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Prologue

The Opium War’s first shots were fired on 4 September 1839 by the British navy
under orders from Captain Charles Elliot directed at three Qing imperial warships
in Kowloon Bay, Hong Kong. With a desire to explain himself, Elliot reported the
encounter to Foreign Secretary Lord Palmerston:

I opened fire from the pinnace, the cutter, and the other vessel, upon the
three junks. It was answered both from them and the battery, with a spirit not
at all unexpected by me, for I have already had experience that the Chinese are
much under-rated in that respect. After a fire of almost half-an-hour against
this vastly superior force, we hauled off from the failure of our ammunition;
for I already said, anticipating no serious results, we had not come in prepared
for them.!

The confiscation in March that year by Commissioner Lin of opium smuggled into
China by British merchants had created a tense atmosphere, and this partly explains
why the underprepared Elliot fired at the Qing warships.

But was this really the first shot? Historians who have taken the exchange of
fire as the war’s starting point have tended to argue that the opium smuggling trade
was the cause and the confiscation the trigger.? Another group of historians who argue
that the war’s purpose was to defend British national honour or to expand British
trade have dated the war’s starting point as June 1840, when British expedition troops
arrived in Chinese waters.’?

However, though a captain on the frontier may give the order and a soldier of an
expeditionary force load and fire the cannon, a war does not necessarily start with
military action. Given that this was the very first war between China and a European
country, one may well ask where the idea came from of waging a war against a country
that was more than 5,000 miles away and about which most Britons knew very little.
Who made the decision and who was to benefit from the war? Perhaps more impor-
tantly, how did the decision makers justify the acts of aggression and violence?

The short answer is that Foreign Secretary Lord Palmerston was the key politician
behind the war decision made in a cabinet meeting on 1 October 1839. But how did
Palmerston come to make the recommendation? He was yet to receive Elliot’s report
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when the cabinet met that day, and prior to 1837 he had seen China as a faraway
country of negligible interest. His idea of engaging with China through war came
from a group of British merchants trading in the Chinese port of Canton.

Having sustained extensive contact with the Chinese and knowing Qing China
far better than any other Europeans, British merchants in Canton in the decade prior
to the Opium War fought a fierce war of words among themselves on the question
of whether to ask their government to take military action against China. A group of
them then went back to Britain in 1835 and again in 1839 to campaign publicly and
to lobby politicians. These merchants made politicians in London see the benefits of
military action; together they started the war.

To wage a war, one had first to justify it. The war did not begin with soldiers
and captains, but with the merchants, and it commenced with a clash over British
knowledge of China. This book documents the development of the war arguments in
Canton and London, and charts how the merchants and politicians came to believe
they had a just war on their hands.



1
Introduction

We say, and we say boldly: as History it will be matter of surprise and doubt,
that England—the great—the powerful—jealous of her own honor and watchful
of her national rights should thus, in the height of her power and greatness, have
tamely submitted to wrong, to insult, to indignity, to oppression, from a govern-
ment and a people, such as this, whom the earliest exhibition of force and firm-
ness would have brought to reason and submission . . . ! We say without fear of
contradiction: AS HISTORY IT WILL NOT BE BELIEVED.!

Thus concluded an editorial printed on 1 November 1831 in the English biweekly
newspaper Canton Register. The Register was published in the Chinese port city
of Canton (known in Chinese as Guangzhou) for the consumption of the foreign
trading community there and those in other Asian ports. Its owner was the British—
to be precise Scottish—merchant James Matheson. And it was one of the five English-
language printing presses of the port.

Starting with the news that the British government in India was to send the warship
HMS Challenger to China delivering a letter to the Canton authorities requesting
redress for an ‘insult’ that happened in May that year, the editorial was implicit in
advocating a war against China.

Just what was this ‘insult’ that so incensed the British community? In May, the
Qing governor of Canton, Zhu Guizhen, came to the English Factory in the foreign
trading quarters, known as the Thirteen Factories, he ordered the uncovering of a
portrait on a wall in the main hall. Upon learning that it was a portrait of the British
king George IV, Zhu then turned the back of his chair towards it. Zhu’s action was
regarded by the British merchants trading in the port as an insult to the king and
by extension to British national honour. They believed that an insult such as this
merited war.

Belligerent language, such as ‘exhibition of force and firmness) started to appear
in the Register in 1830. By late 1834, arguments for a war against China were com-
monplace and could be found in most issues of the Register until history’s first war
between China and a European country—the First Opium War—broke out in 1839.
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This book is about the history of this war argument and about how the argument
created a new British knowledge of China. The book brings into focus the role of
private merchants (British traders in the East other than the staff of the East India
Company [EIC]) and their interactions with the Qing government. I argue that the
merchants’ new conception of China—a China to be engaged with through war—
developed in Canton during the 1830s in their print-based public sphere and was
primal in starting the war.

Prime movers

One driving force behind the war argument was the merchants’ confidence in the
British Empire. In the early nineteenth century, the idea of Britain as a mighty nation
was at its zenith as a result of its victory in the Napoleonic Wars in 1815 in particu-
lar and imperial expansion worldwide in general. The patriotic pride of the British
community exemplified this imperial confidence. Waterloo Dinner, for instance,
was held by the British private merchants in Canton in 1830, to commemorate the
fifteenth anniversary of the British victory. At the dinner party they ate, drank, sang,
and toasted to British navy, the king, and the heroes of that battle.?

Believing Britain to be ‘the most powerful nation in the world, some British
private merchants considered China’s trade restrictions, which confined all European
trade to the port of Canton, as an insult to Britain’s ‘national honour’? The advance of
British rule in India and other places in Asia led the merchants to believe the British
government would intervene in China to restore British national honour. There was
an ‘imperial state of mind’ emerging in Canton.*

The merchants hoped that war would, more importantly, force the Chinese to the
negotiating table and gain for the British unrestricted access to the Chinese market.”
The Register invited its readers to imagine the following: ‘How vast field would this
Empire, under a freer system of intercourse afford for the consumption of the produce
of British skill and industry!’

Trade was considered a matter of national interest, as the British identified their
country as a nation of trade as early as the fifteenth century.” The doctrine of free
trade, which was fast becoming the dominant political-economic ideology in Britain
in the 1830s, gave this centuries-old trade argument new momentum. The private
merchants of Canton greeted this with enthusiasm. They believed that a war to secure
extensive trade privileges in China was in the British national interest and reflected
the cold calculations of free trade: the more Britain traded with China, the richer the
British would become.

The war discourse thus boiled down to two main arguments: expanding national
interest and restoring national honour. The group of British private merchants who
argued for war were known in the port as the Warlike party, and they used the
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Register as their mouthpiece. Behind their rhetoric of national honour and national
interest was the profit motive and the desire to trade in conditions under which the
merchants believed themselves entitled by right of being British.

After the desire for war took root, the Warlike party went back to London in 1835
to lobby. They succeeded in 1839 in swaying the British government to act. This book
considers the war argument initiated in Canton to be the key cause of the First Opium
War. It was neither the infamous opium smuggling per se nor the defence of British
national honour nor the cultural conflict between ‘progressive’ Britain and ‘backward’
China, which, as the main explanations of the war’s origin, have hitherto dominated
the historiography.® These narratives took the national honour argument for granted
and marginalized the importance of the private merchants’ lobbying and the image
of China they created through their public campaign for a war. By bringing the focus
back to the process of war lobbying and the local dynamics of interactions in Canton
where the war argument was first developed, this book attempts to show that the
Warlike party was the driving force behind the war.

Before the 1830s, the British acquired their conceptual framework of China mainly
through the writings of Jesuit missionaries from continental Europe, which depicted
China as a peaceable country to be admired and imitated. The view of China that
developed in the Canton port in the 1830s displaced the Jesuits’ imagined geogra-
phy of the Peking court, where the Jesuits had served the Ming and Qing imperial
governments between the late sixteenth and early eighteenth centuries. The contrast
between the conceptualization of China by the Jesuits and the Canton British private
merchants’ community resulted in a paradigm shift in British perceptions.” The
Warlike party accentuated a new British idea of China based on its argument for war
and its need to justify the conflict both before and after. At the heart of their new
vision was the idea that China was in isolation and had to be opened up by the British
through war.

Nobody in London or in the West had the means in the 1830s to know China better
than the private merchants in Canton. Not only were they—along with the Protestant
missionaries and a few EIC staff—the major producers of British knowledge about
China, but they comprised the only group of people at the time to have relatively
accurate military intelligence of the Qing. Both James Matheson (1796-1878) and
his business partner William Jardine (1784-1843)—the two leading figures of the
Warlike party—traded in China for more than twenty years, longer than most EIC
staff, and had superior knowledge of China’s eastern coast and military strength.
They regularly sent ships up the coast to sell opium. Their ship captains engaged in
skirmishes with Chinese water forces (shuishi), and accounts of such trips and their
observations on the Chinese military were regularly published in the Register.'

With this new knowledge, they were able to make informed judgements, and
this made a difference in the war decision. They met with Foreign Secretary Lord
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Palmerston (Henry John Temple, 1784-1865) at least four times and finally won his
support in late 1839." They supplied him with a war strategy—the ‘Jardine plan'—
and, crucially, with intelligence of the weakness of the Chinese military defences,
suggesting that the war was easily winnable. This assessment, moreover, provided
the government with an attractive solution to the domestic political crisis that the
government was facing. Britain fought and won the First Opium War according to
the plan supplied by the merchants, prompting Palmerston, famously, to express his
thanks to William Jardine for the ‘assistance and information . . . so handsomely
afforded’’? The Treaty of Nanking, signed after the war in 1842, fulfilled in every
clause the demands that the merchants had discussed extensively in their maritime
public sphere in Canton.

Scholars have made note of Jardine’s war lobbying but regarded it solely as his
personal position, marginal to the outbreak of war. Historical treatment of the mer-
chants’ lobbying has been patchy.” This book is the first full investigation of the First
Opium War’s history in this context of how the Warlike party developed the war
argument in the environment of Canton, produced new British knowledge of China,
and lobbied successfully for the war. It shows that the new British knowledge of China
was the result of a combination of the Warlike party members’ trading experiences
in Canton, their faith in the ideology of free trade, their hopes for new trade rela-
tions, and their confidence in the expansionist British Empire.'* The making of the
new British knowledge about China and the waging of the First Opium War were
intrinsically and deeply intertwined. And considering that the new knowledge would
become a frame of reference for learning about China that lasted until the 1970s, the
history documented in this book is central to the understanding of Sino-Western
historical encounters.

The story of the Warlike party captures only half of the history of the war’s origins.
Another group of British private merchants in Canton, dubbed by their opponents
the Pacific party, opposed the war. The Pacific party resolutely refrained from
publishing polemic arguments against China in their newspaper, the Canton Press
(1835-1844)."> The Press advocated peaceful engagement with China and saw the
sovereign nation as within its rights to develop its own trade policies. They believed
that the merchants should submit to the Canton regulations when trading in China.
The justification for war—that is, their new knowledge of China—was particularly
important to the Warlike party’s endeavour when facing opposition from the Pacific
party. The Pacific merchants’ history—although limited in scope due to absence of
archival materials—is told for the first time in this book.

In Britain, the anti-war campaign between 1839 and 1843 was even stronger. The
London newspapers successfully gave the war its infamous name—the Opium War,
which has been used ever since. From the anti-war movement’s perspective, the war
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was not inevitable, as some scholars have argued.'® The history of this movement
serves as a reminder that the war was wilfully mobilized, strongly opposed, and could
have been stopped. Chapter 7 of this book is devoted to documenting, for the first
time as well, the history of opposition to the war.

To drive home the history of the war’s origins, this book also re-examines the First
Opium War in the Chinese context. It explains how the Canton one-port system of
trade caused the Warlike party to believe there was no choice but to advocate a war.

The one-port system was established by the Qing Empire in the late 1750s to allow
China’s European trade to take place at the same time as addressing dynastic state
security concerns. The Qing’s chief enemies were domestic rebels, and the court
feared above all the joining of forces between foreign forces and Chinese rebels in a
quest to overthrow the dynasty, as had happened to every major Chinese dynasty. The
Qing court’s fear was exploited by the ‘Canton lobby’—a group of Canton merchants
and Qing officials—who sought to monopolize China’s European trade by winning
imperial sanctions to protect Canton’s privileges. The lobby succeeded in 1757. The
result was the Canton one-port system of trade. After its establishment, the Qing
dynasty enjoyed both the perceived state security and the revenue of port duties gen-
erated by the Canton monopoly. Officials in charge of the port also profited from their
positions, and a few Chinese merchants earned tremendous wealth.

The Canton system that controlled the European trade determined how the Qing
understood Europeans. Ideas, especially Confucian concepts, were drawn on to
justify the trade monopoly and the confinement of Europeans to Canton, as a means
to ideologically shore up the one-port system. It was the institution of the Canton
one-port system—not China’s ‘all under heaven’ (tianxia) ideology nor the tributary
system, as scholars have wrongly argued, that dictated the Qing’s relations with and
knowledge of Europeans, especially the British."”

A new system of Chinese knowledge about the Qing Empire’s relations with
Europeans originated in Canton—knowledge making became entangled in profit
making on the Chinese side. And, disastrously, the Canton system spawned an insti-
tutional inertia which made it impossible for the Qing to adequately comprehend
and respond to the fast-changing new global order in the century after the 1750s,
during which the British Empire came to dominate the globalizing maritime world
of the East.

Thus, this book documents how, in the setting of China’s one-port system of trade
in Canton, the Warlike party developed an argument for a war against China. With
perseverance and the favourable development of events, they successfully persuaded
the British state to wage the First Opium War. The Warlike party’s argument was
opposed by the Pacific party in Canton, and their lobbying faced an anti-war move-
ment in London. Before Britain could start a war, the Warlike party had to first fight a
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war of words in both Canton and London’s print-based public spheres for justification
and persuasion. The waging of the war dictated the making of British knowledge
about China.

The Warlike party’s war

The First Opium War is a well-studied topic with various theories of its cause.
To W. A. P. Martin, E. L. Hawks Pott, H. B. Morse, Gerald S. Graham, and John King
Fairbank, the war originated from China’s lagging behind the progressive world.
Thus, the war intended to open up this insular and benighted China.'® This theory
falls squarely within the knowledge of China created by the Warlike party in Canton
in the larger context of the binary of progressive West and backwardness of the rest—
the modernistic argument. Their narration of history is one sided in favour of the
modernist argument, reducing the history of the Opium War to a footnote of the
narrative of the march of civilization, or modernization.

Glenn Melancon and Harry G. Gelber made the same mistake of taking Warlike
party’s argument at face value. They contended that defending British national honour
was the reason for war." This book deconstructs the national honour argument by
showing that the motive behind the rhetoric was profit making and imperial confi-
dence. Maurice Collis, Tan Chung, Hsin-pao Chang, Peter Ward Fay, Jack Beeching,
Frank Sanello and W. Travis Hanes III, and Julia Lovell have stressed the role of the
opium trade in starting the war.?® This book sees the opium trade, in line with the
arguments of other scholars, as a trigger, not the war’s origin.*!

Other historians, like George Marion, Michael Greenberg, John Gallagher and
Ronald Robinson, Victor Purcell, D. C. M. Platt, and P. J. Cain and A. G. Hopkins,
have argued that the purpose of the war was to expand British trade.” “Trade expan-
sion’ was in actuality the Warlike party’s ‘national interest. The change from trade as
a national interest in 1830s Canton to the economic theory of trade expansion in the
1950s to 1980s represented a change from a first-person narrative to a third-person
narrative. This book demonstrates that the war was started by the Warlike party out of
their wish to expand trade rather than trade expansion itself. The agent—the Warlike
part—that brought about the war vanished in the disinterested third-person narrative
of economic expansion theory.

