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Introducing your newest committee member
Spending my working life in hospitality I spent 10 years
in China between 2008 and 2018. I witnessed many
aspects of life on the mainland from the urban highlife to
rural simplicity. One of my enduring memories of China
is the experience of entering temple grounds and seeing
the shafts of light permeating spaces in the wood screens
in the buildings, and through rising smoke from the
incense.
Andrew Barty-King

In my role as Media Officer I look forward to continuing
bringing shafts of light about Chinese Australian History,
on behalf of others, to our membership and followers.

Similar to other organisations, our planned program of meetings, presentations and
activities has been disrupted by COVID-19. As soon as we are able to, and it is safe to do
so, we will present you with a re-scheduled program.
Meanwhile, take care and stay well.
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Planning for a post-COVID19 world
– Time to rethink our priorities?
As you can see from the achievements list below the activities of the
CAHS have been many and varied. A major focus in this period has
been our presentations on Chinese Australian history. These have
undoubtedly done a good job raising the profile of the CAHS, gathering
in new members and of course - their primary aim – disseminating
information about the history of Chinese in Australia.
However, as we all know, COVID19 has brought this years planned
presentations to a grinding halt and it is as yet still unclear how such
gatherings of people in a small space will proceed in the future.

Achievements – the 5 years past
Regular community presentations including
Lunar New Years and History Week.
Establishment of annual Henry Chan lectures
Regular newsletter
CAHS website
CAHS Facebook Group
Supported publications of note:
The Poison of Polygamy
Organised field trips – North Head
Quarantine Station (2016), Fong Lee’s Lane
(2019), Chinatown tours (numerous since
before 2015).
Translation of the Bew Chip account book in
co-operation with the Zhongshan Society,
2018
Support for the founding of a Museum of
Chinese in Australia
Instrumental in the heritage listing of
the Kwong War Chong building by City of
Sydney Council.
Established a Family History Group
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Now for a 5-year plan:
What do you think our priorities should be?

Continue presentations as usual
(if possible)
Focus on a form of media
presentation:
o Zoom webinars
o Videos online (Youtube)
o Podcasts
Publications
o Books (print on demand)
o Ebooks
Oral history project
Family History
Add your suggestions here please
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Young after the Lambing Flat riots 1861-1865
Accounts of the Lambing Flat riots often cite the attacks of the
European miners on the Police and Commissioners Camp on 14 July
1861 as the end of the riots. The second arrival of the 12th Regiment at
Young on 31 July 1861 restores some order to the field with Chinese
miners being reinstated at Back Creek, segregated from the Europeans.
However, there are continuing tensions between European and Chinese
miners which occasionally turn violent. This is despite the November
1861 passage of the Chinese Immigration Act which regulates and
restricts the immigration of Chinese into the colony and the Goldfields
Regulation Act which restricted ‘aliens’, especially the Chinese to being
able to mine in specified areas.

Guest Historian:
Dr Karen Schamberger

The Chinese were able to maintain camps at Wombat and Little
Wombat, to the south of Young. An account from February 1862 in the Sydney Mail describes the
Chinese camp at Little Wombat, which had a population of about 3000. The main street was narrow
and about a third of a mile in length. It was lined with stores and restaurants: ‘Chinese paper
lanterns, which are illuminated at night, and sundry savoury dishes; also roast pigs, and every variety
of poultry hanging gracefully by strings from different parts of the shop’. Alongside them were
carpenters, blacksmiths, boot and shoe makers as well as opium and gambling shops.
Implementing the Chinese Immigration Act and the Goldfields Act on the Burrangong goldfields
appears to have been inconsistent and possibly created opportunities for corruption. In March 1862,
Mr Daniel, the late Clerk of the Bench was going to Wombat and demanding fees for registering the
Chinese there – something that the Herald Sun Special Commissioner thought was not intended by
the government. In September of 1864, a report notes the frustration of the Chinese miners in their
inconsistent treatment. They were sometimes fined for mining outside the boundaries by the Police
Court but at other times, they were discharged because the Magistrate did not believe that they
should be restricted any more than other aliens.
‘Europeans fool my countrymen – tell him no come one day, come next day. Next day you tell him, no
come again.’
It was this frustration that led to the Chinese-instigated fight with European miners at Spring Creek,
Young in August 1864. The police warned the Chinese to return to working within the boundaries or
they would be arrested. Most packed up and departed for Little Wombat but 35 chose to accompany
the police to gaol.
‘They all declared their intention of going to prison rather than pay the fine, and insist that the
Government are bound to give them rations in return for the poll-tax and license.’
In the end they were discharged with a warning to stay within the place allotted to them and the
Minister for Lands ensured that restrictions on where Chinese could mine were consistently applied.
The Chinese, however, were not just mining at Spring Creek. Since 1862 they had been market
gardening there, supplying cabbages to Yass and Goulburn. But even their market gardens were
subject to repeated attacks by Europeans who simply did not want the Chinese to be there. They
remained however, as Thomas Ah Geang, William Seng Chai and George Quay are noted as being
amongst the earliest landholders at Spring Creek. Chinese market gardening at Young continued well
into the twentieth century.
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Tasmania A short (Chinese) history
While relatively little has been researched
on Tasmania’s Chinese-Australian history,
a surprising amount is to be found after a
brief search on the web. The following is
based largely on these findings with a small
discussion on what more perhaps needs to
the researched.

