
The Origins of the Anglo-Maori 
Wars 

A RECONSIDERATION 

I 
IN the past decade New Zealand historians discussing the origins of 
the wars of the eighteen-sixties have invariably concluded that the 
Europeans, not the Maoris, were substantially the aggressors in the 
conflict. This article will not dissent from that general conclusion. 
But the contention has also been made that the overwhelmingly 
important motive for European aggression was the hunger to acquire 
Maori land for settlement; this contention has been so vigorously 
advanced that it threatens to obscure other very important bases of 
European belligerence. Keith Sinclair certainly does recognise 
other factors in the situation, notably many settlers' fear of the 
Maoris, settler 'racialism' or contempt of the Maoris as primitive and 
barbaric, and the personal determination of British Governors, 
especially Grey, to force the tribes to bow to their will.1 W. H. Oliver 
and H. Miller also mention fear, and its reaction, vindictiveness, as 
a cause of the wars, 2 but the mention is bare indeed. Both, however, 
follow Sinclair in stressing the land-hunger of the confined Taranaki 
settlers, and the sinister influence of financiers and speculators, led 
by Frederick Whitaker and Thomas Russell, who coveted Waikato 
lands. 3 Sinclair, while generally careful to keep the land-hunger 
motive in perspective, follows his discussion of the Whitaker-Russell 
group with a reference to the extensive confiscations of Maori land, 
which he writes of as 'blatantly demonstrating what the war was 
about'. 4 M. P. K. Sorrenson, another prominent writer on the period, 
highlights this statement in his review of Sinclair's book.5 Finally J. 
Henderson has capped the whole argument by advancing the sug-
gestion that the term 'Land Wars' should replace 'Maori Wars' in 
our terminology,6 an idea eagerly seized upon by the editor of the 

In this article reference will be found to files in the National Archives, Wellington, officially designated as follows: MA — Maori Affairs files, G — Governor's papers, GB — Gore Browne papers, JC — Justice Dept. Courts, and IA — Colonial Secretary's Dept. (Dept. of Internal Affairs). 
1 K . Sinclair, A History of New Zealand, Harmondsworth, 1959, p. 114; 

The Origins of the Maori Wars, Wellington, 1957, p. 269. 
2 W. H. Oliver, The Story of New Zealand, London, 1960, p. 89; H. Miller, 

Race Conflict in New Zealand, 1814-65, Auckland, 1966, p. 112. 
; i Oliver, pp. 93-94; Miller, pp. 70-71. 
4 Sinclair, Origins of the Maori Wars, p. 257. 
8 Journal of the Polynesian Society, LXVI (December 1957), 439. 
6 J. Henderson, 'The Ratana Movement', in The Maori and New Zealand 

Politics, ed. J. G. A. Pocock, Auckand and Hamilton, 1965, pp. 63-65. 
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book to which Henderson was a contributor,7 and by its reviewers.8 

All these writers, with the possible exception of Sinclair, either 
explicitly or by implication, leave the impression that other motives 
than the acquisition of land were comparatively unimportant as 
underlying reasons for European aggression. While not prepared to 
enter into arithmetical calculations as to the relative importance of 
one or another 'cause' of the wars, I am unwilling to concede this. 

Admittedly, the land-hunger motive is overwhelmingly important 
in the case of the Taranaki war of 1860-1. This indeed began as 
an attempt to deny the right of Wiremu Kingi to prohibit the aliena-
tion, by minor owners, of the land of his tribe. 9 But even in the case 
of the Waitara purchase Sinclair has demonstrated clearly that 
Governor Browne, misled by some of his advisers, ordered the troops 
against Kingi, not because, while knowing that Kingi had a just 
claim, he wanted to terrorise him, but because he genuinely believed 
that Kingi had no claim, and was merely an interfering bully—or 
perhaps an agent of a Land League—needing discipline. Browne 
believed that he was promoting law and order, ending a long anarchy 
in Taranaki, not merely seizing land for settlement. 1 0 The involve-
ment of the King movement in the Taranaki war highlighted issues 
in New Zealand race relations, other than the settler hunger for 
Maori lands, issues that were resolved, after a fashion, by Grey's 
ordering the invasion of the Waikato in July 1863. It is on these 
issues and their outcome in 1863 that this article will principally 
centre. 

But first it will be necessary to give a short answer to the writers 
listed earlier, who have suggested that the invasion of the Waikato 
was primarily intended for the acquisition of the fertile Waikato 
plain, for the purposes of speculation and settlement. In support of 
this contention it may be demonstrated that Whitaker and Russell, 
who dominated the settler ministries of the period 1862-4, had sought 
to acquire those lands before the wars and did acquire huge interests 
in them after the confiscations.11 Sorrenson has pointed out that the 
rich lands of the moderate Waikato tribes about Ngaruawahia and 
Rangiaowhia were confiscated and the rather less attractive lands of 
the extreme Kingites, the Ngatimaniapoto, left virtually untouched. 1 2 

Moreover, the Whitaker government was accused by contemporary 
critics of failing, after the occupation of Ngaruawahia in December 
1863, to take the opportunity of concluding peace with the Waikato 

7 Pocock, p. 3. 
8 See J. Barrington's review in Te Ao Hou (September 1966), 58. 
9 A recent work, B. J. Dalton, War and Politics in New Zealand 1855-1870, Sydney, 1967, assumes that Kingi had a poor claim at best and that the Govern-ment's actions were largely justified. But he has not grappled with the evidence to the contrary, marshalled in Sinclair, The Origins of The Maori Wars. 

1 0 Sinclair, The Origins of the Maori Wars, pp. 141-8 and 200-1. 
1 1 ibid., pp. 257 and 272, and see maps of Waikato confiscation, National Archives. 
1 2 M. P. K. Sorrenson, 'The Politics of Land', in The Maori and New Zealand 

Politics, p. 28. 
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tribes, because the advance had not yet swallowed up sufficient good 
land. 1 3 

This evidence is not entirely satisfactory. Firstly, although respon-
sibility in Maori affairs had nominally been granted to the settler 
ministry and assembly, the Colonial Office made it quite clear that 
Grey was to exercise his own judgment if policies proposed involved 
the use of imperial troops, or were 'marked by evident injustice 
towards Her Majesty's subjects of the native race'. 1 4 The decision 
to send imperial troops into the Waikato rested squarely with Grey 
and it is not sufficient to show that the settlers were pressing for 
Waikato lands (as, indeed, they had been doing for several years); 
it is necessary also to show that Grey, in ordering the invasion of 
the Waikato, was moved by such pressure rather than by other con-
siderations. In June 1863 Whitaker expected Grey to attack the 
Kingites, without any additional pressure on his part, because of their 
supposed threats to Auckland. 1 5 

Secondly, the taking of Waikato land and the leaving of Ngati-
maniapoto land was, to a considerable extent, the result of accident 
rather than design. The confiscation of Waikato land at least as far 
as Ngaruawahia was in fact suggested by Grey and agreed to by 
General Cameron for reasons of their own—shortly to be discussed— 
not because they felt obliged to satisfy the Auckland land rings. 1 6 

Thereafter, the land rings certainly sought to enlarge upon the 
opportunity the invasion of the Waikato gave them. The Whitaker 
ministry wished to confiscate as much land as Grey would allow north 
of a line from Raglan or Kawhia to Tauranga, in the district of the 
more moderate King tribes. But they also sought to include Ngati-
maniapoto land as far as Hangatiki, some twenty miles south of the 
Kawhia-Tauranga line, if Cameron and the imperial troops made it 
possible. The fact that none of the extremists' land had been brought 
within the scope of confiscation by Grey and Cameron's advance to 
Ngaruawahia was an important reason for ministers' wanting the 
advance to continue. 1 7 However, the advance halted before it had 
engulfed much Ngatimaniapoto territory because Cameron objected 
to taking his troops into increasingly difficult country, and because 
the southern Provinces, which until 1868 paid more towards the cost 
of the war than Auckland, Taranaki and Hawkes Bay combined, 
began to protest at its continuance. 1 8 Ministers then accepted that 

1 3 e.g., Henry Sewell Journal, 31 December 1863, II. 257. 
1 4 Newcastle to Grey, 26 February 1863, Appendices to the Journals of the 