Recent scholarship examining the cause of the war has explored narratives more
diverse than the viewpoints provided by the Warlike party of Canton. James Polachek
has explained how the Qing Empire’s scholar-officials fought an ‘inner opium war’ in
the Qing court during the 1830s over the policies of banning or legalizing the opium
trade, which represented a proxy war and power struggle between two factions
with different governance philosophies. Commissioner Lin (Lin Zexu, 1785-1850),
who was dispatched to Canton to confiscate opium in early 1839, belonged to the
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hardliners who wanted a stricter prohibition on opium trade. Their policy caused a
crisis.”® This book will show how the hardliners’ policy played into the hands of the
Warlike party in Canton and helped create the conditions for war.

Melancon’s findings on the role of late 1830s British party politics have been the
most valuable discovery recently, though he did not make this point his main argu-
ment. He contended that the ruling party, the Whigs, were not in the majority and
every policy decision was a tightrope walk that had to balance the demands of the
opposition Tories, who were connected to the landed class, and the Radicals, who
represented the interests of the new industrial cities in the north. The Whig gov-
ernment had been subject to and narrowly survived a motion of no confidence by
the Tory opposition in 1838 and 1839. The vote of no confidence was getting closer
to toppling the government. In this hostile political climate, the Whigs needed the
Radicals’ support, and when the Radicals came to lobby for a war the government
considered it convenient to oblige. These findings dovetail with this book’s major
argument that the war idea started in Canton. The Radicals, who represented the
interests of manufacturers in the north of England and who in turn were the Warlike
party’s allies, together successfully lobbied to start the war. The political climate in
London at the crucial moment eased the last mile of the Warlike party’s quest.

Viewed as a whole, the Opium War historiography proves that the war would not
have happened without a combination of factors with coterminous timing. Although
the victory of the moral hardliners in the Qing court was the force behind the opium
confiscation, it took a fight between two political factions in London to turn the
war argument first developed in Canton into a political decision of the British state.
It was pure coincidence that the opium crisis occurred in Canton just as the politi-
cal crisis in London was unfolding. The Warlike party and northern manufacturers
had a shared British identity as ‘shopkeepers’ who desired trade expansion, and this
on top of personal connections between the two groups contributed to the northern
manufacturers decision to assist in lobbying for a war to open up the Chinese market.
For the Radical MPs who supported their cause, lobbying for the war was a political
obligation to their constituents, and it afforded a window of opportunity to punch
above their weight.

A combination of factors on both the Chinese and British sides provided the nec-
essary conditions but were not causes of the war. The Qing government did not want
a war. The hardliners of the Chinese scholar-officials wanted to root out the opium
trade and stop the resulting outflow of silver from the country. Their uncompromising
stand against the opium traders set the conditions for the British to declare war. The
British government in London did not plan to initiate an invasion of China. Rather,
it was reactively responding to the crisis in Canton whipped up by the Warlike party,
their merchant allies in Britain, and the Radicals in Parliament, although the British
government did use the crisis to its advantage. Both the British and Chinese states
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were engaged in power struggles at home that made them susceptible to becoming
involved in a war. But the initiation came from neither of the two governments.

The origin of the war was provided by the Warlike party of Canton. Its members
presented war arguments and lobbied for war, and their opium trade ultimately led
to it. The war was fought on behalf of their interests, and it was won based on the
intelligence they supplied. The treaty signed after the war addressed their demands in
every clause. The Warlike party played its role at every turn. Its wishes, knowledge,
initiative, and determination led to the war being waged. The rest of the conditions,
coincidences, and accidents helped create the circumstances that led to the war.

With regard to the traditions of empire studies, this book makes a case that actors
on the periphery greatly affected the fate of the metropolis and the empire.* To the
studies on British perception of China, this book shows how Canton became a key
site for the production of British knowledge about China which proves to be decisive
in Sino-Western relations.*

Chapter previews

The British community in Canton was rather small in number, considering its role
in history. There were 66 white British in 1833 and 86 in 1835. The end of the EIC
monopoly in 1834 brought about an influx of ‘private merchants’ to China, and by
1837 the white British numbered 158, just over half of the Canton foreign commu-
nity’s 307 members. The Parsee (Persian merchants of South Asia), who numbered 62
in 1837, were considered British subjects, and some were supporters of the Warlike
party during the 1839 lobbying, but not in 1835. The third-biggest group in 1837
were the Americans, who numbered 44, followed by the Portuguese at 28. Those from
other European nations like France and Prussia comprised single-digit numbers by
the 1837 count.” The British private merchants considered themselves learned people
animated by Enlightenment ideals. They were multifaceted and achieved a great deal
as individuals and as a community.

Chapter 2, “The Warlike and Pacific Parties, explores how the British community
in Canton used its newspapers to debate the subjects of China, Britain, and free trade.
The Warlike party gradually settled on a new understanding of China centred on a
war discourse, while the Pacific party condemned the arguments for war.

A third force was at play in the British maritime public sphere in Canton, an inad-
vertent participant that was neither anti-war nor pro-war: the Canton system, which
is examined in detail in Chapter 3, ‘Breaking the Soft Border’ More than the physical
border of the Thirteen Factories, the Canton system was mostly a ‘soft border’ made
of a series of rules and regulations that constrained British merchants™ activities in
China and restricted their interaction with Qing subjects. Soft borders here were figu-
rative borderlines on the maritime frontier that cut through transnational networks
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of information and interaction. By preventing interaction other than what was neces-
sary for trade, the Qing believed that they had successfully prevented the possibility
of foreigners joining forces with Chinese rebels. However, the Warlike party saw it as
necessary to start a war to abolish the system that confined British trade expansion
and was perceived in its very existence as an insult to the British Empire.

Chapter 4, ‘Intellectual Artillery, explains how the Warlike party launched an
informational war to penetrate the soft borders that constrained flows of information
and interaction. Their efforts concentrated on the Society for the Diffusion of Useful
Knowledge in China, with the objective of spreading knowledge about the European
world to the Chinese. They prepared, as they termed it, ‘intellectual artillery” in the
form of Chinese-language publications, especially material related to world geogra-
phy, to distribute among the Chinese to inform them of the extent of British power
in the hope that it would lead China to ‘open up’ from the inside. In establishing the
society, the Warlike party conceived the metaphor of a war of information, which
contributed to the developing conceptualization of a literal war against China in the
years before actual military action.

Chapter 5, ‘A War of Words over “Barbarian™, assesses a decade-long debate that
occurred within the British community in Canton over how best to translate the word
yi (35)—as either ‘barbarian’ or ‘stranger. The dispute first raged in the Register for
more than two years, beginning in 1828, and played a key role in igniting the war
argument in 1830. The community agreed that it meant ‘barbarian, representing a
Chinese conception of foreigners as uncivilized savages. The translation was in wide
circulation after the 1835 war lobbying campaign in London and formed an integral
part of the pro-war argument. However, by 1837 the Canton community belatedly
retracted their earlier translation, arguing that yi was best rendered into English as
‘stranger’

On top of debating and deciding the meaning of a Chinese word, the Warlike
party believed it had the right to petition both the Chinese and British governments
to have its voice heard and to obtain the justice’ it deserved. In this spirit, which
seemed to be a product of Enlightenment but was actually imperialism, the party
engaged the Chinese government and went to London to lobby for war in 1835 and
1839, as described in Chapter 6, ‘Reasoning Britain into a War’

However, the Warlike party did not get its way entirely. Chapter 7, “The Regret
of a Nation, documents how the British public opposed the war. Christian morality
empowered the anti-war movements in Britain as the protesters felt ashamed that the
war, as they understood it, had been launched to force opium on the Chinese. Their
view of the war would prevail in the second half of the nineteenth century. After 1860,
British parliamentarians more often than not condemned the war, blaming it both for
the disastrous Taiping Rebellion (1850-1864) and the rising tide of Chinese national-
ism, and many regretted that the Opium War was ever waged. The concluding chapter
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theorizes how the Canton system and the First Opium War created different kind of
‘profit orders’ for the Chinese and the British and how the war represents a clash of
the two orders.

In the Chinese setting of the 1830s’ Canton port, the British merchants argued
over the question of Britain’s relations with China: to engage them with war or peace.
The Warlike party’s case won out. Their war argument soon gave national importance
to the opium crisis of 1839, played a central role in London’s political crisis of the fight
between the Whigs and Tories, and then swayed Britain into taking military action.
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With its historical complexities, a prime mover can be identified in the interactions
between Britain and China in the Canton port during the years leading up to the
Opium War: the British Warlike party’s wishes to wage a war and their ability to lobby
for it. By coincidence that the opium confiscation of 1839 happened at the height of
British domestic political fights between the Whig and Tory, it eased the way for the
Warlike party to bring the British Empire’s military might to bear on the Qing Empire.

What the British merchants wanted by starting a war can be identified as to estab-
lish on the Chinese coasts a new ‘profit order, which is defined as an economic regime
through which the creation of political order and the making of knowledge become
mutually reinforcing and that in turn gives rise to a discourse of justice in profit
making for a particular group of people.

Before the war, a Chinese profit order—the Canton system—was at work in the
port. The major interests taken care of by the system were the Qing ruling dynasty,
the high officials, and Chinese merchants. Port functionaries such as customs officers
who lived on imposing fees on the ships passing through their stations in the Pearl
River were, too, participants of this profit order, though a minor one. Ideologically,
the Canton system drew on Confucianism as its source of justification. Shrouding the
Canton port, the Confucian-based knowledge system of the bureaucrats identified
foreign merchants as the ungovernable strangers (yi) and justified the Canton one-
port system’s trade monopoly and tight political control.

Empowered by the free trade ethos and imperial identity of being the most power-
ful nation in the world, the Warlike party envisioned a new profit order, in which
Britons would trade in the way that they saw as being British entitled them and that
they would dictate the terms of interaction instead of subject themselves to the Qing’s
ways. Creating a narrative that China was in isolation and was to be engaged with
through a war, that is, waging a war to open up China, the merchants initiated the
demolition of the Chinese profit order, and out of the ruins of the war, a new mari-
time profit order—the treaty ports—was born, as they desired and according to their
design. The clash of the war thus was a clash of two profit orders—including their
respective political arrangements, economic gains, and knowledge systems.'
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The Warlike party’s new knowledge of China

In signing the Treaty of Nanking in 1842, the Canton Warlike party’s victory was
not limited to persuading the British government to wage the war, winning the war,
receiving compensation for opium confiscated, reclaiming debts owed by Hong mer-
chants, and gaining the trade conditions they wanted; it also consisted in establishing
the new paradigm of British knowledge on China by which the war was justified.
China from now on was viewed from the Warlike party’s perspectives.

Even though the name Opium War sticks, history has not remembered the Pacific
party’s image of China which painted the Qing officials according to their ability to
govern and praised them for doing their duty, such as suppressing pirates. To the
Pacific party, China was just another country and Canton another port, and the trade
there was not particularly problematic. Their understanding was echoed in Britain by
the leading free trade economist of the Ricardian School, John Ramsay McCulloch,
who argued that, even with the Hong merchant system in place, for merchants,
Canton was a port as free as Liverpool or New York. This Pacific party’s alternative
image of China reveals the discursive nature of the Warlike party’s knowledge of
China. Neither has historiography remembered what The Spectator and the Northern
Star revealed: the smear campaigns led by the Warlike party and their supporters in
London that changed the primary British perception of China from peaceable China
to insular China.

What history remembers was the Warlike party’s negative representation of China.
Because trade was confined to Canton, serving the Qing’s dynastic state security needs
and not the Warlike party’s desire for ‘free trade, the focus of history for more than a
century was on ‘insular China. But Qing China was by no means in isolation. During
this period, it not only had intensive interactions with Asian countries, but China’s
products, such as tea, were sold into the European markets, down to the village level,
and were consumed by all walks of life in Britain. At the same time, Qing China
was absorbing the impact of opium and the opium trade. By the early nineteenth
century, every level of people’s lives in the Qing Empire was touched by the drug in
some form.” The worlds of the East and West were deeply connected by the two com-
modities—tea and opium, together with other luxury goods—and affected by the
economic regimes to which they gave rise. Chinese and European worlds were deeply
intertwined long before the war of 1842 that allegedly opened up the isolated China.

Behind the ‘isolation” discourse was the fact that the Warlike party wanted to
utilize other Chinese ports in addition to Canton and to have direct access—instead
of through the Hongs—to the vast Chinese market. The merchants wanted the navy
of the most powerful nation in the world to be the means to their ends of opening
China up. Thus the term ‘opening up’ did not mean opening up a ‘closed China’ but
meant in actuality employing British military power to expand and control trade.



152 Merchants of War and Peace

History remembers the bureaucrats of Canton—especially the superintendent of
customs (Hoppo)—to be corrupt.’ This negative image of the Qing officialdom pro-
duced circumstantial justification for the war. Being a prebendal system in which offi-
cials were supposed to find the financial solutions to support their offices and, at the
same time, send the court a fixed amount of revenue, the Qing’s way was not designed
for the British merchants’ needs. James Fichter has argued that the prebendal system
of financing was subject to the emperor’s wishes and vulnerable to abuse, allowing
much leeway for the official in charge to line his pockets and for foreign traders to
evade the port charges. Fichter contends that this loosely managed system, in fact,
favoured the foreign traders’ wishes to avoid the taxes and to carry on their illicit
opium trade.! The Warlike party on the one hand exploited the system for profits
and on the other argued about its corruption. The Pacific party’s admission that,
‘deceive ourselves as we please, we are smugglers’ was an attack on this hypocrisy.

In like manner, the Hong merchants were understood by the Warlike party to
be the official merchants; they being the go-betweens listened to the Qing officials’
primary concerns about state security instead of to the British merchants’ wishes.
Therefore, the Nanking Treaty abolished the Hong, enabling the British merchants to
trade with any Chinese merchant in the treaty ports. They were thus not subject to the
indirect control of the Qing’s Canton system.

Following the Warlike party’s narrative of China, the image of China brought into
focus was a China that was culturally anti-commercial. Confucianism was to blame
because its doctrine placed the merchant class at the lowest level in society, behind
the scholars, the peasants, and the artisans. This might be true in official rhetoric,
but, in everyday reality, Qing Chinese society was highly commercialized. Although
Chinese merchants’ wealth accumulation—as was that of the other three classes—was
subject to the whim of officials and the court, but the merchants, in reality, did not have
a low social status. They commonly used the money earned in business to fund their
sons’ study for the Civil Service Examination. If the son passed, the family would then
be associated with the scholar class. It was not uncommon that the two identities—
merchant and official —were in one family. Again, the real issue for the Warlike party
was that this peculiar Chinese political-economic system did not cater to their needs.

In the Warlike party’s image of China, the Qing’s tributary system came to the
forefront in explaining the Chinese ‘all under heaven’ ideology, which accepted
only tributary relationships with foreign countries. The Canton system, in fact, did
not operate under the tributary system, which had, as a prerequisite, the payment
of tribute in the court before coming to trade. Not a single merchant operating in
Canton was subject to this ritual.

The failed Macartney and Amherst embassies of 1793 and 1816 to the Qing court
that each had hoped to change the Canton monopoly, were seen by the Warlike party
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as the ultimate examples of China’s anti-commerce culture and the Chinese insular
mindset at work as China rejected trading and diplomatic relations. The policy of
non-interaction for the sake of dynastic state security and the entrenched profit order
of Canton trade monopoly were actually the driving force behind the turning away
of the embassies.

