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THE “BANANA TREE AT THE GATE’’: PERCEPTIONS OF
PRODUCTION OF PIPER NIGRUM (PIPERACEAE) IN A
SEVENTEENTH CENTURY MALAY STATE!

MicHAEL R. Dove

Dove, Michael R. (School of Forestry and Environmental Studies, Yale University, New Haven,
Connecticut 06511 USA). THE “BANANA TREE AT THE GATE”: PERCEPTIONS OF PRODUCTION OF
PipPER NIGRUM (PIPERACEAE) IN A SEVENTEENTH CENTURY MALAY STATE. Economic Botany 51(4):
347-361. 1997. This study is based on a remarkable seventeenth-century Malay court chronicle,
in which the kingdom’s rulers issue injunctions on their death-beds against cultivating pepper
(Piper nigrum Piperaceae) for the colonial trade. The rulers say that pepper cultivation will
lead to expensive food stuffs, malice, government disorder, pretensions on the part of the subject
peoples, and inevitably the destruction of the kingdom. The ‘fatal attraction” of pepper cul-
tivation is likened, in an indigenous metaphor, to having a flourishing banana tree in front of
one’s gate. Analysis of historic as well as contemporary evidence from Borneo suggests that
this is a remarkably astute analysis of the relations of production in pepper cultivation, es-
pecially in the transition from small-scale household cultivation to larger-scale production with
state involvement. This analysis demonstrates the potential value of historic, indigenous texts
for the study of economic plants, and it also shows the value of historical depth for understand-
ing contemporary issues.

“POHON PI1SANG DI DEPAN GERBANG”: BERBAGAI PANDANGAN TENTANG PRODUKSI LADA PADA
SuaTu KERAJAAN MELAYU ABAD KE TuUjUH BELAS. Studi ini merupakan suatu kajian tentang
suatu hikayat Melayu abad ke-17 yang menakjubkan, yang memperlihatkan bagaimana para
penguasa kerajaan mengeluarkan larangan, menjelang ‘‘ajal”’ mereka, tentang penanaman
lada (Piper nigrum, Piperaceae) untuk kepentingan perdagangan kolonial. Para penguasa men-
gatakan bahwa penanaman lada akan mengarah pada suatu keadaan mahalnya bahan mak-
anan, timbulnya kejahatan, kekacauan tatanan pemerintahan, pernyataan-pernyataan yang
meragukan yang muncul di kalangan masyarakat penanam, dan kehancuran kerajaan yang tak
terhindarkan. Penanaman lada ini, dalam pandangan lokal, adalah seperti kita memiliki se-
batang pohon pisang yang sedang berbuah di depan pintu gerbang rumah kita. Analisis sejarah
dan bukti-bukti terbaru dari Kalimantan menunjukkan bahwa pandangan ini adalah suatu
analisis yang cermat tentang berbagai relasi produksi dalam penanaman lada, terutama dalam
transisi dari usaha rakyat yang berskala kecil ke usaha berskala besar yang melibatkan negara.
Analisis ini menunjukkan nilai potensial sejarah dan kisah-kisah lokal bagi studi tentang tum-
buh-tumbuhan ekonomis, dan juga memperlihatkan nilai sejarah bagi pemahaman pokok-pokok
persoalan masa kini.

Key Words: Piper nigrum L., black pepper, spices, ethnohistory, smallholder cultivation,
Kalimantan/Borneo, Banjarese, Southeast Asia.

The ““Story of Lambu Mangkurat and the Dy-
nasty of the Kings of Banjar and Kota Warin-
gin”’, more commonly known as the Hikayat
Banjar, is the indigenous, court-based chronicle
of a coastal Malayic kingdom that existed in
South-East Borneo until 1860 (Fig. 1), although
the chronicle itself only covers up until 1661

"' Received 05 December 1996; accepted 22 May
1997.

Economic Botany 51(4) pp. 347-361. 1997

(Ras 1968:1,3). According to its foremost con-
temporary scholar, J. J. Ras, the Hikayat Banjar
was written, and rewritten, over the period of
about a century between the mid-sixteenth and
mid-seventeenth centuries, by three or four sep-
arate chroniclers, sitting in different courts, at
different times (Ras 1968:177-81,196). The Hi-
kayat' contains a passage well-known to histo-
rians, but whose economic_botanical implica-
tions have apparently never been analyzed, in
which its founder and ruler issues an injunction

© 1997 by The New York Botanical Garden, Bronx, NY 10458 U.S.A.
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against the cultivation of sahang or black pepper
(Piper nigrum L.):

And let not our country plant pepper as an export-
crop, for the sake of making money, like Palembang
and Jambi [two kingdoms in Sumatra]. Whenever a
country cultivates pepper all food-stuffs will become
expensive and anything planted will not grow well,
because the vapours of pepper are hot. That will
cause malice all over the country and even the gov-
ernment will fall into disorder. The rural people will
become pretentious towards the townsfolk if pepper
is grown for commercial purposes, for the sake of
money. If people grow pepper it should be about
four or five clumps per head, just enough for private
consumption. Even four or five clumps per head will
cause much vapour, owing to the great number of
people involved, let alone if it is grown extensively
as a crop; the country inevitably would be destroyed.
(Ras 1968:265-67)
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Borneo.

This injunction is repeated further on in the Hi-
kayat, in almost identical terms, by three sub-
sequent rulers (Ras 1968:331,375,443).2

These passages in the Hikayat Banjar are not
unique. Reid (1993:298) reports a similar pas-
sage from the Hikayat Pocut Mohamat, an eigh-
teenth century Acehnese epic. This passage runs
as follows (Drewes 1979:166—-167):3

Marketing does not yield much profit, even if you
grow pepper, my friends.

If there is no rice in the country, nothing else will
be of use.

What is the use of a purple kerchief or a dagger with
a hilt of pinch-beck?

If there is no rice in the country, the standing of
royalty will be lost.

If there is nothing to eat, your children will starve,
and you will have to sell all you possess.
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Some of the region’s rulers took concrete action
against pepper. Reid (1993:299-300) reports
that early in the seventeenth century, the Sultan
of Aceh ordered the destruction of pepper vines
in the vicinity of the capital, because their cul-
tivation was leading to the neglect of food crops
and to consequent annual food shortages.* He
also reports that Banten ‘‘cut down its pepper
vines around 1620 in the hope that this would
encourage the Dutch and English to leave the
sultanate in peace, though self-sufficiency must
have been an additional reason’’; and the Sultan
of Magindanao similarly told the Dutch in 1699
that he had forbidden the continued planting of
pepper so that he could avoid conflict with for-
eign powers (Reid 1993:299-300). And Noor-
lander (1935:4-5,124-25; cited in Hudson 1967:
70) says that in the Banjar court itself, an iso-
lationist faction sought to end the sultanate’s for-
eign contacts by destroying the kingdom’s
pepper groves. The proscription or destruction
of natural resources by those without sufficient
power to resist their exploitation by others is not
uncommon; what is uncommon about the pepper
passages in the Hikayat Banjar is the historic
insight they give us into how one such response
was conceived and articulated. I consider these
references to pepper cultivation to be a unique
source of knowledge on commodity production
in Borneo in the early modern period.

