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L mmonvcmzom

; mhe concern of the English humanitarians for the

native"peoples of the empire did. not end with the

] emanoipation of negro slaves in 1833, The sPirituél and
'material welfare of the non~Europeans continued to re-

_l ceive the solicitous attention of various organizations

' and soci?ties. qu§ gxqpinent_gmqng,theseﬂwegg the great |

mlssiqﬁa?y societiesj bn§ therq were'lesgeriboéies_deveted

to the:exevatiénfo£~primitiVe‘peoplesa’_mhe‘Aborigines

Proteééion Society whs oﬁé éuch ofganiZatioﬁa Boasting

a smal#,!but remarkable; membership¢ its 1nfluence was

consid%rable in the early Vzctorian era when humanitarian~

ism hefd such wide sway in British policy and opinionr

; .he adherents of this Society, prlnclpally the

followgr§ and colleagues of 'Sir Thomas Fowell Buxton, may

be terﬁe? evangelical humanitarians,, The term ¢vangelical
Vo L . o -

,hgmaniga%ian denotes the more restrictive body of humani-

‘tariané whose opinions rested almost'éXclusively upon the

tenet8ko£ the evangelical faith, and whose, motives were
more priﬂatily religious rather than philOSOphiQal.. Piety
‘and Chriistien senfiment provided its driving force, .
Yet all evangelical humanltarians were. not simply
fotheﬁf%orldly. ' Th?ughAthe great Chgrch‘and Wesleyan




o
t

Miseionafywsocieties'naturailyfplaeed their-first em=
phasis upon things spiritual, they were not unmindful of
the matefial needs of the ”heathen. It Was, however,
the Aborigines Protection Sooiety which, ameng the
evangelioals, took as- its prime coneenn the physioal

~.needs of the native peoples under the British flag. Thus

f.f;eits profeesed aim was to mlnister to the earthly wants

o g
‘Q}of the @ original peoples, complementing the ministry of -

ynfithe missienary bedies. Evangelicalism, motivating nen

"5such as ?ord Shaftesbury contributed signifioantly to a
variety.of social reforms in nineteenth century England.
Buxton‘end his followers showed a similar concern for the
111-used natives in the far reaches of the empire. @his
preoocupetion with the native, praised by. some and de-
nounced by others, colored the evangelical humanitarian
outlook on many imperial questions,&and 1ed them to
'formulatn distinetive principles with respect to the em-
pire. i | | - S .
? ?he problem of native peopnes from 1833 to mid-
century had broad ramifioations which.embraced such

diverse topics as lend settlement immigratien, trustee-
ship, %n?exation, colonial administration, and self—

government. To such topice the evangelical hnman1tar1ans

often addressed themselves. At times tney appeared quite

in tune &ith their age; at others they seemed at odds
;?; '
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'
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with preyailing trends. Always their concern for
-African Negroes, New Zealand Maoris, or Australian

!
blackfellowe-on occasions quite short-sighted end with-

I
out a deep understanding of the problems faced--deter-

mined th#ir pesition.»

ﬁhe yoars under consideration, 1837—1852, were
rmOmentoue in English life and-politics., It wes the era

of the feotery acts, of corn law. répeal, of Chartism,

Thisg domeetio background ‘however, seeng scarcely re-

fleoted_Jn the literature of the Aborigines Protection -

Soclety}? Its efforts were 80 single-minded as. to . X~
|

clude all extraneous concerns. Committed to the protec-
.,|

tion of native peoples, it maintained a rigid devotion
to that eingle end.— For that reason, “the history of the
Society ﬂn thie era may be studied without .any extensive
considerJtion of many of the contemporary igsues..
::%here ie Ao recent adequate biography of the
'fOundeé of the Sooiety, and its president until ‘his death
in 1845. Thomae Fowell Buxton.r His. Memoirs, published
by his ecn Charles shortly after his death, give valuable
informatﬂon concernlng his politics and principles. The
~only recenﬁ.wv:k,%seasbrief.biesnaphyuhzeﬂg.HQ.MQP§:em-.k

entitle@ Buxton bﬁ%‘Liberefor,}
: L

I
1

— - | . o - o
i 1a. H.. Mottram, Buxton the Liberator (London, l94éD

Much of this small volume,




however,.is merely a paraphrase of the Memoirs. It is
extremely lauditory and uncritical; and entirely lacks

A documentation. Some effort has been made, therefore, “to
sketchathe pertinent asPeets of Buxton 5 _career as founder
vof the Seciety, draw;ng prineipally on the Memeirs, his

1: own. writhg on Africa, and. the records of his parliamen—
tary act‘vities, particularly as chairman of the. seleet
committee of 1836—37 en the. aborigines in the empire,
lThe imprﬂnt of Buxton on this parliamentary committee and
on. thensociety that sprang from its investigations is
unmistakable. '

; The two deeades after the slave emancipatlon act
were impertant in the hietory of the empire. In this era
coloniza*ien and its kindred problems of self-government,
annexatien, and native policy: were examined and re-
examined .The-ené,of thie_period was marke@ byﬁsignifieant
ehangee in tne;empire,ifer'midacentury found the issue
of colgnlal self-government widely debated, and a large
degree‘o legislative independence won_by Australia, New
Zealand and South Africa in new constitutional acts
paesednby the Westminster parliament. By 1850 the high-
tide of evangelical hnmanitarian influence had passed.

but th,e principles of trusteeship had been,wida;y diffused

througﬁeht-the'empire.' After 1850, the interests of the
British public and of parliament moved steadlly 1n other




directions. Theinetive question wss raised iessffre~. .
quentlyt Issues such as the Eastenn Question were
ccmmanding a 1arger share of Englishmen <] attention. )
Accordingly the role of the Aborigines Protection Society
declined” While it continued to functlon long after the
terminall ate of this study, itsuplace in English life

seems to have diminished greetly._ The termination in

1854'of ips own perxodical, the Colonial Intelligenog;,
is symptohatic of its declining virility. . Despite the ,
limite& size ef the Aborigines Protection.Society it took
an active part in ‘the wide discussion of empire in these
formativelyears prior to mid—century Whether petition-
ing parligment er publishing its numerous pamphlets, its
defense(of the native peoples of the empire was adamant.
Opposition was natural. Clearly, many interests
in England were little ¢oncerned with the welfare of
natives Jn distant lands. Certain colonial interests
were ernkly oPposed to the aims of the Society. Among
the most idealistic or these _opponents. was. ‘Edward Gibbon
.Wakefielm, the famous originator of the. system of scientif-
ic colonization and the leader of a factlon of colonial
reformérc who boasted a faith in the future of the British
empire when ‘many pessimistic observers forecast its |

dissoluti R The,entsgonism between.tpevscientiﬂic

colonizens and the evangelical humanitarians has received

i
4
i
)
I

{




'. wide attention.

6

iees often noticed Were thefeffbrtS'aﬁ

' cOOperatfon which were mede between the Wakefield in=-

| terestsiand the Aborigines Protection Society., That

these. efforts failed was in large part a matter of their

I
reSpective emphasee and was net due to any diametrically

| ~,°ppoeine

wiews between them.

ﬁIn nany ways the Aborigines Protection Society

'wes as devoted to the preservation of the empire ag. was'

’the Wakef

patterns

and defin
significantly to the- process.

Mancheexx
b

the scien

thread.ux
unwaverir

children

ield group. And in these formative years, when :
and principles of imperial policy were developed
ed, the evangelical hnmanitarians contributed

At times~sounding like

ian free tradere, at ethers clesely resembling
tifie colonlzere,themeelves&”the one»cenetant
1fyiﬁguﬁp91r,fiewp¢1nt-wes.ﬁheirﬂimpegsionea.and |
ggceecerh'for,dativeepeoplee,:Avery-mnch the

ef'fheir'age-&sﬁffering both the shortcomings

and sharﬁng the - visions of their fellow Englishmen—-the

spokesman for the Aborigines Protection Society strove

diligent]
and legi=

}y to,ehape the cquree_Qr_Britishﬁimperial.poliey

{lation.v'If they lacked absolute'eensisteney..

it waSWbecause they theught first of the. simple ‘'welfare

of the‘native, and net of broad policy. Their concept

of empire wesrtherefene incidentai to their.first concern,

A
but neve:
. K

.theless something of a concept ofeempire dia
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emerge
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- Great!’ ﬁr

k

f§om their writings.

‘For them, the empire of
tain and the empire of Christ were to. -be

cocermr cue.: Within its. limits the native population

were to enjoy equal social, civil and political status

with thenr
},_blessingg of the Gospel.

in our p
theirs.

white fellow-subjects; together with the
Opp0rtun1ties‘in the fields
Aon, employment, and self-government, which only
‘esent day are being slowly conceded, were to be

Al the benefita of civilization and Ghristianity

i
i

were to be freely available to all under British dominion.

In shoqt

benevole:
i

the empire was to be a vast ‘instrument of

1ce in which there was no. place for selfish aims

or inhumane individuals.

l

Impractical idealism it nay have

been~-but its 1mpact is perceptible at many points in

subsequeﬂt British colonial policy.

‘ i
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THOMAS FOWELL BUXTON AND EVANGELICAL HUMANITARIANISM

critios denounce the evangelical humanitarians

for giv;ng more . attention to the evils of elavery in the
|

-??»far corners of the empire than to the immediate abuses

||
of the domestic scene.‘ In their owa day the well-known

political writer, William Oobbett, critlcized members

| of the Ciapham sect~~perhaps the most famous segment of
evangelicalism in- the era--for their tender sensitivity
to the lot of the enslaved African, and their callona
disregard of the suffering chimney eweep or the exploited
Britieh female laborer. Those charges have been echoed
by recent writers also.‘ Eric Williams denounces the
promineng Olaphamite, William Wilberforce, for being
familiar with the conditions existing in a slave ship
while ignoring what went on at the bottom of & mine

|
shaft ”1! A brief examination of the career of the man

|
on whom Wilberforce laid his mantle may reveal the over-
simplifioation such statements oontain. o
?homee Fowell Buxton ranked prominently .among
i L. ' S ‘ o

o , S S
"L ‘Eric Williams agitaligm Slavegx (Chapel
B, 1944), | ' .
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those hnmanitarians who labored in behalf of the native

peopres Lf the empire after emancipation.l In 1823,'

' Wilberforce pressed him to enter upen “the holy enter~

'prise" of . freeing the negro slaves, and for the next ten

years Buxton devoted himself to this cause. The proprie-'

| tor of 8
as a Whi

in‘1818

brewery at Spitalfields, Buxton sat in parliament
g member for Weymeuth from his, initial electxon

I
nntil his defeat in 1837. A high peint in his :

i
: career'»

fere?the
l
sarneri

gme when he raised the emancipation question be-
newly—refcrmed Houee of COmmons in 1835,

the extensive support of the thgs and the

!l if

unanimou

8 support of the Radicals to carry the issue.1

\_Black slavery ended that year in every portion of. the

globe whgre the British flag flew. -
!
years in parliament, as chairman of the select committee

anton 8 last two

on the'treatment of aborigines within the empire, he
'largely devoted to this related question.

l .' \ \
‘ig;’From 1837 until his death in 1845“ Buxton gave
h1m5§1¢ to his chosen cause through other than. parliamen~
tary?mbd
Sob

.Society

ia, namely. through the Aborigines Protectien
and the ill—fated Afniean Civilization Society._

K
The - former, founded by him in 1837, continued its efforte

1 'i;?fff'f. -r7475? S
s. Maccoby, gligh Radicalism, 1832-1852
t:
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through ﬁhe nineteenth century, while the latter, despite
i
the royal patronage of Prince Albvert, enjoyed only a

brief, anc unfortunate existence.

~§§ Whough nominally a Whig, Buxton professed an
' 1ndependent political outlook: His attitude is reflected
~in a letfer written in his early parliamentary career.

, My line 15 distinctly drawn. I care but little

: about party politics. I vote as I like; some=~
timee pro and sometimes conj; but I feel the .
greatest‘interest on subjects such as the slave
tradé, the condition of the poor, prisons,. and:
criminal law; to these 1 devote myself and should
beé ! quite content nev fr to give another vote upon
al party question....' , .

' Buxton!did press for 1ega1 reforms related to the reductﬁnx
of the death penalty for. certain crimes, reasoning on

. grounde ekin to Benthamite philosophy.2 He was also. ac-
tively engaged in effOrts at prison reform. With such
intereéts, anton might on occasion be found voting with

the parlﬂamentary Radicale, a fact that distressea hzs
Spiritual compenlon,' the noted evangelical Ohurchman,<

Charles ?imeen. Thus the latter wrote to Buxton:_
Ausw%et savour of love remained upon n& spirit for
ailofg time after /visiting you/, aud I am not sure
tnet it ‘has evaporated yet. But I do not know that

o
Loy

4” JSir_Thomas Fowell Buxton to J. H. North, Esq.,

April 19 1819, Memoirs of Sir Thomas. Fowell Buxton,.
edited ' bv hig eon, 55 lee.'_§e ond Ed [tion (ion&on, 1849),

9.

' HB.uxt-on,_ .._....Memoir%' 102
ij | |
Ii

FR
i i

;:!“

w
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‘ad 9

Lall not thrash you for supportins -the
cals, I look to you under God, to. be
nstrument of great Good-in the House of

Commons; end I would not that you subvert

the

arle

influence which your habits and talents
so calculated to command....l N

|
Buxton 8 brother-in—law, John Joseph Gurney, alsc found

his'"iuc
's

ependence of party“ cause for concern. In a warm"

. person

lead hin

he tord

letter Gurney warned that such a course might
away "from sound Whiggism. On the other hand,

Buxton that one must not "admit any check" to

progress in ‘the moral, political, or religious sphere.}~

And “esp
(o34 Toryﬁ
"that 5p

ecial care” was to be teken to avoid "the spirit
sme “I mean," the correspondent continued,
irit which bears the worst things with endless

ap athy 9

‘ecause they are old; and with which reason and

even humfnity are nothing. “24 NevertheleSS, Buxton 8

Whiggiam was apparently -sound enough.

words,ph

To echo his own

e. had a “hardy attachment to Whig principles "3

The: yoqu man ‘who in his early parliamentary career

oﬁteu|yo

ted with the Radicals, was no Radical himself,
Although he had feund in a speech on behalf of

the Pete

rlco victims of 1819 by Sir Francis Burdett, a

Buxton,
b

Memolre,
o

S
.
[
'

a_ emoirs, 102.

QJ. Je Gurney to Buxton, April 7, 1818, Buxton,
83, _ 4

FBuxton,'Memelrs, 295..
!' N ===
-

S
i
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't

leading Radioal of the day, “"the fairest display of.

S

.mastefly
the Radi
the Hous
 that of
He might
trusted
is Juet
‘after hi

in reprobating bhe Radicals.

obdect 1

1

,understanding“ he had heard;" most asPects-of

sal program met with his firmest Opposition in
e.~ Buxton's social comscience was as. keen as
bhe Radicals. ‘But his was religiously;ﬁotivated.

'oonour in their humane objectives, but he diss

their meane and deprecated their irreligion. This

how he. expressed himself to. his uncle shortly

e arrival in parliament.¢ “I quite egree with you

(

I am persuaded that their
|

Buxton 8’ refozm and hnmanitarien interests ‘had’ in

1

faot pre
ties,;

'L

dated his active entry into parliamentary poli-
d mey well have been non-partisan in sPirit.

William Wilberferce was sufficiently impressed with his

efforte

on behalf of the Spitalfields workers to. address

JI
congratulatory letter to him in 1816--twe years before

his election to parliament. And“again, relative“te

vBuxton”s
Produce&

Diec;.}i

| pamphlet entitled An Enquiry Whether Whether Crime Be
| ox Prevented _x Our Pregent. sttem of Prieon
ne, the old Olaphamite expressed the ‘hope that

lyslitan Harris,  of the Radical arty in

Parlrameht (London. 188

Histo.
s 1

5)

' Buxton to- Charles Buxton, Eeq., November 1819,
Buxten,|Memoirsa 95+

s the subversion of religion and the constitution."ﬂg'
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Buxtoﬂ;egﬁid seen'serve tse‘causesof the *oppressed'snd
friendless” in parliament as well as. with the pen. s?I
claimhyo? as an slly in this blessed league," Wilberforce
deelared# seeking his talents for the cause of the sleve.lv
l éhrough the years, Buxton'"s basically religious

;orientatien turned him increasingly toward perhaps the

;mest spectacular aspect of nineteenth century evangeli- |
'e;calisijése missionary mevement and the Vsried activities
. on behalf of the native peoples of the empire._ There was
spparently net enough time for him to devote his attention
to both éomestic abuses and the preblems ef the empxre.

Yet even!in the years when Buxten ‘8 paramount attention

was. flxed uPon his select eommittee on the aborigines in
-British pessessiens, he still retained much of hls old
'coneern. In 1837, the M, P. <for Weymouth rose. to support
Lord qethRussell.is'a bi;; for the_re@netien_q£~capltal
,pﬁniséﬁeﬂt fef-aAvariéty éfvlesser offenses, His state-
ment e& that occaszon reveals that he was clearly in
sympaéhy with the most enlightened epinien on. the subject
in this e 2 Through the same .period Buxton frequently

debated the Irish Chureh Bill. qunesapgygs“there should

!'.‘ .:: li _ . P
o lwilberforce te Buxton, Nov. 28 1816,‘Buxten,'
Mggg;gg,‘63, Wilberforce to Buxton, undated, Ibid, 77.

b ] %London Times, May 20, 1837, B0
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be‘abbiighed, he maintained, "for the sake of the Church‘

itself and for the sake of rellgion. It wealth‘and

“Prodiga; enﬁowment“ had been capable. of making Ireland
y

Anglican'

=

that lan? 1 The seriousness with which he ‘assailed the
| .

problem ?s revealed in one of hig prayers.-

there would not have been a Gatholic left in

,Help me, oh Lord, in forming a right Jndgement
of! tie eritical affairs ‘of the Irish Church,
Direct me aright, and let mot my love of iiberal
policy on the one hand, nor the fear of the
resentment and ‘reproach of tge evangelical clergy
on'tne other lead” me astray.

_:;g'Regardless of his political alignment, the inter- :
éétsi@f the slaves and of. the aboriginal peoples wera hia
fi#sﬁléoncern.' The. following that he acquired in the
wake,pf_his select eommittee and in the ranks of the
Aboriginfs Protection Soclety was almost ex¢1usive1y de~
voteq to| the affairs of the far-flung empire and not’ to
'domeéfic‘conditionso' The facvrof the matter seems %o be
that‘the!cause of the nativesfdid not lend ibself %o
rigid‘pafty drvisian. The Whig ministry of Lord John

'Ruséeli,‘in which the third Earl Grey headed the colonial
officeuq1846-1852), earned the.most adamant opposition of

v .
. [} ' -
.!_ . _ SR

lLondon Times, April 3, 1855. 4; June 2, 1835.“4;--~
March lﬁh 1837, 4; May 24, 1337, L Y :
' | QBuxten, Memoirs, 390.
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Aboriginés Protéetion'Sbéieéy; while no ministers re-

ceiveégm
Grant, ‘ L
minis;fy
frequent
Generall
', p_artisaaf» V

' wqi)
o s.entiixfue_;n-

b
I
WO
b ;:
i

at three'
trade by
in fact

f

%y asserted its desire to avoid partisanship.

>re plaudits from Buxton '8 follawers than Charles
>rd Glenelg,,whe served in Melbourne 8 Whig

for. nearly four years (1835~1839) . The Society

1
4 speaking, the humanitarians represented all
and party affiliation was nc measure of one ‘8

=3 in snch matters.

. After 1835, the. evangelical hnmanitarians aimed

general obaectives. the endlng of -the - slave

foreign powers, the completion of emancipation

\
as well as in theory, and ‘the protection of

backwa;-d'

i

peoples. Buxten retained an. actzve interest. 1n

all o }these goals. Although much ‘of. his time and energy

of the;efpire, he did not overlook the slavery issue and

I

the continuing foreign slave trade.

Indeed the question'

of the{f%reign slave trade always paralleled his .concern ,:

for the native populations under the Union Jack._

occasionl

On one

Buxton asked for a postnonement of his own

,motion*reSpecting the treatment of aborigines so that

the issu

€
¥
|

of the continulng slave trade@m;ght be'examined

»,COIOnial Intelli encer,\or, Aborigines'
111 (1851), 3234 .




16
with a view to exerting effective pressures on those
foreign powers who continued to offend in this matter.l
.,-:
'?j mhe slave emancipation act of 1833 was not an
unqualif ed viotony for the humanitarian forces; for a

system of apprenticeship was substituted as a transi-

: tional measure prior to the granting of complete freedom.

"The apprgnticeship system was widely debated, and in this
dispu?é | tcn found himself engulfed.v His positlon with
respeéé to it reveals that there was llttle of the fanatic
in hi%ﬁlehen he was leading the cause of emanc1pation
duriné;the twenties, he was badgered by many impatient
with ﬁis,gradualism.e Azd after emancipatién this sane
cautiousidisposition was evidant. The . attack upon the

L
apprenticeship system sprang from a far more fanatical man

than the.member'for Weymouth. ,

f" {t was Joseph Sturge who spearheaded the attack
. on this Aew "evil. Through hls inflamatory writings he
soughf to foster agitation which could be utilized in
his chgt?al_mes:o Euancipation Comnitteo, Buxton opposed

Hansard's Parliament Debates 2rd Series May
12, 183 | “XXVIT, 1059; ST, IXViI, 1233; June 19,

1835, xxfrxn. e also, July's, 1836, XAKIV, 12-66,
hereaftef cited as Hansard ' o '

0) .

fDavid Brian Davis,‘"The Emergence of Immediatism
in British and American. Anti-Slavery Thought ; ¥ Missigsipgi
mall J:Historical Review; XLIV?(1962), 222, - N




this 5ggénization,1 although he declared his;oWn;qppggir

tion éé?compulsory’appreaticeshipsa' Apparently Buxton
was somewhat uncertain as to the best course in this

n ";

matter; ﬁ t he moved quickly to a ‘more rigid opposition

to apprexticeship in any'form or for any. period.3. How=~

b
ever,%Buxton’s role 1n the ending of the system was minor.

.A_To the f?mous Whig parliamenzarian, Henry Braugham, mnst
R -1 the credit for its abandonment._ﬁ~ o

I 5eseph Sturge and his following are. Amportant to
this éccéunt because of the 1nf1uence they acquired in
hnmanit ian circles., In April 1839, Sturge formed the
British %nd Foreign Anti-Slavery Society.“ Its predecesé

sor,,ﬁﬁéinritish Anti~Slavery Society, had been aominated'

o L e ,
! William Law Mathieson Bri‘ish Slavegx and §

4b911§i¢1,-¥823- 838 (Lonaon, i92;AQ;,“3-285..‘_ -

o K ‘ ; ‘ '-'-“,‘ .. :w:\_v‘uj:,' e A e L T .

5 ‘Earriet. Marﬁinean. '.t'he _Hist'-'t.'f of England During

the Thirty Years “Peace: 813=T ;,;ondon,“iggﬁit I,

"”"””'", ?Mfﬁ 1838, XLII, 45. W. Gladstone 4in his
well-known efense: of the planters of the West Indies, took
painsi to poinb out that Buxton and the Sélect Committes of
1836 had expressed no disapproval of the . apprenticeship
systemnand found it "not unfavorable to the momentous '
chanseqfrom slavery %o £reedomm e O AN

.. E

4First Annual Regurt of the British and Foreigg

. aL Y eiety for the Abolition of Blavery ang the
A'g a e,Throug'odE“?hé'Wbr d,, Presented to the
General lleeting held in Exeter ﬁall, on Wednesday, June
.24th, 18?0 (London, 1840), 14. e |
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by Buxton. The new society was Sturge s. Buxton served
on its committee at its inception, and he sought to make'A

it clear that his own newly feunded Afriean Givilization

Society ngAO) was in no way a rival to this group. - A8
\ .
for Stur;e, he and his society pressed for more. rigorous

l F

actian against the evils inflicted upon the natives of
",Africa° Increasingly, he seems to have placed himself

l !

in the rﬁle of antagonist anﬁ rival to the Buxton group.l

e nespite this, Buscton maintained his position among the

s

evangeli*al humanitarians. Mosh of his following in the
| Aboriginas Protectian Society, including his Qnaker in-

laws,,thF Gurneys and the Frys, backed anton 8 scheme

for. the fivilization of’ Africa.a Many Wesleyans, in~

cluding Jabez Bunting, the leading Methodist cleric of
the i;y, and John Beecham of the Wesleyan Missiona:y
Soeiety supported him. 'Many ngtists and Presbyterians
also closed rank behind ‘bim, 5 I

:{ Whatever Sturge 8 attitude may have been, certain- |
ly through the Aboniginea Protection Sociaty Buxton showed

'El 0
e

_.FW; o ' ' ' -
Lty Gallagher, “Fowell Buxton and the New Afriean ‘
Polic &838-1842,“ The . Cambrid e,HistoricalHJournal, ¥
(1950), b8; Dajid. E. Swift, "Joseph John Gurney: —Banker,
Reformer# and ggaker (Miadletewn. Gonn...; ,ﬁfufﬂfWJ.‘ o

ESWlft § urﬂg;! g 236 °.

T 3Gallagher ”Fowell Buxton and The New African
Policy," Cam bridge Historical Journal X (1950)9 48.,




i am. 18%2] professed gratification upon .agsure
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no unbeccming'rivalry}" its.annual repert‘Of 1840 |
profeeeed satiefaction with the work of the British "

and Foge%gn Anti-Slavery Society.l A dozen years later
(and 1ong after Buxton's death) Sturge still seemed to
‘have vieéed the other seciety with misgivings. Propesale |
fer a: merger of the two societiee~~the British and Foreign
- Anti~Sla$eny Society and the Aborigines Protectien
Seeieégbewere made, but were turned down by the Honorary
Sec:etarﬁ of the latter, Dr. Hedgkin, who declared the

| nove impractical, while defending the: society from chargee.
' that 1t %ad abandoned its original principles.?

o Buxten's sé¢heme for Africen civilization may best
be consi&ered eleewhere.‘ His influence through the -
Aboriginee Pretection Seciety was far greater than through
his Afiican Civilization Society whose fortunes were- es

brlefbas they were disaeterous. The roots of the

Aborigines Protection Society lie in the select committee

of the HTuse of Commons -on’ the treatment of aborigines in

Il
i i

: Aberigines Proteetion Society, :Thlrd Lﬁ;ﬁgi
Annual & Report, 1840 11. ‘ ,

"Coio 1ia) Intelligéncer, IV (1852‘) |
$ h wag.present at .this suxiliary

~Sturge

.- Hodgkin, ”that the Society had not abandoned: its principles,
particularly in his (Hodgkin's) deénial of any action in
the Aborigines Protection Society in the interest of an
independﬁnt Liberia._ Se Lo, e
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British possessions which met in 1856 ana. 1837. To this
oommittee we now turn Lo ,1 ’ |
‘ { Qhomas Buxton was the moving foroe behind the. . ..
committee, 1nitiating and guiding the lengthy 1nveetiga-»
tione undertaken by parliament into the reported physieal'
degeneration of the ompire s natives._ He controlled it
:;-firmly, and undoubtedly it embodied his deepest convic~ R
. fftions.@ Aocording to his Memozrg. the object of the
commitoee was "to prove" the ”dostructive cruelty to
;:'which the natives had been subgected, and seoondarily ﬁo
| demonstrate the great capacity for improvement which the
= aborigines possessea.lz A recont authority has declared
‘that the reformer simply set out "o embody in his report
- the viewe with whioh he had started.”2 ;Work upon this
eelect“coﬁmittee oocupied most of Buxton 8 two closing
years in parliament. In JnnL 1837, the drafting of the
report~was finished. In July. the general electlon ‘
occasiened by the accession of the new monarch closed his
careerqin the Houeenof Commons.,.esov, Co f o
vaiouely, ‘before emancipation in 1853 humanitar— :

ian interest extended beyond the slaves te the great
¥ PR o
Hq
Buxton, Memoirs, 425.,

' ] 2W. Py Morrell,,B'itish Oolonial
ofaPeel and Russell (Oxford, 530 )
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masses of native peoples ‘who had,not fallen upon the
white man 8 bondage. _The fact that oontact between
European and aborigine almost universally proved detri=
mentel to the latter physically, socially and morally
was widely publloized and generally aeknowledgea. That
their numbers Were declining alarmingly wae reported
from many sources.' The diseases of civilized meng the
.frequent skirmishes between settler and- native, the
'-sordidhexp101tation by unscrupulous traders or adven~
turere, were but a. few ef the reasons advance& to: explain
the approachang catastrophe. Pioneers such as Samuel
Mersden of the Church Missienary Bociety in New Zealend
and the Rev. br.. John Philip of the Londen Missionary |
Society in Sonth Africa did much to. bring the impending
annlhilation ef the native peOplee to the public atten=
,tion.lz The extens;on of the frontiers of. Enropean
colenial settlement 1n the 1820'5 and 1830'3, with its
inevitable claeh between native and settler, focused
attention upon this question._ It remained for Buxton to
rystalize the concern expressed by many.;ﬁ;il‘

ﬁ This?was_e eqlonizing_age.l And Buxton believed
‘that t?e humaniterian forees must be rereha;;ed_to make

‘i

& 1J. Eolland Rose, A. P. Newton, E. A. Benians,'
editors, Gembrid e_Histor: of - the . British. Empire (GCarw
bridgely 1% Ly 264  Colonial Policy in Age
of Peel and Russell 23 ' E o

r.
b
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s AP

their inflnenoezfeiﬁrin coionia1~poliey@;_“6f mostj1m~

mediat§ cbnéern“ﬁ&e'theftreatment'of the Bantus of South

C Arricaﬂ In March 1835. Buxton brought their plighe %0

the attentzon of the House, = He. expressed concern over
the °sensu1nary proceedings" 2 telling his colleagues
that he hoped the treatment of the. natives would “under~
“figo striot revision. _He wae certain, Buxton eontinued,
:f;“that our treatment of bhem had been such es to make

~every honest men blushi® Qhe sencalled oommando-system.
- whereby white: eettlers conducted forays into native _
territory to recoVer allegedly etolen cattle. also caime’
«‘under hie denunciation.B; ' ' . ) ,._‘ . ,

" In Jnly 1855. anton brought forth ‘his motion for

a select committee to examine the entire. question of the
imperial government'e relationship to the aboriginal
peoples. Buxton chaxged that the unenlightened and -

,inhumane treatment of native peoples was reepensible for

“ 'l
it

'gf 1Morre11, Golonial Policy in g of Peel snd
usselg, 23, B o

| 2His reference was apparently to ene of the Bsever- . .
al Kaffir wars. In this yearg the Queen ‘Adelaide Terri-
tory. was seizéd by Governor D'Urban, whe wag, subsequently
ordered to return 'it. . Paul Knaplund, in’ Oambridge Histogz
of the British Em;ire, 11, 281-282, suggest ~that this was
Wperhaps S the 0. nigl water mark in miseionary influence at

the colonial office.™ .

& 3Hansard, Msreh 10, 1835, XEVI, 729.
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the decline in their numbers within the empire. It Was
his "firm opinion" that kindness would be "far pregerable”
to the harsh 1njustice that had marked nearly all previous
_contaot between. the European and the black man. . In his
view, the present system with respect to the natives was
“entirely unwerthy of e great nation. - Apparently in
illustration of the beneficial effects that kindness
' wrought, Buxton dilated upon the fact that. in the recent
Kaffir disturbances, the miesionaries~-ef all whites, the
'mest completely at the merey of the native peoples--had
been left untouehed.' Indeed, they had been able to
render service to other Europeans in the more remote
districts. At any rate. in the light of the general de--
terioration of the native pe0p1es of the empire, Buxton
: ea;led%fer a seleot committee to examine~these affairs,

? In re9ponse, S8ir George Grey; nnder-secretary for
the coionles, professed himgelf in accord with the -
principles espoused by Buxton, but questiened the calling
of such a cemmittee 80 near to the prerogation of
parliament. Then too, in the light of the very fact
stated by Buxten with respect -to the miSSIOnaries, the
under-secretary qnestioned whether British influence had '
been as "universally prejudicial“ as it was often painted.




