The presentation of the Chinese immigrant in Dutch media
The first Chinese immigrant communities of the Netherlands (1911-1939)
[image: Chinezen in Rotterdam. Een fotoverslaggever van het tijdschrift Het Leven  (midden) eet mee (lunch) met de Chinese restauranthouder Tsjang Kam… |  Rotterdam, Fotoboek]
Figure 1: A reporter of the magazine Het Leven (middle) is having lunch with Chinese restaurant-owner Tsjang Kam Soi (left) in Katendrecht, Rotterdam in 1922.
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Abstract 
This thesis researches the presentation of the Chinese immigrant, mostly located in Amsterdam and Rotterdam, in Dutch media. The first Chinese immigrants that came to settle in the Netherlands arrived in 1911 to work as sailors, and the focus in this research is on the community that lived here between 1911 and 1940. Previous research has shown the worries of the Dutch government concerning the financial and social problems the Chinese supposedly posed and consequently they were systematically excluded from Dutch society. In Dutch media, specifically newspaper articles, the Chinese immigrant was both positively as negatively presented. Despite some negative accounts, the overall attitude in the newspaper articles was definitely not as negative as the attitude of the Dutch government was. The issues the Dutch authorities had concerning the Chinese immigrants were therefore not always shared by the Dutch public. 
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Introduction 
Rotterdam harbour, June 17th 1911. The steamship Batavier III had made its way over from London, like it did four times a week. However, something peculiar happened this morning. Twenty-six small, unusual-looking men disembarked the ship and arrived in the Rotterdam neighbourhood of Katendrecht. These men were Chinese sailors that had come to Rotterdam to work for royal shipping company Lloyd. Three days before, on June 14th, a sailor strike had broken out and the Chinese labourers had come from London to take over the work the Dutch sailors were refusing to do. [footnoteRef:2] Before 1911, the Netherlands had only known Chinese sailors that were registered as foreign employees. The strike led to the permanent settlement of Chinese sailors in Dutch harbours.[footnoteRef:3] Hence, the Chinese sailors that arrived in 1911 were the beginning of Chinese immigrant communities in the Netherlands.  [2:  H. J. J. Wubben, Lotgevallen van Chinese immigranten in Nederland, 1911-1940: “Chineezen en ander Aziatisch ongedierte”, (Zutphen: De Walburg Pers, 1986), 9-10. ]  [3:  Li Minghuan, We Need Two Worlds: Chinese Immigrant Associations in a Western Society (Amsterdam: Amsterdam University Press, 1999), 30. ] 

The Chinese played an important role in the sailor strike of 1911. Chinese sailors had worked in Great Britain for decades and when Dutch shipping companies were in need of labourers, they were able to quickly fill this gap.[footnoteRef:4] Following the First World War, the number of Chinese sailors that settled in Rotterdam and Amsterdam increased even more as the British no longer needed the help of Chinese since their former employees returned from military service. These men accordingly came to the Netherlands and settled in the Rotterdam neighbourhood of Katendrecht or in the area of Amsterdam’s Binnenbantammerstraat.[footnoteRef:5]  [4:  Wubben, Lotgevallen van Chinese immigranten in Nederland, 14-15.]  [5:  Boudewijn Roger Rijkschroeff, “Etnisch ondernemerschap: de Chinese horecasector in Nederland en in de Verenigde Staten van Amerika” (PhD dissertation, Groningen 1998), 42-43.] 

The Chinese immigrant experienced economic difficulties in the 1930s when the Great Depression affected shipping companies. In order to earn some money, some Chinese started selling peanut cookies and subsequently gained the nickname ‘pinda-Chinees’.[footnoteRef:6] The Dutch government feared that they had to financially take care of the Chinese when they were no longer able to do so themselves. Moreover, the trade in peanut cookies was believed to disturb public order. All of these worries came to be known as the ‘Chineezenprobleem’.[footnoteRef:7] However, there is some debate as to whether this problem did really exist. According to H. J. J. Wubben, the ‘Chineezenprobleem’ did not exist as it was not based on legitimate economic concerns, but on racist and prejudiced assumptions about the Chinese.[footnoteRef:8]  [6:  Rijkschroeff, “Etnisch ondernemerschap”,  48-49. ]  [7:  Ibidem, 58. ]  [8:  Wubben, Lotgevallen van Chinese immigranten in Nederland, 177.] 

Both Wubben and Betty de Hart speak in their research about a process of racialization and exclusion of the first generation of Chinese immigrants by the Dutch government. While De Hart focuses on intermarriages between Dutch and Chinese, she also emphasizes the importance of colonial practices and discourses on the regulations and policies that were installed in the Netherlands. Racialization is defined by Merriam-Webster as ‘the act of giving a racial character to someone or something: the process of categorizing, marginalizing, or regarding according to race.’[footnoteRef:9] De Hart explains that despite the clear concerns of the Dutch government about and their policies against the Chinese, there are no signs the Dutch public was concerned in the same way. According to De Hart, the Dutch public opinion seemed to be rather positive about the Chinese immigrant and the media even expressed sympathy for them.[footnoteRef:10] This remark is quite surprising considering the issues the authorities had with the Chinese. Did this racialization not get through to public opinion then? Furthermore, we have seen above that the economic position of the Chinese immigrant changed over the decades. As De Hart executed her research over the span of twenty-five years one might expect this to lead towards a change in public opinion and media presentation over the years. However, she does not mention this. The apparent discrepancy between feelings towards the Chinese immigrant between Dutch public opinion and the policies and regulations by the Dutch authorities gives rise to questions about the presentation of the Chinese in Dutch media. [9:  “Definition of racialization”, Merriam Webster https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/racialization Accessed on May 10, 2021.]  [10:  Betty de Hart, “Regulating Dutch-Chinese marriages and relationships in the Netherlands (1920-1945),” The History of the Family 24 (2019): 3, 539-559, here 545. ] 

It is important to understand the relationship between the media and public opinion. According to Claes H. de Vreese ‘one influential way that the media may shape public opinion is by framing events and issues in particular ways’.[footnoteRef:11] There are many different definitions for a frame, but De Vreese concisely put it like this: ‘A frame is an emphasis in salience of different aspects of a topic. Framing is concerned with the presentation of a topic’.[footnoteRef:12] In other words, an event that is described in the media gains meaning by attributing an idea or story line to them and this in turn can connect it to a different event.[footnoteRef:13] The support or condemnation of an issue in a certain news frame can influence public opinion as they will see this issue through this frame and it consequently influences their understanding and interpretation of it.[footnoteRef:14] Therefore, it will be interesting to see how Chinese immigrants were presented, or rather “framed”, in Dutch media.  [11:  Claes H. de Vreese, “News Framing: Theory and Typology,” Information Design Journal + Document Design 13 (2005): 1, 51-62, here 51.]  [12:  De Vreese, “News Framing”, 53. ]  [13:  Ibidem, 53. ]  [14:  Ibidem, 60. ] 

