4 MARGINAL GROUPS

the unofficial histories

There are three major aspects to this theme rexgtile marginal groups, the non-Anglo-Celtic
migration to Queensland, and the Australian South &landers. Together, these aspects
provide an history of the often forgotten membeirshe population within the context of the
story of the majority. Excluding the original Abgimal and Torres Strait Islanders, everyone in
Queensland is a migrant or came from migrant stbdgkderstanding the mix and cultural
backgrounds of these peoples enriches our unddmstpaf the cultural landscape.
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OVERVIEW OF MARGINAL GROUPS
IN QUEENSLAND

by Helen Armstrong

Histories about Queensland have tended to centrendr Anglo-Celtic colonization and
subsequent development where the use of land amdmprresources has been the focus. This
section presents a form of unofficial history; néymen overview of the histories of groups
whose perspective of their experiences has teraldx tmarginalised. In Queensland these
groups include Aboriginal peoples, the migrants, 8outh Sea Islanders (ASSI), women and
while not a human group, the environment. The Wilhg discussion of the history of these
groups draws from a number of existing historiasparticular the work of Henry Reynolds
(1987, 1998), Bill Thorpe (1996), James Jupp (1988adley & King (1993), Attwood
(1996) and a number of studies on the Australiants&ea Islanders (ASSI) including the
new research by Lincoln Hayes (1999). The role omen in the history of Queensland is a
large study in its own right which unfortunatelybisyond the scope of this project; whereas
the history of the environment is woven througttlad histories.

This study has been broken into three overviews, first seen from the Aboriginal
perspective, followed by the migrants' perspectinel the ASSI perspective. The existing
histories have been reviewed and thematic analjisee been developed within seven
chronological eras, all of which will assist in @nstanding the resulting cultural landscape of
Queensland.
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Aboriginal People's History in Queensland.

The most important histories of the Aboriginal plespin Queensland are waiting to be
written, particularly those histories which prece@@iropean invasion. The overview
presented here is taken from Henry Reynold's relBeam the frontier between encroaching
Europeans and the Aborigines and Bill Thorpe'saogical analysis of colonial Queensland.
Broad contextual information is taken from Wadleyk8ng's Reef, Range and Red Dust
(1993). Histories about Aboriginal peoples in AaB&r have shifted from a focus on
anthropological studies to documenting conflictsd atheir resolution as a form of
accommaodation. More recently, histories have exgldhe process of dispossession. Thorpe
(1996) suggests that the history since 1788 isobreecomplex interdependence of structure
and agency which involves neither invasion/resitstamor accommodation. Tindale's 1930s
map of approximately two hundred tribal territoriasQueensland, based on language, has
been replaced by the division of Queensland interseultural areas loosely correlating with
the major drainage systems (Wadley & King 1993).

The following eras are described as a set of thembigh will assist in enabling a cultural
landscape reading of the Aboriginal landscape diwrepean occupation.

Early Contact: Resistance to Invasion (pre-1840)

Establishing a Mindset of Terror

The period, 1788-1840, marks the first resistandéuropean invasion. The characteristics of
this resistance mark the continued misunderstandétgeen the European and Aboriginal
mind. The European mindset was located in centwidggrritorial wars across boundaries
within Europe where conquest was accepted as theeftd occupation of land and
settlements. European perceptions of colonial iovastended to conform to this model
where territory, including all forms of settlemewas defended and/or conquered on a
battlefront.

In Australia, the original inhabitants did not bedan this way. First, there was no clear
indication of Aboriginal settlement as fixed place$ habitation. Second, Aboriginal
communities operated within a system of shareduress. Initially they were willing to share
hunting grounds and water with the newcomers orptesumption that the Europeans would
similarly accept the Aboriginal right to some oétRuropean livestock. Third, there was no
clear battle-line, which created intense uneagtdarEuropean mind as they pushed forward
without obvious resistance and yet there was alvlaghovering presence of the Aborigine
surrounding them.

Thus when the Aboriginal people in Queensland esbsisxplorers in some cases and attacked
in other cases, Europeans developed myths abastesimttributes of the Aborigines. The
fear of the Aboriginal presence and the fact that/tcould not be caught tended to result in
severe over reactions even when Aboriginal peomecvonly 'stealing' food. During this
period, terror about the Aborigines was promoted &flaming myths were fanned by
frontiersmen. When the Aboriginal people gathemmdféasts, the Western mind saw this as
gathering to attack. They also saw firing of grasdk as a form of attack. The Western mind
was located in battles for territory rather tharuggles for the limited supply of food and
water.

Aboriginal Life

During this era, the documented observations ofrijbal life were located in the southern
part of Queensland, namely the area of first cantsicthis time, the inland tribes regularly
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fired the Darling Downs to encourage grazing aninaadd the coastal tribes used the prolific
wildlife in the wetlands and the sea for sustenafizeat feasts in the Bunya Mountains were
also observed at this time. The diet before Eunomeatact was said to consist of a number
of varieties of yam, the staple Gfycassppin the northern tropics, fish on the coast, kangaro

and wallaby inland as well for all scrub fowl, tegkeggs and a wide variety of fruit and seeds
(Thorpe 1996:36).

The Aboriginal social groups involved an intricateeb of kinship as a form of social
organisation. All these observations on Aborigiifalare clearly those of outsiders.

Early Settlement:
The Brutal Penal Outpost

The penal settlement of Moreton Bay was establisttedng this period in 1824. The

settlement was renowned for the cruelty towardsvictsy thus establishing a particular
climate for social interaction between Aboriginesd awhites and within the settlement.
During this period, the Native Police force (182@30s) was established. Those Aboriginal
men who became members of the Native Police wdijesuto a form of enslavement, in that
their role required a symbolic rejection by theindfolk (Thorpe 1996). The Native Police

force continued throughout Queensland until theD&98atrolling Brisbane River, Port Curtis
and Wide Bay in the 1840s. The Native Mounted Rolkorce was considered a key
instrument in crushing Aboriginal resistance to #uwvancing pioneers, acting with such
brutality that it caused growing public disquiee¢Rolds 1998).

Early Humanitarians

In the 1830s, there were a few humanitarians whpressed concern that displacement of
Aborigines was not followed by compensation. Thaswgiven little attention in Queensland.
In this period missionaries in Australia were imbbugith the belief in evangelization the

virtues of civilization and saving souls (Reynol®98:113).

Establishing the Colonial Formation (1840s — 1850s)

Aboriginal Resistance

By the 1840s, the occupation had become non-nyilitas pastoralists moved in to establish
their holdings. The Aboriginal people now witnessedincreased number of white occupiers
spreading further inland which happened to coineiité a period of drought in the 1840s.

By 1844, there was an inevitable struggle overussas between Aboriginal people and the
pastoralists.

Aboriginal resistance led to extreme over-reachigrthe Europeans resulting in a number of
documented massacres; The Breakfast creek masEE40s), the Battle of Gladstone

(1847), The Moreton Island Killing Fields (1852)daimhe Hornet Bank Massacre (1857).
Apart from open conflict, some Europeans also ys®son food as a means of exterminating
the black population, the most well documented dpélire Kilroy Poisoning (1842).

The Aboriginal competition for resources was evidanthe persistent stealing of stock and
food from the settlements, as well as the murdesh&pherds in order to steal sheep or
occasional attacks on remote settler/pastorali$ts. pastoralists experienced the Aboriginal
resistance as guerilla warfare.

Colonized Labour

The early relationships between Aboriginal peoptel ueensland established a form of
Aboriginal labour described as ‘'colonized laboulhdrpe 1996). The particular
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characteristics of this form of labour, in parteulthe lack of cash payment, meant that
Aboriginal people were unable to accumulate cap#éall therefore take part in the
development of Queensland.

The powerlessness of colonized labour was furthacerbated for Aboriginal people in that
their mode of production was based on maintaingspurces within the natural environment,
to be harvested on a needs basis. The invadersajiptook over these resources, without
compensation. Added to which the lack of commogdityduction by Aboriginal people meant
that there was little available, neither cash mmwdsg, to provide them with an opportunity to
compete in the capitalist mode of production.

Perhaps the most significant feature of Aborigisatial formation which rendered them so
vulnerable to the enslavement of colonized labaas their deep attachment to locality that
prevented them from relocating after invasion.

Colonial Social Formation

The creation of the colonial society in Queenslenvdlved the transition from an Aboriginal
mode of production to a form of capitalism whichpkited both Aboriginal land and their
labour. Colonial capitalism was based on three maefamnmodities; pastoral commaodities,
timber and minerals.

