Letter from W’m & Rob’t Smeal to Philip Debell Tuckett, 
dated Glasgow 3rd September 1844, referring 
to a letter from Frederick Tuckett.

Glasgow 3/9 Mo. 1844.

Respected Friend

P. D. Tuckett.

                             Agreeably to thy request we now return thee the letter from thy Brother Frederick, which thou kindly sent us for insertion in the B. F. It occupies thou will see a large space in the paper, and we avail ourselves, in our preparatory remarks, as thou may have observed, of thy observations in the letter accompanying that of thy Brother, of date 6 Mo.12 last.

We have a line this morning, from thy Bro. Henry Tuckett, enquiring how we came into possession of F’s letter, and also the date of the letter in which it was sent to us. On both of these points, we have informed him, & conclude he will be satisfied. He unites in our expression of regret, that as “Peaceful Men” his Bro. F, & Sylv’s Cotterell sho’d have accomp’d an armed force. ~~
                                                            We are thy obliged ser’s ~ W’m & Rob’t Smeal 
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Copy of a Statement made by Frederick Tuckett, presumably

to the Government’s Administrator of the Bankrupt

New Zealand Company. Dated 15th July 1848.

Statement Concerning the Settlement of Nelson, New Zealand. 1848.
The system of sale selection survey & distribution of Land in sections of an allotment was alone fatal to success, and kept the unfortunate colonists without land, until the little capital which remained to him after the purchase of the land was absorbed in the expenses of his maintenance whilst waiting for the discovery survey & delivery of the land.

The references appended to the foregoing statement are chiefly to Documents appended to the 12th Report of the Directors of the N.Z. Co.

The object of the writer is to show that those who have purchased land from the N. Z. Co, & others who have been induced to proceed to New Zealand, or otherwise deceived & injured by them in their service as surveyors or contractors, are the parties really entitled to reparation & compensation, and that the Government should not aid but restrain the N.Z. Co, because it is a great wickedness & cruelty (& by the N.Z. Co. confessedly incompatible with the dignity of a government) to induce persons of small capital to buy land which they have not seen, or to induce such if unaccustomed to manual labour to emigrate to New Zealand where they cannot compete with the emigrant labourers who have become colliers, or with the natives in the cultivation of land.

____________________________________
                                                            Copy of a paper drawn up by Frederick Tuckett,

                                                             Late Chief Surveyor to the N. Z. Co. for Nelson.
                                                                                        15/7 mo. 1848.
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Letter from Frederick Tuckett to his Brother Alfred

Dated 14th November 1849.

Scotts Guard 14. 11 mo 49.

My dear Brother
                          I only received thine of the 11th this day on my arrival here from Brighton, where I have already passed a week, and intend to return tomorrow and stay there another week or perhaps a fortnight. I have there good quarters, at an excellent Boarding House called Cavendish Mansion, No 9 Cavendish Place.

In reply to thy inquiry, I would recommend thee not to notice the circular of Burnand and Carrington, it appears to me to have no application to the Settlement of Nelson only to New Plymouth where the latter was formerly employed by the N.Z. Comp’y.
I am of the opinion that to every circular sent officially from the New Zealand House thou shouldst reply unvaryingly, stating that as the Settlement of Nelson was created in a District which does not afford the quantity and quality of Land, & other advantages covenanted by the New Zealand Comp’y in its Printed Prospectus of that Settlement, of which unfitness of the District the N.Z. Comp’y thro their Agents were forewarned by their Principal Surveyor of that Settlement ~ and as when an Agent Frederick Tuckett left New Zealand in 1847 he had had the opportunity of selecting for us only 51 acres of the quantity of 201 acres, for which & other trusts the N.Z. Comp’y received our money in 1841 and as the remainder cannot be obtained, and has not been selected for us, as stipulated in the Land Orders, the proposition respecting conveyances appears to be only adding insult to injury. I have only to repeat my request to the Directors of the N.Z. Comp’y ~ that the sum of £300 paid in 1841, for an allotment not delivered according to the terms of Purchase may be promptly returned with legal interest accruing therein in the interval. The whole of the last sentence I would for forms sake make a point of addressing to them on reply to their circulars. 
I selected for you both a Town acre and a section of 50 acres ~ of which you have been often informed, and I think the certificate of selection is in thy possession ~ The 50 acre section is a good one. I read to thee the letter from my friend Barnicoat, in which he informed me that Tell, by now, had selected two sections called Rural of 150 acres each at the Wairau for me ~ and I remarked to thee that it was very strange that he did not mention the selection of your rural Section because I had transferred your agency to him. I shall not incur any expense about the Conveyance, preferring/preferably the Companies, it can always be obtained if unforeseen circumstances should hereafter give it sufficient value. The Papers respecting conveyance which have reached me were posted at Frenchay ~ and were originally addressed to the Messrs Tuckett evidently intended for P D. F. & A Tuckett. Had I received any addressed to me, I should have replied to the effect above stated, always reiterating my demands for this value in Money.
                                                                   With Love to Helen, the children

