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4 M arch 1830. 2094. Do the neighbouring nations ?~~I think not. I think they generally*—  drink black tea.
2095. Supposing the trade between England and China were more com­pletely free, do you imagine that the Company would, under the present state of things, be able to carry on their trade?—They might carry it on, but I believe with a loss. I mean .so far as regards their present establishments.If their establishments were to be as great as they are at present, there must be a loss.
2096. Could they continue to pay the present amount of freight that they pay between England and China ?—No, I do not think they could.
2097- What is the amount of freight ?—I cannot say exactly what the freights are, but I know they are much greater than any free-traders can possibly get.
2098. What is the present amount of freight between England and Cal­cutta?—About £4. to £4. 10s. a ton, out and home, with what we call dead weight; heavy goods and light goods. The average of £4 out and £4 home, is the general rate of freight.
2099. Do you happen to know the rate of freight paid by the Company in a voyage from England to Canton ?—I do not know.
2100. What would be the rate of insurance upon a ship from England to Calcutta ?—I think about three to three and a half per cent.
2101. You have stated that you live at Wapping, what kind of life are you now in ?—A sail-maker, ship-chandler, and provisioner.
2102. Have you ever shipped any goods to India lately ?—No.
2108. From what source is your knowledge of this freight derived ?—I am every day upon the Royal Exchange.
2104. You have stated that you were at the Cape from 1821 to 1828, had you a partner there ?—Yes.
2105. What was his name?—Monteith.
2 10 6 . What did you deal in principally there ?—In India goods princi­pally ; we had two brigs that traded between Calcutta and the Cape with India goods.
2 10 7 . You have given the Committee information as to the China trade between the years 1817 and 1819; have you had any knowledge of the China trade personally subsequently to the year 1819?—No; I knew very little about it, except from having seen persons coming past that I have asked questions of, but I had no personal knowledge since 1819.
2108. Do you know Mr. John Bagshaw, formerly of Calcutta?—Yes.
2109. Was he a consigner of goods to your house?—No, he was not.
2110. You had no goods in the hands of yourself and your partner belong, ing to Mr. Bagshaw at any time, had you ?—No. 2111. Had
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2111. Had you any dealings with Mr. Bagshaw ?—No. 4- Mar ch 1880.
2112. With respect to the tea which you saw at the Cape coming from 77“  England, what year was that in?-—1 think it was in 1826, but I am not ‘ ‘ e ■* certain as to that point.
2113. By what ship did it arrive ?—I cannot say, but it was consigned to Messrs. Borradaile, Thompson, and Pillans, at the Cape.
2114. Do you know the quantity of tea?—I cannot say the quantity, but I should say twenty chests, or something of that kind, it was but a small quantity.
2115. Had you any means of seeing the quality ?—No I had not.
2116. And you have no knowledge what it sold for ?—No, I had not the least.
2 1 1 7 . Was not the importation from England of the tea to which you have referred, because of its being of a superior quality to that which usually came from China ?—I did not know the cause: they expected they could import it from England, and sell it at the Cape cheaper than what the Company did.
2118. The quality being the same ?—The quality being the same.
2119. Do not you know that the usual mode of navigating the country ships is without any Europeans on board, except the captain and the officers ?—-Both my voyages to China we had two Europeans among the sea-cunnies.
2120. Were they Europeans or half-caste ?—They gave themselves out as Europeans, and I believe they were.
2121. Were not the crew all Lascars ?—All Lascars.
2122. What sized vessel do you consider most convenient for carrying on the Canton trade ?—At that time I think vessels of 600 or 700 tons were the best for that.
2123. You say at that time; has your opinion varied since that time?—No, I have not any opinion different from what I had at that time. I have been told that they do navigate now with smaller ships than they used to do; but my reason for having a larger ship was, that the duties being nearly the same in some things, we reckoned that the expenses were lessened by• having them in large ships,
2124. Is there any other duty but the cumshaw which is the same?—-I believe nothing but the cumshaw.
2125. To whom did that vessel belong ?—The agents were Alexander and Co.; she belonged to me and a house at Liverpool.
2126. In Canton did you do your own business, or was it done by a country agent there?-—The first voyage I  consigned my ship to the Ame­rican consul, a Mr. Wilcox; but found the business so very easily done, that I transacted my own business afterwards. 2127. Do
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4 March 1830. 2127. Do you consider that you could do your business there to the
Mr Join Ahen same advantage as it was done by the resident agent ?■—Equally so.

2128. Did that arise from your own knowledge of the place, or do you suppose that any captain coming there for the first time would do his business there as easily ?—I think equally so.
2129. H o w  cam e y o u  to  select an A m erican h o u s e ; had y o u  any reason 

for not tak ing  any o f  th e  E nglish  houses o f  a g en cy  ?— T here w as no E nglish  
h ou se there. There w ere E nglishm en, b ut th ey  w ere under the foreign  
f la g : no E n glish  man is allow ed to  rem ain at Canton.

2130. Do you mean to say there were no English houses of agency esta­blished at Canton ?—None; they are not permitted by the Company.
2131. Were there not English houses acting under foreign flags ?—Yes.
2132. Houses of respectability ?—Houses of respectability.
2133. And doing considerable business?—-Doing a great deal of business.
2134. Was Mi. Davison there at that time, and doing a great deal of business ?—Yes, I knew both the Davisons.
2135. Do you consider that you bought your teas as advantageously as the Company’s Factory bought them ?—I should think not. 1 think the Company could purchase their teas cheaper than we could, because they bad greater facilities. The Select Committee is there the whole year, and they certainly can purchase their tea cheaper, because they take such large quantities.
2136. So that you think the Company, in consequence of their being such large dealers, can command the article at better prices than indivi­duals ?—1 think they can.
2137. Does not sometimes the fact of your wanting large quantities tend to enhance the price to the buyer ?—No ; I cannot say that it does ; there generally is a price put upon it after it comes into the Hong, which they do not deviate from. But the Company, I believe, barter a good deal; I have been informed so by the supercargoes.
2138. Do you think the teas are bought upon better terms by being con­tracted for the year before ?—I should think so.
2139. You think that the contracting is a better system with the Chinese than buying upon the spot ?—I should think it is.
2140. Do you think the Company gets a better quality of tea than the free-traders?—I think not. I have had my information upon that point from the American supercargoes; and Mr. Wilcox, who was a very well- informed man, told me that he could buy teas of as good quality as any of the Company ; he has been frequently there in the Company’s stores, when they have been tasting the teas, and he declared to me that he could buy as good teas, and that he had sent to America teas equally as good as theCompany’s :
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Companys*: but what terms the Company have purchased their tea upon. 4 March 1830 I  am not informed. 1 '
2141. Is that speak ing  o f  tea  gen era lly , or b lack  tea  or green  tea?__O f  Mr-John Aktn,

E ut th e  free  traders w ou ld  have a  great ad van tage over  
th e  C om pany, w hich  w ou ld  m ore than com pensate, I  th ink , by com in g  
cheaper, n o t having such  a large establishm ent, and having th eir  ships at a 
less freight. I  he C om pany’s estab lishm ent there is  im m ense, an d  is a very  
h eavy  ex p en se , w hich th e  free trader w ou ld  n ot h a v e ;  and I th in k  th e free  
trader co u ld  com e in to  th e  m arket and d ispose o f  a ll h is teas in  E urope at a 
cheaper rate than th e C om pany could .

2142. Do you consider that, as far as concerns the mere dealing with the Chinese, the Company can do it better than individual merchants can do it ?—1 think they can, under the present system.
2143. D o  th e  Factory, upon the w h ole , rather im p ed e  the private trade, 

or do th ey  p ro tect and encourage it  ?— T h ey  do n eith er  th e o n e  nor th e  
other. 1 h ey  tak e care th at yo u  do n o t take any  m ore tea  from  C hina than  
y ou r licen se  allow s y o u . Y ou  are o b lig ed  to  report to  the c h ie f  supercargo  
th e  cargo th at you  bring to  China, an d  also w h at y o u  ta k e a w a y ;  and i f  
w e do any th in g  at all derogatory to th eir  d irections, or the in structions w e  
receive, th ey  w ill forec lose  the bonds w hich w e are under a t C alcutta, 
w iich th in k  is tw o la c k s ;  a lack fo r  th e cap ta in  and a la ck  for th e  m erchant.

2144. Are they at all vexatious in their interference with you ?_Not the
le a s t ; th ey  are very l ib e r a l; th ey  behave e x c e e d in g ly  w ell to  a ll th e  cou n try  captains. J

214.5. You d o  not con sid er them  as g o in g  ou t o f  th eir  w ay to  m olest yo u  ?

,■ J our exp er ien ce  ol the trade o f  th ose  seas, d o  y o u  think th at
if  the C hina b a d e  w e ie  en tire ly  throw n open, branches o f  trade w ould  n o t  
spring’ up w h ich  are n o w  k ep t under b y  the m on op o ly  ?— T h ere  is not th e  
lea st d ou b t of it* In  a ll th e  coast of C och in  China I  have turned  down w ith  
th e  E xm ou th  w ith  a fou l w ind , and I h ave turned  in to  several fine harbours 
a ll the w ay a lo n g  the c o a s t ; w e turned in to  six  or seven  different harbours 
a lon g  th e coast, and I  am sure there m ig h t be a g rea t trade carried on i f  
those ports w ere o p e n : and n ot on ly  that, but w ith  th e g rea t islands o f  
Japan, w h ich  w e have n o  com m unication  with w hatever. I  have o ften  
th o u g h t th a t i f  an em bassy was sent to  Japan, an d  a favourable resu lt  
ensued , th ere w ould  be n o  doubt an im m ense t r a d e ; for th o se  peop le are  
n o w  em erg in g  to  c iv iliza tion , and I  have often  th o u g h t th a t a  very  grea t  
trade m ight b e carried on there. I f  an E n g lish  w haler, by acc id en t, be cast 
aw ay there, th ey  use th em  very ill, and m urder th em  g e n e r a lly : but th e  
D u tc h  carry on  a great trade there from B atavia.

2147. W l e n  you  speak oi the m on op oly  b ein g  an  im pedim ent, do y o u
^ E  m ean
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4 March 1 830. mean the restrictions which now exist by law to the free trade in those seas ?fi —That is what I mean.M r. Joh n  A ken . _  , . . .2148. Do not you think there might be considerable trade with the Philip, pine Islands ?—A great trade might be carried on with the Philippine Islands and the coast of Borneo.

2149. Do not you think that the ingenuity arising from a free exertion of private interest frequently starts means of trade to merchants which were unknown before?—Yes, which had no existence before : no doubt of it; a great deal might be done if the trade were open.
2150. Is there any trade at present between Mexico and Canton._Notfrom Mexico, that I know of; but there is a great trade carried on by the Americans from the north-west coast of America to Canton.
2151. Do you know any thing of that trade?—Yes; both the voyages that I was in China several small vessels came there, from 250 to 350  tons, and they had generally furs and some fine oil, which they sold at Canton, and purchased cargoes and went home to America.
2152. Do you know from what part of America they came ?—From Nootka Sound and Cook’s Inlet.
2153. Is.that trade at present entirely confined to the Americans?— Entirely, because an English vessel cannot go to Canton at all; that was one of the greatest grievances that I saw.
21,54. Do not you think that English shipping would, if that trade were open, have the same advantage with the Americans in carrying on the north-west trade with China ?—-Yes ; no doubt about it.
2155. Did you understand that to be a very profitable trade to the Ame­ricans ?—Yes, very profitable. Several gentlemen that were embarked in the business said it was a very profitable one.
2156. Do you know any thing of a trade between South America and Canton, from Valparaiso arid Buenos Ayres?—No, I do not. There is a trade from Manilla to Canton; but they seldom go to Canton, they generally stop at Macao.
2157. Was the Company’s factory any protection to you in carrying on the trade with the Chinese ?—Not the least. If the Hong merchantsDiad been guilty of any fraud, or any thing of that kind, I believe the supercargoes would take it up and assist me in that particular, and perhaps interfere with the Viceroy.
2158. Do you know of any instance in which the private trade derived any benefit from that sort of intervention ?—No, I do not know of any,
2159. Did you ever hear that the Americans or Europeans trading to China derived any protection from the Company’s factory ?—Not the least
2160. Did you ever know of any case occurring, such as you have alluded to, with regard to a Hong merchant, which required such an inter­ference ?



ference ?—I believe there has been such a thing, but not in my time; per- 4 March 1830. haps one case may happen in twenty-four years, but I believe it is of very ——rare occurrence. ^ r' ^ 0,w ^ken.
2 1 6 1. You have stated that when you were at Canton there were several Englishmen carrying on trade there as agents under foreign flags; will you state what was the firm of the house in which Mr. Davison was? —Davison & Co.
2162. Under what flag did they do business ?—I cannot say whether it was Danish or Prussian.
2163. What other English houses were there there ?—-There was Mag- mac’s house j I think they were under the Danish flag. I think those were the only two English houses.
8164. Do those English houses do a great deal of business ?—A great deal.
2165. Was any of it with Europe, or was it principally confined to the country trade?-—There was both.
2166. Do you know whether any of the partners of those houses are now in England ?—I do not know.
2167. Suppose you had an opportunity of forming your own design for an adventure to China, and being supplied with means, selected such a cargo as you thought suitable for export, and obtained in return a cargo of tea, do you think you could obtain a more favourable result than the Company now does?-—I think I could have a more favourable result, because I can sail my ship cheaper, and I have no incumbrance in China, therefore I could sell my cargo equally as well as they could. I could purchase my teas, perhaps, not quite so well, but I could sell it in England cheaper a great deal than what they could.
2 16 8 . Would the difference be great in degree between your result and the result the Company now obtains ?—I should imagine I could make ten per cent, more than the Company now does.
2169. Do you know now what the profit is which the Company makes?—The Company make, I believe, a hundred per cent.
@170. Then do you think that you could make upon an adventure more than a hundred per cent, profit ?—No; because if the free trade was open, we should have tea cheaper, and the prices would be much less.
2 1 7 1 . Did you not, in the answer you have given, mean to compare your adventure with an adventure by the Company, in case the trade was open ?—Yes, in case the trade was open ; not at present; but if the trade was open, I am certain that I could bring that commodity here, and sell it cheaper than the Company could.
2 17 2 . Supposing you obtained permission to send a ship in the present state of things from this country to China, what profit do you imagine, with2 E 2 the
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4 M arch 1830. the present prices of tea in the market here, you would, realize upon that -—-  voyage ?—That would be a thing that I could not estimate.

