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Faulder, Leslie (MA, History)

Conditional Neutrality, Limited Intervention: ThelAoc Nature of Britain’s Taiping Policy,
1853-
1862

Thesis directed by Associate Professor Timothy &stov

British imperial policy in the nineteenth centufyen found itself stretched and
challenged as local policy makers struggled to attagheir changing circumstances, the
expectations and demands of local populations,engiill adhering to the goal of British
imperialism. Local British officials who respondexthe Taiping Civil War, 1853-1864,
highlight this struggle. Great Britain createditi&iping policy in amad hocmanner in order to
balance contending opinions about the potentighh@fTaiping compared with the Qing in
furthering British economic, social and politicalags. In this pursuit of a balanced policy, |
argue that local British officials relied on anagtated policy of conditional neutrality and
limited intervention. While local officials worketd maintain stability during the upheaval of
the Taiping Civil War, they had to contend with thiffering opinions and demands of

missionaries, merchants and mercenaries all of wtamplicated the situation.

Missionaries, merchants and mercenaries operatingf Shanghai, which was the main
hub of Western commerce and society in the midtearh century, were not shy about sharing
their opinions regarding what policy British offid$ should take. Their actions and words
pushed policy makers to rely on a flexible poliafich allowed them to accommodate some
demands while suppressing others. This flexiblepof conditional neutrality and limited
intervention protected British interests in Chindjle helping to maintain a degree of separation

from the belligerents to not risk further destatiig China. They maintained this policy



throughout the war, despite numerous altercatiand,wars. The ad hoc nature of Great
Britain’s Taiping policy was successful despite thastant pressures of local groups, and the
larger politics of the British Empire that confct with their local policy of conditional

neutrality and limited intervention.
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Chapter 1: Introduction

Empires define history, when they rise, when th&slt and when they fall. Their
political economic, social, and military realitieefine their eras. Empires do not exist in a
vacuum; they do not exist in a world where only lrgest players count, rather they exist in a
world where a multitude of other states and notesdators participate in the creation of history.
Empires are not binary entities, but breaking daeir binary appearances to look at the
complications of their realities is an incrediblyeowhelming task. Great Britain due to the size
and strength of her nineteenth century empirensodern allegory of empire, for good reason.
Great Britain pioneered and shaped the westernstndlized world’s perception of what
imperialism looked like, and how a western indadized world power should behave both
domestically and internationally. It also shapkd perceptions and expectations of colonized
and non-industrial powers as to their role in ttiperial world order. These perceptions then
informed how western powers behaved. By questgpiie Empire as part of a binary in
conflicts, historians build a stronger understagdabout the nature and lasting effects of

imperialism and global expansion in the modern @iorl

Binary conflicts between China the “West” are myéapart of China’s nineteenth century
history. The Opium War, the Arrow War, the Sin@irch War, the Boxer Rebellion, and these
conflicts are examples of China against the conglated “West”. They are “us against them”,

and the West easily falls into the role of unifigbup when pitted against China despite their
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many internecine conflicts. However, these apgdabemary conflicts are operating within a
background of domestic upheaval that affects theoch @mplicates the idea that large-scale
imperial conflict occurs within strict uninfluencdxinary circumstances, or that the only binary
conflict an empire might engage in is with othell-ficale empires. The Taiping Civil War
(1853-1864) is an example of how complicated irdBamal and imperial conflicts became in
the nineteenth century and how those complicatiwa lasting effects on the perceptions of
power and the realities of power and influence mn@ and in the world. The Taiping Civil War
at its most basic was the conflict between the Qimgerial state and the often-labeled
“rebellious” members of the Taiping Heavenly Kinguo This perceived binary imperial
conflict fails to explore fully the effect that had on western groups and the realities of
imperialism in China during the mid-nineteenth cent which in turn affected the progress of
the civil war. This is not to say that the Weshtrolled or was the primary force for change in
the Taiping Civil War, far from it. The British Hvre and other foreign powers in Chinese
treaty ports at the time of the Taiping Civil Wdayed an ancillary role in the conflict but their
role was one that both forced the Taiping and thegy@ reevaluate their positions against each
other but it also required Great Britain and thieeotTreaty Port powers to negotiate their own
relationships with the Qing and the Taiping. White Western states attempted to remain
neutral in the conflict, not siding with or suppog either side, their own self-interest and the
personal curiosities of the various groups meaat tieutrality was often more a term than a
practice. Because their neutrality was not 10@qudrfor a variety of reasons, and because it
was in a constant state of definitional flux, thestern powers, especially Great Britain, ended
up as a sidelined third party not always partiéigabut often engaging directly and indirectly

with both belligerents.
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The conflict between the Taiping and the Qing waasonflict between a weakening
empire and an ambitious contender within the trawlil context of the dynastic cycle, at first
glance an example of a binary conflict. Howeveris an oversimplification of a complex
problem made messier by the existence of and engagewith the western industrializing
powers namely Britain, France and the United Stat&hile there were other western powers
involved in China during the mid-nineteenth centtivgse three were the most influential, with
Great Britain leading the way both in terms of podil power and in terms of economic
influence. The Taiping Civil War could have becoameexample of dynastic change or of failed
rebellion, rather because of Western involvementdupies a unique place in Chinese history,

marking the first time that Western powers becamelived in a Chinese domestic conflict. .

The Taiping Civil War lasted almost 15 years, apénded the control and stability of
the Qing state in the most prosperous and wea#igion of China. It killed at least 20 million
people and displaced countless others. It reqiivecadbandonment of the centuries old “Law of
Avoidance” in order to build the armies to suppnéss-or almost 10 years China hadeafacto
two government reality, the Qing in Beijing and thaiping in Nanjing from 1853-1864. The
uprising itself had disrupted life in the rural i@gs of southern China for almost 5 years prior to
the Taiping’s success in Nanjing. Contemporarres scholars have referred to the Taiping war
as both a rebellion and a revolution. Rebellioplies it had little legitimacy, and it lessens its
impact on the state and society. Revolution insplieat it was ultimately successful and held a
large amount of popular support. Neither of thaseurately conveys the importance of the
Taiping to nineteenth century China and the nirngteeentury international world. | choose to
describe it as a civil war for two important reasonFirst, civil war means two legitimate

belligerents, the Taiping and the Qing. Rebelli@hegitimizes the experiences and policies of
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the Taiping whereas civil war acknowledges theacssses like taking and holding a major city
like Nanjing for almost 10 years. Second, the tezbellion does not do justice to the sheer size
of the Taiping war. To call it anything other thancivil war diminishes the physical and

psychological impact this conflict had on ninetéecéntury China.

The impact of the Taiping reached further thann@hthere were a number of western
observers and participants in the war. Their egtsr and engagements were more than just idle
imperial curiosity. The Western world was fascathtwith information that missionaries,
merchants and officials were sending back home tathmu Taiping. Here was an apparently
Christian movement, built mostly by indigenous mation with little to no external assistance.
In the land of the “weakening godless China”, waShaistian movement with a clear goal to
overthrow and replace the Qing with their new doaral political order based on the visions of
Hong Xiuquan. Negative reports subsequently badnthese glowing accolades claim that
Taiping Christianity was a farce, their politics weweak and divided and their armies were
guilty of heinous violence against civilians. Theported contradictions about the Taiping’s
nature, and thus their likelihood work with the Wées powers drove much of the continued
uncertainty that surrounded Western ideas aboutdh#lict. The Taiping were an enigma that
could potentially threaten or strengthen their priuis hold on trade along the Yangtze River
and potentially in China at large. The Taiping tlseflwes became a source of intrigue, hope,
while the conflict between the Taiping and the Qosgame a concern for western governments
and their citizens living in treaty port cities. pdlicy was necessary to balance these local hopes

and fears with the state’s ambition.

Great Britain drove and controlled a good dealhef foreign policy in China and often

set policy precedent between China and other stideghis reason | am focusing on Great
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Britain’s policy reactions to the Taiping Civil WaiThe British also were the majority Western
population in treaty port China. While the TaigpiCivil War was affected Chinese lives across
China, it was in the treaty port cities that westes came together to voice their hopes and
concerns about the movement and the conflict &itece Shanghai quickly became a center for
these discussions, both because of its rapidly igipwize and importance, but also because it
was a point of trade and contact with the YangtzeR The Yangtze was the fastest and easiest
way to travel to Taiping held Nanjing. . This tleefocuses on Shanghai because it was an
important center for policy discussions, and latearget for the Taiping generals because of its

economic importance.

| argue that Great Britain created their Taipiradiqy in anad hocmanner in order to
balance contending opinions about the nature amenpal of the Taiping compared with the
Qing in furthering British economic, social andigodl goals. British policy on the Taiping War
consisted of two main stages, conditional neugyraBind limited intervention. | define
conditional neutrality as the process of remainingwvolved in the conflict expect under certain
conditions that the British set up in order to pobttheir interests and constituents. | define
limited intervention as the process by which G&atiain involved itself in the civil war but with
geographic and political limitations. The procdsat tcreated these two related policies was not
as straight forward as past scholars have presé@nt&ahther, local officials created these related
policies in stages to compensate for contradiciafgrmation about the Taiping, the over
extension of the British Empire, the continued gtfes to assert and reaffirm their treaty rights
with the Qing state as well as the demands andotagpens of their own divided constituents..
This was an ad hoc approach to policy creationrdeioto accommodate these many shifting

stances on the Taiping within China, and withinrtlevn western enclaves. An atmosphere of
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loose state control, brought about by imperial oxeiension and weak communication routes,
permitted the flexible nature of Great Britain’slipp of conditional neutrality during the
Taiping Civil War. This flexibility increased GreBritain’s participation in the civil war in an
effort to balance their policy of conditional nality with their economic interests. The 1862
decision to intervene was a result of an atmospbetightening state control that removed the
ability of non-state actors to play a large rolepilicy interpretations. The British state had
reached a point where their direct control had egpd enough that they could exert forceful
policy decisions. They decided that the protecbbreconomic interests superseded an almost
10-year claim of conditional neutrality and choseetlirow nominal support in with the Qing,
despite the lingering popular support of the Tagpiiom missionaries and some merchants both

at home and abroad.

There were four main groups of Western non-stetiers in China, officials, missionaries,
merchants and mercenaries. These were not mandiyhany stretch of the imagination and
individuals often would belong to multiple grougsaay one time. Officials, while not strictly
non-state actors because they worked for the state in charge of creating and enforcing
policy. While they reported directly to Whitehahd answered to the crown, the distance
between them and their superiors, provided therh witittle more freedom of personal action.
They had to respond to all of the difficulties bgbt by the other groups while maintaining
productive relations with Chinese officials. Thistbrical record represents their own opinions
and thoughts on the progress of the war and thenpat success of either belligerent. However,
their obligation to Whitehall and the crown hampktieir ability to pursue a course of action
supported by their own personal opinions. Oftemes they had to follow policy and orders that

ran counter to their own personal feelings regaydme war.
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Missionaries were in China for the purpose of cosie® in order to bring Christianity
and enlightened western civilization to the “godldseathens” of the East. However, their
relations with the Taiping remained fraught witmflict as they tried to reconcile the Christian
aspects of Taiping religion with the very clear dagic breaks between Taiping Christianity and
Western Protestantism. The lack of consistent acclrate information about the Taiping
complicated missionary attempts to reconcile dogmdifferences.. Missionaries were also
individuals who believed that the Christianizatioh China could bring about better trade

opportunities and this grants them a mercantiletsification as well.

The merchants were those individuals in China wieoevthere to turn a profit, either as
individuals or as members of firms. They were imed in shipping and sale of goods from
India or the home islands as well as the acqursitibChinese goods like silk and tea for sale
back home. Their interest and concern was prigathbility and the continued access to
uninterrupted and unmolested trade. While somie\ed that the Christian conversion of China
would help promote trade, others believed that ¢h@ war was too disruptive and was

irreparably damaging trade and economic prosperity.

The last important group was the mercenaries, thdse flouted the neutrality decree
and involved themselves volunteering their servemed expertise to the Qing for a price. They
were a liability and a benefit to the westernefFhey could protect and promote western interests,
but they also stood as a stout reminder that ndytreas not always enforceable and it was not

always consistent.

The British officials were responsible for balamgthe needs, expectations, and demands

of their constituents with their own beliefs ana tbften belated and retroactive orders from
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Whitehall. Neutrality was the policy, but the irapientation was not always consistent, the
same problems existed with the policy of intervemti These inconsistencies were a result of the
ad hoc nature of policy and the inability of oféits to clearly define and enforce the policies of

conditional neutrality and limited intervention.



Chapter 2: Historiography

Scholars have spent much time and ink on the Tgipuer the last 150 years, and yet in
comparison to events like the Boxer Rebellion @ American Civil war, the western language
academic offerings on the Taiping are paltry amafitey. There are many potential reasons for
this, including a difficulty in finding new sourceas the Qing destroyed much of the Taiping’s
records when they retook Nanjing in 1864. Forrgltime it seemed many scholars believed
that everything about the Taiping had been saahathan Spence, most notably, mentioned his
belief that “...it seemed to [him] that everythingtitould be known about the Taiping had been

fully aired.”

Whatever the reasons that English language T@aigeholarship has been lacking
over the years, it would be incorrect to state thate are expansive gaps in the policies and
military narrative history of the war. Rather thmssing pieces are the non-political and non-
military histories, the effect on the people, tiwionment, and trade. That is the Taiping as the
people rather than the politics experienced thebhese areas are the least well addressed in
Taiping scholarship, along with the Taiping impaat global history. The Taiping war was a
Chinese conflict that affected and was affectedAtsstern politics and interests. This western

involvement and impact has generated a divergealysis across the various historiographical

traditions, which | will briefly discuss.

! Spence, Jonathan Bod's Chinese Son: The Taiping Heavenly Kingdohtoofy XiuquanNew York: Norton,
1996. Pg xxiv
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Taiping scholarship has not undergone a steadyepso®f change rather it has
experienced several large shifts, most of whichehasen in the past 60 years, with much of the
major English language scholarship concentratethen1960s and 1970s. | have found very
little published prior to this time that is schdyarmuch has been reflections and memoirs by
individuals who lived through the Taiping. | abiie publication boom the 1960s and 1970s to
two specific factors. First, the boom marks th@-y8ar anniversary of the Taiping. Second,
and more important, this was the beginning of Westearticularly American professional
historical scholarship on China. There was a gagzholarship until the 1990s and 2000s, which
have seen the publication of four major works #itdter have questioned a common piece of the
narrative or have broadened our understanding efptiocess and effects of the Taiping on
Chinese society in the nineteenth century. Anothngrortant aspect of Taiping scholarship at
large is how diverse the interpretations are betwseholarly trends and communities.
Nationalists, Marxists, and Western language schar three of the most prominent groups; all
of them have vastly different interpretations relyag the impact and interpretation of the

Taiping Civil War.

The earliest works of Taiping scholarship are iimoir publications from individuals
who experienced the Taiping war, and their reftetiupon lengthy time spent in China. They
are the first retrospective and interpretive workisvo of the most notable, and the earliest of
these retrospectives aifidne Ever-Victorious Army: A History of the Ching&ampaign under
Lt.-Col. C. G. Gordon, C.B. R.E. and of the Supgims of the Tai-ping Rebelliony Andrew
Wilson published1868 and A. Egmont Hak&sgents in the Taeping Rebellion: Being Reprints
of Mss. Copied by General Gordon, C.B. In his OvamdHvriting published in 1891. The focus

and interest in these memoirs is clearly on Chédf@dsnese” Gordon’s role as the General of the
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Ever-Victorious Army (EVA) and only tangentially doased on the policy of Western
intervention in the Taiping Civil War, even thoutjte official intervention allowed Gordon to
take command of the EVA. This focus on Gordon amal EVA overemphasizes what was a
small-I portion of the civil war at large, and angoaratively small portion of the actions wrought
by British policy. Overwhelmingly, neither bookeats the Taiping as a complex group of
individuals; rather all of the focus is on the maity engagements between the westerners and the
Taiping. These two publications glorified the beplence and discipline of British military
actions in China, often juxtaposing them againstuiolence and barbarism of their opponents,
“We found near Mow Wang’s house about thirty heaidsmall boys, averaging from fifteen to
eighteen years, and on inquiry found these were Md¢ang’'s immediate attendants, and had
been beheaded by the Wang’s after the death of Mtang.” These works are publications in

support of British military involvement overseadjil& still being stories of adventure.