Whereas the records of the participation of in-
digenous kingdoms in commodity production
for colonial markets are very good, the records
of how such kingdoms perceived this participa-
tion are scanty by comparison. This analysis is
an attempt to interpret one such record. The
commodity involved, black pepper, merits atten-
tion not only because of the enormous role it
played in Indonesia’s trade in the early modern
era, but also because it was perhaps the first in-
troduced crop to undergo the transition from
small-scale household cultivation to larger-scale
production with state involvement (Andaya
1995:185-186). The dynamics of this transi-
tion—what motivated and what retarded it, who
reaped the benefits, and who paid the costs—
still pose challenging theoretical and policy-re-
lated questions. And the pursuit of these ques-
tions using sources like the Hikayat Banjar of-
fers new insight into how literary and historic
sources of data can be utilized in economic bo-
tanical studies.’
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BACKGROUND: PEPPER CULTIVATION,
TRADE, AND THE BANJAR KINGDOM

Analysis of the Hikayat Banjar will be facil-
itated by first reviewing pepper cultivation today
in Borneo, the history of the pepper trade, and
the economic background of the Banjar king-
dom.

PEPPER CULTIVATION

Like many of Southeast Asia’s export crops,
much of the pepper that reaches global mar-
kets—and virtually all of it in the case of India
and Indonesia (Biro Pusat Statistik 1995:
230,231,232; Purseglove et al. 1981:38-
39,70,85)—is cultivated not on estates or plan-
tations but on smallholdings worked by local
peasant and tribal communities, many of whom
are also involved in swidden agriculture. A num-
ber of different observers have noted a similarity
between pepper cultivation and swidden culti-
vation, based on the use of similar techniques to
clear, burn, and plant on forested land, followed
by a lengthy fallow. Thus, early in the nine-
teenth century Crawfurd (1820,1:433) writes,
“The land chosen for a pepper garden is a piece
of forest land similar to that from which, after
the felling and burning of the timber, a fugitive
crop of mountain rice is taken [ . . . ]”’; and Sun-
tharalingam (1963:46) suggests that at the be-
ginning of the eighteenth century, pepper was
being cultivated in the hinterlands of the Banjar
kingdom by ‘the shifting method of cultiva-
tion.” Based on this similarity, it has been wide-
ly concluded that pepper fits easily into swidden
systems and that this has been one of its historic
attractions (Andaya 1995:171-73; Heidhues
1992:101; Pelzer 1945:25).5 Reid (1993:33) sug-
gests that this was central to the initial dissem-
ination of pepper through the archipelago: “It
spread in lightly populated areas of shifting cul-
tivation, where pepper could be planted without
necessarily foregoing staple food crops.” There
is, in fact, considerable evidence of a linkage
between pepper cultivation and subsistence
swidden cultivation: late in the nineteenth cen-
tury Jacobs (1894) writes of “enrichment”
planting of pepper in Acehnese rice swiddens in
North Sumatra (cf. Siegel 1969:18); and Jonge-
jans (1918) writes of the location of swiddens in
the Lampong region of South Sumatra being de-
termined by the prospects for transforming them
into pepper gardens.
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Fig. 2. Kantu’ pepper garden and adjoining secondary forest.

An example of pepper cultivation by a con-
temporary group of swidden cultivators is given
by the Kantu’, a tribal people of West Kaliman-
tan (Fig. 1). The Kantu’ meet subsistence food
needs through the cultivation of upland rice and
a wide variety of non-rice cultigens in swiddens;
they meet market and trade needs through the
cultivation of Para rubber (Hevea brasiliensis),
called getah, and, to a lesser extent, black pep-
per, called lada.” The Kantu’ cultivate pepper in
tiny gardens cleared from the forest, which av-
erage perhaps 500 square meters in area and
contain perhaps 225 plants (Fig. 2).® They are
typically located in uplands, because of the fear
of riverain flooding in the lowlands, and on level
land, because of the fear of erosion on sloping
land (viz., given the land-clearing, soil tillage,
and weeding that pepper require), albeit at a cost
of greater risk of disease.’ Cultivation is inten-
sive, at least by comparison with the Kantu’s
swidden agriculture. Initial land-clearing is the
same as for a swidden: the forest is slashed,
felled, and then burned; but then, unlike in a
regular swidden, the unburnt timber must be
cleared from the land, and the stumps of the

felled trees dug out, and the soil hoed, before
the pepper can be planted (with paung [seed-
lings] [Purseglove et al.1981:21]). The gardens
must be weeded (using both hoe and hand-sick-
le) twice for each crop, fertilized twice (because
of the high nutrient demands of pepper [de
Waard 1964:27] and the poor, low nutrient soils
that predominate in Borneo and Sumatra), and
pesticides also may have to be applied. Com-
mercial fertilizers and pesticides are extremely
costly for the Kantu’, so they are home-made
more often than they are bought. ““Fertilizer” is
made from burnt earth, weeds, and rice husks,
combined with fresh earth hoed from the ground
outside the garden (Fig. 3) (Blacklock 1954:
45,47-48; Cramb 1988:121; Purseglove et al.
1981:23; de Waard 1964:25-26, 1989:227).'°
“Pesticides’”” are made from various combina-
tions of tobacco, soap, and tubai (Derris ellip-
tica) (Blacklock 1954:50; Cramb 1988:121).'
The harvested crop (Fig. 4) is typically trans-
ported by foot to markets across the border in
Sarawak (in contrast to rubber, the lower value-
to-weight ratio of which results in most of it
being carried by boat downriver to Pontianak).
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Fig. 3. Applying “burnt earth” to pepper plants.