2173- How do you calculate that the Company gain a hundred per cent, profit ?—From what I have seen of teas sold at the Cape of Good Hope ; and I know very nearly, though not exactly, what they give for them in China, according to what I gave for them myself : they may get them a shade lower, but it is a trifle.
2174. Comparing the prices at the India sales with the prime cost at Canton, should you say that they get one hundred per cent, clear profit, after deducting the charges ?■—I have no doubt of it.
217,5, What, in your opinion, would be the difference in the expense of freight between a Company’s ship and such a one as you should think suited to the China trade ?—The difference would at least be forty per cent. ; I could fit my ship out at least forty per cent, cheaper than the Company do at present.
2 1 7 6 . T h en , i f  th e  sa ilin g  o f  a sh ip  in  th e C om pany’s serv ice  cost £14 

per ton , it  w ou ld  co st you  b u t £ 1 0  ?— Y es.
2177. Is not your assertion, that you could sell cheaper than the Com­pany, founded upon your belief that they make a hundred per cent. ?_

Y es, it is. *
2178. In the sort of adventure that has been spoken of, that is of going out to China for a cargo of teas, is there any branch of that adventure in which you think you would have an advantage over the Company, excepting in the article of freight ?—No, only in the article of freight, I should think; but I am not acquainted exactly with what the Company take from this country to China; they take lead, broadcloths, and different sorts of woollens; but it is quite a secret in Canton, we know very little about it.
2179. You have already stated, that you think the Company could deal with the Chinese upon better terms than you could, you think they would not also provide their money there upon better terms than you would ?—No, I do not think they would, because you can draw bills upon any res­pectable merchant living in London; the Chinese would take them with the greatest ease. In fact the house of Baring & Co. in London was drawn upon by the Americans on as good terms j at least the supercargoes told me so.
2180. Do not you think the private trader would discover many articles that would suit the market there, if he was left at perfect liberty, which the Company never dream of?—Certainly, a great many things which the Com­pany never think of
2181. Do not you think the opening the trade would have the effect ofextending the list of commodities in which the trade is carried on ?__Y es.
2182. Do you know any reason why the supercargoes at Canton could not find out those articles ?■—I cannot say why they did not do it.
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2 1 8 9 . Have not they, residing there, and having persons in their employ- 4 M arch 1830. ment, the very best means of finding out the articles adapted to the Chinese ^  Akm  
market ?—Certainly.2184. Although the Company’s supercargoes are constantly residing there, do you think it probable that the servants of the Company would be as anxious to push their trade as individuals who are trading tor their own account;?—No, I do not believe it; I think individuals upon their own account would push the trade much more than it is at present

2185. Are not you aware that the Company’s captains and officers 
are permitted to trade as merchants to China ?—Y es.

2186. W hy do you suppose individual merchants would be more activethan those captains and officers who are merchants 'We can only draw aninference from what has happened from opening the trade with Calcutta; there is an immense trade now carried on with Calcutta, compared with 
what there was before the trade was opened.

2187. Is it in the power of any Englishman to go into China without leave of the Chinese authorities ?—Canton is the only port that is open to 
trade at all to any person.2188. Do you consider it possible for Great Britain to permit English­men to go into the interior of China?--! have taken Europeans, I have taken a French bishop and his suite, who went into the interior ot China;I landed them at Macao, and they were to go into the interior as missionaries.

2189. Are not the Company’s servants, who deal in China on their own account, obliged to confine themselves to the precise voyage which is pointed out by their masters; that is to say, that they can only go where their 
masters send the vessels to ?—Yes.2190. Have not the private trade, on the other hand, the power of select­ing all the different markets, both of the East, and of Europe, and of Ame­
rica ?—Yes.2191. Must not that unlimited range give them a  g r e a t  advantage over the 
Company’s servants, whose trade is so restricted ?—~lCertainly.

2 19 2 . Did not your answer relate to the trade in China alone ? In China 
alone.2193. You speak of there being six or seven ports in Cochin China winch are not now frequented; how does the Company’s monopoly prevent those ports and places being traded with ?—I do hot know. I he Company has iu>, ung to do with that, it is an arrangement by the Chinese; they do not suffer any 
other port to be opened but Canton.2194. Did you mean to say, that those ports to which you alluded are not traded with in consequence of the monopoly of the Company?-- o, e Chinese prevent it themselves, and the Cochin Chinese. Ihe whole tauge of the coast, as far as Siam, is under the Chinese government, but only
nominally so. tl94 . Upon
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4 March 1830. SI95. Upon the occasion when you sailed along those harbours in Cochin•----  China, do you think the native authorities would have permitted you to
M>-, John Aken, enter if the Company had given you leave ?—That I do not know ; I did not like to try that.

SI 06. Are there not various products of the Eastern Archipelago which are fitted alone for the China market ?—There are : there is trepan, which the French call beche-le-tner, and birds’-nests.
2197> Are you aware whether the trade carried oil with the Eastern Archi­pelago in the articles you have alluded to is a considerable trade or not ?—It would be very considerable, to small vessels particularly. They could take in those articles I have mentioned, also sandel-wood, which is taken to the Chinese market, and is a very profitable thing.
2198. Are not the country ships of India allowed to trade with Cochin China from Calcutta, so far as the English government are concerned ?—At that time they were not: our license allowed us only to go to Canton, and we cannot trade with any other ports, except what our license allowed.
2199- Do not you know that a license could be obtained in Calcutta to trade to Cochin China ?—-I do not know.
2200. Is a license ever drawn out for a voyage without specifying a parti­cular port P—No.
2201. Do you think you could not have obtained a license empowering you to enter any port upon the Cochin Chinese coast -1 have always been given to understand so.
2202. Did you ever get a license to touch and trade at various ports ?—*No, the license runs thus : to go to Canton, and to touch and trade at any intermediate port between there and Calcutta, outward and homeward ; but that is only to the country vessels.
2203. Would that license include the ports on the coast of Cochin China ?—Yes; but I have always understood that we could not trade with any port of Cochin China.
2204. That is, that the Chinese government will not suffer it ?—Yes.
2205. Are not you aware that the country ships might clear out for any part of Cochin China, if the local government would permit it ?—I am hot aware of that.
2206. Do not you think there would be much more probability of over­coming the prejudices of the Chinese in regard to intercourse with Europeans at other ports than Canton, if the monopoly of the East-India Company were done away with ?—No. If the monopoly of the East-India Company were done away with, it would make no difference whatever, I believe, or alter the Chinese policy at all.
220 7 . Do not you think that the enterprize of private traders would induce them to go to other ports, and that the Chinese would see the advantage oftaking



taking their goods and trading with them?—They might in the course of 4 March 1830 tune, but at present I. should think not. An embassy sent into China for the —  purpose might, perhaps, do away that prejudice, but not any thing1 else done M r- hn ,4km. by individuals.
2208. Do not you think the Chinese would see the interest they had in selling their goods ?—-No doubt they do see it, they know it very well: but the government is so very arbitrary that they cannot, do it. The best informed Chinese that I ever met with, said, that if all the ports in China were thrown open, it would be a great advantage to the Chinese.
2209. Have you heard that opinion generally expressed by the intelligentChinese ?—I have. m
2210. As the government seems to possess so little power to put down smuggling, is it not to be supposed that they would not be able greatly to control what is done at those ports ?•—I believe that is the reason for allowing Canton to be the only port that is open.
2211. What do you think would become of any vessel that went into anyport but Canton ?—They would imprison the crew, and take the ship away from them. J
2212. Although it is a great advantage to the Chinese to trade, you think they would lay hold of the crew of any vessel that went to seek trade there ?—I have no doubt of it, because it is prohibited.
2213. Has any instance come to your knowledge of any European vessel having gone to any other port than Canton ?—*None, except Macao.
2214. Have you been much in the way of hearing of instances of the sort, if they had occurred ?—I have been in that part of the world upwards of thirtylyears ago, but I never knew an instance of a ship trading to any other port over which the Chinese had any control whatever.
2215. Might not such a thing have taken place without your knowing any thing about it ?—I think I must have known it.
2216. Have you met with a number of Chinese junks in the course of your voyages there ?—Yes.
^2 17 . Have you ever had any dealings with any of the people in the junks ?—No,̂  I never have; but those junks now have found their way to Sincapore. There are great quantities of them come there directly from Canton ; and they come, as I am told, from some of the ports of Cochin China to Sincapore.
2218. You stated that the port charges at Canton, excepting the cumshaw, were in proportion to the measurement of the vessel: do you then consider that, except in respect of the cumshaw, there would be no difference in the advantage between navigating a small and a large ship, as far as the payment of the port charges are concerned ?—-There may be some charges, as far as

regards
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4 March 1830. regards the linguist or the compradore’s fees; but, generally speaking1, I----  believe there is no difference except in the eumshaw.
M r. John Aken. % % ig . You said, that saltpetre was smuggled into China, because it was 

sold to greater advantage than if sold to the government: do you mean by that, that the Chinese law forbids the sale of saltpetre openly to any person except to the government ?—-Yes; they do not allow it to be sold except to the government.
2220. Do you conceive that if the Chinese trade were entirely free, it would be a beneficial measure to the natives of British India ?—I do not know that it would be more beneficial to them than it is at present, but I think it would be a great benefit to the United Kingdom.

■ x ; b x ;Vb7; ' ' ' / S S v - C ' V':- i - ■ ■ := ■•: 3 , ; ^'



C f )1 <SL—'<£?% ' , , , ,.•S,\î y /  V. 1' 1 -' '! ' ' ' '
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Lurise, 8iw die M arti! 1-830.

Captain R ichard  A lsager •• » - - - - - p. f€6
W a lter Stevenson D avidson, Esq. - - - R - - - €50

Martis, 9° die Martii 1830.

Captain Charles H u tc h in s o n .................................... ........  264
Mr. Charles E v e r e tt - - - - - - - - €80
Mr. Abraham  D ix o n  . . . . . . . .  294

J& vh, 1 1 °  die Martii 1830.

W a lter  Stevenson D avidson, Esq. - - - - - - SO7
Mr. Abraham, D ixo n  - 3!9

Lunae, 15° die Martii 1830.

Mr. Abraham  D ixo n  - - - » - - - - 329
Joshua B ates, Esq...........................................   332

Martis, 16° die Martii 1830.

Mr. Joh n  D e a n s ...............................................................- 356
Mr. Jo h n  A rg y le  M a x w e l l .................................... - - 375

Jo v is, 18° die Martii 1830.

Captain W illiam  L a n g ley  P ope  -  388
Mr. John  Simpson  .....................................................4-00
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SECOND REPORT.

THE SELECT COMMITTEE appointed to inquire into the present 
State of the A ffairs of the E ast-Inm a  Company, and into the T rade 

between G rea t B ritain ,, the E ast-In d ies, and China / and to report their 
Observations thereupon to the House; and who were empowered to 
report the M inutes of the E vidence taken before them from time to 
time, to the House;—

H A V E  made a further Progress in the matters to them referred, 

and had examined several Witnesses ; and directed the M in u tes  
of the E vidence to be reported to  the House up to the 18th 

day of this instant March, inclusive.

•{/ 'jj{> . A, r  i|!f, Ijtyi,i i | , ; s \ \‘fr i j,  <i. > r  ■ ■■ '■ i 1 q»„ ’•

1 Bth March 1830.
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MINUTES OF EVIDENCE.
Lunas, 8° die M cirtii, 1830.

W illiam W ard, Esq. in the Chair.
Captain RICHARD ALSAGER, called in, and examined.

8 March 1830. 2221. What is your profession ?— I have been nine voyages in the Com*“—‘ pany’s service as an officer, and five as a commander. The last ship I com-
U t p t .  ll. Alsager. man[|eci was tjie Waterloo, and previous to that the Grenville.