                                                                         I remain thy affectionate Brother

                                                                                                   Frederick Tuckett.

Decayed teeth continue to afflict me and prejudices my usual state of health. I have come up to Town on this account and have now undergone an extraction and stopping and hope on my return to Brighton to derive full and lasting relief. David Bowly & wife Henry Crawley & wife & her sister Mary ~ Edward Harbuck and many others, not to omit mentioning the Harford & Brice party of Frenchay are there. I think sister Anna would derive benefit from a sojourn there & I hope I may have the pleasure of seeing her with Philip there.       
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Notes made in late 1840’s early 50’s, possibly by Frederick Tuckett,

Concerning the Settlement of Nelson in New Zealand

Period covered 1840 to 1846

Concerning the Settlement of Nelson in New Zealand.

In the prospectus of the proposed settlement published in 1840 or 1841 to induce persons to buy land of them, the Directors of the New Zealand Company undertake that the best remaining site in New Zealand shall be selected for the settlement of Nelson.

The N.Z. Co had then no authority to make such an unlimited selection ~ consequently in this respect they received money of the Land purchasers under false pretences.

The selection of a site was entrusted by the Directors to the resident agent and the chief surveyor, who sailed from London in the Whitby and Will Watch in 1841. On their arrival at Wellington N.Z. (Oct.1841) they met there the Governor Captain Hobson R.N. The principal Agent of the N. Z. Co. (Colonel Wakefield) applied to the Governor to point out a district suitable for the proposed settlement. The Governor offered for the site of Nelson three districts, at Maoranghi, on the river Thames, or on the river Waipa, he having permission from Lord J. Russell to give the N.Z. Co. an extension of their previous limited field of selection.

The N.Z. Co’s agent demanded of the Governor to form the settlement of Nelson in the Middle Island (now called the South Island).

The N.Z. Co’s agents in a personal interview with the Governor specified Port Cooper, Middle Island as the site which they had determined on for the settlement.

The Governor refused to give the agents of the N.Z. Co permission to form the settlement at Port Cooper or in the Middle Island.  

The resident agent of the N.Z. Co. (Capt. Wakefield) without examining the districts offered by the Governor, or any other, proceeded to form the settlement of Nelson on the shores of Blind Bay, although warned by the Governor that the lands there and in the vicinity were claimed by other parties.
The chief surveyor explored the land from the shores of Blind Bay, and reported to the agent of the N.Z. Co. (Capt. Wakefield) that the quantity and quality of land required for the settlement could not be obtained, and requested to be allowed to explore New Zealand for a suitable site. The agent of the N.Z. Co. in reply ordered the Chief Surveyor to execute there the survey.
The Coastline of Blind Bay is about Eighty miles, and from its shores the accessible land, available in point of level, was about 70,000 acres, of which in respect of quality not more than 20,000 acres was suitable.

Two hundred/and one/Thousand acres of fertile land was required for the settlement.

The Chief surveyor then explored and surveyed the lands on Massacre Bay. These lands other persons claimed to have purchased previously to the alledged purchase of the N.Z. Co.

The Natives residing in the district asserted that the land had not been sold by them to the N.Z. Co., and but for their Christian profession, they would probably have forcibly prevented the survey. They forbade and endeavoured to prevent the removal from their land to Nelson of Coal and Limestone. The lands on Massacre Bay available in point at least, both good & bad in quality, proved wholly inadequate to complete the settlement.

