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THE VITAL PROBLEM OF CHINA
(Written in 1917)

Chapter |
WHY SHOULD CHINA JOIN THE ALLIES?

Do countries exist because wars take place, or als take place
because countries exist? In considering the onficountries we find that
these were formed generally for the purpose of eggion or defense.
While aggression means war, defense against aggresmnot go without
warfare either. As war cannot be waged by indivisla&ting singly, these
individuals formed themselves into communities tbis purpose. As
communities cannot be without a definite systemomgfanization, there
emerged a leader among each community. As lea@densot govern the
mass for one day only, communities became permamganizations in the
form of States. Thus, in the earliest stages, Stare formed only as a
means to wage wars; should there be no wars, Wikl be no States.

The question of how countries could start fightifigoy some
means they could be maintained permanently in ahangeable condition,
leaves in practice no room for discussion, foraasatter of fact, they were
perpetually at war with each other and had no needmmence hostilities.
The countries of today, however, are absolutelfediht from what they
were in ancient times. Every country now has aonafi ideal to strive
after; they no longer exist only to wage warssiltrue that, occasionally,
they find it necessary to resort to war, but thodgject is either to preserve
their national existence or to extend their natidsaundaries, and war is
but the means of gaining their ends. Hence, casbf today fight in order
to exist; they are not formed only for the purpobevarfare.

An ancient adage says, "The army is an evil, andsvaerilous."

It is further said, "The maintenance of an armg imatter of great
importance to a nation. It constitutes the decidagor in the national
destiny. No nation can afford to neglect it." Wreemation embarks on a
war, it is because she has no alternative. Evem\she emerges victorious
from a war as hoped, it is still uncertain whetblee will be able to attain

her goal. If the result is not in accordance witkr lhopes, her very
existence will, after defeat, be in question. Soewla nation stakes
everything on the hope of winning a war, it is hessmashe has no way to
preserve her existence or to achieve expansiorr tith@ by recourse to
arms.

It is essential that the interests involved in Wer be the interests
of the whole nation and not that of a minority liletpeople are whole-
heartedly to join the war and not fall back whenrchang forward, nor
utter complaints should they be wounded. The c@mtof today are
different from what they were in the former daysthe past, neighboring
nations attacked each other frequently. Peace wasagous and
consequently war unavoidable. Today, treaties areladed and envoys
exchanged between nations as pledges of everldggngdship. Courtesy is
maintained even between countries which have sigmedreaties and
exchanged no envoys; they no longer invade eadtr.oiations will not
light-heartedly start a war against one anothegy tiesort to force only
when other means are of no avail. After all, whatthe purpose of
challenging another country to war when there islngolute necessity?

Nowadays, nations cannot carry on war for ever;lodigtic
dealings between nations are further increasing fday-to-day. When
international relations are thus becoming morerande intimate and when
war is generally no longer resorted to for the psgof national existence
or territorial expansion, some other means mugobed for the fulfillment
of national aspirations. This is where diplomacynes in. After a country
has mapped out a certain policy, it must first séskrealization by
diplomacy, and it is only after it has exhaustddtaldiplomatic resources,
that it may resort to war. At the conclusion of tildes diplomatic
relations will usually be resumed. Thus, in intéiorzal relations,
diplomacy and force are both indispensable in @irigrnational policies.
Diplomacy, however, is more often employed thaneatrforce; the former
is used as a rule and the latter only when theme isther alternative.

Take, for instance, the recent case of the UnitateS of America
and Germany. Following the sinking by a German safme of the
"Lusitania” (a British vessel flying the American flag andrgarg among
her passengers some Americans who met their ddahlnited States
repeatedly protested against the tactics employedsérmany. But no



sooner had a protest been accepted by Germanw thather incident took
place. This state of affairs continued until thegay (1917) when the sinking
of American ships without warning culminated in thupture of relations
between the two countries. There was a lapse efiagof two years from
the sinking of the"Lusitania® to the final rupture; this showed how
cautiously the situation was handled.

In China's case, can it be said that she has etdthuwdl her
diplomatic resources? In the last two years theesllhad inflicted
incalculable losses on the Chinese, but this fact @ompletely ignored by
China. Nor, to our knowledge, had she make any siigation of the
submarine tactics employed by Germany in the Maditean and the
Atlantic. Yet, the moment she heard that the Unii¢ates had broken off
relations with Germany, she began at once to gratessermany, and
before she received any reply, severed relatiotis @ermany. Can it be
said that China has exhausted all her diplomasources and yet failed to
get what she wanted? In her reply to China's pro@=rmany declared that
submarine attacks had done no damage to Chineselseand offered to
enter into negotia-tions with China for the proiactof Chinese lives and
property. We should say that Germany was consieesatough. If,
supposing, China had reached an understanding @&ttmany whereby
Chinese passengers would travel only on Dutch boatson boats
designated by Germany, and whereby Germany guadtiat she would
not attack such vessels, then Chinese people vimubible to travel safely
to Europe. As Germany was willing to open negaiiai with us, why
should we refuse to enter into negotiations witf?l@ermany had made it
known that the issues between her and China caukktiled by diplomatic
procedure, but we refused to enter into negotiatieith her and, instead,
were bent on joining the war. Can China's situaierconsidered as similar
to that of the United States? America dealt withrn@my diplomatically
for two years, whereas China in dealing with Gernagasorted to
diplomacy only for one month. America declared saiGermany when all
diplomatic measures were of no avail, but Chinauptty adopted the
extreme measure of joining the conflict before Hgrlomatic resources
were exhausted. Can it be said that China hastemmative but to fight?

Until recently, China had always been content viér isolation
from the outside world. When she was not busy sigdother peoples she
was usually engaged in internecine warfare. True ihat at times China

was on amicable relations with the Huns, Turkestasi and the Tungus,
but such short-lived peace was always obtainedriety. There was no
such thing as diplomacy. And it was just becaustisflack of experience
in diplomacy that when her doors were thrown opethe outside world

she was prone to quarrel with foreign countrieserfzvconflict ended in

China being despoiled of her sovereign rights. €quently she became
every submissive and wanted nothing but to sawee'fdn time, however,

she began to lose patience and fell to quarrelfiggin. Although she
maintained ordinary diplomatic relations she had meal diplomacy.

Following closely upon the heels of the Opium Wame the Sino-French
Wars of 1856 and 1884, then the Sino-Japanese YME894, and, finally

the Boxer War of 1900. Every conflict ended in loggerritory, payment

of indemnities and impairment of interests, resgltiin no benefit

whatsoever.

In her relations with foreign countries, China weshdicapped by
the ignorance of diplomacy, not by a reluctancéigbt. Diplomacy does
not necessarily mean favoritism to some foreign ntoes and
discrimination against others. Japan was once krdgiic failure like
China, but gradually, as she became acquainted thith methods of
diplomacy, she mended her ways until foreign carsjurisdiction was
abolished and her custom tariff readjusted. Shendichave to use force to
realize her aspirations, nor was it necessary far tbh antagonize any
foreign country to achieve success. Siam is a fiaaller country than
China, and yet, by following the example of Japgnhe use of diplomatic
methods, she succeeded in recovering her judicctaxiff rights.

The relations between two countries are, in a wayparable to
the relations between two individuals. There arsesain which, others
could be benefited only at the expense of onefsBal there are also cases
in which one can be benefited without the necestitinjuring others. To
choose the way leading to the benefit of one's coumtry and at the same
time not injuring others, that is the proper fuantiof diplomacy. For, if a
country persists in seeking to benefit herselfhat éxpense of others, she
will surely precipitate a war. Now the fruits ofctdry may compensate for
the losses suffered during a war, but the consemsernf defeat are
unimaginable. China's mistake was that she didrélgton diplomacy by
which she may secure the recovery of her lost sightt, instead, relied on
war the result of which is unpredictable. The eddjlure of China,



therefore, was the same as that of Japan whosatcfimmitted the same
blunder. But Japan gradually mended her ways aocovesed her losses,
while China did not. At this moment, she is on pleent of enacting another
tragedy to add to her long series of tragedies,ldbe of which was the
Boxer Incident. The line of action which she hassan to follow is utterly
absurd.

What obliged China to enter the war? Nobody canwanghis
guestion with definite evidence to support his apin If it be said that
China is obliged to fight in the cause of justitteen is what Germany has
committed more unjust than what Britain, Franca] Russia did? If it be
said that Germany's sinking of mercantile vessdth-out warning by
submarines is inhuman, that she subjected BelgiadsSerbians to cruel
treatment, and that the forcible entry, into Behgiand Luxembourg was
an act of injustice, then are the Allies any betf&? Is there any difference
between the marching of British troops into Greaod the marching of
German troops into Belgium and Luxembourg? Sooer dffte outbreak of
war, Britain declared that she would starve Germiawy submission by
cutting off her food supplies. Any news reachinggieand concerning the
starvation of German woman and children is invdyiateceived with
rejoicing, while any report that Germany is rich food and other

necessities of life, is either received with diggude or dismissed as false.

How is this compared with the German maltreatmeinBelgians and
Serbians? However unkind the Germans may be towhedBelgians and
Serbians, they do not go so far as to cut off tfed supplies till they are
starved to death.

As the maltreatment of Belgians and Serbians ared ftod
blockade against Germany are both directed agamesties, we are at a
loss to understand why the Anglo-French starvapolicy is regarded as
perfectly human while the exercise by Germany efvpntive control over
the people conquered by her as unpardonable. By England takes
large quantities of foodstuffs for her own consumpfrom India, where in
the last ten years 19,000,000 people have diethofation. It must not be
imagined for a moment that India is suffering frander-production. The
fact is that what India has produced for herseff been wrested from her
by England, with the result that the Indians thdueseare starving. Is such
action compatible with the principles of humanitig?it any better than

submarine warfare? Are the Indians under obligatiogive up their food
to the British, while they are starving themselves?

Nominally, of course, the British are not plunderibut in fact, the
exorbitant taxation and tyrannical rule in Indiee @uch as to make it
impossible for the natives to maintain their liblod; it is nothing but
plunder on a grand scale. Recently, England hasedbthe Indians to
subscribe £1,000,000,000 to a war fund and thecsiptisn has been given
the euphemism "Voluntary contribution from Indi&c&tually the sum was
extorted by heavy taxation. It was not without ceathat when it was first
proposed to collect contributions from India, tlmegmsal met with stronger
opposition from the British than from the Indiai®inselves. Lancashire
businessmen realized that enforcement of the pabpesuld be followed
by an increase in the tax on piece goods manufttir Lancashire and
shipped to India for sale, and accordingly thegeadistrong opposition. As
a matter of fact, however, the taxation would catise Lancashire
businessmen only slight losses. As for the Indiahg payment of
£1,000,000,000 must reduce them to such povertly esmpel them to sell
their wives and children and ultimately die in thetter; even so they
cannot afford to pay the huge sum. Is this compatilbvith
humanitarianism?

Let us turn to the way in which the French treatAmnamites. The
taxation in French Indo-China has been growing teeaavery year; the
law is most severe and the slightest offense ibldido such heavy
punishment that once they are thrown into prisois ivery difficult for
them to get out again. The fertile soil of Tonkiasxformerly cultivated by
the Annamites themselves. No sooner had the Frstacted to rule Indo-
China than they imposed heavy taxes on the natweilption; and taxes
were increased from year to year until landowneesewunable to meet
their taxes with the money they received from thiet mand peasants were
unable to recover what they invested in the fieksally, the farmers and
peasants had to give up their fields and migratecites to seek
employment as laborers. Then there came a periddgdwhich the fertile
land of Tonkin appeared like a vast desert. The afinites starved and
suffered terribly. Death followed one after theesthand the people who
were fortunate enough to survive, had no longerjayyn life. Meanwhile,
the French brought large numbers of their fellowrtoymen from their
homeland to cultivate the deserted areas in Indag&CThe French tillers



had the privilege of being exempt from taxatione Ho-called desert areas
were really land which had previously been workeg Annamite
cultivators but which had been deserted becausse thatives could not
bear the heavy taxation. Is this compatible with phinciples of humanity?
England and France have treated their colonialestdbjeven more cruelly
than Germany treats conquered nations, and yesdid that they have not
committed any offense against humanity.

It is said that Germany stands for Might, not faghR and that a
German victory will spell the end of justice. Bt the annexation of
Transvaal, India and Malaya in ac-cordance withghiaciples of justice?
Is it right for England to rob China of Hong KongdaBurma, to force our
people to buy and smoke opium and to mark out usti of Chinese
territory as her sphere of influence? Is it by tigihd justice that France
seized Indo-China, and Russia seized Manchuria iamdded Outer
Mongolia? The history of the last few decades dugsspeak well for the
Allies; they also represent Might, not Right. A felecades ago, when
England was strong enough to carry out acts osfige, she had no respect
for justice, but today, because she is not so gteenGermany, she charges
the latter of being unjust, and at the same tirkedaare to forget her past
aggressions. How can anybody be so simple-mindetb dlieve her
words? If one really wants to champion the causqustice today, one
should first declare war on England, France andsi@usnstead of on
Germany and Austria. But, since China does not wadeclare war even
on England, France and Russia, there is evendassm for her to declare
war on Germany and Austria.

We know that only few people have made the mistdkeelieving
all this humbug about justice and humanitarianidmt the majority who
advocate entry into the war, use the terms "justce "humanitarianism”
hypocritically and do not really uphold such vigu&o sooner have these
people made a speech about justice and humanitariahan they let slip
some words about advantages and disadvantages Chiigun was the first
to say that China's object in entering the war m@tgo gain advantages but
to avoid disadvantages. If war were an effectiveamse for gaining
advantages and removing disadvantages, then ev@ng<e would be glad
to join the war to rid China of her disadvantad&st in the present case,
we must first of all ask ourselves how far Germhag harmed our country,
and why disadvantage can be avoided by particigatinhe war.

The factors indispensable to the existence of emmatre people,
territory and sovereignty. When any of these isirmjl, a protest may be
lodged, and if the protest proves to be of no attadin a declaration of war
will be justified. However, the extent of the irgs should be considered,
and war should not be contemplated except in cafst® gravest injuries.
Now, has Germany inflicted any harm on us sinceottbreak of the war?
The answer is "No," except for those who went tanEe as laborers and
were drowned through the sinking of the vessels/eging them. These
laborers had been induced by France to go to workrench munitions
factories. England and France, knowing well thiickis against their ships
are inevitable, have prohibited their own women ardldren from
travelling by sea. They have, however, no suchrceffa Chinese laborers,
many of whom on their way to Europe were drownecnvithe vessels
were sunk. Is this not a trap set for the Chinegdhle British and the
French? Sometime ago the Japanese press repoaea ttamouflaged
German cruiser was somewhere in the South Seashanthere were over
300 persons on board, including 80 Chinese labokefew days later the
Japanese press again reported that the cruisdrdesdsunk. It is presumed
that the 80 Chinese were sent to the bottom ofs#ee together with the
others on the vessel.

What is the difference between work on German \gsaad
working in French munitions factories? Why is iatlChina cannot lodge a
protest with the Allies? The reason is simple emouthe Chinese, who
worked on board the German cruiser, did so at their risk; the drowning
was due to their own fault; the Allied countriesrev@ot responsible. In this
instance Germany was to be blamed for having ltliedChinese laborers
into a precarious position; not the Allies for slimgvno mercy. On the
other hand, it is equally plain that only Francéase blamed for the ill-
fate of the Chinese laborers that were travelinggaddk in that country and
that here Germany cannot be held responsible. éurghgreat number of
Chinese have been wrongfully put to death in somitsB and French
Dominions. A few years ago, a number of Chineseriats were hired to
work in Russia and when the wages agreed upon marpaid in full and
the men assembled to demand full payment, they Vimyed upon, and
several hundreds were killed. A friend of mine, ety arrived from
Russia, has described to me, with tears in his, éieshelpless and forlorn
condition of the surviving Chinese laborers in tbatintry. This crime is a



hundred times more heinous than the sinking of gnarasels by Germany
involving Chinese casualties.

Why are we so tolerant towards the Allies and saaasonably
severe towards Germany? If it is argued that Chieatry into the war can
save her people from peril, our reply to that argninis that, unless our
navy is strong enough to wipe out the German suinesiand accomplish
what the combined British and French fleets carsuoteed in doing, the
safety of Chinese lives cannot be assured. If, iciately upon the
outbreak of the war, China had prohibited her matli® from traveling to
Europe, she might have prevented these disastetsCBina, after her
declaration of war, has to send large numbers bbrls to work in
Europe. Such a step amounts to inviting Germartkatagainst merchant
vessels and will surely have the effect of incnegsChinese casualties.
How then can it be said that China's participatiothe war is intended to
eliminate the loss of Chinese lives?

It is indeed, impossible to know the future temisb ambitions of
Germany. But we may say that among the Powers atesd far been the
least aggressive towards China, and also the sabitious. Speaking of
territorial losses, China has ceded the richesasaie the Heilung-kiang
Valley to Russia; Burma and Hong Kong to Britaimjd-China to France;
and Formosa to Japan; no land has been taken feoryuGermany.
Speaking of leased ter-ritories, England has oetupkowloon and
Weihaiwei, France has occupied Kwangchow Bay, angssR has
occupied Port Arthur and Dairen and turned thenr t@elapan. As to the
occupation of Kiaochow, Germany is no more guiltsrt any of the other
Powers. Since Kiaochow has now passed under Japapasol, there is
still less danger of German infringement upon Céeéneterritorial
sovereignty. Referring to foreign spheres of iefloe, British influence
extends over Tibet, Szechwan and the Yang-tze yallepresenting
approximately 28 per cent, of the whole of Chinajsétan influence
extends over Outer Mongolia, Sinkiang and North &famia, representing
approximately 42 per cent of the whole of Chinarieh influence extends
over Yunnan and Kwangsi, and Japanese influencenéstover South
Manchuria, Eastern Outer Mongolia, Shantung andgrul he areas under
French and Japanese influence each represent @ercent, of the entire
Chinese territory. Although Germany once estabtisihephere of influence
in Shangtung, the area was below 2 per cent, oiMi@e of China, i.e.

equal to between one 20th and one 30th of the amear British and
Russian influence. Even the French and Japaneseespbf influence are
several times larger than the erst-while Germaespbf influence.

All these Powers have encroached upon China, beir th
encroachments differ in extent. Also, a distinctinay be made between
those countries which continue their encroachmemnt #ose countries
which have discontinued their encroachment, att l&asthe time being.
We persist in condemning that country which hasleast for the time
being, discontinued its encroachment, while we payheed to the ever-
increasing encroachments by the other Powers. 8heelriot assist the
Power which has encroached least? Verily, by jgirire present war we
shall encourage the foreign infringement of oureseignty, instead of
defending ourselves against foreign invasion. If wesire further
encroachments upon our land, we might as well phoclto the whole
world that we are offering it for sale. There is meed to go through the
trouble of waging a war with Germany.

It is true that Germany, following the examples Riitain and
France, has also committed acts which constitutengements upon our
sovereignty. But comparatively, she is decidedly so bad as Russia,
whose stationing of troops in China and occupatibrChinese territory
once led to a serious armed conflict, or as Brjtaihich was the first to
establish consular jurisdiction and carve out asplof influence in China.
Even now, after the outbreak of war and the reéistabent of our
Republic, [i.e. after the overthrow of the Hung éfsiDynasty of Yoan
Shih-kai. —Editor] French authorities have sent négeacross their
boundaries to seize our policemen and extendedGoeicessions by force.
Are such acts beneficial or are they prejudiciaduio sovereignty?

The foreign press persists in expressing the vidat tthe
restrictions against the movement of Chinese trdopthe Tientsin and
Peking area, and against the erection of fortifices, as well as the right of
stationing foreign troops in the Legation Quarterye been imposed upon
China as chastisement to remind the Chinese dBdixer Rebellion. Since
China is not free to build fortifications and maveops freely about in her
own territory, does she still have any sovereigftg@ stationing of foreign
troops in our Capital by foreign Powers is in noywdifferent from the
manner in which Germany once treated France af@sranan victory. The



German occupation of the French Capital lasted onky year, but till now
the French hate their enemy. Foreign troops haee baationed in Peking
for nearly 20 years. Is it that this presence oéifgn troops is beneficial to
the sovereignty of China and therefore admits ofcribcism? If China

were completely free and independent, there woalge been no foreign
interference with her decision as to war and pelacthe present situations,
the United States has shown the greatest tolefamards Germany, and
the European countries have not ventured the slgitomplaint against
the American attitude. China, on the other handgigerely scolded by the
Allies whenever they are even slightly dissatisfidth her way of dealing
with Germany. The Allies have never shown any resger China's

sovereignty.

From the foregoing it is evident that all the talbout saving China
from harm is nothing but humbug. The real objectoigjain advantages.
China has severed relations with Germany, not lsecaf justice or self-
defense but as a result of bribery. As far as thigip are concerned, the
bribe consists in the increase of customs tarif§pgnsion of indemnity
payments, and revision of the Boxer Protocol. Bribhave also been taken
by private individuals who have helped to bring @tbthe rupture of
relations with Germany, but since it is a delicatatter | would rather
withhold the facts in substantiation of my statemen

CHAPTER I
CONDITIONS OF CHINA'S ENTRY INTO THE WAR

The so-called "conditions of entry into the waré aromises of an
increase of the customs tariff, suspension of imdgmpayments and
revision of the Boxer Protocol, in addition to 20$1000,000 loan. That is
all. Is it worth-while to plunge the whole couninto war for these terms?
Certainly not. These so-called "conditions" canob&ined by diplomatic
means; it is unnecessary to go to war to get thanfact they can be
obtained only by diplomacy, not by war.

Concerning the readjustment of the customs taitifthas been
suggested in some quarters that the tariff ratebeilraised to 7.5 per cent,
in accordance with the Mackay Treaty and to 12r5cpet, after the end of
the war whenlikin is to be abolished. In other quarters it has been
suggested that the existing tariff will be reviseith the old treaty as the
basis and the new rate will be 5 per castvalorem. The first suggestion
has now been completely dropped; the so-called dlregpns” are
proceeding on the basis, of the second suggegtioaview of the history
of our customs tariff convinces us that it is aldstor consider the second
proposal as an advantage justifying our entry théowar.

