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Chinese Sub-ethnic Identities in Nationalist Movements—A Study on Hong Kong and Singapore in the 1930s(
0. The Problems: 
Bourgeois associations in urban China in the early twentieth century have long been regarded as cradles for Chinese nationalist movements.
 In her authoritative account on urban Chinese association life between 1911 and 1937, Marie-Claire Bergère ([1986] 1989) points out the crucial role played by the Shanghai General Chamber of Commerce in nationalist movements. And extending from Shanghai, the movements spread to other cities including those from abroad. In her words, “Chinese society in Shanghai and Canton was closer to that of the overseas communities of Singapore and Hong Kong, than to the rural world of the inland province” (Bergère 1989: 43). The implication here is: the connection between the cosmopolitan cities such as Shanghai, Hong Kong, and Singapore formed a transnational urban space, which was isolated from their respective hinterland.

The thesis on the discontinuity between the transnational urban space and countryside is revisited by scholars emphasizing the tenacious growth of Chinese native-place ties. Illuminated by William G. Skinner’s (1977) account, Elizabeth Sinn (1990), Emily Honig (1992), Mak Lau Fong (1995), and Bryna Goodman (1995) argue that the Chinese elites in the cities such as Shanghai, Ningpo, Canton, Hong Kong, and Singapore, were mainly composed of sojourning merchants. With their recent departure from the villages, social boundaries inherited from the village-life including native-place ties and speech-group identities were important to the organization of the urban Chinese associations.
Skinner’s discussion on the interaction between these sojourning associations in the city three decades ago is still powerful today. He argues that, “competition for prestige and power [between these associations] was a major factor in the extension of services to the general public (1977: 549).” Each major native-place association would try to demonstrate its ability in taking control the public affairs in the urban space, such as charities, schools, infirmaries, dispensaries, and the like.

In examining the surging Chinese nationalism in the 1930s, the question arises as whether the engagement of Chinese nationalist movement as one public affair transcended the Chinese sub-ethnic cleavages. Goodman’s answer to this question is negative. Based on her research on Shanghai, she highlights a proliferation of the native-place associations after the May Fourth Movement in 1919 (the first mass movement in China) and their strenuous growth under the state corporatism in the Nanjing decade (1927-1937; ruled by Jiang Jieshi [Chiang Kai-shek]’s Chinese Nationalist Government). Presenting themselves as self-government bodies, native-place associations became “the center for the ordering of the nation” (Goodman 1995: 301). Goodman therefore concludes that “the sojourning condition and sojourning networks enabled the transcendence of ‘localisms’ and the manner in which the imagined link to native place and native-place community, through the operation of synecdoche, permitted the imagining of national community” (Goodman 1995: 313-314). In other words, native-place identity paved the way for the pan-Chinese nationalist identity; but the making of the pan-Chinese nationalism did not dismiss the provincial identities.
If urban nationalism, as Goodman has argued, was generated from the convergence of different Chinese sub-ethnic groups and was created from the transformation of one’s native-place into a constituent unit of the state, how would the cross-city connections between different urban associations impact on the Chinese sub-ethnic identity? To be sure, the Chinese anti-Japanese feelings in the 1930s motivated the cooperation between different municipal-based associations in organizing the nationalist fund-raising movements and the “buying Chinese products” movements (Kuo 2004). Would the provincial native-place and speech-group identities be transcended in the movements? Or would the competition over the leadership of these cross-city movements generate the nascent municipal identity?
This paper examines the Chinese sub-ethnic politics in Nanyang (the Chinese term for present-day Southeast Asia and Hong Kong; literally meaning the South Seas) amid surging Chinese nationalist movements in the late 1930s. Major Chinese sub-ethnic groups to be discussed in this region included the Hokkien (ethnic Chinese originated from the southern Fujian province), the Cantonese (Chinese backed by their origin in the Pearl River Delta), the Hakka (Chinese originated from the mountainous border between the Guangdong and Fujian province), and the Teochew (from eastern Guangdong province) (Figure 1). Except for the Hokkien and Teochew, the rest of these groups hold inter-unintelligible dialects. In the words of J. E. Nathan, the Superintendent of the 1921 Census of British Malaya: "With the diversity in languages among the Chinese comes a diversity of characteristics and customs, and the proper division of the Chinese population into tribes is therefore of paramount importance" (Nathan 1922: 78; my emphasis).

By analyzing the participation of the region-wide Chinese nationalist campaign, the Nanyang China Relief Fund Union (Nanyang geshu huaqiao chouzhan zuguo nanminhui daibiaodahui; NCRFU as follows) in Hong Kong, I argue that this campaign was dominated by the Hokkien, while support from other Chinese sub-ethnic groups was limited. Above all, the challenges from the Hakka over the representation of the Fujian province (the provincial location where both Hokkien and Hakka originated from) disturbed the unification between different Chinese sub-ethnic groups under the roof of Chinese nationalism. Like Goodman’s research on Shanghai, the trans-national urban space between Nanyang and China contributed to the making of Nanyang Chinese nationalism, but did not forestall the continuous growth of the Chinese sub-ethnic cleavages. Unlike Goodman’s Shanghai, the trans-national urban space also created a field for different sub-ethnic groups to vie for their leadership over the nationalist movements. The competition undermined the making of a pan-Chinese solidarity, but the Chinese nationalist consciousness created in the process also spilled over to wherever Chinese sub-ethnic networks extended.
1. 

From the outset of the Japanese military inroads in China in the Jinan Incident (on May 3, 1928), Chen Jiageng (Tan Kah Kee; 1874-1961) and his alliances in the Singapore Chinese Chamber of Commerce (the premium association for the Chinese bourgeoisie in Singapore) took the initiatives to lead the Chinese nationalist movements. The British appreciated Chen Jiageng for his non-partisan style, which was particularly important in the 1930s when Chinese partisans (including both the Kuomintang [the Chinese Nationalist Party; KMT] in Malaya and the Malay Communist Party) tried to expand their forces in the surging Chinese nationalist movements (Yong and McKenna 1990: 185-195). In the aftermath of the Marco Polo Bridge Incident (the Japanese army bombed the Beijing’s outskirts in July 7, 1937), Chen Jiageng was once again promoted as the leader to channel the Chinese anti-Japanese feelings. The Singapore China Relief Fund Committee was organized under his leadership in August 1937. One year later, under Chen’s leadership, the NCRFU was established. With 160 delegates attended its first convention on October 10, 1938, Singapore became the center of Chinese nationalist movements in Nanyang (Leung 1977; Yong [1987] 1989: 189-193, 195-196, 202-206). 

Because the NCRFU was set up as an umbrella organization for all Chinese nationalist movements in Nanyang, support from Chinese nationalists from different cities in the region was important. The lukewarm response from Hong Kong disappointed Chen Jiageng. In his words,
“Because 80% to 90% of the Chinese in Hong Kong were Cantonese sojourners, after more than a year after the outbreak of the [Sino-Japanese] war, they did not organize any fund-raising movement. Nor did they dispatch any representative to attend [the founding meeting of the NCRFU]. Only a small portion of the Fujian sojourners sent two representatives …” (Chen 1950: 48-68).

Was Chen Jiageng’s critique fair to the Chinese in Hong Kong? The rich literature on Chen Jiageng and his leadership in the NCRFU illustrates that most seats in the Executive Committee of the association were taken by the Hokkien people—the Chinese sub-ethnic group that Chen Jiageng himself belonged to (Akashi 1970: 65-66; Pang 1973; Yong 1989: 215-218). Yōji Akashi (1970: 66) attributes the pattern to Chen Jiageng’s attempt to prevent the infiltration of the KMT in Malaya: most KMT members in Nanyang were the Cantonese. 


But the KMT power in the Cantonese-dominant Chinese communities in Hong Kong was marginal, if not insignificant (Hsu 1983: 8-9). The low participation of the Chinese from Hong Kong in Chen Jiageng’s campaign therefore should be explained by the lukewarm response from the Hong Kong side. To be sure, different from Chen Jiageng’s understanding, two months after the outbreak of the Marco Polo Bridge Incident, on September 7, 1937, the Hong Kong Chinese Chamber of Commerce had collected funds to back China’s military against Japan (HKMS 163-1-9: September 7, 1937). 

The chamber’s decision to take the initiatives in response to the Sino-Japanese war might be related to the mobilization of the Chinese Nationalist Government. Guo Quan, the founder of the Wing On group of companies, was the first officer of the Hong Kong Chinese General Chamber of Commerce proposing to respond to the Sino-Japanese war in late July (Huaqiao ribao: July 27, 1937; July 30, 1937). Guo Quan was the Hong Kong representative of the National Assembly of the Chinese Nationalist Government scheduled in November 1937 (Huaqiao ribao: July 6, 1937; July 23, 1937; see also Lee 1997: 168-173). Later in July 1939, he was further appointed as the principal leader of the Hong Kong Chinese General Chamber of Commerce and was in charge of the nationalist fund-collecting activities (HKMS 163-1-11: July 25, 1939).