In addition to these general histories there is
always mentioned James Chung-Gon, who
was a leading figure in both the Chinese
and European communities of his time and
whose descendants still live in Tasmania.
Originally from Xinhui ( 新 會 ) in
south China’s Pearl River Delta, James
Chung-Gon brought his wife from China
and established a large family of
Tasmanians.

Chinese-Australian history in Tasmania is
closely tied with tin mining, a feature
recently highlighted in the establishment of
a heritage trail cutely entitled – Trail of the
Tin Dragon. While inspired by tourist
dollars – including increasingly those to be
spent
by
Chinese
tourists
–
and focused more on tin than Chinese
people – this re-remembering of
Tasmania’s Chinese heritage is of some
significance. A number of short outlines of
the basic story are to be found, largely
based on the same handful of sources, such
as
that
by
the
University
of
Tasmania’s Companion
to
Tasmanian
History. Less well-known than tin miners
are those who worked in the 1860s and
1870s on fishing for abalone in and around
Maria Island until a Victorian tariff
apparently killed off the industry.
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The account by ABC journalist Helene
Chung of her own family history provides
all the elements of a Chinese-Australian
family including property in China, as well
as the scandal of divorce, and even a mythic
link to famous actress Merle Oberon!
We also have a rare portrait of a Chinese
woman, Lula Chinn, who traveled to
Weldborourgh when aged 16 to marry and
raise eleven children. Another person
closely linked to Tasmania’s Chinese
heritage is Senator Bakhap who was raised
the adopted son of a Chinese-Australian tin
miner and worked not only as a tin miner
but also as a Chinese interpreter before
becoming a Senator for Tasmania in 1913.
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Reference is made in these accounts to China
and the returning of many people to China
once their ‘fortunes’ were made. However,
ongoing links and the nature of the
intercourse with China and the villages of
origin are largely neglected. One source that
gives some details of this aspect of
Tasmania’s
Chinese-Australian
history
is “Decoding historical scripts in Chinese:
The Tasmanian Chungs from Xinhui”. This is
based in part on the ‘confession’ of Willie
Chung Sing who had returned to his village
and been caught up in the land reforms after
1949.
In material terms one of the most interesting
aspects of this history is the large collection
of Chinese temple artefacts gathered into
Launceston’s Queen Victoria Museum and
Art Gallery. This collection was gathered as
each of six local Chinese communities of
Tasmania’s North-East declined and could no
longer look after their temples. The collection
is the largest in Australia and possibly outside
China.
While an account of declining temples may
imply a disappearing population, in fact,
Chinese-Tasmanians continued to thrive.
Certainly numbers declined along with tin
mining, and even further due to the impact of
the White Australia policy. It was in the
1960s, as this White Australia began to
gradually breakdown, that new arrivals, often
students or former students, saw the ChineseAustralian community of Tasmania grow
once more. In 1969 the Chinese Community
Association of Tasmania was founded, an
organisation that continues to thrive today.
Interesting as much of this web based
material is, there are still many gaps in the
history. The White Australia policy and the
impact of the 1901 Immigration Restriction
Act is often mentioned, though the numerous
files this act generated do not seem to have
yet been used to further investigate the
history of Chinese-Tasmanians.
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Like mainland Australia, Tasmania’s
population of people originating in China is
growing and this fact, along with the
growing number of Chinese tourists – no
doubt increasingly attracted by Bobbie the
bear – and even Chinese ownership of a
major tin mine is influencing how our
Chinese-Australian past is being seen. This
includes people such as artists Chen
Ping who recently completed a series of
works inspired by the tin miners of
Tasmania. An interesting piece of writing
by Cassandra Pybus on how Tasmania’s
Chinese past is being re-imagined is also
worth looking at.
Much more always remains to be done and
the relatively small but fascinating history
of Chinese-Australians in Tasmania should
prove rich grounds for any researcher who
cares to take up the task.
Michael Williams
For more information:
B Easteal, ‘The Chinese in Tasmania 1870–
1900’, Honours thesis, UT, 1965
Helen Vivian “The Tasmanian’s Chinese
Heritage: An Historical Record of Chinese
sites in North East Tasmania” (Australian
Heritage
Commission/Queen Victoria
Museum, 1985)
Alcock, J (1998) “The Middle People” A
History of the Launceston Chinese
Community. Honours thesis, University of
Tasmania.
Wu, Qianlong & Gao, Mobo, “Decoding
historical scripts in Chinese: The
Tasmanian Chungs from Xinhui”, Journal
of Chinese Australia, October, 2006.
Chinese Historical Images of Australia –
Tasmania
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Sydney to get museum of history
of Chinese settlement
A history museum or a cultural
centre: What is the difference?
A high price to pay?
It was recently announced that the Museum of
Chinese in Australia or MOCA was successful in
its bid to obtain the City of Sydney owned former
Haymarket Library building on the corner of Hay
and George Streets, Sydney. While this was no
doubt an arduous process and those who
persevered are to be congratulated, it is perhaps
worth asking if the effort to meet the City of
Sydney’s criteria was too high a price to pay.
MOCA was originally founded to establish a
museum of Chinese Australian history and this
aim is still mentioned in the publicity
surrounding the announcement. Yet the mention
of art space – even an artist in residence – a cafe
and a variety of other no doubt exciting and of
course marketable projects leaves one wondering
where the “history” will fit in to all this.
Of course for many the announcement of yet
another Chinese cultural center is a worthwhile
thing in itself and if a bit of history is made room
for in a side room or the occasional historical
exhibition is mounted that is all to the good. But
this is a very far cry from a museum of history
and for one who feels that it is the history that
needs the telling, I can’t but feel an opportunity
has been missed.
Assurances have been made that the history will
be taken care of in good time. But if history is the
core why isn’t it being taken care of as a first
step? I encourage all to seek clarification.
Many will – and do – disagree with my
reservations and as I have often been told it is
early days. But to establish a so-called museum of
history before you figure out the history or even
have any mechanism in place for doing so seems
to me to be putting the cart before the horse.
Michael Williams
(If any wish to discuss this issue please email michael.williams@westernsydney.edu.au)
The opinions expressed are those of the
writer and not those of the Chinese Australian
Historical Society.
Chinese Australian Historical Society

