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When Gustafson does take a stab at explaining these issues on p.256 he gets them 
rather mixed. The question is not why Savage failed to surrender the prime-
ministership immediately he learned of the necessity for surgery, but why he delayed 
it so long that death had become almost inevitable. 

Some mysteries about Savage's life seem likely to remain, Gustafson's extraor-
dinary industry notwithstanding. There are still gaps in the picture. But what was 
previously a large, almost blank canvas has benefited greatly from Gustafson's 
diligent brush. 

MICHAEL BASSETT 
A uckland 

Frederick Weld. By Jeanine Graham. Auckland University Press/Oxford University 
Press, Auckland, 1983. 225 pp. N.Z. price: $29.95. 

THE CHARM which graced Jeanine Graham's chapter in the Oxford History of New 
Zealand is even more evident in her delightful study of one of New Zealand's earliest 
premiers. Most doctoral theses do not convert into readable books but Graham has 
made this difficult transition with ease. Many years of research have been condensed 
into a compact volume without losing the flavour of the man or the times in which he 
lived. 

Unlike so many modern authors Graham refrains from making ahistorical 
judgements. Instead she evaluates Weld's views and actions according to the stan-
dards of his time and shows that he was consistent in terms of his own beliefs. On the 
other hand she is critical of his failings and discusses criticisms made by contem-
poraries with considerable fairness. Her judicious treatment of a man who could be 
all too readily dismissed as an imperialist, racist, or oligarch represents a con-
siderable achievement. 

Frederick Aloysius Weld was born into a Catholic family on 9 May 1823. His 
Dorset ancestry was impeccable on both sides of the family and even as severe a critic 
of Stevan Eldred-Grigg and his aristocratic conspiracy thesis as myself is forced to 
concede that Weld came from the middle ranks of the English gentry. The inevitable 
consequence of this was Weld's refusal to put down roots in New Zealand. He 
always thought of himself as an Englishman and never regarded his time in New 
Zealand as anything other than a temporary experience. He was, therefore, a col-
onist rather than a colonial. After studying at the Jesuit University of Fribourg in 
Switzerland (Catholics were not admitted to Oxbridge until much later), he came to 
New Zealand in 1844 to join his cousins, the Cliffords and Vavasours, who were 
pioneering pastoralists in both Marlborough and the Wairarapa. 

The gentility of the 20-year-old proved little hindrance, for Weld helped to intro-
duce sheep into the Wairarapa. He roughed it in extremely harsh conditions for a 
year while the Wharekaka station was established. During this time Weld had a lot to 
do with the local Maori and decided that 'firmness' was the best method of dealing 
with the 'natives'. Weld himself was no farmer but he soon learnt all that was re-
quired of a squatter from his Scottish shepherd, Tom Caverhill, and entered into a 
successful partnership with Clifford. They established two more stations, Flax-
bourne in Marlborough and Stonyhurst in Canterbury. Weld based himself at Flax-
bourne, built himself a homestead after which Lake Flaxmere is named, found new 
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stock routes through to Canterbury, and in 1851 was sufficiently prosperous to make 
the first of several journeys 'home'. His success as a runholder also gave him the time 
and financial security to serve in the new General Assembly when it first met in May 
1854. 

The new member for Marlborough was not especially enthusiastic about politics, 
but he served out of an overriding sense of duty. In 1860 he joined the Stafford 
Ministry, and soon became Native Minister. Weld's cultural arrogance, abhorrence 
of communal land ownership, and general insensitivity to the changed Maori situa-
tion made him an inappropriate choice. His strong opposition to the King movement 
lessened the likelihood of a negotiated settlement, but he in fact had little influence as 
the Governor and the Chief Land Purchase Commissioner, Donald McLean, still 
exerted control over native affairs. Weld was, therefore, rather relieved when the 
Stafford Ministry was overthrown in mid-1861. 

On returning to Parliament in 1864 he supported confiscation of Maori land, but 
opposed the Suppression of Rebellion Act which abolished habeas corpus for sup-
posed 'rebels'. He also became a vocal critic of Governor Grey. With the Colonial 
Office insisting that Imperial troops be withdrawn unless New Zealand footed the 
bill, Weld floated his policy of self-reliance. In typically optimistic fashion he sug-
gested that a well-equipped colonial militia of 2,000 could meet the demands of in-
ternal defence. Grey responded by asking Weld to form a new ministry. Weld ac-
cepted the invitation as a duty. 

