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HISTORY OF THE FROVINCD WELLESLEY
MISSION INSTITUTION

A, RIGHT GOOD MAN

The Province Wellesley 3ission was the brainchild of the Bishep
of Labuan and Sarawak, Walter Chambers, and David Brown Esg. of
Messrs. Brown & Co., second generaticn representative of that well-known L
family of Presbyterian Browns, the father of whom is buried beside
Franeis Light. We have the Bichop's letter dated 18 June 1878 in W‘?}}ich
he' outlines the project about which DBrown and he had already
talked. The \sthop suggests where the money is to come from: the
S.P.G. would help, as would the Colonial Government (thé Penang
Government) but the full support of tie Presbyterians would be essential.
The Bishop goes on to mention two gentlemen who would be useful on
the committee — perhaps they were known .for their charity since both
in the next thirtyqears contribated much labour and ‘money to the Mission
‘— Vermont (of "Batu Kawan) and Morrison (of Krean Estate).
Finally he says: we need £400 p.a. ard a house and “a good man who -
would devote his life to the two objects of gradually raising the entire
community and of ‘winning souls to the Lord.”” Brown in his reply
makes more precise the object of the Mission: we want, ke says, “the
gervices of a first rate practical man” who would * devote his attention
. not only to the ministrations of religion to the Eurcpean residents and
the natives in general but also fo the Education, under Christian principles,
of the children of the latter.” Brown says the Penang Presbyterians
are willing to vote annually £200 to support such work as well as giving
up to 81,000 to assist in building a Mission House: indeed they were go
. keen to assist such a warthy project that they would consider investing
their total-property (valued at $320,000) in mutual trust with the S.P.G.
to forward the Mission work, If{-is as well to remember from the start
the financial and other aid given by the Preshyterians fto the Mission,
without which it may well have becn a stillhorn idea. Later, through
difficulties which the minute book docs not e¢larify, they stopped their
eontribution in 1891. But in its initiation the Precsbyterians played as
vital a part as the Anglican Church or any Anglican organisation.
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A Mission Committee was formed on the 9th July, 1878. The
Rishop was its President and David B:v'm*' its secretary and treasurer.
The Hon. Walter Scott, J. M. Vermont, A. G. Morrison arnd the Chaplain
of Penang {(then the Rev. Mr. h-Smith) were members, There
was much work for it to o before the aﬂ"al of a permarent chaplain:
it must collect furdsz, find a suitable mission huuﬁe, select” buildings for
schools, employ schooimasters and Tamil catechists., ~ When that permansnt
chaplain did avrive, said the Bishop, he would be under the Bishop’s

spiritual care but would be responsible to the committee for the worls-

of the Mission. The meeting ended with the Biskop asking the committee
to keep him fully informed about what they did. It was his own project
ment he felt in a letter dated
h he . “a sudden and rather serious
ont him — an illness” which necessitated home
ment in 1881, In England the Bishop sees
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REV. COURTNE’Y’S LA.S'T YEARS -

Courtney went on a seven month leave in 1886 bnt before hq.
went (he went in- March, 1886 36 _and returned in October) he founded
his eighth school at. Byram:— “What iz more mgmﬁcant iz that his work
went ‘ahead in his absemce. He returned more hopeful and with
a strong .vjsion ¢f Bukit Tengah “eventually being able to take its
place with the three or four schools destined to monopolise the higher
education in the. Straits Settlements.” Certainly for the remainder of -
-his.chaplainey he .devoted a great deal of time to transforming this
vision mto reality. )

But 1887 put a temporary damper on his spirits, - The Govern-
ment had»raxsed the standard of their examination: Courtney ¢omments;
i how‘ever: advantageous it may be from an Educational point of view

those who under special difficulties are, ’carryﬂng on <chools and find
the.r estimates of what they can do ‘ipset by a varying standard of
examination.” Yet he ends his 1887 (and last) repm't on a W
10 Tamil’ boyg ‘have got jobs which have qualification  “in

Englxsh_ speaking and writing and
%" Uk -

* * * *

What of Courtney’s _private life? How far did he pay attention
to his clerical Qutxes" What was the Committee’s opinion of him? He _
is reticent about his private life and perhaps a little naive. He had
friends in England enthusiatic enough about . his Mission work to give
money towards forwarding it: Be also seémed to be able to raise money -
locally, so-he must have been fairly popular. In 1884 he.got mB.I‘I‘lPd
to whom we do not know. We only know of the marriage because he
has to explain why on a certain occasion there was a lapse in the e
regularity of Divine Services.

On his death we do not know what happered to his wife: if
she had died before him he would have surely mentioned it. What we
do know is that his 1886 leave was extended for a fortn ight because of

* pressing domestic affairs.”” There is another strange reference to his
home life ‘“since my return, in consequence of scvere domestic troubles
it was necessary for me to forego my duties on one Sunday” (that was
on December 5 1886). 'This statement is prominently placed in the
report and more succinctly put-into his Service register.

* x * T * * *

-

Although Courtney put most of his energies into his school, he
never neglected his spiritual offices: He was peripatetic . about his large
parish, looking after the Europeant himself and superintending the
work-of his Tamil catechists. One of his early preoccupations wasg-— -
where -are- we to build a church? The first idea was to have a central
ehurch for the whole province. This was soon abandoned since a centrql

\
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pomtxon wou]d be teo remote for sll, European and Tamﬂ alike. His
next.idea was to build one church in the South ( “ some half-way position
‘between Batu Kawan and the Penang Sugar Company Estates” ) and
one in the Noith “at the fost of Bukit Tengah Hill,” the latter to ha\e
priority. .Until ‘such a church “could be built services would hav

makeshift —in Prye hospital, Butterworth esurthouse; Bukit Tengah Police

_ ‘Station-and in pﬁatf‘ﬁouaead They were not well-attended: 9 was a

good averag‘e congregation and 20 was a host.