_nf,Sooiety, Dandeson Goates, lay secretary of the Church
‘_ Missionary Sooiety, and the gecretary of the ‘London

N
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Nevertheless, Buxton 8 motion for a committee was carried}"
; Buxton ‘was made chairman ef the cemmittee, and it

was touserve his purposes admirably. A formidable body

of evidence was aocumulated, much of it ooming from

missionary sources.. The great names of the missionary

sociebies were represented—-John Beechsm of the Wesleyas

Missienary Seciety, the Reverend William Ellis. The Odnﬁ‘
victiens of the missienary interests were amply aired.
Gertain of their opponents were. admitted but the weight
f their evidence was quickly lost amid the .volume of _
teetimony from the “friends of the aborigines.

'é The young William E. Gladstone, champion of the
planter class before his politicsl cenversion to liber-
alism,“noted in retrespect that the members of the select
oommlttee included but few from the conservstive party
(he being one of them)s and challenged the objectivity .of

their deliberations.a |

il

- The tenor of the committee's investigatlons was
certeinly less thsm 1mpartia1. But despite its biased

-
u

: ' B sa July 14, 1855 XXIX 539—552; London
Tmes, ""5&:71 , 1835, 2., P

] aﬂansard. March 30, 1838, xIr, 226...
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approaoh—~or perheﬁsibeceuse of if--the report of the
'eelect committes provides a valuable ¢lue to the total
outlook of the m1351onary 1nterests in colonization ‘and
in the oonduct of- empire. The recommendatione set forth
by thencommittee, in the light of its lengthy investiga=
' tions,.provide a valuable guide in reconstructing the

evangelical ‘concept of British imperial commitment.'_Its
| reportlluggested that a number of general principles should
be‘immedietely adopted by the Crown, determining all future
relationships with the native peoples of the empire.

g Theee general principles set forth by the

committee included a prov;sion that the protection of
the natives should be the duty of the imperial government
through parliament in London or through the colonial
governers. Al contracts for service between a native
and. any colonist should be strictly regulated and limited.’
The sale of intoxicaﬁing beverages should be prohibited.
The directvpurchase of . land from the natives eheuld be _
forbidden. All annexatione or acquisitione of land mnst
be sanefiened by an act of parliament. 'Punds for the .
education of the primitive peoples of a colony were to be
charged to the revenue of that oolony.‘ Beth with respect
to treeties and to the administration of Justice, the
‘greateet care was, to be taken to ensure the utmost well-

!
being of the aborigines. Christian miesionariee alone
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were to.be encoureged in their direct relationships with
the nabive tribes and peoples; o

The past history of British and foreiga colonial

activi%y was Summarized,.end,its;alleged errore oexposed.

| The‘whole course of action pursued with respect to native

| "‘,pe0ples--and nost eepecially the Kaffir tribesmen of

South Africao—was frought with inhumanity The widespread
E cppre581on of the aborigines was an evil “not altogether
unfit to be oompared" to that of the slave trade. Such
-oppreesion, while "of eomparatively recent origin,
could lay "no cleim to indulgence. . “Imperceptable and
unhallowed" in. ibe development, it laoked even. the shadow
of legislative sanotion. And while the variety of condi~
tions made one overall prescription impossible, the report
continued; the very core of the problem 1ay not in a
consciously devise& design, but rather in the lack of any.
sehemenwhetsoever. The system to be: condemned was not .
product of deliberate calculation. The _one recurrent
denominator rather was "the uncertainty and vascillation
of oor’policy. | |

_ﬁ "Your committee cannot, too forcefully recommend
that no exertion ehould be spared, and no time lost: in
dietinctly settling and clarifying the principlee which

shall hencefortewguide and govern our»intercourse with
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those vast mnltitudes of uncivilized trlbes.”lio_;

. Colonization there might be-or perhaps must bes

" But 1t was time, Buxton and hisg followers believed, for

:the natzon to take a firm stand against the myriad abuses

that had orepﬁ into settler-native relationships. Not
‘individuals, but the system, comprised the object of the |
 Jcommittee 8 atbentions. The broad princ¢iples enunciated,

. the lofty idealism expreseed, reveal ‘the noble aspira-

tions of evangelical humanitarianism._ ’I‘heir failure to

: set forth ooncrete recommendations stan%é in sad contrast.
It was one thing to point out._the. evils\againet a baok—
drOp of abstraot principles; it was another %o. formulate

concrete proposals. Yot if. they failed to pinpoint
solutlone. ‘the committee ~did not hesitate %o pinpoint. the

alleged causes—-chief among them was the acquisitive,‘

expansive character of EuroPean colonization.

E The impact_of Buxton's work in~this,perliamentery
enquir? is not'to be/donbfea, Sir Robert Peel, addressing
parlia@ent.efdéoade_later, reiterated its eignificance.
Withls%eciallrefepence totNew"Zealah&;ltye,ba:onet re~

calledﬁthe-Stronégfeel;ng-quepde:ed amoﬁg_the_publio
miih‘;ﬁzz:::ziﬁzz%ﬁg;n:zl;?c";:;?;?gzs:';oﬁzir;?:z: -

. - ; [
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with respect to the injnstice to the aborigines. He re-
called how Sir, Fowell Buxton had devoted his vereat
'_talents to the cause of hnmanity;" how the select .

' committee ef 1836 had been established "at ‘the insistence"
of thehseme_gentlemen; and how the entire force of
"publi% feeliﬁé" hed;peen shaped and‘henee the course of
British aetienfeltefe&;l‘ Mr. G. W;>Hepe._un§er-eecretary
for‘thé §°i°ﬁies,—1ikewise stressed the change of opinion
'iﬁ-Ensiahd_Whibh,»Since fhe miﬁ#thiriﬁies@,had_fe:bidden

, many o% the eld’prectiees with respee% to’ﬁative peOplee.2
W. E. Gladstone, addressing parliament in 1851, declared
that he had never seen 8 membexr of parllament “disoharge

his duty with more zeal, energy and ability" than had

8ir Thomae Fowell Buxton in the select cenfi
change"of policy had resulted. Gladstone did not, howeVer,
concurfthat this change had\been for the best. “Ag a
matter of fact the wars. with the bouth African tribes

had been “more bleedy, cestly and rulnous" than they had

ever been before.3z But whether for better or for worse,

| lﬁaneard, June 19. 1845, LXXXI, 945. _
ﬁ aﬂaneard, June 18, 1845, Lxxx1° 764.'

5nansara. April 15, 1851, CXVI, 263. Gladstone
was here speaking against a new committee of inquiry into
the affairs of the Bantu peoples.‘_;ﬁQ;VWM' T

-----

ttee. 'A total
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E Buxton s influence was recognized

At this moment of . triumph, Buxton 8 parliamentaryw,o;wﬁu,ﬂ@

carooﬁ?ende&.~ The succession of Victoria to the throne
occasioned a new election. Increasing Tory pressure-,_ﬂ
spects of which were of questionable morality according ‘
to Buxton 8 Memoirs—-resnlted in his defeat, Thereafter.
& Buxton could give his fullest attention to the Avorigines

‘ Protection Society, founded by him the same year.,”He

moldod and fashioned this society as distinotively as
he had his parliamentary committee,




CHAPTER II

mim- ABORIGINES PROTECTION 800TETY

While the select committee on aborigines was still

amessing its impressive survey, the activities of many

Levangelical humanitarians were channelled into a new

‘ﬂ,erganization also designed to investigate and publicize

" the conditions 6f the natives of the empire. The

Aborigines Protection Society was born - in the same con-

‘genial atmosphere that had permitted the convening of the
parliamentary committee under Buxton in 1836.

Buxton was

the founder of ‘the Society and its guiding spiritufrom
its inception in 1837 until his death in. 1845

“Our's 16 an age of societies,“ declared James
Stephen: . _ A

For the redress of every oppression that . is
done under the gun, there is a public meeting. '

f,For the cure of. every sorrow by. which our land .
. oxr" our- raée. can be_ visited, there are patrons,

vice—presidents, and secretaries. . For the
diffusion of every blessing of whioh mankindl
can partake in common, there is a eommittee.

The anti-slavery societies, the societies for

civilizing and colonizing, all pursued their particular

H

g
1
i

Bio re Ly (London,

gsp Jemes Ste ‘zhen, Essays in Ecclesiatical

9), II, 28
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,pbjects.t»But-hpﬁhencefcr\theﬂevangelica;ghQQenitariah
4id there.appearfafmore Widespread;wa?mcréfcompel1ins
-¢cause. than. that of the myriad native peoples who daily: |
.¢ame into closer contect with the: advancing tide’ of . | l_
:EuroPeanecolenization. Although profeesedly receiving |
its initial impulse frcm the eelect committee :On .
‘aborigines within the British empive;, its original in—ﬂ'
tention was to.embracefnative pecples_outside~33itish'
,possessions as well,l

..The. Aberigines Protection Society mede a. rather
-1nauspicious entry upon the humenitarian ‘scenes  Its -
Ainception apparently escaped the- notice of. the Eondon. -
_Times although within a.year or two acccunte of . its
’,meetinge were . frequently in that paper's columns. If
the. Aborigines Protection Society cane quietly to- birth,
eertein-Qf»itsfprqiegts-andebhewprcmineacegef;several
of its membeie lifted itﬂinto4public«view“before'verj
1ong. Its. ranks ‘ineluded eome leading churphmen and a
few members:- of parliament. Its publlcatione claimed’ the

public attention from time to time.é Perhaps most widely

2
known was., William.Howitt's Coloniaation and Chrlsfianiﬁz.-

lAborigines Protection Society, Firet Annual
Regort, 1838, 10.. o : o
2William Howltt, Colonization snd cnristiag;ﬁz:"
y.3 popular higtory of -the treatment of Natives by the -
Eur 2 8 in all thei aoloﬁi Zfondon, 1838)

‘‘‘‘‘
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Thig: “most combative of. radical Quakers"l presented a
bleod~stainea history of the EurOpean relations wath

:the aborlginal populations of the World in a- most vivid
fashion., The SOciety s first major publlcaticn was, o
_appnopriately enough, a reprint of the’ Eggggg of the
;Beleet Gemmittee on Aborlginal Tribes. Supplamenting
the repert with its own. c@mmentary, the Soclety ln thisi
;pamphlet professed to- cencur almost entirely with the
findings of the parliamentary cemmittee, takings its'*~
Arecommendations as a basis fox' the . Soclety 5. future
program.g Beyond sueh occasional publications, the
Society eventually sought to. increase its voxce and»in~
fluenee anong. politicanu and tne publlc alike by estab—
lishlng a regular periodical. Its first plans in, this
direction came to nothing, and it wes not until 1847 that‘
the - Society was finally able to fulfill this undertaking.
In that year the Golanial Intelligencer was' esbablished.
The effort was: net wasted, for the paper 8- 1nfluence was

con31derable.3 L

lMaccoby, Bnglish Radicalism, 563.. h,;.“m,

2Aborigines Proteetion Society, epogt of the

;Parliam_entar -Select Committee onm Aboriginal Trﬁe““s, ro-
printed with comments (London, T—37',-155 P

3Ma.ccoby, Englmsh Radicaliéﬁ{ 563, 364.
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o attention to the aborigines' plight, had as its first

Annual Report, 1840
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In the preceding deeade the periodical literature
on behalf of the 0ppreesed native had been uncertain at

best. The-old_”rigish Emancigator,lorgen_oflthe.Anti-

Slavery.Society of Eondon; wae'supereeded in 1840 by a

j"newspaper" announced by Sturge & British and Poreign

Anti—Slavery Society. the British and Foreigg Anti-_,

1 Thie publlcation, while giving eome

concenn the abolition of slavery by all. foreign powers.

-:Uhtil 1847, therefore, ‘the Aborigines Protection Society
,‘lacked a publication devoting regular space to ite chosen '

oause .

However, the Annual Reports of the Aboriginee

-'Protection Society were prlnted and circulated as widely .

as possible. For al time, also, a digest of the Society 8
'correspendéhce; petltions; and various documents wére

printed in a series of Extracts, for the purpose of

familiarizing the public with its. activities.2 By such

e

lBritish an@ Foreign Anti-Slavery Society, First

+ 16+ The Aborigines Pr tection o
Society secems not -£d: have resented this publication, for

'it referred to. it {n its own paper as "our esteemed con=
temporary." Colonial Intelligencer, III (1850), 87. :If

there was any rivo..oy, es Galligher,. "Powell Buxton: and
The New African Policy;"™ Cambridge Historical Journal, X
(1950), 48, suggests, it was not apparently reciprocated
by Buxton's follower.. :

< 33 Z"Th%h“zgimm s g et %*m“&;itmsnzﬁzl
nounce e _Abo neés Prote n Socie 0
Report, 1841, 7.. Sn%i two volumes were pubzisﬁea'ﬁ" oT¢




means the Sosiety sought to marshall opinion on behalf
of its prinoipiese-, S , o

The aims of the~Aborigines Profection Society
were. set forth simply ‘and - clearly in its firet annual

report. "To assiet in protecting the. aefenseless, and

promoting the. a&vanoement of unoivillzed tribes.“} The -

committee. of'the Sooiety made explioit'its concept of
the role of the new body.-as. the natural successor to the
earlier enti—slavery movement. | .

- "The abhored and’ nefarious ‘slave traffic, which

" has engaged for .go. ‘long a period the indefati-
..gable’labours of -a noble band of British

philanthropists for its. suppression and annihili- _

ation, can scarcely be regarded as /more/
atrocious in its .character,. or. déstructive in
its consequences, than the system of modern
colonization as hitherto pursued. L
‘The two questions were "initially blended" and, for that
' reasen, the committee declared, the _same spirit which
called for the suppression of the one, oould not reet
without a "corresponding effort“ to. "resqne,egq_elevate“
the native peoples of, the Empire also.2 —

One deteots a note of genuine optimism in this

this project. was abandoned.

lAboriﬁ;nee Proteotion Society, First Annual
Report, 1838, 4. _ o

2Aborigines Protection Society, First Annual
eEort’ 1858' 7q ‘

I—
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first report. 3Lookiﬁg oeck'to past deye,“it decried the
"avarice and ambition," the "lust of conquest, fame and |
wealth," which‘had nade the=potentially beneficial con-
| tacts of Britain with the aboriginal world "a mere instru~
ment of evil.vu hA new era hee, however, we trust already

begun to dawn." the report suggested confidentally.; By -

o way of. examplé; - the committee pointed’to the- dispatch to -

the govennor of Gape Golony. Sir- Benjamin D'Urban,'lﬂ~fﬂ* |
a 1835. ordering the abandonment of territories seized in
.the recent Keffir War-="the moet comprehensive, the moet
etatesmenlike, the most Britieh, the moet Ohrietian
document of ell“ with respect to the native peOplee of
the Empire. The Britishvpuoiic was at laet awakenﬂng
from its "criminal indifferencg : And the explenation for
past epathy was not difficult to find. The committee
placed the blame on’ the. influence of "powerful commercial
bodies? ip~England,.and_"interested parties_in.our colonies,
in and out of goverament," who distorted or suppressed the
Cgackst o 7 L ,
The whole report ie flevored with an atmoephere

of righteoue zeal, a profeesion of pureet motive, a con-

viction of mostwwpxyhytQbaeetivesf,:xet_tbex'shrank'

1Aboriginee Protection Society, First Annual
Report, 1838, N )
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"glmost. 1nst1n¢ti§eiy" from the magnitude?of:the task
and the prospect of such obstacles as.the “"gigantic. efforts
of. moaern commerce" .and the "restless spirit of adventure"
placed in their way, the . committee declared with an air .
of pioue dedication.l. Although the Society did gain some
influential adherents, its ‘principles were Aever. even |
.partially implemented, so it is impossible to judge
| hether its ideals might have been converted into. concrete
| ;meaeures.-v The Society recognized, it declared, the need
of "a;leeisletiyeameasureﬂzwith respect to the native
peoples oennected"with British coionieelenq.commerce;?_,
"Such a meésu;_z‘-*e‘:_i_s thought to be indisﬁ'e;nfe:i:bie,;‘f the. re=
port contended; “Eut.this society;eawaré,Qi_ite_megnitnde
and difficulty, only ventures to. call ;tﬂtg.the,éxﬁgntigp;,,h .
of‘the Government ana Legislature,. without ettempting to
'draw a bill.9 The great- evils of the contemporary enpire
were then reiterated.‘ The. native was exploited and his
very existence Was endangered. Selfish intereste pursued

their own narrow ends with 1mpun1ty under the British aegis. .

1xb1d, 7.-

2Some authorities harehly condemn what they see as :
a vast gap between the Society s lofty principles, and its
utter lack of practical proposals. Morrell; Brltiah‘
 Colonisl Policy in the Age of Peel ‘and Russell,. :.Keith
SIEc%air; ! ,.‘Iééns-gg_the e Maori WE?S,KWeITIngton, NeZe,
1957)+ 240 . . ' T _ .

ﬂ
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Vascillation, rather than resolution, marked the admin— -
istration of colonial affairs, Such were some of the
empire 8 problems. But bécause the Society wanted to be
"left at. liberby to- seleot“ the particular foous of its
attention, the committee professed a reluotance "to
deliniate exact obaeots and méanss ”1 1
| . - The' objects and means of the Sooiety are set
:Tforth in - general terms, ‘however, in its Constltutlon..fﬂo

‘assist and proteot ‘the native was the broad desisn.. Where-

. as the missionary societies had only oooasionally 1nter-

Sered on behalflof the,oiv11~gnq pQL?t;Qaly19?§r35§3ny
~ the aborigimes, ﬁhéfAbo:igines,ProteotiOn%3o¢iety_intendeq
to mske ‘such matters its first consideration. To this

end, it sousht first to collect infonmation on -such. af~

- fairs; and, second, to communicate it “"in cheap publica-

tions“.to-ﬂensure the-extenslon of oorreothop;n;ons,
Certain types=of oaees; the Gonstitution déélar661 would
undoubtedly require the interferenmce of the. Legislature, -
and in such instances the necessary appeals would be made
$0- Parliament.l Justiee for the nattve was to be obtained
by an "improved administration of law,” but the. Sooiety
hOped also through ‘its efforte to reveal to the Enropean

1Aborigines Protection Society, First Annnal
Report , 1858, 28.
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that a conciliatory attitude, rather than & policy of
0ppression and v1olence, would be in their own best ins
~terests¢~,0omp1ete civilizetion<and~the real happiness~i
of menkind could never be secured, theoonstieution- ‘con~

cluded, by anything less than-“the diffusion of. Christian; ?ﬁ~,w,4l;

ﬁPrinciples.“; ‘In short, its stated purpose was. to

epagandizef/the public and pressure official circles inl?

"'the interest .of-. their chosen cause.:

I

~The’ basic character of the Aborigines Protecﬁion
A*fSooiety from its foundation had been religious. The tone

of its religious charactef was set by evangelicalism. G

The. spokesmen of ‘the SOciety took . pains to place it in

the tradition ef Wilberforee end the other names promi~'-:
nently associated with the evangelical movement and with e

the Clapham Sect in particular. Its . membership frem .
Buxton déwn thréugh its principal officers were men of
deep religious convictions Many were clergymen.‘.n
Quakerism was particularly well represented in ‘its ranks.
In no way did Buxten or the Society imegine themselves
outside the ranks of evangelical endeavor 4in generel.

“As members of the Aborigines Protection Society,? their
'_ appeal to the several missienary societies asserted, Ywe

,"l"‘ BE

lAborifines Protection: Society,;;f£~9~“4-wwl:'
;'7;«---«-"‘ndon, 18327 2=6.. o
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lare induced,ﬁo eoiicit.yOur.atteﬁﬁion to thegexieteﬁoe
‘and. claims of a society which labours in the same field
as yourselvee. e i The Society was designed "to. aid
and second, and give. permanency to the sacred work. whioh
is more particularly yours. v e And for ‘that. reason,
the appeal concluded, the Society hoPed that the
missionary intereete would recognize them "as. brothers
‘and aeeocietes, - and bear in- mlnd that the Society: only
‘sought to. strengthen itself in order to render more“ .
""effectual help" in the missionary labore._ The Society
professed a firm oonviotion-that the hand of Providence
~_was upon.its. efforte.; _ . Lo AR
'_ Miesiods were not thé only meane, but they were:
. the: best meene of advancing civilization among ‘the native~"
,peoplee. The Aborigines Protection Society would - assist
»them by relieving the mieeionary orsanizatione Fas much
" ag possible [f;7 all political and merohantile ocoupa- ‘
tions, .to which- theyZﬁg¥7 ‘beén occasionally unavoidebly .
subjects." In this manner, the miseionariee could con-

centrate upon their main labor.B_

1Abor1ginee Proteetion Societyg*Ettraote,'II
(1841), 72+ - ' S

aAboriglnes Proteotion Soclety, First Annual
Re ort, 1838, v

3Aberiginee Proteotion Society, econg Annual
'Regort, 1839' 6. ) )




~During the first years of the. Society & clOse‘
relatibnship~did éxiét-ﬁith\the'missionary movement./
/
Buxton was a frequent leoturer at. meetings of. the

various,missianary'bodies,4and;he was a director of ﬁhe

éhur¢h-m1ésion§ry.8qcieﬁyg~'mhe Aborig;hQsL?rétectionf
Society's reﬁo:ts-abdﬁnded~1n~a11ﬁsibns to théir many
 *mutué1 intefeéts. ‘The good relatiJnships between the
'; personne1 of these societies is- attested by the frequent
.partic1pation of various missionar* officials in the
activities of the Aborigines Protectien Society., 3.3,
Freeman, the secretary of - ‘the: London Missianary SOCIth
was a "much esteemed" member.lA The Society algo num-
bered among-its~adherents miesionaries:oﬁ.thg;reputation
of the Rev. ‘Drs ‘John- Philip,2 and :the ééthSamuélrMarqden,
ploneer~in New Zealand mlssion work 5' Fefitions-and~réa
quests from.various missionary intereste to the Society
were often presented., ' b A ", .
. Despite this continued relatiénéhip:théfAbogigiﬁés
Pretection Society by mid—century compiaiﬁéd'glmpst

_‘-IColonial Intell;gencer, IX (;343)5;1§4¢f
. 2golontal Intelligénc or, CIII (1851) 336,

. 3Aborigines Prctection Society@;geéonaaAnnual
Report, 1839, 2~,V“ ‘ . P g
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adegustelstﬁ@gort theitfeffoitss
pressed‘disappointment at “the'smal

bitterly. of the failure of. the miss

41

ionary societies to

_The committee ex-

1f&mountvof-ostensible:

|
countenance which - it reoeived from Missionary Societies

of all denominations."_
a new appeal to. the sevoral mission
tone of. the appeal ‘was pleading. A

missionary societies existed fessen

- t;onﬁoﬁmthe spiritusl_endtreligious“

: bénishteaaheétsen’satiethﬁ ﬁhey ne

effective in prometing the-physical

being of the native populations.

FOr that b ot

eason they . addressed
ary. committees, The
cknowledging that the
tially for the promo=.
welfare of the -

vertheless: could prove

snd cultural well-

|

Their. "prominent and

effectual.part” in furnishing the evidence for the select

committee of 1836 had not been forg

reason the,Abofigihes Erofectioh Soc

crave the baoking.of the migsionary
supporting efforts to secure native

publicizing the natives piight to.t

Relationshibs aiq. ‘not improve

o#tegg;;énﬁjﬁépathis
ciesygérofessed;to :
_soeieﬁiesg.ﬁbth-in

rights, ond in

he English homeland,!

5 The7various

societies remained cool to the a&vanoes of the Aborigines

Protection‘Sooietyﬂ-
Society retu;ged_esain.asgkasatn to

l6olonidl Intelligencer, II

Apparently perplexed by this; the

the problem in its

I (1851),. 211-213.,




*ennual meetings, expressing its dis
lack of support its efforts, at the
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appointment at the
social and politioal

elevation of the native.had received from the ‘missionsry

|
__bodies who themselves had done litt}e in this erea.l

Possibly the loss to the So

ciety of Buxton s

,preetise with his death in 1845 ‘may} account 4in part for "

" the indifference of -the missionary

sooieties to thie o

o kindred organization.' Certainly Buxton )3 rele in the

~Ab0rigines Protection Bociety had b
briefest surVey of the. eooiety,e re
The First Annnal ‘Report. abounded in

’founder. Dr. Hodgkin, Secretary ofI

een paramounta 'i'he
oorﬂe revealed this..
a@n&et%OE:for the

the Society, expressed

the gratitude of the committee %o Brxton to whom they

accorded "the honor of being recognized as substantially

the Father and ?ounder of the Abori

»

gines Protection

Society," In this same vein. the warm expressions con=

|
'ainued.2 But if his guidance was cherished by his
followers in’ 1ife, his death was lamented the more. The

committee expressed the graveet sen
their eccOunt of his demise._ ‘There

been a vacuum in leadership, for hi

: 1Aborigines Protection Soci

. Re'eft; 1852,.25,

2Aborigines Protection Soci

ee of. bereavemént in
then appears tc have

s.replagementﬁyes a0t

ety,

Fi%teentthnnualﬁ

ef&giFii%t'ilnnﬁalaz
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' made for: SOme time. .No one approaching his. stature was
apparently available, and: the: office remained vacant
until Buxton!s brether—in-law, Samuel Gurney was elected
to-the. post. in the: following year. The;Soeiety«e-finanees
waveredwfer-aﬁtimewvaeveral ecqnemiesﬁﬁereQinstituted.u
in the already modest budget.,'But"thé'Soeiety révaered'
it vitality within ‘the. two following years, end the
launching of. its periedical, the Golenialtlntelli:encer,
f:marked a:new: era. of inrluenee and vigor;,rﬂ;fx;;egvgg;
Whatever may have. been. the actual decline and rE=.
covery of. the Aborigines Protection Society, the mercurial
'8pirit of- the organizatien in. the face;ef Ats: task As
readily evident. Launched in aﬂ atmosphere of humani+
tarian zeal, bhe society had recognized the magnitude .of
its. undertaking, and had'confidently been prepared to .
assault .the evils. that the parliamentary committee had
"unearthed in ‘such &ramatic fashion.: . The leadership of the
;Aborigines Protection Soeiety, in its eecond annual report,Aﬂ:
| declared cenfidently tnat a survey'of its own work during |

toward the. fulfillment of the task. the Society had under-
taken.“; And the next year the. committee centinued its

B ~. f 1Aboriglnes Protection Seciety, Second Annual
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¢onfident repé:te”,ﬁ§meisht the;riéhQSQOffthe netifesdbe
_ppesepved inLthe_pregenttand,future?"“By.tge,§0pce'o£
public obinien, cofrectly taaght,»eitensiveiy spread,

and expressed with deliberate firmness,“ they declared.
"If the English public were 1natructed ag to the truth
and. justice of the eause,“ the committee predicted, ;it
:i;?weuld find advocates wherever there .wds & sense 0f. sorrow
. for. wrong done and cruelty. inflicted..‘. ?;,"xéur -

3,Committee oannot but congratulate themselves &and their
constituents on the recognition of the principles of the -
Aborigines Proteotion Society, whieh appears .more. and
Amore broadly en the face of the new schemes of. coloni-
zation, and already atrikingly contraats with- recent
periods."? So the Committee .envisioned the seoiety'
Aposition in 1040 o

Before many yéars had gonexby, however, 1t ap-

jpeafs that a~growing realization of the tenaoity and grim
determination of the opposing ferces began to dawn upon
.the members of the Committee. The ninth report dwells

at length upon the - difficulties faced, and the oon» .
tinuing euffering of the unfortunates first delineated in

lAborigines Proteotion Society, thrd Annual
-Re OI‘t, 18409 90 o .

albid, 36.




T U . - } ' N ' ‘ '
: s e C

4the-Buitoh‘parliameﬁtary iﬁﬁestigéfidnnof‘éjﬁgéd&é:bereﬁe;”
The reports exoited sympathy at home, the. Gommittee con~ o
tended, but they had a, difficult effect in the colonies.
"A: feeling of resentment is excited in any. colony, when .
the sufferings of its Aborlgines are held up -in the mother
country for commisgratipn,and:redressg;.¢"1' And_while
""thé socieﬁywackndw1¢dged‘Wgratéfuiiy”;the_gdqption1of.
measuree on-ﬁhé part oflﬁhé~coloﬂiél éfficé,ﬁ"in mény,
‘respects consonant with,the vieWs entertained by ‘the
'\society, many, many native rights were still violated.2~
Thus it is difficult to - 1solate the Society g .actual
temper in thess’ years, ' While delinedting tﬁese ais=
' couragements, they confessed also that the gevernment .
had been “second to ‘none in expresaion of frieqdly feel—
ings. toward the Aborisines, and in making provision for
their benefit. Nor was this the . only trlumph‘ "No
inconsiderable éortion of our public, ‘a sPOkesman for
the Society asserted,."has evidently participated in the
“same feeling; and the Oolonizing Companies, from their
own disposition, ‘and in accordance with public opinion,

‘have fq:med"gegulgtions,having mogg‘qr,less_grcongenial

1Aborigines Protection Society, in§ Annual -

2Aborigines Protectlon Soclety, Elghth Annual
Report, 1845, 2. ' .
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,oharacter.”} It would seem. the Society's verdiot on its
own effectiveness was mixed at thie time.

: Concluding the first decade of its existance, the
Aborigines Protection Society informed its adherents
regretfully that it could report no great triunph in 1ts
etriving, Yet, though the work was often “arduous and
'1discouraging," the Committee had not despaired.24 But
by 1850, the tone of the annual meeting appears to hdve
.been one’ of near frustration. The - prinoipal speaker,
.tpe,Reverend John_Burnett,,dwelt extensive;yﬂupon‘the -
| ehareoter-and‘inteﬁsity-of the,Oppesitioﬁ, scarcely
.alludiﬁg to”the sooietyfs”dwn poSiﬁive_eifortsﬂend'ao—‘
complishments. SﬁrOng personal asd séifsinterested
,reaeons motivated those who thwerted their humanitarian
efforts, the speaker stated, It arose.in‘fpoweriul
quarters, political and commercial._ 'The’press had |
1aunched assaults upon the society, Burnett complained,
but its motives were obvious. A great newspaper had .
many interest ‘to ‘serve, and not alone the disinterested
one of philanthrophy. Other. speakers decried “the

obliquy": heaped upon them, while the ‘more. optimistic
| s ‘\:Z-v‘-".'.qi'l»r" s ‘ ’ ) .

1

Ap endiz to the Seventh and i ht ‘Annual '
' R? orts of the ;ooriginee Protec tion Socie? (Eondon, 1846),
‘E‘?“‘“‘ |
' 2

Aborigines Proteotion Society, Tenth Annual
Report, 1847, 9. : .

T —
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took comfort in the fact ‘that the Society had aroused
enough sympathy to. proteot the Aboriglnee, as. well as
they had,t _ S '. e
Again, at the annual meeting of Mayy 1853 the :
same theme dominated. @ne distressed epeeker bemoaned
‘the taunts ‘and opposition of much of the. prese. :We are
-amiled. at, .he declared, though "the emile was almoet a
ileneer--in a, more 1mportant aeeembly than this. : Thie

~ireference wae apperently to the Commons, for his speech

| ?weo follewea by one designating the Society 8 opponents

more precisely.» “Legielators, who condemn Our pro-‘
ceedinge‘ are eo. eome by inherltance, some by election.
, and some, it mnet not ‘be: conoealed by corruption., -These
Society."a So the tone of the‘meeting was set.»