2222. What was the tonnage of the ship you formerly commanded in the service of the East-India Company ?—The tonnage of the Waterloo is 1300 tons and a few over.
2223. Is there any advantage in having ships of that class for the China trade ?—Very great indeed.
2224. Do they pay the same port duties in China in proportion to their tonnage as smaller ships?—I think the average of the port dues on a large ship came to about 20s. a ton ; I think upon ships of 300 tons they would come to about £2 a ton.
2225. Are the ships in the Company’s service made available for carrying troops and other territorial purposes ?—-They are very convenient and healthy $ and standing high out of the water, there is always room and plenty of air.
2226. Have the governments of India employed them in war?—Several times. I have been fitted out under Captain Birch : we have mounted 44 guns; we considered ourselves then equal to any frigate.
222 7 . How did they answer as ships of war when so employed ?—Re­markably well: they have several times distinguished themselves. When Captain Bulteel went out in the Belliqueux to India, he fell in with three French frigates on the Brazil coast, One he attacked ; he sent two India* men after the Medea, which struck to the Exeter; the Bombay Castle coming up, the third was attacked by the Warley, and escaped by throwing her guns overboard and cutting some of her beams through. That was in 1800.
2228. If the same quantity of tea was brought home in smaller ships during the time of war as the Company have been in the habit of importing, could they have been protected by the convoys which the government ap­propriated for the protection of the Company’s ships ?-—If they were in asmaller
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smaller class of ships, say 500 tons, for example, it would take four ships to 8 March 1830.bring home one cargo such as is brought in one 1300 ton ship: consequently, ----if twenty ships is the regular number of our season, it would take eighty to Ctxpt, E. Alsager.bring home the same quantity of tea. I should think small ships scatter wideand far from the convoy, and the ships of the Company are able to protectthemselves in some measure, and they are more obedient to the orders of theconvoy, exclusively of their being able to protect themselves individuallywithout any other protection.
2229- Is the discipline good in the Company’s ships ?-~-I think they are in the highest state of discipline, and such as to call for the commendation of gentlemen of the navy on several occasions.
2230. Why would one vessel of 1300 or 1400 tons carry as much tea as four or five vessels of 500 tons ?—There is a greater capacity of hold : they take the cargoes regularly; they are of such immense ex tent that there is less breakage and less damage.
2231. What would be the rate of insurance under corresponding circum­stances of a large vessel and a small one ?—There is not any difference made at Lloyd’s, except preference; and sometimes the underwriter gets a policy of more risk tacked on to the supposed less risk in the Company’s ships.
2232. How many ships homeward-bound with tea have been lost in your experience ?—I have no recollection of any since the Ganges, which I think must have been in 1806 or 1807-
2233. Where was the Ganges lost ?—She foundered off the Cape. She was a ship that was built with scantling not equal to her size, and she was repaired at Bombay after having sprung a leak.
2234. How many ships have brought tea homeward since 1806 ?—I think the average is from twenty-one to twenty-three or twenty-four of the class of 1200 tons.
2235. Then there have been about five hundred ships in that period ?—About that number.
2236. You attribute this small proportion of casualties to the superior quality of the ships ?—Yes; and the care that is taken in their outfit.
2237. Supposing that the trade required twenty ships of the size which you have stated, and that of a smaller class eighty would be required, what, according to the least calculation of freight, would be the tonnage of the eighty ships; would it be a larger or a less charge of freight ?—As a matter of calculation, I should think the expense of the smaller ships would be less, exclusive of the advantages attending the large ships in themselves,
2238. By what calculation do you come to that conclusion ?—There is a great facility in the large ships in receiving the cargo as it comes alongside.It is sent from Canton in boats containing 500 or 600 quarter-chests of tea ; in the large ships they are taken in and put into their place immediately,2 F 2 for
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8 M arch 1830. for there is a greater extent of space'to stow them, and they are not moved ----  again.
<Mp,‘ JL Alsa&er’ 2239. Would not the freight upon the large ships come to a smaller sum 

of money than upon the smaller ships?—The average freight of a. large ship 
at present to China varies from £20 to £22 a ton out and home, taking it to 
India and China. The tenders are, by open competition, and the lowest tender 
is always taken.

2240. What would be the freight of a smaller ship?—-I have never 
sailed in a smaller ship, and therefore I am not capable of judging; but 
with the, harbour expenses in China of £2 a ton, and the various" equip­
ments, I can hardly conceive they could do it under £16 a ton, paying all 
charges.

2241. Then would it be cheaper to employ large ships or small ones ?
—In a pecuniary point of view l should think the smaller would be cheaper.

2242. What would be the insurance of a vessel of the large class?_I
have paid myself £6 per cent, insurance out and home upon the double 
voyage.

2243. Was that in peace or in war ?—During the present peace. I have 
only commanded ships since I 8I7 .

2244. What would be the insurance during war ?■—Twelve guineas per
cent. ■ ''

2245. Do you know whether the Americans introduce, by smuggling, 
articles into consumption in China?—I have not seen it, but I have not the 
least doubt of it.

2246. Do you think they could supply that market with benefit, by means 
of smuggling, which the Company do not engage in ?—Under the shadow 
of the, Company, I think they do often.

2247. Do you mean that the Company assist in smuggling?—-No, I do 
not; but they make use of the Company’s name. They have not the 
Company’s sanction ; but goods are made up, as woollens, in the shape of 
Company’s bales, the Company’s marks are on them, and they are passed 
as Company’s bales when they are not so.

2248. Where are the goods unshipped ?—At Whampoa; all ships unload 
at Whampoa.

2249. Have you known any instances, within your own observation, of
tins practice?—I have seen a bale or two in the Chinese merchants’ hongs 
that had been passed as Company’s bales that were American. °

2250. 1 hat you knew to have been American ?—They were pointed out 
to me as American, and they were not quite correctly marked, and I have 
not the least doubt that they were American.

2251. Is it the general practice with the Americans to dispose of their 
outw'ai d investments and manui aetured goods with a view of smuggling into

China,
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China, and by whom are they smuggled? - I  am:not aware that the Anjeri- 8 March 1830.cans smuggle cargoes into China. They trade openly like other traders to , ----China, except in opium: opium is a prohibited article. But I am not I aPt-R-. Alsager aware that, the Americans are under any necessity of' smuggling.
2s!52. Do they not dispose of their cargoes to the Hong merchants, who smuggle them ?•—I am not aware of that.
2253. What did you mean by stating that the Americans smuggled under the shadow of the Company?—If I made use of the word smuggle, it is perhaps stronger than I am entitled to use. I  do not mean that they evaded the duties in China, but that the parcels were, made up in the shape of the Company’s goods, and sold as such when they were not so.
2254. Are you aware that woollens sent out by other ships are not of the same quality as the woollens sent out in the Company’s ships ?—'There is not that care and attention : they are often Company’s rejected goods that are taken out by individuals.
2255. How do you know that they are not so good ?—By seeing some of them opened  ̂sometimes, and knowing,,that goods that have been rejected have been offered to me as a merchant, and the same goods I have known to have been sent out.
2256. Can you state the year when that occurred ?—It is not confined to one year.
2257. Can you give the Committee any instance of it?—In 1819, in 1821, and in 1823.
2258. Were those goods offered to you at a lower price than the Com­pany had stipulated to give?—Being rejected by the Company, they were thrown back upon the merchants’ hands, and they were willing to sell them for what they could get.
2259. Was the merchant who offered them to you in England ?—Yes.
2260. Do you believe that the goods rejected by the East-India Company afterwards find their way to China, and are sold?—I have not the least doubt of it.
2261. Are you aware whether they are sold for less than the Company’s goods ?—Some I have known sold equal, without the bale being opened, with the Company’s mark.
2262. How can they have the Company’s mark if they were not exported by the Company ?—To a Chinese it would appear to be the Company’s mark; there is a heart and 4 ; instead of a V there is an I, there is a G or an L instead of an E; but to the Chinese the English characters are un­known, and the appearance of the mark is the same to them, though not really so.

2263, So
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s March 1830 2263. So that they have not the Company’s mark in reality No ; but. it is what, at a short distance, a European would take to be the Company’s

Copt. B  Alsager, mark.
2264 . With this facility of imposition, is the Company’s mark of any great importance in the Chinese market ?~~It is a guarantee to any bale that

has the mark upon it.
2265  If an imitation can be so easily effected as to impose upon the Chinese, can the real mark be of any great importance in the Chinesemarket ?_Experience may prove that they are mistaken in this mark, andthey may begin to analyze it. I am speaking now of the early part of the time when they took it for granted that it was the Company’s mark.
2266 . Have the cases of deception to which you allude been numerous ?_If one or two came under an individual’s observation like myself, who had

a great deal to attend to, I think they must be numerous.
2267  If they are numerous, what importance can you attach to the 

C om pany’s mark ?—I myself, as an individual, attach every importance to it, and those who are in the habit of dealing with the Company know it.
2268 . You attach importance to it because you are able to distin­guish the genuine mark from the forged mark; but with respect to the Chinese, whom you have stated as being incapable of making that distinc­tion, what importance can they attach to the Company’s mark ?—They take them all to be the Company’s mark, and they are taken up the country with 

that mark on them.
2269 . I f  they are taken up. the country with the forged marks as well as the real marks, is there any importance, attached to the real marks —I can 

only say that they are all taken up as real.
2270. Supposing a case occurred in which the Company’s mark, either in reality or in imitation, were not upon a bale, would it pass current into the 

country ?—I think it would be opened.
2 2 7 1  How many pounds of tea do you reckon to be carried by the ton in a large vessel?—The black tea and the green are different, the green tea being more bulky and lighter; 900 cwt. I think, of black tea.
2272  What difference is made in the freight in consequence of going to India instead of proceeding direct to China?—There is generally a deduc­tion of 305. per ton for the circuitous route; 305. are deducted foi the double vovage between the two intermediate ports.
2273 Are the Committee to understand that the Company can send a ship loaded with troops to Madras, and thence to China, for 80s. less than sending it direct to China ?—Thirty shillings more.
0074. Supposing a ship to sail direct to Calcutta, and another direct to Canton, would there, or not, be any difference in the freight?—The freight to Calcutta would be less than the freight to Canton, because there 
0 are
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are so many harbour charges in Canton ; but what the difference would be 8 March 1830. 
I  could not say. —

2275. Would there be any other difference than the harbour charges ?— ap ’ A(m<Jer' I  am not aware of any other difference; they are very heavy.
2276 . Do you know the present amount of freight to Calcutta ?—I have seen such variety that I can hardly quote any criterion.
2 2 7 7 . You have stated that upon a large ship the harbour charges at Canton would amount to £1 a ton, and upon a smaller ship £ 2  a ton ; will you state what the items would be ?—The Chinese measure from the centre of the fore-mast to the centre of the mizen-mast, and from outside to outside; the depth is not mentioned. There is a great space in a large ship between the centre of the fore-mast and the bows; there is also a'large space between the centre of the mizen-mast and the stern, which is not measured, and there is a depth of seventeen feet in the hold, whereas a small ship has only about twelve or thirteen.
227 8 . The difference then arises from the large ship not being sufficiently measured by the Chinese ?~—There is a greater space unmeasured.
2279 . You have stated, that there is a great advantage in carrying on the trade in large ships ; supposing that to be the case, why could not the private trader carry on his business in large ships also ?-—The officers ot the large ships are trained up for several years; they sail in the different grades during their various voyages, till the time they arrive at the com­

mand; they are better capable of undertaking the responsibility and the care of the concern than an individual put in there at once would be.
2280. Can you state whether the officers of the Company’s ships import teas from India to China ?—'They do in their private investments.
2281. What quantity of tea does a captain import?—He is allowed fifty- 

six tons upon a ship of 12 0 0  tons.
2282. What is the chief mate allowed ?—.They are all stated in the book of regulations; I think 103 is the sum total of the commander and 

officers.2283. From whom do the officers of the Company’s ships purchase their tea ?■—Generally of Hong merchants, if we can get them.
2284. Do you often find difficulty in getting them from the Hong mer­chants ?—Not a great difficulty ; we like that the person who secures our 

ships should buy our cargo.2285. Do they often purchase tea from the outside merchants ?-—I have never purchased tea from the outside merchants. I have heaitl that officeis have done it sometimes for barter, at great risk, and at great loss 111 quality.When they have returned to China, the person has not been found that 
they bought the tea from.2286. Are all the younger officers competent to the management of that transaction ?—The duty of their office requires too much attention generally

: G°t&X



‘(f)? VST232 EVIDENCE ON EAST-INDIA AFFAIRS: ^ J
8 M arch 1830. for them to engage much in trade; and, as such, generally the commander, • / tj Z, has paid them a certain sum for their investment.< apt. If. A lsager. 12287. What does he pay, commonly speaking, for their tonnage?—It varies according to the amount of investment in China, and the difficulty of remitting home, from £20 to £40 a ton.

2288. Has it ever been higher than £40 a ton ?—I have never paid more.
2289. What is the amount of per-centage paid by the Company’s officers to the Company ?—I do not know : upon the ton it is about 25 per cent.
2290. Was it not larger formerly than it is now?—It was 33 formerly.
2291. When did the reduction take place?—I am not very competent to speak to the time: I suppose ten years. It was previous to my being a commander.
2292. Can you state the amount of the tea annually exported by the officers’ privilege ?—It varies very much ; because an officer that has a large capital cannot afford to invest his capital in tea, because tea embraces but a small sum.
2293. Did you ever know it amount to 2,000,000 of pounds in any one year?—I cannot answer that.
2294. Have you ever had any bad tea delivered to you?—I have always <:i dealt with the Hong merchants, and I have never had any bad tea. I. havebeen very fortunate in that respect. A number of my brother officers, that have dealt with the outside merchants, have suffered greatly from having bad tea.
2295. Will you mention an instance in which an officer has had bad tea sold to him by an outside merchant ?—I think I recollect Captain Nairne is one.
229ff In what year was that ?—1822 or 1824, I believe.
2297. Where is the tea so brought by the officers sold ?—At the East-India Company’s sales.
2298. How soon after the arrival of any ship is the privileged tea dis­posed of ?—* At the very first quarterly sale afterwards.
2299. Have you ever known any of the privileged teas refused by the buyers ?—None of my own; and, speaking personally, I know of none, I have heard of others, but I cannot speak to individual cases,
2300. You cannot then speak of the extent of it ?-— No.
2301. Do you consider that privileged tea is of better or worse quality than what is purchased by the Company?—We are very often glad to take what the Company has rejected, and I think the tea is a grade lower,
2302. Does it sell for less in the sales at the India-House?—Sometimes we buy it in smaller boxes, and that is an advantage ; but I think, generally speaking, it fetches rather less than more. 2303. Do
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2303. Do you deal entirely yourselves, or do you deal through the Com- 8 March 1830. pany’s Factory in China ?—Entirely ourselves. —~
2304-. Could you state, upon an average of your several voyages, what Capt' R ' A,m9e>\ profit the tea so imported by privilege has given ?—The last voyage 1 gained but little or nothing by the tea ; that is, if 1 reckon the dollar at 5s. The dollar is considered as current at 5s. in Canton, though it is worth only 

4>s. Id . ; but if we make it 5s. home, we consider ourselves fortunate. We sell our outward investments by the dollar at 5s., and then if we get our money home at 5s. we consider ourselves fortunate. This last time I scarcely did 
that.

