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Abstract

Chinatowns and the people who live and work within them have been subject to some

powerful stereotypes and generalisations that obscure the diversity of experience and

understanding of these areas. The objective of this thesis is to reveal the diversity of

Melbourne’s Chinatown in the 1900 to 1920 period through a detailed examination of the

lives and businesses of those who lived in the Swanston to Russell Street block of the

eastern end of Little Bourke Street. This approach builds on a trend in recent research

towards more detailed regional studies of Chinese communities across Australia. By

understanding the minutiae of life in this block in the broader context of Chinese and

Australian history it is possible to move beyond generalisations and create new

understandings of Melbourne’s Chinatown.

Sands and McDougall Street Directories were used to construct a spatial framework. The

database created was part of my commissioned work with the Museum of Chinese

Australian History. This spatial framework was overlain with a wide range of other primary

sources. The use of electronic databases and a spatial approach for collecting and analysing

material assisted overcome the particular difficulties of searching for Chinese names within

English language records. Detailed vignettes of the lives of individuals and organisations at

different times and locations emerged from this spatial overlay of information. These

vignettes are discussed geographically like a walking tour. As the narrative progresses

along Little Bourke Street the nature of the people and place emerges.
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Discussion of Terms and Anglicisation

The term ‘Chinese’ is problematic and subjective. Kay Anderson provides strong

arguments that race is a socially constructed notion with no genetic or physical basis.1 It

might therefore be argued that there is no such thing as a Chinese person. While this may

be so, race has been and is still used to describe and categorise individuals and their

behaviour. As the eastern end of Little Bourke Street in Melbourne has been constructed

and understood in racial terms, research into it also needs to consider these issues. As

people were often categorised in the 1900 to 1920 period on the basis of their physical

appearance broad definitions are required. This thesis describes individuals as either

‘Chinese’ or ‘non-Chinese’. However this is done with an understanding that there is

complexity and overlap implicit in both these categories.

In this thesis the term ‘Chinese’ is loosely used to describe any individuals of Chinese

origin, whether they were born in China or elsewhere. An individual is described as

Chinese if they were born in China, had a Chinese parent, were described as Chinese or if

they had a Chinese name. Collection of information about Chinese and Chinese Australians

on the basis of name is commonly used by researchers, but care must be taken. There are

some Chinese-sounding names that are also used in other countries. ‘Moon’ and ‘Lee’ for

example are also Cornish names. Non-Chinese women who married Chinese men may

adopt a Chinese name. Chinese who fully anglicise both their given and family names may

be missed during data collection. One of the advantages of working within this early period

is that it was commonplace in official records and newspapers for people who were not

Anglo-Saxon to be clearly identified as such. All individuals who did not fit into the

‘Chinese’ category are described in this thesis as ‘non-Chinese’. Labels such as ‘white’,

‘European’ or ‘Anglo-Saxon’ are too narrow for the purpose of this thesis. Further

information about the background of individuals will be discussed within the text where

possible. Unfortunately this information is often not known.

                                                  
1 K.J. Anderson, Vancouver’s Chinatown: Racial Discourse in Canada, 1875-1980, McGill-Queen’s University Press,
Montreal & Kingston, Canada, 1991, chapter 1.
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Throughout the text, anglicisations of Chinese names are used. While a glossary of Chinese

names, which lists the appropriate Chinese characters and possible spelling variations

(depending on anglicisation type and dialect type) for each Chinese word, would have been

an invaluable addition to this thesis, such a project is a complex linguistic task and beyond

thesis requirements. Throughout the thesis the spelling used in the source material is used

in the text but where possible the spelling used by the individual or firm is noted in square

brackets as the ‘correct’ spelling. This included the oral history transcripts used, which

were unfortunately still in draft form, which meant anglicisations used had not been

checked and were largely inaccurate. As a loose rule Chinese words are anglicised to reflect

the spelling used by the organisation or individual. This means ‘See Yup’ is used rather

than ‘Sze Yup’ which is more commonly used outside Melbourne, and ‘Num Pon Soon’ is

used as this is how it is spelt on the society’s building. Where the appropriate spelling is not

known the Sands and McDougall Street Directories are used as a standard. Spelling in the

Directories was found to be fairly accurate and certainly more accurate than in rate books

and newspapers.



The Chinese quarter of Melbourne lies principally in Little Bourke-street, between

Swanston-street and Russell-street, and in the numerous small lanes and alleys diverging

therefrom. This part is thickly populated by Mongolians, and the sights, although perhaps

interesting to a stranger, are not particularly attractive, nor the smells very savoury to the

“barbarian” nose.

A guidebook to Melbourne in the 1880s (R. Whitworth, Official Handbook and Guide to Victoria,
Exhibition edn, Bailliere, Melbourne, 1880)

Mr Carlton, however, did not need such a warning, for the neighbourhood through which

they were passing was so like that of the Seven Dials in London that he kept as closely to

the side of his guide as Dante to that of Virgil in the Infernal Regions.

Description in a detective novel written and set in late 1880s Melbourne
(F. Hume, The Mystery of a Hansom Cab, Sun Books, Melbourne, 1971 (first published Hansom Cab
Publishing Co. 1887), p.100.)

… the visitor who obtains leave to view the premises [Num Pon Soon Society building] will

find himself, after he passes the threshold, in an unknown world.

A guidebook to Melbourne in the 1910s
(The Melbourne Guidebook: with original maps of the city and surroundings, 5th edn, McCarron, Bird &
Co, Melbourne, 1911)

They [the women of the Presbyterian Women’s Mission Union] would visit the homes

somewhere up in the little lanes, you know. Most people would probably be a little doubtful

going in to. These ladies had no fear of going into these places. In actual fact, it was a very

safe locality to be in… if you knew it. But of course it had the reputation of not being very

salubrious.

Memory of Little Bourke Street resident, Ron Wong Loy, of the 1920s and 1930s
(Ron Wong Loy, recorded interview with Eve Young, Museum of Chinese Australian History Collection,
1988)
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1. INTRODUCTION

Exotic, unsavoury, dangerous and immoral: this is how the eastern end of Little Bourke

Street, Chinatown, has been viewed in the past. Tourists to Melbourne and journalists of the

1880s were both repelled and fascinated.1 However as Ron Wong Loy suggests the reality

of life in the area was more complex than its reputation. Nevertheless this very powerful

image of Chinatown and our fascination with it has filtered through to the present day.

Contemporary historians raise its spectre to captivate the reader, they then explore its

construction and attempt to look beyond it, but in doing so some of the resonance of the

image remains. Part of the difficulty lies in the fact that these generalisations do have some

root in fact. There was prostitution and crime, there was poverty, there was a concentration

of Chinese people living and working in the area, and they did gamble and smoke opium.

However there is a story beyond this and it is in the minutiae of the area’s history that the

extent to which it meets these generalisations can be tested. Until there is a deeper

understanding of the people of Chinatown and their lives it will be impossible to discard the

taint of these images. Through the use of extensive primary sources this thesis constructs

new and more complex understandings of Melbourne’s Chinatown.

In simple terms a ‘Chinatown’ is a place outside China occupied by people of Chinese

background. In the period 1900 to 1920 Melbourne’s Chinatown was roughly bounded by

Swanston, Spring, La Trobe and Bourke streets.2 However within this area there was a

diversity of individuals, both Chinese and non-Chinese, who lived different and complex

lives with their own understanding of the place where they lived or worked. This thesis

takes one block of Little Bourke Street and its lanes between Swanston and Russell streets

and explores who lived and worked there, what activities they were involved in and how

they perceived the area.

                                                  
1 G. Davison, ‘Introduction’ in G.Davison, D.Dunstan & C.McConville (eds), The Outcasts of Melbourne: Essays in
Social History, Allen & Unwin, Sydney, 1985, p.1.
2 A. Blake, ‘Melbourne’s Chinatown: the evolution of an inner ethnic quarter’, BA (Hons) thesis, Department of
Geography, University of Melbourne, 1975, pp.5-7.
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Although Chinese migrants tended to congregate in tightly knit settlements around the

world, it was Europeans who labelled these areas Chinatowns. The term has been applied

regardless of how the occupants of the area chose to define themselves.3  Interestingly the

Chinese in Little Bourke Street originally referred to it as ‘tong yun gai’ or ‘street of the

Chinese’ which is just as general.4 By creating an ‘other’, something that was perceived to

be different, it was possible for members of Chinatown to be marginalised and excluded

from the ‘whole’ of mainstream society. Anderson argues that even though ‘otherness’ can

be seen to be positive, as during the shift towards multiculturalism in the 1970s, it is still an

exclusionary concept.5  Creating an ‘other’ also helps the mainstream group define itself by

what it is not.

The notion of the ‘slum’ is also a creation of an ‘other’. As well as a Chinatown, the eastern

end of Little Bourke Street was also labelled as one of Melbourne’s ‘backstreet slums’.

Populist journalists like Stanley James (‘The Vagabond’) and John Freeman depicted the

area as a ‘separate moral universe’.6 It was used as a literary contrast to the ‘brightness and

health’ of ‘Marvellous Melbourne’ in the 1880s. While these journalists called for action to

be taken to improve the areas they exposed, they noted simultaneously that these areas were

the mark of all great cosmopolitan cities. ‘Back slums’ became a source of titillation to

many middle-class white Australians. By the 1880s Little Bourke Street’s Chinatown had

become part of every tourist’s visit to Melbourne.7 Melburnians found it consoling to

advertise these areas of Melbourne, as they provided a stark contrast to the ‘safety and

salubrity’ of the rest of the city. By highlighting specific areas of poverty, public attention

was diverted from other broader problems.

                                                  
3 K.J. Anderson, Vancouver’s Chinatown: Racial Discourse in Canada, 1875-1980, McGill-Queen’s University Press,
Montreal and Kingston, Canada, 1991. Anderson examines the evolution of Vancouver’s Chinatown as part of an
evolving European racial ideology from 1875 to 1980.
4 Personal communication with Hamilton Chan, 8 April 2000. This is the Cantonese pronunciation of the name. The
Mandarin is ‘tang ren jie’. Paul Macgregor translates this as ‘Street of the Cantonese’. Personal communication with Paul
Macgregor, 26 November 1999. This raises interesting issues of how the Chinese in Little Bourke Street perceived
themselves and how others perceived them.
5 Anderson, Vancouver’s Chinatown, p.27.
6 G. Davison, The Rise and Fall of Marvellous Melbourne, MUP (MUP), Melbourne, 1978, pp.236-239.
7 Davison, ‘Introduction’, pp.1-28.



4

The application of the autonomous term ‘slum’ to a place obscures and distorts the diversity

of ‘occupations, incomes, ethnic backgrounds, and household arrangements; and the

variations in age, size, and labour and housing markets’ into an all-embracing concept of an

outcast society.8 The pervasiveness of the ‘slum’ myth in the writings of contemporary

writers of the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries poses difficulties for historians

studying these areas. Alan Mayne notes that by sifting out the obvious opinions of

contemporary authors, historians run the risk of creating shallow, puppet-like people. He

warns that historians sometimes further obscure the lives of these people by trying to

‘project themselves into the shoes of slum-dwellers through an innate capacity for fellow

feeling’.9

With archaeologists Tim Murray and Susan Lawrence, Mayne is currently reinterpreting

the findings of an archaeological dig at the eastern end of Little Lonsdale Street,

Melbourne. Little Lonsdale Street was considered to be Melbourne’s ‘red light district’ and

like Little Bourke Street was also considered a slum. Large and detailed databases of both

historical and archaeological data have been created.10 Mayne and Lawrence believe that

through the integration of historical material about Little Lonsdale Street and

archaeological remains of the people who lived there it will be possible to ‘reveal the

complicated patterns and processes of local life in this once vibrant inner-city

community’.11

By using generic labels like ‘Chinatown’ and ‘slum’ to describe a place, the diversity and

complexity of the social structures from which it is constructed are lost. These labels are

also laden with strong associations. These associations can sometimes be racist and

resonate within the source materials drawn by the historian. Examination of the detail

behind these generalisations is one way to test and move beyond them. Detailed research on

the Chinese in Australia has been limited. While considerable work has been done on the

                                                  
8 A. Mayne, The Imagined Slum: Newspaper Representations of Three Cities, 1870-1914, Leicester University Press,
Leicester, UK, 1993, p.2.
9 ibid., p.3.
10 Personal communication with Alan Mayne, 6 May 1999.
11 A. Mayne & S. Lawrence, ‘An ethnography of place: imaging “Little Lon”’, Journal of Australian Studies, vol.57,
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history of people of Chinese ancestry in Australia much of it has been of a broad nature and

very little has been done on the Chinese in Melbourne.

In a sense, the historiography of the Chinese in Australia has gone backwards. Rather than

beginning with detailed localised studies which are eventually brought together into broad-

ranging national studies, research largely began with broad studies. This work has then

been progressively been filled out and challenged by more specific work. However, as has

been lamented by Henry Chan:

What is needed is the production and publication of detailed studies of the
histories of the various local Chinese communities in Australia, of their
institutions and organisations, their social and economic activities, their
connections with their home communities in China and their experience and
handling of relations with the host communities.12

The first works on the Chinese in Australia tended to take a national perspective. In the

1960s Yarwood and Palfreeman explored the origins of Australia’s white Australia policy.13

This work was later built on in the 1970s in the comparative studies of Price and Markus.14

At about the same time Choi, and to a lesser extent Huck, published on the demographics

and characteristics of Chinese migration in Australia.15 No one has yet attempted a national

history of the Chinese experience to Australia. Eric Rolls’ Sojourners and Citizens are bold

attempts, but his weaving of modern and personal narrative gives the work questionable

historical value.16

                                                                                                                                                          

1998, pp.93-107.
12 H.D. Min-hsi Chan, ‘Community, culture, and commerce: new approaches to the history of the Chinese in Australia’ in
J. Ryan (ed), Chinese in Australia and New Zealand: A Multidisciplinary Approach, New Age International, New Delhi,
India, 1995, p.107. See also H. Chan, ‘The Chinese communities in Australia: The way ahead in neglected field of
research’, Journal of Intercultural Studies, vol.10, no.1, pp.33-47. H.D. Chan, ‘A decade of achievement and future
directions in research on the history of the Chinese in Australia’ in P. Macgregor (ed), Histories of the Chinese in
Australasia and the South Pacific: Proceedings of an international public conference held at the Museum of Chinese
Australian History, 8-10 October 1993, Museum of Chinese Australian History, Melbourne, 1995, pp.419-423.
13 A.T. Yarwood, Asian Migration to Australia: the Background to Exclusion 1896-1923, MUP, Melbourne, 1964. A.C.
Palfreeman, The Administration of the White Australia Policy, MUP, Melbourne, 1967.
14 C. Price, The Great White Walls are Built: Restrictive Immigration to North America and Australasia 1836-1888,
Australian National University Press, Canberra, 1974. A. Markus, Fear and Hatred: Purifying Australia and California
1850-1901, Hale & Ironmonger, Sydney, 1979.
15 C.Y. Choi, Chinese Migration and Settlement in Australia, Sydney University Press, Sydney, 1975. A. Huck, The
Chinese in Australia, Longmans, Croydon, Victoria, 1968. A. Huck, ‘The assimilation of the Chinese in Australia’,
Thirtieth George Ernest Morrison Lecture in Ethnology 1969, Australian National University Press, Canberra, 1970.
16 E. Rolls, Sojourners: The Epic Story of China’s Centuries-Old Relationship with Australia, University of Queensland



6

Yong and Oddie were the first to try to obtain a more detailed understanding of the social

and cultural lives of the Chinese.17 Their works took smaller temporal and spatial areas than

covered previously. Although the title of Yong’s book purports to cover the whole of

Australia from 1901 to 1920, its source material is primarily drawn from New South Wales

and Victoria and in particular Sydney and Melbourne. In the early 1980s Kathryn Cronin’s

book Colonial Casualties in Early Victoria explored the Chinese experience in Victoria

since the gold rush.18 It aimed to cover this topic up to the early twentieth century, but in

reality focused largely on the gold fields experience, with little concern for the Chinese in

Melbourne in the early twentieth century.

From this period onwards there has been a wave of state-based studies which show the

diversity of experience of the Chinese in different states across Australia.19 Much of the

work of these people was brought together in October 1993 at an international public

conference, Histories of the Chinese in Australasia and the South Pacific. The conference

encompassed the work of people from varying disciplines to discuss the history of the

Chinese in Australia and the South Pacific, and prompted a number of later conferences.20

The proceedings of this conference gave a much broader perspective to the history of the

Chinese and combined archaeological as well as historical papers. Included in the

conference were a number of more detailed spatial studies.21 Morag Loh’s work is also part

                                                                                                                                                          

Press, 1992. E. Rolls, Citizens: Continuting the Epic Story of China’s Centuries-Old Relationship with Australia,
University of Queensland Press, 1996.
17 C.F. Yong, The New Gold Mountain: The Chinese in Australia 1901-1921, Raphael Arts Pty Ltd, Richmond, South
Australia, 1977. G. Oddie, ‘The lower class Chinese and the merchant elite in Victoria’, Historical Studies, vol.10, 1962,
pp.65-70.
18 K. Cronin, Colonial Casualties: Chinese in Early Victoria, MUP, Melbourne, 1982.
19 C. May, Topsawyers: The Chinese in Cairns 1870 to 1920, James Cook University, Queensland, 1984. C. May, ‘The
Chinese in Cairns and Atherton: Contrasting studies in race relations, 1876-1920’ in P. Macgregor (ed), Histories of the
Chinese in Australasia and the South Pacific, pp.47-58. J. Ryan, Ancestors: Chinese in Colonial Australia, Freemantle
Arts Centre Press, South Freemantle, W.A., 1995. J. Ryan, ‘It’s a crime! Chinese immigrants and the law in Western
Australia’ in P. Macgregor (ed), Histories of the Chinese in Australasia and the South Pacific, pp.341-353. A. Atkinson,
‘The responses of Chinese capital to social and economic restrictions and exclusion in Western Australia’ in P. Macgregor
(ed), Histories of the Chinese in Australasia and the South Pacific, pp.29-45. S. Walden, ‘The tin fields of North-East
Tasmania – A regional variation’ in P. Macgregor (ed), Histories of the Chinese in Australasia and the South Pacific,
pp.177-188.
20 J. Ryan (ed), Chinese in Australia and New Zealand: A Multidisciplinary Approach, New Age International, New
Delhi, India, 1995. ‘Workshop on the Chinese in Australian and New Zealand History’, University of New South Wales,
11-13 February 2000. ‘The Chinese Heritage of Australian Federation’, Museum of Chinese Australian History,
forthcoming 1-3 July 2000.
21 D. Giese, ‘”Where others failed, the Chinese succeeded”: collecting and re-evaluating the history of the Chinese in the
context of Top End Northern Territory history’ in P. Macgregor (ed), Histories of the Chinese in Australasia and the
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of this broadening research base. Rather than setting geographic bounds, she has focussed

on broad themes and individuals and draws on oral histories in her studies.22

Work on the Chinese in the major cities has only been undertaken more recently. There has

been a considerable amount done in both the archaeological and historical fields of the

Chinese experience in Sydney.23 Research on Melbourne’s Chinese began much earlier but

there has been little recent work. Alison Blake finished her geography honours thesis on the

evolution of Melbourne’s Chinatown into an ‘inner urban ethnic quarter’ in 1975, making

use of some of the work occurring contemporaneously by Cronin, Yong and Choi.24 Using

Sands and McDougall directories and rate books she described the economic and social

changes in the Little Bourke Street area from the gold rushes to the early 1970s. Her thesis

has become the basis for most publications on Little Bourke Street including a walking tour

and a heritage study of the area.25 There have also been references to Melbourne’s Chinese

in a number of local histories of suburbs that had a Chinese presence.26 The Chinese in

Little Bourke Street also feature in more general books about Melbourne.27

                                                                                                                                                          

South Pacific, pp.261-273. J. Wilton, ‘Revealing the Chinese past of northern New South Wales’ in P. Macgregor (ed),
Histories of the Chinese in Australasia and the South Pacific, pp.249-260. B. Cooper-Ainsworth, ‘The Chinese in
Ballarat’ in P. Macgregor (ed), Histories of the Chinese in Australasia and the South Pacific, pp.168-176. Y. Collins,
‘Chinese communal arrangements in Bendigo and health officer surveillance, 1870s-1905’ in P. Macgregor (ed), Histories
of the Chinese in Australasia and the South Pacific, pp.394-408.
22 M. Loh, ‘Celebrating survival – an overview, 1856-1986’ in M. Loh & C. Ramsay (eds), Survival and Celebration: An
Insight into the Lives of Chinese Immigrant Women, European Women Married to Chinese and their Female Children in
Australia from 1856 to 1986, Morag Loh and Christine Ramsay, Melbourne, 1986. M. Loh, Dinki-di: The Contributions
of Chinese Immigrants and Australian of Chinese Descent to Australia’s Defence Forces and War Efforts 1899-1988,
Office of Multicultural Affairs, Department of the Prime Minister and Cabinet, Australian Government Publishing
Service, Canberra, 1989. M. Loh, ‘A country practice: Thomas Chong, herbalist of Bairnsdale, his place his practice, his
peers’ in P. Macgregor (ed), Histories of the Chinese in Australasia and the South Pacific, pp.15-25.
23 J. Wood, ‘Chinese residency in the Haymarket and Surry Hills – 1880 to 1902’, BA (Hons) thesis, Department of
History, University of Sydney, 1994. Mayne, The Imagined Slum. S. Fitzgerald, Red Tape, Gold Scissors: The Story of
Sydney’s Chinese, State Library of New South Wales Press, Sydney, 1996. J. Lydon, Many Inventions: The Chinese in the
Rocks 1890-1930, Monash Publications in History, Melbourne, 1999.
24 Blake, ‘Melbourne’s Chinatown: the evolution of an inner ethnic quarter’.
25 A. Blake, ‘Historical section’ in G. Butler, Little Bourke Street Precinct Conservation Study, Ministry for Planning and
the Environment, vol.2, 1989. N. Lewis, ‘Historic and architectural survey of the central City of Melbourne Bourke Street,
East, Area 8’, survey commissioned by the Historic Buildings Preservation Council, December, 1976. A. Blake,
‘Chinatown’ in G. Davison (ed), Melbourne on Foot, MUP, Melbourne, 1980. S. Couchman, ‘The banana trade: its
importance to Melbourne’s Chinese and Little Bourke Street, 1880s-1930s’ in P. Macgregor (ed), Histories of the Chinese
in Australasia and the South Pacific, pp.75-87.
26 W. Bate, A History of Brighton, MUP, Melbourne, 2nd edn, 1983. R. Broome, Coburg: Between Two Creeks, Lothian
Publishing Company, Melbourne, 1987. V. Peel, D. Zion & J. Yule, A History of Hawthorn, MUP with City of Hawthorn,
Melbourne, 1993. S. Priestley, South Melbourne: A History, MUP, Melbourne, 1995. L. Strahan, Private and Public
Memory: A History of Malvern, Hargreen Publishing Co with City of Melbourne, Melbourne, 1989.
27 Davison, The Rise and Fall of Marvellous Melbourne. S. Priestley, The Victorians: Making their Mark, Fairfax, Syme
& Weldon Associates, McMahons Point, NSW, 1984. C. McConville, ‘Chinatown’ in G. Davison, D. Dunstan & C.
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This brief overview of the work on the Chinese in Australia shows a diverse historiography.

However while there has been some fairly detailed work done in Sydney and in other parts

of Australia, not much has been done on Melbourne’s Chinatown since Alison Blake’s

thesis in 1975. Her work provides a very useful broad analysis of the history of the Little

Bourke Street area, but very little on the people who populated the area. This thesis builds

on Blake’s and Yong’s work. It will focus on the minutiae of life in Little Bourke Street.

The activities of the people and businesses of the Swanston to Russell Street block of Little

Bourke Street in 1900 to 1920 are used as the basis for understanding the broader context of

Chinese history in Australia. This detail will provide the diversity that is missing in broader

studies and also provides the basis for future comparisons between the experiences of

Chinese in different States and countries and also in urban and country environments.

The Sands & McDougall Street Directories were used to construct a spatial framework of

information onto which other primary sources were overlain. The lives of individuals and

businesses emerged from this overlay. The use of scattered vignettes means that particular

individuals or incidents can be examined in much more detail. Like snapshots in a photo

album, the whole provides a broader sense of Little Bourke Street over the period. This

makes it possible to see beyond the generalisations inherent in the labels ‘Chinatown’ and

‘slum’ which have been and are still applied to the eastern end of Little Bourke Street.

The geographic framework used to develop this thesis was driven in part by the use of the

Sands & McDougall Street Directories as a primary source. The Directories were chosen as

they provide a strong base of geographical information covering the whole study area.

Secondly, it was felt that the publishers had strong motives for collecting accurate

information about occupants as the function of Directories was to locate businesses and

individuals. Directories were selected over the Melbourne City Council rate books as they

provided information about occupant and economic activity. Information about occupants

in rate books was found to be less complete than Directory information (see Appendix A).

                                                                                                                                                          

McConville (eds), The Outcasts of Melbourne, pp.58-68. W. Bate, Essential but Unplanned: The Story of Melbourne’s
Lanes, State Library of Victoria and City of Melbourne, Melbourne, 1994. A. Brown-May, Melbourne Street Life: The
Itinerary of Our Days, Australian Scholarly/Arcadia and Museum of Victoria, 1998.
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As rate books offer important information about owners and building types they were used

as part of the sampling process of other records.

The development of a database using the Sands & McDougall Street Directories was a part

of my commissioned work with the Museum of Chinese Australian History. This

commission was a requirement of the Master of Arts (Public History) of which this thesis is

a part. Paul Macgregor, the curator of the museum, was interested in developing several

searchable databases of the major sources dealing with the Chinese in Little Bourke Street.

My commission was to develop a database of Little Bourke Street and the lanes that come

off it from Swanston to Spring streets using Sands & McDougall Street Directory

information from 1900 to 1920.28 Other primary sources were explored for their suitability

for use in databases and to supplement Directory material (see Appendix B for discussion of

databases created and sources sampled). Maps of the area were used to assist spatial

understanding of the material (see Appendix C).29

Unfortunately due to time constraints it was not possible to identify or appropriately sample

all possible sources. Important sources not consulted were Lands, Customs, church, school,

war, hospital, charity and bank records. I also did not draw upon the two lengthy letter

collections of Reverend Cheok Hong Cheong (Rev. C.H. Cheong). These were the only

personal records found covering the Little Bourke Street Chinese in the early part of the

twentieth century. Chinese language records, such as Chinese newspapers or some business

records, could not be consulted as I cannot read Cantonese. This meant I was restricted to

English-language records. These records are obviously shaped by European attitudes that

could be racist, condescending or indifferent. They are also more likely to record the views

of the more articulate Chinese missionaries and merchants who frequently spoke on behalf

of the rest of their community. Often absent are the voices of women, workers and

individuals running small-scale businesses.

                                                  
28 This database created will be held at the Museum of Chinese Australian History and will eventually be placed on their
website for use by other researchers.
29 City of Melbourne, c1924, Mahlstedt & Son Insurance Planning Inc, Melbourne University Archives, City of
Melbourne, c1895, Melbourne Metropolitan Board of Works, map collection, Melbourne University, Dissected copy of
the City of Melbourne, c1907, J.L. Anderson and Sons (prices added by hand c.1910-1913), map collection, State Library
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However it is possible to find Chinese voices within European records and they do provide

an opportunity to explore the points of interaction between the two cultures. Little Bourke

Street voices emerged in letters written to the Town Clerk, statements given in inquest and

criminal trials, quotes in newspaper articles and statements in government investigations.

The faces in photographs on Certificate of Exemption from Dictation Tests (CEDTs) bring

to life the bald descriptions on the forms. One of the most important sources for gaining an

understanding of the minutiae of life in the street were the oral histories held in the

Museum of Chinese Australian History collection.

In an area of history which relies heavily on records created by non-Chinese, oral histories

allow Chinese, and particularly Chinese women, to tell their own stories.30 They provide

detail about the personal and material lives of individual Chinese often missed in broader

histories.31 Most importantly they help to humanise the participants in the history. Given

the tendency for Chinese people to be portrayed in historic records as two-dimensional, or

as something ‘other’, the use of oral histories to create individuals and not stereotypes is

particularly important.32 Never the less, like other sources, oral histories need to be treated

with care. It needs to be remembered that they do not ‘fix’ the past in the way sources

generated in the past did.33 They are created in conjunction with the interviewer and so are

shaped by the objectives of the interviewer and also by the historian who uses them.34 They

also rely on the vagaries of individual memory which is shaped by how the interviewee

interprets and chooses to represent the past at the time of the interview.35

                                                                                                                                                          

of Victoria.
30 P. Hamilton, ‘The knife edge: Debates about memory and history’ in K. Darian-Smith & P. Hamilton (eds), Memory
and History in Twentieth-Century Australia, Oxford University Press, Melbourne, 1994, p.12. J. Yung, Unbound Feet: A
Social History of Chinese Women in San Francisco, University of California Press, Los Angeles, California, 1995, p.11. J.
Yung, Unbound Voice: A Documentary History of Chinese Women in San Francisco, University of California Press,
Berkeley, 1999, p.511.
31 D. Giese, ‘”All the flavour of the time returns”: Using oral history to explore the Top End’s Chinese heritage’, State
Library of the Northern Territory Occasional Papers, no.45, State Library of the Northern Territory, Darwin, 1994,
pp.2-3.
32 Kathryn Cronin discusses the various racial stereotypes of Chinese used during the 19th century. Cronin, Colonial
Casualties, pp.74-78.
33 Hamilton, ‘The knife edge’, p.14.
34 Judy Yung frankly discusses her biases and their impact on the interview process and her selected use of interviews in
the construction of her historical argument. Yung, Unbound Voices, pp.513-520.
35 Paula Hamilton discusses in the detail the complex relationship between ‘personal’ and ‘popular’, ‘collective’, ‘public’,
‘private’ and ‘cultural’ memories and the influences on these memories. Hamilton, ‘The knife edge’, pp.9-32.
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A number of oral histories were used in this thesis. In 1988 Eve Young conducted

interviews with Ron Wong Loy, Russell Moy, and a woman who grew up in Little Bourke

Street who wished to remain anonymous. As part of a joint project between the National

Library of Australia Oral History Program, the Australia-China Council and the Museum of

Chinese Australian History a number of other interviews were conducted. Interviews with

Russell Moy, Jean Gooey, Hamilton Chan and Marjorie Law were used. Ron Wong Loy

(Celestial Avenue), Russell Moy (137 Little Bourke Street) and Jean Gooey (Celestial

Avenue) spent their childhood in Little Bourke Street in the period 1900 to 1920, as did

Marjorie Law’s mother, Alice Tong (Lacey Place). Hamilton Chan arrived as a student in

the late 1930s and while he did not live in the street has some detailed memories of its

operation. Hamilton Chan also read parts of this thesis to check the accuracy of

interpretation. His comments are noted as ‘personal communications’ where appropriate. It

is important to remember that these oral histories do not present a wide or representative

sample of individuals who lived in the area. Most of the interviews used were with

Australian-born Chinese who were children at the time of study, all involved in the

Presbyterian church, and most were part of the same social group.

Material gathered from oral histories and other sources was collected for the Swanston to

Spring Street strip of Little Bourke Street then summarised and entered into a separate

database to assist analysis. Only material relating to the Swanston to Russell Street block is

discussed in this thesis. This block was chosen as it is the oldest section of Chinatown, had

the highest concentration of Chinese occupation and had the strongest wealth of material.

The extra material covering other parts of the street has assisted understanding of the area

covered by this thesis.

The use of electronic databases and the geographic method of collecting and analysing

material also assisted with some of the particular difficulties of searching for Chinese

names within English language records. Chinese names are difficult to track for the

following reasons:

•  Mandarin, Cantonese and their dialects are tonal and so do not fully translate into

English.
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• The Chinese, unlike Europeans, write their family name first and then their given name.

This means that names filed alphabetically are often mistakenly filed under the given

rather than the family name.

• Many Chinese, particularly men, were given a number of names: a baby or milk name, a

pre-marriage name and then a married name. New names might also be taken when

opening a business for the first time or retiring. Some also adopted western names after

arrival in Australia.

• Many of the Chinese who immigrated to countries like Australia in the nineteenth and

twentieth centuries were often not literate in their own languages and rarely proficient in

written English. Forms were therefore often completed by officials and so the spelling of

names might vary.

• A lack of understanding of the Chinese language by officials and other Australians also

meant individuals were often mistakenly called by their business or company name

rather than their personal name. It was also common that the term ‘Ah’ was mistakenly

included in names such as ‘Ah Leong’. This term is not a name or part of a name. It

simply signals that the word following is a name.

• Many Chinese were also happy to let bureaucratic errors remain as they gave them some

anonymity from authorities in the future if needed.36

Each of the above factors means that alternative spellings and orderings have to be

searched. As records are not always indexed, this can be very time consuming. By

collecting historical material about a spatial area and overlaying information, the narrative

of individuals and businesses with name variations emerge at the same address.

In keeping with the methodology this thesis is also structured geographically. The narrative

progresses like a walking tour that begins at the Swanston Street end of Little Bourke Street

and moves up the northern side of the street to Russell Street. It then explores the southern

                                                  
36 Fitzgerald, Red Tape, Gold Scissors, p.69.
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side of the street from Swanston Street to Russell Street. Each of the lanes and alleys off

Little Bourke Street is investigated as they are reached. This spatial approach was chosen

for a number of reasons. Firstly it gives the reader an understanding of how the events and

individuals relate to each other spatially as well as temporally. Secondly, it clearly

demonstrates how overlapping other source material can enhance the Sands and McDougall

Street Directory information. Summary tables printed separately in Appendix D are

designed to be read in conjunction with the main text. The fold out map at the back of the

thesis should be used similarly (see Appendix C).

Rather than explore in detail each property over the full twenty-year period, detailed

vignettes or snapshots of people or events were selected from different properties at

different points in time. As the narrative leapfrogs along Little Bourke Street the nature of

the people and place emerges. The reader does however need to be aware that there are still

many gaps in this history. Rather than explore the more well-known lives of the major

figures in Melbourne’s Chinese history I have tried to focus on lesser-known Chinese lives.

Although I use research about the Chinese in other parts of Australia to enlighten some

aspects of life in Little Bourke Street, I try to do this judiciously. The nature of migration

and the experiences of the Chinese were quite different across Australia. This thesis is not

intended to be a definitive history of Melbourne’s Chinatown from 1900 to 1920. Instead it

aims to provide a stepping stone from which other researchers can launch their

explorations. Before the magnifying glass is placed on Melbourne’s Chinatown some

understanding of the history of the Chinese in Australia and of Little Bourke Street’s place

in Melbourne during the time period is needed.
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2. BACKGROUND:
The development of Little Bourke Street as an

ethnic quarter (1854-1920s)

Melbourne was neatly planned in the 1830s as a rectangular grid with alternating large and

smaller streets crossing at right angles (see figure 2.1). Despite such controlled beginnings

subdivisions of land during the 1850s and the need for access to these subdivisions led to

the development of numerous lanes and further networks running off them. Rather than

being service lanes, the smaller streets, like Little Bourke Street, became major streets in

their own right.1 While the street layout may have been uniform, the use of the land

between the streets was shaped by factors such as proximity to the river and wharf,

elevation and view, access to entry and exit points and transport nodes.2 Distinct economic

and social concentrations emerged.3 Wholesale primary produce markets were located in

the medium rent periphery. Mercantile houses and brokers’ offices of the wholesale import

market were located in the south-west corner near the wharves. The high rent areas of

Collins and Queen streets were dominated by the banking sector, the upper end of Collins

Street, near the Melbourne hospital, by doctors, and the legal profession concentrated in

William Street and Chancery Lane near the Supreme Court. With access across the river via

Princes Bridge and Flinders Street Station, Swanston Street became the main entrance and

axis of the city. The retail industry subsequently developed in Swanston Street, Bourke

Street and ‘The Block’ in Collins Street.

                                                  
1 A. Brown-May, Melbourne Street Life: The Itinerary of Our Days, Australian Scholarly/Arcadia and Museum of
Victoria, 1998, p.9.
2 ibid., p.23.
3 G. Davison, The Rise and Fall of Marvellous Melbourne, Melbourne University Press (MUP), Melbourne, 1978, pp.8-
10.
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Fig. 2.1 Map of Central Melbourne, 1914

Little Bourke Street’s location in the centre of Melbourne’s rectangular grid can clearly be seen.

Source: Map collection, Baillieu Library, University of Melbourne in A. Brown-May, Melbourne Street Life: The Itinerary of Our Days,
Australian Scholarly/Arcadia and Museum of Victoria, 1998, facing p.54.

However, as Andrew Brown-May has argued, residents also overlayed this functional

distribution of activity with a moral hierarchy of space. This resulted in a complex social

map of Melbourne.4 Melbourne was popularly seen to be a younger version of other ‘great’

cosmopolitan cities like London. Collins Street was compared with Regent or Bond Street,

Elizabeth Street with Oxford Street and Bourke Street with Cheapside. As previously

mentioned, even areas of poverty such as Little Bourke Street were proudly compared to

similar areas, like St Giles. The ‘Little’ streets with their workers and industry were

portrayed as dirty, dark, unsafe, criminal and a threat to the moral salubrity of the rest of

Melbourne. The north-east corner of Melbourne’s grid, excluding the Victorian Public

                                                  
4 Brown-May, Melbourne Street Life, p.25.
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Library and the Royal Women’s Hospital, known as ‘Chinatown’ or Melbourne’s ‘foreign

quarter’, was particularly notorious.

Exhibition Street, the eastern end of Little Lonsdale Street and parts of Little Bourke Street

were known for houses which kept prostitutes. This same area also had small

concentrations of Chinese and Jewish carpenters who made cheap lines of furniture.5 The

Chinese who lived here were part of a larger cosmopolitan mix of immigrants and working

class people.6 Further down Little Bourke Street between Swanston and Exhibition streets

was Chinatown proper. These blocks contained the headquarters of major county societies,

popular Chinese eateries and food stores, Christian churches and a wide amalgam of

Fig. 2.2 Chinese arriving in Little Bourke Street, 1866

Sources: ‘Arrival of Chinese immigrants in Little Bourke Street’, 1866, State Library of Victoria, La Trobe picture collection, Museum
of Chinese Australian History collection (P213/A19).

                                                  
5 Davison, Marvellous Melbourne, p.46.
6 A. Mayne & S. Lawrence, ‘An ethnography of place: imagining “Little Lon”’, Journal of Australian Studies, vol.57,
1998, p.93.
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Chinese businesses and homes. Although this section of Little Bourke Street was long

associated with the Chinese its function changed over time. To understand its role within

the Chinese community in Victoria in the period 1900 to 1920 it is necessary to understand

its evolution and the backgrounds of the people that lived and worked there since the gold

rush period.