This identification of the relationship between thed of the Taiping Civil War and
Western military involvement is indicative of tharly focus of Taiping writings in western
languages. It was a limited focus and limitingthe full potential that early scholarship could
take. However, | understand why the focus lay los military engagement, it was the most
concrete and clearly defined action that the Brigéxd western powers took in regards to the
Taiping Civil War. Everything else remained in tyey area of what | have termed conditional
neutrality making it very difficult to pin down thactions and decisions that an author could
clearly write about and explain to their readerShere is also the undeniable reality that

adventure in the Far East was a better story thaonaplicated policy regarding an unclear

2 Hake, A. EgmontEvents in the Taiing Rebellion: Being Reprints ssMCopied by General Gordan, C.B. in His
Own Handwriting, with Monograph, Introduction, ahibtes.London: W.H. Allen and Co. Ltd., 1891. Pg 386
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religious uprising. These works focus on the it aspects of the war not on the policy

difficulties that led to the final decision to imiene.

Early writings on the Taiping are rare, even nasary records and journals published in
the decades following the conclusion of the Taiphgil War spend almost no time discussing
or even mentioning the Taiping. Within five yeaosk the conclusion of the war, English
language documents relegated the Taiping to a dt®tm the larger discussion of Western
involvement in China. By the 1870s, there wereepttebellions, other uprisings, and other
issues that were clearly more important to the Wtaests in China. By the 1890s the Sino-
Japanese War, 1894-1895 followed by the Boxer Heheland the 1911 Revolution
overshadowed the importance and the experiencheof &iping Civil War. Most missionary
records focused on the war years and were publidnadg the progression of the war rather
than afterwards as was the case with memoirs amdleetions. The Taiping had fallen into the

cracks of western language historical writings dmn@.

Just as Hake and Wilson focused on the militarypeagns and used the Taiping as a
stepping-stone between the first Opium and therseQpium war, most other early publications
took this same route. Overall, they did not ackieolge much of the character of the Taiping or
its effect on China, beyond the impact that it lmadtrade, and local populations, but only in
ways that directly affected British citizens in @ai Disparaging the Taiping for the damage
done to the ‘good’ name of Christianity and to nusary work in China was another common
theme among these works. The few missionary recofdthe Taiping published after the
conclusion of the war tended to focus on the failoir Christian conversion using the Taiping as

an example of this failure. Even these documeni® theChina Recordeiand theJournal of
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the Royal Asiatic Sociegnly occasionally mentioned the Taiping and maiolyused on other

aspects of Western experience in China

The recollective histories fade out and the nexparh movement in western language
scholarship occurred during the course of the fukst world wars as the colonial empires were
breaking down. At this point, the Taiping wasl|stgry much a footnote in the literature that
quickly moved on to events that were of greaterdrtamce to Great Britain, either because they
more directly involved the British, or simply besauhey reflected more of their preeminence in
the era of imperialism. These imperial histories an the crux of the beginning of academic
scholarship on China, but they were written bytprdl agents not academics, and are not part of
modern scholarship per se. Their political biases evident in their writing and the lack of

focus on the Taiping is indicative of their disirgst in the topic.

Costin’sGreat Britain and China, 1833-186fublished in 1937 is exemplary of this type
of publication. Focused on the era slightly befthre first Opium War through the end of the
Second Opium waiGreat Britain and Chinaliscusses the beginning and the most important, to
the British, portions of the Taiping Civil War, buit only spends a small amount of time
discussing the Taiping at all before quickly movimg to other topics. The dismissive fashion

that Costin uses to discuss the Taiping highligiesindifference and disinterest in the group as

% The following is a short list of journals and aleis that discuss experiences in China during 884 through the
1870s. Some include brief mentions of the Taipng,others do not.

Thoughts on “Social Life of the Chinese” by Geoillgls Esq., Interpreter in H.M Consul Service, Aynb867
published inMissionary Recorder: A Repository of Intelligencat Eastern Missions and a Medium of General
Information pg 6.

“Protestant Missions in China A Failure” by Ad Horam 1867 published iklissionary Recorder: A Repository of
Intelligence from Eastern Missions and a Mediungeheral Information pg 127.

The Journal of the Royal Asiatic Society VolumeRietrospect of the events in the North of China Byithe Years
1861-1864" By R. A. Jamieson Esq. 1864.
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important and influential to both Chinese and gldbstory as well as British experience. The
section about the Taiping begins, “The Chinesehaxe seen, were a rebellious peofleThis
one line dismisses the Taiping, and all uprisingd @surrections in the whole of Chinese
history as simply being endemic to the society emture without holding any real importance.
In one line, Costin defined and explained away €sénsociety and all of their behavior by their
inherent rebellious nature. Moreover, the sectiantitted “The Rebellions and their
Consequences” spends less than three pages onatpmgdl before moving along to Great
Britain’s engagement with other foreign powers ihir@ ignoring the Taiping and the other
uprisings that were going on concurrently. Thotlgk work is about Great Britain and China, it
truly only exists as a work about Great Britaintsefign affairs with other Western Powers in
China, with occasional forays into actual interacs with the Chinese when Britain was
providing, as James Hevia puts it, an ‘Englishdess While this approach characterizes much
of British and Western writing about modern Chitieg treatment of the Taiping is in some ways
worse, mainly because the dearth of writing infiret place. Costin focused his discussion on

the beginning impressions of Britain’'s economi@rests,

“...Bonham had to consider what attitude to adopgh& Chinese government asked for
the help of British warships in the defence of Nagk He realized that his first duty in

that region would be the defence of his own counéy at Shanghai, but if he could
thereby gain advantages for British commerce symtoposal might be entertained.”

The Taiping exist in British imperial histories asfootnote or a small blip of an event that

affected and interrupted trade but could readilyubed to back the Qing state further in to a

* Costin, W.C Great Britain and China, 1833-186Q@xford: Clarendon Press, 1937. Pg 159

® Hevia, James LEnglish Lessons: The Pedagogy of Imperialism irtééinth-Century ChinaDurham: Duke
University Press, 2003.

®Costin, W.C Great Britain and China, 1833-186@xford: Clarendon Press, 1937. Pg 160
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corner regarding trade negotiations and the growimigical demands of British and European
imperialism. Scholarship was looking back on tharygdays of Western imperialism, at the

successes and failures in an attempt to explainvleakening grasp in the new century.

Costin was not the only author who ignored and dishied the importance of the
Taiping to China or to Great Britain, or even thdastence of the Taiping Civil war as a
significant event. The 1943 work by G.E. Hubbantitled British Far Eastern Policgoes not
discuss the Taiping at all, a surprise consideniog much of British involvement in the Taiping
was policy based and set the tone for policy cneaind implementation for the rest of the
century. Hubbard’s purpose in this work is to exsrhow relations between The West and The
Far East had gotten to the point of full-scale @wavkr by the 1940s. However, his examination
of early relations between China and Great Britaiwoefully lacking. Focusing on the role of
opium in the relationship Hubbard gives a briefigozd! synopsis of the First Opium War and
then jumps directly into the Second Opium War withany discussion of the interim changes in
political and social power let alone the agonizmnglow but crucially important policy creation
that happened between the two opium wars. Therigagimply do not exist in this work even
though the engagement of Great Britain in the ¢cinflery much changed the balance of power,
and put the Qing in a position where they were gngumore and more reliant on Western
military training, in part as a result of the creatof hybrid armies like the Ever Victorious
Army that relied on Western tactics but Chinese poavrer. The four main essentials of British
policy were, Livelihood, Security, Peace, and Radit Liberty’ that Hubbard defines, would
have allowed for even a brief mention of the TaypinThe nationalistic and Euro-centric

approach to history still grounded these early work

"Hubbard, G.EBritish Far Eastern PolicyNew York: Institute of Pacific Relations, 1943g B
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While Hubbard and Costin relegated the Taiping tto@note in the larger quest to
understand the British Imperial Project, Americavidér Cahill took on the story of the Taiping
in full through the eyes and experiences of Fre#teflownsend Ward i\ Yankee Adventurer,
published in 1930. Ward was an American adventwtey found his way to China and through
his skill and willingness to work he quickly madespace for himself as the leader of the
unofficial defense force in Shanghai which, lacksupport and more importantly funding from
the Western powers in Shanghai, turned to the @Qmyfound generous patrons for their newly
named Ever Victorious Army. Cabhill’'s biography @fard follows the story of the Taiping but
once again focuses on a foreigner and the wesadbejt unofficial, military involvement.
Following the footsteps of Hake and Wilson, Cahilto over emphasizes the importance of

western involvement in destruction of the Taiping.

These first writings on the Taiping tended to ignor minimize the civil war, Cahill’'s
work being the exception but it still focused o fimportance of a Western adventurer rather
than the Taiping. Works mentioning the Taipinga#lf even in passing are few and works
focused solely on the war are even fewer. Wedgsrguage writers and officials had forgotten
the Taiping less than 70 years after the conclusibthe war. Nevertheless, the Chinese
language scholars had never forgotten and werancmnisly revising the Taiping narrative to

promote and reflect their changing political agenda

Chinese scholars have been writing about the Tgipince its inception. A number of
important and noteworthy scholars have publishethernTaiping over the past 150 years. In the
earliest stages of scholarship two stood out, Jameri and Lo Erh-Kang. There are a number

of other notable Taiping scholars but Lo and esglgclen are two of the most important in
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creating the basis of western professionalized lacsitip®. The first group of professional
Chinese historians read and studied with Jen andiLwas this interaction between China and
the West that created the first boom of westerrfegsional historical publications on the

Taiping

The first formal professionalized scholarship oa fraiping was published between the
1950s-1970s and coincided with several major eyémesaforementioned professionalization of
Western historians, and the 100-year anniversarth@fTaiping civil war. This selection of
scholarship includes works published by Philip Kuben Yu-wen (in translation), Mary Wright,
S.Y. Teng, Vincent Shih, Eugene Boardman, and sth&ihis era produced the largest amount
of Taiping scholarship, and several of the publisiverks have withstood 50 years of scholarly
scrutiny. Kuhn’sRebellion and Its Enemies in Late Imperial Chinalitiskization and Social
Structure, 1796-1864Teng’s The Taiping Rebellion andet Western Powers: A Comprehensive
Survey Michael’'s Three-volume workihe Taiping Rebellion: History and Documeatsd Jen
Yu-wen’s The Taiping Revolutionary Movemeriobrmed the base of early professionalized
Western language Taiping scholarship. Franz Mikhad Jen Yu-wen’'s works are both
narrative surveys of the Taiping Civil War, and tbaire important sources for beginning

research on the Taiping.

Jen Yu-wen’sThe Taiping Revolutionary Movemepiblished in 1973 is an abridged
translation of his multivolume work on the Taipin@he first volume was published in Chinese
in 1935 entitled T'ai-p’ing t'ien-kuo tsa-chi (Misttaneous Articles on Taiping Tienkuo), Jen

published five more volumes about the Taiping betw&935 and 1968. During this time, Jen

8 For a further listing of Chinese scholars to psibion the Taiping, refer to Ssu-yu Teng’s whliiktoriography of
the Taiping Rebellion



18
traveled around China collecting and compiling dvoeants related to the Taiping and
incorporating his growing research and documentigdepn into his publications. Mary Wright
headed a project to translate and abridge Jen’k wothe Taiping. She completed this project
in 1973 with the publication oThe Taiping Revolutionary MoveméntWhile the Chinese
language and Western language scholarship wasingadifferent conclusions, there was a
strong discussion between the two historiograpbies prior to Cold War détente in the 1970s.
Jen Yu-wen’sThe Taiping Revolutionary Movemdmnghlights the difficulty in gaining access to
sources about the Taiping, and the types and degrée&ses surrounding discussions of the

Taiping. As Jonathan Spence points out in hisWord toThe Taiping Revolutionary Movement

... [Jen] is not afraid to take sides. He is an-dBdanchu Chinese nationalist from
Kwangtung; and he cannot hide the fact (nor doewdn to) that he finds Hung Hsiu-
ch'uan more sympathetic than Tseng Kuo-fan. Siiygjlthe author asserts from the title
of his book onward that he is dealing with a retiohary movement, and he is not
disposed to enter the lists with those who insistTaipings were mere rebéfs.

Jen was unabashedly biased regarding his perspmabins about the Taiping and these biases
informed his research and his writing. Becausedeatrongly supported the Taiping and saw
them as revolutionaries rather than rebels, heenal ignore or minimize the importance of the
Qing opposition throughout his narrative of thepiiag. This one sided narrative is balanced out
by Mary Wright's 1957 work,The Last Stand of Chinese Conservatism: The T'umng-C
Restoration, 1862-187#hich provides the Qing perspective of the Taipirgpence believed

that,

Jen Yu-wen’s book and Mary Wright's may be readetbgr, as both counterpoise, and
continuation: together they help use to see théogerom 1850-1867 in continuing

° Jen, Yu-wenThe Taiping Revolutionary MovemeNew Haven: Yale University Press, 1973. Pg xix-xx

10 Jen, Yu-wenThe Taiping Revolutionary MovemeNew Haven: Yale University Press, 1973. Pg xvi
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process. The T'ung-chih administraitors are noekéal in context, and behind their
thoughtful words we can hear, with a new claritye sharp, angry cries of the millions
who sought a different solutidn.

The divergence of scholarships shows the contemtiature of the Taiping civil war.

Franz Michael’s three-volumghe Taiping Rebellion: History and Documeptsblished
in 1966, includes a narrative history of the Tagpand one of the largest selections of Taiping
documents in translation. Michael’'s goal was “..ctlect and translate the existing Taiping
documentary material and derive from it a periotima of Taiping history that would make
possible a new understanding of this crucial periodthe beginning of modern Chinese
history.”? Michael, saw the Taiping as the beginning of @irmodern era. Volume | of this
work is Michael's own narrative history of the Tei@, with heavily footnoted to the translated
documents that make up volumes Il and Ill. Theggmtoitself was part of the Modern Chinese
History Project that Michael was chair of and imtgd such scholars as Vincent Shih, a well-
known Taiping scholar and othérs Franz Michael's work is the basis of beginningkvon the

Taiping because of its organization and ease oftusegh translated documents.

With few exceptions, many of these books publishredhe early stages of historical
professionalization focused on narrative retelliigevents rather than a historical interpretation
of surrounding aspects of the war. Philip Kuhn@Q publicationRebellion and Its Enemies
was an exception. Kuhn’s work is a structural exation of local organization that the Qing

Dynasty and the Taiping used to build support fi@irtrespective causes. He breaks away from

1 Jen, Yu-wenThe Taiping Revolutionary MovemeNew Haven: Yale University Press, 1973. Pg xvii

2 Michael, FranzThe Taiping Rebellion: History and Documenv&l. 1. IIl vols. Seattle: University of
Washington Press, 1966. Pg vii

13 Michael, FranzThe Taiping Rebellion: History and Documenv&l. I. 11l vols. Seattle: University of
Washington Press, 1966. Pg viii-ix
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the historical narration of the Taiping and examimnehat sort of social structures and local
militia structures allowed for such high levels edise in mobilizing populations for either

offensive or defensive military organizations.

While Kuhn is looking locally and focusing on Chiand Chinese experience, S.Y. Teng
is looking beyond internal Chinese affairs with Wwark The Taiping Rebellion and the Western
Powers: A Comprehensive Surveyven though Teng is moving beyond China to agaan the
West, as the title suggests, it remains a survegvehts and impressions rather than a wider
analysis of historical impact of the Taiping CiWar. Along with Michael, Teng believes that
the Taiping Civil War marks the beginning of Chimatodern erd® Because of the very evident
early biases in Taiping scholarship, as evidenoeden Yu-wen’s work, Teng felt the need to
emphasize his own personal attempt at neutralifje“author does not incline toward any
specific type of interpretation, such as an ecowowne; balanced approach is intended.
Historical truth is the chief concer™ Teng’s claim makes a few points, he is cleanjng to
distinguish himself from earlier historians, andnfrthe very dogmatic histories that were, and in
some cases still are, published in China. Thedge an example of the early stages of historical
professionalization, the process of approachingvaritithg history with an open mind and with
minimal bias. Teng tried to be an unbiased autharn the Taiping interested in what he
considered the historical truth. Teng’s work igortant to my study because it was one of two

publications to examine explicitly the relationshyetween the Taiping Civil War and the

1 Teng, S. YThe Taiping Rebellion and the Western Powers: A@ehensive Survepxford: Oxford University
Press, 1971. Pg vii

5 Teng, S. YThe Taiping Rebellion and the Western Powers: A@ehensive Survepxford: Oxford University
Press, 1971. Pg viii
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Western Powers. The second work is J.S. Greg@west Britain and the Taipinggublished in

1969.

