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From 1817 onwurds Somerset began fo show en even prestsr
intersat than before in the Esetern Fromtier. ¥ith reporte resching
the dQoverrmment anu..._,u_ in 1817 of the sbendonment of the Zuurveld by
ningty families nw‘ the original ome hundred and forty-five which
had aeccepted Credock’s offer to eettle there (1) Someraet himself
trovelled to Comersst Farm inm order to attempt to stem the tide of
retrest (2). oOn 2ma aprii, 1817, he entersd Xsrfirlsnd and inter-
viewed the principsl chiefs of the Xhosa tribes west of the Xei (3},
Tt woe Srmerset's intention not fo scimowledge or trest with eny of
the other chiefw sxcept GCelke {4), with whoe he ceme to Bome apree-
went regardizg the suppression of cettle theft {5); he slsoc requeet-
ed Gelka to protect Joseph ¥illieme (8). In view of tha fact that
Galka himeelf admitted that ha had 1liitle power over the other
chiefe who considered themeelves wu._mmwaunnuw af nim {7), it eeems
thet an ancilliary motive to Somerset's patronage of Gaike may have
been the fact that with ¥illiems closs st hand, to act sa his
sgent, one wesk but managedbls chief of some stuniing wass worth any
number of strong unccntrolled onee {8}.

Somerset's devices for mromnting inoreased control of frontier
aeffaire wos justified, not only by later evente (9) but also by
eheer necesslty resuliing from the dectaion of the nu_wmwa.nm suthori-
tie» ts curtsil coleonisl expenditure, snd the concurrent Project
for reducing the garrienn p.u South Africe; this process destroyed

the entire baele of the Jdefence syotem which Somerset had deviced

.\.ﬂ.ﬁﬂ-ﬂg -
Sw Theel [History), T, p. 2323,
(2) Tbid.
{3) Thawl (Records}, XT, p. 311.
{4 tBid,
Mm TOid.
8) Tohid.
{7) 1Tbid., p. 313.
(8) I& hed been tradftion for the Colony to regsrd Galks ss the
"reoognised ally of the white man® (Haomillsn (B.B.B.), p. 33).
(9] See below, . =4
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during his tour ef the fromtier im aprtl, 1817 {1}. The hime which
Bathurst had cass 1n Fedruery, 1818, concerning the deeirsbility of
ourtalling expenditure by sscrifiocing persion of the Cape Corpe f{2)
began to teks form smd substance by March when Somerset was request-
ad o0 "enter upon & mMimuts invertigation of gll eources of publie
sxpenos throughownt the Colemy" {3). By Jwsuery of 18517 the redue-
tion of she garrison wss urgsotly dsmanded by Bathurst (4}, Tt t»
faporiant, if mot completely significant, thas thie almomt cotneldes
with the perted during which Josedh Williswa weae Tivet ullowsd ia
rettle In Coffraria, snd ke had darely srrived wher he was 9l lowed
by detriled insiructione ained % Improving she condition of uhe
fronsisr (Pedruary-Auguss, 1818) (5). Mlllems disd in sugwet,
1618 (8}, and Jonm Brownlee wes sppeinted to teks his [lace in
Deoender, 1818 (7)., Prowmlee’s Imasructions left Bo dsubt e2 o
whet was required of him im tiis cspeciiy ss o missicpary im
Geffraris on suffersnes of the celemisal suthoerities {B), snd the
detailed and stern refuirenmts are in direot propo¥tion %o ths
trogubled condision of the fromgler| Just as ¥lllam's spbointment
and instrootions stesd in proportien to she feer that & redused
garrison wight not be able to cepe with disturbance on the fromeier,
The appointment of a missionary with oivil funetione te Caffrarias
in 1816 ie ome pert of a totel procees by which Zomerset wes trying
%0 £ind s solusion %o the frontier mroblems presented him by the
reductien aof the garrisen, which was reduced in noRg respeste to
Joarm ..

1) Thes) (Recordas), XI, p. 334, Scmerves to Bathuret, 17¢h ¥ay,
1817.
Theel (History, I, p. 328) eays it weokened ths frontier
nnﬂm:u___,.qn force snd resultsd in imcrescsd depredatisne by the
Kaffire .

