
& 

T«jfef? Goc^i i'^;v: 
0 / Your CycJe... 

:*u$e nsw cycles: an^ jjpj ; •!>"> '-.; 

har«J to geK thss*; day you':; 3- iv: 

makes the most of your wwv' rycvj. , 

so take good tare of tt, , K \x U t>\*v-

hrly dears sd and oiled i-y .• ttaii Cv,!.1 

Depanrne^s, The charge W1 eh.-; "•&*"',*.< 

is only Rs, 1-50, 

i# 

Priisted In? Tom Davirison fat Frswlr, ft Co , r,>i t i l l " , > , M p ' 1. 

VOL. XXXIII.] OCTOBER, 1943. [No. 2. 

CONTENTS 

1. 
2. 
8. 
4. 
S. 
6. 
7. 

Undeserved Criticisms of the Dutch in Ce>Iou 
Genealogy of the Maartenez Family of Ceylon 
An Account of Ceylon ... 
Genealogy of thg,Iieimers Family; of Cejlon, , 
Leaves from My Diary ... 
Catalogue of the Dutch Archives 
Notes of Events 

PAGE 

33 
39 
U 
4G 
53 
67 
60 

Contributions are invited from members on subjects calculated 
to he of interest to the Union. MSS. must he written on one side 
of the paper only and must reach the Editor at least a fortnight 
before the date of publication of the Journal. 

Published quarterly. Subscription Bs. 5}- per annum, post 
free. Single copies, if available, Es. 1-50 to he had at the 
D. B. U. Hall. 



' WE OFFER THE SERVICES 
OF A SKILLED STAFF. 
AND UP^TO-DATE PLANT 
FOR HIGH-CLASS JOB AND 
BOOK WORK. WE HAVE 
O V E R 30 Y E A R S ' EX-
PEEIENOE I N H I G H -
G R A D E LETTEEPRESS 
PRINTING :: :: :: 

S T R I C T F A I T H K E P T 

PRINTERS, STATIONERS AND 
: RUBBER STAMP MAKERS : 

.'409 Baillie Street, Fort, Colombo. 
PHONE 2896 P. O. Box 58 

Von. XXXLIL] OCTOBER, 1943. [No. 2. 

UNDESERVED CRITICISMS OF THE DUTCH 
IN CEYLON. 

B Y J . R. TOTJSSAINT. 
Ceylon is one of the few places in the world that have come under 

the domination of several different races. The whole island, or parts 
of it, has at various times been ruled by the Sinhalese, the Tamils, the 
Portuguese, the Dutch, and tbe English, but against none of these has 
eo much unmerited criticism been levelled as against tho Dutch. Ib is 
not claimed for the Dutch that their rule was entirely beyond reproach. 
They made many mistakes which we, in the light of our present day know­
ledge, have avoided; but a people muat he judged, not according to the 
standards of the age in which tbe judgment is pronounced, but uncording 
to the standards which prevailed in their own day. If this canon of 
criticism is observed, it will be seen that the Dutch were not eo blame­
worthy as they are made out to be. Their rule had its good points as 
well as its bad, and their social life partook of the same characteristics. 
In passing judgment on them, we must remember that they only 
reflected the spirit of the age in which they lived, and were no worse 
than other nations who were governed by the same conditions. 

The Dutch in Ceylon have long laboured under the disadvantage of 
not having readily available records of their history, save perhaps only 
Baldaeus and Valentyn, and these have only dealt with particular 
periods. Unti l very recant times, the Dutch records were not eaBily ac­
cessible to research workers, the result being tha t historians have based 
their conclusions on insufficient or incorrect data, or on theories which 
have since been exploded. The earlier writers of the British period 
allowed their prejudices to usurp their historical judgment, and later 
writers have adopted their views without proper inquiry, sometimes even 
going further than the original detractors. By this process, a formid­
able indictment has been built up against the Dutch, shewing their rule 
and their social life in a very unfavourable light. 

