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The Parsi diaspora in China can be divided into three stages: from 1756 to 1842, marked by the Parsi involvement  in the Opium Trade; from 1843 to 1949, characterized as a period of stable prosperity; and beyond 1949, the year when all Parsis retreated from Canton and Shanghai to either Hong Kong or Bombay. This paper will deal primarily with the first stage of the Parsi diaspora when the Parsi merchants were extensively involved in the opium trade in China.
Various Parsi communities have settled in different cities in China with their diverse socio-cultural context. As such, the Parsis can be used as a case study to examine religious freedom in modern China as reflected in public policies. The larger research undertaking, of which this paper is but a small section, traces Zoroastrian religious practices and institutions in some metropolitan cities in China.  The importance of studying the Parsi diaspora1   in China can be shown by the following aspects:  (1) it was along the shores of the China Sea that the Parsis first settled as a diaspora group (Hinnells, p 337); (2) in the last 250 years, the Parsi communities in China constitute an integral part of the Parsi overseas settlements; and (3) the history of Zoroastrianism in China can be traced back to these Parsi communities in contrast with a prevailing view in Chinese academe that it disappeared at the time of the Song Dynasty (960-1279 AD). 
When They Turned to the East: A Panoramic Sketch of Parsis in Chinatc "When They Turned to the East\: A Panoramic Sketch of Parsis in China"
In 1756, when Hirji Jivanji Readymoney and his brother, Mancherji, set sail for China, it started as a simple journey overseas.  It probably never occurred to the Readymoney brothers that they would be the first Parsis to settle in China 2.   What could have prompted them to embark on this trip to the Far East was the wealth that their Parsi contemporaries had brought back from that country.
In the same year, Hirji Jivanji succeeded in establishing a firm in Canton, the only port in China that was then open to foreign traders. When Jivanji returned to Bombay, Mancherji his brother, remained in Canton to take care of business. Sorabji, son of Mancherji, amassed an even larger fortune than his father did from the China trade. It is said that he once provided food for thousands of refugees during the great famine in Gujarat and thus earned a reputation of being charitable. The wealthy Readymoneys owned seven ships, with two or three used primarily for the China trade (Jehanghier, p 9; Kamerkar,  p 135; Coates, p 51). In 1872, the Queen Empress knighted a fourth generation member of the Readymoney family, Kavasji Jehangir. As far as is known, the Readymoneys were involved in the China trade for at least 100 years. A Haneckjee Bomunjee who died in 1850 and who was buried in Tomb Three of the Parsi Cemetery at Huangpu or Whampoa, Canton, was a member of the Readymoney family (Guo).

Stories about the Readymoneys exemplify the many adventures of Parsis in Canton throughout the 18th – 19th centuries. Almost all the leading Parsi families, no matter what enterprise they were originally engaged in while in Bombay or in other Indian cities, were also directly involved in the China trade and made great profits from it. Other families include the well-known Camas, the Banajis, the Wadias, the Dadysetes, the Patels and the Tatas.  However, written records regarding the other leading Parsi families’ involvements in the China trade are not readily available.3  Entries in the diaries of Sir Jamsetjee Jejeebhoy (1783-1856) constitute the most important and probably the only business records in English available.4   Nevertheless, the relative lack of documents can be made up for by extensive biographies of members of these leading Parsi families. They provide not only important dates and places with regards to their activities in China (e. g., Jamesetjee Jejeebhoy, J N Tata, K R Cama) but also reveal, in particular, the close relationships between the overseas Parsi group and the community in Bombay that were maintained through the years.
“As the Bombay Parsis became wealthy and powerful,  they began to engage in international trade and their number grew in the late 18th and early 19th centuries” (Hinnells, p 303).  It should be noted, however,  that during the past 250 years, the Parsi population in China did not only consist of members from the leading families. Many ordinary Parsis were also obsessed with the potential benefits to be gained from the China trade since it was “the most valuable branch of the commerce of Bombay” (Milburn, vol 1, p 218).  The China trade played a major role in making wealthy merchants out of the Parsis. It is known that Sir Jamesetjee Jejeebhoy, the Business Prince and first Indian Baronet (1842), was born to a poor Parsi family and once made his living by collecting used glass bottles along the streets of Bombay. A seventeen-year-old orphan, he took up the China trade and embarked on five successive voyages to Canton.  They all proved successful for his merchant career and became a good testimony to his commercial skills. For this study, it is necessary to include the ordinary Parsis in Canton, as well.

