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The ‘Rural uﬁEconomy of Kiangsu Province
1870-1911

David Faure

The rural economy of Kiangsu Province
between 1870 and 1911 was a microcosm
of the rural economy of Chlna as a
as the country came i i
pressure of modern i
This is not to arguc t - industrialization
ever proceeded to ‘any marked extent on a
wide scale. On the contrary, just as ex-
emplified in the case of Kiangsu Province
between 1870 and 1911, industrialization in
China was confined chiefly to the major
cities, but this industrialization of the cities,
coupled with other factors, left unmistakable
effects even on the countryside. This was
a complicated process, but on the records
of this development are hinged some of the
most important problems in China’s econo-
mic development: Did the general pro-

ductivity decline? Did the peasants come to I

have a smaller share of th A
handicraft industries d foteigh
imports? How, in fac s the rural
economy affected in the process of economic
development?* Because of its important
position in the economy of China, as well
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as because of the avai bility of resources
vince has been the
hese arguments. In this

put together some of the

relevant material available concerning this

province, and examine it in an attempt to
reconstruct a general picture.

Basics of agricultural production

By whatever reckoning, agriculture must
have been, by far, the largest portion of
the total produce of Kiangsu Province. In
many places, farm income was supplemented
by handicraft industries. Other than agri-
culture and rural handicraft, production in
Kiangsu included only salt and city indus-
tries, whlch _consisted of a‘combination of
‘industries and traditional
s, there being no significant mining
province, and little heavy industry
to speak of.

In general, agricultural production can
be seen as a function of the quantity of
cultivated land and the yield per unit area

This article is based on the author’s Ph.D. dissertation at Princeton Univer-

sity. Among the many people who read the related chapters on which this article is hased, thanks
are due in particular to Gil Rozman, Roberta Cohen, Marion Levy, Jim Geiss, Lynn White III, and
Bill Attwell. Thanks are also due to former President Chuan Han-sheng of New Asia College for
kindly suggesting that this material be turned into an article and for a very careful reading of an
early draft,

A note on romanization: Except for names of provinces and major cities, the romanization system
used here is Wade-Giles. In the case of provinces and cities, the Post Offic ing' is: wsed. Thus
“Soochow” refers to the city, and “Su-chou” the pre{ecture L

Abbreviations:
SP(KS) = Shen-pao (Knang
and Consular Gazette, 1902.v

month, 14th day;
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Shih.yiieh (1958), Albert Feuerwerker 7(1969), Ramon Myers (1970).
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of each crop on- land. Long term
variation can be calculated if we take into
account long term variation in these two
factors, and the production of any year
can be estimated if, in addition, we have
a record of random variation in such factors
as natural disasters and the weather. In
a very rudimentary way, the task is first
to find out what was grown and how much
was grown per unit area, changes in the
crops, changes in cultivated area, and finally
to compile a basic record of harvest resultsi
With this rudimentary
then be able to as
in Kiangsu.

Crops and crop yields. The principal
cropping pattern of Kiangsu Province was
food grain rotated with cash crops, food
grain being by far the more dominant
produce. For food-grain, in the northern
half of Chiang-pei,* the main pattern was
a winter crop of wheat and a summer crop
of kaoliang. In the rest of the province,
the winter wheat was followed by a summer
crop of rice. For cash crops, the dominant
items were cotton, opium, rapeseed, indigo,
and soya beans. Mulberry was grown,

chiefly to supply the farm with the f d ;

for silkworm rearing, and was a part
advantageous crop, as
on the side of the field without occupying
land devoted to food grain. Such crops as

Rural Economy of kKlangsu Province, 1870-1911

could be “grown
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buckwheat, sweet potatoes, and peanuts,
were supplementary food crops, with buck-
wheat sometimes grown as a replacement
where a first crop had been destroyed by
unfavorable weather conditions.?

In terms of area, it is unlikely that the
amount of cultivated land devoted to
principal food crops (grain) could be much
below 70 percent. In most places in
Klangsu it was_probably. much higher. Of
‘grain, it seems that
nd rice combination in
iang-nan was followed much more closely
than the winter wheat-kaoliang combina-
tion was in Chiang-pei. To use J. L. Buck’s
1929-1933 data as a guideline (Table 1),
in Su-chou, Ch’ang-chou, Chiang-ning, 70
percent or over of the crop area was devoted
to grain. In Chiang-pei, where the crop
area under grain fell below 70 percent, the
difference could be more than made up by
the area under legumes. The one exception
was a single locality surveyed in Yen-ch’eng
hsien, in which district from the early years
of the 20th century some area had come
to be devoted to cqtt .- In the 19th cen-

a much smaller proportion compared to
the other two. In Chiang-nan, above 75
percent of the area devoted to grain crops

* Chiang-pei refers to the part of the province north of the Yangtze River, and Chiang-nan the portion

south of the river.

2J. L. Buck (1937) pp. 62-72, 204-244; Wang Wei-p'ing (1956).
501-501H gives the following crop distributions for Kiangsu in the 1930s.

Alfred Kai-ming Chiu (1933) pp.
The data are revised from

Statistical Monthly, 1932, collected from reports by district magistrates, postmasters, and farmers:

Rice 17.28 percent
Glutonous rice 3.82

Wheat 28.09

Barley 14.81
Kaoliang 4.49

Millet

Corn

(Above data in percentag
crop is actually grown, takin
Crop acreage in Kiangsu-= 16

Soyabeans 12.89 percent
Peas 0.32
Other legumes 2.41
Sweet potatoes 2.31

Rapeseeds
8.01
149

to consderatmnkthe fact that on some land there is more than one crop.
“percent of total cultivated area.)
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TaABLE 1. _PERCENTKGE OF CROP AREA DEVOTED TO PRINCIPAL FOOD CROPS

Grain Grain  Legumes
Grain  Legumes OQilseed and and and All seeds
legumes  oilseed oilseed

Su-chou
Ch’angshu . . 759 (76)% 18 14.0 — — — 9.7
K'unshan . . . 694 (91) 3.5 3.1 — — — 78.0
Ch’ang-chou
Wuhst . . . . 822 (100) 822
85.1
Wu-chin 88.6
( — — — 94.6
984 (78) 05 — — — — 98.9
Huai-an
Founing . . . 410 (37) 333 0.1 13.2 — 12.3 99.9
Huaiyin . . . 633 (56) 16.5 75 — — — 873
Yen-ch’eng .. 22 2D — — — — — 2.2%
999 (90) — — — — — 99.9
53.8 (97) — — — — — 53.8
100.0 (89) — — — — — 100.0
Yang-chou
Chiang-tu . . . 860 (99) 100.0
Thai . (41) 99.1
Chiang-ning
Chiang-ning 99.0
Hai Chou -
Kuanyin . . . 643 (65) 226 — 10.6 — — 975
Sung-chiang
Shang-hai
self-owners . . 421 13.2 — — — — 55.31
part-owners . . 392 10.5 —_ — — — 49.7
tenants R X 1] 145 — — — — 60.5
1 percentage of grain area given to rice, wheat, or kaoliang.
*97.8 percent devoted to fibers. ;
¥ Acreage for cotton: 36.7 percent for self-owners, 38.1 percent par enl ienants.

N.B. Cultivated area in this table is the total acrea he year, i.e. counting

separately the crop area in_different seaso

Source: J. L. Buck (1
(1933) pp. 281:282

> under crops thr

; Shang-hai shih she-hui-chii, in Feng Ho-fa
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was for rice and winter wheat, while in
Chiang-pei, the proportion fell to as low
as 37 percent for rice, wheat, and kaoliang,
if the very high fiber-producing area of
Yen-ch’eng is excluded as an anomaly. In
Buck’s original data, the area devoted to
kaoliang was particularly small: 2.2 percent
for Fou-ning, 1.9 percent for Huai-yin, 18.5
percent for T’ai hsien (formerly T’ai chou)
and 8.1 percent for Kuan-yiin. Other food
grain in these areas in yuck
wheat, corn, and mills
countryside was much
any brief division into "'agrlcultural regions
might lead one to believe.

Buck’s survey omitted the Sung-chiang
area, and the data for this I have nonethe-
less included in Table 1. The Sung-chiang-
T’ai-ts’ang area had long been known as
the main cotton-producing district in Chiang-
nan. Indications are that the concentration

3 Let us work this out:

every three years of cotton, it is negessa
saying ‘70 percent cot

If the two crops are even
percent of the land would be

chih (1934) 5/1a:

“In usual practice, land devoted to cotton does not require manure.

ral Economy of Kiangsu Province, 1870-1911

onotonous than

The Lo-chi chen chih (1889) 1/9a disc
“...If cotton is grown for a long time (continuously), w d
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of cotton production continued after 1870
as it had existed before 1850, but nowhere
was it ever at the “70 percent cotton and
30 percent rice” proportion that was usually
given as a description of the acreage. This
description is most likely a confusion of
the crop rotation for cotton with the general
impression that cotton-growing was do-
minant.3’ In the survey ‘of Shang hai hsien,

cotton amounts to 35 percent. In
terms of area, the Shina shohetsu zenshi in
1920 gives the acreage as: Sung-chiang
2,500,000 mou, Trai-ts’ang 1,500,000 mou,
T’ung chou 3,500,000 mou, Ch’ang-yin-sha
(i.e. on the Yangtze shore from Shanghai
to T’ung chou) 800,000 #ou. This places
the area considered to be cotton-producing
in Sung-chiang at almost 60 percent, and
T’ai-ts’ang at 20 percent. Even then, be-

yportion was arrived at:
s problem. Hence, for
Consequently, there is the

ibuted over a four-year period on a piece of land, in each year 25
evoted to rice. and 75 percent to cotton.
However, from two other sources, it seems that even this is an exaggeration.

This is close to the estimate.
First, the Yiieh-p'u Ii

But every two years, rice must

be planted. At this time, ash and manure, alluvial soil and beancake, are added to enrich the land

as preparation for the cotton.”

Chuan-sha ting chih (1879) 4/6a-b gives an account of the rotation in detail:

“If the land is left fallow after the harvest (of cotton), it is called weed-land.
year, the land can be used for cotton or rice.
harvested in autumn, and then the land is called ‘hard rice land’.
for growing wheat, and the wheatland used for cotton in the following year.
Some people do not grow the wheat, but plant the cotton early
The common saying is, ‘count the fallow as a harvest,’
can he used for cotton or rice, if cotton is grown for two y
roots of the weeds would be broken, the so11 would be thi

planted in double rows with cotton.
the next year.

cotton is grown for t

Thus, the cropping patte
fallow — cotton — fallow
growing land, was about -one-third.

In the following
(If rice is grown on the land), the rice can be
This can be used immediately
In this case, wheat 1s

n_elevated land, which
rice for one year, the

\@iﬂd be no worms. If

cotton — fallow — rice — wheat, or cotton —

\fallow In elther case, the amount of land under cotton, for cotton-
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cause of the need of a crop rotation, not
all this acreage could be devoted to cotton
at the same time.*

It is difficult to assess how cotton
acreage after 1870 compared with the years
before 1850. Sung-chiang was for long the
area in which cotton cuiltivation had been
most intense. Before 1850, cultivation had
extended eastward from here to Chao-wen
(Su-chou) and Chiang-yin (Ch’ang-chou).
Clear evidence of extension after 1870 was

towards the coastal area immediately - ‘to

the north:
Ch’ung-ming.

icularly. to Tung :chou,
d. and Hai-men t’ing, and
it seems that before 1850 this area had
not been heavxly under cotton. Cotton is
also mentioned in the Tan-‘’'u hsien chih,
but its extent is not clear. Between 1870
and 1911, it did not extend into Yang-chou,
Huai-an, or Hai chou. The cotton that
was used in Yang-chou in the 1870’s was

David Faure

In the case of mulberry and silkworm
rearing, there is evidence only of some limit-
ed extension. After the Taiping Rebelilion,
mulberry and silkworms were encouraged as
part of the government rehabilitation policy,
and in the area where silkworms were
traditionally reared, i.e. Su-chou fu, it was
quickly re-established. Some areas in Sung-
cmang and T’al-ts\ang also reported that
ing began from about the same
: Chiang-ning and Chen-chiang,
. similar reports, the Tan-t'u hsien

chik noting that for this district, this was

a new development. What is clear in this
rehabilitation project is that the better
quality mulberry of Hu-chou fu in Che-

_kiang, known as Hu sang (i.e. Hu-chou

mulberry) was introduced to a much wider
area, with the result of better quality silk.
Again, it seems that silkworm rearing was
adopted in Hsii-chou, but aside from this

imported from T’ung chou. However, at
least for the later part of the 1870-1911
period, cotton was cultivated in parts of
Hsii-chou. Where cotton was cultivated,
however, it seems quite certain that the
profits from cotton cultlvatlon were hlgher

prefecture, it was not successful in most
of Chiang-pei. An attempt was made in
Yang-chou in 1871 to introduce Hu-chou
mulberry, and..a: kv-sang-chu (mulberry
-planting “office) was set up in Yangchow
_City:to serve Huai-an and Yang-chou. But
he establishment was closed before 1875
because of lack of funds. It is clear that

4 Toa Doébunkai (1920) pp. 447-8.
5 The cotton area before 1850 was described as the region from Chiang-yin to Ch’ang-shu, and from

there to T’ai-ts’ang and Sung-chiang, and then into Chekiang Province. See Cheng Kuang-tsu, I-pan-lu
quoted in Kobayashi Kazumi (1967-1) pp. 10-11. For cultivation from 1870, Shang-hai hsien hsii chih
(1918) 8/1b-2b, CK'ing-p’u hsien chik (1879) 2/31b, Nan-hui hsien chih (1879) 20/7a-b, and Lo-chi chen
chih (1889) 1/9a, 31b, report the cultivation of cotton, with no qualification for change. Hua-t'ing hsien
chik (1878) 23/5a indicates that there was some increase since the Rebellion. For other cotton produc-
ing areas, reports are taken from Ching-chiang hsien chih (1879) 5/8b, Hai-men fing tu chih (1899)
10/1a-b, Tan-t'u hsien chih (1879) 17/37a-b, T'ung-shan hsien hsiang-tu chih (1904) 50b-5la, Feng hsien
chih (1894) 1/18a, SP(KS) 8.10.27. For lack of cotton in other areas, see Huai-an fu chih (1884) 2/5b-
6a, Kan-yii hsien chih (1888) 6/12a, SP(KS) 8.3.19, 8.4.13. The notable exception in Huai-an was An-
t'ung Hsien, see An-t'ung hsien chih (1875) 1/3a. Fou-ning hsien hsin (1924) 12/1b reports that
cotton was grown on land being developed by cultwatmn €0 ‘
Republican era. T’ung chou, app.
chih (1886) 1/8a repo: :
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Economy
Hai chou never adopted mulberry or silk-
worms.®

The Imperial Maritime Customs pro-
duced a report on silk production in 1881
which shows the distribution of silkworm
rearing at the time.” Silk was reported in
Chinkiang (Tan-t'u), Tan-yang, and Li-
yang, all in Chen-chiang Fu; Wu-hsi,
Ch’ang-chou City suburbs, and I-bsing, in
Ch’ang-chou fu; in I-cheng of Yang-chou
fu, and in Hsii-chou fu, as well as in
Chiang-ning. It was reported tha
yang, Wu-hsi,
produced little si Te .
The silk from Yang-chou fu and Hsii-chou
fu was from wild mulberry. In the Su-chou
area silk production was reported to be
1,200,000 catties in 1878 and 1,250,000
catties in 1879. From this source, there
was no report of silkworm rearing in the
Sung-chiang and T’ai-ts’ang area, i.e. the
traditional cotton cultivation region. How-
ever, the Shina shobetsu zenshi (1920) re-
ports that the major silkworm rearing areas
were Ch’ang-chou, Sung-chiang, Su-chou,
Chen-chiang, T’ung chou, Hai-men, T’ai-
ts’ang, Chiang-ning, and Yang-chou. Hsii-
chou was notably missing. Of these, the

most important area became Ch’ang.ﬁfchéu.s

iangsu Province, 1870-1911 371

Opium was planted in Kiangsu some
time between 1840 and the 1860’s. By the
early 1870’s, Tang-shan in Hsii-chou fu had
acquired a reputation for its opium. There
was considerable increase of “native opium”
in the 1870’s and 1880’s. Although the
official policy in the 1860’s had been against
opium cultivation, it was never clearly
enforced, and by the 1880’5 there was no
visible official opp 1. There was little
extensr n.-of: opi a’creage beyond Hisii-
< 890’s, but from the early
18907s, oplum was reported also in Huai-an.
It is also clear that opium was two to
three times more profitable than grain. In
1909, the International Opium Commission
placed the opium production in Kiangsu at
16,000 piculs, which would amount to the
cultivation of 500,000 mouw.®

In all cases, the cash crop introduced
fetched a higher profit than the grain crop.
In the case of silk, the crop consumed
labour, but not land. Hence, if we estimate
overall production figures in terms of grain
crops alone, the estimates would be slightly
lower than the actual production, aithough,
if we take into consideration the extent of
cash : crops, the . difference would not be
substantlal except in particular localities.

8 For rehabilitation brdgram see Shang-hai hsien hsi-chih (1918) 8/24a, 15/3b, T’ung-chih Sheng

Chiang liang-hsien chih (1874) 7/10a, SP(TC) 12.127, 4.13. On the experience of Yang-chou, see Hsii-
tsuan Yang-chou fu chih (1874) 3/4b-6a, and SP(KS) 15.20. For a clear statement of the failure in
Huai-an and Yang-chou, see Yen-ch’eng hsien chih (1895) 4/44b-45a. For the experience of Chen-
chiang, see Tan-fu hsien chih (1879) 17/37b-38a, NCH 1871-2: 733, 1870-1: 184-5. The Nan-hui hsien
chih (1879) reports that mulberry and silkworms were introduced by refugees from the Taiping Re-
bellion from Chekiang and Chiang-ning, see 20/3b. There is also a report on Chiang-yin in a later
period in NCH 1901-1: 1074. The CRK’ing-p’u hsien chih (1879) 2/33a, reports that the natives did not
raise silkworms, and so does the Kan-yii hsien chih (1888) 6/12a.

7 Imperial Maritime Customs, special series, No. 3: Silk (1917 reprint of 1881 report) pp. 45-109.

8 See Toa Dobunkai (1920) pp. 528, 538-557. This also gives the number of coccon companies in each
district in the 1910’s, which is useful in giving some idea of the distribution of silkworms rearing:
Wu-hsi 217, Wu-chin 85, Chiang-yin 29, I-hsing 26, Li-yang 14, Chin-t’an 6, Wu hsien 16, Wu-chiang
4, Ching-chiang 7, Chiang-ning 3, Yang-chung 8, Tan-t'u 3, Chrang tu 4, Pagying 1, Yang-tzu (?) 2,
Chii-jung 2, Ch’ang-shu 5, Sung-chiang 3, Feng hsre ; . ai 9, Nant’ung 6, Hai-
men 8. .

® NCH 1881-1: 253, 1886-2:
SP(KS) 86.25, SP(T
(1957) p. 457.

5 -2: 250 1908-4: 641.2, 1909-4: 525;
4. For figures: from Intematmnal Opium Commission, see Li Wen.chih
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It is import (0 determine whether
there is evidence for an increase in yield.
This is a very difficult question, as none
of the sources available is very reliable.

Davxd Faure

B

The more detailed information that is avail-
able concerns the Su-chou fu area and the
Chen-chiang fu area, and is presented in
Table 2.

TABLE 2. CHANGE IN PADDY YIELD

Year Source Report Catties/mou
Su-chou
1884 241
302
1923 ave. of 34 reports 306
+ ta-hsiieh (s.d. 77.5)
1937 J. L. Buck ave. of 2 reports 405
(sd. 125)
1946 Yei Hsiao-tung 6 bushels of rice/mou 416
Chen-chiang
1888 E. L. Oxenham 4 picul/mou high 400
335 ave. 300 -— 350
1930 Chang Han-lin ave. of 11 reports 267
(sd. 57.8)

s.d. = standard deviation.

Let me comme
in the table: T’ao Hsti'wasa small landlord
in the Soochow suburbs, and championed
rent reduction in the early 1880’s.1® It
seems that throughout the 19th century, the
estimate of 2.5 to 3 shih per mou of paddy
that he gave was commonly accepted for
the Soochow area. There are several re-
ports to this effect in Shen-pao, the Shanghai
Chinese language newspaper.'! It is very
interesting too that Pao Shih-chen, writing
in the 1820's, reported a similar figure, and
Pao demonstrated a very close knowledge

11 See, for instance;
in David Faure (1975)

12 Pao Shih-ch’en, A\xf- i_&éuéchung 26/2b-3a.

eports, see bibliography
s¢' Appendix I.

of the area’s agriculture.’®* The figures
from Tung-nan ta-hsiieh and J. L. Buck
are from surveys. The Tung-nan ta-hsiich
figures cover 34 localities in Su-chou fu,
and of these, 17 reported poor harvest, 11
ordinary, and 6 good harvest, and hence
the figures presented here may tend towards
a lower estimate. However, in both the
Tung-nan ta-hsiieh’s report as well as
Buck’s, there are figures of close to 5 shih
per mou, which seem to be hardly likely.
Without doubt, there are errors in these
reports, including possibly confusion of

927, 8.9.27. These figures are discussed
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husked rice with unhusked rice, as Fei
Hsiao-tung pointed out for Buck’s study.!®
Fei’s study. however, does not describe how
he arrived at this yield figure, although he
used the same estimate later in his dispute
with Buck. In comparison with other
figures, it would seem that Fei’s report here
is very high, although the T’ai hu vicinity,
where he carried out his community study,
was an extremely high-yield area. And
then, the very much lower figures reported

by Chang Han-lin’s survey for Chen -chiang -rat

in 1930 compared to
are baffling; but Oxe
less strongly supported by contemporary
evidence (compare T’ao Hsii’s). With
these figures, it is very difficult to draw a
conclusion on changes in yield over time.
I am somewhat suspicious of the reports
for production of much over 400 catties
per mou in these data: In Buck’s data,
one of the two reports from which this
average is derived is 530 catties per mou
for K’un-shan, which would seem very un-
likely. Given first the ease of error in
confusing husked and unhusked rice in the
reporting, the errors over conversion units,
after this,
between the produce
produce of a seaso
large standard deviations in many cases, it
is difficult to conclude from these figures
that there had been any marked change in
yield. In the absence of any clear reporting
on changes in agricultural technology being
practised on a wide scale, and as the 19th
century reports fall well within the limits
of the 20th century survey, I would rather
conclude that the change in yield, if any,
was limited. However, it is clear that the

’s ﬁgures are much’

also the lack of distinctiqn
e the next sectle)n
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evidence rules out marked contraction in
yield.

On the basis that there was no sub-
stantial change in crop yields from 1870 to
1930°s, we can use the post-1911 survey
material to calculate the crop yields of
individual areas (Table 3). On the whole,
the pattern is as may be expected. The yield
of rice was considerably higher in Chiang-
i, but that of wheat
-pei, where wheat,
as grown as the principal
e localities. Yield declined
to the north of Huai-an and T’ung chou as
would be expected. These two areas cover
the transition from alluvial soil to calcareous
soil, and in the case of T’ung chou, to
considerably poorer alkaline areas towards
the coast. Statistics for areas where in-
formation is unavailable can be approximat-
ed. Hai chou is likely to be similar to
the poorer sections of T’ung chou and
Hsii-chou, and Hai-men and T’ai-ts’ang
would be similar to the Sung-chiang area.

Cultivated acreage. Cultivated acreage
for Kiangsu Provmcc is presented here in
_population ' estimates. A
pulation will be left to
ut a few comments are
der concerning the land area. The
figures here are taken from J. L. Buck’s
survey report, and are based on Republican
government statistics for the entire country.
Buck reported that his interviewers had
checked these figures on the basis of crude
impression, but in the case of Kiangsu, he
made no alteration in the government statis-
tics. Compared to land data in the 19th
century, there is considerable variation, but
this is difficult to interpret as different

13 Fei Hsiao-tung (1946) pp. 4-6. This is a particularly serious problem in the interpretation of

nineteenth century figures.

on the basis of a price he quotes specxﬁ
I have ac :

for conversion.
high an estimate for yielc
be prepared for a substan

T’ao Hsii (1884), for instance, refers %peclﬁcally:.to
quotes the yield figure of 2.4 shih per mou (page 19a)

hy the standard of twenneth century reports.
ror margin from reports of this nature.

dd ‘(tao) when he
ates its market worth
ut’ making any allowance

ecause the alternative would give too
Even then, one must
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measuring uni h‘ad been \ised, although a much larger mou had been used. The
they all went by the same name. This is total of 91 million mou here compares with
particularly the case in Chiang-pei, where 119 million mou reported in 1955.14

TaBLE 3. PER mou YIELD OF MAJOR FOOD CROPS

Paddy W heat Kaoliang

Chiang-ning e e 370 catties 80 catties

Su-chou . 80

Sung-chiang n.a,

Ch’ang-chou 100-150

Chen-chiang-.. - 120

Huwai-an . . . . . . . . . . . 250 90 50 catties
Yang-chou . . . . . . . . . . 370 120 132
Hsti-chow . . . . . . . . . . * 90

Hai-men e e e n.a. n.a.

Taits’ang . . . . . . . . . . . n.a.

Hai chon . . . . . . . . . . n.a. 80 80
Tung chouw . . . . . . . . . . 270-300 90

Source:

-nan ta-hsiieh data on Hu-Hai Tao are taken from Feng Ho-fa (1933) pp. 522
529. For conversion and detailed listing, see Appendix 1. Entries here are not the means
of survey figures, but are based on general background on soil and productivity in each
prefecture or sub-prefecture, and checked against frequency distributions as well as means.

* Available figure not reliable.
n.a. = not available.

!4 Numerous areas in Chiang-pei measured land by a larger unit, known as the ching-fien mou.
In the Pao-ying ares, this was equivalent to 1175 local mou, while in Fou-ning, it was 4 local mou.
The local mon in question was close to the shih mou, the later standardized unit. The most im-

. 473} (1959)" 'pp. 101.106. The 1955 figure is taken from

(1937) statistics voli 959)
East China (HRAF-29, Stanford-3) Table 1.

Subcontractor’s Mono
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TABLE 4. POPULATION AND ARFA UNDER CULTIVATION
Cul P Urban P Denslitl); of
i ult. area op. in rban Pop. Rural Pop. rural Pop.
Prefecture/sub-prefecture in mou 1920 c. 1918 est. c. 1904 per 1,000
mou
Chiang-ning 4,390,000 1,877,000 330,000 1,428,000 324
Su-chou . 5,794,000 2,618,000 418,000 2,031,000 351
Sung-chiang 4,344,000 3,021,000 1,600,000 1,421,000 327
Ch’ang-chou 6,583,000 3,048,000 325,000 2,514,000 381
Chen-chiang 4,323,000 1,845,000 390,000 1,343,000 310
Huai-an . 13,940,000 4,507,000 ~m000 274
Yang-chou 12,988,000 4,874,000 375
Hsii-chou 14,174,000 3,189,000 225
Hai-men ) 586,000 364
T ai-ts’ang . 1,600,000 371
Hai chou 10, 366 000 2 076,000 70,000 1,852,000 179
T’ung chou . 8,849,000 3,191,000 115,000 2,840,000 320
Total 91,684,000 33,761,000 4,228,000 27,498,000 Ave. 300
Sources: Cult, area from J. L. Buck (1937) statistics volume, pp. 23-24; Pop. from Chu Ho-chen

(1926) ; Urban pop. from Milton T. Stauffer (1922) pp. 1xxviii — lxxix; Rural pop. estimat-
ed at .5 percent increase, with allowance made for urban development in Sung-chiang and
T’ai-ts’ang; Density of rural pop. = Rural pop. est. c. 1904 / Cult. area in thousand mou.

Neither the overall statistics (which
are 1920’s figures), nor the closeness to
the 19th century registered figures (for tax
collection) helps us to determine whether
there was any expansion in cultivated
acreage between 1870 and 1911.
telling element in this.i
of evidence in the :
change in this respect; e there was con-
tinued interest in-the ‘cu ivated acreage.
In support of his argument that cultivated
acreage in fact had shrunk in the 1870 to
1911 period, Li Wen-chih has compiled a
substantial portion of this kind of data, and
this deserves close attention.!d

The most important evidence for Li
is in the decay of water projects, which
he argues was due to negligence. For
Kiangsu Province, however, most of his

13 Li Wen-chih (1957) pp. 710-714, 723-728.

great damage to the fiel

The most

18 The Shang-hal hsien hsii- chzh (1918) ch. 5, for mstance Lists:
ich

material does not stand. First, most of the
passages he quotes which concern the 1870
to 1911 period pertain to the Shanghai area
(Shanghai, Chin-shan, Ch’mg -p’u). In the

ut; and Li has clearly selected only
ming evidence. Of the other items,
the entry on Tan-t’u hsien does not, as Li
argues, show that water projects had been
neglected, but that there had been con-
tinuous sedimentation on the bank of the
Yangize which could be used for cultivation.
The item on North Kiangsu is a description
of the lie of the land, arguing correctly that
the low-lying nature of North Kiangsu was
susceptible to flooding. The only items that
are incontrovertible are the entries on K'un-
shan and Ch’ang-shu.’$




Li ignores’ all the water projects which were
completed and quoted in the gazetteers.
The Kuang-hsiian I-Ching hsii-chih quotes
at least eight water projects carried out
between 1890 and 1911, some of which were
carried out without official participation.
The Yen-ch'eng hsien chih reports at some
length the repairs on the various sluice gates
in the district, which regulated the irrigation
network based on the overﬂow from the

There can hardly ‘be any doubt that on
local projects, there is no reason to believe
that water projects were followed through
with more or less enthusiasm than before.
If government inefficiency was the cause
of neglect on water projects, the relevant
data are on the harnessing of the principal
rivers. In Kiangsu Province, this was the
network combining the Huang-ho, the Huali,
the Canal, and the Yangtze.

In 1679, the newly established Ch’ing
dynasty government completed a massive
project on the Huang-ho. Through a seri

to the Huang, a careful control was main-
tained of the water levels of the Huang and
the Canal. The theory behind this was that
the perpetual problem from the Huang was
due to silting, which could be avoided were
the speed of its flow increased. The clear
water from the Huai (filtered by the Hung-
tse Lake) was to provide extra water needed
to increase the flow. Regardless of whether
the floods on the Huang-ho were controlled,
however, the silting did not stop, and by
the late 18th century, the bed of the Huang
was higher than the channel leading from
the Hung-tse Lake into the Huang-ho.