The. Cofonialw

: broached the problem of public indifference.-i“We must...nﬂ

admit that we are not K-y popular Society, and ‘that our. ob~

Jects take ‘Bo increased ‘hold..on: the public mind, although:-ﬁﬂv

-the. 0pportunity has of late years been certainly afforded

for popular support. L:Then, 88 1f to find eome consola-

tion, the anonymous writer deolared that it seemed clear

1Abori§inee Protection Society, Thirteenth Annual '

ReRort, 1850,

2 orifznes Protection Society, Sixteenth Annual
Re ort, 1853, o )

Intelligencer of the eeme year again‘

A




that the Society's labors passed unnoticed because “it is

not. in what it does, but in what it hinders from being

done, that its chn.ef inerit 1ies." By the mid-fifties,
the-greateet ooncern of the: Aborigipes.Protect¢on Society
seeMsjéofhefezbeenethe:generglvapathy.of the British

| publios? The i:ide or'?humanita'rien feeiing 'hed' tum'eé_.;"-
o'Obher problems had grasped the publio attention. For oﬁe_
thing Of couree. for the first time in a, generatien the a
- Britieh Army was aotively engagea in European affairs.

wThe age thae had made the Aboriginee Protecﬁion Society\ é
possible was. giving way. to a. different eras Bt411; in |

helping to awaken a senke . *"ngp on . the part of o

Englishmen for the primitive peoples of the empire, the

Society had helped pave the way for the charaoteristically .

British, policy ef imperial trusteeehip, ‘and had -indeed -

strengthened the notion that was in future generatione :

to be' termed the. “white man's burden.-v ' '
While the Bociety wee religiously oriented, it

aid display a variety of interests which also made lasting

contributions in eeveral fields of study. From its

olog; Intelligencer, IV (1853), 299.

aAborzgines Protection Society, Seventeenth Annual
Rego;t, 1854,,, iggteent Annual Repor’ lwi-n
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earliest days, a lively interest in various Telated
 activities is apparent. For example, frequent reference
was made’ to the Ethnological Society of Paris, whose
professed purpose was simply to study and diffuse infor-
mation on. primitive peoples.l In its early enthusiasm,
he Aborigines Proteotion Society founded 8 librery fer )
-the purpose of broadening public, knowledge of the natzvef
peoples-, and 1aid plans (ultimately unfulfilled) for a
museum of primitive culture. This interest, which might
- be seéen as an early contribution to the study of an- ‘
chrOpology, led the Soclety to arrange for a diSplay ‘of
aboriginal handicraft at the great Cryetal Palace exbibi=-
tien of 1851. L o
were not scientific 0%: geographical, the Colonial

Intelli encer on several occasions published material

which seems clearly to have aimeéd at pepularizing kncwledge
of the vest new areas of the world then unfolding . to the
explorer.' To oite enly a few examples, the . July 1850 |
issue. contained a lengthy description ef ﬁneﬁly

. lAborigines Protection Society, Se ond . Annnal,
Re ort, 1839; 25£L. Third Annual Regort S

: 2Aborigines Protection Society, Figst Annual
_22222, 1338g 4; _ggrteenth Annggl Rer ort, 1850, 7.
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discovered inland lake,: in Africa. For ﬁany years'ﬁhe
interior of Africa had been. considered a.vast, wasteland,
denoted on. mape as “the Great Desert. This was clearly

- not the case, The. author ventured the ‘hope that
Euroﬁeane.wpul&,not now;seekitheirJown interest to the
ex‘clﬁsio‘n of the -ﬂétives' in that ai"ee*.-i: A later issue
of the same year conteined the further materials regarding

”the discovery of the sources of the Nile.a This and
similar reperte, some deallns with papere read before
the Geographieal Society,&revealed still further the |
parallel interest of the Aborlgines Proteetlon Society
that made it more than simply a. wouldube ingtrument of
-spirituai conversion. The Society expressed these~:

| mnltiple intereets many times, but one example will '
‘enrfice%f Continning inroads by the Boers against the
Gape‘netives lea the -olo Ag; Intelligenoer te proteet
“not on political grounde, but in the interest of re- -

’1igion, hnmanity, and scienee.?j B :

By eny meane peesible, the Aborigines Proteetion'
ociety sought to remedy the injuetice which yearly
mnltiplied the suffering of the native ‘and threatened
his,very.existenee. When~humanitarieniemgcemmandedwleee

3‘0010111&1 Intellisencer, III (1850), 56f.f.
2rpia, 100. - S |
5001on1a1 Intelli encer, v (1853), 23,




attention, the Seciety 8 inability to interest the publlc
left its membership with an. 1ncreasing sense of defeat. -
Its numbers were never large, but the Aborigines,_
Protection: Society represented the noble asPirations of

a unique age‘in Européan colonization and expansion..
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COHAPTER IIT.
| mlsecmy FOR -m?mmxizlmm OF AFRICA. -

| The evangelical humanitarian concept of Empire A..
'l envisioned Eritain as the great defender of the native o

:-ﬂ-rapes whose vary existence wae threatened by the ex-l

"fploiting, expending European civilization._ Buxton and
hie followers wiehed to erouse the conscience of England '
”and the continent on behalf of prlmitive peoples. But
they did not make their appeal only at an idealistic .
level. Early Victorian economic thought pleced great
_-stress on the im@ortance of self—interest as a. motivating
tfactor in human behavior, and the evangelicel humani-
‘tarians were prepared to enliet this force in their | .
cauee. ‘Humane. and mundane motives therefore became oixed.:
,Philanthropy wculd be no less inviting because it also.
offered the proepect of economic returns. .
Nowhere is thie conjunction of what later empire-
builders described as phzlanthropy plus five per-cent"
mcre clearly illustrated than in Buxton s plans for- the
advancement of Africa, which led to the founding of the -
Society for the Civillzation of Africa in 18399 ithe..
publication of hie widely-read volume, ggg African Slave
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Qg_gg and 1%3 gggg_z, and the famous Niger Expedition of
1841. The trans-Atlentic sleve traffic was still exten-
sive in the 1830'8.‘ Although England had, ended her
slave trade in 1807 other EurOpean powers continued ,
their nefarious business, o . g :/ | :
Buxton firmly'believed that the slave trade 1n -
:Afriea must inevitably decline ee the volume of legihi—;
'mate trede rose. The premise wasg not original, but the'
'vigor with whieh he attempted te institute a system based
| upon it gave Buxton a prominence among humanitarians and
'gained official atﬁehtion. _" T Qrw‘,.f . 'Nu' G
| ” The Afriean Slave Trede and Its _ggggz was pub&
‘lished by Buxton 1n 1839 to publieize and popularize his
,viewe ‘on the efficecy of extending trade and commerce -
among the African natives. Hie suggestion for eending an
.'expedition to the Niger River for the purpose‘df initiating
itarians, elthough some doubted that the prodect was '
'practical. The Society for the civilizatzon of Africa
was formed in the same year, and received & valqable fl
hassistence in the royal patronage of Prince Albert who

presided over its general meeting in June 1840

I AN “ .
NP e ,\: .o

1Thomae Fowell Buxton, The»Africen slave ggggg‘t
gemegx (Lon&on, 1840) e e




",the nativeeg turningvthem from the sale of their brothers

?he Society laid plans for the Niger Expedition,
and. preparations went forward on a. 1avish scale through
1840 and into 1841.: Vessels and equipment deemed suffi-
cient for. a deepfpenetration of the river‘were acquired
with. gevernmental assistance. Buxton hoped. fhet a
luerative trade in palm 01l might be established with

B and:" proving en attractive area for European enterpriee.,

. In. Parliament some Opposition was expressed to -
the. scheme by theee whp. doubted whether penetratien of -
the Niger was pOssible to the extent that the plan re—
quired. Concern was veieed for the outlay”ef gevernment
funds whieh were likely to be wasted. if Buxten 8 enthu~
eiestie‘estimateeuof the expeditionvsipotentialg‘preved
wrong,®. But Buxton 'also enjoyed wide support, including
the'ceeﬁefetienief-suceeesive Colonial Seeretariesa 'Lerd'
Glenelg, a director of the Chnrch Mieeionany See;ety, had '
been very frlendly toward Buxton 8 scheme 1n its fermative ,f:
stegee, offering hie full eupport.. His _8UCCeBSOry Ler&
Normanby, was" equally helpful during hie brief menths -in
office.. Finally, Lord .John Ruesell, as Celonial Seeretany.
gave his assent to the . proaect, not:ng that it offered a

good chance ei.subetituting’“en.inneeent'enﬂjprefitable

Hansara, February 16,.,1‘ 1841, LVI. -692-702, |
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«cqmmeree"~£o§ the;evil"ﬁraffiethet had previously .
plagued, Afrida'r.]l. The Whig journalists staunchly backed
hiSrventure{egFIffEnglaedeégeetnpfhigg,_nothing will be
done. -I# tﬁefgevernmeﬁf &eee-nothing;_nothing willebe
done. asiitlsheulé'be. Prlvate adventurere, pursuing
their own ends 1n their own ways. cannot act largely
or systematically eneugh. ;;‘JQﬁa;_
- The middle decedes’of the nineteenth century
L,often heve ‘been’ called the hey-day of laissez faire.,;;
' However, humanitarian consideraticns sometimes led to the
"setting aside of laiesez faire, principles. “Amelioration
oz,the.workingxeogditiopsuofeﬂritieh.wpmenﬂand ch;ldxeﬂ
in faetOriGS~énaamlnes_reqnired?goYernmente1 ﬁEguletion
and supeﬁvis£Ongﬂlikewise the movement1£qr;the_proteeﬁion
and eivilizetieg”of the¢Empire!s?pativeee:,Both,desired.
an elteratidn;ei‘preaent pelicies Which:tended to oppress
and dehuﬁanize'ﬁhe:weék. ir the remedy entailed inereased
governmental activity, 80 it must be.,
This wae essentially Buxton S position, although

he had reservations about the extent. to which government

1Letter, Lord Jehn Russell, to Lorde Commiseienere
of Her Majesty's PTreasury, 26th December, 1839, in the
Appendix to Buxton, Memoirs, 555.,, § : ‘

2“The Expedition to the Niger,“ Edinburgh Re _;g,
LXXII (Oct. 1840-Jan. 1841), 477.. :
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could: safely be: used to- humanitarian ends. In. the Niger
Expedition, Buxton attempted to enlist econemic motivation,
and self-interest in: the cause of the African Negro! It |
was not shamefacedly. but frankly done. fo;cial
assistanee wae.to,beginvokeg only when absolutely. - °
necessary R SN .

Some evangelical humanitarians were bu31nessmen; .

'; some were net.~ The balance of these factors varied with
l3the individual. Buxton embo@ied both._ The repert of his
| seleot committee ef 1837. after delineating the results

of -the: exploitative, oppresaive colonization of the past,_
announced its intention of demonstrating that "the SN

.opposite course ‘of conduct, quite eside f:pmeagynnotign,
~°frduty;'was-truly~p:eferab1es’“AVmoréthiendly and humane

policy would préomove "the civil and commer¢ial interests
of Great Britaim ndo pg, the aborigines 1'eamied use'ful

trades and- became more industrlous, they provided both &
market and a source: of supply for nmsland.. The - committee
contended that. the native wars which frequently occurred

were calamitous because they interrupted the free flow ‘of .
2 ‘ : : '

trade.ﬂ..

L )
: s A

— 1“ R
Report of the Aborigines Committee L H.C S.P.
1837 VII, Se | '. o

_bié-' 739 74~_
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- The: theme ofjhnmoriterian idealismeis_egaig.agd
again accompanied by. the theme of. ecooomic45e1f+intereet
in the proaects undertaken by Buxton. It dis found 4n the
literature of the. Aborigines Protection Society. @n one
occaeion, Dr. Hodgkin, the Society'e honorary secretary,

.advised the parliamentary undersecretary for the colonies
~ thag the Government ehould ensure the adoption of the
"_most liberal principlee 1n commercial reletions with the ,
natives of the Empire. se that they would come to feel
and appreciate the advantages of a better systom of: ex-
change than they had previously enjoyed. Not only would»
the natives benefit, but Englend's trade would reap the .
'rewarde.; One of the Seciety'e early publications, out-
lining a prOpoeed system of legislation for the native
peoples within the Empire, reiterated the same theme-~-’
though the eyntheeie in chis inetance eeeme less

comfortable. SR

j ”Yes, on selfish, on sordid, on mere commercial

. grounds. (if such motives can be necessayry for.
Just legislation). ‘4t might bé demonstrated. -
that the acquirement of wealth and power;" “would
in the end bé . greater, and far more permamnent - .

 not only to.the individual members. of a ‘colony,
but to the country colonizingis ‘by.'affording .

_:political proteotion to the native inhebitante,

,7 ?March 27,

' 1838, Aboriginee Pr otion Seciety, gg the British
Colonization of New Zgaland (London, 18437" S1..

Append: . _ - _




ieeeurlng 6 them justiée.in their mutual
relations, and. dealing out to them with
the hand of - charity and Ghristian R
' ‘forebearance....”l‘ o
While Britain was extending her political and commerclal
relations rapidly, Englishmen must be careful net te _
.defrana thoee with whem they came in contact in an effort
- to grasp the werld's commerce. If commercial intercouree
between natiens was to proepect, it must be of reciprocalﬂ
benefit. When such an equitable course wes followed, | B
Britain weuld haVe the satisfactien of knowing that she
. was not only spreading civilization. religion, and the
' 2
Although the Society admitted the often unhappy
results of past commercial contaet between heathen and
EurOpean, it dﬂinot admit that such destruction was in-‘
, evitable.‘ Quite the contrary was true., Prier results
revealed only the 1ack of civilized behavior on our part.
Even %“the intereets of commerce" might have been developed

to a far sreater degree had they been under:“the restraints

1 o
Standish Motte, Gutline ofwa sttem of Legisl
tion, for Securing Protection to. the aberiginal inhabi-<
- Vants of all countries colonized by Great . Britain, 8X=
- tending them politicel and social rights, ameliorating’
their condition and promoting their ‘eivilization,.. Drawn
up on the request. of ‘the Comm;ttee of the ”Aborigines '
Protection Society," for the purpose of being laid befere
the government (Londen, 1840) , v

2Ibides 9,27,
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f religion and of" true civilizatzon.ﬁl. ,

Such consideratione were of course not original
with Buxton s immediate following Henry.Venn,-when
~Secretary of the Chnrch Mzseionary Society, is reported
to have declared that, “when a missionary has been abroad
, twenty years, he is worth ten,thousand pounds a year to
',Brivish Cemmeroe.2 The Committee of the Chnreh Missionary
_iSoczety approved the appointment of a consular agent of
{the Britiah Government to New Zealand (1833) “both E |

owatoh over our commercial interests...and, moro especially,
with a view of repressing the outrages and wrongs which
have heretofore ‘been perpetrated by British subjects, to

. a frightful extent.@} Becretary Coates indicated

leolonialllntelliwencer, v, (1853), 196..

| 23, N. Ogilvie, Our Empizo's Debt to Migsions'/Fhe
Duff ‘Missionary. Lecturee"_f92> ,“;ondon, 1§§3 0.2 loﬁ..

- 4 3Proceedings of the ‘Chur Miseiong;x Sooietifgggj
Africa and the East. ~Thirty-thi: d year, 1832 to 1833
{Tondon, 1833), 61; Adrne A,: Koskinen,. Missiona' Infiuence
ag a Political *actor 4in the. Paeif;g Islan aﬁ~‘elsinki, ‘
1953), 138, otates,...distinctly obsSE?EETE were the.
commercial interests revealed in. the. activities of -the.
Church Missionary Society in New. Zealand.,; Cn’ the other
‘hend Klaus E. Knorr, British,Coleni"«“The ries, ggo-l_gg,
with a forward by H. A: Innig, (lorontd,;l944), 3

- marks, "the missionsaries who wenb out to convert native
tribes in the Pacific areas were not the allies of .
tr:gers and colonists. Their sole motive was relmgious
ze A , : ﬂ A ,




tha£7ineofar*ae ohe Church-Miseionary;Society was cons_
'cerned its efforte undoubtedly forwarded ‘the spread of
civilization and education, and in consequence of this
must certainly ‘hdye the "same beneficial consequences .
with respect to commerce."; | o | |
| Buxton wae 80 eure ef the euperiority of every

’-iaspecﬁ of European culture over African culture and that

the native would adopt a Victorian attitude toward wealth,

thrift, hard work, and eelf—improvement 1f only he were
,shown the benefits, that he determined to. provide a.
a graphic illustration through the Society for African
Givilization and the Niger Expedition."
' In keeping with the widely announced convicticn
‘cf the miseioneries and the professed champions of the .
aborigines, the 1eesone of European economics along with
his ability to 5rasp the teachings of Christzanity.
?roceeding in this vein, Buxton atated: | L
| e 4 do not dream of attempting to persuade the
+African, by appealing merely to his reason or .
his conscience, to renounce: gainful guilt,
and to. forego. ‘those inhuman pursuits. which
gratify ‘hig ‘eupidity, and‘ supply his wants.
. the. appeal we. have:made.is.to his-

interes s, and when his passions are enliste&
. on our side, there is nothing chimerical in

.l"Report of the Aborigines COmmittee," n.c S, P..
1836. vn, 510. S
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the hope that he may be brought to exohange
slendexr profits. with danger, for abundant
mgain, ‘with. security and peace.1 R

.- This- baeie assumption was. eLtirely 1n keeping

'with early Victorian economic ideaehof the value. of en-

lightened self-interest to :the general welfare.: The

native, through practioal eduoation, should be shown the :
uprightnees of Britains intentionsﬁin establishing eon~-
tact with him¢1 Only experimentellyteeuld the Afriean ‘be
eonvinced that hie own beet 1nteresbs were %0 be served
by engaging in the legitimate ﬁradelof the produots of

‘Afrioa 's soil instead ef in the slave trade which offered

only a: "miserable" return at infinite ceet in suffering

end strife. Buxton belleved that slave labor was,. less»

-effioient then free labol, and thatlnot“ only the African
.'chiefs who engaged in the t:affio. but the. eoonomic system-
based on- slavery euffered. SlaVerywwee R0t . only a orime

but a blunder.a,t'

Gnce the potentiale of Afriea were known, private
1nit1ative could be employed to deve10p the region 8
©COoNomy Farms and fasétories oou1d|be eetablished to :
produce goode for . .exchaenge with Brmtain's produots. To.

launch such & project ‘however, .seveﬁmenm assistance

!

1Buxton, Slave Trade and ege z, .
ZBuxton, Slave Trade and Bemody, 8-10.
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was clearly. needed;f“In-ifs early'sééges-privaxelendeeyeur
nust work in partnership with gever&ment._'Eaeh had a
rightful partm In., distinguishing their respective areas,
however, Buxton was not eutirely clear._ At times: he
designated proteetion and preservatﬂon of peace as
gevernment's enly tasks, but.at others he asserted that
it sheuld establish strategic basee and strengthen its
naval forces in Africa in- erder to tiwart the slave
trade of- foreign powers. Olearly, however. where private
initiative waa poSsible. At was te be left in suoh hands.1
Buxton believed the educatio?al task should be
Jeintly shared by ‘the: ‘several. miseio?ary societies by
mntual agreemant, under the protecting aegis of the
Society for the Civilization of Afriéa., The réligioua
~ and. moral education of the African séould accompany their
' industrial and ecenomic education. Africa eould be
rescued “by the Bible and the plough“”2 R T
Fulfilling the, role that Buxton and hie evangeli~
- cal humanitarian follewers believed Was her 8y Britain |
"should take the 1ead in opening Africa to tra&e and in-
dustry, but ‘she mnst pledge that she: sought no special
- favors for herself in that continent ,gpeqigicallya -

S
oA
|.

1Bux‘t:en, Slave Trade and eme x, 8, 519.
2Buxton, Slave Trade and Remed i 451, 483
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’ Britain should deny any attempt £6 .prcsﬁ'de special

:privileges for her subjects, to esﬁablish any customs
systems; or to otherwise disériming%e against other
natmonalg., The ., scheme involved ao. %onopolies and ne. ..
plans of‘conquest.f If @ther natioqg”emulated Britain'
example- and participated in, legitlmate trade with

‘ ‘Africa, it would only advance the objects of the .

;Hhumanitarians., Buxton was:, advocating a, policy of . free
. 1 " |

 trade for Afriea. . ﬂg;,iﬂn,” ,”¢Q,f”gh4d e

Buxton was, quick to dispel ?ny 1dea that his
project for. Africa involved any. formaluimperial ccmmlt-‘
ment; of the uort which- in. the paat had%proved 80, unsatis—

.faetory. There weg to. be 2““'9 etition of the course;-

' erected in Africa. Eis concept of Britain's relatiens
’bhere conform closely to the. notionaof informal empire .
that some recent scholars have usedqto describe early 5_
Victorian attxtudes on: the subject.?‘ ﬁWhatﬁig;tgej, |
value: 10, Britain ‘0f the .._.as»xerﬁmgxh °fa ?éwezwd?é@ .

1Buxton, SlaVe Irade: and. eme AFy, ¢ 443. -

, 2John Gallagher-and Ronald ﬁobinson “The =
Imperialism of Free Trade," Economié Histo;x Review,
Seéond Series, VI (1953). lff.' on "‘_a,_ L




YT ST

square miles,“ Buxton asked,

¢ o ¢@8 compared with that Bf bringing forward
into the market of the worlg millions of -
customers; who may be taught to grow the raw
materials whiéh we require,| and who require

the manufactured commoditiqs which we produce?
The ome is a trivial @nd insignificant mattery
the other is a subjeet’ worthy of the mogt v
anxious solicitude of the most accomplished
statesmen.l R

U'

It is clear thab an, important and central premise

'\of the evangelical humanitarianism 1ay at, the base of

Buxton '8 scheme for Afrioa. Economic affairs had imp

g}portant implications for the. programs of the friends of
" the aborigines, and economie forces“might be sanctified
1to ‘their holy purpeses., Mixed motives were not a sign of

hypocrisy. The prineiples npon which Englishmen should
deal with the dark continent might be economic er ,
benevolent, direeted exclusively toqurica s\benefit. or
ningled with a view to their own interests.' %uxton

xplicitly stated that he thought. they might properly

be comblned. The merchant, the phi%antropist, the patriot,

and the Ghristian eould all agree on the. -value of a
legltimate and unimpeded commeric&al relationship between

lBuxton, Slave Trade and ‘Reledy, 453, 454.- The
Edinhgggh Review,reported that a.storm of_ protest had

broken out-in the "merchantile commmnity“ over the degree
of governmental interference which had taken place in the

Niger.,  This faction denounced . the 'intermeddling of

Government in matters which would prosper far. better

. without its aid."  "The- Expedition to the Niger,"

Edinburgh Revieg EXXII (Oct. 1840~Jan. 1841), 456.




.nyés

ﬁEngland and: Africa.1=§""" S SRR ,
When Sir Robert Peely’ 1nspired by the principles |

'of free trade, reduced all duties - on raw materials in

ftariffso“ "I look &t it asiab eveyﬁh

‘rieé; and:. many~eeher things,wcan hardlyéggglq§a~be% RS
productive: of" benefit Tor: us.“z | ;. SEE ,
L'ffaa The ‘Niger Expeditien set out for the, unknown g
‘regions of Wést Africa in 1841. Within - few months

idiqaster~stru9kgr';»waﬁ.-;

 year. Buxt

.excoriated¢

Memoirs, 567.”7_1” ap) _
of party, T he ﬂhigs vigerously denoun'
- reforms, cOmp .ng ‘that the: Prime Minist
.sbolen the Whig's program, - -

:.had‘indeeé" B




the philanthropy of those who had proposed alleviating
Africa's. natives in this manner was widely dlscredited‘
Critics blamed. over-optimistic estimates of the. effieacy
of. legitimate trade for the project's failure and accusedr
headstrong and proud humanitarians of faulty appraisal

of" the size of the task.;z In 1843, the
Civilization of Africa was disbanded to:

fciety for the
Tie)satisfaction
of Buxton s opponents who took it as eviﬂénce that the
 days of Buxton s power were in ealipse. He died two |
 years later, his dream of assisting African natives by
teaching them the possibilities of 1egitimate commerce
and making Englishmen aware of the benefits of honorable
and peaceful relationships with the African still un-’-
fulfilledc Cel T ' |

lnerman Merivale, Lectures on Golonizaticn and

Golonies (exrord, 1928), 311.




the "Imperialisa

*:ﬁEHE‘EVANGEbicshaHEMAﬁlﬂARI#N&AS};M?ERIALIST .
Missionary imperialism is a term that has been
widely employed to descrlbe the aspects of missionary

endeavor that, on many occasions, entailed the trans-

planting of what was considered 8 superier upon an in»

e ferior culture. It is instructive to examine ‘the pos1~

"tion taken by Buxton and his followers on this issue.

Were they missionary imperialists? .
It might be ssid at the outset that if ons . means ]
by imperialism a.militant and sggressive seramble for the

areas of the earth's surface ‘not alreedy in European

. hands, then imperialism»smong the British evangelieal

humanitarians need hardly be considered. But if imper~
ialism may instead incorporate a gense: of mission, both
patrlotlc and religlous. which, if it was at times

reluétant to see the bounds of empire stretched was -at
least equally slow to concede to its shrinking, it will
become evident that such sentiments were certainly part

of their outlook.;_ In addltion, if one recognizes that

| lMorrell British Golonial Policy.
Peel and Russella 45, makes such a disting:
of Sir James Stephen.

..12 _E.A...f,
;ion regarding

d'
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imperialism may take other Jpaths. than formal annexation,l
many p091tiens taken by the evangelical humanitarians nay
be oonsidered imperialistic..'a,~r_‘;xﬂ.'
.. The. evangelleal humanitarxans did -not; always
agree : with each ether :on, imperial affairs.- Grganized
' evangelical humanitarianism was. not menolithlc. Although
 some lmportant officers of the. Churoh and Wesleyan
| Missionary Societies assisted Buxton "8 parliamentary
veommitteew‘although Buxton and many members of the ST

. Aboriglnes Protection Soclety were, reSpec ed members of

the missionary bodies, there was often & d

opinien among: them regarding eoloniel pellcy. EVeﬁﬂin—~
dividuals often failed to shew any great degree of . con~ e
sistency in their. positlons.

~A con81deration:ef~basic:imperﬁence~in'esseesinge
. the. attitudes of evangelical humanitarians on the. question .
of imperial exnanslen is. the fact. thst the deeade of. the

fmand settlement.

forties was a. time of inte?se 1mmigratio

One writer. has termed it e peried of "col nization ﬁﬁ»ls:

mania.“a The tide of 1mmigration, particularly to an areaf""“ R

R 1The mest recent and; welleknown work:on this toplc _
is Gallagher and -‘Hobinson, "Imperialism of Free Trade,2

Eeonomio HisterszevieWu Second .Beries,. VI (1953),

 2pped H.iBubohins, The Golonisl’
gratien Commiss Lon (Philedei—ﬁia, 19310 ¢

Land‘and Immi< Wi e T
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1ike New Zealand, was virtually impossible to stem. Tn
the face. ofeit-the'British Governmentoﬁas powerless;i- B
Thusy New. Zealand was annexed,. not in order to. form a
colony; . but, because the islands were in fact already

occupied by British settlers. Law, and order wss required.

And, besides this, the natives had'to be proteeted. This
“last. ooas;deration was probably thevmost important in

2

‘moving Britaln to olalm the region.p_}g]Ju{,gg¢g;¢3f“_;i

- These. conditions of necessity colored the view- .

point of many of the evangelical humanitarians on - the

.question of the colonies and the empiro. Some seem to
.,have accepted EurOpean expansion more gracefully than

‘others. For some itvwas a fact bo be reckoned with Fon

others it was to. be. rejected or 1gnored.}

one writer has suggested, certain of these missionary-

'minded hnmanitarians simply failed %o, grasp actual

conditiens.?a Certainly there was an, ambivalence among
the evangelical humanitarians upon, the question of -

Britain's relationships to her far-flung domalns and her

even more widely Scattered subjects.

PRI 4 Croe --_‘u.‘ ,;Ev...‘»."'-'» ;..:."‘.:,_-.:,' T e g e

’Zealand (London, 1927), 34.,.

1Johannes S. Marais, The Colonization of New

Slnolair. Maori Wars, l.,gw;bf,m' co

e S

3Marais, Golonization of New Zealand, 54.

Undfubtedly, as
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‘Buxton's: select committee of1836 and1857de-
voted. some et‘-e?’enﬁiﬂoh' to the problem, of "British expansions
The: tenor of much of . theé' missionary testimony displayed
-a’ keen: 1oyalty -to. Britannia. I colonization must ; gomey
then-let‘it-be English‘ But- evangelical humanitari&n
attitudes were not only defensive. There wns & positive

' pride: in’ Britain's world-wide domains.a The Church
Wissionary : oecretary might oppose: outright annexation of
an: area such: as New Zealand Jut: he; favored a, continued
-angd - increased influence over the pative: chiefs by the
Government: because of the: region 8 politioal importance.,
Mt ls unquestionably the key. to: India on the one hand
as. the :Cape ‘of Good Hope is on the other.“ﬁ And therefore,fn

Seécretary Coates concluded, L

I conceive ECE ‘to- be a matter of deep impor-
tance to thisg country to secure.a. friendly »
influence over ‘the chiefs, of New Zealand, and
the more becaunse I believe ‘that there is no

. doubt. that other. powers have at different
times contemplated obtaining’ ascendency in

. New Zealan& by . colonizing it.l

The report- of the seleot committee formulated something

-of a holding policy respecting Britain 8, overseas

conmitmentss | Having once acoepted the. respon91bility

: givensher.by-&od,ﬁﬁgitgin.eoul@ noo,snengonwneg,onarges,

l"Report ‘of -the Aborigines Committee," H C S P.,‘
1836, ViI, 519.
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Englishmen could not doubt that their office was to carry-
.oivilization and hnmanity abroad.l_ Tho motivation was

religious, the conclusion meant the retention of Britain'si

colonies;. - For the evangelical humanitar*an T‘"omsiélex'zad;ion'

of. the. native camo first.  Hig. Spirit“”L

3¢ 6 min ‘ . ;The chief . purpose. of'the
.‘gmlssionaries and their sympathizers was not $he - aggrandis-
ﬂ~;ment of:the: British Empire, but. rather the %ullding of the'
'."Empire of Christ."2 It was. not their'intention that
ncolonization should follow evangellzation of! ‘the: native,
aau$n~thexc@sesa£uthe_Maqrixabyteif‘it;@1d~thoy,tquscom~
fort, snd some pride; im the fact that 1t wes English,’

| The Aborigine s-..._F#o-t?,e'zﬁionf Saﬁetywas algo, deeply
convinced of Ergland's solemn obligations and weighty .
reSponSLbiliﬁiosﬂéprqsg;ﬁno,gaéq:oifthgfélbbogxgﬁyﬁéhé
ve:y~natﬁre1§£»i$sninté?a§$ég;theanboris$nééz2péﬁé¢ti¢n'

n l"Report of ‘the Aborigines Committee;" g_ggggg&,

1837s VII, 72, B L A R -
20311v1e, @ur ggpire 8 Debt to Missions, 26.“

One recent authority . maintains that_althougw “the early
Pacific missioneries might have. been “consclously Working
in favor of..their own: country, " hone_. - thi
of . themselvesfas founders of a British. acifi Empire.
W. P. Morre11f=Britain in the Pacific Islands. (Oxford,

e 5H. C. Fanoourt- The Advance of the Missionaries:
Bein the Expansion of the Church Misslonary oclety -
,Miss on South of the g_z of Islands.'~ic =1840 (Wellington,
N.2., 193@77‘1"@ T
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So';:"ifet-y ‘was’ committed to an 1outwg1§d-;-liiookinig'v'-via'o‘li.cyl of -
British dominionﬁﬁﬁmhe‘firet<réso1utionwof the first

annual meeting of the. Soeiety demonstrated ‘this.: There .
it was. unanimously carried thati o

%**_Gontemplating the vest extent of the Colonial
Dependencies of Gresat Britain, with the ime-.