Response from MOCA
We are most concerned at circulation of
misleading comments by Dr Michael Williams,
including in a broadcast email addressed to
'Fellow Historians', claiming, falsely, that the
Museum of Chinese in Australia (MOCA) is not
establishing an historical museum but some kind
of 'cultural centre'. We would like to assure all
recipients of that email, and all members of the
CAHS, that there is absolutely no truth in this, and
never has been. Dr Williams has several times
raised his views with us, and we have explained
to him several times that these views are without
foundation.
The reality is that MOCA is committed to creating
a world-class historical museum. There is nothing
to the contrary in our decisions and
documentation, which are transparent and open
to anyone who wishes to see them, and nothing
to support his assertions. We have consulted
widely with historians of many different views on
both history and the nature of historical
museums, and continue to do so. As we wrote to
Dr Williams in a recent email: "We will listen to
all, and from that develop a Museum that
expresses our core objective of presenting
Chinese Australians in their many dimensions,
past and present, in an evidence-based context which of course will be grounded in historical
evidence."
From the outset, MOCA's intention has been that
the role of historians will be essential to the
Museum, across management, the curatorial staff,
the advisory council and committees and
Museum governance, wherever appropriate. We
are at a loss to understand why Dr Williams
persists in his claims and has chosen to broadcast
them in this way, the effect of which can only be
damaging to MOCA. We have tried to explain to
him that an historical museum may do many
things to interest its visitors in history, but that
does not make it something other than an
historical museum. We are disappointed that Dr
Williams seems not to understand this.
Dr Stephen FitzGerald AO
Vice-President
Museum of Chinese in Australia
Email: enquiries@moca.net.au
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