7 Kuang-hsiian

18 See Cheng Cha

(1950) pp. 144.168,

Faure

This threw into disorder the regulation of
the Canal. Understandably, this was a
matter of considerable concern to the Ch’ing
government, as the food supply of the
Capital in the 18th and early 19th century
depended on Canal transport. Numerous
projects designed to remedy the situation
did not succeed. However, the problem of
the Canal was removed when the Huang
changed its e.in 1856, and when seca-
of rice to the capital was instituted.
the problem of the control of

¢ the"Huai remained, which now drained into

the Hung-tse Lake without a major outlet
to the sea. It was well realized by Ch’ing
officials that this posed a problem of flood-
ing, if the Hung-tse Lake overflowed. And
it is true that no action was taken in the
last decades of the Ch’ing dynasty, despite
the innumerable proposals that were made.
What effect did all this have on farmland,
however? Throughout the Ch’ing dynasty,
the Huai overflowed 66 times and burst its
embankment 7 times, and for the 1870 to
1911 period, an embankment collapsed once
(1873), and it overﬂowed once (1887). In
the Huang-ho overflowed into the
-an embankment collapsed in
(Honan Province), and the
ﬂood covered northern Honan and Anhwei,
and affected also part of North Kiangsu.
The embankment was repaired at the cost
of 12 million taels in 1888. In 1906, the
Canal flooded, affecting Huai-an and Hsii-
chou. This was all the major flooding
there was in Kiangsu from 1870 to 1911.
There was no permanent dislocation of
farmland.!®
On the other hand, Li provides other
information on land reclamation. Most of
these projects were carried out by commer-
cial concerns under hg: name of ““cultivation
1-chih kung-ssu). Some of

Yen-ch’eng hsien chih (1895) 3/28a-34a.



these were attempts to grow fruits and raise
silkworms near the cities, and the acreage
was only in hundreds of mou. The larger
concerns were interested in developing land
which had been classified as salt-producing,
on which agriculture had been forbidden.
The largest of these companies, organized
by the local Kiangsu gentry leader Chang
Chien, was designed to reclaim 30,000 mou.
For projects of commercial development in
Ch’ing China, these figures are 1mpress1
but they are negligibl

total cultivated land
mou."?
Harvest conditions. There are two
sources of information on harvest conditions.
The CHh'ing shih-lu records remission of
taxes granted on the state of the harvest.
There are also reports on the harvest con-
ditions in the Shen-pao and the North China
Herald and Supreme Court and Consular
Gazette. As is well-known, tax-remission
records are highly unreliable as a reflection
of the true harvest condition. The news-
paper source, however, quite aside from
general interest, was concerned with the
prices of such items as
opium, as well as the lil féf.ugce
influx into the cities. over, the news-
paper source generally’i provxdes some de-
scription of the state of the harvest, which
the Ch’ing shih-lu does not provide.20

"9 Li Wen-chih (1957) pp. 698-709.

of Kiangsu Province, 1870-1911

' situation of famine in Chiang-pei.
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The information compiled from the
North China Herald and the Shen-pao
is presented in Table 5. Perhaps the best
commentary to make here is a brief account
of the harvests.

There is little information on Chiang-pei
for 1870-73, but Chiang-nan was reported
to have had some good harvests. The
second half of 1873 saw a spell of dry
weather in Chiang:nan. ] 1 late 1874 came
ort of the inundation
o, which affected Hai
Iri 1876-77 there was a clear
In 1876,
this was due to a spell of dry weather,
followed by locusts. Locusts were reported
also in Chiang-nan, but not to as serious
an extent as in Chiang-pei. The southern
limit of the famine was Yangchou fu,
where locusts were reported, but also noted
to be “not amounting to disaster” (pu-wei-
tsai). Much of Yang-chou fu, however,
lost its second harvest in 1877, and planted
buckwheat. Relief continued to be organ-
ized in 1878, but it seems that the worst
of the Chiang-pei famine had passed. In

1879, sthere'was an early drought in Chiang-
'nan,‘but thé- harvest was favorable. In
11880, there were reports of disaster in Su-

chou, where numerous places claimed that
half the rice crop had withered from drought
in the autumn harvest. It is highly likely
that this was very much exaggerated.??

2 The following accounts are indicative of the kind of problem encountered in tax-reporting:

“This year..

.the harvest in Su-chou is good. However, when the peasants harvest their grain, they
hide more than five zouw per mou of their produce.
area, this means a loss of over 1 million shik of rice...
“There is no danger of a famine in this section as far as the wheat crop goes.

Calculated from the tax quota of the Su-chou
.7 [SP(KS) 1.10.101.

It is just now being

harvested and is good, though not one in ten of the country people will acknowledge it, because

soon they will have to pay the taxes.

21 See also Cheng Chao-ching (1950) pp. 94- 95
22 It is unlikely that the
without plenty of reporting
but SP(KS) 6.8.14 reports ]
damaged, but not the earlier

.7 (NCH 1892-1: 849, ep!




378

1959:¢ ‘€8Y:Z-TI6T HON

‘I6YPEVE Y 1898°€ ‘€STBET 0161 HON

‘EEC'T6T Y (ST:¢ 2SS Z6061 HIN

'gYO'T-061% ‘€882 €08:2-8061 HON

‘TZL681°¢ ‘€ELT-08€:T €6-2C:T-L061 HON
S6EVTOS T-OVT'9L 2T 1T+ %

‘6PGT:E ‘§TLIT SS0LIT906T HION

L9 15061 HON

£96L:3-4 L1 TH06T HON

1256°2 FOSTT:1-€06T HON

‘RLTI688'I8LT 660T'6TLTET 1-206T HON

$6L868L°€S9°LEI'S6VPEL CT 1T “0S:T- 1061 HON

*0201°655°2 *€901°298'86%+1:0061 HON
{GOZT°0LOLPI62-919'9T°C

‘162°285:2-S681 HON
*18L:2V68T HON

PES'SSZ *SPEB'SISSBY 99 16681 HON

$86S'BLY ISV 6TH €8T 052
$9SL°LLE'BOT 12681 HON

$$95°9LZ 061 PYI'OTL'CT- 1142
‘169°CF5'96° T-1681 HION
1629'855°01€:2 *2EH 1-0681 HION
womm.wom.m 19 1°688T HON
B\v BGE 28881 HON

9¢¢ ‘T0L81 HON
FG'STUBT ‘82206 LI'T0'8 ‘82'STPIOT'H6 (SN)
fLTZT WO'L €TET'9 fTLT'8 (SY)
‘816 ‘W0LL (SN)
$8E'SI0'6 ‘61°2'9 (SY)
‘Zr'6 ‘T0'8 ‘8TP0LLIVS (SY)
*LTOL 216
‘0T'8 ‘80°L ‘€09 SIPI'S ‘ITY mom«. ($Y)

1

mcﬂéﬁmﬁaoggo t10°s mom aN.,vmﬁm (sM)
'TTCUTL '82TLL *LT'CTIL'B09 32"

CZTTLT0TT96 BLY T-OLT: T-668T HON FOTTE *906 ‘g
‘T0Z1'ZLL'SLO'OVE T ‘ZITI'S6L'099: 18681 HON
*0ETT'9E0T'066'0PL'OTT T $818'9IS:1-268T HON *60°0T *Sz'6L
{616'SLE'SHT'LI:T 0087 T- 681 HON ‘90'8 f61°L ‘TELUVIZI'809 1811
‘Burssrox &35 UOTIRUIIOJUY = UB[( ‘OUlwef — ‘)soarey peq = [ !{152aTey peq Jo odai ou
600000O0CO0O0O0O 6 00000O0O0O0CO 0 00000 00O0O0CO0 "~ -
00T O00TO0O0O0O0O 2000O0O0O0CO0O0O 10 0022010000 - -
6 0000O0O0DO0CO0GO0OQO 0 0000O0O0O0O0CO 00 0000000O0CO0CCO0C "~ - -
60003%2Z01000 Z20000000GT OO 10 002%2%2%0000O0CCO0 - °
00T O0O00DO0CO0OO0O 0 00T T1TTO0TTOO 01 0 T1000000O0CO0 " ~ -
20 00002000O0O0T T10T10000O0T O 10 v 0%g%%0000O00O0  * -
000000O0O0O00O0O0T 00 0000O0O0GO0O 00 60T 00 000O0TCO0 * -
90 00000000TTI 00T T TTOTTO 00 000000TO00O0GO0 "~ -
00000000 00T 0 00000O0TT O 10 0000000TO0OO ~ ° uogosugyy
0.0 000000000 000000000 0 10 00100 0T1O0GO0TODO - ° Auegodung
000000000O0O0O 0000TO0GO0O0GOCO 00 0T TTTOTOOO -~ - noya-ng
10T1T000O0O0O0O0O 0000T1TTO0OOTO 00 001 T1T06O0TOOO = ° Suudueyy
or61 0061 0681 0881 0281
T161-0L8] ‘EONIAO¥d NSONVIY NI SNOLLIANOD JISHANVEH 'C a7dV],



In 1881, there could not have been
any serious bad harvest anywhere in Kiang-
su. There were some local incidents from
typhoons and tidal waves, and Huai-an and
Yang-chou reported mediocre harvests. The
Su-chou area had good harvests for 1881
and 1882. The only place where clearly
the crops suffered was Yang-chou in the
1882 early harvest, reported to be from
excessive ramn. In 1883, there were several
reporis of floods, apparently from indepen-
dent sources. It was re
was a breach of the
(Hsti-chou fu), most il 4,
incident, reported because the ‘telegraph was
on the route, and teiegraph transmission
became affected. The more serious descrip-
tion 1s for Huai-an: This 1s a very short
report, but says that there was some flooding
when the siuice-gates were opened in
Fou-ning and Yen-ch’eng, and there was
flooding 1 the more inland districts.>*
There was also flooding in Ch’ang-chou,
but no details were given.

There is very little local reporting in
the North China Herald, from 18384 to
1886, and hence the harvest conditions
for these three years sreated
unknown. The Huai A in 1887 was
reported in October, whig - was too late to
affect the 1887 harvest, but much of Chiang-
pei appears to be flooded in 1888, and
there was a drought in Chiang-nan in the
same year. The effect of the flood in
Kiangsu subsided more quickly than the
drought: in 1889, the flood was no longer

23 This is interesting as an example of the mechanics of these sluice gates.
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reported, but the drought continued in
Ch’ang-chou, Chen-chiang, and Yang-chou.
Only in early 1890 (April) came the report
that there was to be a good wheat harvest
in Chen-chiang.

For the 1890’s, in 1891 Chen-chiang had
less than half a crop owing to bad weather,
and in 1892-3, Chen-chiang and Chiang-
ning reported drought and locusts. None
of tlns was anywhere near famine condition.
“this,” Chlang-nan reported fair
arvests for most of the decade.
view of the sharp increase in food prices

from 1896, it is useful to note that there

are decidedly some reports of good harvests
in that year.?* As for Chiang-pei, during
the second half of the decade, Hsii-chou and
Hai chou appear to be deeply disturbed
by bad harvests, where the condition was
described as a famine. It is not clear what
the cause was, but it seems that there were
several bad harvests in succession. The
spring harvest in 1897 was damaged by
heavy rain. The report in October 1897
describes bad harvests for .the. two years,

Chmk1ang state that refugees had been
leaving the northern areas. Not surprising-
ly, the reports of famine were from the two
months before the spring harvest, the season
known as the ch’ing-huang pu-chieh (where
the green has not been replaced by the
yellow, i.e. before the autumn crop ripens).
Prosperity is said to have returned by the

As this was one of the

outlets of the Hung-tse Lake, the sluice gates were opened when there was likelihood of flooding farther

inland.

It was reported that the rice.
reported some losses in 1900.
1112, 2: 675; 1899-2: 616-7

24 There are specific reports from Chinkiang, Chiang-yin, Soochow,

ikisig “from  1895-1900.
kChiang -yin reported

900:1:: 867, 1063.2 1030.
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late harvest in 1899. There were reports
of good harvests in 1900.25

In 1901, the embankment of the Yang-
tze in the Chen-chiang and Ch’ang-chou area
was damaged by heavy rain, and some
flooding was reported in the two prefectures.
Apparently, the water lowered within a
month, and there was no serious damage.
The heavy rain also damaged the cotton
crop in T’ai-ts’ang. For the remainder of
the decade, except for a report for Chen-
chiang in 1902, and one for Chlang-
in 1909, bad harvests.w ;
Chiang-nan. As for
several isolated repor ere was serious
flooding affecting Hsii-chou and Huai-an in
1906-7. There were conflicting reports for
this, but the most likely event was an over-
flow of the lakes connected to the Huai-
ho into the Canal. This meant fiooding in
the li-hsia-ho area, and from all reports, it
reached famine condition. This must have
affected rice production in Kiangsu, and
consequently rice prices. However, by mid-
year 1907, the famine was clearly over.
There was a good harvest in Hsii-chou and

Huai-an in the second half of 1907, and
909

Hsii-chou reported good harvestsk fgr

2% The report for 1897
and now the people are

since the great famine of 1834.”

example: “Famine is now on us in earnest.

many haggard victims.

David Faure

\pei asxde from™

suffering from want in thousands of homes.
is not very large or thé want would have paralysed all law and trade.
and South Shantung. It is about 200 miles long by 200 miles wide.

(NCH 1897-2: 740).

Reports of serious famine for the northern portions of Chiang-pei in 1898 are vague.
Famine and fever and its accompanying evils are claiming
From every quarter within a radius of one hundred miles the same story comes.

to 1911, except for the Shantung border.
The change in food prices after 1907 which
will be described in a later section was
thus not due to production shortage in
Kiangsu.2¢

Summary so far: Between 1870 and
1911, there was no major change in the
predominance of grain crops in Kiangsu and
little change in overall crop acreage. In
the areas of Chiang which before 1850

in Chiang-pei immediately north of
the Yangtze, ie. Yang-chou, T’ung chou,
Hai-men. There was no bad harvest in
Chiang-nan which approached famine, and
other than the annual shortage before the
autumn harvest, serious famine conditions
prevailed in Hsii-chou and Huai-an only in
1876-7 and 1906-7. In 1896-9, there were
bad harvests also in isolated areas in
Chiang-pei.

The population problem
If we ]udge from: official reports, the

‘gsu in 1850 was approx-
at in 1953. The major

: “The crops in thls section have been greatly damaged for two years,

Fortunately, the suffering district
The district is in North Kiangsu
Food stuffs have not been as dear

Here is one

Of course in some district where the land is more subject to overflow the distress is greater. It makes
me shudder to see to what a pass many of the people are driven. Perhaps one-half (some say one-fifth)
of the people have means and can, with economy, meet all demands. Of the balance, four-fifths can beg
or horrow or sell houses, horses, cows, ploughs, utensils, etc., etc., all of which are for sale everywhere
at ridiculous figures, and thus manage to get along by eating a little grain mixed with greens and
weeds. The remaining one-fifth are dying, not all from absolute want of anything to eat as much as
from eating grass, green wheat blades, dried bean and peanut hulls, etc.” (NCH 1898-1: 660).

Tt is likely that this kind of reporting included a fair amount of exaggerati Y‘f‘susplclon is that a
considerable number of these reports were from refugees who ; out of the Huang-ho
inundation much farther to the north, in Shant,un 5

26 For good harvest in Hi
year, NCH 1907-3: 189, 7
1911-2: 483,

9‘0k 4: 204; for Hsii-chou fu in the same
in 1910 and 1911, NCH 1910-2: 343, 3: 733;



reason which accounts for this is the Taiping
Rebellion, which subjected Kiangsu to con-
siderable loss of lives. Later disturbances,
particularly after 1911 (which would include
also World War II) must also account for
considerable depletion, but these are factors
which are as yet little studied. By far the
majority of the population was rural, but
there was considerable increase in urban
population in this perlod Between 1870
and 1895, the incr n

considerably less th to 4
and this was also han the post-1920
increase, i.e. through the 1920’s and 1930’s,
as well as after 1949. Briefly, this is the
outline of the population history of Kiangsu.

The relevant overall population figures
are as follows:??

1787 31,427,000
1850 44,155,000
1920 33,146,000
1928 34,624,000
1953 47,457,000

As is well known, Chin
tics are highly unreliab,
1850 figures are based on“household re-
gistration, and the 1953 figure on a nation-
wide census. For both procedures, very
little is known as to what went on at the
local level. For estimates between 1850
and 1953 here, the Post Office estimates
are given. These estimates are based on
information supplied by local informants,
chiefly officials. They are likely to be not
very reliable. Nevertheless, they are much
better than the very much under-reported
figures from the 1910 census and the
Customs estimates, which are the other
figures available.

*" Ho Pingti (1959), Wa
28 Data from Ta Chen- (1946Y,
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On this data, it is possible to arrive
at some estimate as to the rate of popula-
tion change, but the estimate is equivalent
to that of an informed guess made by
contemporaries. On the basis of the 1787
and 1850 figures, the increase of popula-
tion would be placed at about 0.5 per-
cent per year. On the basis of the Post
Office estnn e, it would be about 0.3 per-
20 and 1928. If we estimate
different sources, for example the 1920

i ost Office figure and the 1953 census, this

would be slightly over 1 percent. If we
examine the little information there is of
the age-specific population reported, e.g. the
relatively careful survey of Chii-jung hsien,
on the basis of the female population it
will be found that an 0.5 percent annual
increase would correspond to that of the
female population of backward countries
with a life expectation of 30 years, and this
life expectation corresponds to that of such
countries as Austria in the 1870’s, Holland
between 1816 and 1825, :and is somewhat

dia’s 1881 to 1931
ly: 26 ears) and somewhat
r-than the usual estimate for rural
China in the late 1920’s (35 years). This
is still highly conjectural, but an estimate
of 0.5 percent per year increase would be
close to these estimates.28

The population of Kiangsu can be
further divided into a rural and an urban
element. Thanks to a survey taken by the
Christian missions in China, we happen to
have a list of cities with population above
25,000 and their individual populations.
Again, it is likely that there are problems
about accuracy, as, like the Post Office
census, this was essentiall the product of

Wang Shih-ta (1931), L. L. Dublin and A. J. Lotka (1936) pp. 364-371.
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the Christian missions’ figures on the basis
of other sources.?®

Let me point out some of the glaring
discrepancies with other sources: Shanghai
and Nanking check out to be consistent
with other estimates, but the population of
Soochow and Yangchow are highly pro-
blematic. The Christian missions’ estimate
for Soochow in 1918 is 600,000, and agrees
with du Bose’s report that the machinery

for the pao-chia regxstered 90 000 famxhes,

he estimated to be !
however, much hi than other reports
In 1910, the magistrate réported a popula-
tion of slightly over 200,000 people, and
between 1930 and 1949, reports varied
between 350,000 and 400,000, while in 1953
it was 474,000. A population of 300,000
is thus more likely to be a reliable figure
for Soochow. As for the population of
Yangchow, the Christian missions give
300,000, while later reports varied between
125,000 and 200,000. Hence, 120,000 for
1870-1911 is probably nearer. On the basis
of comparison with later figures, the popula-

tions of T"ai chou, Hsing-hua, and Huai-an  absorbe

also have to be revised down to_50,000:

With the data
cultivated acreage, it ;
very crude estimate ‘of ‘the density of rural
population. This is also given in Table 4.
The estimate is consistent with the usual
impression that Chiang-nan had denser
population than Chiang-pei, although Chen-
chiang, the northernmost of the Chiang-nan
prefectures, was at the provincial average.
With these figures, it is also possible to
obtain a very crude estimate of the quantity

29 Milton T. Stauffer (1922).
(1951).

in G. Breese, ed. (1969) p.
figures given by Téa Ddh

3! Dwight Perkins (196
counts as subsistence.

David Faure

weyer, gives a similar estimate:

of cultivated land available per person.
This ranged from 2.6 mou to 44 mou. It
we assume that the family farm predominat-
ed, and that there were 5 to 6 persons per
family, this meant that on average the size
of a farm ranged from 13 to 27 mou. 1f
we assume that annual production of food
grain was 300 catties per mou in Chiang-nan
and 250 catties per mow.in Chiang-pei, it
nowhere_fell below the 400 catties of grain
per person per year taken by Perkins to be
just about subsistence level.3:

However, the major problem here is
how the standard of living could have
changed, and hence what needs to be con-
sidered is how the increase in population
might have affected it. Even on the basis
of 0.5 percent increase per year, in 42 years
(1870-1911) this represents an increase of
23 percent of the population. In the
absence of comparable increase in cultivated
land, without increase in yield, this alone
would imply a decrease in per capita stan-
dard of living, unless there were other
activities to support grain import. Some of
this populatlon increase . could have been

~ ities. On the basis of

n for 1920, however,

. boar f we allow for the maximum annual

increase (0.2 percent, i.c. Shanghai’s figure),
this would account for only 2.4 million
people, or 37 percent of the increase. Some
considerable portion of the increase could
also have been accomodated by the govern-
ment rehabilitation program in the early
1870’s. Thus, if we do work on the basis
that increase in population did not affect
crop vield substantially, what we have to
account for is about a 10 percent increase

The urban data are compared with studies in Glenn T. Trewartha

s out that there is a w1de flexibility in what
250-300 kg./person/year of unmiiled

grain, i.e. 412-495 catties, | See Colin Clark and M. Haswell (1966) p. 49.
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in population over 42 years. When the
problem is stated this way, not only does
the increase in population not seem such
a serious threat to the standard of living,
but it may also be fairly easily overcome
by other changes such as increase in cash
crops and handicraft.

Land tenure and the question
of distribution

The question that.
here is whether there
tenure arrangement by the peasant-
cultivator became more impoverished. That
this could have happened has been advanced
by some historians as the result of two
developments: (1) that there were changes
in tenancy structure; (2) that there was
increase in rent.

This is a very involved issue, and it is
one that finds support among historians who
tend to see social history primarily in the
light of the theory of exploitation. How-
ever, even among these historians, those
who specialize on agricultural changes have
been very careful not to impute that change
in tenancy were of any.:s
the 1870 to 1911 period, n
but for China in general. In‘their specific
writings, the changes are placed in the post-
1911 period, and their argument on the
effects of land tenure in 1870 to 1911 rests
on increase in tax, generally documented
in the case or Kiangsu from data in the

tof Kiangsu Province, 1870-1911

changes m Jand
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Soochow area. Nonetheless, they do not
make clear why this increase in tenancy
would not have extended to the earlier
decades, an argument which used to be
advanced by advocates for agrarian reforms
in the 1920’s and 1930°’s who were respon-
sible for many of the agricultural studies
at the time. Indeed, the increase in the

proportion of tenants could be indicative

selves now became tenants, and thus suffered
an increase in expenditure in the form of
rent.??

The counter argument is most forcefully
advanced by Ramon Myers, using material
from Shantung and Hopei from 1890 to
1949. Myers argues that there was no
increase in the proportion of tenants, that
what had happened was the breakup of
larger estates, and that contrary to the claims
of the reform advocates of the 1930°s, there
was a trend not towards greater disparity
in the dlstrlbutlon of Sfarmland, but quite

Wwatds - more equal distribu-
C gues that where the
ion was unequal in the 1930’s,

had been unequal in the late 19th century

also, and that the change had thus been
much exaggerated. The question of rent
increase Myers left unanswered. While I
believe Myers’ argument on the breakup of
larger estates can be substantiated, as can
also his view that there was much less

32 Generally, for late Ch’ing China the theory of exploitation has had the problem of compromising the
argument of rapid increase in tenancy in the early 19th century as a cause for the Taiping Rebellion and
repeating practically an identical argument for peasant unrest in the 20th century. Li Wen-chih (1961),

in fact, tried to argue that the Taiping Rebellion led to a sudden increase in small own
Chiang-nan, and this argument, if true, would have allowed the further argument r
Li’s argument has been conclusively disproved. b
Some advocates ‘\avu'd “theé ' iss

for the 1870’s onwards.
data by Shao Hsiin-cheng (1961)
(1967-1) discusses rent in
issue of changes in tenancy
issue of change in tenancy ‘p
1935). See particularly Ch'iao. Ch'i:mi

-cultivators in
reasing temancy
_the re'examination of his
ther: Kobayashi Kazumi
840’5 41 Kiangsu, but leaves open the

Li Shih-yiieh (1958) is silent on the

\ kters in the 1920’5 and 1930’s, see Feng Ho-fa (1933,
(1926), and Chen Han-seng (1933).
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change than has' been.’claimed, [ think
Myers is mistaken to argue that the pro-
portion of tenants did not increase. Much
of Myers® argument on this score is derived
from comparing a study of the 1950°s on
the 1890’s with survey material from the
1930’s. Valuable as the study of Ching Su
and Lo Lun is on Shantung in the 1890s,
it is questionable if the data can be used
on a par with survey material without
correction. On the other hand, the material
that has been brought forward to substan-
tiate the claims i
includes some o
out in China. :
on the basis of survey results, there was
this increase in the proportion of tenants,
the question which is left is only whether
this did imply a more unequal distribution
of the produce. Quite aside from this issue,

of course, the increase in rent has to be
considered.3?

Tenancy structure. While there are

abundant data on the tenancy situation in the
20th century, there is little information on
the 19th century. With what little we have,
it is possible to construct a clearer picture
of Chiang-nan than Chiang-pei, and once
again, the two regions were substantially
different.

In the following, I shall discuss
.and Chiang-pei separately

; .information there is on
iang- fter 1870 has been carefully
ated by Shao Hsiin-cheng.3* What ma-

terial T have been able to find from 20th

century survey statistics are outlined in
Tables 6 and 7 and further discussed in
Appendix II. In Tables 6 and 7, informa-
tion on tenancy distribution is given in terms
of the status of the cultivator. It was taken

33 Ramon Myers (1970) pp. 217-229. Myers quotes from Ching Su and Lo Lun (1957), who depended
on accounts recalled from memory by local people as well as some account books. It is highly likely
that in statistical terms, Ching and Lo’s informants exaggerated larger estates and failed to recall a
large number of medium size estates (say, 100 to 200 mou), and this would invalidate Myers’ argument.
Ching and Lo is an invaluable account generally on a descriptive basis, and some of the statistics (e.g.
wages, production) are highly useful, but frequencles from memory are not {ppﬁ}‘lble to frequencies

fit ment, however, are not
ien (Anhwei) is easily the most

+ K'un-shan Nan-tung Su Hsien
Status 1905 1914 1924 1905 1914 1924 1905 1914 1924
Owners 26.0 11.7 83 20.2 15.8 13.0 59.5 425 440
Part-owners 16.6 16.6 14.1 229 22.7 22.6 22,6 306 30.5
Tenants . 574 7.7 77.6 56.9 61.5 64.4 17.9 269 25.5

Percent of households

These results show clearly an increase in tenancy. However, how were these results obtained?
Kai-ming Chiu describes the survey as follows:

Alfred
“In each district, the information is supplied by from
seven to over ten old farmers who are familiar with local conditions. Answers from such a number of
informants are checked with each other.... In Quesan (K’un-shan), all the eleven hsiang are visited and
estimates from 77 persons were obtamed At Nantung (Nan-t'ung) all the 20 chu  were visited and
estimates are obtained from 140 inhabitants ....” Thus, we are once ‘reduced to informed
guesses and memory. Ch'iao Chi-ming’s study may be found in F (1933) pp. 80-117. The
quote is from Chin’s Ph.D. thesis. S fred Kax-mmg hiu- (1933 p. 172. For other figures, see
also Nung-ts’un fu-hsing wei k 934), and Feng a (1935) pp. 599-600.

34 Shao Hsun-cheng (1



as obvious in both 19th and 20th century
literature that each household could be
ascribed a status, which for rural inhabitants
amounted to whether it was owner-cultivator
(tzu-keng), part-owner (pan-tzu-keng), or
tenant (tien). With data on farm size and
amount of land rented according to each

ural Ec nomv of:ZKié}lgsu Province, 1870-1911
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cultivator’s status, it has been possible to
calculate the proportion of agricultural land
rented. These estimates are also included
in the tables.

The accounts that are available from
the 19th century are impressionistic. How-
ever, the impression is that after the Taiping

TABLE 6. SUMMARY OF LAND TENURE IN CHIANG-NAN

Status Distribution Rented ggfﬁil
ectares - Hectares Rented
self- By part- By part- By tenant
owner  owner  owner Percents
(D) (E) (F) (G) (H)
Chiang-ning 335 311 1.72 0.59 0.50 0.75 33
Su-chou . 18.1 470 34.9 1.33 0.44 111 0.60 62
Sung-chiang (18.1)  (47.0) (349) (133 (0.44) (1.11) (0.60)  (62)
Ch’ang-chou 150 46.0 39.0 1.32 1.01 0.75 1.07 53
Chen-chiang 68.0 220 10.0 (1.72) (0.59) (0.50) (0.75) (12)
T’ai-ts’ang 20.5 7.2 72.3 n.a. n.a. na. n.a. n.a.

Source:

Status distribution figures for Su-chou are from observation in K’un-shan, for Ch'ang-chou
from Wu-chin, both from J. L. Buck (1937). Status distribution figures for Chiang-ning
are averages from 15 observations by Chang Hsin-i (1929); for Chen-chiang, averages from
11 observations in Tan-yang by Chang Han-lin (1930); and T’aitts’ang, from Ch'i-tung,
quoted in the survey by the Nung-ts'un fu-hsing wei-yiian-hui (1934). Figures on land
owned or rented are from observations in Chiang-ning hsien, K'un-shan, and Wu-chin for
Chiang-ning fu, Su-chou, and Ch’ang-chou respectively in J. L (193?) Total land
rented is calculated on the assumption that all cultivated:land ‘included in the surveys

n,’ Reg.;t:ei{? (H) = (BxF + CxG)/

aré ‘estimates on basis of observations

outside the
from Chiang:n

TABLE 7. SUMMARY OF LAND TENURE IN CHIANG-PEI

Total
Land
Rented

Land Rented
Hectares

By part- By tenant
owner

(F)

Land Owned
Hectares

By self- By part-
owner owner

(D) (E)

Status Distribution
Percent

Part-
owner

(B)

Self-
owner

(4)

Tenant

(C)

Percent

(H)

(G)

Huai-an .
Yang-chou

Hsii-chou
Hai-men
Hai chou

T’ung chou .

1.40
0.58

3.83
1.26
n.a.
n.a.

52
18

n.a.

2.73 2.27
114 0.60
n.a. na.
n.a. n.a.
3.35 1.73
n.a. n.a.