The existing tariff is based on the Mackay Treaip-cluded with
Great Britain in 1902. Under that Treaty, the agergrices prevailing
during the three years after 1897 are taken astdrelard of assessment,
that is to say, the duties payable on all stapl@modities are based on
such prices. As the, prices in those years weréhrtayeer than the existing
market prices, a nominal 5 per cent, tariff is attjuonly 3 or 4 per cent.
Apparently, changes in prices were anticipatethatime of the conclusion
of the Sino-British Treaty, which stipulates thattlae expiration of ten
years either party may, within a period of six ni@nprior to the expiration,
propose a revision of the tariff. Similar provissoare contained in the
commercial treaties subsequently signed with otleintries. As far back
as August 1911, the year of the establishment ef Republic, China
notified the diplomatic representatives of the fgnePowers in the Capital
that the term of ten years had expired and thahgdw in the value of
commodities necessitated a revision of the taififie various foreign
diplomats were again notified in 1912. China's pggd was



unconditionally accepted by Great Britain, U.S.A&ermany, Austria,

Belgium, Spain and Portugal. Only Japan, Russia Brahce, while

accepting the proposal, stipulated certain conustir their acceptance. In
other words, they desired some slight benefitsxahange for their consent
to tariff revision; such, for example, as reductadrexport duties on one or
two particular commodities. By no means can themanties reject our

proposal for revision which is provided for in theeaties and cannot for
any reason be objected to. Had it not been foEtlvepean war, this matter
might have long ago been completely settled.

The suspension of negotiations for tariff revisiduring the war
was merely an act of courtesy on the part of Chamal, if we should have
insisted that the negotiations be renewed now Piwwers could not help
but accept our request. It is unnecessary to bugakrelations with
Germany and join the war in order to resume netjotia on the subject.
At present, China regards tariff revision as a domd of her participation
in the war, and the Powers concerned have comegird it in the same
light, insisting that the negotiations for tariffuision cannot be resumed
unless and until China has joined the war. All thagible is of China's own
making. Had we continued the negotiations with tawers without
bringing up the question of entry into the war, B@vers would have long
ago agreed to the tariff revision. Compared with terms now under
consideration, the terms of the Mackay Agreement 82 providing for
the abolition oflikin is infinitely more favorable to China. If the Mak
Agreement could be reached by negotiations, whyt tauigf revision now
be conditioned by China's entry into the war? Ifofpect can be attained
by the ordinary procedure, there is no earthlyaedas plunge the whole
nation into danger in order to attain it. If theiéé make it so difficult for
us to accomplish our object, why should we taketiitngble of aiding them
in their fight?

Turning to the subject of indemnity payments, Chirguests a
moratorium of ten years, while the Powers insigit thayments can be
deferred only up to the time of the cessation afilittes and that payments
for the current years must not be suspended. Tes war in Europe is
expected to come to an end during this year, has in¢imated not only by
England and France but also by Germany and Ausipparently the
whole world believes that the war will last no lenghan another year. So,
even if the hostilities should continue until ngetar, the postponement of

payment will be for the duration of only a few miesit and, if the war
should come to an end this year, there will havenb® postponement at
all. The proposed arrangement for the moratoriunmdemnity payments
is obviously intended to deceive the public. Ipassible, of course, that the
European conflict will continue for two or threeays, in which case the
indemnity payments will be suspended for the sangth of time. But the
benefit of suspension for one or two years is habhutely unobtainable by
diplomatic means. Has America not returned to usraarmous amount of
indemnity funds? Did she require China to breakrefations with, and
declare war on, a third country as a conditionhef tefund? At the present
time, the value of gold has fallen and indemnityrpants have virtually
been reduced as compared with the last two yeagsid8s, it is not
improbable that the Powers are desirous of haviagpayments deferred in
order to gain interest on the arrears. A moratorimeans a temporary
suspension, not the cancellation of all future pawts. Furthermore, the
financial resources rendered available by the posment of the
indemnity payments are likely to be applied to otparposes, in which
case funds will have to be raised in the futurenteet ultimately the
payments. Thus, postponement of indemnity paymeititsieither benefit
China nor prove detrimental to the Powers. And @kina must join the
war to obtain consent to the moratorium!

Under the Boxer Protocol, China is not permitted dcect
fortifications at Tientsin; restrictions are impdsen Chinese troop
movements, while foreign Powers have the righttatian troops in China
"for the protection against the Boxers." The praubsevision of the
Protocol is in-tended to remove such restrictiond # restrict the alien
forces stationed in China. As may have long bealized, complete
withdrawal of foreign troops from China is impodsibEven if China
should enjoy a little more freedom than at predentthe movement of
troops and construction of fortifications, it islypa matter of "face-saving."
But so long as foreign troops are stationed in @apital to see that our
Government does not offend the foreigners, therebeano talk of "face-
saving," or respect for our sovereignty. With regdo "face-saving,"
Germany proposed before the outbreak of the waedace her forces in
China and, if we knew how to use diplomacy skiliffulwe would have
brought about some modifications in the treaty fions, even though the
modifications may not be of great importance.



In consequence of China's own acceptance of sucifinations
being a condition of joining the war, therth-China Daily News and other
foreign newspapers have emphatically declared: "Bbrer Protocol is
meant to serve as a chastisement of the Chinegdepand must not be
modified lest they might forget the serious conseqes of the Boxer
Rebellion. If, however, it is desired to give sogatisfaction to the Chinese
people, slight modifications may be made in theaniprovisions of the
Protocol, and this only after China's entry inte thar." The tone adopted
by such newspapers gives the reader the impresisaanChina is like a
criminal in foreign custody, and that her requesttfeaty revision is in the
nature of an application for pardon. The foreigriessst that China should
redeem her sins by meritorious conduct before they graciously
consider an abatement of her sentence. Insteachagagoring to free
herself from restrictions by means of friendshighifa has, curiously
enough, chosen to assume the position of a pridoei@re the bar. Can
freedom thus obtained be regarded as a benefiPat a

To the Government the most alluring of all the '@itions” is the
prospect of a foreign loan. Any loan to be in tladune of a true favor to
China should neither require any guarantee or ggcuaor be subject to a
dis-count, and should have been granted to herdgodgor the relief of her
distress. Only such a loan could be con-sideredtasmnefit. At this moment
when negotiations for a loan from the United Sta&es about to be
concluded, the Four Power Consortium comes in with proposal of a
joint loan to China. It is a foregone conclusioattthe latter loan will be
subject to all the conditions of discount and sigwas in previous cases.
Probably, had there been no talk of breaking défti@ns with, and entering
the war against, Germany, the loan might have bip@gbecome a success.
The casual mention of a possible Chinese entry timowar has, on the
contrary, given the United States a pretext fowsig up the negotiations.
In truth, since the commencement of the war thdtived the United States
has increased to such an extent that the surpluseyn@annot find
profitable investment — a situation which is cagssome concern to that
country. As invest-ment in China is both safe arafifable, we should be
able to obtain a loan whether we enter the waradr Although it is the
United States that persuaded us to adopt a hoattieude towards
Germany, yet it is unlikely that she approves af @eclaration of war. Our
entry into the war has really nothing to do witk tibtaining of a loan.

To sum up, all those things generally referredsdanditions of
entry" into the war can be obtained by diplomaticgedure, and without
the necessity of going into war. Rather, Chinattigpation in the war will
probably have the effect of thwarting her hopesadgff revision, etc. The
reason is this; China has entered into treatie® vigreign countries
providing for an equal share of interests by thest&t®m Powers. Although
we have broken off our relations with Germany, dag will come when
we shall resume our relations with her, and, at tinge, we shall not be
able to compel her to agree to what has already bgeeed to by England
and France. Furthermore, tariff revision has logg been promised us by
Germany and Austria, and were it not for the sewagaof relations with
them, they could have no excuse for breaking tfr@mises. The rupture of
relations has had the effect of canceling the psemiand exacerbating
German feelings towards China. In our peace talkh Wermany and
Austria, they will in all probability repudiate tinepromises, and then
England, France, Japan and Russia will most prgbaa likewise by
citing the stipulation of the equal share of ing¢se China will be unable to
force Germany and Austria to concede to her thees#mngs which
England and France have promised her, while EngharadFrance will be
able to force her to give them the same favoraklgment as she will give
to Germany and Austria.

Thus even granted that we may bring about treatisiom by
entering the war, we shall assuredly be obligedesaiay to forego the
revision as a result of this very participation.eThostponement of the
indemnity payments and revision of the Boxer Protowhich have not
received the approval of Germany and Austria, wit be binding upon
them. Should Germany and Austria, instead of aggeed the post-
ponement of indemnity payments and the revisiortreéties, insist on
enforcing the original treaties, Britain, Francel éimeir Allies will probably
break their promises. Since there exists the griacof equal share of
interests, any policy which China may try to caoyt must have the
approval of all the foreign Powers and the oppasidf any one country to
that policy will effectively block any action. Acaodingly, when China
desires to accomplish any project, she must avaigiganizing the totality
of the Treaty Powers. At present she has offendatePowers in order to
please others, and it is almost certain that whatdiready been achieved
will be ruined by reason of the equal share ofredts principle.



We would now like to ask, "Are the so-called coimdis of entry
into the war advantageous or disadvantageous télties?" If they were
advantageous to both China and the Allies, an agrat on the subject
would have been reached long ago, and the Alliesldvoot have waited
until now to offer them to China as conditions ofrg into the war. If on
the other hand the "conditions" are dis-advantagdouthe Allies, their
acceptance now would be temporary and reluctant,emen if Germany
and Austria should, in the course of future peatikst consent to the so-
called "conditions," the Allies will probably ingtite these two countries to
raise objections in order that the Allies themsglvey have an equal share
of the interests thus obtained. How can we exgecftlies to aid China in.
the name of justice? If, however, the so-calledhtiitions" are exactions
from the Allies, it will be a case of "taking advage of another's
precarious position to seek small profits," andutih the Allies have in the
past wronged us, it would be against our consci¢éndake advantage of
their precarious condition. In short, even if thésenditions" are obtained,
they will be lost within a short while, as a resofitour participation in the
war. So, what can we expect to get out of theewa

There is absolutely no hope of securing the seddltonditions”
by participating in the war. Japan strongly opposasff revision,
suspension of indemnity payments and treaty ravigibich, according to
her, had been imposed as a penalty on China. Wifatsewere first made
to induce China to join the war, a British officislade out a list of these
"conditions" and showed it to Lu Cheng-hsiang (tien Foreign Minister)
as extraordinary benefits to China, and accordirsghgport to this effect
was made to the Chinese Parliament. After the raptd relations with
Germany, however, the said official, in answer tw enquiry concerning
the attitude of the various diplomatic represeméstj suddenly declared
that the "conditions" had been suggested in a pafscapacity and no
official responsibility can be assumed. It is urstieod in informed quarters
that the sudden change of attitude on the patiefdreign diplomats was
due to Japanese opposition. England has exertey effert to bring China
into the world imbroglio and offered the "condit&nas bait, but the
interests at stake are Japanese, not BritishestgerJapan, in refusing to
sacrifice her own interests for England's, has rirecliBritish enmity, but
England is afraid of the Japanese dominating infteein the Far East and
dares not explain to the public the Japanese djimo$o the "conditions."
Hence the subterfuge of the British. The blind aehts of the pro-war
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party are still babbling about the advantages ah&#h entry into the war,
but are the advantages real?

On the contrary, we can see very clearly the disathges. As a
sequel to China's declaration of war, Chinese Mahadans, who owe
allegiance to their religious leader, will probab$gart trouble. This
possibility has not only been emphasized by imfefit observers of the
world situation but also demonstrated by recenintsvén Sinkiang and
Kansu. Needless to say, such trouble will grow B#dous proportions. In
addition to this, there are two other disadvantagbgh may produce
grave and widespread consequences, viz. the unotegthiring of labor
and export of food supplies from China. In the ntea®, the hiring of
labor for work in France is prohibited by the CliaeGovernment, and
only a few laborers have gone there. But, as sgsoBGhina joins the war,
she will be under obligation to hire laborers foe tAllies and will be
unable to continue the prohibition. So far, onlgsighan 20,000 Chinese
laborers have left for France and the sinking afhelbor-carrying ship
must have claimed a toll of several hundreds. és¢hcircumstances it may
be easily conceived what will happen to the laltéat may be sent to
Europe in the future. Even though such men maypesdaath during their
voyage, the case of the Chinese workmen in Russidishes a serious
warning against sending them abroad. England aadcErmay not have
the intention to hire labor from China, but thetfaemains that many of
those proceeding to Europe have already met withté.

As to the exportation of foodstuffs, it will havieet cer-tain effect
of increasing the prices of rice and wheat in thterior. With a sudden
advance in the prices of foodstuffs and no cormedpm increase of
income the poor masses will shortly find themseless the verge of
starvation. Famine does not always mean that ttieedood production of
a country is insufficient for the consumption & @ntire population. When
scarcity is felt in one locality and no suppliesndae brought speedily
enough for its relief owing to the lack of trangpfacilities, famine takes
place at once. Needless to say, it is not wortHemu starve the entire
population of China for the sake of less than $200,000, made up of a
loan amounting to $100,000,000, indemnity funds wamiog to
$30,000,000 and increase of revenue amountingdot&50,000,000.



Moreover, the loan and the indemnities under susgpenhave
eventually to be paid not only in full but with enest added. So they cannot
be properly considered as benefits. The only thwhich may be called a
benefit, is the increase of $50,000,000 in the arustrevenue. But, who
will bear the burden of the increased customs taxatThe answer is, "the
Chinese themselves and not the foreigners." Foeesgwill suffer no more
than a slight inconvenience in bringing their godat® China, while, the
prices and taxes for such commodities will continaebe paid out of
Chinese pockets. There are many ways in which thieeSe Government
may obtain revenues from its people. Why must dpadhe present line of
action, which will send hundreds of thousands afpgbe to face death and
cause hunger and poverty to tens of millions? Theve analysis shows
that the so-called "benefits" are not benefitsllabat will, on the contrary,
give rise to infinite trouble.

There is, however, another danger even more seitiausthe evils
which have been described above. That is, natiextaction may be the
result of our offering ourselves as a sacrific&teat Britain and France in
the desire of gaining of small advantages. In saclevent no amount of
efforts will save us from disaster. The Chineseppeowho are still in a
dormant state, may some day awake and find theaséifetters, and then
it will be too late for them to repent.

The present war in Europe is a terrible tragedy.nim with any
sympathy for his fellow creatures will point atg a golden opportunity for
China. If, however, China must profit by the wanescan do it in more
ways than one. Japan and the United States, fan@ga have reaped
immense profits from the conflict by economic aitids. The various
countries in Europe are suffering from shortagenahpower and capital as
a result of the war. Their workmen have been turmtd soldiers and
machines are used for the manufacture of militapptes. Necessaries of
life have to be sought from abroad, and even tipplgwf war material is
dependent partly upon foreign sources. Under santitons the industrial
and shipping interests of Japan and America areralying a business
boom. Owing to unfavorable trade Japan was formangble to maintain
her financial affairs in a proper condition. Shedha look to foreign
countries for loans to tide over financial diffitak. It was not until the
year before last that her trade balance began pyowe by leaps and
bounds, causing an influx of gold into the counkgr cash reserves at the
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end of last year stood at Y.700,000,000 and didrgtieasing. The amount
of gold which has flowed into America, however,ngny times greater
than the amount which has flowed into Japan. Japaroined the war, but
has now laid down arms without going through withwhile the United
States has only just begun to fight. It is the imityufrom the disastrous
effects of the war that has helped to bring abbet present economic
prosperity in both countries.

There is no harm in seeking profit in the same waylapan and
America have done. Such neutral countries as Hll&witzerland, Spain
and Denmark are situated too near to the battief@lescape the adverse
effects on their trade. The Anglo-French blockads Blmost completely
ruined the trade of the Scandinavian countries Hitland. Only the
various countries in America and Asia are in a tmsito achieve
prosperity at the present time. If China wantsrmnmte her own interests,
she must maintain neutrality and at the same tiregeldp herself
economically to make up for the losses she hasmdfin the past and
pave the way for her future greatness. This isegsiihple, and the wonder
is why nobody has ever thought of it. Declaratibmvar in the vain hope of
obtaining a few unobtainable benefits will only rgi disastrous
conseqguences to China. It is fervently hoped tHaClkinese people will
devote their attention to this vital national peil

Natural resources, manpower and capital are tlee timain factors
in economic development. In planning the develogn@nChina today
there is no fear of a lack of natural resourcemanpower; the only thing
needed is capital. The territory of China is vdmif large tracts remain
uncultivated and the population is so numerousmiety people are out of
employment. If she knows how to utilize her land gopulation she could
have become rich within a brief space of time. iHexhaustible resources
and manpower, if aided by a little capital, wouldnsform China into the
richest and consequently the strongest countrh@fworld, even without
the help of up-to-date machinery. It should be eyeihsy to secure a little
capital from abroad. Since the opening of hogtitithe belligerent
countries in Europe have been concentrating thifgirte on the production
of necessities and consequently the output of thosenodities which they
export to China has greatly diminished. At the samee, the cost of
transportation has increased considerably.



This is, indeed, an opportunity for China to depeher agriculture
and industry. Chinese agriculture is already higidyveloped; what she
needs to do is to impart some new knowledge tofaeners and to
introduce an efficient governmental control overi@agtural production.
Proper management will exclude the use of wastafithods and no crisis
will occur in the areas which are now suffering enar less from food
scarcity. As long as no restrictions are placedhenexport of foodstuffs,
foreign countries will continue to offer high pricdor the purchase of
cereals only from the localities favored with tnamd facilities. With the
continued soaring of the price of cereals, staowais inevitable. Under
systematic agricultural control, areas with an guaduction will be able
to export their surplus for the relief of areasfeauhg from under-
production. It is even possible that China's préidaucof cereals will be
more than sufficient for the needs of the wholentgu The export of
cereals should give rise to no difficulties, praddhat systematic action is
taken to regulate the movement of foodstuffs. Themes consideration
applies to agricultural produce other than foodstuf proper reforms are
introduced to rehabilitate agriculture, a greatéase in exports will follow
as a natural consequence.

Will not such a plan yield immense beneficial résulThe people
who are supposed at present to be promoting indbsive, however, not
set themselves to work along such lines. On thetraon they have
imposed such exorbitant taxes on the rural pomuatihat agriculture is
more or less paralyzed. In some regions huge digntdf crops are
allowed to go to rot, while the inhabitants in athegions are in the grip of
famine, pining for relief. This is precisely whatmeant by the phrase, "the
erection of barriers is detrimental to the people.”

Take the mining industry as another example. Siheesnactment
of the Mining Law applicants for permission to ogemes have had to go
through innumerable difficulties before they cantaitb a permit.
Sometimes after permission has been obtaine@nspires that a mine has
been encroached upon, and a bribe has to be paiddtit of the
encroachment. It often happens that before secthiagight to exploit a
mine one has to spend several tens of thousandsllafs. Consequently,
there is even less prospecting now than beforeirttreduction of the
Mining Law. The mining laws of other countries argended for the
protection of mining interests, whereas the Minirayv of our country is
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designed to throttle them. Although the Chinesepfengaged in mining
in the South Sea Islands find themselves unhappilyer the power of
Europeans and are subject to discriminatory trestmehey can

never-theless carry on their business quite ptifitaAs soon as they
return to their Fatherland and read the Chinesangihaw with a view to

exploiting natural resources, all their hopes dnattered and there is
nothing for them to do but to go back to where thagne from. It appears
that the mining regulations made by foreigners mpdse hardships on
Chinese residents are far better than the Miningg baade by China in
favor of overseas Chinese. No wonder that the mimwalustry in China

remains in a backward state.

The same may be said of all the other Chinese itrthisand
commercial enterprises. When a foreign Governmesdates a particular
Ministry, it is aimed at protecting the interesfsite people, but when the
Chinese Government creates one, it is directednagaChina's own
interests. Such being the case, can it not betkatdhere is no chance for
China to become rich and strong? If we would follithwe footsteps of the
West and clear away the obstacles that stand iwalyeof our industry and
commerce, even though we might accomplish a mexidn of what the
Europeans have achieved, we could transform ountopinto the richest
and strongest State in the world. Take Germany,ef@ample. At the
commencement of the war, she was suffering corgtdrnim acute
shortage of food-stuffs and other commodities, Hater, after the
introduction of systematic control, she began tyeran abundance of
supplies. She had spent the bulk of her natiorsdurees on the war, and
yet, by using properly the remainder of her wealtihe managed
successfully to ameliorate the situation. We hase dreater natural
resources and man-power than Germany, and, wleaeis more important
is that there is no war within our country.

At this moment, when the world market is wide openus,
suffering from lack of supplies, there is no doabbut the possibility of
China realizing large profits. The most serioustaties that stand in the
way of Chinese industry today are the unreasondabavernment
regulations and conditions dikin, and innumerable other taxes of an
exorbitant nature. All these things can be abotisivéhin a brief space of
time. Another noteworthy fact is that since the ropg of the war
American shipping interests have gained enormooBtpidespite constant



sinking of their vessels. The majority of theuveau riches in Japan have
made their fortunes from the shipping trade. Lasirythe Nippon Yusen
Kaisha alone reaped profits amounting to severa téd millions of yen.
Although the gains of this single company may nettéken as reflecting
the prosperity of the country as a whole, it isaatfthat the smooth
operation of the Japanese shipping trade has brqurgbperity to every
business and fortunes to many households in thattigo

In contrast, the transportation business in Chsnia ia lamentable
condition. Since the outbreak of hostilities itesfthappened that as many
as 30,000 tons of goods were accumulated and lpeid 8hanghai owing
to the lack of transport facilities. What is theaamt of interest payable on
the value of 30,000 tons of goods? What is the amai go-down
charges? Such losses probably total several nilladrdollars per annum.
When 30,000 tons are held up in Shanghai, the gmnhald up in various
interior ports must be ten times this figure, amel lbsses probably amount
to several tens of millions of dollars per annunhét goods are stranded
in interior ports, it may be imagined that in th®dlucing areas there are
still less facilities for the export of their procta, which must be in a state
of deterioration. The loss incurred consists naly an the payment of
interest but also in the reduction of capital. Thhus total losses probably
amount to several hundreds of millions of dollags @gnnum.

