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Introduction

Although globalization seems to be a most appropriate keyword to explain and understand the

period of the turn of this century, we, at the same time, need to pay attention to various lively

tendency of localization and regionalization process. In other words, we can say that the period of

nation state and nationalism has been greatly changing in these decades.

Here I try to trace back to 18th century in which tributary trade system in East Asia and

Southeast Asia was functioning as a wider regional system with combination between sovereignty

and suzerainty in it. I also try to trace Ryukyu networks with overseas Chinese merchants in it and

then to explain how Hong Kong related migration and their home-remittance to strengthen

relationship between south China and Southeast Asia, introducing financial business of foreign

banks utilizing overseas Chinese remittance networks. We also remind the role of seas of Asia in

the history of overseas Chinese networks and western participation to historical regional system of

Asia.

I History of Asia

The history of Asia has been discussed in various ways depending on how the region is

viewed. Historically, Asia was firstly seen by Europeans at; a place outside and beyond what they

knew, and for a time Asians themselves adopted this regional perception of the outsider. Spokesmen

for such perspective included Fukuzewa Yukichi, with his idea of “(Japan’s) dissociation from

Asia,” Okakura Tenshin’s concept of “Asia as one,” and Sun Yat-sen’s “Greater Asia. “ These ideas
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were fired by Asian nationalism or regionalism resisting the forces of Europe; they were viewed in

the East versus West perspective.

As Asia’s self-awareness grew, however, research was increasingly focused on the motive

forces of Asian history itself rather than comparisons with Europe. Examples are studies viewing

Asia from civilizational and geopolitical perspectives or analyzing the tribute system that was based

on the “middle kingdom-vs.-barbarian-state” order. This trend in research led to studies of Ryukyu

in the context of Asia and in intra-regional trade networks.

Later, there emerged in Asia hegemonic structures resulting from the colonial policies of Japan and

the European powers quite different from what had prevailed before, and at the same time,

nationalism and nation-building became issues of central concern. This led to the development of

studies of Asia framed by the realities of the colonialist/imperialist age. During this period, Ryukyu

was incorporated, as Okinawa prefecture, into the fabric of Japanese nationalism, but it retained its

distinctive folklore, customs, and relations with the surrounding region.

Many peoples in Asia and Africa gained independence from colonial regimes after World War II

and by the end of the 1980s, the long-prevailing Cold War structure was collapsed, and its impact

on Asia rapidly dwindling. Under these conditions certainly new approaches to study of Asia and

new images of Asia are needed. Especially the rise of Asian NIEs (newly industrializing

economies) of the 1970s, the rapid growth of Southeast Asian economies in the 1980s, and China’s

reform and open-door policy in the 1980s-90s have resulted in the formation of multilayered

relations within the region that transcend national boundaries. Most notable are the forming of

strong networks among the once-scattered overseas settlements of Chinese, Indians, Vietnamese,

Koreans and Uchinanchu (Okinawans).

In 1997 Hong Kong reverted to Chinese sovereignty, creating a new relationship based on the

“one country / two systems” principle reminiscent, of old suzerain-vassal relationship. Asian

studies, which have tended to focus on states and their relations, now need to be reformulated to

accommodate the maritime role of China and one-country/two-systems areas, the flourishing of
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transnational networks, and other new developments. In this context we must consider the position

and role of Okinawa as well as long-term historical changes in Asia, so that Asian studies from now

on will accord more attention to the interaction of suzerainty, sovereignty and networks and to

maritime and regional relationships.

II Okinawa: The Land and Seas

The Japanese word for geography is chiri, composed of the Chinese characters “land” and

“logic.” If so, one might well coin a word by combining the characters for “sea” and “logic “-kairi.

Corresponding to another term, chi-no-ri , or “geographical advantage,” which has been in use since

ancient times, we might coin kai-no-ri, or “maritime advantage.” The word for the planet Earth,

chikyu is written with the characters for “earth” and “sphere, “ but since the seas occupy 72 percent

of the Earth’s surface it could just as appropriately be called the keikyu, or “sea sphere.”

Okinawa is located at the intersection of the South China Sea and the East China Sea and faces

South China and Kyushu. Since long before the Ryukyu Kingdom period (1429-1879), Okinawa

was alert to the advantages and opportunities offered by the sea and put them to the service of the

land. The Asia-Pacific area is attracting widespread attention today, and now, with the advent of a

new maritime era. Okinawa’s maritime advantages are all the more important in terms of the

protection and utilization of the seas for the future of humankind.