Gregory’'sGreat Britain and the Taipings a foundational text for my research project
because it is the only work to focus specificalty British policy surrounding the Taiping Civil
War. While Teng looks at British policy in a gealesense, he focuses more on the wider
implications of Western powers involved in the TagpCivil War and includes the other major
treaty powers in the scope of his work. Gregornkesathe argument that British policy was
limited in both its neutrality and its interventionHe counters the argument coming from
Chinese scholars such as Jen Yu-wen that Britiditi@® in the nineteenth century e were
carefully designed plots of Victorian ingenuitykeep China weak in order to exploit its wealth
and population. Gregory’s focus is on official ipgland the individuals directly involved in
making policy rather than the other secondary gsowpich he dismisses as relevant but not
crucial to the policy making process nor to its lempentation and enforcement. According to
Gregory, British officials created policy out ofs#rict political necessity. It was not policy
dreamt up in Whitehall to punish and further dam#émge Qing state while leveraging potential
support of the Taiping in treaty revision negotas. Great Britain and the Taipingseglects to
place as much emphasis on the groups outside ofotineal policymaking process instead
focusing all power on the local officials. In thigesis, | am responding to Gregory’s argument
that the non-state groups, which we both identifyréssionaries merchants and mercenaries, did
not play an important role in influencing the vaisoaspects of Britain’s Taiping policy. | agree
with him that British officials created policy ldbaout of political and social necessity, but |
disagree that the non-state groups played a nbklgligble in influencing the creation and

implementation of both the policy of conditionalutiality and of limited intervention.
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These works by Jen, Michael, Teng and Gregory thee beginning of professional
historical writing on China, and while they haveeithbiases and historical legacies, they
provided a solid foundation for future scholarsheT1950s through the 1970s were the most
prolific times in Taiping scholarship and produceadumber of works exploring the various
aspects, , of the Taiping outside of a strictlyrative setting, though their focus does fall more

heavily on questions of Taiping Christianity.

After the 1970s, publications on the Taiping sldwatil the early 1990s when several
works brought new life back into the discussiortted Taiping Civil War. Jonathan Spence’s
God's Chinese Son: The Taiping Heavenly Kingdoriiarfg Xiuquan Thomas Reilly’'sThe
Taiping Heavenly Kingdom: Rebellion and the Blaspheof Empireand Robert Weller's
Resistance, Chaos and Control in China: Taipingdigblraiwanese Ghosts and Tiananraea
three important works that have revitalized thecuasion of the Taiping. Beginning with
Weller's Resistance, Chaos and Contrplblished in 1994, these three books, mark the
resurgence of scholarship on the Taiping which diaérwise fallen out of vogue in the 1970s.
Weller, Riley, and Spence all tackle the Taipingt, ibis Reilly who is one of the first scholars to
address the difficulty that Westerners had recongilTaiping Christianity with their own
dogmatic beliefs and practices. Reilly argues that Taiping were Christians, not pseudo
Christians or individuals using a claim of Chrisitg in an attempt to legitimize their power in
the eyes of the Western ports. He fully suppdmstidentity as a Chinese religion with as many
roots in traditional Chinese practices as in e&lyistian practices. The nature of Taiping
Christianity has been at the heart of western dsons about the Taiping since the 1850s. The
contention between those who believed the Taipiag & Christian movement and those who

did not played an important role in influencing t&t policy. One of the ongoing questions
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about the Taiping was whether their Christianitysvmaore important than their politics or vice
versa. According to Weller, the politics becamstranger driving force for the Taiping than
their religion, while Reilly takes the opposite wig¢hat it was the religion driving the political
motivation. These questions were the same faced/déstern officials trying to create a policy
on the Taiping that took into account the divergaterpretations and contradictory information

that they were receiving.

Previous scholarship on this topic [how the Taipimgre able to gain such a following
among the common people] has failed to emphasetewhen the Taiping religion left

Hong Xiuquan’s hands, it was no longer a Westeligiom, a foreign creed. The Taiping
faith, albeit kindled by Anglo-American Protestanti, developed into a dynamic new
Chinese religion, one whose conception of the ttte position of the sovereign deity
challenged the legitimacy of the imperial order.onig Xiuquan presented this new
religion, Taiping Christianity, as a revival andgt@ration of the ancient classical faith in
Shangdi®

According to Reilly, the Taiping was as much a igmeChristian religion as it was traditional
Chinese religion. Religion tied together their itign The Taiping Civil War was primarily a
religious movement, “it was the worship of a nevd gloat demanded the establishment of a new
king, not vice versa® This argument runs counter to Weller's argumeat the Taiping were a
religious movement that quickly was hijacked byitedl goals and as a result, a majority of the
Civil War was driven by these political goals rattigan the religious goals that Reilly is arguing
for. These contradicting arguments are the samieféiced the British and Western officials as

they attempted to make policy in the 19th century.

'8 Reilly, Thomas H. 2004Che Taiping Heavenly Kingdom: Rebellion and thesBleemy of EmpireSeattle:
University of Washington Press. pg 4

" Reilly, Thomas H. 2004The Taiping Heavenly Kingdom: Rebellion and thesBtemy of EmpireSeattle:
University of Washington Press. pg 5
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Reilly acknowledges the lack of acceptance for Th@ing an authentic expression of

Christianity, and the 19th century origins of shetiefs.

This reluctance is due in part to a reaction agdims exuberance of some nineteenth
century missionary observers, who saw in the ingiages of the movement the promise
of the conversion of the whole of China to Anglo-&mcan Protestantism. But more
than that, this reluctance also seems to indicatesestance against affirming Taiping
Christianity as a fully authentic Chinese religioajJong with a hesitation in
acknowledging Taiping claims concerning religiouspects of the Chinese imperial
institution.  As a result, little scholarship toighpoint as acknowledged Taiping
Christianity as both a dynamic new Chinese religseeking to identify with classical
tradition and as an authentic expression of Chnity

This passage highlights the difficulties that westianguage scholarship has had coming to
terms with Taiping religion, and it is directly a¢éd to the understandings of the Taiping during
the Civil War. Nineteenth century Christian obsgs/were very keen on the idea of the Taiping
as an example of successful Chinese conversionhtest@nity. Their enthusiasm about this
perceived success often clouded their vision toynieterodox practices and ideas. The Taiping
became more Christian than they actually were. M@&eeat Britain decided to abandon their
policy of conditional neutrality in favor of limite intervention, they had to contend with
missionary support of the Taiping. The easiest teago this was to highlight the non-Christian
aspects of the Taiping and declare them not Canstt all. These competing visions and
understandings of the Taiping have limited the tjaes scholars have asked about the Taiping.
Reilly was the first to address these issues of@ég#imacy of Taiping Christianity. Reilly is
responding to scholars like Vincent Shih, EugenarBman, Rudolf Wagner, and Robert Weller,
among others, who either have dismissed TaipingisGdmity as a subpar knock off

Protestantism, or ignored its Christian connectienrely. Taiping scholarship has dealt with

18 Reilly, Thomas H. 2004The Taiping Heavenly Kingdom: Rebellion and thesBtemy of EmpireSeattle:
University of Washington Press. pg 6



25
issues surrounding Taiping ideology, but Reilly whes first to break down the religious aspects
of the Taiping and look at them as legitimate exi@spf both indigenous Chinese religion and

Protestant Christianity.

Eugene Boardman’€hristian Influence upon the Ideology of the TagpiRebellions,
1851-1864also treats the Taiping as operating under anlodgaather than a religion. To him
Taiping Christianity is an inferior imitation of E&rn Protestant Christianity. He refers to it as
having a”...quasi-Christian character? mostly owing to the fact the Taiping drew on saya
other sources for their practices in order to cardito have popular support among the local
populations. Boardman also saw the political asp&the Civil War as being inimical to true
Christianity because it operated to divide the idgp between potential for true Christianity and

the political desire to overthrow the Manchus.

Wagner's 1978Reenacting the Heavenly Vision: The Role of Religiothe Taiping
Rebellionis one that Reilly in particular cites as being thost open to the idea that the Taiping
could draw from both Christianity and local indigeis practices and the two sets could
complement each other in the overall scheme ofTdiping beliefs. “Wagner also most fully
acknowledges that the authority of the indigenalgjious sources of the Taiping religion did
not countermand the authority of the other, mostcdgally Christian sources of the Taiping

religion.”® According to Wagner “The Taipings did adopt Ctisity. Differing emphases

9 Boardman, Eugene Powe@hristian Influence Upon the Ideology of the TaipRebellion 1851-1864ew
York: Octagon Books, 1972. pg 3

2 Reilly, Thomas HThe Taiping Heavenly Kingdom: Rebellion and thesBteemy of EmpireSeattle: University
of Washington Press, 2004. pg 8
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have been given to this point, but in substanceetleeagreement® Wagner acknowledges that
there are arguments surrounding this point in gdessence of what the Taiping adopted as
Christian ideology and dogma, and Hong Xiuquan,gFRénshan and the other Taiping Kings
used Christianity to meld with indigenous religicarel create a separate religion. Scholars have

only begun to approach issues of the legitimacyaoping Christianity in the past 50 years.

Tobie Meyer-Fong and Stephen Platt have writtentii@ most recent works on the
Taiping both expand our understanding of the Tai@nd its effect on global history and local
experience. Meyer-Fong¥/hat Remains: Coming to Terms with Civil War inh1@entury
China published in 2013, is an in depth examinatiohai the population dealt with death and
upheaval from the Taiping. Platt®sutumn in the Heavenly Kingdom: China, the Wedd, thie
Epic Story of the Taiping Civil Wapublished in 2012, explores several aspectsefTtiping
especially the experiences of Hong Rengan and Zarajan. This particular book also argues
how the Taiping, specifically British engagementtire conflict, affected global history. By
choosing to support the Qing against the Taipirgy Bnitish then were put in a position that
prevented them from coming to the aid of the Saluhng the American Civil War (1861-
1865)? This argument places the Taiping into a globaitext in a way that had not been done
prior. This integration into a global history isidence of both the expansion of historian’s

acceptance of global histories, but also the exparsf Taiping historiography.

What Remainaddresses death, dying, and discusses how théatiopumoved between

Taiping and Qing control. Because of the consyastilfting battle lines and the near continuous

2L Wagner, Rudolf GReenacting the Heavenly Vision: The Role of Religicthe Taiping RebelliorBerkeley:
University of California Press, 1982. pg 11

2 platt, Stephen R. 2012utumn in the Heavenly Kingdom: China, the Wedl, the Epic Story of the Taiping
Civil War. New York: Alfred A. Knopf. p xxiv
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change in governance over cities and towns, theulptpns had to adjust and try to move
between these shifting worlds. These shiftingggdlieces caused the British and other foreigners’
problems as they tried to determine the intentiohghe Taiping towards China and towards
westerners.What Remaingccupies an equally important space in the histpaphy because it

is one of the first social histories of the Taiping

One of the spaces within Taiping historiographyt thas been woefully neglected over
the years is the issue of impact on China and thedwhow events of the Taiping Civil war
shaped the decisions of the Qing state and theytpeat powers. Inspired by Gregory and Platt
| am situating myself into this global impact histgraphy. By expanding on Gregory’s
analysis of British policy and looking more car&fuat the early stages of policy that Platt
claims prevented the British from aiding the AmancSouth, | am trying to build a bridge
between historiographies and histories. Platisumn in the Heavenly Kingddimcuses on the
latter stages of the Taiping Civil War mainly 186864. This is the end of conditional
neutrality and the movement towards a policy ofitlah intervention. If intervention in the
Taiping Civil War was what ultimately prevented tBatish getting involved in the American
Civil War | have to ask what were the policies @wents that led to this decision. What was it
about China, about the Taiping, that made them e marthwhile investment of time and
money? For myself, the purpose of global histsrjoi question the creation of policy and how
the nature of that policy then influenced the cewskhistory far beyond the immediate borders

that policy affected.

Recent scholarship has begun to address thesesissd build a stronger historical
context of both the event and its aftermath. Rdatl Meyer-Fong are at the forefront of this

push in scholarship, but are accompanied by othboshave recently published on the Taiping,
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including Tian Xiaofei's translation of Zhang DagefnemoirThe World of a Tiny Insect: A
Memoir of the Taiping Rebellion and its Aftermatiblished in 2013 which is one of the first to
provide examples of Chinese experience in their oivih war. Even with the new scholarship
that has opened the Taiping Civil War up to glohatory, there are still missing pieces.
Taiping historiography has fallen into the tragafusing too much on one aspect of the conflict,
the Christian nature of the movement, or how theyeanationalist revolutionaries ahead of their
time. Recently scholarship has begun to questienwtar in more depth and try to understand
the intricate relationships at play in the 1850d 2860s. This requires questioning much of the
lingering narrative, either that of Western schelhich either neglected the Taiping entirely or
over emphasized the West's role in its suppresswnthat by Communist China which
minimized the religious aspect of the Taiping amdpkasized them as revolutionaries and
nationalists. Taiping identity and intent has béed up with the involvement of Treaty Port
powers in a subtle level in almost every work vention the war, but there are few publications
that address how the treaty port powers engagedalpng and the Qing, this thesis works to

address this gap.
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Chapter 3: Creating Policy in China

Great Britain, as the strongest and most influérdfathe Treaty port powers had to
decide what role it would play in the Taiping CiWWar. They also had to determine how they
would balance the opinions and demands of the wanmembers of their community, both their
own citizens and those of other treaty port powehs. British power and control grew in the
world, it was the weakest in the furthest reacHdlar empire because the great distances made
it difficult for consistent and fast communicatioBecause of this, the local officials had to rely
on their own judgment in order to control the losaliation. In balancing their opinions of how
to manage their responsibilities to the British E@pwith the expectations of missionaries,
merchants, and mercenaries, the British officials ih to anad hocpolicy making process in
regards to the Taiping Civil War. The reasoningtfos was twofold; first, there were too many
contradicting opinions about what the British sldowlo regarding the conflict and many
powerful individuals and groups clamoring to berdeaWhile this cacophony of opinions was
commonplace, there was very little direct statetrmdrio direct and manage such discussions.
Second, because the civil war did not directly @ffgritish citizens or British trade until much
later, there was no pressing concern to warrantoee rmvolved policy-making process the
distance between British officials in China andirtrsaiperiors in Great Britain, or even India,
meant that they were not directly involved eithdrhis distance from Whitehall and the other
centers of European political and military powersated an atmosphere of independence that in

light of the complex issue of Chinese civil war dexed into a state of permissiveness where the
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various groups and individuals were very free tioosctheir personal beliefs regarding the nature
and intentions of the Taiping. The independenceaation from missionaries, merchants, and
mercenaries constantly put pressure on the impl&tien of Great Britain’s policy of
conditional neutrality, and pushed the British #orbore involved in the Taiping Civil War than
was intended. As this unintentional interferencereased and as the British Empire’s control
and influence in the eastern hemisphere expandédtaengthened the British government was
better able to exert direct control over the polityplementation. This more direct control did
not in fact make for a stronger neutrality polieytrer the control of policy remained in the hands
of the local British officials who, because of theow War, had more direct access to support
from the home government. Throughout the TaipingilGVar, British policy remained
decidedlyad hocin nature as the local officials tried to maintaontrol and some semblance of

social and economic stability within the foreigmcessions.

Much of this initial over-expansion of empire wasesult of merchants seeking profits
and larger markets for their goods. Missionariesnsfollowed seeking an audience for their
proselytizing. The desire for trade and exoticdpdrove many states to reach much further
beyond their borders and more importantly to rebelyond their realm of direct political
influence and control. Merchants seeking greatefits played political and geographic
hopscotch with political officials trying to keep @nd mange tax and security concerns. British
trade in China was no different. Trade was wrapgeth exploration and both became wrapped
up in the politics used to control the movementsmainey and people. China was an open
playing field as far as the merchants and missiesarvere concerned. Vast landmass, huge
populations, the biggest issue was unfettered accestrolled by the Qing who were

disinterested and concerned about the effectsariiog China to Western trade demands.
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Through the pushing, shoving, and manipulatiorevdnts, Great Britain and the Qing
were drawn into the first Opium War and that set titne of their political relationship for the
next 60 to 100 years. The posturing and positgiiat continued were rooted in the Opium
War because it was the first point in time thatab@ritain stretched their political and military
might in China to force their political and econamreferences. The Taiping Civil War became
a part of this posturing and more importantly drGreat Britain’s ongoing negotiation with the

Qing for trade.

