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THE CHURCH IN NEW ZEALAND

MEMOIRS OF THE EARLY DAYS
" TARANAKI.
- {Continued. ) EEEEETCI o
Ovegr a .wide area of. this same district a quarter of a century
later; the splendid efforts of the early. missionaries,” which -pro=:

mised such a rich reward, were paralysed,- and much of the -

good results of the missionaries” work were almost, abllterated in
the {fanatical wave of Hauhauism, whlch swept over “the land
with unrelenting force and with such “dire consequences In
‘this connection it is well to refer to a deplorable happemng, ‘and
|l not’ i:nt:rely refute the allegat:ons at least furnish trustworthy
expressions of op:mon which may tend to disprove the accusatmns
levelled at one of the devoted early migsionaries, and given prn-
minence in severgl books written by Protestant missionaries. .

. Among the atrocities perpetrated " by the Hauhaus was the
murder of the Rev. Mr/ Volcknetr, a Protestant mlsstonary at
Opotak_n. ‘This incident o£ those troublous times is mentloned
by the Rev. R ‘I‘aylor in his book, ! New Zealand Past,’ Present.
and’ Future.k published in 1868. The statements therein con-
tained were evxdently copxed by the Rev J. Buller {Wesleyan)
inio his ‘book, “Forty Years in New Zealand, ptiblished in 1878,
with addttmna[ embelhshments The ¢ause these writers” ascribed
for the deéed of violence was that letters brought by the Catholic
missionary from the Natives of Wa)_kato, then in open rcvolt to
those at Opotﬂn, then présumably peacably disposed, ‘were of such
a nature as to cause the attitudé of the latiér to at ‘once change
An eutery was immediately irdised for the rerroval of the- Catholic
missionary.© In the interests of peaceful relations ali round, the
Father did leave th¢ scene of strife, and it was then- stated hy
those writers that his "going  was the work- of the: Protestant
miskionaries ~as understeod by the Maoris—to whom he .was:a
very dear friend. This so enraged them that the murder was
the consequence, © Al this appearing.-to the present writer so
improbable a story,- and so unlike any possible action of a
priest of the Catholic Church, that every.effort was made to
collect information on the subject. Such a long period having
elapsed since the incident’ happened, 'this taskk proved a most
difficult one, The following letter, however, which T received
from an officer of the colonial forces (who.was very close by
at the time), and who now holds a prominent position under the
Dominion Government, throws considerable light on the sub-
ject) and as an ei:pressmn of opinion will undoubtedly carry much
weight :—* Let mé say at once (he writes) that the fact’ of the
murderers of Volckner-having been Hauhaus would alone account
for the deed. Just think of the massacre of the créw. of the
Kate and other things about the same time. I may say that
1 never heard the name of Father Garavel -in connection with
the matter until after ‘the sixties, and then only from Mr. Grace.
At the time of the murder-I -did hear that it was caused by the
fact that Bishop Selwyn accompanied the troops through the
Waikato, and did not warn the Natives.of the Sunday’ attack
on Rangiaohia. There may be something in this. . Numerous

parties- had” been sent out by the prophet Te Tea to convert _

all. New -Zealand. -- - In one act they converted Opotiki, and pre-
vented backsliding by “killing, the pastor. [ think very little
of these tales, for 1 know the Maori down to his bhools. You
want information {(as an’ example), and your Maori friend .will
in a few mornents find out the bias, if any, in your mmt! and
the 1nformauon ‘he gives witl be su!tab!e. As showing the force
of this argument the writer gives a proba‘ble dlalogue as l%i
Iows * Protestant_miissionary : ** ¥or what reason was fhe Rev,
Mr. Valckm.r murdered 2" Maori friend : '* Truly, truly {or what
reason?" Protestant” mxsslonary. “ Could the action of that
Cathohc priest have had anything to do with :t""’ Maori
fnend “ "AR ! the man of brams; the man ‘who sées intd thé
secret uf tﬁe heart. you have dlscovered e Now, thése
Maorls:rhad fieyer heard a word of "this, but who were r.hey
that they should refute tﬁe suggestlon “of their clergyman'f’ This
woulﬁ be the’ Maor: argument If, therefore. you' want' real
mformatlon from a Maori, offer no suggestion and doubt every-
thmg when he extals your sagac:t;; - Anyone having the know-.
Iedge of the Maori tohunga wou1d not be humbugged hy the
people because of his wizard powers.’