With the return -of Hong Kong to China in July 1997 the principle of “one country/two systems”

was put into practice, which might portend the appearance of such “post-state” areas elsewhere in

the future. Looking back on history from this viewpoint, we can say that two principles: or perhaps

more, have continually applied to Okinawa. At times Okinawa had more than one system at other

times more than one sovereign, and at times maintained multifaceted foreign relations with other

countries.

Under the Ryukyu Kingdom, Ryukyu sent missions to Southeast Asia to obtain the pepper

and sappanwood it could not produce locally, and Presented these goods to China in its tribute trade
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III States and the Seas

Countries functioning as territorial states have traditionally distinguished themselves from others by

their boundary lines, extending their territory even out to sea, often causing disputes with other

states, such as within 200-mile sea zones and issues involving conflicting claims to islands, as in the

case with the Spratly Island issue. The state has long been regarded as the only attribute to which all

things belong, and in the days when all things were thought to belong ultimately to the state, both

negotiations and conflicts focused foremost on exclusive possession of territory and division of

territory by boundary lines. However, the state itself can be considered historically a form of local

government, and regions are multifaceted in both content and composition. In this age of

regionalization, I believe that there ought to be diversity in regional concepts.

The meaning of the seas cannot be fully appreciated as long as they are seen as opposed to the

land and with focus on the land. The seas should be viewed as that which forms and sets the

conditions of the land. The seas and the lands are not separated by the coastlines, but the land is part

of the seas.

Looking at Asia from the viewpoint of the seas brings into focus the features that identify

Asia above all as a maritime region. The seas along the eastern coast of the Eurasian continent form

a gentle S curve continuing from north to south. The chain formed by the seas that outline the

continent, its peninsulas, and adjacent islands can be seen as shaping the promises of Asia’s

geopolitical space throughout history. The maritime areas” thus formed are smaller than an ocean

and not as closely associated with the land as with bays or inlets.

Let us follow the “Asian seas” from north to south. The Sea of Okhotsk shapes Kamchatka and

Siberian Russia. Further south, it merges into the Sea of Japan; then comes the Bohai and the

Yellow Sea. These, with the East China Sea, embrace the Korean Peninsula, the Japanese

archipelago, and the islands of Okinawa. The chain of seas then is divided in two. On the east side

is the Sulu Sea leading to the Banda, Arafura, Coral, and Tasman seas. On the west side is the Java
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Sea that stretches west and connects with the Strait of Malacca and thence to the Bay of Bengal.

From the intersections of these seas trade networks formed pivoting on places like Nagasaki,

Shanghai, Hong Kong and Singapore.

In the China-centered order, tributary states regularly sent tribute missions to the Chinese

capital, and each time the rulers of those states changed, the Chinese emperor dispatched an envoy

to officially recognize the new ruler. Tribute relations were not only political but involved

economic and trade relations as well. In exchange for the gifts carried to the Chinese court, the

tribute bearers received silk textiles and other goods from the Chinese emperor. In addition,

specially licensed traders accompanying the envoy engaged in commercial transactions at

designated places in the capital. Over ten times as many merchants as these special traders

exchanged commodities with local merchants at the country’s borders and at ports. From the

maritime viewpoint, the sea routes and major ports of call of the tribute missions sent by Ryukyu,

for example, were clearly established. Navigational charts were devised based on seasonal winds

and on the points and lines established by surveying the coasts and observing the movements of the

stars.

Not only overseas Chinese merchants based in East Asia and Southeast Asia but Indian,

Muslim, and European merchants participated in this tribute trade, testifying to the linkages,

between maritime zones.

A maritime zone, therefore, was also a tribute and trade zone. More generally, it was a sphere

of human migration. In Japan stories about castaways were often told to stress the absence of order

on the seas and to inspire fear, discouraging people from attempting to leave land. In fact, however,

there was a rule that if castaways were discovered they were to be taken along the tribute route back

to their home country at that country’s expense. Along the coast of Kyushu, private Chinese trade

ships often took advantage of this rule, intentionally drifting up along the coast, and engaging in a

brisk trade before the officials arrived to do their duty.

The maritime zones where the movement of people and goods were organized were maritime
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societies conforming to the workings of nature. They did not try to control nature itself, and various

guardian deities appeared. The worship of the sea goddess Matsu, widespread in the seas of Asia,

originated in Meichou in China’s Fuchien province. The name of Macao is derived from the word

magao, which were shrines dedicated to Matsu.

