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ABSTRACT

British historians and orientalists during the peak of colonialism, was Eurocentric.
This worldview shaped their historical writings of the Malays as being in a state of
belligerency and was ruled by despots. The British emphasized that colonialism was
necessary in order to carry out their civilizing missions and rescuing the Malays; thus,
justifying their intervention in Larut Wars. This Eurocentric worldview undeniably
lacked neutrality and objectivity. Erroneous orientalists’ Eurocentric ideas affected the
historiography and narratives of Larut Wars. Eurocentricism in studying Malay
history focused on British being the saviour and was pro-colonial. Hence, this created
a biased narrative in the Larut wars. This narrative was used to legitimise colonialism
by orientalists. This research aims to study; i) the effect of Eurocentrism in the
historiography of Larut wars, ii) how the British Eurocentric perceptions evaluates the
socioeconomic situation of the Malays and iii) to access the British Colonial
documents and the influence on the narrative of Larut Wars. Qualitative research
involving archival records was conducted and these records were later analyzed for
Eurocentrism, which was further deconstructed and reconstructed into a Malay-centric
perspective. The colonial historians or orientalists were Eurocentric in their views as a
consequence from a formative worldview that started in Europe. The narrative was
written based on primary sources that were Eurocentric which definitely would affect
the secondary sources that formed this narrative. After these primary and secondary
narratives were deconstructed, a new objective narrative was formulated presenting
the history of Larut in the Malay context. Eurocentric ideas of modernism were
erroneous due to the element of human pre-conception, thus even historical text would
not necessarily represent the actual context of the conditions of the Malays. This
incomplete truth can be refuted by using the Malay text proving Malays were not
belligerent people ruled by despots but rather a civilization in its own.
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CHAPTER ONE
INTRODUCTION

1.1 INTRODUCTION
History can be defined as an attempt to state, reconstruct and define the past in an
objective and organized manner. This was based on the usage of the word ‘Historia’
that was used by Herodotus which means ‘investigation’ in Latin.! Meanwhile, Ranke
when discussing historians mentioned it as someone whose duty is to portray truthful
history exactly like how it happened.? These two aspects are closely related to the next
term discussed which is historiography. Historiography deals with method of writing
history, technique of historical research and documentation or in short simply the
science of writing history. The nature of historiography is holistic and critical.®
Political, ideological, moral and ethical dimensions have always played a part
in historical representations. This affected the historians’ writings on the topic and
genre.* These dimensions can create a historical fallacy, where false conclusion is
generated from actual true premises due to false reasoning.> Colonial-history and
historiography for instance, tend to be affected by Eurocentrism, and this created a
problem in finding historical objectivity since such ideology steers historical writing
to a certain direction.® Colonial ascendency to power was often portrayed with

modernity and progress. This is not surprising as colonial history was written by

! Thompson N, Herodotus and the Origins of the Political Community: Arion's Leap. ( London:Yale
University Press, New 1996) 113.

2 Abu Talib Ahmad et al, Isu-isu Pensejarahan: Esei Penghargaan kepada Dr. R.
Suntharalingam (Penerbit Universiti Sains Malaysia bagi pihak Pusat Pengajian IImu Kemanusiaan,
Pulau Pinang: 1995) 44.

3 Kabir Mohammed, The Role of History, Historiography and Historians in Nation Building,
International Journal of Humanities and Social Science Invention 2, No 7 (July 2013) 51.

4 Munslow A., Narrative and History, (Palgrave Macmillan, New York: 2007) 40.

5 Marius R., A Short Guide to Writing about History (Longman, New York: 2010) 40.

& Syed Ismail Syed Mustapa, et al, Pensejarahan Malaysia, (Sasbadi, Petaling Jaya: 2016) 123.



British colonial officers who acted as researchers with Eurocentric view as a result of
their western education and training- * With such background, this naturally affected
their objectivity of history, especially of colonized societies.