As perceived by Chen Jiageng, the effectiveness of the Hong Kong campaign was disappointing. Internal document of the association shows that, more than 70 officers failed to purchase 100 dollars of national bonds as they had promised before (HKMS 163-1-10: minutes of meeting on March 15, 1938). In August 1938, Kong Xiangxi of the Executive Yuan of the Chinese National Government directly commanded the Hong Kong Chinese General Chamber of Commerce to organize an ad hoc campaign “like what was operating in the rest of Nanyang.” In response to Kong’s request, the association defended that given the strict British regulation, to organize an independent fund-raising campaign in Hong Kong was difficult (HKMS 163-1-12: August 30, 1938). 


Recent study also shows that the financial contribution from Hong Kong was much lower than most other cities in Nanyang.
 It was also true that the leading business associations in Hong Kong—including both the Donghua Group of Hospitals and the Hong Kong Chinese General Chamber of Commerce—did not respond to the NCRFU’s request of sending a delegate to the convention.
 The two delegates from Hong Kong in the NCRFU convention in Singapore were dispatched from the Temporary Committee for Chinese Refugees, an ad hoc organization set up by the Hong Kong Fujian Chamber of Commerce in 1938 (Chen 1950: 47-48).
 Can we therefore conclude that, in Nanyang, people from the Fujian province were more patriotic than the Cantonese?


Before answering the question, the issue as who constituted the Fujian people in Nanyang should be elaborated. The Fujian province was claimed by various Chinese sub-ethnic groups as their homelands in China, including the Hokkien from southern Fujian, the Hokchiu and Hokchin from northern Fujian, and the Hakka from southwestern Fujian, among others. All the abovementioned groups could claim themselves Minqiao, as they were sojourners (qiao) from the Min district (Min is the historical administrative unit of Fujian). The complication was added by the fact that Hokkien is pronounced in mandarin Chinese as Fujian, so it is ambiguous whether a Fujian/Hokkien native-place association would cover only the Hokkien people or all Chinese from the Fujian province.


In Nanyang, the Hokkien were the pioneering Chinese migrating abroad. The representation of the Fujian province was mostly taken over by the Hokkien people alone. For example, the quota system applied on the constitution of the Singapore Chinese Chamber of Commerce privileged the domination of the Hokkien. The board of directors of the association assigned a certain number of seats to each major sub-ethnic group. Throughout the inter-war era, the thirteen seats for the Fujian province were taken over by the Hokkien. In contrast, the nineteen seats for the Guangdong province were distributed among the Teochew (nine seats), Cantonese (five), Hakka from the Jiaying district (two) and Dapu district (one) respectively, as well as Hailams (two) (Nanyang shangbao: Feb. 5, 1927; Feb. 27, 1929; Yao Nan et al. 1940: 934).


Who were the two representatives from the Temporary Committee for Chinese Refugees of the Hong Kong Fujian Chamber of Commerce? The first publication of the Chinese sojourners from the Fujian province after World War II, Xianggang minqiao shanghao renminglu (Directory for Fujian sojourning merchants and agents in Hong Kong) documents that Zhuang Chengzong participated in the convention (Wu Ziqiao ed. 1947: “fujian lugang tonxianghui”, p. 5).
 Zhuang seems to be the only person from Hong Kong attending the venue: no other information was disclosed here. The booklet for the Hong Kong Fujian Native-place Association’s fiftieth anniversary repeated this record (Xianggang fujian tongxianghui bianji weiyuan hui 1989: 68).

According to Xianggang minqiao shanghao reminglu, Zhuang Chengzong was an educator, a patriotic, and a merchant. His titles started with the principal director of the executive board of the Jianguang School, Dachen High School and the Lihua Girls’ High School in Hong Kong. In the late 1930s, when the Sino-Japanese war escalated, he “coordinated with the patriots from Nanyang to establish the Oriental Soy and Canning Co., Ltd. in Hong Kong, and served as the general manager of the company to contribute to China’s wartime provisions” (Wu ed. 1947: “fujiang lugang tongxianghui”, p. 5). 


Who were the “patriots from Nanyang”? According to the registration record of the Oriental Soy and Canning Co., Ltd. in 1938, they included Chen Yongzhai, Chen Fuxiang (1888-1944), Wu Shunde, and Chen Yanqian (Tan Ean Khiam) (1881-1942), among others (HKRS 121-28; HKRS 122-5-165). Chen Yongzhai was a Teochew merchant whose company Qiantailong (Kin Tye Lung) was one of the earliest established business guild for the North and South Trade Guild (Nam Pak Hong) (Chan and Chan eds. 1941: “Mr. Chen Yongzhai”; Lugang chaozhou shanghui changwulishihui ed. 1951). Chen Fuxiang engaged in many enterprises founded by Li Yutang, a long-term supporter of Dr. Sun Yat-sen’s campaign; and Chen himself was also an advocate of Dr. Sun’s revolutionary campaign (Chan and Chan eds. 1941: “Mr. Chen Fuxiang”; on Li Yutang, see Chung 1998). Wu Shunde was Chen Fuxiang’s business partner, together they established a series of companies under the name of Luhaitong (HKRS 121; HKRS 122). Chen Yanqian was another advocate of Dr. Sun’s revolutionary campaign and a successful rubber merchant in Singapore. He founded the Singapore Chinese Rubber Dealers’ Association (Yong 1988: 78-83; 1989: 18). In 1939, he was ranked as the 8th richest Chinese rubber tycoon in Singapore (Taiwan Tōkushōku Kabushiki-gaisha, ed. 1939: 30). In short, the establishment of the food enterprise demonstrated Zhuang Chengzong’s business networking with the prominent merchants in both Hong Kong and Singapore.

Zhuang Chengzong was also among the active overseas Chinese contributing to the economic development of the Guangdong province under Chen Jitang’s rule (r. 1930-1935). In 1933, when the Cantonese comprador Mo Yinggui (Mok Ying Kui) organized a home-visit tour to promote investment in Guangdong among overseas Chinese capital, Zhuang was one of the two vice-chairpersons (Guangzhoushi zhenxie wenshi ziliao yanjiu weiyuanhui ed. 1987: 306-309; Mo 1989: 7-10).


But there should be the other person attending Chen Jiageng’s venue in Singapore. A Japanese intelligence report, published by the Office of the Governor-in-General in Taiwan (Taiwan sōtokufu), registered the name of the other participant from Hong Kong. The second attendee was Zheng Yushu. And according to the organization of the NCRFU, Zheng Yushu’s presence should receive more attention: Zheng Yushu was appointed as one chief convener of the Committee for Auditing Agendas (Taiwan Sōtokufu gaiji-bu chōsa 1943: 108). No official title was assigned for Zhuang Chengzong however. Why was the presence of Zheng Yushu not being recorded in the directory for Fujian merchants in Hong Kong?


What follows will show the inconsistent documentation on this issue reflected the division between the two representatives. Their division can be explained by the competition between two Chinese nationalist campaigns: one led by Chen Jiageng and his Hokkien alliances, and one Hu Wenhu (Aw Boon Haw; 1880-1954; widely known as the “Tiger Balm King”) and his Hakka associates. 
2. 

In the summer of 1938, when a large number of refugees fluxed into Hong Kong after Amoy’s surrendering to Japan, Zhuang Chengzong and Zheng Yushu had the chance to work side by side. Both were appointed as officers of the Temporary Committee for Chinese Refugees organized by the Hong Kong Fujian Chamber of Commerce. Zhuang Chengzong was the general manager while Zheng Yushu the chairperson (Wu ed. 1947: “lugang fujian shanghui,” p. 5).


By then, Zhuang Chengzong had been a veteran of the Hong Kong Fujian Chamber of Commerce. He was the vice-manager in 1929, a manager between 1930 and 1935; in addition, he was a liaison between the association and the Chinese General Chamber of Commerce, Hong Kong (Xianggang huashang zonghui [XHZ], 1932-1940). After organizing the fund-raising campaign in 1938, he became a director between 1938 and 1939, and a manager between 1940 and 1941 (Wu ed. 1947: “lugang fujian shanghui,” p. 7). In contrast, the chairperson of the campaign Zheng Yushu did not have any official title in the association. With the experience of chairing the ad hoc campaign in 1938, he was recruited a member in the board of committee between 1940 and 1941.


The Hong Kong Fujian Chamber of Commerce was the first association established for the Fujian merchants in Hong Kong. It was reorganized from a lodging house for sojourning merchants from the Fujian province in 1916 (Wu ed. 1947: “lugang fujian shanghui,” p. 2). According to the object of the association as it registered in 1937, it was to cover all spheres of activities including businesses, social activities, disputes, protection, of “the Fujian people resident in the Colony of Hong Kong,” as well as their activities connected with “the Fujian district, Fujian province, China, and whether residing in China or any other parts of the world” (HKRS 122-5-151).
 The association was actually dominated by the Hokkien. In 1938, one year after the registration of the Hong Kong Fujian Chamber of Commerce, the Hokchius established their own native-place association (Fuzhou lugang tongxianghui) (Wu ed. 1947: “fuzhou lugang tongxianghui”).

