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INTRODUCTION

This thesis is n~ study of the vway in which the colonists who
sparsely populated the isolated colony of New Zealend during the
latter half of the nincteenth century viewed thenselves and the
society which wros developing ~round then, The colonists were
predoninently of British origin and while their nigretion fron Grent
Britain implied 2 partial rejection of British society, this was
probebly tempered by an enhanced loyalty to the British nation state.
This loyalty was born of their renlisation theot the society they were
creating was dependent upon its political, econonic and military
power. But CGreat Britain was 2 distant source of protection and the
British authorities were often unresponsive to the demends of
colonists made over-anxious by the espparent vulnerability of their
colony to nunmcrous threats. Fears arisin fron the isoletion and
the smallness of their cormunity szen a constant undercurrent in the
attituldes of the colonists towsrds themselves and the world. In the
first instance therefore, the reslisation of dependence upon Great
Britain, and the colonists' British origins seen to have encouraged
them to emphasise their Anglo-Saxon solidarity. They did this by
their loyalty to the British nation state and by asserting their
innate "racial" superiority to other ethnic groups who appeared to

threaten then.

These attitudes were drobsbly strensthened by difficult
communications within New Zealand. The colony was & land of
forbidding relief and by 1870 there were only a few poorly constructed
roads. Practically no railway trock had been laid and coastal
shipping, often the guickest and the nost reliasble means of transport,

was still very slow and often haphazard in its operstion.

The emergence of a New Zealand sense of identity had to await
the development of a colony-wide society. During the 1870's,
contect between the isolated communities within the colony was made
eagsier by improved internal communications which scen to have

encouraged sroups with similar interests to recognisce their common



. 1 ; .
experience. Such & reslisation would no doubt have prompted
individuals to participetce meeningfully within larzer groupings than

had previously been the rule within the colony.

Across the 1880's social and economic feactors sceenr to have
encourazed the growth of common-interest sroups of supra-regional
significence. Onc of the prime exomples of this is the growth of
city workingz class awareness under the inmpetus of econonic depression.
Also during this decade, the introduction of refrirerated transportation
allowed the “dovelopment of the dairying and frozen ncat industries
thus providing opportunities for men of modest mecans to establish
thenselves as small farmers. Subsequently they became a force in

Wew Zealand society of considerable importance.

In the 1890's these emerging grouys in colonisl society received
political recormition from the Liberals who drew much of their
support from thenm. Liberal social anf economic lesislation seems
to have given legel proecision to o peculizrly Hew Zealand ethos.

The Liberals were also fortuitously aided, however, by the return of
prosperity to the colony after 1896. But New Zealandcers still saw
themselves as nocessarily members of the British Enpire end therefore
any sense of New Zealsnd identity the colonists might develop was
likely to be circumscribed by this larser loyalty. lievertheless, in
the limited fields of New Zealand's social accomplishments and
economic prosperity, New Zealanders may have found scopz te define
themselves as superior Anglo-Saxons. In other words New Zealanders
considercd themselves heslthier, wezlthicer and wiser than other
Anglo-8axons, and aofter the exploits of the colony's troops in the

Boer War, braver too.

B T e S S

1., See: Christopher B. K. Smithyman, "Attitudes to Immisration
in New Zealand 1870 - 1900". M.A. Thesis, Auckland
University, 1971, 5-9.



The development of these attitudes may be traced through the
public statements of Richard John Seddon. However using Seddon as
the central charccter in this thesis does pose some problems. Thile
there is considerable naterial in the form cof public addresses and
parliamentary dcebates which revesls his nublic attitudes, this is not
so for his private views, and it is therefore difficult to “efine the
element of personal idiosyncrasy in his public opinions. A related
problen is the parallcel jrogress of his political carcer with
developnents in New Zealan! society. In 1891 he beeane a Cabinet
Minister and in 1893, Premier. The faet of his own success nay have
coloured his attitudes about New Zealand society; hc was certainly
a leading spokcesmen on the virtues of the Liberal achievement.

These problems arce to some extent conmpounded by the paucity of
perceptive secondery sources desling with Seddon. R.M. Burdon's
book, Kinz Dick, provides a generally useful account of his 1life but
its approach is rother dated and sonetimes superficial., A thesis

by Janice Lockwood on Seddon's esrly political carcer is a
particularly useful source of information for this cearlier period of
his 1ife,2 but there is & real nzed for an in-depth study of Seddon's
role in the Liberal Government after 1890 and his relstions with his

fellow Cabinet Ministers.

But Seldon was siven o central role in this study for several
ressons. In many ways his prozress to New Zealand and ecarly life in
the colony, which is traced in Chajter Onc, scen sinilsr to the
experiences of mony of his fellow colonists. Scecondly, his
renarkable success in retaining power throughout his political
carecr, probably rested largcly on his ability to subsume the ideals
and the prejudices of those he claimed to represent. This
achievement required not an original mind but one sensitively

tuned to the demands of the elcctoral majority. Yhen appearing

2. Janice H. Lockwood (n. Dickson), "The Early Political Career
of Richard John Seddon, 1879-1890. A study of a local
politician and his constituency". M.A. Thesis, Canterbury
University, 1965.



to lead thercfore, he led in the direction the majority wished to

20. Thirdly, his political carcer spanned critical yeers in the
development of New Zealand scciety, especially during the 1890's when
he became Prenier, and undeniably the most importent mcmber of the
Libersl Governnent. For these reasons the attitudes of this nen,
who scens to have been so much the embodinent of his age, provide a

useful framework through which to study the emergence of a New

Zealand sensc of identity.



CHAPTER 1

IDENTITY RACTIALLY DETINED

It is the hypothesig of this chapter that the British
colonists who scttled Hew Zeal-nd during the later nineteenth century
felt an emotional necessity to define and re-emphasise their

membership of the British nation.

An individual living within a complex socicty has mony
allegiances. The most basic of these are likely to be those
releting to his family and frisnds, and to the various groupings
within the local community of which he is a nenber. Vieved
collectively these loyalties form = lavel of relovance for the
individual; in other words the sw: total of these loysltics define
the individual 2s a nember of the loeal community.  Beyond the loeczl
community, however, therc are often other institutious and grousings
to which an individuel ney ows cllegiance. Thesc nay relate to an
arec with g distinctive rezional culture - quite a smgll rrea perhaps

- or to an arsa as large ns Scotland, Ireland, Vizles or England.

(16

Such allegiances nisht form further levels of relevance. The
ultimate loyalty for many Burcpeans in the nineteoenth century was
the nation state. Sometimes an individual mipght find specific
loyalties in inescapsble oo osition to cne cnother and such occasions
could form crisis points for hin, Generally, however; nost of an
individual's loyzlties are probably compatible, cither because they
ere satisfied at bthe sanc tinme or becausc various loyalties are
erphasised selectively end individuslly, consequently any
contradictory elements in them renains latent. Competition between
different loyalties within one level of relovance may be reproduced
on a larger scale when the different levels of relevance to which

an individual adheres are in opposition, Like specific loyalties,
it scems fair to assume that differcnt levels of relevance will be

emphasised according to theiyr applicability to an individual's
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needs at a given moment.
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k

If w gke an individual with such a gradstion of loyalties

o
—

living in Great Britain during the ninctecnth century and nove hin
13,000 miles to the isolated and small colony of New Zealand it seens
likely that the emphasis he gives to particular loyaltics, but
especially to different levels of relovance will chenge. The
inscecurity of the New Zealand colonists, resulting from the isolation
emd insignificance of their newly sstablished comnmunitices, probably
encourazed them to place especial emphasis on their Empire loyalty,

or their loyslty tc the British nation state. The particular
relevance of the British army and navy znd the British Governnient were
scan as essential adjuncts to colonial survival. Other levels of

relevance, however, such ss thosc centred round abandoned villag

communities and regions may hove scemed less relevant. Conceivably

a7

these loyalties were nodified or discarded according to their current
utility. In tine, new allegisnces peculiar to the celony cnerged,
but they did so within the frameworl: of the colonists' Empire loyalty.
By the 1890's the process of sociel development seems to have been
sufficiently advanced to justify the tem colony-wide society. This
neutral term is more appropriste than the word "nation" to describe
New Zcaland society becavse loyalties attaching to colonial society
as a whole were circumscribed by the rezlity of dependence upon the
British nation state. Seddon's statements zbout New Zealanders
suggest that the colonists defined thenselves as New Zealanders in
terms of those characteristics which they considered unigue to
themselves and distinguishing them from other Anglo-Saxons. These

ideas will be discussed in Chapter Two.

It was suggested earlier that the New Zealand colonists nay
have placed especial emphasis on their loyalty to the British nation

state because of its importance to their survival, but such a loyalty

1. Bee: Rollo D. Arnold, "The Opening of the Great Bush, 1869-1881.
A social history of the Bush Settlements of Taranaski, Hawkes
Bay and Wellington". Ph.D. Thesis, Wellington, 1971, 336-372.



seems to have placed the colonists in a quandary, From the modern
viewpoint it secoms apparent thet the dominance of Buropeans over
other groups with whom they ccme in contact is to be explained by
their superior technology and technological rosources. Probebly

few colonists would have explained Duropean superiority simply in
these terms however, but many of the statements made by Seddon sugzest
that even if they failed to mcoznise the explanation, they had
difficulty in escepin. the reality. The reality was that the New
Zealand colonists owed their dominance and continued control of lew
Zealand in the leter nincteenth century to the technological and
political resources of the British nation state but they had only a
limited ability to influence the use of these rcsources. TWhile they
might be reasonably confident that their nembership of the British
nation would sain them its protoction if the colony was attacked
directly by another BEuropean jower, there were other more subtle
threats identified by the colonists ageinst wnich British power
provided little protection cither because it ras too blunt an
instrument to deal effectively wvith the problem or beecause the
Imperial authoritics failed to r:cocmise the ajparent seriousness of
the problems which ezitated the colenists. It seoms a fair
hypothesis thercfore, that the colonists, in the fact of their
helplessnegs, would emphasise the innatce "rocial" superiocrity of
Anglo-Saxons over other racial groups. Such an argunent, while
re~emphasising their solidarity with the British nation elso suggested
that in spite of the isolation and smallness of their communitics,

the colonists were bound to prevail.

The first scction of this chapter thercfore, will briefly
discuss Seddon's background in so far as it is siznificaent to his
racial attitudas. Some attempt will be made to analyse his
personal attitudes elthough the shortage of material on this
subject inevitably makes any conclusions tentative. It will be
argued, however, that Seddon as s politician was constantly
concerned with articulating the attitudes of the voting majority
and consequently he provides a useful insight into some group

attitudes of the time. His opposition to other racial groups



such as the Chinese, for instance, suggests that some colonists were
defining themselves as Anglo-Saxons by a process of negative
definition; they identified the out-group by a collection of traits

which by implication the colonists did not share.

The sceond section of this chapter attempts to denonstrate the
development of a New Zealand society by reference to the changing
enphasis Seddon gove to his arguments apgainst aliens. This process
of growth slowly interposed bebween the colonists' loyalty to his
local ilew Zealend community and his Empire allegiance, szveral levels
of relevence somevhat similar to those which he previously held in
his homcland, Such a devclopment is demonstrated, for example, by
the growth and increasing self-awareness of the city working classes
which found expression in the accoupanying growth of trade unions on
a colony-wide scale. Anogther sinilar, if less orecise development
of this kind is revealed in the cstablishment of the deiry and neat
industrics on 2 large scele after the introduction of refrigerated
transportation in theesrly 1880's. The smell farmer interest group
which enersed was to have considerable influence in New Zealand
society. Both these groups had discernible attitudes to the Chinese

and other aliens of a peculiarly scctional kind.