Therefore, in this bachelor thesis, I will do research on the presentation of the first generation of the Chinese immigrant in Dutch media. The focus will be on the cities of Rotterdam and Amsterdam since the Chinese immigrants mostly stayed here. Research will be conducted within the time period of 1911-1940. After the Second World War, the nature of Chinese immigrants that came to the Netherlands changed and a second generation was born.[footnoteRef:15]  The research question consequently is: ‘How were Chinese immigrants that lived in Amsterdam and Rotterdam between 1911 and 1940 presented in Dutch media?’. To be able to answer this question, I will predominantly look at newspaper articles on the Chinese in Amsterdam and Rotterdam between 1911 and 1940.  [15:  Rijkschroeff, “Etnisch ondernemerschap”, 58. ] 

Ever since the arrival of non-Western immigrants, there have been ongoing public discussions in Western Europe about the assimilation, or rather the fear of non-assimilation, by the immigrant population. Many contemporary populist leaders in Western Europe claim that these non-Western immigrant groups will destabilize Western societies and change the demographic outlook of these countries entirely as they continue to grow.[footnoteRef:16] In his book on the Western view towards immigrants, Leo Lucassen takes a look at different waves of migration in Europe and the extent of integration of the immigrants.[footnoteRef:17] The focus is on a few case studies to explain the kind of threat Western society believed immigrants to pose. Both the Irish in Britain (1840-1922) and the Poles in Germany (1870-1940) were seen as different, came from working class families and subsequently filled lower class jobs. Stigmatization and discrimination were not uncommon and this led to the development of separate ethnic subcultures. The process of integration was therefore one of struggle and misunderstanding.[footnoteRef:18] Lucassen’s research is compatible with the research I will be conducting on the presentation of the Chinese immigrant in Dutch media. I hope to find out if the Chinese immigrant was also presented as a threat in the media and if so what this threat entailed.  [16:  Leo Lucassen, The Immigrant Threat: The Integration of Old and New Immigrants in Western Europe since 1850 (Urbana and Chicago: Chicago University Press, 2005) 1. ]  [17:  Kathy Burrell, Review of “The Immigrant Threat: The Integration of Old and New Immigrants in Western Europe since 1850”, Journal of Contemporary History 44 (2009): 2, 343-345, here 343. ]  [18:  Lucassen, The Immigrant Threat, 73.  ] 

The thesis will be divided in three chapters. The first chapter is intended to give an overview and impression of the number of Dutch newspaper articles on Chinese in Amsterdam and Rotterdam in the indicated period. In order to make this manageable, I have chosen to analyse four national newspapers with different political and cultural characters. These newspapers are De Tijd, Het Vaderland, Het Volk and De Standaard. This chapter helps in setting up the research well and carefully weighing the value of information drawn from newspaper articles for assessing the way Chinese immigrants were presented in Dutch media.
As mentioned before, the economic position of the Chinese immigrant was in general never extremely good but it reached its lowest point in the 1930s and this gave rise to the phenomenon of the ‘pinda-Chinees’ and the ‘Chineezenprobleem’ .[footnoteRef:19] On the other hand, there were exceptions and some Chinese did make a good living for themselves. Some Dutch women even married Chinese men for economic reasons.[footnoteRef:20] In the second chapter the focus will therefore be on the economic status of the Chinese immigrant.  [19:  Rijkschroeff, “Etnisch ondernemerschap”, 58.  ]  [20:  De Hart, “Regulating Dutch-Chinese marriages”, 539.  ] 

As Chinese settled in Amsterdam and Rotterdam, they came into contact with Dutch people. The Chinese had different habits, were not Christian and some even smoked opium.[footnoteRef:21] The last chapter will therefore focus on the presentation of the cultural status of the Chinese immigrant in Dutch media. This will be done by looking at newspaper articles that mention Chinese criminality and characteristics.  [21:  Ibidem, 545.  ] 

At the present moment, the Dutch-Chinese population is facing an increase of racism since the outbreak of Covid-19. This has led to a renewed interest into racism against Asians. Dr. Reza Kartosen-Wong of the University of Amsterdam states that Asians are mostly seen as ‘modelimmigrants’ and have therefore not faced many difficulties when moving abroad. However, he insists that this is simply a false assumption. Asians have always struggled with discrimination in their process of integration in the Netherlands but have never spoken out about it publicly. The younger generation is changing this attitude.[footnoteRef:22] It will be interesting to see how the first Chinese community in the Netherlands was presented in Dutch media and through this be able to identify the validity of Dr. Kartosen-Wong’s statement.  [22:  Hans van der Beek and Tahrim Ramdjan, “Aziatische Nederlanders zijn al decennia mikpunt van spot en belediging,” Het Parool, February 15, 2020 https://www.parool.nl/nederland/aziatische-nederlanders-zijn-al-decennia-mikpunt-van-spot-en-belediging~b85739a2/ Accessed on May 14, 2021.] 

Chapter 1: The Chinese immigrant in Dutch newspapers 
This chapter is intended to give an impression of the number of newspaper articles mentioning the Chinese in Amsterdam and Rotterdam that were published between 1911 and 1940. This will inform us on the interest that was shown towards the Chinese immigrant during this period.
Explanation of the research 
To be able to execute this research, four national newspapers have been selected that represented Dutch society at this time. These four newspapers are De Tijd, De Standaard, Het Vaderland and Het Volk. The newspaper articles were searched for in the database delpher.nl, where the archives of the Dutch Royal Library are stored online. I have chosen to count the articles for three consecutive time periods, namely 1911-1920, 1920-1930 and 1930-1940. The first time period does not start in 1910 because the first Chinese sailors that settled in The Netherlands only arrived in 1911. The same search term was used for every newspaper for the three different time periods. These search terms are ‘Rotterdam Chinees’, ‘Rotterdam Chineezen’, ‘Amsterdam Chinees’, and ‘Amsterdam Chineezen’. With the word ‘Chineezen’ the historical spelling of that time is taken into account as in current times one would spell the word as ‘Chinezen’. We also have to be aware of a margin of error. Some articles that are found with a certain search term can by chance mention Chinese and Amsterdam or Rotterdam on the same page but are not concerned with anything relating to the Chinese immigrant in Amsterdam or Rotterdam. While this is probably true for a number of articles per newspaper and time period the overall results of this sample will still be relevant. 
Before the results of the sample will be discussed, it is important to be conscious of the political and religious backgrounds of the four newspapers. During the first half of the twentieth century, the Netherlands were a pillarized society. This means a division of society on the basis of differences in religion and political views. The four main ‘pillars’ were Catholicism, Protestantism, socialism and liberalism.  Every pillar had their own organisations, like schools, universities, sport clubs and radio channels. A newspaper dedicated to the followers of each pillar was an essential part of this society.[footnoteRef:23]  [23:  “Verzuiling”, Parlement.com https://www.parlement.com/id/vh8lnhrpfxub/verzuiling Accessed on May 16, 2021.] 