Between 1916 and 1940, the Hong Kong Fujian Chamber of Commerce was chaired by Du Siduan (To Sze Tuen; 1849-1940) (Wu ed. 1941: “lugang fujian shanghui”, p. 7). As a Hokkien in the Cantonese-dominated Hong Kong, Du Siduan was however accepted by the elitist associations in Hong Kong. He was among the three Chief General Managers of the Donghua Hospital in 1919 (The Donghua Group of Hospitals 1961: “donghua sanyuan jiushi nian lai lijie zongli fangming,” p. 15), and was also active in the Chinese General Chamber of Commerce, Hong Kong, the Twenty-four Merchant Guild, among other business associations and educational and charitable organizations (Chan and Chan eds. 1941: “Mr. Du Siduan”). His influence extended beyond Hong Kong. On the celebration for his eighty-first birthday in 1929, leading merchants from Hong Kong, Singapore, Canton, Taiwan, Amoy, Vietnam, Tokyo, and the Americas all addressed words of greetings (Du Qizhang ed. 1929).


How was Du Siduan’s far-flung connections established? Commercial directories in the 1910s and 1920s suggest that his businesses covered the import-export trade in the two most important Chinese business guilds in Hong Kong--the North and South Trade Guild of the intra-Asian trade and the Pan-Pacific trade (Figure 2). 


Among other businesses, Du Siduan engaged in the trade with Japan. The account books of the Hokkien agent Taiyihao in Nagasaki document its frequent transactions with Du Siduan’s companies between 1908 and 1927. The same source also reveals Taiyihao’s transactions with Quan He, a chop managed by Zhuang Chengzong (Figure 3). It is worth noting that Zhuang’s engaging in the Nagasaki trade was not documented in the directories for the Fujian merchants in Hong Kong. But forming trading connection with  Taiyihao was significant, as the historian Hsu Tsz-feng interpreted that Taiyihao "represented the operations of traditional commerce in domestic and international trade of Hokkien-origin merchants for centuries" (Hsu Tsz-feng 1995: 35).

The Hong Kong Fujian Chamber of Commerce formed close connections with the pro-Japanese Hokkien merchant Guo Chuenyang (Kwik Djoen Eng; 1859-1935). Guo was a China-born, Java-based Hokkien merchant, and he was among the key persons formulating the strategies of Japan’s southward business expansion during the inter-war years (Lin Man-houng 2001). In 1929, the Hong Kong Fujian Chamber of Commerce appointed him as an honorable committee member, and followed by an honorable chairperson between 1930 and 1935 (Wu ed. 1947: “lugang fujian shanghui”).
In addition, the association had close ties with the Hokkien merchants associated with Singapore. Owners of the notable Singapore-based Ho Hong Group of Companies, the Lin’s brothers of Lin Bingxiang (Lim Peng Siang) and Lin Bingmao (Lim Peng Mao), were listed as honorable chairpersons between 1930 and 1941.
 Kang Jingpo, another leader in the 1920s, was an Amoy-born, Singapore-educated Hokkien. He arrived in Hong Kong in 1931 to manage the Hong Kong branch of the Overseas Chinese Banking Corporation, and established his own Channel Trading Co., Ltd. in 1937. In 1938, he became the vice-chairperson of the ad ho Temporary Committee of the Chinese Refugees, and in 1940, the chamber’s vice-chairperson. In 1941, Kang succeeded the late Du Siduan as the new chairperson (Wu ed. 1947: “fujian lugang shanghui,” p. 5). In short, the Hong Kong Fujian Chamber of Commerce was a node for the Hokkien merchants in Nanyang, particularly for those from Singapore.
3. 

The monopolization of the Hokkien over the representation of Fujian sojourners in Hong Kong was challenged by the establishment of the Fujian Native-place Association in Hong Kong (Fujian lugang tongxianghui). It was founded on February 25, 1939 by Hu Wenhu, Zheng Yushu, Lin Aimin (Wu Ziqiao ed. 1947: “Fujian lugang tongxianghui”). An examination of their backgrounds show that they were all associated with the Hakka villages in the western Fujian province: Hu Wenhu from Yongding (though he was born in Rangoon), Zheng Yushu from Yongchuen, and Li Aimin from Yongding. By the end of 1941, three out of the five major leaders in the association were all Hakka people (Figure 4).


The Fujian Native-place Association in Hong Kong was not the first association for the Hakkas in Hong Kong. The first association as such was the Hong Kong Chongzheng Association (Tsung Tsin Association), organized in September 1921. Its establishment was motivated by an attempt to recast the image of the “Hakka root.” Hakka people had been depicted derogatively by B. D. Wolcott’s Geography of the World, published by the Shanghai Commercial Press in 1920. The book documented that the mountainous region of the Guangdong province was “inhabited by many primitive barbarian tribes such as the Hakkas” (Wolcott 1920: 132; cited from Xianggang chongzheng association 1950: “xianggang chongzheng association fazhan shi,” p. 2). The Hakka activists in China united to negotiate with the publisher to get this statement revised. The publisher finally agreed to made corrections. This experience motivated the cooperation between the Hakka from Beijing, Shanghai, and Canton (Xianggang chongzheng association 1950: “xianggang chongzhen zonghui fazhan shi,” p. 11). And in view of the absence of the Hakkas from Hong Kong, the Hakka activists from Canton decided to organize the Hong Kong Chongzheng Association.


Hu Wenhu, one of the founding members of the Hong Kong Fujian Native-place Association, became active in the Hong Kong Chongzheng Association from 1929 (Xianggang Tsun Tsin Association 1950: “ke shu haiwai ge tuanti zhi zushi yu fazhan,” pp. 2-3). Before leading the Hakka people in Hong Kong, Hu Wenhu had been a prominent Hakka leader in British Malaya from 1923, the year that he moved the head office of his Yongantang (Eng Aun Tong; a Chinese patent medicine company notable for the “Tiger Balm” products) from Rangoon to Singapore.
 At the same time, he forged ahead to participate in the public affairs in both Singapore and China.


Most of the charities that he engaged in were related to the Guangdong province. For example, in September 1926, Hu Wenhu led a campaign to channel funds for the Fangbian Hospital in the Canton city (Nanyang shangbao: Sept. 18, 1926). In November 1927, when the Singapore Chinese Chamber of Commerce received a cable from the Guangdong province informing them that Canton was devastated by a civil war, Hu and his brother Hu Wenbao (Aw Boon Par) soon wired $ 3,399 Straits Dollars to the Canton General Chamber of Commerce. It is worth noting that the donation of the Hu brothers did not pass through the hands of the Singapore Chinese Chamber of Commerce but through the Hong Kong Chinese General Chamber of Commerce (Nanyang shangbao: Nov. 20, 1927). In January 1928, to raise funds for victims in the Canton warfare on December 11, 1927 (the Canton uprising; a military act of the Chinese Communist Party in Canton), Hu organized a philanthropic Chinese opera performance to collect funds. The campaign was also supported by Chen Jiageng and Lu Yinjie (a Cantonese dentist), among other business elites (Nanyang shangbao: Jan. 5, 1928). 

Hu Wenhu also contributed to the wellbeing of the Chinese communities at large. For example, in August 1924, when various provinces in China were devastated by floods, Hu solicited  support of notable Chinese business people including Chen Jiageng, Li Juncheng, Li Yishun, Xue Zhonghua (See Tiong Wah), Lin Bingxiang and Lu Yinjie to raise funds for victims. Donations received during the campaign were handed to the Shanghai Chinese and Western Charitable Committee (Nanyang shangbao: August 30, 1924). In January 1927, Hu donated 4,000 dollars to the Singapore Haitian Club (a Cantonese club) for victims of the floods in British Malaya, the largest single donation of the campaign (Nanyang shangbao: Jan. 28, 1927). 


In addition to philanthropies, Hu Wenhu tried to present himself as the Hakka leader in Nanyang. He organized the Hakka people associated with western Fujian like himself. On April 1927, the Nanyang Dingzhou Native-place Association (Nanyang dingzhou tongxianghui) was organized with his financial support (Nanyang shangbao: April, 23, 1927).
 And in 1929, he initiated an umbrella organization for all Hakka associations in Nanyang, bearing the name as the Khek Community Guild Singapore (Yao Nan et al. 1940: 939; Xianggang Chongzheng Association 1950: “ke shu haiwai ge tuanti zhi zushi yu fazhan,” pp. 2-3).

Hu Wenhu’s participation in the Hong Kong Chongzheng Association linked the Hakka communities in Hong Kong with those in Nanyang (Xianggang chongzheng association 1950: “xianang tsun tsin association fazhan shi,” p. 13). At around 1935, backed by the support of the notable Hakka politician Zhang Fakui, Hakka native-place associations in New York, Hawaii, San Francisco, Cuba, Rotterdam, and Liverpool were reorganized as regional branches headed by the Hong Kong Chongzheng Association. Similar reform also took place in Khek Community Guild Singapore in 1938, though it was not overridden by the Chongzheng system (Xianggang chongzheng association 1950: “ke shu haiwai ge taunti zhi zushi ji fazhan,” and “xianang chongzheng association fazhan shi,” pp. 12-13). In the reorganized global Hakka networks, Hong Kong constituted the nodal point, of which the Chongzheng system and the Nanyang Hakka system converged.


