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CHAPTLER 2. THE SUPPLY OF CHIN:.SE TIN MINING LABOUR

The previous chapter established that the Chinese provided the bulk of the mining labour
force in the development of the Malayan tin mining industry during the 19th century. This chapter
seeks to examine the supply of that lat our and its system of recruitment. Chinese tin mining
labour, it will be seen, was wholly immig rant. Furthermore, it was composed, for the most part, of
unskilled “coolie” labour for whom the economic opportunities offered by the expansion of tin
mining, coupled with the pressure of population and political instability in China, encouraged
migration to the Malay States in large nuribers. The chapter is divided into four sections. Section 1
outlines the question of domestic labour supply in the early decades of the 19th century and the
factors behind the need to import Chinesc labour into the tin states. Section 2 contains a discussion
of Chinese immigration to the Straits Seitlements and Malay States during the 19th century. This
includes an examination of the magnituce of immigration, the type of migrants emigrating from
China, and the factors inducing emigration. A study of these factors is particularly relevant given
the Chinese practice of ancestor worship and the existence of an Imperial Edict that, before 1860,
forbade Chinese subjects from leaving th: country without a special permit. Section 3 looks at the
methods of recruitment of Chinese labour to the Straits Settlements and Malay States. The final
section describes some of the initial problems caused by the influx of large numbers of Chinese

miners to the interior tin states prior to Br tish intervention in 1874.

I THE NEED TO IMPORT CHINESE [+ BOUR:

Many arguments have been advance 1 to explain the failure of the Malay population, who had
been the original miners in the peninsula to meet the demand for labour in the mines consequent
on rising tin demand and the exploitatio1 of the newly discovered deposits. One such argument

emphasises the inherent cultural attitude: of the Malay peasantry, since although the Malays had
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been traditionally noted as energetic traders they seemed unwilling to work as mine labourers.'
Although this may have been a contribut ing element, a more plausible explanation centres on the
social and economic factors that preented ‘he indigenous population from providing an
unrestricted full-time, large-scale and highly mob:le labour-force.

In the first instance Malaya, in the carly decades of the 19th century, was land abundant but
sparsely inhabited.” Furthermore, political organisation was based on a series of small river states
(negri) of varying degrees of independeice and isolation.’ Geographical barriers also restricted
settlement to small, traditionally-organise 1 and often temporary coastal and riverine kampongs and
to a shifting aboriginal (orang asli) popu ation elsewhere.* Internal communication was limited to
nivers and occasional jungle-tracks. In the areas of settlement, economic activity centred on
subsistence swidden cultivation of rice (/. rdang -dry padi and sawah wet-padi), with fishing as the
main supplement. There was little specialisation since isolation in small village communities made
a degree of all-roundedness essential.® V/ithin this framework, the early tin mines were usually
located on the outskirts of agricultural settlement with mining undertaken as a part-time activity to

supplement income between harvests.®

! Andava & Andaya. .1 History of Malaysia. p.136. This ur willingness to become a tool in the production system of colonial capitalisin earned
the Malay peasantry a reputation of indolence. However, thi: reputation is disregarded by Alatas who argues. particularly in terms of tin mining
labour. that the Malays avoided the type of slave labour tha the Chinese were compelled to do owing to their immigrant status. See H.Alatas.
The Ayth of the Lazy Native- L Study of the Image of the Malavs, Filipinos and Javanese from the 16th Century to the 20th Century and [I1s
Function in the Ideology of Colonial Capitalism. London. F1ink Cass, 1977, pp.74-75.

2 Statistics on total Malay population in the Peninsula betor British int:rvention are unreliable. However, Newbold estimated the population of
the Malay States in 1835-36 to be 280,680 (excluding the St aits Settlements). When the first reliable statistics were made available in 1874 the
Malay population was recorded to be only 150.000. Newbold British Sett'ements. Vol.1, p.137: Sidhu & Jones. Population Dynamics, p. 1

3 The northern states. i particular Kedah and Kelantan, vere under the vague and fitfully exercised suzerainty of Siam. In the south, the
sultanate of Riau-Johor held a diminishing swayv over (pres: nt-day) Johor and Pahang. In the central area, west of the mountain range. were the
three independent (but by no means monolithic) states of Perak, Selangor and Sunger Ujong. Each state consisted essentiaily of one or more river basins
with the state capital located near the main niver estuary. Here 4 ¢ ruler could control movement to and from the state, organise Jefence against external
threat and levy tolls and taxes on imports and exports. Iixternal ¢Cntrol was exerted over subsidiary settlements at inland upriver ~ites through supporters.
terntorial and district chiefs. For details see J.M.Gullick. Indigen wis Political Systems of I estern AMalaya. 1ondon, Althone Press. 1958

. . . .
For details sec Jackson, Planters and Speculators. pp. 1 et. ieq.

3 To quote Winstedt. ... The pirate, the fisherman. the blac: smuth, the sarpenter. the weaver, the medicine man were also rice planters™ R.0O

Winstedt. The Malavs: A Cultural History, Singapore. Kiely and Walsh. 1947, p.103. Families formed the basic economie unit and evers member of
the family laboured to contribute to overall wealth. To suppleme 1t thetr diet the peasants reared poultry and cultivated fruits and other crops. In order o
obtain basic necessities such as salt, ironware and cloth, the peas nts collected jungle produce to sell at local markets.

¢ Malay mining methods will be discussed in greater detail 11 Chapter 3
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A second factor restricting domestic labour supply was the absence of a wage labour market.
Two institutions existed which appear to have satisfied the demand for what otherwise constituted
wage labour. These were slavery and ¢ mpulsory labour service (corvee or kerah). Slavery in
particular was a well-entrenched institution in the Malay Peninsula with slaves being of two main
types - ordinary slaves (abdi or hamba) and debt-bondsmen (orang berhmtang)” Abdi were
acquired in several ways with main source being through capture in wars or raids. Negro slaves
were also imported from Mecca. Murcerers and other criminals who had committed serious
offences were also enslaved. Debt-bondsmen, on the other hand, were acquired through personal
indebtedness and had to serve their credi ors until they had settled their debts.® Corvee (in effect a
kind of forced labour), was the obligatio 1 of a tenant to perform a certain amount of work for an
overlord in return for being allowed tenar cy of the land.” The service was, at the order of the chief
or Raja requiring it, organised by the village headman (penghulu). In the mining areas tin
production was often performed by keru; both men and women worked in the mines all year
round but at fixed intervals that allowed them time to tend their farms.

Widespread political instability ir the Malay States in the carly decades of the 19th
century also discouraged large-scale tir production by the indigenous population. Subsequent
to the dissolution of the Melaka Stltanate the Malay political structure had gradually
disintegrated in the course of the centuries. By the 19th century, Malay society had become so

degenerate and unstable that there was 10 authority in any of the states capable of controlling,

7 ‘The distinction between abdi and orang berhutang lay in the fact thut the latter were still acknowledged as members of the same society as
their masters while the former were not. For a detailed stu lv on the mstitution of slavery in the Malav peninsula see Patrick Sullivan, Sociaf
Relations of Dependence in a Malay States: Nineteenth Cenn v Perak. Kuala Lumpur, Malaysian Branch of the Roval Asiatic Society Menograph,
No.10. 1982, pp.45-69. See also Gullick, ndigenous Political S 'stems. pp.93-105

S A general account of debt-bondage is given by Frank Swette: ham. Afler axplaming that the chiets did not permit thew subjects (ravan to accunulate
wealth he continued: ~Thus when a ravat...is want of money he goes 1o lus Reja or chief to lend it to hum... Either money or goaxds are lent, and a certam
time stipulated for payment. If at the expirv...the money 1s not pa d it 1s usual to wait some time longer...should payment not then be made, the debtor, il a
single man, is taken into the creditor’s house; he becomes one of s tollowers and is bound to execute any order and do any work the Raja ...mayv demand.
until the debt is paid... During this time the Raja usually provide the debror with food and clothing, but if the creditor gives him money. [this] is added ©
the debt...Should the debtor marry...the wife and descendants are squally in debt bondage...” Quoted in Gullick. ibid., p.99.

® The fundamental axiom of customary land tenure law was that. while proprietary rights existed in people, the right to land was usuftruct. The
economic foundations of the power of the ruling class lay in he tax svstem. the right to demand taxes and services from their subjects had long
been acquired by the ruling class during the course of the h storical development of Malay society. In the exaction of kerah the chiefs stopped
short of demands bevond the endurance of the peasant becau ¢ severe op yression could compel the peasants to abandon their land and migrate 10
other areas. See Gullick, ibid.. p.125.
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or powerful enough to control, the whcle territory. Furthermore, in the contest for power the
control of armed men was an absolute rerequisite to success. But, in order to maintain them,
the contestant had to provide food and «clothing. The district was therefore taxed to the utmost
with revenue being spent in maintaininz or extending political power. Under such conditions
there was little incentive to produce nore than was essential for a subsistence existence.
Whatever human resources could be reinoved from the land were mobilised into fighting men
rather than into labourers for productive enterprise.'