De Waard (1989:227) sums up this system by
saying that pepper cultivation in Borneo, ‘‘is
characteristically associated with chemically
poor soils, high inputs and high productivity.”
The Kantu’ are less enthusiastic about the cul-
tivation of pepper than rubber, their other major
trade or cash crop. There are several reasons for
this. The cost of the proper chemical inputs al-
ready has been mentioned. Another problem is
the impact of pepper cultivation on the land.
Whereas land that is put under rubber cultivation
can be subsequently used for swiddens (viz., af-
ter the use-life of the rubber is over), land put
under pepper cannot.'? Pepper is said to take all
of the lang-lemak (fertility) from the soil, to
eliminate its bau (aroma), to make it kusi (bar-
ren). It is traditionally the only land-use in the
Kantu’ territory that precipitates belayang ma-
dang, a grassland succession of Imperata cylin-
drica.”® These impacts are reflected in the fact
that while the Kantu’ will ordinarily lend land
to one another for the purpose of swidden-mak-
ing, they will not lend land (at least not to any-
one other than a sibling) for pepper gardening.
Even more important than the consequences
of pepper cultivation for land-use are its conse-

DOVE: PIPER NIGRUM IN A MALAY STATE
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Fig. 4. Kantu’ mother and daughter harvesting
pepper.

quences for labor-use. Pepper requires compar-
atively great attention (cf. Osche 1977:588). The
Kantu’ say of it, though perhaps not without hy-
perbole, “If you ignore pepper for even ten
days, it will die”” (cf. Padoch 1982:113). This
poses a problem for the Kantu’ during the sea-
sons of peak labor demand in their swiddens
(viz., planting, weeding, and harvesting). The
Kantu’ say only a household that has adult chil-
dren in it, which is capable of splitting up its
labor force, can cultivate pepper. The timing
constraints of pepper cultivation have another
consequence as well, with respect to the market.
It takes a minimum of three years for a pepper
garden to start producing, so there is a three-year
time-lag in the cultivator’s response to market
conditions (de Waard 1964:24).'* And once a
crop of pepper has ripened, it must be harvested:
pepper cannot be stored on the vine (Padoch
1982:113)." The time-lag in initial production,
and the inability to delay harvesting, place the
pepper cultivator at the mercy of market prices
(which is not the case with rubber). Cramb
(1993: 222) says that reliance on pepper, com-
pared with other cash crops, leads to greater
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peaks when prices are high and deeper lows
when prices are low. More generally, this time-
lag introduces elements of volatility and uncer-
tainty into the marketing of this crop, which
have characterized it throughout history (cf. Pur-
seglove et al. 1981:81).1¢

The constraints of the Kantu’ system of pep-
per cultivation are placed in perspective by the
system of the Bugis. In the 1960s and 1970s,
thousands of Bugis spontaneously migrated to
East Kalimantan from their homeland in
Southern Sulawesi (Vayda and Sahur 1985).
They spread out along the province’s network of
roads and cleared primary or logged-over forest
for swiddens. After one harvest of food crops
they planted the swiddens with pepper. Their
pattern of pepper cultivation differs from that of
the Kantu’ in two important respects. First, pep-
per does not complement subsistence farming
among the Bugis; it is the basis for their subsis-
tence (Vayda and Sahur 1985:104). Second, this
is a pioneering pattern'’: when the land’s fertility
is exhausted by the pepper, the Bugis move on
to another site. (The Kantu’, in contrast, are not
pioneering cultivators: all of their agriculture,
whether swidden, rubber, or pepper, is practiced
within a delimited, finite territory.) The Bugis
make no attempt to make pepper cultivation sus-
tainable in a single locale (Vayda and Sahur
1985:105-6), and this confers important advan-
tages on them. Since they do need to conserve
the productivity of the land (typically measured
in Borneo by its ability to return to a fertility-
restoring forest cover), they can omit the use of
fertilizers and soil conservation practices (Vayda
and Sahur 1985:105,106) and instead devote all
of their energy to maximizing production. Ac-
cording to the Bugis themselves, the only con-
straints in this system of cultivation are fluctu-
ating market prices, an increasing shortage of
suitable forest, and comparatively better oppor-
tunities with other cash crops (Vayda and Sahur
1985:108-109).

EARLY HISTORY OF THE PEPPER TRADE

Black pepper is native to the Western Ghats
of India (Burkill 1966,11:1776; Purseglove et al.
1981:10). It was introduced from India to In-
donesia near the beginning of the first millen-
nium A.D. (and Indonesia is still a major pro-
ducer, along with India, Malaysia [Sarawak],
and Brazil). Wolters says that there is some ev-
idence that Western Indonesia may have been
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exporting pepper to China before A.D. 400: in
a Chinese translation undertaken in 392 of the
Sutra of the Twelve Stages of the Buddha, five
maritime kingdoms are enumerated and the ac-
count of one, called She-yeh—which has been
plausibly identified as Java—states in its entire-
ty, “This land produces long pepper and black
pepper”’ (Wolters 1967:66-67,183).'® Hirth and
Rockhill (1911:223n2) suggest that the first Chi-
nese author to mention pepper as a product of
the East Indies was Chéu K‘ii-féi, an assistant
sub-prefect in Kui-lin, in his Sung ‘“‘topogra-
phy”, the Ling-wai Tai-ta, published in 1178.
Pepper from a number of places in Java also is
mentioned in the Chu-fan-chi (literally, “A De-
scription of Barbarous Peoples’’), a trade hand-
book compiled in 1225 by the Superintendent of
Maritime Trade in Fu-chien, Chau Ju-kua. In-
deed, it may be largely due to the trade in pepper
that Chau Ju-kua ranks Sho-p‘o (Java) second
after Ta—shi (the realm of the Arabs), of ““all the
wealthy foreign lands which have great store of
precious and varied goods™ for trade with China
(Hirth and Rockhill 1911:23). Reid (1993:12)
suggests that Ming trading missions and terri-
torial expansion early in the fifteenth century
stimulated pepper production in Indonesia and
its trade to China. There were two critical shifts
in the historical development of the international
pepper trade that are relevant to this study: first,
Indonesia displaced India (in most quarters) as
the trade source by the fifteenth or sixteenth cen-
turies, if not before; and second, by the seven-
teenth century European buyers displaced Chi-
nese buyers for Indonesian pepper.

Much of this history is reflected in pepper’s
terminology. The English term “‘pepper” derives
from the Sanskrit name for one of India’s pepper
plants, pippali or pippalt (Piper longum) or
“long pepper” (Monier-Williams 1899:628)."°
Over time as this term came into English and
the other European languages, its referent shift-
ed from long pepper to round or black pepper.?
The Sanskrit name for “black or round pep-
per’ (Piper nigrum) is maricha (Monier-Wil-
liams 1899:790).' Black pepper is called miri-
cha and mrica in old and modern Javanese, re-
spectively (Zoetmulder 1982,1:1143; Horne
1974:384); but it is called lada in Indonesian
and Malay (Echols and Shadily 1992:321; Wil-
kinson 1959,11:636-37), Sundanese, and many
of the languages of Sumatra and Borneo (e.g.,
as in the case of the earlier-mentioned Kantu’
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[Richards 1981:174]). Burkill (1966,11:1776—
1777) suggests that lada was originally a term
for peppers indigenous to the archipelago (e.g.,
Piper cubeba L. and Piper retrofactum Vahl,
both of which were ancient trade commodities
and are still called by this term today), and that
it was adopted, in the aforementioned languages,
for the incoming black pepper. The term used
for black pepper in the Hikayat, sahang, which
is still used in contemporary Banjarese (Hapip
1977:155), is also, as sahap, an old Javanese
(Kawi) word (Ras 1968:593; Wilkinson 1959,I1:
999; Zoetmulder 1982,11:1596).

