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a journey to South Africa has a moderating effect on Hicks’s New
Woman convictions. Her response to the imperial context is to
make certain inevitable compromises with her ideals.

¢.2  The New Woman movement

The precise origin and dimensions of the New Woman movement are

determined. David Rubinstein has shown in his study

°f late nineteenth-century feminism that it was fairly common by
tarly 1894 for Jjournalists to write in terms of a ’new’

ullannood. This term emerged from an intercnange et
Prominent women novelists in the pages of the North American

m which had

PR R - |

Before the term was coinédq,

The term /New Woman’ gave a name to a nascent feminis

%%9un to emerge as early as 1860.
Writers had referred to the growing aspirations and discontent

0 .
f modern women as the /Woman Question’.

st appropriate term

't is doubtful whether ‘movement’ is the mo
and

Mﬁibe—a—phenomemn—that was both leaderless

Ulorganised. Its name was conferred upon it by its enemies, and
the Naming process failed to result in an increased cohesion

b i in
who profes heless, certa

Pirations and convictions can be identified as characterising

the Ney w i h causes as
New Women: these women allied themselves with suc

higher education for women, freedom from chaperonage, greater

"Ployment opportunities and increased property rights for women.
mpaign for Women’s

Man..

"“0Y New Women were also involved in the
S“ffrage_

——

d truths - of sunlight, of liberty, of
h:}lf;;.y tf':;'t:sncic and the healing, of the unknown and

of a whole cluster of myths,
concepts that stood in direct confrontation to

innocence, of sexual freedom,
the mysterious - all t‘hou
domesticity (Hamalian, X)-

n the travel narratives they

ected 1
He suggests that this ubcnumg:rsi.r:%%mwwm-—m—kwﬁﬂﬂ—

produced: ‘Thus, the once-lowly R
instrument for the emancipation of women’ (Hamalian, xi1)

2 hat the New Woman
. . . .sricle by Sarah Grand, wrote t
The novelist ‘Ouida’, respondid "l o "t-":n in the English tongue’ (Ardis, 11).

‘meet(s] us at every page of literature writt
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More important than the struggle for social equality, however,
wa‘s the attempt by New Woman writers to disassociate the concept
of womanhood from conventional notions of femininity. In
Particular, they questioned the accepted notion that marriage and
motherhood were the ideal destinies of all women. By 1896,
_ Margaret Oliphant, the popular and conservative novelist, was

abl i .
e publicly to accuse the New Woman writers of constituting an

! .
Anti-Marriage League’ (Cunningham, 45) .

Th » . L]
e New Woman movement had a far-reaching if brief influence.
oane. it seemed set to precipitate a
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controversy gradually died down
fter the turn of the century.

the New Woman was almost

3
]
Q
w
®
51
o)

‘l the press and in public debate,
ent §
tirely obscured by the Suffragette.

4,
3 Hicks’s class affiliations

It 4 C e . .
is difficult to determine into which class of colonial society
t she was educated at the

Beat s .
trice Hicks fitted. The fact tha
family was of

No
. Tth London Collegiate School suggests that her
iper‘middle class standing in England. However, the compulsion
S

— ~® was ynder to —earn her own living argues h

that ner
umstances were not affluent.

the class affiliations of
Although their origins

level of education
e more than well-paid

:Zz:rxi: England and the Eastern Cape,
. fses were somewhat ambivalent
sop;lis:enerally genteel  and th'e
Serva lCiflted, they were often l1ittl
Nts in the homes of their employers.

.
ir

Wh' 4 ' ]
] lle it js evident that Hicks does not rank herself with the
“fvants, white or black, in the colonial hous eholds in which she

18 - s
Onlemployed, she does not make her class allegiances clear. The
Y social affiliation she claims for herself is ba

sed in gender

-~ h ,
®r alliance to the New Woman movement .
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4.4.1

Be at i 3 s
rice Hicks’s main reason for writing The Cape As I Found It

was
to exhort other unmarried, educated Englishwomen in

straitened ci . .
aitened circumstances to emigrate to the colonies. The book
uth African

wa : .
s published in 1900, at the height of the second So

War
» when South Africa was not considered a desirable place to

wthh 3 3 = N :
to emigrate. However, Hicks's sojourn in the Eastern Cape

oc .
Curred during a time of peace (1894-1897) . She admits that she

was j . . .
in South Africa at the time of the Jameson Raid, but argues

tha i i
itt'thls event took place so far north that she scarcely noticed ——

Hi , .
cks’s choice of title alerts the reader to the importance of

pe
rsonal perspective in the text. She makes 1o attempt to

Pre e d
sent a complete or detailed description
Rather, she records her

ses these

of conditions

Prevaiis .
vailing in the Cape during the 1890s.

Own 3
4444j;u%&%65i°n3‘0f‘the—ce1enialgsituation and intersper

Wit :
< h comments and value Jjudgments. The result 1s an
does not pretend to scholarly accuracy.

me: o:ourse Of her narration, = ke
ewly éuthorlty: the first is deriVv
Thig Commlgrant colonial among the sett%

nfers on her a metropolitan sophi

her .
N to enlighten the ’simple’ settlers about wor
‘ond is the traditional authority of the returning storyteller

to
iistruct the home-bound community in the lessons she has

lea
‘ned on her travels.

ed from her status as a
ers of the Eastern Cape.
stication which enables

1dly matters; the

s jdentifies herself with the so—

Atth
e outset of the text, Hick
she declares that

Cal
led "surplus women’ of London in the 1890s.
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her principal audience, and addresses her work

£
(o}
@
o]
)
H
a
p'

[Tlhere are many men who will rush out [to South Africa]
‘when affairs are settled’ for better - or maybe for worse
~ and there will be going a crowd of women also, I hope,
both for their own sake and that of the surplus females in
England - and it is for them chiefly that I am recalling
these reminiscences of South Africa, hoping that these may
be of some use and entertainment to them, in showing what
the country was like to me, and how I got on there (CFI 1).

The phrase ‘surplus females’ refers to a significant imbalance

o England and wales alone, as Rubinstein has shown, women
OUtnumbered men by m +han a million during this decade

Fo X o -
LA ¥ MV L S LadCAA: e -

(Rub
= lnStem, 12) . Consequently, there were over a million women

These

Brltaln who were statistically prevented from marrying.
Wome 1imi+ad worknlace.

€M had to be accommodated in the extremely limited WOIXp
Theiy only other alternatives were to accept the charity of

re : .
lativeg or, as Hicks advocates, to emigrate.