The establishment of the Hong Kong Fujian Native-place Association in February 1939 can be regarded as the Hakkas’ attempt at competing with the Hokkien over the leadership of the pan-Fujian communities in Hong Kong. After the Hong Kong Fujian Native-place Association was founded, its Hakka leaders Zheng Yushu and Hu Wenhu were first time recruited in the committee of the Hong Kong Fujian Chamber of Commerce: Zheng became a committee member between 1940 and 1941, while Hu was appointed as an honorable consultant from 1942 (Wu ed. 1947: “lugang fujian shanghui,” pp. 5-6).


At the same time, the veteran Hokkien activist Zhuang Chengzong also came to compete for power in the Hakka-dominant Hong Kong Fujian Native-place Association. In the summer of 1941, Zhuang Chengzong succeeded Zheng Yushu to become the chairmanship of the association in its third term (Wu ed. 1947: “Fujian lugang tongxianghui”, p. 3, 5). But the process of power transfer was, to say the least, a mess lingered on for months.


A brochure circulated inside the Hong Kong Fujian Native-place Association in October 1941 reveals that Zhuang Chengzong and Zheng Yushu fought over the leadership of the association. The conflict started in the meeting on July 1, 1941, when the election for the association’s third-term (1941-1942) officers was about to start. In the meeting, the chairperson of the second term (1940-1941) Zheng Yushu was criticized for mishandling the association’s account. Zheng also failed to explain why the number of ballots exceeded the number of people holding effective membership. In the middle of the disputes, Zheng left the venue and checked in a hospital. The association therefore organized an ad hoc committee to review the association’s financial report. On July 12, the committee decided to wrap up the election result. Two days later, it announced that Zhuang Chengzong’s being the new chairperson with 469 votes. But Zheng Yushu, who had then stayed in the hospital for weeks, refused to recognize the result and questioned the legitimacy of the election. On August 21, 1941, the new officers hired a lawyer to legalize their rights of assuming power in the association (Fujiang lugang tongxianghui baogaoshu: 1-7). 


The association therefore divided into two camps: some supported Zheng Yushu while some backed Zhuang Chengzong. Both sides posted their critiques and defenses on the Chinese newspaper Dagong bao. In a post dated on September 5, 1941, Zheng stated that the meeting on July 1 was disturbed by some members who took over the association’s belongings and prevented some incumbent officers from entering the venue. He accused Zhuang Chengzong and some other members of using inappropriate ways to make themselves leaders in the association (FTB: 8). In addition, staffs of the Amoy-Datong Company argued that the election result was ineffective because 128 ballots from their company were not counted. The new officers however defended that these ballots were not counted because the Amoy-Datong Company had withdrew from the association before July 14 (Dagong bao: September 21-29, 1941).


Formal publications of the Hong Kong Fujian Native-place Association and Hong Kong Fujian Chamber of Commerce did not put a word on the dispute. In 1947, when Xianggang minqiao shanghao renminglu was issued, Zhuang Chengzong was appointed as the first chairperson after the W. W. II, while Zheng Yushu was staying in the U. S. (Wu Zaiqiao ed. 1947: “fujian lugang tongxianghui”, p. 3, 5). In his review of the association’s development before the war, Zhuang Chengzong expressed gratitude to former leaders, among whom Zheng Yushu was included (Wu ed. 1947: “fujian lugang tongxianghui”). But given the messy fights between them in the summer of 1941, one may well query what generated the conflicts.

4.

It is now clear that Zhuang Chengzong belonged to the transnational Hokkien networks in maritime Asia, while Zheng Yushu the Hakka circle. The Hokkien and Hakka sojourning merchants, both were minority sub-ethnic groups in Hong Kong, did not fight publicly in the colony. But in Singapore, the conflict between the Hokkien and Hakka elites constituted one important theme in the Chinese ethnic politics in the surging nationalist movements from the late 1920s and throughout the 1930s.


In May 1928, witnessing the rise of Chen Jiageng as the most important Chinese nationalist leader in Singapore from his splendid achievement in the Shandong Relief Fund, Hu Wenhu organized another fund-raising campaign, the Entertainment Gathering of Singapore Chinese School United Fund, to compete with Chen Jiageng’s front.
 But by the late 1920s, Hu’s role in the Chinese nationalist movements was marginal. In another fund-raising event organized by the Haitian Club, chaired by Lu Yijie, Hu Wenhu was listed an honored president among four hundred some Chinese while Chen Jiageng was one among fourteen vice-chairs (Nanyang shangbao: Sep. 26, 1928).

Around this time, a rumor circulated that although Chen Jiageng claimed himself a devoted Chinese nationalist, his medical products were made of Japanese materials. Chen responded that the accusations were fabricated by his (unidentified) commercial rivals. He clarified that his products were made of western materials, but admitted the fact that the products were packed by Japan-made glass bottles and were shipped to Singapore by a Japanese steamer—these arrangements were made before the Sino-Japanese conflict in May 1928 (Nanyang shangbao: June 20, 1928).

In September, Hu Wenhu presented himself as Chen’s commercial rival. Hu circulated a statement pointing out that the packing design of Chen’s medical products was copied from Hu’s company Yongantang. The statement was posted so widely that it could even be found in Chinese newspapers in Hong Kong (Huaqaio ribao: Sept. 13, 1928). Chen responded to the accusation by criticizing Hu's exaggeration of his own sense of originality (Nanyang shangbao: Oct. 11, 1928).

In addition, Chen Jiageng’s Shandong Relief Fund Campaign generated a prolonged dispute in the Singapore Chinese business communities several years after the fund-raising activities were concluded in June 1929 (on the announcement for its closure, see Nanyang shangbao: June 23, 1929). Opinions on how to allocate the remaining $80,000 Chinese National Dollars divided the campaign. Of the total remaining funds, the amount of $ 60,000 was yet to be collected from the Singapore Chinese Rubber Dealers’ Association through the rubber surtax, so these rubber merchants were also involved in the dispute. Some supported Chen Jiageng’s idea to use this money to establish a school in Nanjing in honor of General Cai Gongshi (the Chinese diplomat killed by the Japanese army in the Jinan Incident), while others decided to arrange the money to support another fund-raising campaign to relieve the famine in North China (Nanyang shangbao: June 14, 1929; June 24, 1929; Yong 1989: 188-189). The fact that Hu Boon Hu was in charge of the relief-fund campaign for the droughts in North China further complicated the dispute (Nanyang shangbao: March 4, 1929; March 23, 1929). Finally, after serious conflicts and negotiation, the Singapore Chinese Rubber Dealers’ Association decided to hand in a check credited to the Shandong Relief Fund in December 1930 (Nanyang shangbao: Nov. 1, 1929; Nov. 14, 1929; Oct. 22, 1930; April 8, 1932). The dispute however continued.


The check was soon bounced back as “un-credited” and “unwanted.” The decision was made by the Ho Hong Bank which issued the check. It was believed that Lin Jindian, one of Hu’s alliances, was behind the bank’s decision. Lin claimed that the Shandong Relief Fund had ceased to exist so the check should be kept by the Court. With the check being cancelled, both the Singapore Chinese Rubber Dealers’ Association and the Shandong Relief Fund Campaign litigated the bank. In July 1931, when the Court handed down a verdict against the bank, Lin Jindian following accused the misconduct of the Shandong Relief Fund Campaign under Chen Jiageng and other eight leaders (Nanyang shangbao: July 12, 1932). Though the final judge of the Supreme Court was in favor of the Shandong Relief Fund, the latter was nonetheless responsible for a huge amount of fees involved in the lawsuit (Nanyang shangbao: August 6, 1932). In retrospect, the association frames the whole affair as a “meaningless sacrifice” (Xinjiapo shujiao gonghui 1957: 34; see also Nanyang shangbao: March 14, 1932; August 23, 1932; Chen 1950: 22-23; and Yong 1987: 188-191; 1988: 165-166).

The conflicts between Chen Jiageng and Hu Wenhu escalated into clashes between the Hokkien and Hakka in Singapore at large. The Xingzhou ribao, a Singapore Chinese newspaper founded by Hu, became a field that anti-Hokkien comments were reported. On March 21, 1929, the newspaper posted an article that used the Chinese slang "Shu quan fei ri” [a dog of Shu (present-day’s Sichuan province) barks at the sun] to satirize the way that the Hokkien people promoted Chinese nationalism: because of the misty weather in Shu, these dogs rarely see the sun coming out of the clouds. They would bark at the sun when they see it, as if it is something strange. The article implied that the Hokkien people mobilized Chinese nationalism in such a high-profile manner because they had never been patriotic before.
 Hokkien people neglected this confrontation, but Chinese from the Sichuan province protested their being associated with dogs (Nanyang shangbao: March 5, 1929).


