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       Abstract of thesis entitled Collaboration and Conflict: Food Provisioning in Early Colonial Hong Kong Submitted by Luk Chi Hung for the degree of Master of Philosophy at The University of Hong Kong in August 2010 The thesis is a study of food provisioners in Hong Kong and the parties involved in local food provisioning, including boat people, fishermen, sea merchants, food shopkeepers, hawkers, and public market operators and stallholders. These people were significant to the survival of the colony; their relations with the British authorities and the relations among these people were a miniature of Hong Kong colonial relations. The discussion commences in 1839 during the First Anglo-Chinese War and ends around 1848, when Governor John Davis left office. Drawing heavily upon contemporary English-language newspapers and petition letters from the Chinese community, the thesis discusses several important themes in the studies of British imperialism in China and Hong Kong. It argues that the identity of a colonial subject varied over time. Between 1839 and 1848, the food provisioners were transformed from wartime collaborators to an impediment to British rule, and then to supporters of the colonial treasury. Meanwhile, they were not always helpless against colonial rule; sometimes they i united against exploitative government measures. The thesis also examines the weaknesses of British power in China and Hong Kong, including the reliance of the British on indigenous provisioners in the Pearl River Delta in the late 1830s and early 1840s; the failure of the colonial measures against food hawking; and the corruption of the Chinese in the colonial administration through the market farming system. The thesis unveils an arena in which the Chinese elite managed the affairs of the Chinese community in the 1840s, the public markets. The colonial authorities employed wealthy and trustworthy Chinese as overseers to manage the market trade. But this does not mean that the Chinese elite always represented the interests of the common Chinese or held control over them. The market operators, for example, were unsupportive of their renters’ collective actions in the 1844 Registration Affair. The thesis comprises three chapters. The first traces a neglected root of British colonialism in China. Thanks to Chinese food provisioners in the Pearl River Delta, Hong Kong was a temporary but reliable food provision centre for the British merchants and soldiers during the Sino-British hostilities. To establish a permanent provision centre was one of the reasons why the British occupied Hong Kong in 1841. As time went on, more food dealers poured into the infant colony, and made it a permanent provision centre. The second chapter studies the features of early British rule in Hong Kong. Accompanying the birth and growth of the city of Victoria, the food hawkers brought spatial and social problems to the colonial government, which then carried out measures against them. These measures were carrot-and-stick in nature, and a mixture of direct and indirect rule. They, however, turned out to be a failure: food hawking ii persisted, and new social problems existed. The final chapter unveils the intricate colonial relations forged by the various parties involved in the market farming system. They manipulated available resources to pursue their own interests, and cooperated and conflicted with the other parties in different situations. (499 words) iii Collaboration and Conflict Food Provisioning in Early Colonial Hong Kong by Luk Chi Hung B.A. CUHK A thesis submitted in partial fulfilment of the requirements for the Degree of Master of Philosophy at the University of Hong Kong August 2010 iv Declaration I declare that this thesis represents my own work, except where due acknowledgment is made, and that it has not been previously included in a thesis, dissertation or report submitted to this University or to any other institution for a degree, diploma or other qualification. Signed………………………………………………………….. Luk Chi Hung v Acknowledgements There are many people to whom I owe a debt of thanks for their support over the past two years. First and foremost, I wish to express my deepest gratitude to my primary supervisor Professor John Carroll, who offered guidance and encouragement throughout the writing of this thesis. I am also very grateful to my co-supervisor Dr David Pomfret for his advice and suggestions. I would like to thank several friends and colleagues for helping with the preparation of this thesis. Carol Tsang has been very generous in proofreading my thesis many times. I also thank Christopher Cowell for his invaluable advice on Chapter one of my work. Michael Chan, Xyrus Ho, Kelvin Ip, Wilhelmina Ko and Sammy Tsang and have also been helpful in providing insights for my research. Finally, I wish to express thanks to my family and girlfriend Natalie, who offered constant support and love throughout my MPhil studies at the University of Hong Kong. vi Note on Romanisation It is impossible to standardise the Romanisation of all Chinese words in this thesis. For the Chinese whose Chinese names have not survived, and the Chinese who had both Chinese and English names in record, their names are Romanised according to contemporary usage. For the names of the Chinese with Chinese version only, pinyin is used. Whenever possible, the thesis lists out different versions of names of the Chinese as a reference for readers. Concerning the names of places, institutions and official titles, while the majority are Romanised according to convention, pinyin is applied in some cases. vii Table of Contents Declaration v Acknowledgements vi Note on Romanisation vii Table of Contents viii Introduction 1 Chapter 1 Stomach Matters: Chinese Food Provisioners in the Pearl River Delta and the Colonisation of Hong Kong 15 Chapter 3 Hawking Matters: The Establishment of the Public Markets in Early Colonial Hong Kong 44 Chapter 4 Power Matters: The Market Farming System as a Reflection of Colonial Relations in Early British Hong Kong 80 Conclusion 111 Bibliography 119 viii Introduction This thesis is a study of the activities of food provisioners in Hong Kong, and in the Pearl River Delta at large, and the parties involved in the Hong Kong food provisioning system. The discussion commences in 1839 during the First Anglo-Chinese War (1839-42) and ends around 1848, when the second Governor of Hong Kong John Davis left office. This thesis is not an investigation of Hong Kong as an entrepôt of food, for example, the trade of rice and sugar from Southeast Asia to China, Japan and the United States, although it was an important aspect of the history of Hong Kong as a commercial entrepôt.1 It is also not quantitative research that aimed at making precise calculation of the exact amount of food imported into and exported from the colony, an effort that is deemed impossible because of the serious scarcity of sources available. The thesis is a study of food provisioners in Hong Kong and the parties involved in local food provisioning, including boat people, fishermen, sea merchants, food shopkeepers, hawkers, and public market operators and stallholders. In early colonial Hong Kong, most food provisioners came and brought their goods from outside Hong Kong. They played a significant role in the survival of the colony. Hong Kong was never, and could never be, self-sufficient. Though the notion that colonial Hong Kong was a barren rock is an exaggeration, the majority of provisions from local farmers and fishermen 1 For studies that mention the entrepôt trade of rice and salt in colonial Hong Kong, see Jung-fang Tsai, Hong Kong in Chinese History: Community and Social Unrest in the British Colony, 1842-1913 (New York: Columbia University Press, 1993), p. 27; David Faure, “The Rice Trade in Hong Kong before the Second World War”, in Elizabeth Sinn, ed., Between East and West: Aspects of Social and Political Development in Hong Kong (Hong Kong: Centre of Asian Studies, University of Hong Kong, 1990), pp. 216-225. 1 were for subsistence purposes only.2 As the Hong Kong Almanack for 1847 noted, “Nearly the whole of the provisions consumed in Hong Kong are brought from the mainland” by the Chinese.3 A Chinese intellectual called Yu Hanfen understood this, and thus suggested that a good strategy to retake Hong Kong was to call back such “Chinese traitors” (hanjian).4 Moreover, as food supply in any society is basically routine and day-to-day in nature, colonial Hong Kong would suffer seriously if the food provisioners refused to import food, went on strike or returned to China even for only several days. Two good examples of this occurred in the Registration Affair of 1844 and the Strike- Boycott 1925-26.5 The term “food provisioners” does not imply that they were one homogeneous group. Rather, it is a large category incorporating a wide range of parties with different backgrounds and interests. The provisioners can be generally divided into importers and sellers, although some belonged to both groups. The food importers included individuals procuring food from nearby rural places and bringing it to the city of Victoria for sale; boat people and fishermen who brought in small amount of catch and goods from the adjacent regions and waters; and merchants sailing large junks to import food from neighbouring and farther places. The food sellers included food shopkeepers, 2 For examples of the opinion of contemporary newspapers and colonial officials on the low food production in early colonial Hong Kong, see Friend of China, 27 Aug. 1845, 26 Sept. 1846; Hong Kong Register, 9 Dec. 1845; China Mail, 8 Jan. 1846. 3 The Hong Kong Almanack for 1847 (Hong Kong: Noronha, 1848). 4 Yu Hanfen, “Shang Liangzhongcheng pingyi” [Memorial to Magistrate Liang to Supress Barbarians], in Ma Jinke, ed., Jiaoqi Xianggang shi yanjiu ziliao xuanji [Selection of Sources about Studies of Early Hong Kong], Vol. 1 (Hong Kong: Joint Publishing (H.K.) Co. Ltd., 1990), p. 264. 5 For how Chinese food provision dealers caused difficulties to the colony during these two events, see Tsai, Hong Kong in Chinese History, p. 40; E. J. Eitel, Europe in China: The History of Hong Kong from the Beginning to the Year 1882 (1895; repr., Hong Kong: Oxford University Press, 1983), p. 224; Cai Rongfang [Jung-fang Tsai], Xianggang ren zhi Xianggang shi [The Hong Kong People’s History of Hong Kong, 1841-1945] (Hong Kong: Oxford University Press, 2001), pp. 129, 132. 