the British Government were more able to check
smuggling becanse of their acting in corcert with the
native suthoritics P—Oh, certainly, the pative antho-
rities are perfectly layal in the matter to us.

1570. And if the expnrt were to be stopped by the
British Government P--Of course yor wonld bave all
the native Ntates ugninst youn, smuggling; you conld
not stop smuggling then on en enormous scale. No
preventive gystem would sucosed.

1571, (Mr, Pease) May I usk whether there are any
tables of exports from those native States from which a
comparison could Le drawn to show what the import-
ance of the opium export i compared with the total
exports P—I can tell you everything sbout that that you
wish to know.

1572. Yon eaid it was a very important item in com-
nexion with their exports ; can you tell ue what propor-
tion it boars to the totad exports P—Of the native States P

1573. (Chairman.) What proportion does the revenus
derived from opium bear to their total revenue P—It is
an exceedingly diicult thing to say, and I have never
been able to distinctly find it ont. In the first place
thoy are oxceedingly sverss to giving any scatistics,
end in the days of the great Beindia, who died & few
yoars ago, although he was 8 very great personal friend
of mine, | never conld get any statistios out of him.
Ho would never give sny. The Gavernment of India
might call for statistics as much es they chose; you
could vevor get Scindis w give them.

1574. Do they keep aoconnts P—Oh, they keep regular
soconnte themselves, admirable sccuunts. After his
death things berame different. We now kuow what it is
they levy on the land for opiom cultivation, but it is
very difficnls to sar what ares is under cultivation,
because wo bave no one to measure it, unless thoy tell
us thewselves. Weo know what amount of oprum leaves
cach State, and the weight of it to #n ounce, We do
not know what amount 18 consumed locally. Of that
there are no statistics.

L5, (M. Pease) Have you any information se to
the valae of other exports 2—The value of the cpiom
which is exporied ¢

1578, No. the value of other exports as s guide; as
to the valus of the opium export as compared with
others P —Yes, we have, to a certain extent.

1477, Could you cive ns a general idea of its propors
tioual value ¥—You see each State must be dealt with

bject of opinm covers, I think, that exact' point,
if you will permit me to read it. Itis only & few lines.
This was the last report I wrote on' opiam, and it is
almost the last sentence of that report. '* The continued
‘ depression in the opium trade is 'causing much
** anxiety to native ohiefs, who see the principal source
of their revenue in danger of decaying, while there is
immediate loss and ruin to Malwa cultivators. The
native durbars try to aveid redaction in their rates
for opium lands, and compel the cultivdtors to pay
“ the same rental for lands the prodace of which ins
** enormously fallen in price. The consequence is great
** distress and general complaint.” | :

1581. Would you be good enough to explain u little
further what yon said as to the quality of this land and
why other erops do not flourish on 1% is it too richP—
Some erops would flonish on it very well, no doubt—
sugar-cane, for instance. In India the land is roughly
divided into irrigated and non-irrigated laud; and
opinm requires a great deal of water, for it is grows
at & time of year when there is very little roin, so that
it has to be irrigated from tenks or wells. In Central
India it is almost exolusively watered from tanks, and
this makes the land very valuable, 8o valuable that ip

“
“
.
o

.ia berdly worth while using it for a cheap crop, and

wheat is in Central India & cbeap crop. Itis a very
rich country, and I bave seen in man; tes tho wheats
rotting on the ground, becanse they could not carry it
away. ’ T

1582. You reforred to opium water P—It is o were
preparstion of the opium.

1583. Is it exported, or used locally #—Locally.
1584. Ouly locally P—Yes. .

1585. It is & by-ﬁroduct P—Yes, it is; it is & sori of
solution of opium which the Rajputs take every morn-
ing before breakfast. A native Rajuk with all his
Court sitting around him will call for his attendant, who
will pour some of it into his hand, and he will drink i
off, and every one of the men round hiin will drink it
in the same way. It is what the Ruassians wounid call
Lakuxks—a sort of fillip fo commence the day.