.- portant influente:for good or evil. necessarily
'exercised by them over the Aboriginal tribes:
-in’or near these. dependencies, this . meeting

_ rejbieee in the 'formation of a Society having
St for e speolel object 46 wateh ovef ah. protect
the 1nterests of the natiVee. LI .

'Buxton, made his concept of;Britain'e role'.

among natlons even more explieit. Britain had been en-.'

trusted with Chris}ianity and it was her national duty to

‘relieve the sufferings of the oppressed races of the world.

Although England's past had many blemishes upon it re- 1l
speoting her treatment of the native pe0p1es of, the Empire,
policies in the future.‘ Thus, Buxton called on all o
Christian nations to join in a concerted effort to elevate
the aborigines.f But if they aid not, Britain must under-
take the task alone.a, .l‘ ‘]' o Vf’_

For the followers of Buxton, aote of: injustice to

native p90p1es was not only un-Christian, they were

1Aborigines Protection Soclety, First Annual

Re ort, 1838, 5¢3w=

2Bux§oh }Slave Trade and Bemedx, 272, 513, 528.

\
. ‘\
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ﬁn’-Engli.»shbl-_ ~For: the. Aborigines. Protection Society,:
suppobt ofﬂité:ohgegﬁiyes;displayeduthéfsoqn@gét

' patriotlsm,ap.,.

The patriotism of the evangelical humanitarians -

became:most pronounced when the- native peoplas in the.
environs .of Britain's colonles were threatened by. foreign

igﬁerventien. The Aborigines Protectien Society 1ooked

cial expansion in: West Africa. . Acknowledging that. the ..

. introduction of commerce could become;an-instrument’of.

civ1lizatlon, iv expressed doubt about _the French venture

because of that country! 8. record An. the Sudan.3 In New

Zealand also, the prospect of French settlement moved the

evangelical missionary forces to press Britain\lnto taking
the steps neoessary ‘to prevent the lOS$ of the islands,

1Aborigines Protection Society, Ninth Annual N

'Regort, 1846, 25,

2Colonia1‘1ntelllYencer, IT (1848), 136. The‘

'Church Missionary ‘Society closely identified- Christian

conduct with patriotism. "The true Christian ‘must be a
Patridte.., - Ho will strive, to.8 ctify ‘her ‘wealth, her
commerce, her influence o, e e that his: native land might
become the Evangelizer of the world. Chnrch Missionary
8001ety, Proceedlngs. 1840-1841, 25, .. o o

3Abom.gines Protection Society, Fourth Annual
Re ort, 1841, ll.. ; .

| with[divideﬁ,fgelings.upon»xh?~pnospecx~gfgﬁxeneh¢Q9mmer~»‘
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and “their- natiVe population, 1

to a. foreign power;"
Lo Pap more the obJGCt of. evangelical humanitarian
condemnation were. the South African .Butch,.
for ithe Engllsh missionary had a lengthy- background.? ‘The
elimax of Boer discontent with English domination which
-resulted in: the Great Trek of 1837 correspends roughly

with the zenith of evengelical humaniterlan 1nfluence dn

| England.: This: migration of. the . Cape Butch wae in. large

Co measure a- reaction agdinst’ British ideas of government, x

religion, end social relatione.3 . But the Trek:- did Bot
give them &: free hend in thelr own affairs or afford them
any relief from the watchful eye of the English humani-
terians who. watéhed: their tI‘eatment of the African native
w1th care. L

cerned with the peril in which the aborlgines beyond Cape
Oolony Were placed-by theremigration of the Boers._ It
céalled: for the extension of British control beyond.the

lﬁansard, 1842, LXII, 499, |
2Horks such as the Revs Dr. .John. Phllip,

Researches on South Afrida aroused Boer animosity for

their ogfticism ofF Boer eonduct towerd the natiVe._g.q -

" 33, Holland Rose, A. P. Newton, Ei A, ‘Benians,
ede., ggg_Cambrid”e,Histoﬂ- of the British gggire,

- Boer animosity_.




Report; 1838, 23,

Report, 1841, 15, 16,

Report, 1843, L4, 15,

75

frontier in defense of . the natlve tribes.1 Later, the J
Society addressed appeels to Lord John Russell Secretary
of State for War and. Colonies, drawmng hig attention ‘to
the ”destruetive inroads"-of-the ‘Boers among ‘the blaoks~
to the northeasgt of the Cape.2 When reports arose. that o
Britain might annex .the region, the’ Aborigines Protection‘
Society supported such a move because Brltain would again :
Gontrol. the Boers,5 anﬁ upon tho annexations of Natal in-

'y

1843, the Socieby expreeee& satiefaction..;~@l_y‘;

policy of withdrawal was therefore reversed in the oase
of Natal with the approval of the Aborigines Protection
Society. ~'. L L

When British ennexation did not prevent continuing.

»Boeﬁfenoroaehmenb;ppon.tbelnative.tribes.;howevert theu

'Seciety'resumedﬁiﬁeléémP%ai#tef:wﬂewgngﬁiye,tribes.wene

threatened by;ﬁhe,ﬂhfeh seﬁtlers;;and}Britiéh,proteotidn-'
must. be ‘éxtended to them. - "Into what the Caffre now is,
his kinsman, th_e Zoolah, may eventuslly be transformed,".

lAborigines Protection Society,fFifeﬁ Annual -

P 2Aborigines Protection Socieby;fEitfects{ II

3Aborigines Protection Soeiety, ?6ﬁ¥tﬁ'Ad§ﬁel

"4Aborig1nes Protection Society;”Sixﬁﬁ‘Annual




N Re ort, 1844, 1720,

7.

'it*warne&i;.3In9ubeequent;yearsy:as ehe“Boere;pushed;into»
the QranévaaijithéiSOQietyﬂﬁeéried'the."papigeggndfslauéhﬁ
' ter” thatwthey~wreaked“upen=the~aberigines.2 ‘Additieﬂal
indignation was stirred- by the -continued interference of
the Beers with the ‘work of ‘the English missionaries.a-.

A patrlotic conviction of Britain's meral supériority:
could.: ea311y lead te an expansionist legic ‘which watched
the.: expansien of the Empire with eatisfactlen. :

.. The Aborigines Proteetion Soeiety was :not alWays

enthusmastic about the extenSLOn of empire. Jealous of,

| natlve lanﬁ holdings, the Society 0pposed the continnation
of white settlement in the Grange River Sovereignty 1d
f1852, but the prospect ef Britieh withdrawal from the

region raised even greater consternatien. In defining

its concept of British-eommitment in- the region,.thev

'Seciety came- close te the principle of trusteeship., Aw

gainst the EuroPean settler, the native required the, pro-
tection . ef the Britieh Government . Bgip$§gﬁ;ew<§ndu

lAberigines Pretectien Society, Seventh Annual

2Colenial,Intelli encer, IV (1852), 161. By the
Sand River Convention of January 1852, the. independence
of the Transvaal was recognlzed, largely because its
distance from the. Cape made any-other course. impossible.
The : Pransvaal Boers were also the most: intransigent of

‘the South African Dutch.

3colon1a1 Intelligencer. Iv (1855), 212.{

o




*pfetectidn-Was:neede&;rthereferefBriﬁish'30vereigﬁ£i mﬁst'
be‘refainéd; But such’ sovereignty must be exereised "only
for the well-being of -the 1nhabitants.1 e

< In Australia ‘and New Zealand, ag in, South Afrloa,
the-abidlng‘preblem fer-the'evangelical humaniﬁarian was R

the - manner 1n which British 1ntervention on - behalf of

. the native might be effected Without eompremlsing his in-

dependence, or threatening his eontinued existence by

 the influx" ef European eelonists which., was enceuraged o

by the establishment ef order. If the’ reign of . Britxsh

order was needed in Afriea) -4t . was equally necessary at

the antipodesan,ﬁow could-the»benefite;of,institutiens--

be-extended-yitheutjéneou:sgigg'the.¢Q§3?¢$;O£"white'an&4

native Whieh~ha&”béeﬁ-so"afsasterouS“in the past? .. = -
The spekesmen for the evangellcal missienary

societies adoPted rather ambiguous positlons on the

question;s Particularly in the €esé of. ‘the - New Zealand

Maori,_the.missionariesfweulé;heve‘ppeﬁenreé\enuexelesive

B lAddress of. the Aborigines Protection Society to

the, Duke of Newcastle Secretary of State for Colonies
/as of December, 1852/ printed in Colonial Intelligencer,
IV (1853), 226,  In the instance of the Orange River - .’

Bovereignty as in.the case: of Natal, the . British. Govern=

ment only reluctantly‘extended control after Sir Harry:

Smith had initisted the expansion. soon after hig appoints.

ment as.Governor. in. 1847.- A véry.recent and detailed .
study of the questlen ‘is- found An,- John S, Galbraith,
Reluctant Em iret British 'Policy on:the South Africsn

Frontier, 18 854 (Los. Angeles, 19637" 22 ff.




contacts The natural attraetiveness and. obvious capacities
for: development whioh the. Maori demonstrated madée him a -

_ spéeial’ object of. their solioitude.“ In 1835. the. miesion- |
aries -of: New Zealand were instrumental An. the adoptiOn
of a- Declaration of Independenoe by many of. the New ’
Zealand‘tribosmen., The Church Missionary Society supported‘
this step; and denied the 1egality of - any annexation ‘

| proposals ae a. violation of . the- principles of . internation—

;l:al‘law@'-Itwadvecatedg-however;‘the-delegation-of“more

autherity and 'power to & British. resident 4n the 1slands '

80 that . British influence might be inoreased to the bene—

fis of the native. British influence would provmde an

effective restraint upon the exploitative practices of
the white, but it would also contribute to the moral,

Social, and! religious improvement of the native.';ln,\

- short; while the. Ohuroh Missionary Society denied England
the right to make New Zealand ,a. formal. part of the Empire,
it in31sted that “the. benefits of British civilization be.

. ettended . to- the New Zealander.l L ' :

' As the influx of settlers continued. 1t became

evident to the New Zealand missionary interests that this

1Testimony of Dandeson Coates before ‘the select
committee of 183%6 -on Aborigines and before the. select
committee of 1837-1838 on New Zealand... "Report of
Aboriginés Committee,™ HiC.8.Ps, 1836, VII, 510<512;
"Report of New Zéaland Committee," H.C.S. P., 1837—38,

XXT, 74.
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type .of .. informal influence would not insure Britain'
moxal}dominanee'; The threat of: foreign colonization
made formal aﬁseaation ‘ecessary; 80 missionary-officials
sought the best means of. bringing it about while pre— :
serving the 1argest«degree of native independenoe. In
January 184®, Colonel William Hobson was sent out by the

| British government to negotiate tho cession of sovereignty
'by the New Zealand tribes. The Churoh Missionary Society
played 8 prominent role in the consummation of . Hobson 8
.efforts.l The natives were guaranteed pessession of" their
lands,, and were assured all ﬁhe rights of British subjectsi
in return for ceding the sovereignty of the islands 6. |
the Crown. The Church Missionary Society had dec1ded to
abandon its policy ‘of non—annexation because it came $o
realize that the sort of influenée it had envisioned, by
which tribes might have been brought to recognize "g sort
.of proteotorate." while preferable, was not oossible.2 .

- Ag the Ghurch Missionary Society viewed the Waitangi
annexatioa,enea;andeg.property.had-been‘trassferred.from

‘the native.. . British influence, had ,bee,x__i., ,,assujr.ea aoxginasoe

, lCh.urch Missionary Society, Prooeedings, 1839-1840,
87. . |

2Testimonyof Dandeson Goates before the seleot
committee of 1840 on New Zealand, "Report of the New
Zealand Committee,? H, C S, ePuy’ 1840, VII, 538-541,
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to'the exelusion‘of“any other Eufopean power: The New
Zealand native had ¢chogen to. come under British deminance
ogﬂthei:‘own will, and'they,had_eurnende;ed no rights,
Spokesmenffen“the ether enangelical miseiOneny‘bodies
presented the .same . general interpretation of the form any
British annexation must take.1 {ﬁ:“\«;q

' The Aborigines Protection;Society Was naturally
: deeply involved inm. the- agonizing prob&em of the nature of

s Britaln '8 relationship with these native: territories.

-Shortly after the annexation-of New Zealand, the Soeiety

reviewed, not without serious qualms, %he:. fashlon in
which it. had ‘come, about. New Zealand after being
\recognized as independent,e had been subsequently

- l"Report of the New Zealand Oommittee," H C S Poy
1840, VII, 5@2, 503, 513, 514, . Questioned on this matter
before Buxton's committee of%-836, 1837, most. missionary
spekesmen had only the vaguest notiong of how .such . .
annexed areas were to: be administered, .. Soms. admitted .
that they: oould see little possibility of extending .
British order withéut making: ‘such”areas outright Brltish
'possessions.' "Réport of theé Aborigines Oommittee,
H C S Po’ 1856’ VII’ 64" 65’ 98’ 999 2046 :

, 2In 1835 the muoh-ridiculed Deelaration of
Independence was drawn aup. ‘between various Maori chiefs
with the aid of the migsionaries.. . Together with the.
national flag and other external . emblems of . sovereignty
‘this tribal nation . presented a, farcical ‘picturé indeed .
among peoples who' scarcely comprehended the éntire affair.
The so~called United Tribes of New Zealand--eome thirty
in Adumber«=was’ surely visionary. 8ee Ki L: P. Martin,
_Missionaries and Annexation in’ the Pacific (London, 1924),;

55-
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'celonized by Englishmen. The'. British government had for
a, time wlthstood this “irr;gular colonization" and had
refused to give "any official sanction“ Yo its. Batb - at,i
‘1ength New Zealend waseproclalmed a: colony when it. be-w
came'; clear that British abstention in: the- region en~*
dangered 'che interests of. eelonist and:: nat:.ve alikee e
'The,erucial questiens’e£~land'acquieltion and-native-"-ﬂ
rights remained unsolved, se it was the Seclety s pur~f'
pose "to secure a measure of mercy ‘and. justice to. thatjm

people."lb”.'

e Lo

Nor wag: the Aborigines Protectien Society PQée -
assured in the following years with respect o the ;
acquisition of New Zealand @overeignty Witheub examin-
ing the merits of-the grounds -on which England acquired

New Zealand,.. the assumptien ef severeignty ”by ‘any. power-'

ful and civilized nation,r,ver any ether ”independent |
people, 1ess pewerful and enlightened, ‘or.- even barbarlan“'

" could only be defended on the "broad basis of censolidat—

';;Aing the general welfare of manklnd by promotmng the grand

ebjeets of civilizatlon.- Immediately the natxve races
failed. to benefit from such a reletionship, no. Justifi—

cation was: possible.? Eere ef course is the notion of

) 1Aberig:mes Pretection Society, Extracts, II
_(1841), 49, . . ' _ .
20010nia1 Intelligencer; I (1847), 98-99.
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: trnsteeship'agein{ “And by this norm, .in the'view of the
Aborigines Protectien Seciety, .the British acquisition of
:New Zealand did not measure up well. ' |
The Society found little to commend the. advice
~ of those. English residents of New Zealand who had called
,fe;:annexation~-inclndingathsgmnny,missionaries,wnose '
fonigineliposibion{hadTEsvored the recognition of New . .
i'Zeéiand aé“en‘indEﬁendenn“na%iOn. If. the contrived
'reeognition of independence had proved. inadvisable, the:%”"
subsequent assnmption of sovereignty could no ‘more be
oondoned in the Society s view. The . Society believed
.-that between the recognition of independence and theﬁ”f
assumption of sovereignty many of the missionaries. whe
had come to support the latter, had "imbibed the mania
for land-jebbing, and thus had sought “to render their
estateés marketable under ‘the proteotion of British power
and laws." Had the missionaries upheld their sacred
trust, miuch greater pOTtlQHS‘Qf:the eporiginsi wprld '
anld hevevbeen‘ﬁresefved‘"nnder.the gﬁ£ﬁi§°?»°fithe-
AngloeSaxon faée;ﬁ_ Nevertheiess;-the”Aborigines'Pnotection
Society gave its qualified assent to the method employed
- ab Waitangi.; “When the British Government did assume the
sovereignty [—f New Zealand7 it was Wise, as it Was a -
Christian policy, not to usurp pewer. but to acquire it




1nathegcenfiéeno95and;afioct;on;of;xhe:peopleg"lg\ihe
.Society'S'pOSition7on the entire questiOn»of“the-extenaﬁ.
sioén:of British sovereignty is summed up- in the following-
werds. - 91E possession of territory, or an extension of
sovereign power be. our object, it must ‘be based upon
natural justice; which is 806 comprehensive in. its S
nature, that - it embraces in 'its scopey alike the rights
of an. individual o a. nation, the_title¢to‘gessession of
an acre or:of & continent.“? :Ajrgi ;~n~“mj§g‘4;,:;ip~o
It would seem: ‘that:. during the entire decade of
the: 1840 s the evangelical humanitarians were. wrestling—-
either. consciously or unconsciously--with the. -problem of -
.defining a. type of sovereignty which ‘would fulfill their |
purpose of protecting the aborigines Without further,
.Among. the‘M¢&:

0pening ‘the floodgatesvof~colonizatio?
witnesses before Buxtcn 8. Committee, there was evidence

" of unoertainty as to whether sovereignty oould be divorced
: from outright possession. Some, . of course,‘d;d not think

deeply enough about ‘the. matter- to realize the problem
existed. And oertainly no clear position emerged £from

: 1Colonial Intelli‘encer, I (1848), 205, . While
concurring in the ‘Waitangil Treaty,. the Aborigines
Protection Society:certainly showed a remarksble inde=
pendence .of the’ missionary bodies in its. criticisms of
the annexation policy in general..;qfnm.. LI

2Motte, Outline of a zstem of Legislation, 9. h




‘them. ‘Toward the:end bf~the'decaae"in'which‘the'Treaty

of: Waitangi was drafted the. Aboriglnes Protectlon Societydu.An'w

sbill iqeisted on'the possibility of a distinction.*rxn
facty. the Society claimed a. growing acceptance beyond
‘humanitarian ranks for its pcsition.: The-distinction 4%
made was . of" this sort. The British crewn had acquired
a "simple magisterial" Jurisdiction and not a‘"territorial"
aurisdiction in New Zealand.x The right of property had
‘not been attained “in the soil by virtue of the royal
prerogative.; The Treaﬁy was . binding on both the New
Zealander and the Englishman, each party possessing A
peculiar rights"'whlch could not be "infrlnged“ without
"giving to the injured a oonstitutional remedy n o |
Specifically, the natives retained "a right of pr0perty
in the Whole soil."_ As for the Crown, beyond its o
.magisterial Juriedlction, it held a. right of preemption~—
a right of first purchaee on any portlons ef land sold by'j"“
.the natives.l Whether a distinetion between magisterial
and territorial sovereignty in fact exléted, the |
Aboriglnes Protectien Society, in seeking to reeoneile
their. expanding protection with the staéus Qquo so far as

1Colonial Intelli‘encer, II (1849),,163. Later
the. Bociety became extremely critical 6f the government
right of preemption which worked, according to its
spokesman, a hardship on the natives. '
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éolonization'Wésggggcarqeﬁ;,QlaimQ&Qiﬁ;és:a;vdlid;~

‘,principle. ¢ﬂ5ufﬁ;;.

- The: Treaty of Waitangi was. labeled ‘& missioaary
1

.dqcumgnt,py,itg,pp@enentS¢+'and certainly it marked a
‘high point in*bhéir:influence. The. Beitish Government
. .and the migsionary. secieties accepted the necessity ef

'annexation»in~the:faee~o£ inereased-Eurepean—emigration -

te the antipodes and meunting foreign interest in the

region. - Hebson 8- instruetiens from the Colenial Office

,therefore read: "the necessity for the interposition of -

Govérnment. has.become tee evident: %o admit of any further

' Zealaﬁd fromf¢8@- to 1844.(London!_}8&,‘

inaction¢?a ks faulty as the Waitangi Treaty might appear'
te the evangelical humanltarians in retrespect, “theéy -
supportea it because 1t represented the free cencurrence
of the native peoples of. the region; They had reaehed ouﬁ
for the protecting aegis of $he British Empire. Briﬁain 8
role must be selfless. ‘ e . '
| The economic ané poliﬁical value of the Empire
was increasingly questioned by many peoPIe in the middle

. ‘ -

lEdward Jerningham Wakefield, Adventuresri‘hﬁé"

. SRIBAND ' Sy
S . v

; 'ianobson,
aof W ;tanuj; “How.

cited in D,
New Zealand Became a Britisﬁ?ﬁolo

Flymouth, N. Zi, 195 8)y 71.' g
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.third of the ninete-ent'h‘ centurys But the followers of

aBuxton could not conclude their evaluation 6f the Empire’

",

P

there. - The returns to England in terms of prestlge, N
POWEYDy, or~treasure ‘were only secondary consideratiens.‘f
The . Emplre was. to: be . a harber for,the oppressed natiVes.
énd. its role ceuld not be- abandoned lightly. In this-
sense, ‘the Aborigines Pretect'"nfSociety and its ads

*herents were missionary imperialists.?“Hfﬁf**fﬂ?-**

2 LYy
PR 11
\;\ ]
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PROTECTING NATIVE PEOPLES

_ The evengelioal hnmanitarians were 0pposed to the
Aextension of British influence unless it could be. made te
serve the welfare of the native. They favored the ex-'
'4tension ef British law as leng as its benefits were cen-
'ferred equally on all British subjects.[ Its guarantees
must be extended te the aborigines; itslrestrictions must
Te.. applied to the European in his relations with them.,
Their attitudes toward the spread of British influence,
'British 1aw, and the British flag, affected their outleok
on the question of colenizatien. In those decades when
the stream of emigrants flowed Adn. unprecedented numbers
to the far-flung regions of the earth, the missienary
.bodies, the Aborigines Protection Soeietyv;and those of

kindred sympathy were faced with no thejretical problem.'
Colonization there was and would be. Could any Just
‘ system of colonization be found? i g_ﬁkfeﬂ. B
There was mnch critieism by miesionary officialsg,
and adherents of the Aborigines Protectien Society ef :
many aspects ef colonization; Many colonization sehemes

were denounced fer their gelfish spiritiby the Soc1ety 8
- e .
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memﬁersﬁip;l' Indeed; the consistentiy damaging«recofdj'
of European colonization had helped é&all the Society into

| existence. At its first. annual meeting, two motions

.were . entertained and unanimously edopted, calling for "anh .

'unromitting ceution and vigllance in reference to all
schemes of colonizaticn,-'and noting thet "the past
feffeots ef colonization had been not only "derogatory to
 the national character," but greatly injurious to the
tsuccees of Christian Mieeions.ﬂa_ U |

Buxton 8 eelect committee had considered the
queetion of colonizatlon in some detail.; Dandeson Coates'
”testified that while he. fevored ‘the wielding of moral
‘and social influence upon the native chiefs, in the case

'of Hew Zealand, the Churéh Missicnary Society stood
"against the colonization“ of those islands. Although

productive of destructive consequences," yet 1t had L
_generally led to that result and for that reason there
was uothing\he WOuld.?degrecate? mpreﬂthen,the_oo;oniza—»

tion of NewVZealano,?=fﬁisuoppesirion to}ﬂéw,Zéalend

T lAborigines Protection Society, Twelfth Annual
Regort, 1849, - 9.:,‘ 5 - , ‘
| 2Aborigines Protection Society, First Annual

. 3"Re ort of the Aborlgines Committee," H C S P.,




oelonlzation led to his publicatlon of an. outspoken
pamphlet cendemnlng the proPosed schemes af the New
Zealand Gembanyﬂ' In it he rejected the widely repeated
argument for colonization which pointed to England'
“redundant" pOpulation. Englishmen had no right to seek

relzef from an\ incenvenience that pressed upon them by .
"."casting thei % urp1us pepulatien "enﬂthe shores of New
Zealand.; Colonists possessing’”coercive powers" :. L
occasiened "collision and blood-shed.n_ The missionaries, -

':-on the other hand, had "simply the religlous and social

good ef the people in view. A,vast difference ex‘sted

between these twc types of cenh: f, Geates insisted

Then a plaintive plea followed.,;"only’lu *New Zealand

be spared from Golonization, and the. Miséion have-itsi
.free and unrestrieted course for one§ha1f century more,

~ and the nreat political and; moral problem will ve . ‘f'
solved,:,fy1 "2 .ther missionary testimony expressed the

. Plans of the. New' Zee
%o the Ri sht¢Honorab1e\ retary . 5
for the Colonies. (Liondon, 1. ~.? : "The<t:an,portation |
of criminal eleménts. to Britain 8 colo ies was: particular~
1y condemnéd by “the" evangelioal humanitarians:. The.
Aberlglnes Protection Society publicized the 6V1lS of the '
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5same-misgivings and-reservations reSpecting white settie=
menta The committee 8- evidence strongly suggested that -

_colonlzation was. very undesirable.u

Yet the relentless tide of colonization continued'
to flow. and ‘the, missionary interests were. forced to S

,recognize its-inevitable/oharacter¢ Beforedthe select

'ucommittee on. New Zealand Goates grudgingly conceded

the influx of Europeans had indeed altered the situation.
In view of this. Coates statedethat the Chnrch Missionary

committee would favor annexation of new territories

through the Crown, ‘Jbut . would still oppose its acquisitionﬁl
by 'some private .:.‘mseex of individuals. . The: Reverend

John BeeehamexpressedtheWesleyan soeie‘oysview ;

"If colonization could have been altogsther.prevented,

1t would bave be enfarm@re asreeabletotheviews ‘that

'we entertain as a missionary~sociéty “' However, circnm*
stances as they were,. the Wesleyan secretary oonclu@ed

that the annexation of New Zealand by the British govern—

ment was "perhaps the best that existing circumstances

‘practice frequently and in 1848 when the Government at ‘
Westminster contemplated establishing a penal colony in
South Afrioa, it petitioned the Commons through one of -
its members, Edward North Bukxton, M.P. Colonial Intelligen-
_cer, II (1849), 201¢ .. The Soeiety. shared this view with-
Sir William Molesworth and other Scientific Colonizérs who
_ 'found transportation detrimental t0. the Empire.' See H. E.

Egerton, ed.;, Sir William Molesworth. Selected Speeches

on ggistions relating to Colonial Policz (London, 190 35
29, 4.




would permit."l Beecham and his society professed to. be

omerely facing the obvious.', P , s - |
For all the epposition of - these societies 5o white 5;4

:colonization, there was indeed another side to their out~'

look.‘ On occasion they took & far, 1ess adamant stand.

, They were. foreed ﬁo recognize reality. Beecham stated

ahis society 8 pesition shertly and.: simply 4o a 1etter :

il;jto Tord- Eliot, chairman of the New Zealand, Gommittee

‘~£(1840) “While we, as a missionary SOciety, are. averse

to colonizatlon, our mlesionariee are instructed to conduct
themselves peacefully, and show all poseible good will to
- our fellow countryman. “ie s "2 :In certain 1nstances one
may find semething of a. pro-colonial attitude. Again, 1et
it be repeated that there was no. one unified outleok among

evangelical humanitarians on the subjeot of empire. . Un~

A doubtedly in many quarters their feellnge‘were mixed.,,

Many of the missionar 'sﬁﬂsensingwthe di&eetiom of events,_

'_at once desired and feared the

the floodtide grew in the forties.:fﬂff“

e l"Re ori?ef the Committee on New Zealand . H C S P.,
1840, VII, 540,;547. S51. ¢ SO
2Boechan to the Right Honorable Lord Eliot, July

23, 1840, Ibids | o R
3@. G: Fin yfand W '"Holdsworth, The - Histof_
ef the Weslez Me_n _{st Society (Londen, 1951—22',,,‘w
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The Aborigines Protection Society wag in the. same
position. It had. resolutely opposod the coIOnization of
New Zealand, which, in the words of: its secretary, Dr.-
Hodgkin, wasg. already "tolerably well peopled. . Some
unpopulated region should instead be: made the object 0f.
;colonizationwl But the Aborigines Protection Society was
not a; relentless foe of the enlightened variety of -
._oolonization. There was: "a certain vast difficulty" in
3 forming colonies among the natives "withOut compromising
':their independence, and involving their ultimate de»
pression, poverty and ruin." Yet, the first annual re-‘“
'port explalned, it W&S not the objeot of the Society “to
create diffieulties in the way of emlgration and .

* colonlzation."’ It contemplated with, satisfaction "the
extension, on Just and liberal principles, of Colonial
‘Establishments. under the paternel sway. of an enlightened
’British government, as a means of relief of the unemployed
‘portion of the home community, end offerlng new sources

of industry, trade, and commerce."2 o

lHodgkin 45 Ben'anin; Hawee' Piy Maps 27, 1837,
in the appendix to Aborigines Protection Society, The .
_British Colonization of New Zealand, 51.,:_‘_'

2Aborigines Protection Society, First Annual
egort, 1858, 20.A e R
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- Taken asg. ;a-.:.:'-whque. v the: position of the; committee
respecting the~prospects of:colonizationfwas rather

optimistic, Admittedly, in many: quarters & "tone <0f

'~despondency prevailed-ever\the ultimate'conditionzefhthe

colored. races, the report contlnued. But;-it‘contendede‘

: wuws11We ¢annot admit the doctrine that the ee— :
tablishment of a civilized community in’ the
.. deighbourhood . of uncivilized tribes, must . s
be injurious to -the latter, without supposing
..-.Something extremely defectivegand Amproper.
in the regulations and principles of the .
wr;rformer. Let these be; corrected and the evils
' 'mnst diminish. ' ‘ . T

'-EIn following years the Society's support of ‘ﬁf'
"1egitimate colonizatien“ was reiterated. The membership
acknowledged that the'”severe pressure" ef population had“
led to emigration among the manufacturing and laboring

classes, and there could be no doubt that "this diffusion

}and spreading ef civilized peoples was intended "in the

great purpcses of providence to bring about "incalculable

| good. The celonist and the merchant had a duty to

"promote and regulate" emigration to the utmost benefit
ef colony and homeland., Yet there was the natn.ve inha‘oitant

lAborigines Protection Society,;:"k.g;'; ual
Roport; 1838; 26. The Society restated Its posi
Its second repert; pressing Parliament to ¢
of colonization "of & chiaractes: to i 1.
tions that experience ‘had proved to bepbene
exclude as, far as msy be done in humsa affairsﬁ all

occasions, of the. frightful. evils which have hitherto been

disgracefully frec uent, " Abori nes Protectien ‘Bociet
Secggd Annua Repgrt, 1839, gi T
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".
\

tzons, the Seciety announced that ”the labourer and.-,.

~ vance guard of civilization" and? "the. native_Lord o_,,

yet . uncultivated soil" were "equally the obje
"interest.l; Whan it came to seotling7diSturbances in thei
colonies, the" Aborigines Protection Society claimed as
Jifmg@h,goncggnggpgathe interests of the colonists as for
ﬁﬁé nativeltribéé., Certainly, ‘the. SOciety cantended, it_
did not wish to see the misconduct ef hhe few imputed to
the settleérs as a, whole.%,» L
The Aborigines Proteetion Society was still
-reiterating at mid—century its support for a Just and :
.mutually beneficial system of colonization.“ After the
- furious colonizing activities of the forties, it still
_professed its faith in colonization of the right sort.