Courtney never  held a service unless there were more than 3
/present, lromcally "he mentions Butterworth more often than any other
place- for .its- poverty of congregations, ironically because there the first -
church was ultimately built: and in his book ‘“no congregation, no
gervice” or. % no congregation,’ very wet evening’’ are famiiar entries.
Nor ‘did. the Tamils hold better together: it was necessary to  follow
them #round the. province if you wanted to preach to them. In 1887
there were 120 Indian Chr1staans

For his ‘catechising Courtney depeﬁaed a great deal on the Tamll
Missionary, -Deacon R. Balavendrum. As early as 1881 _he hoped to
build two churches.” In 1887 a plan for the Bukit Tengah Ckurch was
drawn up estimated at £3,500. By the end of -18388 £4,681.86 had been
collected for it and many thousands of bricks liad been given and bought
to. build-it.Courtney did not live to see it begun but he did" spenﬁ -$532.61,
collected - for Church building, on ordinary DIission work. This was his
only revealed ﬂnanmal malpractice amd who was to blame him for it?
Certainly the comxmttee did not, for there is no comment in the minnte

book on the Secretary s revelation. Courtney did nct visit other parishes
as much-as his successor did: perhaps his erergetic and single-minded
perseverance undermined the health that could have been revived hy

.change. He preached in Penang in 1881 and paid a visit to Malacca

in the same year: in 1882 he visited Taiping and in 1887 he preachad
& Jubilee service at Kinta, They are the only excursions — save his
home leave in 1886 — that he records,

" ] - ® » * *

The Committee must have realised that Courtney more or less
measured up to the reports they had had of him for they took no action
ta call a meeting from his arrival in May, 1879 until he presented his
first report on 7 May, 1881. There is fo recorded comment on this
report “yét Vermont, Morrison, Brown and company must have been
impressed” by the energy with which the craplain had prosecuted his
work, the ideas he had for developing it and the amount he had done
for the total cost to the mission of $579.832, Tho fact that this report,
for 1880, was not presented until nearly half of 1881 had gone by can
partly be accounted for by the more leisurely pace at which business
was congucted in these days.
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The Committes ltsel? only 8at~1i5 times during Courtney’s term
and on eight of those occasions they came together to hear the Chaplain’s
reports..: The second report was noted as “able” and there was a * full
discussion” ‘on"it. The third was ¢ satisfactory.” Courtney ended his
fourth report: “ these attempts at advancing Christianity in the province
will, I trust, bear good fruit in time The fifth, for the year 1884,
was satisfactory, By this time the membership of the Committee had
changed. Theé Hon. Walter Scott never became an active member and
resigned before the real work began. The Rev., Mr. .French-Smith had
been replaced by Rev. Mr. Walker who in turn was replaced by the
Rev. Mr. Biggs, who lasted a long time in the Penang chaplaincy.
Bishop Chambers had retired owing to ill-health and was replaced as
president by the Bishop of Singapore, Hose. David Brown had gone
to Europe but continued to be represented by his relations Edmund and
1. C. Brown. Edmund Brown was to have a lengthy connection with
the Mission "(until 1893) as were Vermont and Morrison and the two
members elected in 1884, Sandilands and Comrie. Vermont was owner
or manager of Batu Kawan Estate and Morrison Manager of Caledonia.
Sandilands was presumably manager of the firm of Messrs. Sandilands
Buttery and Co., and Comrie was Secretary of the Presbyterian Mission, .

The work done by the Mission was influenced to a large extent
by the positions held by the wvarious committee members. The schools
were placed on commitiee member’s estates and committee members often
volunteered to get and support schoolmasters privately when Misgon
funds were low. Morrison promised in 1881 to build a Church from
‘“private funds’’: Such promises (there were others) newer vyielded
fruit. It was inevitable and admirable that, working on such_ a_narrow

budget as they were, every asset they had should be used in the most
effective manner possible,

The sixth report, for 1885, was received with enthustasm. The
Committee ordered a copy to be made and sent to H.E. the Governor. 1%
was at this meting that Courtney was granted 7 months’ paid leave
and he was promised that the income he had lost owing .fo. currency.
changes “ should be made good to him when the funds of the institution
will allow of it.” The Rev. Mr. Biggs and the Tamil Missionary Deacon
Balavendrum were to look after the services and the schools aided by
Vermont and Brown. Lest the Penang Government be averse from
ietting Biggs do work on the mainland they were to be firmly told of
the services rendered in Penang by the Rev. Courtney on past occasions.
Probably this was meant as much as a reminder to the Rev. Mr. Biggs
23 to the Penang Government since Brown notes later, in his report on
3888, that Biggs only held 6ne service on the mainland after Courtney’as
death. We shall hear more of the Rev. Mr. Biggs.
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____learn a good dcal gut of scheol hours: an ¢

Readmg between the lines of Courtney’s 7Tth report, one “gets

. tﬁe _strong -dmpression that he was not very pleased at the amount of

_work done whlle he was away. The exception is a word of appreciation
for the Tamil Missionary Deacon Balavendrum. But it is to be expected
that-he would be rather slight of praise for his helpers. —

B Courtney was_thanked for his “able services” when he read
hm 8th report on- 17 April, 18838, Indeed, the Committee were fortunate
,n»-in_possessmg a man who appears so forceful and hopeful and persevering
even if personally cold @nd hardheaded. I think that is the best inter-
pretation to be put on his character after reading the minute on—his
death: “ after a few words from the Bishop -testifying to the good work
earnestly performed Fv Mr. D. Couriney and to the zeal shown by him
in forwarding the ohwv of this imstitution, it was unanimously resolved
that this meeting desires to record’ in 'its minutes the great loss the
Mission had sustained by the death of the Rev. McDougal Courtney who
had been its chasiuine sunce 1ts commencement in 1879.7 That was
written in 13th February, 1889. Courtney had lasted almost ten years.
The death of Sandilauds was recordsd on the same minute,

Courtney tanght the higher classes at the Bukit Tengah school
during his last years and he often mentions disease -breaking out -afmong
the boys. A boy .died of smallbox in 1884. Perhaps it was of this
that Courtney died: perlaps of malaria that often ravaged Europea.ns
in these days: perhaps of hard work and worry.