The final section considers Seddon's racial attitudes in the
1890's and notes how the racial issuc had by now attained a supra-
sectional relevence which suggests that 2 colony-wide society had
finally emerged. In other woris, racial attitudes had attained a
multi-layered significance. Firstly they scenmed significant in the
definition (even if negatively) of individual colonists as Anglo-
Saxons, This argument reteined its significance, but racial
attitudes also bean to assune a peculiarly scetional bias as
different interest groups developed and defined their opposition to
aliens. In the 1890's a third element in racial attitudes is
discernible. The "race" purity argument which Seddon so strongly
emphasised at this time revecled the emergence »f a colony-wide
level of relevance. Now aliens were also viewed as a threat to

the colonists as New Zealanders.



I.

Seddon's progress from Enzland to New Zealend seems fairly
sinilar to that of many other colonists. He was bom the son of
schoolteacher parents in the villege of Beeleston, Lancashire, and
his formal cducation ended at the age of twelve after he showed little
"interest or aptitudc cxcept at mechanical drawing".2 After working
on his grandfather's ferm for two yoars he took up an apprenticeship
with a local firn of engincers and ironfounders. Mn early attenmpt at
industrial zection in the interests of higher wages resulted in his
dismissal, so he journcyed to Liverpool in scarch of employment.
While there he was stricken with smallpox and upon his recovery he

was refused re—employment.3

In 1863, a2t the age of eizhteen, Seddon responded to the lure
of colonial gold, or at least the prospect of better conditions of
employment for a tradesman. He worked his way to Australie where
he was employed briefly in the Govermment Railway Vorkshops at
Williamstown (near Melbourne) before going to the Bendigo goldfields
as a prospector. It has been suggested by Burdon and Lockvmod“1
that Seddon's hostility to the Chinese rcsulted from his experience
on the Victorian goldfields, but as practically nothing scems known
of his experiences there, except that he was an unsuccessful

goldminer,) it is possible only to speculate about their nature.
Seddon arrived on the Victorian goldfields in the early 1860's.
Serle suggzests that the influx of Chinese onto the Victorian goldficlds

had reached crisis proportions by 1857 when the number of Chinese in

Victoria doubled to 35,000. In that year there were riots a

2. R.M. Burdon, King DJick. A biography of Richard John Seddon,
Wellington, 1955, 2.

3. Burdon, 40.
4. Burdon, 78; Lockwood, 158.

5. Burdon, 5.
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Daylesford and on the Buckland ficld, and in 1867 the Chinese at
Lambing Flat experienced one of the most extreme instaznces of
persecution perpetrated ageinst them in Australiz. Serle argucs

that the main opposition to the Chinese was on the grounds of

econonic compotition although this came to involve the larger question
of whether the colony vas cstablished for the benefit of Buropeans or
Asiatics. An zrounent oft repeated later on the New Zegland
goldfields was that the Chinesc wers 'mere purveyors of our golden
wealth to Chinese shores". The Chinese miners werc accused of
nisusing water, of being ignorant of the lew regerding goldfield
usages and of re-working tailings left by Buropeens who might
subsequently have returned to them. Altheouzh they were condenned

for this paresitic practice and their disinclination to prospect for
new ficids, when a group of Chincse hit on a2 rich gold strike called
the Canton lecad in 1857, they werc driven from their clains by a group

of Burcpeaons.

Hostility tc the Chinesc resulting from the widely held opinion
thet the Chinesc canps were "stinkins and squelid" and o likely

7

source of epidemics’' wzs reinforced by their cultural and social
distinctiveness. Perhaps rwost serious was the 2 priori assumption
of sexual devience based lergely on observation of the extreme sex
imbalance in the Chinese canps. Charpges that they seduced "girls of
tender years" and practiscd "peculisr and unmentioneble immoralities

-
too revolting to ropest",” that is, sodony, were often made.

As thesc attitudes to the Chincse wore apparently widespread
on the Victorian goldfields a2t the time Sedden was there, we nay
suppose that he accepted many of these popular notions, as he scems

to have done in later life.

6. Geoffrey Serle, The Golden Aze. A History of the Colony of
Victoria, 1851-1861, liclbourne, 1963, 320-335 passin.
The quotation is from Geclons Advertiser, 8 July 1857.

T. Serle, 327.

8. Cited by Serle, 328.
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ATter his brief sojourn on the goldfields Seddon returned te
his job at Williesmstown and he was still working therc when ncws
arrived of gold discoveries on the Test Cozst of the South Island of
New Zealsand. As his prespects for advencement in his present job
scemed limited, in 1866 he decided to tzke advantege of the new
opportunities that offered.9 Once avain, howevor, Seddon proved
an unsuccessful joldminer, but he cstablished himself over the

following decade ae a storckecper =nd a publican (although he went

o Y

S
. - 0 ; .
bankrupt in 1878) end developed quite a reputation as an advoecate

in the "iarden's Court on the goldfields.

Seddon's progress to Hew Zealand certainly scomns typical of
the expericnces of other goldminers who arrived in liew Zealand, in so
far as he had first tried his luck in Australia and subsequently
nigrated to Wew Zezland in sesrch of new opsortunities. The
information Burdon supnplics susgests that Seddon's notivation to
leave Britain was st least 2s s'rongs as the attraction of the
antipodes. But it must have been opparent in Australia, as it was
in Vew Zealand, that the colonies were necessarily = part of the
British Empire if Britons werc to control it. Therefore it is not
as contrsdictory =as it may supcrficially appear that an individua
who rejected some aspects ol British society at tho same time should
wenifost a loyzlty to the British nation state, which may have been

stronger than it was previously.

Neither is it surprising that Seddon's carly opposition to the
Chinese on the /est Coost soldfields reveals siwmilar attitudes to
those noted in Victoria. Such an occurrence does not im:ly bthat the
racial sttitudes expresscd in Wew Zealand at tids tine were
fustralien imports with little relevance to the local social
experience. It suggests rather thet the seunse of insecurity, borm
of isolation and the smallness of the local British population was

common both to Wew Zcaland and the Australian colonies alike.

9. Burdon, 8.

10. Burdon, 40.
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During his 1879 campaizn for election to the House of
Representatives Seddon opposed Chinese immizration to the local
goldfields and on one occasion he pointed to the undesirability of
the Chinese as colonists because of the experiences of Californis,
Victoria, New South Tales and Quceensland. He went on to urge that
New Zealand uust also introduce restrictive logislation if she was

to avoid the deluge of "Asiatic Tartars".11

In 1880, after his election to the House of Representatives,
Seddon listed his grievences ayainst the Chincse present on the West
Coast. These srievences vere very similar to those already noted on
the Victorian goldficlds. He noted for instance, 2 case of leprosy
on the Kumars goldfield and sugpested that this isolated occurrence
was reason enough to exclude 2 '"race that brought such diseases ...
to taint the roce that is growing up in New Zesland". On the
goldfields the Chinese did not =0 out prospecting anew but "came like
a flock of locusts after the white man had born the brunt of
prospecting". They morely gsothered together some gold and left,

Nor did the Chincse pay taxes for they lived upon rice and fish which
were non-dutisgble. If the Buropeens wished to return after the
initial rush to re-work the field, they would find thot the Chinese
had left them nothing. Later in the same specech he referred to the
injury the Chinese werc doing to Victoria. In Melbourne itself the
Chinese were actuaslly becoming a curse, and the police were unable to
deal with the resultaont evil. As New South ales and Queensland
had passed restrictive legislation, Seddon was confident that the
Chinese would first zo to the

islands in the Scuthern seas ... and afferwerds Zghex7
would come to New Zezland and the people of the colony
would find themselves suffering a very great evil by
having these hordes landing on their shores. Prevention
was better then cure .... The Chinese had done an
immense deal of harm. They had injured the district

he represented, and they did injury to any sold field
they went to.12

11, Vest Coast Times, 3 December 1879, cited by Lockwood, 156.

12, PD 36, 1880, 97-98 (Seddon).
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Frequent refcrcences of this kind to the Justralian csxperience of the
Chinese and also to that of Celifornia, (and later Howaii) suggest:
an attitude of Anglo-Saxon "racial" solidarity in opposition to
another, and adparently threstening "race'. As NWew Zealnnd was
youngzer than the fustralian colonies and California it is
understandable that the How Zealand colonists should draw upon the
social experiences of those societies where they scened relevant to
their own situation. for pany other social attitudes Britain was
of perticular importence. The implication in drawing upon the
experience of the mother country and the new societies in the Pacific
secns to be thet the llew Zealand colonists while revealing their
sense of solidarity with their lnglo-Saxon fellows when threatcened
by an alien group,-ere proparad to learn fronm the mistakes alrecady
nade by these societies and consequently they would ultimately

develop a superior society.

The ideas which the colonists inported were aprlied to the
rcality which they perccived around them. Seddon's discussion in
1880 of the Chinesc at Stafford, for instance, is couched in
unoriginal lansuage but nevertheless the arguments were relevant to
est Coast society at that tine. The »opulzation of Stafford had
been reduced by half he claimed for the Chincse now had wabteraces
there, and had "located themselves in such nunbers that they had
driven away the white population. The district now contributed
less revenue because the Chinese often did not take ocut miners'
rights and went zwey corrying gold without paying the duty. Not
only had the Chinecse driven the BEurcpean population away from
Stafford, "but they had their own stores - they did not intermix
in any shape or form with Europeans". Seddon did admit, however,
that the Chinese at Stafford "were working there for certainly a
little less than the European population would have remained and
13

worked for". Seddon expressing such widely held views justifies
the contention that most of the attitudes he held as o politician

were in the first instance popular, although they may also have

13. PD 36, 1880, 98.
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commanded his persongl conviction. It is useful to test further
Seddon's relisbility as 2 witness on the social attitudes of his
contenporarics by attempting to establish whot his personal attitudes

towards aliens verc.

Firstly his econonic intcrests. Sedden for most of his career
on the “icst Coast was not actually 2o miner, bhut hc was largely
dependent on goldminers, including the Chinese, for his livelihood.
Provided Chinesc niners were not actually driving awoy his Buropean
clients, his own business interests were unlikely to suffer.

However Chinese exclusiveness of the sort that Seddon described at
Stafford, which included estaoblishing their own stores, might well
have thrzatened his business interests. Seldoni's other business
dealings with Chinese were in his capacity as an advocate in the
Warden's Court on the goldfields. He had done '"nearly the whole of
the Chinese business in the Courts Zﬂe stated in 789§7; it was very
seldom they had any trouble or litigntion but thet I was the a;ent”.M
Therefore in strictly business terms provided the Chinese were not
present in numbers sufficient to repel Buropeans, and they continued
to have ccononic relations with Buropeans, their presence would

probably have been in his ovm interests,

Seddon's attitudes towards social relationships with the
Chinese seem rather ambiguous. In 1880 Seddon clainmed that he would
sooner sce his daughter dead than married to & Chinese. He thought
that "there was not a parent who know anything; of the Chinese people
who would pernit any one connected with him to mix with them".15
Yet T.E.Y. Seddon, R.J. Seddon's son, describes the Chinese at Kumara
in his autobiography as an

.+« hospitable lot. They gave us luscious ginger
from greenjars, pecanuts and crackers. It was nost
entertaining to watch their cooking operations, the
snell of their cooking-o0il perfuming the huts. !

