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When I came to North India in the early 1970s I drank a lot
of tea. Tea was available everywhere. It was cooked with
milk and sugar and thus pretty nutritious. In fact, in my
fieldwork it was the breakfast that my host served me every
morning at 6 AM and the only thing I would get till 11 or 12
when the first (of two) meals were served. Alcohol was not
available in the Hindu pilgrimage center where I did my
fieldwork.* More in general, drinking alcohol was a thing
for men in secluded booth or at private parties and mostly
not social, but to get drunk. It was also seen as a foreign
thing. In my first passport I had a license to buy alcohol
in the dry (alcohol-free) state of Tamil Nadu, mentioning
that I as a foreigner needed alcohol. For the rest, drinking
country liquor (and smoking beedi) was for the lowest
castes and my Brahman hosts in North India would frown
upon it. They would see it as habits that belong to lower
natures and reproduce lower natures. So, tea was the
drink and it was safe, because it was cooked. Only once
in a while sharbat would be served, a sweet rosewater
drink, or some fizzy soft drink like Limca (coca cola was
banned in the 1970s; and now again in some states). Since
it was the only real universal social drink (coffee was only
served in elite coffee houses for men in cities). I took it for
granted that it had been in India forever. Moreover, I was
aware that tea was produced in Assam, Darjeeling and
Ceylon, since we drank tea with these names in Holland.
I never wondered why Indians mostly used a relatively
cheap British tea brand, called Lipton.

These days of naiveté are over. I now realize that the
tea with sugar that I drank at home in Holland had only
been spread over the population in the 18" century and
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that the quintessential British ritual of the afternoon tea
is of similar recent vintage. Tea plantations in India were
started by the East India Company in the 1820s to break
the monopoly of the Chinese and to produce for British
consumption. Only in postcolonial India tea became the
widespread drink that I found in the 1970s and today 70
percent of India’s huge tea production is consumed in
India itself. It is hard to imagine India without tea, but
it is even harder to imagine that that is such a recent
phenomenon.

China’s tea is a whole other story. Tea is made from
the young leaves of what were originally trees that were
for production reasons reduced to shrubs. There is all
kind of speculation about the origins and development
of tea (bitter drink, called tu or ming). The historian
Barend ter Haar argues that in the 8™ Century it becomes
a replacement for alcohol in the context of the rise of
Buddhism (propagating bujiu A~ next to busha A~ 3%),
and in the context of the emergence of the imperial
exams where one needed to keep oneself awake.” Its
popularity grew to the extent that it became a major part
of the tributary system. That tea is a useful alternative to
alcohol is clear to anyone who has visited China, but how
successful it is seems less clear. I have not participated
in a banquet in which tea has replaced alcohol and my
recollection of visiting several Yi groups in Sichuan is
blurred and soaked in alcohol. Men can hardly refuse to
drink alcohol if they want to make guanxi while women
have an easier time.

Anyway, this is the baked cha as we know it and
obviously besides making social relations smooth it has
all kinds of medicinal purpose and effect too (different
teas, different effects). Whatever the case may be tea is a
Chinese commodity that became highly sought after by
Western seafaring nations in the 17" and 18® century and
most prominently by the British after they had defeated
the Dutch sea power at the end of the 18" century. Before
that the Dutch had been the most important tea traders
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and tea is still an important drinking item in Holland.
After that Britannia ruled the waves and the tea. Tea was
the most important item in the China trade and since
the Chinese did not need much from Britain in exchange
it was paid for in silver. Sidney Mintz observes that tea,
coffee, and chocolate were all introduced in the third
quarter of the 17% century, but that the British contribution
was to add sugar to these bitter substances.> He suggests
that tea absorbed sugar more readily than coffee and that
that was the reason that the sugar planters promoted
tea. It is indeed striking how much tea came to define
British drinking habits; much more than it did continental
drinking habits. The Germans, French, and Italians drink
much more coffee. Tea in Britain was first expensive and
only drunk by the elite, but gradually in the eighteenth
century the working classes also became hooked. The
government levied taxes on tea and this became a major
source of income. In Britain tea became a major part of
the economy (much less so in China). Tea was 80 percent
of the British East India Company’s turnover. Mintz shows
how dramatic sugar and tea changed the drinking and
food habits of the British, but also how crucial these
imports from the tropics were in the transformation of
Britain’s economy. At the same time he shows the rise of
an entirely new labor regime, built on slavery, to produce
sugar. Consumption and production go hand and hand.
One powerful quote about the British East India Company:

Its early adventures in the Far East brought it to China, whose tea
was destined later to furnish the means of governing India. During
the heyday of its prosperity John Company maintained a mono-
poly of the tea trade with China, controlled the supply, limited the
quantity imported into England, and thus fixed the price. It con-
stituted not only the world’s greatest tea monopoly but also the
source of inspiration for the first English propaganda on behalf of
a beverage. It was so powerful that it precipitated dietetic revo-
lution in England, changing the British people from a nation of
potential coffee drinkers to a nation of tea drinkers, and all within
the space of a few years. It was a formidable rival of states and
empires, with power to acquire territory, coin money, command
fortresses and troops, form alliances, make war and peace, and
exercise both civil and criminal jurisdiction. *

The trade imbalance between Britain and China was,
obviously, something the British tried to change especially
with the exponential growth of the tea trade. The solution
was opium that was grown in India after it had become
more and more under the control of the British who had
defeated the French. The Qing government had forbidden

3 Sidney Minz, The Power of Sweetness. The Place of Sugar in Modern
History. London: Penguin, 1986.
4 Ukers 1953, All About Tea, cited in Mintz, P. 112
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the sale of opium and tried to stop British illegal trade. The
20.283 boxes of opium that the Qing official Lin Zexu had
thrown in the ocean in 1839 (the cause of the first opium
war) had an estimated value of 9 million dollar. After the
opium war you had an increasing import, for example in
1860 60.000 boxes. Already between 1830 and 1860 the
value of the opium export to China was larger than the
value of the import of tea and silk from China ® In 1797 the
British government took over the opium monopoly from
John Company.

Famously the Qing did not think that China needed
any imports from outside China, as illustrated in the
following quote from a letter sent by Qianlong to George
III:

“Our heavenly Kingdom has everything that it needs in abun-
dance and there is no lack of any products within its bounda-
ries. Therefore there is no need to import goods from Barbarians
in exchange for our goods.”

It is less clear and a subject of considerable debate
among economic historians how much the Qing economy
needed silver from Britain. Whatever may have been the
case the flow of silver came to an end with the growing
exchange of opium for tea.

British trade and imperial expansion went hand
in hand. The first opium war was planned by the trader
William Jardine of the opium importing firm Jardine,
Matheson, and Company. He directly advised Palmerston
in 1839-1840 how to conduct the war. On the Chinese
side trading guilds (Hong) were active, but less able to
influence state policies. While in Britain the tax on tea
was a considerable part of the state’s income, this was
very marginal in China. The Daoguang emperor blocked
the use of a harbor in Fujian where most of the tea came
from, although that would have made costs ten times
lower and everything was shipped via Kanton till the first
opium war. That war was therefore also used as a means
to force the Chinese to open more harbors close to the
places of production. At the same time the British wanted
to circumvent the Chinese monopoly on growing tea by
starting plantations in Assam. The labor conditions were
those of indentured labor under penal sanction which
Hugh Tinker has called ‘a new system of slavery’ and which
after the abolition of slavery came to characterize not only
plantations in Assam, but plantations all over the British
empire. °The Indian populations that one finds today in

5 Peer de Vries, Zur politische Ekonomie des Tees, 1979, 43-44.
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DE GRUYTER OPEN

Mauritius, Fiji, the Guyana’s, Trinidad, Kenya, Uganda,
South Africa are largely descendants of these indentured
laborers. This was totally different from the small family
businesses that grew tea in China. It is therefore the British
imperial system that leads to plantation and conditions of
slavery, not the cash crop itself ( Vries, p. 97). In general
small farmers remained dominant in China till the 20®
century.

