1 of the Amaidhn and Chin '

,brina to an. end the Opium
-'Phq eomlter-proposals of

grgjut. The British. Governnient re-
ibit production in Indis until the other
bg-did likewise.

n's. ltﬁtlIdﬂ on this question was not
In 1839 the British Governmcnt went

o =p hina beeayse the Emperor ordered the
W’ o} 20,000 ehests of opium, which had
\ce, who e £ 3 into the country by British traders in
“Jong as | of the laws of China. British war-
% now, ; lhill\yhbl(ded and eaptnred Canton, and in the
that of - terms of peacs the British Government obtained an
He may, mmty of $21,000,000 and the island of Hong
e human Fifteen years after another war took place,
rigl pro- lndChmawufoxoodtopaylnother indemnity of
» found- - 3,000,000 dollars. By the Treaty of Tientsin the
bedroek. J sale of opium in Chinz was legalised in 1858. In the
s aiy bombardment of Canton, ‘‘field pieces loadéd with
Capital- . grape shot were planted at the end of long, narrow
it streets crowded with fimocent men, women and
" Qenti- children to mow them down like grass till the-gut-
g on the - ters flowed with their blood.”” The ‘“Times’’ corres-

: pondent recorded that half an army of 10,000 men
1§ were in ten minutes destroyed by the sword, or
P oas- v o fi forced into the broad river.

B enpi- 4 In her book on ‘“The Opium Monoply,”” EHen
he stern ! N. T Motte says: ““India s the souree and fotnt of
anything St _ menﬁu.hopimmde,mdimmmlndmopim
i Xoo0s- L that the drug is ehiefly supplied to the world.’* Tt
pgtjond— : F isa Govemmcat monopoly. ‘‘Cultivators who wish
* profit: : ;“" EN to plant popjes may borrow money from the Gov-
Hence, ~ 4 © 7 ernment free ‘of interest, the sole condition being
xpert in 18 that the crop be sold to the Government. It is man-
nﬂ?‘ o ufactured into opium at the Government factory at
: e Ghagipur, and once a month the Government holds
s exclu- ok : auctions at Calcutta, by means of which the drug
. O finds its way igto the trade channels of the world—
hon, s | B illicit and-otherwise.”” In the year. 1816-17 there
he indir- b were mﬁ"qcru‘devoted to the eultivation of pop-
s of the f pies. The direct revenue from opitim for the same
2 m . year was £3,160,000, but there was also an indirect
ey 98- g revenue in the form of excise. We thus see the
shermen 5 - British Government fostering and reaping revenue
ntal em- : from {be production of opium, while, at the same

9 colaur ©_ time, professing & desire to abolish jts use.
i‘:x . T . British Colonies in the East derive a steady in-

pnb hve beeht put forward with a view

3 eom&from opinh in one wny or another In Mauri-

tius, in lQ! the duty on ppium was 227,628 rupees
In North Bormeo the Government has taken ovgr the

- sole eontmﬁf}he sale of thandu (smoking opium),

owing to tha falling off in“the reccipts. In Singa-
pore there are several hundred Government licensed
opinm shops and opium dens, a large part of the
city’s revenue coming from this source. In  the
Straits Settlements-50 per eent of the total-revenne
comes from opium. By the Treaty between Siam
and Great Britain in 1856, the import of opium into
Siam is free—no import duty is allowed. There are
over 3,000 retail opium shops in the country, from
which much revenue is derived. In Hong Kong
“about one-third of the revenue is derived from the
opium monopoly.’”’ In the eolony of Sarawak ‘‘the
principel -sources of revenue are the opium, gam-
bling and pswn shops, and arrack,”’ produeing in
1913 $492,455, )uat about one-half of the total Tev-
cnue.

Shanghai, being a Treaty port, is of two parts—
the native eity, administered by the Chinese, and
the Intermational Settlement, adminigtered by the
Shanghai Municipal Couneil, controlled, of course,
by theBﬁtuh. In -1907, Cﬁina enacted - and en-
foreced drutic laws prohibiting opium gmoking and
opiunt-gelling on Chinese soil, but was powerless to
cnforee theee laws on ‘‘foreign’’ soil. In the foreign
coneessions the Chinese were able to' huy as much
opinm as they pleased, merely by stepping over an
imaginary line where Chinese laws did not apply.
The result was that whereas in 1907 there were only
87 lieensed opium shops in the International Settle-
ment, in 1914 there were 663, while the monthly
revenue from these shops rose from 338 taels in
January, 1908 to 10,772 taels in April, 1914. As fast
as the production of opium in China was suppressed,
“the .exports. of British opinm from India into the
Treaty ports were increased, their value rising from
£1,031,065 in 1906-7 to £3,242,902 in 1912-13.