The Warlike party saw the restrictions of the Canton system as evidence of a
closed China. But the system can be seen equally from the officials’ perspective as
Qing China’s effort to keep trade open under the prohibitive political climate of the
time—characterized by fear of domestic rebellion and the perceived threat of foreign-
ers joining forces with rebels. Lastly, the notion that the Chinese called the British
‘barbarian’ was assumed to encapsulate the insular, arrogant Chinese mindset—this
notion went into wide circulation after the Warlike party first made the connection
in the early 1830s.

Contrary to what the Warlike party argued and history remembers, trade in
Canton was actually largely free from governmental intervention. The tightly con-
trolled elements were the interactions that had political implications, that is, those
other than trading activities per se. Officials involved themselves very little in the
trade, and neither did they regulate the market. At most, they forbade the exporting
of gold and silver, limited the amount of silk foreigners could buy, and banned the
import of opium. These did not affect the general trade structure in Canton, for not
only the ban was limited in scope but also the prohibition policies were never prop-
erly implemented. The Warlike party failed to realize that trade and the market in
Canton, in its actual operation, was not far from free trade, according to the argument
of David Ricardo, as McCulloch had pointed out in his Dictionary.

The Warlike party’s attacks on the Qing’s profit order were first directed at its
knowledge system starting in the early 1830s. The Society for the Diffusion of Useful
Knowledge in China was a major affront while minor attacks—such as the ‘Prize
Essay’ that spread free trade doctrines, Giitzlaff’s Chinese narrators who wrote of
the utopian England, and missionaries’ tract distribution that spread Christianity—
also occurred. The war on knowledge and information waged by the merchants
and missionaries took place before the military action of 1839 and was part of its
formation.

In sum, the unfavourable historical images of China were first developed in the
Canton British maritime public sphere by the Warlike party. Behind their desire to
expand trade lay free trade discourse and the British imperial identity. Their public
campaign for a war made their knowledge of China widespread, and their war victory
changed British knowledge of China. The Warlike party’s ‘we’ narrative become the
narrative of historiography, and the Warlike party assumed the position of being the
sovereign master in the history of the encounters.
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The Qing Empire and the war

Deconstructing the Warlike party’s knowledge of China is not to argue that Qing
China was an innocent party in starting the war. On the contrary, the Canton system
was a profit order serving a particular group’s interests, and the Qing played a major
part in bringing about the military confrontation of 1839. The Canton system was at
the centre of the conflict, although it was not in the way the Warlike party described.

After having enjoyed a market-induced trade monopoly during the previous
decades, the Canton lobby, in the years between 1755 and 1759, secured an imperi-
ally sanctioned trade monopoly. In the process they accentuated the dynastic mari-
time state security argument. But the state security consideration was not entirely an
invention of the Canton lobby. Rather, they brought forward this question in an envi-
ronment where European expansion in the East was growing, coupled with the Qing’s
increasingly negative perception of the Europeans. Thus, interactions were, starting
in the late 1750s, to be systematically regulated to prevent Europeans from learning
about any aspect of the empire and, more importantly, to prevent Qing subjects from
mingling with foreigners, lest its subjects and foreigners exchanged thoughts and
ideas leading to rebellion.

As the Pacific party pointed out in 1837, this Canton system did work for the Qing:
with India ‘now totally annihilated and merged in the British Empire we must not be
astonished to find the Court at Peking resolved not to deviate from a line of policy
which has been hitherto so eminently successful’® After the Battle of Plassey in 1757,
the British East India Company for the sake of trade began its rule in Bengal, a control
that would soon expand to most of India. Coincidentally, 1757 was the year the Qing
state institutionalized the Canton system of controlling interactions between its sub-
jects and Europeans.

The long and complex process of British rule in India can be traced back retro-
spectively even further to Thomas Roe’s (1581-1644) embassy to the Moghul Empire
between 1615 and 1619, during which the British first obtained the right to establish a
trading quarter in Surat. And two decades later the British would acquire rights from
the Indian authorities in 1639 to build Fort St George (later developed into Madras)
and, in 1690, Fort William (later to become Calcutta).® Had the British come to China
to request the same kind of rights during the second half of the seventeenth century,
it would not have been impossible for them to acquire some form of privilege under
the reign of the Kangxi emperor, especially in his early years on the throne. But this
did not happen because China was yet to become the EIC’s major trading concern
and the volume of tea trade was not as big and important to the EIC as it would be
in the second half of the eighteenth century. The Dutch and Spanish, who had earlier
requested a trading foothold from the Ming, were by this time relatively content with
their China trade through Chinese sojourners in Batavia and Manila. Also, by the
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early eighteenth century, the Spanish and Dutch maritime empires, along with the
Portuguese, were weakening, while the British dominated the maritime trade of
the East. And, above all, in China there were four ports opened after 1683, allow-
ing Europeans to trade freely, to an extent. The incentive for the British to send an
embassy to Kangxi’s court was minimal.

While the Moghul Empire was fast disintegrating, affording the EIC opportunity
to develop its control over India, the Qing in the mid-eighteenth and early nineteenth
century had a strong bureaucracy to implement the policy of non-intercourse against
the real and perceived threat of British expansion in the East, thus maintaining a
Chinese profit order in Canton.

After a half century of operation, the state security procedure that the dynasty
had built into its bureaucratic control in Canton came to be mechanical, while its
justification via Confucian discourse had become the accepted wisdom among its
bureaucrats. The Canton system as an institution grew rigid in the early nineteenth
century: officials were not to be seen, while the Hong merchants were, in reality, part
of the bureaucratic system in maintain a status quo.

This Canton system determined how the Qing understood foreigners. When
Commissioner Lin arrived in Canton in 1839, among the first things he did was to
collect information on the Westerners in order to implement opium prohibition.
He was able to think and act outside of the conventional bureaucracy because he
had been sent to Canton with a special mission, instead of a regular Canton appoint-
ment. He knew there was insufficient knowledge of Europeans for him to devise a
sound policy. Though great, Lin’s efforts were in vain; he had little chance to properly
understand the British, who were for years talking about war against China right
on the doorstep of Canton, with not a single Chinese having a clue. The soft border,
erected in the form of an information barrier, more than anything else prevented the
Qing from learning the true British state of affairs. There was no proper context for
Lin to comprehend the wishes of the British private merchants, let alone the domestic
party politics of Britain. The publications of the SDUKC and other translated works
could help Lin understand only the geography of the West and the characteristics of
the British merchants in Canton, nothing beyond.

The success of the Canton system created an institutional inertia that allowed
China to deal with Europeans only within the system. The bureaucrats did not want
to know and deal with Europeans in any other way. In sharp contrast to the Qing’s
disinterest and lack of understanding of the British, the British private merchants
in the 1830s knew China well enough to devise a sound war plan to supply to the
politicians in London, which was crucial in starting the war. The Qing’s policy of
containment in the mid-eighteenth century stemmed from a shrewd understanding
of internal and external threats to the dynasty’s state security, but it backfired; the soft
border built up in the process ultimately increased the danger by blinding the Qing
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bureaucrats to the external threat they faced. The Qing state’s control in the form of
the Canton system was a knife that cut both ways: it enabled control of Europeans
coming ashore but was, at the same time, the Qing’s undoing.

It would take another three decades and the Second Opium War, which brought
foreign troops to the gates of the capital, Beijing, for Qing bureaucrats to grasp the
military strength of Europeans and the necessity of reform, first in the military and
economic spheres and then in the political system, in the last few years of the Qing
dynasty at the turn of the twentieth century, even though the Canton system had
been abolished in 1842. It took more than a half century to dislodge the institutional
inertia created by the Canton system and to undo the knowledge of foreigners and
China’s foreign relationships that the system produced. The institution of the Canton
system—not the ‘all under heaven’ ideology or tributary system—made the Qing
unable to comprehend the Europeans. And this Canton system of trade, political
control, and knowledge making—a profit order—was the Qing’s contribution to the
First Opium War.

Opium war and opium regimes

As Timothy Brook and other historians have argued, after the First Opium War, the
unofficial opium imports into China expanded exponentially and gave rise to various
opium regimes during the hundred years after 1842. Chiang Kai-shek’s Nationalist
party, other warlords of the Republican China, colonial governments of British South
East Asia, Chinese overseas underworld communities in South East Asia under
British rule, and the Japanese colonial governments which thrived in the opium
business in Chinese treaty ports and in their Taiwan colony were the major ‘opium
regimes’ created. They relied on the illicit trade and production for revenue, which in
turn were the source of their political power.”

The single biggest opium regime was the British Empire. After the First Opium
War, the British India government depended more than ever on opium revenue for
its day-to-day administration. James Hevia argued that, in order to keep it afloat,
the British Empire became a ‘global drug cartel’® The world order created by opium
trade in the East in this period was similar to the sugar trade that empowered an
Atlantic world order involving the slave trade, the cotton trade, and the plantation
economy.’

Before 1842, the opium trade did not contribute as much to the revenue of the
British India government. The British Empire only acquired a ‘drug dependency’ in
the second half of the nineteenth century.” To be sure, the British government did
not go to war in 1839 to defend the opium trade, although the demand for compen-
sation for the opium destroyed by Commissioner Lin was part of the war agenda
and the merchants who lobbied for waging the war were mostly opium traders. The
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war became truly an opium war mostly in the conditions created after the war that
enabled the spawning of the opium regimes. The opium regimes established after the
war were linked up by the trade to become a gigantic global profit order, and the war
made a significant contribution to its invention.

Similarly, but in a much small scale, the unofficial opium trade in the Chinese
coasts before 1842 was part of the profit-making mechanism of the Qing ruling
classes. While the court routinely issued prohibitions against the opium trade and the
abuse of opium, local officials received bribes to turn a blind eye. The wealth gained
from the opium trade was enjoyed not only by the lower officials directly involved but
also by the high bureaucrats, as money travelled up, contributing to the paralysis of
the Qing government.

British private merchants were not the only group of people who contributed
to the political-economic order created by opium and the opium regimes. In addi-
tion to the Qing officials, as British private merchants rightly pointed out, Chinese
smugglers carried out the last leg of the opium trade into Chinese markets. But this
did not diminish the role played by the private merchants in creating this sub-trade
order, an order of profits that loomed large in triggering the war. The Opium War
thus created not only the legal trade of the treaty ports but also played a role in the
making of the opium regimes—one replaced the Canton system and the other was a
continuation of the opium smuggling trade at Lintin.

The state and merchant

Britain’s closely woven state-merchant relationship in the China trade after 1839 was
not new; the British state was predisposed to the merchant sector’s mobilization. The
trade-nation identity was well established as early as the mid-sixteenth century and
partly explains the failure of the pacific Britons’ efforts in stopping the war. As argued
in Chapter 7, before and during the war, the anti-war groups in Britain were firm in
their stand against opium smuggling; they saw the war as morally indefensible. But
after the war was won, in the peace meetings of Dublin, for instance, even though
the protestors were still outraged by the war and the opium trade, people were also
overjoyed thinking about the trade prospects created by the peace treaty. When this
elation combined with the free trade ideology, imperial expansion of trade through
war was even less an issue for debate.

What the campaign and lobby for war, and later the war itself, did was to bring the
discourse of the British free trade empire to bear on Britain’s relations with China.
In other words, the Warlike party successfully brought Britain’s China trade into the
orbit of the British imperial order, with the newly added vigour of free trade dis-
course. As Palmerston told the Earl of Auckland during the war, “The new markets in
China will at no distant period give a most important extension to the range of our
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foreign commerce’ The British state power holders were, by now, actively helping the
merchants’ search for wealth in China.

Once the floodgate was opened, China could be engaged in war; two more wars
would be waged by Britain: the Second Opium War and the Boxer War of 1900, and
several other wars by European countries. And after 1842 British representatives in
China, in the capacity of consuls (and chargé d’affaires after 1861), worked closely
with the British merchant community, catering to their needs in the China trade,
although it was a relationship filled with contradictions and conflicts.

During the EIC days, the Court of Directors was able to mobilize the British state
to send two embassies to China on behalf of the company to request formal state
relations to safeguard trade. Albeit in a different form, what the British private mer-
chants achieved in 1839 was a continuation of the EIC: the state and the merchant
sectors worked hand in hand in creating a trade empire. Because of its informal rela-
tions with the state, in order to bring in the aid of the state for their aim of creating
a new profit order, the private merchants had to develop new British knowledge of
China. Conducting their public campaign for five years along with lobbying with the
ministers, they took the relation to the level of war.

Compared to the British state-merchant relationship, it was inconceivable that the
Qing imperial state would go to war for trade expansion. In general, the Chinese
merchants’ political—not social—status under the Confucian state ideology was low
in regard to their ability to be involved directly in the political power sharing of the
empire. China’s South East Asian trade, in which they first encountered the Europeans,
was set in this context of a relatively weak, if not negative, state-merchant relation-
ship. The Chinese coastal people’s trade to Nanyang (South East Asia) was subject
to and periodically disrupted by the political climate of the court. Prohibitions on
ships going to sea, on Chinese junk trading to Nanyang, and on Qing subjects trav-
elling there were issued periodically. Even though the trade continued under these
conditions, the prohibitions did limit and interrupt interactions. Wang Gungwu
termed this situation, in contrast to the British, as ‘merchants without empire.'!

When the Qianlong emperor, in 1741, read the report on the massacre of 1740,
in which more than 10,000 Chinese had been killed in Batavia the year before, his
comment was that they deserved to die for they had voluntarily left China proper—
the cultured country. In comparison, the Portuguese, Spanish, Dutch, and British
merchants were helped by their respective states in their trade expansion in South
East Asia, if the state itself was not the merchant, paving the way for later colonial
control. The European maritime empires would have seen the massacre in Batavia as a
just course for starting a war, but certainly the Qing did not. China was moving along
a different track of economic-political establishment from that of the Europeans.

The Canton system was unique within the context of Qing merchant-state rela-
tions. It was, perhaps, the furthest the Chinese merchants could come to mobilizing
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the Qing state in their desire to pursue wealth. The co-operation among local mer-
chants, provincial officials, and court officials in the second half of the 1750s secured
Canton’s monopoly in European trade. But this Qing state-merchant relation differed
significantly from the EIC monopoly. For one thing, Hongs were heavily burdened by
the dynastic state’s security directives and were at the mercy of the bureaucrats and
the court. The state-merchant relationship in Canton was one of control and submis-
sion, including control of foreigners.

By 1755, after more than a century of empire-building in and from China proper
after its first conquest in 1644, the Qing dynasty’s and the bureaucrats’ survival and
prosperity were tightly bound together. From the imperial perspective, the Canton
system assuaged the political security fears of the Manchurian and Chinese ruling
classes and, at the same time, allowed them to extract profits from the Canton mari-
time trade. The coastal peoples outside of Canton, who had a long tradition and
history of maritime trade, were shut out from earning profit from the European trade.

Putting the Chinese and British Empires side by side, the comparison is revealing.
The Canton lobby’s desire for monopolizing the European trade together with the
imperial state security fears shaped the formation of the Canton system on the Chinese
side. Behind the Canton system and the Confucianist discourse were the interests
of the Qing dynasty, its bureaucrats, and the Canton merchants. On the British
side, the British imperial identity and the free trade doctrines shaped the Warlike
party’s understanding of Chinese-British relations and a desire for starting a war—
first knowledge and then military. Hidden in the Warlike party’s rhetoric of national
interest and national honour was the profit-making agenda of the British mer-
chants and politicians. Discourse was bonded to interests on both the Chinese and
British sides.

The Canton system from 1757 for the next eighty-five years dictated China’s per-
ception of and relations with the Europeans—in particular their knowledge of the
British. The Warlike party in response to the restriction of the Canton system, and
with free trade and imperial identity at the backdrop, produced a new knowledge
about China, which became, for more than a century after 1842, the viewpoint in
understanding China and China’s historical foreign relations.