The general outcome of the restraints to demestic labour supply was the development of a
labour shortage. Therefore, when the Malay chiefs sought to take advantage of rising tin prices
by increasing the scale of production ttey were forced to look to immigration to fulfil labour
requirements. Attention naturally focusc d on the flourishing Straits Settlements where the pool
of labour was growing rapidly due to thc immigration of increasing numbers of Chinese. While
many of the Chinese in the Straits Sett ements were engaged in trading and shopkeeping but
the bulk were labourers employed in agricultural enterprise (in growing gambier, cloves,
nutmeg, sugar and in market gardenin;;)." Thus in addition to distinguishing themselves by
their adaptability, willingness and capicity for hard work, Chinese labourers in the Straits
Settlements were, compared with the i1digenous Malays, accustomed to the notion of wage

labour and regular involvement in the e: change economy.

0 . . - . . . L . . L.
See Wong, The Malavan Tin Industry to 1914, p.23: 1.E Elson. ~ International Commerce, the State and Society: Economic and Social

Change”, in Nicholas Tarling (ed.), The Cambridge Histors of Southeast Asia, Vol.ll. Cambridge. Cambridge University Press, 1992, pp.13:-
135.

i By 1827 the Chinese were the largest single community :n Singapore. by 1843 thev accounted for more than half its population. Migraticn
had been stimulated by the opportunities aftorded to trade fo lowing the establishment of the free ports. The Straits Settlernents. and particulariy
Singapore, with their commercial links with east and wes: developed mto the headquarters of Chinese commercial activity in the westemn
Nanvang. The port provided the Chinese with a direct link to the marxets and sources of labour and capital in the homeland. See Jackson,
Immigrant Labour, pp.1-4. Wang Gungwu, 4 Short History >f the Nanyang Chinese, Singapore, University of Malava Press, 1939, p.19. Active
encouragement was given to the migration of Chinese by the Straits Sett] >ments government. a Chinese community was also valuable because it
provided revenue through taxes levied on opium, pork, paw ibroking ar d the sale of spints. The administration itself was also relieved of the
burden of collecting taxes since this could be “farmed out”™ o other Ch nese. either individuals or a syndicate. To guote Francis Light. = The
Chinese...are the only people of the east from whom a revenu : may be raised without expense and extra-ordinary etforts by government.” Quoted
in Andava and Andava,.{ History of Malaysia, p.137.
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Initially, the Malay chiefs mobilis:d tin mining labour by inviting Chinese labourers to
work in the tin mines in the interior sta es of their own free will.'> The miners obtained the tin
they extracted as payment. The tin was then exported to the Straits ports via the chiefs. ’
However, despite the potential high returns. overall migration was insufficient to meet
production demands. Moreover, those Chinese who did venture into the Malay States to work
in the mines remained only long enougt to earn a few hundred dollars and then returned either
to the Straits Settlements to begin a business of their own, or to China. This transience was
largely due to the unsettled political cor ditions in the Malay States which rendered mining full
of risks to the lives and property of the Chinese."

In addition to labour shortages, the: Malay chiefs were also faced with the need to inject
increasing amounts of capital into the »pening of newly discovered deposits. Gradually, they
turned to merchants in the Straits Sett ements to provide both the capital and the labour to
work the mines. For their part the Strai s merchants, both Chinese and Western, were anxious
to find profitable avenues for investmer t that would complement their trading activities. In the
Malay States commercial agriculture ard tin mining were the only potentially rewarding areas
for investment able to service both the “hina trade and the growing markets in the Europe. In

the event, 1t was the Chinese who re:ponded to the offers of the Malay chiefs." Chinese

| DA . . . . . . 5 . . .
Chinese tin mining was already well-established in t . Netherlaads Fast Indies. See for example Alex [.Ter Braake, Mining in the

Netherlands Fast Indies. New York. 1944 and Jumes C. Ja kson, “Miring in Eighteenth Centurv Bangka: The Pre-European Exploitation of a
“Tin Island™, Pacific Viewpoint. Vol.10 No.2, September : 969, pp.28-54. In the Malay States the pattern had been set as early as 1776 when
Sultan Alauddin of Perak requested that 50 or 60 Chinese be sent from Melaka to overcome a labour shortage. e was also willing to encourage
the import of Chinese workers on a regular basis and to gu rantee thei wages and conditions of work. See Andava. Perak, Abode of Grace,
pp.337-38.351n.

'3 Until the 1850s the Malay chiefs forbade the direct expo t of tin by others. The miners therefore had to sell their product to the chicts at the
rate of $33 per hahara. Khoo, The Western Malay States. pp 75-76.

Y In one incident in 1828 approximately 1,000 Chinese m ners in Sunget jong were massacred by their Malay emplovers sor some alleged
offence. Newbold, British Settlements, Vol.1l. pp.33, 96-97.

19 Andaya & Andaya, . History of Malavsia, pp.134-35: 3egbie, The Malayan Peninsula. p.412. See also Peution from Chinese Miners to
Resident Councillor Penang, 5 August, 1861 in CO 275/5; vlemorandum on Larut Disturbances. G.W Campbell, 24 October. 1872, Precis of
Perak Affairs, A.Skinner, 10 January, 1874, Petition from ! falacca Traders to Singapore Chamber of Commerce 27 July. 1872 and Memonal
trom Chinese Merchants to Gov., 28 March. 1873 all in €'0 809/1. Western merchants were reluctant to invest in the Malay States for a
multiplicity of reasons. These will be discussed in greater det ul in Chapter 4
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entrepreneurs in Melaka began to finance mining operations in Larut, Sungei Ujong and Kuala
Lumpur, while those in Penang moved 11to the mining districts of Perak.

Initially, Chinese investments in tin mining took the form of direct advances to the chiefs
of money, rice, and opium.'® In return the chiefs undertook to consign to the merchants all the
tin produced in the mines.'” However, ¢ s demand for tin increased and the need for capital to
open up newly discovered deposits grzw, the Chinese capitalists began to make advances
directly to the miners. Gradually, they issumed control of production while the Malay chiefs
continued to tap the flow of wealth fror1 the mines by drawing an agreed tribute."* Coinciding
with their takeover of control of production, the Chinese merchants also began to control the
supply of labour to the mines. Chinese immigration during this peniod increased dramatically

and a complex system of immigration and recruitment evolved to meet the demand for labour.

1. CHINESE IMMIGRANTS-MAGNITUDE, TYPE & FACTORS INDUCING MIGRATION:
Magnitude of Chinese Immigration to the Straits Settlements and Malay States
Chinese contacts with the Nunyang Southern Ocean) can be traced through dynastic records

to ancient times when Chinese pilgrims, travelle-s and goodwill missions visited the region."” As

16 ... ) . o . . .
[his system prevailed everywhere except Melaka, where 1 1¢ Chinese merchants always tinanced mining operations directly.

17 Such were the arrangements between the Melaka capitalis s and the Klana of Sungei Ujong when the tin mines in this state were first worked
The capitahsts advanced 2,500 Spanish dollars per month t» the Klana who undertook to consign all the tin to them. From the Chinese who
worked the mines the Klana demanded from each hangsal (a shed used either for smelting or tor housing the labourers) at every smelting season.
three hahara of tin (each containing three pikuls of tin) at 3 Spanish dcllars per bahara. In addition, a rent of 6 Spanish dollars was levied per
month on each mne. Later, in about 1833, the terms under vhich the Chinese worked the mines were revised and the mines were financed by
three Malay chiefs, including the Klana. who jointly obtaind d their cap tal from Melaka merchants. In return the Chinese miners undertook to
buy their provisions and opium from the Malay chiefs at abe e market prices and 1o sell them their tin at a much lower level than that at which
the Malay chiefs had agreed to sell to their financiers. In add tion the miners paid to the Klana 100 Spanish dollars for every new Chinese house
erected in the mining settlements and one dollar for each hah ra of tin produced. One of the other chiefs monopolised the supply of opium to the
miners and the third had the right to collect half a Spanish lollar on each hahara of tin produced. Wong, The Aalavan Tin Industry to 1914.
pp.20-21; Beghie, The Malavan Peninsula. pp.402-09. Secc nd Continnation of the Report on Government Proceedings in the Malav Siates,
T.Braddell, 1874 m CO 809/5.

In an account of British relations with Sungei Ujong it wi s stated tha the Melaka traders who advanced money. rice and opium to the Malay
chiefs had begun to finance directly to miners around 184( . Proceedings of Governmient relative to the Natives in the Malavan Peninsula.
¢.1320. encl. in No.&. Clarke to Canarvon, 29 December, 18" 4. cited n sadka, The Protected Malay States, p.19.