By 1790,  as more and more Parsis came to Canton, they firmly established their trade network in this city (Menant, p 219). With the end of the China trade monopoly by the East India Company in 1834, more Parsi firms were established. 5  There were eleven Parsi companies by 1837, compared with only nine from the United States and one each from Portugal, Germany, Holland and Sweden. From 1828-1848, there were about forty to forty-five  Parsi residents in Canton as announced in the annual list of foreign inhabitants in The Chinese Repository. 6  By the first half of the 18th century, there were more old-time Parsi traders in Canton than private British merchants from the Indian settlement or other indigenous merchants. In 1809, for example, there was only one British private trader whereas there were seven Parsis  (Guha, 1) in Canton.

For the present study, the sources available in China are quite helpful. With so many conspicuous Parsi merchants in Canton doing business directly with Chinese merchants, quite a lot of commercial and social activities were recorded in various sources in the Chinese language.7 They include official documents such as diplomatic notes, memorials presented to the Emperor, court documents, etc.  These are in addition to commercial documents like the accounting books of the Hong merchants, the abstracts of titles of  properties, etc.8  Travels and sketches of men of letters are also useful. All of them are particularly informative in reconstructing the history of the Parsi diaspora in China as a whole.  Some sources are also available in Mumbai.

According to some sources, the style of dressing, the manners, the business skills and the integrity of the Parsis did impress the Chinese people.  Parsis are generally called Bai-tou or “the white turbaned” by the local Cantonese and the Shanghainese 9  and, accordingly, the Fire Temple is called Bai-tou Worshipping Hall. One may even sort out a standardized format for transcribing Parsi names given in an official document (BPPC, vol 31, p 273).  Compared to the Americans, as some scholars conclude (Chen and Guo), the Chinese of the late Qing Dynasty knew the Parsis much better than they knew the Americans.

The Parsis Emerge as a Competitor of the East India Company in Cantontc "The Parsis Emerge as a Competitor of the East India Company in Canton"
Generally, the Parsi community enjoyed good relations with the British Government during the Raj. As early as the 16th and 17th centuries,  the Parsis were regarded as the best brokers among the Indian natives of the Western Factories. Milburn (vol 1, p 171) observed in the early 19th century that the “Parsis rank next to the Europeans. They are active, industrious and clever people, and possess considerable local knowledge.”  But as a rising indigenous community, Parsis in the mean time became either potential or actual competitors of British business in the Western Coast of India, as David L. White observes. 10  The Parsi merchants in Canton were no different. From the very beginning, they were a powerful commercial competitor to the British.

In addition to tea and silk,11  cotton and opium were the major products that dominated the China trade.  According to Guha (Guha, 1), in 1828-1829 and in 1833-1834, the cotton and opium exported to China through Parsi traders made up 32% and 46%, respectively, of the entire export commodities of India.

Around 1770, a great famine occurred in China which made the Emperor issue an edict to reduce the land area planted to cotton, leaving more acreage for growing grain. This caused a dramatic increase in the amount of cotton imported from Bombay. For the next thirty years, as Milburn remarks (vol 2, p 483), most of the cotton sold in the markets of Canton passed through the hands of Bombay merchants. During some trade seasons, India exported to China as much as 80,000 bales of cotton.12 