De Tijd was a Catholic daily newspaper founded in 1874. Between 1910 and 1940 the newspaper circulation increased from 4300 to 10447.[footnoteRef:24] The second newspaper is De Standaard. This Protestant newspaper was founded in 1872 by the politician Abraham Kuyper. He was the head of the Anti-Revolutionary Party and founded the newspaper to establish a clear Protestant sound. Many of Kuyper’s published commentaries were widely spread and written down to memorise at Protestant schools. Although the newspaper’s circulation was 12000 at its highest point, the actual influence was probably a lot bigger.[footnoteRef:25] The third newspaper Het Volk was founded in 1900 by Pieter Jelles Troelstra, leader of the political party SDAP, the Dutch Labour Party. In the pillarized society it was not uncommon for newspapers to have political leaders as chief editors.[footnoteRef:26] Lastly, the fourth newspaper for the sample is Het Vaderland. A liberal newspaper founded in 1869 by liberal politician Hendrik Goeman Borgesius, its motto was to serve the country (‘het Vaderland’) as best as it could.[footnoteRef:27]  [24:  Jan van de Plasse, Kroniek van de Nederlandse dagblad- en opiniepers (Amsterdam: Otto Cramwinckel Uitgever, 2005), 97.]  [25:  Huub Wijfjes, “Digitaal zoeken naar de geest van driestar Abraham Kuyper”, last modified November 16, 2015 https://www.kb.nl/blogs/nederlandse-geschiedenis-en-cultuur/digitaal-zoeken-naar-de-geest-van-driestar-abraham-kuyper Accessed on May 16, 2021. ]  [26:  Van de Plasse, Kroniek van de Nederlandse dagblad- en opiniepers, 62. ]  [27:  Ibidem, 58. ] 

Results 
The results of the sample can be seen in table 1 in the appendix. For every newspaper, there is a clear increase of the published number of articles over time and this increase can easily be identified in the graph below. The exception is De Standaard where there was a decline in the period 1920-1930. 

Figure 2: In- and/or decrease of the number of published articles on Chinese over the years per newspaper.
Source: delpher.nl 
Two possible explanations can be given for this. increase. The first one is the growth of the number of Chinese immigrants settled in Amsterdam and Rotterdam in the transition from the 1910s to the 1920s. What started with a few dozen sailors in Rotterdam in 1911, became about 900 Chinese inhabitants in Rotterdam in 1922.[footnoteRef:28] The number of Chinese in Amsterdam increased as well, but never rose above 500. This increase of Chinese immigrants in Amsterdam and Rotterdam might have made them more visible in Dutch society which in turn could have led to more interest towards them and more articles relating to their presence in the Netherlands. A second explanation can be the change in nature of the Chinese immigrant community. As mentioned in the introduction, the community was originally only comprised of sailors but from the early 1920s onwards, Chinese with other professions like hawkers settled in the harbour cities.[footnoteRef:29] This change might have resulted in a growth of interest towards the Chinese and this led to more coverage in the newspapers. They were more noticeable as they were with more but they also could be encountered in other professions than that of the sailor.  [28:  Wubben, Lotgevallen van Chinese immigranten in Nederland, 44. ]  [29:  Ibidem, 39. ] 

The transition from the 1920s to the 1930s again shows a general increase in the number of published articles. Was it once more caused by an increase in the number of Chinese living in Amsterdam and Rotterdam? Admittedly, between January 1929 and January 1931 the Chinese population of Rotterdam more than doubled in size.[footnoteRef:30]  [30:  Frederik van Heek, De Ontwikkeling van het Chineesche immigranten-probleem in Nederland (Amsterdam: 1937), 419.  ] 

However, the Great Depression that started in 1929 finally caught up with the Chinese immigrants in 1931 as the boarding house masters terminated granting credit to them. [footnoteRef:31] This new poverty among the Chinese immigrants resulted in them searching for new ways to support themselves and this gave rise to the ‘ pinda-Chinees’.[footnoteRef:32] The government was concerned about the economic strain this group would have on the country. About a thousand Chinese sailors were sent back to China between 1932 and 1937.[footnoteRef:33] So, the Chinese immigrant community in Amsterdam and Rotterdam decreased significantly over the course of 1930s. What had been a Chinese community of 1400 in 1925 in Rotterdam had become 565 in 1935.[footnoteRef:34] What is interesting is that this decrease in Chinese immigrants did not seem to affect the number of articles written about them. An explanation for this can be that despite a decline in numbers, public opinion became more worrisome and the number of published articles consequently increased. Never had there been more contact between the Dutch citizen and the Chinese immigrant than in the economically difficult times of the Chinese. This might explain the continued rise in articles in the last time period of 1930-1940.  [31:  Van Heek, De Ontwikkeling van het Chineesche immigranten-probleem in Nederland, 420.  ]  [32:  Ibidem, 421-422.  ]  [33:  Ibidem, 423.  ]  [34:  Koninklijke Bibliotheek, “Telling van Chineezen” De Banier: Staatkundig gereformeerd dagblad, February 7, 1937 http://resolver.kb.nl/resolve?urn=ddd:010854258:mpeg21:p005 All of the newspaper articles that are cited after this have been found through the database of the Royal Library of the Netherlands: delpher.nl.] 

Certainly a clear deviation for De Standaard can be recognized for the transition from the 1910s to the 1920s. While the other newspapers undergo a general increase during this time period, De Standaard undergoes a general decline. The obvious possibilities for this decline are changes in the organization of the newspaper, like less frequent publications, but nothing of this kind can be found in the information available about De Standaard. Another possibility is a decrease in the number of Chinese living in Amsterdam and Rotterdam and therefore less contact with the Chinese and consequently less interest in writing about them. However, as we have seen above, this is not true. The number of Chinese did increase and therefore it is unknown why there is deviation for De Standaard for the transition from the 1910s to the 1920s. 
In this chapter possible reasons for the general increase in published articles came forward. Among those reasons were the increasing concerns people had about the economic situation of the Chinese and the more frequent contacts between the Dutch and Chinese. The next two chapters will focus on these aspects in more detail, starting with the economic situation in chapter two and ending with the cultural encounter in chapter three. 