2305. If the dollar is worth 4.5. Id., and you get it home at 5s., is not that getting a profit of nearly 25 per cent. ?■—Then we reckon the same upon the outward investment upon the dollar when it is not so.
2306. Then, in reality, taking the pound sterling you disburse, and the pound sterling you realize, what is, upon an average, the profit of the privileged trade ?—— If it is 10 per cent, upon the money invested, I consider that a very good return indeed.
2307. Have the woollen goods you took out been profitable or not ?—By no means ; I have lost by them.
2308. Were the goods that you lost by the rejected goods of which you 

spoke ?—Some were.
2309. Are the rejected goods of the Company commonly to be bought in London?—T think they may be.
2310. What is the sort of tea that the Company’s officers generally bring over?—It varies according to the individual’s choice.
2311. Is it commonly tea of the lower price, or of the higher price ?—Lately it has been the lower price: some time ago it was rather in the highest priced teas ; but people do not buy the highest priced teas now.
2312. When you say you are content with 10 percent, profit, what allow­ance do you make for the freight in that?—If I purchase freight, I reckon that in as charges of merchandize; if it is my own privilege, I do not reckon 

it. 2313. How do you reckon it?—I reckon it in the privileges and allow­
ances of the voyage.

2314. So that, even including your privilege of freight, still your voyage does not give you more than 10 per cent.?—I am speaking of the bringingthe tea home.” If 1 speak individually, I have been more fortunate than yperhaps I deserve: there are other individuals who have suffered, and perhaps lost money by it. I should say the average does not admit that
2315. You mean to say that, according to your judgment, and what you have heard from your brother officers in the same trade, 10 per cent, is as much as is made home, throwing in the freight for nothing?—Yes, I should2 G think
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I P  (s i .334 EVIDENCE ON EAST-INDIA A F F A IR S :
8 March 1830, think it was. If I brought forward unfortunate instances, there are several----  commanders who have gone there four or five voyages, and they are bank-

Capt. R . Almger. rupts from having been unfortunate in their trade. I should think that where one man has succeeded, five almost have failed in making that:.
31316. Notwithstanding they had a great portion of the freight for nothing ?—Yes.
S317. How comes it that the Company, paying a very heavy freight, make a very profitable trade with China ; while their officers, who do their own business, getting the freight for nothing at all, should make it answer so ill ?—We have a large accumulation of goods sometimes in China that we are glad to sell} and there is a difficulty in remitting our money home.We have more capital, generally, than we can put in our privilege, therefore we are very glad to select those articles in which we can invest the greatest sum.
2318. You have stated that the average freight of ships is from £20 to £23; are you aware that there are ships now employed by the Company receiving £ 2 7  a ton.—I am not aware of it.
2319. You have commanded one of the Company’s own ships ?—I have.
2320. Hovv many ships have they ?—Eight.
2321. Are you aware what is the rale of freight per ton, out and home, on the Company’s own ships?—No, I am not,aware.
2322. Do you suppose they sail cheaper than they could be contracted for?—I am not prepared to answer upon that point.
2323. You have stated considerable losses which have been suffered by commanders of those ships; can you state whether, upon a voyage to China, a commander of a Company’s ship is not expected to make from £10,000 to £20,000 ?—I have heard of such things, I do not believe them; I had no experience to that extent myself.
2324. Have you never heard that £30,000 have been made ?—I have heard of men speculating in a particular article, by which they were either ruined or made; but I do not consider that a criterion of the general merchant.
2325. Could you give the Committee any idea of the average of five voyages ?—A double voyage is considered a great advantage, from the cir­cumstance of getting passengers, and turning our capital three times ; and,. generally speaking, 1 should say, if a commander were on those voyages to clear £5,000, I think he is a very fortunate man indeed: but I should say there are many that do not make that.
2326. Then you mean to say, that upon the average of the Company’s larger ships, as far as you know, the commanders do not make £5,000 a voyage ?—I should think not We are traders singly upon our own capital, and perhaps we are not very communicative about i t ; but that is the im­pression upon my mind.

2327. Have
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2^27* Have you been from Bombay to China?—I have. 8 March 1830.
2328. What portion of the freight are you, as commander, allowed from q  f ^ ~ j i swer Bombay to China ?—Two-fifths of the ship.
2829. How many tons will that be in a 1800 ton ship ?—About 500 tons.
2380. What is the rate of freight per ton you receive upon cotton ?—There is a deduction on the part of the Company of £2 per ton from the privilege allowed to the commander. I have been very glad to get a little freight, if I could, to fill up this privilege ; but, generally speaking, I have lost by the cotton from Bombay to China.
2331. What is the highest freight you ever got per candy?—Thirty-two rupees. The Bombay rupee is only worth Is. ttd. to 2s.
2332. That is about 64 rupees a ton ?— About that.
2333. That would leave, after the deduction of £2 per ton, £4 per ton profit, which on 500 tons would be £2,000 ?—Yes; but to get a little freight we are often obliged to buy cotton, so that I have had half freight and half purchases : the latter I have lost by.
2334. Is that every voyage, or only occasionally ?—I lost two voyages out of three.
2335. How do you account for commanders being so very anxious to obtain double voyages when they lose by them ?—There are more opportunities of gaining.
2336. Is not a double voyage the first object to be obtained from the court ?—No doubt it is, because it gives you three opportunities instead of one.
2337. But, in your opinion, they are very often attended with loss instead of gain ?—I know it.
2338. You have stated certain advantages which a large ship had in the China trade; do you consider a 1200 ton ship more convenient to go up the Canton river than a 500 or 600 ton ship ?—The Company’s class of 1200 ton ships are fully equal; they are handy and manageable, and I have never known any accident happen to them in going up. I have gone up sometimes without a pilot.
2339. Does not a 600 ton ship load entirely at Whampoa?—-She would do i t ; but as they have to pass the bar, they often take in their water and provisions below. A large ship could do the same, but it is not prudent to do so. I have known them fill up at Whampoa, with the exception of the stores; but, generally speaking, they go with a light draught of water, to avoid risk.
2340. Do you consider it any disadvantage in a large ship not being able to load or unload at Whampoa?—It is very trifling ; 1 think the difference is not to be mentioned. A ship could, if she chose, take her entire cargo in there. I have gone over that bar, having twerty-five feet water: our ships,2 G 2 when



—v \  Hi
f ( f ) |  <SL
'X ^ p T  236 EVIDENCE ON EAST-INDIA AFFAIRS:

8 March 1880. when they go down, at the utmost draw twenty-one or twenty-two feet, so—— that there are three feet to spare ; but lest there should be any stoppage, it
C n vt. B .  A  h u g e r . js n o t considered prudent to load till after they have passed the bar.

2341. Since you have been trading to China have you not seen a class of very large country ships at Canton ?—I have seen several ships that were afterwards in the Company’s employ.
2342 Are you not aware that the practice now is to use smaller ships,and that they now employ 500 to 700 ton ships ?—There are several of thelarger ships that have disappeared from the market.
2343. Are you aware that the Americans had one or two ships of 1000 or 1200 tons to China for a few voyages?—I recollect one.
2344. Are you not aware that they have also given up that practice ?—I am not aware of that.
2345. Did you never hear in India the reason why the builders and mer­chants in India have reduced the size of ships trading to China?—No, I have not heard it mentioned.
2346. You do not suppose, then, that it is owing to the large ships being found inconvenient?—I have never heard so. From all I have seen, they like the larger ships; I never heard any objection to them.
2347. Have you any doubt that if they found it more profitable to use larger ships than smaller ships, the use of the larger ships would have con­tinued?—Whether the demand for produce was the occasion of their being smaller I cannot say.
2348. Would not the demand measure the profits ?—I should think every individual is guided a good deal by his own speculations.
2349. If the majority of individuals have abandoned the larger ships for the smaller in this branch of trade, have you any doubt that they found it more profitable to use the smaller ?—I can only judge by my own experience;I am speaking of the advantage of the large ones.
2350. Were you ever on board any of the ships that had been freighted to take teas to North America ?—I have seen them, but I have not been on board of them.
2351. Of what size are they ?—About 500 to 600 tons.
2352. Do you know what freight is paid ?—I think that the two last ships were 600 tons, the Lord William Bentinck and the Kennaway: they were taken circuitously, and they returned by way of China. I think they were rated at ten guineas per ton home from China.
2353. Then it appears that the Company are freighting ships at £23 a ton, and the other ships are going at ten guineas?—The breakage and damage is very great in small ships; £23 are out and home; ten guineas merely from China to America. 2354. Have
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2354. Have you ever seen any return of the amount of breakage and 8 March 1830, damage in small ships of 500 or 700 tons, as compared with that of your —  larger ships?—No. In the Waterloo’s cargo, that I commanded for four uipt. n .  sm aga. 
voyages, the average had not been ten chests a voyage out of about 14,000.In a smaller ship I once was an officer, in the old Britannia, and there the damage was very great; she was a 770  ton ship of the old class; the damage was from breakage, and the small space that there is to stow the tea cargo in.The less the tea cargo is removed the better ; and in our larger ships the tea is placed immediately where it is intended to remain for the voyage. In a small ship the boat comes alongside with 500 or 600 chests of tea that must be taken out of the boat; it is placed upon the deck ready for stowage, and it is frequently moved five or six times before it is stowed away.

2355. Then the damage arises from their taking the boat alongside, and not keeping it there till the cargo is properly stowed ?—They must not keep it alongside longer than the day, except at an extra charge.
2356. What is the ordinary size of the boats that carry them ?— About 

500 or 600 chests.
2357. Then one considerable advantage of the large ships is the facility of stowing rapidly the tea taken on board ?—It is very great indeed.
2358. Are not the owners answerable for the damage?—I believe they 

are.2359. How does it signify to the Company, if they get the quantity of tea they send home and the owners pay for the damage ?—It is advantageous to the Company to have their teas home, and it would he a great loss to the owners. If it exceeds £3,000 the damage comes upon the Company.
2360. Are you aware that in the large ships the damage ever amounts to £3~00()’in one cargo ?—I have never heard, except by accident.
2361. Have you ever heard of any such proportion of damage in any of the small ships that have brought tea, having gone circuitously by New South Wales ?—I have merely heard indiscriminately, that the damage was greater in the two small ships that 1 spoke of, the Lord William Bentinck and the Kennaway, but I had not the precise quantity.
2362. Why do the Company give £20 or £23 a ton for one ship, when they can get another for ten guineas, and when the damaged tea is paid for by the owners on coming home?—When the Company open tenders for ships, the lowest tender is taken, I suppose : if they could afford to sail them 

lower, they would tender lower.
2363. Are you not aware that that depends upon the conditions offered by the Company as to the equipment, of the number of men, the number of guns, and the quantity of stores ?—Certainly, I am aware of that.
2364. Is it not the case, that the ships which you have stated to he freighted at £10 from China for the North American colonies, have theadvantage
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8 M arch 1830. advantage of taking what freight they are able to New South Wales, or any--- intermediate voyage ?—I suppose that in their calculations they reckoned
Capt,R, Almger. up w h a t th ey  expected to  m ake in  th eir  in term ed iate  voyage, w hen they  

m ade th e  tender for com in g  from  China.
2365. What proportion of freight do you think a ship would earn on such a voyage?--1 am not prepared to say; I have not made any calculation that bears upon that.
2366. Would the Company hire a ship to go direct to Canton arid come back to America, at the freight which you have stated of £10 a ton, supposing that she gained upon the outward freight ?•—I am not aware what the• tenders of the Company were. I have now been retired from their service ' about four years, but I believe they have been reduced nearly every year.
2867. Have not also ships bound on such voyages the advantage of freight from North America to England, or any other ports ?—No doubt that enters into the calculation, because several of them havq brought timber home ; but I cannot speak of that, having no local knowledge of it.
2368. Do not those intermediate freights operate so as to diminish the charge of freight from China to North America?—What calculation the owners make I am not aware; but, of course, they calculate those advan­tages when they put in for the lowest tender.
2369- A re th ey  n ot advantages w hich en ab le  a ship to  be hired at a 

sm all rate ?— I f  I  cou ld  g e t  £ 2  per ton  from  A m erica , o f  cou rse that 
1 shou ld  reckon an  advantage ex c lu siv e  o f  th e  tender I m ade to th e  Com ­
pany.