Despite the creation of tea plantations in India and
Ceylon the British still needed increasing imports of tea
from China and wanted to pay for it with opium from
India. Opium was produced in Bengal and Bihar (called
Patna Opium) and in West India (called Malwa Opium).
Besides raw cotton and later cotton yarn it was the most
important export item to China. Since the trade in opium
was forbidden by the Qing government both Indian and
British private traders played a significant role. The Indian
ports were Calcutta and Bombay. The Indian traders were
mostly Parsis, Jains and Hindu Marwaris as well as some
Baghdadi Jews like David Sassoon and his sons who were
to play a significant role in the rise not only of colonial
Bombay, but also of Shanghai. The first Bombay traders
to go to China were the Jivanjis who adopted the surname
Readymoney. Many of the big merchant families of today’s
Bombay like the Wadias and the Tatas built their fortune
in the China trade. In Bombay the Parsi merchant
Jamsethjee Jeejeebhoy had a special relation with the
aforementioned William Jardine, the architect of the first
Opium War. Jamsethjee built a fleet of cargo ships to serve
the trade and in 1842 he was knighted for his leadership in
business and philanthropy.”

As argued before Indians did not know tea but slowly
got hooked to it during the 19% century and became the
world’s largest tea producers. Indians did know opium,
but I never read anywhere that opium was a big problem in
India. When I did my fieldwork there was opium available
in government-run shops as was hashish. Mc Kim Marriott
has a hilarious account of the Holi (Spring) festival that
is Bakhtinian in nature and in which he was given bhang
(milk laced with hashish) and consequently was unable
to write any field notes.® Despite this widespread use
of intocicants I have never encountered a widespread
problem with it. The great addiction is alcohol. General
consensus has it that it was a problem for Chinese and
that it was created by the British to solve their trade

Press, 1974.
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imbalance with China. In Frank Dikotter engaging SOAS
inaugural lecture he calls China ‘Patient Zero’ of opium
addiction and then goes on to bust the myth of China’s
opium addiction.’

In nineteenth-century England opium and laudanum
were used against pain. It was not seen as causing
widespread addiction and, in fact, people could use it
in regular quantities throughout life without creating
addiction. This was also the case in China, as the following
quote from Dikétter shows: “Men and women would
smoke a pipe or two at festivals and ceremonies several
times a year without ever becoming regular users. R.A.
Jamieson, a doctor in Shanghai, noted at the end of the
nineteenth century that if those who smoked a few pipes
on the occasion of a festival such as a marriage were to
be counted, few adult males could be excluded, although
regular consumers were very rare. A British consul based
in Hainan also reported that ‘although nearly everyone
uses it...one never meets the opium-skeleton so vividly
depicted in philanthropic works, rather the reverse-a
hardy peasantry, healthy and energetic’.” (Dikotter, p. 5).

Dikétter argues that the spread of opium #% 4 yapianin
China from the eighteenth century depended on smoking.
Tobacco, found in America, and introduced in China in the
late sixteenth century “became the ideal companion of tea,
MAZ%%, yancha. Opium was initially laced with tobacco, but
this combination was dropped later. To smoke pure Patna
opium from expensive pipes became a sign of high status
and wealth. Smoking was a social experience and opium
houses, like tea houses, sites of male sociability. The other
reason to use opium was medicinal like in England, against
fever and especially diarrhea. If it was so harmless, why
did it become the object of narcophobia? For this Dikotter
suggests a Foucauldian theory, pointing at the rise of the
medical profession which wanted to monopolize opium,
and the emergence of anti-imperial nationalism with its
discourse of enslavement and physical weakness. In the
1940s, however, the Communist in Yan’an used the opium
production and trade to finance its struggle against the
Guomindang, but as soon as they gained power in 1949
they stamped it out in three years. Cigarette smoking,
however, was stimulated. Not by chance therefore China is
now the world’s leading tobacco producer and consumer.
What to make of the stories of tea and opium? A political
economy narrative seems the most convincing and rather
obvious. Sidney Mintz is the pioneer of a narrative that
focuses on sugar and word capitalism. The commodity
shapes the nature of production and consumption and