14. AJHR, 1898, I-9, 80-81.
15. PD 36, 1880, 97 (Seddon).

16. T.BE.Y. Seddon, The Scddons. iAn Autobiography, Auckland, 1968,
33.
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In view of R. J. Seddon's statement, we must conclude that either he
was a very neglectful parent, or he did not sce the local Chinesc as
a "moral threat" to his own children. This evidence secns to
suggest that if Seddon was conscicntious in his bigotry, the
differonce in attitude evident between his rabid condemnetion of the
Chinese in public end his personzl relstions with the Chinese at
Kuriara, is to he explained by an unconscientious distinection he was
neking between the local Chinese and the Chinesc generally.
Presumably he did not ~ssunc that the loecal Chinese were his equals,
but he did not sec in them the symbolic threat which he associzted

17

with the Chinese "race" as a whole. Such an attitude would

appear to be typical of Sedlon's highly pragmatic mode of thought in
which theoretical inconsistencies were of little importance. An
alternative explanation may be that he was cynically exploiting the
{ears of his consgtituents for political zain. There seems no way of
deciding definitively betweeon the two explanations, given the
eveilable information, but it seems fair to conclude that his public
pronouncenents on the subjecct had considerable elcctoral support.
Assuming this to be so there is still the problen of trying to explain

the group attitudes which Seddon articulated.

Seddon was very outspoken in his support of the Chinesec

Iimmigration Prohibition Bill in 1880 during the House debate. In

part his specch was a reply to some claims made by a2 previous
speaker, Dr Wallis, member for Auckland West. A brief analysis of
Wallis' statement helps explain Sedden's violent reaction. Wallis
claimed to be "one of the antiquated people who still ... believe/d /
that all men were children of two first parents'. e went on to

renind the House that

«+» the Chinese were not 2 savege barbarous people.
They were a people, in their own way, as civilised

17. Seddon's use of the term "race" is confusocd. While in
scientific terms the inglo-Saxon's, for instance, do not
qualify as a separate "race" at all, Seddon and his
conteriporaries sometimes used it in place of "nationality",
but more generally applied it loosely to what are better
called "ethnic groups'.
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as Buropeans. They ware people who were civilised
for thousands of years when the Caledonians,
Anglicans, and Hibernians wer:e Cannibals.

He glso contended that the

anti-Chinese azit~tion was an imerican product.

Certain blind 2nd ignorant Protectionists in

California, =nd certain loafers there, found that

they eould not compete with the industrious,

temperate, and frugal Chinese, and they got up an

azitation to oxpel the Chinese out of the country,

so that those whe were loafers and idle might be

gble to carn a living.
Furthermore, just as the Ancrican Continent had beon opened up to
take the surplus Buropean pooulation, fLustralesia nizht fulfil a
sinilar role for the Jsians who after all lived in the geographic
neighbourhood. In support of this argunent Wallis noted that
ethnolosically the Msoris were & "branch of the Chinesc race".

They werc descended from the Chinese, and connected
with thenm far nore nesrly thaen with Buropeesns; and
were thay to exclude entirely from this country the
very race to whon it originally belonged? ... He did
not deny that respectable English people war:s above
the zversge of Chinese people; but there were a vast
nunber of bad pecple in the British Enpire as well as
among the Chinese rsce.

In brief, allis denicd the superiority of the Anglo-Saxon
civilisation to that of the Chinese. Secondly, his clain that the
anti-Chinese agitation was the invention of "certain loafers"
overseas and thot it had subsequently bozen imported into New Zealand,
inplied that its Wew Zealend suzporters were also loafers who could
not compete with the temperance, frugality and industriousness of the
Chinese. Thirdly, Wallis called in question the right of the Anglo-
Saxons te this country by suggesting that the Chinese might be
Justified in using Australesia as an outlet for their surplus
population. This ergument was reinforced by his clain that the
Maoris were sthnologically related to the Chinese, and therefore
by implication, the bencficiaries of az civilisation equal to that

of the Anglo-Saxons. This seemed to deny lAnglo-Saxons their

18. PD 36, 1880, 93-94 (Wallis).



17

altruistic role as "civilisers'" and presumably left them with little

other right to Wew Zealand than that of conquest.

Seddon wes in total disagreement with Wallis' argument. He
had been to a lecture on China, hc stated, and some of the scenes
described were

sinply horribles yet they were in accordance with

the soecial leaws of the Chinecse .... Chinese
civilisation was very crude .... DBuropcans were so
far a superior roce to the Chinese though belonging

to the same species, yet of a superior class.

There was about the same distinction between a
Burcopean nnd a Chinaman as that between a Chinaman

end a monkey. In his (Mr Seddon's) opinion, the

sane argunents could not be used in favour of Chinamen
as could fairly be adduced on behalf of Europeans.

He claimed that if TJ2llis had 2 daushter who wished to marry a
Chinese, he would soon vecognise the differcnce between the two races.

) i
For his own part he would

«.» 28 soon sce his offspring in her grave as sce her

united to a Chinaman. If the Chinanan was his equal,

why should his feelings revolt zgainst such an

alliance? Sinply because he thought the Chinaman

inferior in cvery wey, shape, znd form; and he hoped

that such en inferiority would never be tolerated

here .... Therc was not a parent who knaw anything

of the Chingse people who would pernit any one

connected with hin to mix with them. 19

Jr Vallis' assertions about the Chinese and his oxplanation of
the opposition townrds then, gain in significance if compared with
Smithyman's claim that 28 & result of contact with other raciel
groups the British colonists sought to explain the observable
superiority of their technology, and tende to aregue this
o e : : i 20

deterministically on the basis of racial superiority. By
denying the superiority of the Anglo-Saxon civilisation to that of
the Chinese, Wallis at once denied the Anglo-Sexons their destiny
as civilisers of the world and this was especially so when coupled

with the suggestion that China might be justified in seeing

19. P 36, 1880, 97-98 (Seddon).

20. Smithyman, 10.
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Austraelasia as an outlet for her surplus population. Then, to
argue thet the agitation was begun by those unazble to compete with
the temperance, frugality and industriousness of the Chinese,
implied in a very poersonsl way that any individual who was opposed
to continued Chiness immisretion to New Zealend wos slso unable to
compete with the Chinesc and was therefore an inferior Anglo-Saxon.
The corollary of the asrjument was presunszbly that anyone who was an
upstanding and industrious inglo-Saxon would be able to compete with
the Chinese. However such an argument neglected the fact that the
colonists had conme to New Zcaland with the desire of bettering
themselves socially and econoniicelly and this presunably applied
equally to the wege lebourer as it did to the petty cepitalist. It
must have been epparent to the Hew Zealund working classes atlleast,
that in a situation of unrzmuleted competition the Chincse (or eny
other group) who would take lower wazes, eithor becouse they accepted
2 lower standard of living than the Duropoans, or becouse thoy were
ginile and had no wifc and family to support, nijht re-inpose the
conditions of socizl and ecounomic degrodation by which the worst
industrial arcas of the 01d VWorld were charncterises. Yet eas
Lockwood has noted,,?| Szddon in 1880 was not a spokesman for the
city working classcs, but noither do the Chinese apoear to have been
competing dirszctly with the goldminers whon Seddon roprosented.

That this was so is indicated in Seddon's criticisms of the Chinese.
Events at Stafford sugzest that their prescnce woas associsted with
the decline of thce goldfield - they were after all working for a
little less than the Buropeans would have stayed for. Economic
competition alone does not scem to have been sufficiontly great to
justify Seddon's hostility to the Chinese. The explanation of such

hostility must lig elsewhere therefore.

One »f the most notable features of West Const society was
the sex imbalance of the population. A predoninance of nales was

2 general feature of New Zezland society,22 but this was

21. Lockwood, 156,

22, In 1891 and 1896 there were about 80 females to every
100 males.
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particularly so in the goldfield districts. In the West Coast
county of Inanghaua, for instance, therc were about forty females to
every hundred males in 1878 and cven in 1891 the nunber had risen to
only about sixiy females per hundred males.23 Another feature of
Wew Zealond society at the time seens to have be.n the sonowhat
muted social and ssxual role played by females., This image is
svzgested in a description Seddon zave to a llacri audience in 1895

of what hc belicved to be the idcal qualities in a woman.

Hotheors secek o zreat position for their daughters -

g0 to great expense teaching them the piano and other

accounlishnents; but they do not teach then what all

wonien should know - the position and the duties of a

wife and mother, and to do what would be reguired of

then in after-life 53197. Now, thers are any anount

of girls who cen sing and play the piesno, do a little

drawing, and dance to perfection; but if you asked

then to cook some fool, asked them to nake their own

underclothing, to knit you a pair of stockings, to

mend your clothes, or cven their own clothaes, you

would find they would not be sble to do it.24

In the sbscnce of & stronger feninine social and sexual image

it is possible that the stsrceotypal imsue of the "Chincman" played
an important part in the definition of the ideal Anglo-Saxon nale.
The importance of stcerecotypes lies in the fact thit the
charecteristics ascribed te all monbers of the out-zroup are usually
only choracteristic of o fow, so that the selaetion of the
charncteristics which nake up the steréotypal imege often indicate
those attributes exhibited by some menbers of the out-jroup, but by
which the in-group wishes to define all nembers of the out-zroup.
By imjlication these unfavourable sttributes are not shared by the

in-group.

The possibility does not seem to have occurred to Secddon, os
it obviously had to JOr Wellis, that a culture other than the one

into which he was born, misht offer an equally valid nath of human

23. Calculated from Census of New Zealand, 1878, 1891.

24. AJHR, 1895, I-9, 40.
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redemption. Members of other ethnic groups with whom he came in
contact, therefore, would be judged in accordance with Anglo-Saxon
social criteria. It is possible to imagine individuals within a
society being judzcd azeinst a hypothetical ideal of masculinity or
femininity and being placed along an axis eonnccting these two poles,
in accordence with how nearly they anpronoched the ideal., We nay
assume that aliens would be judged in this same way cexcept, as secns
to have besen so with the Chinese, it was the stereotypal "Chinanan",
not individuel Chinese, who was given a position on the axis. As has
already been noted, males werc numerically doninsnt on the goldfields
and nizles played a dominant role in society. It is possible,
therafore, thet in the absence of a stronger counter-balancing
feriinine icdeal image, the stereotypal "Chinamen" wes used as an
opposite azeinst which the ideal Anglo-Saxon malc was defined.  This
is probably to over-conceptualise groups of attributes, however, which
in reality verc not so ncatly defined. Nevertheless, for the purposes
of this argument it is & uscful way to describe the process. It
seeris possible that the "Chinaman" would have bosn locatced towards

the feminine end of the axis. The group of characteristics which
would cencouragc such a positioning seem rather nixed. The distinctive
clothing of the Chingse, their queues and racial traits, such as a
light build could 2ll be used to this end. In Auvstralian had already
csserted that they did not even fight like men "but used the open hand

23

and scratched". The foct thet they often worked in gangs, coupled
with their frugality, industriousncss and temperance, could be made to
suzgest an imege of spineless, timid, subservience. Other racial
charactoristics such as yellow skins and slanted eyes, coupled with a
supposed propensity for long fingernzils and the use of opium, added
‘a sinister touch to the imege which was apparently amply justified

by their sexual habits.