The genesis of the Matsu deity is the story of the rescue at sea of a local woman of Meichou.

Interestingly when China tried to exert political power in the maritime zone, it granted Matsu court

rank, giving the deity the title “heavenly empress,” and thus the sea goddess was incorporated into

the emperor’s “virtuous rule.” Thus sea deities worshipped by the people of the, maritime areas

were placed under the rule of the Chinese emperor--a harmony of interests between the dynasty that

governed the seas and the peoples who lived there. In this way, the maritime areas were controlled

as a maritime society where people’s daily lives were, albeit loosely, controlled. It was a trade zone,

a zone of human migration, and a religious zone at the same time, a world distinct from the land.

VI Tribute Trade and Ryukyu Network

To see what a trade zone was like, let us look at the history of Ryukyu. The first volume of

the Rekidai hoan, a collection of official tributary trade records, tells that when the Ming dynasty

ruled China, Ryukyu engaged in commercial transactions with various parts of Southeast Asia, such

as Siam, Srivijaya, Java, Malacca, Sumatra, Annan and Patani. It can be assumed that Japan, Korea,

and China were added to these Southeast Asian countries, thereby linking Ryukyu in an extensive

trade network.

These trade relations, which can be called the Ryukyu network, were founded upon the Ryukyu

tribute trade with China. Its trade with Southeast Asia was aimed to obtain pepper and sappanwood,

which were included in its list of tribute gifts to China.

The trade network had two distinctive features. One was that the trade with Siam and other

Southeast Asian countries was vigorous between the early fifteenth century and the mid-sixteenth

century. The other feature was that, as far as we know from Rekidai hoan (Litai Paoan), records of
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the trade with Southeast Asia declined while those of the trade with Korea and Japan increased.

This phenomenon prompts us to ask two questions concerning the Ryukyu network: What happened

with the trade with Southeast Asia after the mid-sixteenth century? What was trade like with

Manila, Luzon, as part of Ryukyu’s trade with Southeast Asia?

In examining these questions, we can assume that Ryukyu was involved in two trade routes

between South China and Southeast Asia, as found in the sea linkages we earlier discussed. One

route was running along the island chains in the eastern side of the South China Sea from Luzon to

Sulu and the other stretching along the coast of the continent on the western side of South China

Sea from Siam to Malacca.

The eastern route started from Chuanohou (or Fuchou), stretching between Ryukyu, Taiwan,

and Sulu. This route not only carried the trade with Southeast Asian tributary states but also, from

the sixteenth and seventeen centuries onward, the transit trade with Spain centered at Manila--for

silk--and with the Dutch East India Company centered on Taiwan. At the same time, the, route ran

farther north from Fuchou docking with the soybean and soybean meal trade of North China and

thereby meditating trade between the North and South of China’s eastern regions.

The western route, starting from Kuangchou, linked various parts of Southeast Asia by coastal

routes. It represented the trade with major Southeast Asian tributary states, such as Siam, Malacca,

and Sumatra. Considering that rice, marine products, and spices were major trade articles, we can

assume that this route was closely related to food products produced in the Kuangtung, Kuanghrsi,

Hunan and other parts of South China. And notably, that rice and sugar imports from Southeast

Asia and South China’s rice and sugar production complemented each other.

In this connection, in 1666, ninety-six years after the records of official trade with Southeast

Asia stopped appearing in 1570, the Ryukyu king Sho Shitsu asked that spices - which were not

produced locally be excluded from the list of tribute goods and that approval was granted. This

means that by that time, without relying on official trade, Ryukyu was able to obtain spice, which

had been among tribute goods for nearly one hundred years. In the backdrop of this development,
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there was an increase in rice trade with Siam, which in turn expanded Chinese merchants’ route of

trade with Siam, bringing more merchants from the Chinese coast to Southeast Asia. As a result,

Ryukyu obtained pepper and sappanwood either by joining up with the Chinese merchant trade in

Southeast Asia or by direct purchase from Chinese merchants.1

Even after it was invaded by the Satsuma domain of Tokugawa-period Japan in the early

seventeenth century, Ryukyu continued to dispatch tribute envoys to Qing China. At the same time,

it sent envoys to Tokugawa shoguns in Edo (present-day Tokyo). Its relations with Korea cannot be

ignored, either.

