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From the moment Sir A . Stockenstrom  
arrived in Grahamstown 1836 until he retired 
from the governm ent of the Eastern Province 
in 1838, his mind was considerably diverted 
from the great ob ject o f his appointm ent owing 
to clam our, lawsuits, and enquiries, which con 
sequently in proportion deprived me of his able 
assistance in the direction of the arduous and 
responsible duty which this unfortunate event 
imposed on me. The treaties were in conse
quence im perfectly worked during his adm inis
tration, and I may say w ithout fear of contra
diction they were not understood or worked by 
the officer who succeeded him.

I shall record my opinion in reference to  the 
proposed queries which may faintly dem on
strate how unsatisfactory my position was ren
dered by adhering to the instructions I 
received in reference to  the treaties from  1839 
to 1846; amidst the overwhelming difficulties 
I had to  contend with from  the governm ent, 
the civil and m ilitary officers, the colonists and 
the ca ffres ; for during this period some very 
alarming accusations wer brought against me 
owing to the faithful discharge o f the duty 
entrusted to  me, and it was evident up to  the 
period of my removal from  office my position 
was not understood.

1. State superficially wherein the Stocken
strom treaties were superior in practice to  Sir
13. D ’U rban’ s system.

They gave greater facilities to  the. colonists 
to recover stolen property, and the innocent 
could not possibly suffer for the evil deeds of 
his neighbour. The chiefs gave their hearty 
concurrence and goodwill w ithout which no 
system or plan can succeed.

It was not so with the Durban system . The 
native authorities opposed it as supplanting 
their rank and im portance among the people 
as also their authority in the native courts. 
The agent decided all cases, and the cattle 
levied as fines were placed at the disposal o f 
governm ent, whereby the ch ief’ s influence and 
cattle kraal was diminished. This circum stance 
particularly urged the chiefs to  plot together 
for the resum ption of their power, which the 
commissioner was aware of, and the Durban 
system was more expensive than the Stocken
strom system.

2. W hat were the defects of the Stocken
strom treaties and how m ight the defects have 
been supplied?

unless they beheld a force sufficient to  compel 
their observance. (W hat people or nation 
w ou ld?) This force was not provided and the 
Caffres soon discovered the error and weakness 
of the governm ent to  en force the penalty at
tached to  colonial depredations. From  this 
neglect emanated the irregularities on both 
sides of the Border, and disregard eventually 
to the authority of the chiefs. Tt was the 
primary defect from  which many others origi
nated. The boundary was guarded, which the 
chiefs repeatedly com plained of to  governm ent, 
and urged that every Caffre found in the Colony 
w ithout a pass should be shot. They never 
com plained when these extrem e measures re
duced the num ber of their followers, who were 
detected in the Colony stealing.

3. Did the N atives, and especially the con 
tracting parties, consider the Stockenstrom  
treaties, as a whole, equitable in principles, 
and for what did they regard them an im prove
m ent on any previous colonial measures affect
ing them ?

The chiefs designated the treaties as a 
“  w all,”  “  a great w ord ,”  as affording pro
tection  to  all innocent people, and that no 
m ilitary party or patrol would on the mere 
“  ipse dix it ”  o f a farm er be perm itted to  dis
turb the tranquility of the country upon false 
evidence as in times past, and whenever the 
colonial w ar-cry reached their ear they appealed 
to “  S tockenstrom ’ s w ords,”  the treaties. The 
chiefs were also respected and acknowledged 
by the govern m en t; and what m ight have 
operated m ost favourably had the governm ent 
at an earlier period evinced also its power to 
control and keep their friendly feelings within 
bounds.

4. W hat were the main difficulties in the 
application of the treaties to depredations or 
other offences com m itted against the C olony? 
M ention the grounds of these difficulties and 
how, if at all, rem ovable?

W hen thefts were com m itted and proved 
against any party and the stipulated period 
of the month elapsed w ithout com pensation 
being given by the chiefs, the governm ent was 
reluctant to  risk a war by insisting on the 
just demand. This was the greatest difficulty 
I experienced in the application of the treaties. 
This “  fear of war ”  often  induced the govern
m ent to  insinuate the agent was to  blame 
whenever long standing arrear claim s were de
manded.