2 public market stallholders and hawkers. Servants employed by the food importers and sellers, public market overseers and farmers were involved in local food provisioning but fell into neither of the above types. To facilitate discussion, the term “food provisioners” refers here to all of the groups mentioned above. The relations among these groups and their connections with the colonial authorities were a miniature of Hong Kong colonial relations. Through studying the activities of the food provision dealers, this thesis discusses several important themes of studies of British colonialism in Hong Kong. The first is the relations between the British colonial authorities and Chinese common people. Scholars have argued that the British colonial officials in the 1840s considered most common Chinese in the colony to be the lowest class of the Chinese and an impediment to their rule.6 This argument, however, simplifies the relations between the colonial authorities and their subjects. This thesis argues colonial authorities held a range of changing attitudes towards their Chinese subjects, depending on how these people cooperated with the British. During the Sino-British hostilities of the late 1830s and early 1840s, many native Chinese in the Pearl River Delta were important wartime collaborators of the British as they went to where the British anchored and supplied them with food. It was only the colonisation of Hong Kong that transformed part of the food provision dealers into an impediment to colonial rule. They were food hawkers, who were “born” at the same time as the city of Victoria. They grew rapidly in number along Queen’s Road and other roads and 6 For the perception of the colonial authorities towards the Chinese population in Hong Kong in the 1840s, see Christopher Munn, Anglo-China: Chinese People and British Rule in Hong Kong, 1841-1880 (Richmond, Surrey, Eng.: Curzon Press, 2001), 68-71, 73; Tsai, Hong Kong in Chinese History, p. 39; Ding Xinbao [Ting Sun Pao Joseph]. “Xianggang zaoqi zhi Huaren shehui, 1841-1870” [Early Chinese Community in Hong Kong, 1841-1870] (Ph.D. diss., University of Hong Kong, 1989), pp. 143-153. 3 streets, and brought spatial and social problems to the colonial authorities. For a time the Hong Kong government endeavoured to eliminate them. However, when these measures failed, food hawking was at last legalised. Every licensed food hawker then became a supporter of the colonial treasury. Historians have also emphasised that the Chinese commoners were subjugated and fell victim to oppressive British rule. Christopher Munn, for example, has asserted that in early colonial Hong Kong, “a general criminalization of the Chinese community took place… in the creation of new offences applicable only to Chinese residents, and in the wide net cast by both police and Magistracy.”7 This thesis, on the other hand, shows another side of early British rule in Hong Kong. To eliminate food hawking, the colonial authorities not only imposed strict prohibition but also adopted benevolent measures to attract food hawkers to move into the public markets prepared for them. The British authorities even intended to “educate” food hawkers to be orderly food sellers. While many scholars perceive that early British rule over the Chinese was indirect in nature, Munn considers it direct and highly infiltrative.8 Here a dichotomy exists, which shades the intricate natures of British rule in the colony. Taking the management of the public markets as an example, the colonial authorities adopted a mixture of direct and indirect rule: while the colonial police intervened in the market affairs in cases of serious crimes and accidents, 7 Munn, Anglo-China. Fung Chi Ming has also studied the infiltration of police power in colonial Hong Kong and its impact on rickshaw pullers. See Reluctant Heroes: Rickshaw Pullers in Hong Kong and Canton, 1874-1954 (Hong Kong: Hong Kong University Press, 2005). 8 For academic works that have studied the indirect rule policy in early colonial Hong Kong, see Elizabeth Sinn, Power and Charity: A Chinese Merchant Elite in Colonial Hong Kong (Hong Kong: Hong Kong University Press, 2003); Tsang, Hong Kong in Chinese History, pp. 56-72 ; for the studies about the infiltrative nature of British rule in Hong Kong, see Fung, Reluctant Heroes; Munn, Anglo-China. 4 the market overseers and farmers, who were Chinese, were responsible for the daily administration of the market trade. This shows that the British authorities, according to different situations, would adopt different means of rule, whether direct or indirect, to rule over their subjects. The discussion above raises a broader question of the nature of British imperialism in China. While Ronald Robinson has highlighted the importance of indigenous collaboration for the founding of the European imperial empires, British power in China before the First Anglo-Chinese War was even weaker and more vulnerable than many have perceived.9 Under the high-handed measures of Imperial Commissioner Lin Zexu, from 1839 to 1841 the British merchants in South China had to flee Canton and Macau and took refuge in the waters of Hong Kong, Tung Kwu and Kap Shui Mun, and relied on Chinese locals there for food. At that time the collaboration of the indigenous food traders was crucial to the British survival in China. In early colonial Hong Kong, the British rule was neither smooth nor efficient. As Munn has shown, the weaknesses of early British rule in Hong Kong included judicial inefficiency, corruption and scandal, and the gulf between the colonisers and the colonised.10 This thesis also examines the weakness of British rule and power in Hong Kong. The colonial authorities desired to remove food hawking from Queen’s Road and other roads and streets, but they suffered serious setbacks. The public market system not only failed to solve the problems of food hawking but also led to new social problems. The market farming system introduced by Governor Davis provided golden 9 Ronald Robinson, “Non-European Foundations of European Imperialism: Sketch for a Theory of Collaboration”, in Roger Owen and Bob Sutcliffe, eds., Studies in the Theory of Imperialism (London: Longman, 1972), pp. 117-142. 10 Munn, Anglo-China. 5 opportunities for the Chinese working for the colonial administration to extort money from the Chinese market farmers, and that finally led to the exposure to the public of one of the most scandalous corruptions among the officials in early colonial Hong Kong. This thesis also investigates the relations between the Chinese elite and common people in Hong Kong in the 1840s, a period before what colonial officials called “a better class of Chinese” emerged.11 Scholars have noticed that as early as this period the Chinese elite had been leaders managing the affairs of the Chinese community through such elite organisations as the City Temple since 1843 and the Man Mo Temple since 1847.12 Hindered by the paucity of sources, however, scholars could neither specify how these organisations ran nor assess their effectiveness. This thesis provides a platform for detailed discussion of another arena, the public markets. The first public market came into existence in 1842, earlier than the establishment of the two temples. For the daily administration of the markets, the colonial authorities, considering the market trade essentially a Chinese affair, first employed a Chinese overseer and later even franchised the markets to the Chinese. Similar to other Chinese community leaders, the market overseers and farmers were wealthy and trusted by the colonial authorities. The market operators, however, did not do their job well: malpractice of stallholders and crimes in the public markets were commonplace. Jung-fang Tsai has argued that before the Sino-French War of 1884-85, the Chinese elite represented the interests of the vast Chinese population and 11 John M. Carroll, Edge of Empires: Chinese Elites and British Colonials in Hong Kong (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 2005), pp. 37-57. 12 Carroll, Edge of Empires, pp. 31-32, 60, 71, 73; Sinn, Power and Charity, pp. 15-17; Ting, ““Xianggang zaoqi”, pp. 181-190, 307-308; Carl Smith, “Notes on Chinese Temples in Hong Kong”, Journal of Hong Kong Branch of the Royal Asiatic Society 13 (1973): 133-139. 6 effectively acted as a bridge linking the Chinese community and the colonial government.13 Much scholarship on early Hong Kong Chinese elite has conveyed an impression that the Chinese common people were subordinate to their control. The findings in this thesis, however, show otherwise. The stallholders of the public markets neither shared the same interests with the market operators nor were subordinated to them in all cases. The stallholders, for example, may have organised themselves in opposition to the 1844 registration ordinance. The market farmers were certainly unsupportive of, if not opposed to, their actions, which meant a potential decrease of stall rents from the stallholders. Scholars have usually applied the “coloniser-colonised” paradigm to analyse early Hong Kong colonial relations. On the one hand, they have depicted well the uneasy relations between the colonial authorities and their subjects; on the other hand, there have already been a number of fruitful works on how early colonial measures provided a ladder of affluence to the Chinese elite.14 Yet the “coloniser-colonised” model fails to unveil the different dimensions of colonial relations and the heterogeneity of a colonial society. As some scholars have noticed, the colonial authorities, Chinese and foreigners were never three homogenous groups.15 Within each, there were different parties sharing the same but also different interests. Individuals within the same 13 Tsai, Hong Kong in Chinese History; Jung-fang Tsai, “Popular Insurrection in 1884 during the Sino-French War”, in David Faure, ed., Hong Kong: A Reader in Social History (Hong Kong: Oxford University Press, 2003), pp. 365-392. 14 For the studies about the tense relations between the British authorities and Chinese in early colonial Hong Kong, see Smith, Carl T. “The Chinese Settlement of British Hong Kong” Chung Chi Journal 48 (May 1970): 30-31 and Dafydd Emrys Evans, “Chinatown in Hong Kong: The Beginnings of Taipingshan.” Journal of the Hong Kong Branch of the Royal Asiatic Society 10 (1970): 69-78; Tsai, Hong Kong in Chinese History, pp. 40-41; Munn, Power and Charity, pp. 128-130; Eitel, Europe in China, pp. 221-226. On how the establishment of a colony in Hong Kong provided the Chinese chances of being wealthy, see Carroll, Edge of Empires, pp. 21-55; Munn, Anglo-China, pp. 73-78, Tsai, Hong Kong in Chinese History, pp. 43-45. 