House of Representatives (hereafter cited as AJHR), 1863, E-7, pp. 2-6. 15 F. Whitaker to C. W. Richmond, 25 June 1863, Richmond-Atkinson Papers, ed. G. Scholefield, Wellington, 1960, II, 52. 
IB A Domett to Grey, 24 June 1863, AJHR, 1863, E-7, p. 8. Grey memo., 5 November 1864, AJHR, 1864, E-2C, p. 14. 
1 7 Whitaker to Grey, 25 June 1864, AJHR, E-2, pp. 58-59; Grey to Ministers, 5 November 1864 (and plan 3 enclosed), AJHR, 1864, E-2C, pp. 14-16; Ministers to Grey, 14 November 1864, ibid., pp. 16-19; Ministers to Grey, 18 November 1864, ibid., pp. 2-11, esp. p. 5 paragraph 12 and map D appended. I» W. Hadfield to Venn, 5 May 1864 and 7 June 1864, Hadfield Letters, 
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the frontier established by Cameron in mid-1864 was, at least for the 
time being, the practical limit of confiscation in the Waikato and, 
in December 1864, Grey, Cameron and the Weld government agreed 
upon a confiscation up to Cameron's lines. The Ngatimaniapoto 
escaped lightly but settlers regretted that this was so and tended to 
look upon the question as something that could be reopened at a 
later time. 1 9 

Thirdly, there is evidence to show that the Whitaker ministry, in 
December 1863 and subsequently, refrained from seeking peace, not 
only because it wanted more land, but also because the independent 
power of the Maoris—in itself an object of attack—had not yet been 
crushed to its satisfaction. Ministers feared that Grey was more ready 
to make terms which were likely to leave the King movement still 
relatively intact and the tribes still capable of resistance. They refused 
to let him go to Ngaruawahia unfettered but insisted on terms which 
included the surrender of arms by the Maoris, a total cession of their 
lands, and their coming in to live on defined plots within the confis-
cation. 2 0 Grey therefore did not go to Ngaruawahia at all. Gillies, 
a member of the ministry, wrote: '. . . we grind on. Fox and all of us 
hold steadily to our point—we must have absolute submission this 
time.' 2 1 

Much more was involved in this 'submission' than the facility to 
acquire Maori land. This is not to say that the invasion of Waikato 
was not largely to facilitate the acquisition of Maori land. It cer-
tainly was, but land (and Waikato land in particular) was not by 
any means what the invasion was all about. Unless the protestations 
of people like Gillies are brushed aside as a mere facade, masking 
the basic desire to secure land, there were further important factors 
involved. 

II 
Some personal motives of Grey may be considered first. During 

his first New Zealand governorship, Grey, partly by the exercise of 
much charm and skilful diplomacy and the granting of small salaries 
and minor offices to ariki such as Potatau Te Wherowhero and Te 
Heuheu, had apparently won the Maoris over to acceptance of 
British government and settlement. His reported success won him 
great acclaim in London; he established a high reputation as a 
colonial governor upon his supposed ability to create a new and 
harmonious multi-racial society in New Zealand. 2 2 

When he returned to New Zealand in 1861 he learned, however, 
that the Kingite chiefs would work with him only if he would let the 
Alexander Turnbull Library; see AJHR, 1869, B-2, p. 41 for the annual expendi-ture of each Province upon the war. 

19 Whitaker to Grey, 25 June 1864, AJHR, 1864, E-2, pp. 58-59. 20 AJHR, 1864, E-2, pp. 35-39. 
2 1 W. Gillies to C. W. Richmond, 23 March 1864, Richmond-Atkinson Papers, II, 98. 

2 2 W. Renwick, 'Self-Government and Protection', Master's thesis, Victoria University of Wellington, 1961, pp. 113 ff. 
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King and his flag stand. The situation called for at least an attempt 
to negotiate some sort of defined authority for the King movement 
within the main framework of government. There was strong evidence 
that Wiremu Tamehana 2 3 and the King's council at Ngaruawahia 
were willing to co-operate in such a plan. 2 4 Moreover, Grey's instruc-
tions suggested that he consider whether the establishment of Native 
Districts, separate from the European provinces, would not be the 
best means of promoting 'the present harmony and future union of 
the two races'. 2 5 

But, apart from the fact that this was anathema to the settlers, it 
was also not to Grey's taste. Firstly, like Browne before him and 
Bowen after him, he was beset by a fatal tendency to believe that 
the Queen's government must be demonstrably exercised over all 
those who, since the Treaty of Waitangi, had been regarded as 
British subjects. 2 6 Secondly, Grey himself was an autocrat, not readily 
inclined to brook a rival authority in the land. Thirdly, the King 
movement's stand threatened to prevent him from attaining speedily 
the coveted and reputation-making goal of racial 'amalgamation'. He 
therefore planned a rival scheme of civil institutions which entailed 
giving the chiefs, including the Kingites, only limited authority in 
local government, under the direction of Queen's magistrates, and 
provided for the intrusion of settlement, under fairly strict safeguards, 
into the Maori territory. 2 7 

Grey placed this programme before the Kingite spokesmen in 
December 1861 and, even before they had made the full extent of 
their demands plain, denounced the King movement as dangerous, 
claiming that his new institutions would outbid and topple it. The 
most he would concede was to profess indifference to the King—a 
slight in itself. His approach was essentially negative. He showed no 
real respect towards Kingite sensitivities regarding the encroachment 
of European settlement and made no suggestion of finding a defined 
role in government for the King movement. 2 8 Although the ministry 
were behind Grey in this stand, on one point—the question of the 
return of plunder seized by Waikato Maoris in the Taranaki war— 
Grey's attitude actually outran their thinking. Before he met the 
Kingite leaders Grey himself privately expressed the opinion that it 

23 The Kingmaker's name is spelt either 'Tamehana' or 'Tamihana' in con-
temporary records. Government records tend to favour the latter. Maori sources, 
including Te Hokioi, the King movement newspaper, though also inconsistent, 
generally prefer 'Tamehana', as do modern Maori authorities and defendants of 
the Kingmaker. 

-4 John Gorst to Fox, 3 December 1861, AJHR, 1862, E-l, Section II, p. 46; 
Gorst, The Maori King, ed. K. Sinclair, Hamilton, 1959, p. 140. 

25 Newcastle to Grey, 5 June 1861, AJHR, 1862, Section III, p. 4. 
2° Bowen greatly regretted that imperial forces had not completed the con-

quest of the King movement in 1864 and deplored the necessity of having to 
treat with still powerful Kingite tribes (Bowen to Granville, 12 March 1869, 
Stafford MSS 30B, Alexander Turnbull Library). 

Grey to Newcastle, 6 December 1861, AJHR, 1861, E-l, Section II, p. 36; 
AJHR, 1862, E-2, p p . 10 ff. 

2« Notes of meetings, AJHR, 1862, E-8, pp. 6 ff; Gorst, pp. 140-8. 
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was absurd to talk of recovering the plunder, 2 9 but he nevertheless 
did demand its return and threatened punishment for those who held 
it. The Premier, Fox, later remarked: 'I never did much approve of 
his instructions to the natives on this point, and I think it would have 
been better if he had told them in fact that he would let bygones be 
bygones . . . . I shall not early forget old Rangitake [Wiremu Kingi 
Te Rangitake, then sheltering in the Waikato] saying "Don't you say 
anything about the plunder—I lost plunder also"—and no doubt he 
did. ' 3 0 

It has been suggested that Grey's undiplomatic approach may have 
sprung from an already-formed determination to attack the King 
movement, his civil institutions being merely a blind to deceive the 
Maoris while he made his preparations for war . 3 1 Indeed his military 
preparations—especially the road from Auckland to Waikato—and 
some of his remarks to the departing Browne show that he was fully 
prepared to attack if the King movement would not submit. 3 2 But 
other evidence—notably his letters to leading Kingite chiefs, which 
have hitherto lain unread in the Maori language letterbooks of the 
Maori Affairs Department archives—suggests that, until about mid-
1862, he was fairly confident of being able to undermine the King 
movement without war. 

The manner of Grey's approach to the Kingites in fact sprang from 
his serious underestimation of the extent and depth of the Maori 
assertion of independence, and his vast overestimation of his own 
ability to win the great chiefs over to the goal of racial amalgamation, 
by the exercise of his personality. In October 1861 he expressed to 
Newcastle the hope that the dissident chiefs 'may possibly from a 
feeling of personal regard to myself, do all we could hope for ' . 3 3 At 
the December meeting he encountered some of the chauvinism of 
the Kingite chiefs and tried to bring them to heel with a mixture 
of brusque threats and disdain. In January 1862 he wrote to Te 
Heuheu greeting him as an old friend and travelling companion from 
the days of his first governorship but saying he could not help him 
as he had formerly because 'you are the child who has run away from 
a father who loves you very much'. 3 4 In February he capped this 
versatile display with a letter to King Matutaera himself. Grey 
recalled his own close association with Matutaera's father, Potatau 
Te Wherowhero, and wrote: '. . . . return o son of Potatau, return to 

20 A. S. Atkinson Journal, 20 December 1861, Richmond-Atkinson Papers, I, 
735 

30 w . Fox to Mantell, 22 April 1863, Mantell MSS, 281, Alexander Turnbull 
Library. 