With this image night be contrasted the inglo-Saxon male ideal

which seems to hove cmphesised such characteristics as a burly

build and fair skin, an upstanding and individualistic approach to

25. Cited in Serle, 328.
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life, coupled with a scnse of fair-play snd British justice. In
individual terms, therefore, within the local community the fact of
Anglo-Saxon rrcial suderiority might be established in a manner
easily comprehensible to 3eople concerncd more with observable
reclities than theorcticel arpuments. The positioning of the
"Chinaman" towards the feminine end of the axis, coupled with the
allegations of homosexusl sctivity in the Chinesc camps may have
"justified" the a priori sssumption of the interrclationship betweo

honiosexuality and the "Chinanan's" appearance.

In & recent srticle on Australian racism Encel has noted the
"special relevance" of the "sexual elenent in race prejudice' to
Australia vhere the tradition of "mateship'" is being critically
examined. One suggestion is that it "roflects strong tendencies
towards honosexuality, which are rejressad and redirscted because of
strong social hostility towards it". "Mateship", Dwcel notes,
"involves the exclusion of women from the circle of mates, and in the
pastoral occupations whore the tradition is strongest it also
applies to Abori:_.'ines".26 It scems possible that the arsument night
also be applicable to some sections of New Ze=land's society in the

later nincteenth century.

The sexuel imbalance of the Buropean population suggoests that
some aAnglo-Saxon males may have found themselves in a situation
where the prolonged abscence of feminine comp=nionship could have
cncouraged homosexual tendencies of a "second-best" variety.
Homosexual tendencies resulting from o situntion of sexual
deprivation as opposed to homosexual inclinations caused by sexual
"mal-printing" presumably, in fact, need not be associated with
outward demeanour, but it scems possible that this distinction was
not male by Seddon's contemporaries so that homosexual tendencies,
regardless of their cause, werc all assumed to bc sins of

effeminacy. Thus the "Chinaman" was effcminate in appearances

26. S. Encel, "The Nature of Race Prejudice in Aastralia', in
F.S. Stevens (ed.), Racism: The Australian Experience
A Study of Race Prejudice in fustralia, Sydney, 1971,
Vol.'], 33-
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therefore he was homosexusl in inclination, rerardless of the fact
that if homosexual acts occurred among Chinese in the canps the
motivation was presumably the "second-best" mechanism that nay
generally have applisd to Buropeans. The ideal An_lo-8Sexon,
however, was mesculine in appearance and by definition was not
homosexuzl. This Anglo-Saxon masculine ideal micsht have provided a2
definition tc which the individual could conform thus providing
hingelf with = sense of identity which emjhasised his personal
superiority over alien individusls with whowm he came in contact in
the locel community, but also by implication, demonstrated the
gencral superiority of the Anglo-Saxon "race!" and ~nve sone
reassurance that the colonists would prevail in spite of the
isolation and smellness of their society. If conformity to the
common ideal was sufficiently widespread, this in itself misht have

provided some sense of security and belonging.

Besides the allegations of homosexual behaviour with which the
Chinese were charged, they were alsc zaccused of having a lecherous
craving for Buropcan women, but especially for "zirls of tender yerrzs".
The chargze that the "Chinaman” was both homoscxuel end lecherous is
not as contradictory s it misht initially seem. The latier
zllczation moy be partially explsined as another by-preduct of the
sex imbalance in the Buropean pozulsation which encourned a prurient
delizht in sexual fantasies, in which the Chinese were invested with
peculiar and insidious charms (including opium) which some Buropean
wemen were unzable to rosist and with which Anglo-Szxon males were
uneble to compete. The prime significance of the accusation may lie,
however, in its symbolic presentation of the Chinese "threat" to
Inglo-Saxon racial purity. Seddon's repugnance at the prospect of
mixed-marriages which has alrea'ly been mentioned symbolised the
"threat" in terus of personal relationships. Although the presence
of this argument in 1880, supports the hypothesis that racial
attitudes in New Zealend were first defined at the level of
individual experience, this argument was to become more pronounced
in the late 1880's, but especially during the 1890's in Seddon's

statements, when the theme of racisl purity was coupled with the
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colonists' colonizl and imperial destiny which was pictured lergely

in terms of racial superiority.

Ehe priosentation of the Chinese "threat" in personal terms,
wherc the inlividual threatensd is a close relation, usually a
davghter, sister cr wifc, is charactoristic 5f the charges of
immorality mede 23ainst the Chinese. In the 1880 Aebate, the earlier
part of Seddon's reply which concerned Wallis' asscrtion that the
Chinese "were a people, in their own way, 2s civilise? as Buropeans",
herdly soes beyond =2 flat, but unsubstantiated contradiction of what
had been said. Seddon soon reverted to the arguments against the
Chinesc based on the level of personal experience. It seems a fair
assumption that for the majority of colonists, whose level of
education was not very high, such a consideration wos more easily
comprchended than any theorctical argument concerning: the relative
merits of the iAnglo-Saxon and Chinese civilisations. In fact such
a considerstion become irrelevant if Anglo-Saxon supuriority was
demonstrable ot the level of individual contact even if it was only

the stereotypal "Chincman" to whom the colonist felt superior.

The initial mssertion of the sujpcriority of individual fnglo-
Sexons to the "Chinamen" on the Vest Coast, may have been a self-
pecpetuating imege which camz to be accepted z2s 2 truism unlerlying
subsequent arguments ayainst the Chinese, even vhen these were
expressions of group opinion roather then individual =attempts at
definition. Althoush on the Vest Coast a larse nunbor of Seddon's
constitucents were noldminers, the individualisn of the miners suggests
that their response to the Chinese would probably have been in
individuel, rather than group terms, except when they were
sufficiently aroused to act as a coherent interest szroup for brief
periods. Seddon's attitude towazrds the Chinese in 1880 reveals
two things. Firstly, a goldfields ethos which was born of the
process of definition whereby individual Anglo-Saxons asserted their
superiority over the "Chinaman". Secondly, Sciddon was representing
a prominent local intcrest group upon those occasions when mining
opinion was given precision by a specific issue. Lockwood could

find no evidence in the loczl press that opposition to the Chinese
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was such an issue in 1879. Fyfe, howevar, prescnts an example from
Otago when opposition to the Chinese resulted in the 1871 petition
from the Otazo miners to Parliament opposing Chinese entry to the
—

zoldfields.

amund as & whole anid is consideration was e determining
local community hole ani th nsid tio th termining

In gencral terms Seddon was the reprosentative of the

factor of his politiczl attitudes, as it wes for most M.H.R.'s until

the late 1880's.

II.

By the late 1880's 2 broadening of Seddon's political concern
beyond the local Ti¢st Cozst community is evident in his attitudes
towar's the Chinese. The intecrvening years werc grey with the
econonic depression that plasued the colony into the mid-1890's,

The realisation of their common plight, which was facilitated by
improvements in communications within the colony during the last
decade, seems to have encouraged the new solidarity among the city
working classes which found one avenue of exdression in groupn
opposition to the Chinese. The relevonce of the Chinese "threat" to

the working classes was enhanced by the city-warls migration of the

Chinese from the goldfields which was taking place across the

27. TFrances Fyfe,'"Chinese Immigration to New Zealand in the
Nineteenth Century", M.A. Thesis, University of New
Zealand (Wellington), 1948, 23.
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1880‘5.28 That opposition to the Chinese had become important
beyond the goldfield districts by the late 1880's is revealed in the
complaint by the member for Rangitikei, R.C. Bruce, thet members of
the House were obliged either to state their opposition to the
Chinese, or be prepared for the issue tc be used against them by

29
unscrupulous opponents.

After the passage of the Chinese Immigration Act 1881 the

Chinese received little mention in the House until 1887. Seddon

then rzised the issue of the number of Chinese in the colony and in
Wellingston, in particular. He demanded stricter supervision of
Chinese sailors to ensure that Chinese were not entering the colony

in excess of the numbers permitted in the 1881 Act and that those who
were entering, had paid the £10 poll tax which was required of them.30
The rumour that "a large number of young girls Z;e:§7 in the habit of
frequenting, for immoral purposes, the Chinese guarters in Wellington
and other large cities in the colony", was alsc causing him particular
concern as was the "sanitery condition of the Chinese quarters".31
Later in the same session he made further demands concerninz the

number of Chinese who had recently arrived in the colony and

28. HMovement of Chinese to New Zealand Boroughs 1878, 1881, 1891,

5308 Chinese
lale Female
1878 Boroughs 550 8
Counties (excluding boroughs) 3824 -
1881 Boroughs 799 g9
Counties (excluding boroughs) 4140 -
1886 Boroughs 1519 18
Counties (excluding boroughs) 2854 -
1891 Boroughs 1187 21
Counties 2494 5
1896 Boroughs 1167 24
Counties (excluding boroughs) 2481 10

From Census of New Zealand 1878, 1881, 1886, 1891, 1896.

29. PD 60, 1888, 33 (Bruce).
30. Not more than one Chinese to every 10 tons was allowed.

31. PD 59, 1887, 789 (Seddon).
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requested statistics regerding the operation of the 1881 Act.32 He
slso wished to know the number of half-caste children of Chinese and
European parentage recoried in the last census.33

In 1888, discussion in the House gained added impetus fron
Australian events,; particularly the arrival of the Afghan in April
and the refusal of the Australian colonies to zllow any of the 225
34

Chinese on board to disembark. Its New Zealand passengers

transhipped to the Te Anau but reccived a hostile reception at Bluff

35

and DJunedin. The debate of this session showe? that a number of
rignbers had an acute awareness of what was being said about the
Chinese in the press both in Australia and Celifornia. Perhaps the
choicest morsel was procduced by Alfred Cadman, subsequently a
Liberal Cabinet Minister. He wished to lay upon the table a
veriously coloured map of San Francisce!s Chinatown - "the various
colours on the nmap indicatzzhg7 gix different phases of Mongolian
life": mnanely arcas of gzeneral Chinese occupzancy; Chinese gambling-
dens; areas of Chincse prestitabion; opium resorts; Joss-houses,

. ) ; ; 6
and sixthly, arecas of white prostltutlon.3

Seddon showzd himself to be aware of Australiasn events by
quoting from a Victorian newspaper to support his contention that the
Chinese were not "unoffending strangers". TIn his opinion "they
might be unoffending in small numbers but they were not unoffending
in regard to a particular crime - I allude to youthful depravity and
Prostitution". Published in the Victorian newspaper was the report
of an inspector which revealed that in "one den there were from ten
to fifteen nere children, ;irls aged from ten to fourteen". A

Colonel Berker who mannged a "certain Home" in Victoria reported

32. PO 59, 1887, 361.

33. P2, 62, 1888, 192 (Seddon).
34. PD 60, 1888, 147 (Hutchison).
35. Fyfe, 37, 38.

36. PD 60, 1888, 34 (Cadman).
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that 1015 children in this age group had come to the Home in eighteen
months and that threc quarters of the ruin that had been caused was

37

attributed to the Chiness.