9 Frank Dikétter, ,Patient Zero‘: China and the Myth of the ,Opium
Plague’. Inaugural Lecture at SOAS, University of London, 2003.
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connects worlds that were hitherto unconnected. The
meanings given to such a commodity are secondary to
the force of Capital. Whatever disputes about details
there may be this is a compelling narrative, but it does not
satisfy for it gives us no access to how people shape their
understanding of these world historical processes. This is
precisely Marshall Sahlins critique of Eric Wolf’s ‘mode of
production’ approach in Europe and the People without
History. Sahlins examines the indeed quite fascinating
refusal of the Qing emperors to be impressed or interested
in the products of the British, thus only accepting silver in
exchange for tea.'®

As is typical for Sahlins’ approach to intercultural
encounters he makes much of the Qing understanding
of Lord Macartney’s visit to the emperor. According to
Sahlins the Chinese emperor indeed had everything in his
yuanmingyuan [, gardens of perfect brightness at
the old summer palace that was partly destroyed in 1860
during the second Opium War. This was a huge curiosities
cabinet like the ones one had in Europe but much bigger.
This was the collection of tributes that signified the
sovereign power over the world that was enjoyed by the
Emperor. In Sahlins’ words “By setting China apart while
at the same time making it the central source of world
order, this theory of civilization lends itself equally to
projects of imperial expansion and cultural withdrawal,
to hegemonic inclusions or xenophobic exclusions,
according to the contingencies of the situation.”(Sahlins
427-428) It was not that the Qing were ‘self-sufficient’, but
that they found the barbarians too far away and thus too
difficult to control.

What we have here in Sahlins analysis are different
cosmologies that clash. In work done by James Hevia
and others, this analysis is complemented by an
interpretation of ritual performance, centering on the
question whether Lord Macartney had performed the
koutou (kowtow). Hevia focuses on the ‘guest ritual’
(binli ¥%L) which itself is the basis of power, as in
Geertz’s power serves pomp, not pomp power.’* Where

10 Marshall Sahlins, ,Cosmologies of Capitalism.: The Trans-Pacific
Sector of ,The World-System* in Dirks, Eley, and Ortner (eds) Culture/
Power/History. Princeton, Princeton University Press, 1994.

11 James Hevia, Cherishing Men from Afar: Qing Guest Ritual and
the Macartney Embassy of 1793. Durham: Duke University Press, 1995.
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Sahlins puts the emphasis on cosmology, Hevia puts
the emphasis on ritual (li), but, as both authors would
probably agree, these two belong to each other. In
Lydia Liu’s interpretation of the Treaty of Tianjin after
the second Opium War in 1858 the emphasis is on the
translation of the word yi %, which the British insisted
referred to Barbarians, while the Chinese insisted that it
only referred to non-Han people.*? This can help us to
see that what we have here are not just incommensurable
ontologies, but in fact communications, negotiations,
and trading commodities and trading insults. It has all to
do with notions of hierarchy and precedence, but these
notions are not independent of power relations. On both
the Qing and the British side ‘honor’ and hierarchy play
an important role, but they are part of political economy,
not separate from it. To me it makes little sense to think
that the Qing and the British did not understand each
other, but they had very different objectives and interests.
The Qing did not want to enter into the Age of Commerce
on British terms, but that does not mean that they were
not interested in trade. Moreover, at many other levels it
was of course not the Beijing or the Westminster court
that were central to actual trade, but local traders and
local officials and, very importantly, illegal traders.
In conclusion one might suggest that following the
pathways of commodities is a very useful heuristic
device, but it is not sufficient if one wants to understand
the changes of political economy. These commodities are
embedded in social relations and ideas of sociability.
The fact that opium is produced in India but does not
define international relations or political economy in
the way it seems to have done in China shows already
that it is not the commodity itself that provides us with a
full explanation. That opium cannot have been the sole
reason for ‘the opium wars’ seems clear from the fact
that it is really after the successful establishment of tea
plantations in India that the British feel impelled to force
the Chinese to open their economy and society.

12 Lydia Liu, The Clash of Empires. The Invention of China in the
Modern World. Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 2004.