The Proponents of women’s emancipation in the late nineteenth

pEQeIs l

“ftury regarded emigration as no solution to the f surplus won
prOblem‘ They perceived it as an opportunistic attempt by the
aUthorities to avoid addressing the real problems which
restricted access to jobs and
In his 1977 article about
Hammerton argues

Con
fronteq women, such as

dls
Proportionately low salaries.
"men’ n the nineteenth century,

S emigration

s
1
LA 2 Y I 1

3t this problem was debated as early as 1862:

—Trhe—'rntéﬁ_—k—‘—ontfmfeI‘Sies—ever t+he '’redundancy’
ocking ¢

nsitive issues
Women and the panacea of emigration raised se
for femin of them opposed female emigration

waswrass

= eminists. any Ox ]
PeCause it was a popular anti—remnTSt—seiuum'—It—
confine women to
d as an unjust

of

3Ppeared all too readily as a device to

-1 . -
“leir ’proper sphere’ of the
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safety valve to siphon off pressure for progressive reform
(Hammerton, 57).

According to the feminism of the day, women like Hicks who

tlected to emigrate rather than remain in England and campaign
for social reform, were betraying the principles of the New Woman
Tovement: , Driver’s research indicates that this feminist

disapproval went against popular opinion: ’The dominant belief
¥as that British women should join the men in the colonies - as

” r -3 e}
d MWVINGIE DIV UEW Jwaes W=

long as, in all other respects, the women remained in their
Proper place’ (Driver, 6). This controversy surrounding the
emi (14

“figration issue was so widespread that Hi

Ware of it, The fact that she nevertheless recommends
indication of her

n to other ‘surplus women’ is an 1indication or her
flusal  to place feminist principles above pragmatic
‘Onsiderations. It is significant that Hicks is writing after
“ef three-year stay in the colonial environment. She has
®¥Perienced at first hand the advantages of colonial life over
Metropolitan life and has come to realise that practical
“nsiderations must be afforded greater weight than ideals. She
is illing to sacrifice Utopian notions for the increased degree

_ °f material comfort she and other women like her can gain by

®Migrating,

e o ey &
CARAS WAoo Ui

a2
ac il

Q

4‘4.1

fleks begins her story with a disclaimer for the benefit of those

' 14 4
‘%3ders who are expecting an adventure story in the 'African
“onances genre Hicks emphasises the tameness of the Eastern

"¢ region ang denies, in her characteristically ironic fashion,

.
"ing had any adventures at all:

I'm afraid I cannot boast of having

And as for adventures, was on the

~ had any a11 the time I was away,

look-out for them. I had no excitin
always got food to eat in the daytime an

although I
g experiences. I
d a bed to sleep on
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at night, and these without any difficulty, so I was not
even thrilled by the ordinary emotions of hunger and

sleeplessness (CFI 3).

= ro
conventional masculinist perspective which generated the 'African
Romance’ .3 Hicks is deliberately waiving the storyteller’s

Prerogative to tell a tall tale.

Phe . _ . N Y
1S determination to emphasise the everyday aspect ol colol
life over the adventurous is not, as Susan Blake suggests,
nevitable characteristic of women’s travel writing (Blake, 19).

an

'he examples of Harriet Ward and Anna Howarth, both of whom
"ploy exaggeration and sensationalism in their descriptions of

tolonial ljfe, serve to refute Blake’s theory. In Hicks’s case,

"er prosaic narrative is largely a consequence of the increased
Stability of the Eastern Frontier in the 1890s and the
overWhEIming success of imperial interests in this region.

e role of an ’agent of empire’

Disengaging herself from the imperial
Her

chks also A
so d

, s

in
the Cape CcColony.
endeavour; she tr for purely personal reasons.
83 : i len
1s very differen ¢}

PriChard, both of whom travelled in an official or representative
o

C : ’ .
apac:.ty as the wives of men in the employ of the British
€rnment , Hicks’s detached indifference

Sideavour frees her to focus on the conditions of women at the

Cana
Hye,

4.

As L] s
- primary concerns 1S with

90 educator herself, one of Hicks’s

t . :
fe State of women’s education in the Colony. Her first post 1in

-~

3 logue A Woman'’s
1 in her 1907 travelog
hEhat o e o~ following way: ‘I hope that a

Hicks’s perspective may be compared wit
Trek from Cape to Cairo. Hall begins her 2.:“;11?1: .mbzz.gmc T omonces, and the usual
book, written from & woman'’ 8 B:}::. °A£f. ;'{c:n: may be acceptable’ (quoted in Blake, 19).

’
Xaggeration incidental to &ii T2F
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the Eastern Cape was as a teacher at the Diocesan School for
Girls in Grahamstown. She professes herself shocked by the
frivolous attitude to women’s education she encounters there:

I was astonished at many little things at first, but I
suppose I was a bit prim. As I said before, I had been
educated at an excellent school, where the one idea was to
When that had been successfully
nd stiffer looming in the

sava e LTE

Excelsior’, and the steeps we
Frivolity and boys did

Prepare for an exam.

~ANna 2
Viie

-

distance. It was a case of
Climbed were those of knowledge.

not enter into our calculations. Boys we only o
as inferior and conceited beings, whom it was our duty to

e o amd o

beat 1 3 s =a - i
YSat 1n exams, and who arterwdrus 44

-

undergraduates, who were more inferior and more conceited

beings still, who denied us our rights and whom it was

Necessary to beat again in order to vindicate the honour of

our sex. Having been brought up in these wholesome and

vainglorious ideas, it was somewhat of a shock to me to
scarcely any of the

find myself landed in a school where
rning (Hicks,

scholars seemed to come with any idea of lea

47)

T

e 'excellent school’ which Hicks attended was the North London
Colleg; choo ounded 1 4 i ppears to be
aligns ! , .
llgnlng herself with the movement which sought to obtain
PImission for women to enrol for degrees at oxford and
Cambridge_s She is referring to this ambition when she writes

° ;
,f the male undergraduates who sdenied us our rights’ and ‘whom

it - ]
of "4S necessary to beat again in order
our seyx’

Hieks is scornful of the attitude she encounters in the

in the nineteenth century to be a

4
ubinstein suggests that this in New Women (Rubinstein, 185).

breeding ground for a generation of highly educated

ved themselves in
It was hoped that the authorities would re’S: -ﬁfzc'???h:!::::‘ e onford, and,until 1948
examinations. This hope was not zoalil;g)?ntzx is Aok

in the case of Cambridge (Rubinstein,
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Cape, which holds ’frivolity and boys’ to be more important to
dwoman than the acquirement of an education. There is, however,
a8 touch of irony in her description of the ideas she was brought
Up with as ’wholesome and vainglorious’. There is also a measure
°f self-mockery in her characterisation of herself as ‘a bit
Prim’. At this stage, there is already an indication that her

feninist ideals may be inappropriate to the colonial milieu.