 The Chief Surveyor then explored the Wairau Plain, a district on the shores of Cloudy Bay, about a 100 miles east of Nelson town and opposite to that of Wellington. Native Chiefs from the Northern Island and also Chiefs resident at Cloudy Bay (Middle Island) visited Nelson town and warned the agent of the N.Z. Co. not to survey the Waurau, because it had not been sold to the N.Z. Co.
The chief surveyor was directed to commence the survey of the Wairau ~ The resident natives (professing Christianity) remonstrated, but abstained from maintaining their rights by force.
A body of armed natives (not professing Christianity) crossed from the northern Island and stopped the survey.

The agent of the N.Z. Co. made an unsuccessful attempt to arrest the native chiefs who had interrupted the survey of the Wairau, and with many other was there killed.

The chief surveyor received notice from the government not to enter the Wairau until the claim of the N.Z. Co. to it had been investigated and established. In 1846 the Wairau and other lands on Cloudy Bay, were purchased of the natives by Governor Grey, which establishes the native right to them in 1843. The natives had requested that the Survey might be deferred until the land Commissioner (Mr Spain) had investigated the N.Z. Co’s claim.

The agent of the N.Z. Co. (following his instructions) refused in this case, as he had in every other, to acknowledge the right of the land commissioner to investigate the land claims of the N.Z. Co. Had the survey of the Wairau been completed in 1843 ~ parties who had purchased of the N.Z. Co. an allotment of 201 acres in the settlement of Nelson, would have had that quantity offered to them for selection, but in respect of quality the greater part would not have been worth having for the object for which they were induced to purchase it.

At present (in 1848) the purchasers of Land have only received 51 acres, for the most part inferior, and the remainder of the allotment can only be obtained in the remote districts (as Massacre & Cloudy Bays) difficult of access, and not available without the establishment of other towns and ports not contemplated in the scheme of the settlement. The purchasers of land in the settlement of Nelson have no title in 1848. Governor Hobson in 1841 offered the N.Z. Co. the choice of separate districts with a title from the government and gave his authorities for believing them to be suitable districts for the requirements of the settlement of Nelson.

Early in 1844, the completion of the Survey of the Wairau being prohibited, the Chief surveyor (Frederick Tuckett) resigned his appointment for the settlement of Nelson. Subsequently he undertook to explore the middle Island and select for the N.Z. Co. a suitable site for a settlement. He examined the district at port Cooper, and found that it would have been unsuitable for the requirements of the scheme of Nelson settlement as is the district of Blind Bay, and also that it was wholly inadequate for those of the proposed settlement of New Edinburgh.      
Proceeding with the journey of exploration he discovered and obtained for the N.Z. Co. a very suitable district south of the harbour of Otakau (Otago), and found also a district north of the harbour of Otakau very preferable to any district which the N.Z. Co. had elsewhere desired to appropriate in its previous abortive attempts to form settlements in New Zealand.
The N.Z. Co. placed the settlement of Nelson at Blind Bay, without the sanction of the Governor or of the natives in a district utterly unfit for the settlement and consequently could not give the purchasers either the requisite land or a title. The N.Z. Co. might have delivered suitable land with a title, and formed the settlement elsewhere with the sanction of the Governor, or a district suitable for the settlement (as that south of Otakau) might have been acquired from the natives without the sanction of the Governor and this, except in regard to title, (the Co. might) have immediately fulfilled their covenant with the Land purchasers. But they placed the settlement of Nelson so as to best sustain their prior and equally worthless settlement of Wellington, and refused to examine those districts pointed out by the governor (Capt Hobson Ret.), and by their own acts and design, not by that of the Governor, the Land Commissioners or the Home Government, they are unable to fulfil their engagements to the land purchasers. Up to 1848, the N.Z. Co. have failed to deliver the land for which they received the purchase money in 1841 ~ and the district in which they attempted to form the settlement of Nelson will not afford, including the whole southern shores of Cook’s straits, Blind Bay and Massacre Bay, that is from Cape Farewell to Cape Campbell, the requisite quantity of suitable land.
The N.Z. Co. received the purchase money at the rate of 30/- per acre not for land only, but in trust for other specified objects, which the N.Z. Co. undertook to fulfil, and which are unfulfilled.

The amount expended by the N.Z. Co. in emigration cannot be charged to the trust funds created by the Land purchasers, because the Co. sent out more than 800 labourers to Nelson, whilst the number and capital of the emigrant purchasers was inadequate to the employment of 200 ~ and thus the Co. had to maintain an excessive number of labourers to prevent their starvation.