While conditional neutrality became the policy ftive Taiping, its conditions were
defined by the broader goals of British policy, @iin 1943, G.E. Hubbard, as part of the
International Secretariat Institute of Pacific Rielas, defined. Imperial British foreign policy,
especially as it related to China and Japan, ekistéour main parts. These four fields of policy
provided the broadest umbrella under which to a@efmitish policy in the Far East, they also
formed the bounds and provided the exceptionsBhash officials used to inform themd hoc
policy of conditional neutrality during the courskthe Taiping Civil War.

Livelihood—the safeguarding of British standardsifef against excessive deterioration.

Security—safety from hostile action against Britiglnritorial possessions and essential
lines of communication, and the power to defeahsation if it should eventuate.

Peace—preservation from the evils of war in theesidense.

Political Liberty—the retention of the power to esise freely British conceptions of
liberty in the face of danger of submergence bggmistic “ideologies?

These were very broadly defined parts of Britishqyp but overall they reflected the basic goals
of the British Empire and allowed for a varietyroéthods to achieve those goals. At the most

basic level the protection of British citizens datish financial interests in all locations was of

% Hubbard, G.EBritish Far Eastern PolicyNew York: Institute of Pacific Relations, 1943g B
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primacy. Should China threaten British interedtsitizens, then the British Empire authorized

itself and its officials to use any forms of coerciand force to protect them.

The 1842 Treaty of Nanjing began to open acce$3hina in a new way. Treaty ports
allowed more and more Europeans to come into clalbejt controlled contact with Chinese
populations. The tensions of cultural and socx@hange certainly put strain on both sides, and
the disinterest and difficulty that the Qing embamtjiin the eyes of the Westerners, did not help
the situation. This population growth coupled watlgrowth in trade meant that Great Britain
had more at stake in China and had more of a dasiprotect the advances they had made.

Nowhere does this become clearer during the cafrdes Taiping Civil War than in Shanghai.
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Chapter 4: First Introductions to the Taiping

The growth and existence of the God Worshippers em@nt did not come to the
attention of the West until much later, after thad achieved notoriety as the Taiping. Access
to China’s interior was still heavily restrictedtime 1840s and since the God Worshippers stayed
away from Canton, they did not attract the attenbbWesterners. The Taiping did not begin to
gain official attention until 1853 when they sucsfefly took Nanjing. Prior to this, diplomatic
officials knew very little about them, if they haeard of them at all. “Not until the summer of
1851 did the English vice-consul, Thomas F. Wadport on the Kwangsi insurgents who took
Yungnan on 25 September and who were spreadingtgcor ‘strong doctrine.” Only then
was he unmistakably referring to the Taiping reB&lsit was at this point that rumors from the
interior about the Chinese Christians who were anaach against the Qing were brought the

attention of Westerners.

Early reports on the Taiping were a mixed bag @drimation and brought a great deal of
confusion to the Western powers. The informatiaaswot clear or well understood; rather it
was cobbled together from various secondary repuotsfirst hand-witnesses to the Taiping
success at Nanjing. Sir George Bonham, first etr@¢h803-1863) was the leading British
official in China. He began his foreign servicettwihe British East India Company and later

became the governor of Prince Wales Island, Singapod Malacca. He held this post for six

% Teng, S. YThe Taiping Rebellion and the Western Powers: A@ehensive Surve@xford: Oxford University
Press, 1971. Pg 206
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years and during his time, he gained a level ofitgbwith Chinese language and customs,
though he continued to prefer to work with indivadiel who had no experience with Chinese
language or learning. In 1848 he was appointed as the plenipotentiad/ superintendent of
trade and the governor of Hong Kong, this put hinthie position to have the more control over
trade relationships and to influence local opiniotisalso put him in contention to the local Qing
officials many of whom were still objecting anditrg to stymie the British attempts to enforce
the trade provisions of the Treaty of Nanjing. #&sesult, Bonham was more than willing to
examine other options in dealing with the Qingurithg the remote possibility of supporting the
Taiping against the Qing. In a Letter from Sir GgorBonham to Lord John Russell, the
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, sent Ma28l' 1853 and received May 801853,
Bonham reports that "The progress and advance @fiburgents as far as Nanking is
confidently reported to have been unchecked, atithifcity be not actually in their hands at this
moment, its surrender must speedily take plateThe first reported news back to Whitehall
involved the uncertain assurance that the insusgkatl either already taken the major city of
Nanjing or were on the brink of doing so. In them® report, Bonham discusses the
uncertainties of the movement and their effect loa Ibcal western populations. “The worst
feature connected with the advance of the insusgemtNanking has been a kind of panic
amongst the Chinese merchants and traders at Signglnich has reacted in an injurious

manner upon our trade. There is at present bitlao business carried on, and money is very

% Reynolds, K. D. “Bonham, Sir (Samuel) George fimronet (1803-1863).” K. D. Reynoldsxford

Dictionary of National Biographyedited by H. C. G. Matthew and Brian Harrisonf@e: OUP, 2004. Online ed.,
edited by Lawrence Goldman, October 2005. http:kmaxforddnb.com/view/article/2840 (accessed Mar¢h 2
2014).
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scarce.?” This was not an issue with western traders bemgmeérvous but rather the concern
among their Chinese counterparts, but the effedrae was clear. It was negatively affecting
trade and putting strain on the financial syster8hianghai. The first clear threat to British trade

interests in China.

There was no mention of the Taiping’'s Christianumatin this first report, but rather it
includes Bonham’s opinion that nonintervention dtddae the policy. "...my intention is not to
interfere in any way, unless compelled to do sdHerprotection of British subjects at Shanghae,
not by any means a likely contingend}."Conditional neutrality from the very beginningsva
the preferred policy. Bonham believed that thdigrishould not get involved except if there
was a threat to Shanghai, but more specificallyreat to British subjects in Shanghai not
necessarily to trade. The first official introdioct that Great Britain had to the Taiping was an
uncertain knowledge about their progress at Nangmgl the negative effect it had on trade in

Shanghai, information about their religious asporag was lacking.

Prior to any solid or verified information regardithe Taiping’'s Christian nature the first
instinct of British officialdom in China was nonewwention. This was, in Bonham’s opinion
supported by the foreign community. “This deteration | have reason to believe has met with
general approval of the foreign community at thst fShanghai]®*® From the very beginning of
the Taiping Civil War the intention and support wagavor of neutrality. It is important to note
that supporting neutrality did not mean that priynaupport was in favor of either side.

Individuals with sympathies laying with the Taipiad the Qing could both benefit from a

% British Parliamentary papers "Papers Respectiagivil War in China: 1852-1853" pg 2
8 British Parliamentary papers "Papers Respectiagiil War in China: 1852-1853” pg 2
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policy of neutrality. This consensus did not lastnaore reports and refugees came to Shanghai
from Nanjing and as Bonham made his first trip e trangtze to ascertain the Taiping
intentions towards foreigners, the treaty ports tade. As more and more information about
the Taiping was reported to the residents of Shaintfe more divided the various groups
became as to the best course of action. Missiemanviere often thrilled at the potential of a
Christian China, though many were hesitant aboutlad@g the Taiping true Christians.
Merchants’ greatest interest tended to lie in piaéfor successful trade, which was dependent
on stability, something that the Taiping were upegd but could potentially be better at
maintaining should they eliminate the Qing. In #aliest years of British policy creation, these
were groups they had to contend with, and who they to rely on for their support. The

mercenaries were not yet players in the earliegtest of policy creation.

The unknown quantity of Taiping Christianity ancetimovement in general made it
difficult for officials to balance the opinions adémands of the local groups. The divergence of
opinions combined with contradictory informationgaeding the Taiping created a situation
where it was difficult to appease each group’s etqi®ons. To compensate for this lack of
information, and to ensure that he was making &rnmed decision about neutrality rather than
intervention, Sir George Bonham chose to traveN#mjing to ascertain Taiping intentions

towards foreigners and trade.

As one of the first officials to investigate theidiag, Bonham led the first foreign
mission to Nanjing to meet with the Taiping leattggsand determine the best course of action
for the British government. Prior to this trip,shown opinions were very much against

supporting the Qing, though not necessarily forpsupng the Taiping. In a letter to the Earl of
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Clarendon sent April 22 1853, and received Augus!'5.853, on the eve of his voyage to

Nanjing, Bonham writes,

But as | am by no means satisfied in regard toirtentions of the insurgents towards
foreigners, and as the former appear to be a noon@idable body than has hitherto been
supposed, | am unwilling to rest until 1 shall haebtained a declaration of those
intentions, more especially as | have the bestesmd that the Shanghae Taoutae has
spared no pains in spreading false rumors, andt, gmaleavoring, by every means in his
power to induce the insurgents to believe that meeta take the part of the Imperialists
against them. He has, in his official dispatchestt@r Mandarins, announced that we are
arming and dispatching steamers to assist the Hmipetroops at Nanking and
Chinkeang®

In light of these concerns, Bonham decided to teadirst mission to Nanjing aboard the H.M.S.
Hermes to determine the Taiping’'s attitude towamdeigners. This was the most crucial
component as far as Bonham was concerned sing®aisvas primarily to protect the personnel
and trade located in Shanghai, which was only al#l@ miles downriver from Nanjing.
Bonham'’s trip was one of three undertaken by thestédfa powers in 1853; France and the
United States took the other two tfibs While Bonham was intrigued and willing to coresid

the Taiping as potential successors to the Qingalof his fellow diplomats were as optimistic.

Rutherford Alcock (1809-1897) the British consulFazhou then Shangh&iand W.H.

Medhurst (1796-1857) a Shanghai missionary impor&s a religious and local political

%0 British Parliamentary papers "Papers Respectiagiil War in China: 1852-1853” pg 16

% These three trips marked each of the major tneatypowers attempts to ascertain the nature of #iging.

Even though all the trips left from Shanghai anef¢hwas a high degree of communication betweefote&n
officials, each government wanted their own evétuabf the Taiping. Discussion of the French amdekican trips
can be found in TengShe Taiping Rebellion and the Western Powédiswever, just as very little has been done
to look at British policy explicitly, even less hlagen done to examine the effects and implicatidriise French and
American policies. Even though for the most plagtytfollow Britain’s lead, there were several psint divergence.

%2 Douglas, R. K. “Alcock, Sir (John) Rutherford (E8@.897).” Rev. J. A. G. Roberts. Oxford Dictionary of
National Biographyedited by H. C. G. Matthew and Brian Harrisonf@d: OUP, 2004. Online ed., edited by
Lawrence Goldman, January 2008. http://www.oxfollldam/view/article/293 (accessed March 27, 2014).
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leader*® were both less than optimistic about the potemtfalTaiping. “...Rutherford Alcock
doubted their ability to replace the Manchu dynasty.H. Medhurst, reported that all accounts
seemed to agree that plunder was the principabtithe sole, object of these marauders at this
stage of the insurrection.3* The North China Heraldvas another source of political and
popular opinion that did not support with the idéahe Taiping successfully replacing the Qing.
“...the British-owned English-language weektiie North China Heraldwhich was published
in Shanghai and contained more information aboet Tlaiping Rebellion than any other
periodical, frankly showed its preference for thgperial regime as against the Taiping rebels
and advocated the policy of interventiofi.”"While Bonham believed in neutralitfhe North
China Heralds prominent editorial section continued to publigiinions supporting intervention.
An editorial published on January 151853 declared that “ultimate success of the rebel
movement will be the signal for hostile measureradoreigners in China; we have thus much
to lose and nothing to gain by the subversion ef Tla-tsing [Qing] dynasty unless foreign
interference be hereafter solicitel."There was clear support on behalf the foreigrufaiipn
in China for intervention on behalf of the Qing.cAtk himself presided over a meeting wherein

British merchants created a volunteer protectiopso

He [Alcock} understood, indeed, that the expedieotgrganizing a volunteer corps had
already been under consideration...he was instrutbedstate that Her Majesty’s

3 Bickers, Robert. “Medhurst, Walter Henry (1796-185Robert Bickers IrDxford Dictionary of National
Biography online ed., edited by Lawrence Goldman. OxfordiRQ http://www.oxforddnb.com/view/article/18494
(accessed March 27, 2014).

% Teng, S. YThe Taiping Rebellion and the Western Powers: A @ehensive Survexford: Oxford University
Press, 1971. Pg 206
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Plenipotentiary saw no objection whatever to tlegp sbut on the contrary, he would be
very glad to promote the formation and efficienéysoch a corps by every means in his
power. He also had the pleasure of stating thatdtereceived an offer of assistance
from Captain Tronsou, of the 2nd Fusileer Bengahyrwho had requested him to say
his services were entirely at their disposal, eifloe the organization and drilling of a
volunteer corps, or for the purposes of generamisf’

This meeting occurred prior to Bonham'’s trip up ¥engtze to meet with the Taiping and is
evidence once again that there was concern amantpdial British residents in regard to the
perceived Taiping threat. While the merchants iedrrabout the stability of trade and the
likelihood of attack on Shanghai, the missionagaed religious leaders in and around Shanghai
concerned themselves with the Christian naturenefTaiping and their role in supporting or

preserving that nature.

While Alcock was advocating intervention and supipg the merchants in creating a
self-defense force against threats of Taiping isicur the missionaries were advocating caution
and neutrality. Issachar Roberts, an American iBaptissionary who was the only Westerner to
train Hong Xiuquan in theology and one of the bgjgedvocates for the Taiping, in a letter
published inThe Chinese and General Missionary GleaRkebruary 1853 declared, “This is
China’s crisis. How earnestly ought Christiansptay and strive for the furtherance of the
gospel among this people under present circumstanceto make the most of every opportunity

of usefulness that may soon offefi” Roberts lauds the Taiping and argues that western

37 British Parliamentary Papers “Papers Respectiadglikil War in China: Minute of Proceedings at R
Meeting of British Subjects held at Her Britanni@jdsty’s Consulate, Shanghae April 8 1853” pg 9-10

3 Clarke, Prescott, and J S Gregdihestern Reports on the Taiping: A Selection of BramntsHonolulu:
University Press of Hawaii, 1982. Pg 21
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should work to support them. French Lazarist Misary Dr. LG. Delaplac®, was more

reserved, while still lauding the Taiping behavamd condemning that of the Qing.

...the pretend defends of the country are almostawmyrbrigands, who pillage the honest
citizen even in his own house...These rebels, orctmrary, adopt the most prudent
measures. No pillage among them; no disorder; iasis been announced in their
proclamation from the very outset...If, as it now epas very probably, the insurgents
are victorious, we may perhaps expect some emaitigfaom our hold religion*

Bonham had to balance his policy against all obé¢hepinions and claims about the Taiping.
Supporting one group would come at the cost ohatiag another. Support of the Taiping did
not always mean an attack of the Qing and viceayemspport of the Qing did not always come
at the expense of the Taiping. Bonham found hifnsel situation with very little actual
knowledge, and even less support or oversight Méhitehall. Communication was taking 3-6
months to reach Great Britain from China and somegi the same length of time for them to
send a response back. Any questions or issueBtriam faced and required an immediate
response fell to him, he could not do much more tmake a decision and hope that when he
sent his reports back home they would support hMidhile his initial belief was for conditional
neutrality, Bonham decided that the best way temenhe what policy the British should take
was to go to Nanjing and discover firsthand theaureabf the Taiping and their feelings towards

foreigners.

The trip to Nanjing began with the interpreter TMeadows traveling to Suzhou via the

Grand Canal, his first reports were quite sanguileelaring “...the whole army prays regularly

39 While my focus is on British policy, citizens oifférent treaty port powers inhabited Shanghaieymteracted
with each other in the internationalized spacéef$hanghai concessions. Individuals of one cgumuld
inevitably read comments made by individuals frarother country. There was no clear divide betwetrens of
western powers in China, despite the artificiakieas that might appear in scholarship.

