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Born in Trier in the Rhineland in 1818, KARL MARX was the son
of a Jewish lawyer recently converted to Christianity. As a student
in Bonn and Berlin, Marx studied law and then philosophy. He

~ joined with the Young Hegelians, the most radical of Hegel’s

followers, in denying that Hegel’s philosophy could be reconciled
with Christianity or the existing State. Forced out of university by
his radicalism, he became a journalist and, soon after, a socialist.
He left Prussia for Paris and then Brussels, where he stayed until
1848. In 1844 he began his collaboration with Friedrich Engels
and developed a new theory of communism to be brought into
being by a proletarian revolution. This theory was brilliantly out-
lined in The Communist Manifesto. Marx participated in the 1848
revolutions as a newspaper editor in Cologne. Exiled together
with his family to London, he tried to make a living writing for the
New York Tribune and other journals, but remained financially
dependent on Engels. His researches in the British Museum were
aimed at underpinning his conception of communism with a
theory of history that demonstrated that capitalism was a transient
economic form destined to break down and be superseded by a
society without classes, private property or state authority. This
study was never completed, but its first part, which was published
as Capital in 1867, established him as the principal theorist of
revolutionary socialism. He died in London in 1883.
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Foreword

When my biography of Karl Marx was published, in 1999,
some academic critics complained that the book was rather
““iournalistic’—one of the most damning insults in the univer-
sity lexicon, even in an age when many dons are happy to dash
off a thousand words on the cultural significance of Madonna’s
new hairstyle. I had no defense against the charge: 1 am a
journalist. If this is a crime, however, then Marx himself was
guilty of it.

For freelance intellectuals who might otherwise spend all day
closeted away in libraries, writing for newspapers 1s a useful
discipline. It forces them to engage with the here and now, to
test their theories against reality, to apply their understanding
of history to the specific events of the day, and to write with a
clarity that will reach into the minds of the general public. It
can also provide the satisfaction of achieving immediate results:
there are few greater pleasures than publishing an article that
sparks off a controversy, or infuriates the high and mighty.

All of which is a pretty fair summary of what drew Marx to
journalism in the first place, when as a young man in the early
1840s he started writing for the German press. As a student he
had envisaged some sort of academic career for himself, but
after leaving Berlin University his thoughts shifted from ideal-
ism to materialism, from the abstract to the actual. He had
come to despise the nebulous, sentimental arguments of those
German liberals who thought freedom was best honored in the
starry firmament of the imagination instead of on the solid
ground of reality. “Since every true philosophy is the intellectual
quintessence of its time,”” he wrote in 1842, “the time must come
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when philosophy not only internally by its content, but also
egternally through its form, comes into contact and i;teraction
with the rea.l world of its day.”! His new direction would require
an exhausting, and exhaustive, course of self-education, but
that was no discouragement to such an insatiable autodid;ct.

Marx produced his first article in February 1842 and sent it
to a newspaper in Dresden, the Deutsche Jabrbiicher. It was a
bnlhant polemic against the latest censorship instructions
lSSFled by King Friedrich Wilhelm IV—and, with glorious if
umntepded irony, the censor promptly banned it. The news-
paper itself was closed down shortly afterward by order of the
Federal Parliament. Marx then tried his luck at the Rbeinische
Zeitung in Cologne.

It was immediately clear that he had qualities which are
essential to all great journalists: a determination to speak truth
to power, and absolute fearlessness even when writing about
people Whose friendship or support one might need. For proof
look at his first a'rticle for the Rbeinische Zeitung—published iI;
May 1842—which reported on the Rhine Provincial Assembly’s
debates abqut freedom of the press. Naturally Marx criticized
thf: oppressive intolerance of Prussian absolutism and its lick-
spittles: this was brave enough, if unsurprising. But then, with
an exasp'erated cry of “God save me from my friends;” he
turnec! hlS blowtorch on the feeblemindedness of the lib:eral
opposition. At least the enemies of press freedom were driven
by a pathological emotion that lent feeling and conviction to
- their arguments: “the defenders of the press in this assembl
have on the whole no real relation to what they are defendingy
They have never come to know freedom of the press as a vitai
need. For them, it is a matter of the head, in which the heart
plays no part.’” Quoting Goethe, who had said that a painter
can or}ly succeed in depicting a type of beauty which he has
loved in a real human being, Marx suggested that freedom of
the press also has its beauty, which one must have loved in
order to defend it. Yet the so-called liberals appeared to lead
comp.lete an_d tulfilled lives even while the press was in fetters.
hNelther did Marx expect, even after taking over the editor-
ship of the Cologne paper in October 1842, to offer any special
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harbor to his left-wing comrades. He had no time for their
stunts and tricks, warning his contributors that “I regard it as
inappropriate, indeed even immoral, to smuggle communist
and socialist doctrines, hence a new world outlook, into inci-
dental theatre criticisms, etc. I demand a quite different and
more thorough discussion of communism, if it should be
discussed at all.””?

Marx’s own ability to discuss communism was slightly ham-
pered by the fact that he knew nothing about it. His years of
study had taught him plenty of philosophy, theology and law,
but in politics and economics he was a novice. This is why
his newspaper experience is so important to his intellectual
development, and why it deserves far more attention than most
writers have allowed. There are countless books about Karl
Marx as an historian, an economist, a philosopher, a revo-
lutionist or a sociologist, and even one or two about him as
a mathematician, but hardly any devoted specifically to his
journalism.

Marx admitted many years later that “as editor of the
Rbeinische Zeitung, | experienced for the first time the embar-
rassment of having to take part in a discussion on so-called
material interests.””* I know what he meant. When I graduated
from university at the age of twenty-one, I wangled myself a
job as a reporter on the New Statesman, which was the best
crash course imaginable on learning about ‘“material inter-
ests”’—and not merely because the pay was so bad. I rushed off
to cover strikes and lockouts, I visited Asian families in the East
End of London who endured racist attacks almost daily, and I
headed off to Scotland to interview feudal grandees who were
persecuting local poachers so they could rent out their river-
banks to rich German tourists at £1,000 a week.

Marx’s own crash course began similarly, with a long article
about the new law dealing with thefts of wood from private
forests. By ancient custom, peasants had been allowed to gather
fallen branches for fuel, but now anyone who picked up the
merest twig could expect a prison sentence. Even more outrage-
ously, the offender would have to pay the forest owners the
value of the wood, to be assessed by the owners themselves.
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Reporting on this legalized larceny by rich landowners forced
Marx to think deeply and concretely, perhaps for the first time,
about questions of class, private property and the State. It also
allowed him to exercise his talent for demolishing a thoughtless
argument with its own logic. Quoting a comment by one of
the aristocratic half-wits in the Provincial Assembly—*It is
precisely because the pilfering of wood is not regarded as theft
that it occurs so often”—he let rip with a characteristic reductio
ad absurdum: “By analogy with this, the legislator would have
to draw the conclusion: it is because a box on the ear IS not
regarded as murder that it has become so frequent. It should
be decreed therefore that a box on the ear js murder.””’

This was dangerous sarcasm for a Jjournalist whose every
word was closely scrutinized by the censors. By January 1843
the authorities had had enough, and ordered the newspaper to

close down altogether at the end of March. Marx was never

quite sure why his paper had been suppressed, since no official
explanation was given. Little did he realize—though he might
have been gratified to hear it—that the man behind the ban
was no less a figure than Czar Nicholas I of Russia, who had
taken offense at a piece in the Rbeinische Zeitung and asked
the Prussian King to do something about it. By the age of
twenty-four, in other words, Karl Marx was already wielding a
journalistic pen that could terrify the crowned heads of Europe.

Marx the historian grew out of Marx the journalist, but he
would not have been a great political journalist if he didn’t
already have a sense of history. Newspaper writers who lack
this sense are incapable of distinguishing between a genuinely
significant event and a mere passing frenzy that will be forgotten
within a week. In the words of the twentieth-century Marxist
Isaac Deutscher, himself a successful journalist, “Awareness of
historical perspective seems to me to provide the best antidote
to excessive pessimism as well as extravagant optimism over
the great problems of our time.”’¢

Marx’s images and historical parallels are not simply dashes
of journalistic Tabasco, adding pungency to the stew. They are
intended to accelerate thought, to suggest new interpretations.
“There is something in human history like retribution,” he
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wrote (see this volume, p. 234) of the violent insurrection in

1857 by Sepoys, the native soldiers in the An-glo-_-lndian army,
““and it is a rule of historical retribution that its instrument be
forged not by the offended, but by the offender himself. The
first blow dealt to the French monarchy proceeded from the
nobility, not from the peasants. The Indian revolt dogs not
commence with the Ryots, tortured, dishonored and stripped
naked by the British, but with the Sepoys, cl‘ad, fed, petted,
fatted and pampered by them.” Or, to put it another way,
political Frankensteins are usually destroyed by monsters of
their own creation—as true now as it was then. |
In a lecture a few years ago, after noting that many of today’s
columnists issue book-length collections of their work, I con-
cluded with this appeal: “Is it too much to hope that son:g
enlightened publisher might now do the same fqr Karl Marx:
Because of the Communist Manifesto, Capital and other
masterpieces, the importance of his newspaper .WOI‘k has for
too long been undervalued. Now, thanks to J%m Ledbe:cter,
readers can judge it for themselves. My own verdict? Even if he
had done nothing else, Marx would deserve to be remembered

' - ijournalists.
as one of the great nineteenth-century jou |
i Francis Wheen
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Chronology

1818 Born in Trier, German Rhineland, on May 5.

1835 Enrolled at the University of Bonn to study law.

1836 Transferred to Friedrich-Wilhelm University in Berlin and
studied philosophy.

1842 First publication in the Rbeinische Zeitung. Met Friedrich
Engels briefly in the newspaper’s office.

1843 Married Jenny von Westphalen. Emigrated to Paris. Pub-
lished On the Jewish Question.

1844 Met Engels again in Paris, this time for ten days. Daughter
Jenny born.

1845 Wrote a monograph on philosophy later published as
Theses on Feurbach. Daughter Laura born.

1845-6 With Engels, began collaboration on philosophical and
economic writings which would later be collected and pub-
lished as The German Ideology.

1846 Son Edgar born.

1847 Published The Poverty of Philosophy, an attack on the
French socialist Proudhon.

1848 As revolutions swept across Europe, published Manifesto
of the Communist Party with Engels.

1848-9 Moved to Cologne to edit the Neue Rbeinische
Zeitung. Prussian authorities arrested the newspaper’s staff
and recommended that Marx be deported.

1850 With his family, moved to London, where they remained
for the rest of his life. In November, his son Heinrich Guido
died at the age of one.

1852 Began his collaboration with the New York Tribune,
aided by Engels, who wrote an initial series of articles on
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the state of German politics. Publication of The Eighteenth
Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte.

1853 Outbreak of the Crimean War,

covered regularly for the Tribusne.
1855 Daughter Eleanor born.

1856—~7 The Tribune fell on hard times and, for some months,
published few of Marx’s articles. The Indian Army rebellion
broke out, and the “Arrow Incident” sparked the second

- Opium War, events which provided Marx with renewed
Inspiration.

1859 Published A Contributios
Economy.

1862 Published his final article for

1864 Founding of the Internat;

the First International. Ma
Council.,

1867 Published Capital.

1871 A clash between troops and the
led to the founding of the socialist

wrote an address to the Commune that was published as The
Civil War in France. He clashed with Michael Bakunin over
leadership and direction of the International.

1872 Published The Fictitious Splits in the International. The -

International voted to relocate the General Counci] to New
York. Marx’s daughter Jenny married.

which Marx and Engels

to the Critz'que of Political

the New York Tribune.
onal Workingmen’s Association,
rx elected to the body’s General

French National Guard
Paris Commune; Marx

Introduction

In 1848, the American newspaper editor Charles A.lDana V\:.;s
visiting Cologne for the first time. Dana had only ;ec;eﬂ_ n};
joined the staff of the New York Tribune, which dispatc le hi
abroad for eight months to cover the effects of the. rev[(; utlon:
sweeping through Europe that year. On that ktrllfal, e:né; 2
twenty-nine-year-old literary utopian who spoke fn er
man, met a radical poet named Ferdinand Freilhgrat who
turn introduced him to Karl Marx. Bareily thirty, Marx was
already a formidable figure in German phllosophy: More(;v;;r;
with the publication earlier that year of_ The ‘Mamfesto 0 y
Communist Party, Marx, along with his writing Rartll'ler an
great friend Friedrich Engels, had become the principa prr.:ipa;
gandist for European socialism. Although there is no record o
the men’s meeting, it’s clear that Marx made an impression on

Dana because three years later, Dana wrote to him to a;k that
he produce a series of articles for t_he Tribune on the ¢ angi:
that had taken place in Germany since the tumultuous e;ren-n
of 1848. The Tribune had been found(?d by HoracebG‘ree ?yhla
1841 as a crusading organ of progressive causes, albeit wit r

distinctly American and Christian flavor; one Sontt?n;f)ora y
writer described the paper’s political stance as An_tl- a;'er).r,
Anti-War, Anti-Rum, Anti-Tobacco, ‘Antl-SCdUC,EI?IF}?h ;tl:
Grogshops, Anti-Brothels, Anti-(?amblmg Houses™. fe 1;:

bune had been profitable from its ﬁrst‘ year and Wasd ee 1tg
flush enough to engage a team of forelgn co‘rres.porll ]EEI]:tS ho
give it a substantive leg up on more sensatlonall§t riva Shl ? the
Herald and Sun. Marx, tempted both by the w_lde reach o l;c j
TI'ribune—during the period when he wrote for it, the paper ha

1881 Wife died on December 2.

1883 Marx died at his London home on March 4.
1893 Publication of second volume of Capital.
1894 Publication of third volume of Capital.
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INTRODUCTION

more than 200,000 readers, making it the largest newspaper in
the world at the time-—and the prospect of steady income,
agreed—and then immediately asked Engels to write the pieces
for him.