15 Munn, Anglo-China, pp. 57-86. 7 party, and different parties within the same group would cooperate or conflict with one another, and interacted with the other groups concurrently. A Chinese market operator, for example, may have cooperated with the colonial authorities against his Chinese and foreign rivals. The thesis attempts to unveil such complex colonial relations. Last but not least, the thesis throws lights on the neglected history of the public markets in early colonial Hong Kong. Before the British settled in Hong Kong, food hawking in no sense existed, as most food provision dealers conducted their business ashore and in future Victoria Harbour without any disturbance to the scarce activities of the foreign merchants and British military on land. The rise of food hawking, as mentioned above, coincided with the construction of Queen’s Road and other roads and streets after May 1841. To remove food hawkers, the colonial authorities opened the first public market a year later. Set against the backdrop of the establishment of the markets, the thesis scrutinises their physical structure, internal rules and regulations, how they were managed, and the significance of the public market system. The thesis does not end here. In 1844 Governor Davis introduced the farming system into the public markets. By examining how the parties involved in the farming system pursued their own benefits, this thesis unveils the complicated colonial relations. Perhaps one of the reasons why scholars have not written much on local food provisioning is that they think sources are too scarce or fragmented to write a thorough story. This perception would be correct if we relied only on such “traditional” colonial documents as the Hong Kong Blue Books and official correspondence between the Hong Kong colonial government and the 8 Colonial Office under the series 129 of the Colonial Office files. In these documents, the Hong Kong government kept only very brief records and hardly reported to the Colonial Office matters about local food supply and consumption. The colonial authorities kept even fewer records about food before the establishment of the civil government in the colony in May 1841. The scarcity of sources in official colonial records is out of two reasons. First, circulation of food was less “visible” than other aspects of a colonial society, such as construction of buildings. Second, in many cases the colonial government corresponded with the Colonial Office only when problems appeared. Hong Kong faced no shortage of food provision during most of the period under research. The colonial authorities would not pay much attention to the activities of Chinese common people unless they threatened colonial rule and social stability. Therefore, in order to study the activities of common Chinese like food provisioners, it is necessary to introduce sources other than “traditional” colonial records. In this aspect, Munn is the first scholar to draw systemically upon two “new” types of sources to reconstruct the colonial society in Hong Kong for its first thirty or forty years. One type is the contemporary English-language newspapers in Hong Kong, Canton and Macau.16 They carry daily notifications and proclamations of the colonial authorities, editorials on colonial rule and policies, reports of the colony’s socio-economic development and, on top of these, the reports of trials in the Magistracy and Supreme Courts. These magisterial and criminal records are indispensable for scholars studying 16 For a brief introduction about Engligh-language newspapers in early colonial Hong Kong, see Li Shaonan, “Xianggang de zhongxi baoye” [Chinese and Westen Newspaper Industry of Hong Kong] in Wang Gengwu, ed., Xianggangshi xinbian [Hong Kong History: New Perspectives], Vol. 1 (Hong Kong: Joint Publishing Co. Ltd, 1997), pp. 497-501. 9 early Hong Kong colonial society, because they often include backgrounds of the complainants, prosecutors, defendants and witnesses. Another source Munn has deployed much is the hundreds of petitions letters presented by the Chinese from all walks of life dated between 1844 and 1851 and now housed in the British National Archives under the series 233 of the Foreign Office files. They also provide very effective insight into the Chinese society in early colonial Hong Kong. Inspired by Munn, my thesis draws heavily on the English-language newspapers and Chinese petitions. Many food provision dealers came before the Magistracy and Supreme Court to make accusations, depositions or testimonies. Through analysing their statements and details of the cases, we can understand their activities, the corresponding official regulations over them, and the effectiveness of the regulations. Moreover, during the governorship of Davis, a number of the market operators and stallholders petitioned to the colonial authorities. Their petitions not only reflect details of the market farming system but also the relations among the parties engaging in the market farming affairs. Of course the English-language newspapers and Chinese petitions are not without limitations. Munn has questioned the authenticity of the statements of the Chinese before the court, and the accuracy of translation by the court officials. Whether the details given by the Chinese in their petitions were genuine is highly doubtful too. To overcome these problems, this thesis makes careful comparison between statements of different persons, pays close attention to whether the information is fake and misleading, and never quotes isolated cases. Apart from the English-language newspapers and Chinese petitions, this 10 thesis also employs various kinds of other sources. For pre-1841 Hong Kong, this thesis investigates the dispatches from Elliot to Palmerston, the British foreign secretary; Guangdong official records about the status of food provisions in Hong Kong; and trial reports of the “Chinese traitors” selling food to the British kept by the Guangdong authorities. For early colonial Hong Kong, the thesis employs the official letters of Henry Pottinger, the first Hong Kong governor, and Davis to the Colonial Office. Among the letters the most notable are the reports of the trial of two extortion cases related to the public markets. Other important sources include deeds on the lease of the public markets stored in the Government Records Service of Hong Kong; the narratives of the British contemporaries sojourning in Hong Kong and South China; and original maps housed in the British National Archives. Before we begin, it is necessary to clarify certain key words and ideas in this thesis. In this study, “food” excludes wine and spirits, samshoo, a kind of strong Chinese liquor, ice and opium. As stated earlier, food provisioning refers to local food supply, which means the import and retail of food. Hotel restaurants, refreshment houses, tea shops and banquets held in public halls, private houses and on board the ships in Victoria Harbour are beyond the scope of this study. Most of the “food provisioners” in this thesis were Chinese. There were foreign food provision dealers at that time, for example traders of luxuries stored on ships and in warehouses, bakers, confectioners and poultry keepers. When compared with Chinese food dealers, however, their number and the amount of food they sold were certainly trivial.17 In order to facilitate 17 For an example of the bakers, see Friend of China, 13 Oct. 1842. For an example of poultry keepers, see Friend of China, 5 Jan. 1843. For example of confectioners, see Friend of China, 26 Oct. 1844. Examples of luxury traders are prevalent in contemporary English-language newspapers. 11 discussion, the term “food provisioners” also includes the Chinese compradors of foreign ships anchoring in Hong Kong before 1841. “Public markets”, another key term in this thesis, refer to those food-selling places established and owned by the colonial authorities in the city of Victoria from 1842. Traditional marketplaces and market towns in Stanley and Aberdeen are beyond the scope of this study.18 Except for coal, goods sold in the public markets were all food.19 It is also essential to distinguish between the public markets and bazaars. “Bazaar” had several meanings in contemporary records. It meant Chinese settlement in the colony, for example the Upper and Lower Bazaars. It also referred to some selling places owned by private individuals such as the Canton, Duus’, Morgan’s, Matheson’s and Webster’s Bazaars. In these places, food was very seldom sold.20 Some writers have confused the Canton Bazaar with the Central Market.21 In fact, they were two different places once occurring in the colony at the same time. Some contemporaries even refer to the bazaar as the public market in their writings. On one occasion, for example, the Hong Kong Register referred to the Eastern Market as the “Eastern Bazaar”.22 This thesis comprises three chapters. The first chapter traces a neglected root of British colonialism in China. Thanks to the Chinese food provision dealers in the Pearl River Delta, Hong Kong, and also Tung Kwu and Kap Shui Mun, was a temporary but reliable food provision centre for the British 18 For an introduction of these market towns, see James Hayes, “Hong Kong Island before 1841”, Journal of the Hong Kong Branch of the Royal Asiatic Society 24 (1988), pp. 105-142. 19 China Mail, 31 Dec. 1846. 20 Only one source mentions that there was a sweetmeat shop in the Canton Bazaar. See The Hongkong Almanack and Directory for 1846 (Hong Kong: China Mail, 1847). 21 For example of such confusion, see Li Jinwei, ed., Xianggang bainianshi [Centenary History of Hong Kong] (Hong Kong: Nanzhongchubanshe, 1848), p. 265. 22 Hong Kong Register, 27 May 1845. 