He could not have been more than 35 at his death but at any
rate his was a fruitful life.

THE TWO SCFHOOLS.

The Bulit TF"?CL/L and the Butterworth schools eall for fuller
treatment than the r:liers; the former on account of its importance then,
the latter because it was the seed ocut of which was to come the oak
of 8St. Mark’s. This school® of course was.not known as St. Mark's
until it was re-founded-since the Church of St. Mark’s was only consecrated
on January 15th 1855,

. L] [ L] [ ] -

Asg already noted the Bukit Tengeh sechool was housed in =2
-building loaned to the &hiissien in 1881, . Its avernge daily attendance in
that year was 27 and the number of boarders — cared for by the Head-
master’s wife whom Courtney lind e-:nloyed frora I=d'a with her husband

— varied from™3 to 8. “ I charge $1.30 for children of well-to-do parents”
Courtney wrote “ 350 cents for those withowt a father, and nothing for
orphans: the children seem to like the schao! nnd prorvess well as they
vantnze of Daving boarders
iz that it forms a nucleug to attract the cther childven, ..of coursse
I find it difficult to get boarding fees pumid but 1 Ha\e not ag yet been
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- i A PROVINCE WmESLEY

The sort of country that Province Wellesley was then is-difficult
for us th vimualize, but a few hints are sufficient ‘o remind us that it
‘was- very different from what it is now. “Waterways and swamps,

: mfested by erocédiles; abounded. Roads were dusty traeks, bounded by
tall Iallsng in which tigers prowled. Houginz-avas primitive and dispersed.
 Even the rector lived in what we would now call a “basha,” without
pited water or electricity. No doubt the plantation houses were more
séiidly built and comfortable but they were also more expensive, Travel
w45 by horse-drawn gharry. We are told that the Rev. Henham in
‘order to keep his physical condition used to run behmd his gharry from

” Bnlnt Tengah \to take services at Butterworth. Ile mast have been & .

brtve man for the one thing that has not changed is the climate. Death
and illness — in these conditions — were commonplace. Walter Chambers,
“in the third entry in the Minute-book, has to retire:” Courtney died s very
young man: both Sandilands ‘and’ Corprie die while still ‘members of the -
‘Commiittee. The smallpex epidemic at Bukit Tengah has already been
mentioned; also the large bills for medicine and the frequent trips to
the hospital.® There is one other factor that-clearly differentiates then
from now: dress. Each race dressed in its national costume; the Chinese
_ had qgueues and the Indian his turban. There was indeed little of that
Europeanization of clothes that is nowadays everywhere apparent.

-

4 x Ld * * ® *

At the end of his 1893 report the Chaplain had written: “in
conclusion I would add that while I am able to give & hopeful report
of the work that iz being carried ¢n I am aware that there is almost
mdeﬁ room for extension of the Mission’s sphere” of usefulnesa®
We have Feen what he had accomplished in eight years: the Bulkit Tengah
school was flourighing. St. Mark’s Church had been built and more
and more Tamils and Europeans were coming under his spiritual influence.
The Mission finances had a surplus. The Honcurable J. M. Vermont
must have been satisfied with his decision to carry on the Mission’s work
in 1891; for if he had been for closure no doubt hiz word, as the oldest
committee member and a constant supporter of the Mission, would have
carried much weight. BT

We have now to see haw Henham extended his work in the period
. 1900 — 1911 for in"1911 his energetic successer the Rev. Jobn H, Smith
became the fourth Chaplain of the Province Wellesley Mission Institution.

= Evéh in 1906 Rev. Henham couldn’t officiate at a Tamil Service
‘owing to an outbreak of cholera,” and the influenza epidemic of
1938 wrenked havoe in the comrnunity.
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wery gtriet abouf them.? ' He ‘notes that a friend of Windsor days “ whs
Sympa’ch)sed with-missionary work™ has given $10 to the. school which
in all cost $500 in the Fears account.

Average attenaance in 1882 had gone up to 40 of whom 25 were
‘boarders. The school earned 3151 from the Government by its successes
in. examinations but, as Courtnev lamented, “ the expense of the schonl
has™ greatly inereas~d™  In all, it cost $772.95 but the actual cost to
~the Mission was reduced to the 1881 ﬁgure by the fees collected from
parents and guardians and by g1fts from individuals: Edmond Brown

‘gave-511.46, the Bishop of Singapore gave $8.38 and Courtney himself
donated $10.

The 1ncrea=e in numbers in this yedr meant that a new boarding.
house - -had to-be built and an assistant master hired 2t 35 per month.
Courtney seemed pleased with the Head -because he gave him a raise-
of $5 in April which made his pay $20 per. month. Presumably- this

. sglary covered the services of his wife for there is no separate entry

for her in the accounts.

- As already noted, 1883 was a bad year for-all the schools with
the exception of Bukit Tengah and Courtney proceeded to purge his

“gchools-of-the inefficient masters, Bukit Tengah progressed: the average

attendance had gone up to 51 and the school-earned $317.50 from the
Government.- The Headmaster again got 'a $5 raisse in April,

The 1884 report gives us an insight into the conditions the
boys lived under. Owing to overecrowding 10 bovs ocut of the 31 then e
in residence were attacked by smellpox in June. There are no deaths

. recorded .but that conditions did not much improve is shown by two

entries: ‘“burial of orne boarder Rawvapen” (1888) and -“expense of
catching runaway boarder” (1885). We car judge that the boys had:
a pretty monotonous diet by the recurring entry of “ rice and currystuff®
the only article of food ever specifically mentioned. Again only $31.22
was spent on the boy's clothes —an average of £1 each. To emphasise
the amount of ill-health the bovs sufered from it is recorded that $23.26°
"was spent on medicine in 1884 — almost as much per head as ‘that spent
on.rice for each boy per month. The price of rice “making a hole in

81 per month per boy” is a thing Courtney repeatedly laments.