Indeed, objectivity is the most important aspect of history. Historical truths and
objectivity are considered synonymous in historical study. The function of proper
historical thinking is defined by objectivity. Thus, it is the duty of a historian to find
out what happened in past based on accurate evidence and interference adequacy of
this evidence.® That said, objectivity has been the central issue of debates where many
are in the opinion that complete objectivity of history is impossible.®

In the wake of western Imperialism, a variety of agencies invaded and
established British colonies in Asia in the 17" century. These companies enjoyed a
national monopoly of trade with African and Asian colonies, having been awarded
with propriety grants by the British government depending on the economic functions
of the colonies. The most notable agency resulting from this endeavor is the East India
Companies (EIC) which had a monopoly over the colonized areas since the 1600s.°

The British under the EIC formed the Straits Settlements in 1826. The Straits
Settlements were independent British colonies separated from other Malay States. It is
worth noting that the British government had initially practiced a non-intervention
policy in the affairs of the Malay States.!* The policy was adhered to despite constant
pressures from British merchants for the EIC to intervene and annex the Peninsula.'?

The EIC’s stance however, was reverted in the mid of the 19" century as it’s interests

" 1bid., 127-128

8 Munslow A., The Routledge Companion to Historical Studies (Routledge, New York: 2006) 191.

® Ezekiel Oladele Adeoti et al, History, the Historian and His Work: Issues, Challenges and Prospects,
International Journal of Educational Research and Technology 3, No 4 ( December 2012) 39.

10 Newton A. P., A Hundred Years of the British Empire (London: Duckworth 1940) 141.

1 bid., p. 63.

2 MciIntyre W. D., The Imperial Frontier in the Tropics (London: Macmillan 1967) 155.



grew proportionately, following the outbreak of the Larut Wars (1861-1872) in Perak.
In other words, the Larut Wars served as a turning point in the British policy towards
the Malay states.

To understand the origin of the Larut Wars, knowledge of the historical context
is indispensable. By the 19" century, the industrial revolution had increased the global
demand for raw materials and this accelerated colonialism in many parts of the world.
One of the important sources was tin found among other places, in the 19" century, in
the Malay states. Tin mining in Malaya started mainly as a small business pioneered
by the Malays. Tin ore initially was mainly exported to China for religious purposes.
By the 1860s, the primary importer of tin was America due to the booming meat
packing business, stimulated by the American Civil War, which had caused the
demand for tin to skyrocket.'3

The history of tin industry in the Malay Peninsula can be traced back to the
ancient times and had since developed progressively particularly in the Malay States.
By the early 19" century, i.e. the 1820s, tin was extensively mined in the Malay State
- when it later became one of the lucrative sources of income for the Malay rulers.**
Among the most productive tin mining areas in the 19" century in Malay Peninsula
was Larut in Perak.

Not only did the significant increase in demand for tin led to the opening of
more areas for tin mining but it also attracted the coming of large numbers of Chinese
workers. These Chinese immigrants later collaborated with the Malay rulers on

working the tin mines.® The massive influx of Chinese migrants particularly in tin

13 Tregonning K. G., A History of Modern Malaya (London: Eastern University Press 1984) 186.

14 Khoo Kay Kim, The Western Malay States 1850-1873: The Effects of Commercial Development on
Malay Politics (Kuala Lumpur: Oxford University Press 1975) 135.

SLarut tin mines was discovered by a Malay entrepreneur, Long Jaafar, who received Larut from his
father-in-law, Panglima Bukit Gantang, the Malay nobility that ruled the area.



mining areas consequently changed the demographics of the Malay states.’® The
effects of the presence of Chinese migrants did not stop here, as power struggles over
control of the mining areas among the Malay rulers coincided with the triad wars
among the Chinese miners which escalated into a full blown war, resulting in the
subsequent British intervention and control over these areas.’

In the midst of this disturbance, the Chinese and European capitalists as well as
Chinese triad leaders who were closely associated with highly influential Europeans
such as Edward Bacon and W. H. M. Read, played the role of ‘hidden hands’, in the
sense that they were active in persuading the British Colonial Office to interfere in the
affairs of Perak.!® Their efforts proved to be successful when the British finally
decided to intervene while maintaining that their intention was due to the
incompetency of the indigenous rulers and that the locals were in need of better
systems, which the British could provide them with. Hence, in retrospect, the
intervention was ipso facto, somewhat in line with the view of the need to carry out a
civilizing mission in order to fulfill the so-called white man’s burden or responsibility
towards the people of Asia and Africa.