12 transients and ships of war during the Sino-British hostilities of the late 1830s and early 1840s. To establish a permanent provision centre was one of the reasons why the British occupied Hong Kong in 1841. As time went on, more food provision dealers poured into the infant colony, and the position of Hong Kong as a food provision centre supporting the activities of the British soldiers and merchants became more and more secure. The second chapter studies the features of early British rule in Hong Kong. After occupying Hong Kong, the colonial authorities built the city of Victoria along the northern shore of the island. While only a small number of food provision dealers were allocated land to conduct trade, those not assigned any land became food hawkers. As food hawking brought about problems to the colony’s development, caused annoyance to the foreign community and threatened social order, the British authorities carried out measures against food hawking. Rather than being absolutely oppressive, the government measures were carrot-and-stick in nature: on the one hand, food hawking was strictly prohibited; on the other hand, the government established the public markets to attract them into one orderly place and to “train” them to be orderly food sellers and “good” colonial subjects. For the management of the market affairs, the colonial authorities adopted a mixture of direct and indirect rule: while the police would intervene in the market affairs in case of serious accidents and crimes, Chinese overseers were appointed to regulate habits of the stallholders, who were predominantly Chinese. These measures, however, turned out to be a failure: food hawkers continued to be a headache of the colonial authorities, the public markets were disorderly, new social problems emerged, and the market farming system led to the rise of food prices that caused suffering to common 13 Chinese in the colony. The final chapter unveils the relations among the parties involved in the market farming system, including Governor Davis, senior and junior colonial officials, Chinese and foreign market farmers, Chinese government servants, and market stallholders. They employed different means to pursue their wants, and cooperated and conflicted with the other parties in different situations. They forged very complex colonial relations. 14 Chapter 1 Stomach Matters: Chinese Food Provisioners in the Pearl River Delta and the Occupation of Hong Kong Historians have generally highlighted the British intention to expand trade in China as one of the primary reasons for the outbreak of the First Anglo-Chinese War (1839-42). Based on this argument, they have attributed the birth of colonial Hong Kong in 1841 to the British desire to establish in China “an emporium between East and West”.1 This chapter, on the contrary, argues that British imperialism in China was not purely expansionist in nature. During the Sino-British conflicts in the late 1830s and early 1840s, the threats of the Guangdong authorities against British food supply and personal safety compelled almost all the British to leave Canton (Guangzhou) and Macau, then the only two settlements for Westerners in China, and to seek refuge on the waters of the Pearl River Delta including Hong Kong Bay, Tung Kwu and Kap Shui Mun. Without any support from the official comprador system, the British merchants now badly needed other sources of food provision. The British transients soon found the native food provisioners at their temporary shelters very dependable. Coming from the neighboring regions in 1 For examples of discussions about how the Sino-British trade was related to the outbreak of the First Anglo-Chinese War, see Peter Fay, The Opium War, 1840-1842: Barbarians in the Celestial Empire in the Early Part of the Nineteenth Century and the War by Which They Forced Her Gates Ajar (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1975); Michael Greenburg, British Trade and the Opening of China 1800-1842 (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1951); Brian Inglis, The Opium War (Sevenoaks: Hodder and Stoughton, 1979). For discussions about British intentions of developing early colonial Hong Kong into a commercial entrepôt, see Jung-fang Tsai, Hong Kong in Chinese History: Community and Social Unrest in the British Colony, 1842-1913 (New York: Columbia University Press, 1993), pp. 17-35; Christopher Munn, Anglo-China: Chinese People and British Rule in Hong Kong, 1841-1880 (Richmond, Surrey, Eng.: Curzon Press, 2001), pp. 13-43. 15 the Pearl River estuary, these Chinese food traders were highly mobile, and were able to furnish the British floating community with abundant and various kinds of food. The provisioners thus successfully transformed Hong Kong Island, and also Tung Kwu and Kap Shui Mun, into a reliable food provision centre during the Sino-British hostilities. The satisfactory British experience in these retreats partly explains why Charles Elliot, British chief superintendent of trade in China, finally chose Hong Kong as the centre of food provision for not only the British merchants but also the China Expedition after relinquishing Chusan (Zhoushan). This highlights the close yet still largely neglected relations between indigenous collaboration and the British occupation of Hong Kong. This chapter is divided into four sections. The first introduces briefly the traditional official comprador system in South China, and how the Guangdong rulers manipulated the removal of compradors and food supply against the “unruly” foreigners in the early nineteenth century. In 1839, the Chinese Imperial Commissioner Lin Zexu repeated such “anti-barbarian” measures, and eventually nearly all the British in China gave up their settlements in Canton and Macau, took shelter on board their merchant vessels, and looked to Chinese locals in the Pearl River Delta region for food. The second section explains why the collaboration of the native food suppliers and unofficial compradors with the British was possible, and examines their ability to satisfy the British needs and tastes for food. The third section discusses the British need for naval depot and provisioning centre for their expeditionary troops after mid-1840, and how the occupation of Hong Kong in January 1841 and the establishment of the permanent provision centre there went in line with the British military and 16 economic interests in China. The last section focuses on the energetic activities of Chinese food provisioners in the new colony so as to highlight their contribution of founding on colonial Hong Kong a British military station and commercial entrepôt. The Collapse of the Chinese Official Comprador System In the early nineteenth century, it was the official compradors, under the traditional Canton System, that provisioned most foreigners in South China.2 According to the “Rules on Trade between Chinese and Barbarians” of 1809, when a “barbarian ship” proposed to enter Canton, it had to engage a ship comprador at Macau, the Portuguese settlement in China but still partly under Chinese magisterial control until 1887, or Whampoa, an island two miles south of Canton where the legal foreign cargo ships anchored. Another proclamation restricting the “western barbarians” in 1835 clarified ship compradors as the only people allowed to procure provisions for the foreign ships. It also stipulated that factory or house compradors, another type of official compradors, were responsible for all the needs of their secured foreigners in the factory areas in Canton, the only other settlement for Westerners in South China before the Treaty of Nanjing in 1842. When the foreign merchants made annual retreat to Macau during the low seasons of trade, factory compradors and Chinese servants would follow their respective masters and take care of their meals.3 2 For the introduction of the Canton System, see Immanuel Hsü, The Rise of Modern China (New York: Oxford University Press, 1995), pp. 139-167. Paul van Dyke has examined in details the role of compradors in supplying provisions under the Canton system. See The Canton Trade: Life and Enterprise on the China Coast, 1700-1845 (Hong Kong: Hong Kong University Press, 2005), pp. 51-75. 3 Memorial of Bai Ling and Han Feng, 2 June 1809, Memorial of Qing Gui, et al., 1 July 1809, reprinted in Gugong bowuyuan, ed., Qingdai Waijiao shiliao, Jiaqing chao, [Diplomatic Historical Documents in the Qing Dynasty, Jiaqing reign], Vol. 3 (Beiping: Gugong bowuyuan, 17 For decades the Chinese authorities had taken full control of the official comprador system. To become eligible, ship compradors needed guarantees from local lineage leaders and “security neighbors” (baolin), the latter of whom were first chosen by the Chinese authorities in Macau and then authorised by the Panyu or Macau mandarins. In Canton, a factory comprador was in a chain of responsibility. He was recommended and guaranteed by an officially appointed linguist, who was in turn selected and secured by a Hong merchant (The Hong merchants were the ones who obtained from the Chinese authorities the monopoly of South China overseas trade before the signing of the Treaty of Nanjing.) Subordinate to the Canton officials, the Hong merchant was held responsible for all the needs and conducts of his secured foreigners.4 The Chinese authorities preferred to grasp firmly foreigners’ food supply in order to, by using the terms of Paul van Dyke, pacify them and persuade them to yield in case of clashes.5 Despite the strict control, the foreign merchants in Canton and Macau generally enjoyed luxurious and lavish lives in peaceful times.6 It was only during Sino-foreign rivalries that the Chinese authorities, in order to “intimidate barbarians” (zhiyi), removed Chinese compradors and thus threatened the stomachs of the “unruly” foreigners. The Guangdong rulers twice carried out such measures against them, or more 1932), pp. 9-10, 16-18; Memorial of Huang Juezi, 4 May 1838, in Liang Tingnan, comp., Yue haiguanzhi [Chronicles of Guangdong Maritime Customs], Vol. 29, pp. 30-31, reprinted in Shanghai guji chubanshe, Xuxiu sikuquanshu [Complete Library in Four Branches of Literature, revised edition], Vol. 835 (Shanghai: Shanghai guji chubanshe, 1995); Memorial of Lu Xun and Qi Gong, 8 March 1835, reprinted in Masaya Sasaki, comp., Yapianzhanzheng qian Zhong-Ying jiaoshe wenshu [Diplomatic Correspondence between China and Britain before the Opium War] (Taipei: Wenhai chubanshe, 1976), pp. 53-55; William Hunter, The “Fan Kwae” at Canton before Treaty Days (London: K. Paul, Trench, 1882), pp. 83-85; Fay, Opium War, pp. 26-27. 4 Hunter, Fan Kwae, pp. 35-36, 53-54. 5 Van Dyke, Canton Trade, p. 52. 6 Hunter, Fan Kwae, pp. 40-42; Ljungstedt, Historical Sketch, p. 283; Lin Zexu to Deng Tingzhen, 5 Jan. 1840, in “Xinjilu” [Collection of Letters of Correspondence], reprinted in Yapianzhanzheng, Vol. 2, p. 360. 