... Agricultural mantﬂ, L

. The unfortunate-history of agricultural experiments-

Penang in the years 7'805-1819 was due more to politicli

ents in’ EurOpe than to any 1ack of erfort on tho -part

e e e
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of the local . govermoent and planters. Penang was obligod
observe the freqnantly changing mtmctions of the

(ourt of Directors, under the threat of reprinand in thc——-——"
went of disobedience. Beeause of the shutting off of
Continental markets by Napoleon s decrees of perlin’ (1806)

and Milan (1307) stoeks of. peprper, -splces and—¢oITee

gaccumulated in the London warehouses, and Penang was.

{unable to dispose of its pepper produce, which was to __;_:_“_
ave provided revenue for the island. Production of this ‘

commodity therefore gradually declined. Onm diroctiona P .
:vfl‘on London, a short lived series of experinonts were - P

tade with coffee, cotton and hemp, but these too met with i-

{ 1
1ittle success. Only spices. which had decliﬂed some-

t after 1805, showed promising signs ten years later,

e the efforts of the persevering Davig Brown of 51“8” o

'+ Cowan (1950), 5+6.
‘2f ,Bee Davies, "The Brownsof dlugor®, W

or“’fﬁeﬂ | .
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-~—Some~fifteen yeéirs aftes its introduction im 1790,
pepper was regarded as the "principle st&ple', of the :leand,i
, 3 :

ﬁ,ﬂdut,he p}:an*bat*ions were thriving. In Eovemben_:lacixhn—-u

)pepper yield of the island was estmted at about 2,000
;tons, of which 1,500 tons, wes considered £it for the
Wm at a price 2pon 810/- to $12/~ p;r picul.

nports of foreign pepper to Penang were also consi&orablo, |
and soened likely %o 1ncrease.ﬂ__ﬂ'_!he Pengng GQYAW———‘—

”offort to interest the Directors in purchasing the

island's pepper, stated that the cultivatars were- villi.ng—.:~-
to receive one—quarter of xtheir contract price of 311/- '

er picul7_ in marine stores, cloth and irom. Yention = .

v28 nade also of the-fact- that agents { tmmncoﬂm had

been to Penang to purchase pepper, the pricc of vhj.ch .

vas less than that bought in Malabar by €ompany agents.

The efforts of Penaig to induce the home governmest — -
to invest in local ﬁepp‘e_r were of no -avail ‘howﬂcr;‘ and in
the next few years pepper cultivation rapidly declined,
because the upgsitipn of the Continental system deprived
the Company <‘)f its European markets. In March 1806 lnrgo
:‘qu&ntities of pepper were accnmulating on the 1sland, and_. -

@ m— ot e %<
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% 8ee Chapter I, 23-4. -
,4, Penang %o London 12 November 1803&)883 (SNI.) B1, 15-16.

Cowan (1 o4, See Bastin (1 53-¢, for
» diacuzgizzo?)} Penang pepper trade, 3ee also 3aw- Ghee
- Leng, Spice Cult (Academic
__ Exercige, e




there W8S L1TTLE demand for 1T even cnougg the pr!ce naa.

fallen to $9/~ per Picul In the following February,
penang was advised that no pepper was required-in London

pecause of the large stocks already there, and because

the' Penang cost price of 811/~ per Di&ﬂl.jas.,nuauoo -
_6 -
hish, the London price being only 7«}d per pound. No

epper. could therefore be sent unless produced at a . o
¥ ‘[,9‘

- M_-.AMA"%

7
rice lower than $7/- per picul., e 'Penahg_:(}cygmant

gplled that the price of good quality pepper could not
e fixed at less than $8/-.to §9/- per picul, but still

'China on account of the Company. Its hopes were 'ﬁxtil‘o,__
and because of -econditions 4in Burope;—the Directors——
continually repeajed. that no pepper from Penang was

required in London. In 1810 for instance, there were B

nearly 17,000,000 1bs. of pepper in the Company mehonsc,.._-

and in 3eptember 1809 no sales had been made at the price

1~ 9
of 7d. per pound.

5 Penang to Londonm 20 March 1806, SSE (SNL) B1, 933
Cowan (1950), 26-7. ., ' °

6 Quoted in London to Pena;l& 30 August 1809, Pe
" Conmsultations 17 Kay 1810, 3SR (IOL) XXVI, 690 295;4;,
London. to Penang 7 February 1816, para. 5, 333 (Sﬂ'
C2; Cowan E1950 603 Londom %o Penang 18 September . -

1816, 53R (SNL) G2, 445-455; Cowan (1950), 66. __ °

7« Saw Chee Leng (1957), 15.
Penang to London 29 January 1808, 3SR (SNL) B2, 158-62;