The colonial society was a deeply conservativescétisictured society, initially dominated by
the squattocracy of the Darling Downs, Logan anglme Valleys. This group had a far
greater sway over the class structure in Brisb&iae the squatters had over Sydney and
Melbourne. It was a Protestant dominated impea#timal state where profound class, status,
racial and gender divisions prevented social miyb{lThorpe 1996). Thorpe indicates that
there were similar patterns of inequality to tho§¢he Ante-bellum South in North America
(1996:135). Thus in Queensland, because of therdoroe of pastoralism, squatters occupied
the highest status in a tight class system.

Missionaries

The activities of the missioners followed the ekshinent of the frontier. Two missions were
established near the early settlement; a Lutheresion at Nundah in 1838 and a Jesuit
mission on Stradbroke Island in 1843. Both failed.

Negotiating an Uneasy Mutual Dependence (1860s-1870 s)

Perceptions of Aborigines (1870s)

Fear and terror about the Aborigines persisted. f€he was heightened by the sense of the
Aborigines hovering in the shadows, fanned by efrihus creating a "landscape of dread".
These were projected fears as the actual attacksmainders were not numerous and were
always related to loss of waterholes, particulddying droughts (Reynolds 1987). The attack
on the Chinese goldminers at Gilberton in 1869 wasexample where a prolonged dry
season prompted an attack on the outlying campshwhere traditionally Chinese. After the
attack, Gilberton was deserted, but mainly on #m@dof myths and stories.

The conflict was at its height during this periogicuse occupiers were spreading all over
Queensland. In Maryborough, fear of Aboriginal ektavas palpable because of the dense
forests and the perceived ability of the Aboriginesretreat to Fraser Island. This again
reflects a Western mindset about the nature dfiébat fighting at a front-line and retreating
to a defended fortress. Despite the fact that thie-Aboriginal community was heavily
armed, the specific attacks by Aborigines weremwoherous. By creating the myth of black



Investigating Queensland's Cultural Landscapes:
CONTESTED TERRAINS Series

savages with a thirst for blood, the myth of brutadasion could be twisted to one where
whites were peaceful and the blacks sought cor{fielynolds 1987).

Shared Frontier

During this period, the relationship between Abimdd) people and the invaders was
complicated. In some areas there was fear of atiglckreas in other areas, there was a form
of symbiosis between the Aborigines and the palsttsaThe pastoralists and stock owners
took on many of the features of the Aboriginal wlods much as the Aborigines took on
aspects of the white world, particularly arounde"thasculine business of raising cattle and
droving" (Thorpe 1996:38). From this relationsragather unusual mixture of cowboy values
related to great courage, endurance, disciplinepnydical stamina emerged. Although the
cattle station owners, managers etc. were the apparnasters in control of the situation in
reality they had to conform with Aboriginal needs teremony, obligations to kin, age-old
practice of 'Dreaming’ as well as Aboriginal wayfiandling stock and maintaining property
(Thorpe 1996).

The black frontier embodied knowledge and skilledexl by white pioneers, in particular, the
black 'guides' and Aboriginal land management prast The 'guides’ may have originally
volunteered their services to be able to accestevidglongings and to ensure that the whites
were guided away from sacred sites (Thorpe 1996 Aboriginal land management
practices were skills required by the pioneerspanmticular, the Aboriginal knowledge of
territory and their hunting/gathering skills, thkegen eyesight, their ability to cover distances
on foot and their dexterity and strength (Thorp@a)9

Aboriginal Life (1870s)

By the late 1860s, as the invaders occupied incrgaseas of territory, the Aborigines were

forced to come into the pastoralist stations bezatubecame too difficult to maintain their

traditional hunting and gathering lives. Again thaitachment to the locality and their

complicated kinship associated with place prevettiedh from moving on. The problem of

maintaining traditional Aboriginal life was furthexxacerbated by the pastoralists active
attempt to drive out the marsupials from grazingdlaOnce the Aborigines came onto the
stations, often forced into colonized labour, thesre introduced into different diets which

locked them into further dependency.

Any resistance to the loss of their lands or attsnp replace kangaroos with cattle, was met
with brutal reprisals by the Native Police forceorkfic accounts of their activities were
recorded during the 1860s — 1870s in the Marybdraaigd Rockhampton areas (Reynolds
1998:101-4).

Colonial Society

By the 1870s, colonized labour was entrenchedallyit this form of labour was evident as
Aborigines undertaking menial tasks such as cagryiater around Brisbane. In the pastoral
industry colonized labour took the form of mustgristation hands and shepherds. In the
timber areas, such as Rockhampton and MarybordbghAboriginal skill of bark stripping
was harnessed to enable the construction of bask aspecially the roofs, in the settlement.
By the 1870s, however, non-Aboriginal indenturdablar was used extensively in the highly
localised and intensive work associated with thesta canefields. As a result coastal
Aboriginal groups were further marginalised.

The social structure of non-Aboriginal society d¢oned to be dominated by a deeply
conservative and strong class structure. Rockhamatathis time was the second largest
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town, even though it consisted of huts and ‘humpbesit from ironbark supplied by
Aboriginal timber-getters.

Missionaries & Humanitarians (1870s)

By the late 1870s, missionaries and humanitariagie vexpressing their concern about the
brutality of the Queensland frontier in terms oftwgying Aboriginal land and enslaving
Aboriginal people (Reynolds 1998:106). At this gtagfew missions were established such as
Bridgeman's reserve near Mackay in 1871. Therepwas financial and political support for
them, as a result they were disbanded by 1885.

Disturbing the Land Surface: Mining
(1880s — 1910)

Perceptions of the Aborigines

The tradition of violence towards the Aboriginesswmaore deeply rooted in the second half of
the 19th century. The further north the invadersntwehe European mindset became
increasingly hostile towards Aboriginal people (Rels 1987, 1998, Thorpe 1996). This
was compounded by the consolidation of the easkttiements into towns. The blacks were
still seen as treacherous and cunning becauseewfghrticular form of resistance. In the

1880s, the embedded fear was most obvious in Ngugensland where much of the conflict
was now occurring. The Cooktown whites were docuetkms wanting to exterminate the

'natives' (Thorpe 1996). In other areas an unea®xistence had emerged.

Aboriginal Life (1880s)

The Aboriginal people were equally and more justily afraid of the whites. In the 1890s,
the Cape York Peninsula Aborigines were terrifiédhe white occupiers which entrenched
black submission and white subservience. During 1B80s, the Europeans undertook
massive slaughter of indigenous fauna especialhg&eoos, possums and dingoes, which
inevitably impacted heavily on Aboriginal tradit@nlife. This added to the extensive tree
clearing and excessive use of water resulted imifgignt changes to the way the Aborigines
accommodated to the white presence. In settledsabeause of their strong attachment to
their land and the erosion of their livelihood, Aiginal groups formed permanent camps
around the edges of towns. On pastoral stationk Bdioriginal men and women were
exploited as colonized labour. A 1900 survey shotted Aboriginal people in South West
Queensland were living on stations in squalor &ad fThorpe 1996).

Other changes to Aboriginal life were occurringaasesult of mineral exploitation, initially
gold and later tin.

Mining the Landscape

The impact of gold mining at Palmer River and @sultant destruction of the land and water
has not been documented from an Aboriginal persgediowever it was known that there

was at least fourteen years of constant conflith ikboriginal people around the Palmer gold
fields. By 1888, when most of the gold was exhalstke local clans were 'let in' to the

settlement. Reynolds (1987:66) provides an evoeatascription of the first party of 25 tribal

elders walking down Maytown's dusty streets witlitacanxiety. Mary Graham's (1999)

description of the custodial role in relation tadabegs the question of how Aboriginal tribes
around the Palmer goldfields experienced the detstruof their landscape.

The story of tin mining in the Annan River areaGzpe York Peninsula, however, appears to
be quite different. This is the territory of he KuKyunkul people. The anthropologist,
Anderson (1983), describes the impact of tin minamgthese people from 1885 to 1940.
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Anderson maintains that the Aborigines flourishadrdy this period because of the particular
form of tin mining that is small in scale and rataty permanent. This enabled Aborigines to
establish long term, firm social relations withtgarlar Europeans and to be in some control
over the nature of the social and economic intemast Although the reasons the Kuku-
Nyunkul people became involved in this enterprisrevmost likely related to the loss of

traditional land and the introduction of meat atalif to the Aboriginal diet by the miners,

nevertheless, there was some tendency towards @ egalitarian social structure (Thorpe
1996:35).