{2) Thesl {Records), ¥I, p. 72, Bathures 3o Somerset, 10th
W""ﬂ&-_ 188,

(3} 1vid., p. 98, Bathurst $o Somerses, 29th March, 1816.
{4} Iv14,, p. 241, Nethuret to Scmerses, las Janusry, 1817,
f8] =1111ams wog granted permission $o proossd to Ksfrirland in

Fedruery, 1818 (0.0, 4838, p, 282, Celental Secretary to Hesd,
14th m.-vuuu—mn. 1816); ne arrived at his propoesd locetion In
July, 1818 (PRilip, II, p. l48),

{8} Phiiip, 11, p. 188 (Exkrects from Mrs Willisme' journsl).
7} See below, p. BS.
t.] Ivid., pp &0 I'r,
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corps contsining *the moet desperate oriminals” {1). Somersst's
hint %o Bathurst in November, 1517, abaut populsting the Zuurvald
with emigrents frem Englsnd who would sct in a Jefeneive cepescity
forms part of the ssme petterm (2).

To the troubled state of the frontier during the latter halr
of 1818 end the grester part of 1810 we must now turn. Somersetts
pegotlations with Gatka hed not created a saliefactory relsticnship
e1ther betwesn Colonist and Bentu (for cattle rsiding continued as
before {3}), or between Csike wnd Ndlembe. The hostility between
thase rivals burst tnte open warfaxs which led to the defeat of
Ouiks ai melinde, the sssisience of the Colony being eought by
falks to the subsequent discomferiwrs of Ndlambs. ¥e sooner hed
the Colenisl forcem laft when Xdlambe sttocked Geikm cnce mors,
and invaded the Solony {4). By smril, 1212 all was cmfuelon, end
¥dlexbe's warriers had peneireted as far us Orshseastown. It wee
Cotober, 1819 befeore order had dbeen -cnnﬂnuﬁnuu restored for

Lient-Oolonsl RBird te parley with Galka sbout pages on the
frontler (5). Tn sd4dition, we if the conflagretfon oo the Esetern
Prontier were irsufficient msterisl to ssuse Somsrset perplextty,
the situstion about OGrique Town had besn deteriorating and a
munbder of Bsstasards under the leadership of Coenrssd Buys had not
only been plundering the Griqua snd cemitting murders, but thresten-
ing beth Lektakoc and Klear ¥ater by their activities(S). In thie
ares Sosersei's measurss for control toock another form; Oraaeff-
Feinet and Tulbagh wers subdivided and a new district formed “whers
the immedigle oye of a magistrate may best restors order*. i
settlement was emtsbliahed fer the Criques with a Duieh Reformed
Church ¥intster in charge 7).

/The ...

Theal (Records), XI, p. 40%.

Ivid., p. 404,

Theal (Mintory), T, pp. 225226, 228,
Ihtd., p. 237.

H’Hﬂ.iu vui “uqlmul

Thesal {(Records), XI, p. 254.

Thid., XTI, p. 111.
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The metilement resched with the Kaffire in Cctober, 1819,
regarding the frontier was cne which st lesst one hietasrian hss
dubbed ~imperfectly conceived, snd so covallerly executed that
there was nevar gny retl hepe of itp permanence” (1). Tt 1p
espentinl te examine this estilmment in detsil for two Teasoms:
firet, to determine whether Chumie wse » mission ststion beyond
the frontiere of the Colony end thereby ascertain that any control
shich Somerzet wished to exert on the miscionaries at Chumie was
centrol of "extra.coloniel" miasionartfes; snd, second, in order %o
thow, by discussing the meturs of the “Heutrsl® or "Ceded"
Territery, that the frontier policy pursued by Somerset had co-
herence and vielon gnd thet 1t fe clesrly linked with the we of
the Bumm»uuﬂﬂw as Goverrment Agent who, not omly ascting politicelly
would alsc dlaseminste Chrietisntty, and by eo Joing would spread
Civilisation which would result in sn orderly frontier.