( t 1869; nang -
¢+ London to Penang 30 -Augus 696; London. to ‘Penang 5

17 ¥ I0L) XXVI
JZnu:z~y1?g‘?é,bJ§R((oNI),) C1, ’8; Cowan (19?9) 5g£ Alsd

in P ations 18 August 1810, : § .
05522&“§O§3§§3§f Penang 10 April 1811, 33F (SAL c1 %
Cowan (1950), 43 London to Pena&n 76Po”5§4817 1816 |
83R (sEL) 02, para. 5; Co¥an (1950), ©1. O
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The 'Pehang planters tried t®o methods of savihg .1:han--‘7~
k'gelves and their gcreps from ruin. The r‘irst;method was ﬁ "
o send their surplus pepper to_ gm _This remedy was ——
| tried initially in July 1807, when five ships sailed from { "
MJQ_&G,%EEQ%ﬁth 12 ﬁﬁi_piauls_a.mpor—um — :
ﬁauﬁﬁ, 394, Part of the 1808 crops was ahilar% ‘
_ disposéd of in June 1809;-when it vas convayed to G‘a.nton

~by three- 1 206 ton Indimnan o ‘!'he TIMtom, replying :

I

[

L

[

; F~

‘ ‘

toa proposal from Penang that pepper be sent regnlu'ly :
: L

to China on Company ships, warned the(,gonment”thnt :
d

L

this method of disposal was unreliable, not only bccm.
~ the ahips tonched at Penang irregularly, but becmo i.t .

- was more proﬁ.table for thom to- earrywca _ S
| 12 . !
' than pepper. ' This was a setback from which pepper . __ .

e g

cultiv-tion showed signs of recovering only ‘when the end :
of the Napoleonic wars briefly raised thg planters’ hopes ~

of increased markets.

The second mathod used by the pepper plantars was . to )‘ :

~ petition the Penang’ Government tor ﬁ.nancial asaistnm;% : |
‘ ]
' In December 1808 a Committee represonting the le“.?ﬂmw:w...«; “

[ —

- 10. Saw Chee Leng (1957), 16 (fro-a Penang Gomltut’lm‘““ ',
‘ 24 Pebruary 1807). I
M. “Baw Chee Leng (1957), 18; Penang Consultations, 17 !
 August 1809, S8R (I0L) XKLL, 75%6-7. ‘ |
2. London to Penang 30 August 1809, Penang Oonsultations - |
.17 May-1810, _s_:_s_ﬁ (10L) KXVI. 69 | ~ ;
3. The Committee of Pepper Planters mludcd David
""" Brown, Thomas uoGhee, Syed Zarroo, Lowe Ammee and .

Che Eam. L o
' SPES .
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pequested i‘;o;rirmnental aid in enabling tﬁem to continue ~ -

Qtivation. The government, recognizing t e nportance

pepper cultivation to.the reveaue and- -prosperity of — :

H
¥

enmg, and fearlng that without aid much of the cultivatod |

‘tions. The first was the p{lrchaae by government of the .
current crop at 37% per picul. The second called for |
an advance of §5 per picul ‘dn the quantity ﬁbf}&idfwin- . d

fGonpa.ny 'arehouses, the provision of tonnage to Ohina for

an e g

-surplus- pepper,and. exenpt.ton ,trou_—the—ai%—mm—dm————-

f'on pepper shipped. Government preferred the second

_arrangement because it felt thet the first would involve

- PR g g m  FAR o XN Bw . T W

—

 the Company in an undesira‘ole commercial speculation. It

was suggested that if a loan of $§5/- per picul were made,

o w P o e e

the planters might mortgage their pepper as secutity, and

e s el

pay interest on the amount of the advance until repaid, ‘

ind hope for the opportunity of forwarding their pep'\er to 1

. 16 . T l
hina, A gecond appeal of the planters,securod, as e

ers:

- Penang- Consult~tions—8-Deven
to Gogermnent 30 November 1808, BSR {10L) XX, 1800-13.

This, presumably, was the letter To which Cowan refers
a8 being "entered, not in the Proceedings, but in a
geparate series, shich unfortunately seems to havg ,;

been lost." Cowan (1 950) 35, footnote 1. ‘ ;

+ Pe A5 December 1808, S8R, (IOL
19555 and s (2L a5, 30-2; Cowan (3350),73 135

A
)
Penang Consultations 15 December 1808, 83R (IOL) l§ E
1455-8; Saw Chee Leng (1 1957), 6"17- S ‘
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equested an advance ot $20, 000 which represenbed the
oy;of 35/— per picul on the quantity of 4 ,000 piculs

s pepper- _The conditions —of mortgage- werewlai:é-ﬂowrr !m-“”*‘
etail, and the planters were to repay the advance, with |

he. 8% per annum interest, 'Q,efore ,30 November’ 1809,

therwise .the pepper would be forfeited to the Conpnny

offer and 11:8 conditions ure duly accoptud by thn. 5
The Governor-General was informed of thl difﬂ.cultiu

o i g

‘of the pepper planters, and of the aasistnnce given to
_thu by the Penang Government. Penang also requgltod .