Chinese names were first associated with the area in late 1854 or early 1855 when the

Chinese first began arriving in large numbers to dig for Victoria’s gold (see figure 2.2

above). Initially the area was a cheap and convenient staging point for new Chinese

immigrants as well as supplies en route to the goldfields.7 The individuals born in China

who migrated to Australia at this time were predominantly farmers from the province of

Guangdong, mostly from the See Yup district (see figure 2.3). Many were from the same

rural villages. They spoke Cantonese, although there are many regional variations and some

dialects were mutually unintelligible. Some also spoke Hakka, a language brought to

southern China by a scattered group of mountaineers several centuries ago. Clan or family

line affiliations as well as these regional and linguistic differences were very important to

the Chinese. They influenced the pattern of Chinese settlement overseas as individuals

tended to congregate and socialise in regional and linguistic groups.

Necessity as well as prospects for improving their future drove Chinese in Guangdong to

the unknown lands of the ‘foreign devils’ overseas.8 The life of most Chinese in the

province was hard despite the fertile ground. During the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries

several severe floods and droughts ravaged the area. The southern provinces were also the

focus of social and political unrest in the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. From the

1840s Britain began to force opium trade onto China which resulted in a war and the

signing of the Nanking Treaty in 1842. This treaty not only allowed the opium trade which

devastated the population, but also opened up a number of Chinese ports and ceded Hong

                                                  
7 A. Blake, ‘Melbourne’s chinatown: the evolution of an inner ethnic quarter’, BA (Hons) thesis, Department of
Geography, University of Melbourne, 1975, pp.26-27.
8 C.Y. Choi, Chinese Migration and Settlement in Australia, Sydney University Press, NSW, 1975, Chapter 1. C.P. Price,
The Great White Walls are Built: Restrictive Immigration to North America and Australasia 1836-1888, Australian
National University Press, Canberra, 1974, pp.9-14.
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Kong to the British.9 From this time onwards the crumbling Manchu (or Qing) dynasty

progressively yielded to foreign powers.10 The Chinese who had considered themselves

both materially and culturally superior to the rest of the world were now part of a greatly

weakened China.11

Fig. 2.3 Map of Kwantung province showing the regions in the See Yup district

The See Yup district, located in Kwantung province, is made up of four counties.

Source: Adapted from a map in M. Williams, ‘Brief sojourn in your native land: Sydney’s huaqiao and their links with
south China during the fist half of the twentieth century’, MLit thesis, University of New England, 1999, p.13,
Museum Chinese Australian History collection

Numerous movements developed to modernise China broadly falling into two camps: the

reformers who wanted to revive China within the existing political and cultural context, and

the more radical revolutionaries or Nationalists who wanted to overthrow the Qing dynasty

                                                  
9 S. Fitzgerald, Red Tape, Gold Scissors: The Story of Sydney’s Chinese, State Library of New South Wales Press,
Sydney, 1996, p.17.
10 C.F. Yong, The New Gold Mountain: The Chinese in Australia 1901-1921, Raphael Arts Pty Ltd, Richmond, South
Australia, 1977, p.113.
11 T.T. Tan, Your Chinese Roots: The Overseas Chinese Story, Times Books International, Singapore, 1986 (reprint 1998),
p.37.
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and build a new China based on western parliamentary democracy.12 The reformers gained

some influence in 1898 when the ‘100 Days Reform’ was implemented. This was quickly

quelled when the conservative Empress Dowager took control. After the Boxer Rebellion

was crushed the conservatives were forced to make some reforms. In 1905 they abolished

the classical civil service exams and established schools that taught ‘western’ forms of

education. They then established a constitutional monarchy. In the meantime, fuelled by

China’s defeat by Japan in 1894-1895 the revolutionary Nationalist supporters gathered

strength.13 Led by Dr Sun Yat-sen, who was educated in Hawaii, the Nationalist movement

received considerable finance from overseas Chinese supporters.14 The Kuomintang, or

Chinese Nationalist Party, eventually overthrew the Qing/Manchu dynasty in November

1911. The combination of poverty, environmental disaster and political and social unrest

made migration a necessity for some Chinese during this time, particularly those in the

regions around Canton and the Pearl River delta. Chinese politics was followed closely by

those who migrated and also influenced relations between Chinese living in Australia.

While these individuals usually migrated in search of money, it was not personal wealth

they were after but to strengthen the prestige and wealth of their family line.15 For these

Chinese, family was of utmost importance and was interwoven into the social, economic,

political and religious functions of society. The family was organised along patriarchal

principles. Individuals tended to be under the influence of the male head of the family, who

deferred to senior members of his lineage. Clans dealt with the social, educational and

financial matters within the village, which tended to be occupied by only a few family

names or clans. The strongest clan would dominate the others. Women’s role in society was

to serve their fathers, husbands and eventually bear and raise children. As female children

would eventually marry into a different clan they were not valued as much as male children

who kept the family name.

                                                  
12 ibid., p.40.
13 Yong, The New Gold Mountain, p.115.
14 Tan, Your Chinese Roots, p.41.
15 Choi, Chinese Migration and Settlement in Australia, p.14.
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In order to maintain clan strength men emigrated without their wives and families.16 Their

aim was to pay off any debts incurred in order to emigrate, earn a fortune and eventually

return to their family and clan in China. Often this took longer than hoped and so these men

made return visits home every few years to marry, produce a child or visit their families.

This form of migration has been called sojourning and was common well into the twentieth

century.17 The sojourning of the Chinese has often been used to emphasise their lack of

belonging and similarly to suggest Chinatowns have a symbiotic relationship with the rest

of the ‘host’ society.18 While in some respects this interpretation might be true, it is

dangerous to generalise and assume these motives apply to all Chinese migrants. Recent

research by Shen Yuangfang using the diaries of Chinese emigrants suggests that at least

some saw themselves as settlers and pioneers.19 It seems between the Chinese who were

sojourners and those who were settlers there was room for individuals to have more

complex identities that drew on both motivations.

Understanding this issue is further complicated by Australian and Victorian government

legislation affecting immigration from the 1860s to the 1950s. In various ways legislation

discouraged the migration of the families of Chinese currently living in Australia and so

forced a sojourning attitude upon the Chinese. After the passing of the 1901 Immigration

(Restriction) Act, if a Chinese man living in Australia wanted to bring out his family

members they would have to pass a dictation test set in a European language, meet student

requirements or be sponsored by a business with particular import/export earnings. This

section of the Act was very strictly carried out. Only the wives of well-established

merchants were admitted, usually for only very short periods.20 In the 1857 census there

were only three women compared with 25,421 men. By 1901 women still represented only

1.6 percent of the total Chinese population in Australia and this rose to only 6.7 percent by

                                                  
16 ibid., pp.9-14, 42, 45-46.
17 P.C.P., Siu, ‘The sojourner’, American Journal of Sociology, vol.58, 1952, pp.34-44.
18 R.H. Lee, ‘The decline of Chinatowns in the USA’, American Journal of Sociology, vol.54, no.5, 1949, p.423.
19 Shen Y., speaker at ‘Reconceptualising the Chinese of the Southlands: from community to diaspora’, Centre for the
Study of Chinese Southern Diaspora (CSCSD) Colloquium, 17 February 1999, ANU.
20 The Poon Gooey case (1911-13) is a famous example of this. Mrs Poon Gooey was the wife of a very respected Chinese
merchant in Horsham who was well connected with the Christian church. With much lobbying she managed to extend her
stay in Australia for two and a half years however after this time was forced to return to China. This was widely reported
in the newspapers and generated much sympathy amongst their readers. Yong, The New Gold Mountain, pp.26-27.
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1921. This lack of female emigrants had a profound effect on the lifestyles of the Chinese

in Little Bourke Street and Australia.21

Migration patterns to Australia were often very complex. Chain migration was common

and continued into the twentieth century. Elder relatives working in Australia would often

sponsor the cost of a son’s or nephew’s migration.22 This individual would repay the debt

by working in the established relative’s business. They would then save enough to sponsor

another relative. Australian-born Chinese children were sometimes educated and then

married in China or Hong Kong. Some of these had children born in China who would then

come to Australia. The identities and family histories of both Chinese and Australian-born

Chinese are particularly complicated by sojourning migration.23

Those who had arrived during the gold rushes, and were still in Australia, were old men by

the 1900-1920 period. Many tried to return to China in their old age.24 Others died in

Australia and arranged through family or clan associations to have their bodies returned to

the homeland for burial.25 However many inquest records into suicides or possible suicides

also tell the tragic stories of poor and lonely old Chinese men who were left stranded and

outcast in country Victoria.26 The period after the gold rushes has been seen as a period of

decline for the Chinese in Victoria.27 Certainly in overall numbers their population went

into a decline. Lesser numbers emigrated after the gold rushes were over. Restrictive

immigration policies in the 1860s, 1880s and then finally the 1901 Immigration

(Restriction) Act ensured this would remain so until after the 1950s. From a peak of

between 45,000 and 50,000 during the gold rushes, the numbers of ‘full-blood’ Chinese

                                                  
21 M. Loh, ‘Celebrating survival – an overview, 1856-1986’ in M.Loh & C.Ramsay (eds), Survival and Celebration: An
Insight into the Lives of Chinese Immigrant Women, European Women Married to Chinese and their Female Children in
Australia from 1856 to 1986, Morag Loh and Christine Ramsay (self published), Melbourne, 1986, p.1.
22 Janis Wilton discusses this process in the development of Chinese stores in northern New South Wales. J. Wilton,
‘Revealing the Chinese past of northern New South Wales’ in P.Macgregor (ed), Histories of the Chinese in Australasia
and the South Pacific: Proceedings of an international public conference held at the Museum of Chinese Australian
History, 8-10 October 1993, Museum of Chinese Australian History, Melbourne, 1995, pp.252-253.
23 Fitzgerald, Red Tape, Gold Scissors, pp.51-53.
24 Choi, Chinese Migration and Settlement in Australia, p.53. K. Cronin, Colonial Casualties: Chinese in Early Victoria,
MUP, Melbourne, 1982, p.124. D. Horsfall, March to Big Gold Mountain, Red Rooster Press, Ascot Vale, Vic, 1985,
p.76. Fitzgerald, Red Tape, Gold Scissors, p.23.
25 Fitzgerald, Red Tape, Gold Scissors , pp.53-54
26 In the process of identifying inquests related to Little Bourke Street other records related to Chinese individuals across
Victoria were examined.
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recorded in the census fell to 30,000 by 1901, and then continued to fall to 17,000 in 1921

and to only 9,000 by 1947.28

While the balance of Chinese movement was out of Australia, new Chinese migrants

continued to arrive after the gold rushes. Even though large numbers of Chinese were

leaving Australia, those who remained reinvented themselves and moved out of mining and

into new industries. After the gold rushes more and more people of all backgrounds moved

from rural areas to live in Melbourne and its suburbs. The Chinese who moved to

Melbourne often went to Little Bourke Street. Melbourne went from having 2.34% of

Victoria’s Chinese in 1861 to 9.15% in 1871 and then 38.30% in 1901.29 For many

Chinese, Little Bourke Street, rather than Melbourne, was their capital city. The number of

Chinese in the area increased to its highest extent in the 1900 to 1920 period.

From the 1870s, rather than catering to a mobile population on its way to the gold fields, a

broader range of organisations and businesses developed in the area catering to a more

sedentary population.30 Clan and district societies had already established headquarters in

the Street. Christian churches sprang up and Chinese political groups and newspapers were

formed. The Chinese established themselves as storekeepers, importers, furniture-makers

and in the wholesale fruit and vegetable industries and lived above or near their businesses.

Some Chinese worked in the suburbs as hawkers, market gardeners and ran laundries. As

will be seen these Chinese were not isolated from Little Bourke Street, which remained a

place to socialise, eat, gather for religious ceremonies or stay temporarily. Little Bourke

Street continued to provide support to Chinese arriving from and returning to China.

However with the public transport system in Melbourne well established and motor car

usage on the increase, workers who could afford it were now able to live further away from

their place of employment. Like the rest of the population, by the 1920s the Chinese were

beginning to move out of the central business district into the more spacious suburbs.

Progressively it became more common for Chinese storekeepers, merchants and managers

                                                                                                                                                          
27 Cronin, Colonial Casualties, pp.124-128.
28 Choi, Chinese Migration and Settlement in Australia, p.42.
29 ibid., p.28.
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to have their businesses in Little Bourke Street but live elsewhere with their families.31

Some later established Chinese restaurants or cafes.32

The Chinese associated with Little Bourke Street’s Chinatown were clearly a diverse group.

Some were Chinese-born, others born in Australia. Chinese cultural practices and beliefs

were blended with Australian ones according to individual needs. Melbourne’s Chinatown

is a reflection of this mix. The next two chapters will explore in more detail the lives of the

individuals, both Chinese and non-Chinese, who lived and worked in the eastern end of

Little Bourke Street. Through their lives it is possible to gain an understanding of the

patterns of daily life and their interaction with each other in the 1900 to 1920 period.

                                                                                                                                                          
30 Blake, ‘Melbourne’s chinatown’, pp.41-63. Yong, The New Gold Mountain, pp.35-57, 189-208.
31 ibid., pp.43-44, 72.
32 V. Peel, D. Zion, & J. Yule, A History of Hawthorn, MUP with City of Hawthorn, Melbourne, 1993, p.238.
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3. THE CHINESE SIDE OF THE STREET

Swanston to Russell Streets
(north side)

These map extracts are intended to orient the reader. Larger maps with
clearer detail can be found in Appendix D.

Source for map extracts throughout: City of Melbourne, c1924, Mahlstedt
& Son Insurance Planning Inc, Melbourne University Archives.

Swanston Street corner to 242 Little Bourke Street

Globe and Ballarat Star Hotels: gateway to Chinatown  —  Sun Wah Loong: haven for Wong Fan

—  Kong Chew Society: a spoke among many

To get into Little Bourke Street proper from Swanston Street in 1912 and 1913 it was

necessary to pass three large hotels. The Globe Hotel was located on the northern side of the

street and the Ballarat Star on the south. Both faced onto Swanston Street. The British Lion

Hotel sat just over Star Alley directly behind the Ballarat Star. In the 1880s the Globe Hotel

had fifty rooms, three suites of private apartments and also offered meals for two shillings. It

was ‘much frequented’ by theatrical people and travelling companies who were treated by

‘special arrangement’.1

                                                  
1 R. Whitworth, Official Handbook and Guide to Victoria, Exhibition edn, Balilliere, Melbourne, 1880, rare books, State
Library of Victoria collection.
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Corner positions, such as the Globe Hotel site, were important nodes in Melbourne’s grid

street pattern.2  High exposure made them the location for substantial buildings such as hotels

(see figure 3.1). They were also important navigation tools for visitors making their way

around Melbourne’s uniform grid. The Globe and Ballarat Star hotels also marked a transition

zone; Globe Alley (which was purely a service road for Swanston Street businesses) on the

northern side of Little Bourke Street was the threshold to Chinatown. Moving eastward most

of the addresses in Little Bourke Street were exclusively occupied by Chinese businesses from

Fig. 3.1 Entrance to Little Bourke Street from
Swanston Street, 1999

While the gateway of hotels into Chinatown no longer exists, the
buildings do. Note the commemorative chinoisie archway installed in
the 1980s.

Source: Author, 1999.

before 1900 to at least 1920. Melbourne Directories show there were no Chinese businesses in

Little Bourke Street west of Swanston Street and south along Swanston Street, but heading

north from Little Bourke Street along the eastern side of Swanston Street there were a few

Chinese-occupied businesses.

Past the Globe Hotel, over Globe Alley, the addresses on the north side of Little Bourke Street

housed a mix of traditional Chinese businesses. Directory information hides much of the

                                                  
2 A. Brown-May, Melbourne Street Life: The Itinerary of Our Days, Australian Scholarly/Arcadia and Museum of Victoria,
Melbourne, Victoria, 1998, p.24.
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activity that occurred within these buildings. Most businesses would also have been used for

accommodation, including housing for close family members who also worked there. In the

1930s the Chan family ran Sun Wah Loong grocers at 244 Little Bourke Street and also lived

upstairs.3 Any spare rooms or buildings out the back would also have been rented out to

extended clan members mostly as short-term accommodation.4 Little Bourke Street was a

staging point for Chinese returning to China, for fruit and vegetable vendors on their way to

the market and also for Chinese between employment. Wong Fan, a market gardener, used

244 Little Bourke Street as a place to stay for a few months at a time while he organised his

next movements.5 Between 1918 and 1921 he moved backwards and forwards between

Holbrook in NSW and various locations in Victoria.

In all records Wong Fan is described as a ‘gardener’ or ‘market gardener’, however it is

difficult to tell if he was simply a roving seasonal gardener, working where he was needed or

whether he actually managed a number of gardens and travelled between them supervising

their operations. Criminal trial records suggest Wong Fan owned the market garden. However

it was the general practice for clans to own Chinese market gardens, so when individual men

returned to China there were other members of the clan to tend their plot.6 It is also not clear if

Sun Wah Loong simply offered accommodation to Wong Fan or whether the firm also had

business links with him. Wong Fan may have been a clan member as according to Hamilton

Chan the firm was run by the Wong family.7 Over four years he stayed at 244 Little Bourke

Street four times and he was last recorded there in October 1921 (see figure 3.2).

                                                  
3 Hamilton Chan, recorded interview with Rosalie Hiah, Australia-China Oral History Project jointly conducted by Australia-
China Council, Museum of Chinese Australian History and National Library of Australia, Museum of Chinese Australian
History Collection, 1997.
4 Jean Gooey, recorded interview with Elizabeth Saunders, Australia-China Oral History Project jointly conducted by
Australia-China Council, Museum of Chinese Australian History and National Library of Australia, Museum of Chinese
Australian History Collection, 1994.
5 NAA (Vic) (National Archives of Australia, Victoria), WOB4 (Commonwealth Investigation Service, Victorian Office, MT
269/1/0 (Aliens’ Registration Forms), Box 4, Wong FAN.
6 Russell Moy, recorded jointly conducted by Australia-China Council, Museum of Chinese Australian History and National
Library of Australia, Museum of Chinese Australian History Collection with Paul Macgregor, Australia-China Oral History
Project, 1994.
7 Personal communication with Hamilton Chan, 20 March 2000.



27

Fig. 3.2 Wong Fan’s Alien Registration Form, 1918-
1921

Chinese were among the aliens required to register their location or
any movements they made with police.

Source: NAA(Vic), WOB4, MT269/1/0, Box 4, Wong FAN.

Stores such as Sun Wah Loong were often more complex entities than appearances first

suggested. Although the firm was described in the Directories as a grocer at 244 Little Bourke

Street (1916-1920+), in earlier Directories at 233 Little Bourke Street it is described as both a

grocer and cookshop. Hamilton Chan remembered they had a pig oven in the 1930s.8

Although Sun Wah Loong was described as a ‘storekeeper’ on Wong Fan’s bail application it

is mostly likely that the manager of the store was mistakenly referred to by the name of the

firm. Sun Wah Loong was probably a clan store.

Stores were established early in Little Bourke Street’s history to meet the demand for Chinese

goods on the gold fields.9 They were predominantly run on a county or clan basis and

                                                  
8 Hamilton Chan, recorded interview 1997.
9 A. Blake, ‘Melbourne’s chinatown: the evolution of an inner ethnic quarter’, BA (Hons) thesis, Department of Geography,
University of Melbourne, 1975, p.34.
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managed by a small group of elders.10 Customers frequented stores according to their county

or clan associations.11 In addition to providing necessities stores also served as a banks, post

offices, travel agents and gave financial aid.12 Banking services included saving facilities,

loans and remittance of money to China. Sometimes transmission was direct, sometimes via

Hong Kong banks.13  Stores also acted as financial guarantors in business transactions and bail

applications. As part of their post office function, stores would often write letters for Chinese

who were illiterate.

In addition to these important public functions, which were provided free or in exchange for a

small fee, stores also had a very important social function within the community. They were a

place to meet, read the local and Chinese newspapers and catch up on the latest gossip. Jean

Gooey remembers there was always a pot of Chinese tea available for customers.14 Some clan

stores and businesses even provided food for clan members or employees. Russell Moy

remembers that his father’s banana wholesaling firm, Hoong Cheong at 137 and 141 Little

Bourke Street, had a cook who would prepare food for anyone in the Leong clan.15 This is

probably why Sun Wah Loong was described as a cookshop, although they probably only

provided food for members of their clan and were not open to the general public.

Rather than a clan store which supported people of the same family name (Chan) it is possible

Sun Wah Loong was a store for the Kong Chew Society.16 The firm was located at different

times at 242 and 244 Little Bourke Street. Both these properties were owned by the society.

The Kong Chew Society was established during the gold rushes in 1854 to support people

from the Sunwei county in the See Yup district of southern China who may or may not have

                                                  
10 J. Wilton, ‘Revealing the Chinese past of northern New South Wales’ in P. Macgregor (ed), Histories of the Chinese in
Australasia and the South Pacific: Proceedings of an international public conference held at the Museum of Chinese
Australian History, 8-10 October 1993, Museum of Chinese Australian History, Melbourne, 1995, pp.252-253. J.W. Yen,
‘And so it was…’, unpublished family history, Museum of Chinese Australian Histoy collection, p.13.
11 C.F. Yong, The New Gold Mountain: The Chinese in Australia 1901-1921, Raphael Arts Pty Ltd, Richmond, SA, 1977,
p.46.
12 Yen, ‘And so it was…’, p.13.
13 S. Fitzgerald, Red Tape, Gold Scissors: The Story of Sydney’s Chinese, State Library of New South Wales Press, Sydney,
1996, p.46.
14 Jean Gooey, recorded interview 1994.
15 Russell Moy, recorded interview with Paul Macgregor, Australia-China Oral History Project jointly conducted by Australia-
China Council, Museum of Chinese Australian History and National Library of Australia, Museum of Chinese Australian
History Collection, 1994.
16 Personal communication with Hamilton Chan, 20 March 2000.
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had the same family name.17 It was the first county society established in Melbourne, followed

shortly afterwards by the See Yup Society. The society bought 242-244 Little Bourke Street in

1862, built premises on the site for their members in the same year and rented out the two

shops on the ground level.18 The upper level over both properties was used as a meeting hall,

for accommodation, and had an altar for ancestor worship for members.19 The original society

building was demolished and rebuilt in the 1970s (see figure 3.3). The Kong Chew Society

currently owns and occupies 4 Tattersalls Lane nearby.20

W. Shi Geen was probably an office bearer in the society. He wrote to the Melbourne City

Council on behalf of the Kong Chew Society in 1908 and was also listed in the Directories as

a tenant at 242 Little Bourke Street in 1901 and 1904-1908.21 Citizens Lists show him as both

living and working

Fig. 3.3 244 to 242 Little Bourke Street, 1999

The Kong Chew Society originally owned this site. The current
building was constructed in the 1970s.

Source: Author, 1999.

                                                  
17 Yong, The New Gold Mountain, p.6 & pp.189-195.
18 A. Blake, ‘Chinatown’ in G.Davison (ed), Melbourne on Foot, Melbourne University Press (MUP), Melbourne, 1980, p.56.
19 Blake, ‘Melbourne’s chinatown’, p.35. Personal communication with Hamilton Chan, 20 March 2000.
20 Personal communication with Hamilton Chan, 20 March 2000. White Pages Telephone Directory 1998-99, A-K, p.1493.
21 W. Shi Geen’s full name may have been Wong Shi Geen. Personal communication with Hamilton Chan, 20 March 2000.
PROV (Public Record Office, Victoria), VA 511 (Melbourne City Council), VPRS 3181 (Town Clerk’s Files – Series 1), Unit
484 (Lanes 1907-1909), W Shi Geen for Kong Chew society, ‘Stating that drain is blocked’.
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as a merchant at the same address.22 He may have been a merchant for Duck Guen Hon Kee,

concurrently located at 242 Little Bourke Street. Earlier Shi Geen had been president of the

larger See Yup Society that represented people from the See Yup district.23 He probably got

this position through his association with the Kong Chew Society.

County societies were essentially benevolent organisations established to represent the

interests of individuals from particular districts or counties.24 Often certain clans were

associated with particular counties. County societies provided financial support, assisted in

conciliation and arbitration of disputes and raised money for causes such as famine, flood and

drought relief in China. They were also centres of social activity. Table 3.1 sets out the

different societies established by Melbourne’s Chinese and the associated districts from which

they drew their membership. Most of Melbourne’s Chinese population came from the See Yup

district with smaller numbers from other areas; the spread of its societies reflects this.25

Table 3.1 Primary districts of origin of Chinese in Melbourne
1900-1920, and their respective associations

District Association Year of Foundation

See Yup See Yup 1854

Sunwei Kong Chew 1854

Toishan Ning Yang or Ling
Ying

1909

Hoiping Chong Shen 1909

Yanping - -

Sam Yup Num Poon Soon Late 1850s

Nam Hoi - -

Poon Yu - -

Soon Tak - -

Source: Based on C.Y. Choi, Chinese Migration and Settlement in Australia,
Sydney University Press, Sydney, 1975. C.F. Yong, The New Gold Mountain: The
Chinese in Australia 1901-1921, Raphael Arts Pty Ltd, Richmond, S.A., 1977,
pp.190-192.

                                                  
22 Citizens lists 1900-1901.
23 PROV, VA 511, VPRS 3181, Unit 85 (Ceremonial 1901, 1903), W Shi Goon and L Moy Ling, ‘Asking police protection at
Chinese Arch during procession’. PROV, VA 511, VPRS 3181, Unit 776 (Processions 1901-1905), ‘Application for
procession of Chinese residents by President See Yup Committee’
24 Yong, The New Gold Mountain, pp.191-194.
25 ibid., p.189.
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Individuals from the Sunwei, Toishan, Hoiping and Yanping counties were also automatically

members of the umbrella See Yup Society (see figure 2.2 for location of counties). It was

common for key administrative positions in the See Yup Society to be held on a rotational

basis by members of the various societies beneath it.26 The committees that ran the county

societies generally consisted of a chairman, vice-chairman and secretary; the Kong Chew

Society also had a treasurer. Elections were held twice yearly and no member could hold a

position for more than one term. Nearly all those put up or elected to office were successful

storekeepers or businessmen. During the period under study societies had large memberships

and adequate funds to operate.

                                                  
26 ibid., p.192.
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Tattersalls Lane

Tattersalls Lane: unpleasant walking and offensive smells

The Kong Chew Society buildings were located on the corner of Tattersalls Lane which

ran all the way through to Lonsdale Street (see figure 3.4). Around the corner on the

western side of the lane were four small Chinese occupied buildings. These were

residential, although they possibly included a small cabinet-making ‘shop’.27 Non-Chinese

businesses had a stronger presence in the lane. Robertson & Moffat’s stables were located

on the eastern side, and closer to Lonsdale Street on the western side were four warehouse-

like buildings. Firms such as the furniture factories Nunan Bros and Buckley & Nunn Ltd,

and the printers Renwick, Pride & Nuttall Ltd occupied these buildings. These firms were

non-residential and probably used these buildings only for storage (see figure 3.5).

                                                  
27 Citizens Lists 1900-1901.
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Fig. 3.4 Entrance to Tattersalls Lane from Little Bourke Street, 1999

The building on the left is 242-244 Little Bourke Street originally occupied by the Kong Chew Society.
The new society rooms can just be seen on the right side of Tattersalls Lane in this photograph.

Source: Author, 1999.

Fig. 3.5 Upper floors of 23 Tattersalls Lane, 1999

Only two of the previous four buildings remain on this site. This four-storey site was occupied at
various times by Nunan Bros, Buckley & Nun and Renwick, Pride & Nuttall printers.

Source: Author, 1999.
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So when the lane fell into disrepair, it was the Chinese occupants who lived in the area who

took action. In 1904 the Kong Chew Society complained to the Council that ‘owing to the

heavy traffic the roadway has been much cut up which makes it very unpleasant and

inconvenient for foot traffic especially in bad weather’.28 A few years later W. Shi Geen

wrote on behalf of the Kong Chew Society to complain about a blocked drain that was

causing a smell in the lane ‘so offensive that I fear serious illness will follow unless the

Fig. 3.6 Petition organised by Yee Sang & Yee Shing
of Celestial Avenue, 1902

Note how Wong Moon also signed in Chinese characters. Wong Loy’
is probably Ron Wong Loy’s father’s signature.

Source: VPRO, VA 511, VPRS 3181, Unit 482, 31 January 1902,
‘Letter requesting that water channels in Celestial Avenue be
reformed’.

                                                  
28 PROV, VA 511, VPRS 3181, Unit 483 (Lanes 1904-1906), 22 June 1904 Wollaston & McComas ‘Drawing attention to
condition of Tattersalls lane’ (bundle 2).
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drain is put right’.29 There are many other examples similar to this where Chinese residents

made complaints to the Council (see figure 3.6 above).30 The unrepaired paving and

‘offensive smells’ in Tattersalls Lane could easily be viewed as evidence of ‘slum’

conditions reflecting the poor nature and character of the inhabitants. These letters show

residents were just as unhappy with the situation and were prepared to take action and deal

with the Council whose responsibility it was to maintain the street.

                                                  
29 PROV, VA 511, VPRS 3181, Unit 484 (Lanes 1907-1909), 16 January 1908 W. Shi Geen for Kong Chew Society
‘Stating that drain is blocked’.
30 PROV, VA 511, VPRS 3181, Unit 484 (Lanes 1900-1903), Clement Thomas and other Ratepayers, 8 April 1902,
‘Requesting that Williams Lane be wood-blocked or paved in lieu of being pitched’. PROV, VA 511, VPRS 3181, Unit
567 (Markets 1900), 4 August 1900 Yee Sang and Yee Shing ‘Requesting remission of 10/- in charge for use of stalls for
quarter’. PROV, VA 511, 3183/P1 (Town Clerk’s Files - Series 2), Unit 251, file 3740, Yee Sang & Yee Shing Pty Ltd
‘Stating they propose vacating 22 to 24 Celestial Avenue on 28 October’ (1915). PROV, VA 511, VPRS 3181, Unit 482,
31 January 1902 ‘letter requesting that water channels in Celestial Avenue’.
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238 to 212 Little Bourke Street

Garton’s Horse Bazaar: from horse to carriage to car  —  George Hook: a great big fat man  —

Foon Kee: roast pork and lup chong sausages  —  Morry Gooey: pretty skilled at slaughtering pigs

—  Hong Kong Cafe: ducks and fowl on demand

A mixture of typical Chinese businesses such as fruit merchants, stores, cookshops and

doctors were located on Little Bourke Street in the buildings east of Tattersalls Lane. Some of

these buildings contained little more than storerooms, others substantial and complex

businesses. Two non-Chinese businesses were also tucked away amongst these firms.

Numbers 228-230 and 222-224 Little Bourke Street were much smaller shop sites than other

buildings in the street due to the presence of Garton’s Horse Bazaar at 226 Little Bourke

Street (see figure 3.7). Garton’s is the first non-Chinese occupied business along the north side

of Little Bourke Street after the hotels on the Swanston Street corner. Despite having an

entrance in Little Bourke Street, the business was firmly oriented towards Lonsdale Street.

The main administrative offices and another shop-sized entrance were located in Lonsdale

Street. Little Bourke Street was really only a back door for Garton’s which does not appear to

have been used by the Chinese in the area.31

                                                  
31 Although some oral histories mention Garton’s they do not discuss any Chinese associations with it.
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Fig. 3.7 Section of map showing Garton’s Horse
and Carriage Bazaar, c1907

Note the unusual shape of Garton’s which shortens the size of the
properties with Little Bourke Street frontages on either side of it. The
main office is labelled as being on Lonsdale Street, suggesting Little
Bourke Street was a back entrance.

Source: Dissected copy of the City of Melbourne, c1907, J.L.
Anderson and Sons (prices added by hand c.1910-1913), State Library
of Victoria, map collection.

Garton’s Horse Bazaar first appeared in the Directories in 1886 (see figure 3.8).32 It began as

stables some time before 1900 but expanded to become a Horse and Carriage Bazaar run by

Garton & Sons. With the increasing popularity of the motor car Garton’s had to adapt their

business in order to survive. In 1914 they altered their services and became Garton’s Motor

Garage and Horse Bazaar. A variety of businesses catering to this newly emerging market

established in Little Bourke Street.33 Garton’s occupied a large site and even after its partial

conversion into a garage still housed horses, with their accompanying odour of manure.

Coincidentally the site is currently used as a car park.

                                                  
32 Sands & McDougall’s Commercial and General Melbourne Directory, Sands & McDougall, Melbourne, 1886, 1885.
33 There was the Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co in Tattersalls Lane and William’s Motor Co at 183-185 Little Bourke Street in
the Swanston-Russell Street block of Little Bourke Street. Kellow Falkiner motor garage, Walter Fletcher tyre repairer,
Cadden & Wallis motor tyre experts were located in the Russell to Exhibition Street block and the Exhibition to Spring Street
block had Hydro Press motor panel makers, Leitch, Ernest & Co garage, Tarrant Motors second-hand showrooms and
bodyworks and Charley Cars motor garage.
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Fig. 3.8 Aerial view of Little Bourke Street, c1880s

The cylindrical roof of Garton’s Horse and Carriage Bazaar can just be made out in this etching.

Source: Samual Calvert, Museum Chinese Australian History collection

The small shops in front of Garton’s were probably used for storage by merchants or by

smaller businesses, like Chan Man Yan the Chinese doctor, or George Hook the carrier.

George Hook’s carrier firm at 222-224 Little Bourke Street was another of the few non-

Chinese businesses in the street. Unlike Garton’s, this firm was very much oriented towards

Little Bourke Street and the Chinese. It was a two-person operation, George managing the

business and employing a driver, Arthur, to do the carrying.34 George was a well-known

personality within the Little Bourke Street Chinese community. A ‘great big fat man’, he was

popular for the carrying he did for Mrs Lup Mun at 15 Celestial Avenue. He even picked up a

bit of spoken Cantonese.

Given his role carrying goods for the Chinese it is not surprising he was also asked to act as a

referee on applications for a Certificate of Exemption from Dictation Test (CEDT). Hock Wah

and Ten Tong both used him on their applications in 1920 (see figure 3.9). Hock Wah was a

65 year-old hairdresser who lived at 5 Hughs Alley. George claimed to have known him for

                                                  
34 Ron Wong Loy, recorded interview with Eve Young, Museum of Chinese Australian History collection, 1988.
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Fig. 3.9 Hock Wah and Ten Tong CEDTs, 1920

Fingerprints as well as full hand prints were taken to assist identification of individuals and placed on the back of CEDTs.

Sources: NAA (Vic), B13/0, 20/20035 & 20/20011.

ten years and perhaps Hock Wah cut his hair.35 Ten Tong was a clerk and storeman in his late

forties and worked for Sam Ham Hie & Co, a Chinese store and importers.36 The firm was

next door to George’s when he was located at 220 Little Bourke Street. They may have been

friendly neighbours or maybe George did some carrying work for them.

George Hook’s association with the Chinese in Little Bourke Street probably began with his

business dealings with Chinese firms. However it is fairly clear he also developed closer

relationships with the individuals he worked with and along side. His business premises were

located in the area for a long time. Although they moved several times, on all occasions

George chose to stay within this particularly Chinese-dominated section of Little Bourke

Street. This shows the strength of his business dealings with the Chinese. It also demonstrates

                                                  
35 NAA (Vic), CA 789 (Collector of Customs and Excise), B13/0 (General and Classified Correspondence – Collector of
Customs), 1920/20035, Hock Wah CEDT.
36 NAA (Vic), CA 789, B13/0, 1920/20011, Ten Tong CEDT.
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how George Hook and his business blended economically and socially with the Chinese and

their businesses in Chinatown.

Some of the businesses in this block were quite large. Foon Kee’s at 214-216 Little Bourke

Street was a substantial and very popular business that operated in Little Bourke Street until

the 1980s. Like many of the businesses already examined Foon Kee’s may have looked like a

simple store or cookshop from the outside, but in reality it was a complex business with local,

national and international ties (see figure 3.10). It was one of a number of stores that had a

main branch or its headquarters in Hong Kong.37 Foon Kee’s was run by the Chan clan.38

Different members of the clan ran it at different times. They sold a variety of goods but were

famous for their roast pork and lup chong (Chinese sausages) which they sold all over

Australia and in Southeast Asia.39 Receipts from the business show they also purchased a

range of goods from a variety of Chinese firms. This included eggs, rice and ginger and more

Fig. 3.10 220 to 212 Little Bourke Street, 1989

Although the facades of these buildings have been altered since 1920 the windows and door locations
match the 1925 Mahlstedt Insurance map. Foon Kee’s (214-216 Little Bourke St) was located in the
middle building (-1900-1920+) and the Hong Kong cafe (212 Little Bourke St) was next door (1916-
1920+).

Source: Richard Crompton, 1987, Museum Chinese Australian History collection (P146/A18).

                                                  
37 Yong, The New Gold Mountain, p.46.
38 Hamilton Chan, recorded interview 1997.
39 Russell Moy, recorded interview 1994.
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exotic items like Chinese melons and pumpkin, rose wine, shrimp and Chinese herbs.40

However they also dealt with non-Chinese businesses: George Hook did some work for them

as did Abraham Reay, a Little Bourke Street blacksmith.41

The sale of roast pork was big business. In the 1920s Foon Kee’s were purchasing thirteen

pigs a week to keep up with demand.42 Russell Moy recalls Sundays as a popular day to buy

roast pork: ‘people would come from everywhere and line up to some of the stores. Some

would then take it home to eat others they would take to Kung Cheong [possibly Quong

Cheong at 182 Little Bourke Street] where the Leong clan would gather and have a cooked

meal.’43 Roast pork was also an integral part of Chinese festivals, particularly ancestor

worshiping ceremonies such as Ching Ming. Clan members would gather at the Chinese

Temple in Raglan Street, South Melbourne and then proceed to the Melbourne and Coburg

cemeteries.44 Here they made food offerings to their ancestors, including roast pork, which

was later divided among clan members after a small donation. Chinese stores, as

representatives of clans, played an important role in these ceremonies.

According to Hamilton Chan, Foon Kee and Sun War Long [Sun Wah Loong] at 244 Little

Bourke Street were the only stores in the 1930s with Council permits to have a brick kiln to

roast the pork (see figure 3.11).45 The ‘pig oven’ would be fired up the night before while the

pig was marinating. The following morning the whole pig would be lowered into the red hot

oven using a pulley and rope arrangement, and a lid put on it. The pig was then left to cook.

Later the carcass was levered out of the oven and onto a table – ‘the aroma was amazing’. The

pork was then cut into different sections, ready for sale to ‘all the Chinese who happened to

call in the morning or for breakfast’.

                                                  
40 Foon Kee business records, MCAH collection.
41 ibid.
42 ibid.
43 Russell Moy, recorded interview 1994.
44 ibid. Personal communication with Hamilton Chan, 20 March 2000. In Sydney special trains were put on to deal with the
increased passenger numbers during Ching Ming (around Easter). Fitzgerald, Red Tape, Gold Scissors, p.61
45 Hamilton Chan, recorded interview 1997.
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Fig. 3.11 A Chinese kitchen, 1887

This appears to be an etching of a pig oven. Note the rope and pulley
system.

Source: Morris, E.E. (ed), Australia’s First Century, 1788-1888:
Facsimiled from the pages devoted to Australia appearing in Cassell’s
picturesque, Fine Arts Press in association with Murray Child,
Gordon, NSW, 1978 (originally published Cassell, London, 1887-
1889), p.83.