Combined with the very poor living standards the boys had to
endure the constant-urging of Courtney ard their masters to work hard
and so -pass - the e‘r:amwatmﬁ:. and sn win the Government grants: It
was very much a *“payment by results” system and if, by attending
Bukit Tengah, the boys fitted- themselves for heiter positions they.
certainly earned them. '

till more boys attended in 1885 — 66 being the average
attendance: nevertheless the school cost the Mission only 880 and this
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 sum was 80 large omly becanse of “an vwnusually heavy medicine bill
($30.32) and the high price of rice,” Couriney records ‘' the accommodation
for boarders is a more dificult metter than ever and I fear a great deal

quarters T have to pack them intg.” 88 boys were boarding this year
and no new accommodation had been provided since 1882 when there
were only 25, - ( Note: the number went up to 47 in 1889, Brown slashed
it to 30.)

" Courtney was by now. living at Bukit Tengah and presumably
had begun to teach, or supervise the teaching of, the higher forms himself,
_Fiyve boys entered for the 5th standard examination in 1886 but none
passed: ‘““the Government Examiner has in the school diary commented
very favourably on the excellent w5TE Le considers the school is doing
but he adds that if it is desired to enter boys for examination above-the
fourth standard 2 certificated- Englich rthaster must be obtained.”
. Courtney returns to the subject at tke end of his report. He advocates
expansion of Bukit Tengah., In the first piace the Tamils are enthusiastie
about the school: in the second the Goverrment have formed a * favourable
estimate ' of it. Now is the time to- build, now is the time to employ
a teacher from England. The Committee found that they still had
a deficit on their hands and did not take the hint.

Despite the living conditions ard the hard work, 76 was the

average attendance in 1887, Theo accournis do not reveal any mnew
information except that Durasamy’s parents lave been summoned for
the non-payment of fees and that tlie boarders went to-town on Jubilee
Day. The only other visits that they mzde were to Hospital (gharrw
hire charges of $3.25). There is one rew charge: * messengers tp
¢ollect boarders.” This could be interpretcd as meaning that the boys
were still - not as enthusiast’c ahout their school as: their parents.
Courteny definitely taught in the schonl this year: “during 8 months
of 1887 I took the Inglish ¢ 2z of rtha fifth and half of thi fourth
standard completely off his (ie, the Iizzdmaster) hands, giving him
" also an extra, that is, a thi*d Assistant.” Although the examination
" results had shown a falling away (which Courtney attributed to "the
increasing standard of th= ¢ ion) he was proud to write: “1 mayv
add as evidence of the henefits e schosls are to the Tamils that 10
boys from Bukit Tengah =chozl ~durire the past year have obtained
situations in which some knowledge of Erglish speaking, writing and
accounts is necessary.”’

4

After Courtrey’s derth’and the 1351 bankruptey of the Mission
treasurers, the school at Tukit the only cre kept going.
The schools at Bati Krwnan, end Doiterwerth were in existence
again by 1903 but thors is zo X irrion reeord of them from the bankrupcty
ugtil that date, except a brief note on ‘ Superintendance’ in 1892, It is

Tongnh wras
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not proposed, however, at this stége to trace its History beyond. 1890.
Rather: it is necessary to turn to the early History of the scheol that -
was destined to fulfil the vision Courtney felt Bukit Tengah could‘
fulfil, but. did not,— the History, of the Butterworth School,

[} L] Ll = 3 . L -

The starting and equipping of the Butterwortli School hag already
been mentioried. . It had a short and not very glorious career — -lasting
from 1885 until Brown in July 1889 “ considered it advisable to close *-
it as there were so few scholars/and I was not satisfied with the master.”
Messrs. Brown’s bankrupecty which forced® the Miszion to close all its <
schools except Bukit Ten}g}h in 1890 therefore played mo part in its, -
closure. "It ran downhill on its own. account,

A few facts and figures will' fill out this sad picture. In its *~-
first year the” school did well, earning $127 in Government Grants,
Courtney had not expected this: he had made loans to the Headmaster -
which the latter promptly paid back. The furniture of the school”
however “had been bought by the Mission so Courtrey —in order to
convince the master tha: what was good for the goose was good for the-
gander — clapped a 10% interest charge on that.

"Ir 1886 the school suTered from a rival, This was not the first * - N
time this had happened. When Courtney closed the Simpang Ampat
schaol in 1882 he intended the closure to last only a month until he -
could get a better man whe would not quarrel with the—children’s parenta. -
To his dismay *“a high-caste Tamil coliected the children in the villaze
temple and set up school there, making at the same time agreements
with the parents to send their children to him fgr a-year’ — and Courtney -
was never able to re- cpen his schonl there, That he | learne@ from this
experience is proved L_\ the following: “ the schonlmaster has, however,
now entered into an agrcement with this man (i.e. the Butterworth rival).
“which I hope will bring about more satisfactory results this year.

Attendances kept steady during 1887 — 23 bovs were taught
regularly. The schooi earned %158 from the Government and obtained'
excellent examination results, But Courtney mentions the reason: “ many
of the boys having failed the vear before had becn working in the same
standards for 2 wears.” old master, Nathanicl, was paid off in
October and a new man — hired now on a salarv and so coming under
Courtrey’s full surervizicn —was paild $14 for two months work. Hiz
name was Michacl, : )

Rutterworth’s numbers sagged in 1888 — only 17 pupils were in
regular attendancc. There was however i n nf 20 in the money *
earned from the Governrent and examination resuits reached 849 and -
0% of the possible. Something must have gone suddenly and seriously '
wrong by July 1889 when Brown saw ft to c’o»c ~hf school, . The-—»-—
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children whao were anxlous to learn were transferred as boarders to
Bukit Tengah school and were presented for examination there. Fomr
children took advantage of this, The fumiture was removed to Bukit
Tengah Schoal and the master paid off. I also gave the proprietor
one manthk’s extra rent in liew of notice to quit,”

We do not hear again of the Butterworth School until December
2nd 1911 when ifs expenses were $17.75: in the same year the Mission
paid $1,733 to the three chaplains under its employment.