18 precisely the British, in the early nineteenth century. The first happened in 1808 under the reign of Guangdong and Guangxi Governor-General Wu Xiongguang, who in the ninth lunar month ordered Chinese servants to quit their works for the Canton British to counter the aggression of British Rear Admiral William O’Brien Drury towards Macau. Later he even banned food procurement to Drury, his soldiers and British cargo ships in Macau and Whampoa.7 Twenty-six years later, in 1834, another governor-general of Guangdong and Guangxi, Lu Xun, again removed from the Canton factories all compradors and servants working for the British, and prohibited all kinds of provisions to the British there. A similar prohibition was also enforced in Macau. Lu’s high handed measures were a response to Napier’s disobedience of the “rules and institutions under the Heavenly Dynasty” (Tianchao fadu) and his naval challenges at the Pearl River Mouth.8 The British at the Pearl River estuary were susceptible to the effects of the above threatening measures. In 1808, after the Chinese servants left, the British officials in Canton were forced “to retreat precipitately to their ships”. Drury’s situation was worse: he desperately sent a dozen sampans into entrance to the 7 Memorial of Wu Xiongguang, et al., 30 Nov. 1808, Memorial of Wu Xiongguang and Sun Yuting, 14 Dec. 1808, Memorial of Bai Ling, 21 May 1809, reprinted in Qingdai Waijiao shiliao. Vol. 2, p. 33-35, Vol. 3, pp. 1-4; Peter Auber, China: An Outline of the Government, Laws, and Policy (London: Parbury, Allen and Company, 1834), p. 232. For a detailed account of the Drury affair, see Xiao Zhizhi and Yang Weidong, Xifeng fu xiyang: Yapianzhanzheng qian Zhong-Xi guanxi [West Wind Stroke Setting Sun: Sino-Western Relations before the Opium War] (Wuhan: Hubei renmin chubanshe, 2005), pp. 280-283. 8 Proclamation by Lu Xun and Qi Gong, 2 Sept. 1834, Proclamations by Acting Magistrate of Canton District, 4 Sept. 1834, 7 Sept. 1834, Proclamation by Guangdong-Guangxi Governor-General Magistracy, 9 Sept. 1834, reprinted in jiaoshe wenshu, No. 10, pp. 8-9, No. 11, pp. 9-10, No 15, pp. 12-13, No 17, p. 13; Memorandum of Foreign Office, Feb. 1840, in “Correspondence Relating to China”, No. 14, pp. 32-39, reprinted in Irish University Press Area Studies Series, British Parliamentary Papers, China, 30: Correspondence, Orders in Council, and Reports Relative to the Opium War in China, 1840 (Shannon: Irish University Press, 1971), pp. 270-277. For detailed accounts of the Napier affair, see Maurice Collis, Foreign Mud: Being an Account of the Opium Imbroglio at Canton in the 1830's and the Anglo-Chinese War That Followed (London: Faber, 1946), pp. 120-157; Chang Hsin-pao, Commissioner Lin and the Opium War (Cambridge, Mass: Harvard University Press; New York: W. W. Norton, 1964), pp. 51-62. 19 Pearl River in order to get food from the factory areas by force, an action provoking Chinese military action. One British soldier was killed, three were wounded, and the British ships were forced to return to Whampoa.9 In 1834, Napier and his staff, as Chang Hsin-pao notes, “were compelled to live on salt meats conveyed from the warship”.10 The vulnerability of the British was one of the reasons why Drury and Napier finally conceded in the above two incidents. From his predecessors Wu Xiongguang and Lu Xun, Lin Zexu learnt how to zhiyi. Conducting his anti-opium movement in Guangdong, Commissioner Lin twice dismissed the Chinese compradors and servants in 1839. On 24 March, three days after he began to blockade the Canton foreigners in their factories, an estimated eight hundred Chinese compradors, servants, cooks and coolies at his command left the service of providing daily supply to the foreigners there, and did not return until mid-April.11 The withdrawal was a reaction to the escape from Canton to Macau of Lancelot Dent, the most notorious British opium merchant in China in Lin’s mind. In mid-August, Lin instructed all Chinese compradors and servants working for the British in Macau to resign. As he stated in his report to the throne, his approach was based 12 on the case of the Drury affair in 1808. Commissioner Lin, as Chang puts it, did not actually intend to starve the 9 Memorial of Bai Ling, 4 March 1809, reprinted in Qingdai Waijiao shiliao. Vol. 3, pp. 1-4; 10 Chang, Commissioner Lin, p. 56. 11 Hunter, Fan Kwae, p. 143; Great Britain, Foreign Office, Chinese Secretary's Office, Various Embassies and Consulates, China: General Correspondence, Series 682 (FO682), National Archives, Kew, FO682/1972/15, 20 April 1839, Lin Zexu and Deng Tingzhen to Elliot; Chinese Repository, Vol. 8, Sept. 1839, pp. 219-221; Canton Register, 23 April 1839. 12 Memorial of Lin Zexu and Deng Tingzhen, 1 Sept. 1839, reprinted in Zhongguo diyi lishi danganguan, ed., Yapianzhanzheng dangan shiliao [Historical Documents of the Opium War], Vol. 1 (Tianjin: Tianjin guji chubanshe, 1992), pp. 669-672. 20 foreigners in Canton during their detention from March to May 1839.13 During that time, his primary goal was to confiscate every ball of opium in China owned by the foreign merchants. As early as 27 March 1839, only three days after the Chinese compradors and servants left the Canton factories, Elliot, as head of the British mercantile community in China, gave in and promised that all the British opium traders would hand over their goods. On the same day, Lin accordingly awarded more than two hundred pieces of “sundry articles of food” to the detained foreigners in Canton. Seeing that the opium confiscation and destruction processes were generally smooth, Lin did not impose further measures until August 1839.14 According to Charles Paterson, an incarcerated British surgeon in Whampoa, a few official compradors remained there throughout the entire period of detention.15 In sharp contrast to his measures in Canton, a few months later Lin Zexu was determined to completely suspend the food supply against the whole British community in Macau. In August 1839, he was no longer patient of the British refusal to sign the bonds declaring that they would never bring opium into China; the alleged continuation of British opium trade on Chinese illegal seas; and Elliot’s lenient punishment of the murderers of a native villager Lin Weixi at Tsim Sha Tsui.16 In mid-August, the Chinese authorities in Macau, holding military powers, forbade the market shopkeepers, hawkers and carriers 13 Chang, Commissioner Lin, pp. 157-159. 14 Memorial of Lin Zexu, et al., 12 April 1839, in “Yapian zouan” [Memorials Related to Opium], reprinted in Yapianzhanzheng, Vol. 2, pp. 92-93; Lin Zexu to Elliot, 8 April 1839, in “Xinjilu”, reprinted in Yapianzhanzheng, Vol. 2, pp. 252-253; Canton Press, 20 April 1839. 15 The Times, 19 Aug. 1840. 16 Memorial of Lin Zexu, et al., 24 Sept. 1839, in Linwenzhonggong zhengshu, [Linwenzhonggong’s Political Writings], reprinted in Yapianzhanzheng, Vol. 2, pp.175-178, Lin Zexu to Macau Acting Magistrate, 22 Aug. 1839, in “Xinjilu”, reprinted in Yapianzhanzheng, Vol. 2, pp. 305-307; Memorial of Lin Zexu and Deng Tingzhen, 1 Sept. 1839, reprinted in Yapianzhanzheng dangan, Vol. 1, pp. 669-672. 21 there to sell to the British “the smallest quantity of provisions”.17 On 25 August, in Xiangshan (nowadays Zhongshan), bordering Macau, Lin ordered the decapitation of a Chinese provision dealer called Huang Jinsheng who had violated the prohibition.18 Harsh or not, Lin’s zhiyi measures did not cause starvation among both the foreigners in Canton and the British in Macau in 1839. After the Canton detention began in March, the food stocks there lasted for the foreign community for about a month.19 Furthermore, not only the Canton foreigners but also the Macau British received help from their friends and acquaintances in China during their hard times: in Canton, the Hong merchants and linguists, instead of leaving together with the Chinese compradors and servants, transported food into the factories.20 In Macau, the Chinese Repository reported on 21 August, six days after Lin’s prohibition against any form of assistance to the British, that “Most of the British houses, however, were supplied with provisions by Portuguese servants, who obtained them without much difficulty.”21 Their actual experience notwithstanding, Elliot and the British in China often recalled their bitterness induced by the removal of their Chinese compradors and food provision. In September 1839, twenty-eight British and Parsee merchants jointly memorialised to Foreign Secretary Palmerston to express their grievances: “in Macao… we were first deprived of our servants and supply of food, and then compelled to abandon our dwellings, without 17 Canton Register, 27 Aug. 1839. 18 Lin Zexu, Lin Zexu riji [Diary of Lin Zexu], reprinted in Yapianzhanzheng, Vol. 2, p. 27. 19 Evidence of Robert Inglis, 7 May 1840, pp. 22-23, in “Report from the Select Committee on the Trade with China; Together with the Muniutes of Evidence Taken before them, and an Appendix, and Index”, reprinted in British Parliamentary Papers, China, 30, pp. 36-37. 20 Hunter, Fan Kwae, p. 144; Canton Press, 20 April 1839. 21 Chinese Repository, Vol. 8, Aug. 1839, pp. 217, 221. 22 previous preparation, and in the possession of means barely adequate for the removal of our books, papers, and articles of immediate use and necessity”.22 Even though they might have felt threatened, they exaggerated their real situation, probably because they wanted to draw the attention of the London government.23 Regardless, their grievances show that they no longer tolerated the Chinese authorities’ manipulation of the official comprador system and food supply. As the Chinese mandarins also threatened their personal safety by military force, almost all the British finally fled Macau in late August 1839. Afterwards, they never depended on the official comprador system, even though the Chinese authorities partially restored it during the First Anglo-Chinese War.24 Leaving their familiar settlements, most British in South China now lived aboard merchantmen in the waters of the Pearl River Delta. By the end of August 1839, the vast majority, including those who had retired from Canton to Macau since April, were at Hong Kong Bay, the future Victoria Harbour. They remained there until mid-November when they departed to Tung Kwu, or 22 Memorial of British Merchants Resident in China to Palmerston, 7 Sept. 1839, in “Correspondence Relating to China”, Inclosure in No. 158, p. 452, reprinted in British Parliamentary Papers, China, 30, p. 692. For other examples of the grievances of Elliot and the British mercantile community, see Public Notice Issued by Elliot to British Subjects, 27 March 1839, Elliot to Palmerston, 11 April 1839, in “Correspondence Relating to China”, Inclosure 20 in No. 146, No. 148, pp. 374, 388, reprinted in British Parliamentary Papers, China, 30, pp. 614, 628; Great Britain, Public Record Office, Domestic Records , Miscellaneous Papers and Correspondence Relating to China, with Particular Reference to the China Expedition of 1841-1842, Series 30, Division 12, Sub-Division 26, Sub-Sub-Division 5 (PRO/30/12/26/5), National Archives, Kew, PRO30/12/36/5, Elliot to Palmerston, 4 May 1840, in “Correspondence Relating to the Affairs of China: 1839-40-41”, Inclosure 4 in No.20, No. 43, pp.72-74, 135-157. 