Foon Kee’s also butchered uncooked pork and sold Chinese cuts, trotters and ribs that could

not be purchased from western butchers.46 Russell Moy remembers Gui [Gooey], the butcher,

supplying all the Chinese stores and restaurants with pork.47 This was probably the father or

elder brother of Morry Gooey, Jean Gooey’s husband, who lived in Celestial Avenue (see

figure 3.14 further ahead). He also used to deliver freshly slaughtered pork to Chinese stores

and restaurants.48 He took orders from the businesses, went to the abattoirs, filled the order and

then delivered the appropriate carcasses. Morry also did some slaughtering, at which he was

very skilled. This job helped to pay for his university education. He eventually became a

western medical doctor. Jean Gooey also remembers there was a Chinese-managed pig farm in

Werribee.

                                                  
46 ibid.
47 Russell Moy, recorded interview 1994.
48 Jean Gooey, recorded interview 1994..
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Unlike pork which was delivered slaughtered, many Chinese cafes and restaurants, like the

Hong Kong Cafe next to Foon Kee’s at 212 Little Bourke Street, kept live poultry on site.49 A

wholesaler visited eateries with crates of poultry and they would select the birds they wanted.

Like the seafood kept in tanks at modern Chinese restaurants, fowl were killed as required. An

article in the Argus in 1907 and a subsequent investigation by the Officer of Health of all the

Chinese cookshops in the city provide some very vivid descriptions of what a typical Chinese

cookshop was like and particularly the practice of keeping live poultry on site. ‘Ducks and

fowls are greatly relished by the Chinese’, wrote the Argus, ‘and in the back passage of one of

the cook-shops stands a crate filled with live poultry. When a duck is wanted, the Chinese

cook approaches the crate with a long knife in his right hand, and the slaughtering is done on

the spot.’50 The Officer of Health also noted poultry was ‘killed daily, regularly replaced with

live fowl and their crates cleaned daily.’51 Food was mostly prepared in the yard which was

either ‘open to the sky or roughly roofed in. This has the great advantage of plenty of fresh air’

noted the inspector. The kitchens on the other hand were described as ‘dark and close’ or

‘heated’ and had ‘dry foodstuffs’ hanging from the ceiling. The rooms in the eating area were

described by the Argus as so small that ‘a 6ft. man must stoop to enter’. They claimed almost

all cookshops were two-storey and that to reach the upper rooms ‘one must crawl up creaking

staircases, which threaten to collapse at every step.’

The Argus article made a point of noting there were two different ‘kinds’ of Chinese cook-

shops: good and bad. ‘There are cook-shops where the “long-soup” is good and where the

“short-soup” makes a winter night an evening in December’, where ‘the atmosphere of the

place is in itself worth the threepence paid for the bowl of soup’, and the shops well

constructed with large and well-ventilated rooms. However, the article was more concerned

with the other kinds of cookshop, ‘where the keener senses of the European make it difficult

for him to enter and almost impossible for him to remain long enough for the Chinese

proprietor to bring him a bowl of the concoction he misnames “soup”’. ‘At night and in the

early hours of the morning these shops are filled with Chinese domino-players.’

                                                  
49 Russell Moy, recorded interview 1994.
50 Argus, 18 May 1907 in file PROV, VA 511, VPRS 3181, Unit 402 (Houses 1903-1907), Officer of Health ‘Submitting
report on inspection of Chinese cook shops’.
51 PROV, VA 511, VPRS 3181, Unit 402, Officer of Health ‘Submitting report on inspection of Chinese cook shops’.
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The Argus suggested while the police were ridding the street of fan tan, a Chinese gambling

game and ‘other Oriental delights’, the health authorities should improve the conditions in

Chinese cookshops (see Chapter 4 for further discussion of fan tan). By mentioning they were

‘filled with Chinese dominoe-players’ they suggested the poor conditions in some cookshops

were part of corrupting the morals of individuals and Little Bourke Street itself. This is a

classic example of slum ideology.

In the eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries miasma, a harmful gas which emanated from

cesspits, rubbish dumps and decaying matter in the earth, was believed to be the cause of all

disease.52 Medical science therefore believed the free flow of fresh air was important to blow

miasma away and that a high population density led directly to an increased death rate.53

Embodied in this was the notion that the condition of housing directly impacted on the nature

of the occupant.54 Improvement of sanitation and housing was believed to directly improve the

nature of the people living in the area. Concerns that the overcrowded city environment would

affect the physical and moral health of the city dweller was then linked with Darwinism. It

was believed bad living conditions would eventually lead to ‘urban degeneration’ and an

enfeebled city race.55 Despite generally suggesting that cookshops morally corrupted those

associated with them, the Argus article did note that there were better classes of Chinese

cookshops. It even went as far as recommending them to ‘European’ visitors. Newspaper

articles in the 1880s and 1890s would not have made such a concession.

Although contagion and germ theories were widely accepted by the end of the nineteenth

century prevention methods followed by public health authorities were still propelled by

miasmatic concerns which led to a focus on the environment and cleanliness.56 The Health

Inspector’s response to the article draws on these miasmatic approaches. The inspector clearly

felt there were health advantages to fresh air and ventilation and frowned upon the dark

closeness of cookshop kitchens, however he did not link this to the morals of cookshop

                                                  
52 J. Walton, J.A. Barondess & S. Lock (eds), The Oxford Medical Companion, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 1994, p.592.
53 G. Davison, ‘The city-bred child and urban reform in Melbourne 1900-1940’ in P. Williams (ed), Social Process and the
City, George Allen & Unwin, Sydney, p.144. P. Hicks, ‘”Most humble homes”: Slum landlords, tenants and the Melbourne
City Council’s health administration, 1888-1918’, PhD thesis, Department of History, University of Melbourne, 1987, p.74.
54 G. Davison, ‘Introduction’ in G.Davison, D.Dunstan & C.McConville (eds), The Outcasts of Melbourne: Essays in Social
History, Allen & Unwin, Sydney, 1985, p.2.
55 Davison ‘The city bred child and urban reform in Melbourne 1900-1940’, p.144.
56 Hicks, ‘”Most humble homes”’, p.74.
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proprietors or their customers. He even went as far as defending the sanitary conditions in all

but one of the Chinese cookshops he inspected. This one cookshop had apparently closed

down due to lack of custom. In most places, he noted ‘care taken to maintain cleanliness

compares most favourably with that seen in the poor class of European restaurant’.

The Argus article’s gastronomical appraisal of the ‘short and long’ soups in Chinese

cookshops suggests non-Chinese people were not only eating in Chinese cookshops but also

eating Chinese-style food. Chinese cookshops on the goldfields appear to have had non-

Chinese clientele from the 1850s, however they would often offer a western as well as Chinese

menu.57 Chinese food was certainly eaten by non-Chinese eaters at the Chung Wah Cafe and

the Pekin Cafe by the 1930s, though menus still included non-Chinese dishes.58 While the

soups served were probably Chinese wonton soups, it is difficult to know whether, like ‘chop

suey’ cuisine, they weren’t altered to suit non-Chinese tastes. In any case the article shows

non-Chinese patrons were eating in Chinese establishments in Little Bourke Street at least as

early as 1907.

                                                  
57 A. Shun Wah & G. Aitkin, Banquet: Ten Courses to Harmony, Doublebay, Sydney, 1999, pp.11-12.
58 ibid., p.13.
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Celestial Avenue

Celestial Avenue: ‘heavenly dynasty’ or moral danger  —  Ron Wong Loy: sights, sounds and

smells of childhood  —  Jean Gooey: extended families  —  Ah Pack: old miners  —  Long

Loey: sounds of an opium raid  —  Mrs Lup Mun: podgy with a lovely laugh

The Hong Kong Cafe was on the corner of Celestial Avenue and Little Bourke Street.

Unlike Tattersalls Lane, Celestial Avenue did not run all the way through to Lonsdale

Street which may explain the dominance of Chinese residents and businesses there. The

only non-Chinese occupants were an electrical engineer and a sign writer who occupied 24

Celestial Avenue in 1919 and 1920. The lane was named after the early Chinese residents

who lived there, but well before Chinese dominated it. Celestial Alley was first named in

ratebooks in 1857 and in Directories one year later. This is two or three years after Chinese

names first began appearing in the unnamed lane. The negative connotations of the lane’s

name clearly did not affect its occupation by Chinese people.

Eric Rolls writes that the Chinese were called ‘Celestials’ as they came from the ‘Heavenly

Dynasty’, the Chinese name for China.59 The Chinese believed heaven only covered the

land under the sphere of the Emperor. Despite the ethnocentric origins of the term, outside
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China it developed exclusionary and racist meanings. Although the term was used, like

‘Chinaman’, as a patronisingly generic term for someone of Chinese descent it also had

extremely derogatory connotations.60 This is particularly evident in cartoons and articles in

the newspapers (see figure 3.12 above). Here the term ‘Celestial’ was used to highlight

differences between Chinese and white Anglo-Saxons, supporting ideas that the Chinese

were morally corrupt and should be prevented from emigrating to Australia and similarly

excluded from mainstream society. Interestingly Yu Lan Poon found in her analysis of the

Sydney Chinese-language newspapers, the Tung Wah News and the Chinese Australian

Herald in the early part of this century that, like English-language newspapers at the time,

they were also concerned with racial purity and emphasised the difference between Chinese

and Anglo-Australian culture.61

Fig. 3.12 ‘Celestial happiness’, 1856

The grotesque portrayal of the Chinese man having his boots cleaned
is used to illustrate the belief that Chinese were less than human.

Source: Melbourne Punch, vol.1, 1856, Andy Brown-May collection.

                                                                                                                                                          
59 E. Rolls, Sojourners: The Epic Story of China’s Centuries-Old Relationship with Australia, University of Queensland
Press, St Lucia, Queensland, 1992, p.34.
60 Kathryn Cronin discusses the origins of racial ideology in Victoria and the distinct racial stereotypes of the Chinese that
emerged. K. Cronin, Colonial Casualties: Chinese in Early Victoria, MUP, Melbourne, 1982, pp.63-79, particularly p.74.
61 Yu Lan Poon, ‘The two-way mirror: contemporary issues through the eyes of the Chinese language press, 1901-1911’ in
S. Fitzgerald & G. Wotherspoon (eds), Minorities: Cultural Diversity in Sydney, State Library of New South Wales Press,
Sydney, 1995, pp.1-13.
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Fig. 3.13 Silhouette of 19 Celestial Avenue, 1999

This silhouette of 19 Celestial Avenue on the side of 17 Celestial Avenue given an indication of the size and
shape of the cottages from 19 to 29 Celestial Avenue in the 1900 to 1920 period. Ron Wong Loy and Jean
Gooey lived at 27 Celestial Avenue.

Source: Author, 1999.

Ron Wong Loy and Jean Gooey both grew up at 27 Celestial Avenue. Their house was one

of a group of small, single fronted, two-storey, brick cottages (see figure 3.13 above).62

These buildings had a front room, dining room and kitchen with bedrooms upstairs and

toilets out the back. They were heated with wood fires. Ron Wong Loy had very fond

memories of the sights, sounds and smells of his childhood in the area. There was the

delicious aroma of roasting peanuts, the explosions of firecrackers and the sight of women

walking past the shuttered windows of Chinese shops wearing wide black flared trousers

and Chinese tunics done up to the throat. Most of all he nostalgically remembers the very

close feeling of community experienced by the families who lived there. He recalls playing

with other children in the area like the Gouey [Gooey], An Wei [Anguey] and Kong

families of Celestial Avenue and the Moy family at 137 Little Bourke Street, over Russell

Street (see figure 3.14).

                                                  
62 Jean Gooey, recorded interview 1994.
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Fig. 3.14 Annotated photograph of Presbyterian Mission School Christmas, 1922

This photograph was annotated by Eve Young during her interview with Ron Wong Loy in 1988. Of interest are Ron
Wong Loy, his sister Phyllis Moy, his friend Harold Kong and Jean Gooey’s future husband Maurice Lau Gooey.
There also appear to be two non-Chinese girls in the class. Interestingly their names were not remembered.

Source: ‘A Chinese Christmas’, Sun, 23 December 1922, annotated by Eve Young, 1988, Museum of Chinese
Australian History collection.

Ron was born in 1913 and was the youngest of three children. He and his two brothers and

sister were born in Melbourne.63 Ron’s father owned and ran the Inbunval [Yin Bun Low]

restaurant around the corner at 202 Little Bourke Street. Contrary to Directory information,

the Wong Loy family lived in Celestial Avenue from at least 1913 until the 1930s when a

rumour went around that the place was going to be sold. As they were only renting they felt

their homes were in danger. They got scared and moved. The Ambulance Association took

over the property.

                                                  
63 Ron Wong Loy, recorded interview 1988.
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Ron went to pre-school at the Heffernan Lane Chinese Mission School which gave him a

‘good ground education’ before going on to Rathdowne Street State School and Scotch

College. He remembers having good relationships with the Australian children at school

but did not get the opportunity to mix with their families. In addition to regular school he

also went to Chinese classes every day and attended Sunday School on the weekends.

During the Depression when work was hard to find, Ron starting working for the Chinese

Fruit Merchants Proprietary Limited at the Queen Victoria Market. Outside work he was

also actively involved in the Presbyterian church along with other members of his family.

Jean Gooey (nee Jean Chin Young) lived in Celestial Avenue for seven years until she was

ten.64 She was born in Carlton. Her mother was an Australian-born Chinese from Rosebud

who died after giving birth to one of her brothers when Jean was three. Her father was a

cabinet-maker but was having trouble finding work and so lived in Fitzroy and worked in a

market garden there. ‘[B]etween the families’ it was decided the two girls would go and

live with the Wong Loy family in Celestial Avenue. Like Ron, Jean went to the Mission

school before attending Rathdowne Street State School. She also attended Chinese class

after school for about five or six years, ‘But I was the worst scholar’ she joked. When the

family moved to Caulfield she attended MacRobertson Girls High School. Jean remembers

a bit of ‘good natured teasing’ at school, ‘the usual “ching-chong Chinaman born in a

bath”’, but no ‘overt racism’. She eventually married Maurice Gooey whose family also

lived in Celestial Avenue.

While older men may have dominated Little Bourke Street, Jean and Ron’s lives show

there were also children and families. Jean’s father who lived in Fitzroy, her mother who

was originally from Rosebud and her eventual adoption into a Little Bourke Street family

illustrates how geographically wide social networks between Chinese families could be.

Jean’s adoption also shows how families supported each other and suggests a strong sense

of community. As families all lived close together it was possible for a closeness between

them to develop. Children were an important part of this process as they played in the street

                                                  
64 ‘Young’ is an incorrect anglicisation of ‘Yeung’ that was then adopted by the family.
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and went to nearby schools together. Church, clan and village affiliations provided

additional ties between families.

School was also an important place of interaction for children of various backgrounds.

Many children of Chinese background in the street went to Rathdowne Street Primary

School which was attended by children of many different nationalities.65 This was possibly

the first opportunity for these children to mix with others from non-Chinese backgrounds.

While Ron mixed with the ‘Australian’ children, another woman who grew up in Little

Bourke Street remembered there were so many Chinese at the school they did not really

mix much.66 Mixing between Chinese and non-Chinese children at school does not appear

to have led to much interaction between their parents.67

After attending Rathdowne Street school some of the children in the street, even the girls,

went on to higher education, some to university. This partly reflects the importance their

Chinese parents placed on education. In eighteenth century China, education through the

civil service examination system was the only route to political and financial success.

During the political upheavals of the early twentieth century, education seen as a major

method of restoring China to its former glory.68 Sun Yat-sen’s party believed women would

play an equal role in China’s revolution and for this they would need to be educated.69

While Ron and Jean did not appear to have difficulty gaining acceptance into Scotch

College and MacRobertsons Girls High School, Ron remembers it was much more difficult

for Chinese girls to get into Presbyterian Ladies’ College (PLC). He believed they were

more fastidious about excluding Chinese, even when the girls had the support of the

Presbyterian Women’s Mission Union. The decision of parents to educate their children in

Australia also shows a willingness to adopt western ideas. Their decision to send them to

                                                  
65 Jean Gooey, recorded interview 1994. Anonymous woman who grew up in Little Bourke Street, recorded interview
with Eve Young, Museum of Chinese Australian History collection, 1988. Ron Wong Loy, recorded interview 1988.
66 Anonymous woman, recorded interview 1988.
67 Ron Wong Loy, recorded interview 1988.
68 J.K. Fairbank & E.O. Reischauer, China: Tradition and Transformation, George Allen & Unwin, Sydney, 1982, pp.104,
392-395.
69 J. Yung, Unbound Feet: A Social History of Chinese Women in San Francisco, University of California Press, Los
Angelese, California, 1995, pp.98-100.
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Chinese school on top of their ordinary schooling shows Chinese cultural values were also

very important.

Alongside the homes of Chinese families there were unofficial boarding houses which

provided rooms for lone men whose material needs were not great. Although alone in

Australia, many of these men were married with wives and families in China.

Accommodation probably consisted of a room with shared meagre bathroom facilities.

Most would have eaten out (see later discussion in 210-194 Little Bourke Street). Ah Pack

lived in such accommodation at 15 Celestial Avenue in 1901. He was an old Beechworth

miner, about 50 or 60 years old, and had only recently arrived in Melbourne with just his

savings to survive on.70 An opium smoker, ‘suffering from a bad disease in the private’ and

unemployed, his life must have been difficult. In January 1901, late on a Wednesday night

he was seen watching a game of dominoes at ‘another Chinese place’. Some time after this

he returned to his room and died from the effects of liver and kidney disease.

Despite sharing a house with five other men, his body was not found for about a week. Ah

Koon and Ah Tang, both hawkers, knew Ah Pack but claimed not to know him well. ‘The

reason he was left alone for so long’, said Ah Koon, ‘was that he was not an acquaintance

of mine’. ‘He was not of my clan’ said Ah Tang in his defence. When he noticed the smell

Ah Tang went to a member of his clan. Ah Mouy, a Swanston Street tea merchant and

presumably a senior member of Ah Tang’s clan, was used as an intermediary with

authorities as he notified the police.71 The circumstances around Ah Pack’s death shows

how clan ties could be divisive as well as binding. His death appears to have gone

unnoticed as he did not belong to the same clan as others in the house.

Scattered amidst the residential and business properties were opium houses which may also

have offered accommodation or had business fronts. There was at least one opium house in

Celestial Avenue. When the police rang the door bell of a property in the lane, Long Looey

                                                  
70 PROV, VA 862 (Office of the Register-General and the Office of Titles), VPRS 24 (Inquest Deposition Files), Unit
715, no. 285, Ah Pack, Melbourne Morgue (15 Celestial Lane) (1900).
71 Ah Mouy’s premises was the only Chinese-owned building in this block of Swanston Street in 1911. Blake,
‘Melbourne’s chinatown’, map series C, frame B, figure 31.
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yelled from the upstairs window that he would not let them in.72 As they forced their way in

he threw a small tin of opium, ‘sufficient for ten smokes’, out the window. Inside several

Chinese and four warm opium pipes were found. Inspector Gleeson, a policeman with

strong links to the Chinese community, said Chinese users did not need to keep large

quantities of opium as it was available on a day-to-day basis. Ron Wong Loy also

remembered waking up in a ‘terrible fright’ during opium raids, presumably in Celestial

Avenue.73 The police often raided them during the night, first knocking on the door and

then ‘BANG, BANG, BANG. They would be using their hammers to knock down the

doors’. There would then be a scattering of people as they fled the premises.

Despite aggressive and intrusive police powers, raids on opium establishments were largely

ineffectual. Ron Wong Loy claimed most Chinese were a little indignant that instead of

closing down establishments they would just fine individuals. ‘Of course they would just

go back and set up business again, until the next raid.’74 It is clear from Inspector Gleeson’s

comments there was certainly no shortage of opium. In Sydney most of the places used for

smoking were on the top floors of the buildings and had large exhaust fans that channelled

the smell away from street level and easy detection.75

Forced into to China by the British, opium was used widely throughout China and in

overseas Chinese communities.76 Although not all Chinese smoked to excess, for many men

far from their families and homeland opium was an appealing distraction.77 Opium could be

                                                  
72 ‘Possession of opium: Chinese fined £25’, Herald, 18 September 1913, p.11.
73 Ron Wong Loy, recorded interview 1988.
74 Fitzgerald also argues these raids yielded very little. Fitzgerald, Red Tape, Gold Scissors, p.126.
75 ibid, pp.125-126.
76 A. McCoy, Drug Traffic: Narcotics and Organized Crime in Australia, Harper & Row Publishers, Sydney, 1980, p.14.
77 Charles Powell Hodges, government interpreter argued to the 1895 Factories Act Inquiry Board: ‘You must understand
that it is not necessary that every Chinese smokes to excess any more than that every man who drinks drinks to excess’.
Victorian Parliamentary Papers (VPP), 1895-1896, vol.3, 1895 Factories Act Inquiry Board, Minutes of Evidence, q.6374.
Yong estimates about one third of Chinese took opium. Yong, The New Gold Mountain, p.181. Fitzgerald argues it was
mostly confined to elderly men. Fitzgerald, Red Tape, Gold Scissors, p.125. Evidence from the NSW Royal Commission
into Chinese Gambling and Immorality in 1891-1892 suggested that all gamblers, a fair proportion of market-gardeners
and ‘here and there a cabinetmaker’ were opium addicts. Lydon, Many Inventions,: The Chinese in the Rocks 1890-1930,
Monash Publications in History, Melbourne, 1999, p.134.
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Fig. 5.15 Opium den, 1896

Opium pipes were commonly shared as seen in this photograph. A tiny globule of
opium paste was heated over a flame and long tubes with attached pipes allowed
participants to inhale the water vapours or fumes.78 The photographer, E.T. Luke, has
sought out a woman to photograph (see below for further discussion of women and
opium).79

Source: Illustrated Australian News, 1 July 1896, p.5, Museum of Chinese Australian
History (P723).

consumed in a number of ways but it was most commonly smoked (see figure 3.15

above).80 Yong describes opium as ‘escapist, saps earning and physical strength and

undermines will and disposition to work’.81 Ron remembers ‘very vividly, especially on hot

summer nights, you would walk down Little Bourke Street and you would get this heavy

sweet smell. Of course this was from the opium smoking places. There were quite a number

of them. They would have these opium smoking facilities. And the perfume of the opium

wafted out into the hot night air.’ Many non-Chinese in the wider community, particularly

women, were also addicted to the opiates contained in popular patent medicines at this

                                                  
78 Ryan, Ancestors, p.86.
79 C. McConville, ‘Chinatown’ in G.Davison, D.Dunstan & C.McConville (eds), The Outcasts of Melbourne, p.66.
80 J. Ryan, Ancestors: Chinese in Colonial Australia, Freemantle Arts Centre Press, South Freemantle, W.A., 1995, pp.86-
87. Charles Powell Hodges described how opium was sometimes mixed with vinegar and drunk. PROV, VA 862, VPRS
24, no. 631, Ah Heong (1902). There is some suggestion that peppermint may have been taken after consuming opium.
PROV, VA 862, VPRS 24, Unit 734, no. 566, Chung Ah Lock (1901).
81 Yong, The New Gold Mountain, p.179. Description in M. Hong Kingston, China Men, 2nd printing, Picador, UK, 1981,
pp.96-97.
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time.82 Until the 1920s unlimited quantities of almost any drug could be purchased while

still remaining within the law.83 Opium was the only drug banned from unrestricted public

sale, under the Opium Smoking Prohibition Act passed in October 1905 (see 210 to 194

Little Bourke Street below for further discussion of this Act).

Opium was not the only smell Ron Wong Loy associated with Little Bourke Street. He also

remembered the aroma of Chinese herbs. Chinese herbal stores have been in Little Bourke

Street since 1856, however Ron’s memories were most closely associated with Mrs Lup

Mun’s business, Suey Gee Chong at 15-17 Celestial Avenue (see figure 3.16).84 According

to Ron, Mrs Lup Mun was a ‘real character’. ‘She was a tiny little woman. And podgy. She

had a lovely laugh, you know. Very jolly sort of person. Very well balanced and sensible.’

She was a ‘sort of mother to many people and lots of folk came to her for advice and things

like that’. She adopted and brought up Wing Jang, Leila Young, Mrs Collins and Mrs

Kong. In her youth she was believed to have been a Buddhist nun and was still a practising

Buddhist with a joss in her store. When her husband died she took over the business.85

The respect felt for her by some of the Chinese in the community was demonstrated by the

production of some beautiful silk panels as a memorial to her life (see figure 3.17).86 Her

grandson, Ho Yik Pang, took over the business when she died.87 Mrs Lup Mun both

diagnosed physical conditions and supplied herbs in retail and wholesale quantities.88 As

previously mentioned, George Hook was often employed as a carrier. The fact that the

business paid a carrier and supplied goods to other herbalists in city and country areas

suggests it was a large firm.

                                                  
82 Yong, The New Gold Mountain, pp.16, 45.
83 ibid., p.70.
84 M. Loh, ‘Western and Chinese medicine’, Journal of the Royal Historical Society of Victoria, September 1985, p.39.
‘Lup Mun’ was spelt in many ways in the oral histories used. This spelling was chosen as Jean Gooey spelt it to the
interviewer. Mrs Lup Mun was also referred to as Mrs Lup Mun Por and Cepore. ‘Por’ means grandmother, ‘Cepore’
means number four grandmother. ‘Lup Mun’ appears to be a given name as her family name was ‘Ho’, pronounced ‘hor’.
Oral histories of Russell Moy, Ron Wong Loy, Jean Gooey and personal communication with Hamilton Chan, 20 March
2000.
85 Translation of text, ‘Ho Panels’, MCAH collection.
86 ‘Ho Panels’, MCAH collection.
87 Russell Moy, recorded interview 1988. Personal communication with Hamilton Chan, 20 March 2000.
88 Ron Wong Loy, recorded interview 1988.
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Fig. 3.16 15-17 Celestial Avenue, 1999

Currently the ‘Supper Inn’ this building was once occupied by Mrs Lup Mun’s herbal business,
Suey Gee Chong. From 1914-1917 the firm was listed in Directories at 15-17 Celestial Avenue and
from 1918-1920+ at 15 Celestial Avenue only. The Royal Women’s Hospital on Lonsdale Street
can just be seen in the background.

Source: Author, 1999.

Jean Gooey remembers her shop as very small and filled with jars and little drawers, just as

can be seen in today’s Chinese herbalists.89 Ron remembers the fun he had as a child

climbing all over the huge bails and boxes of herbs in the Suey Gee Chong storeroom and

also exploring the main shop next door.

…a lot of the herbs are made from tree products. They come in stick form.
They have this big chopper, like a slicer thing attached by hand…they put
the thing through and chop, chop, chop. That was right in the shop where
you come to buy stuff. Then they have the brass pestle and mortar for
grinding up the stuff. Their cupboards and shelves filled with all the
different ingredients. And drawers … Remember pulling the drawers out as
a kid.

                                                  
89 Jean Gooey, recorded interview 1994.
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They used to have a cupboard there, in one was a lizard. A sort of spread-
eagle one on a frame. A bamboo frame. I suppose they used it to concoct
some of the herbal remedies. Bears gall … a horrible looking thing. Black,
dried looking thing.90

Fig. 3.17 Ho Panels, 1920s

These panels were created as a commemoration to Mrs Lup Mun (more formally known as Mrs
Ho). The characters on the panel describe her life and her importance to the community and
describe how her body was returned to China for burial.

Source: ‘Ho Panels’, Museum of Chinese Australian History collection (DN78-1 & DN78-12).

                                                  
90 Ron Wong Loy, recorded interview 1988.
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Ron used to watch them pack the herbs in little packets made of butcher’s paper. ‘I used to

think they looked beaut’. Sometimes herbs were not taken away but consumed directly in

the shop. Ron and Jean remember they were boiled up on a stove out the back of the shop.

A small saucer or packet of sultanas was kept on the counter to be eaten after drinking the

herbs to take the taste away. This was a common practice in Chinese herbalists.91

Chinese herbalists were the primary source of medical care sought by Chinese in the area.

Jean recalled most Little Bourke Street residents used Chinese medicine.92 One previous

resident remembered being sent ‘religiously’ once a week to the Chinese herbalist as a

child; rather irreverently she ‘tipped it down the sink’.93 Unfortunately it is not known

whether non-Chinese attended Chinese herbalists in the area. Evidence from the records of

Chinese herbalists in the country suggests that, unlike western doctors, they rarely made

house calls and tended to run large mail order businesses.94 Patient records show they had a

sizeable number of non-Chinese patients.

Herbalists both diagnosed illness and prescribed herbs, but did not necessarily supply them.

Although they diagnosed, under the 1862 Medical Practitioners Act an individual was not

allowed to be called a doctor unless he or she was registered.95 Chinese herbalists, like

British doctors prior to the 1850s, were mostly apprentice-trained and so were not eligible

for registration.96 Chinese medical practitioners therefore called themselves herbalists. Until

the 1940s Chinese herbalists earned comfortable livings. Two Bills were put forward early

in the twentieth century that threatened their livelihood. The first, in 1905, was quickly

withdrawn as it also affected pharmacists, the second, in 1925, was eventually withdrawn

after a well-organised protest by Chinese herbalists, William Ah Ket a respected Chinese

lawyer, and other affected practitioners.97 However in the 1940s and 1950s the number of

                                                  
91 Maxine Hong Kingston states that Chinese druggists in the United States generally gave raisins with their medicine as
part of their service. M. Hong Kingston, The Warrior Woman, Pan Books, London, 1977, p.154.
92 Jean Gooey, recorded interview 1994.
93 Anonymous woman, recorded interview 1988.
94 M. Loh, ‘A country practice: Thomas Chong, herbalist of Bairnsdale, his place, his practice, his peers’ in P.Macgregor
(ed), Histories of the Chinese in Australasia and the South Pacific, pp.18-19.
95 Loh, ‘Western and Chinese medicine’, p.39.
96 ibid., pp. 43-44.
97 William Ah Ket was born in 1876 and brought up in Wangaratta Victoria. From 1900 to 1930 he was the only Chinese
solicitor and barrister in Victoria. He was a well-respected and charismatic lawyer and also a prominent political activist
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Chinese medical practitioners fell into rapid decline. World War II cut off supplies and

training opportunities and from 1949 the Peoples’ Republic of China virtually halted

immigration from and visits to China.

Herbalists like Mrs Lup Mun held important positions dealing with the sick. Illness was not

uncommon for the people of Little Bourke Street. Jean Gooey remembered malnutrition

and TB as common complaints. As a child she had diphtheria and ‘the usual measles,

mumps. Those sort of things’. Whether the Chinese were particularly affected needs further

investigation. According to Jean Gooey when Chinese medicine failed, or was not

appropriate, Chinese reluctantly went to western doctors and hospitals.98 They associated

hospitals with death.

                                                                                                                                                          

and spokesman for the Chinese in Melbourne. He died in 1936. J. Lack, ‘Ah Ket, William’ in B. Nairn & G. Searle (eds),
Australian Dictionary of Biography, MUP, Melbourne, 1979, vol.7 (1891-1939), pp.19-20.
98 Jean Gooey, recorded interview 1994. PROV, VA 862, VPRS 24, Unit 788, no. 479, Ah Wee (1905).
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210 to 194 Little Bourke Street

On Hie & Co: hawkers inside and out  —  Harry Edward Hoyling: on both sides of the law

Num Pon Soon Society: changing and standing still  —  Sun Goon Shing: enemies and

contraband opium – Wesleyan/Methodist Chinese Church: the Chinese who shaped it  —  The

1901 Royal Visit and opening of parliament: a Chinese angle

Back on the north side of Little Bourke Street, On Hie & Co at 210 Little Bourke Street

was located on the eastern corner of Celestial Avenue opposite the Hong Kong Cafe (see

figure 3.18). On Hie grocers was another long-standing Chinese firm, selling general

groceries including ‘dow sill’ [dou si or soybeans].99 Like other stores they also appear to

have offered temporary accommodation, particularly to street hawkers (see Appendix E).

Hawkers such as Wing You and Wing Won gave On Hie’s as their address when

registering as foot hawkers in 1910 and 1911 respectively.100

                                                  
99 Ron Wong Loy, recorded interview 1988.
100 PROV, VA 518 (Melbourne Court of Petty Sessions), VPRS 464 (Register of Hawkers Applications for Licences),
Item 5, 13 December 1910, Wing You & 12 December 1911, Wing Won.
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Fig. 3.18 208-210 Little Bourke Street, ‘Kong Meng’s
Building’s [sic]’

On Hie’s business name can just be made out at 210 Little Bourke
Street (right) above the door and in the window. The Ning Yang
Society bought 208 Little Bourke Street in 1909.101 It was occupied by
the Bo Leong Society from 1906 at least 1911 (see Chapter 4 for more
information about this society).

Source: John Kinmont, Moir Collection, State Library of Victoria, La
Trobe picture collection, Museum of Chinese Australian History
collection (P616/A21).

Ron Wong Loy remembers a European hawker who set up his brazier and sold bags of

roasted chestnuts outside On Hie’s, ‘[w]e kids used to love it’.102 He also remembers sugar

cane being sold by either a street vendor or from a Chinese shop. The hard outside skin of

the sugar cane was peeled off and the inner flesh chewed for the sweet juice, and the

remaining fibre spat out. There was also an Indian or Singalese hawker, the ‘Turkey lolly

man’ who made fairy floss out of a great big tin drum and then sold it in paper cones. Mr

Gooey, who may have been a relative of Jean Gooey’s husband Maurie, would sell

watermelon on the streets in the summer. Later it was sold from a shop. He used to sell it

                                                  
101 Blake, ‘Melbourne’s Chinatown’, p.60.
102 Ron Wong Loy, recorded interview 1988.
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with a piece of black jelly with syrup. He made the jelly in a bathtub and then sold it

outside his house on summer nights, using a paddle to divide it.

As Directories only provide information about businesses inside buildings it is easy to

forget there was also an active street economy. Hawkers who sold door to door and also at

permanent or semi-permanent street stalls were a vocal and important part of Melbourne’s

economy. The street hawkers mentioned above took advantage of impulse purchases from

hungry passing trade and presumably moved on when there was no more custom. Hawkers

were a useful way for producers to distribute surplus or perishable goods outside regular

outlets.103 Low capital costs, rents and rates made hawking an attractive occupation for new

arrivals, immigrants, and the unskilled or seasonally unemployed.104 It also provided a

living for the old and disabled before state welfare provision. In some cases hawking was a

front for petty criminal activity, begging or prostitution.

Chinese, ‘Hindoo’ (Afghans, Indian Muslims and Hindus) and ‘Assyrians’ (Lebanese and

Turkish) were sufficiently common to be separately identified from British or local-born

hawkers in the 1890s license registers.105 Ron Wong Loy’s memories of hawkers in Little

Bourke Street in part reflect this racial mix. Chinese tended to dominate the fruit and

vegetable and fish hawking trades in the 1880s, however by the turn of the century Greek

and Italian immigrants were beginning to predominate (see figure 3.19).106 Increasing

regulation restricted hawkers’ movements till they were eventually banned from

Melbourne’s streets. The continued existence of hawkers, such as those remembered by

Ron Wong Loy in the 1920s, is testimony to their economic relevance and success.107

While hawkers based themselves in Little Bourke Street and sold their wares elsewhere,

other Chinese lived in the suburbs and ran Little Bourke Street businesses. Ham and Harry

Edward Hoyling were both prominent figures in the Little Bourke Street community

                                                  
103 Brown-May, Melbourne Street Life, p.143.
104 ibid., p.143.
105 ibid., p.163.
106 ibid., p.147.
107 ibid., p.169.
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Fig. 3.19 Vegetable hawker, c1904

Fruit and vegetable hawkers were a common sight in Little Bourke Street, particularly on market days and on
weekends when they came to Chinatown to relax and socialise.

Source: ‘Vegetable hawker’, Federated Australia: A Collection of Photo Views, London, 1904 in K. Cronin, Colonial
Casualties: Chinese in Early Victoria, MUP, Melbourne, 1982, p.125.

despite the fact they both appear to have lived outside the area. Ham was the legal manager

of Sun Chong On, a fancy goods importers, and ran Lung Cheong Hong, both at 204 Little

Bourke Street. For a short period between 1925 and 1930 he officially owned the site.108

Harry, his son, was also a merchant at Sun Cheong On but was also a government

interpreter for the Victorian police in the state courts and for the customs authorities. Also

known as ‘gatekeepers’, interpreters negotiated the cultural divide, playing important

intermediary roles between the Chinese and non-Chinese communities. However in 1912

Harry Hoyling found himself on the other side of the courtroom after he was charged,

together with a Customs Officer and two Chinese storekeepers, with collaborating with

                                                  
108 Personal communication with Jon Kehrer (currently researching the Hoyling family as part of his family history), 14
December 1999.
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people in Hong Kong to create false naturalisation and immigration papers.109  Gee Ah

Cheong, a hawker from Fitzroy and his cousin Ah Pon (Ah Bong) claimed after Ah Pon

failed his dictation test on 10 June 1912 that Harry helped him obtain false papers. Gee

Cheong allegedly agreed to pay £30. He borrowed £10 from his brother, Gee Sam, and £10

from Charley Pan Goon [possibly Charlie Ah Goon mentioned in Appendix F), a Little

Bourke Street storekeeper, to raise the money. Charley Pan Goon paid Harry the money.

Ham Hoyling’s restaurant was used for negotiations.

Harry was investigated and prosecuted four times for this offence. During this process the

customs officer was found not guilty and the two Chinese shopkeepers guilty. On 17

November 1913 Hoyling was found not guilty. By this stage Hoyling was allegedly in

financial difficulties and not able to afford a copy of the testimony.110 The court case shows

how clan stores and family ties were used in the wider Chinese community. Gee Cheong

helped his cousin (Ah Pon) and Gee Cheong was in turn helped by his brother (Gee Sam).

Charley Pan Goon’s store was used as financial security and to provide a loan. Ham

Hoyling’s restaurant was a central meeting place for those concerned and a place in which

business was conducted. Even if the allegations in the case were untrue it is fair to assume

that the Little Bourke Street eating-places were also places to socialise, conduct business

and have a good meal.

The eating of food played a very important role in traditional Chinese society.111 Chinese

tended to eat with their family or with friends in cook shops or at work (see figure 3.20). It

was rare to eat alone. Eating out was a common practice. Russell Moy who lived further up

at 137 Little Bourke Street remembers regularly having breakfast at a Chinese cafe in

Russell Street with market gardeners after their early morning at the market.112 The large

number of Chinese cook shops, cafes and restaurants reflects their significant place in the

                                                  
109 PROV, VA 667 (Victorian Government Solicitor), VPRS 30 (Criminal Trial Briefs, Melbourne Supreme Court), Unit
1715, Case 184, The King vs Poo, Hey (1913).
110 Personal communication with Jon Kehrer, 15 September 1999. Kehrer claims that William Ah Ket represented him in
the final trial. Jon believes that Harry Hoyling obtained the counsel free as Ham Hoyling had financed Ah Ket’s legal
training and Ah Ket had previously been engaged to one of Ham’s daughters. However Toylaan Ah Ket (currently
researching a biography of her father William Ah Ket) has not found any evidence to substantiate this claim.
111 J. Lydon, Many Inventions, p.91.
112 Russell Moy, recorded interview with 1994.
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lives of the Chinese who lived and worked in the area. Ham Hoyling’s restaurant was right

next door to another one, the Yin Bun Low or Oriental Cafe at 202 Little Bourke Street run

by Ron Wong Loy’s father. This concentration of eateries was probably able to survive as

different establishments may have had different class or society affiliations. Customers

would therefore patronise the eateries of their society. Different eateries may also have

served or specialised in different types of food.