Tt oey seex sufficient to sccept contemporary Coloniasl Gffice
opirtion that Chumie mission station was in Caffrsrie ss sufficfent
evidence that it was thas situsted (2). BPut » reassnanable amount
of doubt exlisted smong the suthorities sbout the exscot location of
the frentier, and therefore some sitentfon must be pmid n.u the
question of the sxect 1line of demarcation to encure thst the fect
that Chumie was an extrs-colonisl miesion is unessailable (3).

The officlal deecription of the sgresment rea2ched between
Lerd Charles Somerset and Ceika 18 to be found in Somerset'e
comunicetion with Bethwret of 15th Qctober, 1819:

".e. The Caffer border shell in future be the ridge
of the Ket River Hille from the Tinterberg to where
the ridge jJoins the riwer Chumie, the Chumie iteelf
to tts Junotionm with the Keiskems,..” (4},
Thie wse eufficlently vague, for 1t 1eft im doubt exactly where
“the ridge joins the river Chuwmie", and the description could
/apply

S - -

1) - Haemillen (R.A.B.}, p. €1,

{2) C.0. 5964-5971, Fotablishment Tables of the Cupe of Good
Hepe, 1823-1830,

(2} Opinion wes divided as to whether 1t wap the Gage or e
irthutary further nortB{Theal (History), 1, p. 343.

{4} Thesl {Records), XTI, p. ZX8. ‘
For a eorrection of terminology mee below, p. 4] , footnote

{2},
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&pply $o sny of the tributeries of the Tyumie River (1). Thue it
becoman nnnmumnﬂw. for ue to n_mnnﬂa.uui which tributary of the
Tyumie Rlver was being referred nu. |

The upper Eat River besin is epclosed partly by ithe esrt end
of the main interberg rurge, ulu.www‘dw the Flande Mounteins snd
4 partly by s high spur running Irom ¥.E. te 5.%,. which begins near
Calkn's ¥Yeb with & pesk colled Menziesberg and endes in s pask
nﬁwunw-wyu known as Tyumie Pedk and leeslly as Jusnseberg (2}).
The X.B. - 5.%. ridge 1s the wsier parting bvetween the Upper Eat
end Tpper Tyumie besin., The tributaries of the Upper Kot draw

their eupplies parily from the Flands Mountaime and partly from
the E.E. fagce of the ridge sxd the right bank tributariee st the
lower end of the upper basin originate behind the Tyumle Iask
{Jusnsebarg}. Almo originating under the Tyumis Fesk is the Cagm
River which is the only tributary of the Upper Tyumie whish
pepeirates wore closely into the end of the epur than the higher
tributeriss of the Tyumie. 7The Gags River origiretes st the end

of the ridge wheress 51l higher tributariee originate slong the

foce of the ridge. 7The OGaga 19 therefore the largest tritutery

and holds weater for a longer period than the other Puwwﬂ»_..wum-n.
Tn view of the poxition of the Gags 1t would be the moet

"netursl® boundary of the {clorny under the clrecumntancse. But in

Jeaddition ...

-

1) 1t i» essentisl to remember thet Chumie mimsion ststion, ss
Frownles's plece of reptdence came to be known {pee halow,
P. 61 } 18 not on the Tywnie river, dut on the fwwli, s
tributary of t{he Tymmie. “e ahsll amploy the term "Chimie”
to describe the mission etatiom, end "Tyumie” to descride
the river {Ses Shepherd, p. 24, foetnote (asterisk').

. A1} other contemporsry descripticns of the sgresment
betwesn Somerseat ard Colke leave the wagusnese of the
Junction between the ridpe and the Tyumie undefined:
2tgckeneiroom, T, pp. I38-237: Ko H5A3Z-1A36, p. 2, Evidence
of Captain Aftcheaon.

fg) H.x. Reyburn is correet in pointing sut that whet Someraet
descriped ae the Kot River Wille are nant really the hills
bearing that naome at all; the real ¥at Eountains iocday are
sttusted fuwrther fowarde the ¥.¥. But he is fncorrect inm
defining the vital spur e8 pert of the "interberg range.
Tt 18 really part of the Flende Mountsins {"The Critie",
February, 1938, p. 115}, ‘




additien mn. is possible thaet Somereet. Yeing influsmced by Ewropesn
conditions, sslactsd the Osga becswme it held water the lengest.