Humanitarians and Missionaries
(1880 — 1910)

During the 1980s, the church began to establistsiarisstations to assist the Aborigines;
Hopevale in 1885, Bloomfield River in 1886 and Mapand Yarrabah in 1891. Despite the
humanitarian intentions, they were poorly fundeslaaesult the Aborigines on the missions
were gradually exploited in numerous ways, inclgdime introduction of opium, by the pearl
fishing industry and surrounding pastoralist. BY38the Meston Inquiry recommended the
missions be closed and that new reserves be credaiel recognised Aboriginal territories.

There was intense humanitarian activity about tighpof the Aborigines during this period
which was met with equally intense opposition ine@uosland. The weekly newspaper, The
Queenslanderled a crusade against the brutality towards Ajwoeis in Queensland,
particularly at the hands of the Native Police &rdhe weekly published a collection of
articles and letters as The Way We Civilisgnich the used to lobby for a Royal commission
into the Native Police force. Although this was moiccessful, there was enough concern
outside Queensland for the Aboriginal Protectiont A& be passed in 1897 (Reynolds
1998:108-138).

The humanitarian agenda proposed by Meston, natoefyrovide refuges for Aboriginal
people, was subverted by this Act which resultethnforcible removal of Aboriginal people
onto three government reserves, Barambah (now Guegp Palm Island and Woorabinda
(Blake 1996, Reynolds 1987,1998, Thorpe, 1996).

Consolidation of Non-Aboriginal Occupancy (1890s — 1940s)

Aboriginal Life

During this period, the "Colonial-Aboriginal War'Tliorpe 1996:184) was over. The
dispossessed survivors now existed in the landsaapefugees, either staying close to their
own country and kin as town 'fringe dwellers' ordeportees to missions or as continued
colonized labour on stations or as incarceratedimg within various state institutions.
Between 1911-1940, at least 6000 Aborigines warewed to the three government reserves
(Wadley & King 1993).

Humanitarians and Missionaries

By the 1930s there was much missionary agitatiod amany calls for reform by
humanitarians. Missions at this time were highlythadtarian, separating parents from
children. Rudimentary schools were attached to soniesions. The growth of social
anthropology in the 1930s resulted in concern aBdnatriginal people being expressed in an
international arena with some reformers calling dssistance from the League of Nations
(Reynolds 1987). The heightened public awarenessiltesl in separate schools being
established for children living in the fringe cangissayndah and Mitchell (Blake 1996:98).

White Society: Colonialism to Federation
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The Aboriginal plight was set against particulatitpmal and economic attitudes. The 'rulers'
of colonial Queensland were still based on a aerguattocracy consisting of a few families
and their network, members of whom became powedpltalist-politicians, establishing the
colonial forerunners of the mid 90century conservative capitalist political life @fpe
1996). This resulted in a form of Queensland saatism which Thorpe (1996:197) equate
with the slave holding South in North America. Byetlate 19 century, Queensland was
dominated by two ideological positions both of whiinged on racialism. The dominant and
most powerful position was held by the employersgjudisi slaves, colonized labour and the
rural proletarians, that is the squatters and ptanwho controlled the huge pastoral holdings
of the interior and the sugar producing belt altregQueensland coast.

The other group were the growing number of Angldi€&ueenslanders who were workers
seeking to drive out the Chinese and Pacific Isaddbour and to create legislation that
would permanently separate Aborigines from Non-Agioes. This was yet another variation
on White Supremacy this time including non-Anglogrants in the racist agenda (Thorpe
1996).

The history of the Non—Anglo migrant groups will tensidered in the next section.

*
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MIGRATION TO QUEENSLAND:
politics of race and class

by Helen Armstrong

The Migrant — A Queensland Essential

Queensland epitomises the Anglo-Celtic migrationjgmt in Australia. The historians, Jupp
(1988) and Murphy (1993), point out that immigratibas been an integral feature of
Australian life since first occupation by Europeabscause the colonisers needed a
workforce. Although emigrants flocked from Europethe New World, Australia was not a
common destination. Murphy (1993) describes howntsed for a workforce prompted many
discussions about possible black “indentured" lalmuindentured Chinese labour. It was
only in Queensland that this occurred becausearréist of Australia the general sentiment
was against slavery or variations of it. Insteagwlorkforce was supplied by immigration.

Historical perspectives (Jupi al 1988, Murphy 1993) indicate that the reasons fodenn
international migration reflect the history of modeapitalism whose seeds lie in thé"17
century discovery of the New World; an event whipfompted European nations to
incorporate vast new lands and their associatedttwido their empires. This could only be
achieved, however, by the emigration of potentgilers who would develop and manage the
colonies under the tight control of European nastates. Murphy (1993) suggests the fact
that so many people emigrated from Europe durirgy XBth century, approximately 65
million, is an indication of the extent of the dsisn Europe which had resulted from
demographic changes in"18entury. Freeman and Jupp (1992) propose thaucemt with

the demographic crises, the™@entury development of industrialised Europeaipnastates
also provided an incentive for emigration. Emergindustrial capitalism required free and
mobile labour and a self sufficient trading systehere the industrial base was in Europe and
the market and source of supplies was in the ceforfis a result, the New World was seen as
a place where enterprising people could createliwes (Murphy 1993).

In terms of understanding the migrant landscaps,iibportant to look at why North America

was the preferred choice for the many emigrants fiBeitain and Europe. Freemann and Jupp

(1992) suggest that there were five main reasong evhigrants, particularly those from

Europe, selected North America over Australia.

» First, it was closer.

« Second, it had a history of immigration from thelyd 7" century, thus for emigrants
there was a known European presence in the new land

» Third, because of the general productivity of ted, there was an opportunity for small
landholdings which enabled continuity of Europeamd husbandry traditions.

* Fourth, by the 19th century there was a well dgwedb agricultural and industrial
economy in North America which guaranteed employrfienimmigrants.

» Fifth, the ideological construct of the Americartiety had great appeal and ensured that
there would be no restrictions on the basis of maaeligion.

Migration to Australia differed in all of these &points.
» First, the distance from Europe was vast and inl@ting.
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* Second, European occupation was recent, as a vesyltittle was known about the new
colony.

e Third, productivity from the land was difficult neéing in a relatively small number of
very large, privately owned holdings. This mearit tthere was little opportunity for the
Old World tradition of small farms owned by indivils.

* Fourth, during the 19th century the economy wasedbasn primary production and
resource exploitation, which, in the main, provideshly manual employment
opportunities for immigrants.

e Fifth, the colony was British and as Murphy (199%)ints out, there was a clear
preference for white British immigrants in the kélihat that this would encourage the
development of a ‘culturally superior' colony.

Clearly the differences between North America andtfalia have spatial implications which

have affected the migrant cultural landscape i eacintry.

Frontier Space to National Space

There were two significant spatial outcomes of atiign to North America and Australia in
the 19" and early 20 centuries. The first of these outcomes was théomaof frontier
societies and their associated sense of infindeespthat is 'frontier space'. In North America,
this perception gradually receded as the settleimied the whole continent, forming
dispersed close knit settlements. Freeman andcappder ‘frontier space’ in North America
was "an egalitarian force" (1992:12). In contrésg concept of 'frontier space' in Australian
was the 'interior' which was both forbidding angantly unprofitable. Australian ‘frontier
space' tended to foster conflict and social divisibecause few people had vast land holdings
which inevitably created a stratified society. Thigs particularly true for Queensland whose
pastoral holdings exemplified 'frontier space'.

The second significant outcome was the concepted MVorld 'national space’ and again
there were strong contrasts between North Amennch Australia. Homi Bhabha's (1991)
ideas of 'national space' suggest that socialtiesalbf nations, in other words conceptions of
national identity, are not necessarily the certenpresented in some histories. Instead he
suggests they are transitional and responsive d@oldhger cultural systems which often
precede the formation of a nation. This was pddity true for the colonial enterprise.
Initially the migrant settler in the New World cdubnly occupy 'marginal space' because the
‘national space' was always in Europe. The Europestional space’', however, changed as
the sense of nationalism in the different natiaaiest grew. Emerging European nationalism
was often associated with a willingness to gebfidnwanted groups such as the demobilised
soldiers from the Napoleonic Wars, criminals, reli dissidents, and the Jewish people.
One effective means of achieving this was to erageiemigration. Over time there was an
equal growth in nationalism in New World countrisach as North America and Australia.
Nationalism in North America was underpinned byillimgness to accept all newcomers; an
ideology which was seen as a "shining beacon obdesey"” (Freeman and Jupp 1992:15). In
Australia, the 'national space' was exclusive. &tgg were only acceptable if they had the
capacity to be absorbed into the British based éu@gltic culture and all migrants were
expected to relinquish their former cultural prees. In contrast to the United States, the long
domination of the Anglo-Irish resulted in an Aufi]|a society which was exceptionally
homogeneous. Again this was exemplified in Queedsl®8habha (1990) provides a post
colonial argument which could explain the Austnalisituation when he points out that
controlling minority space [in this case the spamfe non-British migrants] prevents
interference in the modernist project of progreshiw an homogeneous 'deep nation'. He
suggest this is seen "to justify and validate adtidan and normalizing tendencies within
cultures in the name of national interest® (1990@)eensland exemplified the highly
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selective concept of 'national space' which wasoslienl in the policy known as 'White
Australia.’