Sir A. Stockenstrom  stated in the “ A bori- o. H ave you any means of ascertaining what
gines Com mittee of the H ouse of Commons ”  num ber of thefts were com m itted by Caffres
the chiefs would not maintain the treaties, within your jurisdiction under Sir B. D urban?



See Diary annexed 1840.
The reports of depredations from  the office 

of the J .P . at F ort B eaufort were so numerous 
during the Durban system as to exceed 3 to 
1 at any period of the same duration immedi
ately a fter the treaties were introduced. V ide 
reports from  Septem ber 1835 to Decem ber 1836 
(Durban policy) and from  6th Decem ber, 1836, 
to 6th Decem ber, 183S (Stockenstrom  policy). 
Compare the same with the offences for a simi
lar period immediately after Sir A. Stocken
strom introduced his own.

6. During what period were the treaties most 
fairly enforced, and what proportion did border 
thieving during that period bear to any other 
immediately before or a fter?

W henever the chiefs were satisfied the 
governm ent was in earnest and determination 
evinced, the depredations were few for some 
months after, and at tim es ceased altogether.

7. W as the principle o f the treaties, viz. 
tljat o f holding the contracting chiefs respon
sible only for offences proved to  have been 
com m itted by their subjects, understood pro
perly by the different m ilitary officers com 
manding at the frontier posts? Can you 
adduce any cases in which said officers ignor
antly or otherwise did not adhere to  the in
structions given in the treaties for  disposing 
of cases of depredations reported to them by 
the sufferers ?

The principles o f the treaty appeared to  me 
to be disregarded by L t.-G overnor H are on 
many occasions, and I question if it was 
understood by him, or the civil and m ilitary 
authorities under him o f which numerous 
proofs can be adduced from  the L t.-G overnor’ s 
office, also the Civil Com missioner for Albany, 
and the respective resident agents.

I  shall mention two or three eases bearing 
on my opinion out of many that are on record. 
A farm er named van der M erwe lost his oxen 
near Grahamstown, and makes affidavit he 
traced them to the border, and reported the 
loss to  Capt. M acLean com m anding at Howies 
P o st ; this officer in his com m unication insisted 
everything had been done by the farm er which 
the treaty demanded undej- such cases. Mr. 
W est and Col. Nare supported his views and 
insisted that Botm an should give com pensa
tion, but when investigated the case was fully 
proved, that the traces of the farm er’ s oxen 
had not been brought to  within 5 miles of the 
boundary, and yet the highest m ilitary and 
civil authorities insinuated on this, I  was lean
ing to the Caffres. The docum ent can be had 
from Col. Harm’ s office.

A t the conference between the chiefs and 
the Lt.-G overnor in 1842, a fter the custom ary 
bitter accusations had been expressed towards 
them by Col. H are in reference to  the thefts 
reported, that had been com m itted by their 
people in the newspapers, the chiefs requested 
to know “  the account of cattle and horses he 
claim ed.”  Instead o f appealing to the three 
agents who were present, Col. H are turned to 
M r. Borcherds, the resident justice o f the 
peace at F ort Hare, and- said “  how many do

they ow e ?”  This functionary im mediately 
started off somewhere and returned in a few 
minutes with a scrap of paper on which he had 
pencilled 500 head of cattle and 300 horses. 
The agents knew nothing of this claim  and 
stated their opinion. The demand was, how
ever, form ally made the follow ing day at the 
Tyumie residence by the L t.-G overnor and his 
friend M r. Borcherds. The newspaper had not 
even recorded during the m onth so many, and 
the A gent General knew nothing about the 
number claimed. A fter this the chiefs never 
believed or had any confidence in the govern
ment. It will be seen from  the annexed letter 
dated 27th June, 1839, 1 had rem onstrated in 
vain at such palpable disregard of the treaties, 
and such acts as T have related were not in fre
quent after. I t  was only m y influence with 
the chiefs and people that enabled me to  keep 
things quiet as long as I did. I was single- 
handed, and with the exception of old Mr. 
Read and M r. Niven I knew of no one in the 
country capable of affording me sincere advice 
amidst so much confusion.

Graham stown,
June 27, 1839.

Sir,— W ith  reference to your letter o f the 
25th inst. relative to  the 24 and 25 articles 
of the treaty being disregarded, the acting L t.- 
G overnor requests that you will furnish him 
with a case in point and further explanation, 
in order that the officers in charge of posts 
may be made fu lly  acquainted with what is 
required of them by said articles and all irre
gularity prevented.