Many of the emigrants left the settlement for Valparaiso, Van Diemans land & Australia or for other parts of New Zealand ~ To prevent this re-emigration, and also to escape from the burden of their maintenance, the N.Z. Co. induced as many as possible to become Cottiers (land tenure for labour) and this in direct violation of the distinguishing feature of the scheme of this settlement and of the inducement for which the Co. had invited the public to purchase land, viz. its profitable occupation under their system.

The emigrant labourers having a claim on the N.Z. Co. for maintenance received a rate of wages with which they were discontented without performing any adequate labour, and at the same time would not work for the resident proprietors for any reasonable rate of wages. The amount expended in the establishment of the settlement or in the survey of lands, cannot be charged to the trust funds, as no selection of a site was made, and the land surveyed was for the most part unsuitable. The amount expended in wages, was not expended on behalf of the public works, requisite for establishing the settlement, for from June 1842 and subsequently to the suspension of the N.Z. Co. in 1844 the majority of the labourers worked almost as little as they pleased, or required employment to be provided in the vicinity of the land which in that condition they consented to occupy as Cottiers to the ruin of the land purchasers who with hired labour cannot there compete with them in the cultivation of the land. The bridges made by these labourers were all soon washed away by floods ~ The Co. did not find tools requisite for constructing suitable bridges, and would not allow the labourers who possessed carpenters tools any remuneration for using them. Thus the labourers were paid not for making bridges of a construction approved by the engineer & surveyor of the settlement, but because they had a claim on the Co. for employment and maintenance.
In respect to religious endowments & education the trust is unfulfilled ~ A large sum of money given to the minister of one sect (the episcopal) cannot be charged to the trust fund ~ being in violation of that impartiality which the Co. had promised.

The urgent and immediate necessities of the emigrants in respect to education the Co. has neglected and disregarded the memorial addressed to them on this subject early in 1842.

The N.Z. Co. not having fulfilled any of its engagements with the parties who purchased land, and having involved in distress and difficulties most of the emigrant proprietors, have furbished to other parties in England (some of them Directors of the Co.) large sums of money.     
The N.Z. Co. represented to the government that they were unable to fulfil their engagements, and received assistance from the Government, when without fulfilling their engagements or making reparations to the injured parties, a large sum of money is appropriated to the remuneration of the Directors for past years of continued losses, their original claim for remuneration being founded on the supposed prosperity and profits of the N.Z. Co.

In order to induce parties to purchase land in New Zealand of the Co., a description of the country was published for or by them in the name of their Secretary Mr John Ward in which, as in the pages of a periodical called the New Zealand Journal, the islands were represented to afford great advantages in point of fertility and in other respects as a field of colonisation.

In September 1841 or earlier the Co. received from their principal agent in the colony information of the great difficulty of obtaining in N.Z land suitable for the requirements of their projected settlements, owing to the mountainous & rugged features of the country, and because the heavily timbered land was an obstacle to its profitable occupation.

In April 1842 ~ The N.Z. Co. made use of this information to endeavour to obtain from the government land for its self on more advantageous terms.
Whilst in the interim & subsequently the public were kept in ignorance of the facts, & bought land on the faith of the accuracy of the early representations of the Co. ~
The true causes of the failure of the N. Z. Co. & of the ruin in which they involved the colonists are not stated in the letter of Mr Somes to Lord Stanley dated Feb’y 1844.

The districts which the N.Z. Co. had obtained up to that date did not afford land (that of Taranaki, New Plymouth, excepted) which could be profitably occupied ~ and for the most part the land was so bad that the cultivation of it was certain ruin.

In each of their settlements the Co. had failed to induce proprietors of land with capital adequate to employ labour to become residents and colonists.
Although the writing in the MS of the above Notes is not Frederick Tucketts the style and wording suggests that they were compiled by him and that this is a copy, so therefore they have been assigned to his authorship.

In the original MS the author (presumably Frederick Tuckett) inserted reference notes in the left hand margin (such as “4th report on lands”, “35 E E No 21” or “prospectus and 49C C No 32”) obviously referring to the original sources of the information. However as there is no explanation of their meaning these would be of little use to the present reader, and because some are unreadable in the photocopy supplied by the Hocken Library, these marginal references have not been included in this transcription.
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