The Cultural Landscape of White Australia

Freeman and Jupp point out that th& t8ntury "proletarianization of the rural populatio
(1992:12) resulted in working class solidarity imetAustralian colonies. This led to a
complex relationship between the cohesion of Aliatrdabour movements and immigration
policies. In Queensland this did not become appaneti 1900, because of the power of the
squattocracy and their exploitative labour polictasing the 19th century. The bone of
contention by 1901, when the separate coloniesnbeca federated nation, related to the
Chinese migrants who had arrived in the 1850s tkwe gold fields. The Chinese migrants
were predominantly male, diligent and kept to thelwes. This was threatening to the
Australian labour movement, particularly as ther@ése were seen as culturally isolationist
and willing to work for low wages.

Thus it was a racist agenda rather than indepeedeom Britain that was characteristic of
the climate immediately preceding the federationseparate colonial States into one
Australian nation. This resulted in intense debataesut the profile of the new nation. Again
Bhabha's (1990) insights into the concept of 'matrovide explanations for the policies
developed at the birth of the Australian nation. ddggests the language and rhetoric about
'nation' indicate certain constructed fields of meg and their symbols. In this case, it
resulted in 'White Australia’ where the most popsianbol for the new national identity was
the 'Australian Briton' (Murphy 1993:28). Ironiaglin the end, intractable dissension related
to continuing State loyalties resulted in the Btitimonarchy providing the only form of
cohesion. This inevitably undermined any emergigrgse of nationhood. As a result the new
parliament did not open with a coherent nationatisgent, and 'White Australia’ seemed a
panacea for many unresolved issues. Another fartmrging at this time was the alarm in
Britain at the awakening of Asia; a phenomenon Whiad the potential to challenge
European world supremacy. As a result when the penliament debated about immigration
— one of their earliest debates — the agenda waghtap in the sensitive issues of defence as
well as labour protectionism. There was also distiacism associated with these issues; in
particular a desire to keep out Asians, Africang Bacific Islanders.

This brief historical overview sets the context fime migration profile of Queensland
preceding the post World War Il period.

Queensland Migration Profile (1838-1945)

Migration to Queensland exemplifies all the issad®ady discussed. The early British
migrant occupiers grabbed vast tracts of land atdbiished a squattocracy which, up to
1901, determined the migration policies. The defiremigrants was directly related to the
need for a workforce. The workforce, however, haddeal with two vastly different
situations, either labouring for pastoralists ie fiemote harsh dry inland or labouring for
plantation owners in the labour intensive canefietth the hot tropical coast. Neither
circumstance attracted the type of workforce that the criteria for membership to the
'national space’, namely white Britons. As a resudtonized Aboriginal labour was used by
the pastoralists and, until 1900, indentured latfoom the Pacific Islands was used by the
planters.

Migration to Queensland was not only dominated bg squattocracy, the government
established active policies to encourage Britislgranits from the 1850s on, through the
Queensland Immigration Act of 1862. As a resultalierwhelming profile of migrants were

from England, Ireland and Scotland.
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There were a few non-British European groups, imtipdar the Germans and the

Scandinavians. German missionaries were the @ratrive in 1838, establishing a Lutheran
mission at Nundah. They were followed later by pemGerman farmers who established
close knit communities in Logan Valley, Albert amide Darling Downs in 1861. The

Scandinavians, predominantly Danes, arrived in #8@0s and settled in the South East-
Brisbane, Maryborough, and Bundaberg.

Apart from the British, the other major migrant gps in the 18 century were the Chinese

and the South Sea Islanders. The Chinese migradittarn directly related to the discovery of
gold in the Palmer River area in 1861. The inigedup, mostly coming from the southern
gold fields numbered about 500 but by 1877, attl&&s000 Chinese were working on the
Palmer goldfields. As the gold was exhausted, nainthe Chinese moved back south or
returned to China. Those who remained settled @nfén north coast, Townsville and

Cooktown. They established market gardens or hadl $roldings which grew cash crops of
banana, sugarcane or maize. By the 1901, withdkera of the White Australia policy, few

Chinese were able to enter Queensland.

The South Sea Islanders were indentured labouoetisesr status as migrants was less clear.
After the introduction of the White Australia Pglicthis group were forcibly repatriated.
Their history is covered more fully by Lincoln Haye the third section of the Unofficial
History.

In the early 28 century, Italian migrants settled in Queenslandl925, about 2000 ltalians
bought cane farms in the northern sugar distridtlan1933, 30% of the Italians in Australia
were living in Queensland, either on the cane faonsas orchardists in the South at
Stanthope. There were also some Italian migrantslved in the tobacco farming at
Inglewood. The Italians in Queensland were interh&thg World War Il at Gaythorne.

Another European group who came to Queenslanceirahly 28 century were the Maltese.
The major migration programme after World War llQueensland did not have the same
impact as it did in other states.

Post World War |l Migration

Once again Australia was not the first choice fati&h migrants, most going to United States
or Canada The government, already heavily commitbethe new industrial projects and
fuelled by post war rhetoric of 'populate or perigbpened the possibility of accepting
migrants from the Mediterranean countries and NwrtEurope. Within the context of 'White
Australia’ this was obviously contentious so th@egoment reassured the Australian voters
that such Non English Speaking migrants would bexdhustralian' under the policy of
‘Assimilation’. To achieve this policy no provisgofor housing were made on the assumption
that migrants would be absorbed into the subuttgs taiding their assimilation. A well
meaning, but naive and uninformed, volunteer oggitin, known as the 'Good Neighbour
Movement', would facilitate this process (Murphy93® The very policies aimed at ensuring
that the non-British migrants blended into Austalcities resulted in isolating migrants into
perceived enclaves even though they were livingdeeAustralians. In Queensland this was
evident in West End in Brisbane.
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White Australia to White Nation: the Cultural Lands  cape of
Assimilation.

The history of migration from 1945 to the presemtdriven by three distinct phases in
government migration policies. The first phase, wnoas the Period of Assimilation,
extended from 1947 to 1964. Subsequent phasesknerven as Integrationism (1964-1972)
and Multiculturalism (1973-present).

Most migrants coming to Queensland entered Auatriali Sydney and Melbourne. In the
period between 1947-1965 migrants arrived by shiphe wharves in major cities were the
places redolent with memories of arriving in a isgy& place, being greeted by little known
relatives or migrant agents, and being subjectethéoprocedures which determined where
migrants would go after arrival.

Jordens (1995), Jupp (1992) and Murphy (1993) decurthe history of this period, which
was characterised by migrants being taken to 'texepentres’ to be processed and in many
cases dispersed to sites of employment relatethdonew industries. Refugees and non-
British migrants were required to work for two ygar places nhominated by the government.
Many were sent to the Snowy Mountain Hydro-elettiriScheme. Other Europeans were
sent to major industrial centres such as remoigsaiontaining iron-ore mines or coastal steel
mills and ports.

The Cultural Landscape of the Period of Integration (1964-
1972)

By the mid 1960s, there were problems with tharatsionist' policies. The migrant project

was certainly building Australia's industrial stgtm and providing employment. To that
extent the project was successful. But the desimeake migrants into Australians who would
be absorbed into the fabric of Australian socieswot working. This was less relevant in
Queensland where the bulk of the migrants werddBrit

Because migrants had been brought in to work ingtrgt with no provision for housing and
minimal provision for English tuition, it was ing&ble that immigrant enclaves formed
around industrial areas and in inner city areasra/heusing was cheap. Such enclaves had
particularities which, while bearing all the hallrke of marginality, were different to the
concept of ghettos in Europe and North AmericapJeipal (1990) describe these places as
zones of transition.