Chapter 2: Economic Status 
The economic status of the Chinese immigrant before the Second World War has varied between people and through time. In this chapter, I will research how Dutch media presented the economic status of the Chinese immigrant. This will be done by analyzing newspaper articles but also by analyzing the report on Chinese immigrants in the Netherlands by sociologist Frederik van Heek published in 1936. We need to take into account however that this source is of a different nature than the newspaper articles and will therefore have to be interpreted in a different way.[footnoteRef:35] Unlike the first chapter, the research in chapters two and three was done by searching all Dutch-language newspapers on delpher.nl. Firstly, the focus will be on the presentation in the newspapers of the Chinese’ social stratification and secondly on the phenomenon of the ‘pinda-Chinees’ and the accompanying ‘Chineezenprobleem’. [35:  Van Heek, De Ontwikkeling van het Chineesche immigranten-probleem in Nederland. ] 

Social stratification 
The Chinatowns of both Amsterdam and Rotterdam consisted mainly of young, unmarried men. The Chinese sailors were employed via a shipping master, an intermediary that was in contact with the shipping companies. Sometimes these shipping masters also took care of housing, other times a boarding house master was responsible for this. As most shipping- and boarding house masters were also Chinese, they formed a separate group within the Chinese community.[footnoteRef:36] They did not come from maritime backgrounds but instead stemmed from entrepreneurial families. Not only did they have a higher social status, the average age of these Chinese was also higher and more of them were married.[footnoteRef:37]  [36:  Vervloesem, “De Chinese ondernemers op Katendrecht (1914-1940)”, 265. ]  [37:  Ibidem, 268. ] 

A description of the search terms used for this analysis along with the number of articles that were found can be found in table 2 in the appendix. In the articles positive accounts were expressed about the financial status of the Chinese immigrant, but the upper hand was taken by negative accounts of abuse and violence by Chinese. A positive note on the Chinese in Rotterdam was expressed on 24 November 1936 in an article published in Bataviaasch Nieuwsblad, a colonial newspaper mainly written for a European audience.[footnoteRef:38] Before the economic downfall of the 1930s, many Chinese men (shipping- and boarding house masters, but also sailors) were doing quite well financially. This drew the attention of young Dutch women living in the harbour neighbourhoods. The families agreed with the courtships as the Chinese brought wonderful gifts from their travels. This led to several intermarriages.[footnoteRef:39]  [38:  Koninklijke Bibliotheek, “Koloniale kranten Indonesië” https://www.kb.nl/organisatie/onderzoek-expertise/digitaliseringsprojecten-in-de-kb/project-databank-digitale-dagbladen/geselecteerde-titels-en-selectieprocedure/selectie-van-titels/koloniale-kranten-indonesie Accessed on June 4, 2021. All of the background information for the colonial newspapers have been found through this source. ]  [39:  “De Chineesche Immigranten in Nederland”, Het Vaderland, November 11, 1936. ] 

Besides this positive note, more newspapers published negative accounts on abuse by the Chinese shipping- and boarding house masters. An article in De Tribune, the newspaper of the Communist Party of the Netherlands, gave a so-called ‘proletarian report’ in Katendrecht, the harbour neighbourhood of Rotterdam and named the acts the boarding house masters are undertaking ‘a form of slavery’. The Chinese sailors that arrived in Rotterdam had no other option than getting a job via a shipping master. Through this process the sailor had to yield about 30-50% of their wage to the shipping master (sometimes also the boarding house master). The article claimed the masters intended to get the Chinese sailor into debt and herewith make him even more dependent. When the sailor got into too much debt, he had to start working in the boarding house and in return did not get paid but only received some food and low-quality clothing. As the writer of the article said: ‘Absolute slavery’.[footnoteRef:40] A profile of a boarding house master named ‘Sam’ was given in Het Volksdagblad, the successor of newspaper De Tribune, on 15 December 1937. Besides running a boarding house, Sam also owned a shop selling some Chinese products. Apparently, he was one of Katendrecht’s most infamous boarding house masters as he abused his position often. Expressing outrage towards these habits was of no use as the shipping companies always protected him.[footnoteRef:41] [40:  “Chinatown hongert! Een proletarische reportage over Katendrecht”, De Tribune, October 25, 1932.  ]  [41:  “Sam, de boardinghousemaster: Bij de Chinezen op Katendrecht”, Het Volksdagblad, December 15, 1937.  ] 

De Sumatra Post, a moderately conservative colonial newspaper, stressed on 28 November 1938 that the presence of Chinese in Dutch harbour cities was not a problem in itself. The problem was the constant abuse by some members of this community, the shipping- and boarding house masters, of the Chinese sailors. This part of the Chinese community was being completely subordinated by their employers and that was condemnable.[footnoteRef:42]  [42:  “Aziatische slavernij in Nederland: Katendrecht, Europa”s grootste Chinatown”, De Sumatra Post, November 28, 1938.] 

This apparent abuse by Chinese shipping- and boarding house masters led to violent conflicts. Many newspapers published an article discussing the murder on the thirty-two year old Chinese shipping master Chan Yuit Chin on the 24th of August, 1934. He was shot by Chinese sailor Teng Shi, whom he had employed. It was at the time that these articles were published not certain yet what the motivations of the murderer were, but many presuppositions were made about this. An article that was published on 24 August 1934 in Het Volk claimed that it must have had something to do with abuse committed by the shipping master. The article concluded by claiming that such intermediaries, like the shipping masters, had a significant amount of financial power and tended not to use this power righteously.[footnoteRef:43] Several other articles on this murder mentioned that this again was an example of ‘bloedwraak’, or ‘blood feud’.[footnoteRef:44]  [43:  “Bloedige moord op een Chinees: door landgenoot neergeveld”, Het Volk, August 24, 1934. ]  [44:  “Chinees Gedood te Rotterdam”, De Locomotief, September 12, 1934.  ] 

An article published on 28 January 1936 in De Indische Courant, a newspaper for labourers in the Dutch East Indies, claimed that the profession of shipping master was the most dangerous one in the Netherlands. As more and more violence was performed against them, it seemed that it was not a normal job anymore. It discussed the assertion that the shipping masters abused their powerful position. The practice of using an intermediary, such as a shipping master, was in conflict with Dutch understanding of justice. It was understandable that the Chinese sailors would hold a grudge against the masters for the injustice they were performing.[footnoteRef:45] An article that expressed a similar view was published on 12 February 1936 in Soerabaiasch-Handelsblad, a regional newspaper from the Dutch East Indies. But, it was claimed that because of police supervision these practices had decreased over the last few years and the shipping master did not dare to impose such high costs on the Chinese sailor anymore.[footnoteRef:46]  [45:  “De shippingmasters. Gevaarlijkste beroep in Nederland. Broeiing onder Chineezen.”, De Indische Courant, January 28, 1936.]  [46:  “Ontvolking van China-town in Katendrecht”, Soerabaiasch-Handelsblad, February 12, 1936.  ] 