If a reform is brought about in the Chinese nati@@nomy, the
effects will be as beneficial as, if not more bégiaf than, any which may
accrue from the "conditions of entry into the wartie foreign loan, the
indemnity payments and tariff increase can amowntn® more than
$200,000,000, whereas the increase of revenue whiithresult from a
thorough-going reform will be greater than thisufig. The so-called
"conditions" are only temporary palliatives, beaatise increased income
will have to be repaid within a short time, wherdlas suggested reform
will bring about a real increase of wealth withatdusing any harm
whatever.

If China is really serious on furthering her owteirests, why does
she not prefer the methods suggested to the pracedw being followed?
At this moment there is a shortage of shippinglitees. Chinese labor is
cheaper than labor in other countries and it isteq@asy to import
machinery and iron material for the constructionsbfps. To meet the
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present emergency ready-made vessels may be pedchaven at
comparatively high prices, to expedite the trangtion of goods. The total
amount of goods now being tied up are estimate&8D@000 tons, most of
which are destined for adjacent localities. If armd trip can be made each
month, the 300,000 tons of goods can be cleareih affyear. Only 40,000
tons of shipping will be sufficient for the purposguch a plan is not
absolutely impossible of realization. The 40,000st@f shipping may be
used simultaneously for the export of surplus adfical produce and for
the import of necessary commodities. At the same tefforts may be
made to build a foundation for a new ship-buildimglustry. Thus the
goods stranded in various interior ports may barel off in a year, and
the commodities in the producing areas may be maeedgradually in
order to prevent rotting. These measures alone ftiihg about a
remarkable economic development. The hiring of theemployed to
perform reclamation work, the abolition of thi&n restrictions and the
encouragement of the shipping business will cdgtdining, in one year,
far more benefits than those which may accrue ftben "conditions of
entry into the war," and, moreover, such plan wik involve any risks.
The "conditions" on the other hand, will involveks, and may not bring
any benefit at all. After carrying out the measusegjgested above,
agriculture, mining and other industries will deygl as it were,
automatically. Japan has acquired a national wealdthy.700,000,000
within the space of two years. A comparison betwélea potential
resources of China and those of Japan convinceshamét would not be
difficult for China to acquire a national income $1,000,000,000 per
annum.

The existing Chinese Government is worried abastfitancial
situation, not knowing that financial resources a®@pendent on the
national economy. It makes no effort to improvethdonal economy, and,
instead, devotes itself to the pursuit of immedadeantages. Even if such
advantages were obtained, they might ultimatelyedhe extinction of the
nation. If, on the other hand, they were not oladjnnfinite trouble would
happen nevertheless. Is it thus worth-while toofelithe present line of
conduct? With such a rare opportunity in handt i®t absurd deliberately
to throw away the chance of economic developmédntIcan be content
with poverty, it is still possible for us gradually remedy the situation.
Spasmodic efforts to gain imaginary advantagesimitblve the danger of
national extinction. The only benefit to the Govaent will be a foreign



loan, if it can be obtained at all. Instead of coompising the interests of
the whole nation, would it not be better for thev€&mment to work in the
same spirit to reform the domestic politics, to rpote industry and
agriculture, and to facilitate communications? VWoobt such a program
bring more real advantages and involve less dat@ehe country? We
cannot believe that the authorities are so blinchaisto see this. The
defiance of public opinion, the renunciation of decherished policy and
the embarking upon a hazardous action, lead ogedgect that in deciding
upon the present policy the authorities have besrsidering their own
interests without any regard for the national welfa

We are fully aware that a part of the Governmetit@ities have a
true and ardent desire to save the nation. Theyparsuing the present
policy in the hope of improving China's place ie tamily of nations. Even
among officials of the old type, who are generaligderstood to be
governed in their behavior by nothing else but mersitions of private
interests, there are not a few who, in advocatihop&s entry into the war,
are motivated, not by private interests, but by dbsire to make a stand
against Japan. With rare exceptions, all the adesaaf entry into the war
are laboring under the impression that Japan iggryto establish
hegemony in the Far East, and that present polityegtore to China her
place in the family of nations and, by joining hamwdth America, drive out
the influence of Japan. Whether the advocateseofMir on Germany are
motivated by this idea or not, there is no douht this idea is ever-present
in the minds of the old-type officials. Japan'siacttin preventing China
from entering the war the year before last, hasessed the misgivings in
these quarters, who seem to think that if Japas doewant China to join
the war that step must be injurious to Japan'sdsts.

From this the conclusion is drawn that since Chieatry into the
war is injurious to Japan, it must be ad-vantagetmsChina, and
consequently the pro-American decision has beghdustrengthened. But
our overtures to the United States have not beawened, and our
opposition to Japan has only had the effect ofgofui ourselves to submit
to Japan's guidance. It is obvious that thosevarfaf this policy can never
attain their objectives. These people not only heateabandoned their anti-
Japanese and pro-American ideas, but expect tleatAtherican Navy
expansion program will soon be completed, andttiext China may, with
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the aid of the American Navy, drive the Japaneserésts out of her
territory.

But the relations between China and Japan are aselgl knit
together that the full significance of this facthnat be explained away
simply by the phrase "same cul-ture and same rdgeé unity between
one nation and another must necessarily depend apoammunity of
interests. As China has the same interests as ,Jagaan needs must take
care of China's interests and offer her friendlyieel Japanese opposition
to the British efforts to induce China to join thar last year is a case in
point. Japan must have a certain reason for hevsifign, and the reason is
neither any conflict between Chinese and Japamseests nor any design
to inflict harm on China in order to benefit hefs@he reason is; If China
should join the war she would sacrifice herself sbaw or other for
England, and then either Germany or Russia woulg ithe benefit of
China’'s sacrifice. If Germany or Russia should mdnthe rights and
interests of China, Japan, would have still lessrdor development than
she has at present; in fact, Japan might have rmyevay to protect herself.
This would be harmful to Japan, but her sufferisghie result of China's
suffering. For although Japanese and Chinese sttereave different
starting points, they have the same goal. Wherrinffeadvice to China,
Japan has, of course, an eye on her own interestsnat on Chinese
interests, but the advice cannot for that reasosifely rejected. Those
who are now advocating the pro-American policy ai nnderstand the
true situation in East Asia.



Chapter IlI
THE ABSURDITY OF CHINA'S PARTICIPATION

The United States has now declared war on Gerniangnnot be
predicted, however, whether she will act indepetigear join the Allies.
The declaration of war by the United States is bdclp by real force.
Leaving aside other factors, the American Navy p&sithe third position
in the world. After the declaration of war, the Amean Navy may assume
part of the responsibility for scouring the Atlantvaters. While there is no
knowing whether the German U-boats are afraid @&merican Navy, the
fact is that the United States enters the war W necessary force.
According to official reports, the U.S. Navy hasreserve force of
2,000,000 men. While it is not known how many afgl men can be put
on the field, the possession of such military gitbnmay be taken as proof
of the American capacity for pro-secuting the wdoreover, the United
States is in the meantime planning to expand hree@mpower further. The
annual increase of the American naval strengtmad@ounts to hundreds
of millions of dollars. Since her dec-laration ofrnythe United States has,
as a first step, decided on an appropriation of k8. $2,900,000,000 for
her army and of U.S. $500,000,000 for her navy.

A nation must possess the necessary strength bsiferean talk
about war. Can China claim to possess even a hdithdod the military
strength of the United States? Can China put farsingle dreadnought or
submarine against the enemy? Does she have ogesfulipped division?
Needless to say, she is not in a position to jogwvrar. Serbia. Montenegro
and Rumania are no help to the Allies, and yet th&ye each put more
than 100,000 men on the field. Even when defedtegke men can still
fight valiantly. Can China, in fighting with Germgnachieve one-tenth of
what these countries have achieved? China hasnsehendredth part of
the strength of the United States or one-tenth pérthe strength of
Belgium, Serbia, Montenegro or Rumania, with whichback up the
rupture of relations with Germany and her declaratf war. To humiliate
a handful of Germans remaining in China and themrietend to have
scored a victory is not only dangerous but alsgrdrseful and ridiculous.
Many stupid fools contend that declaration of waes not necessarily
require actual fighting. If this were true, thennigjust a big joke!

The principal cause of the American declaration vedr on
Germany is the condition of American industry. ®nibe outbreak of
hostilities, Britain and France have been suffeangtely from lack of war
materials, and at the same time have had to fuRRistsia and Italy with
military supplies. Consequently, they have beeligedito seek help from
America. In response to Allied appeals the Uniteates has expanded her
industries and devoted herself to the productioomditary supplies, the
export of which has as a result increased enormotifke over-abundance
of gold which results from the increase of expista cause of anxiety to
the American nation. The total value of the exporEurope last year was
U.S. $3,750,000,000 (equivalent to $7,500,000,000Chinese silver
currency). Some of the export items have increaseclume to several
times the former figures; and some, like coppam,ifoodstuffs and gun-
powder, had increased by hundreds of per cent.Unied States official
figures, as published in a Russian chronicle, &i@va in the Table as
follows:



Table of U.S. Staple Exports During Recent Years
(Unit in Francs)

Name of Commodity 3rd Year 4th and 5t h Year

of Chinese Republic of Chinese Republic
1914 1915-16

cattle 23,000,000 494,000,000

Copper 295,000,000 1,285,000,000

foodstuffs 825,000,000 2,175,000,000

aeroplanes and 1,130,000,000 35,000,000

metal parts

motor cars 165,000,000 600,000,000

motorcycles and trucks 250,000,000 835,000,00 0

chemicals 137,000,000 620,000,000

explosives 30,000,000 2,335,000,000

iron, steel, 1,257,000,000 3,330,000,000

aluminum and lead

pistols 17,000,000 90,000,000

machines and lathes 70,000,000 305,000,00 0

metal cords, nails 51,500,000 250,000,000

raw and tanned leather 182,000,000 400,000,00 0

footwear and hosiery 90,000,000 235,000,00 0

condensed milk 6,500,000 60,000,000

refined sugar 9,000,000 395,000,000

wool 34,000,000 225,000,000

The sharp increase of American exports signifieshenone hand
an influx of money and on the other hand the comagan of capital on
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certain lines of industrial activity. A large paftthe increased export items
as shown in the Table are the output of newly déistedal industrial plants.
As such plants have been established with enornmastal, any
interruption of exports will put diem out of work@ at once cause a panic.
It is precisely for this reason that, when Germafifiered to negotiate
peace, the American market received a rude shockay be conjectured
what effects may be suffered by America from thern@m policy of
submarine blockade. In pre-war days, the UnitedteSteenjoyed a
prosperous trade with Austria, Denmark, Norway &uwekden. Since the
British blockade of German ports, America has lmgpart of the world
market. Fortunately, the British, French, ltaliamdaRussian demand for
Ameri-can goods is more than enough to compensatéé loss.

Under such circumstances America sees the brightnbt the
gloomy side of war. But since the German declanatibthe intention to
sink without warning all ships in the blockade zerhe United States and
other neutral countries have been alarmed by tbspect of having to
suspend their shipping trade, and the Americansimgis have been in a
state of serious nervousness. Therefore, the Uitates hopes to break
the submarine power of Germany in order to pratectown interests and
continue her trade. This is the chief intention enhdng the American
declaration of war. But it is open to doubt whethAenerica's participation
in the war will have the desired effect of wipingt @erman submarines. It
is not improbable that this doubt is also entedgdiby American industrial
interests. If the United States, in strengthenieg &irmed might, has all
along had the intention of declaring war, she caw turn the supplies
originally intended for foreign countries to theinfercing of her own
power, and incidentally this will help to eliminatbe trouble of faulty
investment and overproduction. Thus, even if then@® submarines
should continue their deadly activities and the Aoan trade to Europe
should be cut off, the American capitalists woulidl sot have to worry
about their interests. That is why the entire Aweami nation is clamoring
for war.

Does the same condition of things exist in Chinafces the
outbreak of the European conflict, China's tradth wimerica and Japan
has undergone no change, while her trade with Euhag been decreasing
continually. The decrease is largely due to the that the Chinese
Government takes no notice of trade affairs, aeddhinese people are too



ignorant. But the principal cause of the decre&seith the fact that Chinese
products are not in urgent demand in European cgesnFurthermore, the
restrictions recently imposed by England and Framctémports into their
countries are particularly unfavorable to China.i@ato these restrictions,
China's export of silk, tea and other commoditgesedriously handicapped,
while China's agriculture and commerce are alscersdly affected. The
United States is suffering from the German blockadbile China is
suffering from the British and French embargo opants.

Thus, the United States and China are in diffecimcumstances;
they are suffering differently from the actionstloé belligerent countries. If
China, however, really wants to adopt the samedinaction as America,
should she not, first of all, protest to England &nance against the import
restrictions, and then follow it up with rupture refations, and declaration
of war? China stands in a position different frdrattof the United States.
As far as China is concerned, strict observanceeatrality is the way to
further her own interests and to preserve her ousience.

Moreover, the recent American entry into the was @&astep forced
upon the United States by Germany. Until recenljerica has been
supplying various European countries with unlimitgdantities of war
material, and this fact has been taken by Germargnandication that the
United States has not been pursuing a policy ofaaremt expansion.
Hence the German challenge to the United States UHited States cannot
be so unprepared as China for entry into the wiarshee has to do to
strengthen her own army and navy is to stop theplgupf arms and
ammunition to the Allied countries. The war expémd of U.S.
$3,400,000,000 recently approved by the AmericamgBsss is not far
from the total value of American exports to Europaring last year.
Therefore, at the end of the year when this ambast been expended,
American exports of war supplies to Europe will falless than one-tenth
of the exports during the year before last, andAtied supplies will be
exhausted. The opinion is current that the UnitedeS is so wealthy and
so strong that she should prove a deadly enemetm&ny. As a matter of
fact, the combined naval strength of the Americad Allied fleets will
never achieve the feat of wiping out the Germanmsumes, and the
transportation of several hundreds of thousand#\rokrican troops to
Europe is a stupendous undertaking. Assuming, hervekat the United
States will succeed in landing such an expeditipfaice on the European

17

Continent, it will have no more effect on the wawation than what British
reinforcements have produced. Besides, the trahsgorsupplies and
reinforce-ments will necessitate the requisitionmiga large number of
vessels, which will aggravate the food shortagiénBritish Isles.

It is plain, therefore, that the advantages of Ao#s entry into the war
cannot be offset by the disadvantages, and it 36 lpecause Germany
understands this so well that she has been usieny eveans in her power
to bring the United States into the war. The Unithtes has never
seriously wanted to join the war. The American ead's proposal for the
negotiation of peace before the decisive battlecatds that in his heart of
hearts he does not want the United States to li@imiar. The United States
Government in a Note to Germany declares thatnbtsonly the right but
also the obligation of the United States to offiesr mediatory services.
Three weeks later, the United States suddenly bdgerotest, broke off
relations and finally declared war. Probably, el2enWilson himself could
not foresee that things would turn out as they Bielcause the American
entry into the war is ad-vantageous to Germany hsiseforced the United
States to take such a step. But China is underenessity to join the war.
Why must she follow the footsteps of the Unitedt€t@ She gives one the
impression of an ugly woman aping the ways of gsautiful queen!

China's position is in absolute contrast with thesifion of the
United States. The United States has a powerfuy @mnad navy, whereas
China has none. The United States has sufferdueatands of Germany,
whereas China has suffered from the Allied coustirihe United States is
compelled to join the war, while China has no snehessity. Why in the
name of Heaven is China so desirous of gettingeffeirso trouble? Not
long ago Japan exerted her utmost to build up @repbf influence in
Shantung and the South Sea Islands, but she seshetcshe wanted and
she has taken every care to keep it without embarkin any further
adventures. The year before last, a suggestiomveae to invite Japan to
send troops to the Balkans. The suggestion hadirtbaimous support of
the various European Powers and for a moment appediractive even to
a minority of the Japanese themselves, but in doe Bf opposition from
the majority, the idea had to be dropped. Japatesions with the Allied
countries are very different from China's relatiovith them, and, what is
more, Japan is strong enough to prosecute a wapiteehis fact, she has
not accepted the suggestion offered by the Powasrshe does not want to
defy the opposition of the entire nation. Instedbabbling about following



the example of the United States, why does notChimese Government
think more carefully over the matter?
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Chapter IV
CHINA'S RELATIONS WITH THE POWERS

China is contemplating entry into the war with tbesire of
pleasing the European Powers and the United Statedicipation of their
support. Such an idea is perfectly in line with traditional, stupid policy
of "befriending the far and attacking the near.fdat, the policy of playing
one foreign country against another has been popwer since China's
first contact with foreigners. Unfortunately, thelipy of playing Russia
against Japan, regarded by Li Hung-chang as théokdiplomatic success,
ultimately led to invasion by foreign Powers. Thssich ideas as the
partition of China and her division into spheres iafluence were
suggested, and treaties were signed for the cessidease of various
territories. Such were the results of this policy!

Nevertheless, Li's policy has been regarded as delndo be
admired and followed, by the old-fashioned govemtadficials who had
only the vaguest ideas about diplomacy. Yuan Shihtid down the
principle of diplomacy as being the "bringing ofettnfluence of one
country into the sphere of influence of anotherrmtpuso as to cause a
clash of interests." His policy was essentially #ane as Li's policy of
playing one foreign country off against the otherd a'attacking the
neighbor with friends from a distance." The presanithorities are
following Yuan's policy of playing America off aget Japan. While it is
true that the United States has persuaded Chirladge a protest with
Germany, the American Minister has declared thamttter of joining the
war would be left to China's own decision. Japdiirsitobjected to China's
participation in the war, but since China lodged fnotest in compliance
with the advice of the United States, Japan hasgdthher attitude and has
been urging China to join the conflict on the sidi¢he Allies.

In other words, there have been some intriguesd®miwapan and
America behind China's policy towards Germany. Ddes Chinese
Government think it better to adopt a pro-Japanésstead of a pro-
American, policy despite the fact that America'ggastions are more
convincing than Japan's? No, it does not. The adthibned Chinese
officials are pro-American, but the time is stititrripe for them to carry out
their policy. China obeys Japan because she hpsesént no alternative



but to wait for the day when she may obtain foreagsistance to avenge
the injuries which she has suffered at the handdapan. The Chinese
Government is eager to make concessions to Tokyatduwift is in the
nature of a Greek gift; the humbler it appears,rioge treacherous it is to
Japan.

We cannot say that there is any lack of sincenitysuch pro-
American attitude, but we may safely affirm thatir@hwill never be
benefited by such a chimerical policy. It is theorgsightedness of the
Japanese statesmen and Britain's pressure on ainhave given rise to
all the talk about China's severance of relatiomd antry into the war.
While seven of the Allied countries are said tqbesuading China to enter
the war, it must be pointed out that Italy, Belgjuamd Portugal were at
first not interested in the question of China'stipgration. (In view of the
possibility that China may be called upon to shheeburdens of the Allies
after the war is over, Italy, Belgium and Portugay have been directly
interested in the question, but their interest oaroe very serious.) What
France and Russia expect to derive from Chinacjgeation in the war
can be easily obtained even without China's padten. The only country
which seriously desires China's entry into the isdbreat Britain; Japan is
urging China to enter because she has no alteendltie United States only
wants us to adopt the same attitude as her owrgttier countries are not
seriously concerned with the question.

The Allies, it is said, expect to derive the foliog benefits from
China’s participating in the war, namely, (1) syppf manpower, (2)
supply of foodstuffs, (3) exclusion of German eaoim interests from
China. A study of the situation however convinceshat the above three
points are merely a pretext adopted by the Chiaelsecates of war in a
moment of self-hallucination, and can-not be aceg@ven by the Allies
themselves as the true reasons for their insistemcghina's participation.

First, let us deal with the German economic intsrés China.
Germany's trade with China has been completelyuptied since the
outbreak of war, and Tsingtao, the only Germanetr@ehter in the East, is
now in Japanese hands. The German trade is noesesged by only a few
scores of mercantile establishments which have t@igip suspended their
business. If you consider the closure of sevetaba@s, the arrest of a few
armed guards, the closure of a small number of amtite houses and the
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dismissal of a couple of German employees from €@nGovernment
service as a success in eliminating German infleeeeould you not

consider the capture of Tsingtao and the cuttiffgobfGerman trade as
much greater achievements? Japan has failed toomip&erman influence
completely from the East in spite of the fact thla¢ has spent millions of
dollars on a campaign lasting several months wabkualties reaching
nearly 1,000; is it not ridiculous and childishewpect that a few Chinese
policemen and officials can succeed where Japafaliad?

German predominance over the China market may bebed to the
following three factors: (1) high quality of hermmodities, (2) observance
of commercial ethics, and (3) thorough knowledge tbé Chinese
psychology. In these three matters Germany is 8upéo any other
country. It is by virtue of these three qualitibattGermany, who came into
the China market later than her competitors anleld@ny base for her
economic operations, managed within a brief spadene to push herself
into the British sphere of influence, and to gae tupper hand. The
German extension of influence could not be chedketiuman efforts. A
survey of the German import and export situationGhina after her
occupation of Tsingtaa reveals that the Germanauanbase in the East
is not in that port.

Exports and Imports at Tsingtao During 1911

(Unit in Taels)

Name of Country Value of Imports Value of Exports Total
Germany 4,665,000 1,596,000 6,261,000

Japan 4,309,000 1,174,000 5,483,000

Britain 8,000 4,329,000 4,337,000

France 199,000 1,551,000 1,750,000

America 1,282,000 124,000 1,406,000



It is impossible to exterminate the German tradeobgupying
Tsingtao. Nor will there be any way to stop thdawf of her merchandise
after the conclusion of the war. Once she resuraesréde with China, she
will find it quite easy to recover her former pdmit or even improve on it
by virtue of the qualities enumerated above. Theesfthe restrictions
imposed on her trade can be regarded only as aotamypmeasure, which
is indeed quite unnecessary in view of the fact tea trade has already
ceased completely. In this light the claim that &ikes are desirous of
cutting off German trade is absolutely untenable.