Concern about migrant discontent prompted new fgsliabout migration which came under
the umbrella of 'Integrationism’. By the early 196€he Australian government was
competing with other counties for immigrants. Agesult they were forced to consider
migrants from areas previously excluded becauggenfeived difficulties in assimilation. In
the process of negotiating on a world stage for ignamts, the Australian government
officials became aware that their policies weresidered anachronistic and inappropriate.
Migration practice throughout the world in the 186@as one which acknowledged diversity;
whereas Australia was widely known for its discnatory 'White Australia Policy'. This
particularly acted against Australia's desire tméolinks with Asia. In this light, Australia
clearly needed to revise the immigration policy ethineant better services for migrants on
arrival and broadening of the notion of who wereeptable migrants. ‘Integrationism'
resulted in Australia accepted immigrants from Ledra and Turkey as well as India,
Malaysia, China and South America (Jupp, 1988, Myr093).
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During this period, Brisbane attracted a small nemtif non-British migrants. By the mid
1960s, mainstream Australians were ready to adbegpresence of non-British migrants and
to accept evidence of different cultural practicBach cautious acceptance of the migrant
presence while maintaining the 'Australian wayif@,| continued until 1972 when Australia
moved into a third set of migration policies knoasthe 'Period of Multiculturalism'.

The Cultural Landscape of Multiculturalism (1972-19  95)

It took until 1970 for the Australian Labour PartLP) to realise that working class
solidarity existed just as strongly in migrantsnoin English speaking background as it did
amongst 'white' Australians. The ALP set about tm\the migrant vote and their success in
the 1972 elections was in part attributable to tloge (Jordens 1995, Jupp 1992, Murphy
1993). In 1973, along with the change in governnmbate was also a major global change
resulting from the recession in world trade follagithe slump in oil prices. As well the
plight of refugees from Lebanon and Vietnam habde@ddressed. This was to have a marked
impact on immigration issues in Australia. Firstiyorought to an end the economic boom
which had been the rationale for the immigratiotiggoand secondly Australia accepted its
obligation to take in refugees from Asia and Lebrario Queensland, Brisbane absorbed the
influx of Viethamese.

In 1984 Australia went into a minor recession dginwhich the Great Immigration Debate
started, fuelled by the historian, Geoffrey Blainapd his rhetoric about the Asianisation of
Australia. Although Blainey appeared to get pulliupport which prompted the government
to cut funding to immigrant groups and abolish thastralian Institute of Multicultural
Affairs, it was a misreading of Australian publiensiment. As a result a number of marginal
seats in the larger cities were threatened. Thergovent responded rapidly by establishing
the Office of Multicultural Affairs and the NatiohAgenda for Multicultural Australia; such
was the change in Australian cultural values. 186l Qvith another change in government, the
policies changed. Again migration issues were ebafl with unemployment issues. In
Queensland, migration became the key focus of apaty, the One Nation Party, with an
explicitly racist platform.

Bhabha in his study on Nation and Narrat{@@90) also explores these issues where they are
related to marginal groups and notions of natiomsbeaks of the counter narratives of nation
which destabilise the "ideological manoeuvres tghowhich ‘imagined communities’ are
given essentialist identities" (1990:298). In Aasitr such essentialist identities are evident in
revitalised Chinatowns. Kay Anderson provides aersting analysis of the background to
Brisbane's Chinatown in the late 1980s in her stoyinvented Places (Anderson & Gale
1993).

Thus the history of Queensland migration policiagenresulted in non-British migrants being
marginal groups with the associated predictableialpautcomes. In the late 2entury,
however, post colonial and post modern theoriesmafginality highlight the shift in
perceptions of marginality and difference. Theraigrowing wish to understand the way
migrants value their cultural landscape.

Migrant Landscapes and Place Attachment

The environmental psychologist Low (Altman & Low 99, suggests that where place
attachment occurs, there is a symbolic relationbetwveen a particular group and the place.
This attachment may be evoked by a culturally véle&perience, but it may also derive

meaning from other socio-political and cultural @s; all of which is pertinent to migrant

place attachment.
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Low proposes a typology of cultural place attachimehich she has derived from six
symbolic linkages of people to the land; geneaklgidoss, economic, cosmological,
pilgrimage and narrative.

Tablel
Symboalic Linkages of People and Land.

Source: Altman & Low 1992:166

Genealogical linkage to the land through history and familykkge,

Linkage throughoss of land or destruction of continuity,

Economic linkage to land through ownership, inheritance patitics,
Cosmological linkage through religious, spiritual or mythologlicelationships,
Linkage througlsecular pilgrimage and celebratory cultural events,
Narrative linkage through storytelling and place-naming.

ogkrwbrE

Low states that along with the six symbolic linkagthere is a process of place attachment
which occurs by living in a place. Genealogicaheliment to place and loss of place are
mutually dependent for migrants, particularly migsa who have come from traditional
peasant communities where the family relationshiplace has been established for centuries.
Often the place attachment is so strong that pefophe the same village aggregate together
in the new country as is the case with some Itatiggrant groups in Australia.

Low's concept of ‘cosmological' attachment to plaas been explored in depth by Norberg-
Schulz (1980) in his study on Genius Loci: Towatlds Phenomenology of Architecture
Greenbie (1981) in his study, Spacedso explores sacred places and their meanings.
Migrants have great difficulty in reconciling thestnological aspects of myth and symbol of
place in the host country. Although the Asian gcacbf Feng Shui has been brought to the
new countries together with shrines and sacredsplahich are incorporated into houses, the
profound attachment of place and its mythology fiesian the original country. Instead
rituals associated with worship, festivals and ptteemonies, although carried out in public
places in a similar manner to the country of origiavelop more of a 'secular' and 'narrative'
form of place attachment. Low's 'economic’, 'setwdad 'narrative' linkages are all very
strong in migrant places but they are not necdgshkriown about outside the migrant
community. Such lack of knowledge often resultplanning decisions which are insensitive
to cultural difference or merely examples of steyped ethnicity.

More recent work on place attachment has been ghdali by Dolores Hayden in her book
The Power of Plac€1995). She highlights the role that public spaaa play in cultural
identity and how urban landscapes are "storehooSasscial memories". For Hayden, the
power of place means the "power of ordinary lanpissd@o nurture citizen's public memories”
(1995:9). She points out that in an ethnically déeecity such as Los Angeles, race, gender
and neighbourhood are poorly represented as reatmnmgreservation of the built
environment. She argues for the rights of minagityups to be represented in the urban built
environment in the form of public history or urbareservation. Hayden broadens the notion
of place attachment to include those places adedcigith pain and humiliation. She point
out that "coming to termwith ethnic history in the landscape requires emgagvith bitter
experiences, as well as the indifference and deniabunding them" (1995:22).

In Queensland many of the migrant places are associwith difficult experiences. The
concept that migrant places could include humiltivork places challenges the notion that
migrant places are only represented by 'exoticl faad customs.
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Summary

This brief overview of issues related to interprgtithe cultural landscape of migration in
Queensland shows the importance of understandmgrbfficial history, that is the history
that has not been documented because of the mistinas of the groups. The third group to
be considered in this history, the Australian Sdoéia Islanders is presented by both Lincoln
Hayes as a cultural landscape analysis and WadteerBas a broad overview.

*
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BRIEF HISTORY OF SOUTH SEA ISLANDERS IN
QUEENSLAND

by Walter Baker

The recruitment of South Sea Islanders (SSI) ferQueensland sugar trade lasted from 1863
to 1904. The Islanders were called 'Kanakas' amdtélm is still used although it is now
considered to be insulting and derogatd€gnakais a Melanesian word for ‘Maahd was
applied by Europeans to the inhabitants of Melanel$idoes not identify people from a
particular island. The descendants of this origp@bulation prefer to be called Australian
South Sea Islanders, mainly to distinguish theneselfrom recent immigrants and to
reinforce their status as a separate and idergfi@mority group in Australia.

The recruitment of SSI labour is frequently refdrte and described as a 'slave trauieh
comparisons made between the conditions and peactithe African slave trade in The US
and the Caribbean. The legal position of SouthlSlaads workers in Queensland was that of
indentured labourers and this situation has berrefiglly argued by Moore (1985 ) and fully
discussed by Saunders (1974). The institution ettehslavery was neither developed nor
implemented and South Sea Islanders were nevellyleglaves to be bought and sold .
Nevertheless, regardless of the legal status SSFitbe themselves as having been brought to
Queensland as slaves and see themselves as teadimss of slaves. Slavery is to be seen in
this context as an extra-legal concept embracings@me cases) the forceful removal of
people from their homes , arbitrary arrest and ghunient and the forceful prevention of the
right of assembly, all of which occurred during trears when labour was procured from the
islands.