0 Clarke, Prescott, and J S Gregdhestern Reports on the Taiping: A Selection of BramntsHonolulu:
University Press of Hawaii, 1982. Pg 24-25
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before meals. They punish rape, adultery, and nopimoking with deatH™

This report
interestingly enough works both for and against Taging. While the British would see the
process of prayer before meals as civilized, thieemely harsh punishments for crimes like
adultery and opium smoking was an indication ofr@ke barbarism and was one of the reasons
the British pushed for concessions of extratefiatiy in China. Given this preliminary and
very brief report from Meadows, Bonham decided d@isvenough information that he should go
to Nanjing himself. Bonham left Shanghai aboarel HHMS Hermeson April 22" 1853 and
traveled up the river towards Nanjing. THermeswas followed by a number of imperial boats,
and was fired upon as they passed by the Taipiag &BZhenjiang. They arrived in Nanjing on
April 27™ 1853 and were taken to see the Wei Changhui ah®&tai, two of the lower level
Taiping kings, rather than Hong Xiuquan or Yang gfig, a mistake for which their guides
were whipped at the order of Yang. Meadows dediteal document to the Taiping leaders on
April 30" and theHermesleft on May ' sailing back to Shanghai. They were once agau fi
upon at Zhenjiang, which caused more tensions. y Brdved in Shanghai on May"5and

quickly information spread among the local popwolatabout the Taiping. ThBorth China

Herald was at the front of the information dissemination.

In one article about the trip, tidorth China Heraldmakes several key points that show
the concerns that any policy regarding the Taipimagl to address. “The Insurgents are
Christians of the Protestant form of worship andi-@olaters of the strictest order. They
acknowledge but One God, the Heavenly Father, theige, Allpowerful, and Omnipresent

Creator of the world; with him Jesus Christ, as $faior of Mankind; and also the Holy Spirit

“1 papers Respecting the Civil War in Chiha53 pg 16
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as the last of the Three Persons of the Tririty.This passage affirms that they are indeed
members of the Christian brotherhood, but a latésispge seems to temper this optimism about

the level of sincere conversion among Taiping mesibe

That there are ambitious self-deceivers, shrewdostgrs, and calculating hypocrites
among them in plenty, we doubt not; we also douldt that numbers join and will
continue in, their ranks influenced exclusivelyrbgtives as worldly and ignoble as those
which guide the conduct of so many professing @lns of the West. But among the
leaders and originators of the movement there amgisiakable signs of a good leaven,
which we trust, and earnestly wish, may ultimatgbyead throughout the whole mass.
One convincing proof of the sincerity of the rulingnds is that, while fighting to free
their country from a foreign yoke and anxious tdaoib adherents, they nevertheless
throw great difficulties in the way of a rapid iease of numbers by insisting on the
general adoption of a new and reviled religionefmom “barbarians*

This section does two important things, first ofiethis it shows that while the Taiping
leadership was believed to be legitimate convehis, majority of the movement was in fact
made up of individuals who were not true believarsl joined for protection, food, or
opportunities for subversive activities. The setangument of this passage is that of course the
leadership was sincere in their motivations and iaous, otherwise why would they have
accepted and based their movement on a hated rioreigion that would discourage people
from joining in their clearly righteous cause. @mtlue sincerity of religious conversion would
force someone to follow something that would beiseelcome. So where does this leave us in
terms of conclusions that can be drawn about the sif Western opinion and the process of
British policy regarding the Taiping in 1853 shyprthfter they had secured their capital at

Nanjing.

“*2North China Herald!Trip of Her Britannic Majesty's Plenipotentiarir &eo. Bonham, Bart.,Sc., Sc., in the
"Hermes" to Nanking, April 22d, 1853." May 7, 1853.

3 North China Herald!'Trip of Her Britannic Majesty's Plenipotentiarir &eo. Bonham, Bart.,Sc., Sc., in the
"Hermes" to Nanking, April 22d, 1853." May 7, 1853.
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While Bonham'’s trip had tentatively affirmed thatsis of the Taiping as Christian, the
matter of trade and the Taiping’s opinion of foregs was still not resolved. By this time
British “...trading interests and investments in Sifa’s buildings, docks, and trade [were]
estimated already at around twenty-five million pds sterling...** This was a significant
amount and the volume of people and trade was ggwilrhe primary concern of Bonham and
the other British officials was convincing the eipae population of Shanghai that the Taiping
were not a threat and that the officials would tHanatheir power to protect trade and personnel
if they became a threat, while convincing the Tragpthat it was in their best interests to support
trade and to work with the British on their diplamsaterms. What Bonham and Meadows
discovered at Nanjing however, was a group of iildials, some of whom knew little to nothing

of Shanghai, The British Empire or the origin oéithChristian religion. *“...they appear to be

extremely ignorant of foreign nations. Canton \waswn to them as the seat of a great foreign
commerce; but Shanghae...was found to be quite unkrtowseveral of their leading mén”
Moreover, Taiping’s ignorance was compounded by fheability or unwillingness to approach
the foreign visitors as equals, rather they tre®8@edham and his entourage as subservient to
Hong Xiuquan and the Taiping movement at large.il®\the British were accepted as brothers
in Christ, the Taiping expected the British to takdeng Xiuquan as their lord as well,

demonstrating in no uncertain terms that they betiein the absoluteness, and universality of

their religious ideology with no indication of peption that it would not be accepted beyond the

*4 Spence, Jonathan Bod's Chinese Son: The Taiping Heavenly Kingdohtonig XiuquanNew York: Norton,
1996. Pg 193
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borders of their control. A conversation betwebe North King Wei Changhui and T.T.

Meadows on April 27 1853 set this perception and Meadow’s concernrdingit.

In reply to my inquiries respecting the Tae-pingriiya.the Northern Prince explained in
writing that he was the ‘True Lord’ or Sovereighat ‘the lord of China is the Lord of
the whole world; he is the second Son of God, dhdemple in the whole world must
obey and follow him’. As | [Meadows] read this aut remark, he said, looking at me
interrogatively, ‘The True Lord is not merely therd of China; he is not only our Lord,
he is your Lord also’. As | still made no remalokit merely kept looking at him, he did
not think fit to insist on an answer, and, aftevtale, turned his head and began to talk of
other matters. His conversation gave great re&s@onclude that though his religious
beliefs were derived from the writings, or it mighten by the teachings, of foreigners,
still he was quite ignorant of the relative posisof foreign countries.*®

This sort of exchange was common during Bonhanps & suggestion of brotherhood followed
by the pressure of subservience to Hong Xiuquantl@d aiping religion. Bonham handled it
well, certainly rather than escalating the situatiy forcibly claiming that any political slight to
the British would be responded to with violencenBam kept his head and continued to respond
diplomatically, though not without the threat oft@atial force should the Taiping fail to respect

British interests.

But | must add that to every person or respectgbaind otherwise, who daily crowded
the decks of the "Hermes," | caused to be conveyddll explanation of the motives
which had prompted the visit of the steamer to Nagkand an assurance that our part
was altogether a neutral one. I, at the same im@;med the Princes in writing, that we
had very great and important interests at stal&hanghae; and that, in the event of their
coming down towards us, it was expected Britishspes and property would not be
interfered with; for if molested, the injury woufdost certainly be resented in the same
manner as similar injuries were resented duringwhe which ended by the signing of
the Treaty of Nanking in 184%.

“6 Clarke, Prescott, and J S Gregdhjestern Reports on the Taiping: A Selection of Bramnts Honolulu:
University Press of Hawaii, 1982. Pg 50
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Bonham was maintaining the stance of neutralityiewviarning off the Taiping that any threat or
attack would be responded to with violence in orttemprotect British trade. This form of
conditional neutrality becomes thie factopolicy of the British for the first ten years dfet
Taiping Civil War. A neutrality allowed for a majty of the divergent groups in Shanghai to be
appeased if only because the British were not ¢pkiction to officially support or attack either
side. It was amad hoc decision based on limited knowledge and an eveme nlimmited
understanding of the Taiping and the Taiping iratieh to the Qing. By not taking a clear
stance in the conflict but by remaining neutralhwthe stated caveat of self-preservation,
Bonham was giving the British breathing space totsmv the situation played out. This was not,
as Gregory describes it, and vehemently arguessigdi...the cynical astuteness of mid-
Victorian imperialism at work in Chind® This was one official’s concerted attempt to prev
Great Britain from being drawn into a lengthy catflon a landmass they could not hope to

control, either physically or without strong objecis from their fellow European powers.

Bonham returned to Shanghai with more knowledgeiath® Taiping but without a clear
concession on their part to uphold British tradiigipts should they expand their control to treaty
port cities. Bonham'’s initial hopes for the Taipiwere not sustained after meeting with them,
and rather than supporting the Taiping or the Qimghe uprising Bonham instead drew

conclusions based on the reports from the Hermssiom and

...predicted... that the Taipings ‘will not succeedtireir attempts to overthrow the
present government.” Though Fishbourne and Meadwsve impressed by the Taipings,
Bonham did not think highly of them... [and] on 7 Mag853, recommended a policy,
which may be called military neutrality... His polieyas to sit tight until the Manchu
government needed aid so desperately that greateamtls could be made of it with
greater assurance of fulfilment...At the same timentitam held the view that ‘more

“8 Gregory, John SGreat Britian and the Taiping®New York: Frederick A. Praeger, 1969. Pg 168
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political and commercial advantages were likelyogoobtained from the insurrectionists
than from the Imperialist$?

In just a few short months, Bonham went from befig\hat the Taiping had a chance at
defeating the Qing to being very convinced thatytmeould not be successful in such an
endeavor, but despite this, he was still willinghtelieve that there were potentially greater
commercial opportunities to be had with the Taipimgn with the Qing. This contradiction and
ideological discrepancy prevented Bonham and othfécials from becoming more than
observers. There was no clear-cut way forward,naanbelieves that the Taiping will lose, but
that would be better for trade, intervention astpoint could have bolstered the Taiping to a
successful conclusion, and there was support f. thNevertheless, conditional neutrality
prevailed. This was the conundrum of contradictmpinions about the Taiping Civil War that
continued throughout its length. The uncertairmy avavering impressions carried throughout
the next nine years and culminated in the 1862cpadf limited intervention. Individual's
contradictory opinions and impressions about théiteacy of the Taiping and of their potential
for success characterized this early stage ofdBrind western curiosity about the Taiping. The
desire to continue trade and protect the populatioforeign citizens was paramount to policy
makers and Bonham'’s recommendation was to purfudiey of conditional neutrality, despite
his own uncertainty regarding the potential tha fraiping might represent for religion and
more importantly for trade. Even though policy wadefined as non-intervention conditional
neutrality there were such hopes and fears pinmethe Taiping that the British, and other
Western powers, were not willing to leave them alamtil they had fully ascertained their

beliefs, goals, and attitudes toward trade ance#igtence of foreign powers in China.

““Teng, S. Y. The Taiping Rebellion and the WesRowers: A Comprehensive Survey. Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 1971. Pg 216
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British neutrality had been approved in a dispdighthe Earl of Clarendon, Lord John
Russell’'s successor to the post of Secretary deS3ta Foreign Affairs, dated May 31st 1853,

stating

Sir, | have received and laid before the Queen ymspatch of the 28th of March,
reporting such intelligence as you could obtaipeesing the progress of the insurrection
in China, and stating that you had determined, pgnohstructions from home, not to
interfere in any shape in favor of the Chinese Guvent. Her Majesty’s Government
approve your determination in that respect, whighni entire conformity with their
wishes and intentiort.

This approval is only for Bonham'’s decision to mierfere in a way that would favor the Qing,
there was a secondary dispatch sent August 5thafiabved Bonham’s decision regarding no

interference favoring the Taiping.

| [Clarendon] received on the 30th ultimo your daspes of the 6th and 11th of May,
giving an account of your visit to the head-quartef the insurgents at Nanking, and
containing many interesting details illustrativetioé present state of the parties opposed
to the reigning dynasty in China. Her Majesty’sv@&mment have read these accounts
with the greatest interests, and they entirely epprof your proceedings as reported in
your despatches.

After six months, the British Government had app@wBonham’s original policy intention
towards limited neutrality in the Taiping Civil Warimited neutrality conditioned by the threat
of force should British interests or citizens btaeited became the de facto policy in the civil
war. Its application and enforcement became amioggssue of policy interpretation because
‘British Interests’ were themselves a vaguely dadfincategory subject to individual

interpretation.

*0 papers Respecting the Civil War in China pf 6-7
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Chapter 5: Neutrality Ratified

As the creator of the policy, Bonham was only ipogition to control its implementation
and enforcement for a year before his retiremettenspring of 1854. Sir John Bowring (1792-
1872) replaced Bonham, and immediately plannedWis trip to Nanjing. In June of 1854,
Bowring led a second mission to Nanjing accomparbgdmissionary and translator W.H.
Medhurst Jr. (1822-1885). Bowring was inspiredytoon his own fact-finding mission after a
meeting with the local governor, he “discoveredpamother things that with their greater valor,
and physical superiority, the Taipings might sudcieoverturning the Manchu dynast}’.”He
wanted to confirm Bonham’s impressions with his ofirst hand experiences. There were
continued questions as to the nature and legitineidize Taiping and what that meant for the
British Empire and their desire for trade. Ovemtiwring’s mission received a less positive
welcome from the Taiping. They were unable to se@umeeting with Yang Xiuging, and all
communication tended towards mandates rather thagenial exchanges. To deal with this and
still have their mission be a success Bowring puhfa list of thirty questions for the Taiping to
answer, Yang Xiuging responded with an additiorfgl fjuestions that Yang wanted the British

to answer.

These questions and answers fully exposed the niggpimisguided and absurd
pretensions in both political and religious mattels answering the questions the
Eastern King noted that, after peace had been \aghithe Taipings would be glad to

*2Teng, S. YThe Taiping Rebellion and the Western Powers: A@ehensive Surve@xford: Oxford University
Press, 1971. Pg 227
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trade not only with England but with the myriadiaas of the globe, only such harmful
articles as opium, would be prohibit&4.

Only when the Taiping had achieved peace would telgome all trade except for opium. The
British were not likely to support this vague timnel, and the loss of opium revenue would be a
blow. Bowring’s mission returned with an overatign opinion of the Taiping. However, there
remained in the minds of Bowring’s son Lewin Bowgiand the trip translator W.H. Medhurst
some optimism as to the Taiping prospects. Inrépert submitted to the Earl of Clarendon on

July 14th 1854 they make the following remarks rdopg the Taiping.

At first when they gave out that their object wagdlieve the people from the oppression
of the Mandarins, to remit taxes and to re-esthbhsts purity the ancient Chinese Rule,

it is not improbable that popular sympathy may haeen on their side. But blessings

and advantages held out by them have not beezedaliTheir progress has been marked
by devastation and desolation. .Trade properlyosspeak is utterly non-existent, and

although we have reason to believe that coal...i®téound in considerable quantities in

the Province of Keangse in the vicinity of the coyrwhich has been overrun by the

insurgents, they show no disposition to disposétofforeigners. >*

The Taiping failed to make a good impression onBbering mission, but although Bowring
and Medhurst returned from their trip unwillinggapport the Taiping in the war, there was no
major shift in policy. Sir John Bowring maintain@dnham’s policy of conditional neutrality
despite receiving reports that could justify a gplof limited intervention supporting the Qing,
including one from a prominent missionary. Neltyafor Bowring provided a potential
leverage against the Qing and to a certain extemtTaiping in his attempts to revise treaty

agreements and open by the Yangtze river to trattevever, there were no reports of Bowring

> Teng, S. YThe Taiping Rebellion and the Western Powers: A @ehensive Survexford: Oxford University
Press, 1971. Pg 228
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using the threat of Taiping support against theihgi to push treaty revisions. It was merely a

thought he had and reported but never used durinighure.
In Bowring’s report to the Earl of Clarendon oryJi4th 1854 he notes

Without reference to the Court, or Emperor, no Maidcould therefore undertake, on
his own responsibility, to make the concessionsde®re to obtain. The United States
Commissioner and myself expect to arrange an eaglgting with the High Officers, the
result of which may determine our future proceesdimgreference to the extension of our
commercial relations in China, which are certamby likely to be served by the progress
of the rebellion, but rather to be endangered thereYour Lordship will no doubt come
to the conclusion that neither to the religiousredat, nor to the political organization of
the Insurgent power, can we look with hope or aterice®

Bowring maintained neutrality despite a lack of fad@nce in either the political or the religious

aspirations of the Taiping. Intervention on eith@de posed too many problems and
unforeseeable consequences. So long as tradeneamanmolested, the British seemed quite
willing to maintain their policy of conditional nerality. In the early years of the civil war, the

Taiping focused on their northern campaigns rathan spreading their control east towards
Shanghai and the other treaty ports. Moreoverlentewin Bowring and Medhurst came away
with very negative views of the Taiping, others whsited saw them as a glimmer of hope for

China.

RM McLane, the United States Minister to Chinaited Reverend M S Culbertson was
invited by to accompany his mission to Nanjing umd of 1854. While Culbertson experienced

much of the same realities that Bowring and Medhumsluding the Taiping troops stationed at

S FO 17/214
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Zhenjiang firing on their vess8l his conclusions about their potential were qdifierent from

those of Bowring and Medhurst.