confiraation that the China bound"sﬁipﬁ'”werer directed to
ktouch at‘Penang in the forthconing seasén, and asked
vhether the vacant tonnage,. uanally left at: maupoaﬂr—————

of the Captains, might be utilized to bonvey Penang pepper
« : 19
'for consi&mnent to Canton, Bensal rejected the th”°

of pepper on the CompanLaccou,nt_won thc ground that if tho o
bad mnarket was a permanent rather than a temporary feature,
government aid would simply encourage ‘continued over-

Pl‘oduction. In view of the depressed state of the urket,

the Penang Government was urged. to discourage the growth

of Peppel_“. The only solution suggosted by ﬂ?? @191359-5——-“——'

17 Commit P 3 t0 es 20 Tecember
.. 1808 g:z;gé.cgggultations 22 Deoember 1808, 8SR (IOL)

XX, “48 9-94; Penang Consultations 22 Dooember y
S5R (IOL) Xf, 1495-8.

8, °0nnittee of Pe Planters to Raffles 71 December
pper
1808, Penang anaulhations 5 JWJSOQ», 8&»-(—1%)———»

r’m“‘27" 0.
% Penang to Bengal 5 January 1809’

S5R (IOL) XXII, 31-8.
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ghich 0O market could be found, _They had therefore suspende:
oir investment .on_the ¢osst 6f Malabar, failed o renew——

/
|

no reliance could be placed on Company ahipa tor tho

sposa‘l of pepper. The Directors repeaped an_mliqu
ggestion that other crops for export should be cultivatéd,
22

uch as coffee and cotton wool, The failure of poppor*fi‘-:'—"—“

a pmfitable arport‘ cmodity therefore stimulated
experiments in other crops, but, the Directors' Mtonoat_...m_._.-
their cultivation was lar:sely determined by the -

luctations in demand arising from the political sﬁmﬁ

1

Europe. - | o | E—

The Directors' first shggestion, the cultivation of -

0ffee, had been slready anticipated- by .the planters who. . -

“begumrcultivating 1ﬁ"""ﬁh§‘ﬁ“"'p’"éﬁﬁéi~"‘“‘p‘ﬂé es Teéll. In

e ot i e e 7 ST

°°°°quence coffee plants had been grown at Peneng on a

+ London to Penang 30 August, 1809 Penang Consultationsa .
----17-Kay~1sm; 568~ (IOL) “XEVEs
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?smgll gcale some years previously. Two Eui'opean planters,
w Jonn Dunbar and Thomas McGee, had begun a plantation of
coffee and cloves in 1808 ahd by 1810-there- were ubmrﬁ A .;

12 OOO coffee plants on their plantation. Chinese pl&ntu‘s
dgo began cultivating doffee but abmdanedJM£pwulatmm ;

VAN

Tearing “th=t 1% could not be successfully cultivated in

‘penang. Dunbar, on the oontrary,'was optimistic that "““‘."f"

e st v i Tt

z coffee would grow as well in Ponang as it; did. 1n Indiarmw* -

" 4and that experiments on a more extensive scale were prevmtodi
23 :

only by the high price of labour.

+ e 4 S

By January 1808 there were an estimated. 25 000 '
flourishing coffee plants on the island ‘a good J)ropomoh._;%
bearing, with-over 200 000 young plants reaiy t6 be trans-
planted in the following months., Production was ‘axpested
to reach 2,500 piculs by 1811 and 25,000 piculs by 1815s - -

—ban

The latter figure was estimated'nm_eguitalent»-»-to-»thofw
anticipated output of pepper, and 1t was hoped that the
government would purchase thé coffee produation on bchalr

25
of the Company. This tone d{ optimism did not long

continue, however, because by 1810 the Penang Govo:qment

¥as l‘egretting that the state of the market in Europe h;g

us for cofree than for pepper

Proved no more advantageO

———

23, Pebruary 1810, Penang Consultations
3 Dunbar to Raffles 7 (IOL) YXVI, 328-9.

8 Pebruary 1810, Sa
" ry 1808, 858 (SNL) B2, 158-62;

2, Penang to London 29 Janua R et
Gowan (1950}, B33.- -
SNL) B2, &411-12
25, Penang to London 15 Harcl 18106 358 J XXVI, 1)4—42-3. b

Cowan (1950), 42; also SiB ( e

i
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In frer 12252 the market for coffee continued to beﬁh‘

unfavourable. Low, writing two decades later, commented

that several years previougly, lerge tracts of moumtsain
1and had been cleared and planted with coffee which
produced£°°d CI‘ODS, but its proce_had_:luctuatod— so-much—

~ that its cultivation for exportation had been abnn.donod.- .