He had openced his specch by denyinz the accuracy of any
statistics which attempted to show thot the number of Chinese in the
colony was decreasing for he claimed they had increased by "very
large numbers'" on tihe Vest Coast of the South Islond during the last
three or four years and that this was also true of every town in New
Zealand. To prove this latter contention he said "Go through
Wlellington, and you cannot go a hundred yards without seeing Shoo
Foo, Lee Chow, Ah Iung, or soue long Chinese name or other. Go
through the streets of Wellington and you will encounter them in all
directions. Why, they even patronised the fcot-ball mntch".Ba
Later in his address Seddon referred to the visit of the Chinese
Governnent Commissioners to the colonies. They had come, he clainmed,
to ascertein the suitability of the colonics for Chinese immigraiion.39
Their "roport clearly and distinctly points out that the colonies are
nost desirable places for the Chinese, and points out that the
condition of the Chincse in the colonies would be very mueh sujerior

to that in their own countzy".

It seems probable that Seddon's concern over the Chinese issue
in 1888, now that it had become important beyond the goldficlds,
reflects once ajain that blend of olitical pragmatism and personal
przjudice which was evident in his attitudes at the beginning of the
decade. His argunents are basically the same, but some of the

exenples of Chinese infamy have changed to suit the new circumstances.

37. P 60, 1888, 35 (Seddon).
38, ibid., 35.

39. Although Fyfe can find no evidence that the Chinese
Comnissioners visited New Zecland,their visit to the other
colonies in 1887 signifies, she suzgests, an awakening of
the Chinese authorities to the position of their nation in
world affeirs and an acknowledzement that Chinese in foreign
states werc still subjects of the Empire and, therefore,
their welfarc was its concern. Fyfe, 75.
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The theme of Chinese immorality invelving "zirls of tender years" is
more explicit than previously. Criticisms of Chinese standards of
hyziene seem to have resulted mainly from their entry into the
business of fruit and vegetoble production and retailing. Such
arguments emphasised pregent and future dangers to New Zealand society,
but the specific dangers that the Chinese were seen Lo represent to
a sectional interest —roup such as the city workin: classes were given
spociel mention. Seddon noted, for instance, that hundreds of nen
were leaving New Zealsn? and then asserted he could prove "that in a
great many instences the l-bour which a numbor of these men would
perform is being performed by Chinese”.40
As in 1880, the arguments are npain presented at the level of
personal experience. The "Chinsman" might sell your wife unhygienic
fruit or scduce jour young daushter, and behind the fear of cheap
labour competition lurked the spectre of the outcest fanilies of the
unemployed, desraded by poverty and hollow-eyed with starvation.
as there o "capitelist" seo insensitive to human niscry that he would
employ the "Chinaman" in place of his own countrymen?  Seddon nade
frequent play on the fact that there were such men and in onc simple
stroke, the social degradation associated with the 014 Terld and the
"eapitalist", was linked with the uncivilised barbarity of the

"inferior races".

Seddon stands condemned by his own inconsistency regzording his
attitudes towards the cssimilation of the Chinese already in New
Zecland into the loeal society. As his been noted, in 1880 he
condemned the Chinese ot Stafford for their exclusiveness and failure
to "intermix",bt} he deplored the possibility that they should marry
European women and in 1888 he was critical bacsuse some Chinese had
attended a football match. He also used the fact that Chinese were
moving into the towns and new sorts of employment szainst them.

Such chronic inconsgistency surely makes a mock:ry of his much
flaunted concern for British justice and the Englishman's sense of

fair-play.

40. P3 60, 1888, 35 (Seddon).



29

Turing the 1880's the small farmer interest zroups began to
become rcecognisable elements of New Zealand society as a result of
the introduction of refrigcrated transportation carlier in the decade
which made the large British market available for dairy and meat
products. Althouzh it ig Jdifficult to discern sny coherent group
gentiment townrds clicns ag is revealed among the city working classes,
if a report from the Ilnsterton correspondent of the New Zealand
Farmer in 1887 is any indication, prejudice towaris the Chinese was
widespread throughout ew Zcaland society. This report also reveals
a hostility to Chinese attompts at farming using Buropean methods
which matches Sed’on's criticisms of other Chinese for participating
more widely in Duropcan society. The corresjonlent noted that the
Chinese were rapidly monopolising some kinds of employment.  The
towns of the Tairaorapa had long been supplied with vegetables grown
by the "yellow-skins", and now the Chinese had begun growing fruit.
He found it surprising that

some people scenm just as willing to buy ap.oles

polished with a piece of John Chinamen's dirty

underclothing as to patronise their owm countrymen,

who endeavour to keep themselves decent and

respectable. '
The correspondent said he would await with interest to see if the
Chinese were as successful at fruit-growing as they were at kitchen
cardening. He theu:int it likely, howevoer, that they would have
nore difficulty in keeping the various pests in check than they
anticipated. But he expected that they would '"not be slow to adopt

1
Buropean remedies, cspecially if they hove none of their own".4

41, New Zealand Farmer, October 1887, 309.
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1L,

In 1890 the Liberal Party came to sower in New Zealand and
R.J. Seddon became a Cebinet Minister for the first time. The
Liberals claimed to be a party of the small people and it scems tha
they rode to power on the support of the colony-wide sectional
interests which were emerging in New Zealand society; in particular

labour and the small farmsrs.

Seddon's interest in the Chinese issue in 1888, when it had
become importaont beyond the goldfields, sugrests a2 change of emphasis
which recognised the new socio-economic groupings.  Proviously he
had been a stout upholder of the parochial intercst of his
constituency and we may ussume thot this association was continued,
but now new levels of welevance were interposed between the local
cormmunity and thc central covermment. Growing outwards esround the
individual in the loecal community, an increasingly complex net of

institutions and intarest proups might claim his loyzlties.

This thesis has been concerned with indicating two broad levels
at which loyalties seem to have developed in New Zealand. The first
was that of the locel community and region, at the centre of which
lay the level of individual relevance. It has been argued that the
Chinese on the Vest Cozst were important, first of 21l in the basic
process by which individuels defined their own identity end their
identity as Anglo-Saxons. — Subsequently, oppositicon to the Chinese
attained a wider importance as a rcaction from emergent supra-regional,
sectional interest srouss to an asparent threat to their specific
interests, and in thc 1890's the issue attained a colony-wide

significance.

Seddon's stance in opposition to the Chinese, and by the 1890's
other Asiatics as well,was a combination of a2 studicus regard for
the aroused prejudices of the working classes ancd an attempt to use
the issue against his political ojpponents. The theme of racial
purity had become predominant in the arguments for excluding

Chinese and as will bc shown, this was a recognition not only of
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the threats the Chinese had been seen to jose in the past, but also
of the emergence of 2 new supra-sectional, colony-wide awarenss. It
will be arsued thet this new colony-wide level of significance,
especially in the latter half of the 1890's was a reflection of the
reelisation by Hev Zoalanders of their ovm superiority and that of
their society, not just to Chinese, but to other lLnglo-Saxons as well.
Two levels of definition seen discernible; the first defined the
colonists as /nzlo-Szxons who through innate superiority were
superior to the "inferior raccs" such as the Chincse and other
Asistics; the second definition defined New Zealanders as Anglo-
Saxons, superior both to the British and to the populations of the
older colonies boeause New Zezland had the opportunity of learning
from the sociel experiences of these other socicties and it was
thought, had thus avoided the nistakes they haod mode, This

argument is best described 2s "envirommental!" for as New Zealand was
integrally depondent on Britain and the Erire militarily,
egconomically and politically the only fields in which New Zcalanders
could really claim special distinction were in those of social
legislation, and after 1896, in the colony's prosperity. This
latter argunent will be dealt with later; the rest of this chapter
will consider the "race'" purity srsument as it related to colony-wide

aWaraness.

The Liberals showed a desire to insulate Now Zzalend society
from all manner of foreign contaminetion which seemed likely to

degrade it. An attempt was made in W.P. Reeves' Undesirable

Immigrants Bill to exclude the degraded elements of the 01ld World as

well as the "inferior races" of isiz with their centuries-old
barbarity. Seddon was more politically astute in his definition
of "undesirables" and after Reeves' departure in 1895, he introduced

the isiatic Restriction Bill which, as its title susests, concerned

itself with the narrower field of isian immigration. In this way
Seddon avoided the gross inconsistency which Reeves' attempts to
exclude Anglo-Saxon "paupers" implied. Their absence from the
colony was the chief difference which distinguished poor Anglo-

Saxons who wished to emigrate to New Zealand from many already
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within the colony. In spite of this however, Scddon was prepared
to argue in favour of refusing entry to the "off-scourings" of
London, which was the usme argument that Recves put forward, but

stripped of the precision given it in the Undesirable Immigrants

Exclusion Bill 1894. 1In 1896 Secldon contended that the "Pilzrims"

who settled Canterbury would olso have refused Russian Jews,
"Chinamen" and lssyriens permission to settle:
«+« circumstances in that respect had not altered in
the least since their day. It rmust be remeombered that
Russian Jews were a very inferior race, not at all like
the Jews in Enzland and the colonies; and steps must
agetoken to keep out all such people. (Applause. )42
It may be, that as this was ajparently an isolated statement, little
wveight can be attached to it, but the distinction Seddon chose to
make between the Russian and Bnglish Jews is rcminiscent of his
attempt to associate the Irish with Anclo-Saxon racial destiny in
1880. On that cccasion he was replyinz to some rcmarks by Colonel
Trimble, member for Grey and Bell, who had commented that the cry of
"inferior race'had been raised aseinst the Irish. "There were other
Irishmen in the House besides himself; ... had they not heard it
stated that the Irish did not desexve to be placed on & level with
the grand inglo-Saxon race?"  Seddon deplored the suzgestion that
the "English people considered the Irish an inferior race to
themsclves. His opinion was thet there never was in the breast of
2 true Inglishman any such feeling".43
Seddon nay have been motivated to this deniel by a genuine
feeling of equality with the Irish, but there wers also sound
political reasons why he should have wished to asscciate the Irish
with Anglo-Saxon racial superiority. Irish-born individuals made
up a considerable element of the est Coast population. In
Inangahaua County for instance they represented 24% of the total

population while in Grey County they were 21% and in Westland County

42. Test Coast Mail, 8 Mey 1896, SP 3/10, 99.

43. PO 36, 1880, 96-7 (Seddon).
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nearly 20%, according to the 1878 Census. Nevertheless it seems
probable that the British nation state was more important to Seddon
than the culturel differences betwesn the Irish and the English.
The argument shows a charscteristic pragmatic disrepard for
theoretical consistency, certain "races" might be azbsorbed into the
inglo-Saxon fold or, as scems to have been the case with Maoris eand
other Polynesians, awarded "honorary" inglo-Saxon status pending

their cultural "wplift".

Seddon's attitudes towards the Mzoris seem somewhat equivocal.
The Maoris were a sizable ninority of the New Zcalond posuletion in
the 1890‘345 and their right to live in New Zezland could hardly be
denied, but Seddon made it clear during his 1895 tour of the North
Island tribes, that they were not to be allowed to hinder the
"progress" of European sc:tciet;)r."?'6 In return for selling their lands
to the Government so that they could be utilised by Buropesns, he
promised the ¥Meoris two things; firstly, the possibility of
perticipating in European society and sharing Buropeon aspirations -
in other words, the possibility of their assimilation47 (on terms of
equality?) into Europesn society, and secondly, the mesns whereby this
could be accomplished. The Government was prepored to provide roads
8

and, if the Maoris provided the land, build schools. Szddon was
not offering to "pamper" the Maorie but was apsealing to that grand
inglo-Saxon virtue of individusl initiative and self-help which he

also enshrined in the 0l1ld Age Fensions fAct 1898. If Seddon's M=aori

audiences hed not by then realised what was rcquired of them, he
frequently pointed out that only the sympathetic Liberal Government
49

stood between them and the 600,000 strongz, land-hun:'vy Buropeans.