19 Detailed accounts of early Chinese contacts with South :ast Asia in general and the Malay Peninsula in particular. are given in (among
others) Victor Purcell, The Chinese in Southeast Asia, Lond m, Oxford niversity Press. 1951: Ta Chen, Chinese Migrations, pp.79-81: Swee-
Hock Saw, Singapore. Population in Transition. Philadelphia, U mversity of ’ennsylvania Press. 1970. Khoo Kay Kim. “Chinese Economic Activitics
in Malava: A Historical Perspective™. in Manning Nash (- d.). Fconomic Performance in Malaysia- the Insider’s Piew, New York. World
Peace Academy, 1988, pp.179-223; Wang Gungwu, China « aid the Overseas Chinese, Singapore, Times Academic Press, 1991, pp.3-21, 1606-
189.
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for the Malay Peninsula, the Chinese ap sear to have frequented the east coast from the early 4th
century, but it was only in the mid-14th :entury that they were known to have first settled on the
western side of the Peninsula at Tumasik.* In thz 15th century Chinese merchants and emissaries
visited the Malay Kingdom in Melaka i1 increasing numbers and, during the latter years, it was
recorded that a few Chinese were residin;: there as merchants and traders.”

During the periods of Portuguese :ind Dutch influence the Chinese population in Melaka
remained static at about 1,000. Then, fc llowing the establishment of British administration, the
Chinese population increased rapidly.?? E'y 1860, thirty-six years after the British finally took over
Melaka, the Chinese population had ircreased to about 10,000. In other parts of the Straits
Settlements the increase was even moie spectacular; between 1820 and 1860 the number of
Chinese in Penang had increased from uader 9,000 to 36,000, in Province Wellesley from around
2,500 in 1830 to over 8,000 by 1860; andl, in Singapore from just over 3,000 in 1823 to 28,000 in
1850 and 50,000 by 1860.%

Initially, Chinese population in the Malay peninsula was centred on the Straits Settlements,
where the immigrants were afforded British protzction. Although there were some Chinese in the
interior Malay States, including some :mall mining communities in Larut and Perak, overall
numbers were comparatively insignificent.** The years following 1850, however, witnessed a

spectacular increase in Chinese migratior to the Malay States.

29" Victor Purcell, “Chinese Settlement in Malacea™. Journal of he Malaysicn Branch of the Roval Asiatic Society, Vol.20. Pt.1. 1947, p.124.

From the opening of the era of western colomalism, bey nning with the Portuguese capture of Melaka, the Chinese m the region sought to
accommodate themselves to the changing order by permanently settling in the area. However, the size of the Chinese community during this peniod is
unknown because Portuguese records excluded non-Christians in the popu ation. In the first detailed census taken by the Dutch in 1678 the Chinese
population was given as only 892 out of a total population of nea Iv 5.600. ibid

22 he focus of Chinese settlement moved from Melaka to Penang in 17%6 and from Penang to Singapore alter 1819. [n 1819 Ratlles wrote.

My new colony thrives most rapidly. We have not been esta slished four months. and 1t has received an accession of population exceeding 5,000
- principally Chinese. and their number is daily increasing™. Juoted in Parcell, Chinese in Southeust Asta. p.249.

2 See Purcell, Chinese in A lalava, pp.69-T1: Mills, British. lalava, pp.216-17.

 As previously noted, the unsettled political conditions in the ¢ mtral Malay States discouraged permanent Chinese settlement. In 1830 the tota) Chinese
population in the Malay States was estimated to be between 15,0 )0 and 20,000. approximately one-tenth of the Malay population. Mills. iid., p.211.
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Since all immigrants had first to arri /e at either Penang or Singapore (and a negligible number
at Melaka), these ports played a cruciel role in the “sorting out” and distribution of Chinese
immigrants to the tin mines in the [/alay States. Singapore developed into an important
distribution centre for Chinese immigrar ts to the tin mines in Selangor and Sungei Ujong while
Chinese labourers destined for Perak u.ually d sembarked and were distributed in Penang. As
shown in Table 9 below, the number o~ Chinese immigrants arriving at Singapore and Penang

increased approximately ten-fold in the p-riod 1877-1900.%

Table 9

Number of Chinese Immigrants Arriving at 21d Emigrants Leaving Singapore and Penang, 1877-1900.
(Figur s given ir nearest thousand)

Year Number Number Total Number Total Number
Arrived at Arrived at Arrived at Leaving
Singapore Penang; Singapore & Singapore &
Penang Penang
1877 10,000 na na
1878 34,000 na na
1879 35,000 na na
1880 47,000 na . na
1881 48,000 42,000 90,000 na
1882 56,000 45,000 101,000 na
1883 61,000 48,000 109,000 na
1884 69,000 38,000 107,000 na
1885 69,000 42,000 111,000 na
1886 87.000 57,000 144,000 na
1887 101,000 65,000 166,000 na
1888 103.000 63,000 166,000 73,000
1889 102,000 44,000 146,000 na
1890 96,000 37,000 133,000 38,000
1891 94,000 49,000 143,000 33.000
1892 93,000 45,000 138,000 na
1893 145,000 68,000 213,000 na
1894 107.000 46,000 153,000 31,000
1895 150,000 61,000 211,000 na
1896 142,000 57,000 199,000 na
1897 91.000 41,000 132,000 26,000
1898 107.000 45,000 152,000 28,000
1899 118.000 51,000 169,000 35,000
1900 160.000 73.000 233,000 45,000

Development of the Tin A fining Industry, Table 1-3, p.68. Figures for
1881-1900 are from Inter 1ational Labour Office, International Migrations
Votume I Demagraphic ! fonographs, New York, Gordon & Breach
Scientific Publications, Tz ble II, p.913

N
# Records of Chinese nmmigrants arrving at Singapore aere net kept prior to 1877 and at Penang prior to 1881, Statistics for Chinese
immigrants to Melaka, which became available from 189 | show tha: in the period 1891-1899 the annual number of Chinese immigrants
arriving at Melaka was between 500 and 1,000.



It 1s probable that after 1850, and particularly after 1874, the attraction for most Chinese
immigrants to the Malay Peninsula was not the Straits Settlements but the rich Malayan hinterland.
As shown in Table 10 below, many of tt e immigrants arriving at Singapore or Penang during this
period did in fact find their way into “he Malay States; between 1891 and 1901 the Chinese
population in the Malay States nearly dcubled, while that in the Straits Settlements increased by
Just about one quarter. By 1901 there we ¢ more Chinese in the FMS than there were in the Straits

Settlements.*

Table 10
Chinese Population in the Federate 1 Malay States and Straits Settlements, 1891 and 1901 *
(Figur s given in the nearest thousand)

1891 1901
Federated Malay States
Perak 94,000 149,000
Selangor 51,000 109.000
Negri Sembilan 15,000 33.000
Pahang 3,000 9,000
Total for Federated Mala s States 163,000 300.000
Total for Straits Settleme its 228.000 282.000
Total for Unfederated M: lay States na na

Source:  Yip, Development of the Tin Mining Industry, Table 1-4, p.69

Note:  “ Reliable figure ;s for the FMS are unavailable prior to 1891.

The increase in the Chinese populat on in tre FMS during this period was most significant in
the two chief mining states of Perak and Selangor. [t has been estimated that in the period 1891-
1900, no less than 1.5 million Chinese ‘mmigrants entered these two states alone. By 1901 the
Chinese population in Perak exceeded tie Malays while in Selangor there were two and a half

times more Chinese than Malays.?” The sulk of these Chinese immigrants were either directly or

%6 1 should be noted that no reliable tigures of population are wailable for the Unfederated Malay States before 1911,

7 ual Report Federated Malay States, 1901, p.23 cited m ¥ 1p, The Dev:2lopment of the Malayan Tin Mining Indusory, p.68.



indirectly engaged in tin mining; of a total FMS Chinese population of about 300,000 in 1901, over

half (approximately 163,000) were tin miners.*®

Types of Immigrants

Almost all the Chinese immigrants .uriving in the Straits Settlements and Malay States in the
floodtide of immigration from 1850 shaed two main characteristics. Firstly, without meaningful
exception, all were poor and, until arbund th2 beginning of the 20th century, only a small
percentage were women. The vast majority of immigrants were young adult males who were
either unmarried or had left their wives behind in China. Second, almost all Chinese immigrants
came from the southern maritime proviaces of Kwangtung and Fukien. Smaller numbers came
from Kwangsi and the island of Hainan :outh of Kwangtung. The majority embarked at Macau or
Amoy or, after it was founded in 1842, a: Hong kong. As shown in Figure 9 below, this “emigrant
region” consisted of five dialect or speech groups: Hokkiens from the Amoy area: Teochius from
the Swatow area; Cantonese from the ar:as of Canton, Macau and Hong Kong; Hakkas from the
various parts of Kwangtung province; an 1 Hainanese from Hainan Island.”” Occupational diversity
among the Chinese in the Straits Settlements and Malay States tended to coincide with these
dialect groups.* Therefore, although the Chinese of all tribes engaged in agricultural pursuits (the
Hakkas and Cantonese probably to the g eatest extent and the Hainanese and Hokkiens the least),
the Hokkiens, as the oldest settlers and the most numerically dominant group in the Straits
Settlements, gravitated to urban areas and into trading and commercial occupations. The

Hainanese, as late participants in the coolie trade were smaller in number than the other groups,

8 In Perak 31 per cent of the Chunese population were tin mine . in Selang or 32 per cent. in Negri Sembilan 48 per cent and in Pahang 44 per cent of the
Chinese population were tin miners. A.M.Poutnev. The Census of the Federated Malay States. 1911, London. 1911, p.64 cited in Yip, The Development
of the Malavan Tin Mining Industry, p.69.