I t is not possible within the limits of a short paper to deal with all 
the criticisms that have been levelled against the Dutch. I t xviJl be 
su0icient to mention only the principal ones. A favourite charge is tha t 
the Dutch adopted an at t i tude of servility towards the Kaudyau Court, 
calling the King by high-sounding titles to gratify his vanity, and adopt-
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ing the most humiliabing postures before h im. 1 All this may be true, 
but it is not true of the Dutch alons.3 All European nations who had 
dealings with Eastern potentates at this period found it to their advan­
tage to pander to the vanity of these despots in order to gain trading 
facilities. In the year 16U2 a merchant belonging to a European nation 
other than the Dutch visited an Indian nabob. On being taken into his 
presence ha made obeisance to the nabob, who in return slipped oft' his 
sandala and presented one foot to the merchant to kiss, which the latter 
twice refused to do, but in the end dignity had to give way to expediency. 
I t was only after this mark of respect to an Eastern eourfe had been paid 
that the nabob agreed to discuss matters of trade.'11 This incident is 
only mentioned to show that a good deal must be left to the judgment 
of the persons immediately concerned, and that it is not fair to judge a 
whole nation by the isolated acts of individuals. 

The surrender of Colombo to the British by the Dutch in 1796 is 
another mat ter in which much undeserved censure has been heaped on 
the latter. I t owed its origin to Captain Robert Parcival, an officer of 
the 19bh Foot, who took part in the operations against Ceylon. He was 
inspired by no kindly feelings towards the Dutch, arid took every 
opportunity of misrepresenting them and holding them up to ridicule. 
He attributed the surrender of Colombo to incompetence, drunkenness, 
mutiny, treachery, and pusillanimity on the part of the Dutch forces in 
Colombo. He could not find language sufficiently strong to condemn 
their conduct.4 For a long time the Dutch remained under this over­
whelming stigma, and it is only in recent years tha t the picture drawn 
by Percival has been found to be not a true one. Mr. Anthoniez and 
Mr. Reimers exposed the weakness of the charges, and the whole posi­
tion has been ably summed up by Mr. L. A. Mills in his admirable book 
" Caylon under British Rule ", from which the following quotation is 
taken:— 

" The Dutch seem to have made active preparations for the defence 
of Colombo, and strong defensive positions were prepared near the town. 
Meanwhile, the British slowly advanced along the coast, and arrived 
near Colombo early in February, the Dutch abandoning with l i t t le resist­
ance their outlying fortifications . .Van Angelbeek has been accused 
of treachery because he ordered the abandonment of the strong defences 
prepared north of Colombo. The charge seems unjust, since the presence 
of the British fleet exposed the defenders to the risk of being cut off by 
a landing party. Another reason for the withdrawal was the presence 
of a Kandyan army north of the Kelani River and the possibility of 
their outflanking the Dutch ".H 

Mr. Mills cont inues:—"Governor Van Angelbeek was accused of 
treachery because of his surrender, but the charge appears to be without 
foundation. The Governor seems to have done his best to prepare for 
resistance! and there is no indication that he considered surrender until 

i. Knox as reproduced in Philalethes ' work, p . p . 363, 354. 
2. Pieris' " Ceylon and the Hollanders " p .p . 109—111 
3. E . F . Oten 's " T r a v e l s in I n d i a " p . 174 
4. Percival's " Ceylon " p . p . 89 -96 
5. L . A. Mills' " Ceylon under British R u l e " , p . 13 
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about February 10, when the Brit ish were already encamped before the 
walls of Colombo. The dominating factor in the situation seems to have 
been the overwhelming strength of the attackers, and the helplessness of 
the defenders owing to the unreliability of the native troops. Since the 
British offered terms far more generous than Van Angelbeek could have 
expected, he can scarcely be censured for deciding that his wisest course 
was to agree with his adversary quickly".*5 This effectually disposes 
of the stigma under which a brave people have lain for more than a 
hundred years. I t is to be noted that recent events have shewn that a 
surrender, which might appear inexplicable to the lay mind, might yet 
have been dictated by considerations other than cowardice and treachery. 