44. Census of llew Zealand 1878.

45. In the 1896 Census of New Zealand the Maori population was
39,834.

46. ILJHR., 1895, 8-1-

4T. See ibid., 8, 18, 38, 39, 40.
48. BSee ibid., 39, 47, 70. .
49. See ibid., 4, 12, 18, 26, 45.
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Seddon noted on several occasions the equality of natural
abilities between Buropean and Maori. He hed no hesitation in saying
that "mentally, physically, and with cultivetion" Meori youths were
capable of holding the "highest posiiions in the land".BU Using
his fellow Cabinet Minister, James Carroll, as an cxample, he noted
that "in his face, in his thoughts, and in his form there are the
two races united". Heither was it found that the "two bloods
quarrelled".

When you look at his person you sce =2 wholesome blend;
the two rrmces are there working in harmony together.
It shows that the European and the Native race can mix
with satisfactory results, and the product of such
union is gpparently free from sickness of body or
sickness of mind.51

Seddon did not always adopt such a favourable attitude towards
the Meoris however. In 1896 he chargzed that swatters in the North
Island, "rather than employ union shearers hadltheir work done by
Natives".52 In this passage Seddon seems to suggest that the llaoris
were a source of cheap-labour competition in the same way that he

described the Dalmatians.

In 1902 Seldon made his notorious "Papawai Spcech". The

.

Wairarapa Star reported the speech and in a subscquent editorial

defended Seddon's statement against criticism from the fustralian,

Jaily Telezraph. fAccording to the Star's report, Seddon saids

«os If General Kitchener had five-thousand well-trained
Meoris in South Africa, and gave them their own way,
telling them to put dovm the Boers, he thoucht the Boors
would soon go down. (Applause) With the Heoris, war was
war, and they were never afraid to hurt their enenmies,
who never troubled them again.53

Upon occasion it seemed the Maoris were as "civilised" or as

"uncivilised" as Seddon wished them to be. This latter quotation

50. AJHR, 1895, G-1, 38.
51, dibid., 26.

52. Kumara Times, 4 April 1896, SP 3/10, 62.

53. Weiraraps Star, 5 April, 1902.
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prompts the thought that the Maoris were as uncivilised as the
Buropeans. Generally, however, as even this last quotation
sugmests, Seddon's attitude towards the linoris in the 1890's was

patronising, rather than hostile.

The Dalmatians who came to New Zealoand during the 1890's
primarily as gumdisgers, were not so strongly condemned by Seddon as
the unfortunate Chinesc. In 1897, for instence, it was Seddon's
opinion that not much could be said against the "Zalmatian race - as
regards physique, character, znd industry", but their influx created
an "industrial disturbance" and injured "our settlers and settlements".54
In other words the Zalmetians wer. seen primarily as an cconomic

threat on this occasion.

It does not seem possible to rank Seddon's attitudes to
differeut cthnic groups on the basis of any one general explanation
such as that of zsgsimilability which Smithyman 3u5305t3,55 for
while the Jalmatiens might receive a favourable ranking on this
basis, it would prob2bly be less true of the llaoris and Polynesians.
Here the explanation secms to lie firstly in the faoct that the
Maoris were alrcady in New Zealand and by 1890, Buropean politieal
end military dominance hnd been established ovoer them.  Secondly,
perticularly later in his premiership, Seddon claimed that the
expertise gained by NHew Zealanders in governing the llazoris made them
the natural choice to control a Pacific islend cmpire. He
demonstrated his owm grasp of how to hondle lMaoris when he told the
citizens of Suva at s banquet in 1900 that:

After twenty-five years' study of the Maori race,

and having teken a cdeep intercst in Polynesian
questions, I have come to the coneclusion that it

is best to keep them clear of revenue and expenditures;
finance should be controlled by the Government
independent of the neotives .... Generation after
seneration have been taught to look to the chiefs,

and the chiefs look to their superior, the Ariki.

To give powers to men who do not understand them

54. Pn. 110, 1899, 466 (Seddon).

55. Smithyman, 11.



36

must land you in confusion. I am speaking now :lter
and experience of twenty-five years of the subject,
and I soy, leave them well alone., I say the
governnent cucht to be in the hands of the
Euroyeans.56

It hardly scems possible to go beyond the two cxplanaticns just
offered in accounting for his sttitudes toworls the laoris for, as
usual, Seddon vins thoroushly pragnatic, which often meant highly

inconsistent.

His prasmatism was clearly revealed in 1896 by a reference he
nade to the memmer in which ths Burojeans had penctroted Hew Zealend,
intendel to demonstratc that the evils which had resulted to China
following British penctrstion, placed the ceolonies under no obligation
to allow Chinese immigrents unrestricted entry. He noted that "we
forced oursclves on the Watives" of New Zealeond gnd "... with us
cone the rum bottle, and writh us came the Scripturcs, and soon the
Hatives found themselves in a worse position thon they were when
civilisation, when the Bible, @nd when the rum bottle come anongst

57

then" He seems to ocrgue that what heppened in the prst wes
unfortunate, but the present generction werz not oblipged to sulply
redress. This could be applied eguelly to the results of European

actions in bhoth Wev Zealand end China.

It seems Seddon eoxploited opposition to the Chinese during the
1896 election compoirm with two nein purposes in mind. The first wes
to discredit his rivel for the lealership of the Liberals, Sir Robert
Stout, and the sccond, to smear the Oprosition party an? its leader

Captain Russell.

The baszis of Seddon's attack on Stout was the s~ccusation that
he wne attorney to a mining company which gave "Chinamen preference

over Buropeans as to working in the claim". In conjunction with

56. /B. Tregear/, Rt. Hon. R.J. Seddon's Visit to the South
Sea Islands, Wellington, 1900, 421-22,

57. P393, 1896, 471 (Seddon).
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this occurrence Seddon found it "passing strenge" that Sir Robert
Stout had spoken at an enti-Chinese meeting in Tellington, and Seddon
believed that he was an office bearcr in the inti-Chinecse Ler gue.58
The occusation scems 2 rather crude ettempt to diascredit Stout with the
city working claescs by supsgesting, not only that Lo was rocially
disloyal, but 2lsc, by associsting him with capitalist exploitation
and cheap labour, force Stout into z position of opposition te the
Liberals. In spite of the fact that the Liberals were probobly not
such a coherent froup as the party label implics, during the 1896
campaign Seddon scems to have atteupted to present the Libernl Party,
and presumably himself as its leader, as the defenders of the New
Zealand way of life z2painst the representatives of cepitalist

exploitation which was how he characterised the Osposition party.

It was probobly better politicel wisdom to select an issue such
as racial purity for an election campaisn than the anti-liquor
agitation, which nmay have generated as much Jetermined opposition as
it gained active support. Tlhile presumably not 21l New Zeal-znd
voters shargd Seddon'c hostility to the Chinese and other Lsiatics,
fowviere likely to be personelly antagonised by the issue. The
politiecal neutrality then, of the rece purity issue for the great
nejority of the electorcte, may have been one of its grestest assets
and the employers it nmight antagonise, by definition, were an
unpopular minority. BEven if Stout could prove he was not 2
capitalist exploiter of cheap labour, presumebly the attorney, Sir

Robert Stout, was ncerer that image than the goldminer, Dick Seddon.

In April 1896 Seddon attacked Russell saying "It was now
admitted by him that cezpital was in the colony, but not invested.
This proved the Prcmier's contention that a delihcnge attempt hed
been made by capitalists to starve workers into subjection". He
claimed that in the North Island the squatters employed "Natives"

rather than union shearers.59 In Mgy at Otaki he commented "it

58. Kumara Times, 4 April 1896, SP 3/10, 62.

59. dbid.



38

was curious throughout to observe the weeskness desplayed Zgig7 by the
Conservative party for aliens". He noted that when the Liberals
attemyted to check the number of Lustrians coming to the gumfields
they were opposed by the "Conservatives“.6u The following month he
attacked Russell sayinz he "had expressed himself in fevour of
Chinese labour". Seddon supposed thatthe "seleet lew' took this
position because they wented "Chinanen" as servants for they would
take lower wages than Burojcans. He then quoted 2 speech of
Tussell's to the effect that in a situation of competition between
Buropcens and Chinese it would simply be a caese of the "survival of
the fittest" and s the Chincse werc able to live on rice while the
Buropeans necded beef "the Chinese were able to do menial services

. 61
on the cheep; therefore they were a superior race'.

The conscious irony of this latter statement suggests the whole
problem of the recial superiority ergument. If lLnglo-Saxons were
suwyerior they were surcly fittest to survive, yet in o situation of
unregulated labour coﬁpetition they were 2pparently wnable to compete
with the Chinesc and other "inferior" races. It was not surprising,
therefore, that Anglo-Scxon superiority was defined by those traits
which distinguished them from Chinese and other "inferior" roces.
Racial treits were an obvious means of distinction, so were cultural
characteristics, but underlying all the ocrguments, the basic fears
born of insecurity and isoletion never seem far from the surface.
The argument rather went in circlés:. the faet that Anglo-Saxons
ruled nade them superior, and beczuse they werc supericr, therefore

they would continue to rle.

In 1899 Seddon told his fellow parliamentarians that

..« you should be pleased at coming from o race ...
that at the prcsent time dominates the world: but
if you allow these people to come in the result will
be an intermixture, and what does this intermixing
niean? It means the decadence of your own race.

60. Test Coast lail, 8 Mcy 1896, SP 3/10, 99.

61. Lyttelton Tines, 6 June 1896, SP 3/10 /no page number/.

62. P> 110, 1899, 456 (Seddon).
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Besides the fact that this statement suzgests an element of
uncertainty about the permanence of Anglo-Saxon dominance, it seens
curious that Anglo-Saxon and HMaori blood roduced the '"wholesonme
blend" in Carroll mentioned earlier, but Anglo-Saxon and fisian blood

would couse & decadent intermixture.

The Liberals' concern for insulating the llew Zealand way of life
was displayed in several of its aspects by a rather originel arsunent
Seddon put forward for excluding the Japancse. Noting that a
scourge had conme over Quecnsland, he commented thot he knew there
were Japanese who had ticks Zzéttle ticksz7 znd while he guestioned
which of the two was the worst, he concluded both were "exceedingly
injurious to the country". Seddon said an Order in Council had
already been passed to prevent the tick being introduced into New
Zealand and every care would be taken to "protect our colony and our
cattle from infection and the spread of this evil. "But there was
also a greater motive for exclulding the Japanese. "T say, surely

while w2 are protecting our cabttle we have the same right, and a rnuch

grecter right - the Divine right - to protect our wonen and children

. X g . ;
and our girls of tender yeors". 3 Vith commendable concern therefore,
Seddon was prepared to srotect New Zealand's cattle, '"women and

children, and ... toilers" from the ravazes of tick and Japanese.

The occasion for Seddon wanting to restrict Asian imnmigration
generally, rather than just that of the Chinese, seems to have been
provided by two events; firstly, the signing of the Anglo-Japanese
Comnmercial Treaty in 1894, end secondly, the visit of two Hawaiian

officials to New Zealand in 1895 or early 1896.