31 Miller, p. 91. Dalton, p. 163, also suggests that 'the King party had good 
reason to think that Grey was maturing a deep and subtle plot against them'. 

32 See Browne and Harriet Gore Browne to C. W. Richmond, 29 September 
1861, Richmond-Atkinson Papers, I, 741. 

33 Grey to Newcastle, 9 October 1861, AJHR, 1862, E-l, Section II, p. 5. 
34 Grey to Te Heuheu, 17 January 1862, MA 4/73 (Maori), p. 152, National 

Archives. I am indebted to Mr. B. Puriri, Licenced Interpreter, First Grade, of 
the Department of Maori Affairs, who supplemented and corrected my transla-
tions of letters in Maori. 
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Mangere [near Auckland, where Te Wherowhero had lived] to dwell 
there, that I may protect you, that you may dwell in peace in that 
place and be separated from the faulty teaching you are receiving 
. . . . From your father, the everlasting friend of the children, G. 
Grey'. 3 5 

Grey's egotism had wedded him to the idea of being the fond and 
wise father of the Maoris, a rôie he imagined he had played with 
success in his first governorship. He still regarded the chiefs as essen-
tially childlike people responsive to a mixture of chiding and candy. 
He seemed quite unable to grasp the fact that he was writing to 
men who, backed by some 10,000 armed supporters, were experienc-
ing the rich and heady satisfactions of creating an independent Maori 
nationality in defiance of the invaders. Grey's patronising suggestions 
were greeted with utter disdain. Possibly the most important man of 
all, Wiremu Tamehana, Grey did not seriously court; he had already 
dismissed him in a conversation with Gore Browne as 'a turbulent 
and ambitious chief whom he disliked and wouldn't communicate 
with'. 3 6 

By March 1862 Grey's complacency had been disturbed by the 
cold reception the Kingite chiefs had given him and his new institu-
tions. He no longer spoke of the Kingship as 'a foolish toy' 3 7 but 
complained rather 'that the King is constantly fighting him; he is 
going to do this and that he (the Govr.) can never live in peace'. 3 8 

Early in June in wrote again to Matutaera in consequence of the 
King's having offered armed support to a Thames chief who opposed 
the sale of land. Grey warned Matutaera that he would not forget 
the offence, that it was written in his book and the law was strong. 3 9 

Matutaera himself believed that this was the turning point and that 
although Grey later turned his attentions to Taranaki, "his thoughts 
were upon Waikato'. 4 0 

From June in fact Grey increased his pressure on the King move-
ment. He also showed himself bound, by considerations of prestige, 
to continue policies which aggravated Maori unrest. Yet all the while, 
it seems, he still half-expected to gain submission. Gorst, finding his 
jurisdiction rejected—the King movement wanted him to be sent only 
as an adviser not as a representative of a rival authority—sought to 
leave the Waikato. But Grey sent him back, saying . . the Europeans 

35 Grey to Matutaera, 15 February 1962, ibid., p. 162. ('Matutaera' became 
'Tawhiao in late 1864, when the leading King Maoris visited Te Ua, the prophet 
of Hauhauism, and discarded the names they had derived through missionary 
baptism.) 

36 Gore Browne, draft comments on a ministerial minute of 8 October 1861, 
GB 4/1; see also Gore Browne to Harriet Gore Browne, 19 December 1861, 
GB 2/4, no. 24. 

37 John Morgan to Gore Browne, 29 February 1864, GB 1/2. 
38 A. S. Atkinson Journal, 3 March 1862, Richmond-Atkinson Papers, I, 749. 
89 Grey to Matutaera, 9 June 1862, cit. GB 1/2, p. 162, and Te Hokioi (the 

King movement newspaper), 8 December 1862. See also loc. cit. for Matutaera's 
reply. 

40 Matutaera to chiefs of Hawkes Bay, 21 August 1863, cit. H. Sewell, The 
New Zealand Native Rebellion, London, 1864, p. 36. 
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must hold their ground. It would appear as if we were driven out 
of Waikato.' 4 1 He eagerly took up Gorst's suggestion of the need 
for police power and began to establish barracks in King territory. 4 2 

When a deputation of King Maoris came to protest against the placing 
of a gunboat on the Waikato, 'Grey told them that in consequence 
of their pakeke [stubbornness] he has changed his mind and was going 
to have two\43 Finally, during a second visit to the Waikato in 
January 1863 he refused Tamehana's proffered assistance in helping 
to recover the Tataraimaka block in Taranaki. 

According to a press report of this second visit—which, incidentally, 
was not an unexpected initiative on Grey's part but made largely at 
the Maoris' supplication4 4—Tamehana also told Grey that the King 
movement would accept a place in government under the terms of 
a recent despatch from the Colonial Office. This suggested that a 
Waikato Native Council could make local laws which would be sub-
mitted to the Maori King as well as to the Governor for assent. Grey 
sent the press report to Newcastle with a covering note stating simply 
that the Maoris had subsequently withdrawn from this agreement, 
on the ground that they had been grievously wronged over Waitara, 
'and that they would therefore not again come under the authority 
of the Queen'. 4 5 Nearly seven years later, in answer to the charge 
that he had missed an excellent chance of establishing good relations 
with the King movement, Grey claimed—rather to the surprise of 
the Colonial Office—that he had offered the Kingite spokesman a very 
liberal measure of self-government within a separate province. 4 6 

But accounts of the meeting written in 1863 suggest that Grey had 
been evasive, rather than forthcoming, when Tamehana had made 
known his views. Te Pihoihoi (Gorst's newspaper) of 10 February 
1863 reports Grey as telling the Maoris that the recognition of the 
King could not be the work of a day or even of months, but if they 
were to send a deputation to Auckland to discuss the matter with 
him and his ministers he would welcome it. This can be interpreted 
as either a test of the Maoris' genuine earnestness to co-operate, or 
as a typical politician's device for evading action. In the end only 
a few unimportant chiefs came to Auckland and nothing worthwhile 
ensued. 4 7 Though no one, Maori or European, subsequently denied 
that Grey had made the offer he later claimed to have made, the 
Kingites seem to have left the meeting of January 1863, not with any 
sense of the Governor's having offered them a liberal measure of self-

41 Morgan to Browne, 4 March 1862, GB 1/2. 
42 Morgan to Browne, 27 June 1862, ibid; Gorst, p. 193. 
43 Bell to Mantell, 22 November 1862, Mantell MSS, 243. 'He chaffs them 

well', added Bell. 
44 Bell to Mantell, 6 and 28 December 1862, Mantell MSS, 243. Sinclair, 

The Origins of the Maori Wars, p. 259; J. Rutherford, Sir George Grey, London, 
1961, p. 479; and Dalton, p. 165, regard the visit as unheralded. 

45 Grey to Newcastle, 6 February 1863, AJHR, 1863, E-3, pp. 6-7. 
« Grey to Granville, 27 October 1869, AJHR, 1870, A-1B, pp. 81-82. 
47 W. Fox, The Revolt in New Zealand, [London], 1865, p. 11. 
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government but with the idea that he was determined to 'dig around 
him [the King] till he fa l l s ' . " 

Early in 1863 Grey moved troops to Taranaki to reoccupy Tatarai-
maka. He still expected that the Maoris would back down and 
acquiese in his move, and was deeply shaken when instead, Taranaki 
Maoris, encouraged by Rewi, attacked his troops. 4 9 At this stage 
Grey made preparations to invade the Waikato and, whether or not 
Russell and Whitaker were jogging his elbow, he was given pretext 
to launch his attack by various alarms about the intentions of Kingite 
extremists.5 0 

Throughout the whole of his second governorship Grey revealed 
a sufficiently poor understanding of the Maoris to justify the judg-
ment of Henry Sewell that 'the closer I see Sir George the less I am 
impressed with his solid capacities. He is essentially an egotist.' 5 1 

Contrary to lingering opinions that he was the great protector of 
Maori interests, who might have averted war but for the intransigence 
of Maori extremists and land-hungry settlers, Grey himself advanced 
policies that led inexorably to war. Having provoked the Maoris to 
the point of retaliation, he loosed Cameron upon them. Even then 
he and Cameron had clearly in mind only the advance to Ngarua-
wahia, hoping that this would elicit an unequivocal submission from 
the King movement, and a cession of land sufficient to allow the plant-
ing of military settlements at key points in the interior, including 
Ngatimaniapoto country. 5 2 As the war dragged on without any such 
submission from the main body of Kingites he railed that a madness 
had come over the Maoris similar to the cattle-killing delusion he had 
lately experienced among the Kafirs. 5 3 