What can these articles tell us about the manner in which the Chinese’ social stratification was presented in the media? In short, the newspapers were fairly positive towards every single group of Chinese in the beginning. They were doing well financially and therefore there were no troubles with them. This is reflected by the positive accounts that were published . This changed in the 1930s when articles mentioning aspects of the Chinese’ social stratification were mostly negative. This change in tone could have been caused by a few things. Firstly, the police had noticed the problems of the Chinese sailors with their masters and started to stand up against this. This condemnation by the police might have led to the newspapers taking over this negative position and reporting this in articles. However, it could also have been the other way around. The newspapers might have started reporting on the issues of the Chinese and therefore the police felt obliged to intervene. Both the changed tone in the newspapers and the police attention could also simply be the consequence of the problems the Chinese experienced. At this moment, there is no evidence for any of these explanations. 
The ‘pinda-Chinees’ and the ‘Chineezenprobleem’
The presence of the ‘pinda-Chinees’ on the streets was not necessarily welcomed by the Dutch public, but it was generally understood that the Chinese must have been in a very poor situation to come to the selling peanut cookies. This resulted in a mainly respectful attitude towards the ‘pinda-Chineezen’. The criteria for the selection of articles and the number of articles that were accordingly found can be observed in table 3 in the appendix.
On 19 October 1932, an article was published in Het Vaderland that appealed to the Dutch people to be more polite and considerate to the Chinese. It was stated that since December 1930 the Chinese had faced misery and it was the duty of the Dutch people to help people in times like this. A few examples of support, in the form of food donations, were proposed earlier by Chinese student associations and the Rotterdam Lloyd but were never properly installed. Many ‘pinda-Chineezen’ were mocked on the streets for their work but the article emphasized that it was actually very difficult work that they were doing. Four of the sellers had become exhausted and were in hospital. This mockery on the streets was condemned in the article and it was reinforced by saying that in China such events would not happen because of the respect the Chinese had for the ‘stranger’.[footnoteRef:47] [47:  “Lekka, lekka, Pinda!”, Het Vaderland, October 19, 1932. ] 

In an article published on 12 November 1932 from a local newspaper from the south of the Netherlands the Provinciale Noordbrabantsche ‘s-Hertogenbossche Courant, it was explained where the ‘pinda-Chinees’ was coming from. The writer of the article visited the Rotterdam neighbourhood of Katendrecht and gave an account on what he experienced there. He clarified that the Chinese did not want to beg, but their economic situation was very distressing and the only option left was to sell peanut cookies. The living situation of the Chinese in the boarding houses was extremely poor as hundreds of them lived together in very small spaces and did not even own beds. The article was concluded by reminding the reader that he or she now knew the incentives of the ‘pinda-Chinees’ and therefore should not judge them on false grounds.[footnoteRef:48] Many other articles wrote similar accounts on the practices of the ‘pinda-Chinees’.[footnoteRef:49] [48:  “Pinda… pinda... lekka…”, Provinciale Noordbrabantsche en “s-Hertogenbossche Courant, November 12, 1932. ]  [49:  “Pinda! Pinda! Lekka! Een Chinees bedelt niet”, De Tijd, January 2, 1933. ] 

In 1936, the topic of the articles on the ‘pinda-Chinees’ changed as they now mostly reported on the significant decline in the number of Chinese inhabitants in Amsterdam and Rotterdam. Soerabaiasch-Handelsblad mentioned on 12 February 1936 that it seemed the sellers of peanut cookies had returned to their old jobs as sailors as they could hardly be found on the streets anymore.[footnoteRef:50] De Banier, a Reformed newspaper, reported on 12 September 1938 that Katendrecht had lost more than half of its Chinese inhabitants in the last few years.[footnoteRef:51] The reasons for this sudden change in the number of Chinese inhabitants will become clear after describing the contents of Van Heek’s report. [50:  “Ontvolking van China-town in Katendrecht”, Soerabaiasch-Handelsblad, February 12, 1936. ]  [51:  “Rotterdamsch Nieuws: Katendrecht is weer “Hollandsch”“, De Banier, September 12, 1938. ] 

In 1937 sociologist Frederik van Heek published his report on the so-called ‘Chineezenprobleem’ in the Netherlands. The report ‘De ontwikkeling van het Chineesche immigranten-probleem in Nederland’ was followed by Van Heek’s book Chineesche immigranten in Nederland published in 1936. In the prologue the motivation for writing this book was explained. Some Chinese students were concerned about the ‘pinda-Chineezen’ and came to Van Heek for help. By doing a sociographical research on the Dutch-Chinese and herewith gaining understanding on the causes for their poor situation a fitting solution for this could be found.[footnoteRef:52] This was also the goal of the article from 1937. Van Heek claimed that when his advice was followed a continuation of the ‘Chineezenprobleem’ would be prevented.[footnoteRef:53] Both the report and book offer a different view on the ‘pinda-Chinees’ than the newspaper articles since Van Heek aimed to advise politicians and policy advisors on how to approach the ‘Chineezenprobleem’. [52:  Frederik van Heek, Chineesche immigranten in Nederland, (Amsterdam: N.V J. Emmering”s uitgevers mij., 1936), 8. ]  [53:  Van Heek, De Ontwikkeling van het Chineesche-immigrantenprobleem in Nederland, 430. ] 

When Van Heek was writing his report, the Chinese community in Rotterdam had decreased to 500 men. However, there was a labour shortage in sailors. Van Heek explained that because of long unemployment and abominable living circumstances many Chinese sailors could not practice their former jobs properly anymore. Moreover, the average Chinese was malnourished and a frequent opium user. Their characters had deteriorated and they did not want to work as sailors anymore.[footnoteRef:54] Another group unable to return to their life as a sailor were the elderly Chinese. 43% of Chinese ‘sailors’ living in Rotterdam in 1936 were above the age of 40. The Rotterdam police had tried to send many of this aging group back to China. Van Heek emphasized that taking care of these old Chinese was a great financial burden on the municipality of Rotterdam.[footnoteRef:55] Besides non-qualified sailors, amongst the Chinese community of Rotterdam a large group of poor vendors could be found. Van Heek called them a ‘social burden’.[footnoteRef:56]  [54:  Ibidem, 424. ]  [55:  Ibidem, 425. ]  [56:  Ibidem, 428. ] 

However, this information made the ‘Chineezenprobleem’ less complicated than before. Not even 25% of the Chinese in the Netherlands were eligible for the profession of sailor and therefore sending a large part of them back to China would not harm the Dutch shipping business. In short, Van Heek had found that the Chinese in the Netherlands were redundant. He hoped the information laid out in the report would be an incentive for the Dutch government to start sending the Chinese back ‘home’ and the difficulties that the Chinese had brought, being a social and financial burden on the Dutch people, would be reduced significantly.[footnoteRef:57]   [57:  Ibidem, 429-430. ] 

The publications of Van Heek were mentioned in some newspaper articles. An article from De Telegraaf stated that Van Heek’s report must be very helpful for those who needed to decide on how to approach the issues of the Chinese.[footnoteRef:58] Het Volk expressed their gratitude for Van Heek in an article from 17 December 1936 as his informative publications on the Chinese would hopefully lead to a correct solution for the ‘Chineezenprobleem’.[footnoteRef:59] Justified by stating that they were too old or unsuited for labour, a large number of Chinese were sent back to China between 1935 and 1939. In January 1939, the Chinese community in Katendrecht had decreased to a number of 209. The sailor community that had existed would never return.[footnoteRef:60] [58:  “Een demografie der Chineezen in Nederland. Vraagstuk dat een oplossing vraagt.”, De Telegraaf, October 23, 1936. ]  [59:  “Chinezen-vraagstuk in ons land. Objectieve studie.”, Het Volk, December 17, 1936.  ]  [60:  Wubben, Lotgevallen van Chinese immigranten in Nederland, 174.  ] 