DE GRUYTER OPEN

>

=

it
Ry

R 2 R S

20 L8 TOLEARL Y], FORBACEN IS M iR 2 2%, A
AU FIMLHERRES B, RN PEE A PAMBEIR A E IR, AE
B IR, FERF L6 b BN SN,
HAR TR B B 2 5 B 2 B IR il — RTZE PIIK,
KB BE A BAE . XA R BB L, [
TRAAE 2. — LUK, 7 D fi 1A B8d 1) BORL IR 451
A, BT 2 KN o AR X B i
FIRS B8 — R I BOR B 17U TR (1 28 K IR g0 1
I, EIXHEGELBN CREEWL) , IREIESNE AN
TR Rl A, TR AR AR R AR, AT
WE S AT ZLE (LD, XA AR AR TE R
SR NIR BEAZANGUT, AT X 2 RS T 1% 2L >
P, SOERICE AR RS AT o A A8 — ROk,
ErRZAel, HyEEadmiiis. RIERRHERS
REME 9SS, ER—MERM AR, HBRMAEE R
—FRIE EOK R UORE (FE201EZ8T0EAR, W7 AT
SRR, ERE M NS DR o IR
Ao EME—URAT IO (FESR T B, e R Tk
BRI AT, B SR — B LUOREN AL
AR EAA R, TR 220 2RI T 2 B g
W KW RS R IR e 7, LU R TIX
St 5 o A MR BEAT FR WY FOR AT A K 2 BB R
AR B AL, XA R 9L

PUE, REERHMEESZ T RIEZRT, 1E
i =2 5% B B AR 2 it R AR 18 T L A4 JH 4R AT (1
HUOER 4 15 EALBCT 2R BRI AT A A 8 TIT R
[l A 2 ) 22 1, AR EDE 24 =] LTI AL 20 AOT 4R 2
ERE s okl DL A S BN e R R . B R R
R AR A T R SCEVRERT 3, BI20 704 4K, TRk
FE B EA AR AFAT DR o A TR ENJRE P K FR) 2 2 77 o
T0% FHENEEN B S iH 91, AR AEAR SR ED LB Aot 200
ke, AR AN AR R 2 A B E fRALAT 55 2R
FEILFR KA -

o ] 25 PR AR S S A R S A — Bl S T A,
AR R B R LI, R oKDY TN, R A
BETRBEARN —FE RN RTHRM Gk, e
D HREMKREA S MR E. X Ee

1 XR—RATEECMTEKBEAE, FEmEifeasmkhyEz
— 4y . FA EWEHIES N T T 201445 7 £8 b [F 48 2 2R H T
KT HM ) — Sy, ABw B T W B BRI .

2L, (PIFEHIERY Gods On Earth, JLENEHETOIEHAR
B, RBBUAATE, TE. BB BIHiE, 1988.

The Bitter Pleasures of Tea and Opium = 5

&« Mg, EATTSHLHMEDGEKI AT (Hh#
B MR ORBUR TR, RS L
WAL LN ERR DRSS B W 2R ST (A5 7%
RO TR B — AN B RS Sy o X AR B
TR AR, #RE DA A R R AN, (AR
BEBOEARIERE, USRI 23k a2,
ACAF LIRS WL DY 1] 50 1 [ e ey PO IR I I, SR AR
KEIF Hib L EAVR B R BENE, BAIAERZ
ATH

FRHUEXRE, B TR E AR KRS, Bk
AEMEFERL IR CrAR, hEEIRARD - it
FEEZ W, E1TRI8MH A, FENR R, P EMS
W% 32 U4 U5 i L A bR, b e 2 ) B T ]
T FEARAE IS LCHE WIT Wity EoR AT 25, SEE A
—HEHEE LSRN AR XA, A
HAAREIERZRIEWE, IF HYORE 2R AT %
WE o [ B2 5 o> L, T HL A E R A ZA DL
HORZ T S, R RLR DR THTH. &
JE « WIRTERRIZRM . WNHEAN TS 3¢ Sy #R 2 AE 1 THHE 2050 2
TOSEAR S 4 51 i S [ Y, (B D[R N B D ik A2 S 0
AFREE T e rp L4, ML UE, SUNHEA R A S
WRSCRE 73, TR AR BV, RERE AR I = (e ik T
KRR PORFEARORTERE _ER2m 1 9 [ (iR fr > 15
XESAAARER, MAEEA L FE AR RN Z
L E RIS YL, AR ERE A &S, AR
HPYE A REMEATIE, JEORE] T 181 T NI = thid i
MR L TR TRBUFN AT IR EAVE R, X WK
TBUFNE) — AN E ORI, EIEE, K5 5 oy 4
DRI — A EZH > CHRARES P EMERIFIR) , %E
ZRENEE 2 m] B B LA 80% AR T e K32 . Wk AS
Y, ANORE AN 2% A8 25022 9 [/ ON R g I8 B /R D=
T S5 o] 2, i LT AN AT R R i S 5 [ 2R R )
AR P A PR AR K. R, Al i AT
A S8 A TR USRI R P T R A R 5 O
[, A3, R —WEE, A
VLI T L AR B RE 28 A HAR L