THE SEVENTEENTH-CENTURY BANJAR
KINGDOM

The earliest trade of the Banjar kingdom was
based on forest products, the oldest trade goods
of the archipelago. Ras (1968:189,198) suggests
that natural abundance in such products, coupled
with navigable waterways for bringing them out
to the coast, were critical determinants of the
development of the Banjar kingdom in South-
eastern Borneo.”? The importance and diversity
of this trade is reflected in the rich, evocative
lists that appear throughout the Hikayat of goods
sent to other kingdoms as gifts or tribute. Two
examples follow (Ras 1968:305,441):

I [Lambu Mangkurat] have come to ask your [the
king of Madjapahit’s] son as a consort for my queen,
who is still unmarried. This is what I beg to offer
you: ten diamonds, ten pearls, ten rubies, ten opals,
ten chrysolites [another precious stone], as well as
ten loads of beeswax, one thousand coils of rattan,
one hundred scores of mats, ten civets and ten fight-
ing cocks.

Together with them Sultan Surjanu’llah sent [in
thanks for Demak’s military assistance] a gift of
homage consisting of one thousand tael of gold,
twenty diamonds, twenty loads of beeswax, one
thousand coils of rattan, one thousand bags of dam-
mar?*, one thousand dish-covers, one thousand score
of mats, one thousand sheets of palm-leaf roofing.

The way that these lists are used to signify and
summarize relations with other kingdoms testi-
fies to the importance of forest products in the
self-identity of Banjar.

Pepper was a relatively late addition to Ban-
jar’s products. Lindblad (1988:31) suggests that
Hindu immigrants first brought pepper to Mar-
tapura (later one of the Banjar capitals) only in
the fifteenth century. As a result of a combina-
tion of factors at the beginning of the seven-
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teenth century—(1) the crippling of the central
and eastern Javanese ports (Jepara, Ceribon,
Tuban, Madura, Surabaya) by Mataram and the
displacement of not just their trade but their
traders to Banjar, (2) the monopolist policies of
Aceh, (3) the international competition for Su-
matran pepper, and (4) the Dutch closing of
many other ports to traders of other nations
(Schrieke 1966:60-61,67; Hudson 1967:66—
68)—there was an efflorescence in the Banjar
trade in pepper. This led the Dutch to attempt to
set up a factory in Banjarmasin in 1606 and the
English to do the same in 1615 (Suntharalingam
1963:37,38).

INTERPRETING KEY ELEMENTS IN THE
HIKAYAT BANJAR

The Banjar King’s anti-pepper speech in the
Hikayat Banjar now can be examined in detail.

JAMBI AND PALEMBANG

The first sentence of the pepper passage runs,
“And let not our country plant pepper as an ex-
port-crop, for the sake of making money, like
Palembang and Jambi [two historic kingdoms in
Sumatra].” Andaya (1993b:43, 1995:169) sug-
gests that pepper was first cultivated in Sumatra
in the fifteenth century for export to China. By
1545 Jambi already was known to the Portu-
guese as a pepper producer (Andaya 1993a:97;
1993b:45); and the English and Dutch arrived in
1615 (Andaya 1993a:103; 1993b:43-44 45—
46,48,53-55,56). The pepper that was the sub-
ject of this trade was cultivated, for ecological
reasons, in the upstream regions (Andaya 1993b:
17-18), from whence it was gathered and then
traded to the foreigners under the auspices of the
downstream state. This linkage of upriver and
downriver in the pepper trade was initially very
successful and, coupled with the decline of other
pepper-producing regions as a result of efforts
to monopolize the pepper trade by indigenous
kingdoms as well as colonial powers (Schrieke
1966:55), it made Jambi into the second city of
Sumatra (Andaya 1993a:99). However, a market
glut and precipitous price decline in the middle
of the seventeenth century put pressure on this
linkage; the relations of the European traders
with the downriver half of the state became
more problematic; and this made relations be-
tween upriver and downriver more problematic
as well (Andaya 1993a:104, 1993b:79-80; Reid
1993:299). It ended, by the end of the seven-
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teenth century, in rejection of pepper by those
upriver people and the decline in political-eco-
nomic importance of those downriver (Andaya
1993a:109-112).

EXPENSIVE FooDp, POOR CROPS,
HoTt VAPORS

The next line in the passage from the Hikayat
Banjar reads, “Whenever a country cultivates
pepper all food-stuffs will become expensive
and anything planted will not grow well, be-
cause the vapours of pepper are hot.” Note, first,
that this passage is specifically about pepper, as
opposed to all crops or all cash crops. The case
of the contemporary Kantu’ demonstrates that
the constraints that apply to pepper need not ap-
ply to other cash crops, such as rubber. This
point is driven home by other passages in the
Hikayat, which actually contain preferred lists of
crops to be planted instead of pepper: for ex-
ample, “What people should definitely cultivate
with energy is rice, maize, yams, taro and ba-
nanas” (Ras 1968:331). The specific focus on
pepper also is made evident by the absence from
the Hikayat of proscriptions of any other crops
or commodities besides pepper (e.g., there is no
proscription on gathering the highly commer-
cialized forest products).

As regards “‘expensive food-stuffs”: in the
case of Jambi, intensive involvement in pepper
cultivation did lead to a greater reliance on im-
ported rice (Andaya 1993b:66). The reference to
“expensive’’ here probably does not just refer to
reliance on food-stuff markets, however, but to
the conditions of this reliance, based on the flex-
ibility versus inflexibility of one’s agricultural
strategy. As the case of the contemporary Kantu’
suggests, the relatively long maturation period
of pepper makes it harder for farmers to respond
to short-term market fluctuations, and this in-
evitably means that they will often have to trade
a crop that the market is not favoring for one
that the market is favoring—and paying higher
prices (viz., receiving less in the trade) in con-
sequence (Andaya 1993a:104, 1993b:79). As a
result, the farmer in Jambi developed a prefer-
ence for shorter-maturation crops like rice, cot-
ton, tobacco, and gambier over pepper (Andaya
1993a:114). By planting such crops, the farmers
would stand a better chance of getting food-
stuffs—and also cloth, which was the major
trade good obtained with pepper—on good
terms.
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The remaining portion of this line from the
Hikayat states that “‘anything planted will not
grow well, because the vapours of pepper are
hot.” One reason that little grows well in some
systems of pepper cultivation is because of the
high labor demands of pepper. Andaya (1993a:
79,99, 1993b:79) suggests that downriver Jam-
bi’s pepper requirement placed such a high de-
mand on upriver labor resources that it jeopard-
ized their subsistence base, and this became a
major source of upriver-downriver conflict. (The
potential jeopardy is illustrated by the Kantu’
system, where pepper is said to compete for
scarce labor during the most critical, labor-inten-
sive stage of the swidden cycle.?)