“The _se.giety ‘has ever been.the true. ,;_f..‘:iez;l_@g‘,,;pet.,.the

. . 1Aborigines Protection Sooiety, Third Annual -
Re ort, 1840, 63 Aborigines Protecbion Society, T
%4 ‘racts’ II’ 1841 890 . . P :'-~:,‘,.. v ©

: S 2Aborig1nes Protection Society, A=_a,h )
Report, 1846, .9; Colonisl. Intelligencer, I (1847), ¢ o
Aborigines Proteetion Society, rltish.Colonizatlon of -
New Zealand, l4. . By mid-century some. important colonial
interests. were represented in the Society sﬂmember
notably the Cape colenists. in the person. of M. John

#ho  sought 0.garner the Sogiety!: PO

;the Cape. Aborigines Protectien

Ann S 1851, printed in the

Soelety, Fourteenth4 18
Colonial fﬁtelligencer, TTI 31851

. . .
. . L. .
———— ——

,to'éonsider'aisba In the, light of all these considera-*.,yn%mq,%?wﬁ

manufacturer of England, théwpoor settler who ig the. ad~mﬁu_ﬁﬁw%¢w43
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oﬁﬁéhént;aof'éeleniﬁatieﬁ; e&&'hssunevef'&esiréd3te‘limit
the: henest extension of the British dominion,“ the
Celonial Intelli'encer repeated.r }1;)*-f*ﬁp?,n;§x “

»' Buxteng the meﬁbers of his soeieby, and ethers
of like mind: believad that the. system of’celonizatioa
failed o 1ncorporate adequate safeguards fer the

B *abo:iggnes.; Again and again it was. WEhe. system" that

'3wes”éritibiseda;{The report ef Buxten s committee;stressed
jfthis. o S -

- direct our: repreheﬁsion;f,5~ We are” ‘dome o
vinced that a ‘large body of both are well
.and kindly -disposed toward the nativesy buts '
"1t is the system that. has Dbeen. permitted to
‘prevail in the c¢olonies, which, ‘in'our 5
opinion, requires a complete alteratien.s_r' .
sHaving criticized the policiee of the past, seme
eenstructive reeommendations were clearly called for.» The
_ chief witnesses before Buxton 8 committee suggested that
_beneficial ehanges Were pessible.‘ Coates, despite hlS
anti-eelenizing eutlook, expressed the belief that great

vimprevement ceuld be made. Beecham called for a "better

;enial Intelligeneer, IV (1852), 5®.if4 |
2“Report of the Aberigines Cemmittee,“ H, C S P.,
1837. VII, BT ,
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sjstem" to replace the “very defective and’ 1njurious"
oné" pursuoé particularly in.Sogth-Afr;ga. While he would
'noﬁ“"bﬁofosé“fé”ooﬁfrivé éil“éhe:maohiﬁery of a noW'system,
iLr ‘deserive’ it AR all the' detail of. 1ts minute provisions,"
said’ Beeeham, he had some suggestions to offer with Te-
spect to the Bantu.; Then followed flve reoommendatloﬁs,

“{ ardly profound and certainly not novel. Among the nost
ﬁegnecessary characteristics ‘of - "a new system" must be’
.5Jusoice toward the: nativo (including compensation for
.ffiand, ohe recognitloa of their oivil rights, the prov:n.-j
sion of proper influence unﬁer philanthropic and Christian
instltutions, the dispensing of equitablo Justice whioh
&ould neither-aggravate oor oppress) , Secondly, he
lecommended a series “of - inbelligible and generally-under~
tood treaties. Wihh the principal ohiefs;"‘~Thirdly;,

laws must be'"oqual in oPeration” on colonist ‘and': natIVe

‘alikea Again, fules and regulations must be promptly
dmlnistered, and, lastly, they must- be oonsistent in

O

rder to inspire fonrideiee. 'Such & new. systen _~811<?,}11d
be enforced-on the tribal -meinberé by indivfiauai ‘native
_ohiefs and not by military foreo or .any other form of |

coercion, the Wesleyan secrotary conoluded.1

’ A' 1”Report of Aborigines Committee," H C S P., |
.8360 VII 514. 515, 521. A S
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The Aborigines Protection Society constantly adol
vocated the adoptlon of a new system ‘of. oolonlzation which
jould - be at onOe a. source of preperity to- England and. a |
means of relief end elevation to the aboriginal population.
8" the oourse of Bri“ieh relations with the natives of the '

empire continued to deteriorate about mid-oentury, most

notaﬁly~fn the case’ of - the contznuedeaff T ars:and thef

eXténéivéinﬁih,§7aﬁpﬁglﬁhéfﬁﬁéti Zthe Soolety assumed a

It claimed its advioe had

ather omniseient attitude.“

o —*

een overlooked.\ The results were clear.‘ Warfare w1th

he Kaffir was the product«neither of "Kaffir hostllity -

—_dﬁ_ﬁ

or of "Kaffir theft. ‘ag was often clalmed. It was the
esult of a oonepiracy of certain ”designing parties . to
'”uldﬁbe attributed.

B

hom the excitement in the. colonies

.;.He

To them '8, new Kaff;r war seemed desirable fer the large

ums expended on ! such a- venture,‘the subsequent acquisi-
ion of lané, the epoils, the‘milﬂ%ary advancement growu

,h#s syetem of coloniza-

ing., out of it. In short, Br
tion was wrong because it :

nited ',Sﬁ:l;;?-’feh,-.xqop;&yes».to B

Colonial Intel

ligencer, I (1847). 171 11 (1849),

DY

39'7-'-_ |

2Coloni:al,1ntelli éneer, IIL (1851), 151. -
&dﬂressing Governor. Cathcart, .on. his appointment to the
Capey. . the Society professed to.. seey, “in- retrospecb,
Justiflcation for. all its éontentions regarding coloniza—
tion. Events 1n South Africa, the. Sooiety found, “fully




" Secretary Beecham lent his. pen to the cause of

.the aborigines in a- pamphlet published 1n 1838.:_It was

%n land - "prlnéipally owed its wealth and. greatness as a.
Tanufaoturing ;and. eommercial nation to her colonial

P mpire., But tae question should also be raised, where

e ,
%r "the original possessers of bhose oountries in which
' we. have 6ur most flourishing colonies?“‘ ‘Régults being

| hat they. . were, Beecham then posed the question. why
past colonization had been so disasterous to native
'lnhabitants? His answer seems to exemplify the evangeli—u'
cal huma;li,tgrlsl},:_pes.ifg,;i..o._n;,. - "The evils inflicted upon...
Aborisinal ﬁfibes*and netions~by<our past-colonizatlon-
areé not to be regarded as accidental, but as naturally
fTrising from wrong principles, or. radical defeots inherent
in the system which. Jhas: been pursued."ll,l_ _j;,fg:;;_
} .. What form ehould British colonizatlon have takeni
in the eyes of the evangelieal. humanitarians? What 'were

sustained"™ its views.u Christian colonization, based on
altruistic principlées, had not been adopted.. Wars.with
the Kaffir continued, and similar disturbances could be
anticipated wherever these inequitiés continugd,
Colonial Intelligenoer, III (1852), 572. R

l lJohn Beecham, Remarks on colonization“in General
ith an Examination of the Pro;osalg‘ £ the Association

| i hag been Formed for Colonlz~ng N‘w’f’aland, Seoond
EQL%; :oE_TLonc,w_,, v 1838)5 3. B ,,

often pointed out he stated by way ef introduotion, that*qx_ ;:.”.Q
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the tenets. of the. evangelical humanitarian conception of
"Christian colonization"? Although one . cannot turn to any
| Bingle piece of Writing to disoover the esgential points
of- the evangelical humanitarian concept of. Christian

colonization, the broad outlines of their ideal may be _'
'summarized under aif,w ”eadings. :;f ‘ slead

0 pretend that these notions were

- Iart of any rational wholep:iStill there app:ars:to haVe
ieen something of a oonsensus, deliberate or not, among
Lhose who in the name of Christ's Gospel sought to' R
Lrotect the empire s native pooplee and prepare them for
the life to come. o f' L ief;if: !‘ Z"
b The orux of the system of Christian colonization
as, a8 might be expeoted the treatment of the native )
%opulation. The chief evil of past colonization had been“‘
the abuse to. which aboriginal peoples had been subjected.
.%he paramount oharacteristie of the new system was to be'"

-

Every. aspect of white emigration and sett“em

she fair and equitable treatment. of these pirl itives

conducted with due oonsiderationpto:this que:

the position of the evangelical humanitar%ans,rn colonial

eelf-government, colonial law, land policy,ion treaties
a frontiers, can be viewed as aspeots of this system
‘f Christian colonization.i.f o o | |

Above all the natives must be protected from the




‘iQQg'

vily and often violent actions of the white settlersh .
The. »Aber;igines?feﬁeétien}S'ocieﬁy"feok as.one.of. its
foremost eims, the marshalling of English pudblic. oplnion
_ for ‘the; protectlon ef the abormginal peoples of the,;rﬁi
vempirea~,And it found satisfactien i?uﬁhﬁaéesgee,gg,jbp“"
euccess 1% achieved An this areay.. on~bne'6éc53ion,whén . e
_.an. anonymous military efficer. refrained from distributing
.ffirearms to an: unnamed greup ef natives, declaring "we
hall have Mrs..Fry /Elizabeth Ery,.the. Quaker. sister—in-
law of. Buxteg7 and the PhilanthrOpists upen ‘us.on. our
i'ff_” ‘the . Aborigines Protectien Seeiety reported the
event with. pride.

The evangelical humanitarians, however, had mere

conerete. plens. for the ;protection of. the natives than the
Aere mugtering. . of public sentiment., The report of. Buxton 8
,4iommitbee recommended the - creation of an office -of
LProtector of the; Natives,;ﬂ ?his official, according to
the reeommendations of the oommittee, would become . per=.

onally acquainted with his native charges. He eeuld thns

gain a “personal knowledge" .0f them “LAmong hig diverse

duties would be the everseeing of education.‘ The

- 1Aber1gines Pretection Society fNinth Annual
le ort, 1846, 9. S I

ih-l Lt

Pretector weu‘d seek teddieeover "the type of 1abeur least e rE e b T )
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'1857‘ VKI’ 820 

Be orty 1838, 23,
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foreign. to- themw"f-He”wbuld-Help'fdrmulaﬁeia-"temporary'

‘code™: -for. regulating their conduct until they had achieved

a;suffieientu@eeree«°£’eivelizatiqnutaueeideupy.givilized

BOTHWS :-Tihéri:s %00, this officer shouwld £ill. the. position

of coremer; in the event -of a native's.desth, :He should -

also: act as magistrate,. providing for prosedution and de-

fense when ‘the regulations: governing: the native tribes
't.'were“VieiaﬁedEv*Iﬁ“WOnlafbe the‘Proteetor'e~duty;'the'f-

| Select Committee - concluded, to make. regular reperta

which. would be: tranemitted to London ia: order that the.
home:government-couldmbe thoreughly andreurrently“poeted
upon theé affairs snd: welfare .0f  the: aborigines within
the empire.1~ R e e

.. Barly 4in 1838, the system ef Protectors of the
Aborigines wasg eetablished in. the Australian colonies,

'much to. the eatiefaction .of. the Aborigines Protection_:

Society,.--wheqsocieyy contlnued Yo, encourage the appoiﬁt;
ing of .such . dfficiaie.; But in addition to. increasing

their numbers, the Soeiety maintalned thab “mOTe. freque%t

\
reports. should be. made by. then to Parliament. Still the

Society cautioned that necessary 8. the4appointment of

e

l“Report of Aborigines Gommittee;“ H'C}S P.,

2Aberigines Protection Seciety, First Annual

R TS
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- Rey ort, 1841, 6.

. ioa |

such’ protestors,was; suchian 6ffide should not be

Reontempleteﬁ:a3757§efmeﬂeht5iﬁéﬁitﬁtiOnj"-“Ehey*voiee&

-itwo-objecﬁions;to this. Fifs%;”ihstee&-of'fOsﬁering*“e‘

state of- equality" between -natives and. European, the ofs

‘flCG’Of protector would tend to promote a, continued

| n@ticanfuiyﬁgg&liﬁyy ;n.thegsecopdﬁplaeeffsuoh,a :

prOﬁectoﬁ'eohl&‘nOf‘be~expeoted o gustain his impars

f. tiality because of. the Vast -disparity: between Mhig. cllents

and . theisr oppressors."e His "probity" might restrain hlm

'from "actually Joining the aggressor,“ but there would

still ‘be a temptatlon "to the iddolent’ omlesion of- duty"

’beoause of the ﬁeeble resources for redress at his dis~

'posal and the 1nadequate prospecte 6f “any efficient
.1n9peotion" by the "appointed government" due to- the -

distanoesfiqyolvedqj The. only real an& lasting ¢ure,
thé“OOmmitteéMCOnelude&, was for the natives to learn E
the value of: "their: exertions and improvements.”;{
Although ih. 1840 the. Aborigines Protectlon S
-Society sponsored the publication of. the work of Standish

Hotte,, entitled An Qutline of @ System of Legislation for

Athe,Benegit,gg;ohelAborigigee,?'whiohhset fort§ 1n-some
X lAborigines Proteotion Society, Second Annual
Report, 18399 21 22... - ;. e

____

m
ﬁi
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“detail<afsiéteﬁﬁ6f?§fdﬁeetefévto'guéran%ee9nééive“fights
'throughout the Empire, its misgivings concerning the" Value
fef the eystem as it was working in New South Wales at the
time were .rowing. Its objections were simple ‘and - straight—
‘aforwards f‘*"j”if”“m o . o i i'
| / --The- ‘:'Pi-éte&%of*’ & -fﬁhéfié‘n was ‘merely’ ﬁégat'fi;é'», fhe.
‘Society eritioiaed. The Protector 1aeked resources An
,lan@:orifundeb rThus his position wag wéak.: ge_weg_simply |
-a“salaried“effieialww~And~his'dutieS“were'limi%edﬁéb?&"f"
-seeking t6. preserve a’ balance ef Justice between the cen-
'-flicting sides. "Justice is nhard to administer,” the
‘Committee commented, "when famine is deereed for one
'party, and the fruits of’ spoilation to “the- ether....'ltﬁt
- In thi,;s- \ix;stance. 5 the Aqufis‘in:es,...l’:rf?t?.Qtion -‘
'Society:WaS'mbvfﬁg*rébialy-%eWafa~a ﬁbéitien‘ﬁbrefEmenéﬁle

2.

%0 that of the New Zealand. Company than to that of the N

Ghurch Missionary Society.3~ ‘Wor did- their pesmtien _;*,

lAbori ines Protection Society; Thirﬁ Annual
Re ort 5 5 1840, % A

' Q“Re ort ef the Select Committee ‘of- the House of
Lords Appoin ;ed to-Inquire Into the_Present State of the

- Islands of New Zeéaland," H.C.8 1837, 1838, XXI; 660+ |
Mr: Evans, -spokesman: for fﬁé”NeW"Zealan& Company exg;essed
strong doubt ‘about: ‘the. system of Protectors efore

Select Committee :on.New. Zealand which convened at:this
time on the. greund ‘that sueh a position.would " lace- 00
much’ gower L0 one. hand. - The. Aborigines Protection; .-
Boeietyts-obj je¢tion was, '0f  course,.on the .ground that he

.lacked power, but both factions disliked the system.~

' Bonw
' urch Missionar Seciet Fort -first ear,
Proceedlngs, 1840-184 § In aggroving the re, easé of
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achange 1n;the subsequent years.? As: the ineffectiveness
'of the: preteotors in performing their duties became 1n~'-
<creasingly evident, the Aborigines Protectien Society
1ncreasingly criticized the: system.l Finally the Scciety
_condemned the appointment of protectors altogether. dn -
l,Fhe vaet majority of cases the pretector failed to assist

‘»Athe natives. 'And he offended the colonistezs While 1t

:‘Vas grateful for the individual cases of kindneso ehown

”pesitian of chief. proteeeéf iﬁ Now Zealand, ‘tho Chmreh
Missionary Society indicated their high hopee for the -new
: office. S

,e Protection Seciety, Fourth Annual

i'24“fAborigines Protection §ociety, Lo
{ 28+ ¢ Offigial criticism was. also’ grew-
“ippjﬂeffAustralia ‘becaié an adament.: . .
syetem, complaining etrOngly to Ruesell
Colonial Office. R o

g g.' GOV m
“ggponent of %
and Stanlez~

DA

- ; Lglnem'Erotpctien Eoeietygu31ith AHAUEL
Re ort, 184"‘18 “Aborigines Protection Boclety, . EIghth
Eﬁgual Report, 1845, 17. The latter. report condemned it
%n the bagis of 1ts: expenee as well. C e T _

Biii1den Pember Reeves, The Long White Cloud
(London, '1924) 172; Sinclair, Maori Wars, 353 Samuel
Clyde McCulloch, "Sir George Gipps .and Easter ‘Australia‘s
Policy Powards the Aborigines, 1838-1846," Journal of -
Modern Histq_z, XXXIII (1961), 268, It seems o be

" :

i
i
b
i
]
|
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ifriend ‘and fee alike.‘

The Aborigines Protec¢tion Society was persuaded .
Fhat ithe - genuine path . oi improvement for the. primitlve
peoples of .the empire lay. in-a -8ort: of. self-help.
|system of protectors could be . a temporary measure at
best. Y lasting solution ‘$o the: mative's: situation lay
1n stimnlating them tONeleVate themselves., mhgggfegejw
ﬁ'-the essential task was edueatien. : | '
ﬂJgu:‘ When Buxton 8 comnittee. dealv with the relatian—
'ship ‘of native: and European, . it ‘had:ohe. professed conu' |
... yiection regarding '#he £9rm§r;§;-.. ~the, abo‘:;giges were, men .

generally agreed +hat ‘a. lack: ‘of!, understanalng @n the part
0f the officials was responsible;for their failure, ‘rather
than. any intentional malice:for self~interest,” Unfor-
tunately, a séries of minor disputes arose ‘pween pro-
tectors and. colonlets. One- notable. example ag that of -
lir, George. Glarke, Chief Protector of |the Aborigines im
New Zealand, 'who became- involved in’ e SOnal'land digputes -
whieh occupied no little part of his attentioen, as well
' ag that of.the Governor and: eyen?the Golonial Secretary.
"Further Papers Re ative to Ne Co"reapondence
Les brought

. down the full weight £ criti
Gompany who found thé.self-int
his assistant (who was his own: son ampl pro'
hypocrisy of. the,mi ionary: posi i ‘
Pirectors: of. the. Nen Zealaﬁ
Report,. printed 4n
Zealand," H.C, S P._
Wakefield,“

See also,
383.a
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-with capacities in many ways equafﬁto their” white R

fbrethren. It ‘was an indisputable fact, -the committee
\reported, that the negro race had a’ real eapacity "for

xmental culture" and "a good average 1ntellect.“l\

l

e e e Da e e e

L 1ﬂ3eport of the Aborigines  ﬁmmi§§§¢i&;ﬁ,G;é;Pg5,
ﬁ857, VII, 58. : : -
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... . .  NATIVE RIGH?S -
}fAr roaohos‘off%hgﬁémﬁgro;khéjb:oygh%;wiyhfﬁiﬁﬁgnoh,giéo
besides. < He represented a different sulture. and 1t was

inevitable ‘that it should 1eave a. &eop impression upon

’: ﬁhe native gociety whoroVer gontact was mado.x_gﬁtgg |
-fribal'stratiﬁicaxianwgauﬁhregtened,by_th6419§93&$§6£ |
'%hoﬁﬁroﬁéan:;'@pponéﬁﬁs‘of’%he missionary-freQnen%Iy
denouneed the suddenness an& completeness of the changes
Which the former ‘advocated. . The, ra&mcal uprooting ‘of

any Aative hiorarchy; which might_aocompany.the»offorts
of the white man 6 oivxllze the "heathen ;" oould ¢reate ‘
W1de unréest and uncertalnty among the native populatzon.l

Some missionaries did indeed’ object Yo effortslt

i o o . U O
Berve "the peculiarities of ti6 natives,” but many wers .

1Wakefleld, Adventure in New 82, _
gon of the great colonial TEfOTmEr,, Ex G, 'eld, the
-author was' apparently imbued with’ the sqme;conv&ction of
the necessity of preserving a, hierarchicf' )

' %he natives, as we 'l a

left the.society.of their home
?he Beonior Wakefielq ‘had elal ] |
plans for reviving a variety of me ldry among
the natives within reach of his colonization Pplans.
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|

mas compatible with civilized: meraﬂgstandards. Native
ﬂehiefs .might be plased: in pesitions of authority which:
%ould preserve. their status, ‘and: make them uséful instru~

Eents~of order.;

Before _Buxton's: committe, he testified
that "te strengthen the, hands:of- the genuine.ehiefs in»

idire°tly~ Z§6ﬁ1é7%béﬂa&wi§éiéaéeévéﬁaﬁﬁﬁfhéiﬁzighff«ﬁ

'colonial government, 40 1aying down & permanent system

‘Lf intercourse with ‘$his: fthe Bantg7 people“*l~fﬁﬁgf“=”

»The Aborigines Proteotien Society seemy. to have come - to

roughly the same coneiusion‘ 14 praissd a; prgposedvgystem
ll of ennuitiés’ for the. New Zealand. nativeS. . whichwas t0"be
Let upwby:theuBriﬁiéh~@éverﬁﬁeat:"’xetvit*aés ﬁéﬁ«eﬁough
ko simply pay- the chiefs for eervices rendered to; the

I
"Government “the Society contended. It was most anxlous

‘be sée a- system introduced that ‘wonld- dignify the: natmve

~\;: 1eaders. Since the nat;ves had been: deprived of thelr ~

"hereditary influenoe" oveér their people, it was the con-
viction of the Society that they’ should be elevated te
_,respensible positions which they would then -hold: 4n’ the

s 1Motte, ) o le; @
Plans. 33, Beecj";A"~v-«
|

JV' Z"Report of Aberigines Committee,".H.-.S.P., o
1836, VII, 7:3.;_,_A - o R
L N C I : . a PR - .
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iQueen 8 name. In euch a, manner their image oould be -
'enhanced "net only secially, “but morally.. An addi-
tional advantage of euch a soheme, the Society contended,
Would be the ineentive that the prospect of sueh honor -
would ereate ameng all ﬁhe native popnlations. Their
.allegiance would thereby be strengthened. If the Britieh
igovernment wished to: inepire cenfidence among the priml-
gtives ef the Empire. the best means was not o, "buy over
-ione er more of the chiefe. . This looked too muoh like a
dbribe. Mere ideally, the natives sheuld be giVen a

:"direct and systematie intereet“ 1n the legislative .

"&unctions of their territery. They weuld support a,?ef
-eystem ef government which not enly premoted their eoenomh:
intereste, but which was the eource ef soeial advancement
to them.ll,' '

- In Seuth Afrioa, the so-ealled frontier between

‘the Britieh colony and native territory was only an.
imaginary line. that had caused much trouble by ”the es- |
'%abliehment of difrerent eystems of administration and B
Lustice in auxtaposition.:, If 1t were abolished, if
similar "laws and rights".were te prevail over the entire

%egion of Britieh influence, if, the natives Were ne 1onger

S 1coln4__ia1 Intem encer, IT (1848), 113
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how mach. more desirable the situation. Nativéﬁseifé.w%*”

pgevernment, loyalty freelyagiven because -of: the obvious

'h&vantages that accrued, p  suasion rather than cem»

.pnlsieﬁgwtheseaaﬂvantages

uldwremeve=the-temptation»~~ |
to "throw off a connection"@ﬁhich would ~then" bring |
"honeur" rather than "degre ation. o:In dueh a system.‘
‘lthe chiefs persenal authori y might be increased rather
‘i%han obliterated.l ff_:vf"Such--'"'g outlook ‘seemed’ to foreshadow
=the "duallmandate“ éyste' 'Sir Frederiek Lugard in
;he early($wentieth ceﬁt; A | '
! In accordance Wit ,these views, the Aborigines

Protectien Seciety continued -to.. assert its support of a

|

!

ﬂ ] odgkin to.dh Ti Freeman, Secretary
~of ﬁhe London Missi ary - Society3 November 20, 1843, '
Sol

136-9.”3,5:79 i

PO r, II (1849

_ ‘,eni encer, II (1849). 155. _British
Ffing of an- experiment in this direction,




of native society wag! recognized.¢7E§r1 Grey;5Wﬁfle

Secretary for War and Colonies, expressed concern: for “

'thevaontinuedqdifferentiatienmqf.thexch;eﬁs‘ig;septh |

Afrf@asfkWithﬁ@ﬁé&intpb@ueﬁiQnagi'“anmgrequg@laﬁisxsﬁém
of'geverﬁmeﬁtfg Grej”ﬁéld?Sif*Eafry*Smith;*Geverneijot”
the Cape. it was: desirable to substitute “salaries ‘and
emeluments” sufficient te maintain them in the manner o
which they were aceuatomed., In return the gevernment
ceuld expect their ceeperation in sustaining sound law
and policytl With such advice, the: Aborigines Protectien .

"Society weuld have had little TOON. to. quarrel.

It was natural that those who: styled themselves
the frienda of the aborigines should seek to avail their
charges of the pretectlon previdea to-British subjects
in general. The equal protection of the law, and the
legitimate rights of British. subdects therefere beeame.>
an oft-repeated diotum of Buxton ‘s follewers.} The ques-

'tion of the nat1Ve s status within the . empire arese dur-,

<
g

ing the investigatiens of - Buxten.s committee. Mbst =

its enthusiasm quickly coeled as the system proved high-
ly unsatisfactory. . , . i

499» 491; George R; Mellerg'?'e,ﬁA ,;;“
17831850 (London, 195;.f53fu;w *

5 .




" e _' R ¢ P

missionary spokesmen seemed to assume that any annexation
Bf native terrltery would, of necessity, meke those
'aborigines within the region “fellow subgects. ‘ They;"
were alse convinced of‘the deeire on the part of the

native poPulatiens to submit themselves te the Grown and

e v i

gain the proteetien that it afforded, and of their
,apacity to become useful participants in the administra~_
fﬁion of" order and justice.l“fﬁi*’ : o '

=é1wej§16ﬁampiened

- The Aborigines Proteéﬁion Soeiéty.

%he native elaim to equal pnotectien before the law.kwﬂThatx
et thet makes the terrntery a part: ef the British Empire,

unquestionably places within ‘the pretectien:of the Britisn
;overnment ang’ law, the native and the eoir. né
aborigines within Briﬁish eolenies and settlements should
bo admitted "t¢ the fullest participation in _-.alal t_l.!e- ..
rights and privileges of British Bubjects." The same act

'*Thiic‘ﬁ gave Briﬁa_iﬁ?: new dominion, als6 gave thé native
b B ' ‘

I

" - 1"Report of Aborigines eommittee,";ﬁfcesapes B

. 836, VII, 70, 382, 384, 315... Buxton,. as chairman,- dis~
slayed a marked partiality on this subjects He vigorcus~

1y defended the missionaries for advising their natives

N ,,Particularly.

he eame to the defense of the Rev. ) ,:Phili_ _

aone much to ‘make the Hottentet awar fof his ,Qghts ae

& British sub;ect. ;.-_,_.f
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?éxtéﬁSiVé*rightéklﬂ Unfortunately according te the ’
rSociety, these rlghts were seldom recognized, and’ the
4Society ceuld only continue to reiterate 1ts claims on
their: behqlf.a;aeh"“*3“5" : f SETINEEIN S ‘
o  When Australian: Colonies Government Bill was:
drafted in. 1850, previding for extended colonzal par— .
ticipation in- @overning 1tg: affairs, the Aborigines
,Protection Soviety protested $0. Lord John Russell. that

it made. no provision “for imparting to the natives the

|privileges of British subjects."? -As for the New Zealand'
|ﬁatives, having been adOpted "with their brethren as.
British subjects," they were enbltlea "to participate

in the: paternal care of the Heme Government," “ven those

nativesvin the mest~remete-reglon5‘0f=the col nies. pn«

%ouched by English ‘gettlers,. should be . granted the

'menefits of Brmtish order and. Justice.f, BesPecting

:South Africa, the Soeiety objected to the proposed

| . 1Aborigines Protection Society, Third Annual

Re ortg 1840,. 63 Elevanth,Annual‘Re‘Ort, printed in the -
Golonial Intellifencer, 3;%,vu,‘)~wf ... -

2001onia1 Inﬁelligencer, II (1848), 60.“'

_ . 3Aborigmes Protection So¢iety, Thlrteenth
‘&nnual Report, 1850, &y 5¢ _ e

4Lettérﬂ Dr; Hedgk1n to' Mr. Hawes;ﬁno'date,'
Colonial Intelligencer, 11T (1851). 203. o




*Withdrawél¢¢£*Enéiisﬁ»aﬁﬁhéfityﬁfr¢§;thgwégéﬁxk?ﬁweenv»
*ﬁhéworéﬁsé%éﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁél*ﬁivers;bacaﬁaexSn@hgavméz?iW9#ldy.
“déprive thb*natiVes*of*ﬁhe”riéhtS“aé*Britisﬁ subjectéklA
-For" Buzton's: fcllowers there was. no. question as, . to the
“eclajms whiech ‘the hative could. rightfully make upon. the
:&imperial government ‘48. the gubjeets. ‘of . the British
;{monarch. ~gygf"£g¥;~yqq.ywﬁﬁ_ ??lﬁzw;pggﬁ;ﬂéfﬁﬁvm jﬂg

SRR he, practical implieations of. these rights

"?ccmmandedyeons%de:abkeaaﬁt@nﬁigﬂaQﬁaﬁyazgeﬂgéﬁﬁqeg@nu@ﬁ

 .gborigines. and remained 6fflivé1y~mnterést'%é_evangeliéél

hnmaniﬁériéné., A very: basic problem was. that of:.the,
fﬂsystem of law under which the. natives of the sempire wére
40" be. regulated ;yﬁwagwgggygﬁnquh,ﬁggﬁggg@c§v;;izing
‘Philahthxopistﬂt@xdisﬁar@aaé@iy9éQé@@aaﬁhétﬁwéxgg.m-

frﬁﬁulsiVéatb%ﬁiéﬂﬁéﬁﬁﬁgQf-¢i¥i%§ze@¢p?§a¥$9§i“wﬁﬁﬁ-§°W -

" much of native customs could. be.retained?. It.was also
difficult to find & common get. of légal proéedures in.
cases involvirg %he aborigimes and the white éplonistss
© Frequéntly it sppeared that. the champion of the matives
~was prepared to leave the coerciveside of. Justice
operative Qﬁly“agéinstEtheiEﬂrQﬁQ%Q%bgﬁ?,égésiggént-

**Prinéiﬁlesfééeméd{ﬁ°aem6ﬁser?itheggﬁggmaﬁh@g§g§e¢t

w ".w¥eé‘ehialmiﬁtellifenée« IV (1852), 52, _
withdpsval wag coneummated in the Bleemfontein Cenvention
of 1854, . . . o Bres
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;natural encugh that, fcr allmthe prctestsde

the: aberigines' fricnds should place el

:ngtongsfcemmgﬁﬁgcygpeviﬁf'
-cutlcék@ﬁ*81r~Rﬁfine*ﬁonﬁi”Q

would be. possible in whie”

15

’committee of 1837. or frem the pages of the Aborigines
Proteotion. Scciety’s publications on, this,tepic. It was

;basie fricnd-

;i

~ship fortscttler and nativekalike, the p meqconcern cf

Es_upen the

- legal. restraints g the whites whilewleaving those upon
fthe”natives vague and 111~def1ned.,¢.;“gﬁééq:;,,;

The Beverend Jchn Beacham B testimcny before
”ample*of this

anyexcellent

'”ed ‘the; Wesleyan Secretary

whether he thought any}; rangemént of cclonial,ceurts

even~handed protection" _

R

could be afforded to both natiVe and.. white. Beecham

Tackncwledged that he. did- not kncw whether "both obaects"

could be ppactieally secured” Within one court system.