ANFUBREN 23 =) (3 sk e ok 2 1R, A E e
NI H RGN RO TR MR, KEA
T LRFF TO0S e [ 2R B B 2B A, R RS, B

3 W, (—MiH5EH) Thee en cup-a—soup, BRERAT, #7223
WK, 20014E10H;
4 RIEBH2%, (HEMSIE) The Power of Sweetness. FEFEITAL

i B, gk RSHRGE, 1986



6 —— Petervan der Veer

SR 2R AR, IR I E AR . e AR TR
St BRI 5 5 28T, T HBIR T — e O — TR
BATHIE AR RN E W5k T IEE AN b, EAZImEE
BT AN D 1 P R ) R A L 5, T — DA AE #
MBI T o X AESEE Bt R IR E R, e R
RIS I A AT BT, Fh) BERE R ZEBN, SR BT
BRHERT, ARG RO STVR IR

R, FEEB AR 5 2, U 2R
A SR G (0 2 3 K T AR R XA 1) S I A S
o VEEERIOE, AR TE B RE IS F ORI 22 Hb 57 3 9%
EfEdl. UREBRF OSSR ERE, FhRELS
PEEMARER T . 1839FIEBUN B AR MI4R4420, 28348
MR EINKE X2 RENgh) , b, X
LUHs B MEAEI00 ST R IL A . B AU,
TEBUF 0 2k 22 0 A8 Fr ik I i DB, B, 18604E 5%
CI79 ik 260, 0004, 7F18304FE £ 18604F 2 8], Hh[E ik
H R il e g8t 7 b D e AL g A 1S, 1797
F, HEBUF MY AR EE TSR ZERB. EEF
H K A B AT BT AR R i, X — s AT BAA
WREERATE N —HEPEEY, HNEDT:

SR L, TR, EAMESNRER L. 7

FELHF P A5 A, KIE E WIS E M > A
B ANEAF VRS, I HM 8. Tt
SKITEERE, AW KK LSBT R 5 5, [
RN TBAL T .

o7 [ (R0 AR 5E 5 AR A 5K — M — 3R . 5
— URRG Fr A A RS P 3k 1A RAR AN FEAT 1R N BB
A AT SRR, A 18394F £ 18404F, Ath B 4545 Wi /R 4k it
WA RS, DAHEAT . AR, s (B
1) TR, ERE IR MERE R, Xk
B o B SN K — KB 73, SR, 8 X A 2y
BT & LR AR A . AL TR — M — K E
HOR AR O, A I B I SIS b A 5 A
10, EERAIER FLRM T EANED, ZFEB
AR AR, BT (R AR R LM AT K S
(o I i, 9% RS BUR T CT 3E 2 )i
M, X DR EGL R M A . R, SEE TR
R 6 75 B RE AT % U O S e b, AT RS o S 8 - A A
(I 2E W . BN RE 25 el (155 ) 3 B2 iy B AR X B2 2057 TR
F, MR IESEIEIXARZ A — A R RIBGREIEZ ", X
A G R R SR 2 5 0 5 — AR, AN BT B 4
FRAEIXHRE, A KT [ (3 A AL el 2 X T RAE
BHORM. . EWH. KrEl. HEL. BTk
AR T AL B0 BE KB 70 X e B2 57 TN JA 7

5 BT,  (OETZEM—Y)) ALl About Tea, HHEH2Z5| A, P112
6 /R EY, (FMBURLTFS) Zur  politische
des Tees, 1979, P43-44

7R ST, BlE BRI — R B TR A T (1830-
1920) ) fEHeAY): FEKFEHRA, 1974

Ekonomie

DE GRUYTER OPEN

B 25 W el 5 ) O /A 7 s A o O e e A
[, PR, AT DA I A e [ A A o) 5 B8 17 7 o o A
MWCREIRITE R, TARLFEYA LS GRS, PIT)
o MHIRUL, EPENRET - E P20 S
L.