Thus, this book reinterprets the First Opium War as follows: the British Empire,
at a pivotal moment, adopted the Warlike party’s desire for profit as its major driving
force to confront an entrenched profit order—the Canton system—that was propped
up by the Qing Empire, which had a stake in it in terms of both profit and state
security. Behind the interstate conflict were the Qing’s vested interests in the old profit
order and the British interests to create a new profit order. Profit order was central to
the Chinese-British encounter in Canton, which during the hundred years from the
mid-eighteenth century was arguably the most dynamic wealth-creating port in the
maritime trading world.
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(1796-1878);, and Opium and Empire; Bruce, Scottish 100, pp. 27-30.

Greenburg, British Trade; see pp. 84-86 for the post-Napoleonic era trade expansion,
p. 142 for trade balance between 1829 and 1940.

Ibid.; see p. 13 for trading figures in 1830, p. 50 for opium constituting two-thirds of
imports, p. 104 for opium as largest commodity.

Greenburg, British Trade, p. 118 for opium like gold, p. 185 for Jardine, Matheson & Co.
See also Le Pichon (ed.), China Trade and Empire, pp. 8-36.

For Daoguang’s anti-opium campaign of 1820, see QDWJSL-DG, juan 1, 10-12.

For Lintin opium and unofficial trade, see Morse, International Relations, pp. 178-84 and
Greenburg, British Trade, pp. 49-50, 112-13, 136, and 196.

Register 7:5 (4 Feb 1834), italics in original.

For Jardine and Matheson, see Blake, Jardine Matheson, pp. 30-41; Keswick, Thistle and
the Jade, p. 18.

Register, 8:21 (26 May 1835), also in Greenberg, British Trade, p. 94.

For Medical Missionary Society, see Register 9:42 (18 Oct 1836). For subscription for
Scotland, see Press 3:24 (17 Feb 1837). For Morrison Education Society and the library in
honouring Morrison, see Register 10:18 (2 May 1837), 10:31 (1 Aug 1837), 11:10 (6 Mar
1838), 11:28 (10 July 1838); and Press 2:34 (29 Apr 1837), 2:47 (29 July 1837), 3:12 (25 Nov
1837), 3:26 (3 Mar 1837), 3:32 (14 Apr 1838). For the Ophthalmic Hospital, see Register
9:8 (23 Feb 1836), 9:11 (15 Mar 1836), 9:23 (7 Jun 1836), 9:49 (13 Dec 1836), 10:10 (7 Mar
1837), 11:6 (6 Feb 1838); and Press 1:27 (12 Mar 1836), 2:3 (17 Sept 1836), 2:11 (19 Nov
1836), 2:17 (31 Dec 1836), 2:42 (24 June 1837), 3:23 (10 Feb 1837).

For the seamen’s hospital, see Register 8:4 (27 Jan 1835), 8:7 (17 Feb 1835), 8:24 (16 June
1835), 8:25 (23 June 1835), 9:39 (27 Sept 1836), 9:48 (29 Nov 1836), 11:1 (2 Jan 1837),
11:15 (10 Apr 1838), 11:26 (26 Jun 1838); and Press 1:44 (9 July 1836), 1:47 (30 July 1836),
1:45 (16 July 1836), 1:51 (27 Aug 1836), 2:1 (10 Sept 1836), 2:7 (22 Oct 1836), 3:32 (14 Apr
1838), 3:37 (19 May 1838), 3:40 (9 June 1838), 3:42 (23 June 1838), 3:44 (7 July 1838).
Markwick and Lane sub-rented the space from Charles Magniac; see JM, F14/1.

The information about Markwick & Lane is gathered from the Canton Register: for the
books, see Register 8:1 (6 Jan 1835); for the post office, see Register 7:31 (5 Aug 1834); for
the banquet held in the hotel, see Register 7:48 (2 Dec 1834); for the subscription list to
the hospital, see Register 7:1 (7 Jan 1834); for Horsburgh’s chart, see Register 7:3 (21 Jan
1834); for public meeting, see Register 9:47 (22 Nov 1836); for Chamber of Commerce
meetings, see Register 9:47 (22 Nov 1836), 9:48 (29 Nov 1836); for the Canton Register
box, Register 8:28 (14 July 1835). For other issues related to the company, see Register 7:48
(2 Dec 1834), 7:3 (21 Jan 1834), 8:28 (14 July 1835), 9:47 (22 Nov 1836), and 9:48 (29 Nov
1836). Markwick & Lane advertised in the Register regularly, for instance, Register 2:10
(26 May 1829), 2:11 (2 June 1829), 3:6 (17 Mar 1830), 4:22 (15 Nov 1831), and 9:40 (4 Oct
1836). The Register was based at No. 3 Creek Hong, annual subscription fee twelve dollars;
see Register supplement (17 Oct 1832).

For the Napier Affair, see Fay, Opium War, pp. 67-79; Beeching, Chinese Opium Wars,
pp. 40-62; and Hunter, Fan Kwae, pp. 127-32. For the account of Lord Napier by the
Canton foreign community, see the Canton Register issues between June and December
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1834. For the Chinese accounts of Napier and related edicts by the Qing authorities, see
Guo, Jindai Zhongguo shi, vol. 2, pp. 1-34.

Press 1:21 (30 Jan 1836).

Register 7:41 (14 Oct 1834) and 7:42 (21 Oct 1834). For the black outlining, see Colley,
Britons, p. 220.

Register 7:32 (12 Aug 1834), 7:35 (2 Sept 1834), and 8:39 (29 Sept 1835).

‘To the Kings Most Excellent Majesty in Council, Register 7:52 supplement (30 Dec
1834).

For Waterloo Dinners and reference to them, see Canton Register 3:13 (3 July 1830), 6:6
(3 May 1833), 7:25 (24 June 1834), 9:30 (26 July 1836), 9:46 (15 Nov 1836), 10:35 (29 Aug
1837). For the birthday dinner, see, for instance, Register 7:35 (2 Sept 1834). For corona-
tion, see Register 10:47 (21 Nov 1837), 10:48 (28 Nov 1837), 10:49 (5 Dec 1837); Press 3:12
(25 Nov 1837).

For research on Scottish celebration in India, see Buettner, ‘Haggis in the Raj.

Register 7:48 (2 Dec 1834), 8:48 (1 Dec 1835); Press 1:13 (5 Dec 1835), 3:13 (2 Dec
1837).

For an account of the print media, see King and Clark (eds.), Research Guide, pp. 41-48.
‘European Periodicals beyond the Ganges, Repository 5:4 (Aug 1836), p. 146. For a list of
Indian newspapers, see Barns, Indian Press, pp. 466-68; and Ogborn, Indian Ink.

Register 1:10 (8 Mar 1828).

The Hobart Town Courier, 13 September 1828.

For newspaper publication of this period, see Barker, Newspapers and English Society.
Asiatic Journal, April 1834.

Anderson, Imagined Communities.

Cheong, Mandarins and Merchants, pp. 145 and 263-71; Greenberg, British Trade, pp. 210
and 207-8.

M, C5/2, p. 1.

Indo Chinese Gleaner, no. 3 (Feb 1818).

King and Clarke, Research Guide, p. 41.

‘European Periodicals beyond the Ganges, Repository 5:4 (Aug 1836), pp. 147-50. This is
also recorded in Andrews, History of British Journalism, vol. 2, p. 314.

‘European Periodicals beyond the Ganges, Chinese Repository 5:4 (Aug 1836), pp. 159-60.
For British local newspapers in the making of British identity, see Colley, Britons, p. 41.
Register 1:2 (15 Nov 1827).

Ibid.

M, B2/2, p. 44.

For the Chinese record of the quay incident, see QDWJSL-DG, juan 4, pp. 43-49, and
Liang (ed.), Yue haiguan zhi, juan 27, pp. 1-15; a summary is in Guo, Jindai Zhongguo shi,
vol. 1, pp. 346-51.

For English record of the quay incident, see Register 4:10 (13 May 1831, extra 26 May
1831), 4:11 (6 June 1831), 4:12 (18 June 1831), 4:13 (4 July 1831), 4:14 (15 July 1831);
IOR, G/12/246, passim; a summary of the EIC account is in Morse, Chronicles, vol. 4,
pp. 278-92; quotation ‘To His Excellency the Governor, the Fooyuen, the Hoppo,
in Morse, Chronicles, vol. 4, p. 301.

Register 4:14 (15 July 1831).

Morse, Chronicles, vol. 4, pp. 283-84.

Register 4:11 (6 June 1831).
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For the Register’s discussion of women in Canton after this case, see 4:10 (13 May 1831),
4:13 (4 July 1831), 5:4 (16 Feb 1832), 5:5 (8 Mar 1832), 7:24 (17 June 1834), 7:50 (16 Dec
1834), 8:22 (2 June 1835).

For the Register’s report on Xies case, see 4:2 (17 Jan 1831), 4:10 (13 May 1831), Register
extra (26 May 1831), 4:11 (6 June 1831), 4:14 (15 July 1831), 4:15 (2 Aug 1831).

For the Mrs Baynes incident, see JM/C4/1, pp. 59-60, 77, 159. For the EIC’s record, see
IOR, FO, G/12/244, passim; for Morse’s summary, Chronicles, vol. 4, pp. 278-92. For the
Chinese record, see Liang, Yue Haiguan zhi, juan 27, pp. 1-15; and QDWJSL-DG, juan 4,
p. 40. For Guo's summary, Jindai Zhongguo shi, pp. 406-29.

For the new regulations, see QDWJSL-DG, juan 4, pp. 40-42.

For petition against the new regulations, see PRO, FO1048/31/43-48.

For the reaction of foreigners, see Register 3:21 (16 Oct 1830), 3:23 (15 Nov 1830), 3:24
(4 Dec 1830), 4:3 (2 Feb 1831), 4:11(6 June 1831), 4:14 (15 July 1831), 4:15 (2 Aug 1831),
4:16 (15 Aug 1831), 4:17 (2 Sept 1831), 4:19 (1 Oct 1831), 4:23 (1 Dec 1831), 4:24 (19 Dec
1831), 5:1 (2 Jan 1832), 5:1 (2 Jan 1832), 5:17 (3 Nov 1832), 6:2 (24 Jan 1833), 7:52 (30 Dec
1834).

‘British Subjects in China: To the Editor of the Canton Register, Register 4:13 (4 July 1831).
“To the Editor, Register 4:14 (15 July 1831).

“To the Editor of the Canton Gazette, Register 4:15 (2 Aug 1831).

‘“Treatment of Foreigners, Register 4:16 (15 Aug 1831).

‘China;, Singapore Chronicle and Commercial Register, 3 November 1831. These Singapore
Chronicle and Bengal Hurkaru reports were quoted by the Register; see Register 4:10
(13 May 1831), and 6:5 (13 Apr 1833). For discussion in London of the incident, see, for
example, The Times, 15 March, 12 April, 31 October, and 10 November 1831; and Bell’s
Weekly Messenger, no. 1858 (13 Nov 1831).

Brown, Board of Trade and Free Trade.

Schonhardt-Bailey, Rise of Free Trade, vol. 1, p. 12; Cain and Hopkins, ‘Political Economy
of British Expansion Overseas.

Greenberg, British Trade, pp. 175-84. For the rise of the Manchester merchants, see
Philips, East India Company, pp. 276-98; and Redford, Manchester Merchants and Foreign
Trade. For how free trade affected British perception of China, see Tsao, ‘Representing
China to the British Public in the Age of Free Trade’

Grant’s praise of the Register was in his bill to Parliament concerning the EIC Charter; see
Register 6:19 and 20 (26 Dec 1833).

‘Free Trade with China, Register 7:25 (24 June 1834); ‘Free Trade to All the Ports of the
Chinese Empire’ Register 7:48 (2 Dec 1834); ‘Free Trade to All the Ports of the Chinese
Empire, Register 7:50 (16 Dec 1834).

Register 7:17 (29 Apr 1834).

Register 7:39 (30 Sept 1834), italics added.

Register 7:39 (30 Sept 1834), italics in original.

Other issues of the Register that directly talked about free trade: 1:31 (9 Aug 1828), 7:25
(24 June 1834), 7:26 (17 June 1834), 7:26 (1 July 1834), 7:27 (8 July 1834), 7:29 (22 July
1834), 7:30 (29 July 1834), 7:48 (2 Dec 1834), 8:2 (13 Jan 1835), 8:19 (12 May 1835), 9:49
(6 Dec 1836), 7:25 (24 June 1834), 7:50 (16 Dec 1834).

‘Free Trade to China, Courier 1 (28 July 1831); ‘War with China, Courier 7 (8 Sept 1831).
The shared position did not prevent the fight between the two editors of the newspapers.
While the quarrels with the Chinese went on, the Courier’s proprietor William Wightman
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Wood and the Register’s editor Arthur S. Keating (1807-1838) exchanged aggressive
articles in the two newspapers in addition to trading abusive letters and personal verbal
abuse. The conflict between them resulted in a challenge of a duel, but it had more to do
with the American ‘travelling spinster’ Harriet Low Hillard, one of the few eligible ladies
of the foreign community in China, who lived in Macao and occasionally under disguise
ventured to Lintin and Canton. For the fight between the Courier and the Register, see, for
instance, Courier 1:28 (9 Feb 1832), 1:29 (16 Feb 1832); and Register 5:3 (2 Feb 1832), 6:12
(5 Aug 1833); for the duel, see Hillard, Lights and Shadows, pp. 320-22; and Hunter, Fan
Kwae, p. 112.

For instance, “The Ports of China’ and ‘Free Trade’ Repository 1:11 (Mar 1833), p. 456; and
4:12 (Apr 1836), p. 572; 2:8 (Dec 1833), pp. 360-61; 5:6 (Oct 1836), p. 241; 6:1 (May 1837),
p. 5; 6:8 (Dec 1837), p. 390; 2:3 (July 1833), p. 128.

For instance, Press 1:40 (11 June 1836).

Register 4:10 (13 May 1831).

Ibid.

Register 4:12 (18 June 1831).

For the book ordered, see JM, B6/10, L638; see also Greenberg, British Trade, p. 74nl;
and Le Pichon (ed.), China Trade and Empire, p. 163.

Zhiguo zhi yong daliie [A sketch on the practicalities of policymaking] contains twenty-
one pages in double leaves. The publication date is said to be 1839 (Lutz, Opening China,
p. 339) or 1840 (Oxford Bodleian Library [OBL] Online Catalogue). Karl Giitzlaff is
attributed by both Lutz and OBL to be the author. But the preface of the book states
that it was by Ma Lixun fE&#%. (It could be Robert Morrison or his son John Robert
Morrison. John used both his own and his father’s Chinese names after Robert’s death.)
Robert Morrison died in 1834, and the preface does not say or suggest that this is a
posthumous publication. If it was the father, it could in fact have been published before
1834. Further information is necessary for the exact date of publication and the author to
be determined.

Zhiguo, pp. 3b—4a. The original Chinese read, “(F-& 7 & 7 B3 HEE .

Zhiguo, p. 16a. The original Chinese read, ‘{HE ~ I ~ B—HIRH - A F| Bz
R

Aihanzhe (eds.), Dongxiyang kao meiyue tongjizhuan [Eastern Western monthly maga-
zine]. The republication in 1997 has a comprehensive introduction to the magazine
written by the editor Huang Shijian. For the articles about trade, see the Huang edition,
pp. 301-2, pp. 314-16, pp. 331-32, pp. 344-45, pp. 359-60, pp. 369-70, pp. 382-83,
pp- 393-94, pp. 407-8.

Aihanzhe (eds.), Dongxiyang kao, p. 315. The original Chinese read, ‘4B RIREE > BIF
.