In sum, in the early 1930s the ‘pinda-Chinees’ was regarded with compassion by the Dutch. They understood the Chinese could not do anything about the situation they were caught up in. All of the articles were therefore fairly positive and even tried to appeal for (financial) support for the Chinese community. In contrast to this, although Van Heek’s studies of the late 1930s did show some understanding for the problems the Chinese were facing, his solution was very radical: the only way to help them was to send them back to China. This discrepancy in tone might be related to De Hart’s research. She claims that there was a discrepancy between media presentation on the Chinese and the concerns of the authorities about the Chinese.[footnoteRef:61] When we only look at the articles of the early 1930s, this statement seems to hold true. The newspaper articles were predominantly positive, while Van Heek’s studies had a clear negative outcome for the Chinese. However, some newspaper articles published in the late 1930s reporting on Van Heek’s report and although they did not very clearly express their agreement for the plans he proposed, they also did not condemn it. Despite this, overall I think De Hart was right in claiming that the media were more positive about the Chinese than the authorities. A reason for this might simply be that Van Heek was a sociologist that was instructed to give advice on the ‘Chineezenprobleem’ and therefore looked into the financial and social consequences while the newspaper articles mainly reported on what was experienced by the public.  [61:  De Hart, “Regulating Dutch-Chinese marriages”, 545. ] 

We can agree that Van Heek proposed a very radical solution to the ‘Chineezenprobleem’. However, Wubben has denied the existence of a ‘Chineezenprobleem’. Both the financial and social aspect of the problem were non-existent. The Dutch authorities never supported the Chinese financially, and the Chinese were rarely hospitalized. Social order could not even be disturbed because they lived together in their own neighbourhoods and were therefore segregated from the rest of Dutch society. More importantly, they were too weak physically. Why did a ‘Chineezenprobleem’ arise then? Wubben named the economic crisis of the 1930s and the accompanying rise of fascism and nationalism as the reason. Although there had been some latent racism and prejudices towards foreigners before the 1930s, it was only in the 1930s that these feelings really started to take shape and could be expressed in a national ‘Chineezenprobleem’.[footnoteRef:62] As Wubben formulated it: ‘The so-called ‘Chineezenprobleem’ was not a national but a nationalist problem of authoritarian/fascist infected authority figures.’[footnoteRef:63] [62:  Wubben, Lotgevallen van Chinese immigranten in Nederland, 176-177.  ]  [63:  Ibidem, 177. ] 

In this chapter, we have seen how the media represented the economic status of the Chinese immigrants. The problems among different Chinese social groups led to an overall negative presentation in the newspapers. The ‘pinda-Chinees’ was mostly pitied in the newspapers but that did not hold Van Heek back in proposing an extreme solution to deal with their problems. In the final chapter, we will see how the media presented the cultural status of the Chinese immigrant. 




Chapter 3: Cultural Status 
This research will be concluded by looking at how some cultural aspects were presented in newspaper articles. To be clear, the focus will be on the presentation of Chinese criminality, especially the use and trade of opium, and Chinese character. 
Criminality
Many police reports praised the Chinese for their respect towards the authorities and their overall calmness. In a police report from 1922, the Chinese citizen was named ‘the most calm and law-abiding of Katendrecht’.[footnoteRef:64] The only issue with this almost perfect reputation was the drug opium. Smoking opium was very common in Southern China and the Chinese immigrant brought it to the Netherlands. It only became a violation of the law in 1919 when the preparation, possession, and transport of the substance became illegal.[footnoteRef:65] [64:  Wubben, Lotgevallen van Chinese immigranten in Nederland, 103.   ]  [65:  Ibidem, 103-105.  ] 

Thus, the drug opium was viewed as troublesome by the Dutch government. How did Dutch media present Chinese criminality and drug use in the newspapers? In general, the media also presented a worried attitude towards opium. Since it was a foreign good that had arrived with the Chinese, not much was known about the substance and how to handle it. Only as the years passed a more negative attitude was adopted in newspaper articles.
The criteria used for the selection of articles and the outcome of this in numbers can be found in table 4 in the appendix. On 24 February 1922, Rotterdamsch Nieuwsblad, a regional newspaper, expressed its concerns about the opium trade of the Chinese in Katendrecht. Without the problem of opium, the Katendrecht police would not have any problems with the Chinese as they were very well-behaved. However, the Chinese were the biggest smugglers of opium and their modus operandi was very smooth. It was implied that the average Chinese in Katendrecht, when they were investigated for an opium-related matter, pretended to be very ignorant and not able to understand any Dutch, when actually this was not the case at all. Their opium trade made them ‘niet Oost-Indisch doof, maar Chineesch doof’[footnoteRef:66]. This is a Dutch expression for pretending not to hear something, when one actually does. But the article concluded that the Chinese might be a bit suspicious, but were very friendly nonetheless.[footnoteRef:67] [66:  “China-town te Katendrecht”, Rotterdamsch Nieuwsblad, February 24, 1922.  ]  [67:  Ibidem.] 

Algemeen Handelsblad, a liberal newspaper, presented a more detailed account on the struggle against the opium trade. Opium was often prepared for use in the kitchens of boarding houses. If the police raided a boarding house at the right time, they could seize the opium and arrest the manufacturer. However, often the Chinese were too fast and the evidence for preparing opium had been cleaned before the police could find it. Shipping companies experienced difficulties because of smuggling opium. Every ship that arrived in a Dutch harbour needed to undergo an elaborate check for hidden opium. This cost time and money.[footnoteRef:68] The Nieuwe Rotterdamsche Courant, a regional liberal newspaper, remarked on 14 February 1926 that the police had already installed some measures to improve the living situation of the Chinese in boarding houses. It was said that the police would soon also install measures to stand up against the smugglers of opium. The same would happen in the area of Amsterdam’s Binnenbantammerstraat.[footnoteRef:69] [68:  “Strijd tegen opiumsmokkel”, Algemeen Handelsblad, May 22, 1928.  ]  [69:  “Het Rotterdamsche Chineezenvraagstuk”, Nieuwe Rotterdamsche Courant, February 14, 1926.] 