I t is often alleged that the aims of the Dutch in Ceylon were purely 
mercenary; that they paid their employees very small salaries, thus 
compelling them to resort to dishonest means ; and that administration 
in the interests of the country was entirely neglected, This was not the 
opinion held by the Directors of the English Eas t India Company. They 
were faced with the sama problems in India as the Dutch encountered 
in Ceylon, but they held up the Dutch system as a model to their sub­
ordinates in the chief offices in their settlements. Having carefully 
studied the Dutch methods, they remarked tha t there was " great wis­
dom and policy " in them. " Our aim on the whole " they said, " is to 
set up the Dutch government among the English in the Indies ( than 
which a better cannot be invented) for the good of posterity and to put 
us upon an equal footing of power with them to offend or defend, or 
enlarge the English dominions and unite the strength of our nation, 
under one entire and absolute command subject to us, as we are and 
ever shall be, dutifully to our own sovereign ".T 

The Dutch are accused of having placed the interests of trade be­
fore everything else, bub the early English passed a more generous judg­
ment on them. " The wise Dutch " wrote the Directors of the English 
East India Company in 1689, " in all their general advices that we 
have seen, write ten paragraphs concerning their government, their civil 
and mili tary policy, warfare, and the increase of their revenue, for one 
paragraph they write concerning trade " . 8 This effectually disposes of 
the threadbare argument that the Dutch in Ceylon were traders first 
and then administrators ; but even if it were ao, there is nothing to 
cavil at, because trade was in those days the primary object of all 
colonising nations. I t was said of another trading Company that 
" their calculations were in term's of the ledger and their ambitions took 
shape in the phrases of the letter book. To buy in the cheapest market 
and sell in the dearest was their guiding principle."9 

Another t aunt flung at the Dutch is that they prohibited the Moors 
and Malabars from possessing bouse property in the Fort and Pe t t ah . 1 0 

6. Ibid pp. i4, 15. 
7. Galetti's " The Dutch in Malabar," p. 28 
8. Ibid 
9. Arnold Wright's " Early Adventurers in the East ." p. 35 

t o . Resolution of Dutch Government dated 3rd February, 1747 
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Tliis prohibition they later relaxed and Moors and Maiabars were per­
mitted to possess house property in certain, par ts of the Pe t t ah . Far 
from condemning the policy of the Dutch in this matter, the early 
Bri t ish Government regarded with indignation the at tempts tha t were 
being made by the Moors and Maiabars to obtain possession of houses 
in other par ts of the Pe t t ah than those allowed, and took steps strictly 
to enforce the prohibition, declaring all purchases made by Moors and 
Maiabars within the prohibited area to be null and void.1 1 I t is to be 
noted that this prohibition was only withdrawn after it bad been in 
operation for fifteen years , 1 2 

Captain Percival was the first writer in Brit ish times to draw 
attention to the fact that Ceylon was not producing all the grain it was 
capable of. H e attributed it to the fact that the people of the country 
bad no incentive to greater effort owing, as be says, " to the abundance 
of spontaneous productions with which nature supplied them ". This 
was quite correct as far as it went, but ho goes on to say : " The Dutch, 
however, by a well-directed policy, and by holding out proper encourage­
ment, might have in a great measure overcome the indolence arising 
from these causes, and might have taught them to know and appreciate 
the oomforts and enjoyments arising from industry and affluence 
These measures, however, were entirely overlooked and culpably neglec­
ted by the Dutch Governors" . 1 3 

This is a flagrant perversion of the t ruth . The Dutch did all they 
could, with the means at their disposal, to build irrigation works and to 
extend cultivation by providing facilities for the acquisition of land on 
easy terms. Governor Sir Henry Ward, addressing the Legislative 
Council in 1858, said : " The most thrifty of our predecessors, the Dutch, 
found it good economy to encourage the agriculture of the low country 
by costly works, which we have allowed to fall into decay ; and I say it 
with regret, as an Englishman, in traversing the Giruwa P a t t u and the 
fertile district in the neighbourhood of Tangalle, the least observant 
traveller may trace the exact line where the Dutch irrigation system 
has ceased to exercise its beneficent influence ". 

One hears a great deal about the severity of the punishments 
provided by the Dutch laws for certain offences connected with the 
cinnamon industry. I t is said that death was the punishment for 
destroying or stealing a single cinnamon plant. This, if true, may have 
been the maximum provided in order to serve as a deterrent , just as we 
ourselves at the present day provide maximum punishments in regard 
to a great many offences, but the question is whether the extreme rigour 
of the law was ever enforced habitually by the Dutsh for offences con­
nected with the cinnamon plant. Even if they did so it would furnish 
no ground for adverse comment, as people in the olden days held ideas 
widely different from ours about the measure of punishment for certain 
offences. Until not so very long ago the offence of sheep stealing waB 
punishable by death in England. 