For the fictional writing, see Aihanzhe, Dongxiyang kao, pp. 331-32, pp. 344-45,
pp. 359-60, pp. 369-70, pp. 382-83, pp. 393-94, pp. 407-8.

See Aihanzhe (eds.), Dongxiyang kao, ‘Maoyi’ [Trade], pp. 314-16; Xun xindi’ [Searching
for newland], pp. 394-95; and ‘Gongbanya’ [The East India Companies], pp. 418-20.
Gutzlaft, Maoyi tongzhi, pp. 14a-30a.

Ibid., pp. 8a-13a; for the term sanshang, see p. 11a.

For missionaries’ Chinese publications of this period, see Hanan, “The Missionary Novels
of Nineteenth-Century China’; for their geohistorical and Christian publications, see
Barnett and Fairbank eds., Christianity in China.
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Maoyi tongzhi was quoted fourteen times by Wei Yuan (see Xiong, Xixuedongjian, p. 120).
I will explain more about Wei Yuan and his books in Chapter 4.

For the book ordered, see JM, B6/10, L638; see also Le Pichon (ed.), China Trade and
Empire, p. 163.

McCulloch, Dictionary, p. 233, italics in original. This passage was reprinted and then
repudiated in the Register 8:1 (6 Jan 1835).

Smith, Wealth of Nations, p. 65.

Register 4:10 (13 May 1831); Collie, Chinese Classical Work.

Collie, Chinese Classical Work, vol. 1, pp. 78-79. Chin Seang (Chen Xiang); Heu Hing
(Xu Xing), or Heu Tsze (Xu Zi). Tsze (Zi) was a suffix of respect; Prince Tang
(Tengwengong).

Zhiguo, pp. 2b-3a and 7a-7b; and Maoyi tongzhi, pp. 2b-3a and 55b; Aihanzhe (eds.),
Dongxiyang kao, p. 314.

Greenberg, British Trade, p. 167.

For the petition see PRO, FO 1048/30/5; and Register Supplement (18 Dec 1830) and 4:2
(17 Jan 1831); more details in Chapter 6.

For the Press leaving a space, see Press 1:46 (23 July 1836).

For the Register’s suggestion concerning Howqua, see Register 9:30 (26 July 1836).

For reports of the incident, see Register 8:49, supplement (8 Dec 1835); and Press 1:15
(19 Dec 1835).

See Register 6:5 (13 Apr 1833), 7:46 (18 Nov 1834), 8:1 (6 Jan 1835), 8:10 (10 Mar 1835),
8:28 (14 July 1835).

JM, C5/2, pp. 1-3.

Calcutta Courier (7 Nov 1835), quoted from Register 9:10 (8 Mar 1836). For another
example of the Calcutta Courier’s disagreement on the war position with the Register, see
Register 8:21 (26 May 1836).

It seems the Press had certain American connections, but thus far I have not been able to
find evidence.

Franklin, Account of the Supremest Court.

Press 1:1 (12 Sept 1835), 1:3 (26 Sept 1835).

For Governor-General Lu Kun, see Press 1:4 (3 Oct 1835); for the piracy issue, Press 1:16
(26 Dec 1835).

For comments on Elliot, see Press 3:16 (23 Dec 1837).

Press 1:45 (16 July 1836).

Ibid., italics in original.

For the circulation of the Register and Press, see Repository 5:4 (Aug 1836), p. 159.
‘Canton Petition to the King, “To the Editor of the Canton Press, and ‘Petition, in Press
1:6 (17 Oct 1835). For the Register’s version of the analysis of the petitioners, see ‘In the
Last Number of the Canton Press, Canton Register 8:42 (20 Oct 1835); and ‘Petition to
the King in Council, Canton Register 9:28 (12 July 1836). For the Register’s analysis of
other newspapers, see Petition of British Subjects at Canton, ‘In Our Columns, and
‘Dear Mr. Editor’, Register 8:5 (3 Feb 1835); ‘Petition to the King in Council, Register 8:22
(2 June 1835); ‘Why Do the Heathen Rage, and the People Imagine a Vain Thing, and
‘Dear Mr. Editor, Register 8:10 (10 Mar 1835). The number of signatures on the petition in
the Register was ninety-one, and that which Matheson presented in London had eighty-
eight signatures; see Matheson, Present Position and Prospects.

Press 1:6 (17 Oct 1835).
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115. Ibid.

116. Press 1:7 (24 Oct 1835).

117. Press 1:7 (24 Oct 1835).

118. Press 3:24 (17 Feb 1837).

119. For approval of Americans, Press 1:5 (10 Oct 1835).

120. The pamphlet: Facts Relating to Chinese Commerce. See Register, 3:20 (2 Oct 1830) for the
reaction of the American. For the Americans in Canton in this period, see Downs, Golden
Ghetto; for the case of Francis Terranova, see Chen, ‘Strangled by the Chinese and Kept
“Alive” by the British.

121. Register 3:20 (2 Oct 1830).

122. For Jardine’s letter, see Register 3:20 (2 Oct 1830), 3:21 (16 Oct 1830); also Greenberg,
British Trade, p. 73.

Chapter Three

1.  For a comprehensive study of the Factories, see Farris, ‘Thirteen Factories of Canton.

2. For the interaction between Chinese merchants and staff of the EIC, see PRO, FO 1048
and FO 233/189; and IOR, G/12 and R/10. For a first-hand account of the Canton system,
see Hunter, Fan Kwae. Morse’s work was seminal in understanding the Canton system; see
International Relations, pp. 63-93. For the daily transactions of the Canton system, see
van Dyke, Canton Trade.

3. Statistical Department of the Inspectorate of Customs, Treaties, Conventions, pp. 352-53.

4. For the Manchu identity and rule in China, see Crossley, Translucent Mirror; Elliot,
Manchu Way; and Rawski, Last Emperors. For Qing expansion, see Perdue, China Marches
West.

5. The following account of what happened between 1755 and 1759 is based mainly on
Chinese records, including archives newly published by the First Historical Archive
Beijing and fragment EIC records of these years. For previous study, see, for instance,
Farmer, Tames Flint versus the Canton Interest’; Morse, International Relations, p. 67;
van Dyke, Canton Trade, p. 14; Guo, Jindai Zhongguo shi, vol. 1, pp. 568-88; and Cheong,
Hong Merchants, pp. 99-102.

6.  For the clearing of the coast, see Wang, Ming Qing haijiang, pp. 141-53; for the signifi-
cance of clearing the coast, see van de Ven, “The Onrush of Modern Globalization in
China, pp. 170-73.

7. Huang, Yapian zhanzheng qian de dongnan sisheng haiguan, pp. 21-39. See also Gang,
Qing Opening to the Ocean, pp. 79-98.

8. Cheong, Mandarins and Merchants, pp. 8 and 11. The exact locations of the ports
changed from time to time but were in the vicinity. See Huang, Dongnan sisheng haiguan,
pp- 23-39.

9.  Cheong, Mandarins and Merchants, p. 322.

10. For the advantages of Canton port, see van Dyke, Canton Trade, pp. 13-17.

11. ‘Qianlong, 20/5/16 (25 July 1755); and others in SLXK, pp. 354 and 357.

12. ‘Qianlong, 20/5/16 (25 July 1755); SLXK, vol. 10, sent to Ningbo, pp. 354 and 356.

13. Ibid., p. 357.

14. ‘Qianlong, 21/05/28 (25 June 1756), in Z-QGYGA, vol. 3, p. 1278.

15. Z-QGYGA, pp. 1143, 1177, 1183, and 1203.
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Guo, Jindai Zhongguo shi, vol. 1, p. 569.

The original ‘prohibition’ document seems not to have survived, but it was quoted in this
memorial: ‘Qianlong, 21/r09/10 (2 Nov 1756); in Z-QGYGA, vol. 3, p. 1286.
N-SGDZBZG, No. 701001110, the original Chinese read, ‘& A BB Z07f%
21 4. Zhou was in the same year reinstalled and appointed as governor of Guangdong.
The reappointment was likely announced before he reached the post station; see
A-NGDKDA, No. 054778-001, original Chinese read, ‘TEzf 5 |- /& i Z-HF 5 5K .
‘Qianlong, 20/05/11 (20 July 1755); in SLXK, vol. 10, pp. 353-54.

Wu’s memorial was quoted in ‘Qianlong, 21/07/09 (4 Aug 1756), in Z-QGYGA, vol. 3,
p. 1280.

‘Qianlong, 21/07/09 (4 Aug 1756); in Z-QGYGA, vol. 3, p. 1280; Grand Council, Junjichu
FR.

‘Qianlong, 22/01/08 (25 Feb 1757); and ‘Qianlong, 22/02/21 (9 Apr 1757); in Z-QGYGA,
vol. 3, pp. 1590 and 1594-95.

‘Qianlong, 21/12/20 (8 Feb 1757);, in Z-QGYGA, vol. 3, pp. 1299-404, 1467-589.
‘Qianlong, 22/07/22 (26 Aug 1757); in Z-QGYGA, vol. 3, pp. 1626 and 1628. The original
Chinese read, ‘5 7 G EIE .

‘Qianlong, 22/08/08 (20 Sep 1757)} in Z-QGYGA, vol. 3, pp. 1629-35.

‘Qianlong, 22/08/08 (20 Sep 1757), ‘Qianlong, 22/10/22 (3 Dec 1757), and ‘Qianlong
22/10/22 (3 Dec 1757); in Z-QGYGA, vol. 3, pp. 1629-35 and 1636-44. It seems rather
puzzling that the two memorials were presented by Yang on the same day on the same
topic with minor differences, and they both belonged to the category of ‘red vermillion
memorial. The emperor commented on the first, agreeing that the livelihoods of the
Cantonese should be taken care of (p. 1635), while he wrote on the second one that the
ministers should discuss and report back (p. 1644). Also, the second one has more details
of how Yang arrived at Ningbo.

‘Qianlong, 22/11/10 (20 Dec 1757), in Z-QGYGA, vol. 3, pp. 1654-59.

‘Qianlong, 23/02/20 (27 Feb 1758); in Z-QGYGA, vol. 3, pp. 1680-85.

‘Qianlong, 23/09/25 (26 Oct 1758)’, in Z-QGYGA, vol. 4, pp. 1697-700.

‘Qianlong, 24/r06/22 (14 Aug 1758); in Z-QGYGA, vol. 4, pp. 1747-54.

‘Qianlong, 24/6/29 (23 July 1759)) in SLXK, p. 114.

‘Undated, Z-QGYGA, vol. 3, pp. 1258-64.

‘Qianlong, 21/07/09 (4 Aug 1756)), in Z-QGYGA, vol. 3, p. 1280.

‘Qianlong, 24/09/04 (24 Oct 1759); in SLXK, vol. 4, pp. 117-25. The irony is that Flint
paid a bribe of 5,000 liang for the petition on corruption to be presented. See Morse,
International Relations, vol. 1, pp. 301-5.

Z-QGYGA, vol. 3, p. 1466; vol. 4, p. 1886; for the search for Lin, see vol. 4, pp. 1985-89.
‘Qianlong 24/09/16 (5 Nov 1759);, SLXK, vol. 3, pp. 94-95; for the search of the Wangs, see
Z-QGYGA, vol. 4, pp. 1945-46 and 2031-37.

See Z-QGYGA, vol. 4, pp. 1990 and 1951-54.

See Z-QGYGA, vol. 4, pp. 1990-92, 2169-76, and 2231-34. For British account of Flint,
see PRO, FO 233/189, pp. 6, 7, 11, and 13; IOR, R/10/4, pp. 8 and 154, and G/12/195,
pp. 24-27.

Z-QGYGA, vol. 3, pp. 1260-61 and 1424-27.

This confirms what Paul van Dyke has argued: the Canton system of trade can be traced
back to 1700 as the starting point; see Canton Trade, p. xiv.
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Notes to pp. 44-50

For the tea trade, see Wills, ‘European Consumption of Asian Production in the 17th
and 18th centuries, p. 144; for the tea trade of this period in general, see Mui and Mui,
Management of Monopoly.

For the Jesuit’s mission, see Brockey, Journey to the East.

For Kangxi learning mathematics, see Wang, Kangxi huangdi, pp. 41-44. The instruments
can now be seen in the Palace Museum in Beijing, which I visited in September 2007.
‘Kangxi, 27/07/57 (23/08/1718)’, in KXCHWZPZZHB, vol. 8, p. 268. The original Chinese
read, TEERNNE A SRR M B TERE L E BRE 5.

Brockey, Journey to the East, pp. 43-49 in particular; Spence, Memory Palace.

Van Dyke, Canton Trade, p. 26.

VEESTH Borg. Cinese. 439 E, in Biblioteca Apostolica Vaticana, Rome. Also partially
quoted in Morse, Chronicles, vol. 1, pp. 163-64.

Mingshi B 5 [History of the Ming], juan 323, On Liisong (Luzon), in A-HJQWZLK.
‘Qianlong, 07/02/03 (3 March 1737); in SLXK, vol. 22, pp. 803-4.

Brockey, Journey to the East, pp. 184-203.

For the persecution, see Laamann, Christian Heretics.

For the Sunu clan case, see Brockey, Journey to the East, p. 195; and Elliott, Manchu Way,
pp. 240-41.

Cao, ‘Qingdai Guangdong tizhi.

For the rebellion of this period, see Naquin, Millenarian Rebellion and Shantung Rebellion;
Kuhn, Rebellion and Its Enemies; and Wang, White Lotus Rebels.

John King Fairbank exemplified this argument in Trade and Diplomacy, p. 52.

See Chapter 5.

For the rules, see Z-QGYGA, vol. 3, pp. 1998-2015.

See Chapter 6.

For the revision, see Jiaqing, 20/04/14 (02 June 1809)’, in QDWJSL-JQ, vol. 3, pp. 9a-10b.
For the memorial, see Liang (ed.), Yue haiguan zhi, juan 29, pp. 19-27. For English transla-
tions of the regulations, see the Canton Register 4:11 (6 June 1831); and Morse, Chronicles,
vol. 4, pp. 293-301.

For Lu Kun’s revision, see Liang (ed.), Yue haiguan zhi, juan 29, pp. 28a-36a.

See Cheong, Hong Merchants, pp. 332 and 326.

The commissioner of customs belonged to the Board of Revenue but the revenue
was controlled by the Imperial Household Office (neiwufu), as was the appointment;
thus, it ended up that most often Manchus were appointed to the lucrative post. See
Huang, Dongnan sisheng haiguan, pp. 40-95; for the duties of the commissioners, see
Chen, Insolvency of the Chinese Hong Merchants, pp. 24-29.

For a general introduction to the Qing bureaucracy, see Metzger, Internal Organization of
Cl'ing Bureaucracy.

Cheong, Hong Merchants, p. 326.

For the Hong merchants, see van Dyke, Merchants of Canton and Macao; Cheong, Hong
Merchants; Morse, Gilds of China; Liang, Guangdong shisanhang.

For Poankeequa II, see Chen, Dongya haiyu yigian nian, pp. 309-48; van Dyke, Merchants
of Canton and Macao, pp. 193-94; Cheong, Mandarins and Merchants, pp. 159-64.
Cheong, Hong Merchants of Canton, p. 302.

For instance, Liang (ed.), Yue haiguan zhi, juan 29, pp. 28-36.

Greenberg, British Trade, pp. 51-53; van Dyke, Canton Trade, p. 11; Cheong, Hong
Merchants, p. 302.
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For linguists, see van Dyke, Canton Trade, pp. 77-94.

For compradors, see van Dyke, Canton Trade, pp. 51-76.

Register 4:11 (6 June 1831).

For the system, see Guo, Jindai Zhongguo shi, vol. 1, pp. 331-77; and van Dyke, Canton
Trade.