1586. (S<r W. Roberts) It is a daily thing P—Yes,

1587. (Mr. Wilson.) Tt is o etrong that s small
quantity will have an exhilirating effect P-—Yes, it i
what they want; it is their pick-me-up; it does not
bhart them.

1588. How long docs the effect lastP—The Rajah
after tuking that has his durbar, and sits there for a
couple of hours, does his business, then he goes into
his zenana, then he goes to sleop, then perhaps he hae
some more; we do not know what, happens there.

1589. (Chairman.) Ve takes more than one dose in
the course of che day?®—I think most opium estera
tako at least two, but 1 do not say everyone does.
Some of the Rajahs I know intimately, and they are not
always the best spocimens of their race; but 1 do not
think opium has any particular effect on them one way
ar the other.

1590. (Mr. Wilson.) Would you explain a little furth
about the amuggling ; I dn noyt und:g-sund You?:mlf::
about its being a difficult country; sbous passes sad
river, and so forth., What prevenis any amocunt of
smuggling at this moment ; i8 there a coastgnard ; are
there preventive officers either inside the native State
or outside ?-—You see it is not the interest of the native
States. They have no interest in preventing snruggliug
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exoept tho fmd opinlowt of the Agent of the Governor.
General. Their revenue i not hurt. We leave the
prevention of smuggling, except on the main line of
road, which I have always held to be British territory,
though the native States try to persnade us that it is
not, to the native States; but on the railways, which
are British territory, we prevent it throngh our own
officers.

1581. It is no use preventing something that nan go
round the ether wayP—That has to be done by the
British officers. Yon must remember that. am
speaking of native Indin. I am living in native India,
and have nothing to do with British territory.

1592. 1 underatand, but what I understood you to say
was, that if the present arrangements were aholished
there would be an enormous increase of smuggling? —
No doubt.

1593. I do not sce what prevents sny smount of
smuggling now P—There is a good deal now, s Leay, but
it would be very much increased, becanse you would have
every one against you. You would have the whole of
the native States, the whole government as well as the
people; they would all encourage smuggling. Smug-
gling would'be in ewcelsis; Scindia and Holkar themselves,
and all those great chiefs whom you cannot interfere
with, would smuggle on an enormous scale, and convey
the opium to their own frontiers by thuir own police
probably, Now, if they do not exert themselves to
prevent smuggling they hear of it from the hiead of the
Admiuistration. Bus in British territory the preventive
work is done by officials with whown I have no concern;
they are subordinate to other anthorities, sach as the
Bombay Government, or the Central Provinces, or the
North-west Provinces. }

1594. (Sir W. Roberts.) You have seen no doubt
practically & greal deal of this opinm habit, have you
not amongst Rajputs and others ?—Yes, Labitually,
constantly,

1595, Is it your impression that it is generally prac.
tised in moderation F—1 think so. 1 do do mot mean
t0 say that it bus no bad effects. I have had servants
who have been very inefficient from taking opinm, but
I have never had to dischargeone for it. It makes &
man very indolent, very often. Would you allow me to
say one thing, tho people who take it most—I only speak
of the parts of Indis that I know—the people who take
it most, the Sikhs and the Rajputs, are the finest races
in India.

1596. And have they been taking it from generation
to generation P—Yes, long before we came to the
country.

1597, Has it been your impression that these races,

the Rajputs and the Bikhs, have a different re-action in
regard to opiam from some other races in India, that is
to eay, that thev tolerate it better, that they are con-
stitutjonally a little ditferent P—I cannot speak of races
that I do not know.
' 1598, How is it that Europeans do not pick up the
habit in Indis; have yon formed any o] inion a8 to
that P—Every race has a particwlar ecraving. Un-
fortunately, the English craving is for gin and for
brandy. - Each race hasa tendency to some particolar
sn’muﬂmt, I think,

1599. Then yon think it is rather a specinl consti-
tutional pecnlisrity of the Eastern people—the Chinese,
snd these Rujputs, and the Sikhs—that their tendency
i3 Lo upium, and not to ligeor P—They are very fund of
liquor, if they can got it. Many of my distinguished
friends like champagre and brandy mixed. That par-
ticular mixvare kiiled Scindia.