2370. Is not anyvoyage which those ships may make in their return to America entirely a new voyage, and may not a ship returning to Eng­land just as well take into her calculation any new voyage she may under­take either to America or elsewhere ?—I think she reckons in every advantage during her voyage, from the time she leaves England till she returns again.
2371. Having made one voyage, is a ship-owner entitled to calculate any subsequent profitable voyages which the ship may take, totally unconnected with the voyage in question ?—They may enter into specific agreements to take teas from China to America at so much a ton, and the remainder of their voyage is entirely at their own command.
2872. Are you aware that the Company have three classes of equipment for their ships; the full equipment, which is called the Company’s regular ships; the second equipment, which consists of ships taken up after their voyages are out; and the third equipment of smaller ships taken up for individual voyages: will you state what constitutes the difference of those classes as to equipments, first, for instance, in the number of cables and the number of sets of sails ?—I will commence with the Waterloo, which was under my command, she carried thirty-six guns ; there is room for more, but thirty.

six

■ G°ix
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six is the number she carries; in peace she carries ISO men as her comple- » March 1830. ment, and five to cover casualties, and 10  marine boys. — -
2873. Are you aware how many she carried in war?—She was built after <UPt h " A*¥?a*i the war was concluded. I should think she would carry about the same, un­less there were some special service.
2374. Then the Company continue the same number of men and guns in their ships in time of peace as they did in time of war ?—Just the same.
2375. Do the ships carry their guns in the hold ?—It is against all rule and strict orders of the Company.
2876 . How many men is that per ton ?—One man for every ten tons.
2377- How many suits ol sails did you carry?—We have always one quite new, one nearly new, what we call one-third worn, and the other that has been the previous voyage, and is what we call half-worn ; there are three complete suits of the principal sails.
2378. How many cables ?—We have always two new hempen cables every voyage, and we have lately been in the habit of using an iron cable 1 there 

are generally three that have been the previous voyage, and an iron cable six cables in all.
2379. What number of guns and what number of men do the second class

of ships take, those that have gone their voyages and that are taken to go one or two voyages more ?—There have been various reductions, and I am not competent to speak to the extent of them; but of some that were taken up upon a reduced scale, the 1200  ton ships were reduced to eighty men, and the officers were also reduced, but I cannot say exactly to what extent. 1 J
2380. Were not the stores and other equipments reduced in proportion ?_l.hey were 5 and there was not that attention to the new equipment.
2381. With respect to the third class of ships, from 400 to 600 tons that they take up, are you aware what proportion of men per ton, and of stores, they bear to those you have stated?—I am not competent to answer that question.
2382. Are you not aware that they are considerably lower ?—The propor­tion to China, I should think, on the large ships, would require very nearly ten men per 100 tons ; I suppose it would be six men per 100 tons upon some of the smaller ships.
2383. What purpose do you understand is gained by carrying as many men in time of peace as in time of war ?—Our voyages are long, and we are not aware what changes may take place between our sailing and our arrivino- and we are at all times ready and prepared for war.
2384. Do you mean that the establishment of an Indiaman is the same now as it was in the year 1815 ?—The same.

2S85. Do
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8 March 1830 , 2385. Do you carry the same proportion of ammunition, gunpowder, balls ,----  and so on ?—-The same.
( 'a p t .  R .  A lsa g e r . 2386. Have you ever seen any ships in China without any guns ?_NotCompany’s ships, except, those that have been taken for one voyage.

238?. Are you aware whether the ship’s to Canada carry any guns ?—I am not aware what guns they carry.
, 2388. Have you ever known any of the Company’s ships captured by pirates ?—Never. I was in China as chief officer of the Grenville, a 900 ton ship, at the time when Lord Amherst arrived in China, and there was only an American ship there besides ourselves, and I was applied to by ail Ame­rican in a small boat to say that his ship was in a state of mutiny, and that they had taken the ship from them ; that the commander was confined j he had jumped out of the stern window into a boat, and he had come to me for relief. I thought the best way was to take a force sufficient to quell them without more resistance, therefore I went with two quarter-boats and regained possession of the ship. I then asked the commander what I should do with the mutineers ;' he said he wished to have them set on shore. I would have taken them myself, for they were stout men, and only wanted a little better management ;■  but my captain was in Canton, and I could not do it without his permission;, I therefore landed them on French Island, opposite Whampoa.I. hat ship could not get secured till those men were taken up to Canton. I should remark, that the Factory thought I had taken rather a responsibility upon myself in setting those men on shore; but I thought that in a case of mutiny I must be guided by my own feelings, and to relieve the ship and the officers from danger was the first consideration, and therefore I only required a letter from the commander, exonerating me from responsibility in what I had done.
2389. Where did you set them on shore ?—At French Island.
2390. Will you have the goodness to read the letter?—-The letter is ad­dressed to myself, from Mr. Law, the supercargo of the Lion, and it enclosed a certificate of two American gentlemen, passengers on board the ship. The letter of the supercargo is as follows :

“ S i r : — Captain Chaniplin will have a declaration addressed to you, and sighed 
by the two American gentlemen who were on board the ship Lion, at W hampoa 
when the mutiny took place on the 13 th  instant, and who entreated your assistance 
(by request o f Captain Chaniplin) to retake our ship from the mutineers, and libe­
rate the officers, together with myself, then confined iu the cabin. ’ T h e facts 
slated in  the declaration above alluded to were all weli known to me, and your 
very friendly compliance with the request o f Captain Ciuunplin, in putting us in 
possession o f our ship and landing the mutineers, demands my particular thanks 
and acknowledgm ents, which 1  beg you will accept, and present the same to the 
officer of your ship who accom panied you. I remain your obliged and most 
obedient servant, W illia m  L a w , Supercargo of the ship Lion. Canton, Ju n e ‘28th 
18 10 . " ’

The



T h e  certificate w hich accom panied  the le tter  w as as fo llo w s:—  8 March 1880.

“ W e, the undersigned, citizens o f the United States o f A m erica, do hereby C a p t. I I .  A isa g e r .  
certify to all whom it may concern, that on the 12th  day o f  Ju n e  18 16 , we took 
passage on board the ship Lion , Captain Adam Cliam plin, o f  N ew  Y o rk , from 
M acao for W hampoa, where said ship arrived and anchored about two o’ clock i*. m . 
on the next day ; and that at about four o'clock o f the same day, w hile we were on 
board, a most serious mutiny took place, part o f the crew  o f said ship refusing to do 
their duty ; and when the said Captain and other officers o f said ship attempted to 
enforce obedience, they were attacked with handspikes and other weapons in a most 
daring and outrageous manner, and driven from the deck into the cabin, after 
having received several w ounds: thus the ship was in possession of said mutineers.
The undersigned during the affray escaped from said ship on board some Chinese 
boats, and being requested by said Captain Cham plin, we went on board die 
M. E. I . Com pany’s ship G renville , and asked for assistance to regain possession o f 
said ship L io n ; that accordingly M r. R . A isager, chief officer of said Com pany’s 
ship, with two boats’ crew s and one other officer, returned with us on board the 
said ship Lion, finding her officers still confined to the cabin and the mutineers in 
possession o f the decks. That said M r. R . A isager, by request o f said Captain 
Champlin, and for security of said ship Lion, took out ten o f the seamen concerned 
in the mutiny, and set them ashore at French Island (so called), which measure was 
in our opinion necessary and justifiable in said Captain Cham plin, by whose request 
and particular desire every act of said M r. R . A isager was authorized and executed 
in the most prompt and friendly manner. In witness w hereof w e now address this 
testimony to the said M r. R . A isager, at the city of Canton, this 23d day o f  
Ju n e  18 16 . "

“  G e o rg e  TV. S tu r g is .— P h i l i p  A m m id o n ."
2391. W hat was the name o f  the ship ?— T h e  L ion .
2392. H o w  many tons was she?—Between 400 and 500 tons.
2393. H o w  m any men had she on board ?— I think tw o or three and  

thirty ; I  took ten  o u t o f  her, and le ft them  on French Island .
2394. H ave you ever known any other case o f  that kind with the A m eri­

can s?— N o , I have not. T his occurred in m y own k n o w led g e : I  have no  
account o f  any other m utiny tak ing place in  th e river.

2395 . H ave you ever known any m utiny or disturbance on board any  
E nglish  ship during the tim e y o u  have b een 'th ere? — I  have never seen  
one.

2396. H ave you ever heard o f  any A m erican  ship having been captured  
by pirates in the C hina or Indian sea ?— T h ere  were one or tw o sm all ships 
seen about Banca or Caspar a little  previous, and not heard o f  afterwards, 
and it is supposed th ey  were taken by p irates; and I  have seen th e  
wreck o f  a small ship at Banca, that was said to have been taken  by pirates.

2397- Is it  not frequent that country ships have been  lo st in  that w ay ?—
N o t frequently, there have been cases o f  it.

2398. Do you know the names of the two American ships that you think were lost in that way ?— No, they were low  ships.
2399 . W ere they ships trading with China?— I  can n ot exactly  say. T h e

2 H  ship
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S M arch 1830, ship I have spoken of, in which the mutiny happened, was a regular China ----  trader, but I do not know with respect to the others.

Capt. I t  Alsatjer. £400, Have you any doubt whatever, that the high freight paid by the Company for their ships depends entirely on the large equipment they are required to keep up ?—That equipment must be a great consideration with the owners.
£401. What is your opinion, as a seaman of many years’ practice, as to the necessity of keeping such large equipments of stores of every kind, judging from your own experience of what were brought back and what were used ?—Very often during the voyage I have been able to'dispose of stores to meet the ship’s disbursements, a n d  I  have been very fortunate in my voyage in not meeting with accidents, and therefore I have had a large accumulation of stores on that account to dispose of.
£402. From the intercourse you have had with the commanders of large ships, what is the general opinion you have formed upon that subject ?—I should think there is an abundance of stores.
2403. Supposing you were carrying on trade on your own account, would you consider it proper or advantageous to carry such a large supply of stores as those ships are furnished with ?—As an individual I might retrench those stores at a risk, and from a feeling that I was not to meet with accidents : prudence would not admit of any very great retrenchment.
2404. Are you not aware that traders going to different parts of India from England go with very reduced quantity of stores indeed compared with the Company’s ?—Yes, they do. I have seen them sometimes meet with accidents, and then they have bought stores at four times the amount at; which they could have got them in the original port. I have been applied to once or twice, as commanding a Company’s ship, whether I could spare spars or cordage.
2405. Do you recollect a Company’s, ship ever having occasion to buy stores at a ruinous price, to repair damages ?—l had very great damage when I was quite a junior officer: we were struck by lightning, and the foremast was set on fire, which we cut away, and to replace that foremast we had to pay a large sum.
2406. Are you aware that typhoons occasionally occur in the China seas ?— I am.
2407. Have you not known a large portion of the fleet dismasted, andstores of every kind purchased at a great expense ?—Lately ships have arrived in China safe ; but 1 was in a typhoon in the Neptune in 1809, and the True Briton went down near us. y ,
2408. Do you consider those accidents?—Yes, accidents that no man can 

foresee.
2409. Notwithstanding those accidents, do not the present class of mer­chant
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chant ships go at a much smaller equipment than the Company’s do?—I  8 M arch 1830. 
think they go with fewer stores. ^  R  Alm gn

2410. Have you any doubt that they go with one-fourth the quantity of stores that the regular ships have ?—I know that small ships in the merchant service take cables voyage after voyage :• and it they lie in the tier, well and good ; but if they meet with a gale of wind in which they have to ride out, ,I should rather have a new cable than an old one, and feel grateful for the 
Company’s caution.

2411.. Does the quantity of stores affect the insurance ?—I think the un- derwriters have that confidence in the equipment of an I^ast-Indiaman that 
they never look at them.

2412 Which mode of conveyance is cheapest on the whole, a Company’sship uninsured and at a higher freight, or a private one insured, throwing 
in the premium ?—I can on ly  answer that question as an individual. It trade is not worth an insurance it is not worth following. I he Company has a very large concern, and considering the amount of capital that they invest, 
they are underwriters themselves on their own account.

2413. Are you yourself in the habit of insuring goods in the Company s 
own ships ?—Yes, I always insure full.

2414. What is the premium ?—Six per cent, out and home.
2415. Are you aware that the Company took up several ships from 700 to 

900 tons for single voyages two or three years ago ?—I am aware that they had been taken up, but upon what terms I am not acquainted.
2416. Are you aware that they have discontinued that and taken up a 

smaller class of ships for the India trade ?• No.
2417. Do you recollect in the year 1820, when the ships General Kyd and the General Harris encountered a typhoon ?—Yes, I recollect it, near the 

coast of China.
2418. Did not they suffer so much damage that they were obliged to  obtain stores of every kind?—I know that they required some stores, but 1 

cannot say the extent.
2419- Are you not aware that the greater part of the sto res  they had on board were damaged during that storm, and that they were obliged to get new stores when they came ashore ?—No, I am not aware of that.
2420. Do you speak of the premium of insurance now, or at the time of your last voyage ?—I spoke of the voyages during the tune I was a com­

mander ; I think it is the same now.
2421. Have you ever been on board a man-of-war, and do you know the proportion of stores they take, as compared with the Company’s fully equipped

ships?-I do not. 2422 . Are
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8 M arch 1830. 2422. Are you aware that the Company’s ships have more than men-of»----  war?—I should have thought not.

la p t R. Alsager. 0433 , You stated your complement of men to be 135; how many of those 
men should you consider necessary merely for the navigation of the ship, if you had no armament whatever ?—-l think the management of the sails and yards, and of tire navigation generally; requires that number.

2424. A China ship with thirty-six guns and with 130 men : what force should you say a ship of that description would be able to encounter in case of war i would it encounter a thirty-two gun frigate ?—She ought to be equal to roper an attack.
/  242.5. Would she be more than equal to any privateer ?—-Certainly, of the smaller class. J

/  . 24(26 . What did you do with any surplus you might have beyond what youinvested ?—We were very glad to get bills on England.
2427. Is not the Company always ready to take your money?__Some­times the treasury is open, at others not: at some seasons I have known it not. open.
2428. What exchange do they give you ?—The current exchange of the day ; the Company’s bills are always preferred.
2429- What was the least rate that you took the Company’s bills at ?_Thevery last rate I took them at was 45. 7 d. the dollar.