Morse, Chronicles, vol. 1, p. viii. For the change in 1786, see IOR, R/10/33 (Court’s letter
of 24 March 1786); for a general narrative of the history of early Canton trade, see IOR,
G/12/20, pp. 377-80.

For tea trade figures and credit flow in Canton, see Chen, Insolvency of the Chinese Hong
Merchants, pp. 44-53.

For the amount of port revenue sent to the court between 1684 and 1844, see Huang,
Dongnan sisheng haiguan, pp. 419-82.

For examples, see ‘Proclamations, Register 4:19 (1 Oct 1831).

‘Hukoukao yi’ 7 [[15%— [Part one of household registration], Qingchao wenxian tongkao.
For the twelfth-century record of the mutual responsibility system, see “The Mutual
Responsibility System, in Ebrey (ed.), Chinese Civilization.

For the 1744 case, see Liang, Yue haiguan zhi, juan 28, pp. 2-3; for the 1809 case, see
SLXK, vol. 3, pp. 56-57 and 104-6. Seeking guarantors was a significant feature in every
aspect of the foreign trade in the Qing period, even the construction of oceangoing ships;
see Guo, ‘Qingdai gianqi haiwai maoyi guanli’

Zhang, ‘Cong Hezhou shibian kan Qianlong chao minbian’

Naquin and Rawski, Chinese Society in the Eighteenth Century, pp. 16-17.

The foreigners knew the baojia, but they did not seem to link it to the Canton system.
E. C. Bridgman mentioned this system in ‘Notices of China, Repository 2:1 (May 1834): 18.
For an English record of the appointment of a French consul to Canton, see IOR, G/12/66,
p- 190.

‘Relations between the United States of America and China, Repository 5:5 (Sept 1836):
219.

‘Qianlong, 20/09/28 (2 Nov 1755) in SLXK, vol. 12, p. 425.

‘Tiagian, 08/04/14 (21 May1809), in QDWJSL-JQ, vol. 3, p. 6. The Chinese read, ‘575 |
IR 2R PR A T e A0 M T 7 SR e AR

‘Circa April 1831} in SLXK, vol. 10, p. 362. The original Chinese read, “H 352 % 7,55
ANBFFER.

Song in 1793 had accompanied halfway the embassy’s journey south to Canton. In 1811,
when Song arrived in Canton as governor-general of Guangdong and Guangxi and
learned that Staunton was in the Thirteen Factories, they renewed their friendship. The
EIC capitalized on this friendship to solve a dispute at the time. Three years later the court
intervened that terminated the friendship. For Staunton’s communication and exchange
of gifts with Song between 1811 and 1814, see PRO, FO 1048/11/18-24, FO 1048/11/26,
FO 1048/11/35, FO 1048/12/1, FO 1048/12/2, FO 1048/12/8, FO 1048/14/54, and FO
1048/14/66; and IOR, G/12/20, pp. 298-99.

This letter to the governor is recorded in the proceedings of Parliament in London;
see ‘Extract from Mr. C. Grants Speech June 13th} in Register 6:19 & 20 (26 Dec 1833),
italics added. The speech shows that Parliament at this point held Qing China in great
respect.

‘Last Letter from the Honourable Company’s Chief at Macao to the Viceroy’, Register 7:18
(6 May 1834).
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Notes to pp. 54-56

‘Election of a Chief’, Register 7:44 (4 Nov 1834). The translation was by the Register, hence
‘Barbarian Eye’ for yimu.

PRO, FO 82/2462. One of the memorials was translated into English and published in
the Register, entitled ‘Postcript [sic] to a Dispatch from the Governor of Canton to the
Emperor, Register 10:5 (24 Jan 1837).

Register 10:18 (2 May 1837).

PRO, FO 682/2462/47, and FO 682/2462/52. The case was also published in the Canton
Press 3:3 (23 Sept 1837).

For stopping trade during the Napier Affair, see Hunter, Fan Kwae, pp. 127-32; for another
three occasions of stopping trade, see Register 3:25 (18 Dec 1830), 4:1 (3 Jan 1831), 7:1
(7 Jan 1834).

Press 4:9 (3 Nov 1838). For the establishing and removal of the seamen’s hospital-ship, see
Register 8:4 (27 Jan 1835), 8:24 (16 June 1835), 8:25 (23 June 1835), 9:39 (27 Sept 1836),
9:48 (29 Nov 1836), 11:1 (2 Jan 1837), 11:15 (10 Apr 1838), 11:26 (26 Jun 1838); Press
1:44 (9 July 1836), 1:47 (30 July 1836), 1:51 (27 Aug 1836), 2:1 (10 Sept 1836), 2:7 (22 Oct
1836), 3:32 (14 Apr 1838), 3:37 (19 May 1838), 3:40 (9 June 1838), 3:42 (23 June 1838),
3:44 (7 July 1838).

Examples of punishment of Chinese in order to force the foreigners to cooperate: in the
Flint incident, Register 3:17 (25 Aug 1830); in the case of an American petition, Register
1:20 (7 May 1828); for Western women in Canton, Register 3:23 (15 Nov 1830), and 4:13
(4 July 1831); in the Napier Affair, Register 7:33 (19 Aug 1834); in other cases, Register 8:11
(17 Mar 1835), 9:47 (22 Nov 1836), 8:2 (13 Jan 1835), and 6:13 and 14 (16 Sept 1833).
I0R, G/12/262, pp. 34-35; Hunter, Fan Kwae, p. 45.

For examples of the British merchants stopping trade, see during 1813-1814: Greenberg,
British Trade, p. 52. During 1829-1830: Register 3:2 (19 Jan 1830), 3:3 (3 Feb 1830), 3:4
(15 Feb 1830), 3:7 (29 Mar 1830), and 5:1 (2 Jan 1832); also Greenberg, British Trade,
p. 43; Melancon, Britain’s China Policy, p. 20; Guo, Jindai Zhongguo shi, vol. 1, p. 503.
During April 1839, see Melancon, Britain’s China Policy, p. 79.

For the first meeting of the Chamber of Commerce, see Register 7:33 (19 Aug 1834).

For the Chamber of Commerce, see Register 7:31 (5 Aug 1834), 7:33 (19 Aug 1834), 7:40
(7 Oct 1834), 7:45 (11 Nov 1834), 7:46 (18 Nov 1834), 7:47 (25 Nov 1834), 7:50 (16 Dec
1834), 8:3 (20 Jan 1835), 8:4 (27 Jan 1835), 8:8 (25 Feb 1835), 8:9 (3 Mar 1835), 8:16
(21 Apr 1835), 8:20 (19 May 1835), 8:44 (2 Nov 1835), 9:15 (12 Apr 1836), 9:16 (19 Apr
1836), 9:20 (17 May 1836); and Press 1:30 (2 Apr 1836), and 1:32 (16 Apr 1836).

For the General Chamber of Commerce, see Press 1:4 (3 Oct 1835), 1:32 (16 Apr 1836),
2:11 (19 Nov 1836), 2:12 (26 Nov 1836), 2:13 (3 Dec 1836), 2:19 (14 Jan 1837), 2:29 (25 Mar
1837), 2:31 (8 Apr 1837), 2:32 (15 Apr 1837), 2:36 (13 May 1837), 3:10 (1 Nov 1837), 3:12
(25 Nov 1837), 3:11 (8 Nov 1837), 3:14 (9 Dec 1837), 3:17 (30 Dec 1837), 3:19 (13 Jan
1837), 3:26 (3 Mar 1837), 3:29 (24 Mar 1838), 3:43 (30 June 1838), 3:49 (11 Aug 1838),
4:10 (10 Nov 1838), 4:13 (1 Dec 1838); and Register 9:48 (29 Nov 1836), 9:49 (13 Dec
1836), 10:2 (10 Jan 1837), 10:14 (4 Apr 1837), 10:16 (18 Apr 1837), 10:18 (2 May 1837),
10:19 (9 May 1837), 10:21 (23 May 1837), 10:21 (23 May 1837), 10:22 (30 May 1837),
10:24 (13 June 1837), 10:28 (11 July 1837), 10:44 (31 Oct 1837), 10:45 (7 Nov 1837), 10:46
(14 Nov 1837), 10:48 (28 Nov 1837), 10:49 (5 Dec 1837), 10:52 (26 Dec 1837), 11:2 (9 Jan
1838), 11:12 (20 Mar 1838).
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Examples of communication between the General Chamber of Commerce and Hong
merchants: Press 4:13 (1 Dec 1838), 4:14 (8 Dec 1838), 4:15 (15 Dec 1838), 4:16 (22 Dec
1838), 4:17 (27 Dec 1838).

Press 3:19 (13 Jan 1837); see also Press 4:13 (1 Dec 1838) for a letter concerning another
plea from the Hong merchants to the chamber.

‘Remarks on the Trade of Canton [by Frederick Pigou, Esq. 1754.], Register 8:10 (10 Mar
1835), italics in original.

“Treaty with China, Repository 4:10 (Feb 1836), p. 445. Greenberg, British Trade, p. 45.
‘Charles Grant, “East-India Company’s Charter”, Hansard, HC Deb. vol. 18 (13 June
1833), col. 709. Also quoted in Melancon, Britain’s China Policy, p. 22.

‘Grey to Napier, 10 January 1834, in Grey’s Papers, GRE/B42/2/5, quoted from Melancon,
Britain’s China Policy, p. 37.

‘Free Trade to All the Ports of the Chinese Empire} Register 7:25 (24 June 1834).
‘Instructions to LT.COL. Cathcart, Whitehall, Nov 30th, 1787, in Morse, Chronicles, vol. 2,
p. 164.

For Marjoribanks’s pamphlet, see Register 5:10 (18 July 1832). For Morrison’s Chinese
translation and a Chinese account of these voyages, see Guo, Jindai Zhongguo shi, vol. 1,
pp. 588-622; Lindsay and Giitzlaff, Report of Proceedings on a Voyage to the Northern Ports
of China; Gutzlaft, Journal of Three Voyages along the Coast of China. For the Register’s
report on Marjoribanks advocating China’s case as an MP in London, see Register 7:20
(20 May 1834) and 7:23 (10 June 1834). For discussion of the voyage, see Su, Ma Lixun,
pp. 113-30; and Morse, Chronicles, vol. 4, p. 332.

For the English text, see Register 5:10 (18 July 1832); the original Chinese read, ‘7[5
SIERESCA T 58 2 R T (A SR B - EL P 1 B R B S R P AET
EY; see Guo, Jindai Zhongguo shi, vol. 1, p. 619.

For the Chinese letters that the British received during the journey, see Xu (ed.),
Da zhong ji.

‘Daoguang 12/07/02 (28 July 1832)} SLXK, vol. 13, p. 471.

‘Daoguang 12/06/01 (28 June 1832)) in SLXK, pp. 397-98.

‘LE Governor & c to the Hong Merchants, Register 1:39 (15 Nov 1828).

Ibid.

For the forbidding of books and learning Chinese, see SLXK, vol. 10, pp. 361-63; for the
Chinese teacher killed, see Hunter, Fan Kwae, p. 37.

Su, Zhongguo Kaimen; for Morrison’ Chinese teachers, see pp. 43-64; for the Chinese
books he brought with him, see p. 123.

‘Neumann, Karl Friedrich, Encyclopeedia Britannica (1911).

Register 4:12 (18 June 1831). The original Chinese read, “N& K EHESH] 5 B £ 3=

Chapter Four

1.

‘Proceedings Relative to the Formation of a Society for the Diffusion of Useful Knowledge
in Ching, in PRO, FO 17/ 89; also partly in Chinese Repository 3:8 (Dec 1834), pp. 378-84,
italics added. A version of this chapter has been published in Modern Asian Studies, see
Chen, An Information War Waged by Merchants and Missionaries at Canton.
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Notes to pp. 61-69

For the modernization argument of the SDUKC, which I will not repeat here, see
Rubinstein, ‘Propagating the Democratic Gospel’; Drake, ‘E. C. Bridgman’s Portrayal of
the West’; and Lazich, ‘Diffusion of Useful Knowledge'.

‘Proceedings Relative to the Formation of a Society for the Diffusion of Useful Knowledge
in China, in PRO, FO 17/ 89.

Hillemann argued that the changing perceptions of China on the British side around
this time made war against China imaginable; see Asian Empire and British Knowledge,
pp. 104-5.

‘Prize Essay’, Register 4:12 (18 June 1831), italics added. See Chapter 2.

‘Civilization, Miscellany, pp. 11-12.

Ibid.

‘Progress Society), Register 5:5 (8 Mar 1832).

Ibid.

“The Press in China, Register 6:6 (31 May 1833).

‘Prospectus of a Monthly Periodical in the Chinese Language, Register 6:10 (15 July 1833).
Ibid.

Greenberg, British Trade, pp. 139-40.

‘Chinese Monthly Magazine, Register 7:15 (15 Apr 1834). Greenberg quoted this from the
Jardine Matheson Archives, but he did not note the source, because he read uncatalogued
documents. Further research is needed to determine Giitzlaft’s source of funds.

“The Chinese Magazine, Repository 2:5 (Sept 1833), pp. 234-36.

‘The Chinese Magazine, Courier 3:6 (23 Sept 1833).

‘Chinese Monthly Magazine, Register 7:15 (15 Apr 1834).

Ibid., italics in original.

For the SDUK, see Smith, Society for the Diffusion of Useful Knowledge.

‘Literary Notices, Repository 2:7 (Nov 1833), pp. 329-31.

For the SDUK’s note and abstract of the pamphlet, see ‘Literary Notices, Chinese Repository
2:7 (Nov 1833), pp. 329-31; quotation on p. 329.

For the circulation of the Penny Magazine, see Secord, Victorian Sensation, p. 68; and
Bennett, ‘Editorial Character and Readership of the Penny Magazine’

For Brougham, see Lobban, ‘Brougham, Henry Peter’.

‘Society for the Diffusion of Useful Knowledge in China, Register 7:26 (1 July 1834).
Register 7:49 (9 Dec 1834).

For the regulations of the society, see Register 7:49 (9 Dec 1834).

‘First Report of the Society for the Diffusion of Useful Knowledge in China, Repository
4:8 (Dec 1835), pp. 354-61.

‘Second Report of the Society for the Diffusion of Useful Knowledge in China, Repository
5:11 (Mar 1837), pp. 507-13.

“The Third Annual Report of the Society for the Diffusion of Useful Knowledge in China,
Repository 6:7 (Nov 1837), pp. 33440, italics added.

Ibid.

Ibid.

‘Second Report, p. 512.

‘Fourth Annual Report of the Society for the Diffusion of Useful Knowledge in China,
Repository 7:8 (December 1838), pp. 399-410, quotation on pp. 400-401, italics added.
Ibid., pp. 400.

Ibid., pp. 400-401.
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Ibid.

See Xiong, Xixue dongjian, p. 171.

‘Second Report, p. 509.

Rubinstein, Origins of the Anglo-American Missionary Enterprise in China, p. 131.

“Third Annual Report, p. 334.

‘First Report, pp. 354-55; and “Third Annual Report, pp. 335-56. For the translated term,
see Aihanzhe (ed.), Dongxiyang kao, p. 185.

The term ‘devils’ originated in the context of European pirates on the south China coast
during the early years of the encounter between China and the West; see Liu, Clash of
Empires, pp. 96-107.

For Samuel Dyer and Legrand working on movable type, see Su, Ma Lixun, pp. 191-202.
‘First Report, p. 356; ‘Second Report, pp. 512-13; and “Third Annual Report, p. 339.

For the English version of the Napier’s placard, see ‘Interesting to the Chinese Merchants,
Register 7:35 (2 Sept 1834).

‘Chinese Monthly Magazine, Register 7:15 (15 Apr 1834).