I have the honour to  be, Sir,
Y our most obedient servant,

H . Hudson.

Several cases were subm itted which this let
ter nor his order, if he issued any, prevented.

8. W ere all the cases reclaim able in term s 
of the treaty adjusted by the chiefs in com 
m unication with your office before his E xcel
lency’ s first arrival on the F rontier? I f  a 
balance remained, what propertion did it bear 
to  the settled claim s? State in what previ
ous periods— if there were any— wherein the 
outstanding claim s had been greater and how 
disposed o f?

The returns annexed to  this Query exhibit 
the state of the frontier for the six months 
ending 31st July, 1844— and the small balance 
due bv the chiefs in term s of the Treaties 
being 2 horses and 43 head of cattle, and these 
were paid before the arrival of the Governor 
on the frontier in Septem ber 1844.

In  the month of August, however, an affray 
occurred in the Colony between some Caff re 
thieves and Dutchmen in which de Lange lost 
his life. The delinquents escaped into Caffre- 
land and the chiefs, having delayed in giving 
them up to justice, the ch ief Sandille co-oper
ated with the Governm ent for  the more 
expeditious apprehension of the thieves by 
adm itting a m ilitary force into his country  
whereby he observed “  the people will see that 
tfie Governm ent are in earnest.”  This force



was stationed <111 the ceded territory , when his 
Excellency arrived on the F rontier, and some 
of the delinquents had been secured and placed 
in the Grahamstown prison previously. I t  will 
therefore be seen if the Governm ent was jus
tified by the overthrow of the system then in 
operation. I t  surprised everyone connected 
with the tribes and was the com mencem ent of 
the trouble which speedily followed and ended 
in war.

9. W ere the alterations repeatedly made in 
the treaties necessary in practice? Charac
terize a few of the chief points involved in 
these ch an ges; state in what respects they in
fringed on the principle of the treaties, or 
whether the introduction of them impaired the 
efficiency of the system , how and to what ex
tent ?

The establishment of the “  not reclaimable 
list ”  was the heaviest blow ever struck on the 
treaties. I t  was arranged and carried into 
effect about the beginning of 1839. I t  was 
the foundation of a system under covert of 
the treaties, and it was the com mencem ent of 
a debt against Caffreland which increased ac
cording to the inclination of reporters for the 
press; it was worse than the patrol system , 
for in that the chiefs could form  some estim ate 
of our procedure, but this “  not reclaimable 
list ”  was stabbing them in the dark.

Every hoof missing from  a farm , whether 
lost or strayed, was sure to  figure in the list. 
Mr. Chase took advantage of it, and very 
naturally for him, he balanced the account not 
long since and the result was printed. M r. 
M ontagu, alluding to it in Council last year, 
observed, “  and I  have no reason to  doubt M r. 
Chase’ s p a p e r !! !”

The next alteration took place in 1840, by 
Sir George Napier, o f a trifling character, and 
with the consent of the chiefs, as the altera
tion did not affect the principles of the 
treaties. I t  was, however, unnecessary in 
practice, and it appeared the G overnor decided 
on this course to  appease the clam our which 
prevailed against the system. H e observed 
publicly on his arrival in Graham stown, "W h y , 
I thought that I  should have found the fron 
tier in a flame, but on my arrival the people 
laughed at m e.”

He wished, however,, at this period of his 
administration to present for the acceptance 
of the chiefs a new treaty that had been 
drawn up by Judge M enzies, and which he 
brought from Cape Town for this purpose, but 
on perusing this very sly docum ent, I  declined 
to  have anything to do with it, and the motion 
dropped. The attem pt was then abandoned 
f o ?  a time, and finally accom plished by his 
successor Sir Peregine M aitland. As it will 
be seen, the Stockenstrom  treaties m et w ith a 
m ost ungracious reception at Government 
H ouse from  the period they were prom ulgated 
until they were finally withdrawn, which a 
portion of the Cape press designated “  the 
triumph of Truth and Justice .”

10. W ere the Caffer chiefs properly and 
fairly consulted in regard to  these alterations

before they were enacted ? W ere they ever 
afterwards com plained o f by them , and what 
effect did they have on public confidence in 
C affreland? Can you refer to  any cases con 
nected with your office in support o f the opin
ion you m ay give on these poin ts?