s strengthened when Hicks resigns from the

ag was 1S wil

Diocesan School for Girls to take up a post as a governess to a

farmi . . ) .
dMming family in the region of Queenstown. Here, she is
rship is not an

T™is indication

TR

ronted with the opinion that sScho
a : .
PPropriate acquirement for young women. Of

signed to teach, ’‘the girls were much th quicker at their
1

"SSsons’  (CFI 106). This fact occasions their mother —some
CODCern

She used to say to me:
'Dear me! I shouldn’t mind if it was the girls who

couldn’t learn. The boys, you see, have to get on in the
world. It doesn’t matter for the girls if they have brains

Or not.’ (CFI 106).

this opinion is a reflection of the particular social

“JELQMQ%&ﬂCe84in4th64601ony———¥he;egwas no industry at the Cape

" support the so-called Typewriter Girl or other women office-

EI 3 Q,"llﬁk _ [ W SRR | in F‘nal an(j l![()l eOUer, the male
) i i1 asS llald T L YoTa e

*%Pulation substantially outnumbered the female a

T .
}Ilere Were virtually no white women for whom marriage was not a
Viable option This simple fact is at the basis of Hicks’s
e ’ . .

mploYer:s conviction that ’it doesn’t matter for the girls if
they havye s’ futures are secure

_, - fave brains or not’. Her daugd
g : ~tearly, she does not ===
Y will marry as a matter of course. L2E&2=YY
y for a woman to

Pereas )
mbcelVe intellectual development to be necessar
Al
TMAR K
a4 successful career as a wife and

mother.

H 1 . »
'°ks responds to her employer’s assertion in a way that



emonstrates her pragmatic readiness to adj
reality:

In theory I could not quite agree with her; it did seem
hard that the poor girls should not be allowed to keep what
few brains they possessed! But after considering the
position of women at the Cape, and that their whole duties
seemed to consist of marrying, housekeeping, and cooking,
I could not help thinking that she had common-sense on her

side (CFI 106).

conviction that her employer is

i
icks retains her ’theoretical’
ation

Wr
°ng, but is prepared to consider dispassionately the situ

i e imperi de that ’she had

common- .
on-sense on her side’. Hicks unconsciously echoes her
Dl avar? « . .
Pioyer’s opinion that education is superfluous to women who
bper . i

ontrary to the New Woman
e for its own

ho .
usekeeping, and cooking’. This is C

Conv' '
sak iction that education for women was
ake,

N
1)
o
i

employer, HicCX s

At C o
the conclusion of this conversation with her
to be entirely

‘Mdicates that she will not permit her ideals
~ Oerborne by ’common-sense’: ‘But, well, there it w
had the brains, and the boys hadn’t and it wasn’t any use
bOtherlng about it’ (CFI 106). This is an ironical reminder of
the fact that nature may allot talents jrrespective of gender

Ste
T€otyping and role-distribution.

443

A]
though the issues of education and employment for women were
Cant v 1 :
''ral to the New Woman movement, they were not responsible for
As Gail

g
Cy Violent controversy surrounding ment.

3 3 '
nnlngham argues, ’‘the crucial factor was, inevitably, sex

4
unnlngham, 2). A group of popular ters dubbed the ’New

3
-
wIrai
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Woman novelists’ challenged the prudery of the day by writing
®¥plicitly and defiantly about female sexuality. The Victorian
fotion, that women were innately passionless was openly
_ challenged, along with the societal injunction which prohibited
“omen from engaging in sexual relations before marriage. These
Polemical texts seemed set to forge a new code of morality and
S¢xual ethics.

HleS an

2O
<o 1

1ot deal directly
%Wt aligns herself with novels which do. The first of these is
S¢0rge Moore’s Esther Waters, published in 1894 - the year Hicks

d awn
A& LLE

‘ame out to South Africa. Moore’s novel is a reworked version
°f the conventional Fallen Woman story, in which the heroine
*"Iges triumphant from her experiences and is
'jpay the price’ for her promiscuity. It is a courageous venture
‘to the portrayal of alternative lifestyles - particularly

altematives to marriage. Esther Waters was one of the most
‘ntroversial of the New Woman novels, dealing as it did with a

hlgl'lly Sensitive subject.

ks mentons Esther Waters in the context of her sea=voyage to
Mﬂi@a—l%eeen&wpubﬁshedf—ﬁ—"@s making some stir at
that time, and was supposed to be rather improper’ (CFI 17). It~

L . ’
3 topic of discussion between the leader of the Woman’s

Enj i —i ialist
o OoClety (Sister Henr
Plone] Rhodes, who agree to keep it out of the way of the young

WOmEQ 0N Mmcs o - .
V4 DOoara the ship:

At the end she said: ’You will be careful, please, not to
let that book lie about. I should not like any of the
9irls in my charge to read it. It would not be.prop:ar f?r
them to do so.’ ‘Oh yes, I understand - certainly, said

Colonel Rhodes (CEL 17) -

A IS L — assy

Qi o < LV wha
Ster Henri ’ ig shown to be supertiuous Wue
n

ks Teveals, ’I’m afraid most of us had read "Esther Wat?rs
L . This serves to remind the reader that conventional

”
s

i
4
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athority figures are losing a measure of control over the
ictivities of young women of the 1890s. This impression is
teinforced by the satirical attitude Hicks adopts towards Sister

fenrietta’s excessive concern for the moral well-being of the
——Joung-women—in her charge:

- I shall always think of her as being

= o =
L - 23 ay

very kind and good to us all, for I am sure we must have

been a trial to her at times, especially as she still had
rls and what they

e TS

many good old-fashioned ideas about gi
should do and what they should not do. She looked after us
physically, mentally, and morally, and I am sure we ought

as very particular ———
to have been very grateful to her. She was

about our morals especially (CEL 17).

Aicks directs her irony against a traditional enemy of the N?w
Woman movement - the institution of the chaperon. Tr.ui
Institution was grounded in the Victorian belief that HHEEEZ=EE
"omen should be shielded from any knowledge of sexual matters.

| he
Heks assumes the pose of an amused and tolerant observer of t
Her remark that she and the

N
Ster’s concern for ’our morals’. o e e

Other young women ‘ought to have peen very grate

su A
——99ests that they were not.

were especially perturbed

The oDBAR wvament
P ol A~ F1 - .
on unmarried

b 1ents of the New Woman move
Y the effect that New Woman literaturrmgh*rhéwe
rit was generally feared that what

us the new typeé of novel

ture’ (Cunningham,
s aligning herself
+ma fiction she

wom
®1. As Cunningham notes,
Wam-~

“Yien reaq about:, they Might do, and th
appeared to threaten the whole domestic struc
9. The impression was that the New Woman wa

th a1 the most radical sentiments contained in ti€ £=%ESE T

id most of
Teaq ; ’ ent (/I'm afral
) i s’ s comm
This indicates that Hick e as it seems.