In the .introductory chapter to McDannells histery of the
war the author states:— In the following ‘pages I have en-
deavored to give a history ¢ of the Natwe wars, gathered fromi a
Mnorl chief, who was an eye-wntness of ‘many of the events re<
corded, and had iear?ed from qthers ‘on good authority. In
every instance I ‘have smctly adheréd to fhe facts related, and
have allowed my Maori historlan to draw his own inferences

i

from them.®, Relatmg the capfure of Opotiki by -the colonial
forces the following appears, and, having never been questioned,
must be accepted as a ‘true .ndrrative of events:— Just before -
this time we discovered,-or; thought we-had (it .was all the ‘same
to us after we had made up our, mmds). that . the Reyv,.Mr., Grace,
who used_to, h,ve at, Taupo, .and the Rev. Mr. Volclmer. o

kOpotlkx. had been .@qtmg treacherously to us 'so their. death wag -

resolved upon by KereOpa, who' was then our.high priest of
Hauhamsm. and the, tnbes of the Bay. of Plenty met at Opotlkl
to dec:de _how the sentence should be carried out.. . We had at
this time boiled quantities of peaches, and lettmg the juice, fer-
ment we drank it, and it made us brave to act, and Tilled us
with emergy. We intended to hang” the Rev. Mr, -Grate;: tod,
but somehow we let him- escape: . Kereopa said it was ‘a -great
mistake.” Kereopa was-subsequently captured, tried “at-Napier
for the ‘murder, and executed.- Not & word was given-in evi-
dence (as: recorded in the 'work before-mentioned) to bear out
the- statements-in..the, writings of the Revs. Taylor and Buller;

"in fact, the statementssnade- by themy as leading torthe: trouble

was not even alluded-terin-any connectior, * - The evxdence givén
would also lead one to understand that certam harbarmes, stated
by these writers to have been perpetrafed by the fanatical” Maorls
in the ‘Catholic Church at’ Opotiki, were m reahty perpetrated
in Mr: “Volckner’s own church on thé_occasior. As add:tsonal
proof that the crime was no afterthought of -the, Macns, we
have it recorded ‘in McDonnell”s ‘histary that dn attémpt” Was
made to massacre the pnest at Whakatane. Father Grange, Bt
was resisted by the Maoris. there “This was prmr 6 Mr, Volck-
ner *s"death, and at once d:sposes of the absurd story - whtch hl:e
many simifaf ones, had been pers:stently c:rculated and left
uncontradxcted. - . -
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History as it is Generally Writtén“

In the course of an mterestmg review of Rankes : Hlstm'y'
of- the Pepes,” in the London *Daily Chronicléd,’ M. George
Sampson writes :—' 1 am beginning to~ believe that English his.
tory has been written chiefly .by Orangemen, so narrowly and
exclusively Protestant is its outlook. It puts forward Protest~
antism not as one view of _things, but as the right wew of thmgs
The other day I found an eloborate review of Lord Acton's
latest published “essays gravely assuring the world that of course
this Catholic historian writes with bias,mand cannot pretend to
a Protestant candor of judgment--a charmingly ingenuous as-
sumption “in any cds¢,’ but “especially fatuous in the case ‘of
Acton, surely the most fair of all historians. 'Reduced to its
elements, the statement comes to this: In a Catholic historian
you 'will find Cdtholic views; in a Protestant historian you .will
find the Truth. Most Englishmen read and “write 'history’ upon
this assumption; and thié grotesque sectarianism is” tdught and
studied - in -almost evéry’'school. Thé only “thing “that- children
seem to learn abouf'the parent Church ‘of their hative land i
that wicked Catholic Mary - habitually burnt “good Pritéstants ‘at
Smithfield. In every *school maniial-of History there is®shame.
ful' unfairnéés to Cathdlics—\infairhess of 'silefice, and unhfairness
of accusation, unfairness that is only matched by an” equal -ufi-
fairness to Ireland. To.me (a complete, Englishman,  and as
far from being o Catholic as T am from aduphng the Ulster
creed) the English historical attitude to Rome is ridiculoys and
;rrltatmg What has history to do wrth Protestantlsm. or
Catholmsm or any otlier ism, save phenomena!ly? When 1 read
history 1 do not want apologetics warthy of that pleasmg body
the Protestant Alliance. 1 want adequate recogmtpon of fact,

‘and it is simple fact that in the- -history. of- Europe the "Church

of Rome;. for it gave us our cathedrals,.set the form :of ouf
meyely provincial institutions. - The Church of history is not' the
Chuich. of England,: not the Wesleyan Methodist Connexion, nor
the Society- of Friends, nor‘the -Union of Ethical Societies, The
Church-of, history is the Church of Rome, as- Newman asserts in
the- passage where he sadly. admits that_the *% :unbeliever Gibbon **
is--our _only worthy: ecclesiastical historian.'. But- I will - gt
further, and say that the Church of English history is the Church
o; Rome;. for: it :gave us-our cathedrals, set the form of our
prayers,-marked out our:parishes, taught us our duty. to the poor,
nursed our laws and cur learning, won us much of our liberty,
and laid the foundation of our last four centuries of Progress...

| Without knowmg somethmg of this great Church, you ca

understand very Tittle of Engl:sh h:story. ‘and to minimise the
historic nmportance ‘of the Papacy because you happen to be 3
Protestant is as stupid ds to minimise thé“historic importahce of
the House of Austria because you happen to be an Englishman.'



