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,opium-eating (more properly, swallowing), which is the common Indian
formi of the habit, hias some special relation to the racial and climatic con-
ditions of India. Hie had propounded the general theory that ail habits of
taking stimulants, sucli as alcohol, tea, and coffee, are in themselves well-
nigli conclusive evidence of some eraving which they satisfy. WVhen,
therefore, these Calcutta doctors applied his theory of the benefit of
"dietetic stimulants" by boldly asserting, on the fiimsiest possible founda-

tion of observation, that opium perforined just the same service in assisting
the digestion of the poor Indian ryot which alcohol had been asserted by
Sir Wýilliam Roberts to fulfili in the case of the Englisli laborer, ]he readily
accepted this opportune confirmation of Lis own pet idea, and worked it
out in an appendix to the inajority report. The Indian Medical Record
lias showvn, however, that stubborn facts and figures are absolutely irrecon-
cilable with this theory. One of cadi must suffice as a specimen. The
fact is, that the Indian ryot, except in a few districts, which are or have
been poppy-growing tracts, doos flot consume opium at al; the figures
show that, on a careful computation (see Mr. Wilson's Minority Report,
par. 21, and notes M and N), not more than four in a thousand of the total
population of India are hiabituai opium consumers, and that among these
the urban populations supply the greatest proportion, whule the lest pro-
portion ie found in sorne of the most unalarious districts.

Before leaving Bombay the commissioners, except Mr. Wilson, who
was kept away by an attack of foyer, drew up a series of resolutions to,
form the basis of their final report. The report itself, however, did, not
appear till fourteen months later, having been drafted in London by a fresh
secretary-, an India Office official, who hadl not been with flic commission
in India, and who incurred the censure of the Secretarcy of State for
India by communicatingr to the Times, some days; before its presentation to
Parliament, an cxtremely onc-sided and misleading sumamary of its contents.
This report, whichl justifled the opium policy of tic Indian Governnient in
cvery respect, bore the signatures of ail the commissioners cxcept Mr. 'Wil-
son. Even Mr. Arthur Pease, Sir Josephi Pcase's brother, had been pro-
vailed upon to sign it. Mr. Pease is a Christian man, and had no doubt
brougit hhnself to believe that it was his duty to do se. Hle had flot
taken a very active part in the anti-opium movement before being placed
on tho commission ; during his tour in India hoe moved almost exclusively
in officiai, cireles ; and lus close poli'lical alliance with the liquor interest at
home, tîrougli whose assistance lie lias since suicceeded in gainiug a mnch-
coveted seat in Parliament, was not oalculatcd to nuako him enthusiastie
for the suppression of the Indian opium traffie.

The two Indian conimissioners, who did not comaeto England to join in
the final àiscussion of thc report, appended. tc, it separate memoranda con-
taining important reservations. They both urge thc adoption of strong
uneasures for thc suppression of opium smoking, a habit which is, rela-
tively, of modern introduction into India, and whicli the great nias of