Tt te sipnificant that the moenth during which the femsreation took
place ig the time when, just sfter the first sessonsl rsins, the
upper tridutsries (on one of whish Chumie wmisstion ststion wee
nitunted) would be dry, snd the lower tributsries would stil) och.
tain weter.

It is, howsver, on the ecore of the crestion of ithe sc-called
"Reutrm)® Territory that JSomerset had bamm csantigated by certein
hstoriens.

"After the war of 1819, Lord Charles Zomersat

esems tc heave had the 1des of eetting patrole to

¥eep the land between the Figh and the Feickams

empty of both blsmeck snd white. But his settlement

»ae Inperfectly concaived, and mo cavallerly

exscuted thet there woe never any res]l hope of ite

permanmmos” (1),
For ﬂwnnmmwuuru doubt sbout a definite attlitude of Gomerset towerds
the apparent project he must be prétesd; for hic Judpsment on the
menner in which the epparent settlement wee cerrisd ont he must de
cemaured. T Judge Somerseti's setilenent fn thiz fashion 12 te
ignors the interenst dieplgyed by Lord Charles wu.wu.uaﬂau. problenn
since hizs eariliest dayes in the folony, Farhape thise judgement ie
the resuld of s preaccupation with nwr past, and the tendenoy to
plase Sozerset’s sollon in the dirsct lime of segquence ic the
euggastions whiok had bean umade many tiwmes about the poasibility
of selving the yroblems presented by the frontisr hy oreaiing a
neutrel belt bstwesn the colonists and the Kaffirs (2).

In the first place, there seems to be o grest deal of doubt
among gooredited historiane as to whelher Scomernef 314 In fact
intend the territory tc be neutral in the genne that 1t waes io be

.\nwan-.!—

{1) ¥aemillen (3.B.B.], p. 81.

2] with the submiszion of Colonel (folline' Report on the frontier
{1809} the idea gained strengith. It was s matier for dte-
cussion s=ong "meny of the older inbabitante®™ of the frontier
ineluvding Stockenstroom's heemraden (S%ockenstroom, T, 1. mmmw.
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clsared permanenily of both colomists and Ksffirs {1). There is

no doudt thet he tntended that both groure should he oleared as

far s¢ possible from the territsry In auention in 1819; 1% (£ not
certisin thet he intended that this condition should pereist Im
perpetulty {2), The very nurber of permensnt poete which were
required to prevent the Bantu from re-sntering the area (3} by their
very Presencs negated the ides of neutrelity. 1f it were the
intention of Somerset %o creste g strip of "Heutral™ Territory why
414 hs show such sxireme indigneticn when others refsrred to the
area under discuesion se ihe "Feutral Ground®? {4). Tt would

Jappear ...

v g i e T

{1) .mwlwm ostates »o categorically. “ALl the country between
¢ ¥ish and the Yeickams ... was declared neubral territoery”
(History, p. 181).

uw-wm epeaks of "a wide belt of uvnoeccupied greund bLeatwasn
¢ two ﬂwnoﬁ.. which wee the “plan of fthe Governor™ (Histery,
1, p. 5483,

But nelither in the cose of Theal nor slker does tha
evidence suggest thies corstusion. Falker stetes the sources
of his informstion and none of these sources parmits suchk a
categorical monouncenent. {Thesl Records}, XIT, pp. 193,
203, 308, 320, 337 £f.}. Thesl, on ths other hund, does not
Eive his reafersnces.

1

Esgm vho sesrs L5 have stodled the probleme more deeply

an Firat two, 18 much more reserved, boeth when writing
in (R.B.B.) and C.E.B.E., YIII. Ir the firet case he con-
cludes that "ifter the war of 1819, Lerd Churles Somerset
sesms tc heve had the 1dea of setting patrole to keep the
1snd batween the Pish and the Vetskoms explty of both black
end white® ((B.E.B.), p. 61]. 1In the second coee he chows
more doubi: "If the objeclive were reslly, se tradition Had
invariably asserted, {c use the occasion to establieh &
Teutral Belt or *vaeskt tract’, the Bargain was not only
wain but disiepgenuoue® (E.H.B.E., ¥III, p. 303).