Speaking of manpower, it may be pointed out that ¢buntries
which really stand in need of such assistance ale Russia and France.
Great Britain, though known to have only a smalpydation in her own
territory, is probably not at all concerned ovee ghortage of manpower,
inasmuch as she has at her disposal the entirdgtigouof 300,000,000 in
India. In addition, there are plenty of Chineseolas in the British
colonies. It should not be difficult to enlist huads of thousands of
laborers, say, from Malaya, Borneo and Burma withifortnight or so.
Besides, Chinese immigrants are continuously pguiitio the Straits
Settlement with the object of earning a living, attey constitute an
inexhaustible source of manpower. It is quite dasyRussia and France to
conclude a special agreement with. China for thjgpk/ of Chinese labor,
and the fact that these two countries have long lkeésting Chinese labor
without having concluded any such agreement, islarppoof that the
guestion of manpower is not a true reason for gr@ihina to join the war.

Let us now turn to the question of foodstuffs. Bhertage of food
in Russia is not due to underproduction, but to khek of transport
facilities. Since her transport facilities are ifimient even for the
transportation of foodstuffs from one place to titker within her own
territory, how can she expect to bring any foodpsieg into her land from
a foreign country? It is true that Britain is suiifgy from underproduction
of grain, but it is far more convenient for herdbtain her supplies from
America and Canada than from China. China has ftong time been
importing flour in large quantities from abroad. tHe flour which has
already been imported into China, and all the futimports of flour and
what are handed over to the British, the Britishi héwve enough food for
their con-sumption. There is no necessity for Chindeclare war. Supplies
of rice for Fukien and Kwangtung have always bemwd from Annam
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and Burma, and, if Britain and France are in ndefad, they can obtain
large quantities of rice from these colonies, iadtef from China. Judging
from every angle, we are convinced that the questio manpower and
food are not the true reasons for the Allies' ¢ffto persuade China to join
the war. Japan, Great Britain, and America, theegfare the only countries
which are closely concerned with, and anxious twse China's entry into
the war.

In the present efforts to induce China to join ttwnflict, the
United States and Japan are in the limelight w@ileat Britain remains in
the background. As a matter of fact, however, Brita playing the leading
role. The United States and Japan are being ustmlssby Great Britain,
who has tried for a long time to bring China irtte tvar. At the time when
Yuan Shih-kai proclaimed himself Emperor of Chilaitain offered to
extend recognition to his monarchy on conditiort tBhina would enter the
war, but in the face of Japan's opposition therdfied to be withdrawn
before Yuan could reach a decision. Britain hagesinever ceased her
efforts in this direction. But the British Governmiéhas already promised
the Japanese Foreign Minister, Viscount Ishii, tiefore taking any action
in China, Britain would always first consult Japémthis light, the hands
of British diplomats are tied in the Extreme Orient

Therefore, if Britain desires to induce China tinjthe war, she
must first obtain Japan's consent, and in ordebtain Japan's consent, she
must get the United States to use her influenc&€hina. We cannot
ascertain the real motives of the United Stateshia matter, but Mr.
Simpson, the Editor of thieeking Gazette, and his crowd, appear to think
that after protesting to Germany China can relynupmerica's economic
and military power to counter-balance any prestaeJapan may exert on
China. This view indicates that the Chinese Goveminis pro-American
and anti-Japanese, and that at the same time rBrtaiiertains a bitter
feeling against Japan. It is a favorite idea amaing pro-American
advocates that Japan's purpose in preventing Glona joining the war
until this year, was to control the Chinese dipltmaolicy and that the
recent protest to Germany had been lodged by Chitiathe object of
maintaining her diplomatic independence. But it Bsitain whose
diplomatic policy in the Far East is subject to aldp control and who
cannot recover her diplomatic independence untin&€thas entered the
war. How can China achieve diplomatic independence?



The old-fashioned mandarins have the habit of siismge
everybody of being a malicious scoundrel unlesssh@ent on promoting
his own private interests. Japan's objection tan&hiparticipation in the
war might be partly due to the unwillingness on plagt of the Japanese
Prime Minister Count Okuma to recognize Yuan's magibut this was
certainly not the principal reason. The chief r@as@s the fear that China
might be placed in a dis-advantageous position asesalt of her
participation. Commenting candidly on Japan'suwatétat that moment, we
may say that she placed China's interests everrébdfer own. (It is
unnecessary to point out that in the present smua&hina and Japan have
common interests.) Instead of showing gratitudearol Japan for her
kindness in saving China from danger, some Chineffieials have
expressed the opinion that the Japanese have Ie@mpang to deprive
China of her diplomatic freedom. These officials,tbe other hand, are all
clamoring for revenge. Are they all out of theirmahs? Japan realizes that
China’'s participation in the war will not help thdlies to conquer
Germany, but will only result in the immolation 6hina even in case of
Allied victory. If China is sacrificed, not only China, but Japan also will
suffer. Japan, in trying to avert such a danger at tHe aisoffending her
Allies, has by no means done China any wrong. ¥etespeople persist in
saying that Japan is oppressing China and tryindegrive her of her
diplomatic freedom. This is why they lost the oppoity of co-operating
with Japan in developing East Asia, and played théohands of the White
peoples.

Yuan's satellites had built the wildest dreams beirtleader's
coronation, and his failure filled them with mixéeklings of shame and
anger which they found convenient to vent on Jajiasi often said that the
Twenty-One Demands presented by Japan are indicafivner desire to
monopolize China's interests and to carry outtteral designs, but it must
be understood that the Demands were drawn up rizpsn's dictation. It
is known that in his eagerness to mount the Thr¥omen once offered to
Japan some benefits even greater than those cedtiirthe Fifth Group,
but the offer was refused. After the dissolution Rdrliament and the
revision of the Constitution, China expected toaobta second foreign
loan, but at that juncture war broke out in Eurggre] shattered all hopes of
such a loan. Yuan then abandoned his anti-Japaigtele and became
friendly to Japan. Desiring Japan's recognition hi§ monarchy, he
promised her certain advantages in return. In falog Twenty-One
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Demands were presented by Japan at his own irietigdapan did not, at
the beginning, press him to accept those Demands.

Subsequently, however, in view of the strong aapiahese attitude
adopted by Yuan in the past and realizing that loeilav hit back with
increased vigor when everything was settled, Jap@cided to exact
important advantages from him in the hope of prémgnfuture trouble.
Somehow the matter leaked out and met not only apthosition from the
Chinese public, but with adverse criticism fromigas other countries.
Nevertheless, Yuan went on with the execution sfdtheme and secretly
asked the Japanese to dispatch troops and seniiraatwm to China in
order to subdue the opposition of the Chinese geaptl thus facilitate his
acceptance of the Demands. However, he never leadatlvage to accept
the Fifth Group. After the lapse of six months whes ascended the
Throne, a revolution broke out in Yunnan. With sleed Yuan deputed
Chow Tze-chi as a special emissary to inform Jdpanin spite of public
opposition he would not only accept the Fifth Grdup would give Japan
some other advantages in the bargain.

It would have been quite easy for Japan at that torhelp Yuan to
suppress the Kuomintang and to obtain advantagehdrself, but the
entire Japanese nation, being proof against suoiptétion, rose in
opposition to Yuan's request, and consequently ‘suscheme proved a
failure. By comparison, it appears that Japan's aimChina is not
necessarily aggressive; her actions have more dhean not proved
beneficial to China. It is wrong therefore to accudapan of harboring wild
ambitions. In opposing China's entry into the wad & rejecting Yuan's
offer as conveyed by Chow Tze-chi, Japan was aduag a pure sense of
righteousness. While we cannot fully endorse thmas of Count Okuma,
we must not be unfair to Japan.

Even now, when Japan has suddenly changed herdatténd is
persuading China to enter the war, we are convirtbetl among the
Japanese people there must be some who have welghadvantages and
disadvantages of China's entry and who do not Wéirna to be involved
in the European imbroglio. Japan's hesitation ire@gg to the so-called
"conditions of China'’s entry into the war" may bplained by the fact that
being an Ally of Britain she cannot continue indégly to refuse the
British request, but at the same time she doesvant to be responsible for



any consequences that may arise from China's emrthe side of the
Allies. Accordingly, Japan is coaxing China to joihe war without
offering her any bribe. (The "conditions of Chinergry into the war" such
as revision of customs tariff and moratorium oneimehity payments, are
tantamount to a bribe.)

Japan is certainly not unaware of the existenc@fprinciple of
equal share of privileges, which entitles her toatdgoenefits after the
termination of the conflict; and whatever she mayaede to China at
present may" be withdrawn without any damage eitbehner prestige or
her material interests. It is solely due to her illimgness to see China
embark upon a dangerous course that she stronglgtsho the "conditions
of China'’s entry into the war." She is above th@oach of conscience. If
China should perish as a result of her participatiothe war, Japan will
suffer or perish with her, so Japan does not raedigt China to participate.
(The diplomatic secrets exposed above have beamebtfrom absolutely
reliable sources, which, however, cannot be rededt® reasons of
responsibility. At any rate, the authorities thelwsg know that the above
statements are true and that nothing has been amtdgetracted from the
facts to suit my own convenience. Upon my honor aodording to my
conscience, | swear that the above statementdacdutely reliable.)

Will the United States herself be benefited byr@ts entry into the
war or not? The answer to this question is: Irspading China to act in
concert with herself, the United States hopes tiia¢r neutral countries
will also follow her example. It is far from her slee to satisfy her own
ends by inducing China or any other neutral coasttdo enter the war. It
will be recalled that at the time when the Unite@dt& sent a Note to
persuade China to lodge a protest with Germany dgpatched identical
Notes to all other neutral countries, as she ha @m a previous occasion
when she made an appeal for peace. In view of Asradvice to China
to lodge a protest, political observers have exgaesthe opinion that
China’s entry into the War on the side of the Alieall be welcome to the
United States, but these people do not know thatlbhited States, being
the leader of the neutrals, desires the other alsutty act in unison with her
only in order to preserve the interests of the radsis a whole.

China is not the only country which has been askédtervene for
peace and lodge a protest. The American diplomatithorities have
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certainly taken the right steps, which unfortunatedve been misconstrued
in the interested quarters. First, the Americancpesppeal was strongly
opposed, and then the American exhortation to l@edgetest was regarded
as an opportunity of opposing Japan. | am convinited America in
addressing the Note to China did not cherish thention of opposing
Japan. The American advice to China has only seteedxcite the
imagination and emotions of the old-fashioned meandaobsessed by the
anti-Japanese idea. The attitude of these offldmksxactly what is wanted
by the British, and has produced repercussionspewed by America. If
China acts in concert with the United States, sbaldy of course, please
the latter whose only desire, however, is to pitoteg concerted action, the
interest of the neutrals. The United States wamsmore than this.
Although she has persuaded China to lodge a pyatestcannot be held
responsible for China's entry into the war.

To sum up, neither the United States which hasyaeled us to
lodge a protest, nor Japan which is advising Chmgin the war, can
derive any benefit from China's participation ie ttonflict. Even the Allies
themselves have no absolute necessity of Chinglsipation on their side.
Why, then, have the diplomatic representatives hef seven countries
repeatedly interfered with the so-called "Chinaidependent diplomatic
policy towards Germany"? The fact is that Britanthe moving spirit and
has been doing everything possible to plunge Cimitzathe conflict. Yuan
Shih-kai's ascension to the Throne afforded Britaim opportunity, but
unfortunately for Britain the British efforts hafailed as a result of Japan's
intervention. Britain then seized upon the Amerieavice to China as an
opportunity to stir up anti-Japanese feeling inr@hso that Japan might be
forced to come to a decision favorable to the #hitpolicy. We have seen
very clearly what the British have been trying tid the past few years.
Judging from the avowals made by Morrison, Simpsta, indicating the
British efforts to induce China to enter the catflit is apparent that the
country which will benefit from China's entry is tnBortugal, Russia,
France, America or Japan, but Britain and Britdome.

The question may now be asked, "Besides the diesitbe supply
of foodstuffs and labor and the ruination of Gernsmmnomic interests,
does Britain have any other serious reason fomgr@hina to enter the
war?" The answer is "Yes." For centuries Britains héollowed
unswervingly a certain policy, viz. a policy of &e®y friends among those



countries which can be sacrificed in order to fertther own interests.
China is suited to satisfy this purpose, and thathy Britain wants her for
an ally.
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Chapter V
THE FOUNDATION OF THE BRITISH EMPIRE

As admitted by the British themselves, Great Britgithout India
would be classed only as a third-rate Power.

What is the foundation of the British Empire? Whas made the
London market the center of the world? Why is Bhtidiplomacy
respected by the whole world and regarded as oraniffdbWhat has made
it possible for the three Isles in the northwesEafope to control so much
territory all over the globe and to boast that $o@ never sets under the
Union Jack? By what magic has England maintained d@minant
position?

This magic power does not lie in her Parliamensystem, nor in
the policy of maintaining a navy equal to the cameli navies of any two
Powers, nor in her Teutonic spirit and her gentldgn&radition, but in the
possession of India. It is the possession of Iik& enables Britain to
control such a vast extent of colonial land allrotbee globe. It is India that
has made London the center of the world markets lindia also that
enables Britain to occupy the leading position imdpe and to do whatever
she likes in the world in the name of the King ofgiand, generally known
as "King of the United Kingdom and Emperor of Intliahus, the British
Empire does not depend on England but on India.

The idea of a reciprocal customs tariff for Bhticolonies,
advocated by the late Colonial Minister Joseph Ciefain and his
Unionist Party as the first step of an Imperiafisbgram, is significant in
this connection. Britain has colonies on all thefContinents. Setting off
from the South of England itself, a large part leé fAfrican Continent is
occupied by Britain with Egypt as the center of owmications, and
Gibraltar, Malta, and Aden as connecting links. #heo center of
secondary importance is the Cape of Good Hope. Hbe Sea leads
eastward to India which is the cream of Britishotihl possessions.
Farther east, Great Britain has the Malayan Pelaingith Singapore as its
chief center and Ceylon and Hong Kong as secormariers. Then there is
also Australia to the southeast of the Malayan i@ and Canada across
the Pacific Ocean.



Her methods of colonial administration vary acaogdto place.
Canada and Australia are both enjoying self-goventnalthough they are
recognized by foreign countries as subject to $ritisovereignty.
Allegiance to England is avowed by Australia anch&a, not for the
benefit of the mother country but because theyizedhat if they were
divorced from England, their naval and military ergditures would
increase considerably, and that their taxes, whieow quite light, would
have also to be increased. In preferring to renaairBritish Dominions,
these two countries have no other object than Bertinemselves against
the outside world. England therefore cannot defenthem for the supply
of all necessary supplies. In proclaiming consmipand compulsory labor
service," England cannot compel Australia and Cantaccomply with her
orders. (In November last year, for example, thestfalian people voted
against the Conscription Law.)

Although the British possessions in Africa areyvextensive, they
are scattered and the population is comparatiyiyse. It is impossible to
use these territories as bases for expansion. kmliaMalaya are more
conveniently situated and the British have alwagmsrbable to do whatever
they please in their rule over these two color@s.this reason, India and
Malaya afford ideal bases for the union of the iBhit Empire. The
consuming and produc-tive power of the Malayan ®aria is far smaller
than that of India, so India is preferred to Malagdamberlain's policy
was to raise the British taxation on imports framnefgn countries and to
remit taxes on commodities transported from oneel® another within
the British Empire, as a means of encouraging imperade. This
exemption of taxation is referred to as Imperiaférence. 'As a result of
Imperial Preference, Australian agricultural progluand Indian and
Malayan raw materials would be able to dominatehthime market, to the
exclusion of foreign imports. At the same time, leomanufacturers would
be able to command the big market composed of Garadstralia, Africa,
etc., to the exclusion of foreign imports. If thpslicy were successfully
carried out, the agriculture, industry and commehreughout the British
Empire would be economically self-contained, anglsis resources could
be used in attempts to control the world markeseBsal supplies need not
be sought from places outside of the Empire. Thisniplied in the
principle of the "Trinity of agriculture, industrgnd commerce.” It is only
after such a policy has been put into executioh Bngish Imperialism can
be expected to develop.
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European efforts in the past to grab colonialitmies may be
likened to the scrambling for honey by bees. 3tie purpose was to suck
the colonial life-blood in order to enrich the metltountries; it never
occurred to the European imperialist to join thdifferent parts into one
coherent whole. Colonies were considered onlyrimseof advantage to the
mother countries, and colonial policies were detegch according to
economic interests. Needless to say, such medpmlaly has fallen into
desuetude in the 20th century. Hence, Chamberlaiess of Imperialism.
He thinks that a mother country and its coloniesusth be considered as
interdependent parts of a whole, the colonies beegmarkets for home
manufactures and at the same time the sourcegiofitigral supplies. Yet
the importance of such a market depends solelfhersize of the colonial
population. The entire population in the British fre is about
400,000,000, among whom 350,000,000 are Indiares.ntimber of British
subjects, excluding the British themselves andiiggans, runs into only
eight figures, which shows that without India Emglacould never
consolidate her Empire.

England's success in securing colonies has bebievad not
systematically according to any preconceived pmogréhe seized first a
colony in America, and shortly after wrested Canddam France.
Presently, the United States declared independeXicéhe close of the
Napoleonic wars, England began to use every mddamer alisposal to take
over the Dutch and Portuguese colonial possessamtbat the same time
occupied Australia. It was not until then that sbexmenced to make some
effort to establish connections between the divensg widely scattered
colonies. In the meantime, she occupied the SuealCie Cape of Good
Hope, Singapore, etc., as strategic bases.

The exploitation of India was at first undertakieyy a chartered
company capitalized at only £70,000. In those daijs company had to
compete not only with the Portuguese pioneers Isotwith the French and
Dutch East India Companies. It happened that thewua petty States in
India were engaged in civil strife, and were attldag foreign assistance.
Clive, a clerk in the British East India Companyamaged by clever
maneuvers to worm himself into the confidence ohadndian Princes and
supplied them with the sinews of war, while he rathstook the
opportunity to seize real power. From the 17th wgntip to the Rebellion
of 1857, the administrative power over India wagested entirely in the



said Company; the British Government took no seriouverests in the
affairs of that country. It was not until after theppression of the Revolt in
1858 that England announced the annexation of Indial877 Queen
Victoria assumed the title of "Empress of India"dathereupon the
Company gave up to the mother country the contka@r can area of
1,760,000 sqg. miles and a population of over 30D@M. Since then, the
British have used every means in their power tth&urexpand the British
Empire, and to protect and maintain their colotealitories.

But the initial conquests were not made according any
preconceived plan. So even in the early years ef 26th century the
colonies which should have been regarded as thed&iion of the British
Empire, were treated as mere accessories to theemobuntry, and the
administrative measures which were undertaken giteved to be at cross-
purposes. This is a deplorable feature commonltpdditical units in the
first stages of development. Even small units bkeity are without any
planning; they develop haphazardly until finallyeyhassume irregular
shapes. Traffic control becomes a difficult mattbe natural center of the
city being remote from the real center, municipalpiovements are
hampered by all kinds of obstacles. Observers efwhrld situation may
compare such cities as Nanking, Peking, CantonHarkow in China or
such a city as Tokyo in Japan with Washington & thnited States, and
they will note the difference. Nanking, Canton, yoketc., have not been
intentionally laid out in an irregular shape; thegve been left to take the
natural course of development so that fields actiands have grown, as it
were, into streets which have become integral paitthe city. In the
absence of city planning, irregular growth is itable. The same has
happened in the case of the British colonies.

As the British colonies have from the very begmgnleft to take
care of themselves, it is now quite difficult toagordinate the colonial
system. At any rate, it is plain that the econofoitndation of Britain, or
the source of Britain's life-blood, is in India,dapnce the foundation is
swept off from under its feet, the huge structur¢he British Empire will
collapse. Without India, England would find the e#ning" market of
Australia and Canada too small to absorb her mathwid goods; the
principle of the "trinity of agriculture, industand commerce” would never
be a reality. Since England would have to look ficarkets in foreign
countries, her policy of self-sufficiency would lsempletely ruined; the

25

mother country and the colonies would drift farttzerd farther apart in
their relations until they would become absolutelgtached. Hence,
without India, Australia and Canada would be uselasd Africa and the
Malayan Peninsula less important. Therefore, thes possession of India
that enables England to hold together the BritistpiEe, under whose flag
the sun never sets.

That Great Britain is able to dominate the worktle and control
the world market is due to her superiority in proiiite and consuming
power, and the fact that production and consumpéon carried on in
different localities. The inter-colonial commeraadashipping trade are so
highly developed as to afford Great Britain su#fiti resources with which
to compete with her rivals in trade and shippindpe Tproducing and
consuming areas for any particular commodity inwloeld are situated at
different distances from London, but, strange amdl seem, the price for
that commodity in places far from London is deteraci on the London
market, owing, no doubt, to the .complexity of emmic and social factors
and the concentration of competitive commoditiestliat metropolis.
Although transactions in the world market are redin terms of money,
the financial resources of the buyers are createdhb sale of some
commodities, and the sellers, with the proceedbaif sales, are constantly
buying com-modities other than those which theyl dea Consequently,
the centers where trade is carried on in numeramnwdities tend to
attract trade in additional commodities. As a resfilthe concentration of
British domestic trade in London, the British fgweitrade has become
likewise centered in London.

The enormous volume of domestic and foreign tiadebrought in
its wake transactions in commodities other thars¢hmmovered by domestic
and foreign trades, and, as a natural consequéncelon has developed
into the nucleus of the world market. Without Indingland would lose
the major part of her trade and, in consequenceicti damage to her basic
economic life, she would lose her magnetic powear dxade and also her
supremacy in the world market. The fate of Indidhis fate of England.
The loss of India would mean the loss of all caésniof commercial and
shipping trades, of the power of self-sufficienagd of the command over
the foreign sources of supply. Would in such ameWRritain be able to
maintain her present existence?