The Inglo-Japanese Treaty sought to provide reciprocal rights
of residence, trade end the acquisition of land for the subjects

64

of the signatory powers. The individual colonies were given

until August 1896 to indicate whether they wished to be included

63. P2 93, 1896, 470-1 (Seddon).

64. AT, Yarwood, Asian Migration to Australia, The Background
to Exclusion 1896-1923, Melbourne, 1967, 6.
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under the Treaty. Seddon made it quite clear in the House that the
Government would "allow August next to arrive, and we shall not then

65

have that treaty applied to New Zealand".

The visit of the Hawaiian officials occasioned Seddon
considerable concern. During a meeting at Nelson in March 1896, he
described his discussion of the "Japanese guestion" with these
officials. They told him that the Chinese head competed with the
Kanaka, and then the "Japs" came and were looked upon in "comparison
with the Chinese as the stoat and the ferret to the rabbit. He feared
the stoat and the ferret and weasel would in time prove worse than the
rabbit". The Japanese had begun to undersell the Americans and
neither the '"Chinese nor the Kanakas could compete with them ....
They had increased from 10,000 to 26,000 in about three years".
Seddon remarked he had read an article describing the effects on the
"higher civilised peoples of the influx of Asiatics" and further, he
saw a potentially "grave danger" from the Japanese in Hawaii, where
under the Republic, if the "Japs" became supreme, '"they ZEhe Empir§7
might have opponents, and opponents capable of fighting, between the
Southern Colonies and Canada".66

The fact that the Japanese were a parently competing
successfully with the Americans, Chinese and the Kanakas, coupled
with recognition that they were opponents '"capable of fighting"
suggests that Seddon recognised the rise of the new industrial Japan
which had defeated the Chinese in the Sino-Japanese Tar of 1894-5 and
established itself as a nation which Great Britain found worthy to
court as an ally. The Japanese were purely a hypothetical threat to
New Zealand because in 1896 there were insufficient of them in the
colony even to gain separate mention in the Census of that year, but
they were one more of those "inferior races" threatening the grand

New Zealand destiny.

65. PD 93, 1896, 470 (Seddon).

66. The Colonist, 17 March 1896, SP 3/10 /no page number/.
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CHAPTER 2

NE7 ZEALANTUERS ENVIRONMENTALLY CEFINES

In 1880, Sir Georze Grey described his vision of New Zealand's
future. It was a future closely associated with the Anglo-Saxon
origins of most of the colonists and although he envisaged that New
Zealand woul? become a nation in its own right, his apparent inability
to distinguish its future role from the more general Imperial and
In;lo-Saxon mission to civilise the world, is significant. At the
time New Zealand could hardly be described as one society, and
certainly, whatever its future prospects, it was obviously dependent
upon the British connection and scemed likely to remain so for some

considerable time.

Grey noted that "... New Zealand was very limited in extent"
and comparatively soon it would be "filled up with inhabitants
sufficient in number ultimately to people the country with their
dezscendents", Cars was necessary, therefore, to cnsurs that the
population introduced into the country was of a2 satisfactory
character to "make New Zealand a great nation - a2 great nation with
a2 small territory, but exercising a very powerful influence indeed
throughout the entire Pacific'". Tith the exception of the small
Buropean colonics of Justralia, the New Zealand colonists were
surrounded by "semi-barbarous races, whom they might ultimately

: 1
influence greatly".

Grey's vision was c¢ssentially racist. For the great "liberal",
the maintenance of Anglo-Saxon racial superiority w=s an intezral
part of his concern to improve the lot of the underprivileged. The
New Zealand colcnists may have had a great civilising role to
perform in the Pacific, but it seems apparent that they were to
reform by cxemple from afar, or as rulers, not by allowing the

"semi-barbaric races" to mingle in their scciety.

1. P 36, 1880, 103-4 (Grey).
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4As has beon noted, smallness, isolstion and insscurity appear
ag underlying facts in the development of loyalty patterns within
New Zealand inthe later nineteerth century. It hes been argued that,
in the first instance, racial attitudss were formed in the colony at
the individual level of relevance and that subsequently, these
assunptions formed underlyinz themes over which specifically sectional
attitudes were developed. Although it is difficult to judge how
important racial attitudes in themselves were to the generation of a
colony-wicde sentiment over-arching scctional and regional loyalties,
they do seem indicative of the emergence of such a loyalty. The
primary definition of a colonist was as an inglo-Saxon and this
definition embraced racial charscteristics which ensured the
superiority of the Anglo-Saxon race. This image was, perhaps, given
precision by the establishment of personal superiority over aliens in
the local New Zealend community. + New Zeelanders also shared the
Jride all Britishers took in their mighty Navy and the economic and
political power of the Emyire. But within this broad definition,
which involved the fundamental realisation of the colony's dependence
upon the Empire, it will be argued there was a narrower, largely
socio~economic definition which defined the colonists as New Zealanders
within the Anglo-Szxon fold. This socio-economic definition in the
late 16890's seems essentially an expression of the exuberance of
2rosperity coupled with the pleasant belisf held, at least by the
Liberals, that New Zealand led the world in its socizl legislation,
and by implication, in the worth of the s»ciety which these measures
haé helped create. Aliens were opposed beczuse thoy threatened
this specizl achievenent but zlso because racizl contamination was
likely to degrade the larzer Anglo-Saxon destiny in which New
Zealanders participated. IExpressed another way, a2s New Zealanders
came to believe that they were superior inglo-3axons, they accounted
for this superiority in cenvironmental terms. By extension, however,
this argument also sugcsted the development of future racial
differences for environmental determinism was a common explanation
of the racial differences which alrecady existed. For instance,
in 1893 Seddon thought that in New Zealand,

«e« With our climate, with our present population,
and with other alvantases we had, we must in years



to come, if we preserved intact the race we had here
now - we must and should be the first people in the
Southern seas: in fact, he questioned whether he
might not go further afield.?

It was argued in the debate over federation with Australiz that
eventually the climatic and environmental differences between the
two arcas would encourase the development of distinctive racial
types.3 It was Mew Zealand's socio-ezconomic superiority that would

be the ultinate determinant of its superior destiny.

Earlier, the appearance of z social heirarchy of dependence
upon the other Anglo-Sexon new societies of the Pacific and on Great
Britain was remarked upon. Seddon made frequent references to the
social degradation of the 0ld Torld and New Zealand's progressive
socio-economic state. It was his contention in the late 1890's
that the

ess policy of his Party was not one of revolution,

but one of prozress, cequality, fair distribution, and
justice. (Hear. Hear.) The condition of the people and
the country was inproving, and that was why they
Opposition part could not dislodze the Liberal Party
soplauses) «... He hai been called an autocrat. He
spranz from the pecple, he worked for the people, and
if he was an sutocrat the people had made him that.

It was his opponents that desired to jump on the people
and instead to grind them down os they were in the 0ld
Worla {Applause.). They held the Government and lived
in the hearts of the people, hence they were tyrants
and autocrats.4

in 1898, when discussing the 0ld Age Pensions Bill he thought

a county that looks well after its aged must gain the
respect of the eivilised world. The social law which
applied to the individual spplied to the State. Thoy
must take a lesson from the 01d Country as to the poverty
existing there, and avoid it .... Let the colony avoid
the workhouse and the misery attached to it. (Applause.)

2. P> 81, 1893, 337 (Seddon).
3. See for instance PD 69, 1890, 586 (Russell).
4. Untitled newspaper clipping 1897/98, sP 3/18, 3.

5. WVairerapa Star, 4 Mzy 1898.
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The implications of New Zealand's social and Hhysical environment
were mnost apparent in Seddon's verdict on the British soldier when
comparad with his cclonial counterpart. He believed that in
"ruerills wartfare ... the British troops Z;ere rather slow, and
e+« the only ones that will be found to effoctuzlly cope with this
kind of fighting will be the colonials", although the British soldier
had in "no way deteriorated”.6 In 1902, when in South Africa, he
noted that over the matter of iulerial. federation

they are slow to move in the lother Country, but I
believe myself that the colonices are the quickening
spirits with their wider experience and not suffering
from the enviromment of the licther Country. I say
that progress and advancement must come from the
colonies. |

Althouzh, as has already been pointed out, Seddon was pragmatic
in his arguments and the sort of theoretical speculstion that led to
a discussion of the rise an! fall of empires was foreism to him,
nevertheless this idea scems to have had guite wide currency at the
time and its rscosmition is dimplieit in some of his srguments. The
fact, for instence, that progress and advancement must come from the
colonies and his frequent refercnces to the social legradation of the
0ld Vorld carry this imjlication. It is within this theme of
colonial renewval that oiposition to aliens was also expressed. The
stagnation and decay of Chinese society was a matter frequently
commented upan,a although Seddon does not seem to have expressed such
views explicitly. But if such an idea was current it would be yet
another reason for excluding the contaminating influences of the
Chinese environment whether these wers leprosy, immorality, gambling,
opium smoking, insanitary habits, or an inability to live as free,

honest men actively perticipatinzs in a democratic society.

It is less obvious how the theme of colonial renewal cxplained

the apparent superiority that Vew Zealenders felt over the older

6. Tregear, 420.

7. Johannesburg Star, undated, SP 3/27 (1902).

8. Sece PD 36, 1880, 92 (Hutchison), for outline of argument.
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lfustralian coslonies. Seddon, as may be imagined, ascribed this to
their tardiness in following New Zealand's example in social
legislation and thus presumably, in ersdicating 0ld World contemination
which may have crept in. But the Australian colonies needed no
lessons in excludin;: the Asian "menace" for their restrictive
legislation in most instances had preceded New Zealand's. While
visiting Austrzlia in 1902 Seddon noted with heavy-handed didacticism
that those who adversely criticised "Advanced Liberalism" did so
because they did not understand the "A.B.C. of it".

«s» instead of destroying confidence, or ignoring the
rights of property, or depreciating its values, no
better security ever obtained because the greatest
title they could give, the best security they could
have was that conferred by God's own people. The
reason why a title by statute was regarded ns better
than any other was found in that it was secured by
representatives of the people.9

Following his return to New Zecaland after the Celebration of
Queen Victoria's Tiamond Jubilee he took great delight in telling his
audiences of the "ignorznce of people in England and imerica regarding
the condition of affairs in New Zezland", Nevertheless he hads

no hesitation in saying that New Zealand was the most
favoured colony of the Mother Country. From the
enquiries made in respect of it he was sure that there
was a general feeling towards i1t, and towards ther
which the colony itself could scarcely conceive.

It was also his impression thet

we could do good work here, for in the lMother Country,
they werc looking to the New Zealand Parlisment, and
in Great Britain, America and the other colonies they
were copying our lawg, all of which redounded to the
credit of our people, whose Government were simply
carrying out their demands and behests.

The fact that the functions of the New Zealand Government were

circumscribed by the recality of dependence meant that in other

9. Untitled newspaper clipping, SP 3/14, 7-8.

10. Waikato Armus, 9 April 1898, SP 3/18, 34.

11. Christchurch Press, March 1898, SP 3/18, 15.
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respects Wew Zealanders still saw the Mother Country as the "superior
spot on God's earth“.12 New Zealanders amply demonstrated that this

was 80 by their enthusiastic participation in the Boer iar.

