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			  In lieu of an abstract, here is a brief excerpt of the content:
			  Conclusion In China today, opium is a problem that is presented as one of the perennial issues of modern Chinese history.1 This is not surprising given that modern Chinese history begins with the First Opium War. The history of the century following that war is often organized around themes of China’s exploitation by foreign powers; the disorganization of Chinese society and the failure of Chinese citizens and governments to live up to their roles. Opium fit well into these narratives and, more generally, into the moralizing approach that saw China as a victim of imperialism and feudalism.2 This study argues that the grand narrative of China’s addiction to opium conceals as much as it explains. Su Zhiliang identifies three anti-opium campaigns (Lin Zexu, the Late Qing, and the Communists).3 Besides the fact that this formulation leaves out the Nationalist’s Six-Year Plan it also obscures the immense differences between these campaigns. The economic and fiscal position of opium, the presumed effect of the drug on the people, the nature of the people, the ideological importance of the trade, the international situation, all of these were quite different in all of the four major anti-opium campaigns. The figure of Lin Zexu looms large in much of twentieth-century antiopium propaganda, and while I have argued that his actions are less relevant to the modern situation than the anti-opium crusaders thought, their attraction to him is not surprising. For Lin, opium was a comparatively minor problem that could be eliminated through an act of will. China’s opium problem was caused by foreign merchants who could be awed through a display of imperial power and a problem of corrupt officials, which could be dealt with by honest officials. It is not surprising that this view of opium as a problem that could be solved by elite willpower was popular with later elites. It is somewhat surprising: they missed the enormous differences between Lin’s views and their own; the scope and intrusiveness of the opium trade was far smaller in 1839; Lin’s attempt to gather up and burn all the opium in China in 1839 was a tragic failure; but the attempt to do the same thing in 1919 was a farce. Lin’s view of the problem he faces was radically different from that of the later reformers. Both groups referred to a guo huo, which can be translated as national disaster. For Lin, this meant the fall of the Qing dynasty and in the 231 twentieth century the extinction of the Chinese in Social Darwinian competition . Both were worried about the effects of opium-smoking on the population of China, but Lin’s view of this was fundamentally elitist.The modern concept of citizens was, of course alien to him, and while he did worry about the common people and their health his chief concern was with officialdom and the army. To the extent that nineteenth-century thinkers were concerned with the economic effects of opium it was in the context of Confucian ideas of frugality and grain supply rather than modern ideas of economic growth and international competition. The British position in the first Opium War is superficially understandable from a twentieth century point of view. The British state profited from opium sales, and was willing to go to war to defend those profits. In 1839, the British were not behaving evilly in a modern sense, however. Twentieth-century reformers felt that the wrongness of the opium trade was self-evident and that the only reason a state or individual could participate in it was that they were completely indifferent to moral behavior. In fact in the nineteenth-century opium taxes were just another example of tax farming. Like alcohol or prostitution, it was a disreputable trade that was best limited, and the best way to both limit the trade and profit from it was some form of state control. All over Asia, governments controlled the opium trade as a source of revenue, and dealt with problems of control and regulation. There were those in Britain, most notably the Quakers behind the Society for the Abolition of the Opium Trade, who believed that the trade was innately wrong. Most governments accepted views enshrined in the report of the 1895 Royal Commission on Opium; opium was less dangerous to Asians that to Europeans, and the best way to deal with it was a racially-based hierarchy that would protect the... 

			

			

			
			
			
			
			
			
      

			
			
			
						
			
				
					collapse
				
				
					
					You are not currently authenticated.
									
					If you would like to authenticate using a different subscribed institution or have your own login and password to Project MUSE

					Authenticate
				

			

			
			
			
    	

    	
    	




	
		

		

		
		

		

		
    
    
	  Share


    
      
      
        

      
               
      
  		
  		
    

		
    
		

		
			
			
		

    


	





    	
    	
    	
    	
    	




    	
	
		
			Additional Information

		

				
			
			
							
			
				
					ISBN
				

				
					9780791480755
				

			

			
			
			
			
			
				
					MARC Record
				

				
					Download
				

			

			
            
			
			
				
					OCLC
				

				
					123234077
				

			

			
			
			
				
					Pages
				

				
					310
				

			

									
			
			
				
					Launched on MUSE
				

				
					2012-01-01
				

			

			
			
			
			
				
					Language
				

				
					English
				

			

			
			
			
				
					Open Access
				

				
					
					No
					
				

			

			
			
			
			
		

	

	
		
		
			Purchase

		

		
			
			
			[image: buy this book (opens new window)]
			
			Buy This Book in Print

		

		
		

		

	






		
			
				
					
						Project MUSE Mission

						Project MUSE promotes the creation and dissemination of essential humanities and social science resources through collaboration with libraries, publishers, and scholars worldwide. Forged from a partnership between a university press and a library, Project MUSE is a trusted part of the academic and scholarly community it serves.

					

					
						[image: MUSE logo]
					

				

			

			
			
				
					
						
							
								About

									MUSE Story
	Publishers
	Discovery Partners
	Journal Subscribers
	Book Customers
	Conferences


							
							
								What's on Muse

									Open Access
	Journals
	Books
	The Complete Prose of T. S. Eliot
	MUSE in Focus


							
							

						

						
						  
								Resources

									News & Announcements
	Email Sign-Up
	Promotional Materials
	Presentations
	Get Alerts


							
							
								Information For

									Publishers
	Librarians
	Individuals
	Instructors


							
							

						

					

					
						
							
								Contact

									Contact Us
	Help


									
											[image: Facebook]
	[image: Linkedin]
	[image: Twitter]


									


							
							
								Policy & Terms

									Accessibility
	Privacy Policy
	Terms of Use


							
							

						

						
							
								2715 North Charles Street
Baltimore, Maryland, USA 21218

								+1 (410) 516-6989

								muse@jh.edu

								©2024 Project MUSE. Produced by Johns Hopkins University Press in collaboration with The Sheridan Libraries.

							

							
								Now and Always, 
The Trusted Content Your Research Requires

								
								
								[image: Project MUSE logo]
								
								[image: Project MUSE logo]

								Now and Always, The Trusted Content Your Research Requires

								Built on the Johns Hopkins University Campus

							

							

						

					

					

				

			

			
				Built on the Johns Hopkins University Campus
		
				©2024 Project MUSE. Produced by Johns Hopkins University Press in collaboration with The Sheridan Libraries.
			
			
		
		

		
		
		
		
		
			Back To Top
		

		
		
		
		  
		
		
		
			
				This website uses cookies to ensure you get the best experience on our website. Without cookies your experience may not be seamless.

				
				
				
				
				
				  Accept
				

				

			

		
		
		
		
		
		
		
		
		
		
		
		
		
	