" had reaq mpgther Waters" /) is not as innoc

m
toore’ g novel represents an attack on °rth0do’t‘1ers
ittack with which Hicks is tacitly associating

elf.

i is Olive
fhe Second novel with which Hicks aligns herself 1
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Schreiner’s The Story of an African Farm - a prototype of the New

Woman novel. She expresses her disappointment at encountering

- %0 'Lyndalls’ or ’Waldos’ in the Eastern Cape, 'nor anyone else

thait was "advanced" or had ideas’ (CEL 50). This attitude
Xposes her metropolitan snabbcb" in consistently portraying the

colonists as backward and lacking in sophisticatiom.

h e~

ow =
°ne is consequently not surprised to discover ¢
Sduelner, a revered and respected figure in New Woman circles

inLondon, is not much admired by the women of South Africa:

I soon discovered that a prophet is not without honour save
in his own countrv [...] About that time, too, she wrote

another tale about Mashonaland, in which Rhodes, Jesus, and
and the people did not

a policeman were somehow mixed up,

~ like it - even the ones that had not read it; but they

talked about it and her, and I heard many wonderful
anecdotes and of course, did not believe

half of it. But, still, Olive Schreiner is the only woman

in South Africa, so they ought to be proud of her, and be
thankful for whatever mercy has been pestowed on them (CEI

50).

much gossip, and,

HLCKS employs Schreiner as a standard agmﬁm&h—egmsut%

Oumr COlonlal women. Inev1tably, she finds them wanting. The

l

fe) conclude that Hicks
d 'woman’. She

lsrathel’ curious. The reader is forced t
lsattachlng a particular significance to the wor
es it to signify her ideal of womanhood, which is appa
S'yn"nYmouS with the New Woman; she admires Schreiner because

SMHEiner is 'advanced’ and ’has ideas’. She does not admire the

vanced’ = havin
bmmward' colonials who disapprove of her work without ha le:
ad it, gy s’s self-assumed cultural superiority is revea

b r st 7 roud of Schreiner
y;m Statement that tn‘4c3pe—wemen—sh°uld-be : on then .
an estowe

thankful for whatever mercy has been b

6-111
1ICLY




4.4.4

Atong the ’advances’ made by the New Woman movement was an
increasing scepticism about the traditionally feminine

WS P i DS 22

Preoccupations with romantic 1omme—aw€h%hw—

abandoning the well-worn formula of the marriage-plot, New Woman

fovelists, in the words of Ann Ardis, s attack[ed] the totalizing

ideology of romance’ (Ardis, 61). This ideology generated an
intense, private emotion

nage of romantic love as an exalted,
“hich provided a validation for human existence,
Culminated naturally in a happy marriage. Maternity was the
lnevitaple and desired consequence of this union for women. The
New Woman writers responded to this tradition with varying
dgrees of criticism and scorn. Cunningham argues that their

~Criticism amounted to an attack on the domestic order:

P | 1
aliv wirl

nly at the ideal of the maternal

Some [new] women jeered ope
of children

W aAS

instinct, and scorned the notion that the care

was the highest duty to which they should aspire.. The
family, long regarded as a microcosm of the state, if not
of the divine order, was exposed as & nest of seething

frustrat ; . ningham, 2-3).
frustration, discontent and deception (Cunninghafi

N keeping with her New Woman jdeals, Hicks criticises the
4 maternity in her

Nn
and

”;Llons of romantic love, marriage . -
C . N N e
iracteristically satirical manner. At the ti

Cape As I Foun she was as yet unmarried, and it is apparent
t 3 does ider
"M the tone of her discourse that Sn€ ¥ not consid

oes
"rriage to pe a likely future for nerself. It is not clear
“ether this is the result of 2a conscious choice or of a
fataliseje pragmatism based on the pelief that, "I have.

"¢ redeeming - 1 mean the all-important ~ quality of peing good-
i o r

%ﬁ).—wﬁhwse:

ro . ,
Mantic jdealism she encounters in the Ca

her attitude to
pe is one of mockery:

think of loveé; the one is
]

But talkj n makes one
ing of the moo is it not? [...

Supposed to be symbolical of the other,
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The captain was a very sentimental man, and often shook his
head and sighed when he told us these tales. He believed
in True Love with capitals - but that is so easy for a

sailor, who only sees his wife occasionally [...] But
still, he seemed to find life very comfortable all the

delusion which is soon

ficks portrays romantic love as a fanciful
The captain (who is

>3

“lattered by the mechanisms of domesticity.
? 'sentimental’ man, Hicks reminds us disparagingly) has only

saldom sees his wife.

reta. ed his delusions intact because he seldom sees N1is WwWllic.
The last sentence of the passage implies that romantic emotions

,,‘-

fortable to live with.

Hcks is also inclined to mock the veneration with which
im“‘ . - — A o s o e o -~ L ad
~Trflalist society regards motherhood. The targets of her

Satire are the Eastern Cape girls who ‘grow up and develop much
S00ner than English ones’ (CEI 51). She deplores the young age

% which colonial girls marry, but admits that they make good
Wiveg.

However silly, frivolous, and flirting girls may be before

they marry, directly after they settle down and develop

4444444inte4g00d‘CUUkB‘and*gcodgmethefs, 1 don’t know, though, if

it is right to put it in that order, or whether good
ut we all like good cooks,

and good mothers - well, they are sometimes apt to be a
bore, as they wander off into rhapsodies over 'thelr
°ffspring in the mistaken idea that everyone 1s as
interested in their children as they are themselves. No,

I like good cooks best (CEL 51).