23 For example, on 2 April 1839, only 8 days after the detention started, Elliot reported to Palmerston that the foreigners in Canton had been allowed to buy food. See Elliot to Palmerston, 2 April 1839, in “Correspondence Relating to China”, No. 146, p. 358, reprinted in British Parliamentary Papers, China, 30, p. 598. 24 Susanna Hoe, The Private Life of Old Hong Kong: Western Women in the British Colony, 1841-1941 (Hong Kong: Oxford University Press, 1991), p. 22; Chinese Repository, Vol. 8, May 1839, pp. 14, 21, 24-25, 28-30, Dec. 1839, p. 439; Public Notices to Her Majesty’s Subjects, 22 and 23 March 1839, Memorial of British Merchants Resident, 7 Sept. 1839, in “Correspondence Relating to China”, Inclosure 10 in No. 146, No. 158, pp. 363, 452, reprinted in British Parliamentary Papers, China, 30, pp. 603, 692; Canton Register, 20 April 1839. 23 Urmston’s Harbour, southeast of Lintin Island and west of today's Castle Peak. By the end of April 1840, the British fleet sailed to Kap Shui Mun (Capsingmoon in contemporary records), a passage at the northeast end of Lantau Island leading to Hong Kong Bay. In October 1840, the merchant fleet returned to Tung Kwu.25 The British community afloat was on a large scale. In early August 1839, according to Henrietta Shuck, an American missionary passing through Hong Kong Bay, a total of 45 “square-rigged vessels” “in different directions” had already berthed there.26 Before the arrival of the first China expedition in mid-1840, the vessels, including several non-British ones, on one occasion totaled as many as 70 and loaded several thousands of British subjects in China.27 Without any support from the traditional comprador system, the British transients, now living on Chinese “illegal” waters, badly needed alternative sources of food. James Matheson, head of Jardine, Matheson & Co., reported to Elliot on the day before his embarkation from Macau that provisions had been ordered from Manila.28 At about the same time, Elliot wrote to the captain-general of the Philippines and the governor of Singapore for food importation.29 These overseas supplies, however, were insufficient and could not serve the urgent needs of so many British sojourners in China. Throughout 25 PRO/30/12/36/5, Elliot to Auckland, 16 Oct. 1840, Inclosure 10 in No. 146, p. 363; Memorial of British Merchants, 7 Sept. 1839, in “Correspondence Relating to China”, Inclosure in No. 158, p. 452, reprinted in British Parliamentary Papers, China, 30, p. 692; Lin, “Xinjilu”, reprinted in Yapianzhanzheng, Vol. 2, pp. 279-280; Canton Register, 27 Aug. 1839. 26 Susanna Hoe and Derek Roebuck, The Taking of Hong Kong: Charles and Clara Elliot in China Waters (Richmond, Surrey: Curzon Press, 1999), p. 21. 27 Notice to the Chinese People against Poisoning the Water, 2 Sept. 1839, in “Correspondence Relating to China”, Inclosure 1 in No. 157, p. 448, reprinted in British Parliamentary Papers, China, 30, p. 688; Lin, “Xinjilu”, reprinted in Yapianzhanzheng, p. 358; Canton Press, 21 Sept. 1839. 28 PRO/30/12/36/5, James Matheson to Elliot, 25 Aug. 1839, Inclosure 2 in No. 155, pp. 434-436; Collis, Foreign Mud, p. 248. 29 PRO/30/12/36/5, Elliot to Auckland, 22 March 1840, Inclosure in No. 22, p. 77. 24 the entire period of the Sino-British hostilities, some foreign merchants, similar as before, sold miscellaneous articles at the British assemblages, but the items were chiefly luxuries. The limitations of the above means of food provision underlined the necessity of assistance from indigenous Chinese in the Pearl River Delta region. Chinese Food Provisioners in the Pearl River Delta According to a contemporary Chinese ballad, Guangdong is a region of “three mountains and six seas”. The ballad implies one common background of the province’s maritime population: their close relations with water.30 Many lived either ashore or aboard boats, and participated in full-time, part-time or temporary water related occupations. A lot of these coastal Chinese and their descendants had worked for foreigners as unofficial linguists and pilots, opium smugglers and, of course, food suppliers for decades or centuries prior to the Sino-British conflicts in the late 1830s and early 1840s. During the conflicts, thousands of Chinese locals at the mouth of the Pearl River actively approached or were passively approached by the British temporarily taking refuge on board and, on a voluntary basis in most cases, provided their clients with food at Hong Kong Bay, Tung Kwu and Kap Shui Mun.31 Apart from provisions sellers, some Chinese were private compradors of the British ships during and also before the beginning of the Sino-British hostilities. Huang Tianhua, for example, 30 Reply to the Imperial Edict by Lin Zexu, et al., 27 April 1840, reprinted in Yapianzhanzheng dangan, p. 67. 31 For example of Chinese as unofficial linguists and pilots, see Memorial of Wei Yuanlang, 28 June 1832, in “Daoguang chao waiyang tongshang an” [Documents of Trade on Outer Waters in Daoguang Reign], reprinted in Yapianzhanzheng, Vol. 1, p. 95 ; as opium smugglers, see Memorial of Liang Zhangju, 8 July 1832, in “Daoguang chao waiyang”, reprinted in Yapianzhanzheng, Vol. 1, pp. 101-102; as food suppliers, see Memorial of Lu Xun, et al., 11 March 1833, in “Daoguang chao waiyang”, reprinted in Yapianzhanzheng, Vol. 1, p. 115. 25 was a comprador aboard various foreign ships since 1835. He worked for the merchantman Carnatic of Jardine, Matheson & Co. when he was arrested by the Chinese authorities in June 1839.32 There were a number of external favorable factors for the Chinese food dealers in the Pearl River Delta region to collaborate with the British nearby during the Sino-British clashes. The region has a rugged coastline of different fathoms, with innumerable offshore islands and channels of passages. The countless ports on isles of various sizes dotting in the river mouth were excellent hideouts for Chinese boats and sampans. Accustomed to the local geographical setting, these maritime Chinese were able to escape detections by the official patrols.33 The Chinese official control was too loose to stop the Chinese boats from sailing to where the British anchored. In order to diminish the “traitorous” activities of boat and fishing peoples, Lin Zexu announced a set of regulations stipulating that each ship at Guangdong ports was assigned a serial number and organised into a group of five, within which members were mutually responsible; fishing ships could not set out to sea before the foreign vessels went away; and fishermen were only allowed to have at most one day of foodstuffs on their boats. It is highly doubtful, however, whether the corrupt and inadequate Chinese officials ever rigorously enforced these measures in the littoral areas. As late as April 1840, Lin still reported to the throne that “the number of ships was inestimable, and hitherto the coding had not yet 32 Memorial of Lin Zexu, et al., 21 Nov. 1839, reprinted in Yapianzhanzheng dangan, Vol. 1, p. 727; Chinese Repository, Vol. 8, June 1839, p. 112; Lin, Linwenzhonggong, reprinted in Yapianzhanzheng, Vol. 2, p. 189. 33 Dian Murray has vividly described the geographical settings of the Pearl River Delta and the South China seas at large. See Pirates of the South China Coast, 1790-1810 (Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1987), pp. 15-18. 26 completed.”34 The Chinese mandarins also failed to prevent the coastal villagers of South China from collaborating with the British. Although repeatedly forbidding any forms of cooperation between rural Chinese and the Westerners during the First Anglo-Chinese War, the Chinese officials carried out no specific enforcement measures.35 The suggestion of Ceng Wangyan, magistrate of Shuntian prefecture, part of today’s Beijing, in June 1840 to organise local militia (tuanlian) along the coasts was stopping the barbarians on water from landing but did not keep a close eye on the villagers. As shown below, many of these villagers were indispensable food vendors for the British.36 Compared with the official compradors in Canton and Macau, the coastal population of Guangdong faced much fewer constraints and could reach the British anchorages more freely. Admittedly, not all the British anchorages were ideal venues for the littoral Chinese to sell food. While foreign merchants long regarded Hong Kong Bay as an excellent natural shelter, sea entrances in Tung Kwu and Kap Shui Mun were so open that the enemies could attack the two places easily.37 Still, the Chinese naval authorities lacked adequate forces both to interdict local assistance to their enemy living aboard and to launch vigorous attacks upon where the British vessels assembled. The most effective Chinese military action against the contraband food trade during the Sino-British hostilities was the stationing of 34 Reply of Lin Zexu et al. to the Imperial Edict, 27 April 1840, reprinted in Yapianzhanzheng dangan, Vol. 2, p. 67. 35 For examples of the announcement of the prohibitions, see Chinese Repository, Vol. 8, Aug. 1839, pp. 212-215, Sept. 1839, p. 269; Canton Register, 27 Aug. 1839; Memorial of Lin Zexu, 16 Aug. 1839, reprinted in Chouban yiwu, Vol. 9, p. 22. 36 Memorial of Ceng Wangyan, 14 Jan. 1840, reprinted in Yapianzhanzheng dangan, Vol. 1, p. 769. 37 Hugh Lindsay, Remarks on Occurrences in China: Since the Opium Seizure in March 1839 to the Latest Date (London: Sherwood, Gilbert, and Piper, 1840), p. 48. 