Interlude Februery 1889 — December 1892

The Rev. H."McDougall Courtney, “ our much-regretted chaplain
a8 Edmund Brown referred to him, was dead, but the work he had
- inaugurated for the mission had to go on. At the mesling called on
Februarv 13, 1889 the .Bishop cf Singapcre addressed those present
‘on the subject of the appointment of a new chaplain, He pointed out
that it was a difficult matter to get a suitable person and some time
would have to. elaspse even after firding the proper person before he
could arrive in the Settlement.” TUntil a new chaplain arrived the
Honorary Secretary, Edmund Brown, was put in charge of the Mission's
work and it was he who wrote the reports for the years 1838 and 1889,
It is as well to remember — in view of what happened soon aftel-\x{grds_

how much labour he expended during these years. (1) ’

It proved impossible to hold the twice-a-month services for the
_Europeans after Courtney’s death so the Governmient Grant of $50 a
‘month lapsed. The Tamil Mission work went ahead regularly, both in
the North and South of the Province, under the supervision of "Mr
Balavendrum. (2) The schools progressed, $1,435.50 TLeing earned in 1888
as against $1,338 in 1887, but Brown had seen fit to cut down the
number of boarders at Bukit Tegah from 47 to 80. As already noted
the boys must have been crammad tog~tlﬂer since no new building had -
been undertaken there since 1881: what building there was nceded repair.
The latter part of the 1888 report deals with the nexd to start building
the church at Bukit Tengah. 120,000 bricks given by the Penang Sugar
Estates Company “ were now lving on the snet selected by Mce. Courtney

d and myself as a suitable site for the Church” and $4,651.56 had been
promised as subscriptions. 8600 had been suvscribed by the friends of
the late Mr. Courtney. It looked as though the Mizsion was about to
be rewarded with its first permanent church. However, no action was

(1) In January 1890 a cordial vole of thanks was votcd to the Bon.
Secretary for his services—in- connection with the \wO” ing.of the

Mission, ———— o
(2) Deacon Balavendrum was the fathemr of the present Vicar's Warden )
of St. Mark's, Butterworth.
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V “taken to commenee building in 1889 or in’ 1890 ‘and by mid-1891 it was
“too" late. The blow had ' fallen which almogt ended the Mission’s life
kand we read (in the minutes of a meeting held on the 4th July, 1891)
that “the committee approved of the removal of the brieks belonging
“to the Church Building" Fund hitherto stored at Bukit Tergah to Golden
Grove Estate for-safe custody.” It was not until January 1895 that
‘a-Church”was completed, and that was St. Mark's at Butterworth,

, - Of his 1889 report Brown writes that ‘it cannot be considered

“as satisfattory as those of the past which must be largely accounted

for by the fact of the limited amount of funds at my disposal and the-

want of .a Chaplain.” No grant had been -,rtncommg from' Govern-
ment or from the SPG nor had the Presbyterian mission been “in-a -
position. to make us their Uaual'or any allowance.” _Considerable myatery :

surrounds the latter statement. It appears that the Penang Presbyterians *

were still willing to support the Mission but some legal tussla with the

Govérnment was preventing them. For our purpeses it is enough to.

note-that by August, 1891 their contribation to the Mission stopped for

good.” The other grants — from Government and the SPG were, of course,
dependent on the presence of a chaplain in the province.

de - But the Committee was clearh worried about the future finances
of the Mission. One instance of this: “immediately after the examination
-owing to want of funds I had to send away all the paying boarders
(from Bukit Tengah) but since then scome have been re-admitted on.
condition of their paying £1.30 per month each in advance instead of
only $1 in arrear which was someiimes never paid.” -Brown wrote to
the Governor of Singapore, Sir Cecil Clementi Smith, on the 26 Jume
pointing out to him the goed work ion had done and intended
to do: this was by way of ensuring the continuance of the Presbyterian

_ grant as well as reminding the Government of their future obligation”
as soon as the Chaplain arrived. “ His Excellency,” so the Resident’
Councillor, of Penang, Mr. Skinner, ~rote in reply, “had not failed to

- recognise the ysefulness of the work the Mission had done but 2 scheme
had to be worked out in “accordance with Ordinance VI of 1889 and

* submitted by the hody referred to in the Ordinance-as the proper one”

» "This has a familiar ring. Meanwhile “the Honourable J. B3l. Vermont
kindly volunteered a donation of $1,000 for the incidental expenses
attending the getting out and engagoment of a clergvman: and it was
unanimously agreed to record a most cordial vote of thanks to him.”

A letter from David Brown Esquire dated 9 May, 1870 brought = -
the promise of another donaticn. (31 “ What we propose doing’’ the
letter read “is to give the property on which the house (thzt is heing

(3) David Brown was, of course, the co-founder of the Mission
in 1879.
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“used by the:'Mi’iijrsié-s) ‘stands and which contains sufficient land for the

erection of a Church, and a small plantation into the bargain, as a
" centenary glft ..... <woIthink this would be a very suitable memorial’
both of .the Centenary:and our good father and I would suggest that
a-amall ta.blet should be -put ‘up in a conspicuous’ part of the Church -
you are: bulldmg, or in the ground, to the effect-that the ground had
i -been given by the sons who were partners in the firm of Brown & Co. {4y
‘LUThe Committee; in; session on the 5th January, 1891 had vet anothel

-$1,080. (5)
work attracted. There was another pitce_of good news. The Rev.

r-abotit. - Mr. Daniel Logan of Penang had given the Mission

Obwously they were delighted with the “ munificence” their '
A

Horsfall-had been appointed chaplein to the Mission and had arrived

- avmonth-earlier. He:-was introduced to all the members. It seemed.

as though the Mission had recovered from the shock -of Courtne}, s death.

In March,;-1891-a sub-Committee was set up to go ahead with -

the bulld.mg of the Bukit Tengah Church on the-lires of a plan drawn

up by a Mr. Calcott. In June this-subscornmittee was asked if it had™
any report to submit: “in reply Mr. Brown explained that as would
appear fromn the minutes accompanying the plan of the Church the
latter had not heen in the hands of the sub-Committee at all and that
in consequence no meeting had been held.” ~¢ Considerable discussion
then took place.” Finally it was agreed that the Church building at
Bukit Tengah be persevered with, S ‘ -

& Co.
Mission’s money.