Fig. 3.20 A Chinese meal, 1902

This rare photograph shows a mixed group of Chinese men eating. Note the different styles of clothing and hairstyles
adopted by the men eating.

Source: ‘Dinner time’, Australasian, 20 December 1902, p.1457, Museum of Chinese Australian History collection
(P594/A88).

People from the Sam Yup (three counties) and See Yup (four counties) districts considered

themselves to be quite different from each other. It is therefore not surprising the Sam Yup

people established their own society, the Num Pon Soon Society, at 200-202 Little Bourke

Street. There were not enough Sam Yup people in Melbourne to establish smaller county

societies under the district society of the Num Pon Soon, like societies under the See Yup

Society. However the Num Pon Soon was still a significant organisation.

Lowe Kong Meng, society director and a central figure in the Chinese community in the

nineteenth century, purchased 200-202 Little Bourke Street on behalf of the Num Pon Soon
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society and built the first buildings on it in 1862.113 This site and the Kong Chew society

site were the first Chinese-owned properties in the area.114 After Lowe Kong Meng’s death

in 1888, Hoey Hong Loo was director until 1911, when Chun Yeet took over until 1962.115

Chun Yeet was also an owner of the Yin Bun Low cafe. The ground floor of 202 Little

Bourke Street was rented out to restaurants in the 1900-1920 period and the whole upper

floor of 200-202 Little Bourke Street was used by the Society. After 1911 they continued to

operate on the top levels of the building and rented out the lower floor. This was still the

situation in 1962, however only four members were making use of the building for society

purposes.116

The McCarron, Bird & Co Melbourne guidebooks offer an interesting insight into the uses

and perceptions of the building. The entry in the guidebooks appears to have been based on

Alexander Sutherland’s, Victoria and Its Metropolis Past and Present first published in

1888, which described the building as containing dormitory accommodation with an opium

smoking room behind.117 By the 1890s there is only reference to ‘a certain aromatic odour’

associated with the building.118 In guidebooks after 1911 there is no reference to

accommodation or opium, but they do describe how the visitor passes over a ‘threshold’

into an ‘unknown world’.119 While visitors, both Chinese and non-Chinese appear to have

been able to enter the building there is no mention in any of the descriptions of an

impressive 1860s altar in the main room.120

                                                  
113 Lowe Kong Meng was born a British subject in Penang in 1831. He was already a successful merchant when the gold
rushes lured him to Australia where he established an importation business in Little Bourke Street and then branched into
mining companies, shipping and banking and became one of the wealthiest Chinese in Melbourne. Well respected within
the Chinese and mainstream society he also actively campaigned against discriminatory immigration legislation. He died
in 1888. Yong C.F., ‘Lowe Kong Meng’ in D. Pike (ed), Australian Dictionary of Biography, MUP, Melbourne, 1974,
vol.3 (1851-1890), pp.385-386. Blake, ‘Chinatown’, p.55; Thong Keat Har, ‘Joss houses of Melbourne, Victoria’, BArch
4th year project, Department of Architecture, University of Melbourne, 1962, p.7.
114 Blake, ‘Melbourne’s chinatown’, p.35.
115 Thong Keat Har, ‘Joss houses of Melbourne, Victoria’, p.7.
116 ibid.
117 A. Sutherland, Victoria and Its Metropolis Past & Present, vol.1, facsimile edn, Today’s Heritage, Melbourne, 1977
(first published McCarron, Bird & Co Publishers, Melbourne, 1888), p.557.
118 The Melbourne Guidebook with Pictorial Map of the City and Bird’s-eye Views of the Streets, McCarron, Bird & Co &
Melville, Mullen & Slade, Melbourne, 189?.
119 The Melbourne Guidebook: With Original Map of the City and Surroundings, 5th edn, McCarron, Bird & Co,
Melbourne, 1911. The Melbourne Guide Book with Bird’s eye View of Hobson’s Bay and Other Illustrations, 6th edn,
McCarron, Bird & Co, Melbourne, 1925.
120 Personal communication with Paul Macgregor, 1999.
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Fig. 3.21 Num Pon Soon building, 1863, 1888, 1922 & 1999

This selection of images shows the Num Pon Soon building over time.

Source: ‘Chinese Exchange, Little Bourke Street, Melbourne’, State Library of Victoria, La
Trobe picture collection. ‘The Chinese quarter’, A. Sutherland, Victoria and its Metropolits
Past and Present, vol.1, facsimile edn, Today’s Heritage, Melbourne, 1979 (first published,
McCarron, Bird & Co Publishers, Melbourne, 1888), p.558. Sketch by John Shirlow, 1922,
personal collection Melissa Black, Museum of Chinese Australian History collection
(P886/A36). Author, 1999.

These descriptions of the Num Pon Soon building and also its representation in many

nineteenth century images of Chinatown make this building a crucial element in outsider
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perceptions of the area (see figure 3.21 above). Its importance may have been due to its

association with the well-known Lowe Kong Meng, its location well within Chinatown and

its impressive architecture. The change in text of later guidebooks may reflect changing

usage of the building as opium smoking was made illegal in 1905. However it might simply

indicate that after Lowe Kong Meng’s death there was less access to the building by

outsiders or that the section was cut back due to a declining interest in the site and area as

numbers of Chinese in Melbourne dropped.

Fig. 3.22 Sun Goon Shing business card

Sun Goon Shing’s business card shows the wide range of goods that they sold. The fact the firm produced an
English-language business card also suggests considerable business dealings with non-Chinese people.

Source: Museum of Chinese Australian History collection (P767/A34 & P768/A35).

Like a number of Chinese stores, Sun Goon Shing at 196-198 Little Bourke Street had

strong associations including a branch in Hong Kong.121 In the Directories they were

described as fancy goods importers, but another outlet at 24 Heffernan Lane listed them as

tea merchants. Ron Wong Loy remembers his family buying firecrackers from them at

Chinese New Year (see figure 3.22 above).122

                                                  
121 Ron Wong Loy, recorded interview 1988. PROV, VA 667, VPRS 30, Unit 1715, Case 184, The King vs Poo, Hey
(1913).
122 Ron Wong Loy, recorded interview 1988.
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They also appear to have been illegally importing opium. In September 1921 Yee Wah of

Flinders Lane wrote to customs officers telling them Sun Goon Shing was bringing in 600

tins of opium on the St Albans valued at £12 per tin.123 He claimed Sun Goon Shing had

been doing this successfully for the past three years.

The cook of the steerage brings it out from China to him, but some of the
Customs has a great deal to do with it because they get paid for it they pay
£1 per tin for each tin that is carried ashore. Im [sic] sure some of them are
making a great fortune from it not only Chinese smoke it but many of the
white girls also I hope you will see into this at your earliest and prevent this
deadly poison from landing each trip the same people are most successful Im
[sic] sure if you watch the boat & place carefully you will have a good haul
you may be sure’124

Despite a close watch on the ship and a ‘good shaking up’ of the Chinese members of the

crew no opium was seized. However according to Detective Inspector Gleeson the price of

opium went up £1 per tin due to their vigilance.125 He also claimed that although they knew

that Sun Goon Shing had been dealing in opium for many years they had been unsuccessful

on several occasions detecting it.

Yee Wah clearly disliked Sun Goong Shing but was also concerned about the money they

were making out of opium and the damage it was doing to the Chinese community. Chinese

opium addiction was more than just damaging to the individuals and those who depended

on them; it was also commonly used against the Chinese when racial tensions arose, to

support their exclusion from Australia, and from mainstream society.126 In particular,

Chinese were accused, without any real evidence, of seducing white women with opium

(see figure 3.15 above).127 Yee Wah decided to twist this often-used image to suit his own

purposes.

                                                  
123 NAA (NSW), SP11/28, B1924/3563, Yee Wah, Sydney, ‘Importation of 600 tins of opium by Sun Goon Shing per “St
Albans”’.
124 ibid.
125 ibid.
126 Cronin, Colonial Casualties, pp.74, 128. Yong, The New Gold Mountain, p.179.
127 Jane Lydon discusses white Australia’s fear of the corrupting influence of Chinese men and opium of white women.
Lydon, Many Inventions, pp.130-135. Janice Wood notes that contrary to popular Western opinion, many Chinese men
tried to stop their non-Chinese partners smoking opium. J. Wood, ‘Chinese residency in the Haymarket and Surry Hills –
1880 to 1902’, BA (Hons) thesis, Department of History, University of Sydney, 1994.
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His letter also illuminates the division that existed within the Chinese community over

opium. Opium was clearly damaging in a number of ways, but there was considerable

money to be made by merchants who imported and sold it. In the 1880s attempts to ban its

legal importation failed due to opposition from both the government, who received

considerable duties from opium, and the Chinese merchants who sold it.128 However by

1904 the anti-opium movement had swelled and successfully lobbied for the 1905 Opium

Smoking Prohibition Act. The Act was strongly driven by churches and sections of the

Chinese community. This included William Ah Kett, who drafted the legislation, Rev. C.H.

Cheong, who had also led earlier movements and the Chinese Empire Reform Association

(see Chapter 4 for more discussion on this association).129 However there were clearly still

tensions within the community over this issue.

In addition to taking a stance on issues which affected the wider Chinese community,

Christian churches also worked closely with the Chinese in Little Bourke Street. The

Presbyterians (108-110 Little Bourke Street), Anglicans (108-110 Little Bourke Street then

119-125 Little Bourke Street) and Wesleyan/Methodists (194 Little Bourke Street) all had

churches for the Chinese in the Street. The Salvation Army also had a hall in Greville Place

off Little Bourke Street east of Exhibition Street. Although the Army staged a special event

to launch their work with the Chinese in 1897, they were mostly concerned with conversion

of the Chinese in China and the salvation of white women who had become prostitutes or

opium addicts, rather than the social and moral welfare of the Chinese in Melbourne.130 In

the process of gaining converts the Chinese churches also taught English, ran Sunday

schools and organised social events. Some also ran Chinese language classes. They

provided a gateway for Chinese to access and interact with mainstream society. Chinese

                                                  
128 Yong, The New Gold Mountain, p.181. Cronin, Colonial Casualties, appendix.
129 Reverend Cheok Hong Cheong (Rev. C.H. Cheong) was born in the 1851 in Toishan in the See Yup district of China.
He arrived in Australia in 1863. During a stormy career in the church he was instrumental in the establishment of two
Chinese churches in Little Bourke Street. He was well respected by mainstream society and was politically active with
Lowe Kong Meng and Louis Ah Meng in opposition to restrictive immigration policies and also the Anti-Opium Society,
Chinese Christian Union, Chinese Empire Reform Association and later the Chinese Nationalist movement. He died in
1928 aged seventy-five. I. Welsh, ‘Cheok Hong Cheong 1851-1928’, St Mark’s Review, Spring, 1997, pp.23-26. See
Chapter 3 for more information about the Chinese Empire Reform Association.
130 ‘Salvation for the Chinese’, War Cry, 24 April 1897. Various articles in War Cry: 13 September 1881, 26 July 1884, 2
August 1884, 6 September 1884, 22 November 1884, 15 September 1894, 9 March 1901, 30 November 1918, 11 January
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were not only parishioners but also worked at various levels of the church from caretakers

to preachers to major political figures. The Chinese involved in the church bureaucracy

were often well respected within both the Chinese and non-Chinese community.

Fig. 3.23 Wesleyan/Methodist Chinese Church, 1999

Newly restored in 1999, this church still functions. On the left is 196-
198 Little Bourke Street previously occupied by Sun Goon Shing and
on the right Heffernan Lane.

Source: Author, 1999.

Reverend James Moy Ling helped build the Wesleyan/Methodist Chinese Church in

1872 shortly after he converted.131 It was the first of its kind to be built in Melbourne (see

figure 3.23 above).132 He was head of the mission and associated with the church up to his

death in 1911. He was popular and well respected with Chinese across Victoria and through

his ‘persuasive preaching and the earnestness of his spirit’, succeeded in converting many

Chinese in Victoria.133 David Soong was a missionary and close colleague of Rev. James

Moy Ling. Soong, who lived in Middle Park with his wife, hanged himself in the

Wesleyan/Methodist Church in 1911. He had recently been served a summons to appear in

                                                                                                                                                          

1919, 18 January 1919, 15 February 1919. Lt Col. W. Hull, ‘That peculiar body: the Salvation Army’s social work
beginnings in Australia’, unpublished draft chapter, Salvation Army Heritage Centre.
131 Yong, The New Gold Mountain, p.202.
132 ibid.
133 ibid.
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court for having made a false statement in 1907 to secure the landing of an illegal

migrant.134  His wife said he had been ‘troubled by something and was very depressed’.135

After Moy Ling’s death in the same year the congregation was led by Reverend Louey Fai,

who had a son and two daughters and lived ‘somewhere in Little Bourke Street’.136 A

pastor, Ernest Leong Gie (or Leung Gui), ran a Chinese school at the church that was

attended by Ron Wong Loy, Russell Moy and other children in the area.137 James Moy Ling

and David Soong played a much larger role in the community than just tending their

Fig. 3.24 Chinese Christian Union of Victoria, 1883

David Soong can be seen in the middle row, third from the left and Rev James Moy Ling is next to him, forth from the
left.

Sources: ‘Christian Chinese Union of Victoria’, Weekly Times, 25 April 1903, p.12, Museum of Chinese Australian
History collection (P211/A99).

                                                  
134 ibid., p.21.
135 PROV, VA 862, VPRS 24, Unit 874, Case no. 1210, Soong, David Sam (1911).
136 Russell Moy, recorded interview 1994.
137 Ron Wong Loy, recorded interview 1988. Russell Moy, recorded interview 1994. Russell Moy, recorded interview
with Eve Young, Museum of Chinese Australian History collection, 1988. Anonymous woman, recorded interview 1988.
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congregations. In 1902, they were both involved in the establishment of the Chinese

Christian Union of Victoria. Moy Ling was elected President and Soong Vice-President

(see figure 3.24). The Union brought together Anglican, Presbyterian, Wesleyan/Methodist

and Baptist converts.138 Rev. C.H. Cheong took a more active role in the union after the

deaths of both Soong and Moy Ling.

The church’s role as an intermediary between the Chinese and mainstream Australian

society is demonstrated by its involvement in the Chinese festivities for the 1901 royal

visit and opening of parliament. Lai Moy Ling (probably James Moy Ling) worked with

W. Shi Goon [W. Shi Geen], President of the See Yup Society to organise a lavish Chinese

procession and arch to welcome the Duke and Duchess of Cornwall and York to

Melbourne. Prior to the visit they asked permission for the Chinese to march in the

procession to Flemington.139 In a second letter, signed ‘On behalf of Chinese Residents of

Melbourne’ they requested police protection for their street arch in Swanston Street ‘as it is

now being decorated with very valuable banners and rich silks to the value of about £500.’

They also requested police protection along the route and in Little Bourke Street, between

Swanston and Exhibition Streets from 10.30am  so they could prepare for the procession.140

The Chinese Arch was one of only four private arches and four government arches on

display. Over the centre of the main span was a ‘band house’ (see figure 25). This

contained Chinese musicians, and on the flanking towers were ‘gorgeously-dressed’

Chinese playing gongs.141 Across the arch was a dragon and the whole structure was decked

in ‘rich silks, bells and symbols dear to the Chinese heart’. The roofs of the pagoda and

band house were ‘fantastically tiled, and mottoes in Chinese calligraphy welcoming the

Royal visitors appear on the façade’. At night the arch was lit by festoons. On Tuesday 7

May at 2.20pm the Chinese procession assembled in Little Bourke Street, walked along

Swanston, Flinders, Queen, Collins, Spring, Bourke and Swanston (or Russell) streets to

                                                  
138 Yong, The New Gold Mountain, pp.206-207.
139 PROV, VA 511, VPRS 3181, Unit 776, 4 May 1901 ‘Application for procession of Chinese residents by President of
See Yup Committee’.
140 PROV, VA 511, VPRS 3181, Unit 85 (Ceremonies 1901, 1903), 4 May 1901 ‘W. Shi Goon and L Moy Ling Asking
police protection at Chinese Arch during procession’.
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the starting point. As if to emphasise their difference, they followed the ‘Stockmen’s

Procession’.142

The Chinese section of the demonstration was reported in all major Melbourne papers. An

Age article demonstrates the extraordinary work that went into the display and also the

mixture of awe and condescension with which it was viewed (see Appendix F). The

extravagance and expense of the procession, dragon and arch illustrates the strong pride the

Chinese community had in their culture. It also shows a respect for their adopted country’s

monarchy, support for federation and a desire to have a place in the mainstream Melbourne

community, but on their own terms. This was clearly shown by the involvement of the See

Yup Society and the presence in the procession of Charles Powell Hodges, a Chinese

interpreter (see figure 3.26). Here an important non-Chinese gatekeeper between the

Chinese and non-Chinese community was prominently positioned in the procession dressed

in mandarin robes.

Numerous photographs were taken of the ‘Chinese Arch’ and procession which were used

in promotional and souvenir material associated with the Royal visit. This included

postcards, stereoscope images and four images in a catalogue of photographs produced by

The Australasian.143 This suggests that while the Chinese Arch and Chinese demonstrations

may have been regarded as a curiosity their participation was still something of which

Melbourne was proud. Ironically the first major Act of the new federal government was the

passing of the 1901 Immigration (Restriction) Act.

Processions were a long-standing and particularly important part of Melbourne’s street

life.144 The Chinese were actively involved in such demonstrations.145 These processions

appear to have been adaptations of traditional Chinese processions into an Australian

                                                                                                                                                          
141 ‘Chinese arch’, Herald, 6 May 1901, p.6.
142 PROV, VA 511, VPRS 3181, Unit 84 (Ceremonies 1901), ‘Letter from City Surveyor Office, Town Hall Melbourne
giving dimensions of ceremonial arches’ and ‘Official programme and time table of festivities – Commonwealth
celebrations’.
143 PROV, VA 511, VPRS 3181, Unit 84, ‘Brochure for ordering photographs from The Australasian of Royal Visit’,
bundle 1.
144 Brown-May, Melbourne Street Life, pp.173-205.
145 Lydon, Many Inventions, p.164.
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Fig. 3.25 Chinese contribution of the 1901 Royal Visit, 1901

These images are a few of many taken of the Chinese procession and arch. The first images shows the procession moving south along
Swanston Street, the second the dragon turning the corner of Spring and Bourke Streets and the third looks through the Chinese arch
south along Swanston Street.

Sources: ‘Chinese procession and the Chinese Citizens Archway, Swanston St, Melbourne, during the commemoration of the Duke of
York’s visit to open the first Australian parliament, 1901’, Rose’s Stereoscopic View, State Library of Victoria, La Trobe picture
collection, Museum of Chinese Australian History collection (P98/A59). ‘The Chinese procession. The dragon turning the corner of
Spring and Bourke Streets’, State Library of Victoria, La Trobe picture collection. ‘The Chinese Citizens Arch, Swanston St (The King’s
Arch in distance’, State Library of Victoria, La Trobe picture collection, Museum of Chinese Australian History collection (P230/A61).
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Fig. 3.26 Charles Powell Hodges in mandarin dress,
1890

Charles Powell Hodges is photographed with his servant Lim. Born in
England in 1831 he arrived in Victoria in 1853.146 He learnt Chinese while
in Bendigo and married Norma Quon. After working as a police interpreter
became an advisor to the Chinese and was consequently decorated with the
Mandarin Orders: The Order of ‘The Orange Blossom’ and The Order of
‘The Crystal Button’ by the Emperor in 1890.

Source: Norma and John Hodges, Museum of Chinese Australian History
collection (P860/DQ26).

context. As well as being celebratory they had a strong fund raising focus. For organisers

and participants it was a way of gaining status within mainstream society. In rural towns

such as Bendigo and Ballarat annual processions were held to raise funds for regional

hospitals.147 Chinese in Melbourne did not have an annual procession but they did march

regularly, sometimes in conjunction with Bendigo and Ballarat Chinese. These processions

                                                  
146 This information was provided when Norma and John Hodges donated this photograph to the Chinese Museum of
Australian History.
147 ‘Chinese demonstration’, Weekly Times, 5 May 1900, p.15. R. Jack, ‘The Chinese in Bendigo’ in P. Macgregor (ed),
Histories of the Chinese in Australasia and the South Pacific, p.389. PROV, VA 667, VPRS 30, Unit 1420, Case 244, The
Queen vs Wong Shing Yook (1900).
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were often associated with fund-raising activities but also, like the 1901 activities linked in

to more general celebrations such as royal birthdays.148

                                                  
148 VPRS, VA 511, Unit 775 (Procession 1895-1900), 23 October 1895, Procession of Chinese from corner of Little
Bourke Street to Exhibition building to artists carnival; and 20 April 1900, Chinese residents of Melbourne, Ballarat &
Bendigo, Little Bourke Street to Exhibition Building, Melbourne Hospital Bazaar. VPRS, VA 511, Unit 776, 31 March
1902, Chinese procession, Little Bourke Street between Swanston and Russell to Exhibition Buildings, Melbourne
Hospital Bazaar; and 31 March 1902, Chinese procession, Little Bourke Street between Swanston and Russell to
Exhibition Buildings VAOD Annual Gala; and 13 November 1905, King’s Birthday Celebration, corner Little Bourke
Street and Russell to Exhibition Building.
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Heffernan Lane

Presbyterian Mission School: ‘we were really spoiled’  —  Yee Joon: indefatigable in his thirst

for knowledge  —  Chung Wah cafe and society: a confusion of names  —  Gee Chew:

accountant and concerned landowner

Heffernan Lane, like Tattersalls Lane, ran from Little Bourke through to Lonsdale Street,

and similarly contained a mix of both Chinese and non-Chinese premises. The non-Chinese

premises were a little more varied than in Tattersalls Lane. They included buildings

associated with the Council electrical supply station and the Presbyterian Chinese Mission

School run for the Chinese. The Presbyterian Chinese Mission School took over the

Chinese Mission Hall at 26 Heffernan Lane in 1907. The hall was a small one-storey

building.149 The Presbyterian Womens’ Mission Union (PWMU) ran a pre-school in the

hall, teaching the children basic reading, writing and arithmetic (see figure 3.27). Jean

Gooey remembers being taken once or twice a week up to the Exhibition Gardens. On the

way they would be given boiled lollies from one of the grocers: ‘We were really spoiled’.150

                                                  
149 Russell Moy, recorded interview 1994.
150 Jean Gooey, recorded interview 1994.
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Fig. 3.27 Bible lessons and exercises in arithmetic, 1902

These photographs were taken before the school in Heffernan Lane was established. As can be seen
both children and adults attended classes. Religious instruction was provided as well as basic reading,
writing and arithmetic.

Source: ‘Exercises in arithmetic’ and ‘Bible lessons with the Chinese in Melbourne’, Australasian, 20
December 1902, p.10, Museum of Chinese Australian History collection (P593/A98).
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Fig. 3.28 Presbyterian Women’s Mission Union, 1890s

This photograph shows members of the group and their children.. They appear to have dressed in traditional Chinese dress especially for
the photo. It was common at this time for two sets of photos to be taken, one in Chinese and one in western dress.

Source: Miscellaneous collection of 15 photographs, State Library of Victoria, La Trobe Library picture collection, Museum of Chinese
Australian History collection (P307/A93).

Russell Moy also recalls occasionally going to Sunday School there, as well as the church

at 108-110 Little Bourke Street.151

Ron Wong Loy particularly remembered two non-Chinese women from the Presbyterian

Mission School, Miss Pye and Miss Sears. Miss Pye must have been quite charismatic as

Alice Tong from Lacey Place also fondly remembered her. Ron felt these women were

particularly courageous for working in Little Bourke Street given its reputation; but at the

same time he notes the area was very safe if you knew it. These women not only taught

ordinary lessons but also used to visit private homes where they gave Bible lessons, led

prayers and just talked with the women. Jean Gooey also remembers that Presbyterian

Women’s Mission Union established a group specifically for Chinese women (see figure

3.28). They would be taught English and would also help with church work. One Chinese

                                                  
151 ibid.
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woman who grew up in Little Bourke Street remembers spending her Saturdays as a child

‘knitting things for lepers, cleaning stamps etc’.152

While some of the older residents may have been poorly educated and struggled with the

English language, a number of second generation Chinese and even younger first

generation Chinese, such as Yee Joon who lived at 11 Heffernan Lane, were highly

successful academically. Yee Joon was born in China and arrived in Australia as a student

aged ten in 1901.153 In 1907 he applied for a CEDT to return to China (see figure 3.29). His

referees were glowing in their praise of him. One of his teachers wrote:

I have a very high opinion of his character believing him to be pure in
thought and noble in his ambitious [sic]. He is earnest in his studies, gentle
in his manner, willing and obedient as a student and indefatigable in his
thirst for knowledge.

The Principal of Scotch College was also impressed by him:

He has done his work with exemplary regularity and diligence, and has
made such satisfactory progress that in many of his subjects he is up to the
standard of the Primary Examinations of the University of Melbourne. His
conduct has been at all times entirely to my satisfaction. He has my best
wishes.

Yee Joon had been at Scotch College for only two years. Yee Joon’s third referee was also

glowing in his praise:

[H]e would be a credit to any European home. He is gentle and nobly
upright in his ambitions, but owing to failing strength his friends yielding to
the recommendations of the doctor who has been attending him, have
decided that he pay China a visit.

However it seems it was more than poor health that lured him away from Melbourne. In

April 1910, when his CEDT was about to expire William Tye Shing, the owner of a

furniture factory at 139 Little Bourke Street, wrote to the immigration officials and

requested an extension of his certificate so he could complete his study in Hong Kong. This

extension was approved provided £2, the ‘usual fee for a fresh certificate’ was paid.

                                                  
152 Anonymous woman, recorded interview 1988.
153 NAA (Vic), CA 789, B13/0, 1920/5671, Extension of Yee Joon’s Certificate of Exemption.
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Fig. 3.29 Yee Joon’s CEDT, 1912

Yee Joon looks every bit the respectable scholar he is described as by
his references.

Source: NAA (Vic), B13/0, 1918/3013.

Non-Chinese people predominantly completed references on CEDT applications. These

references, like Yee Joon’s, often reveal close personal friendships with the Chinese

individuals they were supporting. In CEDT applications, such as Loo Pon’s of 198 Little

Bourke Street, some referees also reveal close working relationships with the Chinese they

were supporting.154 Loo Pon’s employer at Jerildirie, NSW, found him ‘very civil, obedient,

a splendid worker, in fact a really first class man’. He was ‘only too pleased’ to be of ‘any

service’ assisting his return to China.

Quon Che On cookshop occupied 11 Heffernan Lane at the same time as Yee Joon. The

building was constructed in 1891 as the Wing Ching restaurant and was operated by Ah

Gee. It is believed to be one of the oldest Chinese cafes in the area and according to Alison

                                                  
154 NAA (Vic), CA 789, B13/0, 1902/1556 Loo Pow [Pon] for certificate of domile.
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Fig. 3.30 11 Heffernan Lane, 1978 & 1999

In 1978 the building was still occupied by the Chung Wah Cafe. Now occupied by the Tai Shanghai Chinese restaurant
rapidly fading signage for the Chung Wah Cafe can still be seen and the gantry beam is still existent.

Source: R. Howe, The Australian City: Inner City Melbourne, A Photographic Perspective, Deakin University, Waurn
Ponds, Melbourne, 1978, p.26. Author, 1999.

Blake was operated by the same family into the 1970s under a number of different

names.155 After 1916 it was the famous Chung Wah cafe (see figure 3.30 above). Russell

Moy remembered it as one of the main cookshops in the area. It was also one of the few

Chinese businesses named on the 1925 Mahlstedt map, though its name was misspelt.156 In

the post-World War II period it was one of the ‘exotic’ places frequented by young

intellectuals, artists and students.157 Their menu included both Chinese and non-Chinese

items. However, as noted, this was not the first time non-Chinese patronised Chinese eating

establishments. The top floor of the building was used for storage and the bottom was a

                                                  
155 Blake, ‘Chinatown’, p.57.
156 Russell Moy, recorded interview 1994.
157 Blake, ‘Chinatown’, p.57. J. Langley, ‘Seeing eyes’ in Mirka Mora: Where Angels Fear to Tread: 50 Years of Art
1948-1988, compiled by M. Delany & M. White, Museum of Modern Art at Heide, 1999, p.11.
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cookshop.158 The gantry beam used to pull goods up to the upper floors and the name

‘Chung Wah Cafe’ painted down the side of the building can still be seen. Ron Wong Loy

recalls it being a ‘shabby looking old place’ but had the ‘best Chinese cooking’.

Although it had a similar name, the Chung Wah Society at 14-16 Heffernan Lane does not

appear to be related to the Chung Wah Cafe (see figure 3.31). ‘Chung Wah’ was commonly

used as it is a patriotic term for ‘China’ or ‘Chinese’ in Cantonese.159 Information about this

society has been difficult to piece together because it appears to have had a number of

names. In the Directories it is called the Yee Tong (Chinese) Club, Canton Society or

Shanghai Society. Ron Wong Loy refers to the Jung Wah Gung Wuh [Chung Wah Kung

Hwei] meaning ‘All of China united’, meeting place in Heffernan Lane as a place that had a

Fig. 3.31 14 to 22 Heffernan Lane, 1999

The Canton Society (1907), Yee Tong Club (1918-1920+), Shanghai
Society (1908-1920+) and On Chung Tai (1908-1920+) shared parts of
the three-storey brick section of this building (14-16 Heffernan Lane)
according to Street Directories.

Source: Author, 1999.

                                                  
158 P. Macgregor, Chinatown Heritage Walk tour notes, 1992-2000, unpublished, MCAH Collection.
159 Personal communication with Paul Macgregor, January 2000. Sidney J. Baker, ‘Chinatown dying in Melbourne’,
Herald, 9 August 1947, p.17.
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school that taught Cantonese.160 This also appears to be a reference to the same society. It

seems to have been open to all clans. Hamilton Chan believes it was affiliated with the

Kuomintung in the 1920s.161 Its aim was to enable members to keep in touch with news

from China and to promote the war effort during the Japanese war with China. These name

changes may have also reflected changes in the nature of the society.

The insides of the society rooms were described in a very nostalgic article about the decline

of Chinatown in the Herald in 1947.162

You will find it in a large and dingy building, its walls papered with Chinese
news bulletins. Old men sit here in the day-time, fanning over newspapers,
magazines and books from China, talking in their quiet, melodious voices or
sitting, looking at something far beyond their immediate horizons.

By the 1940s Chinatown was considered to be disappearing and as the Chinese were no

longer considered a threat to ‘White Australia’, newspaper articles like this one were now

able to affectionately recall and appropriate an exotic past for the area. This change in

attitude coincided with plans to ‘redevelop’ the Chinatown (see Chapter 5 for further

discussion of this). Despite the tone of the article it still provides a description of the

society rooms which had probably not changed very much since the turn of the century.

There would have been more Chinese men, they would have been younger and the

atmosphere possibly livelier. In addition to providing support and a place for its members

to meet, the group also put on Chinese opera performances. These performances held either

at their society building, described by Russell Moy as a large old warehouse, or according

to Jean Gooey, in a theatre or hall (probably the Temperance Hall) in Russell Street.163 Jean

remembered Mrs Wong Loy curling the wigs for performances with curling tongs.164

According to sampled ratebooks the Chung Wah Society building was owned by Gee

Chew. It is not clear what relationship he had with the society.165 As many of the properties

                                                  
160 Ron Wong Loy, recorded interview 1988.
161 Personal communication with Hamilton Chan, 20 March 2000. Russell Moy, recorded interview 1994.
162 S.J. Baker, ‘Chinatown dying in Melbourne’, Herald, 9 August 1947, p.17.
163 Russell Moy, recorded interview 1994.
164 Jean Gooey, recorded interview 1994.
165 PROV, VA 511, VPRS 5708 (Ratebooks), Unit 44 & 46 (1908 & 1910).
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in the area were owned by societies he may have been an office bearer of the society and

owned the building on their behalf.166 He also appears to have been an accountant for

Koong Cheong (probably the grocery Quong Cheong at 182 Little Bourke Street).167

Although Gee Chew was not listed in rate books as occupying 16-18 Heffernan Lane he

was nevertheless concerned about the reputation of the street. ‘G. Chew’ heads a petition

sent to the Town Clerk in 1909 requesting the Council change the name of Heffernan Lane

to Reid’s Place (see figure 3.32).168

Our reason for so asking is that in the past, the lane did not have a very
enviable reputation but is now most respectable, Mr Reid having bought and
erected a factory on the land where the last of the Brothels were – we would
respectfully suggest that name of Reid’s Place.

Both Chinese and non-Chinese residents and landowners signed the petition. The

suggestion was rejected as the Council did not want to disrupt the existing order and they

had also received two letters from landowners objecting to the name change on the grounds

it dishonoured the memory of Rody Heffernan, one of Victoria’s ‘earliest pioneers and [a]

most respected citizen’.169

The desire to change the name of Heffernan Lane was part of a much broader reaction

against the negative connotations of the smaller streets and lanes in the city area. Residents

in different sections of the western end of Little Bourke Street also tried to change the name

of their section of Little Bourke Street.170 Some sections of the Chinese community clearly

had similar concerns.

                                                  
166 In 1911 half the Chinese-owned properties in Little Bourke Street were owned by Chinese societies. Blake,
‘Melbourne’s chinatown’, map series C, frame B, figure 31.
167 Police Cases Scrap Book of Detective-Inspector John Mitchell Christie 1897 to 1905, box 3514/3, MS 12720, p.39,
Manuscript Collection, State Library of Victoria.
168 PROV, VA 511, VPRS 3181, Unit 484, Ratepayers, 30 March 1909, ‘’Requesting that name of Heffernan’s lane be
changed to Reid’s Place’ (bundle 3).
169 PROV, VA 511, VPRS 3181, Unit 484, Lynch and McDonald, 28 April 1909, ‘Objecting to change of name of
Heffernan’s lane’ (bundle 3). PROV, VA 511, VPRS 3181, Unit 484, M.Mornane, 30 April 1909, ‘Objecting to name
change of Heffernan Lane’ (bundle 3). PROV, VA 511, VPRS 5708, Unit 46 (1910).
170 Brown-May, Melbourne Street Life, pp.27-28.
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Fig. 3.32 G. Chew’s petition to the Melbourne City
Council, 1909

It was not uncommon for Chinese residents to write or send petitions,
like this one, to the Melbourne City Council. Note letter is signed with
both Chinese and non-Chinese names.

Source: PROV, VA 511, VPRS 3181, Unit 484, 30 March 1909,
‘Requesting that name of Heffernan’s lane be changed to Reid’s
Place’.
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190 to 170 Little Bourke Street

Cooper’s Arms Hotel and Sue Wing Chung & Co: sharing and changing occupants  —  Chin

Wah Moon: a man of hidden qualities  —  Harry Louey Pang: political activist

The Cooper’s Arms Hotel on the corner of Heffernan Lane, at 190 Little Bourke Street

was another of the few non-Chinese-run businesses on the northern side of Little Bourke

Street during this period. The location of the hotel is curious as unlike others it was well

within Chinese-occupied territory. This suggests there was considerable non-Chinese

involvement in the area unless it survived on Chinese patronage alone. However even this

non-Chinese business did not last. By 1909 the Chinese merchant firm, Sue Wing Chung

& Co had taken over the site. For some reason the numbering of the property also changed

at this time to 184-186 Little Bourke Street, despite the dimensions of the property

remaining the same.171

Sue Wing Chung & Co was soon joined on this rather large site by another merchant firm,

                                                  
171 PROV, VA 511, VPRS 5708, Unit 42 & 47 (1906 & 1911).
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Sun Wah Chong.172 According to the 1906 rate book entry the building contained eighteen

rooms.173 The occupancy of Chinese merchant firms on this site demonstrates how

confusing tracing firms and individuals can be. According to Directories Sue Wing Chung

then moved out in 1918 and Hong Choong Tong (probably Hoong Choong Tong) moved

in. However a letter written by Hoong Choong Tong suggests they were on the site as early

as 1908. However there was also a Choon Woh Hong herbalist next door at 182 Little

Bourke Street from at least 1900 to 1909.174 Directory collectors could have made one of

many errors.

The dual occupancy of 184-186 Little Bourke Street makes connecting individuals to firms

particularly difficult. Chin Wah Moon was associated with one of the firms at 184-186

Little Bourke Street but it is not clear which one. It may have been Sun Wah Chong as

Russell Moy remembers Sun Wah Cheong [Sun Wah Chong] was a major firm that sold

only Chinese herbs.175 Despite the fact Chin Wah Moon was described in various official

documents as a storekeeper and merchant, the trade section of the Directories also shows a

Chin Wah Moon herbalist in Russell Street, then in Elizabeth Street, between 1912 and

1932.176 He may very well have been a merchant, storekeeper and herbalist as well as a

property developer.

                                                  
172 Hamilton Chan believes these may be the same firm. Personal communication with Hamilton Chan, 20 March 2000.
173 PROV, VA 511, VPRS 5708, Unit 42 (1906).
174 PROV, VA 511, VPRS 3181, Unit 139 (Drains & Sewerage 1902-1909), Hoong Choong Tong, 28 May 1908,
‘Complaining that water from Heffernan Lane soaks into cellar’ (bundle 7).
175 Russell Moy, recorded interview 1994.
176 Research conducted for the Museum of Chinese Australian History, Museum of Chinese Australian History collection.
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Fig. 3.33 ‘Moon House’ or ‘The House of Gables’, 12 The Parapet,
Castlecrag (NSW), c1994

Shareholders were offered a free block of land if they built a house on it. Chin Wah
Moon and Rev. C.H. Cheong were two of five shareholders who took up the offer.177 In
the 1920s and 1930s these houses did not follow the conventions of other contemporary
houses.

Source: M. Walker, A. Kabos, & J. Weirick, Building for Nature: Walter Burley Griffin
and Castlecrag, Walter Burley Griffin Society Incoporated, 1994, p.49 in Museum of
Chinese Australian History collection.

In 1925 Chin Wah Moon and Rev. C.H. Cheong were both shareholders in Walter Burley

Griffin’s development of the suburb of Castlecrag in Sydney.178 They were two of only five

shareholders who commissioned Burley Griffin to design them houses (see figure 3.33

above). The Moon and Cheong houses were like showrooms, and were purely investment

properties. This business relationship probably emerged out of Walter Burley Griffin’s

commission to redesign the façade of the Kuomintang (Chinese Nationalist Party) building

at 107-109 Little Bourke Street in 1921 (see figure 3.34).179 Chin Wah Moon’s associations

with Walter Burley Griffin’s Castlecrag project and his herbal business suggest he was an

important and prominent figure within the Chinese community. However, like Mrs Lup

Mun, he has so far been missing from histories of the Chinese in Melbourne.