After the Ryukyu Kingdom was abolished and it became an administrative unit of Japan in the

latter half of the nineteenth century, Naha port in Okinawa which had been east Asia and southeast

Asian wide trading port was closed and new treaty ports system emerged by treaties with westem

countries. After the mid-nineteen century on, Hong Kong and Singapore played important roles in

this now treaty ports system in Asia.

VII Hong Kong and Migration

Termination of the slave trade exacerbated a labor shortage in the British Empire and led to

the recruitment of Indians and Chinese for the sugar plantations of the West Indies and the new

rubber and sugar plantations of Southeast Asia. From the mid-nineteenth century tens of thousands

of Chinese migrated to the United States to work in mines and build the railroads, and to Australia

and Southeast Asia The Hong Kong colony became an entrepot for Chinese immigrants bound for

Southeast Asia, a stable source of the labor Westem powers needed to develop their colonies.

Chinese immigration to Southeast Asia dates from the seventh and eighth centuries.2 Economic,

political, and social reasons are cited for this egress, including the low productivity of the South

China coastal region, political upheavals that brought waves of newcomers from the north like the

Hakka, and conflict between social classes and organizations (families and clans).3

Traditional studies of the overseas Chinese emphasize push” factors like population pressure, the
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shortage of arable land, and poverty. The interplay of “push” and “pull”’ factors in this outflow

deserve attention, for example, a comparison of the agricultural output in South China and in the

areas where Chinese settled.

Adding the “pull” dimension would also bring research on immigration within the scope of

colonialism. However, scholars of immigration and colonialism treat the Chinese as having

permanently relocated and are not interested in the networks created when a people move between

regions and return to their home country.

Against this backdrop of centuries-old Chinese immigration, the abolition of the African slave

trade heightened demand for Indian and Chinese labor. Parts of the British empire suffered from a

shortage of unskilled workers, notably the plantations in the West Indies and the rubber plantations

and tin mines in Southeast Asia, and the British authorities in Hong Kong began to prepare for the

transshipment of laborers. On June 5, 1854, John Bowring, the high commissioner of Hong Kong

wrote to the Colonial Minister:

“I am persuaded that Hong Kong can be made a place attractive to male emigrants, and a source

whence large supplies of labor may be provided for the colonies, but it must be by freeing it from

the abuses which prevail elsewhere, and not be giving encouragement and patronage to such abuses.

I think it is not impossible that a few women might now and then be induced to accompany their

husbands, but such is the apprehension, not without opprobrium, which attaches to the abandonment

of the soil by any Chinese female, and such the power of confederated clanships to punish the

relations of any willing emigrant, that I see no reason to expect that China will ever furnish any

considerable supply of women for emigration, unless they are kidnapped, bought, or by some means

made to victims of fraud or force.”4

Bowring saw Hong Kong as a reliable supplier of male laborers who would go abroad for a

period of years, but of few females because of the Chinese family system.5

The “abuses” he alluded to were actually a slave trade in coolies. The victims were Shanghaied, a

high percentage died en route, and others were cruelly exploited by employers. Partly for
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humanitarian reasons, but more importantly because the high death rate made slaves unprofitable, a

contract labor system was adopted for Chinese recruited to work in the West Indies and elsewhere.

As the case of Cuba-bound ships shows, the passage was still fraught with danger. There was some

kind of trouble--the Chinese mutinied or an epidemic broke out--on one-third of the vessels. A

serious diplomatic incident occurred in 1872 when the Maria Luz, a Peruvian ship carrying Chinese

coolies to Peru, was in Yokohama harbor for repairs. When the Chinese complained of abysmal

conditions, a Japanese court ruled they were being illegally confined and could not be compelled to

continue the trip.

Hong Kong became a full-fledged point of departure for emigrants in 1860. Chinese workers

streamed to San Francisco, Australia, Vancouver Island, the British West Indies, Bombay, the

Dutch West Indies, Honolulu, Borneo, Luban, and Java.6

For example, in 1857 twenty-four employers contracted with a Thomas Gerard to procure 2,990

Chinese immigrants for British Guiana and Trinidad. In addition to his fee, Gerard was authorized

expenses not to exceed 25 pounds per head to recruit and deliver the immigrants. The standard

contracts covered wages, provisions, clothing, meals, and housing.7 However, the workers had to

repay the employer or agent who had advanced them passage money and they also sent so me of

their earninge home.