In 1825 Somerset coemltied himmelf definitely to s
roiley of anm "uninhabited tract” (Thes)l (Records), IIX,
P. 394). PRut this statement, as Macmillan rightly points
cut, wig » “2econd thought” {Maemtllsn (5.5.8.), p. 83,
footnote (1}}.

(2) H.2. burn in " The Critic”, Psbrusry, 19368, p. 115,
_‘mw Theal (Records), XII, p. 248,

Eomerset s comment im Romm, p. 244,
Rose ready; "This country, colled the nevtral groumd ..."
next to which Somerset hes commented vigorommly: "Ths
suthor meema to bs totslly 1pmersnt of the subjset.”




sppear thui Somersat eschewed the word "neutral” becsuse he never
mesnt the ares to be neutral in the eense which implied thet the |
tract of lond between the Fish snd the Xaleksma Rivers would eerve
a8 a Permanant vecuum betweer the twe cultures. Ke may, of course,
Eave ohjected to the term on the grounds that the term "Ceded
Territory®, which he employed from the etart {1}, should be spplled
8 the latter term fmplied that the arss wur part of the Colony,
wheress "Beutral Territery® did not carry thie cennntation. And
agein, if this wers a4, then surely the logicsl epnd of land whch
wugd ocsded to the .nnuouw wotdd be occupstien eventuslly by aelonlets.
2t lesst. To Woodle, for one, there was no question of "meutral®
ground bul "oeded”® territory ready for ocsupetion (2). .
It scams thot Jord Charles Samerset Ald not think of the srea

between the Keiekams and the Fish ae remsining "neutrsil* for anmy
great length of time (3). mnmn#u.u. the coloniste nor the Kaffirs
would he permenentiy expelled from the lund. The nau..- of hie plane
for the Bastern Frontier, in 1819, esems to 1t in his statement
thet

"It ¥ill only e by peopilng this country {4} and

grodually ecivilieing the Caffer tribes that the

habites of the latter w11l be finslly eradicated" (5).
Zomerset apparenily fhought of a “irsct of uninhasbited country"
uu&i the frentier of the Kelekmsa River &s an irnitisl measurs to
prevent further plundering bty the Eaffirs, add to enforce this
there would be militery poste and patrols (8). Gradually this
tract would be filled from hoth sildes, in the firet inetosnce by the
colontsts, to emsure "pscurity” (7), and secondly by the Eaeffirs
.nuaﬁmannn. frovided $they Iwd reached an unepscified level aof

. /Civilisstion ...

o

1} Thesl (Heccrde)}, XIT, p. 339.
Keppel-Jomew, p. 57.
{2) Yoodte, I, p. 18 If; Thesl (Records), X11, p. 344.
There t2 no doudbt thet Someroat regérded the Xelekems az the
new frontier of the Co .
() H.2. Rayburn in "The Critie”, Febrursy, 1938, p. 115.
Aiso see below, ppli7f, for further evidemce on thie econtention,
{4) "This counmtry" in the comtext ocun only apply to the Ceded
Territory {See (5) below).
{5) Theal [Records), 11, p. 330.
(6] Tewid., XIT, p. 33B.
(7] Toid., p. 339.
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Civilisation which would curs them of thetr *predstory hebite® (1),
vhen thie stags should be resched the military support for the
resernt eysten of polioing the frontier could be withdrswn {2).
Such sn explanaticn 1s at lessi o5 feasible s the lszend of |
the am-wnunu. Texzitory® which has lingersd far too long in our
history: Ths visten which this plan showe is mot attributed to
Somarset, snd precisely becauss insufficient attention has besn

patd to the cofuters) svidence of his relestiomahipe I:w the axire-

colonial mispionerine during the ysare uwnn!ﬂﬂm and folleowing the
settlement of Cctober, 1819 (3). By Decesber, 1818, Tord Charles
Semerset was maturing & schoms Tor ueing the off-shaoote of
Christisnily, ss well as the propegstors of the Gospel, to sasist
| itn the control of the BEastern Frontier (4). To this end wissionsry
- Jastivity ...