W ith  reference to the unjust list, designated 
“ not reclaim able,”  the chiefs were never con 
sulted and M akom o one day alluded to it by 
rem arking “ that since Stockenstrom  left, the 
Governm ent was contented to take half the 
treaties,”  and I  have recorded in reply to the 
7th query the confidence in the Governm ent 
declined from  this period, particularly as the 
demands were increasing on the ch iefs for cat
tle and horses they knew nothing about, vide 
the claim for 500 head of cattle  and 300 horses 
made in 1842 by the Lieut. G overnor and the 
Resident Justice of the Peace of F ort Beau
fort, while a few m onths before the colonial 
authorities adm itted and sent into Caffreland 
Mr. E aton, the clerk of the peace of A lbany, 
and the interpreter, M r. G. Cyrus, to  obtain 
evidence against a gang of English horse steal
ers who had been robbing the Colony and 
selling the horses to the C a ffres !!!

W hen therefore his E xcellency arrived on the 
Frontier in 1844, he did not condescend to 
consult the H eads of the N ations, but com 
menced at the Tail with the little chiefs at 
F ort Peddie, and he was told by T z a tzoe : “ It 
was not good to  get the little dogs barking 
at the big d og s.”  The Gaika chiefs were not 
even treated with com m on civility, much more 
were they consulted with regard to the ex
traordinary procedure of the colonial govern
ment on the occasion of the withdrawing^ of 
the Stockenstrom  treaties, which the follow ing 
lim ited detail dem onstrates.

Detailed account of the visit o f his E xcel
lency, Sir P. M aitland, in Septem ber, 1844:—

On the arrival o f the G overnor in Grahams* 
town on Friday of Septem ber, his secretary 
dispatched a letter to  my address desiring me 
to m eet his E xcellency at F ort Beaufoi t the 
follow ing M onday. T accordingly went there 
and waited till W ednesday without receiving 
further intelligence. A private letter, how
ever, that was delivered to me on W ednesday 
stated that his E xcellency and suite had gone 
unexpectedly to  Peddie on the M onday m orn
ing. I t  was also stated to me that the G ov
ernm ent agent, M r. Shepstone, and some m in
isters had been closeted on Sabbath for some 
hours, when it is presumed be decided on 
changing his route and probablv the line of 
policy he had previously intended, from  the 
circum stance of the notice be gave me to  meet 
him at F ort B eaufort on M onday (the day he 
le ft Graham stown in an opposite d irection ). 
H is intentions, however, were not made known 
to  the Lieut. G overnor! On W ednesday eve
ning I returned to  the Tyum ie and on passing 
Col. Som erset’ s camp I was in form ed : “ The 
G overnor was at Peddie and he had abolished 
the Stockenstrom  treaties in to to ” — fatal m o
m ent to  his adm inistration the Conference at 
Graham stown with Shepstone and others on 
the Sabbath. As Col. Som erset intended start
ing the follow ing day to  m eet the governor



at Peddie, I was requested by Sandilla, who 
had been anxiously awaiting my return, to 
write the governor in reference to a vile ac
cusation that had been made against him in 
the Gazette to  the effect “ that Sandilla in
tended having him (Gazella) assassinated for 
his attachm ent to the British G overnm ent.”  
Sandilla, well knowing that the accusation had 
not emanated from  Gazella, but from  the same 
source which from  year to  year produced 
the most injurious reports of war-alarm 
ing intelligence, considered the present 
opportunity favourable to confound his 
enemies, and applied for his E xcellency ’ s 
approval that he m ight meet them with 
his Excellency at F ort Peddie. In two 
days a reply was returned to the effect “ that 
Gazella was there under British protection  and 
when Sandilla was required by his Excellency 
he would send for h im .”  The ch ief received 
his harsh and insulting reply and merely re
marked when I read the le tte r : “ I am sorry 
that the Governm ent believes the liars.”

About 7 days elapsed when the arrival o f 
the Governor at B eaufort was announced to 
ma. I went there and was present at the 
rejoicing and effigy burning— it was a novel 
sight to Tzatzoe and some influential Caffres 
who were standing with me in the shade on 
one side of the scene of riot and drunkenness, 
while his Excellency, Sir P . M aitland, and his 
son, Capt. M aitland, viewed it on the other. 
The natives, H ottentots, and Caffres— for many 
of both classes beheld it— at once perceived 
that clam our was trium phant.