He . contended.sheweVerf-thatwit-wcnld be~pcssible for the

.,British government te exert . “such an influence ever the

native chiefs,“ that thcy would be led. to adOpt a:
“correspending arrangement" by which natives would be

subjected tc qppr@prlate Justice for their misdemeanors

"in, their own wayu i Dcnkin prcnounced Beecham's theeries

impractical, -and proceeded to undermine the;¢esleyan s

thle pcsition. Beecham was rescued from his quandry

-only by chairman Buxton s lntervention.;,"Dc ycu not

think there is this distincticn." Buxton interjected,

i
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“that A a Eurcpean chooses: to go among savages he must
subject himself to ‘the: conaequences, but. that 4£-he'.

cho6865 b go- ‘among - savages .We have ‘a c°nt1‘°1 over:himy -

ﬁn@“péeplew Beecham concurre& 4n this‘refinemantfaff

| his positian.

’»vicinity shoula be eneouraged "to concur 1n &evising .
some simple and effeetual method of bringing to justice
'sueh of their cwn peOple as might be guilty;against thé
Queens subjects....~g- \

Vaguely dealt with. Within or. without the actual bounds ;

But the matter was still only '

6f the Empire, the natives seemed ebviously,te require

| special treatment before the law. The questigp‘was, '

whether native law sheuld prevail 1n nativ

And should European 1aws be medifiea in the nativesa
, Dead i _

interesb?5 L o

l"Repor‘t: of “the Abories ommitt e,' EiGiBiPe,
1836, Vi, 51 e i e

ZIbid, 1837, VII,,:80.,

3Sinclair, Maog Wars. 36, deals with these
apecifio questiens relative to the Maoris. Do

|
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_-?mhe AboriginestProteotiOnjSooietyﬁeiﬁtaiﬁEQrtﬁat'
the ‘native chiefs were t0 be allowed bo.aduinister their
ewnv1aws!injparely{nétive,ano.loeelamatterég,flntlitigaa
tioh“betwoenVHatite~and ooiohist; uﬁdoﬁbtééiyﬂEngliﬁh
logal law would prevail. But if this Were‘to be 804, then
,the native must be given a toxoe in promulgating "those
laws upon whieh their interest depends.¢;¢¢ "l 'Tﬁus,
the question of native participation in the legislative
.prooedures of the colonies was raised. The Soeiety ad-
VOcated that the native be admitted to thezfranchise and

given representation in tho eolonial assemblies.'ﬂn*

‘ ‘ However, there was another question Which may be
briefly touched upon in paSSing. This conohrned the =
admission of native evidenee in oolonial courts, with'
its attendant questions of the validity of oaths;adé |
ministered t6- aborigines; their qualification asndurorsﬁ
and the whole basie problem of their oapacity to £atbom.1
a Eurepean legal system and its procedures.i;fpe&select)
oommittee of 1837 gave attention to. the queftion=on |
various occasions.2 ReSpecting the natives%of Australia,

the Aboriglnegmgrptectiqg SQ“*Q?F-PP?Péﬁﬁﬁwﬁ.?Faﬂﬁment‘

1Colon1a1'1nt9111eence;, 1 (1847). 101.‘

Z"Eeport of Aborigines Committee.
1837, VITy 175 59+ |
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;evidence made’ then "virtus

~concluded.

118

o the effect that "the safety and elevation ef the
'nativee,“ of ‘those: pertions of ‘the’ globe where Brltish

measure connected with their admission $0" giVe evidence

4 English eeurts, Clearly the rejection of their

'jfly outlaws An’ theirﬂown Hative

1¢Landa The “eruel and atrecieus“ urepean eould carry

e'en their oppressien with impunity. The statement con~

tlnued that the Seciety had had & bill érawn up to reme&y’

'this defeet, but it had not met “the approbation of the
'-Golonial @ffiﬁev NatiVe evidence sheuld be admitted Vit

L

The cérux 6f the problem was the a&nimistering of
the eath to those to whom its meaning weuld.be entirely
lost, or- at 1east, only. dimly perceived. A mevement was .

initiated 1n New South Wales for the admlssion ef native

«testimonyswitheut~the~administering ef the~eathi Indeed,

in’ 1840, Governor Hutt K.} % that colony approved an act to
this. effect. Although the . act’ was disallewed by Lerd
thn.Buege;;;ethegrSecretarymof~$tatewferwwerwan&wGeloniésy-=

nZSociety,

signea Jal : 9- in istorical_Records_of-Austr a
Series I ernment Disp'?- 0 and . Irom. kngland: .
éPublished b{ the . .Library. Cemmittee of the commonwealth
.ngliament 823-»1825). ' (B‘eb, 1859 0. Sept:., 1840)




the Aborigines: Protection-Soctety professed:to take hope
in the cfficial disposition toward the subject.l‘;ﬁﬁwevéré

it .was-the: Soeiety 8. eontinuing ery that lgjjtation”on“

the- admission of . evidence in - the: colonial courts of New:
South Wales and.- the other Australian settlements was'”'

. 1ncreasingly to. .the. detriment of the" aborigines.3=_

; There was another way: in which the eVangelical

| humanltarians soughﬁ to. Protsey the native in his rela— g

tions' with the Eurepean colonist.f Through“ ?Qfgggfgiﬁg;~

of recognizeél t;reaties with the’nativ‘ vithin ths
vicinity of white colonization, it was}p_ssible that con-
served.- When Colonial Secretary Glenelg ordered the
'naﬁive territory of Adelaidey: ‘SBouth. Africa, returned te _
those tribes from which 4% had been seized by Cape Governor
D'Urban in 1834, he. recommended .a series. of treaties ‘to

. Stﬁbilize:the;n&ﬁlYQS”199§i$i93~a%9ﬂsftheﬁQQEQFAOuS-9?@6.

frontier. . For come. humenitarianssuchaproposal seemed

TS .
R TRt .
S .

o 1Aborigines Protection Soeiety, Extracbs, IIy
1841, 171. An act of the imperial ‘government of 1843
authorized the legisléatures of.certain’ British eolonies
to pass. 1aws, undér,, rtain circumstanc" : ' , :
mission of unsworn %estimony in beth civil ar
proeeedings. See Mellor, British ;gper al Ir
304, 505. ' - IR

2Aberigines Protection Soeietyt Eighth- A
epor s 1845, 1?; Ninth Annual Report, 1846, 12
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‘advisables Dr.iJohi Philipy testifyitg beford Buxton's
Gomntttee. i 1836, ‘expowided kis considered views on the
Gape frontier question, which . were: largely in ‘keeping. -
with Glenelg B prepesal. Philip had leng called for the
‘asgembling of the Kaffir ¢hiefs with the’ Cape Governor
‘for the purpese of érawing uph.a: treaty ef muxual assist~

-aNee undev the guiding hand of the—British official.:n'
|

‘Wniting Kaffirland ih sieh & mannes we would: ovide. ordery

:6he¢k“ih@ﬁéﬁiéé&ﬁéiﬁfpt@ﬁéﬂtﬁbﬁpﬁéssian. Withdrawal from

‘the native: territory, and its indépendent ors nizetton

‘under & British-supervised treaty system therefore et

| w&thﬂphﬁlaﬁis%favéﬁ;%wji4::32s49 y;,';a;."
- The ‘selédt sommittes on"aborigines Shewed. some

'misgivingﬁ“dﬁoﬁ%*%hé?exﬁéaiéhay”of'tréaﬁiésﬁwi%h-naﬁiﬁé:~'

ﬁpeaples, professing concern over- the mannerfin which
Eurepeans of "superier sagacity“ tende& to- interpret B

T sueh agreements to. their exclusive advantage., ‘Néverthes

1esg’{theﬁQQ@@%Etgg;;g,;tgﬂreggmgén@#ﬁ%’ns;ﬁgpgesseé :

;fthe Abprigin yﬁ c s p,’
4y 70Ls - Su the ‘notorious

_resented. theseﬁact‘ong;by ‘the Bpit
was the; reversal ‘D'Urban' 8. .

final inéentive to the Great Trok. . & L Woedward,
The égg af Reform: ‘1819—18'v (Oxford, 1958), 381
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Tne. Golonial: Secretary had called for treaties with: each'
gnative ehief»in=bath=the‘native ﬁongue~and'in'Englisha-
The: proposed treaties were to exclude the. white settlers
from native territery. provide for enfercement of Llaw .
upon the- nativés by their ewn chiefs, regularize commer-A
cial contact, and in general. end the unefficial and
often; vindichive forays of:frontier settlera;against

allege& native ruatlers.%_,yhese were the»benefits that’-

the select oommittee foresaw in such a system.,: 3 ?‘
'_ Sir Andreas Stockenstrom was. designated by ’

Glemelg te negotiate this series of treaties. ‘And the

o-called Stockenstrom system became a; popular rallying

point fer the Aborigines Protection Socie;; and its

adherents.: To some extent at- least, Glenelg 8 actioag.'»7t

1n this matter were a, product of the pressn;es braught to
bear on him by Buxtan and his follcwers.z The Seciety
teok steps te carefully 1ay its feelings regarding the

,frontier treaty system before him.3 anﬂ it continued to

e P
Repo“t of Abormgines COmmittee U H CaS P.
1857, V11, 80y Ble. . o s,

Bs1ior, Brffish Imperial Trusteeshig, 256, 257%;

; 0'1:‘_..’ R

3Aborigines Protection Society,.First Anﬂual
‘Regor § 1838’ 1.6’ 170 , ' B

L
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defend- the Stockensﬁrom Treaties in subsequent years,
although the system came under increasmng attack. At

first. At was able to report that branquility had beena;

restored and bhat cattle stealing had diminlshedg,butgggJJ,w&;,{i;@,

nothing had been dane to regularize eommercial relations
between the native tribes and . the colony.l A8 the.
‘assaults upon the txeaties increased, the Seciety stood

 by the aystem, noting that thé arbitrary appropriationsm‘
of the settlers had not resumed -and -that. relations were .
 better: than they ‘had: been: before itg. institution. Only\~
grudgingly, as the treaties were actually being revokeda
'-and the system abandoned, did phe: Society acknowledge ,
their failure- to really solve native—settler relation~sz-i
ships along. the frontier.an,«g,, -a;f3~;5ag~ ‘
Stockensbrom 2 own - deolining pepularity with the

colonists had led ts his remeval 1n 1839.; His successor 8
‘had tried unsuecessfully to. modify the treaty syStem, but
the se~ealled War of ﬁhe Axe (1846~1847) brought about
its demisge., The truth of the matter was: bhah in many

respects ‘the - Kaffirs Were -not the “injured ianocents"--

that Glenelg and Evangelical Humanitarians often supposed

o A nes Protection Society, Third Annual

| 2Aborigines Protectien Sooiety, Seventh Annual

Regorf, 1844, 2@, 21.
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them $0:: be.1

Earl Grey, coming Lo the uolonial Secretaryship

 in Russell s first Cabinet (1846« was‘no less epnosed to

-annexation than Glenelg had;beenf gAccerdinvl‘gghe sought?

to. ad@pt Hen: intermediate -stage.. between andéxation and

’1aissez faire._ _The‘chiefs were to accept British
But white farm—v

protecbion, and reeogniw;xherfauthorityg,

ers.were.: to be#excluded from the. native territory. »:uf¢~ .

Reluctantly, however.'Gnqmbggggdgqnpgggggﬁpgg@piap@takﬁn

"'byuthe-cape;Govennor,vandLﬁnéﬁxaffir4mérriﬁ ry 40 %he; 3

northeast of the Cape was annexed. - The: annexation nrovedl

1e8s. than satisfactory,

.r.“

These developments only confirmed the Aborigines

'Protection Seeiety 4n.. its ewn convictions;~;Anuunnamed

sontributor. te the Colon@gl Intelligencer editorialized
with a self~assuranoe ‘which must certainly have done

little te fester geod will among its 0ppon 1 ;; :
Official circles.- D’Urban 8 original anne'ationa had

| curtailed the pewer of the Kaffir Chlefs inh gfashion .

which could»not tail to provoke more &istrust.; 

‘ e} .' o) 834 :
1835, see @ambridge History'offthe British Empire,’II,

.¢~
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| Uhdeubtedly, the ar*icle continued, sincerity and
humanity had been faetors in this move. Surely Sir

eBenjamin D'Erban had seught ‘to further the natives

transition frem barbarism to ! civilizatlon. The celenists%

en ‘the ether hand3'were pleased with the prospect of land

\~and labour which Such ‘an: annexatien weul& provide, Klng

;5W1111am. "te his “”‘fusea

'te con&one the emnexed:m".'_...,;,._~ Se, for a time i
chiofs: had reﬁjj ';ftneir positions. WithVSir’Andreas

'Steckenstrem, the writer reeapitulated, the efforte to

bring peaee te thetfrentier and civilizatien and

Ghrisbianity to the native were entrusted. "His remeval

frem office blasted the hope which had been{entertained

by the friends of the natives, The syetemlitself had

always been improperly carried out. and, he;je, mis-?

understanding and eenflict centinued.;; L o _
| At ﬁhis peint, the oharges;of“the writer against
the colenists became polemical.av Justice demanded, the
article continued. that the true Causes of the Kaffir
war be aired‘ V"It is all but certain that the excite~
ment of the: Colonists has been mainly promoted by de—
signing parties.,w. For them, the prespeet of large

',_sums to be expe":ed, the land and 8D

be acquired the military'premobions in view, ere




powerful: notivations.)  This continued: imjustice had:so
Bggravated..the ‘situation that the Imperial Government had
‘been robliéea %0 once "fm@ie take ‘-"*ﬁhé-""‘régidn ‘ ‘iﬁidér its .cons
troly.: The: renewe& Kaffiy. war wes proof eneugh that this
annexation was no; soiution to native discontent. The
fCape treaties had failed threugh a willful conspiracy of
ethe selfish interests which had thwarted the basioally
’_'eound pelicy of Steckensﬁrom. Disillueicnment with the

] courses: of South, Agrican; affairs grew. within ‘the.. Society
in the fortlee. I 184@, they had found h0pe 253 "the

‘ﬁgdance of" good gevernment";for thewaborlginal peoples

Seciety, to note their pesiti B upon- the creation of
" British Kaffraris . as a . separate 1mperia1 dependency out
of the: 6ld. Qneen Adelaide province.  President Gurney -

. professed to see Bir Harry Smith's actiens;in ereating
Kaffirland :as an employment 0f the principlé 6f équal
status for the natives as British ‘subjec ,Celonial

Intelld engery “II (1845)y 15, The following Issue of

' ;€ gcer de ed that. the plan of; organization

'in Kaf 1raria Seened to.Be working "admirably." -

Colonial Intelligencer, II (1848), 57. .Other references

"also- made. §o: the, plan oﬁ?erganization whereby the
natives particlpated’in "the”maintainence of. good order
and suppression 0 ¢rime." A good treatment of the ore

ria is found-in Mellor, British

ip 5 258—26@. o

N epert, 1840; 13.‘;1_-




.native- trlbes

;;sovereignﬁy over all the territories held by
~tribes._ The treaty became the subject of . bi

.versya The protracted debate on New: Zealan

ﬁrole in lts prom@tion was thOroughly alredi.

126

.The other famous treaty gystem-An: whieh the i

,evangelical humanitarians took a lively interest was the
;New Zealand aettlement, known ag the: Treaty of Waitangi.
;This fameus decument, drawn up in 1840, guaranteed to
the chiefs @f the: signatory tribes and do- thelr people

-rights as, Brmtish subjeots in return for the cession of '

‘theﬁmempsr

'_contro-

the'w;

parliamenﬁary session of 1845, five years aftgr the

'signing 0f; Waitangi, revealedlall the hosvility which

that treaby had ereated.E The Ghurch Missienary sgciety 8
The fiery

}radical, Reebuek, denounced what he: termed;thé "cant”

which hel& sway among the" 30¢oa11ea human;" tﬁns;hxﬁs‘
ithégahurch

flueneing the government’.2 Even & membe

,Missionary Society, a Mr. Mangles, add“‘””” " Ehe
:coneenning the "miasionoeracy which had swamped New
NZealand In the sourse of his: polemic, he lannchala

1mma:. ;m_e;;;ggr_xg_:, v (1852).:»-7159
2Hanaard, July 21, 1845. Lxxxxm, 84;,ff

K
4




o misrepresented.
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personal attack upon Eandeson Coates and the looal New
-Gealand: missienaries for their meddling in colonial
arfairs.l, The most widely-known of all: the pro-~*f
tagenists was Charles Buller. the . disciple of Wakefield
—-and - & foremest celonial reformer. ‘Had . the: treaty been

fairly asseSSGd. Buller asserted, he: would have had no

'.quarrelnwiph;it,f But its significanee had: been grosely
;;?5;. . /hen. an at'tempt is made to
élevate this Treaty to an equality with the Treaties

of Westphalia, and Vienna. to make ié*the basis of o
system of law, amﬁ to.. rest OB it our title to the pos-

session of New Zealand I must, pray the House 50 pauqe

a. little, and inquire Anto: the intrinsi;~worth-of-the¢g;;,

document....:? »The more: mederate voicevo ?sir‘Robert
.. He only .
gponsibili—
ty for. the first 1nihiatien of- the policies of 1ama ‘

Peel: di8 a6t deny the'. Agreaty’ ™ shorteomingQ’
cautioned his eolleagues to reeognize the

®It is not; the lxeeutive Government, but. you, who are

r99pensible; for you agreed to,ﬂhe address to tha Grown
/on New Zealand s preblem;7. you, are. resnonsible for fhe
appointment of the Committee ['f enquiry into aboriginal

lﬂansard' June 19» 1845, LXXXI. 89@~893,
._._ezé June 175 1845, LXXXI, 684, L




N

128

condition_7; and you ave: responsible for the. doctrine laid
.down_in their reports.-s,, -~g‘Thus,“thﬁqngh~Parliament_s
- influence public’0pinien hadjbeen areused-:énd it had
been through its. influence that Colonial Secretaries had
acted with. respeot to. New: Zealand.lﬁ g:w~1;5;4;3;34;;1-'
Conflicts -over. the interpretation of the treaty
plagued coleniaI officials fer maRy . years after its

promulgation.,ﬂ

nﬂgthe native. land c;aim include all
the seil of the region or only that actually in use?:

Grey £nd. the settlers favored the 1atter inﬁ jpretation. o

The. Aberigines PretectionﬁSoeiety, ‘along. wit';the hﬁﬁvgi;gt .

ary societies and others of like interest favored: the
2, Waitangi W&Sﬁﬂj

eelenizers nor for*the humanitarians, ‘but, 1t &l assure

formar,: aclear victory neither fer the :

British possessiﬂn :flﬂew Zealand. Golonisﬁ -and ‘hugeni-

. tarien alike?could find satisfaetion in $his..  Of utmost~

1mporbance for the evangelieal humanitarian;was the. fact

that  the: treaty had fermally recegnized the'rlghts of the-
native a8 -a: subject of -the - Crown, and; cHad. established for—
_mal ., limiﬁatiene upon ‘the:. exploiting settler. A8, the demand
for aqu;%iml; .lan.d,s ./;;Ln.e.:ea-segl A:th,e_ guaniians of the native

-é).
' i

1sansara, June. 19, 1845, LXXXI, LT IR
Anrinal . .

- Aborigv es Protection Seciety E”B th
Repox z-, 18455 19. 20.. ?




were.able: to ‘point, to t;he Waitangl Treaty and their
in‘berpretation of its safeguards. |




130

 ¢3&£&23 VlI--

LR BYANGELICAL HUMANITARIANS
AND SCIENTIF?& ”;LONIZATION

Land was " the principle form of property possessed'
by the natives'fandf’and was what the immigrating classes

ef England sought. ﬁfhus, in Britain's coloniee of settle=

ment, land became the crux and cere of many oontroversies

behween thoee hamy
te whom the vast atretchee £ 1
providential eelution to fhe burgeonin ‘
at home. Nowhere did the antagonism between'tﬁe“evén;'

:gelmcal humanitarians and  _e;profees1onal colonizers in

the pericd from 1837 to. 1852 become mere vitrielic than
at this point., o

Foremost in the ranks of. the prefessiOnal
colonizers was Edwara Gibbon Wakefield., Wakefieldﬁé'
enthusanm for celenies persisted in sPite of the deelara~

tion of free traders that eolonies Weregexpensive 1uxuries,

and the governmental view that colon,hs were treublesome,
ungrateful and of little worth. Wakefield explained the
_reasons for the elow growth of celonies as. shortage "of
:aapiﬁelvﬁahortaeer£~labe?vgang»$99¥widelx»@18persed
settlemenfiéé_ﬁp;énists acquired large ﬁré&ﬁe of lend




for speculative purposes. Coﬂvinééd”ﬁhaﬁ-ﬁast~celeniéaév

 tion policies were wreng, " hes proPosed to substitute a.

seientifie system of colonization. In erder 0. attract;uv_n ;

necessary: capitalf he planned +0, create a pool of cheap,
labor by. making 1t difficult -for. new immigrants to buy
land. - Land:. was not to be given awayy : but to,be_sald atl

| a. sufficiently high price in, small, family-size _;
dncome:. from. land sales was; to aceumulate into an. .
emigration fund to-bring. Britain's Door: the: 1ong, expen-~

sive. Journey to Australia ox: New Zealand. When he ety -

up- the New'Zealand Company 4in 1839,.he. heped that people
from all ranks @f British society would join so as: to

'create a»"Little England“ overseas.

Celonial Office jyter 1830.. His central principle ef

land sale at £ fixed price and the utilization of this -
revenus to underwrite the emigration of oarefully selected
settlers, was. aceepted by. the Gevernment.: In addition,
annual parliamentary grants 1n aid of emigration to the
Colenial Land and Emigration Board after 184@, replacing
the more arbitrary and unorganized "shovelling out of

1

F
»
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paupers“ ﬁhat previously had: prevailed in the Gelonial
Office, -gave evidence of, Wakefield's 1nf1uence.l

. Bhe: Wakefiela interests, however, faced vigerous
dpposition. ‘In the: Calenial Office, the . permanent under-
secretary, Siz. James Stephen, .son" of . a leading evangeli-
cal. and himself a, direcbor of the: Church Missionary
SQGiQ@?&ffﬂgQﬂﬁnﬁkyﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁmmﬁnﬂﬁﬁwm&asnggsgcgunpgn;ngfthe=7
Pla#smofgﬁhgﬁﬁxﬁtematic%Eéiﬁéiﬁeﬁsér1§ﬁ§phﬁéﬁﬁéiieﬁéaw“

ﬁhe~Wékefiela"pré§édts*férﬁédlbdizétidniin*ﬂéwﬂZeéléﬁawf‘

and: Australia would:involve the Colanial foice:in new

, problems, additional oxpense; and would be, harmful 46 the’

well—being of. the nétives:: ;;;5-*Wf*~'ﬂ"'

The Chursh Missionﬁﬂf Society &lgo, proved a con~'”

stant eritic ef Wakefield 23 1and schemes.; When~the New~
Zealand Gompany sought govennmental approval for its
program, v#e~§991ety;%mpusne@athe notivation of the:. '
Goﬁphny”é directéféwf Secfeﬁéry‘coates, én*behalf of the

......

were-entirely;eesula@athe¢¥=pr9fesai@na;cimﬂltzy&sm-wére

iumwwfgﬁymwm@ﬁﬂﬁnmﬁmmm@mwwﬁr

Golonial Orfice
XVIII (1937)9 - A % . y
time Wakefield's ‘views, predominated.

. = ,‘3!
BCeates,_Princifles, Qbieets, Plans, 13
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the Seeretary‘s attaek;. If. as, Wakefield recommended,
Vﬁthe settlers were to pay the Gempany a - price for their

-land abeve that paid by the Cempany to the native, this

'would becoms a great seurce of strife.; Her“ared setﬁlers

I.onuld either seek te deal directly withst'  atives, or

, they would leave the settlement. Therefose, the steady
jisnpply ef labor and the erderly settlement of land which
uWakefield envisiened as 8 result of his system of land

“’sale through the New Zealand Gompany would not materi-
v;:alize.1< - _"_4 o N ,' _

| ,_1i The Wesleyan Missionary Society expressed similar
_ doubts about the New Zealand Cempany.; While examining
‘in detail mechanics of the plan anﬁ the danger inherent
1n it fer the natives ef the region, the central reasen

for 1ts distrust of Wekefiela and his followers was

A,simply and unequi

"elly given by its secretary, the Rev.
'"John Beeeham R '

_their own, b”t iming_;j
.welfaregé “the nativesy, their guments in
~ favour .o ‘Colonization, as the nly remedy

. for the evils inflicted by éur’ countrymen

. upon the New Zealanders, would deserve

premote the

1Coates, aPrincilfles, Plans, _ob e_cjs;ﬁs,f;a;".e‘- :




*-mont'SériouS‘COnsidérationir1ﬁgu

As a. matter of fact, the. scientific colonL
always exPressed the, highest humanitarianfprinciples With
respect to natives..‘A significant part ofﬁ he:, Wakefield

schemé. was. devoted to the theoretical provision for the "

well~boing of nativo peoples‘touched by oystematic rJv.“

colonization. If the oVangelical humanitarinns were

foroo& to. admib that theirsvwas a’ day ofwcolonization,

It wds aén‘c‘-once a .,;tne missionary societios that

native land rights should bo secured, and tgwas deeply

seneitive %o, the missionary ou lOOka Despite the- strong
missionary influence in the Aborigines Soc”otyr the ex=

pressicns of its leaders concerning scientific colonizao
tion. were far less truculent than thoge" of the missionary
spokesmen. Although the Aborigines Protection SOcioty
had roservetions concerning Wakefield‘s NowuZealand

| Company plan of 1859. it did hake a, more optimistic view .

e A
oo e s N -
oL o n : o .. -

N '~""T,’P,' - — ,.. AU T _: R . ;

lxa.ee‘caaﬁ.,f Remarks on Golonization, €0.
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of emigration‘séhémesfand gaVewmarevqredénCé'ﬁo‘Wakeé-
field's professed. philanthropy than: did - either of: the ‘
missionary seeieties.l Certainly its. publiCations showed
& marked moderation when referring to. the . land companies
inspired by'Wakefield, both for New Zealand and for
Australia. Why was. this so? ' )

There may be considerable Validity in the ,88sers

tion~that<the-Aborigines~Promectien Sooiet mS&W. if dimly,
’a ‘hope that in a. project like that 0f.. the NeWWZealand

';placed considerable confidence.( If.the. Ab
' Probection Society Wwas . left in uncertdinty: abeub the

'actual conduct of . land company agents, there was some

room for oomfort in the preoepts that prof ”'edly movedw

the founder.. . As a cousin of Elizabeth Fry (and ‘hence

a- distant relative of Buxtoﬁk and of . Quake
himself, it is: net surpr:isingj.‘ that: Wakefie

’i:@xm%tion .

:displayed .

'some humand tarian. ooncern: £or;.800: 100ndition9’at home..

‘- .,);’r:-' g

His early congern. for prisen refarm was undonbtedly R

: ISinclair _Maori‘Wars, 24, states that the
Aborigines. Protee%ion S0¢ie g "accepted Wakefield’s sage
for emigration, and supported his ‘schemes; convinced that
colonization would be tempered with humanit .. In the -
1ight of certain of the Society's 1iterature this con—
tention seems. extreme., . :
zAborigines Pretection Society, Extracts, II (1840,

a7,

|
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';motiVated by hig: omn. sodourn in Newgate prison for the

:pash abduction of a young heiress: but a broader basis
of . reformemindednesszthan this runs through his writing

;and~speeches.1_

In- part,at least, thsse domestie ooncerns
,tnrned his attention o the colenies as-. a source of relief.
| Thus, “the Aborigines ”robection Seciety was at
.first favorably dispesed teward seientific celonization-

B A S S R TH UL

ST 1There is suppoxt for the- thesis that basically
'ghumanitarlan mot ves underlay Wakefield's 8Y. not
‘ ( s ‘ " ot Pty RE

f>Wakefield and the‘Colonizatio of ‘South Australia and
New Zealadﬁ_TL3ﬁﬁon, 1898) 193y 211, assertey . there
- seems no. reason to. charge the;Ne ,Zealand Cq i
indifference to the w .. O
Elsewhere he. states, e’ lan
,_directors breat:w_Jhk4;j;j;ﬂ;*y,agw&;,w
- A; J. Barrop; The Am: ’”', r of E4
Hekefield (London, 192 92, 93, _
ests of his. subject in’ civilizing New Ze";an‘ aborigines,
- leading them "to. embrace the. 1anguageg U ,eligion,
" and secial ties ‘of the superior Tace. .. ¢ ,
Edward Gibbon Wakefield‘(London, 1929),L,32, denounces- the
urch Missio "8 c.ety for its shortsighted 0pposition
to Wekefield's. ‘Schemes. &nd ‘thedis beneyolencels  ‘Buick, The
Ireaty of Waitangi 46, a less friendly’ writer, also S
acknowledgés the philanthroPy underlying the: principles
of Wakefield's New Zealand -scheme, Some. ) )
scholars, however;. have. béen, le charit
appraisals. .John Millar, EarlzﬁVictorie
A Study of. Racial Tensions ahd. Social

‘1852 (London, 1958), 6£f. minimizes thE‘ﬁEIIEEEhrépy ‘f'y
toward the. .natives in 6field's New:ZeaJand scheme. by

laying stress absur: ] . 2K 2
“motivation in: devﬂsing & cheme for.: native ”elioratien
was to  "redoncile. everyqu“gto ‘his own'plan Provisions
fo6r the native were as "faneiful" ‘as’ for,the olonists, -
Millar concludes.. . Sinclair, Maori Warg,.. aintains. that
though the scheme. Yadded some’ c0»our £0. the view that the

%any was a humanitarian body, it did not disguise, ex-
cep for ‘the. Optimistic aborig es protectionis s, tﬁa

II‘




that thé" treneiv;ee from free laborer ¢

Ty
A -

:_ﬂu?gi  We;i3:“., - };13?“
‘Two of the’ avewed objecte oL Wakefield'e system of :
‘dontrolled and scientific colonization commended themsvf"
selves to" the evangelical humanitarian followers of:
Buxton: One of the antieipated results of: Wakefield'
land- sehemes wes the remeval of cenditiene fostering

slavery.. Negnoelavery mighb be ended by parliamentary
1

decree, but the eonditiens favoring 1% were not neeeseari-::wl

ly eliminated Plentiful land, declared Wakefield, was a

neoeesary eoecemitant of elavery. Where land was eheap
everyone tende'”

“e{beeeme

'and ewner. Ceneequently.

seeiety fragmenteﬂ inte w

individualsii?fBut to ebtain ‘the- greeter preductiveness

”any fraetions as. there are

of combined labeur.“ men were led te ebtain elaves.i‘:

"Freemen will net, but slaves may be ferced te, work 1n .