The description of the traffic has been well docoted by missionaries and abolitionists. The
excesses committed by the less scrupulous regufdabour was described as 'blackbirding'
which was essentially a form of kidnapping. "Blacking was as full of horrors, of
brutalities, of tragedies as was the African skaade" (Dunbabin 1935). The Islanders fought
back in defence of their homes and people andah®its and brutalities have been recorded
on both sides which means that a continuing difficaxists in any attempt to unravel fact
from fiction. Some of the historical sources areadly unreliable (Moore 1985) and clearly
misleading. For example, Dunbabin (1935) asse#s "fhhe blackbirding done in Australia
itself was mainly concerned with women." This ist the case as women were seldom
recruited and formed a small percentage of thd fmipulation recruited from the islands
(Edmondson 1984; Moore 1985). The recruitment bbla from the Pacific Islands became
better regulated with government intervention ire th890s and major reforms were
implemented relating to contracts and conditions eofiployment (Edmondson 1984).
Nonetheless ,these legal safeguards were in ma®s ¢asufficient to protect the South Sea
Islander population from maltreatment and discration.

There was unscrupulous evasion of the provisionshefAct by recruiters and others; and
savage and sanguinary retaliation by Pacific igasdvas frequent; atrocity was countered by
atrocity .

(Cilento & Lack, 1959) The authors contend howetlmt South Sea Island labour in
Queensland was treated with a "benevolent feudalism

Post recruitment difficulties

The recruitment of indentured labour from the Sdbda Islands was prohibited in 1890 but
continued until 1904 due to the fact the sugar ¢dameers could not work the land without a



Investigating Queensland's Cultural Landscapes:
CONTESTED TERRAINS Series

source of cheap labour. The period was marked Imgiderable unrest and deep political
divisions between the sugar mill owners who wamtadurce of labour and a body of opinion
that wanted a white colony. The SSI though neveremban 5% of the total Queensland
population (Graves 1993) were a visible and vocalug demanding better pay and
conditions of work. In this they were hampered doethe legal position as they were
administered under the Masters and Servants ad881 which prohibited individual or

collective action to improve their working condit& In theory ,this legislation protected
workers from the wilder excesses of employers thinolegally stipulated conditions of

service. In fact their hands were tied.

The Pacific Island Labourers Act of 1880 was camlly amended to restrict the
occupational improvement of South Sea islanderseyTivere forbidden to work as
blacksmiths, carpenters or mechanics and couldwaohk as labourers in the sugar industry.
There were also restrictions on their freedom o@meent and it was forbidden to change
work at will. Employers were heavily fined for atyeach of these regulations and the
smaller cane farmers resorted to hiding South Sleader workers by day and putting them
to work at night.

Recruitment officially ceased in 1904 under theifRat¢sland Labourers Act of 1901. All
islanders who were left by 31st December 1906 Wabée to be deported with the exception
of children born in Australia and a group of "Titkéolders"who were exempt on grounds of
long residence in Queensland. Opposition to thisvas extensive and sustained and the act
was amended to prevent the deportation of the wildiried couples, land owners and
residents of twenty years (Pacific Island Labour&rsendment Act). The effect of this
change in the legislation allowed a sufficient nembf SSI to remain in Queensland as a
small but identifiable minority.

The deportation of the SSI is the only instancevitich a migrant group has been deported
from Australia and is yet another example in whishstralian South Sea Islanders see
themselves as the descendants of people who werk ass slaves and discarded without
recognition or compensation.

Population

There are a number of difficulties in interpretihg statistics relating to the SSI population in
Queensland. These difficulties are fully discusse€ane and Labou{Graves 1993). The
total population brought to Queensland is estimategR,000. The peak being 12,000 in 1883
when they formed about 5% of the Queensland pdpualain 1907 with the effect of
repatriation the population was estimated as 15@&img up 0.29% of the Queensland
population. There are several reasons set out byesr(1993) for questioning these figures.
Firstly the mortality figures are inaccurate simtEaths were not always reported. Secondly
the children of South Sea islanders were not @afficirecorded as "Polynesians." Another
factor in the under-reporting of South Sea IslasderQueensland is due to the fact that they
migrated to other parts of Australia which was permitted under the terms of their
indenture and so was not reported.

Relatively few women were recruited from the islsuaghd by the time that deportation ceased
in 1908 the number deported was 42609 under thdidddand Labourers Act (Mercer
1995). The present population of some 20,000 mase lesulted from marriages between
SSI and Aboriginal and other groups.

The present population of 20,000 in Queenslandoiscentrated in Mackay, Bundaberg,
Rockhampton and Ayr.
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Present Position

There is no doubt that the Australian South Seantldrs are a group much discriminated
against and their disadvantages are measured aocieel below levels of deprivation that
exists in other Australian communities. Their clgifor government assistance as a minority
group with special needs are valid. Moore (1988Jas that their treatment after deportation
was worse than before and concludes that "Austahamigrant Melanesians certainly have
a valid case in claiming redress from the goverrithén Departmental Committee report in
1977 concluded that the social and economic statdsconditions of the South Sea Islanders
are generally below that of the white communityn@itions have not improved for the South
Sea Islanders. A report by the Human Rights andaE@yportunity Commission in 1992
found no improvement on the conditions that existetid77. The Islanders were found to be
disadvantaged by every index of measurement Tinesadied housing, education, health and
employment

Identity and Recognition

The present Australian South Sea Islander populaifoQueensland are a racially diverse
group with some 47% having only one parent from3beth Sea Islands. Islanders with an
Aboriginal ancestor account for just under halftef population with other significant groups
being Torres Strait islanders and non-Melanesiams lvad married into the community. This
mixed ancestry gave rise to a situation of choro# @so one of conflict. Many ASSI, while
acknowledging their aboriginality, have no wistdeny their SSI identity. South Sea Islander
culture and heritage was maintained over the yaadsemained strong supported by this rich
ancestral mix. The Islanders did not lose the gttmonds of family connections and included
outsiders into their communities. They are also rawaf their contribution to the sugar
industry of Queensland and would like to se thistcbution acknowledged and recorded.

To this end the Human Rights report of 1992 wascrofcial importance. The principal
recommendation that "The Government should formadigognise Australian South Sea
Islanders as a unique minority group which is selyedisadvantaged as a consequence of
racial discrimination" was supported and furtherognised Australian South Sea Islanders as
a distinct ethnic group in Australia with its owistiory and culture.

All the recommendations in the report were suppbated accepted by Government (Hansard
25th August 1994). These covered access to saulaéducational programmes with specific
budgetary allocations for schemes for cultural tgy@ent and community programmes.

*
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CULTURAL LANDSCAPES OF THE AUSTRALIAN
SOUTH SEA ISLANDERS:
an indicative list of place types in the historic
environment.

By Lincoln T. Hayes
(Australian Heritage Commission and James Cook &fgity of North Queensland)

The contribution of Australian South Sea Islanderthe establishment of one of Australia's
great industries cannot be overestimated. Over080g@ople, mostly from Melanesia, were
brought to Queensland to clear the land, plantandugar cane. While most returned home
(never quite the same) to their Islands and theiy &and many died, significant numbers
stayed on in Australia and established lives andhd® for themselves. Today their
descendants exceed 20,000, forming a significantpoment of Queensland sugar town
populations.

This paper examines the relationships that Ausimalouth Sea Islander people, often known
as Kanakas, have had with their physical envirorimeexplores actual and potential ways
in which their lives in Australia have effected altaral landscape that reflects both their
Melanesian ancestry and their status as some ofr@lend's earliest and most praiseworthy
pioneers. After a brief contextual history of thedahders in Australia, | will present an
indicative (but not exhaustive) list of place tygleat might be seen as readily identifiable
signatures of the South Sea Islanders' culturalsieape.

Sugar

The Queensland sugar industry developed, in pad,rasponse to the fledgling colony's need
tap the wealth that potentially sprang from itseesive tropical environment. In the early

1860s cotton was trialed, but it was Claudius Whifibst commercial sugar crop at Ormiston

that proved a significant breakthrough. By the y¢d870s, development of sugar land was
watched with anticipation, as plantations rapidiyang up and the Queensland population
headed north.