That peculiar set of circumstances inaugurated a decade-long
relationship between Marx and a progressive American news-
paper that would represent the closest thing he ever had to a
steady job. Of course, Marx had a journalistic career outside
the Tribune; he had been writing for German newspapers since
1842, and in 1848 he had founded the radical Cologne daily
the Neue Rbeinische Zeitung. Throughout his adult life he
contributed articles to a variety of papers in both German
and English, including the British Chartist organ The People’s
Paper, Die Presse and the Neue Oder Zeitung. But the Tribune
was by far the largest publisher of Marx’s (and, to a lesser
extent, Engels’s) work: in all, the paper published 487 articles,
of which Marx alone wrote 3 50, Engels wrote 125, and together
they wrote 12. The sheer volume of the work 1s remarkable:

INTRODUCTION

the Tribune articles together take up nearly seven volumes
of the fifty-volume collected works of Marx and Engels—more
than Capital, more than any work published by Marx, alive or
posthumously, in book form. While Marx has been remem-
bered as a philosopher, economist and political theorist, the
historical record suggests that we should at least attempt to
understand him as a journalist.

Why, then, are Marx’s journalistic writings so little read
today? Not so long ago, his role as a newspaperman was widely
enough understood that US President John F. Kennedy, of all
people, felt comfortable ; oking about it. “You may remember,”’

Kennedy once told a group of newspaper publishers,

that in 1851 the New York Herald [sic] Tribune under the spon-
sorship and publishing of Horace Greeley, employed as its
London correspondent an obscure Jjournalist by the name of Karl
Marx. We are told that foreign correspondent Marx, stone broke,
and with a family ill and undernourished, constantly appealed to
Greeley and managing editor Charles Dana for an Increase in his
munificent salary of $5 per installment, a salary which he and

X1X

Engels ungratefully labeled as the “lousiest petty bourgeocis cildeat;
ing.” But when all his financial appeals were refused, alrl
looked around for other means of liveliho?d and fame, evel'ltuah.y
terminating his relationship with the Tribune and devotlrllg lis
calents full time to the cause that would bequeath the world t Ic-:f
seeds of Leninism, Stalinism, revolution and the colﬂ- war.
only this capitalistic New York newspaper hafi treated him I;(:lr:
kindly; if only Marx had remained a foreign correspondent,
history might have been different.”

It is impossible to imagine a contemporary Amerlcgn E;f;
dent making such an allusion; even among some who
Marx well, his journalism remains !argely .un.known.‘ o
The relative obscurity of Marx’s journalistic work is not t }lllis
to any lapse in quality. As a qu1ck‘glanc:t_3 at the essays ;Etime
volume will demonstrate, his rhetorical s:k'1113 werehat ;n_z me
high during the period when he was writing for the Tr: ez; o.nd
is certainly true that the form of_ his articles does not coffr t.ﬁ one
to modern notions of journalistlic protocgl: the{re is no | rsb hand
reporting from the scene; there is 2 SIirfel_t of_ hlstgrlga toi bserva-
tion; there is nothing approachmg ob]ecnwt{h: untem cse
respects, Marx’s journalism var}ed from that o 1;_(:(21 ) atghes
aries only by degree. The chief difterence bet\yeel:l is di 121 ohes
and traditional journalism, then and now, is his utter 1§d i
for the use of high-placed sources. Marx was not a con tato
of diplomats and mandarins, flitting frorn one soc(::llety ever(l) 10
another: he was a serious scholar, poring through us;;y r;c.t‘Sh
and foreign newspapers in the reading room o{l t he f é‘l i; .
Museum. But one need only look at the ways in whic .odec o
led the press astray, then and now, to recognize MarxAs 1nh p1 o
dence from them as a strength, not a weaknegs. St g e
American journalist Murray Kempton obﬁemf:d in a wc;):; Oflzlr Et
essay on Marx’s journalism, “Of all the 1llusyfonil oqﬁ iOngc’f
to journalism, the one most useful to lose is t Z illus on of
access to sources . . . Persons privy to events either do not lln ™
what is important about them or, '_when they do, genera‘ty e
... Marx had neither the temptation nor the opportunity

access.’”
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One reason that Marx’s Tribune contributions are not better
known is that Marx himself often denigrated the work. The
historical record is sprinkled with hints that he disliked—
indeed greatly resented—the Journalistic work he did for the
Tribune, seeing in it the very capitalist exploitation that he
made his lifework to destroy. “It’s truly nauseating,” he wrote
to Engels in 1857, “that one should be condemned to count it
a blessing when taken aboard by a blotting-paper vendor such

concern like this boils down to.” Part of his objection was to
the Tribune and its editing. By modern newspaper standards,
his work was edited tairly lightly, yet he took great umbrage at
every word change. More frustrating was the arbitrary use
the Tribune made of his contributions: the articles might be
published as articles under his byline, or as unsigned editorials,
or not at all. “Of late the Tribune has again been appropriating
all my articles as leaders and putting my name to nothing but
rubbish,” he wrote to Engels in 1854.* Sometimes the editors
would insert explanatory remarks at the beginning of his
articles, sometimes they would not. And, not surprisingly, Marx
had numerous political disagreements with the Tribune’s edi-
torial positions, on topics ranging from pan-Slavism to the
dispatches of lesser intellects the paper employed in India.

For their part, the editors of the Tribune appear to have had
similarly ambivalent feelings toward Marx’s work. The paper
Was a prominent organ for those who opposed slavery in
America, and it certainly dabbled in the squishy socialism popu-
lar at the time. The paper campaigned for workers to organize
and was run to some degree like a cooperative, and there were
statf members sympathetic to the utopian views of Charles
Fourier. But Marx’s commitment to revolutionary socialism,
and the overall Germanic tone of his prose—even in English—
kept his American editors at a distance, Introducing one of hjs
essays, they felt compelled to disclaim “Mr Marx has very
decided opinions of his own, with some of which we are far
from agreeing,” before conceding that “those who do not read
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his letters neglect one of the most instructive sources Olf‘ 1.nfso,1;;
mation on the greatest questions of current European p{)]:)l.tn::t .to
ite 1 ec
ite its early success, was sub; _
Moreover, the paper, desp | ° , Suject to
' itical and economic; the financial p
fluctuations both politica e e .
| ented well in his colum
1857 (which Marx docum nt . ' |
TriSbZ/me hard—Dboth advertising and circulation (l:ljlpplfd, ?(1;1;1
| ' ruptcy.
' INCi cial backers went into ban
one of its principal finan _ o bankruptey.
1S Crisi ' onsible for a reductio
This crisis was directly resp _ b both
Marx’s contributions and his pay, fan'd. lwhlle ;:IlllethY;rzUHitEd
| tbreak of civil war _
fortunes recovered, the ou ak  war in the United
in 1861 to dismiss all of its foreig
States led the paperin 18 n -
tors except Marx. By March 1862, Dana was writing to te
| ' icles altogether.
him to stop sending artic
Perhapspmost galling to Marx was a sensedtfhat t}ée lf_onfs;zﬂz
rk in the 1850s diverted his
demands of newspaper wo _ d s tocus
nomics that was eventually
from the masterwork on eco | s eventua Y 10 5
' ' ontribution to
| ital. In the introduction to _
S ' ' 859 book that functions
11) ' omy, the 1859 :
the Critique of Political Econ . 0K that functions
INn-rai tal, Marx is downright ap g
as a curtain-raiser to Capital, ‘ o i
' ing ‘“‘the imperative necessity of earning
his readers, decrying “the imp ; y pg m
living, which reduced the time at my disposal.” He cont
3

My collaboration, continued now for ei-ght years, with tl:lee cl:l :;T
York Tribune, the leading Anglo-American I?ewspalsj.er, s
tated an excessive fragmentation of my §tud1es S 1lncedae o
siderable part of my contributi(;ms c.on-51sted of al:tlé e; deaing
with important economic events in Bnta'm and ont led ; ! Whici,l
was compelled to become conversant with pra*ciflcj Ct; o -
strictly speaking, lie outside the sphere of political e .

Such statements,bhowevelg/l do na(ﬁ:dptfevaglzbauzgn;;;lle; t;i:ez
ionship between Marx , '
ifflazl}; r;rlléclitlﬁis j(l)F::lrnfﬂism. F}i)r st:;t?:l,lyhi a\;r:i 1: E?tgfllgit:lsg,
zzzgdr;;: lsssdgg;czjill?iitg iin lfiswmast§rwork withogt 'nefging
e fower of hisavicles he coun
] 1shi '
;l;ie:et:lllfhzzzlf: giedl;le’tg li:\iuenoughgto do. But, more significantly,
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he to
he complained bitterly

| psing the name [
making for myself among the Yankees and which woueid h‘::es

enabled

habled ;eo;otﬁnd ;mo.ther Paper, or to hold over their heads
ransferring to another.”® A it suj

ihe . r. nd when it suited

mtef;arﬁose,l he was eager to take advantage of the Tribune’s

. ctnational prestige. In 1859, when he began a massive pub-

But per
o fxashja:)isr;h? greatest linystery about the relative obscurity
alIStic work today is that there ; '
of M ‘ ere 1s considera
q ‘mportant overlap between it and the more “serious”’ e

to the point of being obv
Duchess of Sutherland and Slavery” (

lous. Marx’s 1853 column “The
see this volume, pagerxs),
arch, attacking elements of
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tions that were published later in ““The Working Day” section
of Capital is the particular year of the official reports on which
both were based.

That Marx should have used and reused basic research
material is hardly surprising. As Roman Rosdolsky, one of the
closest readers of his writing, has noted, Marx’s journalism
“did prove useful to him later: We need only refer to his numer-
ous articles on economic conditions, on questions of trade
policy, on the English working class movement and strikes.
Moreover, his reporting on Irish and Scottish agrarian con-
ditions, and on English policy in India, proved to be extremely
useful in this respect”. Samples of each are accordingly included
in this volume, because, as Rosdolsky modestly suggests, “It
would certainly be rewarding to make a closer comparison of
the topics in economic history which Marx dealt with on the
one hand in the New York Tribune, and on the other in
Capital ™"

That challenge was taken up in part by the Italian theorist
Sergio Bologna, who sees “a basic continuity between [Marx’s
Tribune) articles and his earlier writings on the laws governing
the behaviour of the working class in the 1848 revolution (The
Class Struggles in France)”. In Bologna’s view, Marx’s need for
timely, detailed information with which to persuade his Tribune
readers both strengthened and broadened his theoretical under-

standing of capitalism and its crises: “Throughout this period
we find him constantly writing to his friend Engels in Man-
chester, obsessively seeking reports on how the crisis was being
experienced and understood in the cotton districts and in entre-
preneurial and commercial circles; this is already the Marx
of the first volume of Capital.” Bologna attaches particular
importance to a series (see this volume, page 171) Marx wrote
on the establishment of the politically charged, economically
unstable Crédit Mobilier bank in France, seeing in it a vital
shift from analyses of the working class to analysis of credit
and money.'?
Of course, you don’t have to be a specialist in Marxist econ-
omic theory to find these journalistic essays interesting. Regard-
less of what one thinks of Marx’s politics, the sheer range of
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That was—and to some extent still is—the official view ot
a
history, but it was not the world that Marx SawW . He saWer
l - L] . w -
politicz;I system dominated by hypocrisy and 1llelg1t1mfat§i£)ci wer
clearly than anyone else o ,
e saw, perhaps more _ an -
Plllat inc;.easing wealth did not eliminate poverty and.humzd
tuffering even in the world’s most prosperous coun’gl?s,_ 2
'Sndeed appeared to make the problems worse. He saw ntatl -
1 stensibly one of the world’s most democratlclcoun;r:;s—tw :
. ' | ' nch disastrou
lomatic record in order to lau
and conceal the dip ' _ | "
wars abroad, both in the Crimea and in Ch‘ma. He ;awfautile
ratic powers in France and Austria manipulate the trag
C

topics on which he wrote authoritatively is breathtaking. Over
the course of eleven years, Marx (sometimes with Engels’s help)
managed to tackle several British elections; the onset and con-
duct of the Crimean War; revolutionary uprisings in Spain, Italy
and Greece; Britain’s imperial role in India and its fallout;
analyses of the clandestine diplomatic cunning of Louis Napo-
leon and the Russian Czar; critical examinations of the largest

economies of his time (Britain, France and others); the role of
~ China in world trade; the role of the slave trade in the conflict
between the northern and southern United States; and still other
topics. Moreover, because these articles are relatively short and

__ . ir OWNn power
were written for a wide audience, they can, unlike most of | workings of df‘mOCra'cy In (zirdel' ';10 P;iif;eotfhaellf he Safv that
Marx’s longer works, be digested today by those with only a and enrich their cronies. And, per dag S small’ part on the
modest familiarity with Marxist €CONnomics. | the prosperity of the. West c‘ijepﬁn ';creased trade in slavery—