                                                  
177 M. Walker, A. Kabos, & J. Weirick, Building for Nature: Walter Burley Griffin and Castlecrag, Walter Burley Griffin
Society Incoporated, 1994, pp.9, 37.
178 ibid
179 Blake, ‘Chinatown’, p.60.
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Fig. 3.34 107-109 Little Bourke Street, ‘Kuomintang
building’

Walter Burley Griffin redesigned the façade of 109 Little Bourke
Street in 1921 for the Kuomintang. The design of the façade also
reflects the aims of the Kuomintang to reform China through western
modernisation.

Source: A. Watson (ed), Beyond Architecture: Marion Mahony and
Walter Burley Griffin: America, Australia, India, Powerhouse
Museum, Sydney, 1998, p.118 in Museum of Chinese Australian
History collection (P931).
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Fig. 3.35 Tong family, c1912

This photograph was given to immigration officials by Sister Mary
Emilie Anthoness of the Central Mission to assist them identify Alice
and Ethel Tong when they tried to reenter Australia in 1916.It has
been annotated by officials. Alice is standing at the back on the far
left, Ethel stands in front of her and Kay Sing stands on the far right.

Source: NAA (Vic), B13/0, 20/13667.

Although it is not known if he had a family of his own, as a close relative (possibly uncle)

of the Tong family he did inherit one. The Tong family lived up the road in Lacey Place

from before 1900 to about 1911 (see figure 3.35).180 All the children in the family were

Melbourne-born. In 1912 their father, Chin Tong, died and the family returned to China,

possibly to bury the father in the family cemetery, a common practice. Records also note

that  Alice Tong was being educated while they were in China. Sadly while in China their

mother and one of the children died. Chin Wah Moon became the children’s guardian

                                                  
180 The Tong family should correctly be referred to as the Chin family, however all official records, including birth
certificates use Tong as the family name. The father’s name was Chin Tong (Chun Toong, Chin Toong or Chung Tong)
and so shared the same family name as Chin Wah Moon. NAA (Vic), CA 789, B13/0, 1920/13667, ‘Finger prints of Alice
Tong, Ethel Tong, Willie Tong and Elsie Tong, 4 Chinese children departing by Eastern 21 June 1912’. Marjorie Law,
recorded interview with Sophie Couchman, Australia-China Oral History Project jointly conducted by Australia-China
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though they did not return to Australia until 1916.181 He also acted as an intermediary with

authorities when needed. Chin Wah Moon was a witness on Chin Tong’s will, signed the

day before he died in 1912.182 In 1916 he wrote to the Collector of Customs in an effort to

assist Alice and Ethel Tong re-enter Melbourne, when officials refused to believe they were

Australian-born and did not need a CEDT (see figure 3.36). He is also believed to have

Fig. 3.36 Alice and Ethel Tong, 1918

Alice and Ethel were now orphans under the guardianship of Chin Wah Moon. Alice married Fee Lan
O’Hoy in 1916.183 His family were well established in Bendigo and ran a Chinese store. They had seven
children. Ethel met and married Bill Moy, a tin miner and timber worker who came to Victoria from
Branxholm, Tasmania in Bendigo in 1927.184 Shortly afterwards they moved to Geraldton, Western
Australia where they raised six children. Neither discussed their time in China.

Source: NAA (Vic), B13/0, 18/14419.

                                                                                                                                                          

Council, Museum of Chinese Australian History and National Library of Australia, Museum of Chinese Australian
History Collection, 1999.
181 Ethel Tong’s marriage certificate, copy held by Marjorie Law.
182 PROV, VA 2624 (The Master in Equity, Supreme Court) VPRS 7591/P2 (Probate), Unit 482, Chin Tong (126/21).
183 Margory Law, recorded interview 1999.
184 N. Hassell & B. Hassell, ‘Brief biography: Ethel Tong (Boo Laan/Line?) and Bill Moy (Bonurn Ah Moy Ng)’,
unpublished notes, 1999.
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arranged Alice Tong’s marriage and was a witness of Ethel’s marriage. Both women

married men with a Chinese background. Chin Wah Moon also had a considerable

influence on Kay Sing (Willie) Tong as he became a herbalist.185

Harry Louey Pang was another influential member of the Chinese community. His

company, Louey Pang, H. & Co was a large fruit commission firm at 172-176 Little

Bourke Street from 1920.186 It appears to be still operating today in the fruit and vegetable

industry in Footscray Road, Footscray.187 In addition to running his business he was also

one of the leaders of the Melbourne Chinese Empire Reform Association and so was

involved in the 1905 Chinese anti-opium movement. As part of this campaign he was a

strong advocate for Westernising Chinese manners and customs as a method of weakening

Australian prejudice against the Chinese.188 He also represented the Chinese of Melbourne,

along with Rev. C.H. Cheong, in the first interstate meeting of the Chinese on 5 November

1918 when they discussed changes to the 1901 Immigration Act.189 In 1920 he was elected

vice-President of the Victorian Chinese Chamber of Commerce with P.N. Hoong Nam as

President. This was the first time Chinese Nationalist leaders were in control of the

Chamber.190 He also had strong associations with the Church of Christ in Queensberry

Street.191 Harry Louey Pang was clearly a very busy and charismatic man. Harry Louey

Pang’s firm probably existed at other premises before 1920 as to held such an important

leadership position within the community he would have already needed to be a successful

businessman well before 1920.

                                                  
185 Marjorie Law, recorded interview 1999.
186 Yong, The New Gold Mountain, p.29. Russell Moy, recorded interview 1994.
187 Yellow Pages, A-K, p.1304.
188 Yong, The New Gold Mountain, p.128.
189 ibid., p.29.
190 ibid., p.89.
191 ibid., p.206.
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Waratah Place and 168 to 170 Little Bourke Street

Street surfaces: paving and wood-blocking  —  Edward Yet: in the minority  —  Exford Hotel:

lone surviver

Harry Louey Pang’s firm was located on the corner of Little Bourke Street and Williams

Lane which was renamed Waratah Place some time after 1920. As Waratah Place ran

directly behind the businesses in Russell Street and all the way through to Lonsdale Street it

is not surprising non-Chinese businesses dominated it. However there were still a few

Chinese businesses such Edward Yet who was listed in the Citizens List for 1900-1901 as

a polisher.192 His listing is a little unusual. The occupations of most of the Chinese included

in Table 3.2 would place these Chinese in the category described by Oddie as the ‘merchant

elite’.193 These figures held positions of power with the Chinese community, tended to be

better assimilated and were also well respected by the broader community.

Cabinetmakers and polishers tended not to fall in this class. To be included on the Citizen

List any ‘lessees’ who were immigrants had to be ‘natural-born’ or ‘naturalised subjects’,

                                                  
192 Citizens Lists 1900-1901, 1910-1910, 1919-1920.
193 G. Oddie, ‘The lower class Chinese and the merchant elite in Victoria, 1870-1890’, Historical Studies, vol.10, 1962,
pp.65-70.
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but it was collectors who made this decision.194 Inclusion allowed those listed to vote in

local and state elections.

Table 3.2 Occupations of
Chinese names found in 1900-
1901 Citizens List

Occupations Numbers

Merchant 10

Cabinetmaker 3

Storekeeper 1

Importer 1

Greengrocer 1

Druggist 1

Polisher 1

TOTAL 18

Finally, having started with the hotels at Swanston Street, it is appropriate that this block

ends with the Exford Hotel (see figure 3.37). The Exford is the one hotel in the block that

has managed to survive all the changes in the street. Not only does the building remain, but

it also still operates as a public house and provides cheap accommodation. While the hotels

on the Swanston Street corner represented a gateway into Chinatown, the Exford Hotel did

not signal the end of Chinatown. This section of Russell Street contained a number of

Chinese businesses including the premises of the Chinese Times. Chinese residents and

businesses also densely occupied the next block up to Exhibition Street. Although the very

top block of Little Bourke Street to Spring Street had a lower Chinese occupation, lanes

such as Punch Lane, Crossley and Liverpool Streets and Harwood Place had strong

concentrations of Chinese furniture-making firms.

                                                  
194 DCCXXIII, An Act to amend ‘The Chinese Immigrants Statute 1865’ (24 December 1881), Acts of Parliament of
Victoria, 1881, pp.697-724.
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Fig. 3.37 Little Bourke Street entrance to Exford Hotel, 1999

The main entrance to the Exford Hotel is currently through the door of the corner of
Little Bourke and Russell streets. There are also secondary doors on Little Bourke
Street and Russell Street.

Source: Author, 1999.

As this chapter has shown, the north side of Little Bourke Street from Swanston to Russell

Streets was almost totally Chinese-occupied. The only exceptions were the hotels on the

corner blocks, Garton’s Horse Bazaar, the Wesleyan/Methodist Church, George Hook’s

carrier business and the Cooper’s Arms Hotel. Some of these organisations like the

Wesleyan/Methodist Church and George Hook’s carrier business exploited their location

amongst the Chinese while the others appear to have ignored the Chinese population. While

Chinese may have dominated the main street, there was still room for non-Chinese

occupation in the lanes, particularly those that extended through to Lonsdale Street like

Tattersalls Lane, Heffernan Lane and Waratah Place.

This chapter has only touched on the people, businesses and events that shaped the northern

side of Little Bourke Street from 1900 to 1920. Most of the buildings in the street have

many stories associated with them which are yet to be uncovered. Businesses and

organisations mostly occupied the buildings in Little Bourke Street proper, with many

offering some form of accommodation to employees of the organisations that occupied

them and to outsiders on a temporary or permanent basis. Some firms even shared space
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with other businesses or organisations. This chapter has concentrated on the Chinese stores

or grocers, Chinese cookshops and eateries, Chinese medical practitioners or herbalists and

hawkers. Many of these businesses tended to be loosely defined. Chinese stores sold items

as varied as roast pork, fireworks, opium and sly grog; but they were also post offices,

banks, transcribers and meeting places. Cookshops were also places where individuals

conducted business as well as socialising and eating and herbalists could be wholesalers,

retailers, medical practitioners or a combination of all of these.

While this examination of some of the people, organisations and activities of the northern

side of Little Bourke Street and its lanes reveals a complex environment dominated by

Chinese, it is not possible to fully understand this block of Little Bourke Street without

examining the southern side of the street. The southern side of Little Bourke Street and its

lanes has a markedly different history.



99

4. INCURSIONS INTO CHINATOWN:

Swanston to Russell Streets
(south side)

These map extracts are intended to orient the reader. Larger maps with
clearer detail can be found in Appendix C.

Source for map extracts throughout: City of Melbourne, c1924,
Mahlstedt & Son Insurance Planning Inc, Melbourne University
Archives.

Swanston Street corner to 209 Little Bourke Street

Hoyt’s Building: from entertainment hall to ‘De-Luxe’ cinema  —  Miss Suey Land: Oh, I

would like to see Maggie Moore again!  —  Mong Yeok: A typical sojourner?  —  Sun Kwong

Sing & Co: Merchants or general store?  —  Charles Way: A mate of mine

Like the northern side of Little Bourke Street, the southern side also opened with two

hotels, the Ballarat Star (replaced by the Cosmopolitan in 1919) and the British Lion Hotel

further up Little Bourke Street. This extraordinary concentration of hotels on the north and

south side of the street was finally broken in 1914 when Wickham’s Austral Coffee Palace

took over occupancy of part of the British Lion Hotel. Wickham’s shared the site with

various small businesses such as the Baltimore Cafe; Pridmore & Cooper, bicycle makers;

and Arthur C. Brown, wigmaker and hairdresser. However there were no Chinese
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businesses there, unless Harry L. Lee, a hairdresser, was Chinese. Already the southern side

of Little Bourke Street has a different character and is not going to be the bastion of

Chinese occupation the northern side was.

In 1916 the extension of the Hoyt’s Building on Bourke Street back to 227-233 Little

Bourke Street was completed. Prior to this the area was exclusively occupied by Chinese

businesses. A small group of Chinese tea merchants clustered there in the early part of the

century. It is not clear if these firms imported tea for general consumption or only for the

Chinese community. Tea was a popular drink among the Chinese and non-Chinese groups.

The Chinese drank tea both with meals and socially. As mentioned in Chapter 3 a teapot

was often left out in Chinese stores for patrons. It was drunk black with no milk and sugar.

Tea was also the staple in the cupboards of many non-Chinese Australians and it tended to

be drunk highly sweetened with milk or condensed milk.1

Businesses located at 233 to 227 Little Bourke Street were notified, or found out, about the

impending Hoyt’s Building at some time in 1914. Most occupants of these buildings

quickly moved to other premises nearby. Quong Mee Loong moved up the street to number

177, Sun Nam Hie to number 220 and Sun Wah Loong moved first to number 242 in 1915

and then to 244 Little Bourke Street in 1916. The only other firm, Mee Chun & Co,

importers, seems to have gone out of business or moved outside the study area. Squashed

between the Hoyt’s Building and the British Lion Hotel, 235 Little Bourke Street was not

demolished. Another tea merchant, Louey Jin Sing, was located there from 1901 to 1907.

However after 1908 the three businesses which successively occupied 235 Little Bourke

Street were non-Chinese.

The construction of the Hoyt’s Building in 1915 and 1916 added to the non-Chinese

occupancy of the area. The Building extended from Little Bourke Street all the way through

to Bourke Street, which was the main entrance. In addition to housing the De-Luxe cinema,

the Hoyt’s Building was also used by various companies involved in the film industry, such

                                                  
1 T. Dingle, ‘”The truly magnificent thirst”: an historical survey of Australian drinking habits’, Historical Studies, vol.19,
no.75, 1980, p.243. J. McCalman, Stuggletown: Public and Private Life in Richmond 1900-1965, Melbourne University
Press (MUP), Melbourne, 1985, p.56.
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as Australian Feature Film Ltd, Crick & Jones film exchange, Kingdon & Walker film

importers, Fraser Films, Mason’s Super Films and the Hoyt’s advertising agency. Given

their listing in the Little Bourke Street section of the Directories, these businesses may have

had entrances from Little Bourke Street rather than Bourke Street.

The Hoyt’s Building was an important part of the development of cinema in Bourke Street.

From the 1850s Bourke Street was well known as an entertainment precinct with a large

number of theatres clustered in the eastern section. The first permanent cinemas in

Melbourne were located near Princes Bridge, however these were soon replaced by those in

Bourke Street.2 By 1913 about half a dozen Bourke Street entertainment halls had

converted into cinemas.3 As one observer noted, Bourke Street ‘was now a glorious place

of chaos [with] men yelling themselves hoarse whilst inviting the public to walk into their

parlor’.4

In 1909 Hoyt’s Pictures was established in St George’s Hall and was the first picture

theatre in Bourke Street.5 It would have been a fairly basic venue, with minimum

decoration and facilities. However by 1915 patrons were expecting greater comfort in their

theatres. Cinema was rapidly expanding into the suburbs. The De-Luxe which replaced

Hoyt’s Pictures was a much grander establishment. According to an article in the Age it

cost £36,000 to build and was considered to be the ‘finest of its kind in the world’! In 1947

the De-luxe became the Esquire and eventually closed in 1975.

Although Chinese businesses were pushed out of their premises to make way for the

expansion of the cinema age, some Chinese, particularly the children, along with others in

Melbourne embraced the moving picture. With Bourke Street so close to home it is no

surprise Ron Wong Loy remembers going to the cinema. There were the ‘sophisticated

ones’, like the Paramount at 235-237 Bourke Street and the Melbourne Britiannia at 287

Bourke Street, but it was the ‘flea houses’, the cheaper cinemas, Ron and his friends

                                                  
2 D. Catrice, ‘Cinemas in Melbourne 1896-1942’, MA (Public History) thesis, Department of History, Monash University,
1991, pp.6-9.
3 S. Priestley, The Victorians: Making Their Mark, Fairfax, Syme & Weldon Associates, McMahons Pt, NSW, 1984,
p.137.
4 Argus, 30 October 1911 as quoted in Catrice, ‘Cinemas in Melbourne 1896-1942’, p.9.
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visited.6 They would roll up on a Saturday morning with their three pence to watch the

latest serial. ‘We used to love that.’ Female children did not seem to have the same

freedoms. Jean Gooey, who was part of the same family, remembers going to the gardens,

sometimes the zoo, and ‘once in a blue moon’ they went to a film, ‘a Shirley Temple film’.7

Another former female resident also remembers not being allowed out much.8

Fig. 4.1 Theatre Royal from Bourke Street

An impressive building from the front, the back can only be imagined.

Source: Nicholas Caire (1837-1918), State Library of Victoria, La Trobe
picture collection.

                                                                                                                                                          
5 Catrice, ‘Cinemas in Melbourne 1896-1942’, pp.9-22.
6 Ron Wong Loy, recorded interview with Eve Young, Museum of Chinese Australian History collection, 1988.
7 Jean Gooey, recorded interview with Elizabeth Saunders, Australia-China Oral History Project jointly conducted by
Australia-China Council, Museum of Chinese Australian History and National Library of Australia, Museum of Chinese
Australian History collection, 1994.
8 Anonymous woman who grew up in Little Bourke Street, recorded interview with Eve Young, Museum of Chinese
Australian History collection, 1988.
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While cinemas may have been the latest fad, live theatre remained strong in Bourke Street

and impacted on Little Bourke Street. The Theatre Royal, next door to the Hoyt’s Building,

had its stage doors leading onto Little Bourke Street (see figure 4.1 above). During

performance seasons there must have been a bustle of activity at those stage doors with

staff and performers coming and going. Some may even have stayed at the Globe Hotel just

over the road. The back entrances of the theatres therefore provided opportunities for

interaction between theatre people and those who lived directly behind the theatre. Miss

Suey Land recounted fond memories of her childhood friendship with Maggie Moore in an

article in the Herald on 22 October 1913.9

”We used to live opposite the stage entrance of the Theatre Royal, in Little
Bourke street,” she said. “Maggie Moore used to take notice of me and my
sister and brothers, and say how nice and clean we looked. She used to give
me bunches of flowers, and I know I could point out now the room that used
to be her dressing room. One day she gave my father a little perambulator,
so that I could wheel my little brother about in it. Oh, I would like to see
Maggie Moore again! I would know her in a crowd in the street. I am sure. I
will always remember the flowers and other presents she gave me.”

Maggie Moore, wife of the well-known theatre owner J.C. Williamson, was the lead in

Struck Oil that played at the Theatre Royal and received considerable interest at the end of

the century.10

Suey Land’s description of her relationship with Maggie Moore gives us a delightful

insight into the ordinary friendships that developed between individuals beyond the racism

inherent in newspaper reports and much legislation. Children were easily approachable for

non-Chinese adults. Suey Land also appears from the article as being an outgoing confident

young woman. This is contrary to the stereotype of the demure Chinese woman. It also

appears she made the journey from China on her own without a chaperone. The placement

of the article itself is of interest as it was located on the front page of the newspaper. It was

unusual for the Herald at that time to devote any space to Chinese issues on its front pages.

                                                  
9 Suey Land as quoted in ‘Chinese girl’s story: shows pearly teeth: safe now with father’, Herald, 22 October 1913, p.1.
10 A. Sutherland, Victoria and Its Metropolis Past & Present, vol.1, facsimile edn, Today’s Heritage, Melbourne, 1977
(first published McCarron, Bird & Co Publishers, Melbourne, 1888), p.519.
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Generally shorter articles would appear on the last page or central news pages of the paper.

This article was quite extensive and also included photographs (see figure 4.2).

Fig. 4.2 Suey Land and her father, Kwan Ah Shem,
c1913

Suey Land is on the left and Kwan Ah Shem on the right. It was rare for
individual Chinese to be photographed and named in newspapers at this
time, particularly on the front page of the paper.

Source: ‘Suey Land’ and ‘Kwan Ah Shem’, Herald, 22 October 1913, p.1.

According to the article Kwan Ah Shem, Suey Land’s father, had taken the whole of the

family to China.11 Suey Land and her three brothers and sister had returned to Australia

separately. Suey Land’s brother who was born in China entered Australia on a student

exemption certificate. None had experienced any trouble landing. Kwan Ah Shem had been

confident of his daughter’s admission as she could remember all her ‘old teachers and

others’. When she was charged with being a prohibited immigrant he had to ‘dash’ to

Melbourne from Geelong in a motor car in order to save his daughter from deportation.

Described as a produce merchant in Barrack Street, Perth, Kwan Ah Shem had stock worth

£1,000 and owned a house that cost £4,500. He was clearly a very wealthy man. The case

was eventually discharged. Although the article was not overtly racist, it did adopt a very

patronising tone. It seems unlikely for example that the value of the stock of an Anglo-

Saxon merchant would have been detailed. The family’s visit to China illustrates the
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divided lives Australian-born Chinese led and how the sojourning of original migrants was

adapted and carried through to those in Australian-born Chinese families.

Mong Yeok’s life was typical of many Chinese-born sojourners who arrived after the gold

rushes (see figure 4.3). He arrived in Australia from China in 1899 when he was thirty and

had been a ‘store keeper’ or ‘storeman’ for four years when he applied for his CEDT in

1915.12 At the time he was working at Foo Goon & Co’s at 211 Little Bourke Street, one of

four terraces next door to the Theatre Royal. Since arrival he had also been employed as a

gardener and market dealer, had lived in Caulfield and North Melbourne and had made two

trips back to China for a year each in 1905 and 1909. According to one of his referees ‘he

wants to go home to China to see his people’. He probably also had a wife and children in

Fig. 4.3 Mong Yeok’s CEDT, 1915

Mong Yeok’s dress suggests he had become a successful storekeeper.

Source: NAA (Vic), B13/0, 1915/12807.

                                                                                                                                                          
11 ‘Chinese girl’s story: shows pearly teeth: safe now with father’, Herald, 22 October 1913, p.1.
12 NAA (Vic) (National Archives of Australia, Victoria), CA 789 (Collector of Customs and Excise), B13/0 (General and
Classified Correspondence – Collector of Customs), 1915/2807, Mong Yeok applies for a CEDT.
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China. Mong Yeok’s range of employment suggests a successful progression from gardener

to market dealer to store keeper. His three return trips to China in a fifteen-year period

suggests he had also been financially prosperous during his stay in Australia. His sojourn

had been a successful one. This was not the case for all Chinese migrants.

Information about Sun Kwong Sing & Co at 209 Little Bourke Street brings together

much of what has been discussed about Chinese stores. It also illustrates how the

distinction between Chinese stores and merchants or importers was blurred. For many firms

it was in their interest to be classified as a merchant or importer, as these employment

categories received special rights under the 1901 Immigration (Restriction) Act. Depending

on their import and export sales, they were able to sponsor the entry of additional workers.

Although Sun Kwong Sing & Co were listed as a merchant firm in many sources, Russell

Moy described them as a general store that also made dellpol [dou fu or bean curd] which

they supplied to all the restaurants. They were celebrated for the smell emitted from

fermenting soybeans!13 In the early part of the century, they also sold Chinese liquor,

including one allegedly made of ‘tiger’s bone, rice and melon’ or ‘tiger bone, wood, and

melong’ depending on the source you refer to.14 They also sold Chinese mushrooms. These

might have been dried mushrooms imported from China or Hong Kong or fresh ones

supplied locally. Ron Wong Loy remembers shopping for groceries at a number of places,

suggesting that stores may have specialised in particular produce.15

Sun Goon Shing at 196-198 Little Bourke Street, Sun Wah Loong at 244 Little Bourke

Street and Foon Kees at 214-216 Little Bourke Street, like Sun Kwong Sing & Co were

known as both Chinese stores and cookshops or importers. It seems clan stores and even

clan-owned business would often employ a cook to prepare food for workers and clan

members who visited.16 Clan members would pay by donation and workers were probably

fed as part of their employment contract. Hamilton Chan says that while some of these

                                                  
13 Russell Moy, recorded interview with Eve Young, Museum of Chinese Australian History Collection, 1988.
14 ‘Chinese “grog”, what it is made of’, Age, 27/9/1904, p.4; ‘Illicit liquor selling’, Argus, 27/9/1904, p.6.
15 Russell Moy, recorded interview with Eve Young, 1988, Museum of Chinese Australian History Collection.
16 Russell Moy, recorded interview with Paul Macgregor, Australia-China Oral History Project jointly conducted by
Australia-China Council, Museum of Chinese Australian History and National Library of Australia, Museum of Chinese
Australian History collection, 1994. Personal communication with Hamilton Chan, 20 March 2000.
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establishments might have been described as cookshops, many were not open to the general

public, only to clan members.

Chinese stores, like other Chinese businesses, also often had complex ownership structures.

As was the case in China it was common for a clan or a group of businessmen to invest in a

business.17 This partnership would alter as financial conditions required and so firms could

last for very long periods of time. Sun Kwong Sing & Co was located at 209 Little Bourke

Street from at least 1900 to the 1940s.18 Hung Ah Lee, We Sen and possibly Ah Kee were

all partners of Sun Kwong Sing & Co at some time between 1898 and 1904.19 Russell Moy

recalls that the Lai Wai Shing family ran the business.20 In addition to clan links, store

management may have had affiliations with the Bo Leong society (also Bo Liang) in 1904

since informers in a court case involving this firm were from the rival Yee Hing.21 Like

most businesses in Little Bourke Street, but particularly Chinese stores, Sun Kwong Shing

also appears to have rented out rooms. Louey Ah Moy, a cabinetmaker who worked in

Corrs Lane in 1923, listed 209 Little Bourke Street as his address (see figure 4.4).22 In 1920

Henry Tip, a ‘fruit and vegetable dealer in the Melbourne and South Melbourne Markets’,

also listed his address as 209 Little Bourke Street (see figure 4.5).23

                                                  
17 C.Y. Choi, Chinese Migration and Settlement in Australia, Sydney University Press, NSW, 1975, p.10. J. Wilton,
‘Revealing the Chinese past of northern New South Wales’ in P. Macgregor (ed), Histories of the Chinese in Australasia
and the South Pacific: Proceedings of an international public conference held at the Museum of Chinese Australian
History, 8-10 October 1993, Museum of Chinese Australian History, Melbourne, 1995, p.251.
18 Hamilton Chan who came to Australia from Hong Kong in about 1941 recalls San Guan Sing [Sun Kwong Sing] in
exactly the same location. Hamilton Chan, recorded interview with Rosalie Hiah, Australia-China Oral History Project
jointly conducted by Australia-China Council, Museum of Chinese Australian History and National Library of Australia,
Museum of Chinese Australian History collection, 1997.
19 Citizens Lists 1900-1901; ‘Chinese “grog”: What it is made of’, Age, 27 September 1904, p.5. Police Cases Scrap Book
of Detective-Inspector John Mitchell Christie 1897 to 1905, box 3514/3, MS 12720, p.39, Manuscript Collection, State
Library of Victoria.
20 Some members of the family later set up the Kowloon Bus Company in Hong Kong. Russell Moy, recorded interview
1994.
21 ‘Illicit liquor selling’, Argus, 27 September 1904, p.6.
22 NAA (Vic), CA 789, B13/0, 1923/11299, Louey Ah Moy applied for a CEDT.
23 NAA (Vic), CA 789, B13/0, 1920/26473, Henry Tip applies for CEDT.
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Fig. 4.4 Louey Ah Moy’s CEDT, 1923

Particular marks were noted on CEDTs. In this case ‘scar centre of
forehead, scar middle finger’.

Source: NAA (Vic), B13/0, 23/11299.

Fig. 4.5 Henry Tip’s CEDT, 1920

The skew on his collar and tie and wayward hair suggest Henry Tip
was not accustomed to dressing so formally.

Source: NAA (Vic), B13/0, 1920/26473.
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Sing Charles Way, a sixteen year old of ‘mixed parentage’, lived there with his parents,

according to his uncle Louey Jack, giving evidence to Magisterial inquiry into Charles’

accidental drowning in 1920. 24 Charles, his ‘mate’ Victor Kwong and two others, Dunn and

Davies, went to Woori Yallock for the Easter holidays. On 4 April 1920 they went down to

the creek to swim. According to Victor:

the deceased wore a bathing costume he could not swim. Dunn went in first
then Davies, deceased was the last in… he dived in and came up up [sic] he
was then in deep water he started to struggled but did not cry out he went
down and came up again he disappeared again and did not see him
afterwards Dunn and Davies mad[e] no effort to save I could not swim.
Dunn and Davies are only boys Dunn and Davies went for assistance and
some men returned with them two of the men went into the water and tried
to find the body but were not successful.

Later the police dragged the creek and the body was found. Charles’ death is another

example of how children provided an important point of contact between the Chinese and

non-Chinese in Melbourne. Presumably all four sets of parents or guardians approved the

boys’ holiday. While the boys were friends it is not clear on what level the parents knew

each other. It is curious Charles chose to go swimming when he could not swim. His friend

Victor did not feel the need to. Victor also refers to Charles as ‘a mate of mine’ and Dunn

and Davies as ‘two other boys’ despite the fact they had all decided to go on holidays

together. This could be attributed to racial tension within the group or may simply reflect an

altered transcription of Victor’s statement. It is also unusual Charles’ parents were not

asked to make a statement at the inquest as a translator was employed to write his uncle’s

statement.

                                                  
24 PROV (Public Record Office, Victoria), VA 862 (Office of the Register-General and the Office of Titles), VPRS 24
(Inquest Deposition Files), Unit 991, no. 361, Sing Charles Way, Woori Yallock (1920).
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La Trobe Place

Abraham Reay: Little Bourke Street smithy  —  Kitt Cheong: shops, racecourses or gambling

houses?

Located on the corner of Little Bourke Street and La Trobe Place, Sun Kwong Shing was a

significant business in the street. It may also have influenced the tone of La Trobe Place. In

contrast to similar lanes on the northern side of Little Bourke Street, La Trobe Place was

almost totally occupied by Chinese businesses. Abraham Reay, a blacksmith, was the only

non-Chinese business there with his ‘brick forge’, but he did have Chinese customers. As

mentioned in Chapter 3 Foon Kee employed him in the 1920s to make a tin pot and

window guard.25 It seems probable he was also a blacksmith for many more Chinese

businesses.

Amidst the Chinese fancy goods shops and banana and tea merchants was Kitt Cheong, a

ticket writer. It is not clear exactly what type of ticket writer Kitt Cheong was. Ticket

writers were employed to write signage for shops but also worked illegally on racecourses

taking and writing up bets. Given the illegal nature of bet-taking it seems most likely he

was a sign writer for either Chinese or non-Chinese shops. Even though it is not possible to

                                                  
25 Foon Kee business records, Museum of Chinese Australian History collection.
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identify exactly what Kitt Cheong did as a ticket writer, his employment in this job

illustrates the variety of work the Chinese were involved in, even within common Chinese

industries. It is well documented that in metropolitan areas the Chinese were concentrated

in market-gardening, furniture-making, laundering, cookshops, church work and were

merchants in the wholesale fruit and banana trades, grocery and greengrocery. However it

is easy to forget that there was a wide range of jobs within these broad areas beyond those

of gardener, carpenter, laundryman, cook, shopkeeper and merchant. Financial records had

to be kept, goods moved, signs made, shops outfitted and provisions purchased.

There was also employment outside these common industries in the illegal or semi-legal

industries in gambling and opium smoking. People were employed to manage these

establishments, to work as bet-takers, produce or import printed Chinese lottery tickets,

import opium and possibly to bribe authorities. Chinese, such as Hock Wah the hairdresser

who lived at 5 Hughs Alley in 1920, also worked in occupations not dominated by other

Chinese. Table 4.1 lists some of the more unusual occupations of Chinese as recorded in

the Directories.

Table 4.1 Unusual Chinese occupations 1900-1920

Name Address Occupation Year

Louey King 229 Little Bourke Street Photographer 1903 to 1906

Lee Fong 15 Heffernan Lane Bootmaker -1900

Kit Tong 25 Heffernan Lane Woodyard 1905-1911

On Lee 180 Little Bourke Street Tobacconist 1907

On Yick 180 Little Bourke Street Tobacconist 1908

Sam Yick 176 Little Bourke Street Tobacconist and fruiterer -1900-1918

Quong Mee Lee 177 Little Bourke Street Stamp vendor 1915

Source: Sands & McDougall Melbourne Street Directories, 1900-1911. Sands & McDougall Victorian Directories, 1912-1920.
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205 to 201 Little Bourke Street

Sun Kwong Sang: The trouble with marked bananas  —  Yin Bun Low: A good sprinkling of

Australian men

Back on Little Bourke Street three buildings occupied numbers 205 to 201 until 1907 when

they were demolished and replaced by Wallach’s Furniture Warehouse. Sun Kwong Sang

at 203 Little Bourke Street and the Yin Bun Low cookshop at 201 Little Bourke Street were

two of the businesses which had to move when Wallach’s took over the site. A photograph

taken in 1899 clearly shows bunches of bananas being unloaded from a horse-drawn lorry

outside the Yin Bun Low cookshop (see figure 4.6). The bananas were probably being

delivered to the storerooms or ripening rooms of Sun Kwong Sang next door.

Bananas were a characteristic of the Little Bourke Street landscape and the image captured

in this photograph does not appear to have changed much over the twenty-year period.

Bananas arrived by ship from either Queensland or Fiji and were unloaded at the wharf by

merchants. They used horse-drawn lorries drawn by Clydesdales to bring the bananas from

the wharves to the merchants’ premises.26 According to Ron Wong Loy they would ‘come

rumbling up Little Bourke Street’ and then the bananas were unloaded from the lorries into

                                                  
26 Jean Gooey, recorded interview 1994.
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the ripening storerooms.27  Two or three times a week, on market days, the ripened bananas

were taken in the early morning and sold at the Western Market on Flinders Lane, the

Queen Victoria Market, the Eastern Market in Bourke Street or other suburban markets.28

Fig. 4.6 Yin Bun Low and bananas being unloaded, 1899

These open horse-drawn lorries were commonly used to transport bananas. The bananas are probably being
delivered to Sun Kwong Sang, banana merchants at 203 Little Bourke Street (shop front on right). The Yin
Bun Low cookshop with associated signage is at 201 Little Bourke Street on the left.

Source: The Leader, 11 February 1899, p.34  in P. Macgregor (ed), Histories of the Chinese in Australasia
and the South Pacific, p.81.

In the early part of the century Chinese banana wholesalers held a very strong position in

the fruit and vegetable market in both NSW and Victoria.29 The rise of Chinese banana

wholesalers in the southern states appears to have been an extension of the domination of

the Chinese in the banana growing industry in Queensland from the 1880s.30 The Chinese

were attracted to the crop as it was an industry shunned by most European Australians and

its relatively quick turn-over meant dreams of returning to China could be achieved

                                                  
27 Ron Wong Loy, recorded interview 1988.
28 Anonymous woman, recorded interview 1988.
29 C.F. Yong, ‘The banana trade and the Chinese in New South Wales and Victoria, 1901-1921’, A.N.U. Historical
Journal, vol.1, no.2, 1964, pp.28-35. S. Couchman, ‘The banana trade and its importance to Melbourne’s Chinese and
Little Bourke Street, 1880s-1930s’ in P.Macgregor (ed), Histories of the Chinese in Australasia and the South Pacifi,
pp.75-87.
30 Couchman, ‘The banana trade and its importance to Melbourne’s Chinese and Little Bourke Street’, pp.80-82.
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quickly. Most of Victoria’s bananas were initially imported from Queensland before the

Fijian market became more prominent in the second decade of the twentieth century.

Overcrowding at the Western Market, the main wholesaling fruit market, meant storage and

ripening rooms were often located off-site. For the Chinese this naturally meant Little

Bourke Street.

An incident on the wharves involving Chun Fung, a dealer with Sun Quong Sang, gives an

idea of the people and activity on the wharves when a shipment of bananas arrived.31 On an

afternoon at the end of January 1900 Ah Loy would not let Chun Fung ‘look at the marks’

on Ah Loy’s bananas. They argued, struck each other, then both pulled out weapons - Chun

Fung a ‘narrow’ knife and Ah Loy a ‘chopper’. The knives used in the fight were generally

used for trimming banana stalks. According to Chun Fung they were ‘always sharp’. Chun

Fung was struck on the right knee and dodged a blow to the head. Mow Yick, another

banana merchant grabbed Ah Loy and ‘wrenched the chopper out of his hand’. ‘All seemed

quiet for fully ten minutes’ until Chun Fung discovered the cut on his knee. ‘Five or six

Chinese then rushed at the accused who ran away’. He was finally taken into custody by

Woong Loong, Chun Fung’s partner and another dealer with Sun Quong Sang.

The fight seems to have emerged due to rivalry between Sun Quong Sang and the Sing War

banana firm who employed Ah Loy. Chun Fung and Woong Loong were joint partners of

the Sun Quong Sang. It is possible these firms operated along clan lines.32 Woong Loong

mentioned under cross-examination he belonged to the ‘Chin Chin Clan’, Mow Yick to

‘Fon Clan’ and ‘accused to a different’ clan.33 It is possible inter-clan tensions may have

helped spark the fight, though it could just have been industry rivalry. This demonstrates

that although Chinese firms may have held a very strong position in the industry this did

not mean they operated as a monopoly. There was clearly considerable rivalry between the

different firms.

                                                  
31 PROV, VA 667 (Victorian Government Solicitor), VPRS 30 (Criminal Trial Briefs), Unit 1406, Case 99, The Queen vs
Ah Loy (1900).
32 Russell Moy also describes his father’s wholesale banana firm, Hoong Chong at 137 and 141 Little Bourke Street as
being a clan store. Russell Moy, recorded interview 1994.
33 It is difficult to determine which family names these clan may represent due to regional differences in pronunciation.
Personal communication with Hamilton Chan, 8 April 2000.
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Attendants at the dock ranged from labourers to merchants and although all the firms were

Chinese and located at the eastern end of Little Bourke Street, there were also two non-

Chinese men working for them. Both these men also lived in the Little Bourke Street area.

Samual Cohen described himself as a tally-maker living in Crossley Street and Joseph

Davis was ‘working for Chinamen looking after Bananas at the wharf’ and lived at

Gordon’s Place (the Gordon House section of Little Bourke Place). Clearly Chinese

businesses could not always be assumed to employ only Chinese workers.

A sign advertising Yin Bun Low’s cookshop is clearly visible in the 1898 photograph of

bananas being unloaded (see figure 4.6 above). ‘YIN BUN LOW’ and ‘CHINESE

COOKSHOP’ are both written in English. This suggests a sizeable portion of their clientele

were non-Chinese, supporting the idea that Little Bourke Street cookshops and food were

popular with the non-Chinese population. Ron Wong Loy remembers their customers were

mostly Chinese, however there was also ‘quite a good sprinkling of Australian men’.

Like a number of firms in the area, Yin Bun Low moved several times during the study

period. At the turn of the century it was located at 201 Little Bourke Street, but due to the

construction of Wallach’s Furniture Warehouse in 1907, the firm moved temporarily to

numbers 112-114 before moving again in 1908 to 202 Little Bourke Street. In 1920 they

moved again, to 195-197 Russell Street where they were also known by a western name,

Oriental Cafe. They remained in Russell Street until the 1960s.34 Much of the movement in

the area was caused by larger businesses such as Wallach’s, Hoyt’s and the Melbourne City

Council replacing a number of smaller premises with larger ones. According to the Housing

Inspector James Jamieson in 1900, a number of the smaller buildings were now being used

as workshops or storage places for builders and manufacturers rather than housing.35 The

longevity and success of Yin Bun Low, despite several moves, demonstrates the

adaptability of the firm and the loyalty of their customers.