Looking closely at the British attitude and policy towards the Malay States, as
with their attitude towards other colonies, several ideas or thinking can be seen to
have shaped their views such as colonialism, ‘civilizing mission’ conviction, etc.
Given the historical context of the 19" century, colonialism or imperialism seemed to
be the underlying reason for their attitude and policy towards the Malay States in

general and of Malay people in particular.

16 Mohd Zamberi Malek, Larut Daerah Terkaya (Bangi: Penerbit Universiti Kebangsaan Malaysia
2001) 45.

17 Khoo Kay Kim, The Western Malay States 1850-1873. 47.

8Azmi Ariffin, “Perak Disturbances 1871-75: British Colonialism, the Chinese Secret Societies and the
Malay Rulers”, Jebat, 39 (2012) 58.



Looking at the underlying ideas further, colonialism or imperialism had
essentially been fortified by the idea of Eurocentrism. The concept of Eurocentrism
was essentially provincial, which began with the discovery of America in 1492. In the
European’s view, the event marked Europe’s transcendence to modernity thus put it at
the center of the world, making the rest as its periphery. In a Eurocentric world view,
European civilization was viewed as most superior and developed. Thus, it is the
moral obligation of European as beaux esprits to guide the rest barbaric and primitive
people of the world.t® This had brought about the notion of the higher and lower race,
with the existence of the struggle between the two.2° The superior race was
represented by the Teutonic races particularly the Anglo Saxons. They were regarded
as socially efficient and would survive in the race struggle. The inferior races
therefore would be subjugated by the superior Teutonic race.?* The superior race was
the fittest and responsible to govern and develop the world. Ergo ethically this
superior race carried the white man’s burden to civilize and teach good governance to
the inferior race; therefore legitimizing colonialism.??

Another concept worth mentioning in relation to colonialism is ‘Orientalism’.
Edward Said in his book Orientalism elucidated that orientalism as propounded by the
West was the agent that legitimized colonialism and it was orientalism that divided the
world into East and West. The East was seen as inferior and therefore needed to be
rescued by the West via intervention. It can be presumed that the orientalists’
discourse in discussing history had done a great disservice to the subject and removed
the objectivity of history, hence providing motivations to those affiliated with western

viewpoint to re-interpret history. One important point of orientalism is that it is closely

19 Dussel E., Europe, Modernity, and Eurocentrism, Nepantla: Views from South 1.3 (2000) 471-472.
20 Hobson J, Imperialism a Study (London: James Nisbet & Co. Limited, 1902) 163.

21 |bid., 164.

22 |bid., 165.



linked to political and economic gains.?® In this case, the political justification was to
legitimize colonialism and imperialism. One must analyze and understand how
European orientalists arrived at such a conclusion in writing history.?* Therefore, it is
pertinent that we analyze the sources of their writing which are documents and records
existed during colonial era, also known as colonial records, and the impact of these
sources on historical writings by orientalists.

Given the prevailing ideas, it is of no surprise that many 19" century historical
documents bear condescending attitude of Western colonizers over those they ruled.
Colonial documents on Malaya were no exceptions. For instance, colonial influence in
interpreting Malay history gave precedence to the myth of British saving Malay states
from lawlessness. The European colonialists in general also viewed the people of
Malay states as a typical Asiatic lower race and socially inefficient.?> The negative
views by British colonial officers were to be expected as they lived during the time
when the ideas of colonialism, imperialism, Eurocentrism and orientalism were
greatly embraced not only by the civil servants and policy makers of Western
governments but also Western academics and intellectuals.

Larut Wars (1861-1872) was chosen as the focus of study due to its
significance since it eventually led to the British intervention in the Malay states. This
intervention, which was politically and economically motivated, consequently
diminished the powers and authority of the Malay Sultans to only matters regarding
Islam and Malay customs and it marked the dawn of the British control over Malay

states. This research attempts to study British colonial records on the Larut Wars

2 Denisova T., Kajian Teks Melayu Islam di Barat, AFKAR 9 (2008) 130-131.

24 Syed Muhammad Naquib Al Attas, Historical Facts and Fiction (Johor Bahru: Penerbit UTM 2011)
Xi-Xii.

B Azmi Ariffin, “Perak Disturbances 1871-75: British Colonialism, the Chinese Secret Societies and the
Malay Rulers”, Jebat 39 (2012) 51-53.