Another reason that nothing else will grow
well with pepper, here focusing on its so-called
‘“heat,” is its environmental impact.? Pepper is
one of Southeast Asia’s most environmentally
demanding export crops. As the case of the con-
temporary Kantu’ demonstrates, pepper cultiva-
tion is associated with soil erosion and impov-
erishment and grassland succession. On the one
hand, pepper cultivation compares favorably
with the normal swidden cultivation of food
crops, since pepper gardens may be cultivated
eight to ten years in succession, whereas swid-
dens are normally cultivated for just one or at
most two years. On the other hand, the longer
cropping period in the pepper garden is only at-
tained, in part, by the importation of nutrients
from surrounding lands (which thereby ‘‘subsi-
dize” the garden). In addition, whereas a mul-
tiple-year forest fallow will restore the former
swidden and permit its recultivation, this does
not suffice in the case of the pepper garden. For
all of these latter reasons, Brookfield et al.
(1990:497) blame pepper for the first ““‘sustained
attack” on the region’s upland forests. One ca-
sualty of this attack is diminished land and re-
sources to grow other crops well, just as the Hi-
kayat suggests.

MALICE AND GOVERNMENT DISORDER

The next sentence in the passage under study
reads, “That [pepper cultivation] will cause mal-
ice all over the country and even the government
will fall into disorder.” The evidence from Jam-
bi clearly suggests that cultivation of pepper led
to ill-will, when involvement in the colonial
trade obliged downriver to intensify its exactions
(and on worse terms) from upriver, and the lat-
ter’s awareness of their own best interests led
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them to resist. The malice was spawned, there-
fore, by deviation from what Scott (1976) calls
the ‘“moral economy”, in which basic subsis-
tence is held sacrosanct. This deviation was per-
haps an inevitable development from collabora-
tion of the native state with the colonial powers,
given the latter’s interest in a set of values an-
tithetical to the moral economy (cf. Andaya
1993a:119-20).

Government disorder enters with this new
system of values. Abandonment of the moral
economy gives every faction in the coastal
courts a self-interest in striking their own deals
with both the European traders and the upriver
producers; and the Europeans had even greater
incentives to do the same (cf. Hudson 1967:70).
Indeed, Saleh (1976:215) interprets the Hikay-
at’s mention of ‘‘hot vapours” as a metaphor for
“inter-family power rivalries, political intrigues,
group conflicts and usurpations.”” European trad-
ers both contributed to and took advantage of
these turbulent political waters, to advance their
own agendas, typically by tipping the balance of
power in favor of a given faction in exchange
for a monopoly on the pepper trade.?

RURAL PRETENSIONS

The next line in the Hikayat reads, ‘““The rural
people will become pretentious towards the
townsfolk if pepper is grown for commercial
purposes, for the sake of money.” The term “ru-
ral people” (translated from the term sakai in
the original Banjarese text), in practice refers to
the non-Malay, Dayak tribal peoples subject to
Banjar rule, in contradistinction to the rakyat or
members of the ruling Malay race (Ras 1968:
589,593). The traditional role of the Dayak in
the Banjar kingdom was to supply the coast with
the interior forest products that were its chief
trade goods up to the end of the sixteenth cen-
tury (Hudson 1967:67). The Dayak expanded on
this role, when pepper was introduced, to be
Banjar’s first pepper cultivators. Hudson (1967:
56,67) writes, “The historical evidence seems to
indicate that pepper cultivation in the Hulu Sun-
gai was in the hands of Dayak swidden agricul-
turalists until the closing decades of the seven-
teenth century [ . .. ].” Pepper would have fitted
well into the extensive, mobile,”” low-density
system of swidden cultivation that then pre-
vailed; and the trade-based, non-agricultural
Banjar kingdom had few alternatives in any
case. As Reid (1993:35) writes, “‘Pepper culti-
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vation was [. . .] developed in a particularly
sparsely populated region of seventeenth-centu-
ry Banjarmasin (southern Borneo) that had no
previous tradition of pepper or even of intensive
rice cultivation.” The lack of a large in situ ag-
ricultural population available for pepper culti-
vation is reflected in the fact that slaves also
played a significant role in this system.?

The passage under discussion continues to say
that “The rural people will become preten-
tious.” The traditional Dayak role in the Banjar
kingdom, as collectors of forest products, was
critically important; and this importance would
have been further enhanced by the Dayak’s ini-
tial involvement in pepper cultivation. The ac-
tual versus realized extent of this importance
was the site of an ongoing contest between Day-
ak and Banjar. In a manner that typified the pol-
icy of coastal states toward interior, resource-
producing populations all over the archipelago,
Banjar sought to strengthen its negotiating po-
sition and weaken that of the Dayak by insulat-
ing them from contacts with other traders or out-
siders (Hudson 1967:55).% As Vlekke (1961:
202) writes, “The sultans of Banjarmasin feared
nothing so much as direct contact between the
Europeans and the Dayaks, whom they cruelly
exploited and oppressed.”” Hudson (1967:65)
even suggests that some of the periodic reloca-
tions of the Banjar capital (for example, from
Negara to Banjarmasin) “may have been moti-
vated at least partly by an attempt to minimize
contacts between foreign merchants and the
Dayak people of the interior who produced the
export commodities.”” The principal expression
of “pretension” by the Dayak was probably pas-
sive resistance to pepper cultivation, perhaps
coupled with flight from Banjar control. (Ironi-
cally, therefore, the Dayak could only demon-
strate their important to the Banjar kingdom as
pepper-producers—and their associated per-
ceived ‘‘pretensions”’—by ceasing production
and/or producing for some one else.) This re-
sponse to pressures to intensify cash-crop pro-
duction has been documented for other Dayak,
at other times and places, with other cash crops;
% and it is based in part on a strong cultural
commitment to subsistence rice culture.’!

The Banjar response to the Dayak resistance
to pepper cultivation was displacement of Dayak
by Banjar. Hudson (1967:67) writes:

As mere part-time cultivators, the Dayak were not
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able to meet the increasing export needs nor were
they willing to give up their traditional way of life
to become full-time commercial agriculturalists.

The result was a replacement, during the sev-
enteenth and eighteenth centuries, of part-time
Dayak pepper producers, operating within the
overall framework of a system of swidden ag-
riculture, by full-time Banjar pepper producers,
operating within a system of sedentary agricul-
ture. Hudson (1967:67-68) adds:

By the end of the eighteenth century, pepper was
being cultivated in more or less permanent plots in
the Hulu Sungai, and there were inland regional
pockets with relatively high population densities,
from which we may infer that Dayak, with their
shifting cultivation, had given way to Banjar-Malay
sedentary agriculturalists.