Eleven years later, on 4 October 1937 De Sumatra Post described a court case in Rotterdam of a Chinese man who was convicted for a violation of the Opium law. However, what was special about this case was the outcome. Normally, these cases often ended in a large fine. But this time the judge made a different decision and sentenced the man to a month in prison. The judge had learned that lately opium was not only used by the Chinese community but it had blown over to the Dutch as well. The regular Dutch citizen, even women, had started taking this substance. This increasing interest had obviously promoted the opium trade. Therefore, higher punishments had to be given to the Chinese who prepared and sold opium. Dutch society needed to be protected from this ‘Oostersch kwaad’ or ‘Eastern evil’.[footnoteRef:70] [70:  “Tegen het opiumkwaad”, De Sumatra Post, October 4, 1937.  ] 

In short, many of the articles were negative about opium. The main problem seemed to lie with the opium trade, and not so much the use. Since opium trade and use became forbidden in 1919, the Dutch police was obliged to localize the opium users- and traders. This was very time consuming and a financial burden. Despite this, it was never mentioned that the Chinese using opium in itself was a problem. Overall, it also does not seem that the Chinese’ reputation of their character was affected by their association to opium as they were still found to be friendly. However, this changed in the late 1930s when it was reported that opium was also being used among Dutch citizens. This made for a more hostile attitude by the media towards the Chinese and more severe punishments by the police. In the last article from De Sumatra Post opium was even named ‘Eastern evil’. This remark can be seen as a form of ‘racialization’. The trade and use of opium was condemned and this negative view was connected to a population group, a race, namely the Eastern Chinese.  For the aspect of criminality, De Hart was right in claiming that racialization was used to exclude Chinese immigrants.[footnoteRef:71] De Hart furthermore explained that colonial discourse probably influenced regulations that were installed against the Chinese and in the Dutch East Indies ‘colonial law functioned to create the Chinese as a separate ‘race’, setting them apart legally and socially from both the European and native population’.[footnoteRef:72] The remark ‘Eastern evil’ was used for something in the Netherlands, but as De Sumatra Post was a colonial newspaper, it can be assumed that it was part of this discourse. As we have also seen in chapter two, Wubben explained that the late 1930s were a time of increasing racism towards foreigners and this was accompanied by the expulsion of hundreds of Chinese immigrants. Within this ‘Zeitgeist’, this remark is fitting.  [71:  De Hart, “Regulating Dutch-Chinese marriages”, 540. ]  [72:  Ibidem, 545. ] 

Chinese character
The first encounters with Chinese immigrants were for many Dutch people very novel experiences and there were great cultural differences. How were these first occasions of intercultural communication presented in the media? All of the articles that were used for this analysis on how the media presented Chinese character were drawn from the results of earlier search terms. When looking for relevant results for these search terms, I stumbled upon many other articles that provided very interesting information on the Chinese and the characteristics that were attached to them. As it was quite difficult to search for relevant results concerning the Chinese’ character with a different term, this turned out to be a good manner to still be able to research it. 
The first meetings led to articles trying to understand this new group of Chinese that had settled in the Netherlands. The Dutch were surprised about their cleanliness and public order. However, some problems were the closed attitude and secrecy. But in general most parts of the Chinese’ character were admired by the Dutch. 
De Courant, a liberal newspaper mainly focused on the area of Amsterdam, published some articles about the daily life of the Chinese in Amsterdam and Rotterdam. On 24 August 1922, it was stated that the area of Amsterdam’s Binnenbantammerstraat had been taken over by a Chinese community and that one could now find Chinese restaurants, casinos and boarding houses there. Many ‘injustices’ took place here, such as eating insects and dogs. This was brought to attention as the neighbourhood was remote from the rest of the city and apparently the rest of Amsterdam was not yet fully aware of the events in this part of their city.[footnoteRef:73] On 30 April 1931, an article was published about the Chinese and their sense of community. The writer of the article expressed the thought that there had to be no other people on the planet that were so caring for their own as the Chinese. Moreover, they were very well-behaved, disciplined and clean.[footnoteRef:74] [73:  “Amsterdams Chineezenbuurtje”, De Courant, August 14, 1922. ]  [74:  “Chinatown in Rotterdam. Chineesche gemeenschapszin”, De Courant, April 30, 1931.  ] 

De Tijd published a column where a reader could send in a self-written piece for the newspaper. On 8 September 1931 a Dutch inhabitant named P. Quirinus from Katendrecht expressed his appreciation for his neighbourhood. In a previous edition of De Tijd another reader had written that Katendrecht was one of the most dangerous neighbourhoods in all of Europe and Western people should be very careful when walking around at night here. Even the police were apparently scared of entering this area. However, Quirinus did not agree with this in the slightest. He explained that the Chinese were harmless and for the most part very well-behaved. Of course, they smuggled opium and that was wrong but that did not it make into a community full of criminals of the worst kind. Moreover, there were neighbourhoods in Amsterdam and Rotterdam where it was much more dangerous than in Katendrecht.[footnoteRef:75] An article from Provinciale Overijsselsche en Zwolsche Courant claimed something similar, namely that the Chinese would never harm a stranger and a Dutch woman could better walk alone in a Chinatown than in any other European neighbourhood.[footnoteRef:76] [75:  “Ingezonden Stukken”, De Tijd, September 8, 1931.  ]  [76:  “In Chineesch Rotterdam”, Provinciale Overijsselsche en Zwolsche Courant, November 12, 1932. ] 

De Bredasche Courant, a local newspaper for the south of the Netherlands, reported on 15 January 1935 about a murder committed by a Chinese sailor on his shipping master in Rotterdam. During the court case, the judges tried to find out the murderers mental wellbeing and his motivations for killing the shipping master. A certain Mr. Dols, a former missionary that had served in China, gave some general remarks about the character of the Chinese. According to him, the Chinese were not cruel people but they did have two sides to them. On the outside, they were soft, calm and kind, however on the inside the Chinese were in the possession of instincts that could take away this peace. The Chinese sailor had to be taken off guard with such an instinct when he shot the shipping master.[footnoteRef:77] This violent nature of the Chinese was also discussed in De Amsterdammer, a national newspaper despite of what the name suggests and predecessor of De Groene Amsterdammer,  on 15 February 1935. When a Chinese was in conflict with another Chinese, they simply fought or killed each other. The Chinese were moreover very loyal to their fellow Chinese when incidents like these took place and would never betray each other. This made them very hard to understand as secrecy surrounded them.[footnoteRef:78]  [77:  “Acht jaar tegen Chinees geëischt. De moord op shipping master te Rotterdam”, Westfriesch Dagblad, January 15, 1935. ]  [78:  “Amsterdammertjes”, De Amsterdammer, February 15, 1935.  ] 

In brief, many articles focused on characteristics of the Chinese but apparently not everyone agreed on what these characteristics were. Some articles emphasized the calmness and discipline of the Chinese, but others mentioned that this composure could be overruled by violent ‘instincts’. Of course the Chinese were always compared to the Dutch and therefore some aspects of their lives were seen as very peculiar. For example, eating insects or dogs was presented as an ‘injustice’. What is interesting is that despite many accounts in which the Chinese were presented as being violent, closed and secretive, many articles also tried to defend the Chinese from such labels and emphasized the good characteristics of the Chinese. Some even denied the accusations that the Chinese were dangerous and stressed the safety of the Chinatowns. 
Although violent incidents were actually very rare, the Chinese immigrant community faced stigmatization because of it. They were associated with violence, criminality and secrecy. This stigmatization was also mentioned by Lucassen as one of the reasons for the struggles many immigrants faced in Western Europe while integrating. Lucassen explained that many immigrants in Western Europe were seen as a threat because of the misunderstanding caused by cultural differences between the immigrant and the native inhabitant. In turn this often led to stigmatization and discrimination.[footnoteRef:79] In the case of the first generation of the Chinese immigrants in the Netherlands, this was the association with violence, criminality and secrecy. Nevertheless, it still seemed like many people were aware of this and tried to change this image in the newspapers by writing positively about them. Therefore, it seems De Hart was right in claiming Dutch public opinion was rather positive towards the Chinese immigrant, for the aspect of their character at least.  [79:  Lucassen, The Immigrant Threat, 73. ] 

In this chapter, we have seen how the media presented the cultural status of the Chinese immigrants. The problems that came with opium trade and use led to an overall negative presentation in the newspapers. When it came to the Chinese’ character, despite facing stigmatization because of generalisations many articles expressed their admiration for a lot of Chinese characteristics, like their discipline and kindness. 