                                                  
34 Personal communication with Hamilton Chan, 20 March 2000.
35 PROV, VA 511 (Melbourne City Council), VPRS 3181 (Town Clerk’s Files – Series 1), Unit 401 (Houses 1900-1902),
Officer of Health – James Jamieson, 18 May 1900, ‘Report on class of improvements being carried out’ (bundle 1).
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During Ron Wong Loy’s childhood his father was one of the owners of Yin Bun Low. Ron

remembers his father working very long hours in the cookshop. They used to open until

eleven or twelve at night so his father would return very late at night. This meant living so

close to the shop in Celestial Avenue was very convenient. The shop also opened on

Sundays as Russell Moy recalls going there as a special treat to buy buns.36 Ron Wong Loy

helped his father in the cookshop.37 However it seems Mrs Wong Loy, who according to

Jean Gooey was an excellent cook, did not use her skills in the restaurant.38 About six

people were employed in the cafe, some waited on tables, some made Chinese pastries and

others washed dishes. Ron Wong Loy remembers the pastry cook working upstairs. You

could hear the thumping as he was rolling out the pastry. He had a large round table,

‘almost like a tree trunk’ attached to one end of the preparation table for making pastry.

Ron used to watch the pastry being made - ‘you have to do a lot of rolling, it was a real art.

I watched him doing it, almost like physical exercise jumping up and down, it was terrific’.

‘They used to make a Chinese flaky pastry that was so delicate, it was made with lard of

course’ and inside they would fill it with a nut mix. Ron laments the lack of quality

ingredients in dim sims today. The dim sims used to have pork along with dong guor

[doong guar or Chinese mushrooms], mar tah [mar tay or water chestnuts] and juk suh [juk

suen or bamboo shoots] - ‘[a]ll those lovely things mixed together’.

The most popular order was for ‘Long Soup and Short Soup’ for about two shillings which

Ron described as a ‘Chinese pasta type of thing’, cooked in chicken stock and served with

dishes of roast duck and boiled fowl. The cafe also served dim sims, kisemin [kai see min],

gupsuey [chop suey], roast duck, boiled chicken, sarben [dow sar bang, black soy bean

biscuits] and Chinese shortbreads. Although a cookshop they also sold a few imported

speciality items at the counter, including boxes of dried lychees and ginger. Ron

remembered his father meticulously measuring the paper to wrap the box of whatever was

purchased.

                                                  
36 Russell Moy, recorded interview 1994.
37 Ron Wong Loy, recorded interview 1988.
38 Jean Gooey, recorded interview 1994.
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199 to 193 Little Bourke Street

Leong Lee: Business and home to the Poon family  —  Lew Sill Wee: 9/6 in silver, two door keys

and two tickets with Chinese writing on them  —  Wing On: Gambling, provocation and frayed

tempers

The rest of this block of Little Bourke Street was much more like the northern side of the

street. There were no further incursions of non-Chinese businesses from Bourke Street

premises and the majority of firms were Chinese. Although there were four properties

between 199 and 193 Little Bourke Street the 1925 Mahlstedt map clearly shows the site

really operated as two buildings. There seems to have been a concentration of herbalists

there - Leong Lee at 197-199 Little Bourke Street and Fook War Hong at 193 Little Bourke

Street was also an individual herbalist at 195 Little Bourke Street. Leong Lee was a family-

run herbal business. Directories suggest the firm started as a fancy goods importer and

became a herbalist in 1906. According to Russell Moy they were one of the primary

herbalists in the area. As the term herbalist was used fairly broadly, it is not possible to

know if Leong Lee’s was a wholesaler, retailer, medical practice or some combination of

these businesses.39

                                                  
39 In the 1930s they were mostly a wholesaler but would also sell retail. Personal communication with Hamilton Chan, 20
March 2000.
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Fig. 4.7 Children outside 193 Little Bourke Street, 1899

Analysis of these images reveals that the children have all been photographed either outside or very near to 193 Little Bourke Street.
With eleven Poon children living at 193 Little Bourke Street it is highly likely some or all of them were Poon children.

Source: The Leader, 11 February 1899, p.31 in R. Howe, The Australian City: Inner City Melbourne, A Photographic Perspective,
Deakin University, Waurn Ponds, Melbourne, 1978, p.22. Children in doorway, unknown, Museum of Chinese Australian History
collection (P207/A25).
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The firm was managed by the Poon family. Bertha Poon, Russell Moy’s mother, was born

in Australia and lived with her parents at Leong Lee’s. In 1911 she married George Leong

Moy in what was believed by Russell Moy to be an arranged marriage. George was about

seventeen years her senior. The Poon family was a large one, Bertha being one of eleven

children (see figure 4.7 above).40 Bong Suk was one of the employees of Leong Lee.41 He

was nursemaid to the two youngest children in the family, Eric and Dossie (see figure 4.8).

It is unusual that a Chinese man was employed to attend the children. Just as in Australia, a

woman in China would normally have done this. It may reflect the low number of women

in the Melbourne Chinese community.

Fig. 4.8 Children and guardian, 1908

Could this be Bong Suk with two of his charges?

Source: Australasian, 13 June 1908, Museum of Chinese Australian
History collection (P224/A26).

                                                  
40 Russell Moy recorded interview 1994.
41 Bong Suk does not appear to be his real name as ‘suk’ means uncle. Russell Moy, recorded interview 1988.



119

The fact that a Chinese man was employed instead of a non-Chinese woman could mean

many things, but suggests a desire to maintain Chinese culture within the family. Bong Suk

was probably fairly conservative, as he was apparently one of the last Chinese in Little

Bourke Street to wear a queue (a plaited tail of hair traditionally worn with the head partly

shaven). Queues were initially forced on the Chinese population by the Manchu

government, but over the centuries they became a symbol of masculinity. While there was

an anti-Manchu ‘Queue-Cutting Society’ established in 1902 it was not until 1912 when

Manchu rule in China was finally overthrown by the Kuomintang (Chinese Nationalist

Party, KMT or Guomindang) that Chinese in Melbourne started removing their queues on a

large scale.42 Wearing a queue after this period became a political statement.

Given the large number of children in the family it is perhaps not surprising a number of

Poons or Pons can be found in the records associated with 197-199 Little Bourke Street.

They may have been part of the same family or of the extended clan network. Cheak Tsan

Pon, possibly Bertha’s father, was described in the Citizens Lists as a merchant.43 Pon Ah

Yen was a hawker with a horse and vehicle licence from 1909 to 1912 and possibly

longer.44 He may have hawked goods for Leong Lee or have simply lived at the Poon

household. Poon Hoey stayed with the Poon family in 1920 while he was waiting for his

CEDT certificate to be processed (see figure 4.9). He arrived in Melbourne in 1886 when

he was twenty, and would have been fifty-four in 1920. He may also have stayed there for

five years some time between his residence in Tasmania and his move to Quantong near

Horsham. Although he described himself as a gardener with no previous occupations, it is

likely he tried his hand as a tin miner while in Tasmania as he was there during the

Chinese-dominated mining boom.45 His departure coincides with a time when mining was

becoming increasingly difficult for miners, particularly small operators.

                                                  
42 C.F. Yong, The New Gold Mountain: The Chinese in Australia 1901-1921, Raphael Arts Pty Ltd, Richmond, S.A.,
1977, p.138, 142.
43 Citizens Lists 1900-1901.
44 PROV, VA 518 (Melbourne Court of Petty Sessions), VPRS 464 (Register of Hawkers Applications for Licences), Item
5 (1909-1913).
45 S. Walden, ‘The tin fields of North-East Tasmania – a regional variation’ in P. Macgregor (ed), Histories of the Chinese
in Australasia and the South Pacific, pp.177-188.
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Fig. 4.9 Poon Hoey’s CEDT, 1920

Poon Hoey’s face shows the impact of life spent mostly outdoors as a
gardener and possibly a miner.

Source: NAA (Vic), B13/0, 1920/12480.

While many of the herbalists discussed so far had clearly been very successful, this was not

always the case. There is also reference to a herbalist at 195 Little Bourke Street who

drowned himself in 1915.46 Sixty-four year old Lew Sill Wee was described as ‘a Chinese

about 40 years of age 5ft 4in high, stout build several teeth missing from upper jaw, dressed

in a dark overcoat and woolen coat, dark waistcoat and trousers, cotton singlet and black

slippers…’. He may have been ill as he slept on a cane chair, rather than on the bed that

was also in the shop. When David Rand found his body in the Yarra River in May 1915 he

tried to resuscitate him without success. All that was found on his body was ‘9/6 in silver,

two door keys and two tickets with Chinese writing on them’. These were probably lottery

tickets.

                                                  
46 PROV, VA 862, VPRS 24, Unit 926, no. 634, Lew Sill Wee (1915).
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Lew Sill Wee had tried to commit suicide about two weeks earlier, but had been rescued

from the Yarra and taken to Melbourne Hospital. Plain clothes constable, George Scott,

from Russell Street, took a special interest in his case. He saw Lew Sill Wee the day before

he was released from hospital. He asked how he was ‘getting on’ and why he had jumped

into the river. Lew Sill Wee replied he had ‘not been sleeping for a few weeks’ and would

not do it again. After he was discharged the plain clothes police of Russell Street paid

‘attention to the circumstances of his case’ as they knew him and his ‘Chinese comrades’.

When George Scott visited his shop on the day he was discharged ‘he seemed jolly and was

laughing’. However according to his books and the money found on his premises Lew Sill

Wee was in financial difficulties.

Either the day of his suicide, or a few days before, he went to the garage where his friend

Mr Williams normally worked (possibly Williams’ Motor Co at 183-185 Little Bourke

Street) and gave Herbert Travers an envelope with keys in it to give to his brother Wally

Lew Shing. When Herbert visited 195 Little Bourke Street he was asked by one of the

Chinese there to find Lew Sill Wee. He found him near Queens Bridge and brought him

back to the shop, where he left the Chinese at 195 Little Bourke Street to watch him.

However on 4 May when Wally Lew Shing went to find him he was missing again. David

Rand found his body in the river some time afterwards.

This incident shows the close relationship between members of the Chinese and non-

Chinese community. The police force showed considerable sympathy. Constable Scott in

particular showed a genuine concern about Lew Sill Wee’s welfare. The police would

probably have known Lew Sill Wee and his ‘comrades’ fairly well as he worked at the

same address as a gambling house. Herbert Travers also went out of his way to try to

protect Lew Sill Wee. David Rand, who found the body, tried to resuscitate him. The

Chinese at 195 Little Bourke Street did not seem nearly as attentive.

Lew Sill Wee appears to have liked to play puk a pu (Chinese lottery), possibly a little more

than his finances could satisfy. His ‘Chinese comrades’ referred to by Constable Scott were

also probably regular gamblers. Gambling was a common form of entertainment for many

Chinese men, particularly those without the distraction of a family. There are numerous
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Chinese gambling games47, pak a pu and fan tan appear to have been the most common,

though a number of records refer to the Chinese playing dominoes (pai gow) which was

played for money.48

Fig. 4.10 Pak a pu ticket, 1915

This pak a pu ticket was found in the inquest records of Yen Chin who was a market gardener in Brunswick who hanged himself. The
ticket and a suicide note threatening to haunt Quee Chung who owed him money was found in his pocket.

Source: PROV, VA 862, VPRS 24, Unit 934.

Sergeant O’Donnell, a local policeman, explained to the 1906 Royal Commission into the

Victorian Police Force how pak a pu worked.49 It operated like tattslotto except a Chinese

poem was used rather than numbers (see figure 4.10). ‘You strike out with the brush ten

characters, and put a 6d on the ticket, and the Chinaman takes it up, and says not a word,

and copies your marks on another ticket. He then puts on your ticket, what bank it is – “A”,

“B”, “C”, “D” or whatever it may be, and then he puts the date, and hands back the ticket.

You might say to him “What time will your bank come out?” He says, “2 o’clock”, and you

come away… At 2 o’clock then you come back to “A” bank, and compare the ticket; and if

you strike anything under five winning marks you get nothing, and if you strike five you

get 1s, and up to £75 for ten marks struck out…’

                                                  
47 Sarah Yu spoke about a game called Chiffa played by the Chinese and wider community in Broome, WA, which
involved a riddle and the use of the double meaning of Chinese characters. Paper given at ‘Workshop on the Chinese in
Australian and New Zealand History’, 11-13 February 200, University of New South Wales.
48 PROV, VA 667, VPRS 30, Unit 1611, Case 434, The King vs Lee, Soy (1908). PROV, VA 862, VPRS 24, Unit 715,
no. 285, Ah Pack, Melbourne Morgue (1900).
49 Victorian Parliamentary Papers (VPP), 1906, vol.3, Royal Commission into the Victorian Police Force, pp.1-691.
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Fig. 4.11 Interior of a Chinese gambling house, 1871

This etching shows gambling occurring in a very salubrious environment. A group of musicians play in the corner, artwork
adorns the walls and tea is made available. Note that the only non-Chinese person in the room appears to be the woman
seated near the musicians.

Source: Illustrated Australian News, 9 October 1871, Museum of Chinese Australian History collection (P644/A102).

Fan tan was another form of gambling popular with the Chinese. According to a Herald

article in 1959 a banker places two handfuls or about 200 bone tokens on a table.50 The

table has a square on it and each side of the square is numbered one to four. The banker

covers a subset of them with a metal bowl while the last bets are made then removes the

counters from under the bowl four at a time till four or less are left. Those playing place

bets ranging from £5 to £50 on the side of the table equal to the number of token that will

be left. The banker takes a quarter from each of the winning stakes and all bets placed on

losing sides. Winners are paid five times the value of the reduced stakes.

                                                  
50 E. Rolls, Sojourners: The Epic Story of China’s Centuries-old Relationship with Australia, University of Queensland
Press, 1992, pp.350-351.
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Fig. 4.12 Sketch map of 195 Little Bourke Street, 1904

This map was used in one of the court cases associated with the fight which broke out at 195 Little Bourke Street and
spilled out onto the street in 1904.

Source: VPRO, VA 667, VPRS 30, Unit 1534, file 427.

Russell Moy remembers some grocers and general stores in Little Bourke Street were fronts

for gambling shops (see figure 4.11 above).51 A 1904 map of 193-195 Little Bourke Street

shows three businesses operated within the site. Wing On’s, a gambling shop also referred

to as ‘old number 84 Little Bourke Street’ and ‘old Wah Kee’s’, was located at number

195. The druggist shown was probably Fook War Hong at number 193 (see figure 4.12).52

A cookshop called Moon Ying’s operated in the room behind the two shops. Chris

McConville argues that gambling took place away from Chinese places of work and

Chinese businesses.53 However this is clearly disputable, particularly given that businesses

also contained residential space. As well as being close to both Chinese and non-Chinese

businesses the gambling shop at 195 Little Bourke Street was almost directly opposite the

                                                  
51 He specifically mentions that Wing On and Tui Lee [possibly Tuey Lee at 191 Little Bourke Street] together made up a
gambling house. Hamilton Chan also remembers a couple of Chinese gambling places at Toi Lee [Tuey Lee] in the 1930s.
Russell Moy, recorded interview 1994. Hamilton Chan, recorded interview 1997.
52 ‘old number 84 Little Bourke Street’ refers to the time when street numbers in Little Bourke Street started at Elizabeth
Street rather than at Spring Street where they do now.
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Wesleyan/Methodist Chinese church and next door to the Poon family and their business.

The See Yup society, one of the most important clan societies, even owned the double

site.54 Hamilton Chan also remembers in the 1930s Mrs Gouey [Gooey] lived and raised a

family above Toi Lee [Tuey Lee] which was also a gambling establishment.55

At 7.30pm on 26 September 1904 Wing On’s at 195 Little Bourke Street was the site of a

fight between members of the Yee Hing and their rival the Bo Leong, which spilled out

onto Little Bourke Street. These societies, sometimes referred to as secret societies, were

not clan societies though they functioned in a similar way by providing support for their

members.56 The Yee Hing were established as a secret society to overthrow Manchu rule in

China and restore the Ming Dynasty.57 The first members probably came to Australia

during the gold rushes.58 In 1911 it is estimated they had about 3,000 members out of a total

Chinese population of about 5,600.59 The Bo Leong society, with its headquarters almost

across the road at 208 Little Bourke Street, was only established in 1897 when some

members of the Chinese community believed the Yee Hing had become too powerful.60 The

aim of the Bo Leong was to protect its members from the Yee Hing society and help the

‘distressed, aged and poverty-striken Chinese’.61 Bo Leong means ‘Protect the Virtuous’62

or ‘to protect the weak and decent people’.63 Although its membership was open to all

Chinese it is believed to have been an organ of the See Yup society.64 As the Ning Yang

Society, a society for the people from Toshan in the See Yup district, bought 208-210 Little

                                                                                                                                                          
53 C. McConville, ‘Chinatown’ in G.Davison, D.Dunstan & C.McConville (eds), The Outcasts of Melbourne: Essays in
Social History, Allen & Unwin, Sydney, 1985, p.62.
54 A. Blake, ‘Melbourne’s chinatown: the evolution of an inner ethnic quarter’, BA (Hons) thesis, Department of
Geography, University of Melbourne, 1975, p.60. PROV, VA 511, VPRS 5708 (Ratebooks), Unit 46 (1910).
55 Hamilton Chan, recorded interview 1997.
56 Yong, The New Gold Mountain, p.158.
57 C.F. Yong, ‘The Chinese revolution of 1911: reactions of Chinese in News South Wales and Victoria’, Historical
Studies, vol.12, 1966, p.219.
58 Yong, The New Gold Mountain, p.157.
59 ibid., p.161.
60 ibid, p.159.
61 ibid, p.159.
62 K. Cronin, Colonial Casualties: Chinese in Early Victoria, MUP, Melbourne, 1982, p.40.
63 Yong, The New Gold Mountain, p.159.
64 Personal communication with Kathryn Cronin, July 1975 in Blake, ‘Melbourne’s chinatown’, p.61.
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Bourke Street in 1909 this suggests the Bo Leong Society’s origins may have come from

this society.65

Details of the fight between these two groups provides information about the divisions

within the Little Bourke Street Chinese community and the types of people that frequented

On Wing’s gambling shop. However this narrative also slots dangerously easily into

unsubstantiated stereotypes of Little Bourke Street as a dark nether-world. Too often

generalisations are made about the Chinese as gamblers and members of violent secret

societies or triads. This incident supports this stereotype but it is important that it is viewed

as one part of a complex overlapping patchwork of narratives that makes up Little Bourke

Street’s history. This incident does not represent the activities of all Chinese in Little

Bourke Street nor does it even represent a full picture of the lives of those involved. This

fight was one of the few occasions when tensions between these groups escalated into

violence. There were some territorial disputes between the Yee Hing and ‘private’

gambling houses, and the Yee Hing were also associated with some violence in the 1890s

when the society organised Chinese furniture workers in Little Bourke Street to strike for

higher wages. While there were some disturbances associated with the Yee Hing, unlike the

American and south-east Asian ‘secret’ societies they were not a destructive force in the

Chinese or the wider community.66

In the fight at 195 Little Bourke Street, none of the charges made against individuals in the

criminal court were successful and although shots were fired, no-one was injured. There

were also no charges laid against the gambling shop. The police and the courts clearly knew

about the gambling establishment at 195 Little Bourke Street. However as Sergeant David

O’Donnell explained to a Royal Commission into the Victorian Police Force in 1906, it was

difficult for police to charge individuals in Chinese gambling establishments.67 Under the

law the police needed the person selling the ticket to indicate a certain amount would be

paid as a prize. It was not a criminal offence to be caught with a lottery ticket. Transactions

for tickets were therefore made with the minimum communication and inappropriate

                                                  
65 Blake, ‘Melbourne’s Chinatown’, p.60.
66 Cronin, Colonial Casualties, p.40. Yong, The New Gold Mountain, p.158.
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questions meant you were thrown out. Sergeant O’Donnell also believed the Chinese had

formed a society ‘with £8,000 strong behind them’ to help them fight charges of gambling.

He even went so far as to suggest the society would continue to pay the wages of those

jailed. As a result of the Police Royal Commission and pressure from the Anti-Gambling

League, the Lotteries, Gambling and Betting Act 1906 was passed which had clauses

specifically aimed at Chinese lottery tickets.68 However this did not appear to stop the

operation of Wing On’s which existed as a gambling establishment into the 1930s.69

On 26 September 1904 We Sen, Fook Jong, Ah Yon and Bet Jong, all working for Little

Bourke Street stores or importers, were charged and found guilty of ‘selling intoxicating

liquor without having licences’ at the District Court.70 The police used Yee Hing members

to inform on Bo Leong members. The fight later in the day seems to have been ignited by

these court cases. The Argus reported that before the fight the Bo Leong had ‘offered a

reward of £100 to anyone who would murder or maim the arch-informer.’71 However this

was strongly denied by the Secretary of the Bo Leong in a letter published the following

day.72  According to the Argus, the Yee Hing warned its members not to go to the lower end

of Little Bourke Street, but about twenty or thirty decided to flout this warning and

marched down to the gambling shops of the Bo Leong ‘with the intention of playing fan-tan

and dominoes’. However depositions made in the four cases which made it to court suggest

this information may not be strictly correct. It seems neither side was telling the whole

truth.

Five people were arrested on the night of the fight and eleven the following day. They were

charged with offences ranging from riotous behaviour to shooting with intent to murder.

According to the Argus all were arrested on the basis of information obtained from

someone from the opposing society. Some charges seem to have been dropped. Loy Sing,

Ah Dart, Chin Kong and Louey Hay were the only people involved who appeared before

                                                                                                                                                          
67 VPP, 1906, vol.3, Royal Commission into the Victorian Police Force 1906, p.523.
68 Yong, The New Gold Mountain, p.178.
69 Hamilton Chan, recorded interview 1997.
70 ‘Illicit liquor selling’, Argus, 27 September 1904, p.6.
71 ibid.
72 ‘To the editor of the Argus’, Argus, 28 September 1904, p.7.
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the criminal court. Loy Sing and Ah Dart were both found not guilty and there was a ‘no

presentment filed’ in Chin Kong and Louey Hay’s cases.

Fig. 4.13 Men entering 195 Little Bourke Street, 1899

It is clear from the distinctive Garton’s building in the background that these men are entering 195
Little Bourke Street. The title in the Leader suggests they are entering a ‘lottery bank’. Evidence
from the 1904 court cases suggests they played Chinese dominoes there also.

Source: Leader, 11 February 1899, p.31 in R. Howe, The Australian City: Inner City Melbourne, A
Photographic Perspective, Deakin University, Waurn Ponds, Melbourne, 1978, p.24.

Ah Dart and Loy Sing claimed they simply went to gamble at 195 Little Bourke Street (see

figure 4.13 above).73 However according to the Argus Loy Sing was one of the informers in

the ‘sly grog’ cases and when police searched Ah Dart they found a ‘parcel of powdered cut

glass and pepper’.74 When they entered On Wing’s there were about thirty to fifty people

gambling. Louey Hey was smoking a water pipe. When he saw the pair he identified them

as informers in the sly grog cases and called for the others to attack them. He started hitting

Ah Dart with his water pipe and threatened to kill him. Ah Dart escaped onto the street. As

                                                  
73 PROV, VA 667, VPRS 30, Unit 1534, Case 427, The King vs Louey Hay (1904). Ah Dart mistakenly referred to as Ah
Dat, though statement is signed Ah Dart.
74 ‘Chinese faction fight: Little Bourke Street feud: Eight persons injured’, Argus, 27 September 1904, p.5.
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he ran up Little Bourke Street towards Russell Street he saw Ah Pak fire a shot at him. One

witness also saw Louey Hey pursue and fire twice at Ah Dart.

On the other hand, Louey Hey claimed Ah Dart entered 195 Little Bourke Street with more

than ten men and Ah Dart attacked him with an inch iron bar till he became giddy and lay

down. When he got up again they had left so he followed them outside where he saw Ah

Dart standing in the street pointing a firearm at him.75 This clearly conflicts with Ah Dart

and Loy Sing’s version of events. However while Louey Hey was described as a clerk at

195 Little Bourke Street and a ‘seller at the Market living at Healey’s lane’, Loy Sing

described the gambling section of 195 Little Bourke Street as the ‘accused’s [Louey Hey]

place’. If Louey Hey did run the gambling establishment, the supporting testimony

provided by two ‘clerks’ who also lived there may be questionable. After the fight Louey

Hey ran away towards Swanston Street, in the opposite direction to Ah Dart, where he hid

at On Chung Hi’s (probably On Chung Tai at 212 Little Bourke Street) before being taken

to hospital. The directions Ah Dart and Louey Hey fled support the Argus’ suggestion that

the lower part of Little Bourke Street was Bo Leong territory. Chinese furniture makers

dominated the top end of Little Bourke Street. Given the Yee Hing’s involvement in

establishing a Chinese furniture union it seems more than a coincidence that this area also

corresponded with Yee Hing territory. Further work is needed to confirm this territorial

division.

The fight between Louey Hey and Ah Dart triggered a general brawl. On leaving, Loy Sing

was also accused of stabbing Yee Yow, a watchman living at Celestial Avenue.76 Yee Yow

had been standing at the door of 209 Little Bourke Street. This is the address of Sun Quong

Sing & Co who were convicted in the sly grog cases earlier in the day. He heard a

‘disturbance’ and went to investigate when he was stabbed. Chin Kong was also accused of

hitting Chin Shing on the head with a ‘firearm’ or something ‘short and black’ as he tried to

leave the cookshop at the back of 195 Little Bourke Street. Chin Shing’s deposition

suggests he was an innocent bystander unexpectedly attacked in the fight, however he was

                                                  
75 PROV, VA 667, VPRS 30, Unit 1535, Case 451, The King vs Ah Dart (1904).
76 PROV, VA 667, VPRS 30, Unit 1535, Case 452, The King vs Loy Sing (1904).
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a ‘merchant’ who lived at 130 Little Bourke Street,77 the same address as one of the shops

involved in both the earlier ‘sly-grog’ cases.78 Chin Shing stated he was not a member of

the Bo Leong but rather puzzlingly that he was a cousin of his attacker. This suggests it was

either a random attack or that divisions between the Bo Leong and the Yee Hing were

stronger than clan or family ties.

A wide variety of people were associated with the court cases related to this incident. Most

gave addresses in the Little Bourke Street and Little Lonsdale Street area. Although

Sergeant David O’Donnell told the Royal Commission into the Victorian Police Force in

1906 that Europeans supported the Chinese gambling establishments in Little Bourke

Street, which were ‘packed with Europeans’ on Saturday nights, all the individuals arrested,

injured and involved in the court case were Chinese. A broad range of classes of Chinese

were involved in some way (see Appendix G). While most of those found gambling at Wing

On’s had low level occupations such as gardeners, hawkers, laundry workers and

cabinetmakers, there were also market dealers, storekeepers and merchants.

This dispute and resulting fight between the Yee Hing and Bo Leong did not end with the

matter going to court. Eventually six merchants from Sydney were brought to Melbourne to

help resolve it.79 Both organisations suffered as a result of the negative comment made in

both the Chinese and English language press, particularly the Bo Leong which was accused

of drifting from its initial objectives.80 The Bo Leong eventually disbanded in 1912.

                                                  
77 PROV, VA 667, VPRS 30, Unit 1534, Case 428, The King vs Chen Koong [Chin Kong] (1904).
78 ‘Illicit liquor selling’, Argus, 27 September 1904, p.6. Police Cases Scrap Book of Detective-Inspector John Mitchell
Christie 1897 to 1905, box 3514/3, MS 12720, p.39, Manuscript Collection, State Library of Victoria.
79 Yong, The New Gold Mountain, p.159.
80 ibid., p.160.
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Hughs and Dean Alleys including 191 to 189 Little Bourke Street

Dean Alley: escape route  —  Hughs Alley: unwanted properties  —  Melbourne Chinese

Reform Association: Shifting politics

A service road once ran off Hughs Alley behind 199 to 193 Little Bourke Street and the

lane was also linked to Dean Alley in two places. This network of lanes clearly provided a

back access to the cookshop at 193-195 Little Bourke Street but would also have been very

convenient as an escape route if police ever raided the gambling premises at the front.

While there are no Directory listings about the occupants of Dean Alley and very little

information about those in Hughs Alley, the latter was clearly occupied by both Chinese

and non-Chinese residents. However many of the buildings in Hughs Alley were described

as vacant, particularly in the early part of the century. Given the quick rental of other sites

in the block it seems unlikely owners were unable to find someone to rent these properties.

It is more likely the buildings were in such a poor condition, no one wanted to live in them

or use them for storage. It is also possible the Council had placed condemnation or

demolition order on the site and the owners were either unwilling or unable to take any

action.

In central Melbourne, Little Bourke Street, nearby areas such as Little Lonsdale Street, and

particularly Chinese properties, were regularly criticised for being associated with
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insanitary or overcrowded housing. Inflammatory newspaper articles were a very powerful

influence on slum clearance projects which led to a Parliamentary Select Committee into

Housing being appointed in 1913-1914, succeeded by a Royal Commission.81 Housing was

an important part of the Melbourne City Council Health Committee work.82 From the 1890s

housing was seen as a litmus for the city’s sanitation as a whole. It took on an almost

symbolic significance in the minds of reformers as it was a convenient cover for many

social, moral and cultural concerns and yet was something that was concrete. While poor

housing could be demolished or fixed, rent levels, child welfare, worker exploitation and

public health were more difficult to address. It was seen as one of the dominant causes of

the major problems in society.

Chris McConville notes that although many Chinese lived in overcrowded conditions,

properties were clean and tidy inside.83 He also argues overcrowding was as much to do

with Caucasian real estate agent practices whereby properties were let to a European who

then sublet them at an increased rent to the Chinese. In order to meet the increased rent the

Chinese tenant subdivided the properties. Even so, according to the housing inspector, the

Chinese often lived at lower densities and in better conditions than others around them did.

Janice Wood argues that the Chinese in Sydney were almost compelled to live close

together given the low wages they received and their strong desire to save as much as

possible. They therefore made do with simple accommodation and facilities.84 She also

notes the frequency of prosecution for dirty premises often reflected the poor state of the

dwellings themselves rather than the excessive dirtiness of the Chinese.85 In the records

sampled for this thesis very few houses in the block were identified as ‘dilapidated’ or

‘insanitary’ by the Council. Many more were found in the upper blocks, often on a regular

                                                  
81 A. Mayne, The Imagined Slum, Leicester University Press, Leicester, 1993. A. Mayne & S. Lawrence, ‘An ethnography
of place: imagining “Little Lon”, Journal of Australian Studies, vol.57, 1998, pp.94-95.
82 P. Hicks, ‘”Most humble homes”: Slum landlords, tenants and the Melbourne City Council’s health administration,
1888-1918’, PhD thesis, Department of History, University of Melbourne, 1987, pp.192-197.
83 McConville, ‘Chinatown’, p.64.
84 J. Wood, ‘Chinese residency in the Haymarket and Surry Hills – 1880 to 1902’, BA (Hons) thesis, Department of
History, University of Sydney, 1994, p.18.
85 ibid., p.42.
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basis. Constable George Scott’s statement to the Joint Select Committee on Housing in

1913-1914 also concentrated on the upper two blocks of Little Bourke Street.86

Responding to calls in the newspapers the Council was particularly active in this area. In

1900 the Housing Inspector James Jamieson reported that between February 1889 and

March 1900, 377 houses had been condemned as ‘unfit for human occupation’, many of

them a number of times and 179 were eventually demolished.87 ‘The resulting improvement

has been very great’, he concluded, ‘and many people, who speak of the crowded slums of

Little Bourke Street, do so either in entire ignorance, or are referring to conditions which

existed fifteen or twenty years ago.’ However, commenting in an Argus newspaper article

in 1911 Dr Jamieson noted a further 1,256 condemnation orders between 1906 and 1910

and claimed this ‘part of town has its turn for systematic inspection, but, with the kind of

occupants, the places get quickly into a bad state.’88 His view is less optimistic than earlier

and also shifts the blame away from the Council and landowners onto occupants. Paul

Hicks also notes Melbourne City Council administrators’ paradoxical views about

Melbourne’s slums. He argues that they were keen to distance Melbourne’s slums from

those of London’s which were seen to be worse.89

The title of the article, ‘Filthy Chinese den: renovation ordered’, suggests a much more

inflammatory story than the text which states:

The house is a substantial three-storey brick building, occupied by the
Chinese Progress Association, and apparently used as a club. The place
looks dirty in respect to the walls, and in some rooms the paper is torn, but,
on the whole, it is not bad. It is a great resort of Chinese gardeners and
others, and the condition of the walls is chiefly due to smoke and the
rubbing of dirty clothes. There is dilapidation enough to warrant the issue of
a condemnation order, calling for thorough renovation.90

                                                  
86 VPP, 1913-1914, Progress Report from the Joint Select Committee upon the Housing of the People of the Metropolis,
vol.1, pp.882-883.
87 PROV, VA 511, VPRS 3181, Unit 401, Officer of Health – James Jamieson, 18 May 1900, ‘Report on class of
improvements being carried out’ (bundle 1).
88 ‘Filthy Chinese den: renovation ordered’, Argus, 27 July 1911, p.9.
89 Hicks, ‘”Most humble homes”’, p.193.
90 ‘Filthy Chinese den’, Argus, 27 July 1911, p.9.
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Fig. 4.14 189-191 Little Bourke Street, ‘Garton’s building’, c1962

According to Directories the Melbourne Chinese Progress Association occupied 189 Little Bourke Street (right side) of the building.
This impressive building was demolished in the 1960s and replaced with David Wang’s Chinese Emporium.

Source: Mabel Wong collection, Museum of Chinese Australian History collection (MW56/A47).
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While there was certainly evidence of poor housing conditions in Little Bourke Street this

article shows what little disrepair was required to warrant the issue of a condemnation

order. It also gives us a rare glimpse into the Association’s meeting rooms at 189 Little

Bourke Street, one of two properties between Hughs and Dean alleys.

The Melbourne Chinese Progress Association, also known as the Melbourne Chinese

Reform Association, occupied 189 Little Bourke Street from 1908 until 1919 (see figure

4.14 above). The history of this association shows the importance Chinese politics played

in the lives of the Chinese in Australia and the shift in their beliefs through time. The

Association emerged out from the collapse of the Melbourne Chinese Empire Reform

Association which was originally established after the ‘100 days of reform’ in 1898. A

monarchist organisation, the Melbourne Chinese Empire Reform Association wanted

democracy, but also wanted to maintain the monarchy and work with the Manchus to

improve China.91 Due to internal frictions the Empire Reform Association was totally

reorganised in 1904. The new group was initially moderate in its politics. Its main focus

was the reform of China, but it did not make the protection and restoration of the Emperor a

precondition for reform, nor did it treat the Republican Kang and Liang as its leaders.

However, as previously mentioned, the Association was also involved in Australian politics

and launched the anti-opium movement in 1905. Membership of the reorganised

association was open to Chinese from various occupations and social status but was still

controlled by high status Chinese individuals - Ho Nam, a Little Bourke Street storekeeper,

and P.N. Hoong Nam, a cabinet manufacturer at 109 Little Bourke Street. While it still had

the same name, it was a very different group, and the Sydney arm of the association

eventually disassociated itself from the Melbourne group.

After purchasing the ailing Chinese Times in 1905, the Association’s appointment of Lew

Goot-chee and Wong Yue-kung, two Republican editors from China, was very influential

in shifting the politics of Melbourne’s Chinese.92 Under the two new editors the Chinese

Times started to preach revolution and popularise Dr Sun Yat-sen’s republican teachings.

                                                  
91 Yong, The New Gold Mountain, p.127-8.
92 ibid.
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They ran lectures on current Chinese affairs every Sunday evening and also made books

and newspapers on both reform and revolution available to Melbourne’s Chinese. In the

first decade of the century, monarchist beliefs had rarely been challenged by Australia’s

Chinese, but by 1910 the Chinese Times began to denounce monarchists. The Republicans

considered the Manchus to be a minority race in China that was tyrannical and oppressive.

They therefore believed a revolution was acceptable and felt a republican form of

democratic government should replace the current monarchist model. Under the influence

of the two editors of the Chinese Times the Melbourne Chinese Empire Reform Association

became Melbourne Chinese Reform Association. Lew Goot-chee became the secretary and

Wong Yue-kung the president.

Like other organisations discussed the Melbourne Chinese Empire Reform Association had

an important social function in the community, bringing people, both Chinese and non-

Chinese, together at events like annual picnics (see figure 4.15). Their picnics were held in

places such as Aspendale Park, Mornington and Mordialloc.93 In 1910 they went to

Mentone.

A procession of a dozen large drags and several motor-cars and buggies,
carried about 300 Chinese to Mentone yesterday forenoon… Much bunting
fluttered from the vehicles, the yellow flag of China being conspicuous
…The Chinese were in high spirit, and enlivened the drive with singing
…On arrival at Mentone the crowd took possession of the recreation reserve.
Family groups sought the shade of tea-trees, and couples strolled to the
beach till the luncheon-gong was sounded.94

There were a series of speeches – N.P. Noong Nam [P.N. Hoong Nam] spoke in Chinese

and English about the anti-opium society and opium reform, H. Pang [Harry Louey Pang]

proposed a toast and the Rev C.H. Cheong spoke on the strength of China. Fun was then

had in a series of races for children and adults, including an ‘Egg and spoon’ race. Tea was

taken in the recreation hall.

                                                  
93 ‘A Chinese picnic at Aspendale Park’, The Leader, 18/2/1905. ‘Chinese picnic: Reform League’s work’, Argus,
12/2/1910, p.16. ‘Chinese picnic’, Argus, 1 February 1911, p.4.
94 ‘Chinese picnic’, Argus, 12 February 1910, p.16.
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Fig. 4.15 Empire Reform Association Picnic, 1905

This picnic was held annually in February. Note the mix of Chinese and non-Chinese
picnickers and the children and large presence of women and children.

Source: The Leader, 18 February 1905, p.36, Museum of Chinese Australian History
collection (P310/A109).

This report of the Association’s picnic shows a section of Melbourne’s Chinese community

relaxing in the western tradition of a picnic with sections of the non-Chinese community.

Although Chinese politics bound the group together these politics emphasised a

westernising and modernising of China. The presence of women and stress placed by the

reporter on the ‘families’ and ‘couples’ at the picnic counters images of a community of

insular lone Chinese men. Judy Yung argues most Chinese and American Chinese women

in San Fransisco’s Chinatown in the early part of the century were still confined by

traditional Chinese values and often isolated in their homes, rarely even making contact

with other women.95 These pictures suggest a different situation in Melbourne.