That this [Nanjing] is indeed destined to be thpited of China, there can scarcely be a
doubt. Having established their headquarters tibeejnsurgents are now sending out
their armies in various directions to subdue thentxy, and everywhere these armies are
successful. Peking, it is true, has not been taked may long hold out, but it is cut off
from all communication with the southern provincescept by sea, and the insurgents
have command of the whole Yang-tsz river from Clang-fu to the province of Hupeh,

if not further...As to the religious features of tmvement, we are still left in a great
measure ignorant of the facts necessary for formirgiable judgment’

Bowring saw no redemption or potential for sucoebde Culbertson had no doubts as to the
successful outcome of the war in favor of the Tragpi A policy maker in the position to
reconcile such disparate conclusions would be bettdo avoid picking a side in the conflict in
the first place, and that is what Bowring chosedtm By remaining neutral, he avoided

disrupting the delicate status quo between higuarconstituent groups.

After two missions to Nanjing to meet with the Tiagp and minimal success in getting
them to cooperate or at least provide some levebotessions that the British could work with

the ultimate decision was to remain politicallydanilitarily neutral.

The British policy of neutrality as formulated byiham was approved by Clarendon,
followed by Bowring and others, and served as ditiaf line in China for almost a

decade. The British home government preferredrakyt the aggressive Palmerston
had left the Foreign Office in December 1851, argdduccessor Clarendon, stood for
mediation...British diplomats in China liked such @igy because it gave them ample

%6 Clarke, Prescott, and J S Gregdhjestern Reports on the Taiping: A Selection of Bamnts Honolulu:
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room for action. Bonham’s strategy was to sitttightil higher Chinese officials asked
for aid, so that greater demands could be madegrithter assurances of acceptatice.

While Bonham and Bowring both indicated their wighess to use the Taiping conflict to their
advantage in trade negotiations with the Taipirgre¢hwas little indication that they were ever
able to follow through on these. Showing that wltihere was an inclination towards abject
manipulation of the circumstances, in practice éheere too many other issues to confront
instead. The British Foreign Office, by luck ofigjag a more conciliatory, but by no means
weak man, at the helm had saved them from ending yet another armed conflict within their
empire, at least just yet. There were more prgssiatters for British officials at large to deal
with than the Taiping Civil War, issues that regdimuch of their focus and resources to protect

their expanding empire and to maintain the statiswgthin the European powers.

The Crimean War, 1853-1856, took precedence akuihepean powers fought amongst
themselves. 2 million combatants fought in thenm@an war with almost half a million
casualties, between all of the belligerents. GBed&in had a force of 250,000, costing upwards
of tens of millions of pounds. The Indian Mutirgok up much of British attention between
1857 and 1858, and afterwards as the state toakéoBritish East India Company in governing
India, devoting large financial and personnel reses to returning stability to India and
transferring control to the state. Both of thesaflicts were overwhelming more important to
the British than a group of rebels or revolutioeanvho may or may not have been Christian in a
way that their missionaries could understand, ahds& goal was to overthrow the Manchu state
with whom the British already had very generousattes granting them an abundance of riches

through political and economic concessions. Beyamglring that the Taiping did not cause any

% Teng, S. YThe Taiping Rebellion and the Western Powers: A@ehensive Surve@xford: Oxford University
Press, 1971. Pg 237
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damage material or personal to citizens of thedBriEmpire and so long as they could continue
to operate with a high degree of autonomy fromNtaachu state, the British foreign office and
the local British officials were quite content tdoa the Taiping to exist. The occasional
missionary or individual would attempt to learn mabout the Taiping and their curious form of
Christianity. Overall, after those first few evietand wholly unsatisfying trips up the Yangtze
the Taiping were not yet important enough of aahte the British Empire or in many cases to
the Manchu state warranting a more aggressive ypolDiverse personal opinions about the
Taiping persisted, but the state choice was a tiondi neutrality that allowed individuals
enough leeway to get involved if they so chooselevtiie state would continue to claim no

knowledge or responsibility for them.

The upcoming treaty revision was another reasosufiport neutrality, allying with the
Taiping would weaken their bargaining position witle Qing and make it harder for them to get
the concessions they wanted. With all this affectocal and international politics, the Taiping
issue remained mostly tabled for almost ten ye&syond that the Taiping, there were several
other incidents that took center stage in Sino-@festelations. The Arrow incident began the
Second Opium War in October of 1856, and was rsilved until the storming and looting of
the Summer Palace in 1860, which resulted in thev€ation of Peking and the ratification of
the 1858 Treaty of Tianjin. These two treatieml@sshed freedom of religion in China and
allowed missionaries the ability to proselytize witit fear of state reprisals. The treaties also
gave foreigners much greater leeway to travel witGhina, thereby expanding the reach of
missionaries, who were more interested in the imtéhan the merchants who managed their

trade from the treaty ports along the coast dymotitical protections offered therein.
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After Bowring’s mission in 1854 conditional neuttplbecame a fact for the Western
powers. So long as the Taiping did not interferth wrade, the British government would not
interfere in the war on either side. The circumsés in the late 1850s complicated this
considerably. At its most basic level the mainnpaf neutrality was to avoid disrupting the
status quo balance of power between the Taipingtleading, while simultaneously appeasing
the various non-state groups who did not agree talmhich side to support in the conflict.
Moreover, while there was a call on all sides te tle threat of intervention against both the
Taiping and the Qing, there was little indicatitvattthe officials took the chance to act on these
calls. Officials instead focused on assuagirgféiars of merchants concerned about profits and
those of missionaries concerned that the West nbghtlamaging its chances for a Christian
China. A reality that could ultimately solve tesues related to trade. The Issues of what to do
about the Taiping in a more specific sense fadetth@édbackground as their military campaigns
slowed thereby removing a perceived potential thaga as they became embroiled in internal
conflict between the various kings. As internauiss distracted the Taiping, the British and
other western power also became preoccupied witleromore pressing issues, albeit that

threatened and complicated their claims to netyrali
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Chapter 6: War with the Qing

By the late 1850s with the second Opium War, arel glowing numbers of British
citizens flocking to China for missionary and traggportunities as well as the adventure offered
by the military, the British Foreign Office decidéadl take yet another look at the strangers in
Nanjing. Social pressures were growing and th@imgiwere in recovery from their internecine
fights. New populations bombarded China and theyted to know about the dangers and
hopes of their new home. James Bruce, the eigathdt Elgin’s trip to Nanjing in fall 0f1858
had similar experiences as both Bonham and Bowrmgssions including being attacked by the
Taiping at Nanjing. “We were fired at when we tead it [Nanjing] on our way up [the
Yangtze]...lt was, moreover, important to insure f gmssage, not only for ourselves, but for

such other vessels as might be sent up from timénte...”*.

Once again, the secondary
Taiping commanders had failed to promote their eetf-interest by forgetting how to respond
to a western ship sailing by a Taiping held ci¢yhile the local commanders had ordered attacks
on western ships, the communication from the tojpifg officials was conciliatory in nature

and “...seemed to Lord Elgin to open the door tohferrtintercourse with the rebels at Nankih.”

When Lord Elgin and his entourage attempted mettt the Taiping leadership and discuss their
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intentions towards trade protections they foundnelves stymied by a divisional official and

decided to take matters into their own hands.

A boy, whom we pressed into service as a guide,uked..to an official residence of
inferior description, where the officer in commawidthe troops in this division had his
headquarters. As our last communication with ¢f@stleman had been in the shape of a
cannonball, and no formal interchange of amicabldisents had passed since, we felt a
little uncertain as to the view he would take akthnceremonious visit on the part of
four of his late enemies. We soon discoveredhigintention was to detain us by polite
speeches, and send for instructions. As this didsnit our views, and we found four
very nice ponies tethered in his courtyard, belogdo some of his staff, we decided on
appropriating them, and pursuing our way into tite %

To Lord Elgin, the Taiping had not changed from dhigiinal reports of Bonham and Bowring,
their grasp of international affairs, as Great &@ntexpected them to be practiced, was weak if
not utterly nonexistent. Their local support wagimal at best, “Whether any large number of
them [the Taiping] believe in the divine missionHdng is, Mr. Wylie thinks, questionable; and
it is to be feared that skepticism is equally ptenaregarding the better parts of their professed
creed.®® Their prospects in taking the Qing throne weie gt best despite some of the local

optimism that the Taiping could become a viableraktive to the Qing.
G.J. Wolseley, a member of Lord Elgin’s trip, wrote

Being neither a missionary nor a merchant, | wastrnaoxious to visit the rebel head-
guarters, and, if possible, by a stay there toguilg myself of their merits or demerits.
Having had some little experience of the imbecikityd rottenness of the Imperialist
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Government, | want to Nankin strongly prejudicediiagt it, and only too anxious to
recognize any good which we might discover iniitalrfor supreme powet

Wolseley’s overwhelming hope for the Taiping wasrbof a distaste for the Qing officials, not
out of any true belief in the Taiping, and he wasalone in this sentiment. The Arrow War had
left a bad taste in the mouths of many westerneth il the Qing’s duplicity regarding the
signing of the Treaty of Tianjin, but also in threatment of the diplomats who were charged
with finalizing the treaty. Costin notes that, Ban the question of the exchange of ports and
the regulation of the opium trade in 1858, two mrattwhich deeply concerned the British
interests, the Government and its representative w@& e not to arrive at their ends by forceful
means. When they used force it was to meet th&citypevasion, cunning, and cruelty of the
Chinese officials.** While this is a stunningly biased justificatiar the violence and excess of
the Arrow War, it does highlight the disgust andtmist that British officials held for their Qing
counterparts. This feeling of mistrust also promdpta reexamination of the Taiping as a

potential replacement for the Qing.

Elgin’s trip to Nanjing proved useful, as he wa¢eao gain a greater knowledge about
the Taiping and the Jiangnan region of China, dbageto acquire first-hand information about
the Taiping. Elgin had used the threat of the ifggo push against the Qing by threatening to
create a treaty with the Taiping rather than camito pursue treaties with the Qing whose
conduct he found reprehensible. “Lord Elgin isoateported to have written warning Prince
Kung that if the Manchus rejected the demands ofaidr and France, the powers would

withdraw their forces from Shanghai, which woulériffall to the Taipings. Prince Kung had to

% Wolseley, G.JNarrative of the War with China in 1860, To WhishAidded the Account of a Short Residence
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sign the Convention of Pekin§™ This level of brinkmanship between Elgin and BeirtGong
was impressive especially considering that theidBrihad arguably violated their professed
neutrality by initiating the Arrow War in the firglace in 1856. While their conflict was with
the Qing, they knew they were in a better positompush the advantage because the Taiping

Civil War preoccupied the Qing

Conditional neutrality worked in the favor of theit&h because it provided them the
loophole to involve themselves officially in miliiaconflict with either the Taiping or the Qing
so long as they could point to an instance of kttactrade or personnel. While officialdom was
restricted to their conditional neutrality, indivials and groups had more leeway because of the
difficulty that local officials had enforcing a nteality with such a widely interpretive set of

conditions.

While Great Britain and its fellow foreign powdrad chosen to remain neutral for the
first decade of the civil war, the same was nog tior individual citizens who found that their
own personal opinions drew them to one side ordtmer. They reported on such things
accordingly, further muddying the informational et that British officials and others had to
slog through in order to stay updated on the cursénation, thus the semi-regular official trips

to Nanjing.

The real state of the case is, that we learn atlqodars concerning Chinese events from
the English and American community settled at #hneegl ports open to foreigners. This
community is exclusively composed of two classks,dommercial and the missionary,
whose interests, as a general rule, clash upopoailts; the fact that the former do not

% Teng, S. YThe Taiping Rebellion and the Western Powers: A@ehensive Surve@xford: Oxford University
Press, 1971. Pg 249
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practice the morality inculcated by the preachirighe latter being often cast in the
missionaries’ teeth by unbelieving Chinantén.

Missionaries and merchants still formed the twgésat groups that British and western officials
had to contend with but they were not the only itmportant groups. The mercenaries often
made the tasks associated with neutrality morecdiffbecause these individuals were actively

flouting the spirit and intention of neutrality iheir quest for adventure and cash.

In 1855, in an attempt to counteract individualsitng to mercenary pursuits for fame,
fortune and adventure, British subjects were omléoe”...maintain ‘strict neutrality...between
the different parties are present contending fonid@mn in that empire [China]’ and promising
prison time or a hefty fine for any Crown subjegiio violated neutrality®” This 1855
ordinance defined violating neutrality as, “...Biitissubjects who assisted either of the
‘contending parties’ in China by taking militaryrgee, recruiting men, or furnishing arms or
other supplies®® As a result, many individuals simply renounceelitiBritish citizenship and
became Americans in order to engage in mercenaivitas®® even though the Americans took

an equally dim view of their own citizens engagingnercenary activitie&’
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Foreign aid has been sought by all parties leaatl dfowever by those intrepid men who
aim at the establishment of a Christian dynastye Patriot chiefs have not been in a
position to negociate with runaway seamen andrtieaements they held out to recruits
were not of a character to tempt the mercenarbae supply of the necessaries of life
during the war and a post under the reformed gowem are all they offer. On the other
hand deserters from ships and unlucky gold digdesen California were offered
skippers wages by imperialists while pirates andadmds such as held Shanghai were
able to outbid the mandarins. It is no marvel ¢fae that Europeans and Americans of
a certain class should be found in the employ efttho parties last named. At first
Portuguese and Manila men were employed but théenat stand fire and were
superseded by Englishmen and Americans. The wirlesnquisitorial proceedings of
English naval and consular officers served to cdniwd@o American citizens a body
whom the Republic will never delight to honor sultgebecame citizens as rapidly as on
the eve of a contested election indeed Englishnsesuah disappeared from the stage
altogethef*

The British could not control their populations aese there was no large force that had the time
or funding to chase around the variety of citizevi®o were swayed by the promise of high
wages and who could simply renounce their citizgnshorder to avoid penalties. The British
Empire in China was running on a skeleton crewfti€ials who had to balance their time and
energies on managing multiple treaty ports and rgaloholdings in the region. They were
responding to local pressures from their own aitizdocal pressures from the Qing officials and
international complications among fellow foreigrficéls, all while having very little support
from the home government to back themselves upelf tan into a larger issue than they could
handle. Even when the British were engaged imtireh of China fighting in the Arrow War,

there was little extra support for the local ofdisi in Shanghai.

Neutrality outside of the local armed forces was sich a simple matter as it might
appear. Missionaries who believed strongly in Taging’'s Christianity were keen on getting

involved, either through pressuring their own goweents or attempting to reach Nanjing and

"I MacGowan, “Contributions to the History of the un®ction,” pg 3
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support the Taiping, either by learning from themnmore often, attempting to correct their
dogma to be friendlier and more accommodating éoWrestern observer. American, Issachar
Roberts was well known for his support of the Tagpmovement and Hong Xiuquan, especially
in its early stages. Hong Xiuquan had invited Rtsbéo Nanjing in 1853, but war and
circumstances stymied Roberts in his attemptsatcetrto Nanjing. Finally, he was able to bring
his family to Shanghai from Canton and once there@ppealed to the American Commissioner
Humphrey Marshall for support to make the trip tanfing. Marshall denied his first several

requests but Roberts persisted until,

Marshall threatened to send the missionary honhe $hould go [to Nanjing], and even
said, “I'll hang you if you attempt it.” But immeately after the interview, Agustin F.
Heard Jr., an American merchant was told by Malrstialhy could not the infernal ass
go without saying anything to me about it? Of gaurhad to tell him ‘no.” My position
compelled me to take that stand under the tredbés| should have been delighted to
have him go and bring me back some report of thelsewhich | could rely upoff.

While this exchange was happening between Ameréacials and American citizens, | have
no reason to doubt that similar discussions wemuminig in the British camp. Policy and
treaties required officials to refuse such travetnpissions to their citizens, but they had little
recourse if private citizens chose to take maitdstheir own hands. Clearly, information was

so poor that anything from a known source was b#ttn what officials had to work with.