R combination.” he asserted., The 1eSSen according to

Wekefield weegeleag. Restrict available land and free

Iabqrswouldvﬁeiavaiiable» ;Skevery;ueu;dgneﬁ,ensueel

Wakefield's philanthrogy Wae direeted tewards England’
poor and- England 8 -¢ap; talists.;,;,

Yupgport of the Select Gomidbe
of Weste Lands in the British Coloniés;" 'HiC.8:P., !
XXy 557€£.. 616ff'u He was careful to. a ',;however, ‘that
his scheme did- not entail’ ‘¢onéentration ‘population,.
but rather the ¢ontrolled expansion of eolonial land so

| or ‘$0 landed pfoprietor
would be gradudl, providing always an . adequate labor

supply without ellocating a man permanently to the role

vef landleee laborer.




. natiVe -and;, European;;lg;ﬂ~~~w*f~x

The points of disagreement between thehevangelicalk

humanitarians and the scientifie colonizers became appar-

enﬁ~only-whenxthe-resPGctive~means; ﬁhe aetualnpolicies-

advocated by the two,sides, WeTe: revealed.
gelical humanitari

The;evan-a

_Vé;placed first stress upon “the soul )
of th@ native; the scientific colonizers thought first of.

his physical eondition. This variation in emphasis bred
diverse trends in conduct.

The former gavefclose attenp“

with a more earthly ministry, Would surely aeknowledge
the prier claims of the Gﬁspel. The eoncern for physical
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neéds, for: civil rights, for the general welfare of. the

aborisines Was an, adgunet of the missionary impulse.
Fer the Wakefield greup, en the.. other hand, the

spreading of the gespel, the. Spiritual minietry ef the

eolenizer, wee an adjunct Lo the maJor purposes of the

celenizatien mOVement‘ The fellowers’ef Buxten were

vague.. eencerning?the practical probleme,efhcolonizatien.

The fellower 'of Wakefield were equally obscure with
respect: Yo fhe preblems of: evangelizatien. Thedr .- -
respective pesitiens wWere. enly exPreesions ef the broader
problems - : sheuld Christianity precede civilizatien o
should. civilization preceds Christianizatiop? The divi~ |
sien ‘betweén them was not between & pelicy of. humanity
and. inhumanity; it was: a divergence uyon methode:'
Wekefield prefessed a deeire te impreve bhe
phyeical eonditien ef the native. tribes wherever they
came . 1n eontaet with his projects.; The New Zealand
Gompany, he asserted, was. intent on: preserving the native
race. The menner in which this was, te be: accomplished,
however,. was different than that proPesed by BuxtOn and

his follewers. A system o£ native reserves was the key

to the Wageﬁield-plan. Before .the. select cemmittee -on..

Néw Zealand: _.,,]840), Wakefield affirmed bhat the great pur-

pose of his proposed reserve sysbem was "to.prevént, as

much:asprSsible,finmthe eheﬁge fgém%ﬁéﬁégeitefeiviliﬁed,
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lifeguthe.&egraaaﬁibn*of~theunatiﬁes'and~the supériority

of  the: new settlers, and henee the Jealousies ané perhaps'

quarrels which [Eérd7flikely to arise out. of _such. a‘state,;

of- ‘things.": The NeWgZealand Company aimed at creating a

"superior erder of‘people{by giving them a. private
Preperty in lands "1,‘Nﬁ\u.n '

Thsse lands, however, in Wakefieldgs view should
be distributed ameng the;holdings of &1

'““ﬁﬁt&%ﬁ?sﬁ:

| not segregated ;n"

new, Wakefield'admit ea,33 ¥B“ 8. mothod, of. distributing

them was¢ And this was the key to preserving the natiVes.

Indeed. if they were %o, survﬁﬂgﬁgg;m;}i_he contended, it

~ would only be in this fashion‘

tact between Furopean and native would be greater, and

the. prospeot ‘of . elevation more. promising.H1§§§;§;;a&§@g,.

of -the .rades. was'

_is @rofessed goal.g“n;QA,ww;:aﬁpl~,
By, this system of native reserves, Wakefield

planned to. preserve the hierarchieal skructure of. native

i

1“Report of the Cemmittee on . New Zealand,“ H C S B,
18#0, VII, )4, o

2Gert ,nly; this viewpoint mustfﬁwh
givings among. those: who ‘had espoused thq_missionary cause;.

and who, 1like the’ AborigineéfProtectie Society, had con-
stantly -dep dwtheﬁundes, able -mora fects: that close
contact ' . ofte

brought:, Yet c , . upon. lauding
the good intentlons and principles of thezNew Zealand Cs
Company. British Colonizatiqn of New Zea;uué, vi..

;In,such a system the COn» :

e met with mis—‘7




lesser-natives"should-féceivé“ﬁéhe. Hence, the 1essert-

would wcrk for wages as was,; customary in civilized lanas.

And. the chiefs would be drawn into civilized society.‘”-
They~might even-intermarry-in~the better classes, sincez
their 1anded interests wculd place, them on: a level with;a
the landed. settlers.. Fhis. native gentry~”o ld;thcn,. -
according to Wakefield's plan,, prctect the inferior

classes .of their cwn race.“;ﬂufltlw_;;qi;u~

AL bR [ S -.'.~.

The New Zealand Gompany considered the main aq~
vantage to the natives cf the Wakefield land system not
in the actual price paid direetly tc them fcr land’ by |
the ccmpany, but rather in the value that would accumulate
in all the 1and when colcnization took place. The value

of the reserves wculdrincrease_as settlement in fheir

_ environs increased*

The Cemganyuprcncsed o establlsh
,trustees £or. ﬁhe purpcse cifprcteccing e nati

terests in their rescrve land which would be held
inalienably. Thus, alﬁhough the initial sum given the
abcrigines for their land was small, the Company defended

its’ plan on- the grounds that these reserves wcnld reimp
burse them amply

t:was not difficult fOr the skeptical

t.q o l"Re crtvg§ thg Cogmittge onlNew Zealand ; 1
H;é«§,g, 1840, 4924495 ée also Millar. X
v :i.gjveriaﬁ NQW Zeal&ﬁd 8’ 90 . ’ . :
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‘b0 .agky- 88 some representing *the, missienary dnterest. did,A

Just: how generous the plan was which ‘took .all-the.land -

“from- ‘the: natives and prided itself in the benavelence cf

-:~return1ng aptepbh part of, it to them.*“s»«~:@wnﬁw;»q' -

Wakefield's humanitarian schemes were, untried.,-

+‘The missiena;“ﬁinterests tended te diSparage them; the

“eisounaness of

red to see whether
sqme goed would not.gomelfrom them.; The antagonisms

between ths;Chureh Missionary Socieby and the New Zealand

Gomyany greW;steadily more vitriolic.
The CI

vulnerable to the criticisms of the Wakefield group be~

cause of ‘s0me, unfortunabe deveIOpments resulting from the

Society '8 polioy @n lan& purchase by their missionaries.

Undeubtedly innocently begun. ﬁhe land holdingu of the'

Church missionaries in New Zealand bec4 ebextensivesenaugh

to raise some questions;b. the mid~thirties. Recognizing

e missionarie“!to provide qomething for the
futurg.ofhtheir children, the Society permitted any

‘miésiengryﬂin mhe field te make a medest purchase of. 1and‘.

L. s;;.:-P , 18400°VII, 531, 535,’ 592, i'Beecham’fraa.ééd' this

*quest‘on;beferé the select committee af 1340 on_New
~Zealand. AT PR . R

1nreh Missionary SOciety became partieularly

L. ..




. so that the 1ncrement~offits value woul& provide an’

education fund or a' sum to start them in business. Cer~

tain purehasjs far surpassed this modest extent, hswever,,

and" openea th

e door for charges of 1and speculation @nd
hypocrisy.;i_ fefleld and his followers seized upon this

. development Je counter the assaults of the Churoh !

| Missienary SOfiety upon scientific colonizatien., Ths-~
efforts of ‘the missionaries to exclude white settlera
could plausibgy be explained in terms of their selfish

desires o' complete théir munaane designs,ﬂ Lo ‘their own

satisfaction t least, the scientific colonizers there~
fore ‘were abl to establish their own claims to superior

bensvolence and high—mindedness.l

Wakegield led the assault ”.,:,;,1} ff___h.,
committee on. New Zealand (1837—1838), G5 18375
1838, XXI,f 587‘ -and ‘again’before the’ gelect ommittee on
New Zealand (1840 v HoC.B:Pyy 1840, VIIy ;
543+550 5. 612-6%- Issionary  “land-sharking
reason for the signing of the Treaty of Wai
ostablished.a "farcical native independence .al
*Levitical republie" controlled by thermissionaries
according to: Wske 14} ) the most_,,
famous' attadk upon the land:po o8 0f X -
Missionary Society ‘wés launched by Charles
widely known_Rﬂdioal and follower, ¢ '

jobbing charges because they' ‘had mad 5
PTOhibithn uyoh“private purchaaes by their missionaries.




The New Zealand Company, which wag: a; joint stock
venture,. proceeded witheut governmental sanction to carry
on, colonizing activity in New Zealand, sending-eut a
group of settlers 1n 1840 and arranging for the purchase
of lands from. the Maoris by. itSAegents. In this un~

~ Jauthorized fashion'the Company eontinuea.its activity B

until a charcer was,granted in 1841, . But the Company

was plagued with so many difficulties, not the least, of
whieh was the hast

: and ill~defined nature of . their land
claime, that its fortunes deelined until further

aeeistance was given by the Euseell Government in 1846.

Still unable te put 1ts affairs in orde:tiphe New Zealand

Company surrendered ite eharter An. 1850. vﬁm,ﬂkq,k,
 The Aborigines Pretection Society watched eaeh
phase of the Cempany 8 fortunes with 1ntereet. Amid all
the verbal dissidenee between the company end the Church |
Missionary Society, 1t assumed & poeition on the matter
of 1and pelicy that was. not entirely in- line with either
side. DesPite its close relations Lo the missionary
.movemont, the Seciety was not‘reluctant to censure asPecte

of missionary land poliey. Although ib professed to

complement miesionary ‘efforts; it was not merely ajﬂ__

seconder of miesionary intereste.

_the missionary societies for net introducting English"*

among the New Zeelandvnatives. and for nob éducating them

The,Seciety,criticizede,.




1n a way.to put them on a. level with the EuroPean.{f;Its
strongest critieism was reserved for various -land. pur=

chases, made by, th999 "connected with Missionary SR
Establishments," thaﬁ had failed to give full conaidera—“

tion to native interests and were 2, source of oontinulng ‘

inqustice.a, One should net, however, make too much of

. the Sceiety g eritieisms of: missienary_policy, fer when

- 4t did appear itsatones Were. moderate and guarded.

Toward the New Zealand Gompany, the Aboriginss

Prateetion Seciety showed mike’*ﬁeelings
Society eould have, given it:’ ‘

3~1That Buxton ‘s

‘":Assent'to the‘

Wekefield. programris very.: unlik%muzﬂ rte nly the posi-

tion taken by Buxton!s cemmitﬁee'of 1837'prov1ded Adstle

 room for aecammocation between its views and these of the
Wakefieldians. Bor instanc‘

the committee Opposed

governmental assistance in'respect to the establlshment

of. land titles to any. nativehlanas infB tain's domains '

2 A PR B N N et .
RS '--‘?"‘qu S

- lAberigines Protéction Societ’y, British
‘.;Colonization of New Zealand, 12, 13,

- eAborigines Proteotion Society, Biggth Annual
Report, 1845, 204 RIS ‘

5Sinclair, Maori Wars, finds the Aberigines U
Protection Bociety totally out of step with the missionary
movement in its position on, the New- Zealand ‘Company. -
Sinclair's suggestion that the. Society gave undivided
support to the Néw Zealand, Cempany seems:. extreme in the

light of much of the Society 8 1iterature on ‘“the New
Zealand . question.." .




S e
en’ behalf of whlte settlers. while a. basic teneb ef the
Wakefield program was the government's supervision, or; at

least guarantee, of land titles in -areas, of settlement.

The pesition ef the Aborigines Pretectien Society, how»

ever, wae net simply that ef the parent parliamentary
cemmittee. The Society expressed favor for, the settling
of- native iand queetiens through some: equitable treaty
arrangement, te which the gevernment weuld be ix:4 partyai“- |
Additionally it backed & systéem . of reserves akin Yo their
Wakefield pr0pesa%.2 Indeed, according to one writer,

member of. the: Aberigines Pretection Beciety'persuaded

Wakefield te include the Treserve. syetem 1n his program

1nitially.3 Whether Y. cenviction er;fergexpediency’s

sakéy - Wakefield did make an. effort et fiust to eoeperate

P

with the Society, which probably accounts for: the early
parﬁiality of the Society to- him, and their persistent
confidence in his principles ‘through the founding years .of

the -New. Zealand company Exéeﬁ%geeéﬁﬁﬂegieemﬁyagnqntly,

) \-\ o a

l"Report of Aborigines Cemmittee;” H O s, P.,
1837. VIx, P o s

: ?'eutline, 15. The Motte pamphlet;:eetting

Amincipyes was, sponsore& by the. SQciety.r ‘
:;5Maori Wars, 1, 2._v¢jnv~pmh~n~ykml;:'

ads gof'thé New ‘Zéaland Committee," H c s P.,
1840, VII, 691‘{ SRS
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butsit-wasféﬁténﬁbffsétnbyésdﬁeﬁéﬁéeﬁgpiééé;nygoepeﬁa;u
tien betwoen: the two . factions.-g_iﬁg?‘f'  . o .

' 2 In’ 1841, a netable cooﬁerative efforﬁ was- made
between the scientific colenxzers‘and the. Aborigines
Protection: Secmety in the: form of & pamphlet published

under the -aus ices’ of the latter -and written by.a

prominent member of! the New Zealand Company, .Erngst

to secure portions of land for ﬁhe natives." ﬁigilgrly,

it noted the'philanthropic inclinations of. the‘aﬁﬁh6r5ﬂ~~

}

a naturallst attached to the Company.,whieh had: stimulated

his interest in the Avoriginés. Protection Seciety., For
the information .on-the eondltion and éharactev of the New

Zealand native: furnished by Dieffenbaeh, the Sooiety ex*
pressed its thanks.;

Protection Seciety ‘s attitude both to the mlssionary
societies and to the Wakefiela group is centained in the
introduction“to this books. "

s "-The truly admirable Ghristian zeal by which
o the severaI;Missionany Societies ‘have téen
‘ - 1to existence and. liberally supported
.‘,has been Yory much engrosséd with the . care
,;of the religzoua condiﬁion of. the people in

:'" l

Pogulaﬁion (London, 1841), Vi, vii.4

Ernestinieffenbach. New Zealgg aﬁd%f%gmﬁgﬁi§éwhwx::”Mu&:ﬁ'
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T‘whose behalf they were formed. But there are’
~ temporal interests not to be lost eight ofy
. on the due. regard of . which. it will" ‘depenid .-
‘whether there shall exist native Tribes t0 re-
v eédve - dustruction or nob.: Alrea&y, gsomé -im~
' portant indications of the existence . .of a
~better feeliug heve made; their. appearance....
Colonization is no longer announced withoub
- Bpeeial reforence to ‘the interests of the :
S Aborlgines; put though there iefreason to
B fear:that in many instances, the’ impressicns
' dead lette ‘the New <
;;Zealand Companyy at leasty has follcwed up
' ﬂ*the professiens by practice...._ o

And althcugh the Scciety did not fully concur in all as—
pects of the Gompany s scheme, 1t generally appreved its

plans.l .

But while giving its guarded biessing to the

' Wakefiela scheme, the Scciety was aleo commnnicating with

4'&Lcrd Jchn Russell with respect to che New Zealand Company.

{_?The Colonial Secretary - recent correspondence with thie

Ccmpany distnrbédv the Sociaty because it appeared to
imply that all unoccupied 1ande An those 1slan g, were now

at the dispoaal of the newlyucreated Celoniai Land

”“e'eQemmlssion._ The Aborigines Protection Society sought to

,remind Ruesell that it was. "but & few months" since the )
uniﬁ New‘Zealand chiefe had been considered the repree
sentatives ef "a free and independent Sﬁate. In short,
the.. Scciety wa;'upholding the missionarywviewpeint re«

garding che'N W Zealand natives and. the Hobsen mission

teffenbach, New Zeala.x.lé and NatuePo ulation,




that. had resulted in the Treaty of”Waitangi.~~~~uW"'

: While 'in- one paragraph the Seciety empressed the
gravest fears for the fubure ef the natives, and thelr
rights A land in thé next it'acknowledged "with

.'.the system of reserves made by the New Zealand Cempany.l

LAt oné time reperting that practical difflcultles had

;arisen hindering ﬁhe operatien of the lompany s system
rof native reserves, et anether stressing the fact that
':eoneern fer the natives fermed Ma. recognized and eperaw.
tive prineiplc" in the Cempany 5 schemes, at still |

- another reassuring its membership that the New Zealand
Compeny had expresse& concurrence in “the” sims ‘of the ‘
'aborigines protectOrs, the Society dlsplayed an.earnest
‘d681re to make aeeemmedatiens with the. s01entific

,celenizers.g SRS _}’5;f{”‘”':"’

'"Always:reéegniziﬁgfihe”ﬁésié:eemeeﬁﬁﬁﬁf7bhé'naﬁivé

,that the Company share& with“th’”Soc € vthe spokesmen
for “ths lather recognized}that'ﬁthab,Qiginal cause was'
“1ntimstely blended with that of ether parties Whe have

. strong claims on the regard and sympathy ex ;hexr fellew

‘ lAberigines Pretectien Seeiety, Extracts, II
S ZAberigines Pretection Society, Sixth Annual

Report, 1845, 19, 20.
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~ubjects and countrymen "JMOne could not‘actwabstractly

on. behalf of: the natives. mh@.H@WTZQal@n@@QQQEaﬁy;am&Jiﬁs

;pettlﬁgﬂaﬁuaﬁghe@sogsiéﬁr@@ﬁ;ﬁ§bﬁt§6589¢%§#y;wishadita-
| avoid=piamiﬁg=itsélf*ihqa'"hoétiiéfor‘effenSive~pvsitiéﬁ

with resnect to any ef them..? Furthermora, it did not

want'tOw?propagateﬂwerreneous atatementsgconeerning th@

‘natives on- the: ene hand,: nor :did: it wish to_évoid

ﬁBP@gﬁinsat@@igwduqﬁaclq4m3agnLpgenqﬁhaxg;'%he Ab@rigines

Pretécﬁiénr3beieﬁy5beliévé&~thatﬁ%he=ﬁéW-@ealana~Company'-v

‘had: déne . far more than any of its- colonizing predecessors
1n consiaerins the welfare of the natives and acknowledg=
ingntheifwrishﬁﬁpin:ﬁh@hgpilgubut<itueoul@wnoticommend
- the. activitiésfbf'ﬁﬁéleémpiég's digtant: agentsw}_,Nor ‘
. gould: the Societ& approve ‘the New. Zealand Cempany 5. at-’

tempt. to. have the Treaty of : Waitangi,-

: ﬂfprohibi-.

' tiom, of private land: purchasesfwmtheeri.set aside.
 Porthe’ Bocisty;: the: Tresty of Waitsngl, suarantesing
the-natives possession of all, their lands,, could: Aot be

viol§§§@iﬁ§9§£i#sfvﬁiidigypgbélq noe.bejQﬁestipgeagg_

lAbcrigines Pretﬁdtien Soeiety, Seve fh,Annuq;
egorg. 1844“ 23,25 = 2 -

.'eogrt, 1845, 189 19. A Society pampm et
1846, ex¥ressed the..gane . ambivalencar'ﬂ“-;, i .

gonal egteen® for.manquembers 1t acknowledged:
diffieulty of the Company’s task efﬁ,redueing to praotice
a new and. attracty;.X but. dmperfectly’ proved theory of
eolonization:® ‘But its complaints about the actual con-
duct of the New Zealand Company were again very numerous.




RI» o

“The. Aborigines Proteotion SOciety continued ita
self—appointed role as watchdog of native lang .rights,
and: as~the aecade%woreaon, itszoppositien-temtbﬁuﬁew~
Zealand Gompany ‘seems te have increased.. At - the: éémé

; time 1t moved closer to the: Dosition of the Swo: missionary

. socmeties whose.. antagonism to scientific celenization had
alwaye been unwavering,,.k¢,A;Jk&‘a'1‘_

T T R
4 « : t

£ aborigines' friands and the acientifie colonizeLS was the

widely: publicized Wairau maésaqpegg,;nmrggmggggﬁﬁgathe.u

vandallzing aotivities ef cer tain'maorisiin*%ﬁé-svring~

. ofr 1843, an’ expedition un&ér William Wakefield, brother

~*“Qqsgught to apprehend.theaguﬁ

par‘aies._r & scuffle eneued, 4n the’ course of .which & .

_.colonist fired his: gun, killing a native: woman. Goaded

o vengence, the chieftain and his: followars fell upon
the Englashmen«»seven in,number-~and massacred them.
The: event naturally shocked the settler. pepulatien, and
quite as naturally, aroused the vindictive anger of

Edward- Jerninj;f;. he; chief agent of . the. co“" JiQ@Kﬁw; B

l

"Aborlgines%Pratec 1on Sooiety, The ggggggg,cole:;;:]i” 

of New Zealand, vi, 3-1 ’s
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. ,;~-Resurrecting ﬁhe subject of the Wairau o

m&ssacreninw1847g the Aborigines~Frotegt&@nuSocietyh v
left no. doubt ‘as to its. sympathics. Wairau was not. the
result ‘of ‘8n "unwarrented anﬂ cold-bleeded“ onslaught
upon the. celonists. asjmany claimeﬂ., The Society asked
“ibs. readers to rememb r that the purchases made by the
Gempany WEDS:, from CH few "warlike Chiefs," and "intelligi~'

ble boundries" had not been established. As for. the

massaere 1tself,;the Vew Zealand Company had empleyed Ma

party of their discontended, because: deludf“
to.carry muskets and baynnebs £6 erfect khe.

-theﬂoffen&ing~nat&ves; :”Not-until- Fleader of that

Unprevoked and wieked aggression had repeatedly
threatened their destructlon, nay, had actually fired,'

444 - the. New Zealanders desist from [fhel;7 patient

forebearance. Py .2 Thereafter the. Aborigines Proteeti@n

Soeiety usually took 8- critical “tone, in speaking of. the
New Zealand Company.

‘ In the deveioping relationshlps between the
Wakefield interests .and the Aborigines Pretection Society,

it appears that bhe real turning point occurred with the

e ———

emisran’cs' S




153
change of - ministries 1n 1846.
Golonial foice in. the Ministry of Lord John Russell.-
‘Whereas thé previous g@vernment of Robert Peel had-been

non—commital to the’ New Zealand Company,l Russell and

Grey were- beth well disposeditoward it Five years

~before;»asveolonial-Secretary;%Russell had. been instru-

184@, the . Gompany 8. position had deterierated due .to
Publi“-3ntipﬂ?h¥1*ﬁﬁd“thﬁa°9;984?%Pi0§~ﬁ?h?&?ah&dvbeen
1qé£fe¢tivéa;72érif§réy:anéfﬁhésﬂéw;Zgala?@;cﬁmpéﬁy;¢§n¢w
eluded -én agféeﬁzen’c‘ An-May, ’3;181‘&71, ﬂ whérebf the Governmént '
'agreed to. purchase the Company's previous titles, re-

'couping 1bs @wn expenditure with & first claim on, eolonial

land revenue. In addition the Government was to. make

‘?myib

T B _
Millar, Barl Victerian Ne‘
thanks_ e * “‘fﬁx ;
Russell: a¥ k ts prin jnei-
%les, does not:mean that. he was.an.uncri ical P

over the igsué in

Waltangi and against the formation of . a co
chartered

531=538, ..
“the Compﬁ

cutlay on.behalf of: colonizatio;

New Zealand,"'

1Hansari, July 25, 1845, LXXXII, 1003,
Zealand, 58, The -
§tended B ‘New Zealand nterests $0 -
dn det ermining te give fair p o.1

roponent Of
he Wakefield: experiment. In the parliamentary .debates
1840, Russell spoke .strongly; 1n favor of

mpan

¢ government; Hansard; J 3 {340 LV, -
But .he ‘was-.responsible for the agreement whereby
ny ‘was to: receive’ land .a ucompensa-,qn for its

oniy.: . Th igreement . subses
quently became.focus. of. grave misundenstanding between the
yompany and the overnment. ﬁgggort»of Qgg gommitteexonq;
H S‘PQ' 1844’ : II’ 303 .
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£1364000 per yea evailable to. the Companyy. and allow the
Company . to- éxéreise the. Crowa's righﬁ-of-~preempmon ox?er
oertain native 1ands., The agreement reused hhe adamant
opposition of ‘the:. Aborigines\PToteatien Bogietys It
denied that ﬁhe Government ‘had. any: right to. preemption .
OVer. the so»oalled waste lands ‘which: actually still be-A
longed te. the: natives aocording to their interpretation
of the Waitangi mreaty. S ST L LR S P P ETRRAEY
Earl Grey'had adopted the principle of "actual

use and - occupancy" An: dealing with- thextanglea problem

OF - New Zealand 1and titles.: !nly the seil used by the
natives. for cultivation and pasture was clearly theirs.
Their right te such 1and, he was,prepared to defend.. But
the vast unoccupied regions of the islands might be. taken

by the Government. To. the. Aborigines Protection:Society

aueh a- policy.amounted tOQOaniscation,

concerned, G4ey had bowed5t

native rights to the claim

1Golonial Intelli ence By . II (1849)9 163, 164.

2y i . 1
_Coloni ,Intelli'encew I (184 a0 41 II
(1849) § 469+ . o - 4 ( 7) ¥ '3

2
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liﬁﬁle*in;Qﬁb@éi#i@ﬂ}td&ﬁﬁe Oﬁiéiha1:éhaftqgingqu”fhédf
ﬁew-'zearand - comp‘aay? 4018417 . In i‘atsz; ’ the Seciety had 'ﬁoe
had the: 0pportunity te fully evaluate the aétual applidas
tiong . of the Company 8 program o the fleld.- But by 1846-A
they had had this chance, and. it eenfirmed their wors%
fears. Thus the sudden shift 4n the, Oompany 8 fortunes-
with the change in- ministry, may- well have. provoked the
hostillty which the Seciety came 50 display toward the
Wakefield: scheme ‘An’ theae iast years of the ‘décades. -

Incidentally, this,attack was not : confined to the periodi-

oalq;itenatgyeﬁqzd hg,ﬁoeia Hﬁmhomasvﬂewel;.Buxtonws

sony:. Edwardfﬂ“ ﬁthuxténg:*" ’jw.theﬁﬂebate o the- floor

of the Gemmons, where the: 1and}question wasg rehashed with
no. little. emotional;_y‘*-***‘?“““w

' In O¢teber.: 1847, iy James Stephen retired from
the. Colonial Office.- fhis,taqwgeyregentgﬁwa,vicﬁgry.fgr_
the. Wakefield groupi . TheABﬁunt-df'many“vitrioiic attaéké&é
"ML, Mothereountry“ Buller: had oalled h1m~~he had never |
worked well with the scientific oolonize s,gﬁ On the: other

Aglionby -an d. me; the. A ompany .
board of director dismigs F.. Buxton's: position: on
native land rights, u_laimin the simply hel - land becausse
;they had easten amebody who ha pessessed the land be~
ore. : S

are spec “article ng
Ward, “Retirement of 8 Tit




hand .He had.. been a. valuable contact for: the evangelical

humanltarian=interests.v Perhope thie loes also a&ded to.
the new mllltanoy of- the Aborig es ‘Protection Society.

- the New Zealand Gompany £a11ed to male; anyaprogrees 1n
the three~year trial pehiod promise& by Greyy:. and the..
: Company enrrendered its Gharter. Th 1n&efatigable

- Wakefield shifted his efforts tohth_.denominationally»'
aesoeiated settlement prodects at Otago and Canterbury
in New Zealand. These became the heirs of the New Zealand
Company on., its demise. in. the oollapee of. the Company,
the Aborigines Protection Soclety certainly had no. major
role. The Company officials themselvee contributed to
1ts downfall by many unwise decisions._ Herman. Merivale,
Stephen s suceessor An - the Colonial Office, suggested

| this reason for its failure, and others beeides. Politi*
éal metivee, personal jealousies, iavoritigp, accordimg

to bhim a1l played their part * The deepest oause, how~
éver; he. found among the investors themeelvee who dia~

’oovered that the sums laid out for the. traots of land

were. only the commencement of exyenditure. Faith in the
Sghemei*bywtheﬁﬁgﬂ?thﬁgi;9W@Q@l§§1:%4@;3?9;@9@@?19u9

3 """(' e ‘_*. o R

Yy xxx1 (1959), 189-205; Samual
y esf‘tephen and :the Problems of New
?outh Wsis, 18%8-1846," Racific Eisborieal Revi view, XXVI

957)9 353’ 362.




rofect: failed.l In New. Zealand the settler olass. Bos
éameg: increasingly disenchanted thh Ahe' Oompany, and: the
struggling Cempany preved unequal 0 -the- tagk: .of pacifying

~th19»unrest. So_ltﬁwas insthe eeleny Itse’f ‘that the -

;seheme met defea_mgu?v~mmfevﬁ5‘F~:?eaw:**n$ﬁd%4ﬂ*f—~v

The evangelieal hnmanitarmans haa seen 1n x;;u“]
seientific eolenlzation the hoye that Christian eoloniza-‘
, tien might be advaneed'a pace.

But as practice diverged .
3'inereasing1y from theory AR the activitieeief the New

Zealand Oeme%;, disenchantment set. in.ﬁ{When the nativesf

welfare was threatened ‘$he Aborxgines Preteetion Society
-abandened the: Wakefield program.

}Merivaleé~Lectures, p. 475 [prendix $o Lecture
XVI (written 1861)/ B, Hawés; an M.P. and member of the
original Jboard. of. the New. Zealand Association,. en behalf
of Earl Grey explained to the “Proprietors:of the New
%ealand Compsny;"Jduly 22, 1850, that, the dépression
which had fo;lewed upon the- agreement. of Grey with the
CGompany in 1847 had been largely responsible for the
failure of the last effort to establish the COmpany on a .
gound basis: = "Papérs Relative to the Surrender of the e
New Zealand Oompany Charter," H.C S P., 1851, XXXV 405.
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CHAPTER VIII

'.EHE, -EVANGELICAL HUMANI’.‘DARIANS ap
SR COLONIAL SELF~GQVE;g:_h,~,,..1!

Yearly more English settlers arrived in theC .
principal coloniee; and as their numbers grew, diecen~
tent with the control ef the distant 1mperia1 gevennment '
over local affairs 1ncreaeed alse. Frem the 'thirtiee
to the ’fiftiee the 1ssue ef se1£~government beeame a
pepular rallying point fer the white celonist. The
evangelical humanitarian found ehe question vital becauee
ef the effects that celenial self-gevernment might have

upon the aboriginal populatiene of the celenies of white

eettlement. Self-gevernmenb was an enigmatie preblem |

for: the aefenders ef native rights. Often thoee associated

with the cause ef the aboriginee appeared the enemies of

a’ liberal and enlishtened pelicy on, heme rule for the

colonies. Many evangelical humanitarians, recognizing the

hostility that direct centact between European and native

eften engendered, were reluctant te See bhe. 1mmediate
conurel ef legielatien and edministraﬁion respecting their
native charges in the hands of their potential enemies.