There are certainly some who would argue that the collapse | enforced trade of opium, an tlletl o willing to engage in lethal
of nearly every significant political party professing to rule in and that Western powers were all to
Marx’s name means that hjs WIItiNg on most topics is now force to protect those trades. describe are long over, Marx’s
irrelevant. After all, everyone today accepts the tenets of free | Although t_he events the{ e a world of outsourcing,
markets and capitalism, right? What’s remarkable about such articles remain achingly relevant lrllld Chinga. wars over access
attempts to close the subject is that they were precisely the ] trade disputes between the West ai s 0 “;nake poverty his-
pillars of conventional wisdom when Marx was writing, too, | to oil and even water, and campa gs about the triumph of free
Indeed, the most consistent theme in the €ssays in this volume | tory”. For all the supposed ccl).nslensgnsensual understanding of
Is to erect some kind of barrier against the crashing wave of | trade, it is remarkable hoW ltﬁvi ci’::("s era. We are told that we
free-trade ideology that had Swept across the developed world economics has advanced Slmf:e 1 lé; lizatio;l and of course the
in the first half of the nineteenth century. Marx had been born : are living through an era of glo I?riedmar; has made the point
Into one of the great periods of economic liberalism on a global evidence is all aFound us: T}}oma? very element of his laptop.
scale (although pertodic wars in the Jate eighteenth and nine- ] acutely by tracing tl}e Orlglﬂlsdo il rsiandiﬂg of globalization
teenth centuries often caused individual nations to revert to | Yet implicit in th? First- Wor dun i:lmher forms of commerce
earlier protectionist measures). As Adam Smith’s works were i1s the notion that increasing trade anll Over and over again,
being translated and distributed abroad, free trade-ism was will benefit .all world p la);l§rs eguin{;ue-——just as it was when
sweeping across the Continent. The Anti-Corn Law League was statistical ewc.lctnce shows t ;IS o compelling case to be made
founded in Manchester in the late 1830s with the explicit aim Marx was writing. Igdeed, tberti: li g sense and inequality have
of liberalizing the trade and price of one of Britain’s most | that both poverty I an a.l Sg l11'ze‘r¢1tion According to United
important commodities; the Corn Laws were repealed in 1846, ' increased in the face of gfgf : 1nhousm;ehold consumed 20 per
perhaps the high-water mark of tree-trade ideology at the time. : Nations figures, the average r}c?h century than it did a quarter
According to its many adherents, free trade meant that tariffs cent less at tl}e end Of the twentled_t rices—a direct result of
would come down, that trade would flourish, and thus that the century earlier. Falling commodity p

" 11 lars in protectionism
secret to widespread prosperity had been unlocked. enforced free trade—and billions of dollars in p
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dent John F. Kennedy, Waldorf-Astoria Hotel, New York, April

XXV1 INTRODUCTION

trom First-World countries—an example of the limits of

Western commitment to genuine free trade—mean that farmers

27, 1961 (available at http://www.jfklibrary.org/io42761.htm).f
Milrray Kempton, “K. Marx, Reporter,” New York Review o

in Africa and Latin America must increase production every 3 Books, June 15, 1967. | l
year just to make the same amount of money-—a treadmill Marx to Engels, April 22, 1854, in Karl Marx, Ifrederzcilz] Engft ‘:;
Marx would have recognized all too well. + Collected Works (London: Lawrence & Wishart, herea
The specific issues of course change: While Marx was con- MECW), vol. XXXIX (1983), p. 439-

cerned with gunboat diplomacy which forced Indians to grow s. New York Tribune, April 7, 1853. f Political Economy,
opium, today’s Western protectionists rail against jobs being 6. Karl Marx, A Contribution to the szgf:igss 1970). b. 23,

~ outsourced to Mumbai While Marx wrote acidly of poverty in trans. S. W. Ryazanskay; (MSOSECSW% M% CV;/, vol. XL (1983),
Britain, his successors aim to make poverty history in the Third 7. Marx to Engels, December 8, 1857,
World. And yet the dynamics are very much the same. In the p. 2135- Engels, January 20, 1857, MECW, vol. XL (1983),
developed West, countries which were staunch protectionists 8. Marx to Engels,
in the nineteenth century are selective free-traders today, while o ga?a' to Marx, March 8, 1860, MECW, vol. XVII (1981),
recent elections in Venezuela (1998), Brazil (2003) and Boljvia ' 2224
(2005) demonstrated that even where free trade takes hold in o, léip?‘m?, tians. Eden and Cedar Paul (London: J. M. Dent and
less-developed nations, it will not stay long if it does not provide Sons, 1933), p. 809. | s« “Coapital”. trans. Pete
the very benefits which Marx’s nemeses confidently promised 11. Roman Rosdolsky, The Making of ]\)/Iarx y 6_(7:@%! > 8
back in the early 1800s. The secrets to uniform, universal econ- Burgess (London; Pluto Pres(sj, é?iZiZ',lsan as-Correspondeﬂt of
omic growth remain elusive even to the wisest economists and 12. Sergio Bologna, “Money an :

policymakers, and the persistence of global inequality means
that there are always hundreds of millions of humans convinced
that a better economic order must be possible. And that’s why
the concrete reports that Marx filed for daily newspapers retain

the economy; of outrage at war, poverty and brutality; and,

occasionally, of hope for revolutionary energy. We are not so
different today.

I. CitedinG. G. Van Deusen, Horace Greeley: Nineteenth-Century
Crusader (Philadelphia; University of Pennsylvania Press, 1953)
p. §5I.

2. “The President and the Press. Address Before the American
Newspaper Publishers Association,” Speech delivered by Presi-

b

the New York Daily Tribune,” in Crisi e organizzazione Qpemia
(Milan: Feltrinelli, 1974); trans. Ed Emery and John Merrington,

and reprinted at http://info.interactivist.net/article.pl?sid=o§/02/

27/19§6213.




A Note on the Text

The articles in this volume have been chosen and arranged
by theme; they are broadly representative but of course not
comprehensive. (Those wishing to see the complete articles
may consult Karl Marx, Frederick Engels, Collected Works,
published in fifty volumes since 1975 by Lawrence & Wishart
in London.) I used several criteria for the selection. One is that
these essays were, according to the best available scholarship,
written entirely by Marx himself, as opposed to having been
written by or with Engels. Secondly, I have tried to include
essays which are of clear historical interest—such as those
concerning the Indian revolt in 18 57—or essays with particular
relevance to today’s global economic and political issues—such
as those pertaining to trade in China. Finally, I have endeavored
to include essays which either reflect theses Marx developed in
his book-length works or which demonstrate his penetrating
prose style.

Some of this material has been previously collected in book
form, almost always organized around a single theme. For
example, at the very end of the nineteenth century, Marx’s
daughter, the author and translator Eleanor Marx Aveling,
edited a volume of his early Tribune essays under the title
Revolution and Counter-Revolution, or Germany in 1848:
Articles Reprinted from the “New York Tribune”, acknowledg-
ing, of course, that Engels in fact wrote much of that material.
In 1951, Lawrence & Wishart, which was affiliated with the
British Communist Party, produced Marx on China, 1853-
1860: Articles from the New York Daily Tribune. In 1971,
International Publishers issued On Colonialism, which was
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largely based on Tribune articles. Perhaps the only attempt to

look broadly at them was a 1 966 New American Library vol-

ume, The American Journalism of Marx & Engels, A Selection |
from the New York Daily Tribune, edited by Henry Christman -'-':

and with a first-rate introduction by Charles Blitzer. But while
the present volume overlaps to some degree with all of these,
this selection, and the attendant research, are my own.

To standardize the text, a few minor alterations have been
made. Due to the fact that Marx’s dispatches were delivered by
ship, there was generally a ten-to-hfteen-day gap—sometimes
longer—between a submission and it publication. For sim-
plicity’s sake, the article dates in this volume reflect those on
which the essays were first published by the Tribune (whether
in its daily, weekly or semi-weekly edition) rather than the dates
when they were written. One essay, “The North American Civil
War,” was published in Die Presse; it is included here because
it is the fullest expression of Marx’s view on the subject. All
spellings have been adapted to current American usage. Most
of the articles are reproduced in their entirety; in some cases,
Marx may have treated more than one topic in a column, and
I have reproduced only the portion relevant to the section of
this volume in which it has been placed. In still other cases,
editorial cuts have been made for clarity and brevity. An ellipsis
in square brackets indicates where I have made a cut; any other
ellipses are in the original essays.

As noted above, the editors of the Tribune were inconsistent
about how Marx’s dispatches were reproduced in the paper.
Perhaps more vexing is the question of titles. At times, the
Tribune would give Marx’s pieces titles by putting headlines
on them; at other times, the pieces would run without titles. In
subsequent collections, article titles were assigned by others.
For consistency’s sake, I have reproduced the titles used in Kar/
Marx, Frederick Engels, Collected Works. In instances where a
title was assigned by that collection’s editors, it appears here in

square brackets; where the title is that used by Tribune editors,
it appears without them.

A NOTE ON THE TEXT |}

CHINA

i
With the possible exception of human slav(f::lry, n(l)1 tgﬁ%c raiieis
' ina.
'S 1] ly as the opium trade wit '
Marx’s ire as profound e e
| he full degree to which opiu ‘
difficulttodaytograspt ) m cominited
| ety ] ineteenth century. The costin |
Chinese society in the nine s
because tens of thousands
was enormous, not only AN O e
' that made normal lite imp le,
were addicted to a drug ¢ mposSib e
] tury began, the Britis
because by the time the cen ' h coloma anc
| illing to spill substantial a .
mercantile classes were wi | | 2 amovrs o
| otic flowing from India
blood in order to keep the narc i . I
Chinese rulers attempted to ban it, to little an.rezul::l as 1l:aitfc': as n«Il 817:;
' to China consisted ot optum." .
almost half of total imports oplum. 39
| the demand and pro g
with the modern drug trade, ) e protit marg™
| | opium out of the Chin
were simply too high to keep
Hence thI:: so-called Opium Wars, the first from 183 j to 183 ﬁe,
the second breaking out toward the enq of 185 }:S, urllnft e
period when Marx was writing for the Trzbu}nfe. T e_clitaz: i; tfor
the second war was the “Arrow Incident, in whlcd 1 es¢
officials boarded a vessel suspected of smuggling and f.l:irsez e
' it} itish government use
twelve Chinese citizens. The Bri . m
pretext to attack Guangzhou and received mlhtgrly supp(?lrt f;z:}n
| flict that would last until 1860.
the French, thus setting off a con i . e e
' in this section, Marx, like
As can be seen from the articles in me
of his contemporaries, believed that Fhe pretext f.o'r l:vt:::keep
flimsy and masked the more naked desires of the Bgltlih ) keep
| ium trade alive. To provide the
its monopoly on the opium e e e
' ' 8 Marx produced a P
context for his readers, 1n 185 _ Jropart
| j ich is as thorough and as
history of the opium trade, whlc | 2
ning a); indictment of imperialism as anything else he wrote.
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Of course, Marx’s tury over the opium trade did not arise

simply out of a moral objection to drugs; he believed that the
Chinese population was as enslaved economucally as it was by
narcotics. It should be recalled that the dynamics of inter-
national trade were at the time little understood and, at least
in Marx’s London, most of those interested in the subject would
have subscribed to some variation of the theories of David
Ricardo—that is, to a belief that increasing China’s commerce
with the West would benefit both sides. Marx, examining the
figures fairly soberly, saw something different: the opium trade
was actually impeding the development of legitimate Chinese
commerce. This was not solely because the drug impoverished
its addicts, but because jt corrupted customs officials, created
inefficiencies by making both smuggling and law enforcement
necessary, and-—most importantly—drained the nation of
much-needed cash. This created an incentive for the Chinese to
minimize non-opium imports and maximize exports to the
West. That trade imbalance, in turn, distorted Western markets
and made them more vulnerable to commercial crises; by 1859,
as Marx discusses in “Trade with China,” British officials
who’d hoped that the opening of Chinese markets would enrich
the home market found themselves wondering if they had been
the ones smoking opium. The Chinese were rapidly expanding
exports, while resisting imports—a Chinese phenomenon about
which Western governments complain to this day. In the twen-
tieth century, economists and sociologists influenced by Marx
would develop elaborate theories of “underdevelopment” and
“dependency theory” to explain the recurring phenomenon of
poverty in Africa, Latin America and parts of Asia even in the
wake of technological advance and foreign investment. The

kernel of that later theory can be found in Marx’s €ssays on
China.

NOTE

I.  Michael Greenberg, British Trade and the Opening of China
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1951), p. 127.

