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derived from it. How reluctantly she took this step 1s proved by the
dignified remensirance addressed by the Tsung-li Yamen (Foreign Board)
of China to ihe British Minister at Peking in 1869, in which England
was entreated to join with China in joint measures for the total suppres-
sion of the poppy culture and opium manufacture in both India and China.
To this document no reply has ever yet been vouchsafed.

The first leader of the movement was the good Earl of Shaftesbury.
In 1848, while still 2 member of the Ilouse of Commons, and in 1859,
after his succession to the peerage, he brought forward motions in Par-
liament attacking the trafiic. The first pavliamentary division on the
subject was taken in 1870 by Sir Wilfrid Lawson, now so well known as
the leader of the temperance party in the Dritish House of Commons.
His attack was repulsed by 151 to 47 votes. From that time onward the
agitation has been continuously kept up. In 1874 was formed the Society
for the Suppression of the Opium Trade, with Lord Shaftesbury as its first
president, and for its parliamentary leader Sir Joseph Pease, a member of
the Quaker family which is inseparably connected with the name of George
Stephenson and tbe carly history of railway enterprise, and himself at the
present time chairman of one of our great English railways, the North
Eastern.  Other organizations have since been formed with similar objects.

In 1885 the movement won its first victory in the settlement of the
long-standing difficulty with regard to the opium clauses of the Chefoo
Convention. This settlement, under which the Chincse Government ob-
tained a greatly increased share of the profits derived from Indian opiwn
imported into China, proved a barren victory for the friends of morality,
as the decrease in the import of Indian opium has been but small, and has
been far more than made up by the increased production in China itsclf.
It has, however, greatly diminished the profits obtained by the Indian
Government from the trade in opium, and may thus have an important
bearing on the ultimate issue of the agitation.

In 1891 the House of Commons virtually adopted, by a majority of
161 to 130, Sir Joseph Pease’s motion declaring ** the system by which
the Indian opium revenue is raised” to be ¢ morally indefensible.” This
vote led to some concessions by the Dritish Government, mainly with re-
gard to the increasing consumption of opium in India itself. This side
of the question had recently come into prominence ; and there was only
too much reason to fear that an unscrupulous and influential section of
the Indian Government were desirous of stimulating the consumption of
opium in India in order to compensate for the loss of profits from the
China trade. Even the modicam of reform announced in the House of
Commons was very imperfectly caried out in India.

In the autumn of 1892, as the result of the gencral election of that
year, Mr. Gladstone’s last administration came into power. Most of his
colleagues in the Ilouse of Commons had voted with Sir Joseph Pease
in the division of the previous year ; and an early appeal was made to the