420
70.7
70.7
n.a.
68.7
24.8

20.0
23.2
7.1
n.a.
71
20.9

38.0

6.1
223
n.a.
242
54.2

Source:

Figures for Huai-an, Yang-chou, and Hai .chou ‘are “‘frd‘: }
Kuan-yiin, J. L. Buck (1937)... Figures for Hsii-chou from P’ei hsien, Nung-ts'un fu-hsing
wei-yiian-hui { and. Tung chou from ‘averages of 33 observations in T’ung chou, Ju-
kao, and T’ai- Tungnan ta-hsiieh (1923). Total land rented is calculated from as-
sumption stal{é in . Table 6.
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Rebellion, Chiang-nan may be divided into
two principal areas in terms of their
differences in patterns of land-holding.
During the Taiping era, Chiang-ning and
Chen-chiang were grossly depopulated, as
noted in the last section. After the Re-
bellion, there were programs to re-populate
the area undertaken by both landlords and
the provincial government, and the result
of this was a higher proportion of owner-
cultivators here in the 1870 to 1911 period
than elsewhere in Chiang-nan.
chow and Sung-chiang. area,
long been a very hlg\
tenants, quoted to be
total households in 19th centuty sources.
The impression that is given for this area
is that small holdings by tenant farmers
were predominant. In Table 6, this is
reflected in the high proportion of land
rented (62 percent for Su-chou), the high
proportion of part-owners and tenants (47.0
and 34.9 percent respectively), and the small
land holdings for tenants (0.6 hectare, ie. 9
mou). In Chiang-ning, the proportion of
land rented was among the smallest, the
proportion of self-owners and part-owners
was somewhat higher, and the farm size
was larger. In Chen-chiang
minant status group was:
comparison shows great s ie:
the condition in the early 20th century and
the late Ch’ing, and hence it is unlikely
that there was any great increase of land
under tenancy from the 1870’s to the 1930°s.
It confirms Myers’ argument that the land
which was heavily tenanted was in such a
state long before the 1930’s, and that the
areas where tenancy was low remained low.
It is most unlikely that Chiang-ning and
Ch’ang-chou were much below their 1930’s
figures in the 19th century, although some
changes even then are not impossible.

3% A particularly good account
Rehabilitation Commission of
See also Wu Shou-p’eng (1930)

id Haure

Feng Ho-fa (1933) pp. 330-361.

The situation in Chiang-pei is consider-
ably more complicated owing to the lack
of data. I have not been able to find any
usable data form the 19th century directly
on Chiang-pei, but what is available from
20th century material closely resembles the
19th century situation in Shantung Province
on its northern border, and there is strong
likelihood that the northern reaches of
Chiang-pei in the 19th century closely re-
sembled Shantung agricultural conditions,
S and Lo Lun. Statistics
iven for Chiang-nan are
~in Table 7. Except in T'ung
chou which was on the immediate northern
bank of the Yangtze, and hence close to
the Su-chou and Sung-chiang area, there
was clearly a much higher proportion of
owner-cultivators’ households, and a much
smaller proportion of tenants. In general,
farms were larger, but contrary to much
of Chiang-nan, tenants and part-owners had
larger farms than self-owners. Moreover,
the proportion of land under tenancy in
both Yang-chou and Hai-chou was lower
than that in the east Chiang-nan prefectures
hou; "In Huai-an,
~the land was rented,
substantially lower
n of owners although even then,

50 it was higher than the Chiang-nan prefec-

tures except for Chen-chiang. This is in
accord with the information available on
Shantung. We have no way of knowing if
the proportion of tenants or land rented
was increasing from the 19th century in
this area, but there is some survey material
to show that it did in the 20th.35 However,
this description for Chiang-pei is far from
clear in outlining the general situation. To
assess what could be happening with changes
in tepancy proportions, it is necessary to
consider further the unphcatlonsk of these
status distribution

: 933 survey of the Rural
u- hsmg wei-ylian-hui (1934) pp. 65-73.



Firstly, it is~possible to disprove the
argument that an increase in the proportion
of tenants was necessarily a move towards
greater disparity in the distribution of agri-
cultural produce. As Myers rightly points
out, quite aside from rent and proportion
of land rented, an important aspect of
distribution was the amount of land that
was farmed. On the basis of rent estimate
which we shall presently document, let us

examine the situation that J. L. Buck. re-~ -

ported for K'un-sha
in Chiang-nan, rep

It is clear that a-chin, there is a
slightly higher proportion of tenants. Does
this mean that distribution of income was
more unequal than in K’un-shan?

In K’un-shan, 12 percent of the crops
was distributed among the 34.9 percent of

in Table 8.

he Rural Economy of Kiangsu Province, 1870-1911

387

the population who were tenants. In Wu-
chin, the equivalent was 20 percent of the
crops being distributed among 39 percent
of the population. In K’un-shan, this aver-
aged out to be 0.34 percent of production
for each percent of the population among
tenants, while in Wu-chin, it was 0.51 percent.
The Wu-chin tenant household, which had
80 percent more land.than the K’un-shan

yusehold, had a considerably higher
' roportion of the overall
'The reason for this discrepancy
18 qulte obvious from these statistics:
Although there was proportionally less land
rented out in Wu-chin, the tenant could on
the whole obtain a much larger proportion
of the land rented. Even with rent de-
ducted, this meant that the tenant was left
with a larger income.

TABLE 8. TENANCY AND CROP DISTRIBUTION IN K’UN-SHAN AND WU-CHIN

Status Distribution

a‘nél Owned/Rented

(percent) (hectare)
; OIZZZ Tenant
K’un-shan 470 349 1.33 044 11 0.60
Wu-chin 46.0 39.0 1.32 1.01 0.75 1.07
.. . Percent of
Percent of Crops Distributed Total
Self-owner  Part-owner Tenant Rent Land Rented
K’un-shan 20 (1.10) 48 (1.02) 12 (0.34) 19 62
Wu-chin . 14 (0.93) 49 (1.07) 20 (0.51) 17 53

Source: J. L. Buck (1937) statistics volum

same for al] typ

f land and rent is charged at 31 percent of overall production.

Percent of Total Land Rented is calculated from assumption stated in Table 6.
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Secondly, as Fei Hsiao- tung pomted
out, the status distribution does not make
a distinction between the farm that is
operated primarily by the family and that
which employs hired labour as its principal
mode of operation.?® In Chiang-nan, this
is less of a problem because few farms
employed primarily hired labour, although
practically all farms, Chiang-nan or Chiang-
pei, employed extra hands in the busy
season. In Chiang-pei, from both the
survey material of the l930’s and
description of Shant
is clear that these T
between 100 and 200 :
labour were much more common, and their
land-holding was partly rented and partly
owned. Thus, while the farm size for
tenants in Chiang-nan can be expected to
be fairly uniform, in Chiang-pei, the data
for all three categories varied much more.

In Tables 9 and 10, data are sum-
marized from the 1933 survey of the Rural
Rehabilitation Commission which give fur-
ther details concerning the composition of
the status categories in different places.
Besides tenancy status, the surveys of the

1930’s also divided the cultivators into three ;

86 Fei Hsiao-t'ung (1946
labour and others rented to tenants.

the

emp]oymg 'ﬁlred

“rich peasants”

(fu-

income categories:
nung), “middle peasants” (chung-nung), and

“poor peasants” (p’in-nung). It seems that
much of this division rests on the amount
of land that was used by each household.
Those who owned land but did not cultivate
were landlords (fi-chu). ‘‘Rich peasants”
were not landlords per se, but were land-
owners who had some cultivation and who
also received a substantial income from rent.
“Mlddle pez ants” opéerated large estates on

~ d Jabour, some possessing
; ¢y farmed, others renting it.
istinction between the two seems to

be a blend of the size of farm and amount

rented. “‘Poor peasants” were predominent-
ly family farms near subsistence level,
whether the land was rented, part-owned,
or wholly owned.?"

Table 9 shows the distribution of the
status of the cultivators by this income
status. This shows much more clearly the
pattern that has been described from im-
pression: In Chiang-pei, most family farms
were self-owned, while in Chiang-nan, they
were rented. In P’ei Hsien (former Pei
chou, north Hsu-chou fu); the category of
its” ‘who were “owner-cultiva-

p.12-18. In this article, he asks why some farms were operated on hired
His answer is enlightening,

and highly relevant to the possibility

of the breaking up of large estates in Chiang-pei, although we do not have the data to prove it one way
or the other. Fei’s answer is that firstly hired labour required the land-owner’s management, and hence
was not common in areas where landlords were largely absentee. If this condition was satisfied, then
the criterion was profitability, depending on wages and rent. Low labour cost encouraged hired labour.
and so did low rent. Low wages came from excess labour, and low rent from excess land. Fei argued
that where community land (schools, temples, clans) was sizable, and had to be rented out, rent was
kept low.

37 There is also a very interesting discussion of these categories in a document issued first by the
Chinese Soviet Republic in Jui-chin (Kiangsi) in 1933 (re-issued by the People’s Republic in 1948):
These categories did not take care of those peasants who were themselves producers and who at the
same time rented out a small amount of land. These were classed as “rich middle peasants”, and were
defined as those middle peasants whose annual income from exploitation was belo 15 percent of their

Income from exploitation had been explained .as - uding mcome from rent,
It was also stated that t e many of these “rich
is, conmstent ny references that much
nd .owners. " See Tsen-yang fen-hsi nung-tsun chieh-chi

total annual income.
interest, and management of public estates.
middle peasants” in a village...]
land that was rented out'w:
(1950). /
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390 _
tors” constitute\da;S percent of the popula-
tion3 In Ch’ang-shu hsien (in Su-chou

fu), this was the reverse, where 56 percent
of the population were “‘poor peasants” who
were tenants. Reference to Table 10 will
show that the ‘poor peasants” of P’ei hsien
on average had 4 mou per family, and in
Ch’iang-shu, they had 4.7 mou. Quite aside
from other factors, one of the most im-
portant reasons why these two groups had

a low income was because they farmed 5

insufficient land. :
tenancy was alrea 19thi century,
it is unlikely that" could have been the
result of development in the 1870 to 1911
period. In Pei hsien, the situation was
considerably different: the question that is
material is whether an increase in the pro-
portion of tenants could have made sub-
stantial difference to this group and how.
Numerous possibilities are available, and
there are not really the data to decide
among the alternatives. However, the
possibility is open that increase in tenancy
could in fact make available more cultivated
land for this category of “‘poor peasants”,
and this would have reduced rather.

‘David Faure

; ;propomon of tenants,

increased the disparity in distribution. As
for the other possibilities, had there been
a movement resulting in these people losing
their land-holding, and consequently their
being removed into tenant or farm labourer
status, we would either see a much higher
proportion of poor peasants who were also
tenants than is given here, or a decline in
the proportion of tenant households, rather
than an mcrea.se Had thlS group been

Thus, this is in line
with Myers’ argument on the possibility of
the break-up of the larger estates as a
cause for the rise in tenancy, with perhaps
the corollary that it was accompanied not
necessarily by land-owners losing their land,
but by a change from hired labour to
tenancy.

All this is far from conclusive, but it
rules out the simple interpretation that the
increase in the proportion of tenants was
decisively indicative of any change in the
pattern of distribution.

Rent. To discuss the changes in rent,

i sary ‘first to outline the different
. payment.3®

3 This is similar’to two other surveys in Hsii-chou in the same period: In Hsiao~hsien (1932), out
of 191 farming households, 77 (40 percent) were self-owners or part-owners farming less than 10 mou.
In a village near T'ung-shan City (1932), 56 out of 127 farming households (46 percent) were also in
this category. Sources: “Pa-li-‘un nung-tsun ching-chi tico-ch’a pao-kao” (1932); “Chang-an ts'un
nung-tsun ching-chi tiao-ck’a pao-kao” (1932), in Feng Ho-fa (1935) pp. 4-23.

% The terms of land-holding, of which rent and tax are a part, are highly important aspects of social
organization in peasant societies. There are two central issues in these terms: the definition of the
rights to the use of the soil, including the terms of inheritance and eviction; and the definition of the
distribution of produce. No short discussion will do justice to the complexities of tenancy terms in
full, but all that is needed here is an estimate of the proportion of the produce retained by the cul-
tivator, from which we may calculate net farm income. For this purpose, to simplify matters somewhat,
only rent payment will be considered, and we shall ignore such issues as payment for transfer of
tenancy or ownership, and the numerous tenancy systems with built-in guarantees for the tenants’ use
of the soil, such as multiple ownership (i-t'ien liang-chu), except insofar mount of rent paid was

i is also the issue of the

are T. T. Meadows (18 Peter Hoang (1888), Fu I-lmg (1961), and Muramatsu Yiiji (1970).
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Basically, in Kiangsu Province, there
were three systems in which rent was paid:*°
Firstly, the rent was in some areas con-
sidered as a proportion of the produce.
Under this system, the landlord was con-
sidered to be an investing party on the
farm, and was responsible for providing
half the seeds, as well as the equipment.
It seems, however, that there were many
exceptions to these ideals. In general,

where the share-rent (fem-tsu) system was

invoked, the only clear dlstlncnon is that.
crop was approximately di
division with the land
also, where the division of
to the autumn harvest, and the tenant kept
the full produce of the spring harvest.
Secondly, the rent could be considered in
terms of a fixed quantity of particular crops
(ku-tsu, mai-tsu). It seems that the pay-
ment of this crop rent was based on the
principle that this amounted to half the
produce of the harvest of the principal
crop, and in Chiang-nan this was calculated
as 0.9 to 1.0 shih of rice for each mou of
land rented.** Thirdly, the rent could also
be considered as a crop rent commuted to
cash payment. This commuted rent (che-
tsu) was supposedly based: i
prices, but was in act bed ¢
by landlords for each haryest, and there
is evidence that the commutation rate was
above the price level. Thus, there was some
ideal standard common to all three systems
of rent payment, but, it should also be
obvious that without altering the basic crop
rent, the change in commutation ratio could
be a mechanism for rent increase. As the

40 Most survey reports give a very clear account of these various rent systems.
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commutation rate was quoted in copper, and
the price of rice in silver dollars, the ex-
change ratio of copper to silver was also
an important factor in commuted rent.
Because consideration of the copper-silver
exchange ratio increases considerably the
complexity of the proportion of crops paid
as rent, this issue will be deferred to a
later section.

in connectlon wi

rent payment, many
to be developed, and
to‘be made to cover such
A As already
mentioned, one of the w1despread local
customs in China, not only in Kiangsu, was
reduction of rent and tax in times of bad
harvest. A common distinction was thus
made between the titular rent (o-fsu) and
the real rent (shih-tsu) Where the rent
was stated as titular, the amount collected
would take into account the state of the
harvest, and normally this would be a
portion of the titular amount. Where the
rent was stated as real (or pu-che-pu-yang,
i.e. no commutation no reduction), the rent
was paid as stated. Most  guotations for
rent I have come across are titular.*?

Two other fonns of tenancy are occa-

'si nally ‘mentioned in the records: payment

f rent by labour service, and a fixed cash
rent. For Kiangsu Province, I have come
across labour service as a form of rent only
in 20th century sources, and then with only
very limited application. The fixed cash
rent seems to be more popular in the 20th
century than in the 19th, where in all the
cases I have come across, the fixed cash
rent was quoted for institutional land (e.g.

A straight forward

discussion is J. L. Buck (1930) pp. 147-149. For 19th century references see Li Wen-chih (1957) pp.

70-78, 251-279.

41 In some areas growing wheat and kaoliang, 1 have come across a_rent
(ku san tou, ch’Lu san A

tou paddy, 3 tou autumn crop”
of rice per mou, or a 50-50 share rent
the winter wheat — kaolia 3

% Peter Hoang (1888) p.
for actual payment. There

efpressed as “3
thls rent at 1 shih

tates that there should be a 25 percent reduction on the titular rent
urther reductions for early payment.
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school land)y" Even then, the fixed cash
rent was far from being the dominant pro-
portion of the land-holding.

In terms of area, crop-rent is noted
primarily in Chiang-pei, and then in the
areas of lower production which were less
adapted to cash crops. Share-rent was the
most general form of rent payment through-
out Kiangsu. Commuted rent was un-
doubtedly most highly concentrated in the

the mechanics of rent increase in 19th cen-
tury China. 1 wish to argue that in the
first place, titular rent was remarkably stable,
and that secondly, changes to rent were
brought about not by changes to the titular
rate, but by changing from one rent system
to another. There is no space here to
explore further the ideology of rent increase,
but I believe that in Ch’ing China, regulation
of rent and tax was couched mm a very
widespread ideology which defined what was
considered to be a just rent or tax. In
studies of peasant uprisings, histori

the cultivators’
rightful share of (
commonly accepted standards were dis-
turbed, disputes and violence had frequently
followed, and we read of these incidents as
refusal to pay rent or tax, unfair demands
from landlords, and corruption. This is
an important aspect of 19th century Chinese
society, and it seems that this ideology was
successful in keeping down titular rates.*?
There is an abundance of titular rent
data for 19th century China. Two series
of statistics are given in Tables 11 and 12.
Table 11, compiled by P’an Kuang-tan from
records in the Ch’ang-shu and Chao-we

43 Two wuseful arti

Vincent Y. C. Shih (1956

David Faure

gazetteer, is the average rent for each family
estate recorded, and the year given is the
year in which the estate was founded. It
is clear in this series that rent did not in-
crease, and this can be further substantiated
by the material that goes to make up Table
12 will show that this objection can be
overcome.

RENT FROM FAMILY ESTATES IN
u: AND CHAO-WEN, 1810-1893

TaBLE 1]

0.816 shih per mou 1871 0.985
1810 0.863 1875 1.000
1838 0.900 1878 0.980
1844 0.939 1880 0.980
1845 0.750 1882 0.843
1856 0.880 1885 1.000
1861 1.060 1887 0.926
1867 9.702 1893 1.000
Source: P’an Kuang-tau, et al. (1952) p. 92,

quoting from Ck’ang Chao ho-chik kao
(1904).

able 12 consists of the
1ave been able to find from
genealogies in Kiangsu. The rent data in
these genealogies are given for family estates,
either for the welfare of members of the
clan, or as burial land. These family estates
are precisely the kinds of estates from which
the data for Table 11 are compiled. In
the most detailed of these 1 came across,
the Ch’i-pei Chiang shih tsung-p'u (1905),
a list is included of the different plots of
land which together made up the family
estate, giving for each plot, the size as
quoted, the size as measured, the initial
price, later payments, and the rent. The
iven for the quoted
s difficult to tell how
actually paid because of varia-

this respect “are k\Muramatsu Yiji, in Arthur F. Wright ed. (1960), and



tions in measuremen nnual reductions
due to harvest conditions. However, on the
basis of the quoted rates, the rent hardly
changed from the end of the 18th century
to the 1830’s in this series. In practically
all cases, the rent was 1 shih of rice and
0.3 shih of wheat per mou. The rent in
rice was very close to the averages from
the other genealogies, which apparently
stated the rents that were current at the
time of compilation, after 1870. The wheat
rent varied somewhat. In the Chang

of Chiang-yin and the T°
shu, it seems that the
be included to make up a tent of approxi-
mately 1 shih of grain per mou. However,
in the case of the Chiang family of Ch’ang-
shu, the wheat rent was in addition to this
amount. It seems that the collection of part
of the winter wheat depended on such
arrangements as whether the landlord or
the tenant was to pay the tax, and this
was not necessarily a lower rent in fact.

TAaBLE 12. RENT FROM FAMILY ESTATES
FROM VARIOUS GENEALOGIES

I. CPRang-chou CR’i-pei Chiang-shih tsung-p’u

(1905)

Year

1790

1784 0.6

X X 0.18

0.925 10 0.3
2.0 2.0 0.6
13 1.2 0.45

1795 . . 0.5 0.5 0.15

1798 . . 1.0 1.0 0.3
1.0 1.0 0.3
10 1.0 0.3

1800 . . 0.5 0.5 0.15

1802 . . 2.2 22 0.8

1802 . . 1.0

1803 . . 25

1803 . . 25

1804 . . 05

1804 . . 05

1805 . . 3.7

rovinee, 1870-1911

1805 . . 2.3 mou
1805 . . 30
1806 . . 0.9
1808 . . 30
1810 . . 10
1812 , . 46
1812 . . 1.7
1813 . . 0.8
1813 . . 0.5
1815 . . 1.0
1815 . . 1.0

1.0
L

. .5
1821 . . 10
1821 . . 0.5
1823 . . 10
1824 . . 0.8
1824 . . 16
1825 . . 17
1827 . . 0.35
1827 . . 18
1828 . . 20
18290 . . 10
1829 . . 0.8
1833 . . 0.9
1834 . . 15
1836 . . 4
1837 . . 0.75

Wu hsien Tung-h

2159.4
102.3
71.2

2.3 shih

3.0
0.76
3.0

0.75

0.69 shih
1.2
027
09
0.4
115
0.5
0.32
0.2
0.3
04
0.24

0.14
0.72
0.8
0.4
0.32
0.32
0.4
1.2
03

ar-shik tsu-p'u (1892)
rholding
25.5 mou 546.5 shih (rice)

Total rent

2324.3
98.1
74.2

Land holding
1036.8mou 882.8 shik (rice)
232.6 shih (wheat)

10,050 cash

IIl. Chiang-yin Chang-shih chih-p’u (1911)

Total rent

1V. CWang-shu Hsiin-yang T ao-shih chia-p’u

(1933)

Land holding

28.1 mou
42.0

‘The
are all grave land.

Rent
rice wheat
24.9 shih L5 shih
: 45
2.6
3.0

ngs of the T’ao family recorded here




-effects of changes in
these rent systems, we can examine the
implications of these systems as outlined,
and we can also examine contemporary
records that note areas where there was
change from one system to another. These
implications are presented in Diagram 1 and
Tables 13 and 14, based largely on statis-
tical estimates made from known evidence.
The patterns implied in Diagram 1 and
Table 13 will also be further documented.

In Diagram 1 are presented the thre
systems of rent collectlon in their. gene

as rent, and is. thus represented in the
diagram. However, the proportion of crops
paid as rent in crop rent and commuted
rent both alter with yield. The higher the
yield, the smaller rent was as its proportion.
Also, below a certain level of production
(in Kiangsu, approximately 300 catties of
edible grain), rent paid as share rent would
be a lower proportion of yield than as
crop rent.

The diagram represents commuted rent
as being higher than crop rent, but this is
a matter of some dispute.
argument has been presented
who, using Muramatsu’s, data
that commutation ‘wered the” verall rent
by some 30 percent.  This conclusion
Rawski arrives at by comparing the com-
mutation rate with the price of rice in
Shanghai, and it is clear that Rawski is
well aware of the pitfalls in problems of
conversion and has also made allowance
for the difference in price between Shanghai
and Soochow, where commutation concen-
trated.**

44 Evelyn Sakakida Rawski (1972) pp. 155-159.

4% Chuan Han-shen
46 SP(KS) 6.9.28;
47 T’ao Hsti (1884

also quotedi{ in

Faure”

An opposmg

i vfén-cmh (1957) p. 259,

Nevertheless, 1 believe that there are
stronger reasons to argue for the reverse:
Firstly, the price of rice that we see quoted,
like many other prices in contemporary
records, was much more likely to be the
market price than the price actually received
by farmers. It would be unrealistic not to
allow a substantial margin for rice dealers
in the cities. Secondly, the price of rice
in Shanghai is an annual average, while we
know_from other records that the price of
i . harvest season was lower than

in other seasons, or, in other words, below

the annual average.®> Thirdly, there are a
fair number of accounts from the Shen-pao,
not referred to by Rawski, that report
specifically a higher rent due to commuta-
tion. The following is only one example:*$
“The price of rice in Soochow has
been very low. Coarse rice from the
new crop, in this year of good harvest,

is only 1.3 dollar on average. It is
also feared that this price would drop
further in the future. As for those
farmers who have to market their rice

it, because rent in

tou in order to pay a rent of 1 shih.
This is much more than what the
amount should be in grain, but it is
barely enough if it is converted to cash.
It is not unreasonable to say that
farmers are hurt when the price of
grain is low.”

The same argument can also be found in
the account given by the Soochow landlord,
T’ao Hsii:*7
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DiAaGRAM 1. PROPORTION OF CROP PAID AS RENT
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feature (in Soochow) is On the basis of this evidence, it would seem
that rent is collected in cash and not that commuted rent was in fact above crop
in rice. As the rent is not collected rent.

in rice, the price of rice is made to be The relative proportions of crops paid
higher: The equivalent of 1 shih and as rent are further brought out in Table 13.
2 to 3 fou, or even 1 shih and 4 or In this table, using data on crop yield
5 tou, at market price, is taken to be already given, 1 have calculated the pro-
1 shih (for rent). This is called com- portion that was paid in rent under these
muted rent.” various rent systems in Kiangsu.®® The

TABLE 13. ESTIMATES OF RENT AND TAX AS P

GES OF PRODUCE

Tax as
Commuted pzrfc%z:rafe

Chiang-ning — 11-24
Su-chou . 38 23-53
Sung-chiang — 23-53
Ch’ang-chou — 23-53
Chen-chiang . . . . . . . — 1143
Huai-an e e e e e 18-36 43 — 5-6
Yang-chou . . . . . . . . — 30 — 7-20
Hsi-chou . . . . . . . . 17-36 43 —_— 6-7
Hai-men e e e e e — — — —
Taits’ang . . . . . . . . — 31 —_ 23-53
Hai chou . . . . . . . . (17-36) (43) — (6-7)
Tung chou . . . . . . . . — (31) —_ (23-53)

*In weight of edible grain.

Calculated on following bases:

1. Yield figures as given in Table 3;

2. Actual rent charged at 80 percent of nominal te J

3. Share-rent nominally at 50 pércent of lees 10 pe

areas in Huai-an, Hsfi-chon, and Hai chou;

y at 1 shik of rice per mou;

. ] ominally at 1 shih of rice per mou; commuted at 2,200 cash per shih;

6. Edible grain recoverable from paddy at 73 per cent (by weight), and loss in conversion to
edible grain from wheat assumed to be negligible;

7. Current price of rice per shik at 1,800 cash;

8. Tax data as given in gazetteers, plus 25 percent additional charges. For details of tax calcula-
tion, see footnote 48.

seeds and overheads; allowances

ot
O
g
g
g
g
a3
=9
-
)

48 The assumptions used in the estimates are given with Table 13. This footnote will show the main
calculations and provide documentation:

(1) In share rent areas, under normal conditions, the rent may be expressed as: (Yield~Overhead)
x % x 80%. This allows for half the produce to be kept by the tenant, in addition to a reduction in
rent amounting to 20%. From T’ao Hsii (1884) 17b-19a — see Li Wen-chih (1957) p. 281 for tabulation
of T’ao’s data — it seems that 10% is a reasonable estimate for overheads. case, the rent would
be (1-10%) x Y% x 80%, i.e. 36%. ;

(2) In low yield wheatkaoliang areas, where onlyx‘wh"eat‘fwas‘ ( equally between the landlord
and the tenant, this estimate would_have 16 be revised. To work this out, it would be necessary to have
figures for yield, expressed /in weight of edible grain, as” well as figures for rent, similarly expressed.
The relevant figure; : il )
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. . In edible grain Rent

Yield (catties) (catties) (catties)
Hsti-chow . . . . . . . 90 (wheat) 100 (kaoliang) 190 324
Huai-an . . . . . . . 100 100 200 36.0

The vyield figures are taken from Table 3, with slight modifications to allow for a higher kaoliang
yield as rice is assumed to be not grown on this class of land. A slightly higher wheat yield is also
allowed Huai-an to take account of better soil and warmer weather. The equivalent in edible grain is
the sum of the yield figures. The rent is calculated from the same formula as given in (1), using only
wheat yield in the estimate for rent.

(3) For crop rent areas, the figures in Table 13 are estimated i

ble grain Rent

catties) (catties)
Chiang-ning 80 (wheat) 350 116
East Chiang-nan 80 372 116
Chen-chiang 120 376 116
Huai-an 90 273 116
Yang-chou . 120 390 116
Hsii-chou 90 273 116

Again, the yield figures are from Table 3. Conversion to edible grain is calculated as (Paddy yield x
0.73) + Wheat yield, and quota rent charged at 1 shik of rice ia taken to be 145 catties. Both conversion
figures are derived from data given in Chuan Han-sheng and Richard A. Kraus (1975) pp. 92-98. Real
rent is taken to be 80% of quota rent. For documentation, see footnote 42. East Chiang-nan refers to
Su-chou, Sung-chiang, Ch’ang-chou, and T'ai-ts’ang.

(4) Commuted rent at 2,200 cash per shih is documented im Table 23 for most of the 1870’s and
1893. The price of rice at 1,800 cash per shih is given in Tao Hsii (1884) 17b. This is just about half
the price of rice in Shanghai in the 1870’s and 1880’s. The commutation figure, as well as the price of
rice, agrees with T’ao’s own calculation on pp. 19a-b. At a nominal commuted of 2,200 cash per
shih, with 20% reduction, the real rent to be paid amounted to.1 ! ughly 1 shik of rice,
ie. 145 catties.