ﬂer that reasen, the continued &ominance ef the imperial

government offered the only alternative.-
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.81 Thomas.Fowell Buxton?s select.committee of.
-1857*refledté&fthé conéérn-of”ﬁﬁé“GVangeliéai“hnmanitari~

ans dn this matter. Among the recommendatxons 0f that

body was ‘one: CO the effeat that proﬁection of the natives

‘ e the local legislatures" whieh . would naturally reflect

it;he interests of: ‘the. whites.' ”Whataver may: be the

1egislative sysﬁem ‘of . &ny. Coleny (whether electad by loeal
set'lers 0T appointed)," the committee asserted,

hher ore advise thatyag: far as possible, the AborigineS"

be;wi' ”hawnvfrom dte conbrol.“- Enactments affecting the

-Hoqg@sw9§3pgg;“'““t%as quickly ag; convenz’”t, Further-

‘more; the cor nor: of geaeh colony

Qﬁ"as far a8 ﬁhe Royal

‘Prerogative sh ul ,be adequatepté;the purpose, with

suffieient authority with respect to all questions related




160

.86 the . interests of the native tribes‘,. I? the. creation-'

of: such ;pOwers.. by the Crown did not appéar . practicable "
.-theén Buxton 8. committee prOpese&, that they should- be

created "by Legislabive authority. Certainly, here was

2 540 V-1 small wonaer that: many of the- colonial reformers.

and. champions 0f;, c@lonial selfdgovernment sawin; evéngeli~,
,cal humanitarian Yankg:an. adamant fee.u.ahhﬁuyiﬂﬁguya,‘*'

8ir’ James Seephen bore the: brunt ‘of. he: attack of
those who, like Edward. Gibbon Wakefield. styled themselVes

the . champions of colonial selfcgovernment. The mest

famous.. attack upon. the . colonial under«secretgéf"—hner ,
labeling . of him as: "Mr. Mothercountry"-~was but ene .of

many. empassioned and vitrelio,assaul'

ﬁller;
prepared his Resgonsible Governmenbdfor the: Colonies. not

only to elaborate Durhamiﬁe views, but to attack the fg..

_ colonial office and James Staphen in. partieular.i And no .

less famous in’ the ranks of. Stephen’s antagenists was

" l"Report of: the Aborigines Gemmittee," H C S.P.,

) and
‘t%;ﬁgl 1er (Oxford,

. 3E. Ms. Wroag, Charles Buller aﬁd Responsible '
Government (Oxford, 1953), 65s -




el e

B “p"

héﬂattacke upen ‘pim as

w.-"Bowever, Stepheny in cemmon
-with Buxten,}the Aborigines Protection Bociety, and the

:evangelical humanitarians oL tweir cut, could ‘not .with

clear oenseience eendone any:; colonial constitvtion which

L Dame Millicent (Gar 4
,Ri"t Henorable Sir William Meleswor h,

'gi;l ¥ 127.‘ "Mr. Stephen, o hig o valar Yo
was ap much ‘an ‘enthugiast and - lover ef liberty as: either

Wakefield or Buller.... Stephen was no little Englander..
for he. fully realized the advantage o the Empire which

and -New Zealand....;> Harrep finﬂSTthe personal aspects
of the Reformers attaeks untenabl_,although he. £indg:
Justification in their attbck upozn type of: ‘tule heé
advocated "by means of irrésponsil le &nd. far-distant.
official:i Stephen 'S biographer, Paul gnapluzg, defends
Stephen gorously, Stephen and Bmitish oloni sttem,
91 ££. | Seé also P Knaplund'”' ir’ James: Stephen ' ,

British North American Problems, 184O-1847,% T R

Historical ‘Review; Vi (1924), 41.{,"James Stephen: preached,

as he so often tried to put into practice, the true
1iberal doctriné .of British coloniel: policy. -, Semuel .

Clyde McCulloch, "James Stephen and the Problems of New

South Walés, 1838-1846," :Pacific Historical. Review,XXWﬁl9E&

556~562, aintains: that he e favored self~government.

Kenneth thgell a:g W, P, Mbr{gll lggg.eogglegt ‘Documents

on British Colonial Policy: 50= ord, T§§85,

xxvi, add their ‘woight to the contentlion that. Stephen .

. éxhibited "a willingness to6 see. thé’ responsibly-govenned
colanies rise to the full status of national autonomy.




would Léave native affalrs to'the whin and arbitrary will
of the - settler ff-F‘@‘r'{-unafc-e Ly, ‘fromithe viswpoint of the:
aberigines' friends. Stephen s retirement Ain 1847 did “Hot

| providing for the establishment nnder royal prerogative

f of a complé“

'fystem’of mnnieipal tourts. ;’&_pfjvincial

R

enfranchised. The Colanial Governor, George Grey, closer"'
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. A o
the New Zealand Geverner refrained from instituting
varioue parts of hie instruetions and forwarded eonfiden-
tial deepatches te the Golonial Seeretary,tuging ite
euepensien.; Earl Greigyaet

_ en this adviee, suspended
' o .
the major terms ef his Charter for a five year period.A

The Aborigines Preteetion Society expressed
grave concern ever Grey e Charter frem the time of 1ts
o publicatien. It centended that the terms ef the New
Treaty ef Waitangi, ané;weuld destrey native rights,
deepite the warmly expressed benevolence ef the Govern» )
ment toward the New Zealand tribes., Therefere, the Society
addreseea a memorial to Earl Grey, foreeasting further

reduetien ef the native pepulation and ef the celony s

. proeperity andheecurity as a. result ef Grey.s actions.

_The memorialrsts reminded Grey that he hsd often warned,

that cne ser*_us anger ef self-government was that the

power vested in. t°ezpeep1e s representatives might be
perverted in‘ '

eofzoppressien_of the less;

& 38 powerful raees of, men inhebiting the4 ‘
'Isame colenj " They peinted out that. while the Golonial ;w
Secretarw ﬁad , OMenaed thatpozaularassemblies ‘«w,l".ien

established in the eolenies sheuld take, the protectien .
of the native as a sacred duby, they c'uld find nething

in the Oharter dietinctly insuring the“carrying out of




beyond disputew’

- guch: benevolent aspiratlons.: Quite the Teverse. was: true.
ALY ‘the power ef loaal government was place& in the hands
.of those: from whom.lby the Golenial Secretary ‘8. @wn
admission, the natiﬁes had the mest. to. fear.a;

The Gharterrdivided New Zealand into aboriginal
anﬂ provincial distriets. In the former, the: native

chiefs shared seme auvherity over. lecal affairs, bu

natives wererexcludéd-irom any part101pation in the

governing of the' ¢olony- in . general;- In the’ provinc1al

districts, whieh; Jne enjoyedhthe privilege of partici~

\vnt.ef the colony,nthe

nabives were preVented frem gaining 5- 8 voice by franchise

restrietions which limited voters to those who eould

- read; ‘and. write English. The Society did not qnarrel with

the merits of inducing the: natives to use the English
ﬁongue, buv it expressed doubt as. to the validity of using

~.the languagegqualifieation prov1sion %o exolude them from

In at least two respeets the: memerialists found

the Charter in violation,of the Treaty of Waitangi.ﬂ,

First, the Charter granted land withauj egard to native

.right. Secend, in those areas where nativé rights were

dthe native was limited in his right to

dispose of lan' at his “own dlscretion by the Gavern-

~ment's right ef pre-emption._ This disregard of native

1




interests, coupled w1th the predigious advance in the
resale: value ef ‘the: land ‘whieh the: Government would

realize, weula make it diffieult to. eonvince 1ntelligent
natives'oﬁ-England'svgeod-inﬁentions toward'them:;481nce
+he Hew Zealana tribes would feel little benefit”fromﬁx

the terms of the Gharter, they would not COme;immediately
and: williagly under British sway.l,,<£,rxﬁg,iﬁgggﬁgﬁsg

The Aberigines Proteetion Soc'5” ;ﬁaéggéyetu;;ga
point eut that: %8 ob;jections +90, the:

isa)and: Charter
_were. mob based en anyaeppoeition to; h§,p£i$¢iP¥Q;Qfgf

colonial self~government as- sueh. Ifs-objéetion-was‘fhe

. exclusien ef the natiVes frem ‘an’ adequate ghare. in whatever

degree~ef self-government wasvgrantedf .Liéading nativesr
-should- siﬁ 4in. colonial legislature5r ethere should share
the offioe of magistrate with Eurepeans. Still ebhers
might bée- made superintendents of poliee, custom officers,
e.anﬁ appointed to. similar minor posts.? u2=“‘~__ S
When Earl Grey susPended the' - charter, -$he. Society
gave: its’ apprOVal to his action, ‘but. it was nob fully
'satisfied.~~Suspensien-seemed'tovin&icatefthat the.

.offens1ve previsiens might be reinstated to. the detriment

1Co'_ nial Intelligencer,, I. (1847), 5._9, |
gcoloniaI. Int:elligenceg, I (1847), me. 10.1.




of the native. The let of- the New Zealand native

should net rest upen One - RER. . Should a: less discreet

Governor than George Grey be placed in'effice 1n,the

future, ﬁhe aborigines might again beeeme Ehe, victims of -
%he injustices cen ained in the-: suspended clauses.

Self—impesed resf ainﬁ on the. part of the white. eolonists
and their: local 1egislatures was:nok- suffieient to assure.-
the wellwbeing of- the.native.aﬂuy§z‘*“'“'”

- At Westminsﬁe 5§he Charter receivea & therof;[;-»"

airing. William B Gladsﬁone was a leadlng critic of the

constitutidn. The Charter "fe'

ered" the HOuse, and

should- be repealed so that at some future date a: consti~f

tutien “which wouldﬁallew,full scoye 6, popular
principles" might be inibiated. The -Lesue of natiVe

B rights placed bhe Charter q;msuven beyend party. ‘he

oncluﬁed. Sir Edward quth Buxtenw son of Thomas )
Fowell and a- prominent member Of the. Aberigines Pretection:
SQeiety. also denounced the Gharter before the Gommona,
;The»attacks‘upon Grey-s eonstitution ranged Lrom. the
_'rather Bi1d appeal ot Gladstone that it be revoked because

it was. premature.and dangerous 4in excluding the natives

.gto Disraeli}s impassioned attackyupen

227, 228; Tte 1 } j
eﬁ 4’, 1848 3 gencer,—f
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the Ruseell Government, which he acoused of suspending

rather than revoking the Charter te .save. ‘the Colonial
Secretary's, reputation.l B

. The. issuei fvthe Charter wae not resolved for

several years by Parliament,and the,. Aberigines Protection :

- Soeiety con inued logberate the Vaguenees and equiveca&

tion ef the Governmenﬁ's;poeition.: The peril to native

L rights that the decﬁlent presented always remained their

New Zealand affair”.; Any meve‘that appeared to endanger

1 1852 an alternative to bhe Grey .

eCharter of 1846 was offered.f Garefully gauging New

.Zealand conditions, and the type of constltutional

,?" /1. .

T 1848\4 XGVI; 351-'335. 3503

_Ham al’d’ Feb""
TRES XC 15 6@2, 6,?~..,

Februery A

o aAboriginea Pretect:ien Society, Twelfth A.nnual
Re ert, 1849, 3-, L G

Aberigiﬁes?
the new con

; _'onial Intelligencer, Iv (1852), 55

. 1y, expr P67 Bhat: s T e ]
n woulld make adequate provision for.
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structure that wauld best sat)sfy “the  colony's neeﬂs,
Governer Grey submitted a planfto the imperial Govern—

ment in 1851._ The Colonial Officeiset about drafting a

censtitutienal bill‘which, despite the change ef

ministry in February 1852, was submitted to Parliament

"'~Wﬁen¥thé~£érm§=df-thé~ﬁéw”dbn§tituﬁioﬁéi*bfii
were made public,

,the Aborigines Proteetion Society
opposed it 1mmediately.

,~Aﬁ5no time sinee its founding
did the Society seek‘more earnestly to; exert_pressure

in official circles than in the matter of the New Zealand

‘of: The committee,; o
1355, submitted an:aadress on the tOpic to the new

Secretary for Golonies, Pakington. Waitangi7was infringed

by the: new censtitution as 1t ‘had been by bhe 1846 Charber.

. NatiVe lam's;were again endangered through & measureﬁto

‘reimburse certain oolenizing 1nterests for their}monetary

6g colonization. Gther prot“sts were .

1853. 2-._w.~
of the Chureh-

& president

-ssionary Sociefy, was reeruite “OR: behalf
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“The; sist of‘ these protests. was that the New ', '
Zealand Government Bill was; an: aet of. bad faith with: the

natives. The*influx of white settleru was; permltted,

"unrestrained by suffioient 1aw.” The system of reserves

was no “boon" to the aborigines, but only previded an’.

b “Yateress
' wiﬁh all its objection~




et

assisﬁance might have ‘been, expected were "marvellously
‘supine.’ "1 yﬁgﬁ}‘ghfn-

R Of course, New Zealand was not alene in its

quest for colonial se1f~government in these years. Frdm '

Lerd Durham 8 fameus enunciation oi the p%inciple of .
resyensible government2

until its establlshment in the
'colenies of settlement,uthe draftlng of constitutions

and preposals for constitutiens engaged;m- h{of the attenr

tion of those intereste& in Britain's em
Zealand Chartf

L Gred! 8 New
i y,},have“'evoked the gtrongest’ prote""t;‘ :
frem the Aborigineé Proteaﬁion_Society,

: for 4. Cape censtitueion. and similar'agitation respecting
Australia alse reeeived the SOCiety 8. careful attention{v

The quesﬁlon of a new constitution for the Cape

gained importance'from aboue 1845 In that year, the

outbreak of ‘the. Kaffir_War ended : the Stockenstrom treaty

system and left frontier relatiOnships in an extremely

uncertain?condition.. The whole issue of self~government
; 4_l

s found. m Cambridg_;'-mstqu"of_ the British
Eu;:;re. VII, 277ff.. | - T |
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for South. Africa Waé eclipsed byxthe frontier preblem.<~~

The | probection of the natives about the Cape borders

resulted; in ‘& igood:; deal of . piecemeal annexation. Earl
~ Grey-wag: not & whelehearted supperter of. the ‘Bumapis

tarian intarests, buﬁ he was,net prspared te leave the

g
natives: to the raVages of. the, Baera.,\Despite the

prominenoe of -the frontier question, however, the move~
. ment -fox representative gevernment in-the Cape: proceeded

steadlly. Inltially, the:; Aborigines Proteetion SOC1eﬁy
, favored the eausa

*;eliBVing that an, enllghtened;consti-

tution. mlght be drafted pretecting the; rights.of the:»-*x

Afric@n'natiY9!7ﬁﬁwggpqin$L§%933g2%2ﬁﬁ§§93§9§@;Fﬁ%aw»~ :«

Government’s desision tolghant representative institus .

ﬁionéutO;ﬁhéféaﬁégﬂtﬁé;&bc£i§£h634?feqggggggggpgggﬁggﬁg,

watched: developments With interest; In~Governor Smi%h@sg

”lauﬁlble efferts“ ta pacify, the natives, the: Society: .. -
found hepe;? But again 1ts membership Were’ disappoin+ed.
Despite the 81gns of: advancemenﬁ ;and. refinement that

they Drofe s8ed to find anong the South. Afrwzmtribes.

spoke. en half,éf ,an open
ment". in th;,Capé',olony.;
(1851)9 2204 . ’

o 1852.‘4 e
g Colo nial Intellig~ncer,.w

52
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the new constitutioh made5no'édeﬁuaté*provisiéé,ﬁérws1“--
native participation in colonial government.gﬁ?he-'

Society's concern 1ncreased as the terms of -the: measure

- became. known. The native was virtually dicluded. from
the - franchise by a 55@ property qualification, allegedly
supported by thosexwho wished to! thwart aboriginal
partic1patien in representattve gevernment. When an _

alternative ﬁas qualification was pr0posed the Soaiety

endorsea Aty although it oo didtnot enfranchiseJa
significant number of natives.% L

Humanitarian influence remained'st;ong enough

in. 1853 to. leave its mark. When, dn that year, the new

Colonial Secretary. the Duke of Newcastle, gave his
approval t06 - bhe constitutiou of ﬁhe Cape Colony, he
modifigd-3h§g§%@¢ﬁ@¥41m2¥9ﬁﬁgigns to»proviae for-the in#-
‘teregts:of“%ﬁeuéeibred Subjééta~ _____
desirable, he wrote, ”that the franchise should be 80"
restricted. as to leave those of. the eoloured classes

who in point of intelligence are. qualified fer the

exercise of political power praetically unrepresented. n2

_ the movement for governmental re~

Intellisencer, III (1851), 162, 163.
Quetedfinjcambridre ‘Hi stogz of British Em ir 1

11, 686,

g woon




Introdueed in Juné 1849, and reintroduced 1n February
1850y . the Australia Golonies quen;gg@nt_z;ﬁiﬁ-l;m._;,.;axqz_gsgd‘
widespread &ebatear As~ever; ﬁhéfibOrigiﬁés=Protédﬁibn
oeciety di*ected its attention to bhe preposed 1egisla~
ﬁion in order Yo ascertain the probable results for the
n&tives ef-that land., In. Mareh 185@, a aelegation from
the - Society called upon Lord ‘Johti- Russell at Bowning

Street te advise the Prime Minister of its views”en
this matter. With President Gurney a8, their spekesman,

the. group exPressed concern that apparently no: provisien

for extending to the natives,whe'"benefits of. Gonstltution-

al Institutio&s in Australia" had beon made in Russell x-3

draft. ef the préposed measure‘ Sharing the general in«rv‘
terest that had been raised by this "important Step™ taken
by: the. Governmsnt with. espeot to. Australiay the
Aborigines Proteetion Society aesired b0 see. that "ample
credit and well-merited approbation" was extended 0 those
whoge- “honest desxgn" wes. “to premcte -the inereasing and
_lasting happiness of those off~sheots of ‘the; British

Empire.,gag? The bill mnst have the resyecﬁ and support

of the people through its. Justness ana ;onérablaneas, out




itemrneie, |

1.

part, and for ﬁhat reason the

ééiety requested. that‘ywz

SMaome- provision be made to secwﬂe Q. reeognibion of .

fheéir rights as mén and citizens to "full participation,
1n all: the. privileges" of: British subjects.%,i
Despite asgurances from the Celonial Hnder- |
secretary that the aboriginal inhabitants of the ,
colonies "were all British subjects" qualifying for: the'
-nfzfanehise-;-.e.qually .mitah-;agthgmyz :'_t,'p.e- ;s.qqi_e.fqy-,;;ote@_ ems
phatically that the actusl situation, in Australia was.. .
far different.s 8o insécuref-waé:‘the native's. =pb‘é‘iﬁiéﬁ;~ o
that, the Society was ‘anxious. t6 ‘see. "those sentiments,
favourable to the. Australian: native” segured .in law be*
fore the power. to do 80 had been., transferred into. the
handg of. the eolonistsw4 Again«the.1atant~distrust~of
colonial self-government .and the motivation behind it
gen, be §gen elearly. u;,' |
. 0f éourse, the guestion of .colonial .self-governs

ment wag complex, reaching far beyond the ¢onsiderations

: lThe assertion that Russe17+”¥“*“’ ””“' "‘?‘
an oversight ‘and that they believed
the natives could hardly have been si

‘time they were deéply opposed to élmost evény aspect of
‘Russell's lang policy.in. the colonies. e

2Colonial Intelligencer, II (1850),

3Parliamentary ‘wnder<Secretary. ‘Ha

fequivocal assurancés of his in the Goﬁmons
Australia Government Bills:

“golontel Intsliigences, IT (18509, 405
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‘that, were Amportant to the: evangeliosl humenitarisnss .
Ai:'-%h@-eore*?of ~the i's‘Asﬁe'"Wa-s'* the problem of, reconciling. .
two. diverse notions of " "reSponsible government" whioh
developea An; this period. Initially. responsible vovern~
ment - meant local- self~government: control by the .
colonies of @ffairs:of. only local. interest, leaving

- nattérs of: broad: ¢onceérn ‘to: the imperial governmenb.

But the. term a1so came,.t0:. convey%the notionr'f total
gutqgemy?inaalgxf

tters. - Many celonial 1eaders favored

ﬁhéiaﬁéiishing’";;independent revenues for those offi~

cials, such as the colonial governor, who were appo*nted
| from-Len@on;y~P§pending‘goxzﬁkgﬁrgiﬁgogemiFQmgﬁhﬁeegﬁﬁn%al
legislaturey these adninistrative officials would be made
"responsiblé” to the will of the colony's: elected Tepres
sentatives. In the eyes of, Jmeany: imperial statesmen, such

a. development would doom’ ‘the. -empire: Mﬁéggdgggggfqgnpxal

authority to nothing; _ SRR S RRE  T
To the Aborigines Proteetion Society, control .0f
celenial affalrs by c010n1a1 legislatures, even An purely

.local matﬁer, was undesirablea Ovarruling othen‘consid« g

reraticns was always their central concern for ithe natives.

......

How would . self~government affect them? "The Society acknowl—
edgéed: the widesPread support that self-gov@rnment moveu .
,ments enaoyed in the colonies.: It professed to recognize

4he’ many liberal qrinciples invoked by these settlers-—
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- the- 1ike.¢

i?ém

But: these men Pof liHeral v1ews in regard to

thensélves™ were: prepared. to: 1mpose on the- aooriginal

populati@ns he veryvdisabilities" which they tLemselves &

rejeetedaw—ﬂere was the erux. of Fhe Society '8 po

_many defanders OFf Andividual rights were g

1rshamé£ulglackdoﬁjébnaisﬁeﬁgxﬁ#

sition:

:i@h@ﬁ@@ﬁ%??&fé?h$9¥ﬁfﬁA?*t

' QOVefﬁméﬁﬁ;tevi&éhE”in nostoog Britain's coléniesy:

Vhe various'efforts to deline:

was naturally é subject of interest o !
and patriotic mind" in: nngland, “the, Society's of
organ - achnewledged. o the members and friends
-Aberigines Protection Soclety it ‘was of particul

terest. The course that the colonists were then

ing disregaided native,W@liazes@%@gwaﬁfbbund;tna

dangeréus situations in the future in the Sosiet
As .cz‘onﬁdféﬁféi asi the- ¢olonists :mig'h’c- be-that. %héy'

official a8

seeme& to en&anger them. And their pleas would

swered. The Imperial Government would intervene
i cest in men- and material.. Therefore, wisaom a8
justice suggested that the feelings of the mest
_and 1ntelligent of the aborigines tribes should

fully detnrmlned and respectfully congideréd bef

fi@iai,,
of the -
pr fns

follows:

produce

7's visw,
sould

71,866k

'tance iz the hostillty of the. natibes

bqﬁgng

a#]éféat
well as’
1nf1uential
bex9ar$?'

preé  any
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' ,extensive degree of self»government was granted anywhere.
Even . the Kaffir, 1ess conscious than the Maori er such
things, should be - canvasged to- 1nsure a minimum of  &isk

satisfaction.l_uau.g.ﬁ}QL-L»,aﬂlf-;“7ﬁf“+3"~*3'iéz,ffhﬁ.g

In the Society 8. estimation, many of ‘the' native
disburbances wihhin the Empire could have béen averted

',-hadaasignificanﬁ,nortion of theéeﬁaboriginal peoples been
admitted to tha franchise.%; 2And had natives been: placed

1n posibions of trust, the natiVe warsrwh¢ch‘had plagued

the Empire would: Aikely. have been &averted . my

no.. reason that ‘the.. Soeiety sould’ see why at least‘th‘?Q“

more enlightened natives could not be: incorporated 1nto'

the: administration of the affairs ‘of the resPeetiVe colo~
— ;4/“4%?§u?54P29¥a§§dub99nginﬂinéiam»xmhe»99mmitﬁe§$ggngport,,

t ,,‘ .

lcelonial_Intelli
8001ety alvays insisted tha i . military
- garrigons in the .¢olonies and . the subsidizing gf the: white,
celonies in wars against the natives only increased the
ﬁWhe *our_Colonial

themselves de ray the expense of it, we sha“
' ' oful ‘aggresgsions and donflic

and’ preposterous demands, .the Bociety

oting certain’ élaims: for war, ama es“by

Qf“theSe.uﬁﬁﬁ

Cape Coloni_ _Colonialqlntelllgenee ] m848 74y
75. -In objec g..dn thig. faghion Yo coio al e tures.
the Aborigin. , el . 3 ¥ echging the
of . ' Bee
1031064

,FOW Annual Report’ 1851, l._ ) '.

: gAborigines Protection Society,'31xteenth Annual
Reuor , 1853, 5.
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to. the- fifteenth annual meeting summarizes the Society 8

L .
\'V,JIt is R T theﬁgonviction of your Committee, -
' that no modification of our Colonial. system,
... however liberal.the form of local gelf-" @ - *
- government that may be introduced into. it. ean
. be of permanent adventage t¢-.either the . -
Colonists or the Natives,. that does not.. em~;.
o race: ‘and ‘secure -the natural rights of. the..
' féinal ibee in whose proximity our people
-Iare settled. viel RS S

ﬂ.‘gélThm eaolness 4hat, the. eVangelical humanitarianS:
showea teward self-government mnst not be interpreted as
shortsightednees respecting the future of the Empire. L
They could net, with the Benthamites and Gobdenite free

tradere, advocate separation of. -the, colonies from the
mether country. They dia not, with the, Colonial Re~.'~
formers, seek self~government as the one. soluticn te

separatism.i Nevertheless, .the ocourse. ef constitutional

development preeeeded, leaving.the evangelieal human1*

tarians at variance with A% Celonial self-governmenﬁ

was a; victory for the 1iberalizing forces within the
empire.r But for thoee within the Aborigines Probeetien
Society, any policy that 4id not 8ive. adequate consideva—
tion.to ‘the colored peoples of the empire was less than

enlightened, and they eould not give it their whole-'
heerted support.u

- 1Abor1§i_xies. Protection Society, Fifteonth Anntal
Re OI“b, 1852, o.’ ‘ "i_ v":h LT R
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Buxton and his followeru were not: profound er
original thinkers.a Their concept of the Empire wes not |

the reeult of any oloselybreeeoned analysis._ Bether, 1t -

. was the product of a rellbieus zeal and an emotional

)

attachment to the eause of native peoples within Britein 8
domaine.» To the Aborigines Protection Society, the British
Empire wag.-a vast syetem of territories in which non~.
Europeans should dwell 4n safety end equality with their
EurOpean neighbors. Even beyond the formal beundaries .
_of. her oolenies, England had ‘8-duty to the primitive ;f:l
T8COS.,. Therefore, the evangelical hnmanitarians were not

opposed to the formal or informal extension of Britain 8

_}influence because they believed that no other Eurepean

Few’of the recommendations of the evangelical

humanitarians were new. Many Engliehmen had previously

: favored the development of legitimate trade as: a panacea

for the 1njuetice¢ and, evils perpetrated upen the

'primitiVe peoplee of the glebe., Others . besides Buxten '8

followers hed egggested the. notion of the Empire a8 a
trust placed in ngland's hands by providence; The. .
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Aborigines Probeetion Society merely grasped ideas al-
ready:in’ circulation and . espoused them With new vigar 7
“bei’ore;vthe.:. _eritish.-:puhl,i.cv:v_.and..- inofficialcircles I
DRESERY :gphe-"-'evangé‘liéalvhumani-ﬁarieiﬁs ‘e(dv'ocaﬁedma é'yst-em-‘
of" Chrlstian calonization which aimed at pretecting and
gducating the native.’ . The', edueation of. the: aborigiﬂes
would- prepare them for & useful role.in the: ecenomy of
the.colonies: so that relationships ‘between. tham and the
whité settlers: would be mutually beanlcial and.; weuld
form -8 permanenﬁ baszs of - asseciatlon. Accenting the -
économic’ -cloc-.;‘cr:;,nels_qinish.eir dayy. they plaa..g-ed,. ,mqh.,_faitn "
in enlightened self-interedt.as an ‘adjunct of moral
principle: | . , _ . |
~Untdil: all parties were aware of, the beneflts
.arlslng from equltable treatnent of Bur@pean and. non—.f
Eurepean alike, however, the. protection. of Brltish 1aw
and order must be afforded the mative .races-so that. they
‘would not be exploited aé*the‘y had b‘een'in'the- pas’tv‘
If the individual colonists could not immediately be made
to act in accord with Chrxstian altruism, the British
Government must leglslate for and admlnlster colonial
affairs in accord with Christian principles. T
‘ Founded at the high tidelof eVangelical prestige,
, the Aberigines Proteetion Bociety -exerted a degree of
influgnee in eplonial affairs;in its early years although
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its membership:was: ‘small.. As'%hié iﬁfluencevebbedg:
h@wever, the: membership of the! 8001ety found At in-
creasingly difficult to.gain public attention or. to re~ A
ceiveaa«reSPectgglagearingb The empire. they advocated,_'
rﬁlea-Simﬁlyjby.Géristianibrinqmpleg,@@rpﬁkﬁkﬁxglysive
;benefﬁﬁvaf*thé*nat1§és-but perﬁaps Jbringing. EngliShﬁen
‘gome- return’ as well - did not: materialize. -Sone: segments

ofﬁEnglish;Qpipiqg,at mid-oenﬁj;

foBriﬁéihﬁs;Empife‘, Others: favored;#ts reform.k Re=....
jecting: the first alternative as -an, abandonment of saered
duty, bhe evnngellcal humanitarians of' the Aborigines
| PrOteetiﬂn:Sﬂﬂiety~ronnd:sqmg-hppeyfgtaﬁhe;r@prqsrﬁm;Q#
Christien’ colonization in the proposals of the scientific
calonizarse<*Baf s¢iQnt1£i¢u99199izaﬁ19§m2¥9¥§9~Qiﬁ%?*~
?oihting*té&thém.bééaﬁSe it?p1ééé& thagipggggsgﬁggithe
native below that.of .the eolonisb.ﬁv,y NS ,~“
About 1850, the movement for colonial self—.M<
fgovernment galned wider popularity. &nd engaged the atten=
'tlon of many of the professional colonizerss Belf=
government for the colonies of settlement became the
deminant 1ssue 1n official and unofficial sneculation
aboub-the Empire. In the faoe ef these. new”;nterests,
the evangelical humanitarian appeal on behalf ef the

native- was: largely eclipsed. The concept of an empire in

which a paternal government at Westminster sought first

7 favorod the dissolution:'
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to protect,-educateerand promo%ezthe-welfare of“natiVe‘
,subjects gave Way to. the reality of an empire 1n which
an increasing number of Englishmen in Britain 8. princi-.
‘ pal colonies enjoyed an expanding degree of autoncmyain
their affairs. To oppose such developments on behalf of
the native was t0. oppose an irresistible trend. The
| Aborigines Protection Society was ont of step with the»
| most 1mportant development 1n the history of the Empire
at m1d~century¢;-;"':=ﬁ,v£r{{a'h,¢i,;,t',' - 1s_“w”ﬁ‘ |

However, the caueo of the natives ef the Empire
,did benefit from the principles championed by~the Society,

and 1t continuedeto benefit in ‘the. fﬁture. During the.

Society 8 formative years, the Government at Westminseer

had moved varaous bimesfin th
New Zealand had been anhexed,l, ast B
bect, the Maord.. Natal was taken under ‘the Union Jack “to
protect the Banbu. The idea ofjtrusteeship continued 12
exert influence in the Empire through the remainder of
the century The protecoion of native tribes became an
accepted and integrel part of . British colonial policy,
,and although few settlers went from England tc the far-
.flung colonies as. convinced humanitarians. British

- policy aimed at assuring the most equitable treatment

.ef prlmitive peoples by throwing the protective cordon
- of British 1aw,ahouteyhemq To. the degree that the




PAborigines Protection Society and its adherents helped

promote: this nrinciple of: enlightened treatment _the -

bociety 8. wark was: a successs: /The, Aborigines Protection

.Society was an: expression of, the benevolent feelings‘of

- &:unique dge of humanitarian -ardori:, :The:; 8pokesmen 6.

iothermdecades-ware-le 56 outspoken An @heir Dhilanthropy

"hthan those of the 'thir@;es randi ! forties,: but theas- .

‘ﬂlrations of the evanoelical humanitarians left their

indelible mark.'gngh
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