, 2430. What did that dollar cost you ?—I reckoned it at 5s. in currency.
2431. Is that dollar worth 5.?.?—No, it is not so; but it is a mode of reckoning it, in the same way as we reckon the rupee at half-a-crown when it is not so. But if I present an invoice in India of goods that I bring out, the buyer says, 1  will give you 8 per cent, or 10  per cent, and he turns the pound sterling into eight rupees, and he calls it a percentage upon the eight rupees ; whereas, if you want to remit that money home, instead of being 25. 6d. it is only about 15. Qd.
2432. W hat does the dollar actually cost you in London ?—It is about

45. or 45. Id.
2433. If the dollar being worth 4s. you get bills of the Company at 

45. 7c?. is not that a very profitable return from China?— Yes, but it does not always happen; the last two voyages I bad remittances at 3s. 11 d. and 45.
2434. Has that happened to you more than once ?—It happened to me the last time I had l’emittances from China, in 1828.
2435. Have you not remitted dollars at 65. ?—No.

h i2436. What is the highest rate at which you ever knew it?—-I think the ghest 1 ever heard of as an officer was 5s. 10d., it was at the close of the war.
2437- What



2487. What has been the rate with rupees?—It has been 2s. 8d, and 8March. 1830.
U . 10 d. f 7” ;

2438. Did you ever invest your money at so low a rate of exchange ,h' ■ 1 ’ as you have stated, more than once ?—I did not invest the proceeds;it was some goods remitted home by bill, and that bill was at 4s.: but sooner than remit money at that price, had I been in China, I should have preferred running the risk in merchandize.
2439. You have stated that you consider a China ship with 130 men and 36 guns capable of repelling a small French frigate; are you aware that the Kent Indiainan, fully equipped, with 318 men on board, was taken by a French frigate ?—-The Kent was taken, I think, by surprise; the number of men alluded to were two-thirds military recruits.
2440. What was the size of the Kent ?—800 tons.
2441. Do you recollect the circumstance of a French frigate and a sloop of war in 1810 attacking four Indiamen and taking two of them?—No.
2442. Would not a greater risk be incurred by individuals sending home their ships when it suited them, instead of a number of vessels returning home together, as is the case under the Company ?—Certainly.
2443. What would be the effect of throwing open the China trade, in your estimation ?—-It would be attended with very great risk. I could quote one instance that would bear a little upon the question. When I re­turned from India the last voyage, there was one of the ships that the Com­pany took up for one voyage was sent out to China. The commander was a friend of mine; I  gave him a letter to one of the Hong merchants,Moqua, an intimate friend of mine also: he sent this letter up by his purser ; it was requesting Moqua to befriend this commander and buy his investment: he said he would buy it from him for my sake j but when the commander came up to Canton he was not in uniform. Moqua said, “ Ah! my friend, how is this you are not in uniform ?” “ No,” said he, “ I am not entitled to wear it.” “ Are not you one of the Company’s captains ?”“ No,” he said. “ Then,” said the Hong merchant, “ I know Captain Al- sager, but I no can take your cargo.” He declined having any thing to do with him on that account.
2444. Do the officers commanding the American trading ships wear the Company’s uniform ?—-They are not entitled to do it.
2445. Do the officers of country ships wear it?—No.
2446. Do you consider the Chinese desirous of foreign trade ?—I should say decidedly not.
2447. What would be the effect of an increase of smuggling in the event of the trade being thrown open ?—I can hardly say to what extent it might take place.
2448. Is there any limit now to the smuggling that is carried on at Can­

ton ?
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8 March 1830, ton ?—Opium is a smuggled article, but that takes place outside the port of —■— Canton.
Vnpt. E . A tsa g er . 044^  ] ) 0 y0tl nof think that risk would be incurred with respect to the 

regular trade in the event of a great increase of the smuggling trade?—I think that would lead to riot and disturbance, which would put a stop to the 
trade altogether.

04,5 0 . Do you believe that the Chinese are aware of the nature of the 
East-India Company ?—I think they have the highest confidence in them, and they think them superior to any other power that they have intercourse with.

2451. Are they aware that they are the governors of the adjacent terri­tory?—I think I have heard of their reluctant acknowledgment that they are aware of their vicinity, but it is so vague that I could not speak to it.
2452. If you had capital sufficient to undertake a voyage to China in a ship of 120 0  tons, the cargo being entirely your own, and the freight to be 

£ 2 2  a ton, should you expect, from your knowledge of the trade, to obtain a profitable return, or to lose by the adventure?—It is an enormous concern for one individual to undertake ; it is far beyond my calculation,
2453. You have stated, that if the trade was thrown open, you think it would soon' be entirely interrupted, in consequence of the disorders that would take place; have you ever known the trade to be interrupted be­tween the Americans and the Chinese ?-— In the business of the Italian 

sailor it was.
2454. How long was it interrupted ?—I think the Americans got tired of it in about six weeks, and gave up the man.
2455. Have you ever known the trade been interrupted by any differ­ences between the Company and the Chinese ?—Yes; in the business of the Topaze, a man was killed by the frigate, and they looked to the Company to give up the men from the frigate that had committed the 

murder.2456. Was it interrupted at all in the year 1814?—I recollect there were circumstances which kept the ships at Lintin a long time, while the Factory 
had disputes with the Chinese government.

2457. Do you know how long the Americans have carried on trade with Canton*?—I cannot say. I recollect the Americans as long as I have been 
in the habit of going to China.

2458. Is not the country trade with Canton more extensive than the trade carried on direct from England to China ?—If it includes the Com­
pany’s ships, I should think it was.

2459. Exclusive of the Company’s?—I am not prepared to say. The 
trade is very extensive, no doubt.

2460. Has that trade ever been interrupted ?-—I do not know that it has ;but the Lascar is much more under control than a European sailor.2461. Are



2461. Are those ships manned by Lascars, commanded by Europeans ?—• 8 March 1830.They are. ^
2462. You have stated that the Chinese are a people eminently adverse ap" ' u '' to trade ?~—I think they are adverse to all innovation and all alteration.
2468. Do you know whether they trade with Sincapore?—Lately one or two junks have been down there; but whether it is with the western part of China, or whether it is Amoy, on the eastern part, I cannot say.
2464. Do you believe that the trade with Sincapore by the Chinese vessels has been confined to one or two junks in a year P — Sincapore is a very infant settlement, and I think was scarcely known to the Chinese more than four or five years back; and the junks that came in we scarcely knew where they came from, because, if you include all the coast of Cochin China, there may be numbers, but from China I scarcely know one.
2465. Did the Chinese trade to Batavia ?—Yes; I think about two junks in a year.
2466. Did they trade to Siam ?— I cannot say: we often met with them in the China seas.
2467. Did they trade to Malacca?—I think I have seen two junks in the Straits of Malacca sometimes j but to what extent the trade is, X cannot say.
2468. From what do you infer that they are a nation adverse to trade ?-—Merely from intercourse} whatever is new to them they set their faces against.
2469. Do they set their faces against those articles of European ma­nufacture or produce which they stand in want of, and which can be fur­nished to them cheaper and better than the productions of their own country ?—I should think the Chinese demand for European articles is on a very small scale.
2470 . Do they set their faces against dollars ?—It is not customary for them to do so.
2471. Are not dollars an article of trade ?—I can hardly call money an 

article of trade.
2472. But of course, adverse as they are to trade, they do not expect to get the dollars of Europeans or Americans without giving something in return ?—■ Certainly not.247S. Then they are capable of understanding the benefits of trade, and of adopting them ?—Yes } but they like trade in the old ways better than the new ones.
2474. Do you happen to know whether any of the junks that came to Sincapore ever brought tea?-—I do not know that.
2475. You have stated that there was an interruption to the trade on theoccasion
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8 M arch 1830, occasion of the affray between the crew of the Topaze and the Chinese : are----  you aware whether the trade was suspended upon that occasion by the super-
(rrpt. //. Alsager. cargoes or by the Chinese ?—By the Chinese government.

2476. Are you not aware, that upon that occasion the Chinese govern­
ment addressed a communication to the commodore of the Company’s ships, 
stating that if  they would withdraw themselves from the influence or con­
trol of the Select Committee, the Chinese would trade with them, and give 
them goods, and carry on commercial intercourse with them ?— The Chinese 
did attempt to set the commanders against the Company, to divide the inte­
rest; but we said, we are entirely under the orders of the Select Committee, 
and must attend to them.

2477- Was not the purport of the communication with the Chinese sent 
upon that occasion, that they were willing to trade witii the ships if you 
would withdraw yourselves from the control of the Select Committee; in 
fact, that they would throw open the trade, and give you cargoes and receive 
your goods?— I think it was only a trial to see how far they could divide the 
English authorities there.

2478. In point of fact, did they not offer to trade with the ships inde­pendently of the Select Committee, if you would withdraw yourselves from the control and influence of the supercargoes?—I do not think it extended so far as that; it was a little inquiry to know whether we would act without the authority of the supercargoes, and finding that we could not do it, they ceased immediately.
2479. Did they not state, that if you would act without the supercargoes they would agree to trade with you ?—I think not as far as that.
2480. Did not the communication convey a disposition to deal, with you upon the terms mentioned ?-— I think it was merely a trial, without any sincerity, to divide us. I cannot say what was the purport of the communi­cation.
2481. Can you state how many tons bulk the spare stores taken out in the Company’s regular ships would occupy ?■— Water is the most bulky article.
2482. The question refers to cordage and sails, and every thing else ex­cept water ?—The actual room that they occupy is very small; it is in the lazan&tto, from the foremast to the bows. If the object of the question is to ascertain how much cargo less is brought home in consequence of those stores, the stores are put where no cargo is permitted to be pu t; they are put in the bows of the ship, in the orlop deck, where tea would be liable to damage.
2488. Then you mean to say that the cordage and sails, and all the valuable stores, are put in a place where cargo is not permitted to be put ?—

It is.
2484. Are you aware that some country ships have gone from Bombay toChina
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China manned entirely with Europeans, and traded there without any inter- 8 M arch 1830. ruption whatever ?-—I was not aware of that. ___
2485. iTou have stated that large ships have a great advantage in the port * aP(- digger. of Canton, with reference to the tonnage dues, from the mode of measure­ment being such'as to leave large spaces at each extremity unmeasured ; arethose spaces which are not measured larger in proportion to the spaces which are measured in a large ship than they are in a small ship ?—-They would be in proportion to the entire body of the vessel.
2486. Does not the space which is measured, that is, the distance between the centre of the foremast and the centre of the mizenmast and the extreme width, increase in the same proportion as the spaces which are not measured, according to the size of the ship?—No doubt; but then the depth is not reckoned at all, and therefore there is a gain upon the depth.
248?. Is not the mode of measurement such, that the tonnage upon which the Chinese calculate the duty is as much larger in proportion in a large ship as it is in a smaller ship ?—Certainly it is.
2488. Then is not the result the same upon a small ship as upon a large ship ?—No ; because, as I said before, it is a mere superficial, measurement, and the depth is not reckoned, where there is a gain of seven feet, and the two extremes are not measured also. The calculation is made only upon the part that is measured, which upon a ship of 1300 tons is about 4,000 tales, and on a 500 ton ship about 8,000 tales.
2489. What effect, in your opinion, would the opening of the trade have, supposing the Company’s trade to remain as at present, upon the supply of tea, both as to regularity, as to quantity, and as to quality ?—The supply of tea would be regulated in a great measure by the demand.
2490. Would the quantity of good tea be as great in that case as it is now, or greater or less?—-1 think a large demand would lead to the manufacture of a deteriorated article ; and I think the Company would always have the preference of whatever was in the market.
2491. You think the Company would always have preferable means of purchase, whatever might arise, as long as they were purchasers?—I do.
2492. How do you account for the smuggling having increased, of late years, very much, with all this protection on the part of the Company ?—I am not aware of any smuggling at all that has taken place in the Company’s service; all that I know of is outside the port, where ships are sailing amongst the islands, and their general trade is opium. I am not aware that there is any smuggling whatever in any other article.
2493. From what you know of the Chinese, do you not think they would be disposed to sell to the highest bidder. Supposing the trade to be open, and that Englishmen could go there as well as the Company, would they sell to the Company cheaper than to any body else ?■—I think the Company would have the best article offered them at a certain price.

2 I 2494. You
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8 March 1830. S4Q4-. You think competition in the market would not affect the price ?—I----  think a large would, as in general merchandize I think it does.

Capt. R . Alsager. Q4<()5 , If the demand for good teas increased by opening the trade, do not you think the supply would be increased in proportion ?—I think it would open the door to a great deal of deteriorated article ; how far the growth might be increased in the interior I cannot tell.
WALTER STEVENSON DAVIDSON, Esq. called in, and examined.

W. S. D avidson , 2496. Have you resided in Canton as a merchant ?—Yes, I have.
E sq. 2497. Will you state to the Committee, when you went there, how longyou staid, and in what business you were employed?— 1 first of all visited China in the year 1807, but staid merely that season ; I returned to settle there in the year 1811, and I finally quitted it in 1822.

2498. Are you a British subject?•—Unquestionably; I am a native of 
Scotland.2499. How were you allowed to reside at Canton as a merchant, not belonging to the Company’s establishment ?—I resided there as a naturalized Portuguese subject, and I obtained that naturalization for a space of 100 years and upwards. I received it by favour from the King ef 1 ortugal; I 
paid nothing for it.2500. Would you have been allowed to remain as an English subject, unless you had been naturalized or under some other flag ?—Unquestionably not. So far from it, when I obtained the letter of naturalization I wrote to the then Court of Directors, informing them that I had got such, but that I still wished to proceed out in one of their ships to China, and they replied 
to me that they could not think of permitting it.

2501. Did they attempt to prevent your residence there when you appeared as a Portuguese subject?—Never ; nor had I ever occasion to appear as a Portuguese subject; and for obvious reasons, I never sought to do so.
2502. Will you state in what character you did appear ? I never was, from the commencement of my residence to the termination, desired to state 

in what character I  appeared.
2508. Was it not known that you had been naturalized as a Portuguese ?