We have read the history of Spain and Portugahdnl6th century
these two countries divided the world be-tween gaaes and each carved
out a sphere of influence for itself. Their coldrpassessions exceeded in
extent the colonial possessions of all the contearmgoPowers. It was
simply because Portugal and Spain made no efforsite their respective
dominions into one harmonious whole that no mulonag existed between
the mother countries and the colonies, and anwldeitopportunity was
immediately seized upon as the excuse for a ddidaraf independence or
for a transfer of allegiance to another State. West the various areas
along the African coast and the Dutch and Britisegessions in the South
Seas at one time under Portuguese domination? Bedartugal did not
occupy the Cape of Good Hope, Egypt, etc., there meaway for her to
maintain connections between her colonies. Spé#so, &iled to build a
chain joining her colonies in Central and South Aoz The result was
that at the turn of the 19th century all coloniesldred their independence
one after the other. In view of the lack of econoites with the mother
country the defection of the colonies was only naetural, and is no matter
for surprise.

Following the decline of Portugal, Holland emergedbe for a
time dominant in the East. Owing also to the latlke@onomic unity she
lost her position of dominance once the Cape ofd3dope and Malacca
fell into the hands of Britain. Had Portugal or Hold gained the
possession of India, England would not have acli¢ive supreme position
that she now holds in the Orient. Had not Eng-laoguired India, not only
would it have been impossible for her to explog Malayan Peninsula but
Canada and Australia would have long ago folloviedAmerican example
and declared independence. Thus it is India an@ lowly that ha*s given
England trade prosperity and the resources witlchvid meet the huge
expenses for the maintenance of British naval p@melrfor the protection
of Australia and Canada. This explains why Britaas not suffered the
same fate as Spain and Portugal, and has, instaitained her
supremacy for a century.

There are enterprises which can be accomplishddgréat facility
but abandoned without being brought to a successfutlusion. There are
also cases in which an enterprise is started byeaicand unexpectedly
brings favorable results. The British conquest mdia was undertaken
entirely by the British East India Company withol¢ intervention of the
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British Government, and even Clive himself might have realized at the
time that the enterprise he had taken in hand wasdosely bound tip with
the future destinies of England. The credit atteduto him in later
generations has therefore been, earned only bygertci

We may thank Heaven that at the time of the Britenquest of
India no such Company had a stronghold in China,ofberwise China
would have been conquered too. A British conqué&hina in those days
would have been as easy as the conquest of Indoaund the year 1860,
China was in the throes of civil strife, and hewstdey was absolutely
uncertain. The Manchu Emperor had died during lghtfto the North,
and the entire nation was not in a mood to resrglign invasion. If Gordon
had followed the methods of Clive and used a Cleiresny to conquer
China, he would probably have encountered no ditfic How much easier
the task would have been with the active supporhfthe mother country!
At that juncture, Portugal and Holland had falleor power while France
and Germany had not yet gained ascendancy. Thesenwamatch for
England in a contest for colonies in the East. &itiee Crimean War, in
which Russia was defeated by Turkey with the jesdistance of England
and France, England has capitalized on the mutualtg between France
and Prussia and endeavored to extend her influartbe Orient. Although
the fall of Peking was affected by the joint foroé®Britain and France, the
latter had no base of operations in the East. tl&, instead of being
content with her trade position, had attemptedtegaer China, no country
would have been able to intervene effectively. HgEnd could have
managed within a space of ten years to grab thdendfoChina, all Asia
would have fallen under British control, for duritftat period France had
just been defeated by Prussia and the German Ena@ee still in its
infancy. Had this been the case, Great Britain diaalt only have retained
its firm grasp on India, but would also have beéieao combine the
territories of China and India into one, and sedume impregnable position
in the world due to its monopolistic control of thergest market of the
world. And not only would the present war not hara@pened, but nobody
would ever have dared to cherish any designs otaiByiexcept in the
event of a civil war on the British Isles. If wechheen English, we would
regret that there had been no genius in Englantiaee days and that a
golden opportunity should have been allowed to mmcaBut, being
Chinese, we feel that we were very lucky that tlveme no such a genius in



England, which gives us a chance today to studyvite¢ problems of
China.

Looking back at the accidental acquisition of &dand the
accidental overlooking of China by England, we musy that
unfortunately for England the conquest of India wasfollowed up with a
conquest of China and that fortunately for China dfas not been
conquered. My assertions are supported by histddcts. The success of
her imperialistic policies has helped Britain tdare all that she has
acquired by accident from being also lost by aauidé was by sheer luck
that China has escaped from being conquered by akdgl but
unfortunately China takes no notice of this factl @& foolishly courting
disaster.

Although Britain has missed the opportunity to qoer China, she
has never abandoned her imperialistic designs. Vehéme end of her war
France began to devote her efforts to the busioéssolonization in
competition with England and Germany rose to poamd joined in the
contest, England then conceived the idea of pamtitig China, in order to
secure the control of the most important part & @hinese territory to
serve as a protective wall for the eastern frordfeindia, thus redeeming
the mistake that she has made in the past. Budrédfis project could be
put into execution, Japan suddenly grew into angtf@ower in the East and
in a battle defeated China. Subsequently, the sif@hina’'s disintegration
have became more and more pronounced, but the rsuidgeof Japan and
the far-sighted policy of Russia have given a seriget back to the plot of
dismembering China. Russia's victory over Turkeydezed it possible for
her to obtain an outlet to the Mediterranean Se#,hler efforts in this
direction were frustrated by England, so Russiatbahange her plans and
make attempts on Sinkiang and India to the ea3udfey. To protect her
imperial interests, England could not allow Rudsigexpand to such an
extent that her own power on the Asiatic Contingatild no longer be an
effective restraint on Russia.

The rise of Japan afforded Britain an opportunityuse her as a
weapon against Russia. The Anglo-Russian, rivairghie East made it
more difficult to arrive at some arrangement foremuitable division of
spoils and consequently the idea of dismemberment gvay to the
principle of the balance of power. In consequenicéhe Russo-Japanese
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war, Japan's position grew stronger still, andd@ritvas unable to find any
way to satisfy Japan in the event that the paniitig of China would be
carried out. Japan, on her part, realizes that #ftepartition of China her
own position would be imperiled, and accordinglg @fisists on preserving
China’s integrity. Just as the entry of France @ednany into the Asiatic
area proved a hindrance to the British policy afqueest, changing it into a
policy of dismemberment, so the ascendancy of Jaffaatively put an
end to the European attempts to divide up Chinayltiag in another
change of British policy into one of maintainingetibalance of power.
Under such circumstances Britain has had to besobntith only keeping
her dominion over India intact. But, if Britain e®ntent with India, must
other countries be content with leaving Britainwsecin the possession of
India? Everybody knows that the answer is in thgatiee.

As the British Empire depends on India for its maimpport, it will do
everything in its power to preserve India and wdcrifice everything else
if necessary.



Chapter VI
BRITISH FOREIGN POLICY DURING THE LAST CENTURY

The secret of the British success in maintainimghsa vast empire
is to be found primarily in the traditional foreigrolicy of Britain. Since
England's defeat of Spain's Invincible Armada, Bae been pursuing a
fixed foreign policy, that is, the policy of rallyg the weaker countries to
crush the strongest.

In the latter half of the 18th century, Englamatdicy was directed
against France, simply because France in the resgrisouis XIV and
Louis XV, was the strongest country in Europe; hetause England
wanted to redress any possible wrongs suffered dsyirh the Hundred-
Year's War, nor because England had any territandditions in Europe. In
order to maintain her own interests England camfiotv any country on
the European Continent to grow too strong, and wdmgn country grows
too strong, she must get all the other countrigsitoher in overthrow-ing
that country.

In the century following the war with France, whiended in the
Battle of Waterloo, British power has never wanatiluoday. It must not
be imagined, however, that in all these years si® rfot been busy in
maintaining the Empire. France since her defeatnmaseen much of a
menace to England. But the steady growth of Rusagabeen a threat to
Turkey, and if Turkey should fall into her handse svould seize Egypt and
use it as a base for the control of the Red Sean Hngland will lose her
command over the Mediterranean, and the door ofalndll become
insecure.

Accordingly, in the middle of the 19th century By turned her
attention from France to Russia and supported Tuikeher resistance
against Russia under the oft-repeated pretext @iinq the weak in
resisting the aggressor." Then, as now, the Turkershipped
Mohammedanism, and were perhaps even more hargheoRhristians
than they are at present. Yet, the Christian Britgl not hesitate to send
an expeditionary force to aid the "heathen" Tuikewadays, it is often
said by the British that Turkish civilization hasdome unfit for Europe
and must be driven back to Asia where it belondse British are as
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cunning as the fox and as changeable as the weahédrthey are not
ashamed of themselves. The truth is that formeriaid was trying to save
Turkey in order to save India, she is obliged tim jRussia in attacking
Turkey. It is to be recalled that Britain defeafRdssia in a war in 1853;
and in 1877, when Turkey suffered defeat and wgstiaing peace with
Russia, Britain induced Germany to join her in &rgrpressure on Russia.
Since the defeat of Napoleon, Britain has condistefiollowed a pro-
French and anti-Russian policy, simply because derdras been on the
decline and Russia in the ascendant.

While France was planning to avenge the defeahalesuffered at
the hands of Prussia, Bismarck was trying to inedwngland and France in
an internecine struggle. He incited France to jminthe scramble for
colonial possessions. Accordingly, France occupieais, Algeria, Annam
and Madagascar, and extended her influence to MoroSuch action
offended both England and Italy. Bismarck then phdultaly into the
Triple Alliance and set England to fight Russia &mndnce. England at that
time was hostile to Russia and France, but friendlysermany, and the
worsening of her relations with Russia and Frandminated in a clash in
the Orient.

The British, believing that their power in the Eass not strong
enough to combat Russia, took advantage of JapatiRussian feelings,
as a result of Russia's intervention in the cessfdhe Liaotung Peninsula,
to instigate Japan to resist Russia. Japan's olnjeoer war with Russia
was, according to the Japanese themselves, tonoktaea and keep the
Three Eastern Provinces from being occupied by iRassoops. In the
eyes of the British, however, the Japanese wenrg guhrding India for
Britain and driving out a British enemy from thesEaVhen Russia was at
the height of her power, Britain tried daily to yaé upon Japan to attack
her; when Russia was on the decline and Japareimgbhendant, Britain
began to employ all kinds of tricks to put Japanaim embarrassing
position. Such has been the consistent Britiskcpaluring the last hundred
years. Those who are surprised at the ingratitfid@itain have not studied
the history of England.

While Britain was using Japan to check the exmansif Russia,
Germany's power was growing stronger and strorsgethat Britain had to
turn her attention from France and Russia and cwmenbvith various



countries in an effort to beat Germany. Hence ptiesent war. Bismarck in
defining Germany's policy said that Germany shoaldw France to
pursue colonial expansion abroad so that Germagitrdievote her efforts
to internal reforms, and it was only after Germhag set her own house in
order that she might further her interests abroad.

Presently, France in extending her colonial pasas came into
serious conflict with Britain, as expected by GenynaAt that time England
was endeavoring to obtain the exclusive controlr d#gypt, and France
stood in her way. On the other hand, France wasgrp strengthen her
hand in Morocco, and Britain, fearing that suchicactmight jeopardize
Gibraltar, would not permit the French seizurehi$ northern African port.
A showdown was imminent.

It happened at this moment, however, that Wilhdimhad
dismissed Bismarck and was trying to extend Germ#lnence abroad.
German activities at various points along the easted western coasts of
Africa brought Germany into conflict with Britain he was finally
compelled to reach an understanding with Franceyeldly France pledged
herself to respect the British interests in Egypd 8ritain pledged herself
of respect the dominant position of France in Momdt that time, Russia
had not yet been defeated in the East. After Rgsdifeat, England and
France drew closer together. France proceededdecerthe understanding
with Britain by armed intervention in Morocco, atide French action
elicited a protest from Germany. The French Fordijnister Delcassé
then obtained an assurance from Britain that, m ¢ltent of an open
conflict between France and Germany, Britain wodigpatch 200,000
troops to aid France by an attack on the Kiel Cahedugh Denmark.
(Such a move would have been the same as the lmitry of German
troops into Belgium. Britain has not carried it @itnply because she has
so far had no occasion to do so, not because sheafma regard for
humanitarianism and justice.) Finally, however, tmmtroversy between
Germany and France was settled through mediatiaty. tBanks to King
Edward VII of England and the French Foreign MigisDelcassé the
Anglo-French Entente has remained a reality upégresent day.

In the last hundred years England has thus twianged her
attitude towards France from enmity to friendshipg once towards Russia
and Germany from friendship to enmity. The key pplof England is to
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attack the strongest country with the help of weakeintries, and join the
weakened enemy in checking the growth of a thirdnty. The British
foreign policy has remained basically unchangedtviar centuries. When
England befriends another country, the purpos@tismmaintain a cordial
friendship for the sake of friendship but to uglithat country as a tool to
fight a third country. When an enemy has been sbbtnis power, he is
turned into a friend, and the friend who has becstreng, into an enemy.
England always remains in a commanding positiore stakes other
countries fight her wars and she herself reapsrtlies of victory. She has
been doing so for hundreds of years.

Speaking of the British diplomacy, therefore, Emgl will never
take any country for a permanent friend or enemyg, except for India and
a few other territories essential to the securftyndia, she is prepared, if
needs be, to part with all her colonial possessinasexcluding the areas
where British influence has always prevailed. Memcfor instance, was
for a long time under British influence, but whengtand wanted French
assistance in a fight against Germany, she showedetuctance in
surrendering it to France. This demonstrates tbetfeat England is ready
to make every sacrifice to break the power of amymidable rival in
Europe in order to preserve the British Empire,irorother words, to
preserve India.

From the moral point of view, to harm others a #xpense of
oneself is a sin, but for the promotion of one'sidmierest nothing is better
than the British policy. In the case of the Britahance with Japan, France
and Russia, the truth is that these countries areas strong as Germany
and it suits Britain's convenience to join themetibgr and put them under
her leadership.

In Turkey Britain contemplated using the samegyoh- to cut off
Germany from the Orient, and at the same time amstthe Russian
ambitions. But, as the English often say, bloothisker than water, and
the British are constantly helping the White mewnemTurkish control to
dissociate themselves from Turkey and pledge Igy#it Britain. The
declaration of independence by Greece is already@ence of the British
efforts in this direction. Since then, Britain hasen clandestinely aiding
Serbia, Montenegro, Rumania, and Bulgaria in checkihe expansion of
Russia.



As a result, Turkey has steadfastly refused tp jpio the hands of
Britain and has, instead, formed an alliance widrrany. If the reverse
had been the case, Britain might have offered Tyudsean inducement to
Russia and Constantinople might have long ago rfalleder Russian
domination. When, before Turkey's rupture of relasi with Britain and
Russia, Britain was trying to induce Turkey to sishker, the entire British
nation was of the opinion that it was solely dueBtiish patronage that
Turkey was able to remain what she was; no accaast taken of the
Turkish resentment against Russia, and the bebsfemtertained that, once
Turkey threw herself into the arms of Britain, aaf#ge could be taken of
her to satisfy the aspirations of Russia. When f@rotountry is strong
enough to be utilized, Britain sacrifices her oliesa to satisfy its desires,
but when that country becomes too weak to be ofum®yto herself, she
sacrifices it to please other countries. This &y written in history. The
opinion is expressed in some quarters that if Twrkad maintained
neutrality, she would have been safe from RussmhBaitish attacks. But
these people do not know that Britain is willinggiwe every benefit to her
allies only when her allies are powerful enoughhédp her to fight her
enemies, and that, when the allies are too weaksgbjects them to torture
for the purpose of pleasing these enemies.

In other words, Britain seeks friendship only witiose which can
render her services, and when her friends are &akwo be of any use to
her, they must be sacrificed in her interests.aBri¢ tender regard for her
friends is like the delicate care usually showrfdyners in the rear-ing of
silkworms; after all the silk has been drawn frdme tcocoons, they are
destroyed by fire or used as food for fish. Thespnt friends of Britain are
no more than silkworms, and they are receivingtémeler care of Britain
simply because there is still some silk left inntheVhen Serbia attacked
Austria under orders from Russia, she was actindeurthe indirect
instructions of Britain, Serbia, in taking the iattve and bearing the brunt
of the staking the fate of the nation, was praiaedoyal to Britain. But
how has, in return, Britain treated her? Beforedatk attached herself to
Germany, did not the British offer her a slice efi8an territory to induce
her to join the war on the British side? The AnBlalgarian negotiations
failed, but this afforded Britain an excuse for lgrlomatic fiasco in the
Balkans. If Britain wanted to satisfy the Bulgari@esires, why did she not
sacrifice her own interest? Why did she not sa@ifRussia's interests?
Why must she sacrifice Serbia's interests?
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The reason is that the strength of Serbia waadrevaning, while
Bulgaria was still strong enough to be of servisenot Albania the object
of Serbia's day-dreams? Both ethnologically andygeahically Albania is
closely related to Serbia. Owing to the lack ofcautlet to the sea, Serbia
was compelled to exert all her strength in a steuggth Turkey for the
possession of Albanian territory, but in the endsta stepped in and
thwarted Serbia's ambitions. In view of Serbia'éede at the hands of
Austria, Britain and France should have offeredafila to Serbia in return
for Serbian assistance. But, in order to win Italsupport, England and
France did not hesitate to recognize Albania akiwite Italian sphere of
influence. From the way in which Britain treats I8ar we know that if
Turkey had joined England and Russia in fightingr@ny and Austria,
England would not have helped Turkey to frustratisdtan ambitions. As
Turkey's strength would have been exhausted bdRussia's, Turkish
interests would have had to be sacrificed to Russia

In the present war, has Britain any Allies who danot received
any inducement? In the case of Italy and Rumah&cbnditions of entry
into the war are territorial promises. In the caf8apan, the inducement is
Shantung and the South Sea Islands. Innumeralieges have been made
to many other countries such as Bulgaria and Greékoagh they have not
been accepted. Britain made all these promisefeatekxpense of other
countries; there is not a single case in which affered anything of her
own. In every instance the promise to an ally thegito take something
from the enemy or to persuade a friend to give aipething against his
will. Thus, without any sacrifice of her own intetg, England has induced
many Powers to place themselves at her service.h@kea wonderful
genius for sacrificing the interests of other coigst She is so merciless
that she will sacrifice any country!

Serbia has fallen into the British trap and pexishTurkey has,
fortunately, refused the British overtures. If died accepted the British
overtures, she would have been persuaded to giveAmpenia and
Constantinople to Russia in order to induce Russi&end an army against
Germany; a slice of territory in East Turkey woudldve been given to
Bulgaria in order to win the Bulgarian support Biitain; and a portion of
land in the southwest of Turkey would have beerdbdrover to Greece.
All the Balkan States were wavering in their attiéu because they had
territorial ambitions. If Turkey had declared héirs® be a friend of



Britain, all the Balkan States would also have g&stl their support to

Britain. Not that Turkey is influential enough t@mmand such a big
following, but the fertile soil and the rich resoes of Turkey are a
sufficient attraction to the various Balkan Statghpse people, in case of
Anglo-Turkish friendship, would flock to that coumptin large number,

thereby considerably reducing the extent of Turkeshitory. In such an

event England would have gained an advantage aw&ey.

Therefore, unless a country is strong enough,ustmot befriend
England, otherwise it will not escape the fate efng sacrificed. If a
country is not strong enough and does not wanetsdlerificed by England,
the best way for it to take is to remain neutrBlhbwever, a choice must
be made between friendship and enmity for Englam# would rather
decide in favor of the later. Notwithstanding angubt that one may
entertain concerning the for-tunes of the war, xaeellent lesson has been
furnished by Serbia and Turkey. Mine-owners, in 8wmuth Sea Islands
induce laborers to work their mines by offering thest treatment, but the
moment the laborers come to work, they are trelikedbeasts and that
there is no chance for escape. Such is the wayhiohathe British treat
their friends. Should a country follow the example Serbia or that of
Turkey?

It may be argued, "It is natural that Britain dosst want to
sacrifice her own interests. When she finds it ssagy to sacrifice the
interests of other countries, why does she saerifie interests of her allies
and leave the interests of neutrals untouched?" rEpty to such an
argument is this: not that England does not wasttwifice the interests of
neutrals, but because she cannot do so. The fregr8istain are friends in
name only. They are absolutely under the controBuafain. As long as
Britain finds them useful, she protects their iaggs, but as soon as their
usefulness is finished, she offers them for salén¢ohighest bidder. Since
her friends have the right to be protected, haey thot the obligation to
allow their interests to be disposed of as wellPake the exchange of
Morocco for Egypt, for example. If Britain had mfluence in Morocco,
France would not have consented to give up Egypkahange, and, on the
other hand, if France had no influence over Egypgland would not have
agreed to give up Morocco in exchange. Theresitory in the Analects of
a man named Wei Sheng-kao who asked his neighbspfoe vinegar and
gave it to a beggar. As soon as the vinegar pasgsedWei's hands, it
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became his property. As far as the beggar wasectoed no enquiry need
be made into the original ownership of the vinegaHe was grateful to
Wei, of course. But, supposing Wei had told tkgdar to approach the
neighbor himself, i.e. our neutral country; althou@vei might have

perhaps given the beggar something in additiomeéovine-gar, the beggar
would have been grateful to the neighbor, not ta. WEhis story illustrates

the fact that the interests of neutral countriesnoa be used as bait.
Britain is trying so hard to befriend everybodyt because all friends are
strong enough to give her support but because in&rests can be
sacrificed by Britain. We can now see the redle@f neutrality.