S BRI B 22 R g A 2 A b e, SEE T AR
b i AN A B 1 e, A P BB A P RS AT
BEAZRMH B B B AEOINL, B IRHE (3L
PREAFAA D ALPEEN X (ORE R R RD .
B 7R A2 JE O e, RS R R R T
dh, HTIEBURN AR 5 By, EIRERNSEIE AR E RN
TERG P B 5 i R T MR . (EENRE, MHAS R
Gy (1P 11 32 BRI JR 5 R o ARG BN R i N 2
MEPEN . FAHAAE . (5 2 B R A SR BLR N B — 2
EREARN, KT W Ak LA, AT
B R o K e B KRS P 5 B B YRS R AR T A
Hl o 85— HERE b [ A i S AR L TN, AT
KRN AR, B I R SO B B X A%
AR KB T X B AT [ v RS P A R K . B
PUR N SR « S LGRS - KOS A
A IR —— AR« AT E R IR R . SRR
WHE TS, FTINERA RS, JERE AR
e P R 40T A RE AN R 23 Ik /R R DTRR T 18428 ekt
HEEE,

IO s, FE19tHaS, AN IFEAJIE 2
LIPNTTDER 457 /Nl w3y WS N DS N e ine = SNUE L 3
. AL, EREEARRS R BGE), (HE MR
BT A B A — K il . A BF A, &
BUEBUR I & 1S A1 7 AR RR o I v i 0 -
Oy R i A — B s g, 5 28 —ke
i e A E R, NG Al gl TORRR (AR S AR
R 5 JERA AL A RS BB AL 7. REX
PRz, BRI R A RHEEE &R
Wt 2 BRI LS, S BRI . IRE AN
Mo JHS kb OB S AN, R e S AN
I 5 R 5 B 0 T R A BRI, IR A - Al T
FEAEAR ZOR A A 2 e s s e rp 5, v [ RS AR s
17 “RER”, RS ERS R E .

FETOH AL RO TEFE , 19 A F 3 T R B0, X
WA TR R AR, mdsk b, AR AL
KA, BRI AR, FAS B
2 A IR D0t A AR, 10 SOy 1 S E R
1, IR T AR LA B A E, W
P = R, X IFALGIE B o RA AR R

8 [ty BB, CIRF ) . R EME SRR, EE: i
THEZBAR, 2005

9 Frilfe T EEER, CKR/IRWeFME RGBS PRZEIMR.
g BGURESEY ke, EEFEARTE L R, 1966
10 B2l why, (FERL—FEESMHAZENER) BHK
SEE AR SE B IR UL, 2003



DE GRUYTER OPEN

T — A RA, it fEI9HLR, 5 IR
MIERTH, AR BTSSR, B N de LR
(. R I R T . BESLAE N R AL A
e U BT AR .., RAEAZ
B BRSO AR S B ISR N, Al AT E 28 55 A
By e, s Ae AR RATSF
BB RS AOF R AR . 7 Gl
Ye4Es p5) .

MR AR, AISTEAL TR an, B A 8 I AR AT &
FORMT A MR BT S0, 16 e iR A\
[, I RN 2R R EC P —— I O . 2], 39 RS
BN B, JEARX AR SOR T T, R
2005 v 1) LRSS e S O A AN bR . T2
MR A — Rt > 22 7, AR IR LR T — A, AR
NFHNAZR B AE VRS 80 55— A BRI S S
PR, WL SE [, BRI RIBIT R RE, R 2
PR BRI BIEH B AR, A NTER TG
AW X Tk, MIERRRE TARMER, AR R
A EE I, EATER EEEAE S, TR T R
[ SRR S AR 5 I 7 o #2201 424045
O AT RIBEREAE 4, LRI MBS
PRI BRI BRI, AL, 194943 7 SE PBUR
=AM B TR S 5. BIRK R, R
WSO 20 7RG RO B b T R A A A 7 FE A
THRERA R NA T