It came as no surprise that the well-intentioned Englishman had little success as 
premier. Self-reliance was not achieved and the ploys employed by ensuing ministries 
over the next few years represented the least memorable period in the history of New 
Zealand government. Weld resigned in October 1865, disillusioned with politics and 
the interference of the governor. As a politician he failed but his integrity was intact. 
He is remembered most as the premier who removed the seat of government from 
Auckland to Wellington. 

In December 1868 he asked the Colonial Office for a governorship and was 
offered Western Australia. He served with energy and distinction from 1869 until 
1874. He then transferred to Tasmania and in 1880 he took up the demanding post of 
Governor of the 'Straits Settlements' (British Malaya), based in Singapore. He suc-
ceeded in extending British rule over the southern part of the Malay peninsula. Upon 
his return, in 1887, he settled back in Britain as he had always wanted. Staying on 
was not for Weld. He died on 29 July 1891 at the ancestral seat of Chideock. 

Weld was a typical Victorian dilettante. Graham relishes the opportunity to tell 
the reader about Weld the explorer, botanist, ethnographer, dreadful poet, and fine 
painter. Although his paintings are not as distinctive and powerful as those of 
William Fox, they were nevertheless executed with care and precision and are easy on 
the eye. The University of Auckland Press must be congratulated for the excellent 
reproductions of 11 of these paintings, which greatly add to the appeal of the book. 

Graham has told an interesting story well. Her book deserves to be placed among 
the best of New Zealand political biographies, yet I am left wondering if expending 
so much research time and energy on famous men as individuals is an appropriate 
way of studying our past. I tried to make this point in a recent review of Raewyn 
Dalziel's excellent Julius Vogel, and raised it again in my paper on John McKenzie at 
the New Zealand Historical Association conference in February. No one seemed 
much bothered and I wondered whether I was raising a non-issue. So I will stick my 
neck out and suggest that group biographies, say of Stafford, Grey, Fox, Godley, 
Cargill, Macandrew, Sewell, and Weld would tell us more about the little understood 
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olonial and provincial periods. We desperately need a new study of the provincial 
ra to update William Morrell's The Provincial System in New Zealand, first 
mblished over 50 years ago. Brad Paterson's and Mary Watson's detailed investiga-
ion of the elite of Wellington province (whom they call 'magnates') is liable to tell us 
nuch more about who held power and how power was exercised than detailed 
liographies of single individuals. 

None of this is meant to undervalue Graham's considerable achievement but 
•ather to prompt others to do more work on the socio-economic and political context 
in which individuals like Weld operated. Establishing that context seems to me to be 
a much higher priority than heaping up details on a handful of prominent men. More 
comparisons are also needed between New Zealand figures and similar notables in 
other parts of the British Empire. Someone has to find the courage to make appro-
priate comparisons between the leaders of different provinces and different colonies. 
Men like Weld, after all, shared provincial, colonial, Empire, and class loyalties. 

TOM BROOKING 
University of Otago 

The Family and Government Policy in New Zealand. By Peggy G. Koopman-
Boyden and Claudia D. Scott. George Allen and Unwin, Sydney, 1984. 234 pp. N.Z. 
price: $21.95. 

IN A RECENT paper by Roy Shuker and Chris Wilkes, New Zealand historians (in-
cluding this reviewer) have been taken to task for neglecting to incorporate the in-
sights of sociologists into their work. It was with interest and a desire to remedy this 
deficiency that I took up this book, jointly authored by a sociologist and an 
economist. Unfortunately my interest soon flagged as I waded through definitions, 
boundaries, linkages, and responsibility-sharing. My difficulty may stem from the 
fact that, as the authors suggest on p.23, the disciplines of sociology and economics 
have developed their own languages. Historians, mercifully, seem to prefer plain 
English. 

'Outcomes' and 'crisis situations' abound. One example of this new language in 
action will suffice: 'The aggregation of individual preferences and the use of voting 
rules to determine an appropriate group outcome were shown by Arrow (1963) to 
produce unstable solutions unless preference functions were well-behaved' (p. 186). 
This type of prose serves to obscure arguments and may be the reason that I became 
confused rather than enlightened. 

The book will be useful as a reference work illustrating different aspects of 
government policy that impinge on the family, and it provides a survey of literature 
on this theme. One problem with it results from the nebulousness of the concept of 
'family policy'. Such a policy is a theoretical construct which has never been applied 
consistently in New Zealand. The authors contend it has 'masqueraded' under alter-
native policy labels. It is here that another difficulty arises. Koopman-Boyden and 
Scott seek to discover a 'family policy' by looking at the evolution of law and social 
policies, and they find implicit assumptions about the family in a number of in-
stances. This is hardly a 'masquerade' since there was no intention to hide these 
assumptions in the first place. Giving a new label to old policies does not seem par-