2 Other speech groups from farther north in coastal Fukien Henghua, }okcehia, Hokchu), from Taiwan or from Kwangsi provinee were smaller in

number and comparatively insignificant. For detailed studies of overseas Chinese erigrant communities see G.W.Skinner. Chinese Society in Thailand:
An Analvtical History, New York, Ithaca, 1962, pp.35-39: Ku ¢oung Zo. “Emigrant Communities in China. Sze-Yap, .1sian Profile. Vol.3, No.4 Apnl
1977, pp.313-323.

0 Gee Mary.F Somers-Heidhus, Southeast Asia’s Chinese Afin »rities, Hong: Kong, Longmans. pp.4-6: Smith, Population Growth in N lalava. p.64.
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and were limited to more menial occupations. The Hakkas, as the second largest and least easily
assimilated group of immigrants, entered agricultural occupations in disproportionate numbers.
The Cantonese on the other hand became the most numerous group in west Malaysia outside

Penang and Melaka. Tin mining in the Malay States was dominated by Hakkas and Cantonese.
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Figure 9. Emigrant Communities of the Major Overseas Speech Groups

Factors Inducing Migration

The multiplicity of factors that existed to stimulate the influx of labour from China,
particularly from the southern provinces, to the Malay States can be broadly divided into “push”
factors that acted as propelling agents or driving forces from China, and “pull” factors that acted as

attracting agents from the Malay States.”

1t should be noted that Chinese emigration to the Straits Settlements and Malay States did not occur in isolation. Rather, it occwrred as part of
a world-wide movement of Chinese labour to places as diverse as Australia, California, Indochina and Hawaii. Detailed studies of Chinese
emigration are given in Yen Ching-Hwang, Coolies and Mandarins: China’s Protection of Overseas Chinese During the Late Ch'ing Period



In the first instance, contiguity in te ‘ms of climate and geographic location and setting of the
southern maritime provinces was conducive to emigration to the nearby countries of the Malay
Archipelago.”” Secondly, trading contacts between the southern provinces and the Malay Peninsula
were long-standing.” Emigration grew oiit of the Chinese junk trade by following the international
trading routes that fanned out from the sc uthern ports into Southeast Asia and which touched most
of the major settlements including Singipore and Penang.** Under the 1842 Treaty of Nanking,
China surrendered Hong Kong to the Bri ish. Sutsequently, Canton, Shanghai, Amoy, Fuzhiou and
Ningbo were opened to service the opiut1 trade. At this time the capitalist nations regarded China
as an mexhaustible source of cheap labo ir. These ports therefore not only handled opium imports,
but also witnessed the export of Chinese workers to all parts of the world.** The Chinese living in
the coastal ports naturally had greater opportunity to emigrate than their compatriots in the interior.

Although geographical and other factors were important, the characteristic feature of Chinese
emigration to the Straits Settlements and Malay States was that it was motivated by economic
necessity. The Chinese emigrated with b it one desire - to escape the grinding poverty at home by

making their fortunes overseas. Few hac any intention of settling permanently in the Peninsula.*

32 . do 0 o
For details see Ta Chen. Chinese Migrations, pp.22-36.

Y w ang Gungwu emphasises that one important feature ¢ “Chinese interest in the Straits Settlements. in particular Singapore. followed from
the Chinese understanding of Nanyang geography. The Na wang had been divided into eastern and western Nanvang, a distinction which the
Chinese made by drawing an imaginary line through the ruddle of Borneo. To the east of the line trade was centred on Luzon Island in the
Philippines. To the west were commercially far more dev loped terri ories, but there had never been a trading centre in the area that was
satistactory o the Chinese. Thus the Chinese were ready to | nd a centre for the western Nanyang. The foundation of’ Singapore as a colony filled
this void. See Wang. A History of the Nanyang Chinese, pp 33-35.

* See Wong Lin Ken, “The Trade of Singapore, 1819-18 197, Journal of the Malaysian Branch of the Roval Asiatic Society, Vol.33, No 4,
1960, pp.45-46. A number of influences account for the £ ct that it was the natives of Fukien and Kwangtung in particular who developed
maritime skills and commercial relations with the Nanvcng. Firstly. the modern “Chinese™ population of the southem coastal provinces
descended from migrants originating in the Yangtze Valle and furthcr north. As these “Chinese”™ populations grew in the coastal valleys of
Fukien and Kwangtung, there were several compelling rea: ons for tumning to the sea. Most importantly. contact with the national base in the
river valleys of central and northern China was easy by sea but extremely difticult by land: the mountains in the south made overland transport
arduous and inland water transport to the north impossibl . The impossiblity of extending the Grand Canal o the south further forced the
development of coastal shipping in the southern provinees. The junk. trade with the Namyang which followed was therefore a southward
extension of coastal shipping. When, in the 19th century, : tability and economic development became prevalent in the Mamyang, the general
southward migration of people quite naturally continued in ¢ »nsiderable numbers to Southeast Asia, including the Straits Settlements and Malay
States. For details see Skinner, Chinese Society in Thailand. pp.28-29, - 9-4 1.

33 After the abolition of the African slave trade in the 183 s, the expart of Asian workers became important o many of the colonial societies
that had formerly owned slaves. Chinese workers were of vit il significance in those countries that had not previously acquired their labour pow er
through the transatlantic slave trade. See Yen. Coolies ¢ il Manda ins. pp.41-37. 1ydia Potts, The orld Lubour Market A History of
Migration, London, Zed Books Ltd.. 1990, pp.65-67.

% Ihis was the general sojourning characteristic of the ove seas Chinese. For a detailed analysis see Paul C.P Siu. “The Sojourner™. . imerican
Journal of Sociology, Vol 38, July, 1952-53. pp.34-44.
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The first important economic factor induzing emigration was overpopulation.'” According to Ping-
t1 Ho China’s population was approximately 150 million in 1700; by 1794 it had increased to 313
million and to 430 million by 1850.* The impact of overpopulation was two-fold. In the first
instance, because of the lack of comparative increase in cultivatable land, overpopulation increased
the pressure on existing holdings.” A: land was the main productive factor in the agrarian
economy, its scarcity created an imbalan :e in the supply and demand of agricultural products. The

obvious result was increased inflation.*

digh levels of unemployment due to the irregular slumps
and booms to which the tea trade had bzcome «ubject during the 19th century, coupled with the
decline of handicraft industries caused b s the introduction of machine-made goods, contributed to
the problem. The combined effect was «learlv i'lustrated in Fukien where many villages became
desolate

The second component of the econc mic factor were natural calamities caused most frequently
by drought and flood. Statistical evidence: suggests that there was drought in 92 years and floods in
190 years during the entire 267 years of the Ch’ing dynasty. These calamities involved many

42

provinces and affected millions of peoole.”” The frequency and intensity of natural calamities

created a stimulus for people to migrate ¢ verseas.

’ According to Skinner, early Chinese contacts with Eure peans in scuth China led to the introduction of sweet potatoes and peanuts by the
carlv 17th century. These crops could be grown on the at mdant but infertile hilly land of Kwangtung and Fukien- land unsuitable for nce
cultivation. The peace and order that followed the consolida 1on of Manchu vietory, mn addition to the added productivity of these new crops. led
to rapid population increase. See Skinner, Chinese Society i+ Thailand, p 29.

B See Ping-ti Ho, Studies on the Population of China, 138 -1953. Caribridge. Mass.. Harvard University Press, 1959, p.278.

¥ This was most clearly reflected n the worsening of the land -population ratio. In 1753 land per head was estimated at 386 mow. 1t decreased to 3.56
mou in 1766: 2.19 mow in 18122 and 1.86 motr n 1833, Mea while, it was estimated that the minimum requirement to maintain living standards
during the same period was 4 mou per person. Yen, Coolie. and Mand.arins, p.33: Ta Chen, Chinese Migrations, pp.5-11.See also Ch’en Han-
Seng, Landlord and Peasant in China: A Study of Agrarian Crisis in Scuth China, New York, Intemational Publishers, 1936.

* Inflation was most seriously reflected in the price of rice. the main dict of the population in the southern provinees. Rice prices had started to climb
as early as the beginning of the 18th century and became espect: 1ly sertous by the middle of the 19th century. [n Hunan provinee the price of a shift of rice
during the K ang-hsi period was 2-3 ¢/ ien (the equivalent of 2( 0-300 ven). This mereased to 4-3 ¢/ ien during the Yung-cheng period (1723-35) and $-6
ch'ien in the Ch'ien-lung reign (1736-95). By the middle of the 19th century the price had increased dramatically. The Governor-General of F akien and
Cekiang reported i 1899 that the price of rice in Fukien had so: “ed sharply to more than 7.000 wen (70 ch'ien) per shiht. Yen, ibid., p.34.

M oSee L1« jardener, "Amoy Emigration to the Straits”™, Ch na Review, Vol.22. 1897 pp.621-26.