By 1865, aware that he was not going to secure the submission of 
the bulk of the 'rebel' Maoris, Grey lost interest in his earlier dream 
of conducting a harmonious 'amalgamation' of races under his 
paternal wing, and became more concerned to bargain with settler 
premiers in order to retain as much influence as he could in the now 
self-governing colony. Some sordid bargains resulted, including 
Grey's agreement to extensive confiscation in the Waikato and 
Taranaki and to a brutal military subjugation of the latter province 
by the Stafford government in early 1866. These in turn weakened 
the confidence of the Colonial Office in Grey and contributed largely 
to his dismissal in 1867. Grey's view of Maoris then became intem-
perate to the point of paranoia. He habitually referred to them as 
'barbarous', denounced any new suggestion of recognising the King 
as a concession to 'fierce and bloody fanatics' and attributed unpro-

48 Gorst, p. 208; Rewi Maniapoto to Grey, 26 March 1863, AJHR, 1863, 
E-l, p. 5. 

w Sinclair, The Origins of the Maori Wars, pp. 264-6. Dalton, p. 175, n. 5, 
analyses evidence describing Grey's mood at this point. 

AJHR, 1863, E-3A. 
si Sewell Journal, 20 October 1861, I, 332. 
52 Grey to Ministers, 5 November 1864, AJHR, 1864, E-2D, pp. 14-16. 
53 Morgan to Gore Browne, 29 February 1864, GB 1/2; see Rutherford, pp. 

340-59, for the cattle-killing delusion. 
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voked and bestial atrocities to them in language to which few settler 
politicians and only the most rabid of colonial newspapers 
descended. 5 4 

In the sense that his view of the place of the Maoris was as respect-
ful subjects, submissive and grateful for his kindnesses, a vision that 
made no room for any show of Maori independence and little for 
their self-respect, Grey was, not the best, but the worst possible 
Governor to have sent back to New Zealand in 1861. The warm glow 
he had experienced as the patron of leading Maoris in his first 
governorship was denied him in his second, the chiefs having in the 
meantime discerned the weakness and indignity of their position and 
discovered a more satisfying goal. Grey's resentment of their rejection 
of him was not the least among the causes of war in 1863. 5 5 

Ill 
Nevertheless, as Sinclair has pointed out, the basic antagonism 

between Maoris and settlers was such that war was likely to occur, 
at some time, even if Grey had averted, not invited, a collision in 
1863. 5 6 There were, to begin with, certain obvious material satisfac-
tions to be gained by the Europeans in making war on the King 
movement. The prospect of confiscation of land was only one of these. 
For the army and the adventure-seeking war meant glory, promotion 
and plunder. Fox referred scathingly to the military, who, at the re-
occupation of Tataraimaka, were up in the stirrups, congratulating 
themselves that at last they are going to have a brush',57 while the 
settler community—from the Richmond-Atkinson set, glorying in their 
role as cavalry leaders, to the riff-raff of Auckland—looked on the 
war as a great adventure, with just enough danger and just enough 
certainty of victory to give it the flavour of a daring game. 5 8 

The clergy too saw advantages for themselves in the invasion of 
the Waikato. By 1863 the King movement had come to regard the 
organised English missions with increasing distrust, as essentially 
agents of English dominion. Missionary schools and congregations 
in the Waikato had been depleted by Maori attendance at political 
meetings and missionaries like the Anglican John Morgan looked 
eagerly to the government for the subjugation of the Maori national-
ism that was frustrating their progress. 5 9 

Settlers commonly stated that the conquest of the King movement 
was intended to establish the rule of law. This too, to a great extent, 
implied the pursuit of material gain. The subjugation of the King 
movement meant, not only that land in Waikato would be confiscated, 

54 Grey to Sir F. Sandford, 13 November 1869, and Grey to Sir F. Rogers, 
22 November 1869, AJHR. 1870 A-1B, pp. 82-86. 

55 See also Sinclair's opinion, The Origin of the Maori Wars, p. 269. 
58 ibid., pp. 271-2. 
57 Fox to Mantell, 25 March 1863. Mantell MSS, 281. 
68 See A. S. Atkinson Journal for May to December 1863, Richmond-Atkinson 

Papers, II, 47-49. 
59 See Peter C. Matheson, 'The Views of the New Zealand Clergy of 1860 

on Race Relations', Master's thesis, University of Otago, 1959, pp. 11-12. 
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but also that there would be more certainty of extensive purchases 
under the Native Lands Act of 1862. It is probable that some politi-
cians, including Bell, the author of the Act, at first hoped that the 
King movement would bow to the re-occupation of the Tataraimaka 
block and that thenceforward the operation of direct purchase and 
the Native Land Court would whittle away the land on the margins 
of Kingite territory—as in fact occurred in the 1870s and 1880s.6 0 

But the certainty and extent of these operations were expected to be 
increased by a prior defeat of the centre of opposition to landselling. 
The assured supremacy of European power meant also that trade and 
commerce could exploit the Maori market with the certainty that the 
payment of debts could be enforced through the courts, or an equi-
valent taken in land. 

Perceiving the relationship between the establishment of European 
law and the progress of land purchase operations, Sorrenson has 
interpreted the settlers' desire to establish the rule of law as meaning, 
predominantly, a desire to promote the 'enfranchisement' of land— 
the individualisation of land title and direct sale to settlers. He has 
noted that F. D. Fenton, the magistrate sent into Waikato in 1857-8, 
spent a disproportionate amount of his time in trying to induce the 
Maoris to individualise titles. 6 1 From this he has generalised that 
other magistrates appointed in 1861-2—particularly Armitage, a 
former squatting partner of Fenton—'were more interested in land 
than in administering the existing law', and that because of this, their 
authority was repudiated by the King Maoris. 6 2 

But Sorrenson has carried his identification of 'rule of law' and 
'enfranchisement of land' much too far. Fenton had a quite excep-
tional interest in land; he was a zealot, with a narrow legal education 
and a particular interest in reducing Maori customary title to an 
individual tenure. 6 3 It is a mistake to infer from Fenton's activities 
that other magistrates were similarly disposed to concentrate on 
'enfranchisement' of land. The citing of Armitage (as one whose 
supposed interest in land caused a rejection by the King Maoris of 
Grey's magistrates) misses the point. Armitage was in fact appointed 
to the Lower Waikato district and proved highly popular there. His 
principal Maori Assessor, Wi te Wheoro, and his Ngatinaho people 
remained among the strongest supporters of the Government through-
out the war . 6 4 Certainly Grey's plan of government in 1861-3 had 

(i0 Noting that Tamehana had advised the Taranaki Maoris to relinquish the 
Tataraimaka block, Bell wrote: 'If this be done I shall be content to let the King 
movement rest and take care of itself.' Bell to T. H. Smith, 12 February 1863, 
Smith Letters, Alexander Turnbull Library. 

81 Sorrenson, 'The Maori King Movement, 1858-1885', in Studies in a Small 
Democracy, ed. Robert Chapman and Keith Sinclair, Auckland, 1963, pp. 39-43. 

82 Sorrenson, 'The Politics of Land', in The Maori and New Zealand Politics, 
pp. 25-26. 

83 See Fenton to Mantell, 1 December 1879, Mantell MSS, 277; New Zealand 
Parliamentary Debates, VI (1869), 166-7: AJHR, 1871, A-2A, p. 10; AJIIR, 
1885, 1-2B, p. 41, p. 677; AJHR, 1886, G-9, p. 13. 

84 Armitage was killed with two other Europeans apparently by a Ngati-
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envisaged the settlement of title by the magistrates, in conjunction 
with the Maori Runangas, and some R.M.s, including Armitage, made 
tentative efforts to decide disputed claims. But, soon realising the 
unpopularity of the move, they did not persist with them. 6 5 Yet, not-
withstanding the opinion of Gorst, who was depressed by his experi-
ences in the Waikato, or of the settlers, who were jealous of the 
attempt to constitute the Runangas as local governing councils, the 
magistrates continued, with but one exception, to extend their 
ordinary criminal and civil jurisdiction among the Maoris. 6 6 The 
magistrate whom the King Maoris rejected was Gorst, who more 
properly belonged to the humanitarian group than the settler party 
proper, and was certainly not in strong sympathy with settler pressure 
to 'enfranchise' or obtain Maori lands. 