The policy which England has pursued for two ceesu has
brought her prosperity and greatness. After eactory over a strong
Power in Europe, England seems, on the surfadeue gained for herself
no advantage whatever; all she did, she claiméxet @@n act of international
chivalry and justice.  An analysis of the actBotish statesmen reveals
that they never speak the truth. As British domsi@xtend all over the
globe, any country that gains ascendancy in Eunogétably comes into
conflict with the colonial interests of Britain, é&nn order preserve her
colonial interests, Britain must fight that countoycheck its expansion. If
the designs of other countries are in distant glaas in the case of France
and Italy whose ambitions are fixed on the northepsasts of Africa, a
compromise with England can be easily reached. &yt really strong
country in Europe cannot be satisfied with a fewgassions on the African
coasts and must make India the object of its aonsti As the British
Empire could not be an empire without the possassiolndia, England
must rally other countries to her side in a straggdainst such a strong
Power. England is always prompt enough to nip su€ower in the bud,
so that the world never sees her real intentiomsthimks that she is only
chivalrous in thwarting the strong. Everything tkaigland does is for the
purpose of ensuring the security of India.

However, since the outbreak of this unprecedented, the
position of Great Britain has changed consideralth the return of
peace, should England maintain her traditionalgyatir modify it to meet
changed circumstances? This is the question whieQuires our
consideration. If we were called upon to work, watlr heart and soul, to
evolve a plan on behalf of Britain for the presdéiom of India and the
British Empire, we would suggest to Britain thatr headitional policy



should be partly modified and partly left as it ihe principle of
antagonizing the strongest country should be digehrbut the principle of
sacrificing friendly countries which are comparatw weak, must be
adhered to.

Prior to the outbreak of the war England was abvaple, after
every victory over a strong enemy, to enjoy peaud security for a few
decades, during which period she could, more os lesurely, make
preparations against the rise of some other coufitrg country which is
crushed by England has suffered so much that shédwme unable to
recover for several decades, while that countryinagawhich she is
constantly on the watch would be crushed befomeitld grow into full
strength. The British policy therefore needs nangesain this respect. Since
the ascendancy of Germany, however, England hawifthe situation out
of control. Just as England was trying to check ghewth of France,
Germany came into power and had to be overthroarErggland had to
come to the aid of France before the latter becdowsveak. England was
about to restrain the growth of Russia, but betbeelatter was completely
vanquished, she feared that Japan might grow taongt and
uncontrollable. Thus in her desperate situation rsla@aged skillfully to
win the support of Russia and France for a warreg@ermany, and at the
same time coerced Japan into joining her party.

The present alliance against Germany is the refuitn years of
strenuous efforts on the part of England. Franglyaking, if we leave out
of consideration the interests of Britain's alliBstish policy cannot be but
admitted as a great success. It must be pointed howtever, that the
success cannot be fully satisfactory to Englandgfanted that Germany
will be defeated, she may rise again from her umglshes, and, what is
worse, even though France may not become more pdyéris quite
probable that Russia will grow too strong. Sinae ¢bssation of the Russo-
Japanese hostilities, Russia and Japan, both, hawerdingly drawn
themselves closer together, and separated therasebra England. After
the defeat of Germany, Russia may grow too poweHnfland may then
desire to fight Russia, but there will be no coumdrally with her.

Furthermore, when England some years ago persulageh into
fighting Russia, her own power has remained abslgiutinimpaired.
Supposing that by a stroke of luck England emexget®rious from the
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present war, her national wealth and manpower bgllexhausted at the
conclusion of the war. She will neither be abldight with Russia herself

nor to set some other country to fight for hercsitthe lessons of Turkey
and Serbia have been deeply inculcated into thedsnof all European

statesmen. It will be impossible for England tadfianother loyal servant
like Serbia. In the past, at the end of every wamfwhich England and her
allies emerged victorious, she, as the leader ef alliance, invariably

obtained the lion's share of the spoils; so bothelnemies and her friends
were afraid of her. In the present war, howeveitaBr's allies all are aware
of the fact that England is not so formidable as seems; they have no
longer any respect for her.

It is obvious, therefore, that after the war Endlavill no longer be
able to control the European situation. On thereoynt should England fail
to win the present war, Russia, knowing that Bmitafriendship for her is
insincere, will be unfaithful to her, and Japan,iaclthmust have by now
repented her past mistake of playing into the haofd€ngland, will
withdraw her support from her. In such event, Gewnaill still remain the
strongest country in the world. (A German victorgynbe prophesied from
the present tendencies of the war. Even if peageldibe concluded on the
basis of the American President's proposal envigagi drawn battle,
Germany will nevertheless remain in a supreme ioosjt If England
cannot now realize her desire of beating Germaowy, ¢an she do so in the
future? This is again as plain as the day and eageoom for argument.

For the sake of safeguarding her future interésésefore, England
must not take the strongest country as an enemyrast], instead, take the
strongest country as a friend and conspire witb divide the interests of
the world between themselves. The interests outeddomeland may one
after the other be sacrificed, and in choosing whorsacrifice she must
start out with the most intimate one. This is theper policy Britain should
adopt in compensating her friends' efforts to kdegia under her
domination.



Chapter VII
BRITAIN'S FOREIGN POLICY IN CASE OF ALLIED VICTORY

Those who are in favor of taking the side of tHéeA claim that
the Allies will win, whereas those opposed to ihtemd that they will lose.
From the standpoint of morality it is absolutelyjustifiable for a country
to rally to the support of another country simpgchuse it will win, or to
desert it simply because it will lose. But in thg@rson of the advocates of
war the interests of one's own country must berpawat. The contention
that if it be to the benefit of one's own countoyregard should be given to
moral principles may be allowed to stand. Let usvrieave aside the
guestion as to whether the Allies will win or lodayt imagine what
Britain's position will be after the Allies havecsed a decisive victory.
Attention is drawn to the fact that what Britainmnoounts upon to defeat
Germany is not her own armed strength, for, des@tenaval force, which
is almost double that of Germany, her blockade &fn@any's coasts has so
far proved ineffective, unable to prevent Germaonsarines from playing
terrible havoc among the Allies. Britain has an yamwh five million men,
yet her military achievements are insignificant.

With her prestige lost both on land and at segjdfd remains the
leader of the Allies only on account of her ability furnish them with
financial assistance. After this war, Britain withve no such weapon with
which to deal a fatal blow in other nations. A neation will thus arise and
assume the leadership of the European nationscé&renalready in a
declining stage. After the war, she will be so exdtad that it will be
impossible for her to grow strong all of a suddés.to Italy, although she
is a new nation with a modern Government, her namdl land forces are
too weak to claim much attention. Judging from faéiure in the present
war to make much headway against Austria, whatthesreasons, it may
be expected that after the war she will meet wigmyndifficulties. Italy is
not on particularly intimate terms with Britain art@ance, and against
Germany and Austria she bears a deep grudgeettident, therefore, that
Italy will, as yet, not prove a formidable rival ®ritain. In East Asia,
Britain may continue to follow the policy of plagnJapan off against
Russia, which she has pursued for over a decadeinaaddition play off
the United States against Japan.
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The only country which Britain cannot outdo is Rassince the
reformation of Russia by Peter the Great duringehdy part of the 18th
century, Russia has always cherished the ambificomajuering the world.
The so-called "Peter's Will* is known to all. Fuwtimore, Russia's
geographical position may prove an asset in theyiuof her object, for
this least invaded country in Europe is borderedtten north by a vast
desert of ice and snow, and on the east and sguthrbarian countries not
only incapable of harassing her, but also well-éethpto satisfy her
territorial aspirations.

In every battle Russia has fought, her enemy iabériapproached
either from the west or from the southwest. Whea stumphed over an
enemy, she always seized his territory to extendola influence; when
she was defeated, she retreated into a regioffiddriivith natural barriers
so that her enemy could not beat her to her knhexking back on Russia's
past, we find that Peter the Great was once defdptehe Swedish King,
Carol XII, but the country of Russia was never agrgd. Eight years after
his defeat, Russia took revenge and seized theiShwedast in the Baltic.
Later, Russia took part in the Seven Years War.gw®took advantage of
Poland's feebleness to obtain a share of her landpite of the many
reverses suffered by Russia at the hands of Frdmdieg the Napoleonic
wars, even Napoleon himself could find no way ofiqueering Russia. In
1812, the French launched an expeditionary campag@mst Russia, and,
after winning many battles, finally gained an oveehlming victory at
Borodino. The French occupied Moscow, but finaleyt were obliged to
retreat under such conditions that their troopsewieerally annihilated at
Leipzig.

That Russia after having been defeated could géih a final
victory over the French was due to no other fatk@n her favorable
geographical situation. Again, in the middle of th@th century, Russia
successfully carried out her territorial designs Durkey. Due to the
resistance of the combined British and French fridee Czar was killed
and the Russian troops defeated, culminating inabe of territory and the
dismantling of her fortifications, with her fleegprived of the freedom to
sail about in the Black Sea. Yet, her power wasbdymeans broken, as
may be inferred from the fact that shortly aftere skent out another
expedition eastward to the Persian Gulf. Sinceltbginning of the 19th
century, Russia has been making attempts to expégitral Asia. In 1873,



she occupied the vital port of Krasnodsk on thepZasSea, invaded the
Urt Ust Plateau, and then waited for an opportutatgnnex Afghanistan.

Owing to a clash of interests, Persia became a bboentention between

Britain and Russia, and it was not until 1907 ttiese two countries

reached an agreement under which the northern gfarPersia was

recognized as a Russian sphere of influence, amdsdlithern part as a
British sphere of influence, leaving the centrattpes a buffer zone. In

conseqguence of this arrangement, Russia had beeenped from realizing

her ambitions in the Persian Gulf, notwithstandieg endeavors during the
past thirty years. In the East, Russia has met siith strong resistance
from Japan that she has lost even what she haslglezquired.

Any other country would have perished under similar
circumstances, but Russia remained intact. In fememts of triumph, she
made her power felt in Sweden, divided Poland, iamadded Central Asia;
when luck was against her, she had only to refreat Moscow, allow
Sebastopol to be captured, revise the Berlin Treaithdraw from Port
Arthur and South Manchuria, and make certain caions regarding the
Persian Gulf. Russia, occupying a naturally adwgedas position, is
impregnable. She is waiting for an opportunity to@uer others.

Britain is certainly no match for her. British diphacy is
distinguished by ingenuity and versatility. It iset most effective and
efficacious in the world thanks to the far-sightesikhand firm character of
those entrusted with the conduct of affairs. In pinesent war, Britain is
only indirectly involved; the countries directlyviolved are France and
Russia. Germany can torment France and Russiajs®sae is superior to
them in military strength. Should France and Russagitulate, it is
unlikely that Germany will make an immediate onglatuon British soil.
But Britain realizes that if Germany should atthar objects in France and
Russia, she will be the strongest Power in thedyanhd that it would then
be too late to fight against her. Knowing that Gamgnwill sooner or later
inflict harm on her, Britain joined with France aflissia in an attack
against Germany. It is true that France and Rusa grudges against
Germany, and have become Allies for this reasomwalt not however until
the dispute arose over Morocco and the annexatiorBasnia and
Herzegovina that they came into irreconcilable boinivith Germany, and
finally resorted to force to settle the issueshirth cases England was in
the background urging France and Russia to ressmény. From this it
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appears that the British foreign policy is far &lrewd for any ordinary
person to see through.

In the present war Britain has every reason to iemautral, but
she has not done so. On the contrary, just at traent when negotiations
were under way for a settlement of the questionssate, she suddenly
informed the French Ambassador in London that sttevarned Germany
to be ready for hostilities. This adamant attitodethe part of Britain must
have been the result of calculation and delibenatidoreover, when
Germany proposed to preserve France and her celonreturn for British
neutrality and enquired whether Britain would remaeutral if Belgium's
neutrality was respected, Britain replied that fieedom of action should
not be interfered with, and she could not pledgesdieto take a neutral
stand. (In the light of this, Britain's statemehgtt she is fighting for
Belgium's neutrality is surely a misstatement of)fa

The above shows that the reason why Britain hagaamied to
prevent France and Russia from fighting alone v@#rmany, and has
entered the war herself, is that she was terrildgred of Germany.
Although Britain has no grievance against Germashg is afraid that
Germany may grow too strong. She may succeed ioviag the menace,
but then there will still remain the potential dangf Russia. Hitherto,
Germany has been a direct menace to France andaRarsd$ only an
indirect menace to Britain; consequently, Russid Brance have played
into the hands of Britain. In the future, howevieiRussia should achieve
supremacy, Britain will be directly hit. That is wBritain is so frightened
of Russia.

In the meantime, Russia is fighting Germany on bBesfeEngland
and is making good progress. If at this momentaBrishould unite with
another country to attack Russia, then all the rotioeintries will take a
lesson from Russia and desist from aiding Britdihis is a possibility
which British statesmen cannot afford to overlodk. Germany is
vanquished, she will have to renounce all ideaanogéastern adventure and
thus will avoid friction with Russia. France andalyt have always
maintained close relations with Russia. There isiegire on the part of the
United States to meddle with the affairs of Eastéurope and Central
Asia. Japan has already adopted a friendly attitoderds Russia. Under
such circumstances it will be impossible for Bnt#o find any ally against



Russia. In view of this, Britain will be obliged thange her tactics and
unite with Russia at the proper opportunity. Asancount of eloquence can
convert Russia into an ally, Britain will have tdfes some benefit to

prevent her from invading India. Moreover, the Bi#maust be something

which Britain can afford to give; it must not benelg a verbal promise.

What if Britain offers her possessions in Africaaat inducement
to Russia? The answer is that the acquisition ofesplots of land on the
African continent is of no use to Russia's natige@nomy. Should Britain
give up, say, Egypt as an additional offer to Rasshe will lose her
connection with India and be compelled to reverth® ancient route via
the Cape of Good Hope. As this would be tantameéaoirguicide, Britain
will not allow Egypt to be taken from her. At angte, it is certain that
Russia will not be content with a few coastal asijiins in Africa.
Suppos-ing, again, that Britain should make somédgal concessions in
Asia and surrender, say, Persia and AfghanistdRussia, the frontiers of
India would be exposed to danger. In any case, socbessions would not
satisfy Russia's wild ambitions. Therefore, Britanust sacrifice India to
win Russia's alliance, unless, of course, she icanaf gift as good as India.
As China is best qualified to become a second Iradid is the most
acceptable alternative to Russia, it is inevitabs she will be sacrificed in
lieu of India as soon as an Anglo-Russiapprochement is reached.

A country must find colonies when its population dily
increasing and its national wealth is exhauste@. ddquisition of colonies
helps to avert the danger of overproduction. by is situated in an arid
and cold region that requires reclamation, conaidler funds must be
ex-pended before it can become prosperous. Theaésdsthe likelihood
that, when such a colony has grown prosperousgcaok@nial population
will think itself full-fledged enough to desert isother country. Britain has
already lost the United States as a colony, and yeayose Australia and
Canada. This is due to no other reason than thduptive power of a new
colony is furnished by the settlers. In colonieerehthere are few natives,
the native population has little capacity for proiion and consumption.
After a colony has been fully developed, its prdiuc map is barely
sufficient for its own consumption, so it cannonhégt its mother country.
Every citizen loves his fatherland. Bound to thedlaof birth by ties of
consanguinity and friendship, no man will emigratéess the advantages
offered by another country are many times thosechviie enjoys in his
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land. Every country which sets out to acquire cigenhopes to find
colonies which can supply her with raw materialsl anarkets for her
industrial output, so that her people may riot hevgo abroad to earn a
comfortable living.

Hence, a desirable colony must be one with a largystrious
population, which can provide the mother countrghwan abundance of
raw materials and which has an increasing powecanfisumption. Any
colony which has been developed entirely by emigrémom the mother
country, has at first no such power of consumptirt,finally grows into a
self-sufficient organization which cannot be heldder control. As to
colonies inhabited by people of a different racewéver, the ruling
country can treat the natives unjustly and keemtperpetually in a state
of serfdom, so that a profitable trade can be edroin forever by the ruling
country and the colony thus always be a markehéorindustrial products.
In the present day world, these are the best igatidns for a new colony,
and the only countries which possess all the doatibns are China and
India.

Both China and India may be useful to Russia in dféorts to
attain prosperity, and so, for her own interestasdta probably would
gladly take China as an alternative to India. Udimg transport facilities
afforded by the double-tracked Siberian Railways$a has long ago
completed arrangements for encircling North Manighuduter Mongolia
and Sinkiang. Should Britain help Russia to chewok power of Japan,
Russia can march southwards without any hindrarteere is no doubt that
if Britain desires an alliance with Russia afteg termination of hostilities,
Russia will readily agree to such an alliance.uohsan event, Britain will
be able to annex Arabia, Persia, Afghanistan ahdratountries, as well as
Tibet, and take the Caucasian and Kunlun Mountaimsthe Caspian Sea
in the north as her natural boundaries.

When things come to such a pass, the positionaide;, Italy, and
the Balkan States will be worse than that of Bnitand Russia, and the
coastal areas on both sides of the Mediterranedinfadli under British
domination. Britain will then have the whole of Bpe under her thumb
just as she has Spain and Portugal under her thoadaly. As Britain will
be mistress of the sea, while Russia will be supremland, there will be
no conflict of interests, and peace may reign dkierearth, possible for a



century. It is not difficult to foresee Britain'dtifude in case of her victory
in the present war. And if at the conclusion of wWee the British statesmen
should miss the rare opportunity to further Britisterests along the lines
suggested above, we shall doubt their loyalty &ir thwn country.
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Chapter VIl
CONSEQUENCES OF ALLIED DEFEAT OR STALEMATE

Let us imagine what the conditions in the world Wwé if the Allies
should be defeated. Being the leader of the AllBegain has the authority
to propose an armistice, and can always, at a df@moment, choose to
make peace. It is also up to Britain to decide whemegotiate peace
should neither side wins a decisive victory.

Britain and her Allies anticipated at first that tiiey attacked
Germany and Austria with their combined total sftan which they
believed was many times greater than, that of Geynaad Austria, the
war would be brought to an end in less than a madath things have,
turned out contrary to their expectations and ther Was dragged on
indefinitely. Russia has repeatedly suggested amstace, and a Peace
Movement has been set on foot by the Caillaux grouprance. Having
perceived this trend of affairs, Britain hastenedtake steps to prevent
peace from being made by any of her Allies. Assult, a Pact has been
signed according to which the Allies undertook motnegotiate peace
separately [Declaration between the British, Frenahd Russian
Governments of September 5, 1914.]; to this Pgmnland Italy have also
become signatories. The Allies are thus prevemntmah ihegotiating peace
without Britain's consent, while, on the other hantienever Britain wants
to make peace, the other Allied countries will wndkedly give their
consent. This is because Britain holds the putsegs of France and
Russia, and has also the power to deal them a liédal by suddenly
discontinuing her supply of coal to France and afitions to Russia.
Under such circum-stances, France and Russia nhwaysaagree with
Britain, having by the said Pact virtually deleghte her the full authority
of making peace.

Thus empowered, Britain is in a position to bringr@any to
accept such peace terms as may provide a suitabie for a future Anglo-
German rapprochement, whatever the final outcoméhefwar may be.
Although Britain and Germany are at war, Britaim eways get into close
contact with Germany. Whether Britain will actuatigt into close touch
with Germany or not, however, depends on the faligwtwo conditions:



(1) Whether or not Britain will find it necesgao enter
into an alliance with Germany. (This isaf the
guestions to be discussed in this Chgpter.

(2) How far the other Allied powers will adhdoethe
terms of the said pact. Up to the preseany
rumors have already been circulated eceffiect that
Russia would make a separate peace witmany,
and Italy has officially announced thaG#rman and
Austrian troops are increased, it willdrmable to
hold out against them without British dfrénch
reinforcements. It is open to question thBeRussia
and Italy are willing to suffer the sanag¢efas Serbia,
Belgium, Montenegro and Rumania. If Russid
Italy make a separate peace, Britain lvéllikely to
suffer.

Since Britain has the full control of the situati@me certainly will
think out some way to exercise that power in thenéwf the Allies not
winning the war, including the eventuality of themwresulting in a draw.
Britain's posi-tion is such as has been explaineshdy in Chapter VI. If
she cannot pursue the traditional policy of antéjog the most powerful
nation, as she has done during the past hundred,yslae will have to
befriend that most powerful nation. If the Allieanmot win the war, they
will have no hope of ever destroying the Germaritanism, and after the
war Germany will still remain the strongest counttyis not unreasonable
therefore to presume that Britain will adopt a ridfy attitude towards
Germany.

Germany's position is quite different from Russialhie two
countries have established their Governments derdift principles and
have gone through different experiences. Russiarisune from attacks on
all sides except from the southwest. She is alsetepted by lakes and
rivers and by the rigors of her climate. Germang, the contrary, is
surrounded on all sides by hostile countries. WRilessia's fundamental
policy is seclusion and conservatism, Germany oflow no other policy
than one of rapid progress. Modern history shows Rrussia has remained
intact in spite of repeated military reverses.
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Since its establishment as a State, Prussia has gmough
alternating experiences of glorious triumph andoigimious defeat; she
cannot afford to remain stagnant. Her military esgshas been reformed on
three occasions, and each reform brought wondeesiilts. Under the
direction of Frederick the Great Germany becamadlitary State and rose
to the rank of a great Power. In title Napoleoniarsy however, she was
defeated and fell into a helpless condition. Sediegcountry humiliated
by France, Queen Louisa planned for revenge. Due-strictions imposed
on her by France, Prussia had at that time verytfeaps, so Scharnhorst
introduced the system of conscription to build uprge army. As a result,
the Prussian army, towards the end of the last lap@ war, was more
powerful than the army of any other country onEueopean Continent. In
the reign of Wilhelm | the Prussian military systevas further improved
and the army increased, and after inflicting a e Austria and France,
Wilhelm | founded the German Empire. Owing to herographical
position, which gives her no chance for naturaletiggment, Prussia must
go out and fight for expansion. Defeat only temptyarrests her growth.
Such being the case, unless the Allies win theegptew/ar, the German
influence will spread all over the world. As soaany country begins to
extend its influence, it inevitably comes into damfwith Britain a natural
result of the British possession of colonies alnsa&rywhere in the world,
as has been described already in a preceding Ghapte

How is Britain going to protect herself against #wpansion of
German power and influence? Just as in case dfryiche will befriend
Russia, so, when she realizes the futility of anea contest with Germany,
she will probably divide the spoils of war with Geny. If she does not do
so, German influence will spread to the Meditereemend the Persian
Gulf, thus threatening Egypt and Persia. To depBri&in of Egypt is to
cut her throat, and to rob her of India is to tHie ladder away from under
her feet. She will never allow this to be done ®&r.hit must not be
imagined for a moment that Britain does not detire@etain forever her
supremacy in Europe. The fact is that even if shes the present war, she
will never be able to retain her supremacy, antigha will have no option
but to reach aapprochement with Germany. This is a case of "necessity
gives birth to probability." Because Britain desireo attain the above
object, she will constantly do her utmost to prévasace negotiations as
long as Germany refusesrapprochement with her. If Germany knew all
this and offered reasonable concessions to sdBsfgin, Britain would



certainly make peace on behalf of the Allies. A¢ ttme of the signing of
the "No-Separate-Peace Pact," Britain knew thatshe and only she alone
that can block the way to peace negotiations op belbring them to a
success-ful conclusion. It is quite conceivable Barmany would offer
some special advantages to Britain as the condfttornot breaking-up
peace negotiations, even if the Allies should Heated.