looking at how and to what extent Western ideas such as Eurocentrism and
orientalism influenced the historical writings of Larut to legitimize
intervention/colonialism and affected the objectivity of the narration of history in this
war. In doing so, the researcher will do a re-appraisal of the Larut Wars, re-evaluate
the socio-political and economic motivations and consequences of the British
involvement and its impact on the Perak sultanate. This would be achieved via
objective analysis of the British colonial documents, their impact on orientalism and
the works of orientalists and their critics, finally removing the fallacy of the British

Colony ‘civilizing mission’ which was heavily influenced by Eurocentrism.

1.2 STATEMENTS OF THE PROBLEM
Despite the extensive study done so far on the Larut Wars, the existing studies have
three major problems in their historical narration; the first problem is Eurocentrism,
where a number of historical narratives written by European historians and orientalists
have a Eurocentric interpretation in the writing of Malay history. This is particularly
apparent in those writings dating back to colonial period. The focus of these narratives
was on the British as saviors of the Malay states. A number of British orientalists were
also heavily influenced by the same approach, as illustrated in the apologetic and pro-
colonial tones in their writings which will be elucidated in this research. A closer look
revealed that they were relying heavily on the British colonial sources in their
writings. This, therefore, established the need to carefully study these sources in order
to identify Eurocentrism and their impact on historical writing.

The second problem is orientalists’ descriptions of the Malay rulers as despots
that were incompetent in handling this war, thus justifying the British intervention.

Whereas, the actual truth was that the hands of the Malay rulers were tied. The



intervention consequently reduced the position of the Malay Sultans as rulers with
absolute power to merely heads of Islamic religion and cultural matters of the Malays,
which indeed was the first form of political intervention that was carried out in the so-
called British civilizing mission in the Malay states. This type of orientalism defended
colonialism using Eurocentric view. To legitimize colonialism, the British had always
emphasized that the people were suffering via the disorderly, unsystematic and
incompetent Malay rulers. In doing so, several issues were raised, aimed to undermine
the capability of local leaders such as the issue of slavery. This was not the truth since
the Malays did have an organized political system and administration as can be proven
via documents given to the Menteri of Larut by the Sultan of Perak. This system,
despite being different from the West, was a system that worked. The British,
however, due to Eurocentrism, viewed this system as an incompetent and used
orientalism to defend their belief.

Orientalism came about from western application of their own values in
evaluating other cultures. This was largely a result of Eurocentric perception of the
world, thus making orientalism as the agent that legitimized colonialism. This brings
us to the third problem which is historical objectivity, how the critics of orientalism
have always viewed orientalists’ contributions in a negative light and often outrightly
dismissed them. It is the duty of historians to analyze these works by orientalists on
the Larut Wars, first to identify why history was written the way they did. Secondly,
to separate actual facts from false ideas and ensure objectivity since some of the
narrations of the orientalists regarding the Wars did sometimes contain truth. This was
possible given the fact that some of the orientalists had the experience of working
closely with local leaders. Therefore, it is pertinent that an analysis of the critics of

orientalism is conducted. This is to ensure objectivity in historical analysis is attained.



1.3 SIGNIFICANCE OF THE STUDY

There are three major significances of this study. The first is to prove that there is a
lack of neutrality to some degree in the British official sources that narrated the Larut
Wars. This can be proven by identifying the notion of Eurocentrism in the British
official sources such as when the British Colonial officers described the situation in
Larut where they repeatedly justified their intervention in the conflicts in Larut as a
civilizing mission towards the locals. Larut Wars consequently ended with the British
taking control of the Malay states. To understand the actual historical development of
the event, an objective perspective therefore should be used when discussing the war.
What this research attempts to do is to provide a clearer perspective that shall be used
to re-interpret the war.