REVOLUTION IN CHINA AND IN EUROPE

Revolution in China and in Europe
Published June 14, 1853

A most profound yet fantastic speculaFor on thi:) n[?cr;glc;i'l:zsl
hich govern the movements of Humanity, was w Lo exto.
o gf the ruling secrets of nature, what he called the la
he co 0tact of extremes.! The homely proverb 1Ehat extre;lnes
e an as, in his view, a grand and potent truth in every SP[' etiiz
ot life: an iom with which the philosopher could as ht
(c)l'fsg:l;seazs iie astronomer with the laws of Kepler or the great
1
dlscoge?eﬁiliiﬁ?nr;ct of extremes” be such a universal_ prlll;l-
\;V e:: not, a striking illustration of 'it may be seen in torelt
le? f:t Othe C,hinese revolution® seems likely to exerc1dse ufer
fhee civilized world. It may seem a very _stranfgi,h ear; eoaple 0};
paradoxical assertion that the next uprlsu;)gl‘ 0&.ln he peop'e O
" Furope, and their next movement for repu 1«1:.0[%1[)ly o anc
economy of government,lma_y ld;fne;iciemiii g e oosite o
Furon Pasini :)r:lt;lrfy(i)'etlletrlzolitical c;use that now exists,—
Elglipee;e_nttl?an on the menaces of Russia anq tbe consegggit
ililkelihood of a general European war. But )fzt it Iis riﬁepifrcumz
as all may understand by attentively considering
the case. . _
Sta\gl;}f:tzier be the social causes, and Whatev;rtr;l;iogi; ﬁ;ﬁt
astic, or national shape they may a‘.ssm:nezjfl ! ia have droush
about the chronic rebellions subsmtmg-m lformidablé © ten
years past, and now gathered together in one bl Leen
lution, the occasion of this outbreak has unqghina o
e o afore the Brith arms the authoriy of
| called opium. Befo 1 hor
iﬁi izichu dynf:sty fell to pieces; the superistl{ltlc;;;sr lié;l:il l;: ;Il:g
eternity of the Celestial Empire .b-roke domlr(ril, the o and
hermetic isolation from the c1v1hz;3d wor washiCh 5 ,S ane
an opening was made for that intercourse W ch s since
proceeded so rapidly under the golden-attractl'()ns.f e
and Australia. At the same time the silver coin o




5

| N EUROPE
4 T - TION IN CHINA AND I
DISPATCHES FOR THE NEW YORK TRIBUNE | REVOLUTIO

f 1840, the great unproductive consumption of opium, tll:le_
i f, the precious metals by this trade, the destructive ’
draif 9 f foreign competition on native manufactures, the
g lf) d condition of the public administration, produced
demo? 122- the old taxation became more burdensome :and
N e, ;md new taxation was added to the old. Thus El 3
gii:?igf’ the Emperor, dated Peking, Jan. s, f]: ? }51 g,,s;v;thelll.n

' | nd governors o

Order"s g;V(e)Ifl\;(?u-::};fa;;cz;%y;éng-\%ang to remit and defer the
E:)):rl:;fli of taxes, and especially not in any caie tg exactf}llgx"z
than the regular amount; for othem}SS,,’ s‘:azs :1 :huzcge:;haps,”
will the poor people be ablf’: to bear it: ‘And th d’ perhaps,

inues the Emperor, “will my people, in a period of gene

;31(;1;;151'111‘-;13 and diirzsi beh exemptiﬂeﬁ;frg the evils of being

WOTrTIE the tax-ga ;
pugfllcl:idlaa;l;uage as this): and suclil Concessions we .renilgmgber to
have heard from Austria, the Chm‘a of Germany, mh ﬁ‘L a.nces
All these dissolving agenci::ls aclt_lr}g Eog;;llifl ;n ;f cz: e rei

the morals, the industry, and political s o R

ceived their full development uqder the English canno > forceci

which broke down the authority of Fhe Emperor, a ! force:
ial Empire into contact wﬁh_the terrestrial world.

?Sm(;)iiitisolatioi was the prime FOHdlthI‘l of the’ plressl;;a;l(l;;

of Old China. That isolation having come to a violen < by

the medium of England, dissolution must follow as lslursee)afled

that of any mummy carefully pr.eserved in a heFILlet}llcaoyen <

cotfin, whenever it is brought into contact w1lt the ¢ prhina
': Now, England having brought about t.he_rev_o ution ot ¢ Engi
the question is how that revolution, will in time reac on fng:
' land, and through England on Europe. This questio

b

difficult of solution.
The attention of our readers has often been called to the

unparalleled growth of British 1:nanufactures 51:11%; ISlfcs(; 1;:‘)1‘1111;1:
the most surprising prosperity, it has not b.een ‘ 1d Cl::rial pomn
out the clear symptoms of an approaf:hmg in 11]13  criss-
Notwithstanding California and Australia, notwithstanding

' i r with-
immense and unprecedented emigration, there must e:st wath-
out any particular accident, in due time arrive a mom

1ts lifeblood, began to be drained away to the British East Indies.

Up to 1830, the balance of trade being continually in favor
of the Chinese, there existed an uninterrupted importation of
silver from India, Britain and the United States into China. |
Since 1833, and especially since 1840, the export of silver from |
China to India has become almost exhausting for the Celestial §
Empire. Hence the strong decrees of the Emperor against the 1
opium trade, responded to by still stronger resistance to his
measures. Besides this immediate economical consequence, the ]
bribery connected with opium smuggling has entirely demoral-
ized the Chinese State officers in the Southern provinces. Just
as the Emperor was wont to be considered the father of all |
China, so his officers were looked upon as sustaining the |
paternal relation to their respective districts. But this patriarchal -j
authority, the only moral link embracing the vast machinery of |
the State, has gradually been corroded by the corruption of
those officers, who have made great gamns by conniving at
opium smuggling. This has occurred principally in the same |
southern provinces where the rebelljon commenced. It is almost
needless to observe that, in the Same measure in which opium |
has obtained the sovereignty over the Chinese, the Emperor §
and his staff of pedantic mandarins have become dispossessed -'
of their own sovereignty. It would seem as though history had
first to make this whole people drunk before it could rouse |
them out of their hereditary stupidity.

Though scarcely existing in former times, the import of Eng-
lish cottons, and to a small extent of English woollens, has
rapidly risen since 183 3, the epoch when the monopoly of trade
with China was transferred from the Fast India Company to
private commerce, and on a much greater scale since 1840, the
epoch when other nations, and especially our own, also ob-
tained a share in the Chinese trade. This introduction of foreign 1
manufactures has had a simjlar effect on the native industry to |
that which it tormerly had on Asia Minor, Persia and India. In
China the spinners and weavers have suffered greatly under this
toreign competition, and the community has become unsettled
In proportion.

The tribute to be paid to England after the unfortunate war
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the value of the annual exports

£600,000; in 18 36, it reached
it had risen to £2,394,827:

£3,000,000. The quantity of tea import

exceed, in 1793, 16,167,337 |

9,714,657 lbs.; in 1846, to 57,

60,000,000 lbs.

above the preceding vear. This

tWO circumstances. Op one hand, the
close of 1851 was much depressed, 2

the sum of £1,326,388: in 1845,

b

€xcess 1s to be accounted for by |

S expected to take place. Now
tfrom the United Kingdom to |

, It amounted to about |
ed from China did not 4
bs.; but in 1845, it amounted to ;

584,561 lbs.; it is now above |
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Chinese authorities for the payment of these dues, on f::lp% ;:i
Fast India Company’s bills, or other approved securities. .
- ' the precious metals is one of the most unfavorable
o then viewed in reference to the immediate future‘ of
e, as this abstraction occurs precisely at that period
Commfl:;e; use is most needed, to enable the tea and s-ilk buyers
:Zhge; into the interior and effect their purchases, fzr Whl(;}; :el::fz
portion of bullion is paid in advance,‘to enf:bclle tfetlfzo cers 19
carry on their operations ... At this period o SyWhereaS
usual to begin making arrangements for the new tei I,l ereas
at present nothing is talked of but.the means of:j proteI(; 1t hge I;n reon
NN transaaiinsl ze::sg iralt;pSrETI;nci 'l\‘/lay, the early
are not applied to secure the le At y, he carly
ich includes all the finer descriptions, both o '
;:2: Z};:l;:lll be as much lost as unreaped wheat at Christmas.

Now the means for securing the tea leaves, V;;lll Cerfjal:)lrll);
. : French squadr
. English, American or .
not be given by the ’ asily, by their
~ ' | seas, but these may easily,

stationed in the Chinese > U ns-
interference, produce such complications, as to cut c:iff aill trs::ea
’ . X " the =

. -producing interior an ‘_
actions between the tea-p ise in the
exporting sea ports. Thus, for the present lcrolfi, a rise i

. . lation has already comm
rices must be CXPeCted spect 1t 1 od
?n London-—and for the crop to come a lal;lge cllleﬁathlihaesygr?lay

. . Chinese, ready thoug
as certain. Nor is this all. The _ lsion. to
' ' f revolutionary convulsion,
be, as are all people in periods o . have on
sefI off to the foreigner all the bull()(’i COIgm(.)dltﬁZSatS;:ehension
. . tO do 1n

hand, will, as the Orientals are use | 1 return for
of gréat changes, set to hoarding, not taking nzlul;:h mclz) dingly
their tea and silk, except hard money. Englan hgsfaarticles of
to expect a rise in the price of one of her chie ton of an

. n
Consumption, a drain of bullion, and a great cont:lac:t]i:(ir 1o
Important market for her cotton and woolel_] BODTS. cing the
Economist, that optimist conjuror of all t'hmg-s mena ellegd o
tranquil minds of the mercantile community, is cornlp with
use language like this: “We must not flatter ourselves o
finding as extensive a market for our €Xports to Chhmlad [;I;f.fer
Is more probable that our export trade to China shou ’
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and that there should be a diminished demand for the
of Manchester and Glasgow.”

It must not be forgotten that the rise in the price of so |
indispensable an article as tea, and the contraction of so impor- |
tant a market as China, will coincide with a deficient harvest |
in Western Europe, and, therefore, with rising prices of meat,
corn, and all other agricultural produce. Hence contracted |
markets for manufactures, because every rise in the prices of |
the first necessaries of life is counterbalanced, at home and |
abroad, by a corresponding deduction in the demand for manu-

factures. From every part of Great Britain complaints have -
been received on the backward state of most of the crops. The

Economist says on this subject:

In the South of England not only will there be left much land
unsown, until too late for a crop of any sort, but much of the
sown land will prove to be foul, or otherwise in a bad state for
corn-growing. On the wet or poor soils destined for wheat, signs
that mischief is going on are apparent. The time for planting
mangel-wurzel* may now be said to have passed away, and very
little has been planted, while the time for preparing land for the
turnip 1s rapidly going by, without any adequate preparation for
this important crop having been accomplished . . . Oat-sowing

has been much interfered with by the snow and rain. Few oats
were sown early, and late sown oats seldom produce a large crop

.« . In many districts losses among the breeding flocks have been
considerable.

The price of other farm-produce than corn is from 20 to 30,
and even 50 per cent. higher than last year. On the Continent,

corn has risen comparatively more than in England. Rye has
risen in Belgium and Holland full 100 per cent. Wheat and

other grains are following suit.

Under these circumstances, as the greater part of the regular
commercial circle has already been run through by British trade,
it may safely be augured that the Chinese revolution will throw
the spark into the overloaded mine of the present industrial
system and cause the explosion of the long-prepared general

produce ;

9
IN CHINA AND IN EUROPE

. ed b
. is. which, spreading abroad, will b;: closell(}if ézu:v:urioui
Crisis, . ' t wou
. the Continent.
political rev}?lutu}n%ﬁ;la sending disorder into the Western
racle, that o : h and
;%f)ild v;hile the Western powers, by En%hsh, tFrgﬁfmgh ai
. e B o 5
. are conveying —oracr
rican war-steamers, order-
Ameking and the mouths of the Great Canal. Do thc;;%e ool
Nanieihib owers. which would attempt to support the ¥
mongering p ’ he hatred against foreigners
iﬂg Manchu dynaSty, fOI‘gEt thE:at { ) = ce the mere reSlllt Of
- ’ the mpire, on .
their exclusion from . : have
Eénh%na’s geographical and ethnographical Sltufat;,onéountry
become a political system only since the conquest 0 tde b that
be the race of the Manchu Tartars? There can be no Ol;ho .
t}}lze rurbulent dissensions among the ]iluc;.'opeﬁn ?}f;(;zsthe tr; de
: 0
th century, rivaled eac |
the later end of the 17 . lusive policy adopted
. : ighty aid to the exclusive p
Wlth Chma, lent a mig : d ne b the fear Of
ore than this was do y th
by the Manchus. But m . | ontent
tge new dynasty, lest the foreigners might favqr the :jhsfin o
existing among a large proportion of t}?e' Chlrtlfset' 1; ; f e
bouts of their subjectio
first half century or thereaboi ' o
Tartars. From these considerations, foreigners were the:xgept
hibited from all communication Wit h the Chmei)sel’(in and
through Canton, a town at a great dlstanc-:e from _et rc%) e
the tea-districts, and their commerce restricted to mrzent ox-
with the Hong merchants, licensed by the GOV}TH:_- N
pressly for the foreign trade, in order to keep t eerS o any
subjects from all connection with the odious Stéanirnr;:lents at
. t of the Western GOV
case an interference on the par . olent
this time can only serve to render the revolution more violent,
' de.
and protract the stagnation of tra | .
Atp the same time it is to be observed with regarddtof I?c}uli
that the British Government of that country depi?leSCl'?inese
one seventh of its revenue on the sale of opm? . demand fo;
while a considerable proportion of thed h]{':j‘lnof that opium
" ctl
British manufactures depends on the produ likely to renounce
] ' Chinese, it is true, are no more lkely
In India. The Chinese, forswear tobacco.
the use of opium than are the Germagst tobe favorable to the
- 0
But as the new Emperor is understoo

culture of the poppy and the preparation of opium In China
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*- revealed to the

itself, it is evident that a death-blow is very likely to be struck | with the Russian dream of conquest once more
at once at the business of oprum-raising in India, the Indian & world.
revenue, and the commercial resources of Hindostan. Though {
this blow would not immediately be felt by the interests con-
cerned, it would operate effectually in due time, and would
come 1n to intensify and prolong the universal financial crisis i
whose horoscope we have cast above.