Hicks is clearly
nuding the role

nuGl cne

In ,
b Preferring /good cooks’ to ‘good mothers
Q -

9 primari cetious; but she is also de

motherh%d of its aura of sanctity and reducing 1it, with her
some mannerism. She

astatlng bathos, to no more than 2a tire - She
nt1nues~ 'Unfortunately, I am not a mother, so perhaps I cannot
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inderstand
208 1o o ta' mother’s feelings, but I do understand something
(CF1 51). The implication is that she has no

imbition to be
’ come a mother if she would also sub
7t to be & mevor : sequently be

4.5

Despite :
these and other indications that Hicks’s personal

Philosoph
JSQ ‘." .o - ) RN - — -
Phy was largely im accord with that of the New Woman

Movement
, the full extent of her commitment to that movement is

Uncertaj
Ltain, ['<3 "R -
She subjects ths enthusiasms of the New Woman

raf
.&.LUrmer
to the same mocking irony that she directs at the

de .
‘ted wife and mother:

Wh
en I first landed, and was still possessed of some of my

Englji
9lish energy, I inquired after the progress of ’women’s

Tights’ at the Cape.

'There are none out here,’ they said.
'What!’ I said. ‘I thought the Cape was like New

Z
tzaland and America. Don't
ey take an interest in politics? Don

pon’t women vote Or try to?
't they run crazes

Orh = »
ead movements? Aren’t there any societies for women's

Su
ffrage? For I should like to join oné, for unity is
agree with women panding together’

S
trength, and I always
[fal TS bt
\xfl 49) ,
At firs :
iian at the ' retarded’ state of

the wqo glance, Hicks’s indignation
butClmen's rights movement at the Capée appears to be genuine;
Oser examination reveals a strain of irony running through

the -
LQ paSS _ )
age. The spectacle she evokes Ol running ’crazes’

a en

ndheading ’ . nich i

More movements’ suggests a degree fanaticism which is
er employment of the

=\ lau . 4 - -2
. ghable than admirable. Similariy, <
toits

wom

of
n

°‘°9an ’ . )
lichey unity is strength’ is so pat as to draw attention
Nature. Her reference to 'English energy’ emphasises the

Mas
“T0politan : aggests that
origins of the New Woman movement. st

he i I ugygessLe 24k
m .
Perial experience quickly saps 2 New Woman

t s
of her reformist



| zeal. gy
Hicks readily admits to having become a victim

Process herself.

Hicks .
S may, as she claims, ’always agree with women banding

Z?g?f?if', but the effect of her writing is occasionally
cTisive., She readily adjusts to the fact th i
e“FhUSiasms are out of place in the imperial context, and is
?i{le to turn her satire against them. As she inquires further
"It the situation of women at the Cape, she is informed that
| f):i:zial women do not pursue careers Or engage in politics
Se¢ ‘there are always enough men’ (CFI, 49) . Marriage is
almost always a viable option for women, and the one most often

c . . .
hosen. Hjcks accepts the validity of this explanation without

lestion. 1n so doing, she places herself once again at odds

Wi .
*h the New Woman movement. The suggestion that the

emancipas ; ot
ancipation struggle was simply a consequence of statistics and

0 . :
¢ that would not have arisen had the gender ratilo been in

b .
alance, was profoundly subversive to the feminist cause. As

Cunpj . :
ningham states: ‘a woman was only genuinely New if her

Co : , .
(cnfllct with social convention was on a matter of principle’
‘iningham, 10). Hicks’s response to imperialism is to adapt

or

3%andon many of her principles.

In
ntras

qnducr efforts to draw attention to the co
metropolitan 1ife, Hicks is frequently guilty of

e . '

:Qggeration, She depicts the Cape as a site of social

;dCKwardness and overstates the advances made by fe

n L]
9land. hig ig evident in a discussion she has with a group

of o ,
°lonists about the New Woman movement :

'No, ¢ they said. 'We have no new women here. They don’t

—think of that sort of thing.’ — —
Wwhat do they

'Well, what do they think about then?
do?’

14
'They stay at home and look after the house.

t our women did fifty years ago. We'’ ve

‘Why that’s wha
Cutgrown that’ (CFL 49) -



92

Hickg? . ,
j cks’s suggestion that Englishwomen have been emancipated from
‘mestic duties for fifty years is one of several attempts on her
ar

Part to create the impression that the New Woman movement has

been overwhelmi - iand. 2 i
verwhelmingly triumphant in England. Another such attempt

18 i :
: €vident when she comments on the domestic arrangements of an
as :

tern Cape family she encounters near Queenstown:

It was a household managed in the real old-fashioned

manner, where the master was everything and the wife was

Nowhere. but the funny part was, he was little and his

wife was large; but it was truly delightful, in these days

- of new women, to find at least one man who still upheld the

authority of his sex. (CEIL 118; emphasis added).

t the new feminism has
ety that it is both
minated household in

In the light

Hick
Ck

STattempts to create the impression tha

wr ]
ught such far-reaching changes in socl

efrache - R
~eiing and novel to encounter a male=dc

an :
o 9¢ which has been conquered by the New Woman.
the feminjist convictions she expresses elsewhere in the text,

he
hUuacuGlu -

;Ir ®Xpression of delight at confronting this
e .
“rly intended to be ironic.

Thj : : .
'S Passage may be compared with a later one in which Hicks

e
"Ploys the image of the bicycle to symbolise the New Woman’s

SuCCe
S
. —-°Ssful conquest of England:

This reminds me how, at

England was riding a bicycle, they
Queenstown] were still with us discussing the playe
Qestion, ‘Should a woman ride a bicycle at allz’

things show that if one goes three weeks’ journey from

gland, and then for a day or SO up~cou Y

the time when every woman in
[the inhabitants of
d-out
Which

one cannot

126) -

®Xpect to be quite up-to-date (CEL/ *

The . to and fro on

Qv . ; — 4
Pectacle of ’every woman in Engla
i it—was by no-means
a Cles is clearly a caricature. Moreover, 1t .
Played-out - question as to whether women should ride bicycles

3
”*Cy
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at all. The bicycle remained a highly controversial symbol of
“men’s liberation throughout the last decade of the nineteenth
‘éntury. It represented an unprecedented degree of freedom and
mcbiliﬁy for women and was associated with certain reforms in

"men’s clothing, such as the development of the ‘Rational
Dresg’ |

It is not clear what Hicks is hoping to achieve by her
“Verstatement of the success of the New Woman movement. On one

level, she is simply conveying her sense of the contrast between

‘e 'advances’ of England and the ’backwardness’ of the Eastern
Cape. he norm

’ .
of ¥omanhood in England, and downplays the controversy that raged
Tound the wWoman Ouest{on mhis controversy was so heated that

L1=991 th§ [ U &) § 39 Aiddeed Wi

o writers specifically identified themselves —or —their ——————

Char"1’(3‘C63rs with the New Woman because, as Cunningham suggests,

!
the tapn A T
° term was too loaded with associations of

fa i nd
Naticigms (Cunningham, 17).