‘First Report, p. 357; ‘Second Report, p. 509. For publication in Singapore, see Chng and
Zhou, Jidujiao Chuanjiaoshi, pp. 272-300.

‘First Report.

‘Chinese Monthly Magazine, Register 7:15 (15 Apr 1834).

For Edwin Steven’s account of the voyage to Fuji, see Repository 4:2 (June 1835), pp. 82-96.
Steven mentioned only Christian books, but when the Register complained about the
Canton authorities searching for those Chinese who assisted in the writing and printing
of the tracts, it alluded to the distribution of the magazine, see ‘Freedom of Press in China,
Register 8:38 (22 Sept 1835).

‘First Report), p. 356; ‘Second Report, p. 512; “Third Annual Report, pp. 339-40; ‘Fourth
Annual Report; pp. 403-4. For the publication and distribution of the magazine, see
Huang, ‘Daoyan (Introduction)) in Aihanzhe (ed.), Dongxiyang kao, pp. 3-35.

‘First Report, pp. 359-60.

For the personal distribution of Bridgman’s book, see Lazich, E. C. Bridgman, pp. 144 and
154; for Bridgman’s revision of the treatise, see Xiong, Xixue dongjian, pp. 117-18.
Xiong, Xixue dongjian, pp. 220-26; and Su, Zhongguo kaimen, pp. 226-32. For the discus-
sion of the letter to Queen Victoria, see Liu, Clash of Empires, pp. 91-94.

For political factionalism, see Polachek, Inner Opium War, pp. 125-35.

Xiong, Xixue dongjian, pp. 255-66. For Wei Yuan, see Barnett, ‘Wei Yuan and Westerners’;
and Leonard, Wei Yuan and China’s Rediscovery of the Maritime World.

Xiong, Xixue dongjian, pp. 255-66.

Ibid., pp. 226-39.

For Xu Jiyu (Hsu Chi-yu), see Drake, China Charts the World.

Murray Rubinstein explains the society as part of the activities initiated by the foreign
community in China to ‘overturn its tradition and become a modern, industrial, Christian
nation state, seeing SDUKC as one of the earliest attempts to bring the fruits of modernity
into China. See Rubinstein, ‘Propagating the Democratic Gospel, p. 258.

Drake, ‘E. C. Bridgman’s Portrayal of the West’; Lazich, ‘Diffusion of Useful Knowledge,
p. 316; also Lazich, E. C. Bridgman, p. 120.

Rubinstein, “The Wars They Wanted..

‘“To the King’s Most Excellent Majesty in Council, in Matheson, Present Position and
Prospects of the British Trade with China.
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64. ‘Objects of the Society, Repository 3:8 (Dec 1834), p. 382; also in PRO, FO 17/9.

65. ‘First Report, p. 355.

66. Proceedings, pp. 380-81; ‘First Report, p. 361. ‘Second Report, p. 507; “Third Annual
Report, p. 340; and ‘Fourth Annual Report, p. 410. There are three individuals, William
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Canton trade.

67. ‘Proceedings Relative to the Formation of the Morrison Education Society’, Repository 5:8
(Dec 1836), pp. 373-81; also in PRO, FO 17/9.

68. For the founding of the Medical Missionary Society, see Colledge and Parker, Address and
Minutes of Proceedings of the Medical Missionary Society.

69. ‘Suggestions for the Formation of a Medical Missionary Society, Repository 5:8 (Dec
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76. ‘Fourth Annual Report, p. 407.

77. Ibid., p. 408; for the original regulation, see ‘Proceedings, p. 383.
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79. Cohen, ‘Christian Missions and Their Impact to 1900} pp. 543-90.

Chapter Five

1. “To the Kings Most Excellent Majesty in Council, in Matheson, Present Position and
Prospects of the British Trade with China, p. 131, italics added.

2. Liu, Clash of Empires, Chapter 2; Fang, ‘Yi, Yang, Xi, Wai and Other Terms.

3. Staunton, Memoirs, pp. 63-65.

4. IOR, R/10/39, ff. 40-41; G/12/154, passim. Staunton, Memoirs, pp. 34-35.

5. PRO, FO 1048/14/73. The original Chinese read, ‘{5 &= 2 =5 I N f .

6. Lydia Liu argued that the British started translating yi as ‘barbarians’ instead of as ‘for-
eigners’ in around 1832 and believed that Gitzlaff played a major role in it (Liu, Clash of
Empires, pp. 41-42). This chapter reveals that the yi issue started in 1814, and Gtzlaff’s
confrontation with Chinese authorities in 1832 was the end product of the public debate
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7. Morse, Chronicles, vol. 4, p. 152.

8. Morrison (ed.), Dictionary of the Chinese Language, 1815.

9. ‘Translation of the Petition from the Gentry Balliffs & Co. of Mongha Village, to the
Kwanmanfoo, against the New Road, and ‘Decision of the Kwanmanfoo on the Mongha
Gentry’, both in Register 1:17 (26 Apr 1828).

10. ‘Barbarians, Register 1:20 (17 May 1828).

11. ‘Epithets Applied to Foreigners, Register 1:21 (24 May 1828). The translation was from

the Elements of Chinese Grammar (1814), by missionary Joshua Marshman (1768-1837).
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The system of romanization is different from modern pinyin: yi (Ee); rong (Jung), man
(Maan), and di (Teih).

Ibid. The Original Chinese read, ‘# T /BEE T » &+ H © LRS- BRNEE -
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‘Epithets Applied to Foreigners.

The sentences paraphrased by Z is not Confucius’s but comes from The Great Learning
(Liji ¥8%C | Daxue KE2). The original Chinese read, ‘ME{~ A\ > #EsEPU SR A B [E]
.

‘Epithets Applied to Foreigners.

Ibid.

Register 2: 21 (18 Nov 1829), italics in original.

Matheson, Present Position and Prospects of the British Trade with China, pp. 15, 17, 21,
and 73.

For study of the voyage, see Guo, Jindai Zhongguo shi, pp. 605-6; Su, Ma Lixun,
pp. 113-30; and Liu, Clash of Empires, pp. 40-46.

Xu (ed.), Da zhong ji, pp. 48-50. Wu’s official title in Chinese: #X 1) TG &R FA K LL (i Er
‘BERH. Liu named Wu as admiral (Clash of Empire, p. 43), which is not accurate for this
was a civil post.

Xu (ed.), Da zhong ji, pp. 52-54. Lindsay and Giitzlaft, Report of Proceedings on a Voyage
to the Northern Ports, pp. 67-68.

Xu (ed.), Da zhong ji, pp. 53-54. Lindsay and Giitzlaft, Report of Proceedings on a Voyage
to the Northern Ports of China, p. 68. Lydia Liu put the book quoted from as ‘Great Qing
Codé (Clash of Empires, p. 43). This is not how the Da Qing Huidian (Ta-tsing hyway-teen)
is usually translated. The Great Qing Code usually refers to the Da Qing Luli.

For the Chinese petition that quotes this passage, see Xu (ed.), Da zhong ji, p. 54. This
English translation is from Lindsay and Giitzlaff, Report of Proceedings on a Voyage to
the Northern Ports of China, pp. 68-69. Lydia Liu used passage in John Francis Davies’s
translation (Clash of Empires, p. 44), which is identical to the translation in the Canton
Register; see ‘Ol Barbarof, Register 6:12 (5 Aug 1833). Liu’s argument that the translation
of buzhi as ‘misrule’ ‘turns Su Shi’s words into perfect gibberish, if not a verbal monstros-
ity) is applicable only to the Register’s and Davies’s text, not to Lindsay’s and to the 1832
confrontation. The complexity of the issue is wanting in Liu’s argument.

Xu (ed.), Da zhong ji, pp. 60-61.

Liu, Clash of Empires, p. 44.

Gutzlaft, Journal of Two Voyages, p. 234.

For the edicts, see SLXK, pp. 212-15; for the Canton newspaper’s report on this, see
Register, 5:10 (18 July 1832), 5:13 (3 Sept 1832), 6:2 (24 Jan 1833), 6:3 (16 Feb 1833),
6:4 (20 Mar 1833), 6:8(31 May 1833), 6:19 and 20 (26 Dec 1833), 7:9 (4 Mar 1834), 7:10
(11 Mar 1834), 7:14 (8 Apr 1834), 8:35 (1 Sept 1835).

For the Chinese people’s reaction, see Xu (ed.), Da zhong ji.

Liu, Clash of Empires, pp. 34 and 69.

For examples of ‘semi-barbarous, see Register, 5:13 (3 Sept 1832), and 5:15 (3 Oct 1832);
for ‘barbarian; see Register 9:1 (5 Jan 1836), and 9:35 (30 Aug 1836).

A portion of this section has been published in an article; see Chen, ‘Chinese Narrator and
Western Barbarians.
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Notes to pp. 87-91

For Giitzlaft’s manifesto, see Register 6:10 (15 July 1833).

Aihanzhe (ed.), Dongxiyang kao: “Zi wai ji fu’ F-4M273Z [A son abroad to his father],
p. 111; ‘Zhi wai feng gu shu’ 42452 (A nephew abroad to his aunt), p. 201; ‘Ru wai
ji pengyou shu’ #4271 473 [A scholar abroad to his friend], p. 221; “Zhi wai feng shu
shu’ (£4MERIZE [A nephew abroad to his uncle], pp. 241, 251, 360, 371, 396, 408, and
421; ‘Shu da zhi’ A% [The uncle’s reply to the nephew], pp. 251 and 360. Giitzlaff,
E. C. Bridgman, W. H. Medhurat, and John Morrison were all involved in editing
this magazine; see Huang Shijian, introduction to Aihanzhe (ed.), Dongxiyang kao,
pp. 9-14.

Zhi wai ji fu} in Aihanzhe (ed.), Dongxiyang kao, p. 111. The writing was unconven-
tional, and my rendering attempts to piece together the possible meanings. The original
Chinese read, ‘AR 4B /I » SITEI B » LHEEES - BHT2H > W
B2 HHEZE  HHEHZRF  HE%  BHETRANERANSRER > &
HIRE > RIS R - SRS - RS - dIEREE - BAIRE > #h
& - ERIEMEMER - A H% > RS - TEMHERE - Hitith o5 BiE
U ERAGE -

For the general situation in Peru after its independence, see Bonilla, ‘Peru and Bolivia
from Independence to the War of the Pacific’; for the economic situation of this period,
see Gootenberg, Between Silver and Guano.

‘Landun shiyong’ #{-1-#k, in Aihanzhe (ed.), Dongxiyang kao, p. 67, also p. 77. These
ten poems also appear in Giitzlaff, Dayingguo, pp. 5-7.

For Dickens’s childhood, see Forsters, Life of Charles Dickens, pp. 23-37.

Gutzlaft, Dayingguo, pp. 3-4. The original text in Chinese was written incoherently. The
translation here tries to patch together the meaning from the context instead of following
the original word by word. Giitzlaff uses abundant idiomatic expressions from traditional
popular fiction without knowing exactly what they mean. The whole book very often
repeatedly quoted idioms that fit the context oddly, rendering the whole narration rather
peculiar. The original Chinese read, ‘SERIHATE A BE > NRABFEZHEF > &
MFMEE - A EERECE - ®IEL - EERER > GRS
b THEEL - BABKE  CCM @ EKERE - S AEZREEEAR
B MENVABA I S - RN 2 S > ATEEEEINAINE - —ER N HEIZ A
> Ham TR - RBIHET o mMARRIES - AIA AR -
Matheson, Present Position and Prospects of the British Trade with China, pp. 7, 15, and 17;
capitals in original.

Lindsay, Letter to Lord Palmerston on British Relations with China, p. 9.

“The Dispute with China, Asiatic Journal, March 1835, p. 148.

Quarterly Review, January 1834, vol. 1, p. 458.

Staunton, Remarks on the British Relations with China, pp. 35-38; Morning Herald, 4 April
1836; The Times, 4 April 1836; Asiatic Journal, March, April, and May 1835.

Register 8:39 (29 Sept 1835).

Repository 4:5 (Oct 1835); also in Register 8:44 (3 Nov 1835).

For instance, Register 8:39 (29 Sept 1835), 8:44 (2 Nov 1835), 9:35 (30 Aug 1836), 9:38
(20 Sept 1836), 9:44 (1 Nov 1836), 9:49 (6 Dec 1836), 10:23 (6 June 1837), 10:24 (13 June
1837),10:31 (1 Aug 1837), 10:33 (15 Aug 1837), 10:34 (22 Aug 1837), 10:35 (29 Aug 1837),
11:34 (21 Aug 1838); Canton Press 1:20 (23 Jan 1836), 1:49 (13 Aug 1836), 2:38 (27 May
1837), 2:39 (3 June 1837), 2:40 (10 June 1837); Repository 5:6 (Oct 1836), 6:1 (May 1837).
Register 8:40 (6 Oct 1835).
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48.
49.
50.
51.
52.
53.
54.
55.
56.
57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.
66.

Press 1:20 (23 Jan 1836), 1:49 (13 Aug 1836), 2:38 (27 May 1837), 2:39 (3 June 1837), and
2:40 (10 June 1837).

Register 10:22 (30 May 1837).

Register 10:23 (6 June 1837).

Register 10:24 (13 June 1837).

Register 10:3 (1 Aug 1837), 10:32 (8 Aug 1837), 10:33 (15 Aug 1837), 10:34 (22 Aug 1837),
10:35 (29 Aug 1837).

Register 10:34 (22 Aug 1837).

Ibid.

Register 10:35 (29 Aug 1837), by Lexicon.

Register 10:35 (29 Aug 1837).

Zhang, ‘Fuyi riji. Teng translated bu mei as ‘unrefined’; see Zhang, Chang Hsi and the
Treaty of Nanking, p. 83.

This section is a preliminary survey of the use of the words. It would be worthwhile to
conduct a statistical analysis using Digital humanities methods, but until the digitization
of the edicts and memorials is complete, this project would need a team and funding to go
through all the existing edicts and memorials from this period manually.

‘Kangxi, 18/02/49 (03/17/1710), in KXZP, vol. 2, p. 760; and ‘Kangxi, 07/09/1710
(14/r7/47)} in KXZP, vol. 3, pp. 5-6.

‘Kangxi, 02/06/47 (19/07/1706), in KXZP, vol. 2, p. 63; ‘Kangxi [1715] (undated),
in KXZP, vol. 6, p. 108; ‘Kangxi, 02/04/54 (04/05/1715)’, in KXZP, vol. 6, pp. 121-25.
‘Kangxi, [1715] (undated), in KXZP, vol. 6, p. 108. ‘Kangxi, 02/06/47(07/19/1708),
in KXZP, vol. 2, p. 63; KXZP, vol. 6, p. 108; ‘Kangxi, 02/04/54 (04/05/1715)), in KXZP,
vol. 6, pp. 121-25. The original Kangxi words read, ‘P53 A P = HERRAR
SR AR TR AT .

The term yangchuan ;£fffi (ocean ships) was also used to designate ships in the domestic
coastal trade, as well as the ships engaged in the junk trade with South East Asia in this
period, meaning ‘ocean-going ships. This would answer the question of why the Hong
merchants were called yangshang j£p%. For the use of yangchuan to mean ‘domestic
ocean-going ship; see, for instance, ‘YZZP, Y 07/09/03(12/10/1725); in GZDYZC, vol. 5,
pp. 99-100 and 243. Yangshang was used to designate this group of Chinese merchants as
far back as the Ming dynasty. Before the 1750s, European merchants were named mainly
xiyangren. It was not, as Lydia Liu has argued, that a need to distinguish led to the Hong
merchants being named yangshang (ocean merchants) while the Western merchants
acquired the name yishang 5874 (yi merchants); see Liu, Clash of Empires, pp. 35-36.
Yi became the main word for Europeans started in the 1750s. The linguistic distinction
before the 1750s was between yang (ocean going) and xi (western), not between yang and
yi, and after the 1750s between hangshang {774 and yishang.