From the 1820s, the cotton market became depressed. As indigenous traders, the Parsis imputed this to the business practices of the East India Company. In May 1829, forty-four prominent Bombay merchants who were trading with China, among whom were twenty-six Parsis, lodged a petition with the Governor of Bombay, urging him to improve the practices of the General Council of the East India Company at Canton,  insisting that it was time to change the whole administration of the Company (Greenberg, p 162).13
The depressed cotton market, however, did not seem to cause heavy losses among the energetic Parsi merchants. In no time, they shifted from cotton to opium, which proved to be even more lucrative. The opium trade started in 1773 (Morse, vol 1, p 199) and rapidly grew in the 1820s, at which time the opium shipments outstripped those of cotton (Siddiqi, p 196). The Chinese Emperor issued an edict in 1800 prohibiting the contraband. In the same year, the East India Company claimed to have ceased opium shipments to China.  Yet, it never stopped extending loans to the opium cultivators and putting the product up for auction in Calcutta. At the same time, the huge profits realized from this trade made the Parsi merchants continue to smuggle it to China. They purchased the opium from the auction markets and shipped them to China. When the Malwa opium monopoly was canceled by the Bombay Government in 1831, it was replaced by a system of passes.  The City of Bombay soon boomed into another distribution center for the opium trade, with nine-tenths of the exports coming out from this port city (Morse, vol 3, p 238-239; Siddiqi, p 198).  The Parsis were more vigorously engaged in the opium trade than ever before.  During the first four decades of the 19th century, the amount of opium exported annually from Bombay to China increased sharply from Rs 37708 to Rs 1.5 crores (Gazetteer of Bombay City and Islands, vol 3, Appendix I).

During the 19th century, the largest company involved in the opium trade was the Jardine Matheson company while its most important partner in Bombay was the Jamesetjee Jejeebhoy Company (1818) and later on the Jasetjee Jejeebhoy and Sons company (1836). 14  The first ship of this firm with its load of Malwa opium sailed into China in 1822 and made a profit of Rs 2403834 (Greenberg, p 116). With the introduction of the pass system in Bombay in 1831, what Jamsetjee Jejeebhoy needed to do was merely to supply as much Malwa opium as possible to the warehouses of Jardine Matheson.  As Siddiqi observes (Siddiqi, p 198), “he was participating in a massive combination for monopolizing the Malwa opium trade.” It is said that the strong cooperation between the two companies was based on the personal friendship between W Jardine and J Jejeebhoy which was established during the fourth voyage of the latter to China (Siddiqi, p 195) in 1805.  The huge profits from the opium trade only brought them closer together, resulting in a lasting relationship through the 19th century.

Jamesetjee Jejeebhoy was not the only Parsi client of the Jardine Matheson company.  In 1827, Bomajee Munockjee, Framjee Muncherjee, Cursetjee Framjee and Sorabjee Cowasjee, all of whom were major Parsi merchants in Canton, also became clients of the company.  During the period 1819-1823, Framjee Cowasjee, another leading Parsi trader, was a partner of the company. In the 1829-1830 trade season, there were about fifty Parsis in Bombay who consigned their opium to Jardine Matheson. Among their twenty-five regular clients, thirteen were Parsis. The Parsis engaged in the opium trade so extensively that before 1840, when the Opium War broke out, the whole Indo-China Opium Trade, as M Kamerkar describes, was practically in Parsi hands (Mody, ed, p136).  Even during the War, in 1842, the Jamesetjee Jejeebhoy and Sons Company, still sent two shipments of goods including opium which were consigned by various Parsis to Macao (Sir Jamesetjee Jejeebhoy diaries, Access No. 355). Actually, a syndicate group for the opium trade was formed among the Jardine Matheson Company,  the Jasetjee Jejeebhoy and Sons Company and the Remington Crawford Company, a leading European firm in Bombay (Greenberg, p 133).15
Since Bombay had long been a colonial city and a world trade center, its merchants always played an important role in the city’s administrative system. In 1836, Jamesetjee Jejeebhoy handed the company over to Cursetjee, his elder son, so that he could spend more time in “the public services.”  Earlier,  in 1823, Jamesetjee became a member of the Parsi Panchayat. He was appointed one of the first jurors in 1827; a Director of the First Savings Bank of Bombay in 1835. In 1852, he was elected President of the Bombay Association, the first political association in Bombay. Jamesetjee also earned a reputation for being a philanthropist because of his generous donations to hospitals, educational institutions and many municipal construction projects at a time when Bombay City was rapidly becoming an international metropolitan city in the 19th century. Finally, he was made a Knight in 1842 and a Baronet in 1857.16
The Parsis and the Hong Merchantstc "The Parsis and the Hong Merchants"
Parsi records show that the Hong merchants willingly co-operated with them in business.  Jamesetjee Jejeebhoy was an agent for Howqua, one of the Hong merchants selling cassia and silk in Bombay (Siddiqi). Earlier, two other Parsis acted as agents for China merchants, who were probably also from Hong (Milburn, vol 1, p 234).
The Parsi merchants, as country traders who sought free trade relations,  were never satisfied with the Hong system in China. In a memorandum dated May 1829 which was submitted to the East India Company, they complained of the successive bankruptcies filed by the Hongs. They pleaded with the Company to persuade the Chinese authorities either to increase the number of the Hongs or to permit them to trade with other Chinese merchants (Morse, vol 3, p 215). They even went as far as taking measures to undermine the traditional Chinese commercial system.