It_. . - . ISR S . B [

S unlikely that Hicks was as unconscious of the potentially
ex , vy

Plosive ang damaging consequences of her writing as she seems.

d eaciia hvu

e 0D D VAN ~y

t is £ § s Hhae
" Possible that she was attempting to detuse the
Alternatively, she may

199 ,

hesentlng it in non-polemical terms. . .

.ave been the unwitting victim of a popular and sensationalist

MLRM@M* the New Woman movement had
s (]

Wept across England like a plague, infecting every aspect of

n as a 'Blushless

S .
ety referred to the New Wome
Showalter 1991, 39),

host’ which

JQnrr}al{ at a
- a - ad P L

Bri i
Jade’ (Cunningham, 1), ‘women warriors’ (

[
fonstrous regiment’, and an / innumerable
4 throughout the length and

thr
by ®atens before long to spread sEEIT h
fadth of London’ (Ardis, 22)- while Hicks would not have
"reeived e New Woman movement in quite such negative and
men;,\- at—she—W-aS—miSl—ed—b—i%
N9 terms, it is possible th
) ’
3°Urnalistic rhetoric into believing it to be more prevalent than

lt e\'rer, was
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Olive : . .
) Schreiner was not. the only New Woman role-model to emerge
rom t .
) he Eastern Cape. Hicks displays considerable enthusiasm
i1 rec ;

ounting the story of Dr James Barry who spent some years

on
the Eastern Frontier in the 1820s.

Dr Barry took a medical

de re . .
gree at Edinburgh University and thereafter enjoyed a long and

illy ; )
Strious career in the British army,

serving in Malta, St

Hele
Na, the West Indies, he Cape Colony and finally as Inspector

The corpse was stripped

—- n+ Barrv died at the age of elghtY

Al & 2 e s
ais 1in Britain. Ul Daliliy die

and discovered to be that of a

nu+
tr el

N

By t :
ykhe 1890s, Dr Barry’s story had become one of

oL

the treasured

it w ifh approbation,

the Eastern Cape. Hicks recou

dwa]

b ling particularly on the lovesick ladies at the Cape

rok

th ¢ their hearts over the little doctor:

hep .
they found out it was only a shrivel

WI.I.U

'rat last he died, and

» S

led littie old woman,

and a good tale about a woman’

aft
_ eﬁall- That was a good joke,
LLFt, 183) .

Vot o .
hly was it ’a good tale about a woman’,

it was also one that
The woman who

Wasg
——> frequently told —in New Woman fiction.
i ed to her gender Dby

OVErC

O »

Nes the societal restric
Passing he

m;:

tions attach
and competing successfully in a
jcon in the New Woman

rYanl & -4
rself off as a man

cul P
ine field of endeavour, was & Popd

Novey 7

Won

: Hicks, with her self-proclaim
“*% greatly have admired Dr Barry’s

ew Woman affiliations,
which came
As the

imed
s achievements,

0 3
) Cquire considerable significance for feminists.
is ; , : .
torian, Noel Mostert, comments: r0f all the various examples
from the rigours of

e -
enth-century convention,

fe
minist resistance to and escape

Dr James Barry’s independent

the most remarkable’

nNa
Pathya -
Y must always stand as one€ of th
6 ’
Scme historians was & hermaphrodite. see Margaret Bevan’s
oo s Scorians heve speculated t::z_?;in:::?oramut"" qosoitals: A Bibliography (1966)
mes Barry (17952-1865) INSPeCEie—mro=rra by Barry Controversy.

Tor a gulde to the literature Surrow
e’s Gloriana: Or, The Revolution

ormula (Ardis, 119-122).

and Florence pixi

Sarah Grand’s The Heavenly Twins (1893) £
of 1900 (1890) are examples of movels which employ this
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(Mostert, 448) .

G
'Cks may have felt a certain affinity with the late doctor on
ha 1 .

"t Pasis that, by travelling alone, she was similarly engaged

T

'l stepping out of the feminine sphere. She acknowledges, half-
"efully, that her competence as a traveller is ’mannish’:

I don’t know if it was considered very correct for a girl

to travel alone at all, for several people asked me if I

_—awasws - =T T |

minded going about by myself; but, as a matter of fact, I
often knew of someone else going for the holidays, and we

WO
AT RS

[

d travel together.
’I always like to come with you,’ said a girl to me

Once I NP oM i e bm lmmce what A AN and never o
Ce. You always seem to Know wiaat Tt GO, anc never o
n

fervous. I feel just as if I were travelling with a man.

And she meant it as a compliment! (CEL 22).

fleks makes no attempt to contradict or refute her companion’s
CONYS g s -
°Wiction that such characteristics as competence and efficiency

dre « ]
Male’ attributes, whereas nervousness and helplessness are

!
f .
®Male’ attributes. oOn the contrary, it seems that she has

h(\._,, - B . -
S8lf internalised this and other forms of Victorian gender

stereOtyping'

————ﬁf@iﬁ—adherence—to—the—tenetsgeggtheguew Woman movement does
n , .
°t Prevent her from falling a victim to the doctrine of inherent
t the only feminist of her day to be

~
IvJ

Rubinstein argues that many of
representatives of the New
f-doubt and a lack

fe
male Wea}rnesa Ol com
1 941 o e Qi wWa

affl-
'Cted by this ambivalence.

the

. Most talented and determined’
oman . - 3 s ao]
of'n Hovement were similarly plagued by se:
t “onfidence in women as a sex (Rubinstein, 7 -
hatthe Ay s s = —-1e superiority constituted such
' dominant discourse of maié& Sup . .

4

n Ushing weight of age-old prejudice .
R women could free themselves completely from it.

He speculates

i ¥
tﬂm reveals the limitations of her feminist beliefs 1n the
o)

Vlous disillusionment she displays towards women as a sex. She



It sounds rather unfair for me to have sat and listened all

the time, and never to have said anything. I thought so

myself once, until I remembered how many women

the world who like to talk, and how very few there are who

care to listen. That quite altered the case. 1In time I

f;zw to look upon myself quite as a philanthropist (CEL
).

-~ -~ e o mman o
LIICLE arLc 11l

Hick o
" S explicitly exempts herself from this ’feminine foible’.
e i
Picture she creates of herself listening in indulgent silence

““Jﬁ;g;a‘gﬁeﬂp—ef—ceicnia%—wemen—ehatterga i
i - round her, is clearly

inte
hded to convey her superiority in this respect to the rest
impression that her

of

. her sex. It also reinforces the

etr . . . .
°POlitan upbringing has endowed her with a sophistication

lacking ;
g in her colonial counterparts.

f women is extended to include
i s caught in a flock of locusts
o Ln L] ¥ r_J L. |

€ veld and describes her reaction as follows: I never knew

the .
Y were such big, fat, horrid creatures before, SO, being a -
med’ (CFI 170).