T T

(1) 1mferred from Somsrset’s commente in Rose, pp. B1-82. These
obheervetions by Somereet indiceis cuite clearly that whem
Semerset speks in 1825 of not permitting the Ceded Territory te
be acearied "until our sndedvowre to £ivilice the Kaffire heve
been successful” (Theal (Records), XIX, p. 39) e was thinking
of not sllowing the territory to be inhabiited by either
Furopsars or Rantn. The Burotesan setilsmeni depended on the
civilisstion of the Kaffir. But see above, p. 43, fooinote (1),

(2) Theal (Reccrds), XII, pp. 339-34C.

{3) As in Eey, p. 18 ff, where the frontier policy of Somersei s
discussned at lengih without refersnce fo hie relsations with the
missionsries, 1In other csses, e.g. Tslker (History), Comersetts
relations with the missionaries are trested withent regard to
the poesidility that Somereet may heve had » definlte plarn feor
weing the missiconaries to contrsl the fromtler,

(4} The detalls of this scheme are discussed below, pS3fF, The
significance of the follewing paragraph in Sceersst*e despetch
to Bethuret of 15th Cetober, 1817 is aften cverleoked:

"It will only be by peorling this country spd gzyadusl-
1y civilising the Caffer tribss that the habiies of tha
latter will be finally eradicsted. By inhebiting the
froniier districie, escurity will by degrees be aliained,
and T sm not without hepe that the tribee on the barder
may be progresalvaly cirilised, as upen mentfonting ¥r
Browmles to nike during our confersncos, he exprecsasd
{a# T Bad the honour of informing your Lordship he had
done on s former scocamion) the most mnxious deeire that
¥r Rrownlee showld be allowsd to reside wiih him. “hen
these objeckts shall be, in scme meseure, effected, ithe
mllitary support which 1s new indiepensable, bui which
sppears not &0 have been adverted to vhen the fores to
be siationed in this Seftlement wes Jecided upom, may
be withdrswn" (Theal {Recorde}, XITI, p. 339).

The dusl sspect of Somerset’s frontier policy - 1.e. the
creat ioh of 8 neutral ares &nd the uvee of miecionaries to
assist control by changing the habite of the Kaffira - which
has been oonsigtently ignored by historlems - was racognised
by Coladrock (p. Hmm*. :




activity wes sncoursged on the Epatern Frontier efier December. 1818
only under certain reetricilons. The legacy of the posi when the
mispionariee had merely been regerded ae undesireble m#.wnnnﬂqﬂu cealle
githin the Rule of Tuw had given way to dtrect contrel of miseion-
‘nnuun far politfesl purposes. To the direct Horth {i.e. from griqua
Town Testward) thers was not the asme prevailing tension; therse wse
no need of rigic frontier contrsl and hence no nead to control
migeionarien, wwmﬂnwawn this srea proved a useful outlet $o eatisfly
the demand= of the bumaniteriss spirit., which emsneting from Gresti
Tritain, demanded thet miselonaries procesd In an :uunn»uunm fashion
beyond the frontiers of the Colony. Robert Moffat and Kitchingman
were smongst the mmmmuumuuwmn spirite; hoping to proceed to
ariquelsnd-RNechusnalsnd they found themzelves relegated to the
"{mpcaous sscliusisn” of Namaguslsnd 1), Stmilarly Bernsbse Thaw
found d1ff1eulty i cbtaining permimsion to procesd to the
Famiesberg in Nemaquslund {2).

Ysarwhile, to perfect hie plane for the nwﬂwuup of mimpionaries
in penersl Scomreei utilised fo the f111 the poor internsi conditions
of the LM.S. {n the Cepe and attempled to win the esclstance of
Tr John Prilip who hed been detelled $o investigate the conditien
of the miepioms 1inm South Africs.