2 One of the worst drought-famines in modern Chinese histe 3 occurred in 1877-78 and struck the four northern provinees of Shensi, Shansi, Honun,
Hopei and the eastern coastal province of Shantung. Between 5 ind 6 million people were affected. Many undoubtedly starved to death and still nullions
more were forced to move south in search of food. See Ho, Stua es on the Population of China, pp.229-231
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The third economic factor inducing emigration was the impact of the opium trade. Since the
18th century western trade had grown :onsiderably through the system of controlled exchange
between the foreign and semi-official Cl inese merchants. From the mid-19th century, however, it
began to exert a serious impact on the Ct inese economy, not so much because of the volume of the
legitimate trade but because of the increised smuggling of opium.* Due to its illicit nature opium
absorbed large amounts of Chinese silver thus szriously upsetting the internal fiscal system. This
greatly aggravated the financial problems of the vast Chinese peasantry.**

Added to the economic factors ir ducing emigration were political factors centred on a
number of rebellions that had greatly sha en the toundation of the Ch’ing empire. Among the most
famous uprisings were the White Lotus Insurrection in the Hupei-Szechwan-Shensi border area in
1796, the Nine Rebellion in the Huai riv 2r area, southern Chihli (Hopei) and western Shantung in
the mid-19th century, and the famous T ai-ping Rebellion in southern and central China between
1851 and 1864." The economic impact of the rebellions on the economy was profound - severe
disruption of economic activities, destru:tion of farms, and the forced internal migration of many
of the rural population to the coastal cities. Combined with economic factors, these political
rebellions created a situation of rural destitution, a concentration of population in coastal cities, an

oversupply of labour and, eventually, a st-ong desire for emigration.*

The volume of this illicit trade increased dramatically; from 3535 chests worth £ 1.800,000 in 1800 to 40.000 chests worth £16.000.000 by 1838, For
a study of the opium trade and its economic impact on China see Nichael Greenberg, British Trade and the Opening of China 1500-42.
Cambridge, Oxtord University Press. 1969 reprint.

# Chinese intemal currency was based on silver (used for ixes and th: pavment of officers” salanies) and copper (used for general transactions,
particularly in the local agnicultural markets). Traditionallv, a ¢ riain parity was maintained between the two. However. with the outflow of silver due to
the opium trade the internal value of silver to copper was alterec from a ratio of 12 to a ratio of 1:3. Chinese peasants were severely altected because they
were required to pay tax and rent i silver but received their ince ne in the devalued copper currency. Yen, Coclies and N andarins. p 35.

* In the latter vears of the T ai-ping Rebellion the “rebels made mro: ds into the enugrant areas of Kwangtung and Fukien. leaving famine in
their wake. [n several areas. particularly Ch’ao-chou, anarc 1v and disorder increased for vears after the demise of the 1 ai-ping movement and
methods of regaining order were themselves so ruthless as to encourage people to flee the area. With the collapse of the T ai-ping movement,
thousands of its supporters took refuge abroad It 1s estic ated that the population loss during the 1 a1-ping Rebellion was 20 mitlion. See
Skinner, Chinese Society in Thailand, p.31. Banditry, upris ngs and intermuttent fighting between warlords were also frequent in the Cantonese,
Hakka and Teochiu emigrant communities in Kwangtung In 1864-66 for example, feuds between Hakkas and Cantonese in southwestern
Kwangtung were recorded to have cost | milhon lives. Yen. ihid.

6 Oversupply of labour was demonstrated in the low wage s paid to lasourers in coastal cities. In Amoy, for instance. a British consu.ar oflicer
Dr.Charles A.Livingstone observed in 1852 that ... The a erage wages of all labour at Amoy are verv low. and there 1s not much varation
between the rates paid for different kinds, skilled and unst illed. From 80 to 100 cash is the daily hire of an able-bodied man. The highest of
these amounts 1s about equal to 4d™. “Note by Dr. Charles .+ Livingstone. British Consulate. Amoy, 26 August 18527 in British Parliamentary
Papers: Command Papers (1852-53), p.355. Inclosure 3 in No.8.



Finally, there is the question of the change in the attitude of the Chinese government towards
emigration. Prior to 1860 emigration throughout China was prohibited and the Ch’ing government
considered emigrants as “deserters” anc “political conspirators”. Those persons who emigrated
illegally returned to China under the penalty of death.”’” At the close of the Opium War, however,
China was forced, in several treaties with Western powers, to accept a provision according to
nationals of the contracting parties the privilege to travel and reside in each other’s country.*
Chinese emigration was effectively legal sed in 1860. Article 5 of the Convention of Peace signed

between China and Great Britain stated that:

...as soon as the ratification of the Treay of 1858 shall have been exchanged, his Imperial Majesty,
the Emperor of China, will, by decree, :ommand the high authorities of every province to proclaim
throughout their jurisdictions that Chir 2se subjects choosing to take service in the British colonies
or other parts beyond the seas are at p« rfect liberty to enter into engagements with British subjects
for that purpose, and to ship themselves and thei- families on board any British vessel at any of the
open ports of China, also that the hig1 authorities aforesaid shall, in concert with Her Britannic
Majesty’s representative in China, fram 2 such regulations for the protection of Chinese, emigrating
as above, as the circumstances of the d fferent open ports may demand.*’

On the “pull” side, the economic opportunity offered by the demand for labour was the most
important factor inducing emigration to the Straits Settlements and Malay States. As previously
outlined, one of the largest areas of laboi r demand was in tin mining. At the same time, the British
government’s laissez-fair attitude towards emigration made it possible for new-comers to pursue
their economic interests without fear of arbitrary despoliation or expulsion. Victor Purcell explains

that, “British policy...was calculated to encourage the immigration of Chinese, for the British

7 This prohibition in part reflected a traditional attitude t« ward duty "o the family and the land. More importantly. as a policy of stute it was
explained on three grounds: (1) in the earlier period of the Ch'ing dvnasty a large number of patriots had left the country to continue opposition
to the Manchu regime: (2) the defence of the sea-coast at th: t time beca ne more urgent. chiefly because of the prevalence of pirates and because
of the formation of bands of vagabonds who first roamed tl rough rural Fukien and Kwangtung und later. under the Heaven and Earth Society.
sought refuge in Singapore and other parts of British Malay: and westemn Borneo: (3) it was also in the interest of the new rulers to reintoree the
folkways and mores of the people in so far as their proverial love of home and soil made for stability and high agricultural production. For
details see Ta Chen. Emigrant Communities. pp.49-51. Ro sert L.Inck, Ch'ing Policy Towards the Coolie Trade, 1847-1878. Beijing. Chinese
Matenals Centre. 1982

Under the 1842 Treaty of Nanking China and Britain ag <eed that ~.. their respective subjects shall enjov full security and protectior. tor their
persons and their property within the dominions of the other  Quoted in Ta Chen, Emigrant Communities. p.52.

0 Quoted in ibid.
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realised that the industry of this people wvould create wealth for the new territory.” By the time
British administrative policy in the Maiay States had altered to one of active intervention after
1874, the Chinese had established them ielves as an important factor of production, especially in
the tin mining states. The colonial adm inistration therefore retained its policy on immigration.
Chinese immigrants flowed into the Mal 1y States during the 1880s and 1890s on the triple stimuli
of the promotion of peace and stability, t e establishment of a modern administrative structure and

the development of a comprehensive trar sport and communications network.™'

1L THE SYSTEM OF RECRUITMENT:

In the early part of the 19th century the Chinese immigrants were “taken on board one of the
unwieldy [junks] that annually roll, like great laviathans, with the monsoon, down the coast of
China, among the islands of the Archipel 1igo, a voyage of twenty, thirty or sometimes forty days™. *
The junks made one round trip each year arriving in the Straits Settlements in January, February or
March, and leaving for China in April or May. In 1851 it was estimated that . .about 2,500 to
3,000 arrive annually with the junks at Malacca™. and in 1854 .. _from 2,000 to 3,000 Chinese land
annually at Penang and spread from there to Province Wellesley and the Siamese and Malay
provinces™. > Even after steam vessels mide thei- appearance in the Straits in the 1840s, the junks
continued to carry immigrants to the Htraits Settlements. By the 1860s, however, steamships
dominated the bulk passenger traffic. Tt ¢ migration was greatly facilitated as the route between

China and the Straits Settlements was rec uced to between six and eight days.

50 Purcell, The Chinese in Malaya, p.39.

* 1t should also be noted that towards the end of the 19th sentury Chinese migrants were being barred from America, Canada, Australia and
New Zealand. Many would-be emigrants to these places tl eretore tun ed to Southeast Asia. See Joyee ke "Chumese Migration to Singapore.
1896-1914"Journal of Southeast Asian Historyv, Vol.2. No 1. 1961 p.--&

*2 Newbold, British Settlements, Vol 1, p.15. Ta Chen, Chines. Migrations. pp.12-13.