When the cotton market in China declined, there was a surplus of capital in Bombay.  This became a good source of funds for the growing opium trade. Another important investment opportunity was the capital market in Canton, where a much higher return was expected to be gained. According to Siddiqi (p 201), the loan interest rate in Bombay then was 9% and in 1814, the return on loans on good securities was 4.5-10%.  Parsis usually loaned money in Bombay at the rate of 6-12% and made loans to Hong merchants in need at 12-20%, sometimes going up to as high as 40% (Greenberg, p140). At some point, even the managers of the East India Company felt it necessary to adopt measures to protect the Chinese from the maneuverings of the Parsis (Morse, vol 3, p 91).  However, with the high returns came the problem of unpaid loans. As early as 1772, a petition signed by four Parsis and two Muslims addressed to the East India Company, complained about a particular Hong merchant who owed them a large sum of money (Menant, vol 3, p 220). This was the first record of such an event.  At first glance, the money owing between partners might be regarded as a matter of pure commercial activity. But things were more complicated.

According to Greenberg (p 56), in the 19th century, there were three major lawsuits regarding money owed. It is interesting to note that all of them transpired between the Parsis and the Hong merchants. The first one was in 1810-1815 when Hormajee Dorabjee brought a suit before the local Governor against Mu Shifang, a Wanchen Hong merchant who allegedly owed him more than Rs 351038. The Governor pronounced the latter guilty.  His goods and properties were then sold off to pay for part of the debt to Dorabjee, while the rest were apportioned for payment by other Hong merchants. Mu Shifang himself was dismissed from his position and banished to Yili (in Xinjiang) in servitude “so as to punish one to warn a hundred.”    The other two lawsuits happened in 1827-1829 and 1836-1837, respectively. Again, they arose from bankruptcies of the accused Hong merchants.  The debts owed to the Parsis were parceled out for payment by other Hong merchants as judged by the Governor. 17
Given that such practices in Canton favored the lender, as pointed out by Morse (vol 1, p 366),  the Parsi traders only had to find Chinese merchants from whom they might make the best returns. Those Hong merchants who were new in the business or whose businesses were poorly managed were extended loans at higher interest rates.  Thus, it was not surprising that they soon became victims of the Parsi usurers.
Another outcome was achieved in the process.  By giving loans to individual Hong merchants who were unable to pay, the borrowers ultimately went into bankruptcy. The Parsis then hoped to undermine the Hong system as a whole, expanding their share of the China trade. As expected, if one Hong merchant defaulted, in effect the whole Kong Hong/Gong Hang was also in default. When the Kong Hong system is disrupted, Hoppo will soon take the place of more than six to seven Hong merchants.  Or,  a special duty of $30000 - 40000 was imposed on each one of them. Without enough capital left, the Chinese would have to resort to borrowing externally (Cheong, p 155).