i t . Proclamation dated 2nd June, 1817 
ia. Regulation No. 2 of 1832 
13, Percival's Ceylon, p.p. 362, 363 
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Practices which ati the present day are regarded as being entirely 
in accordance with economic laws, were, when observed by the Dutch, 
attributed to unworthy motives. Take the case of cinnamon, Many 
writers make much of the fact tha t when the cinnamon bushes yielded 
a superabundant crop, bales of cinnamon were burned, or otherwise 
destroyed, both in Ceylon and Holland, to keep up the exorbitant price 
demanded and obtained for the spice, and they at tr ibute this to the 
cupidity of the Dutch. But much the same thing happens at the present 
day in regard to salt, which is a Government monopoly. When self-
formed ealt occurs in places where it is difficult to collect it, the salt is 
rendered unfit for use by being trampled on by cattle. But we have 
never beard anybody inveigh against this practice as being harsh and 
unjust. I t is recognized as being a necessary and justifiable step in the 
maintenance of a Government monopoly. 

Hard things have been said against the Dutch, but it is doubtful 
whether a more sweeping condemnation could have been pronounced on 
slighter grounds than is contained in the following statement made by a 
writer on Ceylon who was never in the i s l a n d : — " T h e Dutch did not 
bend before the grim Molooh of religious bigotry, nor did they worship 
at the shrine of superstition ; but cent per cent was their faith, gold 
was their object, and Mammon was their god".1* The writer in question 
is the- Bev. Robert Fellowea, who adopted the nom-de-plume of 
" Philalethes ". The only merit in the quotation is t ha t it furnishes a 
good example of the adaptation of Biblical phraseology to secular pur­
poses: as a statement of fact it is entirely wide of the t ruth . Expressed 
in plain language, it means that the Dutch were quite indifferent to the 
claims of religion, being actuated purely by mercenary motives. I t is 
not denied tha t one of the objects of all trading companies established 
in the East in the 17th century was the earning of large dividends, but 
it is not t rue to say tha t the Dutch alone, of all nations, were actuated 
by other than altruistic aims. The history of their rule in Ceylon shows 
what great importance they attached to the propagation of their faith ; 
and although opinions may differ as to the methods they employed, 
everyone is agreed that they were sincere in their desire to spread a 
knowledge of the Christian religion. 

In this connection it is interesting to recall the words of Bishop 
Chapman wri t ten shortly after his arrival in Ceylon in 1845. H e said:— 
" The whole province was divided into 32 parishes by the Dutch, who 
built a Church, a manse, and a school-house in each. Many of these 
buildings still remain, some in ruins, others appropriated to any use 
which the local government may authorise. They are witnesses against 
us . The Du tch did more for the propagation of a less pure faith than 
we do for the extension of our own. Were Brit ish rule to become, in the 
ohangas brought about by the providence of God from year to year, a 
fact of history tomorrow, no visibla impress would be seen of our faith 
in the whole face of the land. With the Dutch it was different. They 
conquered, they colonized, often they converted the people. Every­
where they built schools and Churches. Everywhere to this day in the 

14. Philalethes' History of Ceylon p, 141 
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maritime provinces we see traces of them, We use them, but we strive 
not to emulate them, because they did nob all things well; we think and 
talk about their faults, bub little imitate that in which they are clearly 
imitable " . l f i Since these words were written the Church of Ceylon has 
made a notable advance, but the quotation serves to show what a high 
estimate was formed of the work done by the Dutch for the propagation 
of the Gospel by one whose opinion is entitled to weight, 

One of the commonest charges made against the Dutch is tha t 
they insisted on a profession of the Reformed Fai th as a condition 
precedent to the employment of people of the country in Government 
posts. The first writer to make this assertion was the Rev. James 
Oordiner, and other writers who followed him have all repeated the 
statement without proper examination. This is what he said:— 
"Al though the Dutch did not, like the enthusiasts of Portugal , employ 
open force to propagate their religious faith, they adopted measures 
which, in their general success, were no less effectual, A proclamation 
was issued that no native could be raised to the rank of a modeliar or 
admitted into any employment under the State without subscribing to 
the Helvetic confession and professing to be a member of the Reformed 
Church ".le In view of the gravity of the charge, the late Mr. E . H. 
vander Wall, a past President of the Dutoh Burgher Union, caused a 
careful investigation to be made into the published list of placaats of the 
Dutch Government, but no such placaat could be found. Until conclu­
sion affirmative evidence is adduced, the charge must be treated as not 
proved.1 7 