It is thus necessary and therefore probable thigiBmwill come to
arapprochement with Germany and will find some way to satisfy thter
country. Although Germany has colonies in Afridae €annot carry out her
policy of occupying the whole width of that contimneGermany will never
be satisfied with minor colonial acquisitions one tAfrican coast.
Germany's exploitation of Persia is only a preliamnstep to the conquest
of India; she will never be satisfied with the opation of Central Asia
only. To gratify Germany's desire, Britain must esffChina as an
inducement, as she would have to do also in casanoélliance with
Russia.

The success of an alliance does not depend onagy,tieut on
common interests. As has been explained in a puev@hapter, Britain has
no urgent necessity to engage iii a war with Gegm&mnce Britain cannot
attain her object of crushing the most powerfulorgtshe must, in order to
preserve her own existence, forego the benefithspes to acquire for the
sake of the benefits already acquired. With Brigaimelp, Germany will
obtain the benefits which she desires. Thus the dauntries will have
common interests and will form a natural allian€é®er example, Italy,
which is a close neighbor of France and which ludseaed independence
with French assistance, entered the Triple Alliaagainst France when she
wanted some territory on the northern coast of cafrand found her
interests identical with those of Germany and Aastfter her war with
Turkey, her interests began to conflict with Awssj and she began to
develop a friendly attitude towards France. Thdirfgeof racial affinity
revived, and gratitude was expressed for the pestch assistance in
helping Italy to establish herself as an indepenh&¢ate.

It is therefore plain that international friendshipnd enmities as
well as promises and agreements are always changiegrding to
circumstances and can therefore not be permanesiid upon. The so-
called "racial ties" are only a circumstance whighkes it easier for two
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countries to realize their common interests, wiakdings and emotions are
factors which change from time to time. No permangolicy can be
founded on the basis of such factors. To bring abowue community of
interests between two countries, each must bevegod make concessions
to the other. In case of reconciliation between twantries, each must
adopt a long-range view and make concessions regedsr the
development of both. If Britain and Germany reachajgprochement on
this basis, Germany will abandon the ambition ofadting India and
exploiting Africa, and, instead, devote its effaidsthe exploitation of the
Far East. Hence Britain will remain the Empire thla¢ is and Germany can
succeed with hebrang nach dem Osten. We therefore reaffirm that an
Anglo-German Alliance will be the natural resulttbé present conflict.

Historically, ever since the time of Frederick Beeat, Britain has
been an ally of Prussia, or at least observedt stgatrality in every war
involving Prussia. Except for some short-lived dictd during the last few
years, there have never been any serious diffesdmeieveen England and
Germany. Ethnologically, the Anglo-Saxons are anthaof the Teutonic
race, and as a result of unceasing contact bettheeBritish and German
peoples, British and German bloods have mixed k@gdb a considerable
extent. Hence, the British and Germans are moreeblorelated to each
other than the French and Belgians. There is nathnracial difference
between the British, the Americans, the Germang,the Austrians. Once
Britain and Germany lay down their arms and trfotget their differences,
they will find it even easier to form a Teutonitiaaice than in the case of
Germany and Austria.

If anyone is startled at the suggestion of the ipdig of an
Anglo-German alliance, he has probably not readohis Any doubt
concerning this possibility may be dispelled by sidaring the case of
Japan and Russia. Only ten years ago these twdrimsuthrew the full
weight of their strength into a war between themesl Japan's declaration
of war against Germany took place only a little rogight years after the
conclusion of the Portsmouth Treaty. | happendaetin Tokyo at the time
when Japan and Russia were engaged in peace tiegstiand saw the
intense excitement of the Japanese people who etckemura, the
Japanese delegate to the Peace Conference, of aeirgjtor, and the
Premier Taro Katsura of incompetence. Police headens were set on fire
and officers assaulted, until finally the Japan€abinet was overthrown.



Public opinion was then not in favor of peace niegions with Russia.
But, after the brief span of ten years, the enfiapanese nation had
changed their attitude towards the Russians so lebehp that they
welcomed enthusiastically all news of Russian viet

Feelings and emotions change according to timecandmstance.
The foreign policy of any country should be detered according to the
permanent interests of the country, not accordimgthte feelings and
emotions prevailing at the moment. In the lighttieé¢ relations between
Japan and Russia, we can form a conjecture asetdutiire relations
between Britain and Germany. It' was not until Baisok had retired from
the Prussian Government that Britain fell out wibrmany, and the policy
of opposing Germany was adopted after the vidtrémce of King Edward
VII. About three years after the annexa-tion of asand Herzegovina,
Germany proposed to Britain the resumption of filgnrelations.
Following the settlement of Morocco Incident in 19England secretly
sent Mr. (later Viscount) Haldane, Secretary of WauGermany to discuss
a plan for co-operation. Although the details & filan are unknown, it is
understood that the main questions discussed Wwerslawing down of the
naval race between the two countries, and mutusérvance of neutrality
in case of war. The negotiations proved abortive,itbdoes not mean that
the two countries did not want to come to an unidading.

According to the British, such an action would jexpardize her
friendship with France and Russia. But is thislyesh? In a speech in the
House of Commons in 1911, the British Foreign Sacye Sir Edward
Grey, stated that, "Although it is desirable to maknew friend, we dislike
the idea of losing an old friend in order to wimew friend. We will make
every effort to form new friendships, but neverlshee desert our old
friends." These are fine words, indeed, but itnderstood that on the day
follow-ing Haldane's departure for Germany the Ererand Rus-sian
Ambassadors in London hastily called at the Briksiheign Office to make
enquiries concerning Haldane's mission to Germ@vigs Grey honest in
his speech? It happened that the Anglo-German iaigois produced no
successful results, or else, Anglo-German alliamogld have long been a
reality and the present war would probably havenlmided. Can we be
sure that after the war Britain will not form ariaice with Germany? A
year before the outbreak of the Great War, Johnstdritish authority on
colonial affairs wrote a book on Foreign Policywhich he said, "At this
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moment the entire British nation is watching theedepments of the Italo-
Turkish conflict and is worried over the militarisrexpansionism and
despot-ism of the Central European Powers. Intyealiis quite easy for
Britain and Germany to reach an understanding, \ag difficult for
Britain and Russia to re-adjust their relationswin Germany's friendship,
Britain should allow her access to the Adriatic 8ed Constantinople; thus
Britain will be able to avoid a conflict with Germgain the Atlantic." This
shows that before the outbreak of the war a patth@British people were
not in favor of a conflict with Germany. There ie doubt that after the
conclusion of the war such ideas will easily gapuarity.

Therefore, it is probable that when the war is oiewill be
necessary for Britain to reachrapprochement with Germany. By taking
advantage of the "No-Separate-Peace Pact," Britaygain the friendship
of Germany, and will inevitably give China to Gemgain exchange for
German friendship after the war.

Whether Britain will win the war or not, she isdianger of losing
her power. It is only by changing her traditionaligy and forming an
alliance with some strong Power on the basis oLialuienefit that she will
be able to enjoy a long period of peace. Sincerstst benefit her ally
without impairing her own interests, we can be dhed she will sacrifice
the interests of some other friendly nation, a amatover which she
exercises some control agju#asi-protectorate.

Whether Britain will choose Germany or Russia foradly, China
will be the first to suffer at her hands. Considgrithe difference in
character and intellect between the Russians an@énmans, it is probable
that the Russian would treat the Chinese more lgrtighn the Germans
would do, as may be proved by past experiencessel o say that the
Allies will win and therefore advocate China's gntito the war must be
laboring under the delusion that China will gaiméfits and honors from
an Allied victory. They do not realize that Chingith Russia at her back,
will suffer a worse fate in case of an Allied viotdhan in case of an Allied
defeat.

Whether the Allies will win or not, China will beriain's victim.
Whether the Allies will win or not, Japan will behersely affected as a
result of China's entry into the war. There is walat that, if Britain turns



China over to Russia, Russia will resume her dswathward and as a
result the Japanese will be unable to enjoy peadesacurity in Manchuria
and Korea. Although Japan and Russia have receamthcluded an
agreement, the agreement merely provides for thdjustment of their
interests. In the meantime Russia's attention ggomsed by her war with
Germany. When her formidable enemy is defeated, wsitle befriend
Britain and try to gratify her own desires by seggihe fertile areas in the
East. Since Britain hopes that Russia will not devdndia, it is only
reasonable to assume that she will in future hBipssia to suppress
Japanese influence in China.

Under such circumstances, what steps will Japae takdefend
herself? If Japan pushes her influence southwardvidhcome into conflict
with Russia. Being defenseless and helpless, dhbenviloomed to national
extinction as the result of an Anglo-Russian ati@nThe fall of Japan will
spell disaster for the whole of the Yellow race.sich case, Asia will
forever be held in slavery by Europeans. This p@nfuite evident and
needs no elaboration. On the other hand, if Britaidefeated and aligns
herself with Germany, Germany will likewise endeatm check Japanese
influence in order to extend her own influence isidd From the above, it
can be seen that the fate not only of China, biultapfan as well, turns on
the question of China's entry into the war — a tjoedo which all Asiatics
should give their serious attention.
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Chapter IX

CHINA AND JAPAN: NATURAL FRIENDS —
UNNATURAL ENEMIES

It is clear now that without India Britain will onlbe a third-rate
Power. The method hitherto employed by Britaingogserving India is to
allow no country in Europe to become stronger thamself. After the
present war, however, she will be compelled to dbarthis policy and to
join hands with either Russia or Germany. In eitbase, China will be
sacrificed for the preservation of India. It is @pen secret that while the
war is still in progress the British are preparihgir victims in anticipation
of a post-war alliance with either Russia or Genyndrhe fact can not be
dissembled. It is lamentable that the would-beiwistshould be so willing
to place themselves at the disposal of Britain alfmiv themselves to be
tortured and mangled. It is precisely for this mag that the British are
exerting their utmost to persuade China to joinwae on the side of the
Allies.

It will probably be argued, "If we do not join ther we shall be in
imminent danger, but, if we do join the war, thegler will be staved off,
at least for the time being. Since China has netpibwer of self-defense,
continued observance of neutrality will not deteitddn from sacrificing
her. She had better, therefore, make haste to wiariga's friendship in the
hope of securing moral support.” Such argument @& absolutely
unreasonable, but the fact is that China in hesgre situation cannot
afford to succumb to brute force and shut her éy@smpending danger. As
America will never antagonize a strong world Povar the sake of a
country in which she has no interest, she can @oeled upon by China.

Europeans and Americans talk about justice andeiglsness only
for themselves, not for the Yellow race. The Amamicnation, whose
Constitution is based on the principles of equadityl liberty, was the first
to advocate discrimination against the Yellow radee United States may
at this moment show us friendliness and sympathy, vihen the time
comes for Britain, Russia, and Germany to join rtledforts to conquer
China, will she oppose the conquest by using heolevistrength to
champion the cause of a different race?



Let us take Korea as an example. For thousandsavsKorea was
a tributary State of China. It was the United S$tdtet first seduced Korea
into separating herself from China and sent a diplic representative to
negotiate a treaty with that country. [Treaty ofyMe2, 1882, negotiated by
Commodore Shufeldt and the first treaty betweeneloand a Western
Power, the British and German treaties being ofte @ighteen months
later. —Editor] Yet, when Britain and Japan enteirgd an alliance, and
Korea was about to be annexed by Japan, the Ustedds was the first to
recall her minister from Korea, instead of respogdio the Korean appeal
for assistance. Resentful as the Korean intelléctaiee towards Japan on
account of the annexation of their country, they ewven more so towards
the United States for persuading it into a dedlamadf independence and
then leaving it in the lurch. It is the old parabfea man that helped another
with a ladder to ascend to the top of a hundred#meer and then snatched
it away from under his feet. It is the United Ssatieat made Korea ascend
the ladder and then snatched it away from undefelatr

However, the United States cannot be blamed foh setion. As
long as Korea existed as an independent Staten Jagé no room for
expansion. So far as the United States is concerhedannexation of
Korea cost her nothing more serious than an intlistight loss of trade. It
should have been expected that a transient feefirgympathy could not
avail against the Japanese determination to anoesakwhich for Japan at
that time was a matter of life or dealdorea perished because it had relied
upon somebody who could not be relied upon; the United States is not
responsible for the fact of others putting faith in her and her promises. At
present China is likely to suffer the same fat&aea has suffered, and the
United States will be reproached again for not roffp any assistance.
When this happens, it will be too late to consitlee suggestions to
reprieve the blunder committed in the first ins@nEurthermore, should
the United States really want to come to our amsigt she will do so
regardless of our entry into the war.

It is stated in some quarters that China has Iagu\éolated her
neutrality, that ever since she allowed the Jamatetand at Lungkow she
has forfeited the friendship of the Germans, arad #fter the severance of
relations neutrality is impossible whether war ecldred or not. Such
opinion shows crass ignorance. In considering tnestipn as to whether
China should maintain neutrality or not, we shquldge ourselves by the
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attitude we have meant to adopt towards Germantypypany acts that
have actually been committed against her. Besatgsfault which we may
have committed can yet be rectified; but it is @ @or us to try to gloss
over our mistakes. The Japanese landing at Lungke®/ agreed to by
China because of force of circumstances. To be regeet, China was
indirectly driven to do so by the British. As isngegally known by all, the
Chinese Government originally had no intention lidveing the Japanese
to disembarkThe Book of Changes rightly says: "Do not look back upon
your distant past, and do not content yourself vaitiy regretting your
misconduct.” It is wrong to violate one's neutyaitzen under coercion, but
coercion may be regarded as an extenuating cirameet If China would
hereafter maintain an impartial attitude and wontet submit again to
coercion, she will in time redeem her past errag recover her honor and
dignity. If no strong protest was lodged by Germatfier the Japanese
landing at Lungkow China would still be able to mtain neutrality. Had
there been a protest but no rupture of relatioesitrality could still be
maintained. Even now, after the severance of oalafi there is still a
chance, though probably the last chance, to rertieglgituation, provided
that we do not join the war. Although we have brokdf relations with
Germany, we may yet rectify our conduct by refudimgoin the Allies in
spite of their coercion.

It is never too late to repent and there is no ergreater than to try
to cover up wrongs done. If China would now shostrang determination
not to yield to force, she will be respected for beavery, instead of being
looked upon as a servant of the Allies and a lackeBritain. Nobody will
then be able to sacrifice her. The best thing ibe¢bave well from the
beginning to the end, and the second best is taveelbadly at the
beginning but well at the end, which is difficuthagh for anybody. By
showing the world that China can achieve a diffi¢akk, she can avoid
being sacrificed. As it is, she imagines that siglse has already violated
her neutrality on one occasion, there is no neeti¢oto act cautiously. In
my opinion, the fact that China has violated heutradity and several
relations with Germany on account of force of dinstances, makes it all
the more necessary for her to stiffen her attitagainst Allied pressure in
order to redeem the wrong that she has already dvedmBYy following
such a line of conduct she will be able to main-taér independence in the
future. From now on, she should guard herself agjanch actions as to



permit the Japanese landing at Lungkow and theaewe of relations with
Germany. She must not persist in her misconduct.

There is of course the prospect that even contirbsgrvance of
neutrality may not save China from being sacrificd&Ut let it be
understood that if China joins the Allies she viik sacrificed for the
interests of two countries; whereas, if she mamstaieutrality, she may be
sacrificed only for the interests of one countfyChina joins the Allies, her
interests will be sacrificed to satisfy the desifesome strong country
which has not yet acquired sufficient colonial msssons. On the other
hand, if she continues to observe neutrality otteemtries will probably
fight for the possession of India, instead of floe possession of China,
thereby affording her an opportunity gradually tamedy the situation.
Therefore, if China joins the Allies, she is doomedperish, but, if she
continues to observe neutrality, the chances aat she will be able to
preserve her existence. In short, the questioro ashether China should
join the war or not is a vital problem to China.

Let us turn aside from the subject of war. Among European
Powers is there anyone who has not the power tquesrnChina? The fact
that they all have the power' to conquer Chinayetchave not done so up
to the present time, is due to (1) the Balanceax«? Theory, and (2)
convenience of exploitation. The Balance-of-Pow&edry is known to
everybody, so there is no need to expatiate upadksito exploitation, the
various Powers realize that even an unconqueredaCbtan give them
enough benefits, so they are not in a hurry to aenfjer. However, after
they have settled all the issues between themsedlveg will begin their
work of conquering the whole of China. As the timestill not yet ripe, an
attempt by any Power to grab China will lead toispdte with other
Powers. Not only will such a Power be unable to opmiize the interests
of China, but it will also be hated by the othemecs for being the first to
take China. Accordingly, the suggestion to pantitidhina was abandoned
in favor of the proposal to preserve China's integr

If China thus continues to maintain her neutralithout changing
her attitude at all, she will be in the same caaditfter the war as she was
before. For, in the event of an overwhelming vigttor Germany, Britain
will not be able to offer China to Germany as thieg for a German
alliance. On the other hand, if Russia should bectme strongest Power,
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she will not be grateful to Britain for offering h€hina. The reason is that
although Britain occupies a leading position in tBhina market, she
cannot go so far as to claim that she alone cgossof China in any way
she likes. This fact has become more apparent #iecbreak of the war. If
Britain should fail to induce China to join the war the side of the Allies,
Britain's acquiescence in the conquest of Chinaryther Power will be
no more than an ordinary gesture, and cannot berded as a favor. If
Britain's acquiescence cannot be regarded as &, fine future strongest
country will be under no obligation to enter into @liance with Britain in
consideration of Britain's attitude of acquiescernf® has repeatedly been
stated above, if the Allies should win the war t&ri will be obliged to ally
with Russia, and, if the Allies should lose, Britavill be obliged to ally
with Germany. This is so from the British pointvaéw.

But whether Germany or Russia, as the case mayibdijnd it
necessary to ally with Britain after the conclusainthe war, depends on
what advantages Britain has to offer. If Britaimeat offer China as a part
of her own property to Germany or Russia, GermaniRussia will take
China without thanking Britain. After the conclusi@f the war, unless
Russia and Germany will seek an alliance with Brjtéhey will fight for
the possession of India before they try to con@iéna. Why?

The reason is that with the loss of India the BhitEmpire will be
destroyed, and that Russia and Germany may thernheaseest of their
strength to conquer China without undue haste.rARessia or Germany
has obtained India, she will probably be so satikés to be in no particular
hurry to conquer China. Judging from the colongbleitation by Russia
and Germany in the past few years and from thefaatontributing to the
outbreak of the present war, | am convinced thagss China herself looks
for trouble, Russia and Germany will after the wgpand their influence in
Eastern Europe and Central Asia with Egypt andalnaé their chief
objectives. Since her defeat in the Blast, Russis hMeached an
understanding with Japan, abandoned her projeexpioit the Far East,
and devoted her entire efforts to the exploitatbiastern Europe. Britain
has not only promised Constantinople to Russiadiitled Persia into
British and Russian spheres in influence. This sy iRussia is now
fighting on the side of the Allies.



Therefore, should Russia win the war, she will Rumania,
Bulgaria, Serbia, and Montenegro under her leagerstoccupy
Constantinople and turn Turkey into a vassal Stiten Egypt will also
fall into her hands. At the same time, she willeext her influence from the
Caucasus to Persia. The transport facilities whiabe been completed in
these regions during the present war will be @idizy Russia for an
invasion of India. Britain will be obliged to allwith Russia, but Russia
herself has no necessity of allying with Britain.

To obtain China or India, Russia will have to usecé. Any
attempt to seize China will be assisted by Britaih resisted by Japan, and
any attempt to seize India will be assisted by ddpéd resisted by Britain.
If Russia should try to seize India after grabb@tgna, Britain will by that
time have developed her economic resources andoumpher military
power to such an extent that it will be practicathpossible for Russia to
succeed in the attempt. If, on the other hand, Rw®uld first grab India,
Japan will not have conquered China by the timegttadbing process is
finished, and China's interests will still remaintact. From Russia's
viewpoint, it is advisable to seize India first.eTsame applies to Germany.
That is why Germany adopted the so-called "BediBaghdad" Railway
Project, the purpose of which was to obtain actes$sdia via Persia. It is
certain that if Germany should win the present ware will form an
alliance with Bulgaria and Turkey and include SarbViontenegro, and
Rumania in the German Federal State, thereby exigi@kermany's eastern
frontier to Persia. The purpose of any attempt rambgPersia is to grab
India. As Germany has long been making preparatiothis direction, a
sudden change of policy to the conquest of ChinmtEd farther east will
necessitate fresh preparations on a large scad.ighnother reason why it
is not worth while for Germany first to conquer @i Therefore, unless
China ranges herself on the side of the Alliessipaherself at the disposal
of Britain, the various Powers will follow the lire# least resistance, that is
to say, will try to take India first.