Else

hmrwhere, Hicks’s deprecation o
se

. 1f. On one occasion, she i

n 41

Woma
Aa‘l‘

al] . ) ) A
Her and wise, I covered up. my head and sSt-&%
e . :
She reenacts, with comic effect, the classic stereotype of

the
i : .
rrational feminine horror of insects.

w Woman movement

Hle '
S .
S conflicting attitudes to women and the Ne
she is unable to discard

at disparaged women,

deS .
Pi o
i iffi ise. n
eénd to be contradictory an tegorise. O
elf as a New Woman and

0

¢ hang, ¢ hers

i ! is clear that she saw

ntnn

) New Woman cause. On the

Cenda~
'ded her writing to uphold the Re¥
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Other, her adherence to feminist ideals is tempered by a lack of
faith in the abilities of women in general. This lack of faith

Contact with the imperialis ituation has the effect of
ndermining Hicks’s commitment to the New Woman movement still

further. She admits that the colonial environment sapped her of

Emnvmi ot
S

her ‘English energy’ (CFl 49), and diluted her reformist zeal.
She s acutely, even exaggeratedly, aware of the societal
Ufferences between the Eastern Cape and England. This awareness

‘eads her to perceive her metropolitan ideals as inappropriate
Her response to the imperial encounter

=l
Liue

FO the colonial setting.
S to adapt these ideals to suit the realities of 1
Cape |

2 £, =

ire atc




FOr the purmn
broad.i; :“;P::fé: of this chapter, the word
ihich the cogon j:lto :11 aspects of the physical environment in
fcllowing the e writers of the Eastern Cape found themselves.
| of landscape icxample of Daniels and Cosgrove in their 1988 study
of ,represenu:ﬂwraphies, landscape is taken to signify a way
g, structuring or symbolising surroundings’

{Danj
lels & Cosgrove, 1988).

Descript i

Wmﬂw' of the Eastern Cape constitute
farriet warq a:zo:mt part of the writings of Helen Prichard,
in an unpub11en Beatrice Hicks. While, as Kathryn Wagner argues
descripg i gns " ed PhD thesis proposal, so-called ’ background
that §g ..-.--a piece of writing is never neutral or innocent -
lWagner, '2 | "-=V:r mere objective and detached representation

t contributes significantly to the generation of

"eaning 4
9 in the work of these three writers.

e African landscape with

ard
icq + Ward and Hicks imbue th
they employ is drawn both

nnﬁh-\_\_ 1]
TIsapill i 4 PR, y
C significance. The imagery ti<
jmffrem%he'%ﬁown

PerSOnal mporary cultural myths about Africa
encounters with the African terrain.

landSCa
er Iy :e. description employed by
Lial B , Pratt claims that women writers respond to the
nation and parodies

Afrl
—__-Fan terrain in a manner tha i
Powe s © t 'denies domi
(Pratt 1992, 213). According to Pratt, they refuse to
for the

e
N mplate a 7 ~4 : 1 ’
civiliseing or beautifying intervention
+he imperial impulses of

%Wﬁmwfef—&”
etac e n
214-2195) .

domi
nati
on and exploitation (Pratt 1992,



Thls Chapter

aAvermenas Shad
argues that Pratt’s

4
Be i ; .
dtrice Hicks, but conspicuously invalid

Prich
a
rd and Harriet Ward. The fact that Hicks re

jp:;;alist attitude to the landscape may P
- LState of unalarming stability prevailing in the Eastern
Cape by +3 T _ ) -
hwm;i-;ne 1890s. Prichard and Ward visited the Eastern
t be in uring a time of war, when the imperial mission appeared
totmggugrave danger and the frontier seemed entire}yrhosFile
tochvelropean' It was scarcely possible for an English writer
| op the same affection for the African environment that

Hick
XS expresses several decades later.

Both .
Prichard and Ward resist a feminist attempt to absolve them

of ¢ ' e
- " “Omplicity in the imperial enterprise. Wwhile it is true that

the |
Y do not employ the sexualized metaphor of penetration and
1 they are entirely capable

Conqu
es
t so common to male exPle!e!g,:

Of adams. « .
dopting the appropriatory discourse of imperialism.

The wWavu : o ]
- w s and Hicks interacted with the

Ar in which Prichard, Wara ana
mm(mn environment was influenced to a large extent by the
Porary nature of their sojourns on the continent. They belong

o
(g

to e
"€ type of colonial dweller known as the colon, rather than

ku-l-\lll’
. at known as the settler. Smith defines these two terms as ’
1 A

01lows:

tot

jo

The colon (for which there is no satisfactory English term)
1S the semi-permanent colonial sojourner who never gives up

his metropolitan identity, yearnings, and pretensions;

Settler, with varying degrees of success, at least attempts
pe conceived of as

L0 negotiate a new home in what may
¢ither paradise or wilderness, but to which there 1S 1o

— real alternative elsewhere (smith 1990, 9) .

S .
Mthrg e in literature

rticle ‘Woman as Sign in

1
i s writing, see Driver’s a
men’s Wriling, /Embodying Africa: Woman

» (17-18), and Bunn’s paper

For discussions of this tendency in
:hO South African Colonial Enterprise
nd Romance in Colonial Fiction’.
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—_— n lternative to the
xi ‘
N stence of the metropole. The settler impulse, on the
*I hand, ’encourag
, 'encourages a literature of realism, in which the

wildg
1990 ;ave to be confronted as the only world there is’ (Smith————————————
! ) .

The th '
ree texts with which this chapter is concerned - Friends

and Fo .
ttoes in the Transkej, Jasper Lvle and The Cape As I Found It

T Were : _
all written when their authors returned to England. At

the ti s
me of writing, therefore, Prichard, ward and Hicks were not

under . .

cxist the immediate necessity of negotiating even a temporary
s

ence for themselves in the African environment. Their
tern

Tetrg :
Spective perspectives encourage them to pex ceive the Eas

| Ca
———P& landscape in allegorical rather than realistic terms. The
(either

langg .
Cape is employed almost exclusively as 2 symbol
as a site of prosaic everyday

pOSiti\_}e PN R
1 or negative) and seldom
lfe_
In +1n
these writers drew upon an

mm;;izztdepictions of Africa, ' .
Qs vy ; cultural tradition. By the nineteenth century, Afru.:a
Snity 12 both as an Arcadian utopia and as a savage dysto?la
‘ontragj 79, 13). These two traditions w§reﬁetne?essanllg
Whi] Ctory. They frequently coexisted in the belief that,
tr:_:: ?,frica was generally a hostile and inhospitable continent,
as a lost utopia to be found somewhere W

s ithin its borders——
mit .
h 1979, 13). There was much speculation a

s to whether this
the east, or the s

Parad .

is

€ was located in the west,
it was the

Saha
r .
Sout °N Africa. By the nineteenth century, however,
Rexnmost part of Africa that was regarded, at least
h 1979, 16).