The first stage of the Parsi diaspora in China ended around the middle of the 19th century when Zexu Lin, a firm and resolute Imperial High Commissioner, finally decided to abolish the opium trade in 1839.  The Parsis suffered a great loss as a result. Seven thousand seven hundred opium chests belonging to major Parsi traders together with other opium shipments from around fifty companies consigned either by small Parsi firms or individuals were surrendered to the Commissioner (Fay,  p 157). According to the Gazetteer of Hong Kong Government of January 2, 1864, in the Parsi Factory of Kong Hong, at least twenty-eight firms had to turn over their opium to the government (Vaid, p 10). It is said that the Banajis sustained a loss of Rs 20 lakhs (Kamerkar, p 137). Many other Parsi traders suffered similar losses, including Sir Jamesetjee Jejeebhoy. Some of the Parsis who went bankrupt committed suicide (Karaka, vol 2, p 27).
From a Merchant Group to a Diaspora Communitytc "From a Merchant Group to a Diaspora Community"
Undoubtedly, the Parsis played an important role in the whole history of Zoroastrian communities in China since the 3rd century.  Compared to the murky and fragmented documents concerning Zoroastrians from other parts of Asia, the more abundant and well preserved documents of those in China make it possible to reconstruct their history and evaluate the role that they played in modern China.  This is highlighted by their extensive involvement in the opium trade as described above.
The Parsi merchant group’s activities in China between 1750 and 1840 is a manifestation  of the inner energy, creativity and imagination of the Parsi community in the 18th - 19th centuries.18  They migrated to China, established trading firms and conducted their export and import businesses directly with the Chinese merchants. In order to keep their share of the China market, they strongly competed with the British and challenged the established Chinese business traditions which they believed to be unfavorable.  Finally, after some time as successful traders, they brought huge profits from the China trade back to Bombay.

The Parsi community played an active role in the socio-political changes that occurred in Indian society in the 19th century (Kulke, p 9).  They amassed amazing fortunes, mostly by trading with China (M Kamerkar, p 138).  Based on this, it would not be difficult to establish a triangle comprising the China trade, the prosperity of the Parsi  community and the development of Indian society as a whole, such as the urbanization of colonial Bombay and the transformation of agricultural production in India. It can be concluded that without the China trade, the profile of the Parsi community of the 19th century and the panorama of the Indian economy could have turned out differently. 19  What should be stressed here, however, is that the Parsis were able to seize the strategically rare and probably the last great trading opportunity in China.  They were in China just before the break-up of the old geography of maritime trade coupled with  traditional imperial economic and financial policies.  The Parsis also had the unenviable role as drug smugglers in the China trade. 20
As far as the Parsi community in China was concerned, the merchants in Canton before the Opium War could hardly be considered as a community in a strict sense.  However,  they had a considerable impact on the Parsi diaspora. They continued to settle in many Chinese cities as merchants. Even today, most of the Parsis in Hong Kong and in Macao are the descendants of those who withdrew from Shanghai and Canton after 1949 and are still engaged in their trading businesses.

Seen from the perspective of the Parsi involvement in the opium trade,21  the fact emerges that it was immediately after the dramatic decline of the China trade that the Parsi community in China gradually came into being.  This can probably be explained in two ways. Although they suffered greatly with the cessation of the opium trade,  the Parsis continued to migrate to China after 1842 to pursue business opportunities, not only in Canton this time, but also in Shanghai, Hong Kong, Macao and some other inland cities.  Probably, after the Nanjing Treaty was signed, they expected to secure more opportunities in the port cities where concessions were allotted to the Western powers. As far as the Shanghai community was concerned, up to 1935, twenty firms were established successively. 22  There were records of 139 individuals (A Review, p 166), representing almost three times more people than the head count during the reputed golden age of the China trade in the 19th century. 23  The other reason can be that the decline of the China trade loosened the ties between the Parsi community of Bombay and the overseas Parsi merchant group,  making it  possible for the latter to develop into a relatively independent community in an alien land.