1599a. Lo you think it possible that the Europeans
rosident in India might take to the opium habit P—I
think, if you stop the alcohol in Iudia, us & great many
people are trying to do, they will take to opium
probably.

1800, A certain number P—They will take to some-
thing ; they will take, perhaps, to hemp.

16M. Your impression is very strong that on the
public health of India opium bas bad no deleterions
effect —Well, gir, it would be amistake if I were to give
you the impression that the peopie of India were at all
addicted to opiam. Some ¢ in certain races are
babitués of opium, but opium, as I said before, is not
as Indian vice at all; if it is taken, iv is taken in
moderation ; and what I have seen so many people say
is in my experience utterly wroui; that it has a
tendency to require the increase of the dose if yon take
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it T know handreds of people who take tho same
%uqntngy, the same little pills of. opium every day of
their lives ; they do not inarease ib at all.

1602. The peoplo who you say take that, are not
Ecup?e who are deteriorated in chaacter or henlth P—

ot the least; the best people in the race, of very
fine physique.

1603. And the opium is not like drink ameng our-
gelves—the exception ?— No, sir, there is w0 crime in
ronaexion with the opinm at all,

1604-5. No violence; but I mean the men who goes
to extremes—to excess—the opium sot, ns he bnas been
ealled, is an exception among opium smokers F—Yon
cannot sce them, unless you go anl Inok for them,
They are not in the general population at all. You
may find them in the large cities, no doubt, s you tind
all sorts of things in slums, but that hus not enything
to do with the general population. 1n what wo call the
opinm dens, of course you may see peoplo in Calcutts,
or, for the matter of that, in Lahore; but they are ont-
casts or beggars, vr dranken creatures, who would take
to any stimulant.

1606. They are, in fact, people who are a little bit
sllied to the criminal clasues in this conntry P—Y¥cs,
exactly so.

1607. A drunken class P—Yes.

1698. (Chairman.) The general effect of your evidence
has been that, from your wide opportunities of observu.
tion in India, you have not seen that what is called the
opinm habit has prodaced widespread and grave morul
evils among the population of India }—No, I do nut
think there is a single resident in India who knows
anything on the subject who would posaibly say so. 1
do not think I am singular in my opinion.

1609, Then with reim-d to the pative States, with
which you may have been officially concerned of late
years, you have made it clear to us that in your opinion
the prohilition of the present export trade in opium
would oceasion & grave distnrbance of their finances, anit
that it would be resented by the general body of the
population who are engaged in the cultivation of the
opium P—Yes, If you wish to have arebellion in India,
I know no better way.

1610. You have further made it clear to us that in
your view the prevention of smuggling wounld be
imposgibie P--Impossible.

1811. In the gixth order of reference to this Commis-
sion, we are directed to ascertain what would probably
be the disposition of the people of India in the event of
a change of policy being adopted on the part of the
Goverament, and a general prohibition of the coltiva-
tion and the use of opium being attempted. Now,
you have been long resident in India; whot, in your
view, wounld be the sttitcde of the people of India in
the event of a prohibitory policy boin% attempted #—
Well, I do not think that the people of India have ever
considered the posgibility of anything so impracticable.
But, of course. it would caunse the ntmost irritation
amongst the people who are accustomed to take opiom,
the Sikhs especially, and the Sikhs are the backbone of
our army in India, which we shall have to dounble in
the course of the next 10 years. I do not know whether
it ia desired to make them disloyal.

1£12. But you wish to pat it to us too, that in your
view, they would be made disloyal if we made this
attempt ¥—1 do not say that from my knowledge of
India; 1 say that from my knowledge of human
natare.