—Perfectly notorious on the spot.
2504. Do you not belieVe that it was on that account you were allowed to 

remain ?—Entirely.
250.5. What was the firm of your business ?—The firm of business, when I joined it, was Baring & Company; it afterwards became Molony, liobarts,& Company, and afterwards W. S. Davidson k  Company.
2506. What Mr. Baring was it?—It was Mr. George Baring.
2507. Was he a member of the Company’s Factory there?—No, lie was

not; he had previously resigned the service, and resided in England.’ 1 J 2508. Had
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2508. Had he been in the Company’s service ?— He had. 8 Muni. 1830.
2509. Who were associated with you ?—Two other Company’s servants, fy <. Davidson,

Mr. Molony and Mr. Robarts. ' Esq.
2510. They were then belonging to the Factory ?—They were.
2511. How long had they been established as agents at Canton ?~—1 he 

house existed for many years before. The earliest member of it with whom 
I am acquainted is Mr. Fitzhugh, now in London, the present Lord btra,.It­
alian : Mr. Henry and Mr. William Baring, the brothers of Mr. George Baring, 
also belonged to it.

2512. In what year did you join them?—In 1811 I went out.
2518. What was the business they carried on when you joined them?-—

Agents in all articles the produce of India, but chiefly cotton and opium ; 
certainly opium and cotton formed nine-tenths of the business.

2514. Then it is presumed that the Factory knew perfectly that you 
managed the trade in opium ?—That will require a little explanation. I 
mentioned that I was in China in 1807, during which time I became 
acquainted with all the members of that firm: in consequence of which, 
upon the East-India Directors depriving their servants of the power of 
carrying on the opium agency, they invited me to go out to China to manage 
it; and the bond Jide understanding was, that every dollar that was derived 
from the opium agency should go into my pocket; and every dollar that 
was derived from the cotton agency, which was still legal and allowable, 
should go into theirs.

2515. How lorn- had the Company allowed their servants to be opium 
agents?— As well Is I can recollect, the East-India Directors had capriciously 
changed their regulations two or three times; I cannot say precisely.

2 5 16 . Did they change them after the time of your joining the house ?—
Yes. They afterwards deprived them of the power of acting as cotton 
agents; or rather, they desired that instead of certain parties, who then acted 
as cotton agents, retaining it, it should be carried on by them or others of 
their servants, for the benefit of the whole Factory. Mr. Molony and Mi.
Robarts declined to take it on that footing, alleging very properly, that as 
they were very often obliged to remain at Canton during the hot season to 
attend to the business, when the others were amusing themselves at Macao, 
it was not fair 5 and it was upon that occasion that the house assumed my 
name, and all the business fell into my hands.

2517. D id  any of those Company’s servants continue partners with you in any portion of the business ?-—In nothing whatever.
2518. During the time you remained, did any of the Company’s servants 

afterwards act as agents for any business?— Never afterwards, till 1822, when 
I quitted the country, and I have every reason to believe not since.

2519. Iiow many factories e x is te d  in Canton during the time you were2 12 there?
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8 MarcMsso. there ?~~There was the English; the American had a consul, not a company;
W. .V. Davidson, the Dutch had supercargoes, and they had a factory also. }

E sq. 2520. Had the Dutch Company a monopoly ?— It had ceased to be a
monopoly, because the Company ceased to operate at the time of the war of
he French Revolution. The Spanish also had a factory and a factor, but 

he resided almost entirely at Macao, as agent for the Royal Philippine 
Company, i here was the Swedish, they had no business, and the consul of 
winch, Sir Andrew Ljunstedt, resided at Macao. The French, Prussian, 

ustnan, and Danish had been formerly known there, but there were no 
consuls excepting nominal ones. In one instance they were British subjects
who were the consuls. Messrs. Magniacs, I think, were the Prussian consul 
and vice-consul,

2521. l-Iave any partners of that house lately come home?— Yes, the 
c net partner is in this country now, Mr. Plollingwortb Magniac. There was 
an Austrian factory, but it was during my time always let to captains of the 
l oinjKi iy s ships or others; and X think there was a hong called Danish.

ie c : leicnce between a hong and a factory is, that a hong comprises several 
places of residence.
... Were there any'other Englishmen under foreign flags residing at
tiiat time in.Canton, besides your own house and Magniac's ?— In the course 
or my residence I admitted a partner, who Was the Sardinian consul.

2523. Was Lie a partner with you ?—Yes, he became so, and is now at the 
head of that house, Mr. Dent.

2, >21. Did you trade on your own account, or act as agent, during the time 
you staid there ?— I did both.

2525. Will you state to the Committee in what manner you managed the 
r|!,e ° .̂ die opium consigned to you as agents?— Nothing was more simple, 
i Lie ship on board which opium was lay generally at Whampoa, at that time, 

about twelve miles from Canton. The parties who purchased opium of my 
house paid the money in Canton, and so soon as it was ascertained that the 
silver was good, which was done by shroffs I had for the purpose, they 
received an order on the officer to take the opium out of the ship. The 
purchasing parties then went down, generally under the colour of night, and 
took the opium out of the ship; that is to say, broke open the chests and 
threw the opium into hags, leaving the chests on board, because they were 
not so handy for their boats.

2526. Is it within your knowledge that they obtained any orders or made any preliminary arrangements before they could go on board for the opium ?
Decidedly. As far as general report and general belief, they always had 

an understanding with the Mandarins previously to taking opium out: that 
is to say, they required to know how much money they should pay them on 
each chest; and when this money was paid, those persons, it was always 
understood, gave orders that they should not be molested,

2527, Was
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2527. Was it known in Canton that those ships had opium on board, g March 18M
although the article was contraband ?— It was quite notorious to all the -----

,. °  W* S . D avidson ,parties. E
2523. Was it known to all the authorities ?— I cannot say that it was 

Ipowri to the Fooyuen or the Hoppo, but I do not doubt it.
2529. Have you ever known any attempt to seize the opium on board of 

a ship lying at Whampoa ?— I never heard of such a thing.
2530. Have you ever known more ships than one lying at Whampoa with 

opium?— Many.
2531. Where did they lie at that time; was it between Danes’ Island 

and French Island ?—Near both. They generally chose the most quiet and 
sequestered spot; because, as their anchor was likely to be down so much 
longer than any other vessel, it was desirable that they should be out of the

W<2532, Are you aware that the custom-house authorities invariably appointed 
boats to watch those opium vessels ?—Certainly.

2533, Then your opinion is, that the smuggling of opium was with the 
knowledge of the authorities there, and you never knew of any interruption 
to it ?—1 have known interruption to it, but I have never known any diffi­
culty on board t heship.

2531. What difficulty have you known out of the ship ?— 1 have known 
periods when the demands and extortions of the Mandarins were so high 
that it was not possible to sell opium.

2535. Notwithstanding that, was any attempt ever made to seize the 
opium on board the ships?— Never, that I knew of.

2536. When ships arrive at Canton containing opium, in what way is the 
cargo entered ?—Opium is never entered : every ship bringing opium always 
brings some other cargo; that other cargo is always the cargo entered.

2537. Is there any additional charge made on ships which lie there, as 
the opium ships do, the year round?— I never knew an instance; that is to 
say, I never was obliged to pay, but I have been plagued about it.

2538 How long have you known a ship lie there ?——I do not remember 
any instance of a ship lying above a year, excepting one to my own consign- 
xnent: she lay much more, and it was about her that I had a gieat deal ox 
trouble. It was a very unusual occurrence, and would be likely always to 
give trouble.

2539. Are you aware whether the Hong merchants have any thing to do 
in the opium trade?— I am afraid some of them have had: I knew one 
very well who was too ready to deal in it : I never dealt with him myself, 
because I did not approve of it, but I believe he has dealt frequently m  it.

2540. Does that Hong merchant still belong to the Hong ?— The Hong 
merchant to whom I alluded no longer belongs to the Hong,

2541. Are
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H March 1830. 2 5 4 1. Are the Hong merchants changed from time to time ?— I have
IV. S, ~Davidsun, neVer kll0wn them changed* excePt b7 death, or bankruptcy, or banishment. 

E sq . ’ 2542. Are you aware whether they pay any sum of money to obtain the
privilege of the Hong?— I do not know it,' but I  have no doubt of it.
I believe that nothing is to be obtained in China without paying the autho­
rities.

2.543. Have you any doubt that any thing may be obtained in China on 
paying for it ‘There are very few things that may not, I believe.

2544. Will you state generally what the rate of commission on doing 
business at, Canton was in your time ?— Generally, in my time, commissions 
were reduced; and which I believe is the usual practice in all countries where 
trade is extending, and where it begins very high. On cotton I never knew 
it below three per cent. ; on opium I knew it five per cent., and it became 
three. There were many parties in China who did business on much smaller 
commissions than this. My house made a rule of never doing so, by which 
means we lost a great deal of business.

2545. Had you, during the whole time you remained there, ever any 
trouble yourself on account of being an agent for opium ?—I was in a constant 
sea of trouble.

2546. With the Chinese authorities?— I never had occasion to come into 
direct communication with the Chinese authorities : I avoided it, because it 
would have been of no avail.

2547- Will you state what you mean by saying that you were in a sea of 
trouble ; what were the difficulties you met with ?— Constant interruptions, 
owing to the exactions of the Mandarins, which stopped the sales altogether 
in some instances. On other occasions, after the parties who bougtif the 
opium of me had paid down the money and had got their orders, it, could not 
be delivered, and I was obliged to refund, because they could not make 
their arrangements; and as parties in those circumstances are sometimes 
very unreasonable, in some instances they wanted me to indemnify them for 
the profits they might have got, when it was in fact their own government 
which impeded them.

2548. Have you any means of judging whether the trouble attending the 
sale of opium is less now, since the ships were removed from Whampoa*and 
stationed themselves at Linting, outside the river?— I should say that I do 
not believe there is much difference in the trouble, but a vast difference in 
the anxiety : because, in the one case, they were liable to seizure any day : 
in the other case, they lie in a spot where they can defend themselves against 
any power that can come against them.

2549. You mean to say, that the trade, in your time, whilst the ships lay 
at Whampoa, was more difficult than it is now ?—More full of anxiety. There 
was no difficulty in it ; it was a very good business.

2550. Did
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2550. Did you ever know of any other articles except opium being 8 March 1830.smuggled ?—1 have heard of a great many, but I never smuggled any other —  -. articles myself in the import trade.. W' %™ulson’
2 5 51. With regard to the exports ?—In exports I smuggled very largely of silver, because it was a prohibited article as well as opium ; and so was tutenague, I believe : and the rule which guided me was, that I would smuggle the articles which were prohibited, but not those upon which a direct duty 

was laid.
2552. Can you state what was the number of chests of opium imported at Canton in your time?-—The quantity varied : on general recollection, I think 1 may say 6,000 or 7,000 chests.
2553. How many pounds does a chest contain?—I think a chest contains two maunds of 82 pounds each, that is, 164 pounds, or it may be two maunds of 74 pounds each.
2554. What was the average price you sold it for?—-I think I have known the price vary from 1,200 dollars to 2,400 dollars.
2555. Are you aware that the trade to China has now increased to13,000 or 14,000 chests ?—So I have heard of late years, and I have no 

doubt of it.
2556. What was the value of the opium you have stated ?—From8,000,000 to 12,000,000 of dollars, between 2,000,000 and 3,000,000 ster­

ling.
2557. Was all the opium that you received Company’s opium, or was there any Turkey opium ?—There was Turkey opium.
2558. What proportion to the quantity of Company’s ?—I am not pre­pared to say, nor can I find amongst my papers sufficient data to give that 

conclusion.
2559. You have stated that you smuggled silver, did you ever apply for a chop for permission to export it ?—Never.
2560. Do you know that the Company have exported silver?—Yes; I 

have heard so.
2561. Do you know whether they received a chop permitting them to export it?—I have no doubt of i t ; I am convinced they would not hazard 

the doing it without.
2562. What responsibility did you consider to attach to you as an agent, selling a prohibited article like opium ?— In a pecuniary point of view, I never considered it was a responsibility that could be valued ; nor did I ever charge, or pretend to have a right to charge any thing for it. Personally, of course, every man who resides in China runs a great risk. The government, for instance, as I have stated, knew full well that a ship was at Whampoa with a large quantity of opium ; that she was to my consignment, and theymight

X-5* ■
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8 March 1830. might have imprisoned me any day, and said till you pay 100,000 tales you ~ — shall not be released.