27 the three naval cruisers in late August 1839 by the Dapeng Squadron colonel near the Kowloon Mountain at the eastern shore of Kowloon Peninsula adjacent to Hong Kong Bay. There native boatmen and villagers had been unable to trade until 4 September 1839, when the three Chinese warships suffered damages from the British cannonades and sailed away. The local provisions trade then became prosperous again.38 After the Kowloon mêlée, the Chinese mandarins no longer posed a serious challenge to illegal provisioning activities in the Pearl River Delta. On several occasions Chinese war crafts and fireboats surprised native boats and huts and caught a handful of “Chinese traitors”, but the effect of such piecemeal raids were only trivial.39 When the British commenced their campaign at the river entrance by the end of 1840, the Chinese naval power was so restrained that the military authorities did not venture any assault on the British anchorages afterwards.40 Without serious threats from their rulers, the local Chinese, as Elliot’s reports to London show, consistently supplied the British with food after the skirmish at Kowloon.41 In a letter to Palmerston in March 1840, Elliot concluded that the British experience in China for the past few months had proven that “wherever protection is available to the Chinese subjects, there will always be large 38 Memorial of Lin Zexu, et al., 18 Sept 1839, reprinted in Yapianzhanzheng dangan, Vol. 1, p. 679; Elliot to Palmerston, 23 Sept. 1839, in “Correspondence Relating to China”, No. 159, p. 455, reprinted in British Parliamentary Papers, China, 30, p. 695; Canton Press, 7 Sept. 1839, 21 Sept. 1839; Canton Register, 1-30 Sept. For how Chinese war junks blocked British food procurement, see Acting Magistrates of Foshan and Macau to Elliot, 20 June 1839, in “Xinjilu”, reprinted in Yapianzhanzheng, Vol. 2, pp. 301-302. 39 Canton Press, 14 Dec. 1839, 7 March 1840, 13 June 1840; Canton Register, 3 March 1840, 9 June 1840; Memorials of Lin Zexu, et al., 29 March 1840, 4 June 1840, reprinted in Yapianzhanzheng dangan, Vol. 2, pp. 46-49, 129-130; PRO30/12/36/5, Elliot to Palmerston, 19 Jan. 1840, Elliot to Palmerston, 19 Feb. 1840, Elliot to Auckland, 22 March 1840, Elliot to Palmerston, 28 March 1840, No. 14, No. 19, Inclosure in No. 22, No. 24, pp. 45, 62-63, 77, 82-83. 40 Fay, Opium War, pp. 261-282. 41 PRO30/12/36/5, Elliot to Auckland, 22 March 1840, Inclosure in No. 22, p. 77. 28 quantities of supplies”. His statement requires clarification. Notwithstanding the superiority of the British cannons, one should not overestimate the protection they offered to the Chinese provisioners at the British temporary anchorages which were extensive. After the H.B.M. sloop Larne left for India on 29 May 1839, not a single British warship was present in China until the arrival of the H.M.S. Volage three months later. By mid-October, it was joined by another, the Hyacinth. From then on, for the next ten months, no more British warships came to China.42 Very often the Volage and Hyacinth even left the British assemblages to perform military actions, to intimidate the Chinese authorities, and to protect those British returning to Macau.43 Even if one counts auxiliary naval force-- the famous cutter Lousia, for instance-- the British maritime power in China was by no means strong until the first China Expedition arrived in mid-1840.44 Therefore, it was largely the British merchant fleet that provided security for the Chinese food traders, who berthed their bumboats alongside the foreign merchantmen in order to avoid being captured. Such kind of security, however, was very unreliable. In the mandarins’ fire attacks, the Chinese provisioners always suffered much more damage than the British floating community. The British protection was even weaker when the raids specifically aimed at the Chinese natives.45 Still, the coastal Chinese did not stop provisioning the British, simply because they possessed some strengths that enabled them to 42 Chinese Repository, Vol. 8, June 1839, p. 57; Canton Press, 12 Oct. 1839, 2 Jan. 1841. 43 For example see Canton Press, 2 Jan. 1841; Canton Register, 4 April 1840. 44 For discussion about the activities of the Louisa in the First Anglo-Chinese War, see Fay, Opium War, pp. 127-129. 45 Canton Press, 14 Dec. 1839; Memorials of Lin Zexu, et al., 29 March 1840, 4 June 1840, reprinted in Yapianzhanzheng dangan, Vol. 2, pp. 46-49, 129-130; Canton Press, 7 March 1840, 13 June 1840; Canton Register, 3 March 1840, 9 June 1840; PRO30/12/36/5, Elliot to Palmerston, 19 Feb. 1840, Elliot to Palmerston, 28 March 1840, Inclosure in No. 22, No. 24, pp. 62-63, 82-83. 29 evade the seizure of the mandarins. First, the Chinese provisioners in the Pearl River Delta were highly mobile in terms of their scope of activities. When the chance came, many were ready to quit their former occupations and sail their boats from different native districts to where the British gathered. Such mobility saved much of the British effort in finding private compradors and sources of food. Among the ten “Chinese traitors” apprehended in an official night attack at Tung Kwu on 29 February 1840, Huang Tianfu was formerly a fisherman, boatman and servant. He carried two cattle for sale to the waters of Cheung Sha Wan, west of Kowloon near Tung Kwu, when noticing that the British were there. Lin Yachang, Zhong Yashou and Liu Yawu, the other captured culprits, were formerly peddlers in Xin'an district (Hong Kong Bay, Tung Kwu and Kap Shui Mun were all parts of Xin’an). They shipped food to a sandy beach on an island at Tung Kwu, where they erected huts and sold food to the British purchasers, who approached them by sampans. Huang Tianhua, the aforementioned private ship comprador of various foreign ships until he was taken into custody in June 1839, came from Dongguan district, adjacent to Xin’an.46 The Chinese provisions dealers were mobile because the size of their activity groups and ships were generally small. They could thus prevent the Guangdong military from discovering them when travelling from one place to the other. The food purveyors arrested in the nocturnal assault of February 1840 acted either in a group of two, Chen Shuisheng with Wu Ya’er for instance, or individually like Lin Yachang. Their vessels were sampans or small fishing 46 Memorials of Lin Zexu, et al., 21 Nov. 1839, 29 March 1840, reprinted in Yapianzhanzheng dangan, Vol. 1, pp. 727-729, Vol. 2, pp. 46-49. 30 boats.47 Loo Aqui, owner of a large fleet useful for transporting foodstuffs to the British navy at Hong Kong Bay during the war, was only one of the very few exceptions.48 Many Chinese food providers had extensive social networks. As the Canton Press described, the native boats in Tung Kwu moored in regular lines.49 After the British occupied Hong Kong in January 1841, the Tung Kwu people established there a native bazaar, which was so well organised that there was a “head Chinaman” who helped keep order.50 A detailed example shows the functions of such strong local networks. According to the Canton Press, in early January 1841 the Chinese authorities plotted to send spies to the Chinese transient community in Tung Kwu, “with the view of ascertaining the names of the dealers, so as to able to visit the punishment of their contumacy upon their unoffending families”. Discovering the plot, the Chinese transients attacked the boat of the eight informers, two of whom then jumped overboard and were drowned The remaining six “were bound, and tied to the timbers of the boat, which was hauled on the beach high and dry”. Food trade in Tung Kwu as a result remained unaffected.51 An important reason why the British aboard relied on the native food provisioners was that the latter could maintain stable and abundant food provision. Although each local boat and booth sold only a small amount of 47 Memorial of Lin Zexu, et al., 29 March 1840, 18 Oct. 1840, reprinted in Yapianzhanzheng dangan, Vol. 2, pp. 46-49, 484; Chinese Repository, Vol. 8, Aug. 1839, p. 215. 48 Yingyi ru-Yue jilue [Account of the English Barbarians’ Entry into Guangdong], reprinted in Yapianzhanzheng, Vol. 3, pp. 25-26; William Tarrant, Hong Kong: A History of Hong Kong from the Time of Its Cession to the British Empire to the Year 1844, Vol. 2 (Canton, Friend of China Office, 1862), p. 16; Friend of China, 6 May 1846; China Mail, 9 Nov. 1861. 49 Canton Press, 2 Jan. 1841. 50 Elliot Bingham, Narrative of the Expedition to China, from the Commencement of the War to Its Termination in 1842: With Sketches of the Manners and Customs of That Singular and Hitherto Almost Unknown Country (London: Henry Colburn, 1842), p. 42. 51 Canton Press, 9 Jan. 1841. 31 provisions, their congregation at where the British fleet took refuge formed an enormous marketplace, either ashore or afloat. In early August 1839, before the British fled Macau, “daily upwards of 100 comprador’s boats” had already stayed at Hong Kong Bay selling food and miscellaneous articles. When Elliot and his Chinese-language secretary, Karl Gützlaff, cruised to Kowloon to procure food in early September 1839, the native food tradesmen promptly brought “a large quantity of pigs, ducks and fowls to the beach for sale.”52 From Tung Kwu waters, Elliot wrote to Palmerston in January 1840 that at least two thousand Chinese boats dwellers were selling food to the British.53 A year later, the Canton Press wrote: “Ever since the English shipping have made Tungkoo [Tung Kwu] their anchorage, a number, daily increasing, of all kinds of Chinese tradesmen carrying on their business in boats, have gathered there, until at the present time there are so many”.54 The size of the marketplace was so considerable that the editor described it as a “floating Wapping”. A number of Chinese traders even set up provisional sheds there for temporary residence.55 Why were there so many Chinese congregating at where the British assembled? Some had invited their fellows to join the food trade, while some others had requested referrals from their friends to the British clients. Chen Shuisheng, a poor peddler in a Xin’an bazaar, on the one hand asked Wu Ya’er to be his companion in sea food trade with a British vessel, and on the other hand asked for a recommendation from his friend Huang Tianfu, who was 52 Memorial of Lin Zexu, et al., 7 March 1840, reprinted in Yapianzhanzheng dangan, Vol. 2, p. 27; Chinese Repository, Vol. 8, Aug. 1839, p. 215; Canton Press, 21 Sept. 1839. 53 PRO30/12/36/5, Elliot to Palmerston, 19 Jan. 1840, Elliot to Palmerston, 19 Feb. 1840, Nos. 14, 19, pp. 45, 62-63. 54 Canton Press, 9 Jan. 1841. 55 Memorial of Lin Zexu, et al., 29 March 1840, reprinted in Yapianzhanzheng dangan, Vol. 2, pp. 46-49. 32 