Jevertheless a few thomsana plants rmined on the hj,n

plantations, vhich had beon  given over ta- -“{c.g, R

R

The fluctuations in the Directors' polioy regarding

- the cultivation of cotton in Penang clearly roﬂocted

 the aring of political events both in Europe, and in
inerfca. In 1809 the suggestion that cotien shonl.d.bc
cultivated was made owing to the dotorioration of relation

vith America. Early in 1810 tho Penang Government,

though" conceding that the soil and the climato of the .
181and appeared to be suitable, was wary in dstimating-its

likely success until further progress had been made in

28
{ts cultivation. A'c tho same time, two proninent land-

holders, David Brown and A.T_ohn,]}unhm:,_xemonfidani-of———,

B

—
e

%, 1L 21 October 1812, 8SR (SKL) C1
Cﬁgn('?;;;?agg; London to Penang 7 February 4816,

para. S5, 8SR (BNL) C2; Cowan (1950), 5‘9- ‘

27 Low (1836), 68. s (IOL) m

38, p 5715 Wareh 1845, 35R SIVL, BAI=;
‘afggn g Eo(glg%?og2 54’1‘1-«‘12 Cowan (1950), 413 Londoy,
to Penang 2 Novenbor 1811 S3B- (3§L) c1, 238-40;

Co'a.p (1950),

-
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 the guccess of corfee and other crops, Late in 1811 74

' the Directors. informed Penang of a change of policy, a /',: '

hj_ﬁt -of 'hieh had beett f&rﬁt apment-em Ier 1A EhaE . - :
year when they stated that cottor wool might not be qunired ‘ ‘.4

nyj;hat time. rolatim—ﬁthwtcﬁmm 't*“‘”“‘"“"‘___ ' [4
 qotton oonld be again i.lported fm there. Oonsequ_‘nﬁit | é;“ |

' Indian cotton, an’ unpro{u_"f ve Y

Was - -

not to be sent to England on thé Gmncmt but,, to '
30 F

be sent instead to China, Dimtm policy ~ ':‘

--goncerning cotton- cultimttun—tzr’f'mm Mo’rtéd n [

. there was little demand f'r inferior quallity cotton by... - :
British manufacturer_s_z and they planned to consign a :
- antity of America-cotton-seed- to—Indis_as—soor o83 ’ «
In the mesntime Penang was to request the governments __ :
f the other Presidencies to send seeds of the bnt JXinds - :

of cotton available thorgm_t;o the island.

——

9. B 6 Pebruary 1810, Dunbar to Raffles
” | 7r;:gnt1:r§a %‘]1.88 Penangwq?pgultations 8 -February 1810, .
- 83R (1I0L) XXVI, 22275 I |
—X._London ‘ 83R-(SNE) €11 -
Cowan [(?Bg), 433 London to Penang ng 27 Bovcnber 18 1
S3R (SKL) c1, 238-40; Cowan (1950 S

. Cowan -(1950), 44 (tootnote 1). . - x

2, London to Penang 21 Octover 1812, SoR‘_“(}Q_‘IQ 0". o ;

*‘“ - Bl g Oom-(4 50)o fas-L R - R :

/
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In 1814 the Penan%BGovermnent conﬁ.rned th-t this

f,,quest had been made, and certain inducements were

;eld out to encourage thée chltivation-of-the- cotton soedww;

[P b

i,,nt trom Bombay. Government agreed to portion out lots

o nnoccupied land for its cultivagign; and_to purohas s 1

AN

m———— " - e o J
Ve

demed cotton at $13 per plcul for a period of five . |

years, or alla' :U;a export free of ‘dntv. As an ldﬁtm | :

- A e e i

:hcentive, advanoes on reasonable. a.mgy woild be 'v
Efor the cultivation of the plant. It was hoped that : |
planters_who had. AMIQPMMW f
would experiment with cotton, a market for which oonld — "

}4» . . ; ‘
b found in China. N Certai_n Penang plantera g_uick}] ’

L
§ t
b

tcepted the offer of aid.. ,.D&ﬁdﬂBmm.,_.r.qu”M.aln — .[.

}advance of §5,000 for the proposed planting of:co}:ﬁ'on on
%0 orlongs of his ground, while John Dunbar requested —- .. . - :

;”.OOO for 100 orlongs of land. ~ "Suitable securities ‘ x
vere offered by them and by other applicants. In S .‘
September 1814 it was reported to theé Directors that - :

‘Wvances of $6,000 had bern made to "auitable individuall" . ;

% the rate of $10 for every orlong to be cleared and

?Planted with cotton. Since 1t was thought t’hat_tha - -

& s

L
d
L
!
43‘_ Penang. _to—London—2% -s,pmmﬁaw—,—ssm , :
|
:
I

319; Cowan (1950), 53.
June 1814, Go‘nrnment Advorti.semont

25 June 1814, Penang Consultations 25 June 1814, _§§_§
- (Ion) x1IVv, 1a12-16, 1347-8. i Dabag .‘
35 'p 30 -July 1 “Dunbar :
, enang—Gonsultations 23 July, - . |
+ o to Glubley, Brown to Olubley, 338 (IOI’) xwiv, 155960,