PRIVATE CONSUMPTION

The next two lines in the Hikayat passage
read, “‘If people grow pepper it should be about
four or five clumps per head, just enough for
private consumption. Even four or five clumps
per head will cause much vapour, owing to the
great number of people involved, let alone if it
is grown extensively as a crop; the country in-
evitably would be destroyed.” Analysis of the
original Banjarese text suggests that the phrase
“just enough for private consumption” also
could be translated as “‘just enough to guarantee
[sufficient income for] subsistence.” The sug-
gestion that this phrase refers not to pepper con-
sumption but to the wider issue of subsistence
is supported by the fact that this phrase is struc-
turally opposed, within the overall passage on
pepper, to the earlier phrase enjoining planting
pepper “‘as an export crop.” Further light is shed
on this opposition by looking at the original
Banjarese text of this earlier phrase: the refer-
ence to ‘“‘export crop’’ turns out to be the trans-
lation of dagangan negri (Ras 1968:264). This
term has in this context a narrower referent than
just export or trade: it more accurately translates
as “‘state trade,” referring to the sort of state
involvement in export that Jambi had in its col-
laboration with the European traders. The sense
of ‘“state trade” is more in keeping with the
close regulation of the pepper trade by the Ban-
jar kingdom, which was a rational response to
the preeminent interest in pepper of foreign trad-
ers and powers and the consequent implications
of this for Banjar economy and polity. A close
personal involvement of the Banjar court in the
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pepper trade is evident from Saleh’s (1976:208)
suggestion that “By the end of the seventeenth
century pepper was being cultivated in all the
regions of Banjar, mostly on the big appanage
lands of the king, the royal family and the ruling
class.” Thus, two different types of pepper pro-
duction and trade are distinguished in this pas-
sage: production and trade carried out by and on
behalf of the state is enjoined, while production
and trade oriented toward household subsistence
is approved.®

Andaya (1995:185) suggests that the tradi-
tional system of pepper cultivation in Jambi (be-
fore the sixteenth- to seventeenth-century boom)
involved cultivation of a few stakes® of pohon
wang ‘“‘money trees” (citing Forbes 1885:135),
to meet not all of the household’s needs but just
its periodic, non-subsistence needs for cash. This
means that pepper would have been just one part
of a wider ‘“composite” household economy,
likely comprising a subsistence sector of swid-
den (and perhaps also irrigated or swamp-based)
cultivation of rice, and a market-oriented sector
of forest product gathering and cultivation of ex-
port crops like pepper. This sort of economic
setting—which still characterizes much of the
agricultural economy in outer Indonesia today,
as indicated by the earlier discussion of the Kan-
tu’ economy—is indicated by the use of the term
“money trees” for pepper, since it only makes
sense against a non-monetary subsistence back-
ground. Hudson (1967:67) suggests that this
type of economy also characterized the initial
system of pepper cultivation in Banjar: “The
earliest commercial pepper was grown by Dayak
as a part of the swidden complex, a situation that
continued to the end of the seventeenth century
in some interior regions.” This Dayak system of
pepper cultivation represents the one that is per-
mitted in the Hikayat; it is replaced, when sed-
entary Banjar cultivators displace the Dayak, by
the state-trade type of system that is enjoined in
the Hikayat. The contest between these two sys-
tems is a leit motif of the history of commodity
production in Indonesia (see Dove 1996).

CoNCLUSIONS: THE BANANA TREE AT
THE GATE

A notable omission from the Hikayat is any
mention of the Dutch in the ‘‘pepper passages’,
despite the salient role that the Dutch played in
the affairs (especially the pepper trade) of the
Banjarese sultanate during the century in which
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the Hikayat was written. Dutch interest in con-
trolling the pepper trade in Southeastern Bor-
neo led them to destroy the capital of the sul-
tanate in 1612 and finally win concession of a
monopoly on the pepper trade in 1635 (Sun-
tharalingam 1963:37). An equally notable
omission is the failure to cite pepper in any of
the detailed lists of gifts, tribute, and trade that
are given throughout the Hikayat (Ras 1968:
255,305,325,363,427,441), until the very end
of the Hikayat, after the Dutch bombardment
of Banjarmasin, when a mission to Mataram is
described (Ras 1968:483): ““They went to offer
the diamond Misim together with a quantity of
pepper, rattan, dish-covers and beeswax.”

It seems highly unlikely that pepper was not
present in gift and tribute (and simply trade)
shipments earlier in Banjar history, especially in
the case of China, which we know to have had
a strong appetite for pepper (and a shipment of
tribute to which is described in the Hikayat [Ras
1968:255]). The fact that pepper only appears in
these shipments after the coming of the Dutch
symbolically associates pepper with the Dutch
era. The Dutch made pepper into something
qualitatively different from all other trade com-
modities; and relations with the Dutch over pep-
per were qualitatively different from all other
trading relations. In this sense, pepper was not
part of the trade of Banjar before the coming of
the Dutch. This politically-charged interpretation
of pepper is supported by the fact that pepper
first appears in a shipment of goods to Mataram
intended to plumb its political intentions vis-a-
vis Banjar.**

These two curious omissions are related. The
coming of the Dutch is described in the Hikayat
as follows (Ras 1968:465):

About two years later [after the Banjar king had rec-
ommended, in vain, that they move the Banjar cap-
ital to a safer location], the Hollanders came. Four
ships anchored south of Pulau Kambang and bom-
barded the town of Banjar. There was great conster-
nation among the Banjarese.

This passage follows all four of the major pas-
sages warning against the planting of pepper.
The implication, therefore, is that the coming of
the Dutch follows the problematic circumstances
surrounding pepper cultivation and is, therefore,
to some extent explained by these same circum-
stances. That is to say, just as the Dutch brought
pepper—in its politically charged sense—to
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Banjar, so now we see that pepper—again in its
politically charged sense—brought the Dutch to
Banjar. This interpretation is supported by a
metaphor that is used by the Banjar king in his
speech to the court two years before the arrival
of (and bombardment by) the Dutch, in which
he recommends the relocation of the capital (Ras
1968:463):

I propose that we move the capital to somewhere on
the Mangapan river [. . .] for it is like a banana
tree in front of one’s gate, too many people take an
interest in it. Since this place lies near the sea it is
an easy prey for an enemy. We had better move
elsewhere. At that time none of the dipatis [gover-
nors] was willing to move because it would give too
much trouble.

As it turns out (predictably, of course, since the
purpose of the Hikayat is in part to glorify Ban-
jar’s rulers), the capital does indeed prove to be
like a “‘banana tree” in front of the gate, and it
is the Dutch who ‘“‘take an interest in it.”” Since
it is Banjar’s pepper production and trade that is
of most interest to the Dutch, we can see how
pepper is to the kingdom as the banana tree is
to the household. The Hikayat’s injunctions
against pepper cultivation thus represent a
(failed) attempt to remove this “banana tree in
front of the gate.”
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ENDNOTES

1. This is spelled Hikajat Bandjar in the original: I
have modernized the spelling of all Indonesian
(also Malay, Banjarese, Javanese, and Kantu’
[Iban]) terms.