For some days I  was detained at Beaufort 
without any apparent object except to  make 
me feel that my resignation would have been 
acceptable; the chiefs were not ca lle d ; the 
Governor said that he would not see them. 
On the fourth day, however, intelligence 
reached me, the tribes were arming under the 
impression the G overnor had com e to  fight the 
Gaikas, and I found a considerable body of 
Caffres had been ordered to place themselves 
between Fort B eaufort and my Residence at 
the Tyumie to  watch the m ovements of the 
Governor. On com m unicating this preparation 
to resist territorial encroachm ent, I was soon 
informed his Excellency “ would see them ,”  
and the day was fixed for the interview which 
convinced me the Governor did not wish to 
bring things to  a crisis, although his own acts 
were all tending to  do so.

The Chiefs and Am apakati assembled at the 
appointed time on their side of the border, 
but in sight of Beaufort, and I  was desired 
to read a letter to  them prior to  the C onfer
ence, which had been prepared for the occasion 
(vide letter to my address published in the 
Christian M agazine, Cape T ow n). W hen the 
chiefs heard it and the threat contained they 
were silent, and the arrival o f one of the aide 
camps inform ed us “ the governor was ready ,”  
broke up the assembly. The chiefs on turning 
their eves to  the B eaufort parade beheld with 
astonishment the 7th D ragoon Guards drawn 
up. The chiefs refused to cross the boundary 
I ne. Another aide cam p arrived with “ or
ders”  for the chiefs to  advance. T assured 
the chiefs there was no dan ger; tbev  believed 
me but requested I would ride with them.

On reaching the parade which we had to 
cross to the mess house of the 7th, the chiefs 
fe lt bitterly their position. I t  was m ost pain
ful to m y feelings, but 1 would not leave them 
to mix, as I  m ight have done, with the officers 
and agents who were gazing at us with de
light.

Soon after the G overnor dismissed the par
ade and joined the chiefs. H e spoke of the 
new treaties, the letter was again read, and 
finally told  them he would send the new trea
ties for their approval.

The ch iefs thanked the G overnor for the in
terview , and said “ yes”  to  everything, and 
the m eeting broke up. It was unsatisfactory 
to the chiefs. They beheld in the Governor 
“ a man of w ar” — this was on the 4th October, 
1844— and from  that m om ent the chiefs pre
pared, as was subsequently shown, for  the 
worst, which they very justly  declared was 
produced by the “ not reclaim able lis t.”  There 
was no chance for them , and a debt had been 
made against Caffraria. Sandilla alone re
mained firm, opposing the ch iefs for some 
m onths, and consented to  the establishm ent of 
V ictoria , but finding the visit o f the Governor 
had created in his country so much opposition 
to the governm ent, he “ officially”  tendered his 
resignation and country to the British G ov
ernm ent 4 m onths a ft e r ; he inform ed the 
governm ent he could not control the people 
any longer. This offer was rejected, and he 
was urged to keep his people quiet, w'hen the 
G overnor had created the confusion. A fter the 
m eeting just alluded to , some of the chiefs 
were upbraided for having said “ yes”  to  every
th ing the G overnor said. “ W e ll,”  observed a 
chief o f im portance, “ did you not see the 
swords of the D ragoon s?”  W ho would have 
ventured to say “ n o”  in F ort B eaufort?

The new7 treaties were first read at V ictoria 
in Decem ber, 1844, and the m eeting did not 
conceal their feelings on that occasion. Col. 
Sutherland, o f the Indian Arm y, witnessed the 
folly o f first inviting the chiefs to  meet the 
Lieut. G overnor and then ordering the C.M . 
Riflemen to  chase them out of the place. M a- 
quom o retired grow ling like an old lion. On 
the 20th January, 1846, they w'ere subm itted 
for signature. As M aquom o took  the pen, he 
sa id : “ I  sign for  the Stockenstrom  treaties,”  
and made his cross. Soon a fter a confedera
tion of all the Am akosa tribes, E ast and W est, 
of the K ei, also the Tam bookies was made to 
resist, and the signal to  rise would be the 
smoke of the first Caffre hut burnt by the 
troops of her M ajesty. A ll this was faith fu lly  
made known to  the Colonial Governm ent by 
the agent. To this the chiefs strictly  adhered, 
for the heroes of Burns Hill were not molested 
or attacked in the advance of the troops for 
25 miles through Caffre country, until Captain 
O ’Reilly set fire to  Sandilla ’ s own hut. The 
troops were then attacked and driven back on 
BloC-kdrift. Can the G overnor say he was not 
w arned? Y et he has asserted that the in for
mation was wanting.