. | 10. —‘—__l

Al Unute vy Petrie 22
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jGmlgmr could not lo#fse on the speculatlon, it was . | |
aticipated thag6 government encouragement would continue

o five years. . . Thés: Scheme. for- -th&—aneonragemen‘b“vf*”““‘”” ~
‘ C,omm cultivation was halled by Petrie, and to a lesser

g_;tent by Fhi)lips MWPM&BW |

providing a source of employment,and as being highly

suitable to Penang s soil and clhate.??

b T

- In practice these optimistic expectp,tj,ong 8_proved %o . :
bo unjustified. By 1816, a neport from Penang showed that ..
_the experiment in the cultivation of sott: b1 J
very successml the seeds from l!ad_ras “and Bombﬁ fmm

entirely, and those from Bervgal demanding groat om amk *

effort. One of the,..difficultiesr-—eneountere&«mw‘bha'bﬂmm-.—j

k 38 |
of‘separaﬁing the cotton from the seed. ~ Some of the - )
co'cton planters, already indebted to. the Caompany,.. nm,_.m.w::...i

severely affected by the failure of. the:l.r cropl,..vaﬁt!
vere unable to pay back their loans.}.g Presumably thea_e‘
txperients died a natural death when thé end of the

lmerican War removed the stoppage on Lmerican cotton snd

]

~ vhen interest in pepper and spices was renewed., Low,

- %. Penang to London 21 Séptember 1814, 83R (IOL) B3,
- 319; Cowan (1950), 53. T
37 Pensng Consultations 25 June 1814, Minutes by Petrie

. and Pgillips, 3SR (IOL) XLIV, 1316-18, 1521-3.
3, Penanyz to London 8 July 1816, SSR (IOL) B4, 255-5%
Cowan (1950), 65..

.39 . Por example, see Puff. toﬂClublmt A4.-0ctobe v
enc'iosugee’(}osh American to Duff, 11 October 181§%i
Penang Com’muauons 23 October 1817, .S.§B. (I0L)

467'-9 o |

ol e s A
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qriting some years later, said that cotton had lohg becn
mtroduced at Penang, but though it wes of a superior
qualiﬂ 4% -had- mver—beé/n‘eztmiwmti‘ratéd" ﬂmxc.m
the chief obstaclea were the "sudden vicissitudes of

W‘”‘k’y to wett whichinjTed -the pod, and-the——

s

high price _of labour,

.

o
A third experiment attempted _py the Ponang ﬂcvcrn-

]

sent at this time was the production of hcnp Aa early
18 1808 the Court of Directore had” uprnaed Intor«t

in the cost of production of the caloro, a plant tron

Bumatra, which was said to produce material for corthac
of a8 good quality as hemp from EurOpb. !he Directors

i o —_ N-&u-u--—--—.m.

ordered its experimental cultivation, and autplos were-

S . & B
to bo sent to them. In 1810 tho attenti.on of thosa

Rembers of the Penang €ouncil was drawn to th*»ossibilitiol
°f the production of hemp at Penang, since- "W’ "
prlies were cut off frmn Britain because of tho
lituation in Eu.rope. Several henp producing plantl hul
‘Yeen {mported from iianila,and it was found that a '1'11“‘

S

Plant, the ab'aca, ‘grew wild on the island. L quantit)f |
| 0. LO' (1856), 68, - e
", London to pemmg 14 September,‘lBOB, Enclosure in

ssa (101.) XXVII, '897-900. L
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| [honp and a Specmen of cordage from the wild sbaca

Pmat wpgepared, and Iomrded for the opinion of the
pirectors. _ The subjedt soon mcuimLaJattaW
? tho .narggttc*lhvid Brom. who apoke of the interut of
w ‘Thomas Troubridge mon.ha vthmaW
me strong fishing nets end lines sade by the nauy-
from a local plant called rmo, 'hich m th. same u

o JUTEE

_the ealoro of Bencoolen. Jho-nhut: 1read sgun - pian
_ibe remee plant and was confident that tho mm

mumcmm,#wm
‘mrcou b:/ a loan of lone conricta, and ir samnunt
'wuld purchase the produce when resdy. cmcurmuur———
to become involved 1in Brown's "lsudable %ﬂm

experiments” but grantcd the roquut forxr convictu :

Tis "interesting speculation™ was in turn rctorro& W*""—M
_the Gourt of Directors. . . .- . -

The Directors. 'showed- considerable 1nterest 1n tlu ,,,_....._,.,
sibject in 1811, and recommended the production of a- ~—-—-—~»
large quantity of hemp from the plaintain tree and nn

the ramee, for use in ‘England, provided the co:t of -
_Jroduction was low, It was _celt by the Directors m