(5) Data on quota tax, ratés: are.given 1

Source st " Rice st gha” Gl
tael shih
Chiangning . . . . . Hsi-tsuan Chii-jung hsien chih 057 042 136 147 283
(1904) 2/11a-b 027 019 65 67 132
East Chiangnan . . . Nan-hui hsien hsii chih 110 100 264 350 614
(1929) 4/14b-15a
CR’ing-p’u hsien hsii chih 035 050 84 175 259
(1934) 6/16b-20a
Chen-chiang . . . . Tan-tu hsien chih 095 075 228 263 491
(1879) 14/9b, 17a-b .037 025 89 88 177
Huai-an . . . . . . Fou-ning hsien chih .015 009 36 32 68
(1886) 5/8a-16a 006 — 14 — 14
Yangchou . . . . . Chiangtu hsien hsii chih 066 .021 158 74 232
(1884) 14/4a-6a 023 007 55 .2 80
Hsii-chou . - . . . Hsiichou fu chih 48 25 68
(1874) 12/1b-2a 17 — 17

It is necessary to convert the:tax quota:to] cash becaus the tax,
in cash. The rates for cony jon were,’ for thy ;ﬁarly .x}ﬂw*l,‘””approxlmately 3,500 cash per shih of rice
and 2,400 cash per tael, For ‘documentation,’ see Table 28, In the tabulation above, two figures are
quoted for each locallty, representmg an upper and a lower level for general tax collection.
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(6) To calcilate the pércentage tax was of rent, however, it is necessary also to have the rent stated
in cash. In other words, the percentage calculated represents the proportion of crops that had to be
sold to pay the tax. It is also necessary to include a surcharge on the tax quota to construct & more
realistic estimate. On the basis of data provided by Peter Hoang (1888) pp. 128-131, the surcharge is
estimated here to be 25%. The relevant calculations are listed below:

Rent Tax
Rice W heat Cash Quota With Surcharge
(catties) (catties) (cash)
Chiang-ning, share rent . . . . 97 29 1,467 283 354 (24%)
132, 165 (11 )
crop rent 354 (25 )
165 (11 )
East Chiang-nan, crop rent 768 (53 )
324 (23 )
768 (44 )
o 324 (18 )*
Chen-chiang, “share rent . . . . 126 43 1,948 491 614 (32 )
177 221 Q1 )
crop remt ., . . . 116 — 1,440 491 614 (43 )
177 221 (15 )
Huai-an, share rent . . . . . — 36 351 68 8 (24 H*
14 18 (5 )
crop rent , . . . 116 —_— 1,440 68 8 (6 )
14 18 (1 )
Yang-chou, crop rent . . . . . 116 — 1,440 232 290 (20 )
80 100 (7 )
Hsii-chou, share rent . . . . . — 85 (29 )H)*
21 (7 )
crop rent . . . 116 85 (6 )
21 (1 )*

e T T *
romy; (1), (2), and (3).) Rent i ‘converted into cash at 1,800 cash per shih
67% of thé price of rice by volume. This price is estimated from Shen-pao
reports for the respe prices of rice and wheat in Soochow for 1877, ranging from 3,500 to 4,500
cash per shih for rice, and 1,415 to 3,000 cash per shih for wheat. [Reference: SP(KS) 2.12.02, 3.5.01,
3.5.30, 3.7.09, 3.9.02, 3.10.13). 1In other words, the price of wheat was approximately two-thirds the price
of rice per shih. This compares with an average of 75% in the figures quoted in Chang Li-luan (1933)
for Wu-chin for the years 1894 to 1911. As this price is quoted in shih, it is also necessary to know
how many catties 1 shih of wheat consists of. Figures in Wu Shou-peng (1930) work out to be 135
catties per shih. Finally, figures in brackets are the percentages of rent that had to be paid for tax,
both converted to cash. Figures with asterisks are excluded from Table 13 as being unlikely. In the
case of Chiang-man, this is because the commuted rent area would be the more fertile land, and hence
should not be under the low quota rate. In Huai-an and Hsii-chou share rent areas, a low yield figure
has been used, and hence should not be under high tax. In the crop rent areas in the same prefectures,
the excluded estimates assume too low a yield for this rate of taxation. All said, however, this calcula-
tion only shows the very poor state of our present knowledge of taxation at the local level. These
estimates are based on quota figures, and even with the 25% surcharge added it is far from clear how
the quota rates were assigned to land. There is strong evxdence to argue that: t

Rent figures are
for rice, and for whe

S of ertlle Iand covered by commuted rent. It
wledge, that the only safe conclusion to draw on evidence
at the quota rate, applied as stated, was only a small proportion of rent.

would seem, on the pre
based on the quota rat



calculation allows for 420 percent reduction
on the titular rent, and a 25 percent sur-
charge on the quota tax. However, no
allowance has been made for cash crops
and other income-earning activities, and
hence, especially for the high-yield areas,
the percentage of crop paid as rent, as
stated in the table, should be higher than
the percentage of all farm income paid as
rent, the latter being a much better reflection
of the true standard of living of the tenant.
In the calculation for share-rent, allowance
is made for seeds a 8, e
is ample evidence t 1
tributed to these items ]I as the tenant.
For areas of northern Chlamz -pei where rice
was not grown, a lower estimate for rent
has also been calculated that allows for the
wheat crop to be shared but for the tenant
to keep the entire crop of kaoliang. This
probably underestimates the rent from low-
yield areas somewhat, but this would reflect
the lower limit to which rent might go in
these areas. Crop-rent has been assumed
to be uniformly 1 shih of rice per mou,
and commuted rent has also been calculated
on this basis but commutation to cash is
allowed at a higher price than the market
price. Hai chou is estlmated on the basi
of Hsu-chou, and T’u fr g
chiang. The distribution the various
methods of rent collec,tic«n*follows‘ the pattern
already discussed.

It should, of course, be only too obvious
that the figures given in Table 13 incorporate
many general estimates with a high degree
of uncertainty. In the estimate for com-
muted rent, for instance, it is not at all clear
from the documentary sources whether one
should include into the calculation the 20
percent reduction to the nominal rate, al-
though in this table, the reduction has been
included all the same#® The situation
would be quite different, if, for instance, the
calculation for commuted rent announced

4% Muramatsu Yiiji (1970
reduction was granted as a

Rural Econgmiy:of Kiangsu Province, 1870-1911

399

by the landlords had already taken account
of reductions. While there is no decisive
evidence on questions of this sort, however,
it is useful to note that this difference would
nonetheless provide only about 10 percent
more of the produce as rent in Su-chou.
Although this is a substantial addition, it
is close to any upper estimate that may be
allocated for rent. If one now takes into
account the fact that the :oductlon figures
not included income from
an ‘grain crops, the actual
'paid becomes considerably smaller than
ounts generally conceived, for Chiang-nan
as for Chiang-pei. Of course, this does not
deny that peasants basically had a low
standatd of living. However, this does argue
that if one would seriously calculate rent
in terms of yield, and take into account
appropriate reductions, it was much lower
than mormally taken to be the standard.
whether the rent was collected as share-rent,
crop-rent, or commuted rent.

With these reservations, several con-
clusions can be drawn from Table 13:
Firstly, the area with thc ighest rent as a
percentage of crop "was not Chiang-
. areas of Chiang-pei
rent. This conclusion

“ean™ be ifurther strengthened if one takes

into consideration the more advanced deve-
lopment of cash crops and handicraft in
Chiang-nan over Chiang-pei. Secondly, in
the higher-yield areas of Chiang-pei, as a
proportion of crop yield, share-rent and
crop-rent were not substantially different,
as can be seen in the examples of Chiang-
ning and Chen-chiang. In low-yield areas,
such as Huai-an and Hsii-chou, there would
be greater difference between share-rent and
crop-rent. However, in these areas, share
rent was probably more common. Thirdly,
as would be expected from the arguments
that have been..taken into -account in the
*\rent was higher than

156-162 provides a case for reduction in commuted rent areas, but the
cement for early rent payment and not generally applied.
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crop-rent for the same localities. Fourthly,
as for tax, it can be seen that in Chiang-pei
the quota tax rate with 25 percent sur-
charge would amount to some 6 to 7 percent
of the rent for most of the northern portions
of this region. The tax rate increased
southwards, reaching slightly more than 50
percent in East Chiang-nan. At this rate,
it was considered extremely high in con-
temporary records, and it is most unlikely
that this rate was very general. As tax
was paid by the land-owner and not .
tenant, the difference between rent and
represents the net profit: for the landlord.
This net profit could easily reach 10 to 20
percent of the yield. =

The observations from Table 13 em-
phasize the importance of yield as a factor
in the calculation of rent. This argument
should be obvious, as in an economy in
which the tenant’s standard of living was
near subsistance, it would hardly be feasible

“David F aure

for rent to be charged at any higher rate
unless there was major increase in produc-
tion. That commutation could be intro-
duced into the Su-chou area was itself a
reflection of the increase in production in
this area.

While the actual proportion of crops
paid to the landlord as rent depended
strongly on yield, to calculate the total farm
yet to take into
age available. Table
: 0 incorporate this last
t into the calculation. The basic data
on per capita acreage and production in
edible grain are simply taken from estimates
already calculated in Table 3 and 4. Again,
as these are only at best crude estimates,
the extra calculations provide no more than
fairly rough comparisons. Nonetheless, with
some caution, several broad generalizations
may yet be drawn:

TABLE 14, QUANTITY OF EDIBLE GRAIN RETAINED PER CAPITA ON RENTED

LAND, ESTIMATED FROM AVERAGE YIELD, LAND AVAILABLE;

Ha. pr
* duction in

Quantity retained

 per capita  edible grain Share-rent  Crop-rent Commuted
Hsii-chou 44 mou 1,199 catties 647 catties 564 catties  — catties
Huaj-an . 36 981 530 461 —
Chiang-ning 3.1 1,085 586 618 —
Chen-chiang 32 1,202 649 709 —
Yang-chou . 2.7 1,053 — 632 —
East Chiang-nan 29 1,179 — 696 613

1. Cultivated land per capita calculated from Table 4.

2. Total production in edible grain = Average yield x Cultivated land per capita; average yield
taken from Table 3, converted into edible grain at 73% for paddy, 100% for wheat, and yield
of kaoliang is neglected. )

3. Quantity retained = Total production in edible grain x (1 —0.1 — Rent as pereéntage of pro-
duction). Rent as percentage of production is taken from  Table: is allowed for
seeds and overheads. e

4. Calculation for Hsii-chou
percent of production. !

5. East Chiang-nan = Su-cho

Wang-chou, Sung-chiang, and T’ai-ts’ang,



Firstly, the high rent of the poorer
Chiang-pei areas, i.e. Hsii-chou, Huai-an,
could not be compensated for by the extra
land available. Nonetheless, the lower rent
implied in the share-rent system put Hsii-
chou practically on the par with those
high-yield areas paying crop-rent. Secondly,
the change-over from crop-rent to commuted
rent in Chiang-nan reduced substantially the
tenant’s income from farm produce. Be-

cause of the lack of cultivated land in.. of th “hat

Chiang-nan, this reduction putthe: tena

back into a level sxrmlar to crop-rent areas

with comparable avai able acreage, c.g.
Yang-chou, Chiangning. Thirdly, if we
accept subsistence to be approximately 450
catties of edible grain, it can be seen that the
quantity retained after rent was still above
subsistence, although not by very much in
crop-rent areas in Hsti-chou and Huai-an.
This is not to say that the tenant’s life was a
comfortable one, or even adequate in years
of shortages. However, farm produce alone
could have been sufficient for the tenant to
maintain livelihood. As increase in pro-
duction was also accompanied by increase
in rent, it would seem th: 1f th !
of living for the tena
stantial amount above
have to rely on cash crops an ‘handicrafts.

To document the changes in rent sys-
tems, Li Wen-chih has a very interesting
entry from a landlord’s account book in
an unspecified area in Chiang-nan which
illustrates the change from share to crop
rent lasting from 1866 to 1903. The area
covered was rented to 11 families, 7 of
which were given a fixed sum by the land-
lord in 1866 to reclaim land which was
not at that time under cultivation. The
original contract specified share rent, with

the landlord and the tenant each taking

3% Li Wen-chih (1957) pp
5! Muramatsu Yiiji (1970)
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half the produce, but for the tenant to be
responsible for the tax. In 1869, three
years after the original contract, new con-
tracts were drawn up whereby the tenants
were to pay the landlord a fixed crop rent,
without commutation, at approximately the
rate at which rent had been collected under
share rent. The stipulation that the landlord
would receive his rent without commutation
guaranteed the same rent whatever the state
nd ‘this would in fact have
ate than that normally
recelved under share rent, as in this latter
method of collection harvest conditions were
automatically taken into account.5®

As for commuted rent, the evidence
is not all that clear, but it seems that it
was introduced in the Soochow City area
after the Taiping Rebellion at a time when
a new institution, the professional rent-
collection bursary, appeared on the scene.
With Muramatsu’s painstaking research into
the bursaries, much is known about their
organization and power over tenants.
Muramatsu’s data drawn from the
ow City, show that these

a.ndlng, and not only collected rent
for their own land, but also acted as agents
for other landlords. Many of these land-
lords were, according to Muramatsu, en-
gaged in other businesses, and were city
residents. Moreover, their plots were small
and scattered over numerous districts, and
hence the bursaries did perform a function

which was in demand.®
The bursaries kept the landlords’ re-
cords. The problems that they faced in
rent collection were singularly similar to the
problems the magistracy had with tax, and
the process thatpwas \igﬂé‘df“iﬁvas likewise.
: by the bursaries for




the payment of rent for each rent-collecting
season, and some remission was allowed
for early payment. Landlords issued notices
to tenants as reminders of their rent, and
tenants were obliged to pay at the city
bursary, providing their own transport.
Muramatsu reports that there were instances
where the remission for early payment did
produce substantial response. Rent was
high in the Soochow area, however, and the
success of rent-collection depended on the
means of enforcement known as the ch ai-
chui (demand for paym ‘
arrears. For the ch’ai-
employed local functionari
tracy for rent collection, and the process
was carried out with much violence. Mura-
matsu makes clear that whereas tenants were
occasionally brought back to the magistracy
and punished, this was pursued only on a
minority, and was designed as a warning
for others.

Ideally, while rent payment could be
enforced by the magistracy, landiords were
not empowered to use force on their tenants
to facilitate collection. The enforcement
was the task of the magistracy, and the
process ideally involved the bursaries draw-

ing up a list of tenants who had per etually

withheld their rents, and
tionaries were then despa

magistrate after his approval.and ‘with his
warrant to the village to make the arrest.
The employment of the magistracy func-
tionaries, and the close connection between
the bursaries and the magistrate, short-
circuited this process. Muramatsu dis-
covered instances whereby the landlord’s
agents could serve out the warrants without
the magistrate’s approval, and all this was
with the tacit agreement of the magistrate.
Aside from Muramatsu’s study, evidence is
abundant in the Shen-pao on the arrest
and punishment of these tenants, and

52 Muramatsu discusses the p
for evidence from contemporary.

rom the magis-

periodically, magistrates had issued notices
to the effect that witholding of rent would
be thus punished. There was an official
justification for this, known in contemporary
official records as ‘“‘tax having to be paid
out of rent” (ligng-ts’ung tsu-ch’'u) and
hence the magistrate could regard his in-
volvement as legitimate.®™

There does not seem to be any material

which directly reports the begmnlng of
commutatlon to-market value. Most not-
; mmutation to market
pre-1850’s records. There are

several studies of opposition to tax and
rent in the first half of the 19th century,
none of which discusses the commutation
of rice to copper in rent collection, although
quite a few discuss the Soochow area.
Kobayashi Kazumi has studied speci-
fically the Su-chou situation. He discusses
the issue of communtation from data in
Chao-wen hsien, and he finds that there
was commutation to cash instituted in this
area, but crop was commuted to cash at
a fixed price, although it was not maintained
as such. The efforts .of the tenants to
uphold the fixed cash pnce and efforts by

flandlords to. adjust 'it, led to considerable
- dispute.

This and other information has
led Kobayashi to argue that in the first half
of the 19th century, the tenants had won
stronger rights over their land from land-
lords. in changing from a crop rent to a
fixed cash rent. Yokoyama Suguru is not-
able in this argument also for having combed
the Ta-Ch’ing shih-lu for this period for
information on opposition to tax (and he
discusses also rent issues), but again there
is no mention of commutation of rent to
cash. The description of tenancy by T’ao
Hsii in Soochow is not deci 1ve on it,
unfortunately, but has_ver




which may nonetheless he supporting: T’ao
noted that the Soochow commutation to
cash at market price was a substantially
different system of rent collection from other
areas, which he regarded as unjust. Finally,
from the documents that Li Wen-chih
collected, again, commuted rent was report-
ed only after 1850. In fact, one entry in
Shen-pao was specific: ““Before the Re-
bellion, land-owners in the Provincial Capital
(Soochow) collected their rent in Kind.
Since the recovery, wi rmy
tax documents, they: i
in cash, and that has remained till today.”s*

The evidence is not conclusive, for what
we would like to find is some discussion
which documents the actual change over,
and so far none of this has appeared. Even
at a time when clearly some bursaries were
collecting in cash rather than in kind, in
the 1860’s, official discussion on the issue
was carried on as if the commutation was
not occurring. It is as if there was some
inhibition in acknowledging that the change
had taken place, as on the one hand, land-
lords wanted to argue that rent had been
reduced from former decades, and on the
other, the commutation had ac
kept the rent as high, if i
ever, even if all this : nce does ‘not
pinpoint the time of the ¢ ange, it seems
quite clear that commutation was a develop-
ment from about the time of the Taiping
Rebellion.5*

The origin of the bursaries is covered
in the same kind of silence in the pre-1850

} Econr‘okmy of Kiangsu Province, 1870-1911

collecting

403

period. It should be made clear, however,
that the organization of the bursaries and
the rent-collection practice of former land-
lords differed as a matter of degree rather
than kind. Some form of ‘“‘prompting”
(ts’ui-tsu) for rent had been necessary from
earlier times, so was assistance from func-
tionaries at the magistracy. What was new
with the bursarles was the. institution of
rent collect' 'separate from the land-
lanagement, the adoption of
¢tice'on a wide scale, and routinizing
volvement of magistracy functionaries
in this process at the level of the #hsien,
with tacit approval from higher levels.5®
Some official approval had always been
given for the collection of rent, but the
difference between this and former approval
was the borrowing of the hsien functionaries
for the purpose.

Strangely enough, it seems that it was
during the Taiping Rebellion that this in-
stitution came about, with the approval of
the officialdom under the Taiping. The
evidence that is available is that during the
Taiping Rebelli he landlords could
not _collect through their personal
“Taiping local officials had
their setting up semi-official
institutions in the city for this purpose.
This is the finding of Wu Yen-nan and
Lung Sheng-yiin. Lung, especially, examin-
ed individual Asien in Chiang-nan for his
paper, and found this in Ch’ang-chou in
1860, but not in Yian-ho or Wu hsien.
He found this method of rent collection

72 Kobayashi Kazumi (1967: 1 and 2), Yokoyama Suguru (1960), Tao Hsii (1884) pp. 1b-2a, Li Wen-
chih (1957) p. 259.

>4 The survey data from which Table 13 is compiled are not conclusive ahout the extent of commutation
from 1870 to 1911. Muramatsu’s data from account books leave indisputable that not all the bursaries
collected rent in cash. The Feng Lin-i bursary, belonging to the gentry leadﬁr wﬁax fen, for
instance, collected in kind. See Muramatsu Yuji (1970). g

55 Imabori Seiji (1967) quotes a very interesting texty Cluan s5u Sha tsu ch’iian-an (1827)
(The Complete Record Conce \ sien in Klangsu), which proves con-
clusively the involvement of acy functlonans in “rén collectmn long before 1850. See also the
stone tablet erected by the magi for enforcing rent payment on this occasion in Li Wen-chih (1957)
pp. 79-80. i




404

also tried in Wu-chiang, Ch’ang-shu, and
in Wu-hsi. This was implemented at first
in the cities as well as in the market towns.
However, in Wu-chiang, there is evidence
that the bursaries were not successful: The
bursary staff in the hsien city were found
unwilling to pay the due tax, and the bursary
collapsed when the management was arrest-
ed and punished. In Wu-hsi hsien, in 1861,
the city landlords issued a notice to ask
other landlords to dehver to them thelr land
registers, so that the . tfice
(tsung-ts’ang-t'ing) mij

reference quoted in 'Wu also explains that
the tsung-ts’ang-r'ing had been set up be-
cause Taiping officials had been unable to
collect tax in the Wu-hsi area without land-

holding records. An attempt was made to
collect rent at the former full rate. How-
ever, there was much opposition from
tenants, and the office was destroyed. From
then on, landlords had had to collect their
rent again directly from the countryside.
In Ch’ang-shu, there was also opposition
from tenants. In 1863, after Soochow was
recovered from the rebels tl_)e high-rankin
gentry of Soochow set up a simila institu~
tion, offering to give one~th1}r_d»of its receipt
to troop support. This® bursary did not
seem to have lasted more than a couple
of years, but from this time, we read of
bursary records in the Soochow area. To
go further on this question of the extent
of the bursaries, although the Shen-pao after
1870 regularly reported on rent collection
in these bursaries in Soochow, there was no
report of these bursaries from other places.
Thus, available evidence shows that the
bursaries of Soochow City were a very
peculiar institution, not generally found in
Kiangsu.?¢

¢ Wu Yen-nan (1958), ang

David Faure

heng-yiin (1958), James Polachek (1975).

Muramatsu’s data show that the profits
of these bursary-managed estates were rising
in the 1870 to 1911 period. in fact, into the
1920’s. This is also confirmed by the in-
crease in their holdings, although in this,
the reason seems to vary. There are two
reasons why this was so: Firstly, com-
mutation to market value was the only
system of rent collectxon with a built-in
Secondly rent

all presently show increase in rent com-
tation was faster than either the price
increase or the tax increase in the late 19th
century. There is no question from Mura-
matsu’s data that there was a substantial
increase in rent from 1870 to 1911. How-
ever, it is most likely that the increase was
limited to the Soochow surrounding.

Trade, handicraft industries,
and salt production

Quite aside from the basic production
of grain crop a. Province was a rich
and:compared to other
a highly commercialized region.
grain production of Kiangsu is obscure,
however, the situation with salt, trade, and
handicrafts, is even more so. Some statis-
tics are available, and there are also
descriptive accounts for the handicrafts, but
there is very little material to use for
checking the statistics, some of which are
again highly questionable.

The structure of marketing. To de-
scribe the trading pattern of Kiangsu Pro-
vince, it is convenient to begin with a
description of the marketing structure. The
marketing structure in Chma,( ‘has  been

See also T’ao Hsii (1884).



towns of various orders, and district cities
has been made relatively clear.’” In brief,
a trading network existed such that the rural
communities were integrated into a national
economic structure, the residents of the
village being able to sell their grain and
handicraft produce at the local markets,
from which they could also obtain their
supply of non-local products. From the

TABLE 15. DISTRIBUTION OF CENTRAL PLACES
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markets, collecting agents and brokers also
actively organized a local trade, and for
certain essential items such as rice, the
network ultimately was directed from a
limited number of major market centers.
In the case of rice in Kiangsu, these were:
Hsien-nu-miao in Yang-chou, Pei-t’ang in
Wu-hsi, Nan-shih in Shanghai, and T ung-li
chen in Wu-chiang.

Major Major

Prefecture/sub-prefeqfide| i e A LA por d00000  per il

: people* mou
Chiang-ning 6 85 n.a. 5.95 19.36
Su-chou 5 41 146 2.02 7.08
Sung-chiang 7 45 n.a. 3.17 10.36
Ch’ang-chou 5 52 231 207 7.90
Chen-chiang 4 30 65 2.23 6.94
Huai-an . 6 47 177 1.23 3.37
Yang-chou 7 56 n.a. 1.15 431
Hsii-chou 8 93 n.a. 292 6.56
Hai-men 1 1 63 0.17 0.62
T’ai-ts’ang 5 47 177 294 10.89
Hai chou 3 20 121 1.08 1.93
T'ung chou . 3 20 92 0.70 2.26

* Rural population.
Source: Chu K’o-pao (1895)

Table 15 provides tk
central places in the differ refectures
in Kiangsu. The data presented here come
from the Chiang-su ch’iian-sheng yii-t'u,
which was compiled in 1895. In this com-
pilation is given a brief description of each
district in Kiangsu Province, in which are
listed the major market towns, and in most
cases, also the number of minor markets.
There is no detailed information on these
markets, and it is likely that places named

57 G. William Skinner (1964-5), Gilbert Rozman (1973).

good description of a local market near Nanking.
%8 In the literature on the marketing network i

markets at higher levels. Ibert Rozman:i{

elaboration,

5. I@;gfx_ﬁ‘ed te

include both intermediate markets and
standard markets. The market towns which
have not been named are probably only
standard markets.?® There are several
omissions in the records, chiefly because the
number of towns in the district is too large
to enumerate. In the case of the major
market towns, information is not provided
only for three districts in Hsii-chou fu, and
this omission has been remedied here by
extrapolation.

See also Ch’i 1934-‘5;{{0r a very
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As for district cities, in most places in
Ch’ing China, each hsien had its own city,
frequently walled. However, in Kiangsu,
there were also numerous hsien that shared
the hsien city. Invariably, in these cases,
administration became centralized. By Re-
publican China, those hsien sharing one city
were marged. The urban population given
in Table 4, already described, includes some
of these district cities, but none of the
market towns.

be considerably
number of set v
these figures are ¢lose to Rozman’s, who
gives 130 settiements at and above level 5
(lowest administrative centers), 600 settle-
ments at level 6 (intermediate marketing
settlements), and 2,000 at level 7 (standard
marketing settlements).5®

The general pattern of marketing as
revealed in Table 15 may be summed up
briefly:

In terms of the number of market towns
per unit area, all of Chiang-nan had about
7 market towns per 1,000,000 mou or more.
Within this region, Chiang-ning, Sung-chiang,

and T’ai-ts’ang clearly had a larger numberu;

likely that there S

or Ch’ang-chou t Chiang- -ning. What
seems to be a more likely explanation of
the discrepancy between the two areas is
that in Su-chou or Ch’ang-chou, river
transport was possible through a widespread
network of rivers and canals, while in the
Chiang-ning area, much of the short-distance
transport was carried overland, and this was
much more costly.®® As a result, there was
stronger inducement for more markets to
be set up in Chiang-ning. On the other

59 ibid., p. 218.

°0 Even in the Nanking surroundings, as late #s ﬁ&ﬂ“

ning hsien (8), Kmngsn, area, are near the
of Nanking. Transpo;tanun is by donkey“‘\chleﬂy

id Faure

To allow for the market
towns, the populatlon ﬁgures would aveto

hand, the discrepancy between Sung-chiang
and Su-chou cannot be explained in terms
of transport differences. In this case, the
possibility must be allowed that there might
have been some difference in the volume
of trade. However, this is contradicted by
Table 15, which also shows that in Su-chou
2.02 market towns served 100,000 people,
while in Sung-chiang the equivalent figure
was 3. 17 market towns. In fact, because

ation densities of the Chiang-nan
re close, the more market

i.towns per unit area there were in a pre-

fecture, the fewer people the market town
served. In this situation, it would seem that
ultimately it was the internal organization
of the market, e.g. tradition, number of
market days per month, rather than external
factors, that determined the distribution.

In Chiang-pei, Hsli-chou was an ano-
maly, with 6.56 market towns per 1,000,000
mou, and 2.92 market towns per 100,000
people. 1t is difficult to interpret this
situation, as we know very little about this
prefecture. However, maybe it was more
commercialized than the rest of Chiang-pei,
on the level o ~ ediate and standard
1 perhaps this was why cotton
develop in this area in the

- 1870’s while the same items were not taken

up elsewhere in the north (except in T ung
chou). Huai-an and Yang-chou, the major
rice-producing areas in Chiang-pei, had 3.37
and 4.31 market towns per 1,000,000 mou
respectively, and the poorer prefectures, Hai
chou, T'ung chou, and Hai-men, had even
less than this number. Except for Hai-men,
these prefectures had just about 1 market
town for each 100,000 people, undoubtedly
an indication of the low volume of trade.
In other words, compared to Chiang-nan,

«;gcpbi'téd: “The farms in the Kiang-

and is so uneconomical that prices of farm products

are necessarily low compared with the market price in Nanking.” (p. 17).



these market towns were mall and sparsely
distributed. i

Trade. The trade of Kiangsu Province
can be divided first into external trade (i.e.
import/export trade with other provinces
and other countries), and internal trade.
External trade was largely silk and cotton,
and internal trade consisted of grain, salt,
cash crop produce, handicraft, and sundry
items. The debate on the eflect of trade
on the standard of living concerns the part
played by external trade, and we can gain
some ideas of its developmen fron
clear statistics collected by 'the I,-'_ )
Maritime Customs. k '

As Rhoads Murphy noted, while the
Imperial Maritime Customs statistics are
already more reliable than most in Ch’ing
China, they are still full of pitfalls, and
great care is needed in using them in
arguments.®? Among other problems, they
are quoted in silver (Haikwan Tael), while
from 1870 to 1911 silver prices fluctuated
considerably. Even more difficult than this
is the question of coverage: These statistics
were collected only from the ports in which
the Imperial Maritime Customs Service was

represented, ie. the treaty ports, and even

in these ports, the later rs in the
are likely to be bett I k
earlier years. Thus, it sible that the
apparent increase in trade included also a
fair amount that might be accounted for
entirely in terms of the method of collecting
the statistics. 1t is also more than likely
that some of this increase, at least, was due
not to any net increase in trade, but to
changes in the method of transportation
which brought existing trade under the
sphere of the Customs Service, for instance,
by the change in the carriage of native
goods from traditional to Western-style
shipping. Any detailed examination of these
statistics is a serious research undertaking

61 Rhoads Murphey (1970
Customs trade figures.
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on its own, and for this brief study, only
very broad features can be noted. How-
ever, for the purpose at hand, this will
suffice.

TABLE 16. SHANGHAI EXPORT OF ‘‘NATIVE
PRODUCE” FrROM KiANGSU, 1883 anND 1904

1883 1904
Native produce of local origin
exported to forelgn countries 12.8 51.2
10.5 29.0
orts-of ‘native produce from
other Kiangsu ports . . . 0.9 6.2

million Hk. taels

Imperial Maritime Customs, Returns
of Trade and Trade Reports, 1883, pp.
168, 181; 1904, pp. 454, 480.

Source:

Table 16 gives the statistics that should
be relevant to any discussion of the part
played by Kiangsu production in the ex-
ternal trade. This table gives figures only
for what the Imperial Maritime Customs
referred to as ‘“‘native produce”. Under
this category, Imperial Maritime Customs
counted all goods &o gmatrng in Chrna thus

‘f‘datarled reports for each treaty ports,
grvmg in each report breakdowns on the
sources ‘'of the imports of “native produce”
as well as for the commodity composition
of the trade.Thus, “native produce of local
origin” : that was exported directly from
Shanghai was counted separately from ‘“na-
tive produce” that was imported into
Shanghai. Figures are then also given for
the origin of the imported “‘native produce”,
as well as the overall value that was re-
exported.

While there are minor discrepancies in
the different trade reports the main features
are relatively clear brought out in

44-48 is well worth reading for his comments on I[mperial Maritime
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Table 16.%2 By cc ing the statistics for
two years separated by an interval of
twenty-one, we can see clearly that there
was a substantial increase in the nominal
value of trade. The bulk of this increase
was for exports to foreign countries. The
greater portion, by far, was collected in-
digenously in Shanghai, with only a small
fraction directed from other Kiangsu ports.
While we do not know exactly how much
of the import of native produce from other
Kiangsu ports into Shanghai was re-export-

ed, we do know that of the total value of

was re-exported in
1904.¢8  There is little reason to think that
this would not apply to “‘native produce”
imported from Kiangsu ports.