since the commencement of the eighteenth century there has
been no serious revolution in Europe which had not been pre- @ 1
ceded by a commercial and financjal crisis. This applies no less S bring a variety of documents conce

. - f
: _ | . d the warlike operations 0
to the revolution of 1789 than to that of 1848. It is true, not - the Chinese authorities at Canton, an eful study of the
' Admiral Seymour.® The result which a car .

iti inese auth-
official correspondence between the British ::;l.m:lt lgll'llll(n e
| d Canton must, we :
| at Hong-Kong ana | 3 _ oo
Omllfsevery impartial mind, is that the British arehm thzrm1 agS
Elp(she whole proceeding. The alleged cause (?f the %Ee Brijcish
;Tated by the latter, is that instead (zlf gplfeal;ng ;(; the price
| ' fficers had violently r -
nsul, certain Chinese o vio. o o
gﬁines; criminals from a lorcha® lying Qan;on n;‘lits ;n S
hauled down the British flag which was ﬂymgd r((_)i  its mast.
But, as says The London Times, “there are, indeed, I aers I
d}; ’ute such as whether the lorcha was ca.rrym'g Blrlltlste S tha;
ailcll) whether the Consul was entirely justified in the step

“ mber
heﬁz doubt thus admitted is conﬁrmed ghexlll lvivlfséet;nsehoum
that the provision of the treaty, which tl}e. honl:i s e
be applied to this lorcha, relates to Britis st i 5 o ius,t whi'e
the lorcha, as it abundantly appears, was r;lo n any S Senee
British. But in order that our readers may hav

' 1S 1 | official
before them, we proceed to give what is important n the
p

[The Anglo-Chinese Conflict]
Published January 23, 1857

‘ ' esterday morning
' ica which reached us 'y St |
e mails of the Amer rning the British quarrel with

conflict between the ruling powers and their subjects, between |
the State and society, between the various classes; but also the
conflict of the existing powers among each other gradually |
reaching that hight where the sword must be drawn, and the |
ultima ratio of princes be recurred to. In the European capitals,
every day brings dispatches big with universal war, vanishing
under the dispatches of the following day, bearing the assurance
of peace for a week or so. We may be sure, nevertheless, that
to whatever hight the conflict between the European powers
may rise, however threatening the aspect of the diplomatic
horizon may appear, whatever movements may be attempted
by some enthusiastic fraction in this or that country, the rage
of princes and the fury of the people are alike enervated by the
breath of prosperity. Neither wars nor revolutions are likely to
put Europe by the ears, unless in consequence of a general
commercial and industria] crisis, the signal of which has, as

usual, to be given by England, the representative of European

industry in the market of the world. dated Oct. 21,

It is unnecessary to dwell on the political consequences such
a crisis must produce in these times, with the unprecedented
extension of factories in England, with the utter dissolution of
her official parties, with the whole State machinery of France
transformed into one immense swindling and stock-jobbing
concern, with Austria on the eve of bankruptcy, with wrongs
everywhere accumulated to be revenged by the people, with the
conflicting interests of the reactionary powers themselves, and

i Ication
correspondence. First, we l}ave a commuréca o e
from Mr. Parkes, the British Consul at Canton,

General Yeh, as follows:

On the morning of the 8th inst. the British lorciha i;rsog:;a\:iei
lying among the shipping anchore-d before the ztyéritiSh Sy
without any previous reference being made to the british Conev
by a large force of Chinese officers and soldiers in ,
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in the face of the remonstrance of the master, an Englishman,
seized bound and carried away twelve Chinese out of her crew
of fourteen, and hauled down her colors. I reported all the par-
ticulars of this public insult to the British flag, and grave violation
of the ninth article of the Supplementary Treaty, to your Excel-
lency the same day, and appealed to you to afford satisfaction
for the insult, and cause the provision of the treaty to be in this
case faithfully observed. Buyt your Excellency, with a strange
disregard both to justice and treaty engagement, has offered no
reparation or apology for the injury, and, by retaining the men
you have seized in your custody, signify your approval of this
violation of the treaty, and leave her Majesty’s Government with-
out assurance that a similar event shall not again occur.

It seems that the Chinese on board the lorcha were seized by §
the Chinese officers, because the latter had been informed that
some of the crew had participated in a piracy committed against
a Chinese merchantman. The British Consul accuses the .;
Chinese Governor-General of se1zing the crew, of hauling down |
the British flag, of declining to offer any apology, and of retain- |
ing the men seized in his custody. The Chinese Governor, in |

a letter addressed to Admijral seymour, affirms that, having

ascertained that nine of the captives were innocent, he directed, |
on Oct. 10, an officer to put them on board of theijr vessel ;
again, but that Consul Parkes refused to receive them. As to _-
the lorcha itself, he states that when the Chinese on board were

seized, she was supposed to be a Chinese vessel, and rightly so,
because she was built by a Chinese, and belonged to a Chinese,
who had traudulently obtained possession of a British ensign,
by entering his vessel on the colonial British register—3 method,
it seems, habitual with Chinese smugglers. As to the question
of the insult to the flag, the Governor remarks-

It has been the invariab]e rule with lorchas of your Excellency’s
nation, to haul down the tlag when they drop anchor, and to
hoist it again when they get under way. When the lorcha was
boarded, in order that the prisoners might be seized, it has been
satisfactorily proved that no flag was flying. How then could a

g ] ] patCh
, . . . . ' e lnsu

offered to the flag.

[ r

- -
HO brea . . |

The Governor thus replies:

Farly in the morning of Oct. 22, I wrote to Consul Palrke;jezl:lz
he same time forwarded to him twelve men, name y,d cong
Vlinstai d Leong Kee-foo, convicted on the inquiry I ha -mstl
ﬁ?j taalnilnthe witness, Woo Ayu, togetber with n'ine [ﬁ'ev:zzfiz
tende’red. But Consul Parkes would neither receive the

prisoners nor my letter.

f hi
Parkes might, therefore, have now got back the whole ot his

olo
twelve men, together with what was most probalbriyt?lz aeseniﬁg
contained in a letter which he did not opzlenin e
of the same day, Governor Yeh again ma Z agd o e 1o
prisoners tendered by him were not received, e
ceived no answer to his letter. No notice was ta

ral of
but on the 24th fire was opened on the forts,Iavcf:lliiatse;:l 1_—?1 0
them were taken; and it was not l{nnl Nov.hensible conduct
Seymour explained the apparently incompre r. The men, he
of Consul Parkes in a message to the G?y ertl:’l Ouk)licly restored
says, has been restored to the Con sul, bull: nobpen made for the
to their vessel, nor had the required apology his quibble then,
violation of the Consular jurisdiction. EO ' lstl?ree cor:victed
of not restoring in state a set of men num eli %ngthe Governor of
criminals, the whole case is reduced. To t 1?1 d been actually
Canton answers, first, that the twelve menh ?:1 ot been “any
handed over to the Consul, and tha;c, there ha ntill e
retusal to return them to their vess_el. What was s R
with this British Consul, the Chinese (._*,oxéerﬂo;(s) toyan apol-
after the city had been bombarded for 51133 b::l)’si.wn A
ogy, Governor Yeh insists that none could be given,
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had been committed. We quote his words: “No toreign flag was |
seen by my executive at the time of the capture, and as, in {
addition to this, it was ascertained on examination of the pris- |
oners by the officer deputed to conduct it, that the lorcha was |

In no respect a foreign vessel, I maintain that there was no
mistake committed.”

Indeed, the force of this Chinaman’s dialectics disposes so
etfectually of the whole question—and there is no other appar-
ent .case—that Admiral Seymour at last has no resource left
him but a declaration like the following: “I must positively
decline any further argument on the merits of the case of the
lorcha Arrow. 1am perfectly satisfied of the facts as represented
to your Excellency by Mr Consul Parkes.”

But after having taken the forts, breached the walls of the
city, and bombarded Canton for six days, the Admiral suddenly
discovers quite a new object for his measures, as we find him
writing to the Chinese Governor on Oct. 30: “It1s now for your
Excellency, by immediate consultation with me, to terminate a
condition of things of which the present evil is not slight, but
which, if not amended, can scarcely fail to be productive of the
most serious calamities.”

The Chinese Governor answers, that according to the Con-

vention of 1849, he had no right to ask for such a consultation.
He further says:

In reference to the admission into the city, I must observe that,
in April, 1849, his Excellency the Plenipotentiary Bonham issued
a public notice at the factories here, to the effect that he thereby
prohibited foreigners from entering the city. The notice was
inserted in the newspapers of the time, and will, I presume, have
been read by your Excellency. Add to this that the exclusion of
foreigners from the city is by the unanimous vote of the whole
population of Kwang-Tung. It may be supposed how little to
their liking has been this storming of the forts and this destruction
of their dwellings; and, apprehensive as I am of the evil that
may hence befall the officials and citizens of your Excellency’s
nation, I can suggest nothing better than a continued adherence
to the policy of the Plenipotentiary Bonham, as to the correct

[
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pursued. As to the consultation proposed by your

course 10 ¢ some days ago, deputed Tseang,
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o. 1 am compelled therefore to reg ”
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had been committed. We quote his words: “No toreign flag was |
seen by my executive at the time of the capture, and as, in 1
addition to this, it was ascertained on examination of the pris- |
oners by the officer deputed to conduct it, that the lorcha was |
IN no respect a foreign vessel, I maintain that there was no
mistake committed.” |

Indeed, the force of this Chinaman’s dialectics disposes so {

etfectually of the whole question—and there is no other appar- |
“ent case—that Admiral seymour at last has no resource left
him but a declaration like the following: “I must positively
decline any further argument on the merits of the case of the
lorcha Arrow. I am perfectly satisfied of the facts as represented
to your Excellency by Mr Consul Parkes.”

But after having taken the forts, breached the walls of the
city, and bombarded Canton for six days, the Admiral suddenly
discovers quite a new object for his measures, as we find him
writing to the Chinese Governor on Oct. 30: “It is now for your
Excellency, by immediate consultation with me, to terminate 2
condition of things of which the present evil is not slight, but
which, if not amended, can scarcely fail to be productive of the
most sertous calamities,”

The Chinese Governor answers, that according to the Con-

vention of 1849, he had no right to ask for such a consultation.
He further says:

In reference to the admission into the city, I must observe that,
in April, 1849, his Excellency the Plenipotentiary Bonham issued
a public notice at the factories here, to the effect that he thereby
prohibited foreigners from entering the city. The notice was
inserted in the newspapers of the time, and will, I presume, have
been read by your Excellency. Add to this that the exclusion of
foreigners from the city is by the unanimous vote of the whole
population of Kwang-Tung. It may be supposed how little to
their liking has been this storming of the forts and this destruction
of their dwellings; and, apprehensive as I am of the evil that
may hence befall the officials and citizens of your Excellency’s
nation, I can suggest nothing better than a continued adherence
to the policy of the Plenipotentiary Bonham, as to the correct
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i riginally intruders.
. . . : : whose shores we were O
Impatient of argument, the British Admiral hereupon forces { anoffending men, OIL . sue of this Canton bombardment, the
his way into the City of Canton to the residence of the Gov- | Whatever may bfi ¢ Za base one—a reckless and wanton waste
ernor, at the same time destroying the Imperial fleet in the river. deed itself is a bad an

. iquette and a mistaken

o . L . . : hrine of a false etique
Thus there are two distinct acts in this diplomatic and military ! of human life at the s
drama—the first introducing the bombardment of Canton on |

the pretext of a breach of the Treaty of 1842 committed by the

- ivilized nations of the
' T : tion whether the civi
Chinese Governor, and the second, continuing that bombard- It is, perhaps, a ques

' ' ful country,

: ! de of invading a peace

ment on an enlarged scale, on the pretext that the Governor world will approve this mo
clung stubbornly to the Convention of 1849. First Canton is

policy-

. infringe-
ithout previous declaration of ;Naf& f.or in ail;gecllf the ﬁgrst
W : ' : tic etigqu .

. 7 | ode of diploma _
bombarded for breaking a treaty, and next it is bombarded for ment of the fa'HCIfU-lt eC of its infamous pretext, was patiently
observing a treaty. Besides, it is not even pretended that redress | Chinese war, in Sil r powers, because it held out the prospect
was not given in the first instance, but only that redress was not | looked upon by other p h Ch’ina s not this second war likely
given in the orthodox manner. | of opening the trade W;t - iné efinite period? Its first result

The view of the case put forth by The London Times would § to obstruct that tracit; oi? (r: anton from the tea-growing districts,
do no discredit even to General William Walker of Nicaragua. ] must be the cutting o art. in the hands of the imperialists—a
“By this outbreak of hostilities,” says that journal, as yet, for the most part,

e Russian
cumstance which cannot profit anybody but th
C

.. : IS.
existing treaties are annulled, and we are left free to change overland tea trade

our relations with the Chinese Empire as we please. The recent
proceedings at Canton warn us that we ought to enforce that
right of free entrance into the country and into the ports open to
us, which was stipulated for in the Treaty of 1842. We must not
again be told that our representatives must be excluded from
the presence of the Chinese Governor-General, because we bave

watved the performance of the article which enabled foreigners
to penetrate beyond the precincts of our factories.