11. W hat was the m anifest effect o f his E x 
cellency’ s visit on the frontier in 1844 on the 
working of the treaties, and in what light did 
the Gaika chiefs in treaty with the Colony



view the conduct o f the adm inistration towards 
them on that occasion?

F or most rumours to the peace of the F ron
tier. V ide No. 10.

12. W as there anything done then or sub
sequently by the present Governor which coun
teracted the operation of the treaties i.e. prior 
to  their formal abrogation by h im ? Did his 
own measures thereafter introduced rem ove the 
counteraction in question ?

The treaties were not worked even in their 
defective adm inistration from  October, 1844.

13. State what objections, if any, were made 
by the chiefs to  his E xcellency ’ s procedure 
towards them , or wherein they com plained of 
the last paper he prescribed and presented for 
their acceptance ?

The chiefs com plained that the G overnor had 
been induced by the missionaries to  make the 
change in the country in order to  obtain by 
force what they couid not accom plish by a 
moral influence, to  rule over their people, “ to 
steal their people, and be m agistrates and 
chiefs them selves.”  They demanded the names 
of' the missionaries and observed W illiam s “and 
van der K em p did not act this way with G od’ s 
word ; Messrs. Govan, Laing, Col. Som erset and 
Sir Harry Darrell were present. The whole 
country was roused against the Gospel, and 
the churches and schools were from  that day 
deserted. The chiefs were on the right spoor 
but it was obliterated by arbitrary measures.

14. W ere the ch iefs in treaty w ith the G ov
ernment consulted on the withdrawm ent of the 
Stockenstrom  treaties, or on his E xcellency ’ s 
own measures which were substituted in then 
stead ?

No, and it  has been observed that they 
would have been justified according to  the 
rules and laws of nations had they done then 
what they did at Burnshill.

15. How was the public confidence affected 
by the various changes in troduced ; when and 
by what was it first shaken? H ow did the 
natives shew their decreasing faith  in the 
Colonial E xecutive, and to  what was this due.

“ The not reclaimable lis t”  ; the chiefs ob
served, “ our people steal oxen and cows, but 
the Governm ent steal with the pen.

16. W ere the chiefs ever threatened by the 
supreme officers of the Governm ent with ex
pulsion from  their cou ntry? For what, by 
whom, and what effect had the menace on 
the tem per of the chiefs and their people ■

The first m eeting the L ieut. Governor Hare 
had with the chiefs, the “ U m zimvoobo was 
threatened to  be their border, and I will 
cripple y ou ,”  were the unfortunate remarks 
which created some uneasy feelings m  Cattre- 
land Col. H are quarrelled with the chiefs at 
his first public m eeting with them , and ever

after used threats which at length were so 
com mon that the Caffres entirely disregarded 
such language, although used m ore recently by 
Sir P. M aitland. These threats were produced 
by demands from  the “ not reclaim able lis t .”  
The tem per of the people was so far 
worked upon that the gun and powder trade 
was increased thereby.

17. W hat chiefs, if any, were cordial and 
efficient in com plying with the requisitions of 
the treaties when fairly subm itted? W ere 
they the m ajority, and did they also represent 
a m ajor part of the G aikas?

I t  was quite im possible for the ch iefs who 
resided near the Upper boundary to  observe 
the requisitions o f the treaty from  the per
petual demands made on them for cattle  “ sup
posed”  to  have been taken by the C affres; 
they were puzzled and could not com prehend 
at first what it meant.