We can also gain a sense of comparison
for this external trade through some simple
arithmetic, if we work out what these figures
were as a proportion of the agricultural
produce of Kiangsu. Let us simplify matters
by ignoring other uses of the land, and
calculate only what the produce would have
been had Kiangsu only produced grain. If
we assume average production in Kiangsu
to be 2 shih per mou for unhusked rice, at

91 million mou, this would be 182 mlll' e

shih.%* At the pric
would fetch 262 mill
amount to 187 million taels:at 1.4 dollar
to the tael. For 1904, the equivalent figure
is 356 million taels. If we now ignore the
negligible imports from other Kiangsu ports,
the proportion of external trade to agri-
cultural production would be, for native
produce exported to foreign countries, an

afs, Wthh wéuld

increase from 6.8 to 14.4 percent, and for
export to Chinese ports, an increase from
5.6 to 8.1 percent. There are two con-
clusions that emerge from these figures that
are significant: Firstly, the proportion of
external trade in the rural economy of the
province was not trivial. Secondly, as we
have used in this calculation the current
prices of rice in two different years, we
have allowed for the change in the value
of silver, ie. for inflation, and it is clear
Il substantial increase in
: Unlike the much more
:oderate increase in exports to Chinese
ports, this could not have been due to
changes in methods of shipping. There was,
indeed, genuine substantial increase in for-
eign trade.

However, in examining how trade might
have affected the Kiangsu rural economy,
it is essential to ask how much of this
“native produce” collected at Shanghai
came from Kiangsu itself. It is well-known
that junk transport, much of which would
have escaped scrutiny from Imperial Mari-
time Customs, was very widely employed
and could have carried. ‘‘native produce”
ces into Shanghai. It is
2veni'then, that a substantial
ymount of what was collected in Shanghai
id not come from Chiang-nan itself,
although there is no way for us to tell what
proportion this might be of the overall
figures. Fortunately, we also have the
breakdown of this ‘“‘native produce” into
commodities, and this should add some
support to the belief. The relevant figures
are presented in Table 17.

%2 Probably because of a time lapse in reporting, import figures from one city to another do not always
agree with export figures from the exporting city. In terms of the overall trend here, the differences
are small. Figures quoted in Table 16 are taken from the report on Shanghai.

63 Calculated from figures in Imperial Maritime Customs, Returns of Trade an
p. 168; 1904, p. 454.

64 This calculation does not take into accoun double«cr‘
60 percent. However, this estimate
produce as high a yield"
average. The actual produ

ade Reports, 1883,

add to crop acreage by

is hkely to' be' less if we take into account weather conditions.
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TABLEQ ““NATIVE PRODUCE’’ EXPORTED
FROM SHANGHAI 1883 AND 1904
1883 1904

For. exp. Ch. ports For. exp. Ch. ports
silk, raw 10.9 0.1 24.3 0.3
silk, piece goods 0.3 22 1.2 3.6
silk, sundries 0.5 0.1 1.2 0.2
cotton, raw . 0.2 3.0 14.0 1.8
nankeens — 0.6 5.0
cotton yarn 4.1
rice 5.2
flour . . 20
printed books 1.0
straw —

million Hk. taels

Source: Imperial Maritime Customs, Returns of Trade and Trade Reports, 1883, pp. 182-186;

1904, pp. 482-491.

In Table 17, only major items of
exports have been included, but they re-
present 93 percent of the foreign exports
of “native produce’ in 1883, and 81 percent
of this export to Chinese ports in the same
year. In 1904, this was 81 percent of the
foreign exports and 80 percent of the exports
to Chinese ports. The dominant feature of
this table is obvious, namely the very sharp
increase in export in ) ot
both of which were pro
nan area. This was no tched by any
major increase in exports to other Chinese
ports, except for native cloth (nankeen)
and cotton yarn, which came to be factory
manufactured in Shanghai by 1904, and
rice, which was genuinely due to changes
in shipping as much of this was tribute rice.
While the material in this table nonetheless
does not give us clear ideas concerning the
proportion of “native produce” exported
from Kiangsu, it provides very important
background for the increase in production
of silk and cotton that has already been
outlined. It should nonetheless be decisive

85 For comparison, the exe

million taels; 1880, 13.0 mi 90, 7.9 mill;

mports-for various years in Shanghai are:
1900, 3.8 mill.;

from this material that increase in produc-
tion in rural Kiangsu was prompted to a
large extent by expansion in foreign trade.

It may well be, as Rhoads Murphy
noted for Tientsin, that foreign trade was
little more than a “drop in the bucket” in
terms of China’s total volume of trade
seem ‘that there were
. rade, extremely local-
the ‘Chiang-nan area. As a result
ade development, there was rapid
expansion of the market for cotton and
silk, i.e. rural cash crops, in the 1870 to
1911 period. Thus, although for China in
general, there was an unfavourable trade
balance throughout practically every year in
the period, for the Chiang-nan area, if we
use the import and export figures of
Shanghai as a guide, there was a favorable,
though small, balance.®

Handicraft industry and imports. The
most heated discussion concerning the effects
of foreign imports is the alleged displace-
ment of rural handlcraft industries. In order
n. perspectlve I have

1870, 6.6
1910, 16.9 mill.
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outlined the nature of the external trade.
It is necessary now to give an account of
Kiangsu’s handicraft industries.

In a sense, all the traditional industries
in China were handicrafts, although even
then, they varied considerably in the com-
bination of manual labour and mechanical
devices. In its broadest sense, the term
handicraft is used to cover such different
trades as the village tinker and the silk-
weaving workshops of Nanking whose pro-
ducts supplied the Imperial household.
There is no reason why the te ould
not be thus used, ) ~
noted that the village tinker and the’ Imper1a1
looms served a different ‘market. At the
level of the village and the standard market
town, there were, as one would expect, a
large variety of servicing industries, ranging
from the production of agricultural and
household implements to repairs, to sauce-
making and various other forms of food
processing, as well as the making of wine.
These were the most local industries, which
seldom reached even the records of the
gazetteer — they were no more noted than,
say, the village barber or the journeyman,
whom everybody knew had existed, and

could be taken for granted. Forelgn -

ports in 1870 to 191
that could displace
industries.%¢ i

The industries that are recorded in the
gazetteers are already on a higher level.
For its industries, the Ch’ing-p’u hsien chih
(1879), for instance, noted the production

of cotton cloth, shoes, weaving looms, in-
cense-burners which were once famous but
not any longer produced, and various kinds
of foodstuffs, including wine and several
local specialities. The Chou-chuang chen
chih noted its fine combs and bamboo
ware.®” These are by no means complete
lists. Unless the gazetteer entry also gives
some detailed description, they were pro-
bably entered not so much because they
were common as because it was a matter
‘ ien was also productive
items. Frequently, these
istings are interesting for their omissions
as much as for their entries. Wu-hsi hsien,
the major rice center in Kiangsu, does not
record the presence of rice-milling as its
industries, although clearly rice milling
existed. Unlike the specialities of weaving,
perhaps some famous porcelain, or wine-
making, most handicrafts connected with
agriculture were taken for granted.

There are good reasons why this should
be so. The industries which made a diffe-
rence to the district’s economy were the
ones which could be exported outside the
district. Quite aside fromsits quality, the
fame { h : cciuon ~Weaving of the Sung-
! - e silk of Soochow and

nking, was that these were items which
were sold not only in Kiangsu, but in
numerous other provinces as well. There
were just several other items which could
have this status, e.g. the stoneware of I-hsing
and perhaps to some extent, the processing
of salt in some of the Chiang-pei areas

66 Compare, for instance, the reference to local industry by Arthur Smith (1899) with accounts in the
gazetteers, The Westerners noted the village tinker and cobbler, while the local gazetteers omitted them.
One of the best listing of handicrafts I have come across is for Wu-chin and Yang-hu, in Chigng-su No.
5 (1903), which gives 64 items of foodstuffs, 36 items of clothing, 57 items of sundry articles, 17 items
connected with minerals, and 134 items of farming and fishing instruments produced in the two districts.
Foodstuﬁ’s mclude bean curd various kinds of wine, noodles, ﬂour sauces, 0il, essed meat. Cloth-

5, ies include fire-crackers,
ood, lacquer and rattan

articles, fans.
87T CRing-p’u hsien chi



would also be included.® It was widely
understood that it was with the success of
these industries that Chiang-nan could have
supported its very dense population.

There can be no question that after the
Taiping Rebellion, the silk industries never
recovered their former level of production,
although in the raising of silk worms therc
was clearly an increase in extent. Before
the Taiping Rebellion, the major silk-weav-
ing areas were Soochow, Nanking, and
Sheng-tse chen.  Soochow had
looms, Nanking had 35,4 the ‘¢ity
another 15,000 in villa side After
the Rebellion, Soochow and Nanking were
reduced to about 5,000 Jooms each, and
there were also 8,000 looms in Sheng-tse.
Moreover, after the rebellion, Chinkiang had
1,300 looms, Tan-yang (near Chinkiang)
another 200, and a market town, Ta-i-ting,
near Soochow another 500, making the total
for Kiangsu approximately 20,000. The
destruction caused by the rebellion might
have accounted partly for the decline, but
partly this was also due to the change in
the market. The change has not been
satisfactorily explained, but after 1870, the
expansion in the market was. for raw sﬂk
Perhaps, as Feuerwerker c
could also have been som
the city woven silk mar ‘
cotton cloth, but there is little evidence for
this. Rather, the demand for raw silk could
well have diverted supply from the native
silk-weaving industry, which, given also the

% For I-hsing stoneware, see I-hsing Ching-ch’i hsin-chih (1882) 1/66b-67a.
in The Chinese Economic Monthly 3:3 (1926) pp. 121-126.
% Imperial Maritime Customs, Silk (1917) pp. 69-85.

and “The Pottery or Ihing”

(1972).

_price . of:. foreig

ton- rose steadily.
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lack of expansion in the woven silk market
was never given a chance to recover.%
Much of the argument concerning the
displacement of rural handicrafts is over
the cotton industry, and on this subject
many careful studies have been conducted,
notably by Yen Chung-p’ing, P’eng Tse-i,
Masaaki Oyama, and Yoshiro Hatano.™
This is the one area in the discussion of
the Kiangsu economy for.which one can
ssources,” with only minor
ary material.
Y presents statistics to the effect that
foreign-made yarn and cloth were imported
in increasing quantities from 1870 to 1911.
Added to this, there is considerable descrip-
tive material from both local gazetteers and
general reports that local spinning and
weaving were being displaced. Yen, Oyama,
and Hatano, however, make a distinction
between the production of hand-spun yarn
and that of hand-woven cloth. The chief
factors in the competition between hand-
spun yarn and machine-spun yarn (im-
ported), according to Yen, were cheaper
yarn from India, and increasing demand for
Chinese cotton. Thus, on'the one hand, the
n in China declined,
1d, the price of cot-
The increasing cost of
raw material and the availability of a
cheaper substitute were responsible for
stifling the handicraft spinning industry,
despite much initial hostility to foreign yarn.
In the case of hand-woven cloth, however,

‘whllc on, the othe

See also “K’o Li” (1969),

Albert Feuerwerker (1970), E-tu Zen Sun

Some connection between the export of silk and the development of silk weaving in the cities

is clearly brought out in SP(KS) 3.8.13, which reported that as silk prices rose in the previous year,

many workshops were closed. Employers took advantage of the tight job market 0
and as the silk trade recovered in the following year, workmen
Also, according to SP(KS) 21.2.24, in 1895 @grugg the

wages.
silk to Manchuria was tempor
See also P’eng Tse-i (1957) v

79Yen Chung-p’ing (1963), Plen

backion wages,
etumed to former

-1.(1957), 0yama Masaaki (1960), Yoshihire Hatano (1961).
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with cheaper yarn, there was higher pro-
duction, and Chinese hand-woven cloth held
its own against foreign competition. In fact,
there was considerable expansion of hand-
weaving. According to Yen, the difference
between yarn and cloth lay in the inter-
national situation: While yarn was import-
ed cheaply from India, and later Japan,
cloth was produced primarily in England,
at higher costs than it could be produced
in China.

The material that P’eng presents as

evidence of the los
cloth market can ti
of Yen’s argument. he
that was said to have ‘lost to foreign com-
petition, and later to city-based machine
manufacture in China, was native cloth
using hand-spun yarn. Another reason for
reports of the loss of market for hand-woven
cloth is that many areas formerly importing
Chiang-nan cloth took up weaving when
foreign imports made yarn more readily
available. Thus, in the 1840’s, there were
reports of imported cloth displacing hand-
spun cloth in the Soochow area, while in
the 1880°s, the complaint was that profits
from weaving were decreasing, not because
native cloth could not sell, but because
cotton cloth became. in ral ) :
per.t In fact, acco to Yen, Oyama
and Hatano, there considerable per-
sistence of the hand-produced material, both
yarn and cloth, in Kiangsu, even with the
foreign competition. Hatano and Oyama
quote Japanese sources that describe house-
hold production based on locally produced
cotton yarn as late as 1898 in the Shanghai

area, each household owning one to several
weaving machines.*? Hatano, moreover,
shows that native spun yarn was used in
combination with foreign yarn in weaving,
as this was thought to produce a cloth of
a higher quality than both purely native or
foreign cloth, while its cost was halfway
between the two.”® Yen Chung-p’ing quotes
a survey of 140 households in Shanghai in
1930 to show that there were still 47 house-
holds out of this which. carried out spmmng
g a total of 638 spinning
“weaving machines.”* Yen
quotes a 1933 report from 373 #Asien to
the effect that 38 percent of the cotton crop
in Kiangsu was not sold, but was kept on
the farm by the cultivator, partly to make
cotton quilts, and partly for raw material
for hand-spun yarn.”™
On the extension of the cotton cloth
producing area, there is clear evidence for
its extension only into Hsii-chou fu and
T’ung chou in Kiangsu. The cotton yarn
imported via Chinkiang was designated for
Honan, Shantung, as well as North Kiangsu,
part of which was used in Hsii-chou. The
Feng hsien chih (1894) steports that by
i ¢loth from Feng hsien had
T a w1de area. The

mg among its mdustnal produce.”® T'ung
chou, moreover, became one of the major
producing areas for hand-woven cotton
cloth.

The Maritime Customs’ Returns of
Trade in Chinkiang in 1893 argues that
there were 4,000 to 5,000 hand machines
for weaving in T’ung chou, and as late as

7t The 1840’s account is from Pao Shih-chen, 26/34b. For reports in 1880’s, see Chia-ting hsien chih
and Sung-chieng fu hsii chih, quuoted in P’eng Tse-i (1957) II, p. 222,

72 Hatano (1961) pp. 530-1, Oyama (1960) pp. 82-86.

"% Hatano (1961), p. 524, quoting Jspanese Consul in Amoy, 1898

74 Yen (1963) p. 241

75 ibid., p. 252.

78 Feng Hsien chih (
(1957) pp. 244-5 quoting

ing-tu chih (1904) 50b-51a; and Peng Tsed



1933, according to Yen Chung-p’ing, there
were 63,000 families engaged in cotton
weaving, with 83,000 machines, much of
which was still being carried on by the
family farms. Yen’s monthly production
statistics for 1933-1936 show that production
was complementary to seasonal farm work.™
Elsewhere in Chiang-pei, there is no evi-
dence of the widespread adopting of weaving.

In a survey in 1934, it was found that
the total production of -hand-woven. cloth
as a household indusﬁ‘ millic
pieces per year, with the 1ghest produc’uon
in Nan-t’'ung (former- T’ung chou), Chiang-
yin, Wu-chin, and Ch’ang-shu. 78  This in-
dicates that with the introduction of foreign
yarn and production of machine yarn from
the factories of the major cities, the centers
of cotton weaving in Kiangsu as a household
industry were moving away from Sung-
chiang into the bordering predominantly
rural areas. There was also the tendency
for the organization of cotton weaving into
some form of workshop management, al-
though still using primitive machinery. The
Pao-shan hsien chih argues that the increas
in factories had bee :
decline in the price of
resulting in lower profits for household
workshops.” Tn a list of workshops for
hand-woven cloth. P’eng shows that these
workshops had started between 1899 and
1911 in Hua-t'ing, Ch’ang-shu. Wu-chin,
Chiang-tu, Hai-man, Pao-shan. T-hsing, Nan-
t'ung, Chiang-yin, Soochow, Wu-hsi, and
Chia-t’ing.%°

On the other hand, as P’eng Tse-i noted,
the development of foreign trade was a

77 Oyama (1960) p. 62; Yen Chung-ping (1963) pp. 263-4.

78 Yen Chung-p’ing ibid., p. 246.

79 Pao-shan hsien hsii-chih 21) 6/8
80 P’epg Tse-i (1957) pp
$1ipid, pp. 343, 431447.
%2 Wang Yeh-chien (1973:
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stimulus for a large variety of new handi-
crafts in the treaty ports and their vicinity.
One large item was the making of wax
candles and soap, reported in Nanking,
Soochow, T’an-yang, and Pao-shan. There
was also some mechanization of traditional
industries, notably in oil pressing, flour-
milling, and the cotton and silk industries.
In a hstmg give fig) between 1884

\ in Kiangsu began oil
F h were in Chiang-pei.
so gives an interesting series of

statistics on the number of establishments

and workers for 25 industries by province
in 1912, and Kiangsu was prominently
represented in, besides cotton and silk,
pottery, paper making, oil and wax, wine,
sugar, tobacco, printing, rattan and bamboo,
and hide and leather.5!

Salt. Salt production was organized in
the Ch’ing dynasty as a government mono-
poly, from which came 15 percent of the
central government’s revenue in 1908.%2
Tdeally, in thls arrangem . salt production

S . The supervision involved the
division of the country into salt-producing
and salt-consuming districts, such that salt
produced in any locality was designated for
a particular district, and every locality was
covered. Kiangsu produced salt, but ad-
ministratively was divided into three divi-
sions: The bulk of the province was in
the Liang-Huai district, sub-divided into
Huai-nan, (Chiang-ning, Yang-chou, T'ung
chou) and Huai-pei (Huai-an, Hai chou,
and parts of Hsii-chou). All of Chiang-nan
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outside Chiang-ning was in ‘the Chekiang
salt district. A small portion of Hsii-chou
fu was in the Shantung salt district.83
Liang-Huai was salt-producing, while
the Chekiang salt district area in Kiangsu
was salt-consuming. Huai-pei salt was ex-
ported to Anhwei and Honan, and Huai-nan
salt supplied the entire Yangtze Valley to
the border of Kuei-chou Province. How-
ever, the area of Chiang-nan outside
Chiang-ning imported salt from Chekiang.
In volume, the Liang-Huai was the I‘lCh
salt-producing area in '
sible for 23.1 percen .
income of the Central- Government. The
difficulty of the salt trade, from the point
of view of the Government operators, was
the prevalence of “smuggling”, ie. the
production and transport (illegally) away
from Government management. In the first
few decades of the 19th century, ‘“‘smugg-
ling” had developed in close connection
with the slump in the sale of Government
salt in the Liang-Huai. In order to com-
pensate for the loss taken by Liang-Huai
merchants, the price of salt was raised, with
the result that illegal salt became even more
marketable. In the 1840’s, the Liang-Huai

salt had been reformed: hereditary merchant
t of the trade’

households for the mana
were abolished, and ticket e issued for
the sale of salt on an open ““first-come-first-
served” basis. This was successful for a
while, but in 1864, the Liang-Huai adminis-
tration reverted to a limited number of
large merchants.

The earlier reforms in the 1840’s were
hinged on lowering the cost of Government
salt and tightening control. From the
1850’s, however, as it was necessary to raise
funds locally to support military operations,
local commanders imposed their own taxa-
tion on the transport of goods, a tax known
as the likin (li-chin). Salt was one of the
major items thus taxed. The reforms of

83 See Tomi Saeki (1956)
84 Thomas Metzger (1962), .

“ David F:

1864 did not extend to a reform of the
salt likin, which was levied quite apart from
the sale at the point of production. The
likin income from salt soon came to exceed
the income from sale. As likin was charged
on salt in transit, undoubtedly it included
also some ““illegal salt”. There were many
though. of salt attempts “smugglers” to
by-pass likin stations, and they led to a
considerable number of violent incidents, as
ns and ‘the salt “‘smug-
: armed. There is no
n from 1870 to 1911 that illegal
“salt declined, and * ‘smuggling” remained a
constant source of conflict.3

Indicators of trends of trade

Table 18 shows the value of trade as
noted in Shanghai and Chinkiang, the value
of likin for general goods in the whole of
Kiangsu, and the value of the likin on salt.
The figures on Shanghai and Chinkiang are
from the Maritime Customs, and are well
documented. The likin figures are from
reports to the Board of Revenue (Hu pu)
in Peking and_ are somewhat more pro-
blematic. = :

The figures for Shanghal and Chinkiang
are the sum of imports from foreign coun-
tries and from other places in China,
including imports from other ports and
“native produce of local origin”. Much of
this was re-exported, and so these figures
are the gross trade value for these cities,
and not the value of net import. These
gross figures reveal the level of economic
activities of the city, and perhaps also its
immediate suburb, but not the region in
general. It must be remembered also that
these figures are given in silver, and depre-
ciation has not yet been taken into account.
In terms of silver value e trade of
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difference had come from the different posi-
tions of the two cities. When Chinkiang was
founded as a treaty port, foreigners had
believed that it had the potential to develop
into the collecting center for the more inland
Yangtze provinces as well as Chiang-pei.
However, Chinkiang never actually acquired
this position, although it remained the chief
port for import and export for the Chiang-
pei area. The collecting center for the rich

rice growing province, Kiangsi, continued

to be Wu-hu, which was,
trade in 1877. The
was therefore much more moderate.

The difficulty with-the ‘Customs figures
is that they do not reveal the general trade
of the province, particularly internal trade.
This is the reason for turning to likin figures,
even though likin figures are also likely to
be problematic. As an internal transit tax,
the likin was more related to internal trade,
and by 1870, they had been completely
re-organized, and were collected from seve-
ral hundred stations throughout Kiangsu.®
The figures here are for the likin on general
goods, which in Kiangsu ranged from food-

opened. for foreig

stuffs (including daily necessities such as

meat, grain, and oil),
other handicrafts, ra aterial, tq acco,
and medicines. Occasiot Hy,: in times of
famine, likin on rice might be waived by
provincial authorities. However, from the
point of view of trying to discover the trend
of internal trade, one serious drawback is
that goods designated for foreign export
could be shipped without likin on the ac-
quisition of a “‘transit pass”, and there was
considerable abuse of the transit pass system.
Moreover, although there was a standard
rate for the taxing of goods in transit
(approximately 5 percent ad valorem for
each station passed), the likin management
was known to be highly inefficient and
corrupt, which was iderably. di eren
from the Maritime Cu \

8 Lo Yii-tung (1936) pp 27.55.

TABLE 18. INDICATORS OF ANNUAL TRADE
Shanghai Chinkian,
foreign foreigng Likin l?lffri
trade trade

1870 106.3 9.3 2.6 1.8
1871 123.3 10.6 2.8 1.7
1872 131.3 149 25 19
1873 124.3 12.2 23 20
1874 105.0 19 1.9
-109.2 . 1.7 18
11.0 1.6 2.0
11.2 16 19
110.8 14.8 19 2.3
131.3 136 20 23
1880 134.8 144 — 2.1
1881 1417 15.9 — 22
1882 1225 148 18 21
1883 110.3 123 19 21
1884 113.1 120 2.1 25
1885 1279 128 20 22
1886 1325 12.8 1.9 20
1887 135.1 14.2 23 2.2
1888 146.8 128 — 20
1889 145.5 122 - 2.1
1890 145.1 15.1 23 2.2
1891 165.4 15.7 2.1 2.1
1892 166.6 16.9 23 2.3
1893 176.6 172 2.2 2.2
1894 1955 1920 ¢ 23 —_
1895 . 2186, 297 34 —
1896 2267 111229 29 1.9
26560 24 2.8 19
2510 23.2 1.6 22
306.6 25.6 N 22
2435 23.3 29 2.0
298.3 274 3.3 2.0
345.9 30.1 31 18
1903 351.1 45 33 —
1904 404.9 323 31 —
1905 443.8 333 3.0 —
1906 4218 35.8 3.0 —
1907 3926 329 2.8 —
1908 396.9 329 3.0 —_
1909 449.1 34.1 — —
1910 471.0 26.5 — —
1911 484.1 24.2 — —_—

in ’000,000 taels. (Hk. tl. for Shanghai

and Chinki thers: not specified.)
Sour mperi ime Customs, Returns

of T . “Trade Reports; Lo Yi-
ung (1936) p. 486, Liu Chuan (1933-
2) p. 147.
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If we examine the trend of likin re-
ceipts, it will be seen that there was a steady
decline from 1870 to the late 1880°s. After
that the figures increased again steadily.
The sudden decrease in 1898 and 1899 was
due not to a loss of revenue, but to the
fact that for these years, the Maritime
Customs collected part of the likin. The
question to answer, despite all the short-
comings of these figures, is whether there
are reasons to believe that the general trend
in trade could have corresponded to .this:
Lo Yii-tung, who ¢
that it is possible t|
1870’s and the 1880’s could have been due
to corruption. The difficulty with this ex-
planation is that the same argument can be
applied equally to the 1890’s and the 1900’s.
If there are grounds to believe it at all,
one would expect corruption to be more
rampant after 1900 when much local
management was in the hands of local
people. The point here is not to dispute
the weakness of the data, but to argue in
the absence of any consistent program to
change the likin, the many forces that dis-
torted the figures were probably somewhat
random, and that the general trends wer
the trends of internal trade
were attempts to inc . af
1900, but although mi f this came as
new tax items broadly ‘classed under likin
also, it was not as part of the likin on
general goods, and these other items have
already been excluded. More will have to
be said about the importance of the con-
version from silver to copper. However, if
we convert these likin figures to their copper
value (i.e. the value of the common currency
for small items of trade), it should be

noted that the increase in likin receipts was
much more moderate than suggested by
these silver values.®® If this reflects the
situation of internal trade, the picture of
the development of trade in Kiangsu in
1870 to 1911 is that but for the increase
connected with foreign trade, the trading
pattern in the province remained steady,
with a very slow increase. This is highly
likely. In terms 0 e descriptive data

i ] s that one reads about
ith foreign trade with
evelopments in internal trade.
The figures for salt likin are only of
limited application, but are useful if we wish
to examine the economy of such a city as
Yangchow, which remained the center of
the Liang-Huai salt trade. In view of the
great constancy of these figures in their
silver value, however, it is difficult not to
be highly suspicious of their accuracy, and
this series of figures is actually resorted to
in the absence of any reliable indicator for
Chiang-pei cities. In terms of their copper
value, these figures imply that there was a
moderate increase to the 1880’s, after which
ne, but this, again, is
ept, as there is very

langsu, and all indications were that the
Liang-Huai administration continued to lead
in salt production.

A note on the cities

Enough has been said to show that the
cities played a very important role in
Kiangsu’s rural economy. First and fore-
most, the cities were seats of government,
and as such they were the centers for tax

88 Comparable figures are, when weighted by copper price of silver:

1870
1875

3,104
1,985
2,288

The increase in 1895 is
suddenly dropped.

1895




collection as well as ‘many aspects of local
organization. 1In the economic network, the
cities were important centers for trade, and
in the late 19th century in particular, of
foreign trade and some degree of industrial
development. Tt was this aspect of the city
that led directly to the development of
cash crops in the countryside. Both the
administrative aspect of the city as well as
this economic aspect were part of a long

tradition, by no means a new development

in the late 19th century, .. As 1s well: known
the centers of urban de
from the Grand Canal ‘o the coast after
the Taiping Rebellion (ie. from Soochow
and Nanking to Shanghai).®

The industrial development in the cities
of Kiangsu is well documented, and there
is hardly any need to retrace the details.
Until well into the 1890’s, industrial deve-
lopment was at best only a beginning, and
all the way to 1911, it was trade, linking
the hinterland, other ports in China, and
foreign countries, that was the prime mover
of expansion. Given this situation, the mo-
derate rate of expansion, even for Shanghai,
was as may be expected. It is a foregone
conclusion, too, that a working populatio;
grew that was depende wages,
employment was easily affected by trade
fluctuations. Tt should also be all too clear
that another sizable portion of the city
population subsisted not on trade but on
extraction from the rual economy, partly
from rent, and partly from tax. The land-
lord might prefer the city for its comfort,
while the magistracy and other government
offices provided employment for a host of
“underlings”. There were also the mer-
chants, as well as the very large servicing

ural Economy of Kiangsu Province, 1870-1911
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industry, whose rank and file would range
from personal servants to secretarial posi-
tions to actors and operators of tea-houses.
What distinguished this population from the
countryside, aside from such questions as
the standard of living, was its lack of an
income directly from agriculture — with the
exception of the magistracy and the land-
lords. This was true not only for the major
cities, but also for it 3

regular population, the

: y collected large numbers
of” rural refugees It was a perpetual
phenomenon in 19th century China that in
winter and in times of famine, rural people
would drift into the city as this was the
place where relief would be given out.
These people were frequently referred to as
vagabonds (yu-min)— in Kiangsu, often as
““Chiang-pei vagabonds™ — not only because
they did not have a steady position, but
also because it was believed that they did
not belong to the city. This last distinction
is not only terminological: in Ch’ing ad-
ministrative concepts, a beggar was con-
sidered a member of the city'in a way that

] ~ was not. Beggars,
uld be banded into

Pdﬂ‘c ia under a beggar chief, but the
Chiang-pei vagabond was supported as a

moral duty through the period of food short-
age and then told to leave.’®

The escape from famine in rural areas
was known as f'ao-fang. During a famine
year, entire villages would leave, en masse,
to the major cities, where they expected to
find famine relief. In North China, the
regions with the most serious famine were
Chiang-pei, Shantung, Honan, and Anhwei,
and famine refugees from these areas would

8T A general view on this shift can be seen from Gilbert Rozman (1973) pp. 224- 227 and Rhoads

Murphey (1953).

88 ] know of no attempt to estimate the composition of .the
however, from discussions in_Jean Chesneaux {1968

(1931) pp. 92-180.