Then the blow fell. The Honorary Tleaeurers,: Messrs. Brown
went bankrupt, and with their su;rens on Went $1 400 of the

The: Committee that on the 5th June were at 1oggerheads over

the business of Bukit Tengah Church had, on the 23rd, 2 much more
serious matter on their plate. The bankruptcy weas.in every respect

a crisis:

and a crisis always is a.test of character, It was not just

the matter of the money lost but.that factor alone was sufficient to
depress men who had been struggling to make the mission work on
insufficient funds for over a decade. It was more an issue of confidence:
shall we go on or shall we throw up the whole work?

Edmund Brown, no doubt more out of embarrassment than lack

of courage, moved that the Mission be closed on the 30th June. The

proposal found no seconder. “ After considerable discussion . it was
resolved " to earry on the work of the Mission till the end of July

.

4)
5

Brown’s gift was vested in trust with SPG,

Logan's gift was intended by the Committes for the Church
building fund. A later minute explained that the money could
not be used in this way.
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\beatulg had its eifect on Biggs

_was onky at the instance” (* dictation

by which time the views of the Bishop could be abcertained. Tha
Cammittee had decided to wait on events and, as it turned out this
was a satisfactory course,

Before it mét again —on the 4th July—a considerable cor-
respondence had taken place on the-matter of ihe bankruprey. It appears
that the Rev. Mr. Horsfdll had addressed a-letter to the Government
asking for “ certain . assistance.’”” There is no evidence to show that he
was asking for personal assistance since there was siill enough money
to pay his passage back to England, although, 45 a committee member

‘had pointed out as far back as 5th January, no explicit agreement had

been made with him on-this point. For whatever object the ~ assistance”

~was asked (and—#—1¢ worth nroiing that Brown refused t» believe that
.+Horsfall had written any such letter) here was -an opportunity for the

Residént Councxllor, Mr. Skinpsr to write a nasty note LO the Chaplain
of Pénang, the Rev. Mr. Biggs., “ Who was responsible,” asks Skinner
querulously, “ for the investrment of the ’&Ii:s:on funds in Brown & Co.?
For the deposit or the investment of the P.W. Ckurch Building Funds
in Brown & Co.? Is not the Honorary Secretary responsible, unless
it was so ordered ? Had the subscribers any voice in it?” Such brow-

who in turn wrote a hectoring note to
the: Hon. Sectétary-which spoke of

sunmitting the matter to legal opinion.
The Government, and po re'3 hlnself,' thougnt that Howrsfall and
Brown both. knew of the impending collapse of the company but had

done nothing to withdraw Mission funds since ‘“they considered 3t
= R by
illegal” “By whom were you informed that it was illegal?” asks.

Biggs. “This last question i3 made IEDCOSST"} by the undoubied fact
that Messrs. Brown & Co. made payments ec va“- llable to be called

.
illegal within a few days of s.sperd'r

Probably Horsfall and Brown did
but as men of some integrity they would
inside information. Edmund Brown replied t
matter could best be discussed in Committee hie subject .13 such
a personal one that I scarcely consider any answer roming from me can
he looked upon as unprejudiced by the Resident Councillor)”

Uq

payment.”
ik

‘hantage of their
zaying that the

At the meeting —on 4th July, 1891 —tais correspondence was

read. Biggs expressed apolomea for having written his letter “ but it
” - through) of the Resident:

Councillor that he did so (6.) The f“o"mnw@ expressed itself - thus:

(6) The Commitiee could not hawve thought badly of Biggs because
they made him their secretary wher Edmund Brown resigned.

{(Decermber 1891)

Skinner as Resident Councilloy, could of course put a great-

deal of pressure on his colonipl chaplain,
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“ the committee, however, ¢ould not see that tne Resident Councilior ‘had
any_voice in the matter as.the Goverrnment grants lad- all ‘been earned
before they, were paid and as none of the monev given by Government

had been used except for the express purpose for which it was granted.” .

) . Horsfall had opened this meeting by proposing that the MisSion-

- be Wog_rﬂld, up. immediately. He was obviously anxious for this ,urrr‘s'"eem]y
Hess;, into which he had been dragged less than six months after
_his arrival, to be wound up. The rest of the Committee were moré
persistent. They exonerated Brown from anyv blame connected with the -
failare and again expressed “their appreciation of his services, Vermont .
‘then came up with the proposal to write to the Government asking them -
to-double their:grant. . This was.a comeback with 2 vengeance. Vermont \
himself wrote the letter on the 14 Julv. He ke plainly.  Wart. of
funds would impe! the Mission to cloze unless the Government aided it
“It-is-radically (sic) known the good it haz hitherto done in' the way *
of Education. If the necessity existed when the Grant was first given
..many Vedrs ago, it has now increased with the advent of a larger
_European and Native Christian population.” )

malicipus letter from the
“Resident Councillor. Was the “lack of furnds ' to be connected with the -
" failure of ‘Brown*& Co.? If so “it s necessary to say so in a o
letter to Government and to explain how the funds came to he with
Brown & Co”” He-ended by casting a deliberate aspersion-on Brown's
‘honesty. :

All he got for his pains was anc

o

This was too much’ for Vermont. He wrote a majestic renly,
factual and full of digrity. It containcd this deferce of Messis. Brown:
“ Messrs, Brown & (o, from the conception of the Mission — now some
twenty five years—took a lively intevest in iis welfare, in fact they
were the orviginators, and as they were large landed propricors in
Province Wellesley they subscribed most liberally and assisted the Mission '
during that long period in evervy wayv | - power. [ think, therefoge,
#t 13 hard on taem that because a 1,400 has been lost hyv thelr
suspension that it should he called in tion how the funds came io
be in their hands. It had the samction of his Lordship the Bishop as
well as the Commitice of Management.” lle ended: “putting aside the
‘loss of the $1,400 we should sconer or later have had tc apreal to
Government for further assistancs to carvry.em this work whkich tl

is no denying has done much gocd. -

ot
%]
=
-

No reply is recorded.
* E 3 - * P *

On September 11th the Committee decided on a nublic appralls
Edmund Brown did not attend this riecting 2t schich both he ard .