[ro—

&”“Wemulnﬁunn”f nmlf 1810, Hlnuto by

Governor, S8R (IOL) XIVI, 0
London 15 ﬂ'a_rct(x 1810, B8R (IOL) hvr 452, j

3. Brown to Clubley 12 Juna 1810, Pona.ns Gomnltationl i

29 June 1810, _s_%r (IOIJ tI o zﬁn% _”W;_ .

W?Supm

Y
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thiﬂ developnment of locally grown hemp would be advanta- ‘

 goous to indls and especially Penang, by increaning land |
 yalues, glving. more_eiploynent:, and providing-extra

tonnage for shipping: all ratner Optiniatic expectations '

' in answer, the Penang Goverxment spoke favourably of- the -

“Touriantly thriving ramee plant “the only diaadvantaso

m.ng the expense of cultivation becauss of the ﬁsh

costy of lsbour.. Regm nnethen plant- d tne M:,,.,’y S
|  tibres, the suoot:r. application hed been ud. by tho o ;
~ Penang Govement fo the Resident at tho llolucm for - a
quantrty of seeds,so that its cultivation in P‘ung cmu J

be begun Aa nothing rurther was heard from I-ondon,

o doubt the Directors' uunst%thz—producﬁon‘of'—’— ‘J
| henp rapidly declined vhen supplies from the Continent . ;

became avaj.lablo onece -ore. :

- “r . K . . . P .
' ; S v : ‘ t

After years of forbidding the gsending of Penang =
% N
~ Pepper to London, a change was brought about in the ' |

e 1

: Drectors" attitude by the end of the llapoladnle iﬁi‘i. |

In Penamg tne peppér production had declined from an . w ;

""'886 030,000 piculs. L34 about?tﬂ)oo piculs ln”ﬂ}‘lo,,__

B T B

10 April 1811, ssn (SNL) ©1, 180: ‘

—

M. London to Penang
~ Cowan (1950), 4
45-&,“5’&nang_jn,londnn 2é--~w—
“6. See footnoto 9. S (SHL) B2 4“1
. Penang to London 15 March 1810 ') ’

 Gowan (1950), #1; also B3R (103 » 842

1812, ssn (IOL) IIXIV ’ 595-7.
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by 1315 1t had furtaer decreased to 12,000 or -14,000

culs.  But with the end of the war the demand for

pper Wes ’-m"““eda .and_the suddenme_m pmes in-
ndon /In 1815 as high as $9¢ to $10. per plcul, or $11 |
ga:‘bl.ﬂa “‘Kh,*_&hsmt a_renewed interest WW

ltivation in PeanO The iahmd nov],onger h‘.d m R ;

isprovérished"- sppearance;- and thv jpvpp‘ﬁi* g‘u‘am mo i

o PR AT ERATO AN ‘g

muning their._xomer. state oLcﬂt&v&t&onr—W

i,
L0

" wth avaiting approval, ‘the Penang Govarnmn\ mcaptod
| ntatively a. tendcr oﬁorod by David. er’_uhomnbnn

S

tracted to supply the Company for ten yesrs with p.n lnm].

@antity of 500-1500 tons ot pepper -at- 810 per picnl'“ = "‘:
[r $11 1t garbled] for the, first three years, after which =
it would be lowered to §9 /or $10 garbled/.”  The m.ngo-_ "
nont was referred both to Bengal and to the Oonrt of

Directors. Bengal axprease‘d"its EIupproval of the prOPOGOd

H
i

B, Ponang to London 6 ey 1815, 3SB (SNEL) B4, 71-6;

Cowan (1950), 57-8. |
¥, Ibid,; Penang to London 8 July 1816, SSR (SFL) B4,
_233=5; Cowan (1950), 63«

Penang to London 6 May 1815
Gowan (1950), 57-81 Bastin (1 9'55) s cany c2
London to- Penang 18 Septembor 1816 SS. N ’
ey Coman (19500, ot Ppenae (g*nﬁuitz'éioﬁm N
Yo 01ub1e 20 April ng Co. e~

21 april 1815, S8R (I0L) XLiL, ; o
Gonlgltationz'z’)'Tpril 1815. 85R (IOL) XLIX, ,

819-21. | o e

(SNL) B4, 71-63
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ngract ﬁi\moderate tems but the Diraetom' condunation
2

> —r
" understa\iably more forceable. London pepper prices

¢ fallen considerably in 1815 -compared. with those of -
14 and at current prices,k 500 tonn shipped on ‘the proposed
ms "50 London was caléulated to result in a loss of " .. 3

805, Pux%ornore. Malabar Pepper ‘was obteinable at. " f-v

?:Jndgenent' to have proceeded so far 1in such nnﬂ.u D o

inootiat ions ,wand__mum;;nz_mement— ¥28-£0

kenter into the contract.