The Canton Zoroastrian Association was started in 1845 and the Shanghai Parsi Cemetery Trust Fund in 1854 (A Review, p 166). A piece of burial ground was leased to the Parsis in Canton in 1847 after negotiations between Chinese and British officers (Guo) in Shanghai in 1856 at $603 (A Review, p  1), using funds donated by the co-religionists in Canton. Parsi women arrived in  Chinese cities to join their families.  Before 1842, it was the custom among the Parsi traders in China to return to their families in Bombay every two or three years.  A Prayer Hall was established in 1865 (Shanghai Chronicle) and renovated in 1932 (Gong and Yan, p 193;  A Review, p 135).  This  was undoubtedly the only Parsi Temple that had ever existed in China.  Mobed (Zoroastrian priest) Jal Kuka (1908-?) was  also recruited from a Bombay Madressa in 1931. He worked there as a full time priest until 1945. Zoroastrians in Shanghai boasted that the children of Zoroastrians came to their city to perform their Najotes from inland Chinese cities such as Beijing, Tianjing, Hanko and even as far as Japan.24  It would seem that by the 1930s, the Parsi community  in Shanghai became a Zoroastrian overseas center in the Far East.  With the passing of the golden age of the China trade, the real Parsi diaspora community survived and developed in the different Chinese port cities. 

End Notes:

1 By diaspora is meant a religious-ethical group like overseas Parsi communities the world over, irrespective of their citizenship.  For a detailed typological analysis, see R Cohen, Global Diaspora: An Introduction, London: 1997.

2 It seems that Parsis have a long history of communication with China.  Both Chinese (Gong and Yan, p 273, Guo) and Parsi (e.g., Karaka, vol 1, p 27) scholars, by citing accounts of Arabian travelers such as Abu Mas’udi (in his Les Prairies d’Or), trace it back to the 10th century.  If this is the case, it means that when Parsis began to migrate to India, some of them at the same time went as far as China.  It is said that even the Readymoneys were not among the Parsis who first came to China with a business purpose, as some Chinese scholars believe (e.g., Guo).  Menant implies (p 219) that some Parsis set off for China earlier, among whom is Dhanjisha Manjisha, leader of the Parsi Kadimis in Bombay (Menant, p 211 and Parsi Prahash, p 69).  Milburn (p171) also reports that residents of different European Houses in Bengal and China were generally Parsis.  These Parsis, however, along with other foreigners, were not permitted to reside in Canton and had to leave for Bombay or other places as soon as the trade season ended.  The significance of Hirji’s voyage to China is that he became the first Parsi who was permitted to settle there (Hinnells, p 337) as presented in documented history of the Parsi diiaspora (Hinnells, p 335). 

3 This is one of the major difficulties in studying the modern diaspora of Parsis. Professor Hinnells expresses the same opinions (p 114).

4 This document preserves the commercial and social activities of Sir Jamesetje Jejeebhoy through 1February 1826 to 29 December 1876. In his Parsis in India, Kulke mentions another source, Sir Jamesetjee Jejeebhoy Papers (or Correspondence) in 8 vols. However, I doubt if they are the same. The contents of the diaries are so plentiful that, based on them, together with many biographies of him through the years as well as some records in China, one may even write a book like Emmanuel le Roy Ladurie’s  Montaliou, Village Occitan de 1294 (Editions Gallimard,1975).

5 Dadabhoy-Manochjee-Rustomjee, a famous Parsi firm was established in the following year. 

6 Also according to the same source, during the 1836-1837 season, the foreign adult male population at Canton was 307, of which 158 were British, 62 Parsis.

7 Nawaz Modi, Head and Professor of the Department of Civics and Politics, University of Mumbai, who is also a Parsi, reminded me of the importance of the sources in China for the present study.

8 The official documents of the foreign concession authorities after 1842 could be added as well.

9 Even today, the Zoroastrians in Hong Kong and Macao still bear a Sinolised name of Bai-tou Jiao or  White Turbaned Religionists.

10 Munshira Manoharlal, “Competition and Collaboration: Parsi Merchants and the English East India Company in 18th century,  Publishers Pvt, Ltd, New Delhi, 1995.

11 A Siddiqi,  “Trade and Finance, 1750-1860,” p 8, Siddiqi, Trade and Finance in Colonial India, New Delhi, Oxford University Press, 1995.

12 The original text of Milburn reads 8,000 bales which could be a typographical error. Compare vol 1, p 217.

13 Note that almost ten years earlier, the depression occurred.  Milburn had already warned that the average quality of the cotton from Bombay, compared to that from Bengal, could ultimately threaten the trade “in a material degree”(Milburn vol 1, p 218;  vol 2,  p 483).