13

It has been argued by Jebb that FYew Zealand's participation

in the Bosr Viar, end the local patriotism it engendered, was an
important reason for keeping the colony out of the Australian
Commonwealth in 1900. However this does not appear'to have been so
and the reasons against this argument will be discussed shortly. It
certainly seems to have been an occgasion for an immense display of
patriotic fervour, but the reasons for this were probsbly varied. The
popular jingoism associated with Britain in the late nineteenth
century was given clear expression in 1897 during the Jubilee

cel brations. Seddon's attendance at the celebrations was the first
of his two pilgrimages to Great Britain which ‘ained him such =n
immense amount of pojularity. In 1899 in the debate on whether to
send a contin -ent to the Boer War he expressed the sentiments which
ayparently endearcd him to so many throughout the Eujire. He noted
that two ycars ago reprisentatives from throuzhout the world gathered
to honour the Quecen, and those who participated in the Jubilee
pageant learnt what "our Constitution rezlly meant",

«+s not only that, but we proved that, thoush far
distant and under many climes, there is 2 bond between
her children and lieze subjects which can never be
gevered; and, as we sent out our troops to take part

in that Jubilee, and as they were admired by our kindred
at Home, and by those of other nations, ... so will the
world yet reco.mise that on the battlefield; and when
the necessity arises for that valour which distinguishes
our race beinz displeyed, there will be no hesitation,
no holding breck, on our part, and that to the death
shall we prove true to our race, and pmve that we are
akin. I say the civilised world, whilst wondering,

will admire and applaud.1

12. Waikato Argus, 9 April 1898, SP 3/18, 341.

13. DRichard Jebb, Studies in Colonial Nationalism, London,

1905, 90, 91.

14. P2 110, 1899, 77 (Seddon).
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Prosperity had returned to New Zealand in 1896 and this fact no

doubt added to the exuberant atmosphere which surrounded New Zealand's

15

participation in the Var. Preparations for the bettle suggest all

the innocent pleasurc of a Boy Scouts' Jamboree and may have rcflected
the fzet that a seneration of young colonists had srown up since the
inglo-Maori Vars. New Zcalanders were proud of their large
contribution to the Boer '/ar, cspecially as it was a zreater
contribution per head of sopulation thath that mede either by the
hustralisns or the Canadians.16 New Zealanders werc alsc apparently
braver than their Lustralisn counterparts, Seddon claimed his chief
difficulty had been refusing many of the young New Zealanders who
wished to go and fight;

<+ none of Zgh@é7 came back like the thirty New
South “ales Lancers. (4pplause.) They must take a
serious view of the question. The contingent, in
his opinion would do honour to the race from which
they had spruns. (Apglause.)17

The issue was also one which proved that in the event of need
the liother Country would defend the far-flunz colonies of the Impire,
a fact which New Zeazlanders must have foun! particularly reassuring.

The question with the unthinking may arise deddon
though§7 as to what is the connection between the
colonies and the Empire. I sey it is a connection so
closely interwoven with our interests, so inseparably
bound are we torether, that if you take from the Empire
her colonies you wesken that Empire. If, on the other
hand, you keep together the Empire is strengthened.
Take it on sordid grounds if you like, and we know how
much to us is the Empire. ‘/e know, of course, what she
is doing for us cach and every day of our cxistence.
The British flag is our protection; without belonging
to the Empire whers would New Zealand be? 18

15. See Seddon to Recves, 3 April 1902, Reeves 1/-, 1, 2.

16. 6000 troops wer.: sent from New Zealand in 10 contingents.
This is approximately 8 soldiers per 1000 of the total
population. Canada sent 2 per 1000. (Cited K.l. Richards, "The
Seddon Ministry 1893-1906", M.A. Thesis, Canterbury
University, 1946, 193.

17. Auckland Star, 29 November 1899, SP 3/23, 19.

18. P> 110, 1899, 77 (Seddon).
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It is a useful corrective to Seddon's attitude, however, to note the
reaction of the member for lMataura, Robert licNab, to the prospect of
New Zealand troops going to South Africa. He agreed it would be &
very popular move but thought New Zealand would have heen equally
popular had she sent a contingent to fight in the Soudan or the
north-west province of India.

Any operations by which the New Zealanders can get an
outlet for their surplus energies, whether it is with
the rifle or under the old English methods we hear of,
is always popular. It is the smell of blood to the

Anglo-Saxons that makes the campaign so interesting.19

In the late 1890's Seddon's attitudes towards Great Britain and
the other colonies seem a strange blend recognising the environmental
superiority which New Zealanders thought they had achieved, coupled
with the idealised subservience which had long characterised the
colonists attitudes to the Mother Country. The colonists were a part
of the British nation but members of New Zealand's society and it was
this combination of loyalties which seems to have made it a remote
possibility that New Zealznd would ever have joined the Australian

Commonwealth.

Considerable discussion has taken place over why New Zealand
did not join the Austrziisn Commonwealth in 1900. Wood and Arnold
have given Seddon a prominent role in preventing this ccecurrence
while Fairburn hes disputed this conclusion.2o If the hypothesis
posed in this thesis, that by the late 1890's llew Zealanders had come
to define themselves as a distinct and superior group of Anglo-Saxons
as a result of their environmental superiority, is correct, then this
would militate against their incorporation into the Commonwealth.
Already in 1891, New Zealand's first Liberal Premier, John Ballance,
had argued that Federation would not only deny New Zealand a voice

in London, but it would also be tantamount to an act of disloyalty

19. PD 110, 1899, 88 (}cNab).

20. Rollo D. Arnold, "New Zealand in Australasia 1890-1914",
M.A. Thesis, Melbourne “niversity, 1952, 149; Miles Fairburnm,
"Mew Zealand and Australasian Federation, 1883-1901: Another
View", New Zealand Journal of History, 4, 2 (April 1970), 24-29;
F.L.W. Wood, "Why did New Zealand not join the Australian
Commonwealth in 1900-1901?" New Zealand Journal of History, 2,
2 (October 1968), 115-129.
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as the term "Conmonwealth" should ncot be applied to any part of the
Empire, but to the whole Empire. "e went on to ask, after

Having lost all our powers, our revenues, our
Legislature, what would be the result? Our opinions
would be memufzctured in Jjustralia /he answered
rhetoricallx7, and we should find that a powerful
Press would dominate us in this respect, and poog New
Zealsnd would be entirely left out in the cold.?

Arnold has noted that one of the more prominent New Zealand
organisations with Justraelian affiliations, the Trades and Maritime
Council, lost much of its New Zealand support during the great
Maritime Strike of 1890. The spread of the Strike prompted the
moral, that New Zealand was likely to gain only Justralian problems

from such a connection.

There are two things to note gbout Seddon's attitudes towards
Pederation. The first is that while in Ausiralia during 1897 he was
careful not to commit himself on the Feleration issue but he did say
that if the nmovement for Felderation reached New Zeazland "he should
have no hesitation then in placing before the peonle of New Zealand
what Federation meant”.22 If we may judre by what seems to have
been Seddon's ch.racteristic political technigue, it is probable that
he would have done this. Popular support for Federation was
apparently never sufficient within New Zealand to push Seddon into
supportinz the issue. It is worthy of note, however, that following
his return to New Zealand in 1898, he told an audience that "Ve
suffered considerably by being classed with Australasia, and he would
ask our journalists never to use that temm azain. Stand by New
Zealand, which at Home was the most popular of any of the colonies".23
Secondly, there may well have been some uncertainty reszarding the role
that a new dAustralasian govarnment would perform. In the near future
it seemed unlikely to fulfil the military and political role of the

British Government and thus command the loyalties which accompanied

21. PZ 73, 1891, 69 (Bzllance).
22, Untitled newspaper clipping, 7 February 1897, SP 3/14, 7.

23. Christchurch Press, 28 March 1898, SP 3/13, 15.
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this role, and as has been noted, New Zealanders apparently saw the
socio-economic achievemonts of their society as heing superior to
what had been zchieved in lustralisa. It may have seemed unlikely,
therefore, that the new government could perform the role of the

New Zealand Government, especially as it was to incorporate a number

of competing economies, and it would have an Australian majority.

L cursoxry zlance at New Zealand's pattern of exports between
1885 =2nd 1905 indicates the zrowing importance of the British market
in absolute terms, and in the percentagze by velue of New Zealand's

: 2 : ; :
exports it took. 4 This pattern gives some support to Fairburn's

24. Total Values of Exports to the United Kingdom and the
Australian Colonies (excluding Tasmania) .

1085 £

i 4,906,907
Australia 1,308,701
1890

U.K. 7,401,350
Lustralia 1,586,074
1895

UK. 7!04516“%6
Australia 1,038,844
1900

U.X. 10,259,342
Mustralia 1,830,939
1905

U.K. 12,087,818
Australia 2,268,373

From New Zealand Statistics, 1885-1905.
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claim that it was '"not Seddon but both the timing of its economic
fluctuations and the restructuring of its economy since the early
eighties, Zahic§7 had 2t every turn made New Zealand the most
improbable prospective partner in a federation of the Seven
colonies".25 Pairburn's argument, perhaps, has too much the jar of
cold economic rationality, but New Zzalanders did not give their
loyalties without reason and the compelling reasons which bound New
Zealand to Great Britain and the Empire have already been noted,
New Zealand's pattern of trade across the period would have
strengthened the colonies dependence on Great Britain. This was
hardly so in regard to the Justralian colonies and it seems most
unlikely that Seddon would ever have asked the question regerding
then which he asked about New Zezland's membership of the Empire:

"without belonging to the Empire where would New Zealand be?"

25. Tairburn, 159.
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A POSTSCRIPT TO A NEJ ZEALANT T“RAMA

The events followinz the Boer VWar posed the problems which had
long agitated New Zealanders in their own socisty - cepitalists and
aliens; their own worth and the destiny of their society and the

Empire to which they belonged.

In an attenpt to re-open the Rand yoldmines, Sir Alfred Milner
proposed to introduce Chinese to man the mines. Seddon was ardently
opposed. '"To the capitelists and sharcholders who are living in other
countries, it will not matter =t all". “Thile it was not contended
that "unskilled white labour can compete successfully with the black
in the lower fields of manuzal industry ... the white man can and does
do double the work of the black man". Seddon felt that an adequate
labour force could be obtained from the agricultural districts of
England, Scotland or Ireland. "They would do double the work'", and
you would be colonising the Transvazl with Britishers.

«es Toke the converse, - ... the population of your

country will be conmposed largely of Boers, larpely of

Chinese, together with a number of Rand nine ownexs

who are not of British origin. Is this what we

anticipated when jointly the self-zoverning colonies

took a responsibility on themselves, and made the

sreatest sacrifices jossible for Bmvire and justice?26
The integrity and solidarity of the Emjyire had been called in question
and with great gusto that monstrous enemy, the Boer nation, had been
crushed so that a pure Anglo-Saxon society could flourish. Could it
be, however, that New Zealand's blood sacrifice, the gallent deeds of
her brave and upstending young men were all for naught? “7as the
Transvaal to become a land of non-Britishers and foreign capitalists,
exploiting cheap Asiatic labour? "ias it for THIS, that New

Zealand sent her sons to [50ut§7 Africa, to fight and die?

26, Seddon to Major F.R. Mclonald (Johannesburg), 15 March 1904,
sP 3/17, 3, 5.
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