(Russian Trade with Chinal
Published April 7, 1857

- i which
In the matter of trade and intercourse “}Tth Clilrllrcll?rtgien the
Lord Palmerston and Louis Nap oleon a‘;(celently felt of the
extension by force, no little jealousy 15 €v uite possible that
position occupied by Russia. Indeed, it 15 q of military force
without any expenditure of money or exertl(:)r:lsecwence of the
Russia may gain more in t.h  end, as ahC r of the belligerent
pending quarrel with the Chinese, than eithe
I . : : r
aEliilci:lslrelatit::mw, of Russia to the Chinese Empflre are tﬂzoie;t}::zr
peculiar. While the English and ourselVeSt:" Cl'irttlllzt more than
of the pending hostilities the French are ‘u}’: China—are not
amateurs, as they really have. no trade witt O en with
allowed the privilege of a direct Commumci advantage of
the Viceroy of Canton, the Russians enjoy the

In other words, “we” have commenced hostilities
break an existing treaty and to enforce a

have waived by an express convention! We are happy to say,
however, that another prominent organ of British opinion

expresses itself in a more humane and becoming tone. ‘It 1s,”’
says The Daily News,

in order to
claim which “we”

a monstrous fact, that in order to avenge the irritated pride of a
British official, and punish the tolly of an Asiatic governor, we
prostitute our strength to the wicked work of carrying fire and
sword, and desolation and death, into the peaceful homes of
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maintaining an Embassy at Pekin. It is said, indeed, that this

advantage is purchased only by submitting to allow Russia to |
be reckoned at the Celestia] Court as one of the tributary |

dependencies of the Chinese Empire. Nevertheless it enableg !
Russian diplomacy, as in Europe, to establish an influence for |

itself in China which is by no means limited to purely diplomatic
operations.

Being excluded from the maritime trade with China, the |
Russians are free from any interest or involvement in past or §
pending disputes on that subject; and they also escape that }
antipathy with which from time immemorial the Chinese have s
regarded all foreigners approaching their country by sea, con- |

tounding them, and not entirely without reason, with the pirati-

cal adventurers by whom the Chinese coasts seem ever to have j

been infested. But as an indemnity for this exclusion from the

maritime trade, the Russians enjoy an inland and overland

trade peculiar to themselves, and in which it seems impossible
for them to have any rival. This traffic, regulated by a treaty
made in 1768, during the reign of Catherine II, has for jts
principal, if not indeed its sole seat of operations, Kiakhta,
situated on the frontiers of southern Siberia and of Chinese
Tartary, on a tributary of the Lake Baikal, and about a hundred
miles south of the City of Irkootsk. This trade, conducted at a
sort of annual fair, is managed by twelve factors, of whom SiX
are Russians and six Chinese, who meet at Kiakhta, and fix
the rates—since the trade is entirely by barter—at which the
merchandise supplied by either party shall be exchanged. The
principal articles of trade are, on the part of the Chinese, tea,
and on the part of the Russians cotton and woolen cloths.
This trade, of late years, seems to have attained a considerable
increase. The quantity of tea sold to the Russians at Kiakhta

did not, ten or twelve years ago, exceed an average of forty
thousand chests; but in 8 52 1t amounted to a hundred and

seventy-five thousand chests, of which the larger part was of
that superior quality well known to continental consumers as
caravan tea, in contradistinction from the inferior article
imported by sea. The other articles sold by the Chinese were
some small quantities of Sugar, cotton, raw silk and silk goods,
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maintaining an Embassy at Pekin. It is said, indeed, that thig
advantage is purchased only by submitting to allow Russia to |

y :l
es
Russian diplomacy, as in Europe, to establish an influence for !
itself in China which js by no means limited to purely diplomatic }

be reckoned at the Celestial Court as one of the tributar
dependencies of the Chinese Empire. Nevertheless it enab]

operations.,

Being excluded from the maritime trade with China, the 3

~ Russians are free from any interest or involvement

maritime trade, the Russians enjoy an inland and overland
trade peculiar to themselves, and in which it seems impossible |

for them to have any rival. This traffic, regulated by a trea

made in 1768, during the reign of Catherine II, has for jts
principal, if not indeed its sole seat of operations, Kiakhta, }

are Russians and sjx Chinese, who meet at Kiakhta, and fix
the rates—since the trade is entirely by barter—at which the
merchandise supplied by either party shall be exchanged. The
principal articles of trade are, on the part of the Chinese, tea,
and on the part of the Russians cotton and woolen cloths.
This trade, of late years, seems to have attained g considerable
increase. The quantity of tea sold to the Russians at Kiakhta
did not, ten or twelve years ago, exceed
thousand chests; but in 18 52 it amounted to a hundred and
seventy-five thousand chests, of which the larger part was of
that superior quality well known to continental consumers as
caravan tea, in contradistinction from the inferior article
imported by sea. The other articles sold by the Chinese were
some small quantities of Sugar, cotton, raw silk and sjlk goods,
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means impossible; while this Chinese traffic opens an outlet for

Russian manutactures, such as they cannot elsewhere attain.

We may observe, however, that the efforts of Russia are by
no means limited to the development of this inland trade. It is |
several years since she took possession of the banks of the River |
Amour, the native country of the present ruling race in China.”
Her etforts in this direction received some check and interrup- |
tion during the late war,’ but will doubtless be revived and |
pushed with energy. She has possession of the Kurile Islands and
the neighboring coasts of Kamtchatka. Already she maintains a |
fleet in those seas, and will doubtless improve any opportunity |

that may offer to obtain a participation in the maritime trade |

with China. This, however, is of little consequence to her com-

pared with the extension of that overland trade of which she
possesses the monopoly.

[English Atrocities in Chinal
Published April 10, 1857

A tew years since, when the frightful system of torture in India
was exposed in Parliament Sir James Hogg, one of the Directors
of the Most Honorable East India Company, boldly asserted
that the statements made were unfounded. Subsequent investi-
gation, however, proved them to be based upon facts which
should have been well known to the Directors, and Sir James
had left him to admit either “willful ignorance” or “criminal
knowledge” of the horrible charge laid at the Company’s doors.
Lord Palmerston, the present Premier of England, and the Earl
of Clarendon, the Minister of Foreign Affairs, seem just now
to be placed in a similar unenviable position. At the late Lord
Mayor’s banquet, the Premier, said, in his speech, while at-
tempting to justify the atrocities committed upon the Chinese:

If the Government had, in this case, approved of unjustifiable
proceedings, they had undoubtedly followed a course which
deserved to incur the censure of Parliament and of the country.,

large may be deceived

.0 himself certainly d e, Of
fi}:)fs h]rll?ias betrayed a willful ignorance almost as unjustifiable

We were persuaded, however, on the contrary, tha: t}:)s; pl::;-l
ceedings were necessary and vital. We felt thata 1grea w o gmen
been inflicted on our countryl.)WE f;lt lT;:hat c:;; ie:ezvi-:c;usege eer
‘1 a distant part of the globe ha ‘been ies o
j es and atrocities which could not be passed ©
Eiszlltesr;czu[téigeers]. We felt that the treaty rights gf l;c}:;s c;;:::;
had been broken, and that those locally charged wit e detense
erests in that quarter of the world were not only ) -
fied, but obliged to resent those outrages, so far ash the io;;flzru;d
their hands would enable them to do so. We felt that w

' iti f the country had
. o the trust which the citizens 0 ‘ .
B e approved of the proceedings which

d which we, if placed in the same
deemed it our duty to have pursued

of our int

reposed in us if we had not

we thought to be right, an
circumstances, should have

[Cheers].

| d the world at
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1St1 eora
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being old offenders against the laws, the authorities had long |
been trying to arrest. While lying at anchor in front of Canton— |
with sails furled, and no flag whatever displayed—the police !
became aware of the presence on board of these offenders, and
arrested them—oprecisely such an act as would have taken place |
here, had the police along our wharves known that river-thieves |
and smugglers were secreted in a native or foreign vessel near
by. But, as this arrest interfered with the business of the owners, |
the captain went to the English Consul® and complained. The |

Consul, a young man recently appointed, and, as we are in-

formed, a person of a quick and irritable disposition, rushes on
board in propria persona, gets into an excited parley with
the police, who have only discharged their simple duty, and

consequently fails in obtaining satisfaction. Thence he rushes

back to the Consulate, writes an imperative demand for resti- 1
tution and apology to the Governor-General of the Quangtung

Province, and a note to Sir John Bowring and Admiral Seymour
at Hong-Kong, representing that he and his country’s flag have
been insulted beyond endurance, and intimating in pretty broad
terms that now is the time for a demonstration against Canton,
such as had long been waited for.

Gov. Yeh politely and calmly responds to the arrogant de-
mands of the excited young British Consul. He states the reason
of the arrest, and regrets that there should have been any mis-
understanding in the matter; at the same time he unqualifiedly

‘denies the slightest intention of insulting the English flag, and
sends back the men, whom, although lawfully arrested, he
desired not to detain at the expense of so serious a misunder-
standing. But this is not satisfactory to Mr. Consul Parkes—he
must have an official apology, and a more formal restitution,
or Gov. Yeh must abide the consequences. Next arrives Admiral
Seymour with the British fleet, and then commences another
correspondence, dogmatic and threatening, on the side of the
Admiral; cool, unimpassioned, polite, on the side of the Chinese
official. Admiral Seymour demands a personal interview within
the walls of Canton. Gov. Yeh says this is contrary to all
precedent, and that Sir George Bonham had agreed that it
should not be required. He would readily consent to an inter-
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home, who look no farther than the grocer’s where they buy|
their tea, are prepared to swallow all the misrepresentations 1
which the Ministry and the Press choose to thrust down the ]
public throat.

Meanwhile, in China, the smothered fires of hatred kindled |
against the English during the opium war have burst into a |
flame of animosity, which no tenders of peace and friendship 1
will be very likely to quench [. . .] '7

History of the Opium Trade [I ]
Published September 20, 1858

The news of the new treaty wrung from China by the allied
Plenipotentiaries'® has, it would appear, conjured up the same ;
wild vistas of an immense extension of trade which danced §
before the eyes of the commercial mind in 1845, after the §
conclusion of the first Chinese war. Supposing the Petersburg
wires to have spoken truth, is it quite certain that an increase
of the Chinese trade must follow upon the multiplication of its
emporiums? Is there any probability that the war of 1857-8 |
will lead to more splendid results than the war of 1841-2? So
much is certain that the treaty ot 1843, instead of Increasing *
American and English exports to China proved instrumental
only in precipitating and aggravating the commercial crisis of
1847. In a similar way, by raising dreams of an inexhaustible
market and by fostering false speculations, the present treaty |
may help preparing a new crisis at the very moment when the
market of the world is but slowly recovering from the recent
universal shock. Beside its negative result, the first opium-war
succeeded in stimulating the oprum trade at the expense of
legitimate commerce, and so will this second opium-war do, if
England be not forced by the general pressure of the civilized
world to abandon the compulsory opium cultivation in India
and the armed opium propaganda to China. We forbear dwell-

ing on the morality of that trade, described by Montgomery
Martin, himself an Englishman, in the following terms:

I.' -
Ly "I
|
."
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“Which branch of commerce is to be suppressed, the opium

trade or the export trade of American or English produce?”’

The Chinese themselves took exactly the same view of the

case. Montgomery Martin narrates: “I inquired of the Taoutai'!

at Shanghai which would be the best means of increasing our
commerce with China, and his first answer to me, in presence

of Capt. Balfour, Her Majesty’s Consul, was: ‘Cease to send us
so much opium and we will be able to take your manu-
factures.””’ |

The history of general commerce during the last eight years
has, in a new and striking manner, illustrated these positions;
but, before analyzing the deleterious effects on legitimate com-
merce of the opium trade, we propose giving a short review of
the rise and progress of that stupendous traffic, which, whether
we regard the tragical collisions forming, so to say, the axis
round which it turns, or the effects produced by it on the general
relations of the Eastern and Western worlds, stands solitary on
record in the annals of mankind.

Previous to 1767 the quantity of opium exported from India
did not exceed 200 chests, the chest weighing about 133 lbs.
Opium was legally admitted in China on the payment of a
duty of about $3 per chest, as a medicine; the Portuguese who
brought it from Turkey being its almost exclusive importers
into the Celestial Empire.