1613. Then, in looking at the state of public feeling
in this comntry, on this question of opium, whicu
has been refiected in the delmies in the House of
Commons, and in the divisions wnich have taken place
on the motions made in the House of Commons, can
you offer any saggestion by which the relation of the
Government of India to tbis question might be in
some de modified? Do you think that it wounld
bo desirable and practicable thut the Government of
India should cease to tuke the position of & manu-
facturer and s producer of the article, and shonld
Jimit ite inter ion to the imposition of duties for
revenue purposes P—Weil, bat what would bs gained
by that? You would only have a very much lil’Fl'P
production, if it were free. It would exactly da whas
some people do not wish to be done—it would stimulate,
instead of stop the prodaction, a8 fur a8 { can see,

1614. You would d that no change should
be attempted in regard to the position of the Uovern-
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mont of India as holding tho monopuly of the opium
produotion ¥—In- the prosent temper of public opinion,
which of oourse must be respected more or less, 1
would not stimulote it. My own personal feeling
is that I wounld unot stimnlatg the producsion of
opium ; I would invite the Government of Indiu, s 1
have invited them on many previous occasione, to con-
sider it a8 & mero matter .wf common sense. Opium is
o lumury, it is ouly msed by people who can afford it,
und whatever fables may be woven by people aboant
China—which we cannot absolately disprove—the whole
hody of evidence regarding India shows that it does no
harm whatover. You take off a burden of five millions
sterling of taxation from the peassnta of India; and
you place it upon & foreign counuy which is perfectly
willing to pay it.and you sre asked by irresponsible
people to ul{mndon that revenue at o time when you
want the revenne very much increesed, and when you
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must incroage it, unless yon lose India. It is madaess.
T'hera i3 no justification for it; and if I might make
ono observatios on my own accountem—

.

1615. Wo shall be very glad to hear anything that
you would like to say to us#—It is mervly with re-
ference to what you were saying. I would eay that it
seems to me thnt much of the evidence which has been
given be/ore the Commission by missionaries in China
is flawed and tainted in two ways. The first is thia:
that the missionaries, since this has been raised into an
etbical question, are compelled, in their own personal
interests, to denounce it; and secondly, that, as in
China, every disturbance is due, not to opium, but to
the missionary teaching, the missionaries are compellod
to throw the odium of the popunlar dislike to them-
selves on to the opiam quession. That is the whole
history of this agitation.

The witness withdrew.

Mr. HeNpy Lazanus called in and examined.

1616. (Mr. Mowbray.) I understand that you wrote
to the secretary of the Commission wishing to give
evidence upon this subject P—Yes, sir. After reading
the report in “The Times" of Monday of certain
evidence which had been given before the Commission,
and which caught my t d liy.

1617. At present I believe you are living in St.
Ponoras P~Yes, sir.

1618. But you resided in China I believe, in Shanghai #
—Yes,

1619. Between 1878 and 1881 P-=Yes, sir.

1620. Well now, will yon tell the Commission any-
thing which you wish to say. TYou were engnged mn
commerdce, I believe, there »—Yos, sir.

1621. Not in the opium trade, I believe ?—~Absolutely
nut, nor had I any connexion with it. .

1622. What was your business #—1 was the first to
crect a tannery in Bhanghai on the European system,
und at times I'bad as many as from 300 to 350 men in
my employ, but the average number was 200.

1623. All natives of ChinaP—Every one. At first
thoy were superintended by three Buropean overseers,
eventanlly I only hsd one. We trained some of the
natives as overseers in the various departments.

1624. Were you brought in constant and daily com-
manication with your men P—Yes, and not only with
them, but with merchants and the go-betweens of the

h the nativo dealers in Shanghai of nearlyall

trades.

1625. Now will you tell the Commission anythin
. you wish to say as to the cffects which you noticed of
opium.smoking on the claeses with which yon were
brought into contact P—Well, first of_all, take, perhaps,
the higher classes, the dealers, and those persons in
business with whom you were brought into contaot P—
It is 15 years since I first went to China, sud it is 12
yeara gince I left.
1626, (Chairman.) Just make a ccntinvous statement P
I have taken out 8 list from my old ocontract book of
some 38 names of nien with whom I was in ica-

* the stimulation that he is of value.” ‘Welll can only
say that with regard to the whole of my men I never
once had one of them unfit for work as a consequence
in eny way of the use of opium.