Chen’s allies also challenged Hu's ambition to become a top leader in Singapore Chinese communities. On May 1930, Hu Wenhu and his brother Hu Wenbao were criticized for privately engraving their names on the entrance of the Singapore Chinese High School, though they were not the only financial supporters of the school. No direct evidence shows any specific group or interest behind their confrontation with the Hu brothers. Nonetheless it was far from simply a personal conflict. The three persons—Chen Guijian, Li Liangqi, and Tang Xiangfan—who initiated this attack were all Chen Jiageng's allies. Both Li and Tang were core members of the Yihexuan (Ee Ho Hean) Club (Nanyang shangbao: Feb. 7, 1930). Tang was also an active member in the Singapore Fujian Native-place Association (Xinjipo fujian huiguan; see Nanyang shangbao: Dec. 12, 1927; Feb. 13, 1929). The Hu brothers responded to the critiques by posting four articles in Xingzhou ribao to humiliate those who were responsible. Finally, the Singapore Chinese Chamber of Commerce stepped into the mess and decided to reconstruct the entrance to the high school (Nanyang shangbao: 1930 May-June). It is worth noting that the Singapore Chinese Chamber of Commerce was then chaired by Lin Yishun (Lim Nee Soon), Chen Jiageng's close friend and a relative by marriage (one of Chen's daughters married Lin's son in 1923) (Yong 1987: 35-9). Those targeted by the Xingzhou ribao litigated Hu Wenhu for two years in an attempt to clear their reputation. In the end, Hu was responsible for the court fees and was ordered to pay them damages of one thousand Straits dollars (Nanyang shangbao: various days in March, 1932). 


Moreover, in 1931, Hu Wenhu showed his ambitions in competing with Chen Jiageng over the representation of the Fujian interests in Nanyang by publishing a series of articles on Fujian issues in the Xingzhou ribao’s Second Annual of Publication. Among them, one article that made bitter comments about Hokkien's customs, education, women’s rights, politics, and the like, invoked anger in the Hokkien community. For instance, on the military situation, it stated that “now there were two groups of troops stationed in the Fujian province: the guest army and the native army. In the rest of China, people tended to dislike the guest army while favored their own native army. But people in the Fujian province were exceptional: they deeply trusted the guest army and despised their own native army (Xingzhou ribao 1931: “ji,” pp. 85-86). On education, the article criticized the Amoy University that “although the university has been established for years, the number of specialists it nurtured was very few” (Xingzhou ribao 1931: “ju”, 101). On the Fujian’s customs, the common practice for adopting a son (ming ling zi) for maritime trade was criticized as a custom “violating humanities” (Xingzhou ribao 1931: “yi”, p. 108). To be sure, the guest army that favored by the Fujian people was the Nineteenth Route Army, led by the Hakka militarists; the Amoy University was established by Chen Jiageng, and the practice of raising an adopted son was a special custom developed in the Hokkien communities through their long history of sea borne activities.


In response to the derogatory description on Hokkien customs and development, the Singapore Fujian Native-place Association requested the editors of Xingzhou ribao for an apology, and the general editor Fu Wumen should be dismissed. Fu’s mistake, from the perspective of the Singapore Fujian Native-place Association, was particularly unforgivable--Fu, himself a Hokkien, let such comments to be published (Nanyang shangbao: June 8, 1931). Initially, Hu Wenhu refused to respond to the Hokkien’s reaction and accused Ho Xifan (one of Chen Jiageng’s close friend) as the trouble maker (Nanyang shangbao: June 25, 1931; June 23, 1931; July 27, 1931; August 5, 1931; August 10, 1931). But two months later, in view of the cooperation between the Singapore Hokkien and all other Hokkien elites from the Malaya, Hu Wenhu agreed to compromise (Nanyang shangbao: August 17, 1931). The dispute was finally settled by an apology printed in major Chinese newspapers in Singapore, Kuala Lumpur, Penang, Hong Kong, Amoy and Shanghai; while Fu Wumen’s position was secured (Nanyang shangbao: August 19, 1931; Sept. 3, 1931).

Though having publicly clashed with the Hokkien, Hu Wenhu nonetheless became another important nationalist leader. In the 1932 Chinese Relief Fund Campaign (on behalf of the Manchurian Incident in September 18, 1931, and the Shanghai Incident on January 28, 1932), the one in which Chen Jiageng did not participate and in which KMT members took the lead, Hu formally took center stage. He was seated in the Financial Department, taking charge of collecting funds along with the chairperson Li Juncheng (Nanyang shangbao: Feb. 17, 1932; Feb. 25, 1932). But throughout the 1930s, Hu Wenhu did not cooperate with Chen Jiageng (Akashi 1970: 19-20; 65-66; Pang 1973: 282).


Without Hu’s cooperation, the organization of Chen Jiageng’s 1937 Singapore China Relief Fund Committee, however, coordinated nationalists from different sub-ethnic groups. The committee was dominated by Chen Jiageng and his inner circle friends from the Yihexuan Club.
 Among them, some later became founding members of the first Gaungdong Native-place Association in 1939 (Figure 5). This was the first society unifying people of Cantonese, Teochew and Hakka sub-ethnic groups from the Guangdong province (Guangdong huiguan lianhehui 1967). It is worth noting that Hakkas from the western part of the Fujian province such as Hu Wenhu, were not eligible for joining the association.


On the other hand, the organized Hakka people in Nanyang facilitated Hu Wenhu to challenge the dominance of Chen Jiageng’s leadership in the Chinese nationalist campaign. In the celebration of the 10th annual of the Khek Community Guild Singapore on August 23, 1939, more than one hundred Hakka leaders from British Malaya, Dutch East Indies, and Siam, attended the venue in Singapore. Hu Wenhu used this opportunity to launch another Chinese nationalist fund-raising campaign. It collected $ 300,000 Chinese National Dollars, which was, according to the newsletter of the Kheh Community Guild, “the single largest donation contributed by Chinese societies in British Malaya so far” (Xianggang Chongzheng Association 1950: “ke shu haiwai ge tuanti zhi zushi yu fazhan”, pp. 2-4). But the achievement of this campaign also undermined Chen Jiageng’s leadership in the Nanyang Chinese nationalist movements (NKZ 25, 10 [Oct. 1939]: 121).

5. 

After the outbreak of the Marco-Polo Bridge Incident in July 1937, Chen Jiageng’s influence in the Chinese nationalist movements expanded. Developing from the Singapore China Nationalist Fund-raising Campaign, the NCRFU was established on October 10, 1938. By chairing the region-wide Chinese nationalist organization, Chen Jiageng was recognized as a pan-Chinese nationalist leader. But the Chinese nationalist organizations in Nanyang might just be nominally unified under Chen Jiageng’s leadership. Beyond the reach of the Singapore Chinese circle, Chen Jiageng had to count on the support from his Hokkien networks.


Between November and December 1940, on his way back from the nine-month comfort mission in China, Chen Jiageng publicly attacked Chen Yi’s rule in Fujian. These opinions were reported by Chinese newspapers. And with Chen’s contact with the leaders of the Chinese Communist Party in Yenan and his public defense for the Communists, Chen’s challenge against Chen Yi was widely understood as his withdrawing support from the Chinese Nationalist Government. KMT partisans in Malaya therefore exerted pressure to discredit Chen Jiageng’s leadership in the NCRFU. To protect the NCRFU from these attacks, Chen Jiageng organized another campaign to deal with the Chen Yi issue, which resulted in the establishment of the Federation of Nanyang Fujian Native-place Associations (Nanyang geshu fujian tongxianghui daibiao dahui) (Yong 1989: 268-279). 


In the founding meeting of the Federation of Nanyang Fujian Native-place Associations on April 1, 1941 in Singapore, Chen Jiageng criticized Chen Yi’s rule in Fujian and condemned Gao Lingbai (the Chinese Consul-General in Singapore). Being a representative from Hong Kong, Zhuang Chengzong’s support of Chen Jiageng’s political leanings was for sure. 
 Reviewing the response of the Fujian community in Hong Kong over his political move in late 1940, Chen Jiageng points out that “although the number of Fujian people in Hong Kong was little, they were divided into two groups. Some supported Chinese officials and partisans [of KMT], while some other were against them” (Chen 1950: 298-299). In July that year, when the Hong Kong Fujian Native-place Association was about to elect its officers for the following term, the conflict between Zhuang Chengzong and Zheng Yushu broke out. In the context of the changing political leanings of Chen Jiageng, the fight between Zhuang and Zheng could be understood as the competition between those who supported Chen Jiageng (represented by Zhuang) and his political decisions vis-à-vis those who against them (Zheng).


The connection between the fight in the Fujain communities in Hong Kong and Chen Jiageng’s political decision is verified by the association’s other publication in nearly half a century later. The souvenir issue for the golden jubilee of the fiftieth anniversary of the Hong Kong Fujian Native-place Association illustrates the very meeting on July 1, 1941 (the meeting where the conflict initiated). The report firstly states that an ad hoc committee was organized by Zhuang Chengzong and other eight members to investigate the account of the association. Then, “the member Ye Taihen’s proposal was approved that all agreed to cable the chairperson of the NCRFU Chen Jiageng to endorse his view on ‘improving the politics in Fujian’ in the name of the association (Xianggang fujian tongxianghui 1989: 69).” The report carefully avoided disclosing any dispute within the meeting and the endorsement for Chen Jiageng’s political decision seems to be approved unanimously. But its sequence of narrative shows that the decision to send a cable was made after the account-investigatory committee was organized. We can therefore argue that the decision to dispatch the cable was made after Zheng Yushu left. In addition, the same publication also shows that, on September 15, 1941, the association sent a cable to condemn Chen Yi for his poor governance in Fujian (Xianggang fujian tongxianghui 1989: 69). The date of the latter cable fell into the period that questions over the legitimacy of Zhuang’s chairmanship were published in various newspapers on a daily basis.