‘nr Prilip arrived in Cape Town inm February, 1819 (3) and
comerpet's behaviouwr towerde him 1e clesrly indlestive of %
mreoccupatlion with the necemeity of controlling miseioneries in those
parts of the frontier which merited his stientlon, He war very glad
tc receive him, snd, it spresre, hies kimndnese wis nol wilhout
unﬂuwmm far |

nat first both Fhilip snd Cempbell were disjozed
.to mooept not only the off{clal heepitality, Gut
glse the current simoet conventionsl criticisme of
the mispionaries” (4}.
csrteinly by June, 1819 Somerset was convinced that Philip had nat
Jtaken ...

{1} Hacmiilsm (£.C.%.)}, p. 124, footnote {1}.
Ta Plaseisn, pp. 155-158.

mw Tu Pleseis, p. 168.

s} waixer [Hiatory), p. 158.

4) Mscmillan, op. cit., p. 123,
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taken long to see

:wuﬂ_%.ww.» of evil the mement syetem of missions
fa® 11). .

Eerly in 1819 when Philip and Campbell nmun sygnoned to an
interview with Cnlonial Secretary Bird, they lezrned that Tomeraet
hai bteen emipowered by Tord Basthursd to put down 81l misaionary
institntions {2), Tn reaply IMmil1p snd Campbell pointed out that
this wonld not have been Bsthuretts intentlon thot euch mu. order
ehould ke axecuted before they hud vlaitsed the ststione znd repori-
ed sccordingly (3). The truth of the matter seems to be that

Colontal Secretary Bird - who saw eye to eye with Comerset as far
58 missions were concerned {4) - was, on Somsrsei's uvehsif, trying
toc mress Philip to do sway with extre-colonisl missions {5) ang
attompting to foree his hand with s rhow of suthority which neither
he nor Somersef posmessed (8). with the Esstern Frontier ablaze
Somerseits approhensiops had ence mors besn directed to t¢he possi.
bility that the situetion might be mggravated by sn ouiburst st
griqus Town, and from this lstter example he infs=red thet

Feuss Whatsver gerrare may have been coemitted in Ltha
ertablishment of the system upon which the miseions
within the Colony have basy conducted, ord Bowewsr
injuricus, in my view of the cefe, the coneequences
af thees orrore have been ts thie settlemsnt, the
danper arising frem thoae atstisee which have besno
eginblinsiwd imvediately bayond our limits, the msabers
orr Inhabitents of which comsider themselves independsnt
ef oolonial lasw and control, fs Ter greatsr, snd will
reguire at no dietant pericd the mosi vigilant atten-
tipn¥ ?vt ’

Tith his plens for control of the Esstern Freontier through
mizeionary agegy slresdy under wey {8), and with Srigque Tewn
threstening this plem for security az [in his view) all ether

/extrs-eclonisl ...
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(1) Theal {Records), X1I, p. 244, Somerset to Bathurat, 30th June,
181%.

{2) MNasmilisa {C.C.%.}, p. 122.

{3] 1pia.

{4) See bdelow, pp. 3-64,

{8} See M) below,

{8) The only suthority Somerset did possess was thot Bethuret hed
expressed his Intention to preohibit further miszfonary expunsion
unt 1l expianstions hed resched him of the conduct of the
nissionaries in the Colony (Thesl {(Recorada), X1, p. 207).

{7} Thesl {Recorde}, XTI, p. 248, Somereet is Bathuret, 20th Jume,
1819,

fa} See sbove, yp. 35-36.
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extra-colonisl missions weuld thresten 1t if thay were not som-
trolled, the last shreds of the Inpertance of missionary Iinstitutions
ax the reservolys of labsur in the relationship datwesn nissionaries
amd nd..ii..n disaprear. Besfors August, 1818, Somsrset had still
on ocoasion umed lebour =8 sn excuse to further his ende with
Joserh T1lisme in Caffrarts (1)} mow the extra-colenial miezions
wers soen in sne light only: aa potentipl scurcee of danger to Lhe
authority of Lerd Charles Zomerwst, endangering the Tuls of Lew
whioh he Rad ss strenuously been shaping.