                                                  
95 J. Yung, Unbound Feet: A Social History of Chinese Women in San Francisco, University of California Press, Berkeley
and Los Angeles, California, 1995, p.42.
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185 to 177 Little Bourke Street, Bullens Lane and 175 to169 Little Bourke
Street

Tim Young & Co: Deceiving appearances

In 1904 and 1905, hidden amongst the Chinese firms between Dean Alley and Bullen’s

Lane was Tim Young & Co at 177 Little Bourke Street. Directories suggest the firm was

unsuccessful as it shared its premises with another fruit merchant and it survived for only a

short while. However Tim Young & Co were actually one of the largest Chinese banana

firms in the 1930s and had a long history going back decades.96 Three families made up the

firm which was established some time before 1900 as Young, T. & Co at 178 Little Bourke

Street and ran well into the 1930s. They became one of the few firms to own properties in

Franklin Street next to the Queen Victoria Market. Like other family businesses in the area,

Tim Young’s relatives ran the firm after he died. They later merged with the Wing Young

& Co fruit merchants which was run by three brothers.97 This shows again how important it

is not to underestimate the size and success of Chinese businesses that may at first appear

small and insignificant.

                                                  
96 Ron Wong Loy, recorded interview 1988. Russell Moy, recorded interview 1994.
97 Personal communication with Hamilton Chan, 20 March 2000.
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Bullens Lane runs directly along 177 Little Bourke Street and behind the shops that front

onto Russell Street. It connects with Meares Lane at a right angle and emerges into Russell

Street. No residents or shops were recorded in this lane in the 1900 to 1920 period. The

1925 Mahstedt map also shows an unusual service lane that comes off Bullens Lane and

provides access to the rear of 171-175 Little Bourke Street and a doorway which links 171

Little Bourke Street to 197 Russell Street. Stairs lead to the upper levels of 195-197 Russell

Street. Just as there was a street number change when Chinese merchants took over the

Cooper’s Arms Hotel at 190 Little Bourke Street, number 171 Little Bourke Street became

169 Little Bourke Street when non-Chinese businesses took over from Quong Hie Shing &

Co.

Fig. 4.16 168-170 Little Bourke Street, Exford Hotel, 1999

The Exford Hotel is on the left. On the right is Wellington Lee’s pharmarcy
which was occupied by non-Chinese businesses and employee organisations in
the 1900 to 1920 period.

Source: Author, 1999.

Unlike the Exford Hotel on the other side of the road, the occupants of this corner site on

Little Bourke Street were not listed in the Directories or other sources in Little Bourke

Street. Clearly it was only known by its Russell Street address. 195-197 Russell Street is a

three-storey building (see figure 4.16). The two upper floors were occupied at various times
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by union and employee associations and a leather goods manufacturer. The ground level

appears to have been jointly occupied by L. Leber & Son, a clothier and Albert Cohen, a

pawnbroker. Hamilton Chan remembers it was a pawnshop in the 1930s before becoming

the chemist shop.

In contrast with the northern side of Little Bourke Street the patchwork of narratives on the

southern side shows that in addition to there being physical intrusions of non-Chinese

businesses into the area, there was also social interaction between Chinese and non-Chinese

because of these intrusions. They highlight the wide-ranging contact and links the Chinese

community had with the broader mainstream community in the course of business,

socialising and politics. While Chinese businesses and people dominated ‘Chinatown’, this

did not mean they operated in isolation.

This chapter has examined further the operation of Chinese stores, cookshops and

herbalists. It has also explored the banana and tea importing and the Chinese gambling

industries and some of the less commonly discussed occupations of the Chinese. A more

complex understanding of the social organisation of the Chinese in the area emerges, as

‘secret’ societies and Chinese political organisations may be and seen to overlap and

contrast with existing clan and religious organisations. While Australian-born Chinese may

have been more inclined to adopt a western lifestyle, aspects of their lives were still

influenced by Chinese cultural values.
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5. CONCLUSION

Eve Young: It would be very drab though, Little Bourke Street?

Ron Wong Loy: Very drab.

Eve Young: All shuttered.

Ron Wong Loy: Yes, as I say it was almost squalor. In the sense there was no glamour in

it. At least you had the ethnic population there, as I said. You would see

the women walking around in the Chinese national dress, you know.

Black wide flaring trousers, the Chinese tunic, up to the throat and that

sort of thing. Even men would go around the street in Chinese slippers.

And so on.1

This was how Ron Wong Loy remembered Little Bourke Street in the early 1920s. His

comment shows how important people were in shaping Little Bourke Street as a

Chinatown. The majority of buildings in 1911 were owned by non-Chinese and built in a

western style.2 Unlike some other Chinatowns the facades of these buildings were not

altered to present a ‘chinoiserie’ appearance until much later.3 It was the presence of people

of Chinese background who made this part of Melbourne Chinese. They brought the smells

of Chinese roast pork, incense and opium into the street. Yet while many of their lives were

shaped by Chinese cultural values and practices, Chinatown was also a part of Melbourne

and so its occupants were also shaped by this relationship.

This thesis has used vignettes of the lives of individuals associated with the Swanston to

Russell Street block of Little Bourke Street to create a spatial, social and economic history

of the block. These vignettes have been used to highlight and inform broader discussions on

                                                  
1 Ron Wong Loy, recorded interview with Eve Young, Museum of Chinese Australian History collection, 1988.
2 A. Blake, ‘Melbourne’s chinatown: the evolution of an inner ethnic quarter’, BA (Hons) thesis, Department of
Geography, University of Melbourne, 1975, Map Series C, Ownership/occupancy characteristics for Frame B 1911,
p.170.
3 D.C. Lai, ‘The visual character of Chinatowns’ in P. Groth & T.W. Bressi (eds), Understanding Ordinary Landscapes,
Yale University Press, New Haven and London, 1997, p.81-84. David Chuenyan Lai discusses the blending of western
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the Chinese involvement in industries such as banana importing, Chinese stores and import-

export firms, the food industry, traditional Chinese medicine, hawking and the gambling

and opium industries. It has also helped to provide some understanding of the operation of

some of the organisations such as clan societies, Christian churches, political organisations

and ‘secret’ societies. Although people from Chinese backgrounds dominated the area,

these people moulded their lives and identities in different ways. While Little Bourke Street

was a cultural enclave that helped individuals to maintain aspects of their Chinese culture it

also enabled them to incorporate this culture into an Australian lifestyle.

Conflicting perceptions of Little Bourke Street also emerged. Those who grew up in the

area generally had fond memories of their childhood and saw Little Bourke Street as a

tight-knit community, an extended family. Their memories and the letters written to the

Town Clerk show an assertive community. Criminal trial and inquest records, however,

show some of the divisions within the community. Newspapers on the other extreme tended

to focus on ‘slum’ stereotypes such as insanitary or dilapidated housing and opium and

gambling raids, or else adopted a patronising tone in their examination of Chinese

difference. Council and police officials who worked much closer with people in the area

took a more mediatory role. Representations of Chinatown as a slum was also challenged

by officials and residents, both Chinese and non-Chinese, at the time. Melbourne’s

Chinatown emerges as a complex social and economic place.

Like the snapshots of the lives of the Chinese this thesis draws upon, the picture presented

is one of many that could be taken of Melbourne’s Chinatown in the 1900 to 1920 period.

While it brings to life some aspects of Melbourne’s Chinatown it has also been limited. As

already mentioned, the full range of sources which related to Little Bourke Street were not

examined. Those used were mostly sampled. The sources themselves are also limited by

their own biases. Women, labourers and small businesses tend to be under-represented in

official records.

Rather than just covering the Swanston to Russell Street block of Little Bourke Street,

                                                                                                                                                          

and chinese-style architectural features in American Chinatowns.
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Chinatown was more properly bounded by Swanston, Spring, Bourke and La Trobe streets.

Material gathered on the upper eastern blocks of Little Bourke Street and discussions with

Alan Mayne about Little Lonsdale Street suggests that other parts of Chinatown had a

different character to the Swanston to Russell Street block. Mayne’s comments about Little

Lonsdale Street indicate it contained more cultural diversity than Little Bourke Street.4

Other parts of Chinatown certainly had a lower density of Chinese residency. There also

appears to have been a greater number of smaller businesses and poorer individuals further

east up Little Bourke Street, and criminal activity appears to increase.

The rest of Chinatown also contained other important Chinese industries, businesses,

organisations and individuals not covered in this lower block. There were very few Chinese

furniture-makers in the Swanston to Russell Street end of Little Bourke Street. Furniture-

making was an important industry for a large proportion of the urban Chinese population

and also dominated parts of Little Bourke Street’s physical landscape. The social

organisation of the Chinese community in the area can also not be fully described without

discussion of the Chinese churches, political organisations and clan stores at the eastern end

of the street. Material relating to the Russell to Spring Street block also contained much of

the information about the women who lived or worked in the area. Due to my desire to

uncover the lives of the ordinary Chinese in the street it has also not been possible to treat,

except in passing, the major leaders within the Little Bourke Street Chinese community

who were significant in shaping how the Chinese were viewed and treated.

This thesis is a beginning of further and broader-ranging studies of Melbourne’s Chinese.

Work could still be done on the Chinese in the 1900 to 1920 time period and also on the

social and economic organisation of Chinatown both before and after this period. Given the

sojourning nature of most Chinese migration there desperately needs to be research into the

impact this migration had on home villages in China. Now there is much more detailed

research being done on Chinese in specific areas it will soon be possible to compare the

findings of this research across Australia and even internationally to explore similarities

                                                  
4 Personal communication with Alan Mayne, 6 May 1999. A. Mayne & S. Lawrence, ‘An ethnography of place:
imagining “Little Lon”, Journal of Australian Studies, vol.57, 1998, p.93.
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and differences of experience. It is also important research does not become too

ethnocentric and that the Chinese experience is examined in the context of other Australian

experiences.

While the Swanston to Russell Street block of Little Bourke Street has been considered part

of Chinatown or the Chinese quarter since the 1850s, Melbourne’s Chinatown has

reinvented itself many times since its development as a staging point during the gold

rushes. By the end of the 1920s the number of Chinese residents and businesses in the area

had dropped dramatically. Chinatown had shrunk to cover only the Little Bourke Street

region between Swanston and Exhibition streets. Fruit and vegetable merchants moved into

the newly expanded Queen Victoria Market.5 Their dominance in banana wholesaling was

broken as Chinese growers were forced out of the industry in Queensland. Chinese

furniture-makers who had laboured under prejudicial legislation since the late 1890s were

growing old and there were no new workers to replace them. Overall the Chinese

population in Australia was ageing and with immigration virtually stopped there were no

young emigrating sons or nephews to take over the family businesses.

Despite declining numbers of Chinese-born residents, there was still a strong community of

second and subsequent generation Australian-born Chinese. Little Bourke Street as a centre

of Chinese activity did not disappear altogether. Cafes and restaurants increased in numbers

and began to draw a large proportion of their clientele from the general population of

Melbourne.6 The area was also still home to a number of the clan societies, newly formed

pan-Chinese political and social organisations and a number of churches. It therefore

retained the focus of a proportion of the broader Chinese community.

During the World War II there was an unofficial relaxation of regulations relating to the

Chinese in Australia. CEDT applications were extended beyond three years and people did

not have to work for the business that sponsored their immigration, while evacuees could

                                                  
5 S. Couchman, ‘The banana trade: its importance to Melbourne’s Chinese and Little Bourke Street, 1880s-1930s’,
Histories of the Chinese in Australasia and the South Pacific: Proceedings of an international public conference held at
the Museum of Chinese Australia History Melbourne 8-10 October 1993, Museum of Chinese Australian History,
Melbourne, 1995, p.85-86.
6 Blake, ‘Melbourne’s Chinatown’, p.75.
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work wherever they could find employment.7 After the war the Menzies government did

not feel it could force illegal Chinese immigrants back to Communist-controlled China, a

regime it was loudly denouncing.8 Further modifications were made to the 1901

Immigration (Restriction) Act until it was finally repealed in 1958. The communist

revolution in China also resulted in a change in attitude to overseas Chinese; once again

they were officially scorned. Frequent visits to China by overseas Chinese were a thing of

the past and a century of close contact with China and intimate knowledge of its affairs was

no longer possible.9

The majority of Chinese who immigrated during the post-war period were from Southeast

Asia, Hong Kong and Taiwan, rather than mainland China.10 They were very different to

the earlier See Yup and Sam Yup people who arrived during the gold rushes. Generally

these new immigrants had no clan, regional or language ties with the gold rush immigrants.

They were generally younger, between 15 and 30 years old, both male and female and

approximately one third were students. While many were temporary residents, many

planned to settle in Australia. It was not until 1973 that all discriminatory policies were

finally removed from residency requirements.11 Australia has again become a popular

destination for many people of Chinese background.

Newspaper articles of the 1940s and 1950s describe Chinatown as a dying community and

nostalgically recall the ‘colourful shops’ and ‘crowded footpaths’ of the ‘days when

Melbourne’s Chinatown was a spot no visitor would dream of missing’.12 However

Chinatown still had a ‘mind-tingling fascination’ and it was now referred to as ‘our

Chinatown’.13 In the late 1950s there were moves to develop the area into an ‘oriental

tourist attraction’ like in San Franscico.14 Chinatown began to be seen by the local

                                                  
7 S. Fitzgerald, Red Tape, Gold Scissors: The Story of Sydney’s Chinese, State Library of New South Wales Press,
Sydney, 1996, p.141.
8 ibid.
9 ibid., p.145.
10 C.Y. Choi, Chinese Migration and Settlement in Australia, Sydney University Press, NSW, 1975, chapter 3.
11 Fitzgerald, Red Tape, Gold Scissors’, p.50 and appendix.
12 ‘Chinatown dying in Melbourne’, Herald, 9 August 1947, p.17.
13 ‘Fading Chinatown keeps its age-old ways’, Herald, 13 August 1955. ‘Our Chinatown’, Herald, 18 May 1959, p.13.
‘Develop our “Chinatown”’, Herald, 4 March 1959.
14 ‘Develop our Chinatown’, Herald, 4 March 1959, p.24. ‘Not much of Chinatown’, Herald, 7 March 1959, p.4. ‘Our
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government and newspapers for its potential to earn tourist dollars. The first stage of

rehabilitation was completed in January 1960. Money was raised by the ‘Chinese

community’ to decorate the street for the opening.15

In 1975 a more elaborate redevelopment was planned.16 The project involved erecting four

‘Chinese archways and twenty clusters of ‘Chinese-style lanterns lights’. The aim was ‘to

create a characteristic Chinatown atmosphere’. While some, like David Wang, a Councillor

and major Chinatown property owner, enthusiastically supported the project other members

of the Little Bourke Street Chinese community spoke out against it. They felt the

redevelopment brought back negative stereotypes from the past and treated Chinese

Australians as curiosities rather than the Australian citizens they were. Despite their

objections stage one went ahead, but stage two was cancelled until 1983 when interest was

rekindled in the area. In 1984 the Chinatown Historic Precinct Act was passed to assist

development. The Bill was designed not only to preserve the area but also to enhance its

appearance as a Chinese district. This second stage included the construction of the

Museum of Chinese Australian History in Cohen Place, major streetscaping, upgraded

lighting and the provision of street furniture. Despite concerns of town planners, the

National Trust and members of the Chinese community the development went ahead.17

Tensions related to the development still exist. On the one hand the street decorations give

the street a colourful face-lift, add interest to the city and draw people’s attention to the

Chinese involvement and participation in Australia’s development. But on the other hand

the Chinoiserie design creates a stereotyped and false impression of what being Chinese is.

With much of what remained of the original Chinatown demolished in the last twenty

years, it also distorts the history of Chinese involvement in the street.

Chinatown today is a vibrant and bustling collection of Asian restaurants and cafes mingled

with an eclectic mix of Chinese run businesses, car parks and building sites. Nineteenth and

early twentieth century buildings still stand but often with recently designed Chinoiserie

                                                                                                                                                          

Chinatown’, Herald, 18 May 1959, p.13.
15 ‘Forward move in Chinatown’, Herald, 27 January 1960.
16 K. Anderson, ‘”Chinatown re-oriented”: a critical analysis of recent redevelopment schemes in a Melbourne and Sydney
enclave’, Australian Geographical Studies, vol.28, no.2, 1990, pp.143-148.
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facades. Some of the previous social organisations like clan, secret and political societies

and Chinese churches are still operational. Much of the area has been revitalised in the

post-war period by migrants with Chinese backgrounds from a variety of birthplaces.

However many of these new migrants are establishing themselves outside the Little Bourke

Street area in places such as Box Hill, Victoria Street Richmond and Footscray. Some are

again claiming Chinatown is run down and dying, blaming it on the shift of the Chinese to

the new casino and the increase in heroin users and dealers into the area.18 Once again

dangerous stereotypes such as gambling and illegal drug use about the area are resurfacing.

Articles depicting a closed community involved in illegal activity are still being written and

the area is still described as an exotic oasis, ‘mysterious and inviting’.19 As this thesis has

shown for the 1900 to 1920 period, while generalisations can be made about an area it is

important that understanding of place and the people who use it are based on a depth of

detailed knowledge.

                                                                                                                                                          
17 ibid.
18 ‘Chinatown in distress’, Sunday Herald Sun, 8 February 1998, p.11.
19 J. Silvester, ‘A man for all seasons’, Sunday Age, 4 April 1999, p.6; A. Masterson, ‘Chinatown, my beloved
Chinatown’, Age, 1 August 1999, p.9.
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APPENDIX A

Comparison of Melbourne City Council Rate books and
Sands & McDougall Directories 1910

Janice Wood found the Sands’ Directories covering the Sydney area from 1880 to 1902

frustrating to use, as information was frequently selective or unreliable, particularly around

the turn of the century.1 She was critical of the inaccurate spelling of Chinese names and

missing Chinese tenants, particularly in back streets. She found the City Council

Assessment Books much more reliable. In order to establish the relative accuracy of the

Sands & McDougall Street Directories and Melbourne City Council Rate Books for this

thesis, occupant information was taken from both sources for 1910. The two tables were

then compared. Material relating to the Swanston Street to Russell Street block of Little

Bourke Street has been overlapped in the table below. The highlighted rows indicate items

listed in the Melbourne City Council Rate Books.

Unlike Directories that listed all buildings in a street, including on some occasions, vacant

land, Rate Books only included businesses which paid rates. This means that addresses

occupied by police stations, churches and council owned buildings were not included. This

had implications for this thesis, as a strong spatial foundation of all buildings was required.

When information was compared it was found that in general more occupants were listed in

the Directories than in the Rate Books. However Rate Books appear to have been more

likely to list the name of an individual rather than a business name. Given the function of

the two sources this is not surprising. Directories were used to locate businesses and

individuals in the city and so were primarily concerned with the occupants of sites. On the

other hand Rate Books were used to record the rates due and paid by the owners of the

sites.

                                                
1 J. Wood, ‘Chinese residency in the Haymarket and Surry Hills – 1880 to 1902’, BA (Hons) thesis, Department of
History, University of Sydney, 1994, p.30.
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The most difficult material to interpret in both sources was in the lanes off Little Bourke

Street. Street number information was missing in lanes in both sources suggesting that sites

in lanes were not properly numbered in the 1900 to 1920 period. In some cases this also

applied to Little Bourke Street addresses. In general, Directories had more information

listed about occupants than Rate Books, but Rate Books often listed owners and site

information on addresses ignored by Directories. As discussed in the body of the thesis the

spelling of Chinese names is generally problematic. On the whole the spelling of the names

of Chinese occupants in the Directories more accurately reflected generally used

anglicisations of Chinese names in other sources at the time. The fact that Rate Book

material in the 1900 to 1920 period was written by hand made deciphering names listed in

this source particularly difficult.

On the whole I did not find the Melbourne Sands & McDougall Street Directories nearly as

frustrating to use as the Sands’ Directories that Janice Wood used. This may reflect the fact

that my period of study was twenty years later than hers and so street numbering or

collection processes were more accurate or that the quality control on the Melbourne

Directories was better. However I do agree that where possible it is ideal to use and

compare both sources. Unfortunately given the detail required for this project there was

only time to sample Rate Book information.
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APPENDIX B

Discussion of Databases Constructed for Thesis

The Sands and McDougall Street Directories were used to create the primary database

using Filemaker Pro 4.1. Filemaker Pro was selected as it is a relational database that is

compatible with both Macintosh and IBM computers. A ‘source’ field was created to

represent each of the pieces of information available for each address. This was done so

that the integrity of the original source could be kept. A second ‘master’ field was created

so that inconsistencies and errors in the source information could be corrected. A ‘master’

field for street numbers meant that multiple addresses, like 108 to 110 Little Bourke Street,

could be contracted to a single number address, 108, which in a numeric field could then be

sorted. A ‘master’ field for street names also meant that when street names changed a

consistent name could be used. These ‘master’ fields often needed to be completed with

reference to contemporary maps.

Once the Directory database was created a mix of other source material was collected.

There was not time to create a sophisticated database like the ‘Sands & McDougall Street

Database’ so the ‘Other Documents Database’ summarises information about particular

addresses or individuals in sources. As much information as possible was included.

‘Name’, ‘address’ and ‘master’ fields were created so that information could be compared

with the ‘Sands & McDougall Street Database’. Alternate spellings of individual or

business names were put in brackets so that they would still be picked up when searching

for a particular name.

The sources used in the database were sampled to differing degrees (see table below). More

information was taken from sources with the most descriptive or immediately useful

information such as: Certificate of Exemption from Dictation Test files, Melbourne City

Council Town Clerk files, Inquests, Criminal Trial records and oral histories.
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Sources explored and sampling method

Name of Source Sample method Records sampled

Alien registration forms from those classified by authorities as
Chinese, random

2 records

Argus newspaper references under ‘Chinese – Australia’
in index, selected years and additional
follow up material

1901 royal visit, 1904 fight in Little
Bourke Street, 1910, 1911

Australian Dictionary of Biography selected Little Bourke Street individuals Cheong Cheok Hong
Ah Ket, William
Low Kong Meng
Alcock, Alfred Upton
Brodzky, Maurice
Ah Mouy, Louis
Kellow, Henry Brown

Business records of Foon Kee held by
the Museum of Chinese Australian
History

Little Bourke Street references, random 8 folders

Certificate of Exemption from Dictation
Test files and associated
correspondence

from those classified by authorities as
Chinese, random and selected years

2 random and 1902, 1905, 1910, 1915,
1920

Citizens Lists Chinese and non-Chinese, selected
years

1900-1901, 1910-1911, 1919-1920

Criminal trial briefs for the Supreme
Court

Defendant or witness with Chinese
name, selected years

1900, 1904, 1906, 1908, 1910, 1911, 1913,
1915, 1917, 1920

Factory registration papers (Chief
Secretary’s Office)

Little Bourke Street area address, part
of one item

Item 1 (1900-)

Hawkers licences Little Bourke Street area address, one
item

Item 5 (1909-1913)

Health Committee minutes Little Bourke Street area address or
Chinese name, part of one unit

Unit 9 (1900)

Heritage Victoria Little Bourke Street area, all available Her Majesty’s Theatre file,
Num Pon Soon file

Herald newspaper Little Bourke Street area or Chinese
name, one year and samples selected
from Herald index and index compiled
by Andrew Brown-May

1910, 1913, 1947, 1949, 1955, 1960

Inquest records Chinese name, assorted years 1900-1903, 1905, 1910, 1911, 1915, 1919-
1920

Market Committee minutes Little Bourke Street area address or
Chinese name, one unit

Unit 8 (1899-1902)

Melbourne City Council rate books for
the Gipps Ward

Little Bourke Street area, as needed and
one year

1910
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Melbourne City Council Town Clerks
files, including factory applications

Little Bourke Street area or Chinese
name, assorted units or years

Unit 80 (cemeteries 1900-1909),
Unit 84 (ceremonies 1901),
Unit 85 (ceremonial 1901, 1903),
Unit 139 (drains & sewerage 1902-1909)
Unit 269 (factories & shops 1902)
Unit 392 (health 1904-1906)
Units 401-403 (houses 1900-1909)

Units 482-484 (lanes 1900-1909)
Units 567-568 (markets 1900)
Unit 681 (nuisences 1902-1903)
Unit 776 (processions 1901-1905)
Units 868, 871, 873 (streets 1900-1903)
Unit 893 (street cleaning 1902-1906)
1915 assorted units

Melbourne guidebooks those available at the State Library of
Victoria, Little Bourke Street and other
places associated with the Chinese

6 guidebooks

National Trust files Little Bourke Street address 17 records

Oral histories held by the Museum of
Chinese Australian History

previous Little Bourke Street area
residents or workers

10 oral histories

Police muster roll Little Bourke Street police station, part
of one unit

Unit 29 (1900)

Police cases scrap book of Detective-
Inspector John Mitchell Christie

Chinese and Little Bourke Street
incidents

one article

Prothonotary of the Supreme Court Chinese names, random three records

Royal Commissions and parliamentary
inquiries

relevence to Little Bourke street area Royal Commission into Victorian Police
Force, 1906,
Progress report from the joint select
committee upon the housing of the people
of the metropolis, 1913-1914
Report of the Chief Inspector of factories,
work-rooms & shops, 1900, 1901, 1906,
1910.
1895 Factories Act inquiry board minutes
of evidence,
1913 Royal Commission on the fruit
industry minutes of evidence

Sands and McDougall’s Directories -
Streets

Little Bourke Street from Swanston to
Spring Streets and lanes off Little
Bourke Street but not major streets of
Swanston, Russell, Exhibition and
Spring, 1900-1920.

all records

Sands and McDougall’s Directories -
Trade

Chinese names, random assorted employments types in selected
years

Secondary sources Little Bourke Street area, all Lewis, N., Historic and Architectural
Survey of the Central City of Melbourne
Bourke Street, East, ADB

Voters Certificates Little Bourke Street area address, one
item

Item 3 (1902)

War Cry newspaper Little Bourke Street area, random 5 articles

Will and probate records Chinese name, random one record

Yeo, Crosthwaite & Co,
correspondence and base agreements
between Yeo, Crosthwaite & Co and
the Chinese Times Newspaper Co

all 12 items
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Once the ‘Sands & McDougall Street Database’ and ‘Other Documents Database’ were

created it was possible to start cross-referencing material. Both databases were sorted by

street and street number, then information about each address was analysed. As ‘stories’

started to emerge about individuals or businesses, or clarification was needed,

supplementary information was gathered. This information was then added to the ‘Other

Documents Database’. As analysis progressed it was sometimes necessary to change the

‘master’ fields in both databases.
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APPENDIX C

Map of Little Bourke Street from Swanston Street
to Russell Street circa 1925

The following map and the map pieces have been scanned from the City of Melbourne,

Mahlstedt & Son Insurance Planning Inc which is dated 1924. However as was the case

with all maps consulted in the process of researching this thesis each was modified after the

date of publication. Large sections of the Mahlsted 1924 map were covered over with new

sections of map when new buildings were constructed. Without more detailed research it is

not possible to know whether the map was accurately updated to a particular date or as I

suspect was randomly updated as needed. This means it was not possible to date accurately

the information on the map. However it is still a useful guide to the physical layout of the

area, and used in conjunction with other maps and geographic sources like the Sands &

McDougall Street Directories and Melbourne City Council Rate Books, is a valuable

source.

The large map that follows is intended to give readers a broad sense of the area discussed

including relationships between buildings on opposite sides of Little Bourke Street. The

map pieces that follow it are larger versions of the map pieces used at the top of each

section within Chapters 3 and 4. These allow the reader to see the detail shown in these

maps. There are three overlapping pieces for each side of Little Bourke Street between

Swanston Street and Russell Street.
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APPENDIX D

Summary Tables of Sands & McDougall
Street Directory Database

The tables in this appendix cover Swanston to Russell streets, 1900 to 1920, and have been

developed from the Sands & McDougall Street Directory database that covers Little Bourke

Street and its lanes from Swanston to Spring Street, 1900 to 1920. The Sands & McDougall

database was created using Filemaker Pro 4.1 and a copy will be held at the Museum of

Chinese Australian History. Information in most tables is ordered by street number and

then by year. However in some of the tables covering the lanes where there were very few,

if any, street numbers, information was ordered alphabetically by occupant surname. The

‘Source street number’ field lists the street number as listed in the Sands & McDougall

Street Directories. The ‘Master no.’ field was created so that inconsistencies and errors in

the source material could be corrected and also so that multiple addresses could be

contracted to a single number address in a numeric field which could then be sorted in the

database. This number has been included in these tables as it assists interpretation of

‘Source street number’ information. The spelling of street names corresponds to those used

in the Directories at the time, the modern equivalent is noted in square brackets.



173

Little Bourke Street (north side)

248 to 242 Little Bourke Street

Master
no.

Source street
number

Year Occupant Activity

246 246-250 LBS 1912-1913 Hotel Cecil

Robertson, Jas. (1912)
Corry, E.M. (1913)

[no data]

246 246-250 LBS 1914-1920+ Lang’s Globe htl

Lanfranchi, Jos. (1914-1919)

[no data]

Globe Alley

Master
no.

Source street
number

Year Occupant Activity

? [no data] 1916-1920+ Wright, P.E. & Son pntrs & dcrtrs

244 to 242 Little Bourke Street

Master
no.

Source street
number

Year Occupant Activity

244 244 LBS -1900-1902 Hang Hi On merchant

244 244 LBS 1903
1904-1907

Hang Hop (1903)
Hang Hop & Co (1904-1907

grocer (1903)
importers (1904, 1906-1907)
[no data] (1905)

244 244 LBS 1908-1909 vacant vacant

244 244 LBS 1910-1915 Kwong Yee Foong fruit and banana mer

244 244 LBS 1916-1920+ Sun Wah Loong & Co grcrs

242 242 LBS -1900-1905 Gee Cheong merchant (-1900-1902)
fancy goods merchant (1903-1905)

242 [no data] 1901, 1904 Dack Guen Hon Kee (1901)
Duck Guen Hon Kee (1904)

W. Shi Geen, office (1901)

[no data]

242 242 LBS 1904-1914 Kong Chew Society [no data]

242 [no data] 1904-1908 W. Shi Geen [no data]

242 [no data] 1906-1915 Wong Gee Cheong fancy goods merchant

242 [no data] 1907-1909 Sun Kwong Yee Chinese store

242 [no data] 1910-1919 Yee Chong Loong Chinese store

242 242 1915 Sun Wah Loong & Co grocers
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Tattersall’s Lane [Tattersalls Lane]

Master
no.

Source street
number

Year Occupant Activity

18 18-20 -1900 Robertson & Moffat's stables

Midwinter, George S., caretaker
(-1900)
Savage, George, caretaker
(1901-1910)
Florence, Thomas, caretaker
(1911-1920+)

[no data]

11 [no data] -1900-1902 5 houses occupied by Chinese [no data]

11 11-19 1903-1920+ 5 houses occupied by Chinese [no data]

23
[23-29]

23-29 1902-1903 Nunan Bros furniture factory

23
[23-29]

25-29 1904-1905 Nunan Bros furniture factory

23
[23-29]

29 1906 Nunan Bros furniture factory

23
[23-29]

26 1900 Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co Ltd -
Prector, W.J., manager

[no data]

23
[23-29]

29 1901 Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co Ltd -
Proctor, W.J., manager

[no data]

23
[23-29]

23 1904 Reliance Pneumantic Co. Australasia -
Miller, J.W., manager (1904)

[no data] (1904)
store (1905-1907)

23
[23-29]

23 1908-1910 The National Pneumatic Tyre Co. store

23
[23-29]

23 1911-1913 Reliance Cycle Stores [no data]

23
[23-29]

23b 1914 Reliance Cycle Stores [no data]

23
[23-29]

23 1913 Marlborough Art Co - Graham, Geo
B., mngr

[no data]

23
[23-29]

23a 1914 Marborough Art Co - Graham, Geo
B., mgr

[no data]

23
[23-29]

27 1915 Marborough Art Co - Taylor &
Barker, proprs

[no data]

23
[23-29]

[no data] 1913 Non-Rust Plating Co - Williams, J.H.,
mgr

[no data]

23
[23-29]

[no data] 1914 Non-Rust Plating Co - Williams, J.H.,
mgr

[no data]

23
[23-29]

[no data] 1910 Non-rust Plating Co - Williams, J.F.,
mgr

[no data]

23
[23-29]

[no data] 1911 Non-Rust Plating Co - Williams, J.H.,
mgr

[no data]

23
[23-29]

[no data] 1912 Non-Rust Plating Co - Williams, J.H.,
mgr

[no data]

23
[23-29]

23 1914 Clark, W.L. electrical & mechanical engnr
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23
[23-29]

23 1915-1919 Williams, John H. electroplater

23
[23-29]

25 1915-1919 Mitchell & Casey printers and publishers

23
[23-29]

23-25 1920+ Mitchell & Casey printers and publishers

23
[23-29]

25 1906 Miller & Barrow cabinetmakers

23
[23-29]

25 1907-1909 Patten, Arthur cabinetmaker

23
[23-29]

25 1910 Buckley & Nunn Ltd cabinet factory

23
[23-29]

25-29 1911 Buckley & Nunn Ltd cabinet factory

23
[23-29]

[no data] 1909 Buckley & Nunn Ltd cabinet factory

23
[23-29]

27 1904-1905 Reid, W.W. printer

23
[23-29]

27 1906 Carton Pierre Decorating Co [no data]

23
[23-29]

27-29 1907 Carton Pierre Decorating Co [no data]

23
[23-29]

[no data] 1908 The Needham Carton Pierre Co [not clear]

23
[23-29]

25-29 1912 Renwick Printing Pty Ltd printers

23
[23-29]

[no data] 1912 "Sporting & Dramatic News - Hensall,
H. editor

[no data]

23
[23-29]

[no data] 1912 Renwick, Pride & Nuttall Pty Ltd prntrs

23
[23-29]

25-29 1913-1914 Renwick, Pride & Nattall Pty Ltd prntrs

23
[23-29]

27-29 1915-1920+ Renwick, Pride, Nuttall Pty Ltd printers and publishers

23
[23-29]

[no data] 1912 The guide Pblshing Co - Renwick,
W.H., mgr

[no data]

23
[23-29]

[no data][25-29] 1913 The Guide Publishing Co - Renwick,
Wm. H, manager

[no data]

23
[23-29]

[no data] 1914-1915 The Guide Publishing Co [no data]

23
[23-29]

[no data] 1916-1920+ Aust Enamellers, post-card publishers [no data]

232 to 238 Little Bourke Street

Master
no.

Source street
number

Year Occupant Activity

238 238 -1900-1901 Fook Hie store

238 238 1902-1909 Mow Wing store
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238 238 1910 Quong Hoong Wah banana store

236 236 -1900-1909 Kwong Wah Chinese store

236 236-238 1911-1920+ Quong Hoong Wah banana store

234 234 -1900-1908 Koon Hie [no data] (-1900-1902)
Chinese store

234 234-236 1909 Pack Kee [no data]

232 232 -1900-1902 Suey Loon fancy goods merchant

232 232 1903-1909 Pack Kee banana merchant

232 232-236 1910 Pack Kee banana merchant

232 232-234 1911-1916,
1919-1920+

Pack Kee banana merchant

232 232 1917-1918 Pack Kee banana merchant

228 228 -1900-1902 Ah Shem [no data]

228 228-230 1903-1910 Ah Shem store

228 228-230 1911-1915 Quong Mee Loong store (1911-1913)
storeroom (1914-1915)

228 228-230 1913 Anguey, H., & Sons whlsle frtrs

228 228-230 1916 Chan Man Yan Chinese doctor

228 228-230 1917 vacant vacant

228 228-230 1918-1920+ Hong On & Co store

226 226 -1900 Garton, James stables

226 226 1901-1913 Garton's Horse & Carriage Bazaar

Garton, J. (1901)
Garton & Sons (1902-1913)

[no data]

226 226 1914-1920+ Garton's Motor Garage & Horse
Bazaar

[no data]

224 224 1913-1914 Hook, George carrier

222 222-224 -1900-1903 Yee Chung banana merchant

222 222-224 1904-1907 Yee On fancy goods

222 222-224 1908-1910 Hie Lee fancy goods

222 222-224 1911-1914 Sun Yee Lee banana store

222 222-224 1915 vacant vacant
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222 222-224 1916-1920+ Hook, G. carrier

220 220 -1900-1905,
1907-1914

Hung Fong grocer & fancy goods importer

220 [no data] 1904 Gun Kee grocer & fancy goods

220 [no data]/220 1905-1910 Yot Shang banana merchant

220 [no data] 1907-1908 Kwong Fat [no data]

220 220 1915-1920+ Sun Nan Hie & Co (1915)
Sun Nam Hie & Co (1916-1920+)

importers

214 214 -1900-1902 Foon, Kee cook shop (-1900-1902)

214 214-216 1903-1920+ Foon, Kee cook shop (1903-1915)
strkpr (1916-1920+)

212 212 -1900-1909 On Chung & Co store

212 [no data] -1900-1910 Hook, G. (-1900)
Hook, George (1901-1910)

carrier

212 212 1910-1912 Wen Lee Goon store

212 212 1913-1920+ Hong Kong Café

Ming, Geo (1920+)

[no data]

Celestial Avenue

Master
no.

Source street
number

Year Occupant Activity

15 15 1905-1906 Ming Hing restaurant

15 15-17 1907-1913 Ming Hing restaurant

15 15-17 1914-1917 Suey Gee Chong herbalist

15 15 1918-1920+ Suey Gee Chong herbalist

17 17 1918-1919 Char Lee [no data]

19 19 1918-1919 Quong Wing [no data]

21 21 1918-1919 vacant vacant

23 23a 1900-1904 Ah Wah restaurant

23 23a 1918-1919 Ah Cheong [no data]

25 25 1917-1919 Kong, Jack [no data]

27 27 1918-1919 Wong Loy [no data]
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29 29 1917-1919 Occupied by Chinese [no data]

16 16 1900-1919 Chong Kee (-1900-1902)
Cheong Kee (1903-1919)

store

16 16 1920+ Chong Yum hrdrsr

18 18 1911-1913 Suey Gee Chong store

18 18 1914-1917 Occupied by Chinese [no data]

18 18 1918-1919 Gee Way [no data]

20 20 1900-1901 Tack Kee [no data]

22 22 1900-1903 Yee Sang Yee Shing & Co (-1900-
1901)
Yee Sang & Yee Shing & Co (1902-
1903)

banana store

22 22 1904-1915 Sun Yei Tai banana merchant

22 [no data] 1907-1914 Le Mee (1907)
Ley Mee (1908-1909)
Mee Lee (1910-1914)

medicine store

22 22 1917-1919 vacant vacant

22 22 1920 Suey Gee Chong store

24 24 1902-1904 Yee Sang & Yee Shing & Co (1902-
1904)
Yee Sang & Yee Shing Prop Ltd
(1905-1916)

frt mchts

fruit merchants (1905-1910)
banana imptrs (1911-1916)

24 24 1917-1918 vacant vacant

24 24 1919-1920+ Greenwood, A.F. electrical engineer

24 24 1919-1920+ Garrett, Kershaw sign writer

? [no data] -1900-1902 9 houses occupied by Chinamen [no data]

? [no data] 1902-1904 11 houses occupied by Chinamen [no data]

? [no data] 1905-1910 9 houses occupied by Chinese [no data]

? [no data] 1913-1917 6 houses occupied by Chinese [no data]

? [no data] 1920 4 houses occupied by Chinese [no data]

? [no data] 1911-1912 6 houses occupied by Chinese [no data]
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210 to 194 Little Bourke Street

Master
no.