A British official explained why employers preferred Chinese over Indians: “In comparing the

immigration with that from India, I think there can be little doubt as to its superior advantages. The

Indians are certainly more docile, and more easily managed than the Chinese, but the latter possess

physical strength, industry, and an eager desire to obtain money and to better their position.”8

Immigration from both India and China sharply increased in the late nineteenth century when

plantations and mining operations expanded in Southeast Asia. Many Chinese settled in Singapore,

the upsurge peaking in 1915. Many of the emigrants were not contract workers; they relied on

contacts in the Chinese community for jobs ‘and support. Flourishing Singapore needed labor. A

breakdown of contract workers by occupation shows an increase in tin miners in 1907-8 and in
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rubber plantation workers in 1910-11. Western steamship companies and trading houses became

more active in Asia, supplementing junk transportation and opening the way to large-scale

immigration.

Regulations enacted in 1901 and subsequent revisions show the Hong Kong government’s

concern to keep the immigrants flowing smoothly overseas, though Chinese recruiting agencies

criticized some of the provisions as too strict. To identify and remove individuals who were there

involuntarily, British officials required at least a forty-eight hour stopover in Hong Kong. Chinese

agents complained about the extra cost this entailed,’ warning that Macao or Kuangtung would take

over the business and foreign firms would lose out too. (To foreign merchants, particularly the

shipping companies, the large numbers of migrant workers were a lucrative “cargo.”)9 The agents

objected to such British “red tape” as a $1,000 security bond and two guarantors for each transient.

The Hong Kong government relented, removing the forty-eight-hour stopover rule.

The British strategy was to regulate the migrants by controlling the recruiting agencies. While

in the colony the migrants were looked after by contract-labor brokers who hailed from the same

village in China. Hong Kong’s status as a pass-through port for emigrants increased its importance

as a financial entrepot.

VIII Remittances by Overseas Chinese

Chinese went abroad to earn money and send it home, not to settle permanently in a new land; the

individual’s wages were considered part of household income. They also remitted funds to agents

for their passage.10 Overwhelmingly from Fuchien and Kuangtung, the immigrants’ funds helped to

finance transactions across the South China-Southeast Asia trade zone.11 In addition, Nor some

money was remitted for investment purposes.12

Remittances did not disappear into household expenditures. Recycled for commercial payments and

investment capital, this money became a vital element in China’s international financial ties. As I

shall describe below, England, France, the United States, and Japan developed important interests in

Southeast Asia and utilized this financial network.
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Chinese immigrants could get money back to China in five ways: mail, hand carried, private

remittance agents, remittance houses, and foreign banks.13

(1) Mail. The Universal Postal Union was created in 1878, but did not sign the convention until

1917. Foreign countries set up branch post offices in China that handled international mail,

however, few overseas Chinese used them.14

(2) Hand-carried. As Morse described, workers personally brought back gold/silver, foreign drafts,

and local paper currency, or they entrusted funds to a returnee.

(3) Private remittance agents. The agents provided various services: recruited settlers, loaned

passage money, booked Passage, and also handled commercial transactions. They stayed in close

touch with the immigrants, visiting each Chinese community every few months. The newcomers

invariably dealt with an agent from the same hometown in China to send money as well as personal

letters. In areas not serviced by remittance houses, agents were the main conduits.

(4) Remittance houses. Immigration to Southeast Asia reached significant proportions in the

fifteenth century and steadily increased despite the Ming dynasty’s ban on overseas settlement.

Chinese merchants abroad sold rice, sugar, raw cotton, foodstuffs and handicrafts to China, and

imported sundries, handicrafts, and tea. In addition, Siam, Vietnam, and Burma made a profit on the

tributary trade with China, a mercantile policy that helped to shape a trade zone between South

China and Southeast Asia. In the seventeenth century the European powers moved into the region in

search of certain Asian products. Thanks to this well-established commerce, Western merchants

were able for the first time to buy highly prized goods like tea, silk, pepper, and cotton with profits

from the entrepot trade.15

The remittance house, the principal instrument by which Chinese sent money home, was the

financial linchpin of trade between South China and Southeast Asia. Called “silver remittance

houses,” “Canton and Fuohien silver houses,” and by other names, remittance houses were a

combination of post office and foreign exchange bank. Many also engaged in trade, financed trade

deals, and dealt in gold and silver. This exchange/remittance network predated the arrival of foreign
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banks, which also competed for the business as a source of capital. Tian Yi Chu was one of the

large remittance houses in the early twentieth century, was based in Amoy and had branches or

agents in Manila, Saigon, Penan, Singapore, Medan , Batavia, Bandon, Sameran and Rangoon.