In 1773, Colonel Watson and Vice-President Wheeler—per-
sons deserving to take a place among the Hermentiers, Palmers
and other poisoners of world-wide fame—suggested to the East
India Company the idea of entering upon the opium traffic with
China. Consequently, there was established a depot for opium
in vessels anchored in a bay to the southwest of Macao. The
speculation proved a failure. In 1781 the Bengal Government
sent an armed vessel, laden with opium, to China; and, in 1794,
the Company stationed a large opium vessel at Whampoa, the
anchorage for the port of Canton. It seems that Whampoa
proved a more convenient depot than Macao, because, only
two years after its selection, the Chinese Government found jt
necessary to pass a law which threatens Chinese smugglers of
opium to be beaten with a bamboo and exposed in the streets
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History of the Opium Trade [I1]
Published September 2 5, 1858

It was the assumption of the opium monopoly in India by the
British Government, which led to the proscription of the opium
trade in China. The cruel punishments inflicted by the Celestial
legislator upon his own contumacious subjects, and the stringent
prohibition established at the China custom-houses, proved
alike nugatory. The next effect of the moral resistance of the
Chinaman was the demoralization, by the Englishman, of the
Imperial authorities, custom-house officers and mandarins gen-
erally. The corruption that ate into the heart of the Celestial
bureaucracy, and destroyed the bulwark of the patriarchal con-
stitution, was, together with the opium chests, smuggled into
the Empire from the English storeships anchored at Whampoa.
Nurtured by the East India Company, vainly combatted by
the Central Government at Pekin, the opium trade gradually
assumed larger proportions, until it absorbed about $2., 500,000
in 1816. The throwing open in that year of the Indian com-
merce, with the single exception of the tea trade, which still
continues to be monopolized by the East India Company, gave
a new and powerful stimulus to the operations of the English
contrabandists. In 1820, the number of chests smuggled into
China had increased to 5:147;1n 1821, to 7,000, and in 1824,
to 12,639. Meanwhile, the Chinese Government, at the same
time that it addressed threatening remonstrances to the foreign
merchants, punished the Hong merchants, known as their abet-
tors, developed an unwonted activity in its prosecution of the
native opium consumers, and, at its custom-houses, put into
practice more stringent measures. The final result, like that of
similar exertions in 1794, was to drive the opium depots from
a precarious to a more convenient basis of operations. Macao
and Whampoa were abandoned for the Island of Lintin, at the
entrance of the Canton River, there to become permanently
established in vessels armed to the teeth, and well manned.
In the same way, when the Chinese Government temporarily
succeeded in stopping the operations of the old Canton houses,
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ny then lost not only its privi eg .
Comgjt ¥1ad to discontinue and abstain from all commer?irili
‘t:)ea,iness whatever. It being thus transformed from a merc(ajﬁ_ a
’liS a merely government establishmenF, the .trade to Chin
gz:fame completely thrown open to English private enter[;nzf;
| ' in 1837, 39,000 che
j hed on with such vigor that, in 1
th(l)(;};upr;ls Vfalued at $25,000,000, were successiullﬁr sr(ljlulgg!_ec}
" ’ ’ | estia
' | te resistance of the Ce
into China, despite the desperg of the Leestia
laim our attention: First,
Government. Two facts here ¢ st that o
| he export trade to Chin
ery step in the progress of t ‘
61‘;1561 a Icjlis.proportionately large part p;iogrehssivli)lfl jeilrll 1}111;;)11;11
o i h; and secondly, tha
the optum-smuggling branch; " € in hand
INCtl e mercantile interes
ith the gradual extinction of the ostensible
‘(I)Vf the Angglo-lndian Government in thci10p1umftﬁradle, gg&; Eﬁz
1 l ' in that illicit tratfic. In 1
mportance of its fiscal interest in t | ‘ _
1Ch};i)nc-:-s.e Government had at last arrived at a point wher:l: dien
cisive action could no longer be delayed. The contlrcllu(t:;us rxl:ato
of silver, caused by the opium importations, h§ leg_ur1 ©
derange the exchequer, as well as the moneyed circulatio 0
the Celestial Empire. Heu Naetse, one f’f the most dlstmgcllus ec
Chinese statesmen, proposed to legallze.the opium trah.e }?aﬂ
make money out of it; but after a full dehberatlon? in whic &
the high officers of the Empire shared, and'whlcl;l e)étﬁ?nese
over a period of more than a year’s duratlon,. the inese
Government decided that, “On account of the injuries 1 1
' farious traffic should not be legal-
flicted on the people, the nefar | not be 182
1zed.” As early as 1830, a duty of 25 per cen

Yielded a revenue of $3,850,000.In 1 837, it would _hamii ylﬂiﬁj
double that sum, but then the Celestial barbarian dec ined
laying a tax sure to rise in proportion to the degradation of hi

people. In 1853, Hien-Fung, the present Emperor, under still
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more distressed circumstances, and with the full knowledge of |
the futility of all efforts at stopping the increasing import of |
opium, persevered in the stern policy of his ancestors. Let me

remark, en passant, that by persecuting the oplum consumption §
as a heresy the Emperor gave its traffic all the advantages of a
religious propaganda. The extraordinary measures of the ]
Chinese Government during the years 1837, 1838 and 1839, |
which culminated in Commissioner Lin’s arrival at Canton, |
and the confiscation and destruction, by his orders, of the ]

smuggled opium, afforded the pretext for the first Anglo-

Chinese war, the results of which developed themselves in the }

Chinese rebellion, the utter exhaustion of the Imperial exche-
quer, the successful encroachment of Russia from the North,
and the gigantic dimensions assumed by the opium trade in the
South. Although proscribed in the treaty with which England
terminated a war, commenced and carried on in jts defense,
the opium trade has practically enjoyed perfect impunity since
1843. The importation was estimated, in 1856, at about
$3 5,000,000, while, in the same year, the Anglo-Indian Gov-
ernment drew a revenue of $2 5,000,000, just the sixth part of
its total State income, from the optum monopoly. The pretexts
on which the second opium war has been undertaken are of too
recent date to need any commentary.

We cannot leave this part of the subject without singling out
one flagrant self-contradiction of the Christianity-canting and
crvilization-mongering British Government. In jts imperial

capacity it affects to be a thorough stranger to the contraband
“opium trade, and even to enter into treaties proscribing it. Yet,
in its Indian capacity, it forces the opium cultivation upon
Bengal, to the great damage of the productive resources of that
country; compels one part of the Indian ryots to engage in the
poppy culture; entices another part into the same by dint of
money advances; keeps the wholesale manufacture of the del-
eterious drug a close monopoly in its hands; watches by a whole
army of official spies its growth, its delivery at appointed places,
its inspissation and preparation for the taste of the Chinese
consumers, its formation into packages especially adapted to
the conveniency of smuggling, and finally its conveyance to

Ii-;l.'

[THE

|
Sr?d made over by the Sta

¢o pass Into the
The chest costing
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p at auction at the Government sales,
te officers to the speculat9r§, the.nce
he hands of the contrabandists who land it in Chm?;
the British Government aboui_: 2,50 rupees
ta auction mart at a price ranging frfc;m I,2 I];l ci
ut not yet satisfied vaith this matter o t a;:; ciess
licity, the same Government, t0 this hour, enters into exp ”
s d loss accounts with the merchants apd shlppers., W
profi & (;16 hazardous operation of poisoning an empire.
embaﬂ; lgizm finances of the British Government haw{e, in hffact,
e :;lde to depend not only on the opium trade Wﬁthc(ll1 ‘ ;1;2:3
o he contraband character of that trade. Were the Ching ¢
t()}utv?;;rfrrfefl(; to legalize the opium trade simu%taneohusll}ﬂfk r:wig
to(i)erating the cultivation of the.p()ppy 1neg£1;r;a,czt a(—*:Str‘{) ghe'
Indian exchequer would experience a S

' ' ' it secretly defends
] nly preaching free trade in poison,
?g? 111'1(2(;)15)(fp0)17yp0f .+« manufacture. Whenever we look closely

' ener-
into the nature of British free trade, m0n0poly,:s pretty g
ally found to lie at the bottom of its “freedom.

cutta, where it is put u

.old at the Calcut
to 1,600 rupees. B

" [The Anglo-Chinese Treaty|
Published October 5, 1858

' ' ' iew, of Sir
The unsuccessful issue, in a commercial point of view,

Henry Pottinger’s Chinese trealzy, mgned EH Auiut&‘i::gaan;ij?;
and dictated, like the new treaties with C 111“1:13,.t it organ
mouth, is a fact now recollected even by tha Having stood
of British Free Trade, the London Ecqnom}stil late invasion
forward as one of the staunchest japologlst's od t e“:emper” e
of China, that journal now feels ltself'Obh%je- t(:;)ther quarters.
sanguine hopes which have been cultivated i AN
The Economist considers the effects on the .B;Itls uafr)d ourself
of the treaty of 1842, “a precedent by whic] This certainly is
against the result of mistaken operations. Wilson'* alleges
sound advice. The reasons, however, which Mr. lt at forcibly
in explanation of the failure of the first attemp
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enlarging the Chinese mark
from conclusive.

The first great cause pointed out of the signal failure s the }
speculative overstocking of the Chinese market, during the first
three years following the Pottinger treaty, and the carelessness §
of the English merchants as to the nature of the Chinese de-
mand. The English exports to China which, in 1836, amounted
to £1,326,000, had fallen in 1842 to £969,000. Their rapid }

and continued rise during the following four years, is shown by fff'
these figures:

et for Western produce, appear far

1842 £ 969,000 1844 £2,305,000

1843 1,456,000 1845 2,395,000

Yet in 1846 the exports did not only sink below the leve] of 4
1836, but the disasters overtaking the China houses at London 1
during the crisis of 1847 proved the computed value of the
exports from 1843 to 1846, such as it appears in the othicial
return tables, to have by no means corresponded to the value 4
actually realized. If the English exporters thus erred in the §
quantity, they did not less so in the quality of the articles offered
to Chinese consumption. In proof of the latter assertion, The |
Economist quotes from Mr, W. Cooke, the late correspondent

of the London Times at Shanghai and Canton, the following
passages:

In 1843, 1844 and 1845, when the northern ports had just
been opened, the people at home were wild with excitement. An
eminent firm at Sheffield sent out 4 large consignment of knijves
and forks, and declared themselves prepared to supply all China

with cutlery . . . They were sold at prices which scarcely realized
their freight. A London house, of famous

name, sent out a tre-
mendous consignment of pianofortes, w

hich shared the same
fate. What happened in the case of cutlery

also, in a less noticeable manner, in the
cotton manufactures. Manchester made 1 g

the ports were opened, and that effort fail
fallen into an apathy,

and pianos occurred
case of worsted and
reat blind effort when

ed. Since then she hasg
and trusts to the chapter of accidents.

[THE ANGL
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' inten-
ly. to prove the dependence of the reductlorfl, ;na;v fen-
L yixnpx:o*venlerlt of the trade, on the study of t l:a vants
aIflcehmcc::)nsumer,, The Economist reproduces from the
oI the

thority the following return for the year 1856:
au

1845. 1846. 1856.

Worsted Stuffs (pieces) 13,569 8,415 7,:;2
Camlets 13,374 8,034 :,641
Long ells 91,530 75,784 38,553
Woolens 62,731 56,996 zZI, y
Printed Cottons 100,615 81,150 ) ,Z )
Plain Cottons 2,998,126 1,859,740 2, 17’600
Cotton Twist, lbs 2,640,090 5,324,050 59579,

Now all these arguments and illustrations ?xpéam_m;t}ﬁni%
beyond the reaction following the overtradf(:: E- IS :fraz 2 bt
a phenomenon by no means peculiar to the - lj_?eilowed l;y e
a sudden expansion of commerce shouldk e Ot s opening,
violent contractions, or that a new o eﬁ, . ticles thrown
should be choked by British oversupp he«s; e 31(;1 either to the
upon it being not very nicely calculated, in regar O fack
actual wants or the paying powers of the r.:c})lnsumrkeqt o th(;
this is a standing feature in the history sz oe 11:11316 European
world. On Napoleon’s fall, after the opening o tionate to the
continent, British imports prov'ed SO dlSI?‘I'OPOI'l N
continental faculties of absorption, that “the tianiontinental
war to peace” proved more dl..S?Strgus than_ tde endence of
system itself. Canning’s recognition'” of t.he - epntal in pro-
the Spanish colonies in America, was also 1nstr111m(leated o
ducing the commercial crisis of 1825. Wares ca cuM S
meridian of Moscow, were then dispatched to Mexico 2

. . ithstanding its elasticity,
Colombia. And in our own day, notw 1 new
¢ven Australia has not escaped the fate comme” t\zell as 1ts
Markets, of having its powers of consumption a; eculiar to
Mmeans of payment over-stocked. The phenomenon p

i ' ‘ treat
the Chinese market is this, that since 1ts openmg'lll)(y tfhé hinesz
of 1842, the export to Great Britain of tea and silk o
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produce has continually been expanding, while the import trade |
into China of British manufactures has, on the whole, remained |

stationary. The continuous and increasing balance of trade in !
favor of China might be said to bear an analogy to the state of §
commercial balance between Russia and Great Britain; but, ]
then, in the latter case, everything is explained by the protective j
policy of Russia, while the Chinese import duti
than those of any other country England trades wit
gate value of Chinese exports to England, which
might be rated at about £7,000,000, amounted in
sum of about £9,500,000. While the quantity of t
into Great Britain never reached more than 50, |
before 1842, it had swollen in 1856 to about 90,000,000 Ibs. |
On the other hand, the importance of the British import of j

Chinese silks only dates from 18 52. Its progress may be_"
computed from the following figures:

es are lower }
h. The aggre- |
before 1842 §
1856 to the |
ea 1mported |
000,000 lbs. }

1852. 1853, 1854. 1853. 1856.
sl impd. Ib. 2,418,343 2,838,047 4,576,706 4,436,862 3,723,693 1
Value £ - - 3,318,112 3,013,396 3,676,116

Now take, on the other hand, the movement of the

BRITISH EXPORTS TO CHINA, VALUED IN POUNDS STERLING.
1834 L 842,852 1836
1835 1,074,708 1838

£1,326,388
1,204,356

For the period following the opening of the market in 1842 'f

and the acquisition of Hong Kong by the British, we find the
following returns:

1845 £2,359,000 1853 £1,749,597
1846 1,200,000 1854 1,000,716
1848 1,445,950 1855 1,122,241
1852 2,508,599 1856, upward of 2,000,000