REAT 2B AN Jr I R SR W 7 BUIR A2 5 5
T 4 SR DR AP 2 e & AR IREK, F HH2r B, B JE -
WY 9 2 i - WF 0 B Lo JBOAE )W R 5% A 3 S5 T Y 2
o T RE AN AR I, R HAEAS [ S
R UER, B, TR EBR CEEEL. Lk
MHP TR H 2D, REZ DAL LI
2, WIENTIFFAREN, PONEBAA S IR RATER X2
LS D SRR . R DHUR « BRI RS - IR
IRRAE CBRIN S A T SEND) — A5 “ A i
JHER et . SR S E S T 2 ATE T TR
ZITENGOIFAEAATT A 1 R, (H R &k L2 DR
TR, AR X B A H I R S R 4 Ty 2
17 T

PRI X ST A R BT T TR I R LR L At
My BLOR JE AR B BT 31 20 i H A RS TR 2R
o MRAE GE MR A, 15 W el B A A e R i
—Yl, FEIRBAE A, w2 MRAE 18604 55 — K
TP B I o . R S A s, KGR
AL LA BT ) A 20 #E L, H
HOSCRR (14 5T i AL 7 6 TSR I = A T o A5 R AR
WAL, Iyt b E S SRR, 53— T i S
H SO AR R0 IR R, XA SO E R

11 5l E@Ewin. WHE. BERMmMN otk BOTRI LY F L
BURTEMBTE R (BT S —B K TRt X i Ak 2) —
A, AR AR A, 1994

The Bitter Pleasures of Tea and Opium = 7

S [ 4 g Ik R SO T, RIS AR
HEAh. 7 (BEbRIT, P427-428)  XARIEEIN “MH%E
HR” , MRS ERE, RS,

X B AN S S 5ER I B R IFA 5, BE
FEAE T RS, AR DR AT YE AN HoAh 2R R AR, B
T RS 2] T 78, MATIA NI SiE R EILAL AR
WA K, AT 58 B R Je A & 0T B 25 IR AT
SR AL . “ ALY 1E N iE R B AL 5
fith, AT 4R AEE A PR ARE T B aEAL” B, IER
FEIR IR I s “ B e MRS TIZ R, A 2 J2 0 AR %5
FRA” —FE. 2 FERETNZEM LG, IELT
S AT YEWABATINGRON Lo S — “ALH7 ., (B2, X
W5 FEA 0k, XA A AT RE RN R IX — 5. 18
FIHHE o XN 185845 IR K4 2 AT (R
%420) Wi, EERFMMAST “FT7” FITEM.
FEE NRFHA RN E TR AR R A, 1 ORTE SRR
NESBRAEDOR A RS, X ] LB IRATT AR,
X ALY A AR T TH AN AT A A, i HAE A vk
FIFITE A S R B IR e S g
AL e AUX S H A O, T IX 88 5 Rl 7726 R AN
A5y . LW FIEBUFIE R ICE,  “™” Fl %52
fE7 A EENER, EENRBUAZL T AR 2E1
— . HINNBEEUFFAIEE AR A WRL, e
MG 1R Z AT B bR FIFR 2 75 BUR S A E 3k 22 [ 1
i S G BT, IR IR R TS BUR N S 5 A SR A IR
Milln, FHh, FEHANWGZ R, ATEH 5RO LA
(AR AL 5RO [ BURF, T 7 R A BUR B R,
EEEIPE AR . B2, A AT BN R i AR
T B 7 T AT AR ATAT I, (B T B EUR £ 5 AT K
AR AR IR RIS, X SR AR T A S o R AT
SHEZ R IR FETWE, BERAEZRATNA
1977 Fok R e E 1 [ bR ok R FIEBUR £5F, XANFSLE
W7 S AR B AN RE SE A U WA AN W) R . B RE 2 [ D T
dor, D ER ) E A E R L A s A, @A
HRLT AT LIE EHE B, YA R R I R R AT g
AU RS Fr

12 AWl mgeilr, MRz A ERELS17934FELZRBHE
By k. e KRS, 1995

13 Fpdex),  GrEEEY s EXRERANE S A
PR A, 2004