For yangchuan ;¥fT, see Kangxi, 10/08/55 (09/25/1716); in KXZP, vol. 7, p. 356; for
xiyangzi PEES, see ‘Kangxi, 15/06/59 (19/07/1720);, in KXZP, vol. 8, p. 703; for
xiyangwujian FEEYIF, see ‘Kangxi, 16/09/55 (30/10/1716); in KXZP, vol. 7, p. 441;
for xiyangfalan P8 585, see ‘Kangxi, 28/09/55 (11/11/1716); in KXZP, vol. 7, p. 451;
for yangbu A, see ‘Kangxi, 16/r6/60 (29/07/1721)), in KXZP, vol. 8, p. 822.

For xiyangdaren P8 K N and xiyangjiaohuawang 75 E#{LE, see ‘Kangxi, 27/07/57
(23/08/1718), in KXZP, vol. 8, p. 268.

‘Yongzheng, 12/02/04 (15/03/1726); in YZZP, vol. 5, p. 610.

‘Kangxi, 09/01/58 (21/031717)), in KXZP, vol. 8, p. 382.
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Notes to pp. 94-98

For chuanjiao xiyangren {HZPE ¥ A, see Yongzheng, 29/10/02 (14/12/1724)) in
GZDYZC, vol. 13, pp. 392-93.

For instance, yichuan 3%f{T, see ‘Kangxi 27/07/57 (23/08/1718)’, in KXZP, vol. 8, p. 268; for
yiren 3 A and yuanyi 12%%, see ‘Kangxi, 09/01/58 (21/03/1717)), in KXZP, vol. 8, p. 38;
for yichuan $fl5, see “Yongzheng, 28/06/03 (06/08/1725)), in SLXK, p. 132; for yi %%,
see ‘Kangxi, 10/04/59(16/05/1720)" in KXZP, vol. 8, p. 668; for yimu %% H (headmen), see
‘Kangxi, 15/05/58(02/07/1719); in KXZP, vol. 8, p. 489.

For the last instance of the #% yi, see ‘Qianlong, 11/05/20 (20/06/1755)} in SLXK, p. 190.
Liu has documented how the Chinese people on the street called Europeans ‘devil’ in the
decades after China was defeated in the First Opium War and other wars; see Clash of
Empires, pp. 99-107.

See Hunter, Fan Kwae.

For xiyang yiren, see, for example, D-QZQQXYTZ], pp. 78-80, 85, 88, 91, 121, 160, 163,
166, 172, 236, 254, 364, and 384; for ‘the uncultured of afar) see SLXK, vol. 10, p. 354.
For yuanren 2 N, see ‘Kangxi, 11/07/61 (22/08/1722), in KXZP, vol. 8, p. 912; for waig-
uozhiren YN .2 N, see ‘Yongzheng, 29/10/02 (14/12/1724)) in GZDYZC, vol. 13, p. 393;
for fanke 7, see ‘Kangxi, 10/08/55 (25/09/1716), in KXZP, vol. 8, p. 356; for fanbo
Z&Af, see ‘Kangxi, 12/08/58 (25/09/1719)’; for fanchuan Z&fl5, see ‘Yongzheng, 20/04/04
(21/05/1726)), in GZDYZC, vol. 5, p. 828; for xiyangchuan V5 ¥ and yangchuan ;%45
see ‘Yongzheng, 20/04/04 (21/05/1726); in GZDYZC, vol. 5, p. 828; for yangchuan /T,
see ‘Kangxi 10/08/55 (25/09/1716), in KXZP, vol. 8, p. 356.

PRO, FO 1048/17/54.

‘Qianlong, 11/10/20 (01/12/1755)), in SLXK, pp. 227-28.

‘Qianlong, 15/11/20 (04/01/1756)), in SLXK, pp. 228-29.

For Flint incident-related memorials and edicts, see SLXK, pp. 50-53, 62-68, 86-88, 107,
and 164.

‘Qianlong, 25/10/24 (14/12/1759)), in SLXK, pp. 165-66.

For the Macartney-related memorials and court edicts, see Diyi Lishi Dang’anguan (ed.),
Yingshi Magaerni.

For a narrative of the case, see Wood, ‘England, China and the Napoleonic Wars’; and
Chapter 6 of this book.

For the memorials, see QDWJSL-JQ, passim.

‘Qianlong, 25/10/24 (14/12/1759), in SLXK, p. 166. See also ‘Qianlong, 24/09/33
(04/11/1768), in SLXK, pp. 225-26; and ‘Qianlong, 21/02/34 (28/03/1769), in SLXK,
p. 469.

Fang, Yi, Yang, Xi, Wai and Other Terms.

The Analects, 8:3. The original Chinese read: F5fk 2 HE AN UFEE 2 T H; translation
adapted from Slingerland, Confucius Analects, p. 18.

Yi ($%) is now used as the name for an ethnic minority people from the south-west of
China in the Yunnan region.

For examples, A-NGDKDA, 033544, 033617, 033720, 034133, 034511, 034532, 034540,
034659, 034723, 034814, 035055, 035854, and 201475.

A-NGDKDA, 039773-001 (1627), 035776-001(1655).

For other examples of the Ming’s using of the second yi to name Europeans, see
A-NGDKDA, 201523-001 (the Dutch), 201859-001 (the Dutch), 035749-001 (the Dutch),
034563-001, 201861, 034739, 033943, 201513, 201673. For other examples of the Qing’s
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89.

90.

use of the first yi, see A-NGDKDA, 038203, 037031, 150407, 03977, 037869, 038193,
132193, 119954, 277586, 074467, 072455, 149894, and 075790.

For examples, A-NGDKDA, 013033, 070473, 013939, 016268, 020536, 050961, 052242,
070478, and 194596.

For studies of Zeng Jing’s case, see Spence, Treason by the Book, and Liu, Clash of Empires,
pp. 83-87.

91. Liu, Clash of Empires, pp. 85-86.

92. For the edict, see A-NGDKDA, 127538, Qing Shilu, Yongzheng, juan 130, pp. 21-23. The
original Chinese read, ‘G34{EHEEERIAT and R ILEFHEZE A A IR R
1#A5E Lydia Liu saw the changes simply as a response to the Zeng Jing case (Crash of
Empires, p. 85), but in fact this practice started in the early Qing.

93. D-QZQQXYTZJ, vol. 1, pp. 177-78; SLXK, pp. 353-54; PRO, FO 233/189, f. 10;
A-NGDKDA, 075790, 076863, 077763, and 079383.

94. Chow, Rise of Confucian Ritualism, p. 8.

95. Lin, Lin Wenzhong gong riji, p. 442.

96. Hunter, Fan Kwae, p. 143.

97. Hunter, Bits of Old China, pp. 2, 8, and 16. See also ‘Public Dinner at the British Factory)
Register 5:2 (16 Jan 1832).

98. For the dinners, see Hunter, Bits of Old China, pp. 7-12.

99. For their luxurious items, see the advertisements in Canton English newspapers, espe-
cially from Markwick & Lane, who supplied the Canton foreign community with daily
goods. For instance, in Register 2:10 (26 May 1829), 2:11 (2 June 1829), 3:6 (17 Mar 1830),
4:22 (15 Nov 1831), and 9:40 (4 Oct 1836).

100. For the Regatta Club, see, for examples, Register 3:16 (18 Aug 1830), 5:17 (3 Nov 1832),
5:18 (16 Nov 1832), 5:19 (3 Dec 1832), 10:28 (11 July 1837), 10:47 (21 Nov 1837), 8:45
(10 Nov 1835), 8:47 (24 Nov 1835), 8:49 (8 Dec 1835); Press 2:44 (8 July 1837), 2:45
(15 July 1837), 2:46 (22 July 1837), 3:11 (8 Nov 1837), 3:33 (21 Apr 1838), 3:37 (19 May
1838), 3:39 (2 June 1838), 4:9 (3 Nov 1838), 4:10 (10 Nov 1838), 4:12 (24 Nov 1838), and
4:11 (17 Nov 1838); also Hunter, Bits of Old China, pp. 276-80.

101. For instances of the report on horse racing, see Register 2:11 (2 June 1829), 3:12 (15 June
1830), 4:6 (17 Mar 1831), 4:8 (2 Apr 1831), 4:8 (2 Apr 1831), and 8:19 (12 May 1835).

102. See Chapter 6.

Chapter Six

1.  Fay, Opium War, pp. 67-79; Chang, Commissioner Lin, pp. 51-62; Beeching, Chinese
Opium Wars, pp. 40-62.

2. Melancon, Britain’s China Policy, p. 36.

3. For the 1820 anti-opium campaign, see QDWJSL-DG, juan 1, pp. 10-11.

4. For the debt issue, see Morse, Chronicles, vol. 2, pp. 44-49; Pritchard, Crucial Years,
pp. 199-212; Chen, Insolvency of the Chinese Hong Merchants, pp. 24-29 and 192-211;
Greenberg, British Trade, pp. 20-21; quotation from Morse, Chronicles, vol. 2, p. 44.

5. IOR, G/12/19, pp. 39-46; R/10/8, pp. 38 and 124; G/12/65 and G/12/66, throughout.
‘Captain Panton’s Memorial to the Viceroy, quoted from Pritchard, Crucial Years, p. 207.

6. The fund was the origin of the idea of modern deposit insurance. See Grant, Chinese

Cornerstone of Modern Banking.
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Notes to pp. 105-110

Register 4:1 (3 Jan 1831); see also Greenberg, British Trade, p. 177.

For the petition and reply, see Register 2:21 (18 Nov 1829).

For the incidents, see Chapter 3.

For the petition, see Register supplement (18 Dec 1830) and 4:2 (17 Jan 1831).

Register 4:2 (17 Jan 1831).

Register 4:21 (1 Nov 1831); see introduction.

For the dispatch of the man-of-war from India, see Courier 1:21 (15 Dec 1831), 1:22
(22 Dec 1831), 1:23 (29 Dec 1831), 1:24 (5 Jan 1832), 1:25 (12 Jan 1832), 1:26 (19 Jan
1832), 1:29 (16 Feb 1832), 1:30 (23 Feb 1832); and Register 4:21 (1 Nov 1831), 4:24 (19 Dec
1831),5:1 (2 Jan 1832), 5:2 (16 Jan 1832), 5:3 (2 Feb 1832). For a summary of the exchange,
see Morse, Chronicle, vol. 4, pp. 286-91.

Register 5:13 (3 Sept 1832) and 5:14 (17 Sept 1832).

‘Right of Petition, Register 8:2 (13 Jan 1835).

Ibid.

Ibid., italics in original.

Ibid.

Pearson, ‘Merchants and States), p. 106.

For Batavia, see Blusse, Strange Company, Chinese Settlers, Mestizo Women and the Dutch
in VOC Batavia.

Headrick, Power over Peoples, pp. 63-64 and 83.

Wills, China and Maritime Europe, p. 29.

Blusse, ‘Brief Encounter at Macao, pp. 657-60.

Wills, China and Maritime Europe, pp. 68-69; Andrade, Lost Colony, p. 43.

Wills, China and Maritime Europe, pp. 52-53, 45-46, and 72.

‘Instructions to Lt. Col. Cathcart, Nov, 30th 1787, quoted from Morse, Chronicles, vol. 2,
p. 164.

‘Instructions to Lord Macartney, Sept, 8, 1792] quoted from Morse, Chronicles, vol. 2,
p- 238.

Chen, ‘Strangled by the Chinese and Kept “Alive” by the British’

Morse, Chronicles, vol. 2, p. 68. Another example was voiced by the EIC’s inspector of teas
Samuel Ball in 1816. Ball recommended the Select Committee in Canton to open a second
port in China. See ‘Observations on the Expediency of Opening a Second Port in China,
Journal of the Royal Asiatic Society, 6:1 (1841), pp. 182-21.

For archival records of the 1802 expedition, see IOR, G/12/195, pp. 208-45. For a narra-
tive of the two cases, see Wood, ‘England, China and the Napoleonic Wars’; and Morse,
Chronicles, vol. 2, pp. 357-88. The two Portuguese missionaries were Alexander de Govea
(1787-1807) and Joseph-Bernard d’Almeida (1728-1805). For the Chinese records of
their petition, see PRO, FO 233/189, pp. 168-69.

IOR, G/12/195, pp. 246-47, and R/10/32; PRO, FO 233/189, p. 15.

IOR, G/12/195, pp. 246-47, and R/10/32; PRO, FO 233/189, p. 15; Fu, Documentary,
pp. 343-44 and 369-77; Xu (ed.), Da zhong ji, pp. 213-36; Z-QGYGA, pp. 3698-827. For
a narrative of the case, see Wood, ‘England, China and the Napoleonic Wars’; and Morse,
Chronicles, vol. 3, pp. 83-99.

Register 4:22 (15 Nov 1831).

Register 4:21 (1 Nov 1831), 4:22 (15 Nov 1831), and 4:23(1 Dec 1831).

For the petition, see Third Report from the Select Committee of the House of Commons,
p. 526. See also Register supplement (18 Dec 1830), and 4:2 (17 Jan 1831). The texts of the
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47.
48.

49.

50.
51
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54.
55.
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58.

59.
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63.

two were slightly different. The quotation is from the Third Report because it is clearer.
My thanks to Grace Spampinato for pointing out the difference to me.

‘Chinese Islands;, Register, 10:1 (3 Jan 1837), 10:2 (10 Jan 1837), and 10:3 (17 Jan 1837).
Ibid. The other fifteen islands they reviewed were Haenan, Formosa, Loo Choo,
Hong Kong, Namao, Tangsoa, Kinmun, Heamun, Nan-jih, Haetan, Taechoo, Chusan,
Tinghae, Tsung-ming, Yun-tae Shan, Shan-tung, Quelpaert, and Bonin.

Lindsay, Letter to Lord Palmerston on British Relations with China, pp. 7-8. For an earlier
discussion in Canton on taking possession of an island, see, for instance, ‘Commerce with
China, Register 6:4 (20 Mar 1833).

Register 7:51 (30 Dec 1834) and 8:2 (13 Jan 1835).

See Chapter 3.

Correspondence Relating to China, p. 406.

Greenberg, British Trade, p. 213.

Fay, Opium War, p. 319; Liam D’arcy-Brown, Chusan, pp. 66-69 and 213-14.

Fay, Opium War, pp. 324-38.

Lindsay and Giitzlaff, Report of Proceedings on a Voyage to the Northern Ports of China,
p- L.

Lindsay, advertisement, in Lindsay and Gitzlaff, Report of Proceedings on a Voyage to
the Northern Ports of China. Lindsay called them northern because they were north to
Canton.

Hsii, ‘Secret Mission of the Lord Ambherst on the China Coast, 1832’

For Captain John Rees’s opium-selling trips, see JM, MS JM/C13 (June 1839-Nov 1840,
Letters to the China coast); for Giitzlaff’s account, see Journal of Three Voyages along the
Coast of China, p. 159. See also Lindsay and Giitzlaff, Report of Proceedings on a Voyage
to the Northern Ports of China, p. 100. For a general account about Rees, see Greenberg,
British Trade, p. 141.

Lindsay and Giitzlaff, Report of Proceedings on a Voyage to the Northern Ports of China,
pp- 8-9.

Ibid., pp. 190-91.

Lindsay and Giitzlaff, Report of Proceedings on a Voyage to the Northern Ports of China,
p. 131.

Ibid. See also Hsii, ‘Secret Mission of the Lord Ambherst), p. 248; for Giitzlaff’s account of
Ma, see Journal of Three Voyages along the Coast of China, p. 213.
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