33 Newbold. ibid
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In the early decades of the 19th ce tury Chinese immigration to the Straits Settlements and
Malay States was on a small scale, being unassisted and purely voluntary.** Unassisted immigrants,
as the name implies, were those who hac paid their own passage, using either their own money or
loans from friends or relatives. On arrive | in the Straits Settlements these immigrants were free to
go where they liked and to work for whcm they sleased. Then, from the 1820s, as the demand for
labour began to outweigh the supply of laboure-s paying their own expenses, a system of active
recruitment and “assisted” passages for i nmigrants developed which quickened and extended this
flow.” By the 1840s Chinese immigrition to the Straits Settlements and Malay States had
developed into a well-organised and sp:culative business. The system that evolved was the so-
called “‘credit-ticket” system. Credit-tic:iet imirigrants were those whose passage was paid by
someone else, to whom for this they thc n owed a debt. As shown in Table 11 below, although
“free” or “unassisted” immigrants continued to form the majority of Chinese arriving in Penang

56

and Singapore, the number of “assisted” jassages in the period 1877-1899 was significant.

 For detailed studies of the svstem of immugration to the traits Settlements and Malay States see Persia Crawtord-Campbell. Chinese Coolie
Emigration to Countries Within the British Empire, (seconc impressior.) London, Frank Cass & Co.. 1971: Blsthe. “Historical Sketch™. pp.68-
75: Purcell, The Chinese in Southeast Asia. pp.243-256

> i impossible to determine precisely when “assisted” mig ation to the Straits Settlements was first emploved. As early as 1805 it was recorded that
.immigrants pawn their persons to the owner or Captains of 11e junks for a passage and victuals™, the cost ot which ~...they borrow on armal at their
destination from relations or cultivators whom they engage t» work tor, and repay by monthly deductions from their wages.” Quoted in Jackson,
Immigrant Labour, pp.43-44_1.ater, n 1823, Raflles wrote, ~.. t frequently happens that tree labourers and others are brought trom China and elsewhere
as passengers who have not the means of paving their passage, ind under the expectation that individuals resident in Singapore will advance the amount
of it on condition of receiving the services of the parties for a limr tted pertod 11 compensation thereof”. Quoted in Blythe, ~Historical Sketch™, pp.68-(.9.
Similarly, in 1839, Newbold recorded. ... The passage money t - the Straits Settlements is from 8 to 12 Spanish Dollars. a sum usually paid by the person
hiring the services of the emigrant on landing. A certain nur ber of laboirers are often commussioned from China by some wealthy capitalist. who
reimburses himself for the sum laid out on their passage mon ¥, food and clothes from the profits of their labours on first landing™. Newbold. British
Settlements. Vol.l, p.15; Labour Commission Report 1891 in C O 275/41.

%6 Reliable figures tor the number of credit-ticket immigrar ts arriving i the Straits ports are unavailable prior to 1877, In 1834 it was recorded
that “masters of junks not understanding the science of stati tics, view &ny attempt at counting their passengers or bales of goods as a prelude to
taxation”. Quoted in Campbell, Coolie Emigration, p.8. T e number > (otal and (unpaid) immigrants arriving in Melaka were: 1891 1,355
(490): 1892 882 (311); 1893 908 (194): 1894 1.112 (478): 1895 1.325 (630): 1897 320 (233). 1898 (:25 (608): 1899 1,323 (1288): 1900 537
(494). International Labour Office, International Aigration: , Table 11, 2.914.
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Table 11

Number of Free and Assisted Chinese Emig ants Arriving at Singapore and Penang, 1877-1899.
(Figures given in the nearest thousand)

Year Number Arrived at Singapore Numt er Arrived at Penang Total Arrived

Free  Assisted Total Free  Assisted Total Free  Assisted Total
1877 7 3 10 na na - - - -
1878 28 6 34 na na - - - -
1879 31 4 35 na na - - - -
1880 38 9 47 na na - - - -
1881 36 12 48 21 21 42 57 33 90
1882 45 11 56 28 17 45 73 28 101
1883 51 10 6l 32 16 48 83 26 106
1884 59 10 69 3 15 38 82 25 107
1885 60 9 69 25 17 42 85 20 111
1886 71 16 87 34 23 57 105 39 144
1887 82 19 101 42 2 65 124 42 166
1888 82 18 100 47 16 63 129 34 163
1889 87 12 99 35 9 44 122 21 143
1890 88 8 96 30 7 37 118 15 133
1891 88 6 94 4] 8 49 129 14 143
1892 84 9 93 39 6 45 123 15 138
1893 126 19 145 58 10 68 184 29 213
1894 98 9 107 40 6 46 138 15 153
1895 135 15 150 52 9 61 187 24 211
1896 127 15 142 47 10 57 174 25 199
1897 82 9 91 36 5 4} 118 14 132
1898 96 11 107 40 5 45 136 16 152
1899 104 14 118 47 4 51 151 18 169

Sources: Paid and Unpaid Immigrants to S ngapore 1877-1890 and Penang 1881-1890 in CO 273/41,
International Labour Office, /nterr ational Migrations, Table 111, p.913.

Note:  na = not available.

Credit-ticket immigrants were of :wo types. The first group comprised those who were
brought to the Straits Settlements on credit by shipowners on board whose vessels they were
detained until redeemed by an employer. The employer would pay for the labourer’s passage plus a
margin of profit to the shipowner. The lebourer was then obligated to work for that employer until
the debt was repaid (usually a year) receiving food, clothes and a only few dollars for

indispensables such barber’s expenses. Ir 1855 the system was described in principle as follows:
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The passenger (called Sin-Kheh), not t aving money for his passage, enters into an agreement with
the master of the junk, to bind himsel” apprentice to someone at the port for one year, without
wages, only receiving food, clothing ar 1 a small sum for barber’s expenses, tobacco and other little
indispensable luxuries; the balance of ¢ ynsideration for the labour of the year is to be handed over
to the master of the junk, as payment { >r the passage-money. The Sin-Kheh are kept on board the
junks as security for the passage till ta ten by an employer, who, in consideration of obtaining his
services for a year at a low rate, pays jart of a vear’s wages in advance, with which advance the
Sin-Kheh clears himself with the junk n aster.”’

No sooner had the junks arrived in t1e Straits ports when Chinese flocked on board to buy the
sin-khehs. The transaction for the sin-keh’s services was conducted directly between the junk
master and the intending employer. Th¢ amount of passage money varied with the demand for
labour and the junk master obtained an/where between $15 for a skilled craftsman to $3 for a
sickly man. A coolie usually fetched betv-een $6 and $10 dollars. On the other hand, if the sin-kheh
paid the passage money himself (by obtaining money from a relative in the Straits Settlements for
example), at the same rate demanded from the employers, then the debt was paid and the sin-kheh
was treated as a free labourer.

The second type of credit-ticket immigrant were those whose passage was paid by
professional recruiters (also called ccolie-brokers or “crimps”), who then transported the
immigrants to the Straits Settlements as labourers. The labourers were kept in depots or lodging-
houses at the ports and disposed of to a1 employer as soon as one could be found.™ There was,
particularly during the second half of tte 19th century, little difficulty in finding employers for
these assisted immigrants as the demand for labour was high, particularly in the tin mining states.
The employer would settle the debt of the passage to the coolie-broker in exchange for a /ien on
the immugrant’s services for a specific pariod. The prices demanded by the coolie-brokers varied
with the conditions of supply and deman 1 and, not uncommonly, immigrants were held on arrival

in the ports for speculative purposes.

- IR Logan, "Notes on the Chinese of Penang ™", quoted in Jac son. immigrant Labour, p.44. See also Mills. British A lalava, pp.206-07.

Although this category were “paid” immugrants as far as thei: passage was coneerned they were classed as unpaid or credit-ticket immigrants in Strauts
Settlements official returns.
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To ensure a steady supply of Chirese labour the coolie-brokers in Singapore and Penang
worked in co-operation with lodging- or c:ating-house keepers in Swatow and Amoyv and, to a lesser
extent, in Hong Kong and Macau. These depot-keepers were regularly informed of the state of the
labour market in the Straits Settlements .ind, on “his advice, would advance funds to certain kheh-
thaus (headmen also known as sub-ordirate brokers), to recruit emigrants in the maritime villages
of southern Kwangtung and Fukien. The kheh-tnau usually recruited labour from his own native
village and surrounding districts among persons known to him. The impoverishment in southern
China meant that there was little difficulty in collecting small bands of labourers. The recruiters
would offer to secure a passage for the c)holies tc the Straits Settlements on the understanding that
the expenses so incurred would be recovered from the employers, to whom the coolies would
engage their services on arrival. The coo ies would then be assembled in various ports and lodged
in baraccoons until departure. The lodging-house: keepers either arranged for the coolies’ passage
with the masters of Chinese junks or (later) with agents of European vessels that were chartered for
the emigrant service, or consigned th: emigrant to a Chinese coolie broker or his Straits

counterpart. This latter system was described in 1854 as follows;

One or more of the Chinese merchan s charter a vessel and leave Penang in April or May for
Macau or Amoy. On arriving at the des:ined port, the charterer, who usually proceeds in the vessel
as super-cargo, sets a number of agents to work. These men go about the country and cajole the
unsuspecting people, by promises of a peedy fortune and return to their native land, to accept the
bounty money, which varies according to the respectability of the victims. They are then huddled
on boarg. The Agents receive a dollar i head... They arrive in the months of January, February and
March:

The coolies’ passage might be paid -or in advance or given on credit until arrival in Singapore
or Penang. If credited, the kheh-thau wa: made responsible to the master of the junk or the super-
cargo of the chartered vessel for the pay nent of the due for his coolie band. The rate of passage-

money paid in advance differed from $¢ to $8 according to competition. Rates on credit ranged

% Quoted in Blythe, “Historical Sketch™, p.72.
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from $7 to $12. The number of credit passages that shipping agents were prepared to give differed
with the state of the labour market in Sin yapore ¢nd Penang. However, in 1876 it was reported that
it had become the general practice for enugrants from Amoy and Hong Kong to have their passage
paid in advance; that passages from Haiian werz often on credit, but frequently paid or arranged
for in advance; and approximately half the passages of Teochius from Swatow were taken on
credit. ® Before embarkation each emigrant received a ticket stating the port of destination and
whether the passage had been paid in ad /ance or was on credit. On arrival in the destined port the
Chinese who had paid their own passage, or were indebted for it only to relatives or friends, were
free to go ashore at once. The “assisted” vin-khels were detained on the vessels until their services
were engaged. To this end headmen wen  ashore to seek employers for the labourers. There is little
evidence to suggest that the coolies hed anv tay in the manner in which their services were
engaged; in Singapore employers were generally found among the Chinese businessmen of the port
or the Chinese gambier, pepper and tapic ca planters of the Straits Settlements, whilst the sin-khehs
taken to Penang were frequently engaged for work in the tin mines in Perak and Selangor. The
price of transterring the sin-khehs’ finand 1al obligations was settled between the coolie-broker and
the employer. If there was keen competition for Jabour, large profits would be made by those who
engaged in both the recruitment and the : ale of the coolies’ services.®’ As soon as the passage debt
had been arranged, the coolie was release d from the ship and handed over to the emplover or agent.
In 1879 the system of recruiting Chines: immigrants to the Straits Settlements was described in

greater detail;

60 Campbell, (Coolie Emigration, pp.2-3.

' or example. although it was estimated that in 1876 the total cost of introduction (including expenses of recruitment and lodging in China
and the passage money) amounted to $13-$ 14, the price rece ved by the oroker was often as high as $20-$24. 7hid., p.5.



Immigration takes place chiefly tatween the months of June and October, during the fine
weather in the China Seas of the Soutl -West Monsoon... The method of recruiting the immigrants
is as follows: - The steamer is usually chartered by a Chinese supercargo for a lump sum...Some
three weeks before the date of her proj :cted departure, notice is given in the adjoining villages that
a ship is going to leave for Singapore when bands of men are formed under the leadership of a
Kheh-Thau...who is generally, but no: always, a returned Emigrant from the Straits, the Kheh-
Thau takes his band to a lodging-hous¢ at the port of embarkation, and their departure is arranged
for through the agents of the ship- inv: riably an European firm, as being less open to be squeezed
by the Chinese officials... The rate of p issage-money when paid in advance is about $7 to $8 (say
30s.), the rate of passage on credit being about $12 (say 45s.), and the Kheh-Thau being
responsible for it to the supercargo as regards the band of from 10 to 20 men under his charge.
Each immigrant has a ticket which spe ifies the port of destination, whether his passage-money has
or has not been paid, &c., &c., and «<n arrival :n Singapore harbour, those who have paid their
passages land and go where they like, or it would perhaps be more correct to say. wherever the
Kheh-Thau takes them. The charterer of the sh:p usually allows three or four days of detention,
and during those days of grace the imr ngrants who owe their passages are detained on board, the
Kheh-Thaus being allowed to land ard find emplovers for their bands who will settle for their
passage money. If there is demand for  oolies. ths Kheh-Thau makes a large profit, getting perhaps
$20 per head for his band, whereas th.y will probably have cost him $13 to $14. The usual price
paid by the employers is from $17 to $ !0, the margin between this and the passage rate constitutes
the Kheh-Thau’s profit.*

Of the two systems of credit-ticket i nmigration, that of the professional recruiter and lodging-
house keeper was the more widely practiced, particularly as assisted immigration developed into a
profitable business after 1860. By 1899 :he system of keeping the immigrants on board the ships
until they were redeemed existed only in Melaka. where the coolie trade continued to be controlled

by junk masters.

IV INITIAL PROBLEMS:

The penetration of Chinese miners nto the western tin states, particularly on the scale it had
assumed by 1860, gave rise to many problems. In Selangor and Larut for example, the Chinese
quickly outnumbered the settled local population. During the 1860s and earlv 1870s serious
disputes and armed clashes, often amounting to endemic civil wars, erupted in many of the mining
settlements. In the majority of cases the clashes erupted between rival Chinese groups and their

secret societies over disputes to the ownership o” mining land.** A large number were also caught

52" Quoted in Blythe. “Historical Sketch™. pp.72-74.

Secret society involvement in the tin mines will be discu: sed in greater detail m Chapter 3.
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up in political disputes between local Milay chizfs fighting over royal succession and rights over
the collection of tin revenues. The situiition wes exacerbated by the fact that the Malay rulers,
possessing only rudimentary governmen-al organisation, were completely unable to cope with the
problems in the mining communities,; hey lacked both the political stability and the means of
enforcing law and order. Eventually, hese disputes formed one of the pretexts for British
intervention in the Malay States.

From 1866 tin mining in all districts of Selangor was disrupted by a civil war that broke out
among rival Malay chiefs over the collection of :axes.®” In 1866 Raja Mahdi, a dispossessed and
discontented Selangor chief, ousted his rival, Raja Abdullah, from Klang. Raja Mahdi
remained in effective control of the district urtil August 1869. At this time Mahdi’s enemies
staged a siege that lasted until March 1870 when Tunku (Tengku) Kudin, son-in-law of the
Sultan, arrived with reinforcements an1 attempted to arbitrate between the two factions. But,
when Raja Mahdi refused to accept art itration Tunku Kudin joined the siege and troops were
brought in from Kedah. With these reinforcements, Kudin recaptured Klang and forced Raja
Mahdi across the Selangor River.*

In the course of the Selangor civ ] war the Chinese miners took sides. Underlying the

disputes between the Chinese were rivalries between different clans for possession of the tin

64 . L. N . . o . Y
Unstable conditions n the mining areas were a direct caus 2 of law-breiking in the Straits Settlements and a source of much concern to the Straits

government. In 1867 rival branches of Chinese secret societies vere mvolved n large-scale riots in Penang. More importantly. however, merchants in the
Straits Settlements who had invested heavily in the mines m Pe ak, Selango - and Sunget jong. began to push for British intersention in the tin states in
order to sateguard their investments. See Rvan, Making of . lodern Malava. p. 1100 Mr Sevmour Clarke to Col. Office, 17 November. 1873.
Messrs. Lambert, Burgen and Petch to Col. Oftice, 25 June, 1873 both 11 C0 273/74. Gov. Sir H.Ord.C B., 20 March. 1873, 6 November. 1872,
24 June, 1873, 10 July 1873, 21 August 1873, 2 September. 1873 all in CO 809/1.

% Detailed accounts of the Selangor disturbances are gir en in Kennedy. o History of Malava, pp.139-143. Ryan, The Making of Modern

Malaya, pp 115-117. Wong, The Malayan Tin Industry to 1914, tp.23-25. See also SM.Middlebrook & JIM.Gullick. “Yap Ah Lov™,
Malaysian Branch of the Roval Asiatic Societv, Reprint N¢ 9, 19832 Gov. to Col. Office, 24 October 1872 in CO) 273/60: Gov. to Col Oflice 5
November. 1872 1n C() 273/63: Gov. Sir Andrew Clarke. 2. October, 1373, 29 November, 1873. 22 December. 1873 in CO 809/1