It was there!ore obvd.ous that Penang could exp.ct’

only a limited outlet Ior 1ts ,peppar.—tm—-tho—coapmle—————————;
bome investment. In fact during this period only ong

,,~::.=3:::..—_

| thipment of Penang pepper was ever sent to London- by e
tho Oompany(_viz. 7,444 pounds in 1806), andeit reeulped ‘

na loss- of £50. In consequence,the Penang Government —

o

%8 faced with the 0ld problem of disposing of its -mlu

e e 0y e )
T

Pﬂpper and most of it was sent to China. Homer. 111

tontrast with the war years, some was sent to mainlsnd

Birope and America. Britain also imported Penang pepper

.

—Bengal to Penang 11~ Augu'stﬂa‘i‘j —Penmang Comsultations

6 January 1816, 398R (IOL) LIV. E

3. London to Penan azg 18 September 1816% SSR (sm.) c2,
845-55: Cowan (1950), 66; Bastin ( n

. London to Penang 7 Februar{91816 App ondix W?}‘

-59.3 (SNL) 82, 3864 Cowan (1950), 2; Bastin
~60; see Appendix VI A

X
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sernittently thereafter, and a further difficulty arose
1823 when the Company forbad its China bound ships to .. ...

o

such at Penang. The order was however,rescinded when -

ang pointed out that no sdditional expense was involved,

5 i
that no timo was wasted by ships ciIlins at Penang.ggfiiif

P

g to the uncerﬁainty of markata, it was more or lass -

™

vitahle that Penang pepper production should declina

dgn as that in 1805. This bime it did not rise ir’,i;

mdixs promineice as a commercial crop wase _taken over \ ‘

¥wspices, notably nutmeg and cloves.

The uourt of Directors had expressed interest in

ces =2s earlJ as A-ril 1805 when they asked for 1nIormation
t. the state and ownership of the pepper and spioce g
antationa.56 Unfortunately the Conpany spice'planta-”'

ns h#d already been sold, on 20 June 1805, at twelvo

' notice, on the orders of the GovernoreGeneralo‘ N

1,625 clove plants, 5,103 nutmeg plants and 1,050 ‘

leedlings had been disposed of for only $9,656,-a-sum —

-

Saw Chee Leng (1957). 22-3%.
London to Pénang 14 Aﬂril 1805, para. 59, JIA, VI, 28.
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ot even equal to th@ ground they occupied, In view 7

the Directors' sudden interest in spices, the Penang

Jovernment regretted the sudden sale of these plantations,
57

goon before the arrival of the new government,

e;'i'ing to privat_epultivation,_ Penang informed the .. . .

ectors thatl the clove and nutmeg plants "promise well®,
4 that several of the latter were in bearing. It also
plored the%ack of knowlodge of th. propor gqtheda _QL_._____

tivationo ' . -
The Pensag Government's:opinicn on the patentdal -
valuo of th‘ spica pPlants was still quite optiliatic

in the foll_o larch, when a small unpla of 1ocalhv____ .

roduced clovés was sent to the nireetora.,.!hu:nnn;,n”f_;‘”

hoalthx and .thriving state of the clove and nntnog plantl
L ch were likely. ij
the 'highest state of perfection'. But the ceoling -

intereat in spices in the nex: few years, when

nttention was coneentrated on pepper, was evident Trom -
the silence on the subject in both Penang and London.

spite.of Farquhar's optimism about anticipated rohu'nl .

?argghag 25%31)01'!:, Penang Consultations 20 Februsry -

1806, SSR (IOL) XII, 144. See Chapter I, 25. _
_Penang to London 12 November 1805, paras. 71-2 JIA,
VI, 89. PXor discussion of spices in Penang see o
Wright (1958), 54-5. o
Penang to London 20 March 1806, 33R (SKL) B1, 933
Cowan (1950), 26~7. )
3 ort 1805 (Spice Plantations),
§§_§- f?&‘)’hﬁ,’sﬁf Chee Leng (1957), 25-7.

/ '

ok m P e P

e T e a  n E m




E?ﬁhe spice plantat;ons were hampe»red by the cultivators
fif‘inexperience in the proper methods of cultivation and
py their growing diaillusicnment of the difficulties -

mvolved- Only the planters David Brown, John Dunbar ' ".“".'

end Thomas McGee had the pn tiencommmunl_n -
p.rsevcre with expori.nontn in spice pla.nting ‘on any large

lcnle. McGee and Dunbar, for u:anple, had in 1808 bcgml ’

A A s

planting ‘cloves /along with g:rfog md by 1810. the

_ _Byi810 when the drop in pepper prices had drswn the"
sttention of both London and Penang to the cultinticn

tomer were 2 000 in mmber.