14 William Chardine started his opium smuggling in 1818 by jointly purchasing Sarah, a trading ship with Cowasjee Framjee, again a Parsi merchant and some other persons.

BPPC, vol 31, p 263.

15 Joining hands with the English private merchants, Parsis in Canton competed with the East India Company for their share of the China market as described above. In addition to that, they even took a hand in the monopoly of the British East India Company in Sino-British trade. In the 1820s, when Singapore became a free port, they began to ship the tea and silk from Macao and unloaded them at Singapore. New bills of lading were issued there and the goods were loaded again onto the same ship and sailed to England.

16 On May 25, 1842, the Patent of Knighthood was presented to Jamesetjee Jejeebhoy. Three months later, the Nanjing Treaty was signed which came to be regarded by most Chinese as the first unequal agreement  in history.
17 For the details of these two cases, see separately Morse, vol 3, pp 59 and184;  BPPC, vol 30, p 547-548; and BPPC, vol 31, p 263.

18 It is these same dynamics that enabled a small minority like the Parsis to take a lead role in the social development of India (Kulke, p 9) and that affected historical  studies.

19 The re-evaluation of the impact of the China trade or the British-India-China trade triangle on the Indian economy and society of the 19th century seems to be a more crucial subject for both India and Chinese scholars, especially in post-colonial times. In his Indo-Chinese Trade: 1793-1833 (Orient Longman, 1974), Professor J Kumar advanced the idea idea that “the full impact of the trade on the economy of India was far from felt” (p 172) apart from some structural transformations and the commercialization of Indian agriculture.  His boldest conclusion was that the “China trade was no doubt a mechanism to facilitate the economic drain of India”(p 163). Following the same line of reasoning but with a wider perspective, Professor A Siddiqi  in his Trade and Finance, 1750-1860 (Oxford, 1995), instead of stressing the destructive impact of the China trade on the Indian economy, repeatedly stressed the difficult commercial milieus that the Indian merchants had to cope with. Thus the conclusion arrived at is that for “the reputed profitability of the China opium trade, it comes as a surprise that the figures for calculating the return on opium indicate a relatively modest rate of return”(p 200). Unfortunately, Chinese academics have not undertaken studies on the Indo-China trade of that time. A highly-financed movie released in 1999 commemorating the 160th  anniversary of the Opium War in China was lacking basic academic information. It did not have a single Indian, or to be exact, a Parsi merchant, who appeared on  screen as a foil to the aggressively imperial British. This reflects the general thinking about modern India prevailing in China even today. In the 1950s, Sino-Indian relations were quite smooth not only in the diplomatic field but also in many other sectors of  society.  However, since the 1963 War, the study of modern India has long been an untouchable field. Paradoxically, however, the reality is that in a famous pledge on March 25, 1839 signed by forty two top opium merchants in Canton, where they promised never to import opium to China thereafter, at least twenty Parsis can be identified by name. It is not difficult to see how selective remembrance and forgetting of certain events can intrinsically affect historical  studies.

20 Even the Parsis were conscious of it. Kulke observes that in the Census of 1864, no Parsis declared themselves as opium traders (p 53).

21 Some scholars assert that after 1842, Parsis withdrew from or quit the China trade(e. g., Kulke, p 54 and Guo). They are right only in the sense that the leading position of Parsis in the China trade was challenged by the Muslims and Jews, and eventually were replaced by the latter, on one hand, and that their community in Bombay adjusted their commercial orientation, on the other hand.

22 Contrary to Guo, based on the evidence of Benjamin who provided a much smaller figure, namely seven, of the Parsi firms in China immediately after the War, I would prefer to say  that the Parsis never withdrew from the business world in China until 1949. Only, the cessation of trade opportunities like opium and cotton exports never came back.

23 Today, there are about 150 Parsis in Hong Kong. Compared to the whole history of the Parsi diaspora in China, the Shanghai and Hong Kong communities might have been the largest.
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