An at tempt has also been made to show that so closely did the 
people of the country associate religion with Government office that 
they called themselves ' Government Christians " . i e The allegation is 
made by the Rev. W. M. Harvard, a Methodist missionary, and is 
baaed on the supposed authori ty of Dr . Buchanan, but this learned 
divine said no such thing. All he said was : " From the Hindoo temple 
of Bamisaeram I crossed over to Ceylon, keeping close to Adam's Bridge. 
I was surprised to find that all the boatmen were Christians of Ceylon. 
I asked the helmsman what religion the English professed who governed 
the island. He said he could not tell, only that they were nob of the 
Portuguese or Dutch religion " . 1 9 Dr. Buchanan says not a. word about 
Government Christians. I t is quite possible that an ignorant man 
here and there, on being asked what his religion was, may have 
answered " the Government religion ", meaning thereby the religion 
professed by the governing race, bub it is nob fair to draw a general 
conclusion from isolated incidents, Even in our own day, many an 
educated man, on being asked what his religion is-, would r ep ly" Church 
of Eng land" , or " D u t c h Reformed C h u r c h " , but nobody, for this 
reason, would draw an inference unfavourable to the methods employed 
by the religious bodies concerned. 

(To be concluded) 
15, C. H. Christie David's " Short History of the Church of England in Ceylon," 
16. Cordiner's " Ceylon ", Vol. i, p, 155 [p, 29 
17. D.B.U. Journal, October 1932. p. 48 
18, Harvard's "Narrat ive" , p. LXV 
ig. Dr. 0. Buchanan's " Christian Researches in Asia ". p . 90 
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GENEALOGY OF THE MAARTENSZ FAMILY 
OF CEYLON. 

(Compiled from authentic records by the late Mr, It. G. Anthonisz, and 
brought up to date by Mr. D. V. Altendorff.) 

I . 
J a n Maarfcensz of Suehtelsn, Ensign, married Gertruida Pietersz, 

daughter of Pieter Huybrechtsz Pigtjsrsz of Rotterdam, He had by her 
a son, Jan , who was a Koopman, and who died at Ful iea t leaving a son, 
Anthony, who follows under I I . 

I I . 
Anthony Maartensz, Vryburger of Jaffnapatam, died in 1745, 

married Magdalena EliBabeth Verwyk, and he had by her, with three 
other sons who died without issue, the following :— 

1 Louis, who follows under I I I . 
2 Erasmus, who follows under IV. 

I I I . 
Louis Maartensz, Negotie Boekhouder, born 1780, married. 

(a) l l t h February 1753, Dorothea Magdalena Cramer, daugh­
ter of Jurgen Cramer. 

(b) Anna Christina Vertagen, daughter of Jacobus Vertagen 
and Dorothea Schrader. (D. B. U. Journal,Vol. V I , 
page 69}. 

Of the first marriage be had :— 
1 Magdalena Elisabeth, married Abraham Lodewyb da Niese. 

IV. 
Erasmus Maartensz, Boekhouder, born 1736, married Maria Elisa­

beth Pransz. (D.B.U. Jourpal , Vol. I I , page 31). He had by her :— 
X Aothony, who follows under V, 
2 Johannes Alexander, who follows under VI . 

V. 
Anthony Maartensz, Ondar Koopman and Administrateur of Trin-

oomalee, born at Jaffna, 1st November 1766, married 12bh October 
1795, Gertruida Adriana Petronella Hartez, and he had by her;— 

1 Erasmus Hendrik, who follows under V I I . 
2 John George, born 1798, died young. 
3 Louis Matbheus, who follows under V I I I . 
4 .Gerardus Jacobus, born at Trincomalee in 1803, married there 

in 1828, Mary Mistral Dormieux, and left a daughter, who mar­
ried , .Stephen. 

V I . 
Johannes Alexander Maartensz, Boekhouder, born at Jaffna in 

1770, married :— 
fa) 16th December 1798, Johanna Elisabeth Vander Spar. 
( b \ 16th September 1804, Susanna Elisabeth Hester Mooyart, 

born 15th October 1781, daughter of Wouter Christoffel 
Mooyart, and Cornelia Anthonia Dormieux. (D. B. V, 
Journal , Vol. I I , page 31). 