Conclusion
In this thesis, the presentation of the Chinese immigrant in Dutch media between 1911 and 1940 was researched. This was done by looking at Dutch newspaper articles within this time period, specifically focussing on Amsterdam and Rotterdam. The aim was to understand if the presentation was positive or negative, and whether we could understand the reasons for this positive or negative attitude. According to De Hart, the Dutch authorities were concerned about the permanent stay of Chinese immigrants in the Netherlands, therefore tried to make long-term stay unattractive, and justified this by using colonial discourses and racializing the Chinese.[footnoteRef:80] She mentioned that this concern was not necessarily shared in Dutch public opinion and that this was quite positive towards the Chinese immigrant.[footnoteRef:81] The research in this thesis has shown whether she was right and the media did hold a different, positive opinion towards the Chinese immigrant or if she was wrong and the media followed the negative attitude of the government.  [80:  De Hart, “Regulating Dutch-Chinese marriages”“, 539. ]  [81:  Ibidem, 545. ] 

In the first chapter, an overall image was presented of the number of articles on Chinese that were published in Dutch newspapers between 1911 and 1940. Over time, more and more articles were published on Chinese. This increase can logically be explained through a deteriorating financial situation for the Chinese and a changing position of the average Chinese in society through which there was more contact between the Dutch and Chinese. In the second chapter, the economic status of the Chinese immigrant was researched, highlighting the Chinese’ social stratification and the phenomenon of the ‘pinda-Chinees’ and the ‘Chineezenprobleem’. Many articles concerning the Chinese’ social stratification were negative. This mostly came forward out of a condemnation of the violence and abuse that occurred among sailors and masters. On the contrary, most articles regarding the ‘pinda-Chinees’ were positive in the sense that they wanted to help the Chinese get out of their poor situation. Van Heek was definitely more negative than the newspaper articles, but this can be caused by the position he held as a policy advisor. In the last chapter, the cultural status of the Chinese immigrant was addressed. The Chinese were undoubtedly linked to opium trade and use and this resulted in negative representation in the newspapers. Concerning the Chinese’ character, the accounts were a good mix of positive and negative accounts. 
What applied for the Chinese’ character, can be claimed for the overall presentation of the Chinese immigrant in Dutch media as we have seen that both positive and negative accounts were expressed. Strikingly, many positive accounts in the newspapers came forward out of personal experiences. For example, they came from people who lived in the harbour neighbourhoods with the Chinese, or who had seen the hard work of the ‘pinda-Chinees’ with their own eyes. But it seems that once the Dutch authorities proclaimed that there was a ‘Chineezenprobleem’, newspaper articles that were not based on personal experiences followed the mentality of the government and expressed negative accounts. Many of these negative accounts were expressed in the late 1920s or 1930s, and according to De Hart this was a time where racialization and colonial discourse was used by the Dutch authorities to exclude the Chinese. Furthermore, we have also seen how Wubben explained that the 1930s were a time of increasing racism and nationalism.[footnoteRef:82] Therefore, it is plausible that the tone in the newspaper articles was negative because of the attitude of the Dutch authorities.  [82:  Wubben, Lotgevallen van Chinese immigranten in Nederland, 176-177.  ] 

As Lucassen explained, ever since the arrival of non-Western immigrants in the liberal democracies of Western Europe began worries and disagreements were shared by the native populations.[footnoteRef:83] In the case of the pre-war Chinese immigrant community, the Dutch government saw them as a threat and despite some positive accounts in the newspapers, there was also a good amount of negative accounts that stigmatized and discriminated the Chinese immigrant because of their different culture. Thus, we can also support Dr. Kartosen-Wong’s statement that the Chinese have always faced difficulties and hardships when they moved to the Netherlands. It would be interesting to research further how other immigrant groups in the Netherlands during this time period of 1911-1940 were presented in Dutch media, although they may have been small in numbers and not entirely comparable.  [83:  Lucassen, The Immigrant Threat, 1-2.] 
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Appendix: Tables 

Table 1: Counted number of articles published in time period per newspaper. 
Source: delpher.nl 

	Search term
	Number of articles found 

	‘’Chinees shippingmaster’’
	111

	‘’Chineezen shippingmaster’’
	96

	‘’Chinees boardinghousemaster’’
	25

	‘’Chineezen boardinghousemaster’’
	32


Table 2: Number of articles found for search terms ‘’Chinees shippingmaster, Chineezen shippingmasters, Chinees boardinghousemaster, Chineezen boardinghousemaster’’ between 01-01-1911 and 31-12-1939.
Source: delpher.nl
Of course, it is possible that the same article comes forward for one search term as for another search term, but that does not take away from its relevance. 
	Search term
	Number of articles found

	‘Pinda-Chinees’
	298

	‘Pinda-Chineezen’
	389


Table 3: Number of articles found for search terms ‘pinda-Chinees’ and ‘pinda-Chineezen’ between 01-01-1911 and 31-12-1939. 
Source: delpher.nl
Note: all of the articles that were found through this search were published in the 1930s. This makes sense as we know that the ‘pinda-Chinees’ came to being in the late 1920s and the beginning of the 1930s because of the economic crisis. Like with the results for the social stratification research, there can be overlap between the articles I found for both search terms.
	Search term
	Number of articles found 

	‘’Chinees opium Rotterdam’’
	1391

	‘’Chinees opium Amsterdam’’
	1412


Table 4:  Number of articles found for search terms ‘’Chinees opium Rotterdam’’ and ‘’Chinees opium Amsterdam’’ between 01-01-1911 and 31-12-1939.
Source: delpher.nl



Number of published articles on Chinese over the years 

De Tijd	1911-1920	1920-1930	1930-1940	184	227	322	De Standaard	1911-1920	1920-1930	1930-1940	314	190	306	Het Vaderland	1911-1920	1920-1930	1930-1940	223	322	434	Het Volk	1911-1920	1920-1930	1930-1940	37	242	415	
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