Eno and Tzatzoe, however, were more for
tunate in a m ore retired position which com 
bined with the just influence M r. N iven ex
erted in his sacred character added to  the 
firm disposition of the chief. The tribe was 
saved from  the trouble which daily occurred 
lower down, and it is but com m on justice to 
say that during my occupancy o f office I  had 
no com plaints against these tw o tribes. They 
never stole, although during the patrol system 
not all the artillery of G reat Britain could 
have induced them to fear the consequences 
of plundering the Colony although as regarded 
the stipulations of the treaty, the accom pany
ing printed official returns will speak for each 
of the chiefs as far as it effected them — in 
proof o f which the prosperous state of the 
frontier and the great rise in the m arket of 
landed property which increased in 9 years in 
many instances from  £400 to  £3,000. This is 
one of the strongest proofs of the effect pro
duced by the Stockenstrom  treaties. Its  op
ponents say that it was the wool that • pro
duced the demand for  landed property.

18. W hat ch iefs evaded the colonial claims 
preferred through your office ? W hat was done 
by E xecutive to  enforce redress ? And what 
assistance did the param ount ch ief or others 
give when required against delinquents ?

Tola was troublesom e and eventually, at 
Sandilla’ s desire, he was punished by some 
troops from  the Colony and 500 Caffres headed 
by Sandilla himself. This honourable conduct 
on his part was m isrepresented by his ene
mies. Col. H are believed them  and insulted 
Sandilla by accusing him of assisting Tola to 
escape (vide official correspondence on that 
disgraceful affair in Seyalo country between 
Sandilla and M r. Shepstone, resident agent for 
the Tslam bie tribes.)

19. W hat means were proposed to  Govern
m ent by yourself or others w ithin your know
ledge to m eet the obstacles that occurred from  
tim e to  time in the w orking of the treaties. 
A t what periods and how were they received



or the subject itself disposed ofP Can you 
mention any such proposals and the cases in 
which they were to  be made applicable ?

Early in ’39 1 com plained of a departure 
from the treaties and urged their observance 
by disregarding all stories of losses, unless it 
could be clearly shown the Caffres were the 
delinquents. I  also proposed the native for
eigners should not be allowed to re-establish 
heathen kraals in the Colony, which I found 
so numerous as scarcely to distinguish the 
Colony from  Caffraria. M r. ( ’ole, then J .P . 
at Fort Beaufort, and m yself proposed a rural 
police force for the colony adjacent to the 
border which this gentlem an offered to  con 
duct, but no notice was taken of these pro
posals, and finally I  told the governor that 
a strong police force was absolutely necessary 
to work between the Great Fish R iver and the 
K at R iver, or that war was inevitable. This 
acjvice was disregarded for want of funds.

20. Had the Caffres w ithin your jurisdiction 
become suspicious of the intentions of the 
Governm ent, when and by what was this oc
casioned or aggravated, how early m anifested 
and in what form , and • what knowledge had 
the E xecutive of danger to the public safety 
from the native turbulence and excitem ent, 
and what plan was suggested or adopted to 
meet the crisis ?

and when the ch iefs asked the cause they were 
told “ that was no business o f theirs as the 
queen rem oved much greater men than Stoc- 
kenstrom .”  This feeling was aggravated by 
the unjust demands made on them. Izalie re
fused to attend the Q uarterly M eetings in 
consequence ever after.

The chiefs confederacy was reported to G ov
ernm ent by the agent Stretch . The excite
ment produced by the G overnor's approach to 
the Caffre country in 1845 was known to  him, 
and the deputation of Boers from  the Orange 
R iver at the same tim e to  prevail on the Chiefs 
to take part with them was also known to 
the E xecutive, and I inform ed them as a last 
warning that “ war was inevitable”  six months 
before it com menced.

W hen these dark clouds rolled over us, sure
ly it was time to awake. Even the burghers 
were not called out. So cheap did the gov 
ernm ent estim ate the Caffres, until they were 
roused too late to retrieve tbeir steps by the 
defeat at Burns H ill.

The resident J .P . was ever a barrier to  the 
perform ance o f my duties. I  had repeatedly 
com plained of his interference but all in vain. 
He was allowed to  go on until his disregard 
of, the treaties brought the Governm ent and _ 
chiefs into collision in the case of H eeintje 
and ’ the H ottentot who Was m urdered March 
last. The law was first disregarded by the 
colonial authorities and was the sole cause of 
war declared by Governm ent.

Certainly they had, first from  the unex
pected removal of Stockenstrom  from  office, C. L E N N O X  STRETCH .
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