Between the independent actions of private cigzamd Britain and France’s involvement
in the Second Opium War, it is no surprise thatdlveere unintentional direct interferences with
the progress of the Taiping Civil War. “For wheney [The British] invaded and took

possession of Canton they also quite unintentigialt an end to the gruesome program of anti-

2 Teng, Yuan Chung. "Reverend Issachar Jacox Ro@edishe Taiping RebellionThe Journal of Asian Studies
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Taiping executions under its governor-general—whppened to be the same official who had
ordered the capture of the Arrow® An attempt to manage the Second Opium War
unintentionally interfered with the process of tbeil war. This diminished the Qing’s
persecution of the Taiping near their original baed lessened the danger that being a Taiping
supporter would have. It effectively was an unmititenal attack on the Qing’s prosecution of
their civil war with the Taiping. This sort of umientional intervention aside, the biggest issue
facing British officials was the continued questaabout neutrality versus intervention. More
and more people were demanding that officials naakesting decision about the Taiping. Many
of these calls hinged on the perceptions of th@imgis Christian identity. This was a constant

reminder during Lord Elgin’s trip to Nanjing.

That shared Christianity was the most difficult gdary of the British presence in China.
For Britain believed itself to be a Christian cayntand the appeals of the Taiping
scarcely fell on deaf ears. Furthermore, cominghay did at a time when Britain and
France had just concluded...a new war against thg @masty...it seemed clear that in
many ways what the British wanted in China was gsbing they were far more likely to

get from the rebels than from the imperial autfesit*

This question was the constant companion for everyeho had to answer whether or not the
British were going to formally break their neuttaland take a side. As more individuals made
their own choices to support the Qing or the Tapihepending on their own personal

convictions, the problem itself grew larger andyéar . It was easier for the French to ignore the

Christian nature of the Taiping given the differeabetween Catholicism and Protestantism, and
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the report that the Taiping had killed a FrenchhGk¢ missionary did not help mattefs.While
the question of the Taiping Christianity remainedthe eyes of some, the realities of their
existence and their military expansion effectiveigde the issue moot when Li Xiucheng began
his successful eastward march to the sea, and igertantly the British and western trade
stronghold of Shanghai. The conditional neutrabifyGreat Britain and the Western treaty

powers was about to be tested in a direct conftiomtavith the Taiping.
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Chapter 7: The Shift towards Intervention

The beginning of 1860 marked a resurgence of thipifig military campaigns led by
General Li Xiucheng. Beginning in the spring, lndahis army quickly captured Changzhou,
Wauxi, and Suzhou. This push east sent drovesfo§es pouring into Shanghai in hopes of a
safe haven from the Taiping, and the violence drabs that followed. As refugees poured into
Shanghai swelling the city’s population, includimgperial soldiers fleeing from the Taiping
front, the question of safety and security becarmeampount. Lord Elgin’'s younger brother
Frederick Bruce, as the ranking official in Shanglhad to decide what the British response
would be, to both the potential, yet unconfirmeakeat from the Taiping, and the already
realized threat of chaos that the growing numbdrsefugees and soldiers in Shanghai
represented. The growing population brought witluimors and fear of the Taiping advance. If
not handled carefully these could easily causemily panic which would be detrimental to

trade and security.

Weighing the fearful possibility of chaos breakmg in the foreign settlements under his
watch, Bruce decided that it was Britain’s moratydio protect Shanghai—not just the
foreign settlements but also the Chinese city thieytted. That part of Shanghai was
officially the jurisdiction of the Qing civil govement and not under foreign control, but
he feared a humanitarian disaster if chaos in mgerial city should spread into the
neighboring foreign settlement—and he thought atéichintervention by British forces
in place might stop this from happening...he alsoenaduite clear that if the British did
set up a defense of Shanghai, it would be striittlited to the city itself®

® Platt, Stephen RAutumn in the Heavenly Kingdom: China, the Wedl, the Epic Story of the Taiping Civil War.
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Like his brother Lord Elgin and all British offid&in China, specifically Shanghai, Frederick
Bruce had to face the issue of the Taiping as began to appear as a direct threat to the lives
and livelihoods of British citizens in China. Brutad to assuage the fears and concerns of
merchants in regards to trade security and hedaddress of the concerns of missionaries who
did not want to be attacking fellow Christians. f@®wling Shanghai against the Taiping
incursions could show tacit if not explicit supp@ot the Qing state. This was a problem since
the signing of the Convention of Peking in Octobed 860 was still several months away and
technically Great Britain was at war, or at leastytense odds, with the Qing. A decision to
defend Shanghai from the Taiping in defiance oirtpefessed neutrality, while still at war with
the Qing placed the British in a potential disassrgosition. There was no clean answer, no
foolproof decision that Frederick Bruce could makeregards to potential threats from the
Taiping that would not jeopardize British neutrglibr weaken their bargaining position with the
Qing. While Bruce reluctantly began requestinguntters to defend the city, mercenaries were
flocking to American Frederick Townsend Ward thader of the Ever Victorious Army, backed

by Chinese merchants in Shanghai willing to pay \gemerously.

Ward’s militia was technically illegal and made afpdeserters from all the major foreign
powers in China. It was funded by Chinese merchantl fighting mostly on behalf of the Qing
state. Since the members did not claim a westatiomal identity, they were able to sidestep the
fact that they were breaking the policy of neutyali They were supporting the Qing, and the
local foreign officials were more than willing todk the other way so long as Ward and his
company could protect Shanghai, and even bettieif could repel the Taiping in any sort of
successful manner. Incidentally, their first agpsnto retake Taiping controlled cities were

abject failures. This buildup of armed westerrspanel who were actively fighting the Taiping,
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or at least existed as a definitive defense foreeked the beginning of the end of western
neutrality. Local support for these groups inceehsn the 1860s since the Taiping had

revitalized their military might, and posed a mygkater threat to trade than they had before.

During the 1860s yet another group of missionanest up the Yangtze River to meet
with the Taiping. This time led by Joseph Edkiaskey member of the London Missionary
Society, they had the opportunity to meet with Liu¢heng in Suzhou. Edkins was overall
impressed by their hosts, despite the brutality @rabs they witnessed during their trek. He and
made it clear that he believed the British showdbtively supporting the Taiping because they
would be friendlier and willing to trade if onlyealBritish would cease any support or interaction
with the Qing. While Edkins returned with a faviolea report, not all among his party were

equally impressed despite their hopes and persathals.

A letter published in th&lorth China Heraldfrom Reverend J.L. Holmes presented the

following impressions of his experiences with treping.

| went to Nanking predisposed to receive a favaatipression. | came away with my
views very materially changed. | had hoped thairtldoctrines, though crude and
erroneous, might notwithstanding embrace someeétéments of Christianity. | found,

to my sorrow, nothing of Christianity but its namé&sdsely applied—applied to a system
of revolting idolatry—whatever there may be in theooks, and whatever they may have
believed in times past, | could not escape the losian that such is the system which
they now promulgate, and by which the characteheif people is being mouldéd.

The stark divisions of opinions about the Taipirayd begun to waver as access to the Taiping
increased and as more missionaries set asideaWweiraspirations for China and examined the

actualities of the movement and its legitimacy carneg to their religious dogma.

" Clarke, Prescott, and J S Gregdihestern Reports on the Taiping: A Selection of BramntsHonolulu:
University Press of Hawaii, 1982. Pg 250
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Frederick Bruce was not swayed by the few glowiegorts and arguments he had

received and instead,

...warned Edkins against encouraging British supgortthe Taiping, writing...that
‘Similarity of belief and sympathy are not groursisgficient to justify a foreign nation in
taking part in a civil contest.” Specifically, hedged that what he termed the Taiping’s
‘novel anxiety for foreign intercourse’ must eithdre a ruse to gain foreign
support...something that, if it were true, would a#ite their countrymen and make it
impossible for them to rule China.78

Bruce personally was not keen on supporting theiiigj even though his distaste for the Qing
was no secret either. While he did not advocatduibintervention on either side, and was still
intent on pursuing the policy of neutrality, heily believed that the Taiping were not going to
be an advantageous movement to support. In a tettedkins Bruce writes, “I do not wish, for
obvious reasons, to be called upon to take pamdrf@gainst the insurgents. | am not bound by
treaty to assist the Imperialists; and, on the roltlzad, similarity of belief and sympathy are not
grounds sufficient to justify a foreign nation mking part in a civil contest® Any attempts,
most notably by Thomas Meadows to persuade Bruahange the policy of neutrality to be
supportive of the Taiping came to naught. Bruaa¥ection to Meadow’s personal beliefs
resulted in him ignoring the letter delivered byadews from Li Xiucheng stating the Taiping
intention to march on Shanghai with the sole puepafstaking control of the Chinese section of
the city only, and their hopes of building friengshwvith the foreign powers, “Li Xiucheng

closed his letter to the foreign ministers on &rfdly note, saying that he looked forward to

8 Platt, Stephen RAutumn in the Heavenly Kingdom: China, the Wedl, the Epic Story of the Taiping Civil War.
New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 2012. Pg 89

" Hake, A. EgmontEvents in the Taiing Rebellion: Being Reprints ssMCopied by General Gordan, C.B. in His
Own Handwriting, with Monograph, Introduction, ahbtes.London: W.H. Allen and Co. Ltd., 1891. Pg 144
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holding discussions with them once he arrived @nghai, and he wished them good hedith.”

Bruce’s choice to ignore Taiping communication lgioithe Taiping and the British to blows.

August of 1860 marked the first official Taipingteeck on Shanghai, and while their
stated goal was to take the Chinese city, and le#ivihe foreign settlements untouched and
governed by their own local foreign governors, lerezk Bruce did not receive or refused to
read that information. And since he was committegdrotecting both the foreign settlements of
Shanghai and the Chinese city, the western defans&sthe Taiping approach as an attack on
the whole of Shanghai and repelled it handily Mutelthe consternation of the Taiping who
believed that their intentions had already beenemeadar. Here was a case of conditional
neutrality in action; the British were defendingaatgt a perceived attack on their trade and

claims in Shanghai.

One concession that the British made to their ositdespite the fact that they had
clearly engaged in protecting the Chinese city,clwiwas beyond the scope of their conditional
neutrality, was that Bruce and the other Britishmomanders refused to turn any Taiping
prisoners over to the Qing for execution. The Ehewere less circumspect in their behavior,
turning over Taiping prisoners for execution, oeexting themselve¥. Great Britain seemed to
have chosen August 1860 as the month to attackdidéis of the civil war, because as Frederick
Bruce was defending Shanghai, his elder brothed IElgin was in the process of sailing back
north to end the Second Opium War. Bruce’s degistmattack the Taiping was ridiculed for

breaking Britain’s pledge of neutrality, disruptingade and for attacking fellow Christians.

8 platt, Stephen Rautumn in the Heavenly Kingdom: China, the Wedl, the Epic Story of the Taiping Civil War.
New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 2012. Pg 92

8. platt, Stephen RAutumn in the Heavenly Kingdom: China, the Wedl, the Epic Story of the Taiping Civil War.
New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 2012. Pg 92-94
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Publications in thdournal of the Royal Asiatic Sociadffirm that as many issues as the Taiping
might have, they pale in comparison to the issueth® Qing, and at least the Taiping true

representatives of the Chinese.

The testimony is almost uniform that bad as thegent rule is, that of the emperor’'s
officers is much worse; and it is this mal-admiragon that drove his majesty’s subjects
to insurrection in the first instance, and that rieawves, over-ruin and trodden down by
intestine war, what were ten years ago the fapast of his empire...This empire is the
empire of the Chinese and not the empire of théafgrits throne is the throne of the
Chinese and not the throne of the Tartars; andoatss and daughters with its rich
products are all Chinese, and do not belong td &r&ars.®?

Even in the 1860s with continued reports and negatixperiences with the Taiping, many
foreigners still held to the opinion that the Taipirepresented a better chance for China than did
the recalcitrant and belligerent Qing. Many ofsthandividuals were missionaries, Thomas
Meadows, Issachar Roberts, while there were someng@way from Taiping support, enough
held out hope to have a significant voice. Moreptlee support for the Taiping migrated back
to Great Britain, to the missionaries and churcthese, who did not experience firsthand the
chaos of the civil war. Stephen Platt has examswde of the issues of public response to the

Taiping in his workAutumn in the Heavenly Kingdom

At this point in the fall of 1860, Great Britaindaim to neutrality in the Chinese Civil
War was hanging in tatters above the ramparts an@mai. Repelling the Taiping and
protecting the Chinese city under the civil conwbthe Manchu state was not an easy situation
to explain, but at the same time, British natian&rests in China remained firmly entrenched in
trade, despite the number local opinions that stijported the Taiping. If trade was threatened

that took precedence over any potential religialationship that could be leveraged, at least in

82«Record of Occurrences” by the Editorial Commiftéegust 18' 1860. Journal of the Royal Asiatic Society,
Volume OSII #1. Pg 112-113
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the eyes of Frederick Bruce. Lord Elgin still heldt hope for the Taiping and continued to
argue for true neutrality so as not to prolong wee as Meadows and Bonham had predicted

early on, and to give the Taiping a true chandaetguccessful.

But whatever that move may be, and whatever doedti may take, | have determined,
pending the instructions of Her Majesty's Governtnant to interfere in any shape in
favour of the Chinese Government, as | feel comnfideat any such interference on my
part could only prolong the struggle, though in finst place it might appear to have a

totally different resulf?

These arguments about what neutrality and inteitmemheant to the British, to the Chinese, the
merchants, the missionaries, the Taiping and timg @nperialists continued in this fashion until
1862. Local officials had maintained almost terargeof conditional neutrality driven by
personal opinions, hopes, and prejudices, whilenfaconstant debate about the potential
benefits and dangers of supporting the Taipingher Qing. Each time the British officials
affirmed their dedication to neutrality in the Tiag Civil War subject to the continued
protections of British trade interests and citizeihis became an issue for British officials when
in 1861 they declared the American Confederacyndependent government and a recognized
belligerent in the American Civil War. This intationally recognized status was something
they had refused or neglected to provide to thepimgj despite plenty of evidence that the

Taiping had more legitimacy than the American Cdefates’® Ultimately, despite this

8 papers Respecting the Civil War in China pgs 1-2

8 Stephen Platt breaks this decision down very gléahis 2012 publicatioutumn in the Heavenly Kingdom:
China, the West, and the Epic Story of the Taiihgl War.
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discrepancy of status and treatment, the Britistaged their conditional neutrality, protecting

only Shanghai, up through 1862.
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Chapter 8: Intervention

The policy of conditional neutrality effectivelyneed in April 1862 and replaced by the
ad hocpolicy of limited intervention. When Taiping cblations in Ningbo for a recently
promoted commander went awry, a poorly aimed gus fivad through the rigging of a French
ship, this combined with the British HMS&ingdovés close calls of a similar nature prompted the
Commander of th&kingdoveto complain to Taiping officials in Ningbo. Whilkle Taiping
quickly offered apologies, Admiral Hope had alreqwiyped on the report and decided that the
British had to act to protect their intereis. This response should not come as a shock
considering the consistency of the accidental lkstaar misfires from Taiping weapons onto
Western ships and personnel. Almost every tripenag the Yangtze to Nanjing experienced
some form of attack, regardless of the intent ef ttavelers. The Taiping would fire on the
western ships in what was most likely a genuineumderstanding; the western powers would
object and apologies quickly followed allowing tivesterners to continue on their way. After
nearly ten years of these consistent misunderstgagit was not surprising that the British were
fed up with the Taiping’s inability or unwillingnego manage their firearms, or pay attention to
international standards of diplomatic and militéghavio®® The constant misunderstandings

and mistakes were clearly trying British patienédter 10 years, and continued hopes for better

% platt, Stephen Rautumn in the Heavenly Kingdom: China, the Wedl, the Epic Story of the Taiping Civil War.
New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 2012. Pg 276

8 Not to say that the British were without faulttiis case. Lord Elgin faced a number of staungbations to his
troops storming the Summer Palace at the end dd¢ltend Opium War.
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relations the Taiping should have learned how fwr@gch and manage their armies and generals

to forbid such attacks accidental or otherwise.

Taiping apologies were at first accepted, but veetesequently rejected because of word
from Parliament. For the whole of the civil waeports were sent back home for review and
advice. These usually took two months to reachataBeitain from China and then another two
months to receive the responses. It had beenyrfear months since the fall of Ningbo officials
in China had finally received Parliament’s respgrise/as not a report in favor of the Taiping.
While protecting Shanghai remained a priority, LoRilissell argued for extending such

protections.

Similar protection he [Russell] decides “should,fas as possible, be accorded to the
other Treaty ports”™—meaning that Ningbo would rait tinder the umbrella of British
military defense as well. Russell concluded byinglthe Admiralty to inform James
Hope that “the British flag is to be protected dw tYangtze by a naval force, and
generally that British commerce is to have the afidHer Majesty’s ships of war.”
Admiral Hope was given free rein to engage the ifgiporces in Shanghai, in the treaty
ports, and practically anywhere else in China wheredeemed them a direct threat to
British trade interest¥.