2. This injunction is given added weight by the fact
that in two of these cases, it is the ruler’s last act
before he ““disappears” or departs the mortal world
(Ras 1968:331-32,373-75).

3. Compare with the Englishman Marsden’s (1966:
139) paean to the pepper gardens of Sumatra:
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A pepper garden cultivated in England would not,
in point of external appearance, be considered as
an object of extraordinary beauty [. . .]; yet, in
Sumatra, I never entered one, [ . . . ] that I did not
find myself affected with a strong sensation of
pleasure. Perhaps the simple view of human in-
dustry, so scantily presented in that island, might
contribute to this pleasure, by awakening those so-
cial feelings that nature has inspired us with, and
which makes our breasts glow on the perception
of whatever indicates the prosperity and happiness
of our fellow-creatures.

. See Siegel (1969:17-23) on pepper cultivation in

nineteenth-century Aceh.

. See Dove (n.d.) for an historically-oriented analysis

of the pepper passages in the Hikayat.

. But see Bartlett’s (1957:385) proper distinction be-

tween the “shifting” involved in abandoning pepper
gardens and that involved in fallowing swiddens.

. The Kantu’ say that they have had pepper for “‘gen-

erations” and that they first obtained it from Dayak
living across the border in Sarawak.

. There is considerable variation in the size of pepper

smallholdings. Andaya (1995:175,179) gives a figure
of 500-600 plants as being “‘the number traditionally
invoked by adat or custom in seventeenth- and eigh-
teenth-century Sumatra.” This is of the same order
of magnitude as Blacklock’s (1954:47) average for
Sarawak of 0.2 hectare (de Waard [1964:24] gives
almost 0.4 hectare) containing 425 to 440 plants. On
the other hand, Cramb (1988:121) writes that the ear-
ly post-World War II pepper gardens of the Iban in
Sarawak averaged just 50 plants, with the largest con-
taining 100-200 plants and covering 0.1 hectare. By
1980, however, with households now depending
more on their pepper gardens than their rice swid-
dens, the average household in Cramb’s study pop-
ulation had 1.3 hectare under pepper cultivation
(Cramb 1988:130).

. Expert opinion holds that gardens should be made

on steeply sloping land (even at the price of erosion)
in order to combat the threat of foot-rot disease (Phy-
tophthora) (Duke and duCellier 1993:396; Hatch
1981:256-57,259; Padoch 1982:113).

The use of burnt earth has been reported on both
“native and Chinese” pepper gardens from a number
of places in the archipelago, including not just West
Kalimantan but also Sarawak, Bangka, and Belitung
(Hardon and White 1934; Purseglove et al. 1981:23).
Burning has been found to improve both soil fertility
and structure (Hardon and White 1934). The disad-
vantage of this practice is that it extends the impact
of pepper cultivation beyond the land on which it is
actually grown: Blacklock (1954:45) reports that in
determining the area of pre-World War II leases for
pepper cultivation in Sarawak, the government as-
sumed that 1.6 hectares of virgin forest were required

15.

16.
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to provide the burnt earth and wood ashes necessary
to fertilize a pepper garden of 0.2-0.4 hectare, thus
yielding a forest-garden ratio ranging from 4:1 to 8:
1 (Purseglove et al. [1981:23] cite a ratio of 4:1).
Burnt earth is not easily replaced: de Waard (1964:
28) reports that when the use of burnt earth was re-
placed with the use of manufactured organic and in-
organic fertilizer, the use-life of the average garden
dropped from 15 years to 6-10 years.

. Blacklock (1954:55) gives an average use-life of 12—

15 years for pepper gardens in Sarawak, although
disease may shorten this further (see also de Waard
1964:25-26), whereas Duke and duCellier (1993:
397-98) give a range of 3-15 years (although they
add that backyard gardens may last for up to a cen-
tury in India!).

. Former pepper garden sites can be, and are, success-

fully planted in rubber, however. Heidhues (1992:
215) writes that degraded former pepper lands on
Bangka are planted in not only rubber but also du-
rian, coffee, and cloves.

. A number of observers have noted a linkage between

pepper cultivation and grassland succession (e.g.,
Blacklock 1954:42,47; Brookfield et al. 1990:497;
Burkill 1966,11:1779; Potter 1988:129; Reid 1995:
101-104); and some have even suggested that the
mark of historic pepper cultivation can still be seen
in contemporary grasslands. However, whereas pep-
per cultivation may precipitate grassland succession,
other factors are necessary to perpetuate these suc-
cessions, which are inherently unstable on their own
(Dove 1986).

. In contrast, rubber requires little attention, and tap-

ping can be stopped and resumed at will as labor
demand in the swiddens, and the need for cash or
trade goods, waxes and wanes. The negligible cost
of starting or stopping rubber tapping (in an existing
rubber garden) and the ability to self-exploit house-
hold labor permit the Kantu’ to respond adroitly, even
inversely, to fluctuating market prices (Dove 1993:
139-40,143-44, 1996:43).

Although pepper cannot be stored on the vine, it can
be stored off the vine—and thus withheld from the
market—for several years without loss of quality
(Duke and duCellier 1993:398). Duke and duCellier
(1993:398) suggest that this characteristic is exploited
by international speculators (cf. de Waard 1964:24).
Andaya (1993b:79) gives an historic example, “Pep-
per can be stored for several years without deterio-
rating, and by the middle of the seventeenth century,
warehouses in Europe were filling up as sellers tried
to keep the price high as consumers turned to ginger
as a substitute.”

This is reflected in Chau Ju-kua’s comment on the
fluctuation in the cost of pepper from thirteenth-cen-
tury Central Java (Su-ki-tan): “At the right season
and in good years, twenty-five taels of ‘trade money’
will buy from ten to twenty packages of pepper, each
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package holding fifty pecks. In years of dearth or
times of disturbance, the same sum will buy only half
that amount” (Hirth and Rockhill 1911:83). Regard-
ing similar fluctuations six centuries later, Schrieke
[1966:56] writes, “It happened repeatedly that be-
cause of troubles between negeri [kingdoms] in the
interior there would be no pepper shipped to the mar-
ket in Jambi” (cf. Burkill 1966,11:1779).

. This is not historically unique: Siegel (1969:17)

writes that historic pepper cultivation in Aceh was
concentrated in “‘frontier areas.”

. In the Chinese text used by Wolters, “long pepper”

likely refers to Piper longum, which is native to India
but not Java. If Java is indeed the location of the
kingdom of She-yeh, then the plant to which the text
refers is probably Piper retrofactum, which in ap-
pearance and use resembles Piper longum and has
been traded from Java to China since ancient times
(Burkill 1966,I1: 1775,1782).