Secondly, this research aims to counter the erroneous perceptions of British
colonial officers and historians/orientalists, most notably the idea that the Malay
Muslim rulers were power hungry despots and incompetent, and that the British were
meant to save the Malay masses from what they saw as ineffective rulers; the view
used by the British to justify their intervention in Perak state affairs in the first place.
In going through the orientalists’ works, the impact of orientalism will also be
discussed in detail, given the fact that it was a concept that is closely related to
colonialism. This had been, it appeared, the main argument of British colonial officers
and historians/orientalists alike in discussing the Malay history in general which
resulted in a dichotomy that glorifies the period of colonialism as a period of progress
as opposed to the pre-colonial era and the end result of the British civilizing mission.
The British colonial officers and historians/orientalists in general have always
maintained that the people were suffering under the Malay rulers due to their

incompetence and unsystematic governing. This was not entirely true as there was a



functioning political system and administration in the Malay traditional politics prior
to the coming of British. While this system may not be ideal by western standards, it
worked in the Malay socio-cultural settings. It was due to these misunderstanding of
the Malay culture in politics that led to the misconception in the records produced by
British colonial officers and works of orientalists.

Finally, the significance of this research is to understand how British Colonial
or official sources written by British colonial officers impacted British historians cum
orientalists in forming the historiography and the narratives of the Larut Wars. Since
the orientalists depended on the writings of British official records as sources, we can
very often see their similar ideas and views concerning Malay rulers and situations in
the Malay states, i.e. in Perak throughout the colonial documents and orientalists’
works. Moreover, factors like the background of the orientalists and historians
together with the impact of the idea of orientalism on their works will also be

reviewed.

1.4 RESEARCH QUESTIONS
The following questions are set as guidelines to fulfill the aims below:
i.  What are the influences of Eurocentrism on the historiography of Larut
Wars?
ii. How did the British view the conditions in Perak in light of the Western
ideas of morality and modernity?
iii. To what extent were British historians/orientalists influenced by British

colonial documents?
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1.5 RESEARCH OBJECTIVES
The research objectives are as follows:

i.  To conduct an analysis of the impact of Eurocentrism historiography of
the Larut Wars.

ii. To evaluate British perceptions of the socio-economic and political
conditions in Perak, in the light of Western ideas of morality and
modernity.

iii. To assess the influence of British colonial documents on the works of

British historians/orientalists.

1.6 LITERATURE REVIEW

Eurocentrism had played an upper hand in the writing of colonial conquest, as
discussed by Samir Amir, who defined Eurocentrism as a worldview that believes
Europe as superior. Samir argued that Eurocentrism spread out from Hellenistic
traditions to medieval Europe and straight into capitalism. He included Marxist
elements in the discussion, highlighting Marxist’s contributions and criticizing
Eurocentrism. This was not surprising since Amin is a Marxist scholar. Samir
explained how colonialism operates. 2 Nevertheless, this research only focused on the
Middle East leaving out Southeast Asia from the discussion, therefore there is a gap to
be addressed here. Meanwhile J. M. Blaut discussed how the “discovery” of American
continent has fuelled the Western mindset that Europe was geographically in the
middle of the world and was the most dominant civilization. 2” He further explained

this theory, arguing that because of the central location of Europe, there was a

%6 Amir, S., Eurocentrism (London: Zed Books, 1989).
27 Blaut, J. M., 1492: The Debate on Colonialism, Eurocentrism and History (Trenton, N. J.: Africa
World Press, 1992).
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phenomenon of European miracle. The proponents of Eurocentrism argued that due to
the European miracle, democracy, technology and freedom were all originated from
Europe which later spread all over the world via colonialism. The world was portrayed
as a tunnel and Europe was in the tunnel, where everything progressed and anything
else outside i.e. non-Europe did not. The colonized non-Europeans were perceived as
backward, being stuck in medieval period and ruled by despotic rulers. 2 He
concluded how Eurocentrism affected historians’ writing of history. Blaut studied
Max Weber, Lynn White Jr., Robert Brenner, Eric L. Jones, Michael Mann, John A.
Hall, Jared Diamond and David Landes, pointing out their writings were Euro-centric
and in support of colonial narrative. Blaut had concluded in these three works that
such understanding held by Western historians affected historical writing perceiving
people outside of the west as those without history. These works, in another word,
facilitated understanding of why Western colonizers write in a Eurocentric
framework. ?® Hence, this is useful in studying orientalists> writings.