"I sheuld on ne acoount.” he wrote to Bathurst in

June, 1819, "without positive directicns foc the oon-

trary {rem your lordshiD, permit ayy sdditional

misstomaries to croes the telenisl bheundaries for the

purpess of strengthening the srewvent misciens or :

sdding to the nusber of those alreedy formed, snd I

have #ignified to Tr Philiy that it is my epinion that

¥r Andersonts saisblietment, which he hos nemad Srigus

Town, aheuld D8 Drokea up, and thet he should ba

sottied sither within the colenlsl border er =0 cleoe

tn %2 an to Ye considersd under the control eof the

Colomisl Cevermment, and the psodls attached to him

subject o the lecel 1aw of tMis Plece. The establish.

ment of a theoerecy entirely indspsndent of the Civil

Soverrmemt ¥l T2 Ve der Kemp'a fevourite snd avowsd

plan, and to the attempt o reducs thet pian te pras-

tiaed 1a to be attribuisd the misrule vhich has glven

#e much anneyence to the lecul megistracy thers” [2).

So 1t was thst by 1819 Mumsaitsrianiem vas confimmed in {3e
rols 2 2 varisble snd trammitory factor in the relationahip betwesn
the missionaries and the Govermmsnt. The neades of the Coleny
demanded 1%, Yhat preventsd the extras«oslonisl missiona frem baing
extinguished completely was 3 Delisf prevelent in Great Britein st
the timg which propounded the doctrine relatinz Christisnity to -
Civilisntion {3). The prospect of uniting so many functione in
the office of one aen, the miseiomery, weao =ingulsrly stirdetive
te Somgrset, who saw frentisr control not only in terms of mivsion-
~ sries giving frequent repsrie of detaile which would otherwise
never ba brought to him notige, but aleo st the more elevated level,
where order would epring from Civilieation (¢},

It w=s only st ﬁ.ﬂmu stage in the history of the sub-contineant

Jobare ...
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{1} See below, p. 5l1.

2} Theal {Records), XII, p. 248,

ﬂ“ m.n g.ﬂ‘i uu! 3"! -

{4} The relatisnship of Christianity and Civilisation to Somersat'e
nlana in discunnad halaw,. n. 54 1.



where such close naﬂwuou. of miesioneries wee poosible. It wae
poesibles becsuse the wave of 5..5 humenitarien morement .wmn rot yet
been allowesd to Tloed the interior with ep »eny mipsioneries that
control would ba d1fficult; neither hsd ansither flood Tbroken the
establinhed pattern of South Africe, and created cther frontiers
with the Keffirs in ths interior. creating with them s multitude of
problems regerding the role of the minslonaries. Ths sxperiment
attsmpted by Tord Charies Somerset wes a wmall one. There were,
in #l11, only two mimsionaries listed as Govermment Agents, financed
by the Colonisl Government {1}. Tt 1p principelly with the
gctivitier of one of these men whigh the remalnder of this thesis
i conmcerned. But in hie actions and resctioms, anad ultimete faste,
1fel the résrony why the principle of emfploying the mieaionsry ae
Governeent Agent on the ¥asteran Frontisr, Iin this extreme, fefinitive
form, broke dowm. The muuowmum:w of voluntary subméipsicon to an
exacting temporal authority wus noi repeated again. “Fhatever
eystem rempined on the Esstern Frontier sfter 7illiem Richis Thomson
had rasigned rmn ropf se Governmenit Azent st Chumie, 1t wae not
the clearly defined and carefully csloulated scheme which Somersst
had avolved, but s shadow of what hed been 5 comprehensive snd
far.sighted plan. .

Having considered the conditliornm wvhich gave rtee to the office
of the miesionary e Govermment Agent om the Eaotern Frontler, we
may now focus our attenti{on mora mharply upon ._..wl ttory af the wmen

whe plseyed the lesding roles.

{1) The eetablishment tadles from 1821 $o 1830 revedl that only
Jokm Brownles snd Tilliam Richis Thomeon are lieted ze
wmisetonary Government Agenie, recelving ealary from the
Govermment {C.0. 59635972}, Jossrh Willisme wae never s
salaried Governuent Miselonsry, drswing hie salary from the
L.E.5., sand John Melville (ess below, pp. 36F) was & meculsr
Covernment Agent.