It is noteworthy that China is at present a freeldvonarket, which
offers all foreign countries an equal chance fgleixation. Economically,
any foreign country can draw large benefits fromn@hwithout occupying
her ter-ritory. The Open Door Policy and the "memance of China
territorial integrity," are just as advantageousfdeeign countries as the
actual conquest of China. Accordingly, the gredter influence of any
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country over the China market, the larger the henebtainable by it from
China. In this light, any country which occupieslimcan enjoy the major
part of the benefits from China, even if China remeandependent. On the
contrary, if any country occupies China, withoutwgying India, it will be
unable to extract any benefits whatever from Intieidentally, this is why
China has so far enjoyed independence. It is jasalse China does not
side with any one country to harm the interestarafther country, thereby
allowing every country a fair chance of competitianobtaining benefits
from her, that the Powers have so far refrainednfserious efforts to
conquer her.

As long as China maintains strict neutrality, trerious Towers
will feel that it is more advantageous td leaver@hindependent than to
divide her up among themselves. The moment Chipavskany partiality
toward any particular country, the various Poweil$ a@ecide to conquer
her. It must be emphasized that should Germanyussi® occupy China
and leave Britain in possession of India, they wikver have an
opportunity to occupy, or obtain any benefits fromdia, but, if Germany
or Russia should seize India from Britain, Chimaterests will still remain
intact, and will never be monopolized by Japan.

In other words, any country which possesses Indig at the same
time derive benefits from China, but any countryicgkhoccupies China
without occupying India, cannot draw any benefitsf India. Therefore, it
will not serve the best interests of Germany andsiRuto ally themselves
with Britain for the purpose of conquering Chinait@n can attain her
object only if China would by her own action uptet present condition of
things, thereby enabling Britain to offer her adasor to some other
country. That is why | say, "China's entry into thar will be beneficial to
Britain only." After China's entry, Britain will bable to use her as a tool to
be utilized in any way she likes. Therefore, pgsdtion in the war is a
course leading to national extinction; the only vtayreserve our national
existence is to maintain neutrality.

After China's entry into the war, Britain will regbher as a vassal
State and will be in a position to prevent any ptRewer from taking
China. In such event, Britain's permission to cangbhina will be looked
upon as a favor. Any country which has Britain'adgjpus permission to
occupy China will of course be benefited, and Britay giving China, as a



present to that country will be able to preserve dwen interests. That is
why | say, "After China's entry she will be saa#d for the in-terests of
two countries." Needless to say, it is more likéhat China will be
sacrificed for the interests of two countries tf@nthe interests of only one
country.

In discussing international problems one mustt fif all, grasp the
incontrovertible facts regarding the interests afiaus countries, and then
consider what are the best policies to be adopyeeibh country. By this
process of reasoning we can reach a conclusiom aghat our country
should do and what it should not do. We must belabdy dispassionate
in our thinking. It is often said that there is gvéndication of an Allied
victory, and that China should join the war to w#heir sympathy so that

she may reap some benefits through participatidhénPeace Conference.

But it must be pointed out that in apportioning fpeils of war the victors
will be guided by the respective interests and moll be moved by impulse
or emotion. The Vienna Congress, which took plaiter ahe defeat of
Napoleon, is a good example. The countries repredesit the Congress
condemned Napoleon for having deposed the KingalfaHd because he
did not observe the Continental System. (Followtimg French defeat, the
Emperor of Austria had interceded with Napoleontfar restoration of the
King of Holland.)

Yet, the present made to England in appreciatfdmeo assistance
in defeating Napoleon was neither French territogr any territory
belonging to any of the countries which had aidemp®eon. The gift,
consisting of two strategic points, viz. the Cap&ood Hope and Ceylon,
was chosen from among the Dutch Colonial possessibris generally
supposed that by following at the heels of theoridome minor benefits
may be picked up from the ground that he has tnodolet how is one to be
sure? History shows that even allies of the viet@r not free from the fate
of territorial loss. The decisions made by Austkaance, England, and
Prussia at the Vienna Congress had to be accefitgehilly by the minor
countries participating in the Conference. Evidgndny strong country
which has been defeated has still power enoughespall the weak
countries. If a weak nation attaches itself torargj one engaged in war, it
may, in case of the latter's victory, be calledrupm participate in a Peace
Con-ference, but the probability is that it will Bietimized. Since, both in
case of an Allied victory and in case of an Alligefeat, the only way for
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her to avoid disaster is to remain neutral, thexitieat, since an Allied
victory is now a moral certainly, China must thromv her lot with the
Allies, is absolutely untenable. | repeat, the onlgy now left to save
China from peril is to maintain neutrality.

There are many ways certain to ruin a country, thetre is\o
definite way to ensure its existence. If anyonehef factors which may
cause the ruination of a country occurs, the cqunilt be doomed. On the
other hand, suppression of any one of the factoes dot always mean that
the security of the country is ensured. It is thanee evident that if China
does not maintain neutrality she will perish, altbb, if she does maintain
neutrality, nobody can be sure that she will cargino exist. Even in the
present age the principles of diplomacy still desesome consideration,
but the matter is not so simple as merely makingaliance with one
country for the purpose of resisting another, asyntd my contemporaries
seem to think.

In the meantime, the idea is current that Chinaukh either
befriend the United States in order to resist Japdrefriend Japan in order
to resist the United States. Both policies are groFhere are justifiable
reasons for China to befriend both Japan and thedlStates; there is no
reason whatever to befriend the one in order tagomize the other. Japan
and China are in intimate relations. If China kefds Japan, she must at
the same time endeavor to prevent any conflict fasising between Japan
and United States so that Japan may accomplishmisgion of aiding
China to develop herself. The idea popular amongqe3e officials of
playing the United States off against Japan is@ssal mistake.

Speaking only from the military point of view, Zapis, of course,
still inferior to the United States at the pres-semment. Ten years ago, the
military and naval strength of the United States weactically nil, and it
was impossible for her to strike war in any directiBut ten years have
changed the American naval position so completedy the United States
now builds two super-dreadnoughts per annum. Speadually overtaking
Japan. Last year, besides her ordinary naval pmogie passed a Bill for
the construction, at a cost of US$1,000, 000,00Q@emm additional super-
dreadnoughts and six additional cruisers, to bepbeted within a period of
five years. This year, the United States Governrhastdecided to reduce
the period to three years. On severing relatiorth @ermany, the United



States passed another U.S.$1,000,000,000 navahsgpaBill. Again, on
the day she declared war against Germany, she etbaigpon a war
expenditure amounting to U.S.$6,800,000,000,000 afhich
U.S.$1,000,000,000 was earmarked for naval cortgiruc Moreover,
according to the recently announced naval conébrugirogram, the United
States is going to build an invincible fleet unpiatad in history. The
displacement of the battleships will be increase®®,000 tons, and the
speed to 25 knots, and in addition, each vesskbwiequipped with fifteen
18-inch guns. Such craft will cost U.S.$100,000,686h and the guns will
have a destructive power more than three times d¢hahodern super-
dreadnoughts. At least five such craft will be ¢onsted, and the size and
draught will be just small enough to permit thempass through the
Panama Canal without inconvenience. As for Japami]libe several years
before she will complete the construction of atfle@nsisting only of eight
battleships and four cruisers.

There is thus a wide difference in naval poweween, these two
countries. But when | say that it is a big mistakelay the United States
against Japan, | do not mean that the United Stat@sot overpower Japan.
What | mean is that should the United States fwgttt Japan and beat her,
China will gain no benefit, although both the Uditstates and Japan will
suffer heavy losses. In the event of Japan beirfgatkd, she will be
conquered, or at least her territory will be redlicéhat she will suffer
heavy losses is beyond question. On the other haiidhe United States
gain any benefits? Even if the United States shadabldw her entire
national resources into a war with Japan and, isw@t, gain victory, her
strength will be seriously impaired. Yet what céue £xpect to get out of
all this except some interests and advantagesatxpense of China? But
as made known to the whole world, she has the babition among the
Powers to exploit China, if only because of theggaphical situation.

Even after crushing Japan, the United Statesstiillbe unable to
exercise supreme influence over China. While tkalte of the present war
can hardly be predicted, it is safe to assertdfiat conclusion of peace the
strongest World Power will be either Germany or $Rausfor reasons which
have already been fully explained in the foregaihgpters. It goes without
saying that, should China join the war, and assaltée conquered by
Germany or Russia, no room will be left for ex@titn by the United
States. But, if China maintains her neutrality assla result, preserve her
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national existence, will Russia or Germany allove tbnited States to
obtain special advantages from China? Certainly Rot, after beating
Japan, American interests in China will come intmftct with German
and Russian interests, and consequently the USiisgs will have to fight
with a first-rate Power.

As things stand, the United States has not theeptavovercome
Russia or Germany. By overthrowing Japan, therefitre United States
would invite trouble with a formidable rival, witthe result that both
parties would be worsted. It is evident therefdva an American war with
Japan will benefit neither the United States npadamuch less China.

Should China desire an ally, she should not leefobd Japan and
the United States of Americ@ihe relationship between China and Japan is
one of common existence or extinction. Without Japan, there would be no
China; without China, there would be no Japan. For the sake of
establishing a lasting peace between the two desntno trifing cause
should be permitted to disturb their friend-shigexiN comes the United
States of America. Although America is far awaynfras, her geographical
position prescribes her to be China's natural d&iemot her unnatural
enemy. Moreover, both countries have a Republioam fof Government,
so they should endeavor mutually to assist eaadr.oth

Should there be no hope for China to develop,ingtmore is to
be said. But should China have a chance to devhllp industries,
assistance must be sought from Japan and the UBiggds. China should
rely on these two friendly States, for capital &chnical advice as well as
raw materials. Japan, because of her similaritiaimguage and race with
China, can be even of greater assistance to ChamAmerica, and on the
reconciliation with Japan depends the welfare oin€hpeace in the Far
East, the very civilization of the world. From thacial point of view,
China and Japan are brother countries. From thiéigablpoint of view,
China and the United States are democratic cosni@hina being related
to America as a pupil to his tutor. Therefore Chizaot only in a position,
but also under the obligation, to harmonize Ameridapanese relations,
not to play one off against the other.

Under the principle of Pan-Asianism, Japan andh&lbian together
develop the natural resources in the West of tt@fiBawhile under the



Monroe Doctrine the United States can unify autigdn the East of that
ocean. Each should confine herself to her own figldn there will be no
conflict whatsoever. By a concerted effort of thedeee Powers
disarmament might some day be affected, and, gomg step further,
permanent peace of the world secured. This wouldhado the benefit of
China alone. Should China follow this as the gugdprinciple of her
diplomacy, she would completely eliminate any palestause of national
extinction.
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Chapter X
THE FATE OF CHINA

“To exist" means not to perish. To make somethgngwv out of
nothing is to develop. To prevent something froradmeing nothing is to
preserve.

Therefore, a country exists only when it is impkable. The
factors contributing to the rise and fall of a oatiare innumerable. The
principal factor which enables a country to exigslin the national
consciousness, in the indomitable spirit of indelegice on the part of its
Government and people. Only those nations whichnegier be tempted
with lucre nor overcome by force, can maintain rtreiistence. Such a
nation may be crushed almost out of existenceit witl eventually always
rise again. Any country which pretends to be indeleat but lacks the
gualities enumerated above, is doomed to extinclitis is not chopping
logic. When a nation has an unconquerable spirindépendence, other
nations will think it advisable to show respect itsrindependence. At any
rate, other nations will refrain from violating itsdependence, on account
of the international interests involved. Historieslamples may be adduced
to prove my theory, or, alternatively, the samechasions can be reached
by reasoning inductively from modern events.

Belgium has failed utterly to repel the attacktlod Germans; the
Belgian Government is now located at Le Havre withy little territory
still left under its control. Nevertheless, notyulo the Allies continue to
respect the independence of Belgium but nobodysegrthat Belgium has
perished. Even neutral countries show the higlesgtect to that country. It
is so because the indomitable spirit of indepeneesfcthe Belgians has
proved to the world that Belgium is unconquerabieen if the whole of
Belgian territory were to fall into the hands ofrtenemy and all the
Belgian troops be captured, we are sure that allngutral countries will
never for that reason doubt her existence.

In one sense Belgium has perished, but in anctbese she has
not; in one sense her people have fallen into wéptbut in another sense
they have not. The people, the land, and the sigrgyeof Belgium may
have ceased to exist in form, but on account ofindemitable spirit of



independence they have persisted in spirit. Belgivas once forcibly

incorporated into Holland, but her people; inspitBda strong, inflexible
determination, finally managed to regain their fipeand independence.
The char-acter of the people makes them uncondgerAlihough they

may, for a while, yield to armed force, their natiwill never perish. Any

country which tries to hold them in permanent sciiopa, will suffer more

than enjoy, and will eventually realize that itnist worthwhile to occupy
their territory.

Greece is similar to Belgium. After having beem-cered for
thousands of years, she grew suddenly into a mdsete. It is wrong to
suppose that she now depends on the sympathy atidejuof other
countries for her existence. The rebirth of Greilscdue to her national
spirit, which not only has not flagged but has @ased in vigor through
many long years. She has never been completelyusdboly Turkey, and
for this reason other countries have aided her ecovering her
independence. If Greece has revived by virtue ofumeonquerable spirit,
she can rely upon the same spirit for the mainteman her existence. At
the present time she is being subjected to extramssure by the Allies,
yet she does not waver in her determination.

Greece is to the Allies as Belgium is to Germabyt is still
regarded by the world as not having perished. Britmmd France have
violated Greek neutrality by landing their forceésSalonika, but the world
does not consider Greece as siding with the Bréisth French. Britain and
France have been encouraging the revolutionary mewein Greece with
a view to changing the Greek policy, but the Kimgsoeece, mindful of the
fate suffered by the Rumanians, has stoutly rabishe Anglo-French
efforts. This explains why Greece can revive dfi@ring been con-quered
for more than 2,000 years, and how, though stilkyshe can successfully
resist the strong. As the Allies have not yet dedavar on Greece, they
cannot occupy her entire territory. Even if thetiBh and French should
occupy the whole of Greece, she will be no moregoered than Belgium,
and | am sure that the peoples of neutral countikésiot consider that she
has perished, just as they do not consider thafilBalhas perished.

Like Belgium, Greece continues to exist by reaswn her
unconquerable spirit. Every nation on earth shdwgdable to preserve her
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existence. Any nation which fails to maintain heiris of independence,
does not deserve to, and cannot possibly, exstaion.

It must be pointed out that though a country malyot under
disadvantages, it can sooner or later extricateelfitdfrom its
disadvantageous position. If any country, whoséastare restricted by
the force of some other country, makes no efforteist that force, no
amount of advantages she may have bestowed onilh&evof any use to
her, since she has already lost the spirit of irddpnce. It is an old saying,
"A man may be robbed of everything but he mustailmw himself to be
robbed of his will-power." If a man must have withwer, so must a nation.
If a nation allows herself to be deprived of hetioraal determination,
should she not be ashamed of herself, taking @refem the Lady of
Sung and the Girl of Chi who resisted, at the obsheir lives, attempts to
sully their honor. No country engaged in war canabesolutely sure of
preserving its territorial integrity. After a natidhas fought in self-defense
but failed to preserve her territorial integrithyesmay have succeeded in
bringing home to the victor or aggressor that simnot be deprived of her
national determination. The victor or aggressoralizeng that the
vanquished cannot be robbed of her will-power, ndturally refrain from
bullying her unreasonably. Therefore, a country magintain its power
intact without winning a victory, and preserve texritorial integrity
with-out putting up a. strong defense. Britain dfa@nce, for instance,
could have easily sent an army big enough to oc&Gnggce, but they have
not done so simply because they realize that Greaogot be robbed of
her national determination.

Therefore, China should maintain neutrality aggeh and Greece
have done, whose difficulties in maintaining theautrality are a hundred
times greater than those of China. As an Anglo-€hreattack on the
Balkans must be made via Greece, Britain and Fraawe long tried to
seize Greece for the purpose of extending thdénte in the Balkans. At
the same time Germany also has been trying to roliszeece for the
purpose of resisting British and French attempliés T indisputable.

China is in a totally different position from Gome The territory
leased by China to Germany has been occupied landage; the "Salonika"
of China has been placed at the disposal of Japanesps. Thus, China
has already yielded to coercion, and shown pdstiati the Allies. But



German and neutral countries know very well tha tAnding of the

Japanese at Lungkow was in defiance of China'santil they believe that
since the Lungkow landing China has remained nkeaséefore. At this

moment, British French, Japanese and Russian peeegarted upon us is
certainly not as strong as that exerted upon. @tefs a matter of fact,
Britain and Japan do not intend to exert presspon ilChina. Why do not
we follow the example of Greece? When the Cent@lvd?Ps exerted

pressure upon Belgium, Belgium put up an armedtasie, and when the
Allies attempted to coerce Greece, Greece did mioing to the coercion.

China has not been sub-jected to such pressurelgsi® and Greece have
been. Why then do we contemplate abandoning thadstthat we should

maintain? Have we lost our national spirit?

It cannot be helped that we are not strong endogtesist the
Allies, but it is undeniable that we must not allowr strength to be utilized
by the Allies. China is inferior in financial resoes, in naval power, and in
technical ability. In normal times she makes speeféorts to maintain
friendly relations with Germany and to gain its davin all matters,
especially in military training, education and swe, she relies upon
Germany for assistance. It is unjust, unwise argrataful to drop stones
upon Germany when she has, so to speak, alreddy fato the well.

Although China may gain some advantages by beigagifriend,
material benefits will by no means compensatetferdamage to her moral
integrity. If our Government, as the leader of ffeople, displays such
cupidity and ingratitude, China will have a mossawory reputation as a
selfish, mercenary nation. Any nation which yietdadily to temptations
of lucre, will be plundered, and any nation whittows no gratitude, will
receive no kindnesses in return. Should China suffeother foreign
invasion which, | am sure, will be far more tereitthan all previous ones,
no country will come to her rescue. Besides, if Government acts in such
a way, the people will not obey its orders. Demireal as the Chinese are,
the great masses of the people still considesshiame to show ingratitude
and covetousness. And when the Chinese Governrhamedessly stoops
to acts such as even the lowest scoundrels wotldaerpetrate, the people
are justified in treating it with the utmost confginand in taking absolutely
no in-terest in the affairs of the State. Will tBevernment ever have the
effrontery again to issue a decree calling upongéeple to rally to its
support in case of emergency, or to fulfill theitids to the State?
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Any person, who loves mountains and rivers, abgarbage and
filth. Any person who enjoys wine, has no taste ddulterated liquors.
Any person, who is fond of dress, objects to wepsoiled and stained
clothes. Similarly, any person who takes interaspaolitical affairs and
wishes to fulfill his duties to the State, will gato retirement on seeing
such ingratitude and covetousness on the part efGhvernment. The
officials, who remain in the Government in spite itf ungrateful and
covetous behavior, will sooner or later contraet tiabit of ingratitude and
cupidity and thus hasten the downfall of the nation

If China desires, at this critical moment, to @ame the danger of
a foreign conquest, she must maintain an inflexdplieit of independence.
If all weak nations could' be conquered, there wduve been no weak
nations left in this twentieth century. In view the fact that weak nations
do exist, and that China is the only one in daderational extinction, it is
evident that the danger cannot be imputed to mibe¢ceess. As long as a
nation has an unbending spirit of independencejlitrevive after it has
perished, or rise after it has fallen.

Besides Greece, Poland may be cited as anothenpéxaMore
than a century has passed since the partition lahBpbut lately Germany
has occupied part of the Russian territory and enigdset. up a Polish
State there. The Russians also have promised tles Belf-government
after the conclusion of the war. It may be expecdhedefore that after the
war is over Poland will be revived. The restorat&irthe Polish State by
Germany and the promise of self-government by Rubksive no other
purpose than that of gaining the support of the®dhere is no spirit of
chivalry. The fact that Russia and Germany are a@gewreto win the
goodwill of the Poles who have already been corefyes due to no other
factor than the unconquerable spirit of independeois the part of the
Poles. If the children of a nation which has pexikiior over a hundred
years can inspire so much awe and receive so ntattéry, should China,
which still exists as a nation, be afraid of oppi@s? China is a big
country and yet she compares unfavorably with BehgiGreece and even
Poland. Who is to be blamed for her present caditi

The Chinese people all know that it is inadvisatdejoin the
conflict and that it is unreasonable to declare.\vildris view has been



voiced by merchants, scholars and even some, militaen and
Government officials. The idea of entering the tiohfind declaring war
was at first suggested by a handful of politiciaaed is now gaming
popularity in Government and Parliamentary circlBsit who will be
responsible for the disastrous consequences?

China belongs to the Chinese people, upon whots tbs final
decision in State matters. At this moment the Gawvent shows not the
slightest regard for public opinion and is actimgan arbitrary manner.
Who should bear the responsibility for the dange€hina's destiny? The
Government and Parliament must not think that g@pfe have no right to
take them to task. It seems to be their intentmodnceal the danger from
the people, so that by the time the nation hasiped it will be too late for
anybody to take them to task. But since the penpig realize that entry
into the war will antagonize Germany unnecessastyneone is bound,
before the country has perished, to lead the papng@e uprising against the
Government. Losing the support of the people artiout any assistance
from foreign countries, it is probable that the @mment will collapse
before the fate of the nation is sealed. If a cguiststrong while its people
are weak, the national strength is not evenly ibisted; in such case, there
will be the danger of committing irreparable blurgl€On the other hand, if
a country is weak while its people are strong,gbeple will vent its wrath
by overthrowing the Government. This shows that fieeple cannot be
trifled with.

The Chinese nation consists of 400,000,000 peopl® have
placed their common interests under the care f tlegn 2,000 officials.
These officials have heavy responsibilities and¢cairse, they cannot be
expected always to make the right decisions. Bey tthould at least be
conscientious. If, in the present case, they mairttzat since they have
decided upon a certain course of action they camnairse the decision
simply on account of the people's opposition, wenoa but take that they
mean to sacrifice the vital interests of 400,000,péople for the purpose
only of saving their own face. | hope that they Wiauot choose this course
but show that they still have a human heart.

China is at present like a man on a fleet hordlegag above a
precipice. There is only one way to safety. By thesy we can not only
avert the present crisis but also lay the foundatibpermanent security.
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Let me repeat, as | have repeated many times glréate must maintain
strict neutrality in an unbending spirit of indepence."