Now that the underlying theory that formulate the narrative is uncovered, the
method used to structure such narrative and situate them should be uncovered via
textual analysis. Alun Munslow argued how historians wrote history or to simply put
it the method that they used in writing history. It provides a general understanding in
the new way history is narrated and factors that influenced the narration. The focus of
his argument was not only how narrative can be affected but also historical sources.
This facilitated the general understanding of how certain world view or personal
insights could affect the writing of history and historical documents. *° Stuart Hall

depicted his viewpoints on Marxism, a topic which he extensively studied. The focus

28 Blaut, J. M., The Colonizer’s Model of the World: Geographical Diffusionism and Eurocentric
History (New York: Guilford Press, 1993).

29 Blaut, J. M., Eight Eurocentric Historians (New York: Guilford Press 2000.)

30 Munslow, A., Narrative and History (New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2007).

12



was on how post modernism impacted and developed into post-colonial studies. The
most important part of this work was the dialogue of post-Gramci reception theory
and textual analysis. He posed this theory where textual analysis was given value by
audience, and audience did not passively accept text. 3 Post Modernism and Post
Colonialism are very important concepts in this study as they deal with textual
analysis a method used in this research. The idea of the audience was not passive also
contributed to the justification that Eurocentric ideas were intentional to justify
colonialism. It is a great work to situate this research in its proper context -
Eurocentric views of the Larut Wars.

These narratives and structures are problematic because they portray western
colonialism as the deliverer of civilization to the savage orientals. Aime Cesaire,
discussed how colonialist equated civilization with colonization. Cesaire disagreed
with this, to him colonization was equal to savagery, because the colonizers commit
atrocities, inspiring to dominate. Although they compensated with democracy and
infrastructure, but the price of this was diminishing sovereignty and culture as western
culture was imposed on the colonized people. In his work, he also pointed out French
intellectual like Renan, preacher like Reverend Mueller and Albert Sarraut, teachers in
a school training French colonial officers, who justified the concept of lower race and
supported colonialism.  32Although the focus of Cesaire’s rebuttal was French
colonialism, it is quite helpful in understanding the colonizers’ mindset and how to
refute their ideas in this research.

In the meantime, these narratives depicted the people of western colonies
weleemes—welcomed the British and since the locals was voiceless, thus it was

pertinent for the west to speak for them. Gayatri Chakravoty Sphivak and Ranajit

31 Hall. S., Critical Dialogues in Cultural Studies (London. New York: Routledge, 1996).
32 Cesaire, A., Discourse on Colonialism (New York: Monthly Review, 1972).
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Guha, deliberated on five important theories in Subaltern studies. It focused on
colonialism and how it shaped the bias in Indian historiography. There were three
types of bias that surrounded Indian history, first was elitist narrative, colonial
perspective and the belief of support from locals for British to colonize India. All
these factors led to the biases in Indian historiography. ** This provides perspective in
analyzing British colonialist perspectives. Thus, this theory also is quite important
because India was under British Colony, therefore a comparison can be done. It was
pointed out the historiography was not neutral because it was an agent of colonization,
so there was a need to counter check with local works but in the case of Larut there
are no available local sources. Sphivak further argued how the western post-colonial
studies were problematic as they were viewed as silent and incapable of of narrating
their own history, thus needed the west to speak for them and this was done in the
same way that it was done by the west. Among things she found problematic was the
notion of the subaltern as always being oppressed. This is no different from colonial
studies. Therefore, there is a need to have an unorthodox construct or narrative of
history. 3 In this case, the most important point that relates to this work is the
deconstruction of the narrative that the subalterns were oppressed and how to
reconstruct a new objective narrative.

In Sphivak later ideas on post-colonialism, she discussed how post-colonial
studies in fields such as history, philosophy and literature can be problematic. In her
work, it was highlighted how the role of native informant helping colonialist to form
writings in these field. She recognized the facts that post-colonial focus on criticism of
colonialism using Marxism but acknowledged this was not the only framework should

be used in post-colonial studies. Spivak did not focus on the colonials and sovereign

3 Guha, R., et al., Selected Subaltern Studies (New York: Oxford University Press, 1988).
34 gpivak, G. C., Can the Subaltern Speak? (Basingstoke: Macmillan, 1988).
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