82 Hsii Tung’s Pao-chia-si
in 1868, for instance, contains.r

Seme ldeas can be gained,
), and Chou Ku-ch’eng

Mu-ling-shu ‘chi-yao, re-issued by Ting Jih-ch’ang, Governor of Kiangsu
gulations for registration of beggars.
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travel all the way to Peking or to the cities
in the Yangtze or the li-khsia-ho area in
search of relief. There is no question that
many perished on the way, and only a
fraction reached the cities. The descriptions
that are available say that they came with
their pots and pans, under some form of
organization of their own, and were pre-
pared to settle in until the following spring.
In the major famines, the numbers that
reached the cities were staggering, and partly
contributed to the general disruption th
was frequently associated with ‘them.
1876, the number that ’ ’
60,000 to 70,000 in Chmg-chiang -p’u and
42,000 in Yangchow. There were some
9,000 in Nanking, and over 10,000 in
Soochow and Ch’ang-chou, Sung-chiang, and
Tai-ts’ang. In 1898, 40,000 refugees camp-
ed in Yangchow, and some 100,000 in
Cl’ing-chiang-p’u, the refugees having ar-
rived at a rate of some 2,000 per day. In
1907, Ch’ing-chiang-p’u reported the im-
possible figure of 600,000 refugees, Yang-
chow 50,000 “by actual count”, and Nanking
30,000. There were reports of famine re-
fugees in Soochow and other Chiang-nan
cities also in times of famine, but not to
the extent of Ch’ing-chi
chow. [t seems that m

was given out in these two northern cmes

as a matter of policy:. and this did have
the effect of successfully diverting the re-
fugee population from the major Chiang-nan
cities. %

The refugees of Chiang-pei were fre-
quently associated with petty theft, small
fights, and secret societies. There is little

90 There were many reports on these refugees.

*t David Faure

question as to the disruption that they could
cause, but Ch’ing magistrates were know-
ledgeable in their handling of this problem.
Throughout the 19th century, it was a
regular policy to organize relief for refugees
in times of famine as well as in winter.
The refugee shelter (hsi-liu-so) in the city
was one of the regular features of local
charity, and gruel was regularly distributed.
The distribution of gruel (cooked rice
thinned out. with ‘water) was not the same

:pohcy as cheap sale of rice in times of bad

harvests. - The former was designed to
benefit a dislocated population, while the
latter to lower the price of rice for the
local inhabitants. There are very clear
records for the famine organization in 1876
and 1907 in Ch’ing-chiang-p’u. In 1877 in
Yangchow, for instance, 11 refugee shelters
were established and 17 in Ch’ing-chiang-
p’u. Every five days, uncooked rice was
distributed to registered refugees, with a
small sum of cash for fuel. There was
distribution of clothes, medical stations were
set up, with special treatment allowed for
pregnant women, and the dead were quickly
buried. In 1907, similar'tefugee settlements

a;;othél' ;aspect of the city organ-
, not so well documented but of
enormous importance to the rural economy,
was banking. For the most part, banking
was an important aspect of the city’s
pricing mechanism, and for those cities
which were involved in foreign trade in the
last years of the 19th century, it also became
significant for its involvement in specula-
tion®2 The involvement of local banks

The reports used here are SP(KS) 2.10.15, 2.10.17,

3.1.29, 3.2.05, 3.11.08, 3.11.28, 4.8.12, 9.11.20; NCH 1877-1: 444, 1898-1: 105, 530-1, 1906-4: 515, 1907-1:

44, 59, 63, 281.

®1 SP(KS) 3.3.03. There are also some excellent photographs of the refugee camp at Ch’mg-chlang

p’'u in a supplement to NCH Feb. 1, 1907.

92 There were financial crises in Shanghai in 1867, 1883, 1897, 1910.  The cause: of the 1867 crisis is

not clear.
speculation.
to meet their commxtments

Han-sheng (1964) and C. Joh\. ]

In 1883, it was partly through the loss of\»mvestmem in the sﬂk tr

. fen- hang (1960) pp. 15-16, 44-53, 56-57, 74-75. Ch’ian
:(1961) give an interesting account of the 1883 crisis.

‘\gnd partly from land




(ch’ien-chuang) in pricing is a problem too
complicated to work out in full here, but
it worked roughly in the following manner:
Ch’ing China had a dual currency, in silver
and copper, with little effective government
regulation. The banks decided on a daily
rate for silver and copper conversion, and
prices were adjusted accordingly by mer-
chants. The banks also issued credit notes,
again without government control, and this
meant that they could alter the volume of
currency on the market on their own credit;
The rate at which
valent to silver deper r:fae
but the actual rate of ersmn was re-
gulated by the banks. " As the price of silver
declined throughout the second half of the
19th century, the conversion ratio was
adjusted accordingly. As government tried
to alter the conversion ratio when new
currencies were introduced, the banks bar-
gained with the government. It was through
the banks that government finance and large
businesses, both of which calculated in silver,
were regulated from day to day such that
despite a steadily declining price of silver,
prices of other commodities in copper re-

mained steady for much of the 1870 to 1911 ;

period. As a considerabl
cultural produce was
pricing made possible by the banks was an
important element of the rural economy.%
While the countryside was still pre-
dominantly in the copper sector of the
market, the major cities, ie. Shanghai,
Soochow, Nanking, quickly switched over
to silver dollars. Currency fluctuations thus
came to have different effects in the cities
from the countryside. In the next section,
this issue will have to be gone into in some
detail, but a brief introduction is useful
nonetheless at this stage. In brief, then,
there was a depreciation of the silver cur-
rency in terms of the copper currency for

93 SP(KS) 3.10.05, 3.10

helow.

he Rural Econoiny of Kiangsu Protvince. 1870-1911

ee also NCH 1896-2:
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most of the period from 1870 to 1911.
This depreciation was arrested some time in
the early 1900°s, when the copper currency
also depreciated, in terms of commodity
prices. The price of rice in the cities
followed fairly closely the value of silver.
Before 1895, the price of rice was low when
the price of silver was high, in the con-
text of fairly constant copper prices but a
ﬂuctuatmg copper >xchange rate. The

~ er, however, drove
dented levels in the 1900’s,
tremendous impact on the general
social condition in Kiangsu. It is important
not only to find out how these changes in
the currency affected the countryside, but
also to appreciate that the countryside would
be affected quite differently from the city
because of their different positions in the
production process.

Already, this is beginning to indicate a
complicated situation, and to make sense
out of this, it will be necessary to devote
much more space to the subject. However,
let me note just one simple explanation on
the oopper~s11ver depreciation. which will be
helpful Wei-ying “his study of the

3 £:1926-1931, commented
general on the earlier decades, and
to the conclusion that in silver depre-
ciation, the silver prices of imports and
exports, and domestic items, would vary
differently. As international trade was
priced basically on gold, a lowering of silver
prices meant that for China, import prices
would rise immediately and export prices
would follow. As domestic prices were not
directly affected, domestic prices would rise
only with a considerable time lag. As a
first approximation, this is a very interesting
explanation of price changes, and would
also guide us to focus our attention on the
cities closely i wport and export

97-1: 149, 1897-2: 985 quoted on pp. 4345
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to search for the . of the copper-sﬂver

conversion.®* However, this explanation is
based on the belief that China was a silver
standard country, and as will be shown in
the next section, the situation was some-
what more complicated than this.

Prices and inflation

Most discussions of the rural standard
of living in late Ch’ing China devote much
more attention to production than to mar
keting. Tt shoul ?
however, that thi :
the conclusion th lverse effects on the
standard of llvmg in the late 19th century
did not stem from contraction of production,
but from fluctuations in the market. To
explore this issue requires some discussion
of rural marketing, comparison of prices,
and then, in the case of 19th century China.
an understanding of the currency system and
money supply.

The grain trade

It is useful to begin with the example

of the grain trade because this consm;uted ;

a very large section
cultural produce a ;
see in this example the different effects on
different segments of the population.

24 Lin Wei-ying (1935) pp. 90-92.

Briefly, grain entered the market partly
through direct sale by the peasant-producer,
and partly through rent, where rent was paid
in kind, as was the case in most of Kiangsu.
The notable exception to this would be the
Soochow area, where rent was commuted
to cash, in which case the peasant-producers
marketed their own produce. Even if the
amount that entered the market as rent can
only be crudely estlmated thlS must have

ikely to be substantial after allowance is
made for consumption and seeds.

The priority of farm consumption is
of great importance to any question con-
cerning grain prices and the peasants’
standard of living. It is a matter of some
surprise that this is as a rule not noted by
writers on the subject. with the exception
of Fei Hsiao-tung and J. L. Buck. Accord-
ing to Fei, the Kiangsu peasant reserved
a years’ food supply before he marketed the
excess, no matter how high current prices
were, because the price for the rest of the
Where rent was paid
. low price of grain would
nduce the sale of a larger amount, as the
proceeds had to cover rent payment. Data
from J. L. Buck’s survey on the proportion
of farm produce consumed on the farm

%3 (1) Let us assume that the amount marketed was all that was above subsistence level for the
(2) It has already been argued (p. 400) that for rented
(3) Proportion of crops marketed on

Kiangsu rural population less tax and overheads.
land, subsistence was the amount left after rent and overheads.
rented land, therefore, was equivalent to rent less tax. (4) Proportion of crops marketed on unrented
land was thus equivalent to the amount paid as rent, less tax, for rented land in the same prefecture. (5)
The total amount marketed= (3) + (4), for each prefecture. (6) The proportion marketed that came from
rent=(3)/[(3) + (4)].
that came from rent would be equal to the propornon of land re;nt’

(7) 1f the rent and tax in the prefecture were umform, the proportion marketed
[n this case, the proportion

)}

2 percent (Su-chou).

This ignores the differ
only the limited area



also confirm this deseri “of the farms’
basic sufficiency in ‘food supply.®¢

Even in areas devoted to cash crops,
I very much doubt if the peasant producer
depended on the market for his subsistence
needs. When a piece of land is said to
be devoted to cotton, for instance, this does
not imply that the land was exclusively
cotton-growing. First, there is the crop
rotation to consider. Second, all the survey
material available shows that even in cotton
areas, a large variety of other crops were
grown. Material presented in.. c
from a survey in 1929
illustration of the use )
Sung-chiang-T’ai-ts’ang : In Ch’uan-
sha, for instance, out of 61 farms surveyed,
each grew on average 3.3 crops, and of
this number of farms, 60 grew rice, 49
grew wheat, 39 grew beans, and 56 grew

rovince, 1870-1911 421
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cotton. Of course, this was a cotton-
producing area.®?

Unless the cultivator had a substantial
income from sources other than crops, it
seems that the situation was unaffected by
periodic shortages. In the period of the
year known as the ch'ing-huang pu-chieh
(where the green does not meet the yellow),
i.e. before the summer crop was harvested,
the farm household might face a shortage
of food. As.a rule, grain prices would rise
: wyear,”® and the same
apply in a year of bad
However, for the farm family, the
usual procedure to tie over a period of
shortage was to turn to a substitute, and
local records are detailed in the description
of the substitutes available. In Kiangsu, it
seems that yam was the most common, but
also peanuts and grain of an inferior quality,

TaBLE 19. NUMBER OF CROPS GROWN IN INDIVIDUAL FARMS IN
CHIANG-NAN COTTON-GROWING AREA

Farms Ave. No. of

Farms growing

otton

surveyed crops rice wheat others
Ch’uan-sha 3.3 56 —
Sung-chiang ) —_ —
Chia-t'ing 50 30 30 30 30 31
Taitsang . . .. 14 30 14 13 6 5 4
Chung-ming . . . 30 30 30 30 6 29 2
Source: Survey of 17 counties in Kiangsu by the China Vocational Society in 1929, quoted in

Alfred Kai-ming Chiu (1933).

%€ See Fei Hsiao-tung (1946), p. 260. J. L. Buck (1930) pp. 356-358 reports also that rice and kaoliang

were also grown as cash crops in some places.

and purchase inferior varieties for their own consumption.
hsien, Honan Province), only one-fifth of the kaoliang and one-fifth of the corn
farmers near Taipingmen Railway Station, in Chiang-ning, who were_ already n
capital in 1930), purchased 45 percent of the rice consumed in
statistics volume pp 229 243
S s documented by 'Chitan Han- sheng and Richard A. Kraus (1975)

97 See also J. L. Buck (1937}
98 The effect of this on r

pp. 17-28.

Cultivators, in general, would sell better quality crops

Even then, in Buck’s example (Sincheng
urchased. The
jor city (national
]ga-mally poor rice crop.




ages, the eating of bark and roots was not
unknown.*®

If this description is true, the fluctuation
of food prices on the market had very little
to do with the peasant producer who paid
his rent in kind. For the little amount that
was sold, a rise in price was to his advant-
age. In examining this, one has to take
into account the complex marketing struc-
ture. For most of the sale of grain would

have originated at the standard market, and

through brokers’ firms
a proportion of t
the pricing level a
ie. the major cities, particularly Shanghai.
Unfortunately, we do not know much about
the dealings at a lower level, over such ques-
tions as how much was paid for milling, as
most peasants did not have their own rice
mills or how local prices at the standard
market town reflected the changes at a higher
level, as we also know that in many places
there were monopolies of individual trade.
This is also the level where the distribution of
local markets might have made a difference.

sorghum, yam, sweet pota
and various aquatic grass ¢
of a very coarse late rice which can be planted.

vid  Faure

' ‘Rehablhtatlon Committee.
ich we have’ data

Unless grain dealers could establish control
over a number of markets, the more points
of sale there were the less likely the success
of a monopoly, and the more likely the
peasant’s sale price would have followed
price fluctuations in the major cities. There

is only one series of statistics for prices at
this level, from Wu-chin hsien from 1896
to the 1920’s, and this shows that prices did
follow the ﬂuctuatlons at hlgher level 100

I examined the
ones on Nanking and Shanghai. The Nan-
king report is by far the more interesting:
In this area, the grain was brought to the
city either by boat or overland. It seems
that the larger dealers would use river
transport, and these were referred to as the
ch’uan-chia (boat dealers), while smaller
dealers, or the producers themselves, would
bring in their grain on mules or by human
carriers. It seems also that the boat dealers
delivered in the main unhusked rice, while

100 The one series .of statistics is from Chang Liluan (1933), who collected the price data from
account books in Wu-chin, which, even then, did not seem to reach the periodic market. Price changes

here followed very closely prices in Shanghai:

Shanghai Wu-chin Shanghai Wu-chin

4 Z;‘:al Index AZLL:al Index AZZ:al Index AZZ:M Index
1894 3.38 100 273 100 1903 6.31 187 5.33 195
1895 3.46 102 268 98 1904 5.48 162 4.22 155
1896 5.02 149 4.68 171 1905 4.31 128 3.33 123
1897 472 140 3.88 142 1906 5.86 173 445 163
1898 585 173 445 163 1907 751 222 6.08 223
1899 4.80 142 383 140 1908 7.06 204
1900 446 132 351 129 1909 169
1901 4.74 140 392 71910 X 211
1902 666 . 197 ) 6.32 232

rice is some

Note also that the Wu-c‘fu

'to 20 percent below the Shanghai price.



the rural occassionals (Asiang-shao) — as the
ones who came ‘in on land were called —
might have had it husked.!” There was a
much greater degree of regulation concerning
the rice brought in by the boat dealers (who
also came from other provinces). There
were independent brokerage firms which
handled the sale to rice wholesalers, and
independent measuring firms which mea-
sured the rice traded. ‘‘Rural occasionals”
delivered the rice on their own to the larger
wholesalers or large retaﬂers

at 10 dollars per shik
in Nanking was 0.15° per picul, and
milling was 0.25 dollar.  The labour cost of
husking and milling was therefore trivial.
However, whether the same applied to rural
areas, we do not know. Many rice dealers,
also, had their own mills.*%2

The peasant-producer who did sell his
rice benefited from rising prices at the level
of the big cities. The landlord who col-
lected rent would be similarly affected, and
one must remember that much land was
owned by small land-owners, who were
themselves bona fide producers. The people

who suffered from a high prlce of gram

clearly then, were not:
grain to sell. And th1 !
wrltmg of the better. economists of the

Wing dynasty. Wang Ching-yiin, for in-
stance, in his discussion on the granary
system, noted that it was more difficult for
local officials to handle the purchase of
grain for granaries than the sale:

101

of Kiangsu Province, 1870-1911

of huskmg

this would drive up prices.

423

“For the management of a granary,
sales are held in spring and early
summer, and purchase in autumn and
winter. This is the established practice.
However, if there is too much purchase,
market prices go up, and this hurts
the people (min). If there is too little
purchase, market prices go down, and
this hurts farmers (nung).’103
Wang wrote m the first. half of the 19th
-noteworthy that even
: the tdistinction between the
vand the nung. This is usually not
cussed in matters concerning granary
management, as the granaries were organized
with the avowed object of being universally
beneficial as reserves against famine, when
in fact, they served to lower agricultural
prices for the cities. 04
If we see the distinction between pro-
ducers and consumers of rice, some of the
descriptions which are present in the records
are easier to understand. In a time of bad
harvest, for instance, grain might be bought
from surrounding areas and transported to
the area affected by b d harvest. One
common feature . in: ractice is the
\ the supplymg area
orbid export of rice, as
As a rule, the
records do not describe the status of the
people who made such demands, but one
would imagine that these were not people
who had grain to sell. Another example:
In a time of good harvest, in areas with
commuted rent, the price of rice dropped.
as there was now an increasing supply, and

One might detect in this a point of economy. Husking reduces the volume of rice by half, and the

weight by 20 percent. The additional weight would have cost much less by sea transport than overland.

192 She-hui ching-chi tiao-ch’a-so (1935: 1 and 2). There was also simil

the 1870’s, see SP(KS) 9.5.15.
%3 Wang Ch’ing-yiin (n.d.) 4/34a
104 See Hsiao Kung-ch'iian
32-39. See also Endymion Will

the granaries and grain purcha;

‘Shanghal in

and Richard A. Kraus (1975) pp.

(1970) for a escrlptmn of the maintenance of price reporting for
hich lasted well into the late 19th century.
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the amount demanded .rent did not
always decline with it. ‘When this happen-
ed, the newspapers reported that the tenant
had had to sell at a low price, and pay
his rent at a high price, hence, the popular
term “‘cheap grain hurts farmers™ (ku-chien
shang-nung). Yet another example: Take
the obscure statement in the Chin-shan hsien
chifi that is quoted by Li Wen-chih as an
instance of food prices under commercial
capital:

“Prices here correspond to Shanghai

prices.

when the price of
those with people
hard time; and when ‘prices are too

low, those dependent on others have a

hard time.”

Most  likely, this refers to employment,
where part of the payment was in food
support, which was the common practice
for wage labour in both city and countryside.
If the employer of the market town and
city, for instance, did not have an indepen-
dent source of grain income, his expenses
depended to a large extent on the price of
grain on the market.2%%

On a long term basis, the price of rlce
was increasing from 1870 to 1911.
interpretation, the increas
rice did not, in itself, low
standard of living. What matters is whether
the increase in the price of rice matched
the increase in the prices of commodities
which counted as his expenditure.

s percent.

Commodity prices compared

Tables 20 and 21 give the prices of
silk (and cocoon), cotton, bean, beancake,
yarn, and cloth, as well as the price of
rice.’® In the remainder of this section,
1 shall outline briefly the changes in these
prices, and how they affected standard of
living. There are various methods that can
be used in the ana1y51s However, as 1

elative increases,

As the fu gazetteer recordsg. i

marﬂy not exported Their pnce changes
in the long run were similar:

Rice Bean Beancake
1870-9 3.26 1.0 n.a.
1880-9 3.07 1.2 n.a.
1890-9 401 16 1.2
1900-9 5.80 22 18

Rice in dollars per picul, bean and

beancake in Hk.T1. per picul
For both beans and rice, prices were re-
latively stable in the first half of the period.
There was an increase of 30 percent in
the 1890’s, and a further increase in the
1900’s whil ounted to 45 percent for
: cent ‘for beans. For the
sriod, beancake increased by 50
Beancake was one of the principal
fertilizers for Chiang-nan, and had to be
purchased by the peasant-producer.2*” How-
ever, it should be clear that the discrepancy
in price changes was small.

105 See SP(KS) 5.12.27, 6.9.28, NCH 1886-1:171. The quotation is from Li Wen-chih (1957) p. 557.

108 Notably missing here are the two price indices used in many studies of the rural economy after
1870: the Wu-chin index of farm prices, and the Nankai index. For the 1870 to 1911 period, the items
which make up the Wu-chin index are rice, wheat, beans. The data on rice have been compared with prices
in Shanghai (see footnote 100), and found to have varied similarly. The wheat prices will have to be
further considered. The Wu-chin index also provides information on peasants’ expenditure, which
however, is based on very sparse data before 1911. The Nankai Index is deceptive as a guide to prices
within the country as it consists mainly of import-export items. It is far more accurate to consider
the individual commodities separately until we have a much better know dge of . the composition of
these different items in aggregate income and expendlture Jn \dlﬁ’ﬁr aces‘ and among different
sectors of the population. { i

197 Beancake was also a major. ]
that in 1887 the sale was 1 to 2 million pieces at

e ﬁ&an -yi .hszen chih (1888) 6/12a notes
' catties per piece.
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'PRICES OF AGRICULTURAL PRODUCE, 1870-1911

Rice* Cocoon Silk Cotton Bean Beancake
80 . . . . . . 440 57 515 14.3 1.2
871 . . . . .. 3.28 56 503 12.0 10
1872 . . . . . . 271 64 490 120 12
873 . . . . . . 2.90 92 500 9.0 09
874 . . . . . . 3.50 125 300 9.0

LR 7 2.89 78 285 10.2

1876 . . . . . . 2.53 78 9.2

877 . . . . .. 3.68 88

1878 . 59

1879 .

1880 .

1881 .

1882 .

1883 .

1884 .

1885 .

1886 .

1887 .

1888 .

1889 .

1890 .

1891 .

1892 .

1893 .

1894 . 1.0
1895 . 10
1896 . 12
1897 . 13
1898 . 16
1899 . 15
1900 . 14
1901 . 16
1902 . 14
93 . . . . . . 16
94 . . . L L. 5.48 86 525 20.2 2.6 20
905 . . . . . . 4.31 94 545 15.2 26 2.1
9006 . . . . . . 5.86 94 555 151 21 18
97 . . . . . 751 91 538 17.2 24 2.2
008 . . . . L 7.06 93 475 16.9 19 18
0909 . . . . . 5.63 106 436 228 23 19
910 . . . . L. 7.13 106 467 22,6 20 20
mn .. ... L. 7.98 92 549 244 24 2.1

* This is the price of rice in Shanghai, in dollars per shik; the others are import/export figures, in
Haikuan Taels per picul.

Sources: Rice from Tsou Ta-fan (1965); cocoon and silk from
beancake from Yang Tuanliu, Liu-shikwu nien -l
(Statistics of Chil
Wen-chih (1957).

statistics.

hi mao-i fung-chi
ast .sixty-five years), 1931, quoted in Li
ithese figures are average values calculated from export
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Cotton and silk (including cocoon)
were primarily cash crops, and were ex-
ported in large quantities. As may be
expected, the trend of cocoon prices was
similar to silk. However, these two items
were somewhat different from cotton. It
should be noted that compared to silk,
cotton prices were much steadier from year
to year, as well as on a long term basis.
The long term trend would be more clearly

seen if we again break down the data of

Table 20 by decades

1870-79
1880-89
1890-99
1900-09

Hk.T1. per picul

Taking these price changes with the increase
in trade for these two items already noted,
it is difficult to avoid the conclusion that
foreign trade must have been quite a boom,
in fact, to the Kiangsu countryside, parti-
cularly in Chiang-nan. In other words, silk
began at higher prices in the 1870’s tha

rose again in the 1900’
was a steady increase, no
shown here, but also in the amount exported.

As for imported items, from Table 21,
the average prices by decades are as follows:

Yarn Cloth
1870.79 . . . . 28.3 1.6
188089 . . . . 218 15
189099 . . . . 189 2.2
190009 . . . . 244 3.3

Hk.Tl./picul Hk.Tl./piece

The price of yarn dropped consuierably
between the 1870’s and the 1890’s, and
by some 30 percent i
was a steady increase in

(]

TABLE 21. PRICES OF IMPORTED YARN
AND CLOTH

Yarn* Cloth

26.8 1,72

27.4 1.75

46.0 1.80

28.5 1.67

30.2 1.62

25.1 1.46

245 144

23.3 148

23.1 1.52

24.0 146

24.6 146

244 1.50

23.0 1.46

21.4 1.47

20.2 1.50

20.6 1.51

. 21.2 1.60

1888 . 19.8 1.66

1889 19.2 1.62

1890 17.9 1.55

1891 17.3 1.84

1892 17.0 1.87

1893 182 2.18

185 2.30

18.7 2.37

19.8 250

21.9 262

20.1 247

1899 20.0 250

1900 20.3 2.85

1901 216 3.03

1902 22.4 3.17

1903 24.7 3.16

1904 26.1 3.45

1905 26.3 3.19

1906 25.6 3.05

1907 25.3 3.37

1908 25.3 3.83

1909 26.0 3.53

1910 275 3.99

Albert Feuerwerker (1969) pp. 22-23,
calculated from Yang Tuan-liu, ibid.



Does the increase in the price of im-
ported cloth imply an increase in the cost
of living for the rural inhabitant, however?
This issue has been clearly settled by
Feuerwerker and others who have studied
the development in the spinning and weaving
industries and whose work has already been
referred to in the discussion on the effect
of foreign trade on rural handicraft. The
salient fact is that while there was consider-
able increase in the import of foreign yarn,
there was a much smaller increase i
import of foreign, magchine-woven
Figures are not avail or Kiangsu Pro-
vince alone, but for "the whole of China,
the import of foreignyarn rose from 150,000
piculs in 1880, to about 2,300,000 piculs in
1910, while for imported cloth, the increase
was only from 13,600,000 pieces in 1880 to
just under 20,000,000 pieces in 1910.1°¢ The
reason for this discrepancy is that imported
foreign yarn came to be raw material of
hand-woven cloth, and this hand-woven
cloth held firm against imported machine-

u Province, 1870-1911
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per and produced in larger quantities than
before, that was the basic consumption of
the rural inhabitant, while the small increase
in the imported mechine-woven cloth, pro-
bably reflects that its consumption was, to
the end, confined to the cities, not being
able to compete with hand-woven cloth in
the countryside. When allowance has been
made for the import figures, the effect of
the increase in pri imported cloth on

the rural .standard -of living can be very

e claim is sometimes made, none-
theless, that there was a larger increase in
the price of manufactured items than in
farm produce from 1870 to 1911. Li
Shih-yiieh, for instance, quotes comparative
figures for cotton, wheat, and cloth, to argue
that prices of farm produce had lagged, and
that consequently the peasant’s standard of
living had deteriorated.’®® In terms of the
figures here, this is a very much distorted
view. Expressed as index numbers (1870-
79 = 100), the relative prices of the different

cloth. It was this hand-woven cloth, chea- commodities were:
Rice Bean Cocoon ‘Y'akrn Cloth
1870-79 100 100
1880-89 s 94
1890-99 67 138
1900-09 220 128 122 162 86 206

An index has not been included for bean-
cake, as figures for the 1870’s are not
available. However, its 50 percent increase
in the 20th century over the 1890’s was
only slightly higher than the increase in rice
(45 percent) for the same period, and about
the same as that for cotton (51 percent),
the two items for which it was principally
used. Imported cloth did increase in price
faster than food grain and cash crops.

108 Ajbert Feuerwerker
109 See Li Shih-yiieh (1958
specifically. )

However, without a substantial increase in
the volume of cloth imported, it is unlikely
that the peasant-producer was buying foreign
cloth in the periodic market. On the other
hand, the price of the principal raw material
for home-woven cloth, i.e. foreign yarn, was
not increasing as much as other commodi-
ties. The prices of rice, silk, cotton, all
increased substantial jré than yarn.

V&;ﬁ-chihi 1957) pp 57-563 also hints at this, but does not state it
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Unlike rice, th ase in the price
for silk and cotton did not have to be
taken out of the standard of living of local
consumers, as the items were exported.
There was, nonetheless, some effect on the
urban economy in the case of silk, There
are reports when the price of cacoon and
silk was high that the silk weaving industries
(largely urban) suffered.’?® Basically, after
1870 local industries had to compete with
foreign industries for silk, but this com-
petition was once again beneficial to the
peasant producer.
tion of cotton and sil
extension, and evide)
given to show that this did take place in
Kiangsu. Figures for the export of native
produce of local origin in Shanghai, already
presented, show that export of cotton rose
from some 3 million taels in 1883 to almost
16 million taels by 1904. This represents
a substantial increase in silver income for
the Chiang-nan area, despite the earlier
reducing price.

This discussion has as yet not taken
into account the changes in rent, tax, and
wages, which were also essential items of
income and expenditure. To see what
happened with these factors, it is |
absolutely essential to. diseuss..t

The silver and copper deﬂation

To disentangle the factors that governed
prices in China, it is necessary to take into
account the national market as well as the
international market. On the highest level,
rice was largely a national trade, while
export commodities were affected by inter-
national supply and demand. The two
markets behaved differently, hence, in terms
of year to year variations, based on supply

110 See for instance SP(KS) 3.8.13, referred to in footnote. 69;

‘11 For a general introductj
and China, Ministry of Ind
(1935).

‘ “lisavgé Faur

Unlike I‘lCC the produc-

‘AIongk this argument, it

and demand factors, there need be little
correspondence in the price fluctuations of
these items. The one element that was
common to both the rice market and the
export and import market was the value of
silver, which was the currency used in Ch’ing
China for large volume trade. The silver
deflation in the latter half of the 19th
century is thus a very important common
factor affecting changes in the standard of
living.

sﬂver in the latter half
ry was an international
In the second half of the

shenomenon.

~ 19th century, the international price of silver

(in terms of gold) declined. China traded
with other countries in silver, while Euro-
pean countries pegged their prices to gold.
As the price of silver declined, therefore,
the situation was a de facto devaluation
of China’s currency on the international
market, with the usual consequences that
devaluation brought. Import prices in-
creased as export prices declined. The
decline in export prices undoubtedly helped
to secure for China a larger market, while
higher import prnces det Jarger imports.

‘and the price of yarn
spite this devaluation.
is possible to
understand the change from foreign-import-
ed opium to home-grown opium, while,
however, much import persisted in items
that China could not produce, including
many items of machinery and such material
as kerosene.!!

In the short-run, in places which
depended on foreign imports, the rise in the
price of imports did have some effect. But
this effect would exclude most rural areas,
as the price of yarn was not among the
items that became more costly. For most



of Kiangsu, the effect of price changes
depended on the exchange rate between
copper and silver, rather than gold and
silver, as was the case in international trade.

Ch’ing China had two currencies which
were used concurrently, copper and silver.
Copper was used in the form of coins (re-
ferred to as cash), and silver in the form
of Western-minted silver dollars and locally
regulated ingots, referred to as sycee.