Be it legal or not, Zhuang Chengzong’s assuming power in the Hong Kong Fujian Native-place Association marked a triumph of the Hokkien over Hakka people in representing the Fujian community Hong Kong. The conflict between Zhuang Chengzong and Zheng Yushu over the chairmanship of the Fujian Native-place Association could therefore be read as an extension of the fight between Chen Jiageng and Hu Wenhu from Singapore to Hong Kong. And Zhuang Chengzong’s efforts in taking control the association could be read as an attempt to add one more voice—and the representation from Hong Kong—to support Chen Jiageng’s then shaky political agenda.


Without forming a unified front, both Chen Jiageng and Hu Wenhu held their Chinese anti-Japanese stand stubbornly. The stand should not be taken for granted, given that the expansion of Japanese military power shook the Chinese anti-Japanese front. In December 1938, the turn toward the Japanese power of Wang Jingwei (a politician in the Chinese Nationalist Government whose importance was second only to Jiang Jieshi) reshuffled the Chinese nationalist movements. Above all, the veteran KMT partisan in Singapore Zhang Yongfu (Teo Eng Hock) chose to side with the Wang’s regime. Zhang joined the regime and propagated the amicable Sino-Japanese relationship (Nishi shinsen in Japanese) in his hometown Swatow, the French Indo-China, and Singapore (Koh ed. 1965: A64; see also Lee 2003: 111-112, 120-121, 132, 139, 228). In addition, the Chinese in Kōbe also endorsed Wang’s pro-Japanese leaning as it was publicly appraised in a meeting on January 18, 1938 (Ch​ūkakaikan ed. 2000: 201-211). 

6. Conclusion and Discussion


The tenacious growth of Chinese sub-ethnic cleavages once puzzled scholars studying the development of Singapore Chinese nationalism. This puzzle is best framed by Wang Gungwu's citation of Chen Jiageng’s comments at the critical moment in the late 1930s, “As for the word 'unity', all the organizations of the overseas Chinese are mainly united in form only. Where substance is concerned, there is really very little worth talking about.... [They] talk emptily of unity when still like scattered sand....” (Wang 1976: 46).

How do we reconcile the concomitant rise of the sub-ethnic and national identity? In his notable thesis of the “limits of Nanyang Chinese nationalism,” Wang Gungwu (1976) attributes the limited mobilization of Chinese nationalism in Nanyang to the “implantation” of nationalist consciousness: it was not rooted in the context of overseas Chinese societies but was introduced through intellectuals and partisans from mainland China. In my other work, I have argued that the above thesis failed to explain why the Chinese bourgeoisie in Singapore did not respond to the surging nationalist movements before 1928 (Kuo: forthcoming). While in Hong Kong, a significant portion of the Chinese actually sided with the British to counter the surging Chinese anti-British strikes in the 1920s, that Tsai Jung-fong therefore coins the concept of “collaborative nationalism” to illustrate the coexistence between the pro-British and pro-Chinese leanings of the Hong Kong Chinese elites (Tsai 2001). In his longitudinal study on the Singapore Chinese Chamber of Commerce, Sikko Visccher likewise points out that “although China politics in the first half of the twentieth century was doubtlessly an important factor in and a significant influence on the Chinese community in Singapore, it was part of a larger and longer process. The developments in Chinese politics were translated and digested in a local context and the world view of the Chinese leaders was based on Singapore, through local community and formal colonial policies as through their business interests (Visscher 2002: 47-48).”


The lack of trust between the Hokkien and the Cantonese in Singapore can be explained by their business competition in the local and regional markets. For instance, the expansion of Japanese rubber goods in Nanyang was regarded as what failed the Singapore Chinese rubber industry, mostly run by the Hokkien. But about one third of these Japanese rubber goods were carried by Cantonese merchants. The Chinese anti-Japanese boycott therefore ignited a conflict between the Hokkien and the Cantonese (Kuo: forthcoming). 

The same thesis can also apply to understand the initial conflict between the Hokkien and Hakka in Singapore. In 1928, Chen Jiageng tried to register his products including preserved pineapple, biscuits, soaps, hair lotion, cosmetics, toothpaste, confectionary, and the like, under a tiger trade mark.
 This action, according to Yong Ch’ing-fatt, suggests that “Chen Jiageng had intended to compete against Hu Wenhu economically. As Hu Wenhu had adopted a ‘tiger’ trade mark for his products (1989: 66).” It is therefore not surprising to see that the initial conflict between Chen and Hu was surrounded by commercial disputes. But how would the personal disputes between the two merchants develop into conflicts between two sub-ethnic groups? Why would the cleavage spread from Singapore to Hong Kong, concomitant with the urging Chinese nationalist callings in the 1930s?

An investigation of the tensions generated from the claiming of authentic Han-Chineseness by different Chinese sub-ethnic groups might be one approach to answer these questions. Prasenjit Duara’s arguments on territorial nationalism and transnationalism are helpful to illuminate the issues.


Duara argues that territorial nationalism was a particular intellectual artifact associated with the making of nation-state, which took place in China from the late nineteenth century. Because the political sovereignty of a nation-state is territorially bounded, its associated national identity was also territorially limited. But for the Nanyang Chinese—the “trans-territorial groups” in Duara’s terms—their identities were associated with lineage ties or speech-groups, cutting across political borders. Nationalist intellectuals and partisans therefore advanced the racialist (the Han Chinese) and culturalist (Confucianism) discourses of nationalism to formulate a pan-Chinese identity with which each major sub-ethnic group could identify. But when the racialist discourses were used to define the territorial nation-state, the problem that these trans-territorial Chinese actually perceived their Chineseness in quite divergent ways ensued. Duara raises the example of the competing nationalist discourses before the Republican revolution in 1911. The Nanyang Chinese nationalists were then divided into several campaigns: some supported the anti-Manchurian revolutionary campaign; some loyal to the Qing Empire; some financing the Constitutional Reformers; while some others (particularly the Cantonese) advocated the idea of provincialism. In short, the demand for exclusive identity toward the territorial nation-state was challenged by the competing views on the nation in the transnational communities (Duara 1995: 147-204; Duara 1997; Duara 1998).

In reference to Duara’s argument, the conflict between the Hokkien and Hakka can therefore be understood as an unfinished agenda of the promotion of territorial nationalism. To elaborate, concomitant with the rise of pan-Chinese identity that carried the differences between sub-ethnic groups, the emphasis on the shared cultural and racial root also exacerbated the contradiction between different sub-ethnic groups. Above all, after the New Cultural Movement in 1915, the nationalist intellectuals pushed the agenda of cementing the Han Chinese identity with the nascent and yet fragile nation-state. In the words of Frank Dikötter, “[v]isions of an unpolluted race were projected into an idealized past to compensate for the nation’s degraded position in the new world order created by the West” (Dikottor 1992: 131-132). And to take on the mission of restoring and glorifying the Chinese past, nationalists from each sub-ethnic group were anxious to present themselves the “authentic” Han Chineseness.

 
The anxiety was particularly severe in the Hakka communities. The anger generated from the derogatory illustration of the Hakka as barbarian people resulted in the establishment of the Hakka Chongzheng Association in Hong Kong in 1920. Concomitant with the development of the Hong Kong Chongzheng Association into a trans-national Chongzheng system, the scholarly work on recasting the racial root of the Hakka was constructed. Among them, the work of Luo Xianglin (Lo Hsiang Lin) was taken as the Hakka’s canon.

Luo argues that the Hakka people preserved the purest Han Chineseness. The Han Chinese was created through the inter-marriage between different tribes in the Yellow River Delta, starting from the Spring and Autumn Period (700-403 B.C.) and congealed in the Qin (221-206 B.C.) and Han Dynasties (206 B. C.-220 A. D.). After the nomadic tribes invaded the Yellow River Plain after the collapse of the Han Dynasty, the Hakka people embarked on several times of large-scale southward migration and thus preventing them from mixing with other non-Han races (Luo [1933] 1992: 37-92).
 This account was collected in the publication of the souvenir issue of the thirtieth anniversary of the Hong Kong Chongzhengg Association, edited by Luo Xianglin himself (Xianggang chongzheng zonghui 1950). The publications of the association’s fifty jubilee anniversary in 1971 also repeated this account (Xianggang chongzheng zonghui 1971). Furthermore, in the year 1995, in celebrating the association’s ninety-second anniversary, the publication in 1950 edited by Luo was reprinted in honor of his contribution to the Hakka communities (Xianggnag chongzheng zonghui 1995: “preface”).