% In the midst of the tighting the Chinese merchants in M aka with n iming interests in Klang urged the British admunistration in the Straits to
support Kudin against his enemies. This appeal was made « n the ground that the merchants had invested large sums of money in the belief that
Kudin had the support of the British government. The Ch nese appeal was supported by the Singapore Chumber of Commerce. The British
government, however. declined to interfere and made 1t clea: that the tra Jers who invested in the native states did o at their own risk. Petition of
the Malacca Traders to the Singapore Chamber of Comm. ree, 27 Jul,, 1872: the Singapore Chamnber of Commerce to Colonial Secretary. 20
July. 1872 and Colomal Secretary to Singapore Chamber of “ommerce, 21 August, 1872 in CO 809/1: Gov. to Col. Office, 10 July, 1873 in CO
273/67. Mr Sevmour Clarke to Col. Otfice. 6 November 18 3. Mr Seyrmour Clarke to Col. Oftice 17 November {873, Messrs. Lambert, Burgin
and Petch to Col. Oftice, 25 June, 1873 all in CO 273/74; 50v. to Col Office. 11 November. 1872 in CO 273/61. Admiraltv to Col. Office. 3
November, 1872 i CO 273/63. Gov. to Col. Office. 20 Ma ch, 1873 in CO) 273/65. Gov. 1o Col. Office, 30 June, 1873 in CO 273/67: Gov. to
Col. Office. 24 June. 1873 in CO 273/68: Gov. to Col. Itlice, 8 Aagust, 1873, 21 August. 1873, 5 September. 1873 all in CO 273/69:
Adnuralty to Col. Office 25 September. 1873, 24 September 1873 both in C0) 273/72.
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mines. The miners were divided by bo h clan and secret society association. In Selangor, the
miners were mostly Hakkas, but belongad to different clans; those in Klang being members of
the Iei Chew (I'ui Chuis) clan and thos: in Kanching and Langat being of the Kah Yeng Chew
clan. In addition to clan loyalties the nuners were divided by association with the two secret
societies that dominated their lives. In Klang the miners belonged largely to the Hui Sun
society, whereas those in Larut, Kanciing and Langat owed their loyalty to the Ghee Hin
(Triad) society. Thus in Selangor clan loyalties coincided more or less with those owed to the
secret societies. As more and more mir es were opened up the /Fei Chew and Kan Yeng Chew
miners found that they were working tl e same ground. Rivalry for the mines inevitably arose
and small disputes developed into figh ing on a large scale. In the early months of 1870, for
example, the [“ei Chew Chin of Klang, inder the vigorous leadership of a Hakka-born Chinese
named Yap Ah Loy, massacred the Ka/. Yeng (Chew miners at Kanching. A retaliatory force of
Kah Yeng Chew Chinese mustered at | angkat, and, in September 1870, launched an abortive
counterattack against the Fei Chew a: Kuala Lumpur. By this date both groups had also
committed themselves to the rival M:lay chiefs of their choice; the Fei Chews of Kuala
Lumpur allied with Tunku Kudin and the Kun Yeng Chew miners at Kanching joined Raja
Mahdi. In the ensuing warfare the Fei ('hews viere eventually victorious, capturing Kanching,
Ampang and Ulu Selangor. As a cons:quence Yap Ah Loy became the virtual ruler of the
Kuala Lumpur area.®”’

Mention has previously been made of early fighting between Chinese and Malays in
Sungei Ujong. In January 1833 two Malay chiefs from the adjoining state of Rembau
attempted to levy a duty of $3 per bahar « on tin exports on the grounds that the land on the left

bank of the Sungei Ujong River, down 'vhich the tin traffic flowed, belonged to Rembau. This

“ In 1875 Davidson, the first British Resident in Selangor, :ommented on the disruption to mining caused by the fighting: “Most of the mines
were completely flooded out..and all their mine houses, nachines and property were bumnt or otherwise destroved™. Quoted in Jackson.
Immigrant Labour, p.37. See also Gov. to Col. Office. 30 Jine, 1873, 10 July, 1873 both in CO 273/67. Gov. to Col. Office. 24 Julv. 1873 in
CO 273/68: Gov. to Col. Office. 8 August 1873, 21 August, 873. 5 Sep ember, 1873 all in CO 273/69: Admiralty 1o Col. Oflice, 24 September.
1873, 19 December, 1873 both in CO 273/72



88

act started the so-called Linggi War ard markad the beginning of many years of intermittent
feuds between the Rembau and Sungci Ujong chiefs for control of the tin traffic. In 1839
mining in Sungei Ujong was said to be -etardec by these incessant disputes. By the early 1840s
Chinese mining in Sungei Ujong had recommenced. However, this was short-lived. In 1848 a
second civil war resulted in the destruction ¢f the tin mines. Later, in 1860, about 14,000
Chinese miners took sides in a dispute betwee1 two rival Malay chiefs over the ownership of
the tin mines. In the course of the feuc approximately 4,000 Chinese were estimated to have
been killed

Clashes between rival Chinese groups also occurred in Perak. In 1862 fighting erupted
between two groups of Chinese miners at Larut. The miners at Taiping (who were Hakkas and
belonged to the Hai San secret society , attacked the miners at Kamunting (who were mostly
Cantonese and belonged to the Ghi Hin society), and drove them out of Larut.*” Pressure from
the British administration in the Strait: resulted in the Cantonese being allowed to return to
their mines and an uneasy truce operited in Perak until 1872, when open war broke out
between the groups. Of one campaign of this war it was said, “...a thousand Chinese were
killed in the first day’s fighting and thiee thousand in all.”” Swettenham also described how
... The villages and every isolated hous: had been burned down, [and] almost every mine had
stopped work™.”" When the war ended -ollowing British intervention in 1874, there were only
4,000 Chinese remaining in Larut. By this time the mines were so blocked, choked and flooded

that Speedy, who had just been appo nted Assistant Resident, wrote in his annual report,

o Wong, The Malavan Tin Industry 1o 1914, pp.25-26.

? [For detailed accounts of the Larut rivalries see Kennedv .1 Historv of AMalava, pp. 137-38, 151-53: Ryan, The Making of Modern Malava,
pp-117-120. Winstedt & Wilkinson, “A History of Perak . pp.79-90 Wong. ibid., pp.26-27. W.L Blythe, The Impuct of Chinese Secret
Societies in Malava, A Historical Study. London, Oxford Ur iversity Press. 1969, pp.120-126. See also Gov. to Indian Gov., 27 March, 21 Mav.
and 16 June, 1862 ~Larut Wars™, in CO 273/5; Precis on Perak Affairs in CO 809/1. The root cause of tighting i Perak was that the mines of
the fHai San at Klian Pauh were less rich than those of the Tr ad at Klian Baharu. with the result that /fai San miners began to encroach upon the
ground worked by the Triad. Competition for mining land we s in itself sufficient cause for friction between the two rival camps. but the situation
was aggravated by the fact that mining permits did not signii - any well-cefined boundartes. Clashes were therefore inevitable.

0 Quoted in Jackson. Immigrant Labour. p.36. See also Go - to Col. Otfice. 16 November, 1872, 11 November. (872 both in C(0) 273/61.

! Swettenham, British Malaya, p.124. As shown in Table 6 above. t1e amount of tin umported nto the Straits Settlements trom the Malay
States, having increased 1o 4,639 tons by 1871 had fallen to 2,335 1ons b 1873, The largest fall occurred in imports into Penang.



“...Several months were occupied in cle: ring awnay the debris and pumping the water out of the
mines, and the machinery by which "hey were worked having been entirely broken and
destroyed, much time was lost before it c:.ould be replaced and operations commenced™.”

In the course of these clashes the tvo groups of Chinese miners also became involved in
the political intrigues of the two disputants to the Perak throne and their Malay supporters. At
various times during the fighting the 1wo faciions memorialised the Straits government to
intervene, but the administration declin:d to take any measure that would effectively restore
peace and order.” Consequently, these faction fights, which had erupted in February 1872,
were prolonged until 20 January 1874 On th's date the Chinese leaders signed a bond at
Pangkor undertaking, under penalty of §50,000, to maintain peace among themselves and to
accept a commission appointed by the ! traits government to settle the dispute concerning the
ownership of the mines and other matt:rs relating to the disturbances.”™ From 1880 onwards

the Hakkas predominated in the Larut tin-fielcls while the Cantonese gradually moved their

interests to Selangor.”

In summary, the tin mines in the Mal 1y States up to the early decades of the 19th century were
controlled by Malay chiefs. Labour in the mines was performed by Malay miners, ¢ither slaves or
peasants undertaking mining on a part-time basis to supplement agricultural income. While
demand for tin remained relatively low, some form of equilibrium was reached between the tin

deposits on the one hand and the capacity of the miners on the other. However, as demand for tin

P
“ Quoted n Jackson, Immigrant Labour, p.36.

3 For u detailed account see Blvthe, Impact of Secret Societies, pp.120-126. R.J. Wilkinson. “Notes on Perak tHiston™ in Wilkinson (ed..
Papers on Malay Subjects. pp.89-100.

™ The restoration of peace in Larut is described by Speedy: ~..The popuiation of the whole country had. during the disturbances of 1872 and
1873. been reduced to the number of 4,000, who were mainl  the fighting nien of both factions. Not a trader. Chinese or Malav. had remained:
but since the establishment of peace, at the end of eleven mon hs. the pop 1lation has reached the number of 33.000 of which 26.000 are Chinese.
So flourishing 1s the present condition of Larut that it bids fan to be trebled betore the close of the vear™. Quoted in Yip, The Development of the
Tin Mining Industry, p.59

* Siew Nim Chee, “Labour in Tin-Mining in Malava™, . T.H.Stlcock (ed.). Readings in Malayvan lconomics. Singapore, Donald Moore.
1961, pp.404.
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increased and new deposits were discov:red, the equilibrium was upset and a labour shortage
developed. At the same time the Mal:y chiefs turned to Chinese merchants in the Straits
Settlements to provide the finance for m ning operations. In addition to providing the necessary
capital to open the new mines, these merchants also provided labourers to work the deposits. This
labour was part of the floodtide of Chirese imraigrants arriving in the Straits Settlements and
Malay States to escape poverty and political instability in the southern Chinese provinces. A
significant proportion of these immigrants were indentured under the credit-ticket svstem. So great
was the overall influx of Chinese into the tin mining states that serious conflicts erupted between
rival groups which also became embroiled in disputes between Malay chiefs fighting over royal
succession and the control of tin revenues. These disputes formed one of the pretexts for British

intervention in the interior states in 1874,