Potepnt s .
Atially, as an idyllic, golden land (Smit

"‘J@LhMH*naf‘“I“‘a‘ﬁ*‘f“*cai—faeeorsgw
ural an istori

popul
ar European opinion that the African con

ang
d.a‘r_\n,\ - . »
'gérous: the climate notoriousl

Colan
S j age thunde nd harsh
dr ts were subjected to savd rstorms a

d more dangerous than that

ere responsible for the
tinent was rdark’
y unpredictable;

e o e
e was

Ought g ;
oum.ts' and the sun was far hotter an
wii]l C' ) .
h any Briton was accustomed.



101

The south-
This wa east coast of Africa was also littered with shipwrecks.
S
| “ host'lresponsible for the impression that the continent was
i
they € to the Europeans as to scuttle their vessels before
even reached
ot empars e the shore. In the nineteenth century,

inspiri
ng a considerable tradition of fictional works which
(Smith 1979, 22).

Contrip
uted to the myth of ’/treacherous Africa’

cannibalism and

T

w?:ﬁ:fi’fia‘tion of Africa with slavery,

vere ;;:: t also contributed to this myth.

than wh:“fklf connected with the inhabitants of Africa rather

By #ith the continent itself, it may be argu i

la:;‘:llnger, that they had a ’‘darkening’ effect on the African
Cape.?

The r o

e actions of the three women writers to the African landscape
a .

Rayn 1so influenced by contemporary English aesthetic tastes.
0 13
nd Williams has shown that, by the nineteenth century, the

Eng1 3
ish appreciation of landscape had become dependent upon
upon the ability of the landowner

Pri
o Vate ownership of land and
Sha
Pe and control natural scenery.’
The g .
TAS%WMWW highly intractable to
y — 3
Man-made attempts to mould it. The nineteenth-century
accept it as it was or to

Eng1;
remlSh Observer had either to
“iStruct it fictiv» —1y in mythical terms that bore little

reg
®Mblance to the reality.

\

Brantlinger writes that, ‘the constant association of Africa with the inhuman \;.iélinc;- Z
the slave landscape even before the Romantic Per.o .
(am:unq.:f‘f?s)?ﬁn:"ff.::m‘:.ﬂt" g P.d to see Africa as a center of evil,
a part of the world possessed by a demonic darknes represented above all
bY slavery, humen sacrifice, and canniballiss, which it was their duty to exorcise
(Btlntllne.p' 179). 4

of the eighteenth century who
of man rather than nature.

English landowners
of man over nature was

:::°I‘”~nv to Williams, it was the Landoume ive

ginated t beauty was the pre

By the --:-.ezé':.—.?f-f‘ﬁ..:f-.'ti.ﬁ,f 2 :ﬂ:g in the ameliorative influence

4 firmly entrenched part of the English landscape aestnstics
Nature move to an arranged design, that

dence, to make
. And we cannot then separate their
£ the lendlorih no: self-conscious observer was very

tive arts; this
tou- owner (Williams, 124).

It was that kind of confl
was the real invention o

decorstive from their produ
specifically the self-consc
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5.2 v
2.2 el & e A e __ & em___ f£_. A% o Memaalead
. p. in Fy -y FY
In th
CNe rarvy»oa ~
€ Cours e b e Bf e comaels
e of her husband’s work as an engineer, it became

;ie\i::sa:yi'for Helen Prichard and her family to cross the Keil
¢, which formed the border between the Cape Colony and the
;;::;::i: TJ';ln order to 3join the tiny British settlement at
they be;‘-‘am eir timing was unfortunate. Within a short while,
fleeing £ e embroiled in the Frontier War of 1877/78 and were

or their lives as refugees in a desperate attempt to

reqas
Jain the relative safety of the Colony.

Hele .

. N Prichard’s representation of the African landscape is
a .
Ught with contradictions resulting from the unsettled nature

of
Wndscape as both
a 3
Utiful and unsightly, 1lush and desolate, inspiring and

depresg
e 1]
Ssing. These changing attitudes are directly related to the

sSen .
o Se of security she feels within a particular environment and
e
xtent of her ability to control that environment.
This

Pri .
chard is not unaware of the contradictions in her work.
which she and her

is
fevealed in her description of a night on
she describes the

£,
Lqmll
Y are obliged to camp out in the veld.

“veni g in 1 ric o her surroundin
Y al terms and refers t
hen she remarks

,V"\_ -
Lcal Py N XY
M of peace and 1love’ (EET 209). Then

iron; \
) omcally; 'This was the poetical gide of the affair; the prose
ersi ' .. .

ISion wag not so agreeable!’ (EET 209; emphasis 1D original).

Thi
'S alerts the reader to the fact that Prichard adopts two

di =
ffferent‘ discourses or modes of expression in her description
landscapet the ’poetical’ and the rprosaic’ . The poetical
about the beauties

mOde : .
1s responsible for her rapturous eulogies
produces a

of ¢ '
ape ; the prosaic mode
Prichard’s

war .
eIRpi and hostile attitude to the 1andscape.
OYment of one mode over another is transparently determined

man ANAH
Aawr

bV ) .
® extent to which the 1mperiai—foreesghave been succe:?ful
she is describing.

ln ¢
Stablishing dominance over the 1andscape
1ed Cape Colony as

e 1.
S ¢} : ALY man
variably constructs the gettler—-control
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¢ glorious paradise and the Kaffir-controlled Transkei as a

desolate wasteland. As she leaves the Colony and enters ’the

of Gcaleka ;

d : . .
flerioration in the beauty of the scenery.

BOth Prichard’s ’poetical’ and /prosaic’ modes tend to resultin——

The landscape that is invoked

?Xaggeration and overstatement.

" Eriends and Foes in the Transkei seems to be less a realistic
terrain than it is a projection of the author’s state of mind.
’richard’ s perceiving consciousness is the agent that creates and
‘ntinvally transforms the landscape, jinvesting it with

‘Conographic significance.

F ;
fom the moment of her arrival in the Eastern Cape, Prichard’s
‘nfidence in her ability to master the unfamiliar frontier
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