1627. And were they all opium smokers P—No, sir.
Certainly not all opinm smokers but they were taken
indiscriminstely from the labouring classes,and numbers
of them were opium smokers on theirown confession. My
manager invariably asked them when they came, because
he was informod that an excessive opium sgoker was a
lazy man. You muy imsgine that very fow men will con-
feas to going to excess in it, and in fact tho wage that &
Chinese Jabourer receives makes it absolutely impossible
that he conld do so. I believe that the average wage
of a labourer throughout China is from four to five
dollars 8 month. ‘That will give you some idea, espe-
cially if he bas to keep a family on it, how much he
can have to spare on such an expensive luxury as
opium. As e matter of fact, many of these men were
opium smokers, the high wages they carned at the
tannery afforded them the means, but never one of
them waa incapacitated fur work through opium. And,
moreover, at first I used to employ a Kuropean doctor
in the tannery, having 8o many men; but after a time
my mansger diecovered that a& Cbinaman who was
tasken with colis, disrrhwa, or constipation, those
being some of their most common troubles (pussibi
but not probably due to opinm), could be treated wit
patens medicines more efficiently than with anything
elee. I donot wish to mention their names, becaunse
Ido mot desire to advertise these patent medicines,
which were many of them largely compounded of
opiam. [used o keep a stock of them, and when-
over the raen were taken ill they were given a fow
doses, and they eflected a remarkable cure. Ineverbad
any trouble with the manag: t, and all the
men that I employed I never had one who was so
geriously ill a8 to be away from his work for three
days at o time.

1628. May I take it that 30 far as your experience of
the workmen you employed went you found that those

tion, and if this Commission goes to Chins, which I
bope it will, they will huve an opportunity of consulting
them. I bad aconversation with Foug-kee and Ken-wo;
with one of those two men 1 had a purticular converss-
tion with regard to opium. in fact out of curiosity I
often had sume conversation with nearly all the native
dealers I came in contact with, and 1 muy say paren-
thetically that there arc very foew men in that class
of life who are not capable of carrying on & more
intellectual conversation than you could ever hold
with men of a similar class in this country. I think
I could best give evidence to this Commirsion if
they would aliow me to refer to two or thres state-
ments which appeared in “The Times " report of the
evidenes given befure the Commiseion, pnd which veea-
gioned my writing to you. Oue of the missionaries
said that * in the cases where & man i8 an opium smokor,
* during the time that he is under the influeuce of the
“ drug he can do his work we well as anybody, and
“ proLably owing to the extra stimulstion, » little
+f Yotter thau moat folks, but when & man is under the
*¢ jnfinence uf the depreasion which follows he is abso-
@ golutely worthless, and it is only while be is under

who ked opium were ne worge than thoss who did
not P—Absolutely not, sir. Then in answer to a
question by Mr. Pease one of the missionaries said:
“He never met a Chinoman who defended opium-
“ smoking; they all looked upon it aa a thing to be
“ ashamed of.” ~ That is such a statement that ¥ do not
believe yon could get one intelligent, anprejudiced
Englishmen who had lived for six months in Shanghai
or any other part of China who wonld not say that
it 18 a terrible perversion of the truth. 1 have not

-only been brought into contact with the working

olasses, bat I have also come into contact with many of
the beiter classes who were opium smokersgand I
positively went in for it myself, just to see what it was
like. 1shall be able to give the Commission an ubso-
lutely certain answer to the question why it wiil never
Yo taken up generally by Englishmen. It is simply
beciuse 1t is 100 slow, it takes too wuch time. For one
littlo pipe of opivm you have to lio down in order te
smokc and roass it before & lamp. 1t requires some-
thing like three or four minutes before you can do away
with one little bali. 1tricd to prodace sleep, bus, it kud
very little effect on me, after having smoked eight
pipes in succession.
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1629. How long did yon continue thatP—Only three or
four times. I did not want to acquire the habit. I
could not afford to waste the time. I was only
wanting®to go thronmgh a number of pipes in order
to experience thai delightfal sieep which I had heard
was produced, bat the Chinese rather langhed when 1
snoke to them about it.

1630. That I take to be your explanation of the
reason that the Europeans in China do not take to
opium-smoking ?—I eay that no Europenn who has the
slightest energy in him ever could take to opium
amoking.