Source street
number

Year Occupant Activity

210 210 -1900-1920+ On Hie (-1900-1910)
On Hie & Co (1911-1920+)

merchant (-1900-1902)
grocer (1903-1910)
grocers (1911-1920+)

208 208 -1900-1904 Wing Sang [no data]

208 208 1901 Hang Yick fancy goods store

208 208 1905 Gee Sei [no data]

208 208 1906-1911 Bo Leong Society [no data]

206 206 -1900, 1902-
1906

Hang Yick fancy goods store

206 206 1901, 1907 vacant vacant

206 206 1908-1910 Quong Hong Cheong [no data]

206 206 1911 Kwong Hie Loy [no data]

206 206-208 1912 occupied by Chinese [no data]

206 206-208 1913-1920+ Quong Hie Loy [no data]

204 204 -1900-1912 Sun Chong On general store

204 [no data] -1900 Hoy Ling H legal manager

204 [no data] 1907-1920+ Mee Heong Guey restaurant

204 204 1913-1920+ Hoy Ling, H. [no data]

202 202 -1900-1907 Hang Heong Lowe restaurant

202 202 1908-1919 Yin Bun Low
Oriental Cafe - Yin Bun Low & Co

restaurant (1908-1912)
[no data] (1913-1919)

200 200 -1900-1912 Chinese club house - Sam Yup [no data]

200 200 1913-1919 Chinese club house [no data]

200 200 1916-1919 Nam Pon Soon Society [no data]

200 200-202 1920+ vacant vacant

198 198 -1900-1920+ Sun Goon Shing fancy goods importer

194 194 -1900-1902 Chinese church, Wesleyan

Moy Ling, Rev J. (-1900-1911)

[no data]

194 194 1903-1920+ Chinese Church (Meth) - Moy Ling,
Rev J.

[no data]`
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Heffernan Lane

Master
no.

Source street
number

Year Occupant Activity

11 11 -1900-1915 Quon Che On Chinese cookshop (-1900-1915)
café (1915)

11 11 1916-1920+ Chung Wah cafe

13 13 1911-1912 Hee Gin [no data]

15 15 -1900 Lee Fong bootmaker

19 19 -1900-1901 Union Electric Light Co - Draper,
Thos.T. & Co

[no data]

19 19 1902 City Council's electric supply station [no data]

19 19 1903 vacant vacant

19 19 1904 M.C.C. electric supply store yard [no data]

19 19 1905-1906 Kit Tong woodyard

25 25 1907-1911 Kit Tong woodyard

14 14-16 -1900-1902 Beecham, C., & Co shop fitters

14 14-16 1903-1906 Duff, Thos., & Bros [no data] (1903-1904)
shop fitters & show case makers (1905-
1906)

14 14-16 1907 Canton Society [no data]

14 [no data] 1908 On Chung Tai & Co merchant

14 14 1909-1920+ On Chung Tai & Co merchants

14 [no data] 1918-1920+ Yee Tong Club (Chinese) [no data]

16 16 1908-1920+ Shanghai Society [no data]

20 20 1910 Chinese [no data]

20 20 1911 Ah Quong [no data]

20 20 1916-1918 Ah Wah [no data]

20 20 1919 Ah Quong [no data]

22 22 1908 Whan, Mrs Alice M. [no data]

22 22 1910-1911 Hey Sing [no data]

22 22 1914-1918 Tack Kee [no data]

22 22 1919-1920+ Benn, Hy [no data]
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24 26-24 -1900-1901 Union Electric Light Co - Draper,
T.T. & Co

[no data]

24 26-24 1902 City Council's electric supply station [no data]

24 26-24 1903-1904 vacant vacant

24 24 1910-1913 Sun Goon Shing tea merchant

24 24 1914 Suey Wing Chung & Co [no data]

24 [no data] 1914 Chung Wah Cafe [no data]

26 26 1905-1906 Chinese Mission Hall [no data]

26 26 1907-1920+ Presbyterian Mission School [no data]

28 28 1907 Wee Pack [no data]

28 28 1910-1911 Chinese [no data]

28 28-30 1917-1920+ Quong Shang [no data]

30 30 1901-1913 Quong Shang tea merchant

32 32 1910 [no data] Chinese laundry

32 32 1911, 1914-
1919

Hie Loy [no data]

28, 30
or 32?

[no data] 1909-1920+ Reid, W.W. poster artist

? [no data] -1900-1904 6 houses occupied by Chinese [no data]

? [no data] 1905-1908 7 houses occupied by Chinese [no data]

? [no data] 1912 4 houses occupied by Chinese [no data]

? [no data] 1913 5 houses occupied by Chinese [no data]

? [no data] 1913-1920+ Melbourne City Council battery house [no data]

? [no data] 1920+ 2 houses occupied by Chinese [no data]
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190 to 172 Little Bourke Street

Master
no.

Source street
number

Year Occupant Activity

190 190 -1900-1908 Coopers’ Arms hotel

Scanlon, Michael (-1900)
Feeney, Mrs Mary J. (1901-1904)
Mitchell, Henry (1905)
Parsons, John (1906)
Murdoch, John A. (1907)
Commins, M.L. (1908)

[no data]

184 184-186 1909 Sue Wing Chung & Co merchants

184 184-186 1910—1917 Sue Wing Chung & Co and Sun Wah
Chong

mers and merchant

184 184-186 1918-1920+ Sun War Chung & Co grocer (1918)
merchs (1919-1920+)

184 184-186 1918-1920+ Hong Choon Tong merchant

182 182 -1900-1909 Choon Who Hong Chinese druggist

182 182 1910 Fung Lee banana store

182 182 1911 On Lee tea merchant

182 182 1912-1919 Quong Cheong grocer

182 182 1920+ Choong Wah Shing gen store

180 180 -1900-1906 Hong On banana importer

180 180 1907 On Lee tobacconist

180 180 1908 On Yick tobacconist

180 180 1911-1913 Fung Lee banana store (1911-1912)
[no data] (1913)

180 180 1914 Anguey, H. & Co fruit merchants

180 180 1915-1918 vacant vacant

180 180 1920+ Ah Lew gen store

178 178 -1900-1902 Young, T. & Co [no data] (-1900)
banana importers (1901-1902)

178 178 1903-1904 Hoong Sang & Co banana importers

178 178 1905-1908 Hoong Sang Chung banana importer

178 178-180 1909-1910 Sang Sun Hoong (1909)
Sun Hoong Sang (1910)

[no data]

178 178 1911 Sun Hoong Sang [no data]

178 178 1912-1920+ Sing Lee Lung & Co grocers
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176 176 -1900-1918 Sam Yick tobacconist and fruiterer

172 172 -1900-1917 Mow Yick (-1900-1903)
Mow Yick Bros (1904-1917)

banana store

172 172 1918 Chung Yick banana store

172 172-176 1920+ Louey Pang, H., & Co fruit & com agts

Williams Lane (Waratah Place)

Master
no.

Source street
number

Year Occupant Activity

? [no data] 1911-1913 2 houses occupied by Chinese [no data]

? [no data] -1900 3 houses occupied by Chinese [no data]

? [no data] -1900 Ah Kits [no data]

? [no data] -1900, 1902 Ah Sing [no data] (-1900)
cabinetmaker (1902)

? [no data] 1908-1910 Boyes Bros ironmongers

? [no data] -1900-1901 Campbell, Alexander woodyard

? [no data] 1910 Chandler, John wdyd

? [no data] 1912 Chinese [no data]

? [no data] 1911 Chong Gee cabinetmaker

? [no data] 1907-1909 Chong Kee hairdresser

? [no data] 1902-1906 Dadswell & Merrett engineers & mchnsts

? [no data] 1901-1902 Donhue, John (1901)
Donohue, Joseph (1902)

[no data]

? [no data] 1902 Donohue, Joseph [no data]

? [no data] 1902-1909 Dousett, Thomas (1902)
Dowsed, Thomas (1903-1909)

woodyard

? [no data] 1903-1906 Duff, Thos., & Bros shop fitters and show case makers

? [no data] 1907, 1909-
1912, 1920+

Fisher Bros glass bevellers (1907, 1909-1910)
glass embossers, work shop (1911-
1912)
mirron mnfrs (1920+)

? [no data] 1911 Flod, Chas. wood & coal yard

? [no data] 1917-1918 Hancock Bros (1917-1918)
Hancock, R. (1919)

Signwriters (1917-1918)
signwriter (1919)

? [no data] -1900-1902 Hawkins, John [no data]

? [no data] 1912 Heitn & Co wood & coal yard

? [no data] 1913-1920+ Her Majesty's Theatre store room

? [no data] 1914 House occupied by Chinese [no data]

? [no data] 1905-1906 Johnstone, C.V. (1905)
Johnstone, C.F. (1906)

sign writer & glass embosser
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? [no data] -1900-1906 Knong Woo (-1900)
Kuong Woo (1901)
Koung Woo (1902-1905)

cabinetmaker

? [no data] 1907-1909 Kwang Hoong Wah banana store

? [no data] 1901, 1903 Lowrey, Robert (1901)
Lowry, Robert (1903)

[no data]

? [no data] -1900-1901 Maddox, Frederick woodyard

3 3 1904-1905 Martin, Charles [no data]

? [no data] -1900 McKay, Ellen [no data]

? [no data] 1916 McLoughlin, W.J. cbntmkr

? [no data] 1920 Miller, J.J. Printing Co Pty Ltd

? [no data] 1910 Mutual mnftrng Co, c/o mfrs -
Neville, Miss M., mngrs

[no data]

? [no data] 1903-1904 Occupied by 5 Chinese [no data]

5 [no data] 1903-1906 Occupied by Chinese [no data]

? [no data] 1905-1906 Occupied by Chinese [no data]

? [no data] 1920 Parisian Mnfg Co underclo mnfrs

? [no data] 1910 Pesner & Cohen manufacturing tailors

? [no data] 1907-1916 Read, Alfred blacksmith & engineer

? [no data] 1909-1920+ Roberts, Kendal (1909-1910)
Roberts, Kemball (1911-1920+)

picture frame maker (1909)
picture frame makers (1910)
picture framer (1911-1920+)

? [no data] 1916-1920+ Russell & Rush elec engnrs

6 [no data] 1902 Sear, Mrs Sarah [no data]

? [no data] 1910 Shong Kee hairdresser

? [no data] 1918-1920+ Simon, Harris tailor

3 3 1906-1910 Soc Sing (1906)
Soe Sing (1907, 1909-1910)
Soo Sing (1908)

Chinese importer (1906)
importer (1907-1910)

? [no data] 1907-1909 Soon Lee greengrocer

? [no data] 1920 Southern Knitting Mills Py Ld -
Kohn, O.W.

[no data]

? [no data] 1919 Store being built [no data]

? [no data] 1905-1909,
1912-1913

The Mutual Manufacturing Co

Neville, Miss Margaret, manageress

clothing mfrs (1905-1909)
[no data] (1912-1913)

? [no data] 1918 The Parisian Mfg Co

Rickman & Wolman (1914-1917)
Wolman, Abraham (1918-1919)

[no data] (1914-1917)
undclo mfr (1918-1919)

? [no data] 1915-1916 Tye Jim [no data]

? [no data] 1917 vacant vacant

? [no data] 1917-1920+ Walker & Hardy (1917-1918)
Walker, A. (1919-1920+)

shop fitters (1917-1918)
shop fitter (1919-1920+)
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170 to 168 Little Bourke Street

Master
no.

Source street
number

Year Occupant Activity

170 170 1911-1912 vacant vacant

168 [no data] -1900-1901,
1906-1910

Exford hotel

Slattery, Patrick J. (-1900)
Slattery, Mrs Johannah (1901, 1906-
1908)
Leen, Mrs Hannah (1909-1910)

[no data]

168 168 -1900-1901,
1906-1908

vacant vacant

168 168 1902-1905 Exford hotel

Slattery, Mrs Johannah (1902-1905)

[no data]

168 168-170 1911-1919 Exford htl

Mills, Charles (1911-1919)

[no data]

168 [no data] 1912 Smith, Joseph [no data]

168 168-170 1920+ Exford htl

Hunt, Mrs Elenor (1920+)

[no data]

168 168-170 1920+ Hunt, Edwd. J. [no data]

Little Bourke Street (south side)

243 to 209 Little Bourke Street

241 243 -1900-1907 Hung Fat fancy goods

241 243 1908 Cameron & Weston violin experts

241 243 1909 vacant vacant

241 243 1910 Pickett, Charles tobcnst and hrdrsr

241 241 1910 vacant vacant

241 241-243 1911 vacant vacant

241 241-243 1912-1918 Ballarat Star htl

Foxall, F.A., proptr (1912-1916)
Dickenson, C. (1917-1918)

[no data]

241 241-243 1919 Cosmopolitan htl [no data]

241 243 1920+ Cosmopolitan hotel [no data]

241 241 1915-1917 Bryer & Cohen tailors

241 241 1918 vacant vacant

241 241 1919 Gooch, A.E. & Co motor repairs

241 241 1920+ Austral Silversmiths & Metal
Spinning Co

[no data]
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239 239 1910-1913 British Lion hotel

Lamont, Miss Agnes (1910-1913)

239 239 1914 vacant vacant

239 239 1915 Pridmore & Cooper bicycle makers

239 239 1916-1918 Brown, Arthur C. wig maker & hairdresser

239 239 1919 Latham, Arth. hrdrsr

239 239 1920+ Lee, Harry L. hrdrsr

239 239 1920+ Australian Memorial Co petr frmrs

237 237-239 -1900-1909 British Lion hotel

Clifford, Timothy (-1900-1904)
Lamont, Miss Agnes (1905-1909)

[no data]

237 237 1910 Wright, P.E. decorator and sign wrtr

237 237 1914-1920+ Wickham’s Austral Coffee Palace [no data]

237 237a 1914 Baltimore Café – Porter & Bateson [no data]

235 235 -1900 Lee Hing merchant

235 235 1901-1902 Louey tea merchant

235 235 1903-1907 Louey Jin Sing tea merchant

235 235 1908 Jin Hie importer

235 235 1909-1910 Lang & High plumbers

235 235-237 1911-1915 Wright, P.E. (1911-1913)
Wright, P.E. & Son (1914-1915)

decorator and sign writer
decorators and sign writers

235 235 1916-1920+ Best, Henry sole sewer

233 233 -1900-1907 Hie Hing, Dip Kee (-1900)
Hie Hing, Tip Kee (1901-1907)

merchants

233 [no data] 1904-1906 Ching, P.A. tea merchant

233 233 1908-1914 Sun Wah Loong & Co [no data] (1908)
Chinese cook shop (1909-1912)
grocers (1913-1914)

233 233 1915 vacant vacant

231 231 -1900-1914 Mee Chun & Co importers

231 231 1915 vacant vacant

229 229 -1900-1903 Wing Yick Loong tea merchant

229 [no data] 1903-1906 Louey King photographer

229 229 1904-1907 Wing Yick Loong tea merchant

229 229 1908-1914 Sun Nam Hie [no data] (1908)
Chinese store (1909-1914)

229 229 1915 Sam War importer
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227 227 -1900-1901 Louey Chun & Co tea merchants (-1900)
tea importers (1901)

227 227 1902 Hung Sem tea merchant

227 227 1903-1904 Lung Cheong store

227 227 1905-1914 Quong Mee Loong (1905-1913)
Quong Mee Loong & Co (1914)

[no data] (1905-1908)
Chinese grocer (1909-1914)

227 227 1915 Moy Yick Bros. importers

227 227-233 1916-1920+ Hoyt’s Buildings [no data]

227 [no data][227-233] 1916-1917 Australian Feature Films Ltd [no data]

227 [no data][227-233] 1916-1917,
1919-1920+

Clement Mason Cine Co (The)
Masons, Clement
Mason’s Super Films

[no data] (1916-1917, 1920+)
super films (1919)

227 227-233 1918-1919 Crick & Jones films exchange

227 227-233 1918-1919 Kingdon & Walker film importers

227 227-233 1918-1919 Ideal Film Exchange

Wicks, L.C., mgr (1918)

[no data]

227 227-233 1918-1920+ Fraser Films

McGowan, A.G., mgr (1918)

[no data]

227 227-233 1918-1920+ Hoyt’s Pty Ltd advertising dept

217 223/ [217-223] -1900-1920+ Stage door Theatre Royal [no data]

215 215 -1900-1920+ Sun Yee Lee banana merchant

213 213 -1900 Kay Shang & Yie Chung (-1900-
1901)
Kay Shang & Yee Chung (1902-1909)

banana merchants

213 213 1910-1914 Kay Shang, Yee Chung & Hong On banana mers

213 213 1915-1920+ Hong On & Co. banana merchants

211 211 -1900-1910 Sun Goon Loong Chinese store

211 [no data] -1900-1901 Sun Goon Kee [no data]

211 211 1911-1912 Kwong Sing Loong Chinese store

211 [no data] 1911-1912 Hook, George carrier

211 211 1913-1920+ Foo Goon & Co Chinese store

209 209 -1900-1920+ Sun Kwong Sing (-1900-1902)
Sun Kwong Sing & Co (1903-1920+)

merchant (-1900-1902)
merchants (1903-1920+)
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Latrobe Place [La Trobe Place]

1 1 -1900-1901,
1904-1907

Quong Mow Sang [no data] (-1900-1901)
fancy shop (1904-1907)

2 2 -1900-1903 Hie Low & Quong Wing Sang [no data] (-1900)
fancy shop (1901-1903)

2 2 1904-1907 Hie Loy fancy shop

4 4 -1900-1906 Kitt Cheong ticket writer

5 5 -1900-1906 Sang Loong tea merchant

6 6 -1900 Gin Hye, Louis [no data]

6 6 1902-1907 Louey tea merchant

9 9 1904-1906 Mee Goon tea merchant

? [no data] -1900-1903 Sam Yick Jan banana merchant

? [no data] 1903 Hai Goon & Co grocers

? [no data] 1908 3 vacant houses vacant

? [no data] 1909-1920+ Reay, Abraham blacksmith

205 to 193 Little Bourke Street

205 205 -1900-1906 Wing Due tea merchant

203 203 -1900-1906 Sun Kwong Sang banana merchant

201 201 -1900-1906 Yin Bun Low & Co Chinese cookshop

201 201-205 1907-1918 Wallach’s Furniture Warehouse [no data]

201 201-205 1919 Gaylard & Cocking
Gaylard’s

drprs & furnshrs (1919)
drapers & furnishers (1920+)

199 199 1902-1903 Leong Lee fancy goods

197 197-199 -1900-1901 Leong Lee fancy goods

197 197 1902-1903 Chin Lee [no data]

197 197-199 1904-1920+ Leong Lee fancy goods (1904-1905)
fcy gds & herbalist (1906-1920+)

195 195 -1900-1902 Wah Kee importer fancy goods

195 195 1903-1920+ Wing On importer fancy goods (1903-1906)
Chinese cook shop (1907-1920+)

195 [no data] 1906 Yee On Teung Chinese cook shop

195 195 1909 vacant vacant
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193 193 -1900-1905 Quong Tsy Hong (-1900-1902)
Quong Tie Hong (1903-1905)

[no data]

193 193 1906-1917 Fook War Hong [no data] (1906)
herbalist (1907-1917)

193 193 1918-1919 vacant vacant

Hugh’s Alley [Hughs Alley]

? [no data] -1900-1901 '5 vacant shops vacant

? [no data] 1902 3 vacant houses [no data]

1 1 1902 1 house occupied by Chinese [no data]

? [no data] 1903 1 house occupied by Chinese [no data]

? [no data] 1903 3 vacant houses vacant

? [no data] 1904 4 vacant houses [no data]

? [no data] 1905 1st of '4 vacant houses' [no data]

? [no data] 1908 Roberts, James plumber

? [no data] 1909-1910 vacant vacant

? [no data] 1911-1914 4 houses occupied by Chinese [no data]

191 to 169 Little Bourke Street

191 191 -1900-1901 Sing Wo Sing [no data]

191 191 1902-1903 vacant vacant

191 191 1904-1920+ Tuey Lee store

189 189 -1900-1903 Quong Hoong Wah fruit merchant

189 189 1904-1908 Yick Lee [no data]

189 [no data]/189 1908-1919 Melbourne Chinese Progress
Association

[no data]

189 189 1920+ Cheong Lee gen store

185 185 -1900-1901 Sun Wah Chong importer

183 183-185 1902-1908 Sun Wah Chong
Sun Wah Chong & Co

importer (1902)
importers (1903-1908)

183 183-185 1909 Quong Lee & Co importers

183 183-185 1910 vacant vacant

183 183-185 1911-1914 Chung Hing importer

183 183-185 1915-1919 Williams' Motor Co. [no data]

183 183-185 1920+ Wing Lee gen store
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181 181 -1900-1913 Sun Suey Shing merchant

181 [no data] 1907-1908 Hoong Chun Tong Chinese druggist

181 181 1915 Sun Tong On importers

179 179 -1900-1901 Sun Yee Tai fruiterer

179 179 1907-1915 Sun Hop Lee [no data]

179 179 1916 vacant vacant

179 179 1917-1919 Sun Tong On importer

179 179-181 1920+ Sun Hop Lee gen store

177 177 -1900-1901 Sun Kwong On importer

177 177 1902-1914 Sun Tong On (1902)
Sun Tong On & Co (1903-1914)

fruiterer (1902)
fruiterers (1903)

177 [no data] 1904-1905 Tim Young & Co banana merchants

177 177 1915 Quong Mee Lee stamp vendor

177 177 1916-1920+ Quong Me Long grocer

175 [no data] 1903 Hoarding, A.A. Co 24 [no data]

173 173-175 -1900-1920+ Quong Hie Shing storekeeper

173 [no data] 1904 Hoarding, A.A. Co 24 [no data]

171 171 -1900-1910 Kwong Ying Cheong (-1900-1908)
Kwong Ying Cheong & Co (1909-
1910)

importer

171 171 1911-1914 Quong Hie Shing & Co storeroom

171 171 1915 vacant vacant

169 169 1916 Variety Artists' Federation - Jones,
Geo. A., sec

[no data]

169 169 1916-1917 Motor Transport Chauffeurs' Union -
McAllen Thos. A.

[no data]

169 169 1918-1919 vacant vacant

169 169 1920+ Leather Goods Mnfrng Co [no data]
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195 to 197 Russell Street1

195 195-197 1902-1908 Fatt, E.C., & Co tlrs, htrs & clothiers (1902-1903)
merchant tailors (1904-1908)

195 195-197 1909 vacant vacant

195 195-197 1910 Leber, L., & Sons clothiers

195 195-197 1911 Leber, L., & Sons clothiers

195 195 1912-1920+ Leber, L., & Son clothiers

197 197 -1900-1901 Fatt, Edwd. C, & Co (-1900-1901) tlrs, hatters & clothiers (-1900-1901)

197 197 – ground 1912-1920+ Cohen, Albert pawnbroker & jeweller (1912-1913)
pawnbroker & dealer (1914-1920+)

197 197 – first 1912-1914 Musicians Union of Aust

Davidson, A.J., sec

[no data]

197 197 – first 1915-1916 vacant vacant

197 197 – first 1917 Industrl Wrkrs of the World Union [no data]

197 197 – first 1918 vacant vacant

197 197 – first 1919-1920+ Leather Goods Mfg Co [no data]

197 197 – second 1912-1915 Austrn Federated Theatrical Employes
Asscn (1912-1914)
Australian Theatrical & Amusement
Employees Assn (Victorian Branch)
(1915)

Huckerby, Albert E., gen sec (1912-
1915)

[no data]

197 197- second 1916-1918 Motor Transport & Chaffeurs’ Asscn

McAllen, Thos A., sec (1916-1917)

[no data]

197 197 – second 1919-1920+ Leather Goods Mfg Co [no data]

                                                  

1 This information was collected after completion of the database to provide closure on the discussion of the southern side

of Little Bourke Street.
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APPENDIX E

List of Hawkers Little Bourke Street
from Swanston Street to Spring Street, 1909-1913

PROV, VA 518 (Melbourne Court of Petty Sessions), VPRS 464 (Register of Hawkers Applications for
Licences), Item 5 (1909-1913)

Date No. Name Address Granted? Type of licence

13/12/10 388 Ah Won 14 Little Bourke Street Y Hawker - foot only

12/12/11 480 Ah Won 14 Little Bourke Street Y new Hawker - foot only

10/12/12 290 Ah Won 14 Little Bourke Street Y renew Hawker - foot only

12/12/11 481 Ah Hong 16 Little Bourke Street Y new Hawker - foot only

13/12/10 387 Ah Quong 20 Little Bourke Street Y Hawker - foot only

12/12/11 482 Ah Quong 20 Little Bourke Street Y new Hawker - foot only

14/1/10 4 James Fitzpatrick 99 Little Bourke Street Y Collectors

14/1/10 2 Charles Cook 101 Little Bourke Street Y Collectors

10/12/12 292 Louey Poy 162 Little Bourke Street Y renew Hawker - foot only

14/12/09 499 Yen, Pon Ah 199 Little Bourke Street Y Hawker - horse vehicle

13/12/10 505 Pou Ah Yen 199 Little Bourke Street Y Hawker - horse and vehicle

12/12/11 340 Gon Ah Yen 199 Little Bourke Street Y renewal Hawker - horse and vehicle

10/12/12 401 Pon Ah Yen 199 Little Bourke Street Y renew Hawker - horse and vehicle

12/12/11 486 Louey Poy 210 Little Bourke Street Y renew Hawker - foot only

13/12/10 394 Wing You 218 Little Bourke Street Y Hawker - foot only

12/12/11 489 Wing Won 218 Little Bourke Street Y renew Hawker - foot only

13/12/10 391 Lew Won 220 Little Bourke Street Y Hawker - foot only

13/12/10 507 Luke Hin Chew 220 Little Bourke Street Y Hawker - horse and vehicle

13/12/10 518 Ging Hing 220 Little Bourke Street Y Hawker - foot only

12/12/11 338 Luke Hin Chew 220 Little Bourke Street Y new Hawker - horse and vehicle

12/12/11 483 Lew Won 220 Little Bourke Street Y new Hawker - foot only

12/12/11 490 Ying Wing 220 Little Bourke Street Y renew Hawker - foot only

10/12/12 295 Ying Wing 220 Little Bourke Street Y renew Hawker - foot only

10/12/12 403 Luke Hinchow 220 Little Bourke Street Y renew Hawker - horse and vehicle

14/1/10 16 James Tagwell Little Bourke Street Y ?

21/1/10 84 Peter McCormish Little Bourke Street Y Collectors

27/9/10 176 Louey Poy Little Bourke Street Y Hawker - foot only

13/1/11 31 Fredrick Mier Jensen Little Bourke Street no
application

Collector

13/6/11 119 Lambert Henry Little Bourke Street Y Hawker - foot only

12/12/11 370 Dras John Little Bourke Street Y renewal Hawker - foot only
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21/12/11 553 Jensen Fredrick M Little Bourke Street Y new Collector

30/12/10 581 Cohen, Arthur 20 Cohen Place Y renewal Dealers

30/12/10 557 Arthur Cohen 20 Gordon Place Y renewal Collectors

21/12/11 551 Cohen Arther 20 Gordon Place Y renew Dealers

31/12/12 475 Cohen Arthur 20 Gordon Place Y renew Collector

31/12/12 480 Cohen Arthur 20 Gordon Place Y new Dealer

21/12/09 505 James Clift Gordon Chambers Y Hawker - foot only

14/1/10 11 George Scott Gordon Chambers Y Collectors

15/1/10 72 Soloman Carter Gordon Chambers Y Hawker - foot only

30/3/10 88 John William Lambert Gordon Chambers Y Collectors

13/12/10 292 Michael Flynn Gordon Chambers Y Hawker - foot only

13/12/10 297 George Gregory Gordon Chambers Y Hawker - foot only

13/12/10 358 George White Gordon Chambers Y hawker

30/12/10 580A Lambert George Gordon Chambers Y renewal Collectors

21/2/11 40 Williamson Harry Gordon Chambers Y Collector

21/3/11 87 Whittaker William Gordon Chambers Y Hawker - foot only

12/9/11 188 Craig Percy A Gordon Chambers Y Hawker - foot only

12/12/11 365 Cliff James Garrett Gordon Chambers Y renewal Hawker - foot only

12/12/11 366 Craig Percy A Gordon Chambers Y new Hawker - foot only

19/12/11 366 Craig Percy A Gordon Chambers Y renew Hawker - foot only

19/3/12 67 James King Gordon Chambers N struck
out no
appearance

Collector

17/12/12 192 Clift James Garnet Gordon Chambers Y renew Hawker - foot only

30/12/09 549 Fredrick Harmer Gordon House Y Collectors

30/12/10 565 Harmer Fredrick Gordon House Y renewal Collectors

30/12/10 568 Lovelace Charles Gordon House Y renewal Collectors

30/12/10 569 Muleahy Patrick Gordon House Y renewal Collectors

30/12/10 576 Whitehorse Charles Gordon House Y renewal Collectors

6/1/11 9 Elliot Mathew Gordon House Y renewal Collector

6/1/11 13 McOmish Peter Gordon House Y Collector

27/2/11 48 Ward William Gordon House Y Collector

14/3/11 54 Cantor Soloman Gordon House Y Hawker - foot only

15/3/11 81 Belson James Gordon House Y Collector

2/6/11 104 Lovelace Fletcher Gordon House Y Collector

15/6/11 151 Alexander Dorrott Gordon House Y Collector

20/7/11 155 John Ryan Gordon House Y Collector

30/10/11 227 George Palling Gordon House Y Collector

12/12/11 240 Cantor Soloman Gordon House Y renewal Hawker - horse and vehicle

12/12/11 388 Gibson William Gordon House Y new Hawker - foot only

21/12/11 556 Ryan John Gordon House Y renew Collector
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31/1/12 39 James Belson Gordon House Y Collector

10/12/12 201 Dias John Gordon House Y new Hawker

10/12/12 214 Flynn Michael Gordon House Y renew Hawker

10/12/12 216 Gibson William Gordon House Y renew Hawker - foot only

20/12/12 455 Whitehorse Charles Gordon House Y renew Collector

8/1/13 1 James Belson Gordon House Y renew Collector

2/4/13 68 Fredrick Muir Jenson Gordon House Y Collector

13/6/13 112 William George Davis Gordon House Y Collector

30/7/13 122 Samuel Morris Gordon House Y Collector

10/9/12 157 George White Gordon House 371 Little
Bourke Street

Y Hawker - foot only

13/6/11 138 Louey Poy Heffernan Lane Y Hawker - foot only
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APPENDIX F

Edited description of 1901 Chinese Procession

(‘Chinese procession’, Age, 8 May 1901, p.8.)

‘First came the inevitable and indispensable body of mounted police, followed by a lusty

brass band in full blare. At the head of the procession proper rode a mandarin, and by his

side, as marshal of the ceremonies, walked Charlie Ah Goon, a “Lillie Bulke stleet”

celebrity, arrayed like to Confucius seeking audience of the divine Wang. Next, on white

horses, bearing wonderful umbrellas, which looked like much-glorified sweet-drums such

as are hung upon Christmas trees in the old world, rode certain magnificent personages of

evident importance, and at their heels came what might be called the full band of the

Victorian Sons of the Sun. The music discoursed by these earnest instrumentalists was of

the highest class – so high, in fact, that to the uneducated ears of the crowd it sounded

further off than the remotest “C” (in the treble clef) – and it was produced for instruments

only one degree less wonderful than those used by the Inquisition some few centuries ago.

A bevy of young Chinese girls, pretty, delicate and rarely seen, succeeded, escorted by men

in uniforms which would have turned Solomon pale with envy. Scarlet, rose pink, gold,

blue, purple, and yellow silks clothes these descendants of Ching, War, Hong and Foo with

splendor and distinction, and they wore them with the impertubability of the Duke of

Cornwall and York himself. Boys mounted on horses, with vast white and black false

beards depending from their smooth and youthful checks, came behind the girls and a joss,

on an exaggerated perambulator with carving and in laid metal on its sides, topped with a

handsome canopy, preceded a dragon fearfully and wonderfully made. This fabulous

monster was probably 50 yards long, but it was quite an infant compared with that which

brought up the rear of the procession, and which must have been fully 80 yards in length!…

These two exhibits were furnished with heads calculated to frighten a year’s growth out of

anybody under seventeen, and their limbs were suggested by dozens of men in rose pink

and orange and purple robes, with flesh pink tights, walking under a body built on some
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light frame-work. This body was gorgeous with an exceeding gorgeousness – being made

up of red, yellow and blue silk, lopped with hundreds and hundreds of little mirrors,

representing scales, fixed in plaques of gold bordered red and yellow material, and as the

men moved underneath, giving a sinuous and natural motion to the imitation, the effect was

very striking. Bands of youths in colours of the brightest, most harmonously arranged,

followed the josses like acolytes, and mounted mandarins and girls apparently standing on

the thin bough of a tree or on the hand of another girl (really only a clever deception) made

up the remainder of the picture. At the very tail of the last dragon there came a band of

sturdy and athletic men, clad in rose pink, with dark orange sashes, and in their midst was a

hideous and gigantic mask, called the “Gawk Gwe” which was marvellously manipulated

by those escorting it. It represented some legendary and awful monster which had a

commendable habit of seeking for and killing dragons – a sort of Chinese St George, in

short – and it was evidently in a terrible rage. It reared, and tossed, and swayed, and pawed

about clapping its expressive ears and roving expressive eyes while the smile on its mouth

was as wide and as comprehensive as the Commonwealth Constitution. To appease or

frustrate it, two youths walked in front of it, and with either hand pointed a stick with a ball

on top at its eyes and mouth…

Mr Hodges, the Chinese interpreter, who bears the rank and wore the robes of a Chinese

mandarin of the second class, brought up the rear, modestly hiding his blushes and his

blazing uniform in a carriage.’
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APPENDIX G

Individuals associated with fight in 1904
 at 195 Little Bourke Street

Individuals associated with Bo Leong and Gee Hing fight in 1904

Name* Occupation Address Employer/Business
at Address

Involvement Society** Court case (if
applicable)

Ah Chung Laundryman King St ? Witness Gee Hing Criminal case

Ah Dart  (Ah
Tart, Ah Tan)

Cabinetmaker Exploration La ? Informer, accused,
accuser, injured

Gee Hing District and
Criminal cases

Ah Foong Gardener 189 LBS Yick Lee Witness Bo Leong Criminal case

Ah Gooey Employee 209 LBS Sun Quong Shing Accused Bo Leong District case

Ah Gooey
(Loowe, Ah
Gooe)

Storekeeper 220 LBS Hung Fong Witness Bo Leong Criminal case

Ah Hoo ? ? ? Injured ? Criminal case

Ah How ? ? ? injured ? Criminal case

Ah Pow ? ? ? Arrested ? Criminal case

Ah Seong ? ? ? Arrested ? Criminal case

Ah Tong ? ? ? Arrested ? Criminal case

Ah Too ? ? ? Injured ? Criminal case

Ah Wing Market dealer Heffernans La ? Witness Bo Leong Criminal case

Ah Yeng Manufacturer 162 Haywards
La

? Supported bail Gee Hing Criminal case

Ah Ying Polisher LLon St ? Witness Bo Leong Criminal case

Ah Yon (Ah
You)

? 11 Heffernan La Quon Che On,
cookshop

Accused Bo Leong District case

Bet Jong ? 130 LBS Hing Kee & Co,
importers

Accused Bo Leong District case

Chin Ah Yick ? ? ? Arrested ? Criminal case

Chin Ing ? ? ? Arrested ? Criminal case

Chin Kay Merchant 206 LBS Hang Yick, fancy
goods store

Witness, supported
bail

Bo Leong Criminal case

Chin Kong Polisher Leichardt St ? Accuser, injured Gee Hing Criminal case

Chin Shing
(Shin Sing)

Merchant 130 LBS Hing Kee & Co,
importers

Accuser, injured Bo Leong Criminal case

Duck Chung Cabinetmaker Lonsdale St ? Witness Gee Hing Criminal case

Dun Chooey Clerk 195 LBS ? Witness Bo Leong Criminal case

Fook Jong ? ? ? Accused Bo Leong District case

Gee Knew Tea hawker 235 LBS Louey Jin Sing, tea
merchant

Wtiness Bo Leong Criminal case

Hee Sing (Chin
Shing?)

? ? ? Injured ? Criminal case

Lew Ack Cabinet maker LLon St ? Witness Gee Hing Criminal case
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Lew Ah Moon ? ? ? Arrested ? Criminal case

Long Tew
(Long Few,
Long Dew)

? ? ? Arrested, informer Gee Hing District case

Louey Hey
(Louey Hay)

Market seller
(clerk –
gambling
manager?)

Healey’s La (195
LBS)

? Accused, accuser,
injured

Bo Leong Criminal case

Loy Sing Laundryman 122 LBS
(Shepparton)

Gun Kee,
grocer?***

Accused, witness,
injured

Gee Hing Criminal case

Ma Doy
Gueong

? ? ? Arrested ? Criminal case

Moon Yen Manager 193 or 195 LBS Moon Ying,
cookshop

At scene ? Criminal case

Mun Kem Clerk 195 LBS ? Witness Bo Leong Criminal case

Sim Dew
Shing?

Grocer 118 LBS Sim Dew Shing,
store

Supported bail Gee Hing Criminal case

Thomas Ning Grocer 122 LBS Gun Kee,
grocer?***

Supported bail Gee Hing Criminal case

We Sen Partner 209 LBS Sun Kwong Shing,
merchant

Accused Bo Leong District case

William Ah Ket Lawyer ? ? Defence lawyer
(BoLeong group)

? District case

Wong Wah
Cheok

? ? ? Arrested ? Criminal case

Woon Yen ? ? ? Arrested ? Criminal case

Yee Cheong ? ? ? Arrested ? Criminal case

Yee Yow (Ah
How)

Watchman Celestial Ave ? Accuser, injured Bo Leong Criminal case

Zing Cheong Restaurant
keeper

202 Exhibition St ? Supported bail Gee Hing Criminal case

* While an attempt was made to match misspelt names of individuals in many cases this was difficult and so it can not be assumed that
each name on this list represents a different individual.

**An attempt has been made to determine the society affiliations of participants. It has been assumed that those who gave depositions in
favour of the informant belonged to or supported the same society as the informant and that those who supported bail applications
belonged to or supported the same society as the accused they supported.

*** In 1904 and 1905 122 LBS is listed as vacant. In 1903 it is occupied by Gun Kee, grocer

Sources: PROV, VA 667 (Victorian Government Solicitor), VPRS 30 (Criminal Trial Briefs), Unit 1534, Case 428, The King vs Chen
Koong [Chin Kong] (1904); Case 451, The King vs Ah Dart (1904); Case 452, The King vs Loy Sing (1904); Case 427, The King vs
Louey Hay. ‘Chinese faction fight: Little Bourke St feud, eight persons injured’; Argus, 27/9/1904, p.5, ‘Illicit liquor selling’, Argus,
27/9/1904, p.6; ‘Big fight in Chinatown, revolvers, knives and clubs’, Age, 27/9/1904, p.5; ‘Chinese “grog”, what is it made of’, Age,
27/9/1904, p.5; ‘Further arrests made’, Argus, 28/9/1904, p.7; ‘A patient in hospital’, Argus, 28/9/1904, p.7.
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