    

        
      
        
          
            
               Thumbnails
            
            
               Document Outline
            
            
               Attachments
            
          

        

        
          
          

          
          

          
          

        

      
  

      
        
          
            
            
              
                Previous
              
              

              
                Next
              
            

          


          
            
            Highlight all
            
            Match case
            
          


          
            
          

        
  

        
          
            
              Presentation Mode
            

            
              Open
            

            
              Print
            

            
              Download
            

            
              Current View
            

            


            
              Go to First Page
            
            
              Go to Last Page
            

            


            
              Rotate Clockwise
            
            
              Rotate Counterclockwise
            

            


            
              Text Selection Tool
            
            
              Hand Tool
            

            


            
              Document Properties…
            
          

        
  

        
          
            
              
                
                  Toggle Sidebar
                
                

                
                  Find
                
                
                  
                    Previous
                  
                  

                  
                    Next
                  
                

                
                
              

              
                
                  Presentation Mode
                

                
                  Open
                

                
                  Print
                

                
                  Download
                
                
                  Current View
                

                


                
                  Tools
                
              

              
                
                  
                    Zoom Out
                  
                  

                  
                    Zoom In
                   
                

                
                  Automatic Zoom
Actual Size
Page Fit
Page Width

50%
75%
100%
125%
150%
200%
300%
400%


                
              

            

            
              
                
                

              

            

          

        


        


        
          

        


        
          
            
            
              More Information
            
            
              Less Information
            
          

          
            
              Close
            
          

          

          
        

      
 

      
        
          
            
              Enter the password to open this PDF file:

            

            
              
            

            
              Cancel
              OK
            

          

        

        
          
            
              File name: -

            

            
              File size: -

            

            

            
              Title: -

            

            
              Author: -

            

            
              Subject: -

            

            
              Keywords: -

            

            
              Creation Date: -

            

            
              Modification Date: -

            

            
              Creator: -

            

            

            
              PDF Producer: -

            

            
              PDF Version: -

            

            
              Page Count: -

            

            
              Close
            

          

        

        
          
            
              Preparing document for printing…
            

            
              
              0%
            

            
              Cancel
            

          

        

      
  

    
 

    

  