What Gorst and most magistrates intended—in fact what most 
settlers, clergy, and officials intended—by the rule of law, was 
two things: civil peace and order; and less admirably, the unques-
tioned dominion of the white race. These two goals were inter-related, 
and both were desired for their own sakes, not merely in order to 
facilitate settlement of Maori land. 

In the first place it should be realised, notwithstanding assertions 
by historians to the contrary, 6 7 that the Maoris were not in the period 
immediately prior to the wars living in peace and tranquillity under 
the guidance of missionaries, unless provoked to feuding by Euro-
pean offers to purchase disputed lands. Certainly the most serious 
feuding in Taranaki and Hawkes Bay was promoted by such offers, 
but there were constant minor conflicts arising out of a continuation 
of the tribal wars of the 1820s and 1830s and, indirectly, out of the 
very presence of European settlement. There was, for example, con-
siderable loss of life in the Bay of Plenty up to 1859, mainly arising 
from the encroachment of an inland division of the Awara on coastal 
lands coveted both for their access to fishing grounds and for the 
facility they gave to trade with Auckland. 6 8 There were, moreover, 
frequent slayings, extraordinarily callous to the European view, 
arising out of makutu and puremu dispute.;.6 9 Only six or so of these 
reached the ears of the government each year, as even Maoris well-
disposed to the government, such as Tamati Waka Nene, did not 
consider them matters for government interference. The inference 
can be drawn that many more such killings occurred in remote dis-
maniapoto war party when they moved ahead of their Ngatinaho escort (AJHR, 
1863, E-5, pp. 23-4). 

65 Armitage to Fenton, 6 January 1862, AJHR, 1862, E-9, Section II, pp. 8-9. 
H0 This subject is examined fully in my doctoral thesis, currently under pre-

paration for the Australian National University. In important districts such as 
northern Hawkes Bay, Taupo, the Wanganui River and the East Coast, the 
magistrates were steadily advancing their jurisdiction when war broke out. 

67 Henderson, in The Maori and New Zealand Politics, p. 62. 
68 E. Shortland to G. Clarke, 14 August 1843, Parliamentary Papers, Great 

Britain (GBPP) 1844/556, Appendix, p. 352. 
6 9 Makutu and puremu mean (but only approximately) 'witchcraft' and 

'adultery' respectively. 
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tricts. The activities of taua muru—armed parties seeking retributive 
plunder—were a subject of constant criticism by magistrates in every 
district, as late as the 1880s.7 0 Although these were essentially insti-
tutional means of adjusting differences in Maori society they gave 
Europeans an impression of constant turbulence and savagery. 
Humanitarian considerations alone demanded that violent customs be 
prohibited by the intervention of British law and their inability, 
since 1840, to suppress them, had been felt by officials as a source 
of deep humiliation.7 1 The appointment of magistrates after 1858, 
to work with Maori Assessors in their districts, was intended largely 
to provide for the peaceful redress of grievances in Maori society. 

Moreover, although Maori hospitality and generosity were usually 
to the fore, the North Island settlers felt in a state of insecurity in 
the face of Maori power. Settler fears, if substantially unjustified, 
were nevertheless very real. They were the fears characteristic of a 
white population resident among a powerful and unsubdued coloured 
race and have been demonstrated by many a white community since. 
The Maoris did not always care to keep their power masked. One of 
the commonest words used in settlers' writings to describe Maori 
behaviour during the period of 1840-63 was 'bounce'. This term was 
used to describe the allegedly capricious and arbitrary behaviour of 
Maoris who impounded cattle, refused to pay debts, stopped roads 
and surveys, levied tolls, left passengers stranded on ferries in mid-
river, threatened, abused and sometimes assaulted settlers and defied 
magistrates' summonses. These activities were often well-deserved 
responses to acts of injustice, insults or breaches of Maori custom by 
settlers; they reached their peak after European aggressions such as 
the Wairau intrusion of 1843 and the Waitara war of 1860-1, which 
indicates that they were in fact largely defensive in origin, or asser-
tions of the Maoris' claim that they were not yet to be trampled upon 
in their own land. But at times innocent and fair-minded settlers 
were hurt, and none felt secure. As a result, much of the settler com-
munity developed a deep loathing for the Maoris that grew positively 
explosive after 1861. After a Hawkes Bay settler had had his house 
plundered before his eyes by a wandering party of Kingites, McLean 
wrote 'they irritate and annoy to such an extent that at any moment 
we may have an outbreak'. 7 2 

In 1861-3 the King movement was more active than ever in pro-
selytising and showed a stiffened response to Grey's rival institutions. 
These reactions, too, were largely defensive. The Kingite leaders 
sought to safeguard the integrity of their movement, and of Maori 
society, by trying to extend their authority as widely as possible 

70 See Annual Reports from Officers in Native Districts, AJHR, 1869, et seq. 
(usually paper G- l ) . 

71 e.g. Henry Sewell's remark: 'What are we to say to a Government with 
50,000 subjects over whom it exercises, and can exercise not the slightest practical 
control? . . . we profess to govern them and are able to do so just so 
long and so far as they choose to let us.' Cit. J. L. Robson, New Zealand, The 
Development of its Laws and Constitution, London, 1954. p. 18. 

72 McLean to Bell, 24 December 1862, McLean MSS, 146. 



T H E ORIGINS OF T H E A N G L O - M A O R I W A R S 1 6 1 
beyond their own base territory. But to the settlers they appeared 
aggressive, threatening to place the whole settler community in sub-
ordination to Maori authority. Settlers saw themselves as circum-
scribed and oppressed and looked upon suggestions that they were 
oppressors with unfeigned surprise. 7 3 Nor did they regard their 
desire to subdue the Maoris as anything but righteous; as Frederick 
Maning put it: 'if the natives were once subject to the law and 
reduced to the condition of peaceable subjects I would be the first 
to protect them from any unnecessary or vulgar tyranny.' 7 4 

John Gorst hoped that it might have been possible to work with 
Kingite leaders and lead them to accept a role under the Queen's 
authority. He was sympathetic enough to the Maoris' fears for their 
land and their society to point out that it was senseless to try to 
remove or overcome the King, without trying to remove the cause of 
the 'feeling of common danger' which prompted the Maoris to support 
and establish him. 7 5 But Gorst also became depressed by the King's 
apparent lack of control over his followers. He observed as well that 
the other tribes had also recently defied magistrates, not out of sup-
port for the King, but on their own impulses. In a mood of disillu-
sion he concluded—too sweepingly in fact—that Grey's civil institu-
tions had everywhere been a failure. He continued: 'there is a danger, 
which is a very much more serious and permanent source of peril to 
the Colony than that one the symptom whereof is the Maori King— 
it is the utter lawlessness and anarchy of the Native population of 
New Zealand . . . . The great mischief of all is not that the Natives 
choose to be governed by a King instead of by us, but that they are 
not in any real sense governed at all.' So long as that state of affairs 
continued, wrote Gorst, 'peace and prosperity in Native districts will 
be an impossibility'. He then stated his main conclusion: 'The great 
remedy then for the evils of the land is Government—but I mean 
vigorous Government—I mean authority which is able to protect life 
and property by enforcing obedience to the law.' Magistrates and 
laws were in abundance, he argued, but no one, so far, had dared to 
organise a sufficient police power; the task was fraught with difficulty 
and danger, 'but there can be no peace in the Colony until it has 
been fairly met and fully solved'. 7 6 

This might have been Gore Browne speaking before his attempt 
to 'police' Wiremu Kingi; it was no more than Weld and Stafford, 
Whitaker and Richmond, and most of the colonists with them, had, 
for baser and more craven motives than Gorst's, been urging for 
years. Gorst's report, coming from a man classed as a "humanitarian' 
rather than a settler proper, created a sensation. It was called for in 
Parliament, and, when published, was hailed throughout the settler 
press and greeted by a chorus of 'I-told-you-so' from the long-standing 

73 e.g., J. C. Richmond to C. W. Richmond, 15 August 1862, Richmond-
Atkinson Papers, I, 782. 

Maning to McLean, 7 November 1863, McLean MSS, 311. 
75 Gorst report, 5 June 1862, AJHR, 1862, E-9, Section III, p. 19. 
7 6 loc. cit. 
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advocates of 'vigorous action'. 7 7 Grey was 'greatly pleased with its 
truth telling', 7 8 and it certainly stiffened his resolve to establish con-
trol over the King movement. Since the Kingites would not accept 
government police, this inevitably implied military action. 