Legally, all copper coins were minted by

the government. Ther
large amount of count

The Ch’ing government
monetary policy. There was no control on
either bank credit or the quantity of coins
put into circulation. Government-minted
coins were used to pay the salaries of
government officials and for local purchases,
and thus entered the market. Silver was
evaluated by local banks, with no govern-
ment control and no regulation governing
the volume circulated. At all times, there-
fore, the exchange rate between copper and
silver was “floated”, to use the terminology
of present-day international monetary ex-
change. Their prices fluctuated accordm
to the relative worth o
the volume of coins
China’s supply of both. s
in the late 19th century was imported from
abroad, the exchange of copper and silver
was strongly influenced by the value of
these two metals on the international market.
The value of copper (metal) in terms of
silver dollars, as well as the number of
copper coins exchanged for a silver dollar,
is given in Table 22. The decline in silver
relative to copper was abrupt. It can be
noted that notwithstanding annual fluctua-
tions, the copper-silver exchange ratio was
at different levels in the following periods:
1870-75, 1875-86, 1887-95, 1896-1911. The
declme in silver relatlve to copper was

of thé silver

dollar relative to copper: Juntil 1905,

Rural Econoihy ‘of Kiangsu Province, 1870-1911
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after which it rose moderately. To find
out how prices were changing, it is necessary
to work out the implications of these
changes.

TABLE 22. PRICE OF COPPER AND COPPER
CASH PER DOLLAR

Price of
k;;zp ;} /m Cash/dollar
icul
15.26 1,194
15.05 1,239
14.97 1,238
1873 18.00 1,252
1874 16.21 1,220
1875 16.61 1,168
1876 16.66 1,192
1877 16.65 1172
1878 17.00 1,102
1879 14.97 1,131
1880 15.24 1,152
1881 14.27 1,146
1882 . 15.00 1,148
1883 15.00 1,149
1884 15.03 1,157
1885 1,144
1886 1,145
1,079
1,081
1,086
1,093
1,094
1,092
. 1,097
1894 20.01 1,091
1895 23.11 1,089
1896 18.82 956
1897 24.65 908
1898 22.25 932
1899 . 31.00 944
1900 . 32.30 933
1901 . 30.02 920
1902 ., 36.05 932
1903 . N 27197 855
1904 . 28.15 865
1905 . 29.35 889
1906 31.00 967
1907 976
1908 908
925

Yang Tuan-liu (1962), pp. 224-5; Yin
hsien t'ung-chih (1935), pp. 224b-229b.

Source:
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The medium of} xchange for small
purchases was copper, and the medium for
large quantities and long distance trade was
silver. Taxation was quoted in kind and
in silver, but collected in copper. The price
of rice in Shanghai was quoted in silver
dollars, and rice was sold by the peasant
producers in the cities in silver dollars, but
rent was nonetheless commuted to copper.
In smaller market towns, most likely, the
prices were quoted in copper. In the cities,

wages were quoted in taels and dollars, but ;

in the countryside a
used. Thus, it is a v
To find out how price: chang
difference. it is neces o find out in
which medium the price was originally
quoted.t?

All things equal, a decline in the price
of silver relative to copper would bring
about an increase in the silver price of a
commodity where the price of the com-
modity in copper had remained constant.
The relative price of silver to copper in
itself would have little effect on articles
produced and consumed in the copper
sector. Few items belonged solely to the
silver sector, and hence this need not be
considered.?*?

Let us examine the
modities which cross th
barriers. The most revealing .items would
be rice and silk. The data used are a
combination of the price of rice and silk
as given in Table 20 and the copper-silver
exchange as given in Table 22.

112 The following report from SP(KS) 9.10.21 is very clear on rent collection:
came at a good time, and there was a good harvest of rice.

The price of rice followed closely the
copper-silver exchange rate, and the price
Jevel of rice can also be considered in terms
of the different periods which have just been
noted for copper-silver exchange. However,
as the supply of rice varied annually
according to the state of the harvest, rice
fluctuated much more than the exchange
rate of copper and silver. Except in those
years when the change was sharp, the
. to changes in the exchange
obvious than in the case
ver-copper exchange. In 1896, none-
s, rice rose rapidly to above 4.50
dollars, and did not return to the lower
level. In 1907, it rose above 7 dollars, and
stayed at that level for most of the next
decade, except in 1909. All this can be
made clearer if we tabulate the prices in
these different periods in silver and in their
cash equivalent:

cash/ ricein  ricein

dollar  dollar cash

1870-1874 1,228.6 336 4,125
1875-1886 . L1506 309 3562
1887-1895 . ... 10891 ' 323 3518
18961905 . . .91834 524 4,782
S 1906-1909 ¢ . 9440 652 6,150
) per shih

In terms of its copper value the price of
rice declined after the first four years, and
then remained remarkably steady for the
next twenty. In the same period, the cash

“This year, the rain
The rent collection bursaries, as usual,

demanded that rent be paid commuted to cash. They posted notices in the streets they were located,
and most of them set the time limits on the 9th and the 12th (of the month). However, it rained during
those few days, and some people who could not harvest their crop in time had had to borrow to pay
their rent. The highest price of coarse rice, however, was no more than 2.10 dollar (per_ shih). The
landlords demanded 1,900 cash to 2,500 cash for a shih. Moreover, in these few d 1
dollar in the Capital was dropping: a dollar was worth only 1,075 .casl

their rice in dollars, and the rent bursaries collect 3

See also SP(KS) 2.12.09, 4.1

13 Imported cloth sold i
the effect of this on rural inh:




value of silver declined by 5 percent, and
this was reflected in the silver price of rice
(by an increase of exactly 5 percent).
After 1896, the cash price of silver declined
by 16 percent, but the price of rice in
silver increased by 62 percent, and this was
equivalent to a 35 percent increase in the
price of rice in cash. After 1905, the cash
price of silver increased by 3 percent, but
the cash price of rice continued to increase
(29 percent). This is hlghly 51gn1ﬁcant
This is conclusive
declined relative [
the price of copper: r lative to ‘home- -pro-
duced and home-consumed items did not

he Rural Economy of Kiangsu Province, 1870-1911
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decline. However, after 1895, the price of
copper relative to commodities did decline
considerably, and with this, the decline in
the price of silver relative to copper seemed
to have stopped.

Tt is possible to find the same pheno-
menon in silk, which, although produced
for export, was from rural areas, which
baswally transacted theu'/\kbusmess in copper.
ywever, silk was tied to
kk?petltlon and was medlated

\‘kot;‘follow the change in copper-silver prices
as quickly as did rice. The figures are as
follows: 114

494,27

stlver price cash price gold/silver gold price
(Hk. Tl.  cash/dollar  (index) (index) (index)
per picul)
(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)
1871-75 415.6 1,223 128 102.7 134
1876-80 346.6 1,150 100 114.7 100
1881-85 3044 1,149 88 119.7 84
1886-90 316.2 1,097 87 133.6 78
1891.95 . 307.2 1,093 84 1730 59
1896-1900 3918 935 92 . 02164 60
1901-05 496.0 8925 ¢ I 2359 70
1906-10 944 Ly 230.6 71

The price of silk
stable than its price in gold.~ After an initial
high price in the 1870%s, it declined quickly
and remained stable until the 1890’s. Again,
like rice, the cash price remained stable as
the cash equivalence of silver declined.
Like rice, also, its cash price increased in
the 1900’s, although this can partly he
explained by the higher international price.
Even then, however, the increase of the
1901-5 period over the previous five years
is 21 percent for the cash price, and 17
percent for the gold price, while in the last
five year period, the cash price increased
by 5 percent as the gold price increased

ndex numbers.

ash remained more by 1 percent.

In both (C) and (E) 1876- 80 is taken as the hase.

The loss due to the cash
price increase was in the silver sector.

It is quite remarkable that copper prices
could have remained so stable before 1895,
and could have risen so quickly afterwards.
The usual impression that is given of the
rice and silk trades is that prices were
decided by the major dealers and in the
cities, and that very little bargaining was
available. The impression is usually given
also that the people who sold directly to
these dealers were the independent peasant-
producers who understandably had little
leeway to arga _ with: . "The actual situa-
The
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major dealers listed -a- daily p
items as silk and rice, but the produce was
not sold directly to them by the peasant-
producers. Brokers and smaller dealers col-
lected cocoon and silk from villages and
market towns, and much of the rice sold,
collected in the first place as rent, was also
passed along through the hands of these
smaller agents. There was probably much
more competition among local agencies than
is usually allowed for.

Throughout the 1870 to 1911 period
there was a silver deflation. Copper pric
relative to commoditi ole
1895, but from 1896 11, copper prices
also declined relative to commodities.
Hence, silver prices relative to copper fiat-
tened out some time in the 1900’s. The
silver deflation affected from the start all

items originally pegged to copper but sold
in silver. It was the copper deflation, how-
ever, which had the widespread effect of
creating the runaway inflation which can
be seen in every price listing for the 1900’s.
The question remains as to how the copper
deflation could have come about. To answer
this, we shall have to examine the other
area of economic transaction across the
silver-copper barrier, .namely in rent and
taxati ie relevant figures are in Table

§ taxation was quoted in silver, all

* other things equal, the inflation of prices

in silver represented a net loss of govern-
ment income in copper. Two courses of
action were open to the Ch’ing government
to combat this situation:

TaBLE 23. RENT AND TAX CONVERSION
Rent* Grain taxt Land tax Rent* Grain taxt  Land tax
1870 2,216 3,752 2,200 1891 — 3,452 2,200
1871 2,298 3,752 2,400 1892 — 3,552 2,200
1872 2,194 3,652 2,400 1893 2,202 3,552 2,200
1873 2,397 3,852 2,400 1894 952 2,200
1874 2,229 3,452 3,952 2,200
1875 2,196 3,552 3,752 2,000
1876 2,197 52 3,952 2,000
1877 2,600 2 — 4,252 2,000
1878 2,407 2 2,900 4,252 2,000
1879 2,200 3,452 2,200 1900 2,523 3,852 2,000
1880 — 3,152 2,200 1901 3,051 4,352 2,000
1881 — 3,252 2,200 1902 3,302 4,952 2,200
1882 — 3,452 2,200 1903 3,424 4,952 2,200
1883 — 3,352 2,200 1904 3075 4,652 2,200
1884 — 3,252 2,200 1905 2,869 4,452 2,200
1885 — 3,452 2,200 1906 3,792 5,552 2,400
1886 - 3,652 2,200 1907 4,351 6,252 2,400
1887 - 3,352 2,200 1908 6,015 6,752 2,400
1838 — 3,352 2,200 1909 5,922 7,552 2,400
1889 — 3,352 2,200 1910 5,562 7,552 2,400
1890 - 3452 2,200 cash/shih fshif.  cash/tael

* These are conversions of nominal rates to copper cash,;

¥ This includes a fixed
Sources: Thara Hirosuk




It could increase tax, by introducing new
taxes, or by altering the commutation rates
for silver or rice. Or, as an alternative,
it could devalue the copper coinage. Before
1896, the Ch’ing government had relied on
the former. After 1896, it tried both
policies.

The increase in tax has been studied
by Wang Yeh-chien, and there is little need
to say very much more on the subject. 1
only want to raise several issues which bear
directly on the standard of living 115

Governor had pegg ;
prices. Under this ;he land-tax was
collected according: to the copper-silver
ratio, and the grain tax adjusted by the
price of rice in cash. In addition to this
adjusted portion, the grain tax was charged
a fixed sum of 1,000 cash per shih and an
additional 52 cash for service. In actual
fact, what was demanded for the land-tax
was considerably higher than the market
price of cash per silver tael, and the com-
mutable portion of the grain tax was
substantially lower than the price of rice
for Shanghai, but might be quite close to

the lower-level wholesale prlce recexved by

farmers and landlords
ful, tax collection wa
the devaluation of silv i
and changes in commodity prices in copper.
In the case of Kiangsu before 1895, as

{15 Wang Yeh-chien (1973: 1 and 2).
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the copper price of rice was relatively
constant, there would have been little change
in the grain tax receipt, and as the copper
price of silver declined, a small decrease in
the land tax. After 1895, with changes in
the price of rice, the grain tax conversion
was revised upwards, although the land tax
conversion was left at the earlier level, with
a small revision after 1906. The following
figures, summarlzlng thc data in Table 23,
will make this description clear: 116

Total collected

Conversion (index)

grain land  in copper in silver
1871-75 3,652 2,400 105 99
1876-80 3,572 2,240 100 100
1881-85 3,352 2,200 96 96
1886-90 3,432 2,200 97 102
1892-95 3,692 2,200 101 106
1896-1900 4,012 2,000 100 123
1901-05 4,672 2,160 113 146
1906-10 6,732 2,400 145 177

cash/shih tael 1876-80 = 100

There were probably many reasons for

the price 1ncreases opper) after 1895.
‘ 1895 to 1900 were

ears, with a war with
apan, and then invasion by numerous coun-
tries into Peking. There were rife rumours
of foreign intervention in Kiangsu, and in
times of crisis in the past, grain prices had

116 Conversion figures are five year averages from Table 23. The columns under “Total collected
(index)” represent the total land tax, from both grain and silver, collected in Kiangsu. To calculate
this amount, it is necessary to take into account the quotas for the two items, given by Wang Yeh-chien
(1973-2) Table 10 as 1,674,000 shih and 3,038,000 tael respectively. In other words, for every shih of
rice collected, just over 1.8 taels of silver was also collected. To calculate the total collected in copper,
then, the value for conversion for silver is weighted by 1.8 and then summed with the value for grain.
This is then expressed in index numbers, with 1876-1880 as the base. To calculate what this was in
silver, these values are then converted according to the average cash-per-dollar ratio given on page 430.
It should also be noted that the grain tax figure for 1906-10 is taken CKuan:sha hsien chih (1936),
which does not include a surcharge of 1,000 cash for 1910, Neithe g-hai_hsien hsi-chih (1918),
nor Nan-hui hsien hsii-chih (1929), however, “any’ inc _that-th as this deduction. Never-
theless, averaged into five s "ﬁerence is s f. the alternative estimate is accepted, it
would only make the av onversion ‘for’ grain 6,932 cash per skih, and the indices for total
amount collected 148 (copper), and 180 (silver).
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always increased prices which increas-
ed in 1895, however, did not come down after
1900. At the time, there were two current
arguments concerning prices. It was argued
that demand had increased considerably since
1870, while supply had remained stable. It
was also argued that there was a scarcity of
copper coins, due to the increasing price
of copper and the suspension of minting
new coins for several years. It was pointed
out later in a survey by the Royal Asiatic

Society (North Chma Branch) that the .one

of commodities, - :
demanded that copper prices dechne al-
though it is true that both arguments could
explain why the silver prices of commodities
was increasing.''?

If one follows through the reports of
the North China Herald in 1895 to 1897,
however, the change was dramatic:

December 20, 1885. Nanking: “For some
weeks past the supply of silver in Nanking
has been largely increased by the introduc-
tion of the Viceroy’s new coins from
Hankow, the dollar is a very neat piece and
deserves to replace the rude Mexican.

One result of the new coinage has been to
put the ten-cent and twenty-cent pleces of
Japan, Hongkong, and the Strai

January 17, 1896. Nanking: “The super-
abundance of silver in the city causes the
dollar steadily to depreciate in value. It
changes now for only 870 cash and will fall
still lower in all probability, though the
officials are endeavouring by proclamation
to compel merchants to exchange at 1,000.”
(NCH 1896-1: 84)

January 24, 1896. Nanking: “I mentioned
in my last letter the effort of the Govern-
ment to bolster up the price of silver dollars
by a proclamation, requiring exchange to
be fixed at 1,000 cash. The immediate
result was that on the day following its
issue all the large cash shops closed their

doors and a compromise was effected at
940, Still many of the changers have re-
fused to comply. If one enquires of them
the rate they will reply 940, but if you
present a dollar to be exchanged at this
rate they will decline, saying they have no
cash. As a consequence the dollar has
fallen again to 910.” (NCH 1896-1: 123)

February 12, 1896. Ch’ing-chiang-p’u: “The
merchants here complain of dull business,
and of the rapld fluctuation in the value
. dollat;  Within the las!
lar went down rapidly from
860, then rose again to 920,
and now has gone down again below 900

~cash. A good many shops for several days

would not take the dollar at all...” (NCH
1896-1: 246)

February 28, 1896. Chiangyin: “The
variations of the cash market have heen
so continuous and often so rapid that the
natives have become much perplexed, the
lowest figure being 850 cash per dollar.
Up to the 1st of November last almost all
prices in the stores were given in dollars
and cents, now prices are given wholly in
cash. Apropos of dollars the new Hupeh
coinage has made its advent, but not
enough to bring it into general circulation,
The natives seem to he quite proud of it,
and well they mlgh be swhen compared to
(NCH 1896-1: 318)

"Summary of news: “Some

ktwelve million copper cash from the Canton

mints have lately arrived at Nanking as a
portion of the cargoes of copper and spelter
sent several months ago to the South by the
former acting Viceroy Chang Chih-tung for
that purpose. The influx of the new coins
has slightly eased the copper cash exchange
in Nanking which will be further relieved
by the shipment of the balance of 50 million
copper cash still to arrive from Canton.
The cash market for the closing month of
the Chinese year is therefore brighter in
Nanking. But for the arrival of the new
cash it was apprehended by the authorities
that riots against the banks would have
occurred at the end of the Chinese year.”
(NCH 1897-1: 44)

January 29, 18 “ﬁespyaitches received
state that as a remedy for

117 For a brief sumfnar‘;{:-’rand interpréz atio‘n, see F. E. Taylor (1899).



the present scarcity _g_f coper cash in that
city, which threatens the failure of an un-
precedented number of banks and hongs
doing a large business in imports and ex-
ports, the Provincial Treasurer, H. E. Nieh,
our former Taotai, has issued to several of
the largest and most reliable banks and
hongs copper cash notes with values ranging
from 100 cash to 5,000 cash aggregating
the value of 200,000 ‘strings’ of 1,000 cash
to the string. The Provincial Treasury will
guarantee the cashing of the notes at full
face value, if the issuing banks and hongs
fail to redeem them. It is expected that
the new cash notes will J;gheve somewha
the present tension on
was on the point of pani
the new measure. The.
decimal coinage and copper cash struck at
Canton for Soochow last November were
insufficient to materially influence the money
market.” (NCH 1897-1: 149)

December 3, 1897. “Measures are still being
taken to relieve the financial stringency
caused by the scarcity of silver. An agree-
ment has been made to accept daily ‘chop-
ped’ native bank orders for the present as
cash. and the native banks have agreed to
suspend temporarity altogether the export
of silver....” (NCH 1897-2: 985)

One wants to be careful in placing the
issuing of new coinage as the sole reason
of inflation. There were bably.. other
factors, particularly the w:

ut the shee
volume of coinage after 1895 was staggermg
It may be noted that the coins issued were
small units in silver, designed to be intro-
duced into the retail market, ie. the tradi-
tional copper sector. One report has it
that in 1897 alone, the number of coins
issued by the mints at Tientsin, Wuchang,
Foochow, and Canton, would have amounted
to the current worth of 8,000,000 dollars,
or 7,609,000,000 copper cash.)'® There is
no room here to enter into the politics of
the issue, but it may be noted that the
coins were minted outside Kiangsu, at con-

118 This included: 214,796 5
66,921 5-cent pieces. See als
119 See Yang Tuan-lin (1962)
532-550.
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siderable profit, to be introduced into the
province at a superimposed value, which
would amount to an attempt by other
provinces to tax Kiangsu. The initial effect
in Kiangsu was that the coins were not
accepted on the market. However, as the
status of copper was uncertain, prices re-
mained high. Upon this, Chang Chih-tung
imported copper coins into Kiangsu, which
had a lower 1ntr1ns1c valuerin: copper than
their equivalent e former coinage, thus
amountx‘ ktoﬁ;dqp iating the copper coin-
\ f--the merchants of Kiangsu had
accepted the government order earlier to
maintain a high exchange rate for the new
silver coins, this would have had the same
effect.1®

The principal governments which pur-
sued such measures were of course in financial
stringency. There had been increasingly ex-
penditure over the previous 25 years, in
attempts to re-organize the army, as well
as in other modernization attempts. After
1895, such expenditure continued to increase
at a much faster rate, now with further
army reforms, foreign 1ndemmtles, and many
more progra odernization. There
als tamong provincial
authorities 'and " the government in Peking

as''to how central administration expenses

were to be borne. The central government,
moreover; had set its mind on increasing
the budget, and had given up restricting
provincial governments on the means by
which the tax was to be raised. Despite
the inflating effects, the central government
and provincial governments continued to
accept the argument concerning copper
shortage, forgetting conveniently the new
silver coinage that had brought this about.
Henceforth, there was constant increase in
taxation, and further increase of the coinage.
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Kiangsu Province also produced its own
copper coinage from 1901. This was begun
by the Governor, whose influence was largely
in Chiang-nan. In 1904, another factory
began at Ch’ing-chiang-p’u, established by
the Governor of Grain Tribute (is’ao-tu),
whose influence was in Chiang-pei. I have
not been able to find out how much was
coined in Kiangsu, but one source has it
that between 1904 and 1908 there were
15,000,000,000 copper coins minted. This

was for the whole of China, but Klangsu

was affected at least
provinces.!2¢ ;

It is difficult to justice to the
abundant material that documents the effects
of the inflation. However, in a period of
inflation, due not to shortage, but to the
devaluation of coinage, it was not people
who had goods to sell who suffered from

120 The Government in 1910 estimated that the

Eduard Kann (1927) p. 422.
121 For some illuminating passages:
July 9, 1897. Summary of news:

million taels.

aure

rising prices as such. It must be remem-
bered that the peasant producer was well
cushioned against changes in the price of
grain, as basically, he produced what he
consumed. The reports that are available
concern the impoverishment of people in
the cities and the market towns, where wages
had not been rising. The uncertainty of
prices also had the effect of prohibiting trade
towards the city, hence, the many
stories in_th ’Wspape s about hoarding,
/ ¢ in financial troubles
~grain had become difficult to pro-
re, of silk weavers finding themselves out
of work, and of rice shortages in years
where no serious famine was reported.
There were attempts to import rice from
abroad, but although this supply could tem-
porarily reduce prices in Shanghai, its effect
was short-lived and not extensive.1?!

new copper coinage was at a silver value of 100

“It is reported from Soochow that the gentry recently petitioned

the three district magistrates of the city asking them to open the doors of the _goyernment  reserve
granaries (these are required by law to hold enough grain to last the people of Soochow city three years),

and to allow the people of that city and suburbs to buy

has risen 100 per cent.” N CH 1897- 2 56)

July 11, 1898. Nanki
have plenty of rice but are
stores and help themselves

clamation fixing the price of rice at $4.50 per picul,

st pnce for already the market price

it is supposed that the rice merchants

- Fr ay morning the people began to attack the rice
This was continued on Saturday and the Viceroy issued a pro-

Today (Sunday) the rice stores are closed and re-
The officials are active in their

fuse to sell rice. A supply of 20,000 piculs is expected to arrive soon.
endeavours to preserve order and keep close watch over the residences of foreigners.” (NCH 1898-2: 65).

July 18, 1900. Nanking: “Ready money was getting very scarce. The foreigners have had great
difficulty in getting any dollars for private use. But the Viceroy has satisfied this need by bringing in
several tons of thousands of taels of silver.” (NCH 1900-2: 120).

June 18, 1902. “Never in the history of Shanghai has this port ever been burdened by such famine
prices as are now demanded for the staple food of the native—rice. The long drought, the cheapness
of the Mexican dollar, and the higher rates demanded for labour, have all combined to more than double
the expenses of even the economical and very frugal native. Rice that used to be sold a couple of
months ago here at $4.20 or so per picul, cannot be obtained today under $9.20. The excuse given hy
rice dealers for this is that not sufficient quantities of the staple have been imported from the inland
towns, west and south-west of this.” (NCH 1902-1: 1210).

June 18, 1902. Kiangyin: “The price of rice is still rising.
in proportion, but such is not the case in this land of contradictions.
steadily gone down, and in many cases applicants for\work are ‘only a

One would ex ges to advance
nstead: of ‘advancing wages have
2 “fo thelr food. The wheat,

barley, and rye crops are httle more than_
April 16, 1908. “This:-end
groaning over the deprecia

existed for hundreds of years are hopelessly overturned

1902-1: 11198).
ksilchnufu correspondent on March 22, is still
ms and rules for wages that have probably
" (NCH 1908-2: 173).



If we now examine the increase in rent
and tax with reference to the copper-silver
depreciation, the change should be relatively
clear. As already discussed under tenancy
conditions, rural taxes were increased in
the late Ch’ing dynasty not by altering the
quota, but by adjusting the commutation
of silver and grain to copper. This could
be done with relative ease in the case of
grain, because the terms of reference had
been to adjust the grain tribute accordmg
to the grain market pric
no such arrangement fo

ural Economy of Kiangsu Province, 1870-1911

437

The government adjustment of the grain
tax was in turn a standard which could be
appealed to by landlords who received their
rent commuted to copper. Thus, the data
provided by Muramatsu show that there
was a similar increase in the price of rice
as in grain tax commutation.
If we break down the rent and tax
commutation to the intervals.we have been
pers llVer exchange and the
anges are much more

: Ren; . Tex Price of rice Copper/
Grain Silver In cash In silver silver
1870-74 100 100 100 100 100 100
1875-86 102 94 95 86 92 94
188795 . . . . . — 96 93 85 96 89
1896-1905 133 118 88 116 156 74
1906-11 226 182 102 149 194 77

The price of rice was increasing after 1896.
It was increasing in silver faster than it
was in copper.
tax up to 1905 was moderate, belo
increase in silver price ‘of
the copper price. The incr
1906 was tremendous, far a ove the increase
in both other categories. In other words,
after 1895, while the currencies depreciated,
prices increased, and hence government had
to increase tax to make up for the loss
through depreciation. Now, cultivators who
sold their rice to pay rent suffered con-
siderably after 1906. This loss must have
been substantial for those who sold their
rice in silver and then paid their rent in
cash.

Geographically, how would the increase
in rent and tax be distributed in Kiangsu
Province? To begin with, the increase in
rent, was, at least for the ti

1?2 Wang Yeh-chien (1973-2) Tak e

The increase in rent and

fined to the commuted rent area. In other
words, this would be confined tc the vicinity

i mmutation for the
nd hence would be confined only
to those areas that had a grain tax quota.
According to Wang Yeh-chien, this would
include just about 1,300,000 mou in Chiang-
nan outside Chiang-ning, and 340,000 mou
in Chiang-ning and Chiang-pei. However,
this would only amount to a small pro-
portion of the total registered land of the
province, of which the Chiang-ning and
Chiang-pei region would account for
48,000,000 mou, and the rest of the country
province 30,000,000 rmow.’®?2 From these
figures, it would seem that while there was
a genuine loss to the farmer who had to pay
the grain tax in the inflation; the extent of
netheless somewhat limited.
c{mcen'erated in Chiang-nan
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than in Chiang-pei, and even in Chiang-nan,
it was limited to only 4 percent of the area.

There were other taxes created: In
Kiangsu, this included a fuel tax (firewood
and charcoal) in 1894, a housetax (actually,
tax on commercial concerns) in 1901, a fee
was charged on public documents from 1902,
a rice tax was imposed in 1904, a com-
mercial brokerage tax from 1905, and a
meat and wine tax in 1908. These were
taxes imposed directly on the city popula-
tion. In the countryside, with the land tax
200 cash per tael wa :
towards the forexgn
various names, donatio
grain tribute amountmg from 100 to 200
cash per shih. ln terms of the amount that
was collected anyway for grain and silver,
this was clearly negligible.’** The chief
factor that contributed to a sense of
economic crisis in the Kiangsu countryside
remained the inflation.

It should be a surprise indeed that the
chief factor that affected the Kiangsu rural
standard of living was not production, or
tenancy, but inflation, due to a sudden
increase in money supply. However, th1s is
the conclus1on that has been reac i

family should be one that might have given
priority to producing the family’s basic food
requirement, but was nonetheless closely tied
to the market. In this way, changes in the
market were at least as important to the
rural economy as changes in production or
tenancy.

‘David Faure

The rural standard of living in
Kiangsu’s economic development

It would probably be useful to sum up
very briefly the conclusions reached in the
preceding pages. In sum:

1.  Yield figures from the 19th to the early

20th century do not show that there was

much change in yield.
- béen limited decline

] td of living due to increase

1n populauo but this could have been

set by the considerable increase in
cash crops and handicraft industries

between 1870 and 1911.

3. There could have been little change in
tenancy arrangements, and little change
in rent and tax until the early 1900’s.
The changes that came about were due
mainly to inflation, created very largely
through the introduction of a new
copper coinage.

4, There is little evidence that foreign

imports displaced rural handicrafts.

The major change that took place in

rural handicrafts was a-decline in hand-

spinning but ‘an increase in hand-weav-
smg nnpnrted yarn.

Relative price changes were not to the

disadvantage of farmers.

6. The only development that could have
depressed farmers’ standard of living
was the increase in rent and grain tax
through adjustments in the commuta-
tion rate. This was confined mainly
to Chiang-nan, but even then, only to
a small proportion of the cultivated area
of this part of the province.

123 In the case of Ch’uan-sha in 1909, for instance, the additional charge from land tax was 20 cash
for each tael, i.e. hardly 1 percent, and 140 cash for each shih, or 1.9 percent. It is interesting that the
additional charges actually collected quoted in the Ch’uan-sha hsien chih and reproduced.in Wang Yeh-
chien (1973-1) pp. 1189 were 10 times the amount that would have b Hected had these charges
come from the two land taxes. In the absence of a report Qn ity’ S ery detalled record,
most likely, the discrepancy can be accounted for b
consideration, the material g 3
impression. For a useful lis of these charges: appTymg mamly to market towns and cities, see Kan-
chuan hsien hsii chih (1921).¢ch. 4 hsia pp. la-9a.