Horsfall (who did) were chastized for writing lefters tg one_anct‘nm"
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on the suhiect of their official dutics
tHe Committee. At the na
the secretaryship.bit retained
coming to the car_ch!mon that fod Yo ?érr. anency nere” asked
permission 10 accept a post of hiri at Roweborne, near Perth in
Western Australia, He went in March, 1802

vigils sanction of
) Brown resigned
member. Horsfall

L B * * B3 * k

~with the exception of_Bukit Ten
bankruptey.(7) If it -was to cont

an occasional! service g'"“

_increasing deficit. That deficit
‘Government grany (for -spiri tua‘

grant or private

ceczetmurnificence ¥ could be expectzd. unless & ¢ 'ar;lam were installed.

" Yet it required courage to bek

N Typically the Commitize >

they would pay their $50 psr menth a cg&pla,:‘_ arrvived, By May
6th the*Government had refused. -

Typically again the Cen

and in the .meszntime carry on Bukit

On November 4th Chaplain Henham was announced.
L

The crisis was over,

< % ES - > 3 ) £ -

FIRST PART OF REV. H. C. HENHAMS CHAPLAINCY -
DECEMEER, 1892 — 1900

The Mission had nearly come to a p*’enﬂatu“e F-’“'d because of
shortage -of money: by 1804 [t was rich enough to have its Annual
Reports printed and a: a meet 1 500 g new
minutes book was voiled"” a nacts loft aof
the old. These two decisions ive recording of
i e of Henham’s
t the new
therefore

4 and ‘the probab
or t‘--"l‘ylission's WOrK

: end of the 2Minutes
T - 3 to Dosember,

in defonit of moare material
] 's chanlainey

book st
1011
comin

e reiionls {(n

March, 1892, No -

-—

ask the Government whether ~



FINANCE

. After the erisls of the barkruptey the ﬁrst preoccupatzon .of
the Committee was with finance. Henceforward credjt balances at the
“end: of the year are the factors that please it most. Henham became °
treasurer of the Mission on his arrival (he was present at the committee
'meetmg held on December 19, 1892): the Committee decided. that “ all
cheques signed- by -Mr. Henham be countersigned by one of the members
»t;he LCommittee” In August, 1893 Hemham asked that John — his
Heaémaster at Bukit Tengah-—be allowed an increase in pay but the -
,Commlttee decided:gagainst it (later on it was generous to beth John-
and his wife) since the chaplain “¢uld not produce accounts-to show
~how .far -the funds available: would meet such expenditure.” When -
Henham produced the BukKit Tengah accounts in- -1895—they-showed a
.$68.82 deﬁcﬂ: ‘which the chaplain explained away by saying the Government
\"had m:t»pald for the three boarders they had put into the school. “ The
j poin 4t that the withdrawal of the payment from govern- .
“fnent only accounted for $45.” The Charplain then explains that “‘a yedr’s
perpentage on the grant for results had been paid to the Headmaster
while the Account was credited with only balf the Grant.” The committee
"did not haggle further: it was good that the chaplain had such confidence
in his Headmaster, Another instance of the €haplain’s vagueness .is
recorded ih August, 1898, The Commitiee. were due to talk over the
project for the Butterworth Church but ‘“ the Rev. H. C. Henham explained
that he had not brought the plan with him: he had® an estimate for the
Church of $400 but was not certain if it included the fittings shown.j

The Committee exercised an eagle eye over money. Biggs had
“ gxercised his discretior im disallowing certain items in the accounts
presented by John” in 1892:; “the Aleeting approved. The Secretary ’
was quick to point out to the Government that it had not paid the fees -
of . its three Hindu bnarders at Bukit Tengah. The Committee ask for
a disused bungalow near the Bukit Tengsh school which was owned by
Government: Herham in his report for 1393 (the only report contained
' in the Minute book) says: “it would be serviceable’” and he helieves
_ _that the Government would let them use it or zt lezst have it demnlished
and its material {ransferred to the Mission compound. He was banking
on the generosity of the new Resident Councillor, Captain Anderson, who
had replaced Skinner. Government, however, offered to sell the property
to the Mission— an coffer which is refused with snorts of indignation
followed by a decision to build extensions cut of their vwn money. By
this time the Committee is feeling surer of its finances: while in 1842
it had been delighted that the Governmcent had veted their annual grant
on the promise that Henham was scon arriving, by 1833 it had decided
that it would not accept Government money for the Bukit Tengh schnol
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if such grants “mxght have to be made dependent on such conditiora
" ag would interfere Wlth the Missionary character of Bukit Tengah school.”

With Henhams arrival, of course, the SPG grant was renewed
as well as- Government’s. Granits were fort‘—'c"nung from the Sneider
Fund for church building. and subscriptions <were reopened. Annual
subscriptions from Wellesley pa.nshlorersﬂ’a’eed did much to lessen the

committed’s worry about money, “The amount collected .by such means

- was larger than before due to there being more Europeans settled on

. the:mainland and probably to some extent to the crisis of 1891. No-onc
~_whohad the slightest interest in the Mission could afford te let it get
- “‘into such difficulties again. The Committee also raised $1,565.89 from

- Tengah on which the Mission House stood. Evidences are forthcoming
that the Committee . had relaxed their financial stringency.(*) It is
prepared to buy land for a cemetery, to reattap the Chaplain’s bouse
{at 'the cost of $90) and to pack John off to India for three months’
holiday-on Tull pay. This was in 18956. John had controlled the Bukit
Tengah school for thirteen years and had been an active catechist for
the same period: he had earned 2 rest.