Gorst's viewpoint continued to be reinforced in late 1862 and early 
1863 by such incidents as the forcible release from custody in Hawkes 
Bay of Maoris arrested for petty crime, and the carrying off into the 
Waikato of a Raglan Maori against whom judgment had been given 
in a civil suit. 7 9 In none of these cases dared the government make 
forcible rearrests for fear of bringing on a general war. 

In December 1862 an incident occurred which gave Grey a new 
whip with which to beat the King movement. In the Rangitikei district 
a Maori of Kingite allegiance was caught attempting to rape a young 
English girl named Lind. In the process of being handed over to the 
magistrate, the Maori, Wirihana, was freed by men who called them-
selves the King's soldiers and carried off into the interior. 8 0 White 
races have always shown violent—almost pathological—reactions to 
sexual offences by coloured men against their women, and this case 
was no exception. 8 1 For Grey it offered a perfect proof of the correct-
ness of Gorst's viewpoint, that the King movement could not be 
tolerated because it fomented disaffection, defiance of European law, 
and crime by Maoris throughout the country, and gave shelter to 
offenders, but could not, despite the endeavours of some of its leaders, 
control those who claimed to be the subjects of the King and acted 
in his name. Wrote Grey later: 'The real question at the time was 
this, was our jurisdiction or that of the so-called Maori King to prevail 
even in the security of our own settlements.'8 2 He elaborated the 
theme again in a subsequent dispute with Sir William Martin, claim-
ing that to allow the 'heartland' to set up an independency would be 
to abolish all law among Maoris, even those interspersed in the 
settled districts, since Maori offenders would claim their nationality 
and be supported, as Wirihana was supported, by the 'heartland'. 8 3 

He used it when he visited the Waikato for the second time in 
January 1863, to counter Tamehana's request to recognise the King 
and give local self-government to the Waikato. Again quoting the 
Lind case, Grey said that, while he knew that Tamehana personally 

77 e.g., The Taranaki Herald, 2 August 1862 (cit. A. ]. Harrop, England 
and the Maori Wars, London, 1937, p. 158) welcomed Gorst's report as resusci-
tating, after temporary disrepute, 'the doctrine first enunciated by Governor 
Browne and his Ministers, namely that for both his sake and that of the colonists, 
it is necessary that the Maori should be governed'. See also The Aucklander, 25 
July 1862. 

"8 Bell to Gore Browne, 30 June 1862, GB 1/2. 
™ Fox to Captain McGregor (R. M. Raglan), 21 June 1862, MA 4/5; letter-

book of the Civil Commissioner, Hawkes Bay, November 1862 to March 1863, 
MA-NA 1/1. 

80 Mantell to J. White, 23 February 1863, MA 4/59, no. 295; Bell to 
White, 20 June 1863, ibid., no. 346. 

si Bell to Mantell, 6 November 1862, Mantell MSS, 243. 
82 Grey to Cardwell, 4 April 1865, AJHR, 1865, A-5, pp. 15-16. 

Grey to Newcastle, 2 February 1866, AJHR, 1866, A-l, pp. 65-66. 
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disapproved of such things, it was a fruit of what the Kingmaker 
had planted. 8 4 

The drafting of the proclamation issued in July 1863 to accompany 
the invasion of the Waikato also shows the influence of Gorst, who 
was at that time assisting the Native Minister, Bell. The charges 
against the extreme Kingites were recited and it was held that the 
'well disposed among you are unwilling to prevent these evil acts'. 
This was subsequently altered to 'unable or unwilling' to prevent 
them—a change in the formula to include Gorst's main reason for 
condemning the King movement. 8 5 

The weakness of the argument of Grey and Gorst was that no real 
attempt had been made to accept the King and assist the responsible 
leaders about him, in their attempt to establish order and workable 
local government. Tamehana and his kind had asked for such assist-
ance, sought schoolmasters and tradesmen to teach their people, 
besought Gorst to resign his post as Queen's magistrate and help 
them frame and enforce their laws. Even with generous assistance 
from the government they would have had a slow and difficult task 
building an effective machinery of administration, but, despite Gorst's 
opinion, it was a task not beyond hope. 8 6 If the government had 
assisted the moderate Kingites' efforts to build local self-government 
in Waikato under the King, there can be little doubt that they in turn 
would have helped the government police Maoris outside Waikato. 
But the only officials who came to Waikato came to undermine, not 
aid, the King movement. 

The reasons for the unwillingness of the government to give a 
defined status to the King movement included, besides a desire for 
Waikato land, Grey's personal ambitions, and settlers' fears for their 
security, racialist attitudes of white supremacy. The settlers in New 
Zealand usually omitted mention of colour and spoke rather of the 
superiority of their civilisation. In detail they spoke of the Maoris' 
smell and skin sores, their limited hygiene and less limited sexual 
morality. Fastidiousness and narrow morality, as always, produced 
deep undercurrents of racial antagonism. The late Sir Apirana Ngata 
expressed the opinion that the root of racial antagonism in New 
Zealand was the difference between the European "home' and the 
Maori communal fcainga.87 Whatever the terms of their argument 
what stands out in the writings and public utterances of the settlers 
is that, whether or not they wanted land, they certainly wanted their 

84 Slightly different variations of the interview are reported in Gorst, T h e 
Maori King, pp. 209-10, and Te Pihoihoi Mokemoke, 10 February 1863. 

85 See draft copies of the proclamation, MA 24/22. My italics. 
86 Gorst was said to be too temperamental and impatient with the Maoris — 

he was 'soon elated and soon depressed' (Morgan to Browne. 29 September 
1863, GB 1/2). 

87 A. T. Ngata, 'Polynesian Anthropology and the Government of Native Races 
in the Pacific', MA 23/21. 
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superiority firmly established over the people they habitually spoke 
of as barbarians, or savages, or increasingly, 'niggers'. 8 8 

Racialist attitudes, as well as the desire for material gain, inhibited 
support for the Maori Runangas and Assessors which were essential 
parts of Grey's civil institutions of 1861-3. For example, when the 
Runanga at Mangonui passed a resolution on fencing requirements, 
a newspaper editor wrote: '. . . it only wants the Governor's approval 
to subject Europeans settled in that district to Maori law administered 
by Maoris.' 8 9 Because numbers of Europeans were already settled in 
the Waikato and many more wanted to be, similar considerations 
inhibited suggestions that the King movement be recognised and 
offered a defined sphere of authority. 

The crisis period of 1861-3 was, therefore, the climax of over twenty 
years of tension and mistrust arising from many causes, some con-
nected directly with land, some not. 'Middle class' European opinion 
has been said to have shown a "highly emotional reaction' to the 
Maori effort to curb land sales. 9 0 This statement misses some of the 
fundamental bases of racial antagonism in 1863 and does disservice 
to the understanding of the causes of such European objections to 
Maoris as exist at the present day. Settlers certainly displayed a 
highly emotional reaction, but the reaction was not merely from 
middle-class Europeans nor did it stem only from a cessation of land 
sales; it stemmed from any indication that Europeans were likely to 
remain in what they believed to be a state of fearful dependence 
upon the caprices of a turbulent race of barbarians. 

When the war began in 1863 the European population reacted with 
violent brutality not just towards the 'rebels', but to Maoris as such. 
Sewell noted that in Auckland 'no native however friendly, dared to 
show his face in the streets. The temper of the people towards the 
whole Native race is indiscriminately cruel.' 9 1 J. White, Resident 
Magistrate in Upper Wanganui, protested at the kicking and striking, 
by soldiers, of pro-government Maoris, including the chief Hori Kingi 
upon whom the security of Wanganui largely depended. 9 2 R. G. 
Barstow, R.M. of Russell, remonstrated with the editors of the 
Southern Cross who had indicated regret that the expense ruled out 
the carrying of war against the Ngapuhi 'yet ' . 9 3 

Thus, while the desire for more land was uppermost in the minds 
of numbers of Europeans in 1862-3, the theme that emerges more 
strongly in the writing of the settlers is the demand for security of 
person as well as property, and for the supremacy of the white race. 

88 e.g., 'Sir George Grey ought to be kicked if he does not soon kick these 
precious niggers.' W. S. Atkinson to A. S. Atkinson, 16 March 1862, Richmond-
Atkinson Papers, I. 752. 