1631. Have you anything to say with regard to the
higher classés of people that you came into_contact
with, ithe dealers and the merchants?—Yes, I should
have come to them a little bit later, especially that one
that 1 got the most information from, Fong-kee. That
man had teeth absolutely black, be was about as
marked » specimen of an excessive opinm smoker and
eater as could be found, and he was a notorious one in
Shanghai. 1 can say without hesitation, without tear
of contradiction, that for intellectnal power, energy
and straightforward dealing in business there was not
s man amongst the native traders who would surpase
bim. Not only I, but my brother, whom I bad the
misfortune to lose in China, and all the merchants
that I spoke to and knew intimately, agreed that there
was no straighter broker than Fong-kee. I said to
him ‘* Why for smoke so much opium ; your teeth are
black P "
almost have made your hands meet in the hollow of
his cheeke. * Give it up,” I said, * you would be so
“ fine » man if you gave it up.” He waa very tall and
broad, but as thin as possible. I would not like to say
the value ol the opinm he smoked @ day, but it was
something considerable. He told me * Suppose I do
* not smoke one day, I must die.” The effect of
leaving it off one day would have been his death. I
am telling you this t6 show that, even in the case of
a really excessive smoker, it is not true to say of such
& man that he is wanting in intellectual power; and
to ey that he is lazy is simply an absolate lie ; and I
would not confine my observation to that one man, but
would instance otbers whoge names I picked out:
Cheng-ching, Ab-ling, Wah-cheong. Yuet-sung. Foong-
tai, Che-kei, Fau-chung, Ae-dong. Nam-woo ; there are
38 of them, nnd at a distance of 12 years' time it is
impossible to ssy which were the opium smokers

His face was so wasted that you might -
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among them. Many were opium smokers. | imagine
there are very few gentlemen of any position in Chins,
1 mean to say men who could eford it, who do not
hsve an oacasionsl pipe, but the statement that s man
must t go on i ing and i ing the
dose, is about as true as that an Englishman cannot
drink without guing on till he geta drunk, or having got
drunk once he must get drunk every other time,

1632. (Chairman.) We sre much obliged to yon for
the testimony you have given from your point of view
and expressing the general rcsults, according to your
judgmens and your  cxperiemce; is there anything
further that you want particularly to say F—Y{t. my
Lord, there i8 & most important question. You have
been told here that the cause of the dislike among
the Chinese of Europeans is the opium traffic. I say
without sny hesitation that that is the grossest mis-
statement. 1 went up the country—and I have
bronght with me a map of the interior—for six
weeks. I was in & houseboat with s native crew. I
visited, amongst other places, one of the missionary
stations, and for situation I never saw anything more
delightfal. You go up to the minsionary stetion, which
was on the top of a hill, by two zig-zag paths, snd
on the one eide there was o series of piotares ‘of
what would become of Chinamen if they did not get
converted. They were being pushed down by the forke
of devils and stirred about in a fire. It seemed to me
infinitely sad that civilised mon should offer that #s an
inducement for conversion to nnything. I went back
to my boat, and I asked my *“boy " to come with me—
s boy is the name for a butler at Shenghai, he is at
the head of your service—I ssked the ** boy ” what did
the people think of these things, and he gave me to
understand what I imagine this Commission and any
sengible man mus reslise, that the missionaries and
their ways are really the great trouble and the great
drawback to the liking of Europeans all over China.

1653. 1 do not think we can go into the missionary
question ; we sre only here to deal with the opinm
question P—I may say with regard to my domestic
servants I had a very large staff, and I know that they
smoked opinm, becanse when- sumetimes tho smell wus
rather too strong—although the natives’ quarters are
separated from tho English—I a:sed to ask them to
desist; but never one of them, all the time I was in
China wae incapacitated in any way from having used
the drug.

The witness withdrew.

Adjourned till to-morrow at 11 a.m. ’
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Sir Cuaries E. Beavanp, K.C.S.L, the Acting Secretary of the Commission, examined.

1634, (Chairman.) I belicve you have received letters
from two- gentlemcu who were sumunoned to give
evidence hefor