For the established Chinese groups in Singapore, particularly the Hokkien and the Teochew, the urge to fit the racial and cultural nationalist discourse were against the backdrop of the changing leadership in the Chinese communities in the 1920s. Leadership in the decades between the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries were in the hands of a group of Malay-assimilated and English educated Chinese (designated as the Straits-born in official census); while the rising power was constituted by mostly China-born and Chinese-educated elites (the China-born).

In the Teochew community, the end of the Straits-born’s dominance was marked by She Yingzhong’s (Seah Eng Tong’s) stepping down from the leadership of the Ngee Ann Kongsi. It was a corporation founded by the Teochew settlers in the mid-nineteenth century. Three generations of the Malay-assimilated She family controlled the association until the late 1920s, when a group of China-oriented Teochew reformers rose to compete for power. The latter successfully marginalized the former leaders’ influence by incorporating the association under the Ngee Ann Kongsi Ordinance (1931). These reformers also established the Singapore Teochew Eight Districts Association (Chaozhou bayi huiguan) in 1929 to strengthen their leadership in the community (Yen 1994: 685-732; Zhou 1995: 130).


In the Hokkien community, the watershed was marked by the changing hands from Xue Zhonghua to Chen Jiageng over the chairmanship of the Singapore Fujian Native-place Association. Xue Zhonghua was a Straits-born Hokkien and a comprador for the Hong Kong and Shanghai Bank. He chaired the association from 1916, but a group China-oriented reformers made Chen Jiageng the new leader in 1929 (Yong 1988: 110-129; Yong 1989: 134-138; Yen 1993: 769-740).

As most sub-ethnic groups successfully reconstructed their associations along the “Chinese” line, the tensions between each group exacerbated. It is for sure that the nationalist discourse offers room for the coexistence of different sub-ethnic groups under the roof of Chinese nationalism, but given the differences between them, it is also true that only one group could claim its being the most authentic Han Chineseness. How could these Chinese sub-ethnic groups all equally present the authentic Han Chinese root and all be accepted by the territorial nation-state that promised them citizenship? The anxiety generated the urge for these sub-ethnic groups to compete with one another. 

The logic behind the competition over the leadership of the Chinese nationalist movements was therefore the politics of exclusion: by excluding the other groups, one could restore its credential of being the most authentic Han group. Otherwise, one might be marginalized from the nationalist discourse, losing its place in the nation-state. Accordingly, the Chinese nationalist movement was actually an occasion that different groups competed to show that they were the most patriotic one. The shared commitment to relieve China from foreign invasion, unfortunately, could not develop into an ideology that cemented the cleavages. With its experiences of being excluded by the Hokkien in the Fujian-associated affairs in Nanyang, the Hakka was uneasy to see the Hokkien’s taking control of the Chinese nationalist movement. The Chinese nationalist movement was therefore fragmented by the conflict between the Hokkien and Hakka. 

All in all, this paper examines the inter-city connections and competition between different native-place associations. It unveils the tension between the transnational sub-ethnic sojourning networks and the making of urban nationalism. Urban nationalism was created through the competition between different sub-ethnic groups in their response to Chinese nationalist callings while fragmented in the competition between different sub-ethnic groups: each one tried to proclaim its being the authentic Chineseness. The trans-national nature of these sub-ethnic networks enabled the development of urban Chinese nationalism and the sub-ethnic conflict that came with it, in colonial Hong Kong and Singapore, and wherever the footprints of Chinese immigrants reached.

Figure 1: Geographical Distributions of Sub-ethnic Groups in China’s Southeast Coast
	W. Skinner's Macro-Region in the China Proper
	Southeast Coast
	Lingnan
	Hainan Island

	Riverine system
	Min River Delta
	Jin River Delta (Quangzhou) and Jiulong River  Delta (Zhangzhou)
	No riverine system (Mountainous areas  in Fujian and  Guangdong's borders)
	Han River Delta
	Pearl River Delta
	Hainan Island

	Dialect Group (s)
	Hokchiu and Hokchia
	Hokkien
	Hakka
	Teochew
	Cantonese
	Hailam

	Administrative Unit in Republican China
	Fujian Province
	Guangdong Province


Source: Geographical locations of each of the major sub-ethnic groups in South China is based on Skinner (1977) and Reid ed. (1996). 
Figure 2: Documentation of Du Siduan’s Businesses

	Firms
	Addresses
	Proprietors and Managers
	Classification of the Trade
	Sources

	Feng Ji
	104, Bonham Strand East, 2nd Floor
	Du Siduan, Xie Bangyan
	North and South Trade Guild
	1.

	Duan Ji
	59 Bonham Strad, East
	Du Siduan 
	North and South Trade Guild
	2.

	Duan Ji
	59 Bonham Strad, East
	Du Siduan
	N/A
	3. 

	Duan Ji
	Clevery Street
	Du Siduan
	Importers and Exporters
	4. 

	Dong Mei
	Clevery Street, 2nd Floor
	Du Siduan
	Importers and Exporters
	5. 

	Du Duan Ji Jinshan Zhuan
	Clevery Street
	Du Siduan
	Pan-Pacific Trade
	6. 


Source:

1. Jan ed. (1915?: 2);
2. Jan ed. (1915?: 12);
3. Anglo-Chinese Directory (1922: 53);
4. XHZ (1927: 233);
5. XHZ (1927: 232);
6. XHZ (1927: 1631).
Figure 3: Taiyihao’s Transaction Records with Du Siduan’s and Zhuang Chengzong’s Companies

	Agents
	Merchants
	Addresses
	Number of transactions*
	Years of Transactions

	Dong Mei
	Du Deqian **, Du Siduan
	Clevery St. 2nd Floor
	49
	1908-1914, 1926-1927

	Duan Ji
	To Deqian, Du Siduan, To Yingxiang
	Clevery St. 
	14
	1912-1915, 1925

	Quan He***
	Zhuang Chengzong, Su Zhaodong, and Jin Shini
	No. 204, Wing Lok St.
	7
	1928-1930


Sources: 
1. Transaction records between Taiyihao and the Hong Kong agents, see Hsu Tse-feng (2000: 233-258).

2. Information on Dong Mei and Duan Ji are in reference with XHZ (1927: 232-233); on Quan He, the XHZ (1927: 225).

* Please note that Hsu Tse-feng classifies Duan Ji into two agents: Duan Ji (run by Du Deqian and Du Siduan) and Duan Ji Shanghang (run by Du Yingxiang). I put them as one agent because they were registered at the same address. Also, Hsu listed Dong Mei into two separate entries: one Dong Mei was managed by Du Deqian and Du Siduan, while the other by Du Siduan. I also took them as one agent.

** According to a private publication celebrating Du Siduan's 81th birthday, Du Deqian was the original name of Du Siduan. See Du Qizhang ed. (1929).
*** In addition to import-export trade, the agent Quan He also engaged in banking business (XHZ 1927: 225).

Figure 4: Leaders of the Hong Kong Fujian Native-place Association between 1939 and 1941 and their Participation in the Hong Kong Fujian Chamber of Commerce

	Name
	Sub-ethnic Group*
	Positions in the Hong Kong Fujian Native-place Association
	Positions in the Hong Kong Fujian Chamber of Commerce
	Other

	Hu Wenhu
(circa 1882-?)
	Hakka (Yongding)
	Founding member; Chairperson (1939)
	Honorable consultant (1941-1945)
	Born in Burma; owner of the Chinese patent medical company, Yongantang

	Zheng Yushu
(circa 1887-?)
	Hakka

(Yongchuen)
	Vice Chair (1939); Chairperson (1940)
	Committee member (1940)
	Committee member of the Relief-fund committee of the Chinese Nationalist Government

	Chen Bocheng

(circa 1895-?)
	Hokkien (Tong An)
	Vice Chair (1940)
	Committee member (1936-1937), Treasurer (1938-1941), Vice Chairperson (1941)
	Born in China but was educated in Burma. Career in Hong Kong (after 1930): established the Li Yuan Hong (a Nam Pak Hong agent)

	Zhuang Chengzong (circa 1890-?)
	Hokkien (Amoy)
	Chairperson (1941)
	Vice-manager (1929), Manager (1930-1935; 1940-1941), committee member (1938-1939)
	Director of the Hong Kong Jiangguang School, Dacheng High School, and Lihua Girls' School; manager of the Oriental Soy and Canning Co., Ltd.

	Lai Wenqing (circa 1903-?)
	Hakka (Yongding)
	Vice Chair (1941)
	No relation with the Fujian Chamber of Commerce was recorded in Wu ed. (1947)
	Born in Burma. 

KMT partisan, a committee member of the KMT Hong Kong Office


Except for the notable Hakka leader Hu Wenhu, the classification of one‘s sub-ethnic group is based on their native place. Luo Xianglin ([1933] 1992: 94) lists the following counties in western Fujian as “pure Hakka districts”: Ninghua, Changding, Shanghang, Wuping, and Yongding.