8 9 The Aucklander, 7 October 1862. 
90 D. A. Hamer, 'Sir Robert Stout and the Labour Question, 1870-1893', in 

Studies of a Small Democracy, p. 80. 
«1 Sewell Journal, 21 November 1863, II, 242. 
92 White to Native Minister, 19 August 1863, Letterbook of Resident Magis-

trate, Wanganui, JC-WG, 4. 
93 Barstow to Editor, Daily Southern Cross, 12 August 1863, JC-Russell I. 
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This is what made the invasion of the Waikato the climactic event in 
New Zealand race relations. As contemporaries observed, 9 4 it was 
an event of much greater significance than the Taranaki wars, which, 
despite Governor Browne's arguments, arose more specifically from 
the desire to acquire land. The invasion of the Waikato expressed 
the determination of Europeans to resolve the ultimate question of 
which race and which society was going to prevail and admit the 
other on sufferance. This was a question that had to be resolved in 
any colonial situation, whether or not the centre of resistance of the 
indigenous people was itself coveted for purposes of exploitation. 
For this reason, and even if the Waikato lands had been utterly 
unattractive to settlement, so long as the settlers on the periphery 
were unable to tolerate a Maori nationalist movement, they were 
likely, sooner or later to have subjected the Waikato, as the Urewera 
was subjected in 1916, to at least a punitive expedition. 

Once the invasion was launched North Island settlers sought to 
make the Maori submission as complete and permanent as possible. 
Hence the demand of the Domett and Whitaker ministries of 1863-4 
that the King Maoris surrender arms or the invasion be continued. 
When the advance was halted in 1864, Grey received a petition from 
the settlers of Wairarapa: 
That . . . the Government . . . ought not relax its efforts to establish 
the Queen's supremacy until the whole Maori race yield entire 
obedience to the law . . . relations between the two races cannot be 
considered satisfactory nor can property, or even life, be regarded as 
secure so long as it remains purely optional with the Maoris [sic] 
whether or not they will obey the law. It would be easy to adduce 
instances of debts repudiated, or long unpaid, or crimes committed, 
of cattle destroyed, and other injuries sustained by the settlers, who 
are compelled to put up with them under the conviction that it would 
be fruitless to appeal to a Court of Law for redress . . . residing as 
they do in the midst of an aboriginal race well armed . . . and not 
as yet brought within the pale of the law, . . . therefore . . . it seems 
to your memorialists absolutely necessary that the strong natural 
positions and keys of the country should be occupied by a sufficient 
armed force of Imperial or Colonial troops. Such strongholds in the 
interior of the country would, moreover, not only strengthen the 
position of the settlers, but would render the towns on the sea coasts 
secure from all chance of attack. 9 5 

Because it was not achieved in the 1860s the desire of the Waira-
04 e.g., Whitaker's comment: '. . . we are on the eve of great events' (Whitaker 

to C. W. Richmond. 25 June 1863, Richmond-Atkinson Papers, II, 52). And 
that of Dillon Bell: 'You will see by this that on the necessity of a campaign in 
Waikato there is no difference whatever between the Governor and us, and 
therefore in the most important thing which has happened in New Zealand the 
Governor and ministers nre entirely of one mind . . . .' (Bell to Mantell, 7 July 
1863, Mantell MSS, 244.) 

»5 Wairarapa settlers to Grey, 18 November 1864, IA 64/2383. 
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rapa petitioners persisted late into the century. It usually involved 
the acquisition of land, but not merely for economic purposes. The 
opening of the King Country in the eighteen-seventies and eighties 
by negotiation and land purchase was as much for the purpose of 
destroying the sanctuary it provided for Maori offenders against 
European authority as for securing a route for the Main Trunk 
railway. 9 6 The enthusiasm among Europeans all over New Zealand 
to volunteer for the raid on Te Whiti's settlement at Parihaka in 1881 
cannot be explained merely in terms of the desire for Te Whiti's 
land, which could benefit comparatively few. The bloody police raid 
on the settlement of Rua in the Urewera country in 1916 had nothing 
to do with the prophet's land, for the government had already decided 
to leave it as a forest-covered reserve to minimise the danger of 
flooding on the Bay of Plenty plains beneath. 9 7 In fact the then 
Native Minister, William Herries, shortly before the raid, renewed 
his promise not to remove the restrictions on the alienation of the 
Urewera country. 9 8 The raid was a classic illustration of European 
intolerance of independent Maori authority. Rua was feared and 
distrusted for the concentration of followers he had built up . 9 9 When 
a Maori opponent of Rua complained to the government of the 
prophet's religious pretensions and of his alleged talk of an impending 
German victory in the world war, Herries minuted: 'Reply that soon 
or later Rua will be arrested we want to do it by ordinary means 
without resorting to force if we can but Numia can rely on it that 
we will not let him go free. The mana of the law must be main-
tained. ' 1 6 0 

Soon afterwards Rua was served a further summons for brewing 
illicit liquor, an offence for which he had, only shortly before, served 
a short gaol sentence. He was in fact being hounded. He defied the 
summons on the ground that he had already been punished for his 
offence, but was arrested after a gun battle in which one of his sons 
and another Maori were killed. Sentencing Rua to gaol again Mr. 
Justice Chapman stated: 'You refused to submit to the magistrate's 
warrant . . . now you must learn that the law has a long arm, and 
that it can reach you however far back into the recesses of the forest 

!lfi In 1882 there were in the King Country, besides Te Kooti and others who 
had killed settlers during the main period of the wars, the 'executioners' of Todd, 
Sullivan and Moffat (Europeans who had meddled with Kingite lands beyond 
the aukati). There was also Winiata, who had killed his employer in Epsom, 
in a dispute about money, and another who had killed a fellow-Maori over an 
alleged makutu near Tauranga and eluded arrest. Several men against whom 
magistrate's warrants had issued for theft or drunkenness or other petty crime, 
had also found sanctuary. 

97 See MA 13/91. 
98 Herries minute, 6 March 1916, on Numia Keruru to Herries, 9 February 

1916, MA 23/8. 
99 My mother recalls that she and her brothers and sisters as children were 

hurried behind locked doors when Rua and his cavalcade rode by her home 
on their journeys to Gisborne. 

100 Herries minute, n.d., on Numia Keruru to Herries, n.d., probably early 
1916, MA 23/8. 
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you travel, and that at every corner of this great Empire to which 
we belong the King's law can reach anyone who offends i t . ' 1 0 1 

The ideal of the rule of European law in New Zealand, was, from 
the Maori standpoint, a very aggressive one. The police gunfire at 
Maungapohatu in 1916 was in effect the last shooting in the Anglo-
Maori wars, breaking into the last Maori stronghold and marking 
the complete attainment of European dominion. 

IV 
It has been held that humanitarians, because they were insuffi-

ciently in control of policy—or because they were not truly humani-
tarians at all—failed to check the influence upon policy of settler 
self-interest, and so failed to prevent the Anglo-Maori wars . 1 0 2 While 
this is certainly true of the war which arose over the Waitara pur-
chase, it can be argued that the policy advocated by humanitarians 
towards the Maoris was in itself a major contributory cause of the 
invasion of the Waikato. 

Even before the foundation of the Colony, Church Missionary 
Society missionaries in New Zealand had argued on theological 
ground that Maori institutions were corrupt and self-destructive and 
ought to be changed. 1 0 3 When Britain took formal control of New 
Zealand, humanitarians argued that a policy of 'amalgamation'—in 
effect 'assimilation' of the Maoris to a European way of life—was 
preferable to their segregation into districts apart, clinging to a shabby 
version of their old order and steadily subject to settler encroach-
ment, as had occurred in the case of the indigenous peoples of North 
America and Australia. 1 0 4 

The belief that the Maoris would benefit from subjection to law 
and the example of European husbandry and craftsmanship was the 
positive side of humanitarian policy in this period. There was also 
the negative argument that settlement was coming anyway and that 
the Maoris' only chance to avoid being trampled upon was to mod-
ernise and modernise quickly. Thus men like the Rev. T. S. Grace, 
one of the more determined advocates of Maori rights, long believed 
that unless the Maoris quickly accepted the European order of things 
and learned European skills they would sink into servitude before 
the advancing settlers. 1 0 5 

Both these lines of thinking left the humanitarians ill-prepared to 
approve any Maori rejection of a hurried Europeanisation or to 

1 0 1 New Zealand Herald, 4 August 1916. I am indebted to Mr. Peter Webster, 
of Victoria University of Wellington, who is currently writing a Master's thesis 
on Rua, for drawing my attention to Mr. Justice Chapman's statement. 

102 Sinclair, A History of New Zealand, p. 127, and The Origins of the Maori 
Wars, pp. 207 ff. 

103 p o r a penetrating account of C.M.S. attitudes see Judith Binney, 'Thomas 
Kendall', Master's thesis, University of Auckland, 1964. 