While in 1867 only 6 small plantation mills had heestablished, by the end of 1874 there
were 71 mills (Graves 1979:12). The opening up wjas lands also brought increased
settlement to areas north of Rockhampton, which pra@diously seen few Europeans. By
1871 Mackay alone was producing over a third ofdbeny's sugar (Graves 1993:13) and
plantation related settlements had been establiahefdr north as Cardwell and the Lower
Herbert.

Sugar planters in Queensland in the 1860s and lt&4éttle conception of a commercially
viable sugar industry away from the plantation.sTivas partly due to the influence of ex-
planters from places like Barbados and Mauritiusogk 1975). A majority of the
Queensland planters were the progeny of wealthtg Bri Scots, but their sole experience of
sugar production was from books and journals deisgrislave plantations from places like
Louisiana and Jamaica.

Thus, the 1860s-1870s model of the sugar plantatas a labour intensive one. In order to
return a profit, each plantation required a good plentiful supply of cheap, servile labour.
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Europeans would not undertake hard manual labotlrariropics, a reluctance influenced by
contemporary medical opinions. These opinions, é¢oetb with popular racial theories,
predicated that this servile labour force shouldlaek

The Labour Trade

Initial inquiries about recruiting coolies were meith a flat refusal from the Indian
protectorate. In response, Logan cotton plantereRobowns decided to import South Sea
Islanders to work at his estate. His first groggruited from the New Hebrides (Vanuatu) in
1863, proved such a success that other planteesseen requesting Islanders for themselves.
As Queensland's cotton industry dissolved, the evalfi South Sea Islanders had already
become apparent to a number of other industriesyibst important of which was sugar.

Much has been written and spoken of the Queendlahdur Trade (see eg. Holthouse 1969;
Moore 1981, 1992; Munro 1995), and there can bedogbt that grave atrocities were
committed in the process of recruiting Pacific mglars. Many academic historians (eg Corris
1973; Moore 1981) have suggested, however, thaiitdesarly phases of kidnapping and
violence, the Trade was, on the whole, voluntargy peaceful. Many Australian South Sea
Islanders, however, make claims to the contrarggssting that a great number of their
ancestors were tricked, kidnapped and even ensli@esdMoore 1981). Whé clear is that
Australian South Sea Islanders feel excluded frloestandard narrative of their history, and
are therefore disenfranchised through the histelting process. This feeling bears very
heavily on today's Islander community and, alonthwther perceived injustices of the past,
conditions their sense of identity and belongind.irstralian society.

Plantation Life

A majority of the Islanders who came to Queenslamuntil the 1890s, worked on sugar
plantations. Each was assigned to a plantatiothfee years, after which they could re-sign
with a plantation or small farm, or go home. Mostided to return after three or six years,
but many (for various reasons) stayed, and bugislifor themselves in Queensland.
Plantation work was very physical. The divisionlalfour was generally based on race, with
"kanaka labour" being reserved for Islanders, galyethe most physical unskilled work like
land clearance, planting and cutting cane. The aey® long and work performance was
closely monitored by overseers and drivers (Mod@85] Saunders 1982 and Graves 1993
provide excellent overviews of material life on flantations).

Accommodation and food on plantations were highdyiable from place to place. Some
planters took their responsibilities seriously apdovided plentiful food and good
accommodation. Others provided a bare minimum d¢bma and left the labourers to
construct their own houses. It is somewhat irottien, that the Islanders themselves chose to
grow their own food, and construct their own grhsss, primarily out of preference (see
Moore 1985).

As the sugar industry developed, into the 1890sditions gradually improved for the
Islanders. Plantations became increasingly obsolsing replaced by a system of large
central mills being supplied by small farms arotimel district (see Griggs 1997).

"Time expired" workers were Islanders who had catga a three year contract and were
then able to negotiate their terms of service whiir new employers. This usually meant
better wages and shorter terms of service, becalusigeir reputation as quality labourers
(Shlomowitz 1985). Many became accustomed to theeQsland lifestyle and began building
lives for themselves around the sugar districts.ti#d same time, however, there were
agitations in the wider community to eradicatertipeesence.
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The Queensland government had attempted severals tim cease the importation of
Islanders, ultimately relenting under pressure fremgar producers. After Federation,
however, the decision was taken out of their hamds under the White Australia policy, the
Islanders were deported. After much agitation thpodtation order was relaxed slightly, and
some were allowed to stay, mostly those who had beéustralia for 20 years or more. In
1908 the deportations were enforced and all weng Isack, excepting around 1000, and
another 1000 who Moore (1985) estimates abscona@gdtayed illegally.

Amid union policies preventing Islanders from beaagrticket-holders, and the arrival (from

the 1890s) of ltalian and Maltese labourers, thestflian sugar industry was soon
proclaiming itself a "whites only" enterprise, atlte South Sea Islanders were quickly
forgotten. Unable to work in the sugar industryd esgqueezed out by other professions,
Islander families survived using the technologaght to them in their island homes to build
houses and plant gardens. They survived on subsétgriculture and earned what money
they could doing odd jobs and cutting cane illegdflee Mercer 1995, Fatnowna 1989).
Unwanted and unrecognised by the Australian govemthey established families and
settlements, and most importantly, they survived.

The cultural landscapes of the South Sea Islanders

This contextual history was designed to provideekdrop for our understanding of the ways
in which the Australian South Sea Islanders haveacted on and shaped the Queensland
landscape, particularly in the 1863-1940 perioceréhare many (such as Balanzategui 1995)
who have suggested that all traces of those fahtlers have long since disappeared. Much
to the contrary, however, the traca® there, but they are probably much more noticeable
when one examines the historic landscape in ammdd manner.

The remainder of this paper will address the difiertypes of signatures that South Sea
Islanders have left on the cultural landscape, dase information derived from history,
photographs, oral history and archaeological rebeemnducted on sugar plantations in north
Queensland (Hayes forthcoming).

Wreck sites: blackbirding ships

While the definition of cultural landscape might steetched somewhat by the inclusion of
the reefs and waters off the Queensland coasthber number of shipwrecks surrounding
the Great Barrier Reef begs consideration. Theod&y of theFoam on Myrmidon Reef
near Townsville demonstrates the value of wreclestluiting ships to our understanding of
the Islanders' experience in Queensland. Loadel keiturning labourers and their trade
goods, thd=oamprovides insight into various aspects of recruittrend the types of cultural
materials that were preferred by the Islanders 1§&e4991). As Gesner (1991) suggests, a
significant number of recruiting ships, some ofnthblackbirders, were wrecked out there
somewhere, up to half a dozen of them just off@ueensland coast. In this respect, then, the
experience of the South Sea Islanders is not oaty @ our cultural landscape, it is also
submerged on our reefs and in our waters.

Conceivably, this significance also extends todbeks and wharves of Queensland ports like
Townsville, Maryborough, Mackay and Lucinda: thaqds where thousands of new Islander
recruits were landed, examined and assigned toosend. The docks at Cairns are also
significant to the Islanders, being the locatiotratimatic deportations in 1908.
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Plantation sites

There were over 150 operational sugar plantation@ueensland at various times between
1863 and 1900. Each plantation held great tractsraf — somewhere between 1500-6000
acres — of which between 10% and 50% was undeivatittn at any given time. Almost
without exception each plantation had its own sugdt, giant (although not by today's
standards) brick and iron industrial structureswawering chimneys.

Sugar plantations had a major impact on Queenslamironment in the 19th Century. In
many areas, the establishment of a plantation theditst significant permanent European
presence. Especially in northern Queensland, dn&ggion districts were frontiers.

For plantation production, large-scale clearanflenahousands of acres, effected by Pacific
Islanders. Cane fields were planted, tended aneebtrd by Islanders. In fact, much of the
land that is today used by cane farmers was ilyitid¢ared by Islanders.

The physical remnants of the 19th Century sugaustrgl are rapidly disappearing. New lands
are needed for cultivation, and so much of the shgts heritage is being ploughed out or
cleared. What does remain, on first appearancdéisaisvhich is not easily cleared: mill sites,
with their heavy concrete and brick foundationsj ather more formal structures. While
South Sea Islanders, by the very nature of thepleyment, may claim such remnants as
their heritage, there are other, more subtle, sragfetheir contributions to the plantation
landscape to be found.