We think these facts are sufficient proof of the
contentions of the American press that the British
Government took part in the Opium  Conference
merely to prevent its suecess. And when we read
in a aaxly paper that a Chinaman has been sent to
prison for Reeping an opium den in East London or
Liverpool, let us remember that the opium was pro-
duced with the assistance of British capital and sold
by a British official in India.

" We have never advocated legal prohibition in
any shape or form, but simply wish to point out the
hypocrisy of the British Government, whose action
at the Conference was supported by the represent-
atives of the French Government, whose hands are
also goiled by the traffic in opium in their Eastern
territory. -
: —Freedom; (London).
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The Bulgarian revolution was supposed to serve as a
soit of a wedged for the German revolution. Unfortunately
-ihe Ineffective Blhathn attempt was paralleleds by an

: ou-m-hteotmmmsm We saw in Ger-

many iu the mm of the past year (1923) a elassic

_ demonstration of the fact that it is possible to lose a very
e exceptional revolutionary situation-of world-wide historic

., Norhve'e)etgfmmhuuw
giﬂvul concrefe seceunt for M‘rgvbhﬂonm fail-
wres i Germany and Bulgaria. = ‘5 °
‘Zigoviev and Kamenev are not the only Russian
Communisg leaders who come in for condemnation
hy 'tmm in his boot.“m'l 44 loat of the mem-

}

Lenin on his arrival in Russia (from his exile In
Switzerland) made s quick survey of the situation and de-
cided what -course the Russian revolution must take, He
was for t&mowuoaed overthrow of the Proyisional

: . But for several months he h’t ﬁlm
iting to spring at ummonenmttm v
find t%uzu number of adberents. . such
an uverm of the Provisional Governmelg. Lllll’l pol-
icy was. .to ukelnnedhtdyt.berdnldmmt
through the Soviets, to institute a revolutionary peace
policy and to set in motion the program of a Secialist over-
turn within the country and of international revolution
abroad.

Again and again, Trotsky asserts, Lemin had to
bring presure to bear upon the members of the
Executive Committee of the Communist, or Bolshev-
ist Party, as it was then known, to adopt his views,
the majority of the committee having been inelined
to be much less daring and determined in the revolu-
tionary advance than was Lenin. If this revival of
the Zinoviev-Kamenev. ‘‘mistake’’ mtenr.ﬁed the
breach whieh had long existed between them and
Trotsky, the version give the War Minister of
the disagreements, if not al clashes, between the
entire Central Committee of the Communist Party
and Lenin lost for him nearly every friend he had
ever had among the ‘‘Old Guard’’ of the revolution.

For months Trotsky's ‘‘1917"' has been the
object of a denunciation to which few books have
been subjected. Endless eolumns have been filled with
articles in the Communist newspapers—and all
newspapers in Rassia are Communist—for the pur-
pose of minimizing Trotsky's statements and char-
ges. * The book has been variously characterized
Its brillianey is conceded, but a correet statement of
events, it is emphatically asserted, the book is not.

. Kamenev answers Trotsky by charging him with try-

ing to substitute his own ideas for those of Lenin.
Zinoviev aecuses Trotsky of undermining Bolshev-
ism. Others charge the War Minister with trying
to place himself on a pedestal beside Lemin, witk
trying to take the mantle of the dead leader The
most critical and yet a far from uncomplimentary
picture of Trotsky has been given by Stalin, the
third of the triumvirate with Zinoviev and Kameney,
who is originally a Georgian revolntionary, and
whose real name is Djugashvili. Says Stalin in the
Pravda of Nov. 26, 1924:

Let us now go over the legend about the special role
of ‘Comrade Trotsky in the. October revolution. Trotsky's
tollowers very actively spread rumors that Trotsky was the
inspired nnd\ sole leader of the October uprising. These
rumors are spread most energetically by the so-called
edifor of Trotsky's works, Comrade Lentzner. Trotsky
himself, by his systematic overlooking of the party; of the
Central Committee of the party and of the Leningrad
(Petrograd) Committee, by keeping silent about the pre-
ponderant leadership of these organizations in the upris-
ing, and by persistently putting himself forward as the
central figure of the October uprising—intentionally or un-
intentionally—helps in spreading these rumors about his
special role in the uprising. I am far from attempting to
deny the indisputably important role of Comrade TrotsKy
in the uprising. But I must say that any special role in
the October uprising Comrade Trotsky did not and could
not play, that, being the Chairman of the Petrograd Soviet,
he carried out the instructions of the Soviet. The Soviet
was thus the directing power behind every move. Comrade
Trotsky made.

Thus far Trotsky has not answered the charges
“made against him by individuals or by the party.
He is described in turn as too sick to answer and as
setting his answer down in a new book. Meanwhile,
parallcl with the attacks on him, a Trotsky “legend”
is arising; and becoming ever more widely spread—
a legend embodying the view that Leon Trotskyr is
one of the greatest leaders of the Russian revulu-
tion and one of the greatest figures of his time.

~ —Current History l{mxme (N. Y)
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