' ”  Esq,' " ’ 2563. Did that ever happen during your residence there ?—Never.
2564. Did you ever hear of its happening ?—Never. I do not think that in the history of the trade there has been an instance of it.
2565. What risk did you consider you ran in smuggling silver ?--None whatever, beyond the seizure of the silver, with which they are always exceedingly well satisfied.
2566. Have you known many seizures made ?—I have known some, but very few indeed, the parties are so exceedingly expert.
2567. Upon whom did that loss fall ?——It fell upon the party for whom it was a remittance to India, either myself or my constituents, as the case might be.
2568. Could that risk become a matter of insurance ?—Certainly not.
2569. Have you ever known it taken as such ?—1 think no European would ever be so foolish to run such a risk. I cannot pretend to say that it has never been made a risk ; I never would have run the risk myself for any reasonable premium.
2570. In your time did the Chinese undertake to put the silver on board for you ?—Yes.
2571. What rate did you pay them for it?—I bought the silver of them, and they undertook to put it on board. It was deliverable on board, and I paid them sometimes before and sometimes after they brought me the cap­tain’s receipt for it.
2572. Then your own risk was at an end?—Entirely; except when I chose to step out of the way and trusted them, which I have often done with all those parties, both in silver andin opium.
2573. Do you mean to say that you sold opium on credit?—Yes, I have, very foolishly,
2574. Then it is presumed your opinion of the Chinese was very good?—It must have been so, when I sold to the greatest rogues in the country an article on credit.
2575. Did you ever make any bad debts in such cases ?-—Yes, I have.
2576. You stated that some time after you sold the opium, the parties came to you to have the money returned, because they could not get an order for the landing of i t ; is it an universal practice in getting this article on shore to get an order from the Mandarins before an attempt is made to land it?—I should think by no means. The parties who had my order for the opium, if they could evade the Mandarins, avoided paying them ; but generally speaking, I believe, they cannot evade them, and that they find it the surest way to pay them.
2577. Generally speaking, is permission obtained from the Mandarinsbefore
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before an attempt is made to land the opium ?—I should think the parties 8 March 1830.generally pay in order to secure the safety of the opium : but I may be per- -----mitted to add, that I should think it very likely, in the case of paying too & Davidson, small a sum, the Mandarins might still seize the opium afterwards ; and I llS1' should think that the parties, unless they were disposed to pay the full fee, would rather run the risk altogether.
2578. Is there then any established fee ?—Yes, there is an established fee for to-day; but you cannot depend upon them beyond the day, it is con­stantly liable to variation.
2579. Is there always a price, in the nature of a fee paid to the Manda­rins, which will ensure the landing of opium ?—Except at such times when their demands are so extortionate that it is impossible to sell the opium.
2580. What is the greatest payment you have known to be made to a Mandarin? —I know nothing whatever of the fine paid to the Mandarin.
2581. You stated that the opium agents are generally watched by boats from the custom-house when the opium is taken out of the ship, with an order obtained from the Mandarins: are those boats generally present?—I  believe the system has been, when they have received intelligence from their chiefs, to retire.
2582. Are you not aware that those custom-house boats are moored astern and on the quarter of every vessel ?—Custom-house boats are ; hut I am not aware that the boats whose duty it is to seize those parties are moored there, they are far too weakly manned and armed.
2583. Are you not aware that those boats permitted the opium to be landed ?—Decidedly.
2584. Could they prevent it if they pleased ?—That does not follow; they may not be strong enough. I have known instances of the Chinese opium boats overpowering all force, where it was a very large quantity, and it was worth their while killing and wounding men : but generally they do not attempt it.
2585. On such an occurrence happening, have you ever known any notice taken of it by the government ?—Never.
2586. Besides opium, have not you purchased tea on commission ?—-My export in that way has been but small. I have, however, done it often.
2587. What was the commission you were allowed on tea ?—Three per cent., the same as on cotton.
2588. Generally speaking, did you not buy and sell the different commo­dities of Canton ?—Certainly.
2589. Have you found any difficulty in your dealings, either with the Hong merchants or with the outside merchants ?—I very seldom dealt with the outside merchants. I have often found difficulties with both descrip­tions. 2 K 2590. Did
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8 March 1880. 2590. Did they refuse to sell to you, or refuse to buy ?—-Never.
w  s, ~ . .  2591. What are the difficulties that you met with ; have they refused to

E sc// ’ pay?—Yes, I have met with many difficulties of that nature, having the mis­fortune to deal with bankrupts.
2592 What should you say of the facility of doing business in the port of Canton as compared with other ports ?—• I should say it is greater in that than in any other country I have ever either visited or heard of.
2593. Have you ever sent teas on your own account to New South Wales or any other place ?—Not on my own account; but I have sent them on account of other parties many times.
2594. Did you buy those teas by previous contract, or as you found them in the market?—1 have bought them both ways. When I knew that the vessel was coming, then, of course, I would buy them by contract pre­viously; when a vessel came suddenly with an order, and had to return imme­diately, I was obliged to buy them at the moment.
2595. As a general rule, then, when you knew a vessel was coming, you would provide the cargo by previous arrangement?—Unquestionably.
2596. Do you not consider that the East-India Company, by having a regular demand for their trade to England, can buy their teas cheaper than a stranger, who goes into the market with only a short time to purchase his cargo in ?■—Certainly ; the Company buy their teas at great advantage.
2597. Do you think, if your purchases had been large, you would bave had equal facilities with the Company ?— I think, if my purchases were equally large, 1 should have equal facility, if I were equally active and 

intelligent.
2598. Do you consider that the principal advantage which the Company has arises from the great extent of purchases and sales which they make?—

Yes, I do.2599. Are you aware of any other advantage they have beyond their great punctuality and their great dealings ?—That seems to me to embrace every advantage that can be possessed by a great trading company.
2600. Supposing the Company to continue to trade there, and supposing the trade thrown open to other Englishmen, with liberty to settle and reside at Canton, do you foresee any difficulties in carrying on the trade at Canton ?

—I foresee that many may arise.
2601. Will you state what difficulties you anticipate ?—I believe that in­dividuals would conduct themselves so irregularly, that they would quickly become embroiled with the Chinese.
2602. Have you ever known, during the time you resided there, any interruption, or any individuals coming in collision with the authorities there ?—I think I stated before, that we knew better than to come into col­lision with the government; but we have had many grievances.2603. When

— < V \  •
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2003. When a grievance occurred, in what way did you apply for the & March 1830. redress of that grievance?—During the whole of my residence I never had ~ ~  occasion to apply for the redress of any ; but I have heard the modes taken ' p™ 'i( mn*by other parties, which modes are generally understood to be by going to the Viceroy’s palace, with a chop, or letter, stating the grievances; that is to Say, a great collection of people, who are of the same mind, and who were generally labouring under a common grievance, forced their way through the city gate and made to the palace; and when they succeeded, as they frequently did, the parties there were very glad to take their letter, and to get rid of them.
2604. Do you allude to the Company’s servants as having ever done that?■—-No ; the Company have the privilege, and a very great one it is, of com­municating with the Canton government in Chinese ; it was gained by ne- gociation long ago.
2605. To whom do you allude as having done that?—Persons connected with the country traders; but I remember on one of the most spirited occasions they were headed by a late Chairman of the East-India Company, the Honourable Mr. Lindsay, who got great credit for the manner in which he conducted the business.
2606. Did he head the party as a servant of the Company, or as an Englishman independently of the Company ?—Decidedly as an Englishman, and not as a servant of the Company.
2607 . Have you ever known any of the Company’s commanders joining in these proceedings ?—The Honourable Mr. Lindsay was then the Honourable Captain Lindsay, and a Company’s commander.
2608. Did you ever know of any of the Select Committee, or the persons belonging to the Company’s establishment there, joining in such proceedings ?—No, I do not.
2609. Can you recollect the nature of the remonstrance they presented ?I cannot; I was not on the spot at the time.
2 6 10 . Was redress given to the grievances ?—I think, generally speaking, those petty grievances for which they sought redress in this manner were relieved.2611. Comparing the time when you arrived at Canton with the time when you came away, do you conceive that, on the whole, there were greater facilities for trade at the termination than at the commence­ment ?—Unquestionably.
2612. Are you aware whether, from what has taken place since you came away, still greater facilities have been afforded ?—I have heard very little of the matter since I came away.
2613. What do you consider to have been the cause of that greater facility ?—Privileges obtained by the exertions of the East-India Company’s Select Committee.
2614. Did that apply to the Americans?—Unquestionably. I conceive
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8 March 1830. the Americans and all other foreigners have benefited by those privileges - —- which have been obtained" by the East-India Company, and, as I conceive,if'. S. Davidson, a£ the cost of Great Britain.
2615. Are the Committee to understand that in these remonstrances by individual Europeans residing there, that the Company’s civil servants ever joined in them or not ?—I believe not.
2616. You stated, that you were afraid that disturbances might take place ; have you ever known any interruption of the trade of any nation, except that which has taken place with the India Company?—I know the American trade stopped on one occasion, in consequence of a life that was lost, in the case of the Italian sailor Majocci; I do not remember any other.
2617- Then what induces you to say there would be a risk of disturbance, when you know no instance of that having taken place?—Because I con­ceive the Chinese would very soon deprive you of all your privileges, and the trade would consequently be carried on to the greatest disadvantage; the parties interested there would be dissatisfied, and I think it is not going too far to say, that they would greatly misconduct themselves in the end from cruel irritation.
2618. Have you not said that it was your interest to conduct yourself quietly to avoid collision ?—Certainly.
2619. What reason have you to think that other individuals, consulting their own interest, would not act with equal caution ?—Because very few had so large a stake as myself. Smaller stakes make people less cautious.
2620 . Do you not contemplate, if the trade were open, that the agency business would very much increase, so as to be worth every indivi­dual’s attention ?—it is very possible it might.
2621. Do you contemplate danger as likely to arise, supposing China to remain as it now is with regard to Europeans ?—There are now a great many private individuals in China who have much larger stakes than they had in my time.
2622. Do you find that they come in collision with the public authorities ?-—I should think not.
262S. Do you know Mr. Wilcox, an American merchant, who was there?-—Yes, intimately.
2624. Have you ever known him or any of his countrymen come in colli­sion, except in the unfortunate case you have alluded to ?—Never.
2625. flow often have you known the trade interrupted by the English coming in collision with the public authorities there ?—Two occasions 1 have a vivid recollection of. The first occasion was in 1814 j it was the resistance on the part of the supercargoes to an attempt made by the government, in conjunction with the Hong merchants, to make the monopoly which they possess much more close and injurious to the English trade than it had ever been before.

2626. That
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2626. That is, the Chinese authorities were anxious to establish Co-hongs, 8 March 1830.so as to render the monopoly of the sale of Chinese articles greater ?—The —nature of it was to give authority to the senior Hong merchants, that they ^should have a power to control the juniors to fix the prices, and in short, jS</'to exercise a very despotic authority over their own body and over the

trade
2627. If such had been established, do you consider that an increase of the price of teas was anticipated ?—I conceive that would have followed.
2628. What steps did the Company take in resisting those demands ?—- They resisted those demands, by stopping not only their own trade, but all the country trade.
2629. flow long did they stop that trade ?—As well as I can recollect, I should say about two months.
2630. Have you ever known any interruption by any proceedings of coun­try traders ?—Never.
2631. On what other occasion do you recollect any interruption ?—On the occasion of the affair of the Topaze frigate, I think in the season 1821-2, an affray took place between the crew of the frigate and the Chinese, in which some of the Chinese were killed and wounded, and on that occasion the Chinese stopped the trade.
2632. Had the Company’s own servants any thing to do with causing that?—They were not the cause of it, it was a king’s ship.
2633. Did any dispute arise about the price of black tea between the Company’s Factory and the government ?—I am not aware of that circum­stance.
2634. How do you account for king’s ships, which of course are better disciplined, and under better command and control than any other ships, having been the cause of disburbance in China, when the country ships have not caused any disturbance ?—In the simplest way possible ; one party will take blows, the other will not.
2635. Will you explain what you mean ?—King’s ships going to China, will, of course, submit to no insult whatever; and therefore, so long as they do go to China in the present state of things they must embroil the trade, because I hold it to be quite impossible for any ship to be in China, and in contact with the Chinese, without being insulted sooner or later.
2636. Are the Company’s ships ever insulted in that way ?—I have often heard of persons belonging to Company’s ships receiving insults.
2637. Then they are obliged to put up with the insults as well as others ?—Of course. I speak of personal insults, and not such as affect the honour and character of the Company’s representatives in China.
2638. Supposing the trade were thrown open, and supposing the Company to exist as a Company without exclusive privileges, and supposing a consul,with

/i
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g March 1830. with a council perhaps on the part of the Crown, with powers to regulate the----- conduct of every' Englishman visiting Canton, can you form any opinion
W . S. D avidson , what would be the result as to keeping peace and good understanding with 

Exq' the Chinese, as compared with what now takes place with the Company’s pre­sent establishment ?—Supposing such a state of things to exist at some future period, 1 should say that, unless judicious and energetic diplomatic arrange­ments preceded such a change, the British trade would not exist at Canton two seasons without the most violent and serious interruption. My reasons for thinking so are these. The Company possess the twofold character of trading merchants arid of a great controlling power : they can temporise, as they have done before j but if the representatives of Great Britain emanated directly from the government of this country, I conceive they would be placed precisely in the same situation as the men-of-war have always been in, that is to say, th e y  would stickle for the honour of their government, and they would not be able to recede from their first demands, by which means the' trade would be lost for two seasons at least; many individuals would be thereby entirely ruined, and the country would be unable to reinstate their commercial intercourse with China without incurring a vast cost.
2639. Have you not stated that other Europeans, when aggrieved, have united together to demand redress from the Chinese, and have obtained it ?—In insignificant cases: I have stated that to have been done on petty occa- sions, not on great occasions, certainly. Such an attempt in the year 1814, when the Company made their great stand, would have been as futile as it would be for me to hold up my hand in this city for the purpose of extin­

guishing a great fire.
2640. Have you found, from your own experience, that the Chinese people are extremely desirous to carry on trade with Europeans ?•—Unquestionably, 

but in their own way.
2641. Then it is the regulations of the government that you consider to 

be hostile ?—Entirely so.
2642. You have stated that during your recollection, and as far as you have heard, no interruption has ever taken place with the Americans, who have carried on that trade for many years, except in the case of the Italian sailor ; have you ever known any thing of the kind occur with the Danish, the Spanish, the French and Dutch, during the last five years ?—Certainly 

not.2643. Then are the Committee to understand that you anticipate those difficulties from the supposition that irregularities would take place on the part of the traders there That is only a part of my reason, which is correct as far as it goes, but also from the decided disposition of the Chinese autho­
rities to encroach.

2644. Are you able to state whether the number of individuals employedin China by the tea trade is very considerable ?—1 have always under­
stood so. „, TT. , ,2645. Would