, Before leaving this dull subject of financée there is one incident
that has o be recorded. In Januaryv, 1505 the Committee decided that

it ought to have its accounts annually audited-end“wsked Edmund Brown —

to do the job.(1) In fact he must have refused this sﬁggestion, for R®Ray
Esquire is found to be doing it. i

% * & * % * *

2. THE REV. H. C. HENHAM ~

The character of the new Chaplain hes only beern touched upon.
the Rev. H. C. Henham, the only son of a family of six. (2) was a bachelor
and, as one who remembers him puts it, “a Godly man.” Three things
emerge about him from the records we have of his work. First and
foremost he jis interested in the Missionary side of the Institution’s
work and less in the Educational. During the years under review only
the school at Bukit Tengah was kept running and no effort seems to
have been made to expand the Day, Schools which the Mission was

{*) There was another currency depreciation in 1895 and the
i Committee added $15 p.a. to Henham’s stipend. )

(1) E. Brown had resigned his ordinary members place on the
=  Committee in November, 1833,

12) He had one of his sisters with *im for she is holding a scripture
, class in 1893. She presumably kept home for him.

"
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)he Butterworth Church and left over enough to buy the land at Bukit ™~



“ superintending " 28 Iate as November, 1892.(3) He changes the emphasis.
even at Bukit Tungah. In 1833 we read that “the rule that boarders
in that sehool should be ‘Christians or prepared to become Christians
had not hitherto been enforced.” This was said in reference to the
question — shall we accept Government Grants on any conditions?
Although “a difference of opinion” was expressed there is no doubt
- that Henham urged the Missionary demands upon the schooly work.
e was successful. He writes in his Report that a “ definite religious
teaching isdmparted to the pupils' and by 1898 the Bishop is reporting
“very favourably” -on-the teaching of the school as shown by the
answers of the pupils at their recent Religious examination.” Henham's
energy, then, went in the main into Religious development of which
the physical evidéence was the building of St. Mark's (referred to below)
and the spiritual evidence the increased numbers attendmg Church
aemces, both European and Tamil,

"The seeond quality which ig- cbvious in the chaplain is his 1owe
for the Indians, His generosity to John has been mentioned: he was
always urging the Commiittee to give him and his assistarts more pay
and - laboured hard to get his ‘wife a satisfactory fixed wage. The
committee had been satisfied to allow her the money her pgirls (there
~were 9 in 1893) emrned from .the Government by examination passes:
it.appears that-she did not malke a success of this “payment by results”
system and in 1853 was allowed a regular 35 per month. Henham very
early. on- igiworried becausc he cannot manage to get rournd to all the
Tamils in his huge parish: thev are scattered ahout cn estates and _do
not-have the blessings of religion. - He notes proudly that 15 have been
" baptised in one year and that another boy, now irn satisfactory employment
near Taiping, is determired to become a Christian in spite of parental
opposition. How much the Tamilsewant a church is proved by the
following: '‘ considering the pc‘.‘r‘rt‘/ of the latter I consider that their
contrxbutmn of 376.50 was an urmistokable sion of their desire for ¢
suitable building for Divire worship.” Icnham pushed the Committee
inso foundinT a cermct~r- ot Brkit Tenech Taornuse the Tamils cannot
afford the journey to Penang for Christian burial. No doubt his later
reports —if we could read them-—would contain fdrther references
to his care and love for his Tamil parishioners. Such was returned:
he is remembered as a man who loved Asians,

~ Thirdly — and this point has already been hinted at — Henham
“travelled more, bozh ahout hiz parizh and-swithin the peninsula. In 1893
he had given Turopean serviczs at five centres regularly throughout the

£3) There iz 0 reerd of 1@t seban's were kept Lon after the
bankruptey, but it seems probable that they were Prye and
Batu Kawan, possibly Nibong Tebal.
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year: at Butterworth, Prye Bukit Tambun, Caledonia and N’xbong Tebal:-
“the average attendance for the past year boing 15 or 18.” There are
—fewer references to noor congregations. It is a pro:d raoment in Henhams' -
life: when he can récord in his Service book: * szrvice in Butterworth -
courthouse. First service in the New Crurzh just com mypleted at Butter-
worth.” " That service took place on Faster D?} 23 March, 1894. 35 °
/" ‘atfendeéd a-Eurcpean Matins at 9 a.m. : 54 Tarzils attended a Communion .
service at 11- a.m. .

.

L It is to the history of this church that we m{xst now turn,
e A * C % ‘ * * * *
3. BUTTERWORTH CHURCH

On March 2, 1893 the Committee dzcided to abandon the idea
".of building ‘an expensive church ai Bukit Tenteh and instead erect three
temporary .churches; at Butterworth (which was to have priority) at -
either Batu Kawan or Bukit Tambun and cre in the South. So completely -
~ was .the former project dismissed that in 1893 the bricks for it — which -
had been donated by the Penang Sugar ILstates— were sold, Mr, J. -
Turner; then representing that Companr on the Commiittee, stated that ’
he would agree to their sale only on conditi on that a temporary church”’
be erected on .the Caledonia Estate -immediately. This does not appear °
to have been done and may account for the 509 cut in the Company’s
grang to the Mission in 1895 although the reason given-was “that e
Company have to provide for the worskip of emplovees who do not
belong to the Church of Engiand.”

' . The site chosen for the Butferworth Church was “at the back
of the rest house,”” on land given by the Government. This was in Bagan -
Luar Road on the land now occupied by the Police Station and continued
to be the site of the Church uniil 1020 The Chyrch was quite a small °
ope and cost $886.38 to build and i inal plan — considered -
by. the Committee in 1893 — was foar an even smaller Church costing irr
the region of $400, But a nloo appeal heightened the”

..—Committee’s ambitions and s and improvements were
decided upon: for exammnlc it was add 2 ft, to the length
of the nave so that five berches may ke put in® and tn add a vestry
and a porch. It was agrsed however o an DBast window would be
an unnecessarv davvev.  Inoall, there was acenmmodation for 70
worshippers: this invol ved over cr ovhngwn auspicious occasions such
as the memavial servi ] 1‘”'01 and to Edward VII .
in 1910, Thore ig ntevior of the old Church in
the present St. dMar try Iomu Ba‘a\e‘mrllt."r possesses a ’
photo of its e,\tuxoz which was included in an tictn on the 60th
anniversary of the arigirnal Church which apprared in the Sundav Gazette

~- on April 24, 1935, o
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