of other crops, such as coffoo, cotton aml hemp,
interest in spicas was at the same tm_mnond. v’h.*::::w'z
Penang Government broke its four year silence on the

subject in March 1810,when it drew tho Diroctors'

attention to the ﬂouriahing atatzo of spice planeatim S
m the island. There were 13,000 nutmeg trees on the
lfferent plantations, several hundreds of these were

ln bearing, and in the previougthree years 20,000 young
Plants had been raised from the clove trees in vbo;a'rin‘g,

ind 801d by the] proprietors to cultivators in various. ~ — -
arte of the island. It was also explained to the

o et o e o T

Dil‘tact;orﬂ that previous ‘backwardness in cultivation had

v

——

'+ Dunbar to Raffles 7 February 1810 Penang
- Oonsultatidus 8 February 1810, SSE (IOL) rm:.
228-9¢

2, Penemng to London 15 March 1810, B3R (IOL) B2, 411.12;
, 00'38(1950), ._41; also 8SR (Ioi XXV, AA6-6.




_peen overcome when the plants were removed to more hilly

63
“'.egs with rich soil and plenty of shade.

An' impetus was given to Penang's. spice. 'plantations - ~
on the restoration of the Moluccas to the Dutch qOVQm— o
ent in 1816, combined with the _ro-agmlj_am__ox.,u B a»

Uy, 5

he traditional Dutch monopoly in spicoa. ‘ 'I'hc Penang g

Govemmont was encouraged in the belief that an hprovﬂ-“' z

narket for the export of spices would result. The » ”’Z

spice plants of the Presidency were thriving in 1816, s

‘the produce [ﬁarticulammorwnnmgz_mwof—qudﬂﬁ?—{

and the cultivation of both cloves and nutmegs was
Ll 64 o . . “ Lo AR |
-extending fast. In 1818 there were an estimated 6,90(;‘

bearing nutmeg trees and 10,000 clove trees on Penang,

there swere
and althqgefshe78,900 nutmeg and 103,929 clove trees o —

plantations in ten districts of the island, na:l.nly ig

Sungei Glusmor, Ayer Itam, Telok Ayer Rajal, and Sungel
66

Kluang. In September 1818 David Brown petitioned the
government to request the Court of Directors to extend

to Penang the protective duties passed by the British

63, On the advice of the botanist, C. Smith who realised -
; that the original sites of the plants, without
proper shade and in poor soils, was the cause of
their failure to zrow well. Penang to London 15 -
Uarch 1810, 3SR (IOL) XXVI, 4§5-6. - - T

‘64- Penang to London 8 July 1816, _sg_:_:_g (SNL) 134. 255-5!
Oowan (1950), 65.
5. Low (1836), 20.

‘66’ Report on Cultivation in’ Penanz, Fihance Committee

to Clubl October 1818, Penan Consultations 7
October :g‘?a 83R (IOL) iXVII, g& See Appendix 2

VIB




.
-4

In 1819 Penang was included in-a tariff act rassed by

| the British Qovernment w’xich protected the. p:poduce of —— . -

: any British colony which was entered for home consmnpti.on. |
3y an Act of March 1820, all. spices_uhich_umthe»mc—
~of British territories were to be imported freé of dutyj

mtoq England,but---the 'Pgﬁmg'plé‘jﬁfers “were still not ‘well

~ enough advancgd to ecomp'et_e succ:éssfully with the Duteh,

~ whose plantations were aghin producing in the 1820s. -

~ was undeveloped agriculturally.

VII -

Province Wellesley - during tha penmm

There were no 1argc

European landowners as on Penang island, where most of

e prom—
L)

~ the 1and had been alienated before Province '011“101

vas ceded to the British in 1800.

The slower development

of Province ‘Jlellesley was evident from the low rise in
POpulation from an estimated 1560 in 1800 to about 5000

in 1821,

a few Chinese and Indians.

the land were engaged mhinly in rice cultivation and

the growing of other local products such as’ eoéanut" and

betelnut trees., The rate of development quickened in

Most of these were Malays, althoughthere were
Those who had settled on '

e e o i, . 4 g A

5 [ —

&

Saw Chee Leng (1957)9 50’1

B 0 September
rown to Bannerman 30 3ep 35R (10L)

Consultations 17 October 1818,
435-8.

1818, Penang
LIvix,

| qovernment on spices which were the PI‘OG.uce of Bencoolen. 7 L
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the 1820's ‘and '303 after the Siamese invasien of Redah —— -

kbrought an influx of fleeing Kalays into Province Wellesley, |
wtil by 1835 the Population nunmbered over 46,000. -From - |
/the 1820's, experiments were made nostly by Chinese in A_ :
the growth- o£ sugar oane, which was well suitod to the . *
iiig;;wd ‘soll there. “But. Prévince_.¥ellesley, with """}"" :
its fortile ‘alluvial geil-and level-damdy “mméd"lfe’if_""— |

suited to extensive rice growing, and it_ supplied this

% :

conmodity to Penang 1sland and other aurrounding areas,

o "\./

L
3
T {
!
I

L

9 See Low (1836), 124, 82, A4, 49-30, 126. | |