104 See James Stephen, draft memo., n.d., circa May 1839. CO 209/4, Public 
Records Office, pp. 237-42; draft instructions to Hobson, CO 209/8, pp. 490-1, 
and minute, 28 December 1840, ibid., p. 450. 

1 0 5 Letters and Journals of T. S. Grace, ed. Britten and Grace, Palmerston 
North, 1928, pn. 12 r>nd 76. 
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encourage Maori efforts to preserve elements of the old order. The 
Aborigines Protection Society, in the debate on the 1852 Constitution, 
had questioned the provision for the establishment of Native Districts 
as likely to leave the Maoris in a sheltered and backward position 
when the settler tide should eventually sweep about them. 1 0 6 Had-
field, the champion of Wiremu Kingi in 1859-61, had argued, when 
the King movement was beginning, that 'the Government should do 
nothing towards establishing the influence of the chiefs, but should 
rather endeavour to lessen this by every legitimate means'. 1 0 7 Most 
missionaries were quick to condemn the King movement as foolish, 
dangerous and retrogressive—slow to see it as something to be wel-
comed and guided. 

Some outstanding men, like Selwyn and Martin, had sufficient 
flexibility of mind to advocate the recognition of the King movement 
in some form, or the temporary declaration of Native Districts, but 
they too saw eventual acceptance of European settlement and 
authority as the best path to Maori welfare and continued to urge 
the Maoris to sell surplus lands. 1 0 8 Two factors convinced them of 
the necessity for amalgamation'. One was the continuance of violence 
and callousness in Maori life—the periodic killings for makutu and 
puremu, the casual slaying by chiefs of women who irritated them, 1 0 9 

the frequent neglect of widows, orphans, and the aged, unless they 
were people of rank . 1 1 0 The other factor was the hideously apparent 
decimation of the Maori people by disease—a phenomenon attributed 
largely to the dirt and ill-ventilation of Maori whare, and faulty 
Maori habits of clothing, diet and hygiene. Fenton's report accom-
panying the census of 1858 was a classic exposition of the European 
remedy for the high Maori death-rate; it urged respect for law, 
security in the occupation of individual farms and homesteads, and 
the adoption of a predominantly European mode of l i fe . 1 1 1 

Gorst, Fenton's successor in the Waikato, was also quick to con-
demn the dirt and disease of Maori pa and the prevalence of scro-
fulous sores, a state of affairs he attributed to the decline of mission-
ary guidance. His conviction that the absence of a reliable form of 
government inhibited social order and economic progress was one 
of the major reasons for his demand for the establishment of a strong 
police force . 1 1 2 

It can be argued that humanitarians like Hadfield and Gorst, in 
advocating Maori submission to 'amalgamation' and the rule of law, 

ms Renwick, pp. 154-7. 
107 Cit. F. D. Bell, memo., 1 February 1861, H. Turton, Official Documents 

Relating to Native Affairs in the North Island of New Zealand, Wellington, 
1883, Section A-l, p. 68. 

i°8 Memoranda by Selwyn, Martin and Swainson, 12 May 1860, AJHR, 1860, 
E-l, pp. 22-23, 27-28 and 32-33. 

loo See, e.g., Thos. Lambert, The Story of Old Wairoa, Dunedin, 1925, p. 388. 
n o Turton report, 2 0 November 1861, AJHR, 1862, E-5A, p. 6. 
111 F. D. Fenton, Observations on the State of the Aboriginal Inhabitants of 

New Zealand, Auckland, 1859, pp. 39-51. 
112 Gorst report, 5 June 1862, AJHR, 1862, E-9, Section III, p. 11. 
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were unconsciously, or indirectly, motivated more by care for their 
own advantage than for Maori welfare. But this would be to put too 
fine a construction on their motives. Basically they were selfless men, 
but they sincerely believed in the value of British institutions and 
regarded themselves as having an obligation to press upon the Maoris. 
In July 1863 both approved Grey's determination to make the King 
movement submit to the government. 1 1 3 

Their arguments were, however, extremely convenient ones for 
lesser men. They became axiomatic in the Colony and were urged 
in support of every demand that the Maoris submit to the extension 
of European settlement. Some obviously paid only lip service to 
humanitarian beliefs. 1 1 4 Others such as J. C. Richmond, Dillon Bell, 
Henry Sewell and William Gisborne — an unusually well-educated 
and intelligent group of politicians, erudite, and according to their 
own lights, honest, hard-working and sincere—had persuaded them-
selves of their civilising mission, and although their vision was limited 
by self interest, they were not unwilling that the Maoris should share 
the benefits of the new order. 

But in July 1863 the very preciousness of their culture and the 
self-righteousness of their idealism made them very belligerent. 
Dillon Bell, Native Minister in mid-1863, exemplified this tendency. 
He was an admirer of Hadfield's model village at Otaki where Maoris 
dwelt in English style cottages and the only outward remnants of 
Maori culture were the decorations of the church. 1 1 5 He lectured the 
Maoris on the worthlessness of the mingling or co-existence of the 
two cultures—the Maoris had to become Englishmen if they were to 
progress. 1 1 6 And when it was determined that Cameron was to invade 
the Waikato he cried exultantly to Mantell: 'The general therefore 
describes his plan of operations as being that of an advanced guard 
constantly taking up fresh ground which should be filled up by 
civilians so as to make conquest and colonisation simultaneous. This 
has never been done before, since the time of the Romans, and we 
may preserve the remnant of the New Zealand race by forcing upon 
them a civilization which they will not accept as a peaceful offer. ' 1 1 7 

Thus Christian notions of leading Maori society into changes con-
sidered beneficial had become distorted into a Roman concept of 
colonisation involving the imposition of these changes. Righteous 
idealism had become self-righteous arrogance. Even Bishop Williams 
of Waiapu argued that confiscation of Waikato lands should be for 

113 As noted above, Gorst helped draft the proclamation heralding the inva-
sion. See also Hadfield to Alfred Venn, 7 June 1864, Hadfield Letters, p. 208. 

114 Domett, who lauded Maori-European relations in the South Island as an 
example for the North Island but refused to take up the many serious problems 
affecting the South Island reserves, was outstanding among these. 

115 Bell to Secretary of the New Zealand Company, 6 January 1849, GBPP 
1850/1136, p. 244. 

116e.g., Bell to Piripi Matewha, 30 November 1861, MA 4/73 (Maori), p. 116. 
1 ,7 Bell to Mantell, 7 Julv 1863, Mantell MSS, 244. 
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the ultimate good of the Maori people . 1 1 8 With the Australian 
example before them humanitarians had come to believe that the 
Maoris must either co-operate with settlement or be exterminated. 
Given that it was not then practical politics to control the driving 
progress of settlement, the remedy was to guide the Maoris into rapid 
'amalgamation with the intruders. This remedy was not without some 
hope of success, but when the patient began to react against too 
large and too sudden a dosage of it, the doctors did not alter the 
prescription—they decided, with pious protestation, to shove it 
liberally down his throat. When the settlers themselves took up the 
task of administering the medicine the outlook for the patient was 
very grim indeed. 

V 
The argument of this article has not been that European aggression 

in New Zealand can be justified, but that it must be explained as a 
complex social movement involving much more than land hunger. 
In 1863 the greed of land sharks and the genuine distress and fear 
of frontier families, the cultural snobbery of the educated settler 
elite and the brutish racial superiority of ignorant whites, the desire 
of the Governor and the magistrates to end the humiliation of not 
being able to rule in the outdistricts and of the humanitarians to carry 
the policy of 'amalgamation' to a conclusion—all these found common 
expression in the impulse to end Maori resistance by force of arms. 
Obviously the humanitarians would not have wanted to persuade 
either imperial or colonial authorities to conquer the King movement 
merely in a spirit of altruism and concern for Maori welfare. The 
basic motives were indeed settler fear and settler self-interest, but 
the belief that the Maoris would benefit from submission to British 
rule inclined humanitarians to oppose Maori separatism and to 
acquiesce in the use of arms to end it. The fact that the wars had 
in part a "humanitarian' purpose had a very important influence on 
their course and outcome. In the long run they were much less dis-
astrous to the Maoris than most imperial conquests of indigenous 
peoples, and the final settlement and reconstruction was shaped in 
a way that admitted some protection of Maori interests and—when 
later and more enlightened governments provided assistance and 
encouragement rather than compulsion—the possibility of full Maori 
participation in the new order. 

ALAN D. WARD 
Australian National University 

l is Williams to Colonial Secretary, 15 April 1864, encl. in Grey to Newcastle, 
25 April 1864, AJHR, 1864, D-6, p. 5. See also the Dailu Southern Cross, 7 
April 1864. 