7. There was, however, an increase in
agricultural prices, ‘which should lead
to substantial increase in farm income.

In other words, the picture that is painted

is one of stability in food production, con-

siderable expansion of cash crops due to

foreign exports in particular areas, and a

somewhat sudden price disturbance towards

the end of the period. These findings agree
by and large with Ramon Myers’ writing on

Shantung and Hopei for the same period,

and Albert Feuerwerker’s in a more general

vein.!?*  The effect of th mﬁatlo hy
has been so far un
literature, and should'be
for further exploration.t

Of course, until further explored, one
has to be cautious in drawing conclusions
on the effect of inflation on the rural
standard of living. However, one of the
interesting features of this effect, also
suggested in the text above, is that not the
entire rural population would be affected
by inflation in the same way. To begin
with, clearly there would be a major
difference between suppliers of goods and
consumers. Then, the question would arise
where in the community network of rural
Kiangsu the suppliers and the con
would be located, and
draw very marked distin between the
inhabitants of the villag: ‘and .the inhabi-
tants of the market towns, i.e. between the
farmer and the tradespeople and craftsmen.
An increase in the price of rice, not accom-
panied by a comparable increase in the
price of overheads (such as rent) and in-
dustrial products consumed by the farmer
(such as cloth), would not imply a decline
in the standard of living in the farming

ever,

importdnt area

of Kiangsu Province, 18701911

n-'th ent:
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village. Whether the inflation had adverse
effects on the non-farm population depended
on such factors as changes in wages and
profit rates. On the last there is practically
no information, and on wages, the material
I managed to find in contemporary news-
papers and examined elsewhere is not satis-
factory.126

Nevertheless, there are numerous in-
dications that in the period of inflation, it
was the tow pqla%ioﬂ‘f that would have
direc ected adversely that was
st disturbed. Statistical tests aside,
‘well documented that the rioting in
Kiangsu after 1900 took place principally
in the towns and cities, consisting mainly
of attacks on the granaries, the modern
schools, the police stations, and the newly
established local government offices. There
is little information on the composition of
the participants, but it is clear that popular
feeling was directed against rising prices and
newly imposed taxes, and hence the attack
on the newly established institutions in the
belief that they bad been the general under-
lying cause. It is also clear, however, that

from food shortages in food-producing
areas, ie. the villages (as distinct from
market towns and cities). In fact, the one
explanation that would fit into these different
events is that food prices had gone up in
the towns and cities, and that the non-farm
population, in desperation, had turned to
rioting. Ironically, these were commonly
referred to as “peasant riots” in the litera-
ture, 127

124 Ramon Myers (1970), Albert Fenerwerker (1969).

2% The importance of inflation on the rural standard of living is reco mzed i
See, for instance, China, Ministry of Indu te
See also J. L. Buck’s

ducted in the 1930s.
Values and Commodity Prices (1935).
pp. 189-191.
128 David Faure (1975) pp
127 A biblisgraphy and dis

vé;a’lf’i’cstudies con-
the Study of Silver
Paul K. T. Sih (1970)

1 can be found in David Faure (1975).
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It is another ‘
conditions of Kiangsu ‘Province can be
generalized to the rest of China in the same
period. After all, Kiangsu was the richest
province of China, with the most advanced
handicraft industries. Although Kiangsu
bore the brunt of Western commercial
impact in the 1870 to 1911 period, that
Kiangsu could withstand the onslaught with

the exception of the currency issue is no
guarantee that other provinces could bear
the impact as well. More must await re-
search on other provinces, and then through
comparison and contrast a general picture
on the entire country can be constructed.
The case of Kiangsu, however, does bear
out some of the main issues that must be
faced in these further studies.
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Appendix I:

ESTIMATES FOR YIELD

Estimates for yield in Tables 2 and 3
rely principally on the data presented in
Tables A-1, A-2, and A-3 below. In these
tables are given the sources for the data,
the original units in which they are reported,
values used for conversion, and the yield

converted to catties per mou. For con-
version, I have relied principally on Chuan
Han-sheng and Richard A. Kraus (1975)
and H. B. Morse (1890) for paddy and
rice, and also Wu Shou-pang (1930) for
wheat.

Chiang-ning fu :
Buck (1930) =" Chiang-ning

Chang Hsin-i (1934) Chii-jung

Su-chou fu

Tung-nan ta-hsiieh (1923)

Ch’ang-chou

33.82 quintal/ 372 catt/mou
15.25 hectare 167
mean 269
s.d. 102

2.89 shih-shih/ 277
300 shih-mou 287

3.04 297
3.10 297
2.46 236
3.01 288
3.30 316

351 336, .

© 3.05 (P) shik/mou 307

3.90 (P) 392
3.89 (P) 391
346 (P) 348
3.85 (P) 387
3.32 (0) 334
285 (P) 287
3.96 (P) 398
405 (0) 407
2.20 (P) 221
186 (P) 187
242 (0) 247
227 (G) 228

2.19 (P) 220




442

Wu-chiang

Ch’ang-shu
K'un-shan

Buck (1937)

mean
sd.
Fei (1946)
(1945)
mean
sd.

Sung-chiang fu

Tung-nan ta-hsiieh (1923) Sung-chiang

Chin-shan

mean
sd.
Shang-hai shih Highest
she-hui-chii (1933) 320 catt/mou
400

1.07 (O)* 212
147 (O)* 201
1.39 (P)* 276
1.66 (P)* 329
1.23 (P)* 244
1.36 (P) 270
411 (0) 413
4.71 (O) 474
3.35 (0) 337
342 (O) 344
4,14 (G) 416
412 (O < 414
¢ 272
715
25.49 quintal/ha. 280 catt/mou
4823 530
405
125

6 bushel/mou* 416
40 bushel/acre 463

23.5

3.60 (G) shih/mou 362
345 (G) 347
2.30 (0) 231
255
201

92 (G 193
1372 (G) 374
1.33 (0) 134
185 (0) 186
3,00 (G) 302
1.89 (0) 190
215 (0) 216
212 (G) 213
220 (O) 221
4.03 (0) 405
220 (0) 221
1.80 (G) 181
249

76.8

Lowest Medium

170 catt/ 245 catt/mou
'300
500
325

500
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650 150 400
500 150 350
350 200 280
550 250 400
550 360 450
500 300 400
400 200 300
Mean 485 253

Ch’ang-chou fu

Tung-nan ta-hsiieh (1923) Wu-chin

Wu-hsi

Chiang-yin

485 (0)
423 (0)
306 (P)
3.90 (P)
3.67 (P)
350 (P)
448 (0)
351 (0)
5.30 (0)
578 (P)
6.10 (0)
414 (P)
5.08 (P)

422 (P)
5.60 (0)
474 (0)
3.80 (0)
3.90 (0)
3.80 (0)
3.90 (0)
405 (0)
450 (G)
440 (0)
3.24 (0)
4.00 (P)
2.00 (0)

5.10 (0)
540 (G)

: shihf/mou (0)
387 (P)

353
533
581
614
416
511

02

510
461
526
426
563
477
382
392
382
392
407
453

326




g"p o
Ching-chiang

1.77 (P) 178

352 (P) 354

621 (P) 625

463 (P) 466

387 (P) 389

361 (P) 363

327 (P) 329

mean 428

sd. 92.8
Buck (1937) Wu-hsi 20.83 quintal/ha. 229 catt/mou

7 S 208

Wu-chin 354
: 28 314
3287 361
293
- 63
Buck (1930) " Wu-chin 35.76 quintal/ha. 393 catt/mou
Chen-chiang fu
Oxenham(1888) 34 picul/mou  300-400 catt/mou
Chang Han-lin (1930) Tan-yang 2.20 shih/mou 221 catt/mou
3.00 302
350 352
3.00 302
3.00 302

2.30
3.40

s.d. 578
Huai-an fu
Buck (1937) Fou-ning 13.40 quintal/ha. 147 catt/mou
Yen-ch’eng 22.76 250
34.73 382
22.16 243
mean 255
s.d. 83
Yang-chou fu
Buck (1937) Chiang-tu 33.56 quintal/ha. 369 catt/mou
Hsii-chou Fu

101 catt/mou
79
90
11

Wu Shou-pang (1930)
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Hai-men chih-li-C'ing" not available
Chik-li T’ai-ts’ang chou
Tung-nan ta-hsiiech (1923) Tlai-ts’ang 1.16 shih/mou (0) 117 catt/mou
Chia-ting 207 (O 208
212 (0) 213
1.70 (O) 171
. 140 (G 141
202 (0) 203
Chung-ming 3.00 (G) 3

Chih-li Hai chou 1ot available

Chih-li T’ung chou

Nan-t'ung 397 (P) shih/mou 399

Tung-nan ta hsiieh (1923)
193 (G) 194
351 (P) 353
067 (0) .. 61
2.71 (0) 273
141 (0) 142
3.28 (0) 330
1.83 (O) 184
2.30 (0) 231
Ju-kao 179 (0) 180
0.89 (P) 99

191
252
275
259
143 (P) 144
153 (P) 154

138 (P) 139

1.96 (P) 197

T’ai-hsing 242 (0) 243
393 (P) 395

mean 223

s.d. 9%

445

Conversion ratios: 1 quintal/hectare = 11 catties/mou; 1 shih-shih/shih-mou of paddy = 95.8
catties/mou; 1 picul = 100 catties; 1 shih/mou of paddy in Hsii.chou fu = 112.3 catties/mou,
1 shih/mou of paddy except in Hsii-chou = 100.6 catties_/mou. 1 shih of husked rice is equivalent

to 2 shih of unhusked rice, or 198 catties of unhusked rice.

P = Poor harvest; O = Ordinary harvest; G = Good harvest.

* husked rice.
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TaBLE A-2. YIELD OF WHEAT PER mou

Chiang-ning fu
Buck (1930) Chiang-ning 6.84 quintal/ 75
8.04 hectare 88
mean 81
sd. 6
Chang Hsin-i (1934) Chii-jung 0.49 shih-shih/ 62
050 shik-mou 64
0.51 65

Su-chou fu

Tung-nan ta-hsiieh (1923) Wu 0.25 shih/mou(0) 33

0.39 (0) 52

0.48 (0) 64

0.34 (0) 45

0.19 (0) 25

024 (0) 32

0.40 (0) 54

0.29 (0) 39

0.30 (0) 40
118
151
147
152
164
136
87
62
230
318
213
132
59
52
4!
59
55
91
70
37
55
95
67

Ch’ang-shu

K’un-shan

Whu-chiang

108
128
118

9

Buck (1937)

catt/mou

catt/mou

catt/mou

catt/mou



Sung-chiang fu not available

Chang-chou fu

Tung-nan ta-hsiiech Wu-chin 1.00 shih/mou (O)
136 (P)
0.87 (0)
0.85 (G)
133 (0)

081 (0)
0.80 (P)
0.70 (0)
090 (0)
0.55 (0)
061 (P)
0.76 (P)
1.00 (0)
1.02 (0)
1.29 (0)
Ching-chiang Hsien 0.59 (P)
117 (0)
1.70 (P)
172 (P)
103 (P)
1.23 (P)
0.87 (P

Buck (1930) 6.98 quintal/

hectare

135 catt/mou
183
117
114
179
157
162

141
159
172
132
186
136

81
205

121

82
102
135
137
174

79
157
229
232
139

ur

137
40

76 catt/mou
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Buck (1937)

Chen-chiang fu
Oxenham (1888)

David Faure -

" Wuhsi 8.28 quintal/

9.17 hectare
Wu-chin 10.35
10.70
11.27
mean
s.d.

1.2 picul/mou

Chang Han-in (1930)

Huai-an fu

Buck (1937)

Yang-chou fu

mean
s.d.

Fou-ning 551 quintal/
Huai-yin

Yen-ch’eng - &
e " mean

Buck (1937) Chiang-tu 15.21 quintal/
T ai 11.82 hectare
mean
s.d.
Hsu-chou fu
Ku Shou-p'eng (1930) In 1927 0.6 shih/mou
: In 1928 0.7
In 1929 0.6
mean
sd.

Hai-men Chik-li ing
Chib-li T'ai-tsang chou

Chik-li Hai chou
Buck (1937)

not available

6.46 quintal/
hectare

91
100
113
117
123
108

11

120

121
149
162
108
101
94
101
108
81
81
81
108
25

90
105

7

catt/mou

catt/mou

catt/mou

catt/mou

catt/mou

catt/mou

catt/mou
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Chik-li T'ung chou .
Tung-nan ta-hsiieh Nan-t’'ung 139 (P) shih/mou 187 catt/mou

083 (0) 112
131 (0) 176
0389 (G) 120
0.73 (G) 98
108 (0) 145
0.98 (0) 132
L00 (0) 135
Ju-kao 012 (0) . 16
0.63(P) Vi 81
: 060(0) 81
+ 128°0) 172
0.76 (P) 102
084 (P) 13
0.89 (0) 120
076 (0) 102
031 (P) 109
110 (P) 148
098 (P) 132
T’ai-hsing 115 (P 155
1.06 (P) 143
1.44 (0) 194
112 (0) 151
1.02 (0) 137

121 (P)

1.57 (P)

117 (P)

Conversion ratios: 1 qqig hectare = 11 catties/mou; 1 shik-shih/shik-mou = 128 catties/mou;
1 shih/mou in Hsili-chou fu = 150 catties/mou; 1 shih/mou (except in Hsii-chou fu) = vc5 catties
per mou. Weight of 1 shih/mou calculated from Wu Shou-p’eng (1930).

P = Poor harvest; O = Ordinary harvest; G = Good harvest.

TaBLE A-3. YIELD OF KAOLIANG PER mou

Huai-an fu Fou-ning 5.96 quintal/ 65 catt/mou
Huai-yin 3.50 hectare 38
mean - 52
s.d. 13
Yang-chou fu T’ai 12.09 quintal/ 132 catt/mou
hectare

811 c;ztt/mou

Chih-li Hai chou Kuan-yiin 742 quintal/

hectare

Source: Buck (1937)

Conversion ratio: 1 quintal/hecta

o= 11 énfties/mou.
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In compiling ‘Table 3, I have not
depended mechanically on the averages.
Instead, I have relied on the yield of Su-chou
as a benchmark, and have tried to equate
yields in other prefectures to Su-chou, taking
into consideration the effect of climate and
soil conditions. Thus, Sung-chiang, Ch’ang-
chou, and Chen-chiang probably had yields

F:;uro

which were similar. Chiang-pei would have
Jower yields towards the north, but Yang-
chou would be similar. Chiang-ning might
vary somewhat, but would bhave yields
similar to Su-chou in places. These rough
guesses were then checked against the
observations to see if they were within a
plausible range.

TABLE A-4. COMPARISON OF VARIOUS YIELD ESTIMATES

Faure
A. Paddy
Chiang-ning 269 (s.d. 102)* 370
o 290 (s.d. 25.7)°
Su-chou 405 (s.d. 125) 306 (s.d. 77.5) 440 (s.d. 23.5)° 320-420
Sung-chiang 249 (s.d. 76.8) 253-485¢ 300-450
Ch’ang-chou 293 (s.d. 63) 428 (s.d. 92.8) 393 400-450
Chen-chiang 300-400° 300-400
267 (s.d. 57.8)¢
Huai-an 255 (s.d. 83) 250
Yang-chou 369 370
Hsii-chou 90 (sd. 11)* (250)
Hai-men (300-450)
T’ai-ts’ang 193 (sd. 55) (300-450)
Hai chou (250)
T’ung chou 223 (s.d. 90) 270-300
B. Wheat e o B
Chiang-ning 8l (sd. 6)* 80
o e SR o 68:(d. 10)®
Su-chou 118 (s.d:. "9 95 (sdo6T) " 80
Sung-chiang e Tt E
Ch’ang-chou 108 (sd. 1) 137 (sd. 40) 76® 100-150
Chen-chiang N 120° 120
108 (sd. 25)*
Huai-an 110 (sd. 63) 90
Yang-chou 148 (s.d. 18) 120
Hsii-chou 95 (s.d. 7)® 90
Hai-men
T’ai-ts’ang
Hai chou 71 . 80
T’ung chou 135 (s.d. 39) 90
C. Kaoliang
Huai-an 52 (s.d. 13) 50
Yang-chou 132 132
Hai chou 81 80

p’eng (1933)
that might have

Huai-an, and Hai-men Tf

Hén lin (1930), g= Wu Shou-
stimated by comparison with prefectures
Hsu‘chou and Hai chou figures are taken from

ai-ts’ ang are from Sung-chmng



Table A-4 presentsa comparison of
these estimates in Table 3 with the averages
obtained from the survery material presented
in Tables A-1 to A-3. It should be obvious
that the yield estimates for wheat and
kaoliang follow these averages very closely,
but there are some major differences in
the estimates for paddy. For Su-chow,
Sung-chiang, Ch’ang-chou, Chen-chiang, and
Huai-an, the estimates are clearly within
the ranges provided by observation. The

estimate for Yang-chou is somewhat worry-
ing, because it is principally derived’ from

ral Economy of Kiangsu Provinee, 1870-1911
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one report. However, Yang-chou was well-
known as a food-supplying district, and
hence a yield that was mid-range for
estimates of Su-chou may not be far-fetched.
As an overall average, the Chiang-ning
figure provided by J. L. Buck (1930) seems
too low. I prefer an estimate closer to
Yang-chon. The observation for T’ung-
Chou likewise secems low. The southern
reaches of this area probably approached
Su-chou " yields, although the yield

| “thore calcareous portions
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Appendix II:

ESTIMATES FOR TENANCY DISTRIBUTIONS

In Tables 6 and 7, an attempt was
made to represent in statistical form the
tenancy distributions of the various pre-
fectures in Kiangsu. Moreover, with data
from J. L. Buck (1937) on the amount of
land owned and rented by households of

different tenancy status, some simple cal ;

culations were made to ar
of the proport
was rented. As ;
figures that were presented were taken from
numerous series of observations that were
available. The reader should be aware that
with a different series, sometimes quite
different conclusions may be drawn, depend-
ing on one’s interpretation of the available
statistics. Some comparison with other
series of statistics is thus necessary to pro-
vide a fair and balanced picture of the
different arguments that are possible, and
this is the object of this appendix.

Table A-5 gives the raw material that

I have been able to find on tenancy dlS-&

tributions from the
Kiangsu, and Tabl
of tenancy estim - T

and 7 with average \; ese values. One of
the most obvious features from Table A-5
is the great variation in distribution in any
prefecture, as can be seen by comparing
any series of the statistics presented that
includes a fair number of reports. A second
feature that emerges from both tables is
the apparent arbitrariness by which inter-
viewers determined whether a farming
household was a part-owner. The Tung-nan
ta-hsiieh figures for Su-chou in Table A-5,
for instance, give fairly constant reports for
the proportion of owners, whereas the

figures of, for instance, Wu- chlang when‘

contrasted with Ch’an
difference between
primarily in the pr

part-tenants. One likely explanation of this
is that even the household described as
tenant probably did not wholly rent the
land that was farmed, and hence whether
a household counted. as a part-tenant in
the suryey. was. P obably decided as a matter
f ¢ his interpretation is correct,
at we have include a fairly

hlgh sub]ectlve element derived from what

the interviewer at the time considered to
be the limit of any household that was
predominantly of one type or another.

The variations in the different reports
in Tables A-6 have thus to be interpreted
in the light of some degree of arbitrariness
with which a farming household was assign-
ed a tenancy status. It should also be clear
that except for Su-chou, the figures used
in Tables 6 and 7 are generally the ones
with the highest reports for the proportion
of tenant households in the prefecture. In
the case of Su-chou;  however, as with
rts on this prefecture, 1
g-nan ta-hsiich series, that

'Melds a much higher proportion of tenants,

is biased in the direction of the districts in
the immediate surroundings of Soochow
City. It is general knowledge that tenancy
was high in the city surroundings. How-
ever, the situation might be quite different
for the rest of the prefecture. In fact,

farther away from the city, as the effect of
the city declined, one would expect con-
ditions to resemble more closely those of
Wu-chin, where even Tung-nan ta-hsiich
reports show that there was a higher
proportion of owners and part-tenants. In
terms of the districts within Su-chou Fu it

¢ immediate surroundxngs of the city, and
six Asien would fall outside this area. As



for Tung-nan ta-hsiigh’s: reports, Wu Hsien
would be within this area, Ch’ang-shu and
K’un-shan both conflict with Buck’s reports,
and Wu-chiang shows the pattern I would
expect of the area away from the City.
Tables A-7, A-8, and A-9 provide other
data on the proportion of land rented and
the sizes of farms by ownership. In Table
A-7, the proportion of land rented is derived
entirely from Buck’s own data for the
particular locality for which information
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on size of farm is given. One major discre-
pancy is between Buck’s report on Chiang-
ning, in Table A-7, and Chang Hsin-i’s on
the same prefecture, in Table A-8. In Table
6. a value much closer to Chang’s is adopted.
J. B. Taylor’s figures in Table A-9 on the
whole show a higher proportion of land
rented than may be concluded from Buck’s
figures. However, Taylor does not seem to
have taken into consideration the land held
by part-o - A

ON 'OF OWNERSHIP AND TENANCY

Qwner Pt. Owner Tenant
Chiang-ning fu
Chang Hsin-i (1929) Chiang-ning 50.3% 26.5% 23.2%
67.2 19.2 13.6
415 25.5 33.0
29.0 26.3 44.7
33.2 194 474
60.0 26.4 13.6
63.7 13.9 224
335 28.1 384
35.0 29.6
33.6 22.8
311
313
374
60.1
413
Average. qu : X 311
J.L. Buck (1930) "~ Chiang-ning 63.0 296 74
30.4 21.2 484
J.L. Buck (1937) Chiang-ning 72.2 16.7 11.1
Chang Hsin-i (1934) Chu-jung 57.2 27.0 158
Su-chou fu
Nung-ts'un fu-hsing Ch’ang-shu 35 19.8 76.8
wei-yuan-hui (1934)
J.L. Buck (1937) Ch’ang-shu, K’un-shan 2.0 40.6 574
Tung-nan ta-hsiieh (1923) Wu 18.1 470 349
— 20.0 80.0
20 2.0 96.0
40.0 10.0 50.0
90.0
45.0
70.0
70.0
90.0

95.0



454

Sung-chiang fu

CKang-chou fu
Tung-nan ta-hsiieh (1923)

David fam’e

Owner Pt. Owner Tenant

Ch’ang-shu 100 100 80.0

200 5.0 75.0

5.0 5.0 90.0

10.0 50 85.0

10.0 15.0 75.0

50 90.0

50 90.0

100 80.0

150 700

50 90.0

15.0 65.0

15.0 70.0

5.0 90.0

10.0 80.0

15.0 70.0

4.0 920

—_ 300 70.0

10.0 100 80.0

Wu-chiang 15.0 15.0 70.0

50 65.0 30.0

10.0 30.0 60.0

20 48.0 50.0

20 48.0 500

10.0 70.0 20.0

50.0 45.0 5.0

Mean 10.7 184 710
No direct information

Wu-chin 10

25.0

20

6.0

300

50

10.0

100

160

20

50.0

700

300

85.0

40.0

50.0

400

80.0

10.0

250

60.0

20.0

40.0

350

35.0

350
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Owner Pt. Owner Tenant

100 50.0 40.0
30.0 400 30,0
Chiang-yin 30.0 50.0 200
40.0 20.0 40.0
70.0 20.0 10.0
15.0 45.0 40.0
10.0 80.0 10.0
40.0 100 500
200 60.0 200
25.0 5.0 —

400 500 10.0

50
Ching-chiang 30
10.0
60.0
60.0
30.0
700
15.0 250 60.0
Mean 28.7 40.8 30.5
Chiang-su sheng nung-min Wu-hsi 59.3 — 40.7
yin-hang (1931)
J.L. Buck (1930) Wu-chin 723 14.3
J.L. Buck (1937) I-hsing 52.0 19.0
Wu-hsi 475 8.2
— 679
Wu-chin 47.7 2.7
15.0 39.0
48.0 170
Mean 35.0 25.6
Chen-chiang fu REPRETE
Chang Han-lin (1930) Tan-yang .. .t <7 0 900 " 50 5.0
R ¥ & CEh e T 400 400 20.0
35.0 40.0 25.0
40.0 45.0 150
80.0 15.0 50
50.0 40.0 100
70.0 20.0 10.0
90.0 8.0 20
90.0 5.0 5.0
90.0 5.0 5.0
700 20.0 10.0
Mean 67.8 22.1 10.2
Huai-an fu
Nung-ts’'un fu-hsing Yen-ch’eng 69.4 153 153
wei-ylian-hui (1934)
J.L. Buck (1937) Yen-ch’eng 420 20.0 38.0
180 70
.0 5.0
10.4
Fou-ning 53.3
. Huai-yin 118

56.1 230 20.9
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Owner  Pt. Owner  Tenant
Yang-chou' fu
J.L. Buck (1937) Chiang-tu 43.9 29.9 26.2
87.1 15 54
Tai 70.7 23.2 6.1
T'ung-tai 45.6 26.1 28.3
Mean 61.8 217 16.5
Hsii-chou fu
Chiang-su sheng nung-min
yin-hang (1931) 816 6.7 119
Nung-ts'un fu-hsing Pei a0 71 22.3
wei-yiian-hui (1934) '
Chih-li T’ai-tSang chou
Nung-ts’un o 7 12 72.3
wei-yiian-hi
Chih-li Hai chow
JL. Buck (1937) Kuan-yiin 68.7 7.1 24.2
Chih-li T’'ung chou
Tung-nan ta-hsiieh (1923) T’ung 20.0 100 70.0
50.0 25.0 25,0
15.0 150 700
— — 100.0
60.0 100 30.0
80.0 15.0 5.0
30.0 100 60.0
10.0 100 80.0
30.0 20.0 50.0
200 20.0 60.0
: 200 60.0
50 75.0
— 80.0
4.0 90.0
— 70.0
20.0 60.0
50 80.0
100 70.0
15.0 75.0
5.0 60.0
10.0 700
15.0 70.0
2.0 95.0
60.0 250
Tai-hsing 15.0 60.0 25.0
30.0 50.0
350 15.0
400 40.0
50.0 30.0
30.0 50.0
40.0 30.0
300 100
70.0 10.0

209 54.2
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Owners Part-owners

Chiang-ning

Chang Hsind (19290 . . . . . . . 354 335 311

Chang Hsini (1934) . . . . . . . 57.2 270 158

JL. Buck (1930) . . . . . . . . 46.7 25.4 279

JL. Buck (1937) . . . . . . . . 722 16.7 111
Su-chou »

J.L. Buck (1937) for K’un-shan 349

Nung:ts'un fu-hsin | wei- #an-hui’ 76.8

J.L. Buck (1937): .. 10.1 438 46.2

Tung-nan ta hsiieh (1923) 10.7 184 710
Ch’ang-chou

J.L. Buck (1937) for Wu-chin (II) . . . 15.0 46.0 39.0

Tung-nan ta-hsiiech (1923) e e 28.7 40.8 305

Chiang-su sheng nung-min yin-hang (1931) . 59.3 — 40.7

JL. Buck (1930 . . . . . . . . 723 134 14.3

J.L. Buck (1937) ave. . . . . . . . 35.0 39.3 356
Chen-chiang

Chang Han-lin (1930) . . . . . . . 678 22.1 10.2
Huai-an o S |

J.L. Buck (1937) for Yen-ch'eng (I)_ ‘ 280 38.0

Nungts'un fu-hsing -weicyiianshui 15.3 153

J.L. Buck (1937) av 23.0 209
Yang-chou 5

J.L. Buck (1937) for Tai chou . . . . 70.7 23.2 6.1

JL. Buck (1937) ave. . . . . . . . 618 21.7 16.5
Hsii-chou

Nung-ts'un fu-hsing wei-yllan-hui (1934) . 70.7 7.1 223

Chiang-su sheng nung-min yin-hang (1931) . 816 6.7 119
T’ai-ts’ang

Nung-ts'un fuhsing wei-ytian-hui . . . . 205 72 72.3

Hai Chou

J.L. Buck (1937) 24.2

T’ung Chou

Tung-nan ta-hsiieh (1 209 54.2

Tenants

(Table 6)

(Table 6)

(Table 6)

(Table 6)

(Table 7)

(Table 7)

(Table 7)

(Table 6)

(Table 7)

(Table 7)
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TaBLE A-T. "ProPORTION OF LAND RENTED: FroMm J. L. Buck (1937)

. Cultivated
Size of farm by ownership amount
4 B C D rented
(percent)
Chiang-ning e e e e 1.72 0.59 0.50 0.75 hectare 11
Su-chou
Ch’ang-shu 79
K’un-shan 62
Ch’ang-chou
I-hsing S ... 28
Wuhsi . . . . . L. 0.56 0.46 0.29 0.43 26
0.25 0.29 0.43 83
Wu-chin . . . . . . . 1.08 0.60 0.38 0.51 20
1.32 1.01 0.75 1.07 53
1.14 0.63 0.67 0.87 33
Huai-an
Fou-ning 242 5
Huai-yin 1.37 24
Yen-ch’eng - 383 52
132 18
213 17
1.87 17
Yang-chou
Chiangtu = . . . . . . 153 0.71 0.63 0.89 32
0.83 0.54 0.38 111 10
T’ai-Chou . . . . . . . 1.14 0.60 0.58 1.26 18
Tung-tai . . . . . . . 9.07 212 1.70 2.03 18
Hai Chou
Kuan-yiin . . . . . . . 3.35 1.73 1.00 6.64 41

A = owners; B = owned by part-owners; C =rented by part owners; D = tenants. Cultivated
amount rented based on assumption that all cultivated land was included in survey and distributed
(Po x C)]1 = [(TxD)
nt of part-owners; and O,

according to pattern in Table A-6. Cultivated amount rented=[(Tx
+ Pox (B+C) + (OxA)), where T is percent of ‘tenants,

percent of owner g
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TaBLE A-8. PROPOR 10N OF LAND RENTED: FroM CHANG HsIN-I (1929)

Districts Irrigated Land Dry Land
A B C A B C
L 55.0% 20.8% 24.2% 46.7% 21.4% 31.9%
2. 69.4 16.3 14.3 67.2 23.4 94
3. 379 25.5 36.6 410 23.0 36.0
4. “ 82.3
5. 19.7
6. 178
1. 224
8. 21.7
9. 33.6 36.7 29.7 46.0 39.0 15.0
10. 43.8 36.6 196 450 371 18.0
11. 28.0 45.5 26.5 36.0 39.5 24.5
12. 40.5 34.3 25.2 69.0 16.7 14.3
13. 215 46.5 32.0 41.7 39.5 18.8
14. 224 22.0 55.4 43.3 276 9.2
. . .. 0 275 33.4 39.1 39.5 44.7 15.8

Average . . . . . 38.2 325 29.3 45.0

TABLE A-9. PROI;(SRTION T(‘)F LAND RENTED: FroM J. B. TAYLor (1924)

Cultivatel by Rented from Rented from
Cultivatel by owner with residents of absentee
owner’s family hired labor local village landlords
Icheng . . . . . 41.9% 10.1% 10.0% 38.0%
Chiang-yin . . . . 28.7 14 58.2 11.7

Wu-chiang . . . . 19.6 4.2 18.8 57.4
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