Source: Wu Zaiqiao ed. (1947).
Figure 5: Organization of the 1937 Singapore Chinese Relief Fund Committee

	Posts
	Name
	Sub-ethnicity (*)

	President
	Chen Jiageng
	Hokkien (E)

	Treasury (8)
	Li Zhandian (Chairperson)
	Hokkien (E)

	
	Lin Wentian (vice-chair)
	Cantonese (E) (GD)

	
	Ye Yudui 
	Hokkien (E)

	
	Lin Jindian
	Hokkien

	
	Chen Zhanxian
	Teochew (GD)

	
	Chen Liushi
	Hokkien

	
	Cai Baoquan
	Teochew (GD)

	
	Yang Yilin
	Hakka (GD)

	General Affairs 
	Li Liangqi (Cairperson)
	Cantonese (E)

	Auditing Department 
	Zhou Xianrui (Cairperson)
	Hokkien (E)

	
	Lian Yingzhou (Vice-chairperson)
	Teochew (GD)

	Public Relations Department 
	Lin Qingnian (Chairperson)
	Hokkien

	Fund-rasing (nominated by each sub-ethnic group
	Hou Xifan (Chairperson)
	Hokkien

	
	Li Weinan (Chairperson)
	Teochew (GD)

	
	Yang Zunwen (Vice-chairperson)
	Teochew (GD)

	
	Zeng Jichen (Chairperson)
	Cantonese (GD)

	
	Hu Wenzhao  (Vice-chairperson)
	Cantonese (GD)

	
	Lin Shiwan (Chairperson)
	Hakka (GD)

	
	Guo Xin (Chairperson)
	Hailam (GD)

	
	Yang Shinghua (Chairperson)
	Sanjiang


* (E) indicates members of Yihexuan Club; (GD) indicates the first-term members of Guangdong Native-place Association, 1939.

Sources: 

1) List of committee members is cited from Yong (1987: 205-6). 

2) Information on members of the Yihexuan Club is compiled from Nanyang shangbao, various years between 1924 and 1935 and Lim How-seng (1986: 75-90).


3) Information on members in the Guangdong Native-place Association in 1939 is based on Guangdong huiguan lianhehui (1967).
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Endnotes
( Notes on romanization: 


This paper uses the pinyin system in transliterating most Chinese terms and names with the following exceptions: First, the terms of Chinese sub-ethnic groups are spelled in their conventional ways, such as Hakka for Kejia people, Cantonese for Guanfu people, Teochew for Chaozhou people, Hokkien for southern Fujian people, Hokchiu for Fuzhou people, and Hailam for Hainanese. Second, the names of organizations are translated into English, with Chinese pinyin annotated at their first appearances, such as Nanyang Chinese Relief Fund Union (Nanyang geshu huaqiao chouzhan zuguo nanminhui daibiao dahui). Third, those terms or names that had been known for other spellings, their conventional spellings will be annotated in their first appearances, such as Chen Jiageng (Tan Kah Kee), Dr. Sun Yixian (Dr. Sun Yat-sen), and Hu Wenhu (Aw Boon Haw).





� I use the term bourgeoisie in accordance to Marie Claire-Bergère’s definition. According to her illustration of the new Chinese merchants in Shanghai in the early twentieth century, they included manufactures, finance, import-export trade, and compradors, whose incomes were generated more from profits than from rents ([1986] 1989: 99-131).


� The following figure shows that the financial contribution of Chinese in Hong Kong was only a bit higher than those in Siam in the second period (Nov. 1938-Oct. 1939). And in the third period (May 1939-Oct. 1939), the donations from Hong Kong lagged behind all other areas in Nanyang. 


Figure: Nationalist Donations from Chinese in the South Seas Region


Unit: Chinese national bills


�
July 1937-August 1938�
Nov. 1938-Oct. 1939�
May 1939-Oct. 1939�
�
Siam�
8,000,000�
3,200,000�
8,000,000�
�
British Malaya�
19,577,000+�
30,459,000+�
19,489,000+�
�
British Borneo�
897,000+�
1,146,000+�
705,800+�
�
British Burma�
2,193,000+�
4,035,000+�
2,533,000+�
�
Dutch East Indies�
-�
12,775,600+�
7,981,600+�
�
French Indo-China�
4,400,000�
1,564,000+�
780,700+�
�
American Philippines�
5,242,000�
7,526,000+�
3,741,600+�
�
British Hong Kong�
-�
3,600,000�
1,800,000�
�
Source: cited from Lee Ying-hui (2003: 185).


� My observation from reviewing the newspapers Hauzi ribao and Huaqiao ribao during 1937 and 1940, minutes of meetings of the Hong Kong Chinese General Chamber of Commerce (HKMS 163), and the report of the Donghua Group of Hospitals (1961).


� Chen Jiageng mentioned two representatives were dispatched from Hong Kong, and the number is consistent with most other documentation except for the following one: the Nanyang Nianjian (Nanyang yearbook) published by Nanyang shangbao in 1939. The yearbook shows that three representatives were dispatched from Hong Kong among the total 168 delegates. The three people were Zheng Yushu, Zhuang Chengzong, and Zheng Jingan. Because this record is not consistent with other documentation, the following discussion will not analyze the background of Zheng Jingan (Nanyang shangbao ed., Nanyang nianjian 1939: 164-174; cited from Yang Chien-cheng ed. 1983: 89-149).


� Zhuang Chengzong’s name is also spelled as Chong Sing Chong in HKRS 121-28, and Tsong Sing Tsung in a commercial directory published in 1927 (Hong Kong Chinese General Chamber of Commerce 1927: 225).


� The other vice-chairperson was Cai Chang (Choy Chong), founder of the Sun Co., Ltd. in Hong Kong. 


� The word “Fujian” cited here is taken as “Fukien” in the original document.


� Lin Bingxiang was listed as a honorable manager in 1929, and between 1930 and 1937, he was listed as a honorable chairperson. His brother Lin Bingmao was listed as a honorable chairperson between 1938-1939 and 1941 (Wu ed. 1947: “Fujian lugang shanghui”, pp. 5-7).


� Between September 1921 and June 1926, the name of the association was “Hong Kong Chongzheng Industrial and Commercial Association,” functioned like a chamber of commerce for the Hakkas in Hong Kong. After June, 1926, the name was changed to the Chongzheng Association (Xianggang chongzheng association 1950: “xianggang chongzhen zonghuishi,” pp. 2-6).


� The Yongantang company later registered as the Haw Par Brothers, Ltd. in Singapore in September 1932 (Yao Nan et al. 1940: 154).


� Dingzhou located in western Fujian.


� It is hard to determine who, in addition to the president Hu Wenhu himself, was behind this organization, because both the preparatory committee and participating groups were listed by schools but not by individual names. Among the twenty-two Chinese schools involved, three (Singapore Chinese High School, Ai Tong and Dao Nan School) had long been supported by the Singapore Fujian Native-place Association (Nanyang shangbao: June 6, 1928), the association was dominated by the Hokkien (Yong 1989: 134-138).


� Literally, this slang means: an ignorant person makes a fuss of something that he alone finds strange.


� General office of the 1937 China Nationalist Fund-raising Campaign was set up in the Yihexuan Club (Lim How-seng 1986: 87).


� General office of the 1937 China Nationalist Fund-raising Campaign was set up in the office of the Yihexuan Club. See Lim How-seng (1986: 87).


� Zhuang Chengzong and Ye Taiheng were two participants from Hong Kong. Zhuang attended the meeting on behalf of the following four organizations: the Hong Kong Fujian Chamber of Commerce, Hong Kong Fujian Native-place Association, the Home-saving Committee of the Hong Kong Fujian Native-place Association, and the Relief Association of the Hong Kong Fujian Chamber of Commerce. Ye was on behalf of the Hong Kong Fujian People Mutual-help Association (Xianggang Fujian tongxiang huzhuhui) (Nanyang geshu fujian tongxianghui 1941: 68-69). Zhuang Chengzong’s presence is documented as a representative on behalf of the Hong Kong Fujian Native-place Association (Xianggang fujian tongxianghui bianji weiyuanhui 1989: 69).


� The phase "scattered sand" was originally coined by Dr. Sun Yat-sen to refer the lack of solidarity among Chinese.


� The notice was posted on the Straits Settlements Government Gazettes for the year 1928 as follows:


"Notice is hereby given that the above Trade Mark is the property of TAN KAH KEE [Chen Jiageng] of No. 1, River Valley Road, Singapore, and is used by him in connection with preserved pineapples, soaps, hair lotion, cosmetics, tooth paste, confectionery, biscuits, chocolates and candies manufactured and sold by him in the Straits Settlements and elsewhere. 





Legal proceedings will be taken against any imitation thereof or in any way infringing the rights of the said TAN KAH KEE, thereto.





Dated this 14th day of March, 1928.





CHAN & EBER,


Solicitors for the said Chen Jiageng.”


� Luo Xianglin’s scholarship has been challenged by Leong Sow-Thow (1997). Leong points out that the making of Hakka ethnic group was resulted from the valley-down migration of people from the mountainous borders among present-day Fujian, Canton and Jiangxi provinces to the fertile riverine plains in southern Fujian, eastern and western Canton during the seventeenth and nineteenth centuries.
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