. The Sanskrit term pippali is derived from the term

for the sacred fig tree (Ficus religiosa L.), pippala,
and its fruit (Monier-Williams 1899:627-628).

This suggests that India’s westward pepper trade was
first based on Piper longum and then only later on
Piper nigrum (see Burkill 1966,11:1774,1777).
There are other Sanskrit terms that also designate
black pepper (along with other plants, including other
peppers, such as Piper longum), including ushana
and hapucha (Burkill 1966,11:1776; Monier-Williams
1899:220).

Forest products continue to be important to the Ban-
jarese today. In the highland Banjarese village of
Rantau Balai, during the slack agricultural period be-
tween weeding and the harvest, most people leave
the village to seek tradable products in the forest,
including diamonds, gold, dammar, rattan, fish, and
kemiri’ [Aleurites moluccana])—which is mostly the
same list of goods that the Banjar kingdom was send-
ing abroad three and four centuries ago (cf. Tsing
[1993:55-56] on the forest product trade of the near-
by Meratus Dayak).

“Dammar” is a generic term for resin from a variety
of dipterocarps, especially of the genera Shorea. It
was used traditionally for torches, caulking for boat
seams, and as a glue, incense, fumigant, and medi-
cine (de Beer and McDermott 1989:38).

The burden of pepper cultivation on local labor re-
sources was reflected in the great demand for, and
use of, slave labor in pepper-producing regions in
both Borneo and Sumatra. Reid (1993:35), citing
Speelman (1670:112), writes that “One of Makas-
sar’s major exports to the region was ‘male and fe-
male slaves fitted for labour in the pepper-gardens’
(cf. Andaya [1993b:80,96] on the prominent role of
slaves in pepper cultivation in Jambi).
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In many parts of Asia, nutrient-demanding and en-
vironmentally stressful crops are termed ‘“‘hot”,
whereas those less demanding and more benign are
termed “cold” (cf. Kurin 1983).

Pepper contracts were integral bargaining chips in all
of the early conflicts in the pepper-producing regions
between Europeans traders and indigenous rulers
(Andaya 1993b; Schrieke 1966,1:62-63 ).

The contemporary swidden system of the Meratus
Dayak of this region is still notable for its mobility
(Tsing 1993).

See prior note #24.

This practice has continued down to contemporary
times. Brosius (n.d.:17), referring to the relations be-
tween Penan hunter-gatherers and the agricultural
Kayan and Kenyah of Sarawak, writes: “The pres-
ence of a Penan band in an area meant access to
forest products and to the income generated by trade
in those products. Longhouse [Kayan-Kenyah] aris-
tocrats were proprietary about “their” Penan, and
jealously guarded their prerogatives to trade with cer-
tain groups.”

See Dove (1996) regarding Dayak resistance to com-
plete commitment to rubber cultivation in West Ka-
limantan.

Hudson (1967:66) writes that “Although they [the
Dayak in southeast Borneo] were willing to collect
forest products and grow a little pepper to trade for
Chinese goods, they were not willing to allow these
secondary pursuits to interfere with the primary task
of rice cultivation.” He also adds “This Dajak reluc-
tance to becoming overly dependent on a cash or
trading economy at the expense of subsistence agri-
culture continues to the present day. It is one of the
economic and psychological characteristics that sets
the majority of the Southeast Barito Dayak off from
the contiguous Banjars” (1967:66n.25).

Thus, the Hikayat is urging a return to a different
type of market-oriented economy, not to a mythical
pre-market “‘natural economy” (Roseberry 1991:
223).

Andaya (1995:175) cites the Hikayat’s recommen-
dation of five to ten clumps as an indication of how
many the “few stakes” might actually be. In fact, the
Hikayat recommendations range from ‘“‘a few pepper
trees per head,” to “about four or five clumps per
head,” or “about ten or twenty plants only,” or “a
few pepper trees per head” (Ras 1968:
443,265,331,375, or cf. Burkill 1966,11:1778).

The outcome of the three-sided relationship between
Banjar, Mataram, and the Dutch eventually drove
Banjar into the arms of the Dutch in 1635, for pro-
tection from Mataram, but at the price of granting the
Dutch a monopoly on its pepper trade (Suntharalin-
gam 1963:35).

This content downloaded from
3.236.169.149 on Wed, 18 Feb 2026 19:43:28 UTC
All use subject to https://about.jstor.org/terms



	Contents
	[347]
	348
	349
	350
	351
	352
	353
	354
	355
	356
	357
	358
	359
	360
	361

	Issue Table of Contents
	Economic Botany, Vol. 51, No. 4 (Oct. - Dec., 1997), pp. 339-434+i-ii
	Volume Information [pp. 422-i]
	Front Matter
	A Protocol for Measuring Abundance and Size of a Neotropical Liana, Desmoncus polyacanthos (Palmae), in Relation to Forest Structure [pp. 339-346]
	The "Banana Tree at the Gate": Perceptions of Production of Piper nigrum (Piperaceae) in a Seventeenth Century Malay State [pp. 347-361]
	Useful Plants of the Los Tuxtlas Rain Forest (Veracruz, Mexico): Considerations of Their Market Potential [pp. 362-376]
	The Use of Underground Plant Organs and Its Relation to Habitat Selection among the Pumé Indians of Venezuela [pp. 377-384]
	Micromorphological Study on Leaves of Some Cordia (Boraginaceae) Species Used in Traditional Medicine [pp. 385-391]
	Book Review
	Review: untitled [p. 391]

	Pollination Biology and Seed Production of Dioecious Caryodendron orinocense (Euphorbiaceae) in a Plantation in Coastal Ecuador [pp. 392-402]
	Book Review
	Review: untitled [p. 402]

	Notes on Economic Plants
	A Rare and Potentially Economic Fruit of Brazil: Cambuci, Campomanesia phaea (Myrtaceae) [pp. 403-405]
	Tamihara: A Spinning Top Made from the Dried Palm Fruit Shells of Manicaria saccifera (Arecaceae) [pp. 406-407]

	Book Reviews
	Review: untitled [p. 408]
	Review: untitled [pp. 408-409]
	Review: untitled [p. 409]
	Review: untitled [pp. 409-410]
	Review: untitled [p. 410]
	Review: untitled [pp. 410-411]
	Review: untitled [p. 411]
	Review: untitled [pp. 411-412]
	Review: untitled [pp. 412-413]
	Review: untitled [p. 413]
	Review: untitled [p. 414]
	Review: untitled [pp. 414-415]
	Review: untitled [pp. 415-416]
	Review: untitled [p. 416]
	Review: untitled [p. 416]

	Books Received [pp. 417-421]
	Back Matter [pp. 433-ii]