With subunits throughout Fuchien, including Chuanchou, Chaochou, Tungan, Anhsi, Chinmen, and

Huian, Tian Yi Chu handled most of the remittances sent by people from the province.

There were many remittance houses in Southeast Asia. Headquartered in Singapore, Bangkok,

Malacca, Batavia, or Manila, they had branches or agents in Hong Kong, Kuangtung, Hainan, and

across Fuohien. The approximately four million Chinese living in Southeast Asia early this century

sent about $57 million dollars annually to their homeland.16

(5) Remittance House Methods

Remittance houses transferred money in several ways--cash, drafts, and as commercial goods. A

customer purchased a draft for a certain amount in Chinese dollars. Rather than immediately send

the money, the houses waited until individual transactions amounted to a fairly large sum or until

the exchange rate was favorable. In lieu of actual transfers, they also purchased goods for sale in

China or bought gold and silver, Some transactions were Yuan denominated, while others via Hong

Kong were in Hong Kong dollars. The Hong Kong dollar was the settlement currency for so much

of the commercial activity between China and Southeast Asia that, although typically the final

destination of a remittance was a family in a rural village, in variegated forms the money was used

for trade, finance capital, and investment.17 The huge volume of drafts through Hong Kong involved

double conversions--first to Hong Kong dollars and then to Chinese dollars. Remittance houses also

used the money to offset bills paid in Hong Kong for export/import transactions; some turned a

profit on the price differential in gold and silver bullion between Singapore and Hong Kong. There

was a synergistic interplay of trade and foreign exchange dealing.

The huge one-way flow of remittances by overseas Chinese to South China could have

effected exchange rates. A fall in Southeast Asian exchange rates was prevented by offsetting the

receipts of gold/silver and imports, i.e., liabilities to Shanghai and Hong Kong. This trade pattern
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solidified ties, through foreign banks, between the region and Japan, Europe, and the United States.

Great Britain’s financial interests in Asia, anchored on Singapore and Hong Kong, depended on

trends in the region--China, Southeast Asia, and India. British colonial banks were vital cogs,

extending the financial grid to Japan and Europe.

Shanghai’s commercial ties increased the capital there and strengthened its connections

between East Asia and Southeast Asia. Hong Kong an important player in trade, increasingly

became a financial entrepot for account settlements and remittance transaotions.18

Conclusion - Remittance and Foreign Banks

From the mid-nineteenth century, when Hong Kong gained importance as a financial intermediary

and Singapore emerged as a supplier of rubber and tin to European markets, foreign banks seriously

entered the field. Chinese exchange banks also began operations in Southeast Asia during the same

period.19 These so-called modern banks enlarged and reshaped the channels originally formed by

the remittance houses to create an Asian financial region around the Singapore-Hong Kong artery.

Far from being supplanted by the banks, the remittance houses used the exchange rates set by the

foreign banks (especially those of the Hongkong and Shanghai Bank) and entered new fields of

business activity.

Foreign banks opened branches in commercial centers created by the overseas Chinese. The

Chartered Bank of India, Australia and China was strongest in India and the Malay Peninsula, The

Hong Kong and Shanghai Bank in Hong Kong and China, and le Bank l’Indochine in Indochina.

All three institutions had branches or agents in the main business hubs and trade ports of Southeast

Asia. However all of them were established by following historical trading and financial centers

inherited from tributary trade networks and overseas Chinese trade and remittance networks.
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in the central commercial district of Hong Kong Island, indicating that the individuals were engaged
in immigration, trade, and foreign exchange/remittance.
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10. The major foreign trading companies serving as agents for foreign steamship firms were:
David Sasisoon, Sons & Co., (Agents, Apear Line of Steamers)
H. A. Ritchie (Superintendent, P. & O.S.N. Co.)
Jardine, Matheson & Co.,(General Managers, Indo-China S.N. Co. Limited.)
Butterfield & Swire (Agents, Ocean S.S. Co., China Navigation Co., N.E.L.)
Orient Line, (Taikoo Sugar Refinery)
Bradley & Co., (Agents, Shan Steamers)
Melchers & Co., (Agents, Nordd, Lloyd., East Asiatic Co.)
[Hongkong General Chamber of Commerce, Annual Repor~ 1901, 97.]
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