Lord Russell gave military and political leadersdhina a blank check to pursue any avenues to
ensure the security of British interests. Not jogprotect the security of trade, although thas wa
the most important, not just permission to defehdnientionally attacked, Admiral Hope,
Frederick Bruce and other officials in China halll permission to do what they deemed needed

to protect British trade and British citizens, netiass of the cost.

By this point in spring of 1862, there was a grmogvdissatisfaction with the Taiping. The

takeover of Ningbo had effectively stopped tradéhim city. Shanghai was under constant threat

87 platt, Stephen RAutumn in the Heavenly Kingdom: China, the Wedl, the Epic Story of the Taiping Civil War.
New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 2012. Pg 277
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of attack, both physical and economic, and the h@erts were becoming increasingly nervous as
to their own security. A dispatch from British Guh FW Harvey regarding the state of Ningbo

showed the state of crisis in the city.

...they have issued Proclamations in all directimadljng on the people to return, to re-
open their shops, and to live in peace and secunither their rule...But all these placards,
appeals, and measure have hitherto met with justammount of success that they
deserved, a natural mixture of dread and suspidieursy the only response given by the
half-dozen respectable Chinese who are still héw@g on our side...Respecting

Shanghae...| understand that the insurgents hereecpogted to have declared...that if

they are not allowed to seize that city, they withp all supplies of tea and silk reaching
it... %8

Either the Taiping take Shanghai, or they divdrtha goods that Shanghai relied upon t through
Ningbo, a city where trade had stopped becausheofdar that Taiping control brought. This
report in 1862 was clear indication that unlessBh#sh took action, the Taiping were intent on
attacking the basis for British trade in the regieither by rerouting goods or controlling the city

they came through.

Between the tensions over the accidental attack#ngbo and continued opposition to
the Taiping among the upper ranks of British offscand officials in China, little was needed to
push the British into revisiting their policy of mditional neutrality. One of the indications that
this policy was created througld hocmeans was the ease at which the British were able t
change policy. There was no need to wait on lgnd#bates in Parliament, or for orders to be
sent, rather the officials looked at their curremtcumstances and adjusted their policies

accordingly. Captain Dew of tHencountey the ship Admiral Hope dispatched to look into the

8 Clarke, Prescott, and J S Gregdhjestern Reports on the Taiping: A Selection of BramntsHonolulu:
University Press of Hawaii, 1982. Pg 375-377
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“attacks” at Ningbo, was in charge of the negatiagi with the Taiping over the events in

Ningbo. After getting nowhere quickly, in part diseDew’s untenable demands of the Taiping,

This is to inform you, on the part of the EnglisidaFrench Senior Naval Officers, that
had you agreed to their demands and removed yos fjom the walls, they should have
felt bound in honour to have acted up to their psemand have prevented an attack on
you on the Settlement side by the Imperial foredsch in countless numbers and heavy-
armed ships advance to attack you. We now infoom that we maintain a perfect
neutrality, but if you fire the guns or musketsnirdhe battery or walls opposite the
Settlement, on the advancing Imperialists, themtgangering the lives of our men and
people in the foreign Settlement, we shall then fieeur duty to return the fire, and
bombard the city. We would implore you, as yousgis hopeless, to leave Ningbo,
thereby preventing much effusion of blood on batles, more especially of the harmless
tillers of the soil, who on the one hand will Idbeir heads if they are not shaved, and on
the other lose them if they are sha{ad.

The Taiping could not agree to this ultimatum beeait would put them at risk. Through
diplomatic manhandling of the situation the Taipingre forced to choose between defending
their position at Ningbo and starting a war withe@&rBritain and France, both whom were still
claiming full adherence to their neutrality, oraaling their position to lapse and flee from
Ningbo in hopes of appeasing both sides. There measa way for the Taiping to win this
standoff, and Great Britain entered the fray adaihs Taiping, which put them effectively,

albeit not entirely intentionally on the side oétQing in early May of 1862.

Neutrality as amd hocpolicy created to address the uncertainties asdgdeements
regarding the Taiping Civil War had finally reachi&ée tipping point where neutrality would not
do enough to protect British interests and so Frekl&ruce and his fellow officials made the
decision to revise the policy in favor of limitedtervention. The threat to trade and the

continued difficulty that the British had in tryinlgp extract any level of concession or trade

8 Further Papers Relating to the Rebellion in Clpig&1
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agreement with the Taiping made it increasinglyialift for many of the British to hold out

hope.

This finally policy shift from neutrality to inteention has been a source of contention
among Taiping scholars. Platt's analysis putsi@riintervention very firmly in the realm of

trade protection, but Teng gives the British a fesancially self-interested reasoning.

According to Teng there were five main reasonsHuatish intervention, protection of
commercial interests, to effectively reward the @fior being so conciliatory in the Second
Opium War, end Taiping destruction and killing, aan against the Taiping attitudes toward
westerners, and finally intervention was motivabsdpolitical ambition”® These motivations
are not inaccurate but are quite biased and denadb@she hypocrisies of the nineteenth century
behavioral expectations. Reasons two and foutheremost important. Teng’s claim that the
British were effectively rewarding the Qing for theonciliatory nature in the signing and
ratification of the Convention of Peking, is shogimow Britain’s own arrogance and feelings of
smug superiority had convinced them that they shdmward” the Qing for being utterly
destroyed, their national treasures and sacredgmlbeing looted and burned, and then being
such good sports about it, while chastising thepifigi for their own arrogance and belief in the

legitimacy and universality of their own beliefs.

To accept Teng’'s argument that the Taiping’s aneg in some way justified the British
decision to intervene is to accept the claim that Taiping had no legitimacy and had earned
their punishment for failing to properly court @spond to any British overtures for peace, or

trade. Teng writes off British arrogance and thesistence of their own correctness as

® Teng, S. YThe Taiping Rebellion and the Western Powers: A@ehensive Surve@xford: Oxford University
Press, 1971. Pg 312-313
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acceptable while the Taiping’s similar attitudeceandemned and blamed for their failures. It
also assumes that the Taiping made no genuinestibmccommodate the British or any other
foreign power, which is disingenuous and inaccuyrate the Taiping particularly under the
premiership of Hong Rengan had made several atsetoptater and attract western support
their limited success tended to be with religioadividuals who were excited to see a Chinese

Christian movement in China and were willing to deek instances of theological divergence.

1 Platt'sAutumn in the Heavenly Kingdoemamines Hong Rengan’s impact on the Taipingragtle Hong
Rengan was Hong Xiuquan’s cousin and an early abhwy¢he movement. He was separated from hisicarsl
became stuck in Canton. It was there that he sgiemst ten years studying with western missiosatearning
more about western beliefs and political practid®@ecause of his superb skills as an administitdrbecause of
Hong Xiuquan’s growing paranoia, trusting only fammembers, he recalled Hong Regan to Nanjing aaden
him Premier. Hong Rengan attempted to instituteraber of major reforms to the Taiping includingesal that
were aimed at wooing western support by makindréiping movement more understandable and palatable
western observers. This included changing theiodaatic practices and modifying Taiping dogma ¢onfiore
accepting of western Protestant Christianity. HReggan did not have a great deal of success ilemgnting his
policies but their existence and his attempts ateworthy actions taken to attract western supparte
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Chapter 9: Conclusion

The Taiping Civil War was a disaster in terms odsloof human life, destruction of
environment, political and social upheaval. Toldeth this conflict the policy of Great Britain
during the first 10 years of the Taiping Civil waas anad hocconditional neutrality between
the two belligerents and avowed non-interventiothvhe intent not to prolong the conflict by
getting involved. Officials formally modified thigolicy in 1862 and Great Britain intervened in
the civil war against the Taiping, their limitedtervention meant that they were focused on
protecting treaty ports, not necessarily fightimgam behalf of the Qing. Ad hoc neutrality was
a prudent and successful strategy because them seemany opinions vying for influence
concerning a movement that was poorly understoodthat best of times and utterly
misunderstood at the worst. The variety of groapd individuals that made up the foreign
population of the treaty ports contended with eaitter, the local officials to promote, and their
own ideas of how the west should engage in the wiar. While the merchants held the most
obvious sway over policy, given that the conditmineutrality was designed to protect their
interests, missionaries and mercenaries playedsa \esible but still important role. The
influence of missionaries shows through the strenge the persistent choice of neutrality.
There was a good deal of support throughout thd Glar for intervention on both sides, but the
religious nature of the Taiping and the influenderissionaries meant that officials were not

keen on attacking the Taiping. Mercenaries plagadeven more subtle role in influencing



79
policy, namely that their existence was a constantinder of the policy’s weakness; officials

could not enforce neutrality consistently.

Officials had to work with very limited resourcesidastate support in dealing the
circumstances of the Taiping Civil war. Which udéd, calls to intervene on both sides of the
conflict, personal sympathies lying with both sidefiome government that was concerned with
trade and security, but did not have the abilityptoject the full political and military power
across great distances at the beginning of thdicbntocal officials were aware that the state
was concerned about repeating mistakes made i khdit would both upset the balance of

power in Europe as well as vastly over extend arainsBritain’s ability to control its empire.

The British government in the late 1850s and e&B8¢0s had already faced a major
colonial crisis in India, the writing was on thellnat just how quickly a local revolt could spread
and threaten the lives of British citizens. Th@&eMutiny, also known as the Indian Uprising
of 18577 irrevocably altered British colonial policy, dsetstate had to take over governing
India after the failures of the British East Indimmpany. Almost immediately the state was
governing a country of close to 200 million peoples size of their formal empire exploded
almost overnight, bringing with it a myriad of ptetms. China was even larger and it did not
have a governing structure that they could eadllypato imperial management. As vast and
diverse as India was, China posed an even largdniggn should a similar sequence of events
occur there. In India, the British East India Ca@amyp had already built a functional governing
structure that the state could make use of; Chilaaot have an equivalent. If the Taiping failed,

but took the Qing with them because of poorly thdugut British actions the effect on trade and

92 See William Dalrymple’dhe Last Mughafor a thorough discussion of this event.
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social order would be devastating to both China@reht Britain directly, but also to the rest of
the Western powers who would lose their trade ages¢s and opportunities. Great Britain
wanted to avoid a circumstance like this in Chima, it also did not want to lose its treaty port

security.

The risk of a total state collapse in China woulvén been catastrophic to British
imperialism. Officials were responsible for maintag positive relations with the Qing
government while still trying to be forward lookimgough not to damage their chances with the
Taiping should they succeed. They had to maint@en trade in the treaty port cities while
negotiating with the Qing, the Taiping, local rebahd bandits not to mention the other foreign
powers occupying the same space, and the commedtsraiques from their own merchants
and missionaries. British officials in China duithe 1850s and 1860s were handed an
infinitely complicated state of affairs and expekcte do right for the state, with little direct &a
support. Whitehall was 2-3 months away at theefstand 4-6 months away at the slowest.
Officials made the decision for conditional neutyabut of an immediate need to control the
situation to protect British interests and not galize local security. It remained malleable but
controlled and allowed for the British to react@wckng to the immediate needs of each situation

they were presented with while still adhering te Wider economic goals of British imperialism.

Neutrality was arad hocresponse to all of this because it upset the fewasber of
people on all sides of the issue and allowed ferltical officials to exert a level of control that
they would otherwise not have, while still allowifwy the opportunity to pursue a political and
economic relationship with both belligerents. Nality allowed the state to balance hope and
cynicism while they waited to see the best outcombevas the confluence of events in the early

1860s that gave Frederick Bruce and his fellowcadfs a reason to adjust policy from



81
conditional neutrality to limited intervention, anagain as an immediate response to a potential
threat. However, this time one that they couldkedcup by enough military support, to control

the situation.

The importance and influence of the individual weat another reason whgd hoc
neutrality was a successful policy. This was polian by the local officials with very little
intervention from Parliament, it was not comingnfr@a central location, and was subject to the
whims and personalities of the often-changing loatiicials, each of whom had different
experiences and hopes for their time in China. siltscess lies in that overall, even with the
number of difficulties, the policy did achieve gserall aim, to avoid direct conflict for as long
as possible, to remain flexible in its potentiadpenses and maintain a level of stability within

the foreign community.

Neutrality and non-intervention were also examptésGreat Britain realizing that
whether they wanted to or not their existence aeraction in China had upset and influenced
many of the power relations. They might have wamtestay out of the conflict completely, but
there was no way to do so. Conditional neutraity later limited intervention allowed them the

flexibility to lessen their impact on the situatias much as possible.

In 1862, officials modified the policy of conditial neutrality because it did not deal
effectively with the threat to trade. While thidh&rence to economic rather than social concerns

might have upset missionaries and others who weree rimclined to believe the sincerity of
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Taiping Christianity, there were fewer and fewediwnduals by 18260s who still held out

unconditional hope for Taiping succéss.

The original intent of British policy was to stayt of the conflict as much as possible
and allow the Qing and the Taiping resolve theassreat Britain would continue maintain
open communication with both sides until the canféended at which point they would work
with the victor to continue to build or rebuild atmade and political agreements that Britain
deemed necessary for its financial success. Qy#ra policy was successful; it made the best
out of a bad situation for British officials andepented themselves from being drawn in to the
Taiping Civil War. Even the intervention of 1862asvseverely limited in both policy and
practice. In a joint decision foreign official’sahsferred leadership of the former mercenary
force the Ever Victorious Army into limited Britistontrol under Charles “Chinese” Gordon and
gave them strict instructions to protect the ameaired Shanghai. It did not defeat the Taiping at
large and was used primarily as a defense forcgViestern citizens, Smith’'s woldercenaries
and Mandarinsprovides an excellent account of the EVA and itsction in suppressing the

Taiping, as well as the difficulties it faced agditically hybrid military unit.

Scholarship on the Taiping has expanded considgralolwever, there are still more
pieces to for scholars to explore The most glaangssions currently are evaluations of policy
from the other treaty port powers, an environmeapgroach to the Taiping specifically in terms
of environmental recovery, and the effect that Taging had on the other major rebellions of
the mid to late nineteenth century, linkages ingyoénd practice between the Indian Uprising

and the Taiping Civil War Great Britain and thapiiag were closely involved, despite Britain’s

% Platt’s Autumn in the Heavenly Kingdom discusses the public backlash, both domestic and abroad regarding
Bruce’s policy change in 1862.
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neutrality. Their very presence in China and ttlwiriosity about the Taiping brought them

together in ways that scholars are exploring.

Great Britain was trying to find its footing in @l without resorting to colonialism, it
did not want China as a colony, for administratreasons and because it would upset the
balance of power in Europe. Much of that, theyidisd, required being uninvolved except in
matters directly relating to trade. In light ofetlabsence of direct oversight from the British
government, individual actors made their own cheiaad built a flexible policy that met their
needs and the needs of the state while balancimgneer of diverse opinions and demands.
Britain and the Taiping Civil War was an examplelué struggles of imperialism and its limits.
In theory, an imperial power should be able to tdkect and decisive action to control a
situation to their advantage. Britain in Indiaaigood example, the British East India Company
was unable to eliminate the threat of the Indiamidipg, the state came in, ended the rebellion
and consolidated control over the country to setlie@ economic interests. This was not the
case in China; the distance between the seat oerlalppower and the potential colonial
holdings was too great to manage in the mid nimtheeentury. Imperialism was limited by
distance and by a lack of technology. It was mdil mmuch later, when technology for travel and
communication had advanced that the British andrditiestern powers were able to exert such
direct control in China. A good example of thisswidne Boxer Rebellion and the 8 State
Alliance that was able to coordinate a multi-sttack in China in response to local unrest that
threatened their security. In the 1850s and 186fs,was not an option, circumstances of

distance and location limited the actions of empire

Britain the Taiping and the Qing were all caughaistruggle with imperialism. Stability

for trade at the cost of risky intervention, pal#i and social overthrow through military success
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at the cost of allying with an encroaching powerjmaintaining power and control at the cost
acknowledging your own weakness. Britain was apeinal power struggling, to avoid more

colonial possessions and responsibility while gtitreasing their trade opportunities. The
Taiping were caught between two imperial powersiateht on maintaining and expanding their
own autonomy and control. The Qing was a failimgpeérial power fighting internal challengers

and the imposition of an external economic andaiatic structure. How we understand these
political and social interplays builds our knowledgf the nineteenth century and the effects of

imperialism.
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