The Economist tries to account for
tively decreasing imports of British

the stationary and rela-
manufacture into the j
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. " -
hinese market b){ foreign competition, a‘nd 1\:1: C(;é)illcle 19; jgt?-l "
. d to bear witness to this proposition. Acco ding t
auer the English are beaten by fair competition 1n the
authort ket in many branches of trade. The Americans, he
e the lish in drills and sheetings. At Shanghai in
says, bee s 6 pieces of American drills,
1856 the imports were 221,716 P N
' English, and 14,420 of America
against 8,745 Lnglsh, o her hand.
- English. In woolen goods, on the o _ .
g o Russ id hardly on their English
ny and Russia are said to press n > _
Qermaw want no other proof than this illustration to convince
fiva l\/f Cooke and The Economist are both mistaken. m_the
o thatiat;(;n of the Chinese market. They consider as limited
f:(l: 2:: Anglo-Chinese trade features which are Ceixz;lctlé rlepfi(;i
in the trade between the United States and the (eles
gif;iéfllghx 837, the excess of the Chinesbe ey??gogr;i tg ;zeggfi:zg
States over the imports into China was about ¢ d, : : ring
iod since the treaty of 1842, the United States ha
f:l;zeilzreel;i an annual average ot £z,ooo,ooo. in Chinese pr(();ifutcfé
for which we paid in American merchgndlse £9SJO,OOS% Ot
£1,602,849, to which the aggregate imports 1nto Ez; glan(j
exclusive of specie and oplum, amounted 1n 18h5 5, urgltries
supplied £1,122,241, America £272,708, and£ot 6361' co s
£207,900; while the exports reached a total of £12, Of{ I;i ri._,ca
which £6,405,040 were to England, £5,396,406 htoA icar_i
and £102,088 to other countries. Compare oqu the me;
exports to the value of £272,708, with their 1rnp<;fts Jiro;ill
Shanghai exceeding £5,000,000. If, nevertheless:i mBeri;:iSh
competition has, to any sensible degree, made inroads on Br .
traffic, how limited a field of employment for the agg;'fega
commerce of foreign nations the Chine§e market ml:llft g h:er. .
The last cause assigned to the trifling importance the 'mfhe
Import market has assumed since its opening in 1842, is b
Chinese revolution,'* but notwithstanding that rc?volutlon, t ci
exports to China relatively shared, in 1851—52, in the genera
Increase of trade, and, during the whf)le of the qevolul‘ilol}arz
epoch, the opium trade, instead of falling off, r?lpldly }(: tz_illlnz
colossal dimensions. However that may b§ this much will be
adlllittc-:'d, that all the obstacles to foreign imports originating
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in the disordered state of the empire must be increased, instead |
of being diminished, by the late piratical war,"” and the fresh
humiliations heaped on the ruling dynasty. '

It appears to us, after a careful survey of the history of |

Chinese commerce, that, generally speaking, the consuming
and paying powers of the Celestials have been greatly overesti- §
mated. With the present economical framework of Chinese
society, which turns upon diminutive agriculture and domestic
manufactures as its pivots, any large import of foreign produce |
1s out of the question. Still, to the amount of £8,000,000, a sum "'-
which may be roughly calculated to form the aggregate balance §
in favor of China, as against England and the United States, |
it might gradually absorb a surplus quantity of English and §
American goods, if the opium trade were suppressed. This §
conclusion is necessarily arrived at on the analysis of the simple $
fact, that the Chinese finances and monetary circulation, in }
spite of the favorable balance of trade, are seriously deranged 4
by an import of opium to the amount of about £7,000,000.
John Bull, however, used to plume himself on his high stan- §
dard of morality, prefers to bring up his adverse balance of trade
by periodical war tributes, extorted from China on piratical §
pretexts. He only forgets that the Carthaginian and Roman
methods of making foreign people pay, are, if combined in the
same hands, sure to clash with, and destroy each other. '

The British and Chinese Treaty
Published October 15, 1858

The official summary of the Anglo-Chinese treaty, which the |
British Ministry has at last laid before the public, adds, on 1
the whole, but little to the information that had already been
conveyed through different other channels. The first and the last
articles comprise, in fact, the points in the treaty of exclusively
English interest. By the first article, “the supplementary treaty
and general regulations of trade,” stipulated after the con-
clusion of the treaty of Nankin, are “abrogated.” That sup-

‘gRITISH AND CHINESE TREATY
THE

mentary treaty provided that the English Consuls re;uﬁ:hﬁnﬁ
Kong, and the five Chinese ports opened to Britis

at |onE e. were to cooperate with the Chinese authorities in
CommerCE’ lish vessels should arrive within the range of th;lr
o alﬂY 'Srgisdiction with opium on board. A formal prohib-
f:gnsu a;s ]thus laid upon English merchants to import the con-
mo};? wd drug, and the English Government, to some degree,
o iirfcuted i;self one of the Custom-House officers of the
((;jcf’arllzstial Empire. That the second opiun} war sh01_11d fefnd 115
removing the fetters by which the first opium Wali st1.ll Ell e::ltélea
t6 check the opium traffic, appears a result quite (;glﬁa ,B aitiSh
~onsummation devoutly called for by that part of t le re o
mercantile public which chanted most lusty app al;llls - 10
Palmerston’s Canton fireworks. We are, howeverf, énucl: e
taken, if this official abandonment on the part of Eng larald ot
her hypocritic opposition to the opium trade 1sdn(;;: tonneal N
consequences quite the reverse of thoge expected. By eng fgthi
the British Government to cooperate in the supprese:,log of t _
opium traffic, the Chinese Government had recognized 1ts 1n
ability to do so on its own account. The supplementary treaty
of Nankin was a supreme and rather desgerate effort.at gfet.tiuzlg
rid of the opium trade by foreign aid. This effr:)rt haw;lﬁg [a; ed,
and being now proclaimed a failure, the.oplun.'l tra cb eing
now, so far as England is concerned, leggllzed, little dOL‘(lj t ;:in
remain that the Chinese Government will try a me‘tho ali e'
recommended by political and ﬁnanc_ial coF151derat1(1)HSEV1?.;
legalize the cultivation of the poppy in China, aILd *af ng(t)l:ls
on the foreign opium imported. Whatever may b.e the inte 'S
of the present Chinese Government, the very_arcuf:nstaglces "
which it finds itself placed by the treaty of Tien-tsin, show a
that way. |

Thata };:hange once effected, the opium mpnOpoly (if Ibnldla,
and with it the Indian Exchequer, must receive a cilead y ow%
while the British opium traffic will shrink to Fhe d1me¥§ifns o
an ordinary trade, and very soon prove a lqsmg oneii (i no;v;
it has been a game played by John Bull with loade 1§e.‘
have baffled its own object, seems, therefore, the most obvious
result of the opium war No. IL.

ple
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Having declared “a just war” on Russia, generous England _.
desisted, at the conclusion of peace, from demanding any }
indemnity for her war expenses. Having, on the other hand, all |
along professed to be at peace with China itself, she, accord- |
ingly, cannot but make it pay for expenses incurred, in the i
opinion of her own present Ministers, by piracy on her own |
part. However, the first tidings of the fifteen or twenty millions |
of pounds sterling to be paid by the Celestials proved a quieter
to the most scrupulous British conscience, and very pleasant |
calculations as to the beneficial effects of the Sycee silver'® upon |
the balance of trade, and the metal reserve of the Bank of
England, were entered into by The Economist and the writers |
of money articles generally. But alas! the first impressions which
the Palmerstonian press had given itself so much trouble to !
produce and work upon, were too tender to bear the shock of 4
real information. A ‘“‘separate article provides that a sum of
two millions of taels”'” shall be paid “on account of the losses ]
sustained by British subjects through the misconduct of the 4
Chinese authorities at Canton; and a further sum of two mil- |

lions of taels on account of the expenses of the war.”

Now, these sums together amount to £1,3 34,000 only, while, :f
in 1842, the Emperor of China had to pay £4,200,000, of

which £1,200,000 was indemnity for the contraband opium

confiscated, and £3,000,000 for the expenses of the war. To }
come down from £4,200,000, with Hong Kong into the bar- 4

gain, to simple £1,334,000, seems no thriving trade after all;

but the worst remains still to be said. Since, says the Chinese 3

Emperor, yours was no war with China, but a “provincial war”’

with Canton only, try yourselves how to squeeze out of the

province of Kwang-tung the damages which your amiable war
steamers have compelled me to adjudge to you. Meanwhile,
your illustrious Gen. Straubenzee!® may keep Canton as a
material guaranty, and continue to make the British arms the
laughing-stock even of Chinese braves. The doleful feelings of
sanguine John Bull at these clauses, which the small booty of
£1,334,000 is encumbered with, have already vented them-
selves in audible groans. “Instead,” says one London paper,

of being able to withdraw our 53 ships—-of—war, and ?ee l:};ent-l
ceturn triumphant with millions of S}Tcee silver, we may look for
ward to the pleasing necessity of sendmg an army of 5,000 rflen to
recapture and hold Canton, and to as,smt the fleet 1r:l calrrylglgBoxi
that provincial war which the Consul’s deputy has e; ared. Bu
will this provincial war have no consequences beyond riving our
Canton trade to other Chinese ports?. . . Will not the-: contlml:latlon
of it [the provincial war] give Russia a large portion of the tea
rrade? May not the Continent, and England he'rself,pbecome
dependent on Russia and the United States for their tea:

John Bull’s anxiety as to the effects' of the “provincial war:’
apon the tea trade 1s not quite gratuitous. From M(:Gregfo;l s
Commercial Tariffs it may be seen that n the last year of the
former Chinese war, Russia received 120,000 ch<_=:sts of. tea }E:t
Kiakhta. The year after the conclusion of peace with China tl e
Russian demand fell off 75 per cent, amounting to 30,000 Only.
At all events, the costs still to be incurred by the Brlt{sh mf
distraining Kwang-tung are sure so to swell .the wrong side i?f
the balance that this second China war will bardly be selt-
paying, the greatest fault which, as Mr 'Eme_rson justly remarks,
anything can be guilty of in British estimation. L

Another great success of the English invasion 1s containe l;n
Art. 51, according to which “the term ba;bgnan is not to be
applied to the British Government nor to Br_ltlsh sub]ect§ n any
Chinese official document issued by the Chinese authqutles.

The Chinese authorities styling themselves Celestial, how
humble to their understanding must not appear ]ohn Bull, who,
Instead of insisting on being called divine or O!ymplan, contents
himself with weeding the character representing the word bar-
barian out of the official documents.

The commercial articles of the treaty give England no advan-
tage not to be enjoyed by her rivals, and, for the present,
dissolve into shadowy promises, for the greater part not worth
the parchment they are written on. Art. 10 stipulates:

British merchant ships are to be allowed to trade up the great
river (Yang-tse), but in the present disturbed state of the Upper
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and Lower Valley, no port is to be opened for trade with the
exception of Chin-kiang, which is to be opened in a year from
the signature of the treaty. When peace is restored, British vessels
are to be admitted to trade at such ports, as far as Hankow,
not exceeding three in number, as the British Minister, after
consulting with the Chinese Secretary of State, shall determine.

. - 1:-fluence may be exercised at Pekin will
that whateV;’;t %?lgisili:ﬂvuhich, by gint of the last treaty, holds
fall © e Ptor being as large as France, and, in great part, on
e 80}::; miles only distant from Pekin. It i§ by no means

fortable reflection for John Bull tha'F he‘ himself, by hlS
2 _war, procured Russia a treaty yielding her-the nav
hrs Oplufn;he A;hoor and free trade on the land fronjcler, while
B cond opium-war he has helped her to the 1r1va.1uable
oy hlSl S'{; hetween the Gulf of Tartary and Lake Baikal, a
e ° muéh coveted by Russia that from Czar Alexel
regl%ﬂ fowitch down to Nicholas, she has always attexznpted to
e 365(; deeply did the London Times feel that sting that,
get_:;- ublication of the St. Petersburg news, v_vhlch greatly
zf.e:ggeprated the advantages won bz ;}reat1 Bmiinv,vﬁﬁ;%d niiii

0 to suppress that part of the telegta

ngletj 1I({(:;hnssia"s al::guisition by treaty of the valley of the Amoor.

By this article, the British are in fact excluded from the great}
commercial artery of the whole empire, from “the only line,”
as The Morning Star justly remarks, “by which they can push
their manufactures into the interior.” If they will be good boys, !
and help the Imperial Government in dislodging the rebels from ;
the regions now occupied by them, then they may eventually |
navigate the great river, but only to particular harbors. As }
to the new seaports opened, from “all” the ports, as at first
advertised, they have dwindled down to five ports, added to §
the five ports of the treaty of Nankin, and, as a London paper 4

3 British export trade from
remarks, “they are generally remote or insular.” Besides, at this |

British import trade to

, : : -3 Shanghai. Canton. Shanghai.
time of the day, the delusive notion of the growth of trade being § Canton.
proportionate to the number of ports opened, should have been § 844 4 ¢ 500,000 §2,500,000 $17,900,000 § 2,300,000
exploded. Consider the harbors on the coasts of Great Britain, : L84 Lo708,000 5,100,000 27,700,000 6,000,000
or France, or the United States, how few of them have developed 1 (846 9,900,000 3,800,000 15,300,000 6,400,000
themselves into real emporiums of commerce? Before the first | 1847 5,600,000 4,300,000 15,700,000 6,700,000
Chinese war, the English traded exclusively to Canton. The 3 1848 6,500,000 2,500,000 8,600,000 5,000,00<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>