While formal barracks and houses were providedtter Islanders on the plantations, they
were generally detested, and many chose to cohsfieic own houses, with which they were
more familiar and comfortable. These houses wemnbdi framed, and usually thatched with
panels of loya cane, blady grass and sago palmQeesmes 1993), comprising a variety of
styles, derived from all over Vanuatu and the Saorslands. Due to the perishable nature
of the building materials and the decaying effeétsopical weather, none of these structures
are expected to have survived. Using archaeolotgcainiques, however, it may be possible
to detect the presence of these structures andseuot, to some extent, the type of existence
that was lived inside them. Evidence of grass housses found recently at the site of Seaforth
plantation, near Ayr, in the form of artifact ensted earth mounds, possibly created by the
gradual decomposition of the huts (Hayes forthcamin

Another noticeable trace left by Islanders on thengations is from the plants that they
cultivated. While the diet provided by planters Idobe good or bad, depending on the
plantation, most Islanders detested the overemplmasimeat and bread, preferring instead
their own tubers (taro and yam) and fruit, with 8namounts of protein. In response, they
planted their own gardens, using species in Auatthht were familiar to them and importing
those they could not get (see Moore 1985). Planters usually happy to allow them to use
plantation land for their gardens, and many alsmteld fruit trees and food and medicinal
plants around their houses. While many of thesdeger have now disappeared and are most
likely under cane, there are traces of them thatstdl be found on old plantation lands,
usually in the form of wild remnants and survivimgngo, guava and coconut trees. The most
common place to find these is adjacent to riveregks and swamps, where the water
intensive taro was usually grown. Remnant treesals@ common in and around the sites of
old habitation or barracks sites on the plantalamoals.

Similar evidence of Islander activities should asofound on the sites of i @entury farms.
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Dwelling sites (pre/post 1900)

In the 19th Century a majority of Islanders werevided accommodation or accommodation
space on the plantations where they worked. Fokeverwho became free of any direct
obligations to particular employers, the optionbigld one's dwelling elsewhere was often
popular. Despite the growing wealth in some seatbthe Islander population, however, they
were legally prevented from obtaining freehold laadd were forced to squat on crown or
private lands.

After the deportations, the Islanders allowed ty stere left with no employment and no
ready place of accommodation. Many benefited frdm benevolence of landowners
sympathetic to their cause, who allowed them taldish homes on their lands rent-free.
Others were forced to create homes and settlenmetite bush, down by the creeks, gullies
and swamps surrounding Queensland sugar towns. liighincome and little aid from the
mainstream community, homes and settlements wesated with whatever materials,
innovations and traditional knowledge the Islanaensid muster.

They established houses and gardens in these apamymparts of the Queensland
environment and many of them stayed in such cirtamegs until the 1940s and later. In
many districts, large groups of Islanders, usualiharing common ethnicity or kinship,
gathered and established settlements, such as #t105ehe Gardens" in Halifax, and on
Plantation Creek in Ayr (Mercer 1995).

The remains of these settlements are still evidentany places. Islander habitation sites are
generally simple to recognise, by their choice adation (near creeks, swamps) and the
vegetation that surrounds them. The remnant garalensspecially diagnostic of Melanesian
presence, which will be discussed below. Dwellirtess may also contain significant
archaeological remains both above and below tHaweir

Gardens

In Melanesia, gardening is traditionally of parambimportance: it is more than a question
of subsistence, it is a mark of cultural existertea. Melanesian Australians, too, gardening
was as much about cultural survival as physicaligal (Hayes forthcoming). Noah Sabbo,
an elder of the Islander community in Mackay suniseal the situation in a recent
documentary:

Being agricultural people, those Kanakas... thiegtto revive it over here, working in the soil,

planting the gardens, and it doesn’'t become olt thiém, you know, it doesn’t become old hat
with them — every day they were there. The Kandkag lived well along here [the creeks and
gullies], they could fish in this creek here anéddhtwo large fig trees here. And they had
coconut trees too, along here, so it reminded tbewhere they came from, the habitat, and this
is why they liked to come here, you know.

(Noah Sabbo, in Sugar Slay&sim Australia 1995).

In their gardens were a great variety of fruitgyetables, legumes and herbs, most of which
were tried and tested Melanesian staples. Somegvewthey acquired knowledge of from
Aborigines, while they had gained a taste for acthfeom Europeans. The most important
elements of the Islanders' food plant roster wieeestarchy tubers: yam and taro. Preference
for one over the other of these depended greatlhthenindividual's island of origin. In
addition to yam and taro, food plants like cassawseet potato, coconut, banana, guava and
mango were grown. Medicinal and ritual plants wals® essential components of the garden
(Mercer and Moore 1976).

Mango trees in particular were an important speboesAustralian South Sea Islanders,
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despite their relative insignificance in traditibielanesian agriculture. If it were possible to
pinpoint one specific landscape element that isndise of the Australian South Sea
Islanders in north Queensland it would be the margm South Sea Islander habitation sites,
with very few exceptions, all have very strong sgaelationships with deliberately planted
mango trees. The oral testimony of Islander desaesdoften emphasises the importance of
these relationships. Fathowna (1989:110), for exampistfully recalls how the first thing
his father did when establishing their family howes to plant a mango tree. Certainly, while
the integrity of garden remnants can often be ta®r time, mango trees (and to a lesser
extent figs and coconuts) are obvious and veryhllereeminders of the past presence and
activities of an Australian South Sea Islander fami

Burials and cemeteries

The disposal of the dead in the Australian SoutihISkender community, as it is in traditional
Melanesian societies, is an intensely personalpgivate business. Many of those who died
on plantations and farms presumably lie buried gmausly beneath the canefields or deep
in the bush. Traditional burial practices in Melsiaevary greatly, and it would be difficult to
characterise these, especially in relation to thstralian Islanders. Many today still know the
location of their ancestors' burials, and that mahyhem were buried in traditional ways.
Substantial research, conducted with considerabisitivity, would be needed for a greater
understanding of these matters.

While many were buried anonymously during the @tah period, towards the end of the
19th Century they were buried more in formal cemese either the plantation's own or the
town cemetery. Most, however, were buried in thatlmen section, even though by this time
many had become Christians. These cemeteriesaal@y,ta focus for South Sea Islanders'
recognition of their ancestors. One community inn@aberg is undertaking a cemetery
restoration project there, attempting to createappropriate memorial to their forebears
(Sugar Slaved-ilm Australia 1995).

Large scale landscape features

A number of larger historic features on the Quesrdsllandscape are the result of work
carried out by South Sea Islanders last Centurg. €kich feature is the Sugar Wagon Trail at
Yeppoon, near Rockhampton. The trail is part abaespitched road created by Islanders for
the Farnborough sugar plantation, to allow wagansarry sugar to the coast for export.

Originally over 40km, the trail today consists ak§ over 1km, but represents a substantial
achievement by the Islander workforce. It is also important focus for remembrance,

because a number of people died in the coursesdfoibstruction. A similar track can be

found at Habana, near Mackay.

Another significant landscape feature is the staradling which, although once quite
common, is becoming increasingly rare due to destm. Stone walls can be found in the
Bundaberg, Maryborough and Mackay districts, whexteiral stone littered the pre-European
landscape. When plantations were first establistsdnders were set to work clearing the
land of stones, which they transformed into tersamed boundary walls. One such wall, at
Mon Repos in Bundaberg, is in the Register of th&dwal Estate. Many others, however, are
increasingly under threat from cane farmers wislinigcrease their cultivation space.

Sacred/ceremonial places

Like traditional burials, the presence of South &ander ceremonial places is uncertain.
Mercer and Moore (1976) studied the retention afitronal magico-religious practices
among the community and came up with some sigmificasults. One of the most profound
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of their discoveries was the presence of at leastliarungahuts orHaus Tamaransn the
Mackay district. These huts were the venue for nafnghe traditional ritual practices of the
Islander community. While the location of such hatkept secret, it is not known if any such
huts (including any outside the Mackay distric® atill in existence or use. It is likely that
they were once quite common, and may have beeifisggnt components of the Islanders'
cultural landscape.

Myth/folklore sites

It is known, from the oral testimony of Islandeisdendants, that, despite living in Australia
and many of them adopting Christianity, ritual piees and mythological beliefs were
frequently maintained. In traditional Melanesiafkiimre, the activities of ancestral spirits,
ghosts and tricksters play a significant role istnieting and informing human behaviour.
Places become attributed to specific spirits, bniggvarnings to the living from the dead, and
these places become regarded by the community paemmbu or forbidden. One such
place is a large fig tree that overhangs the roach Mackay to Habana. Fatnowna (1989)
tells the story of this tree, commonly known as frexil tree, and his excruciating fear of it
as a child. It is likely that many such places eixighe folklore of the Islanders. These may
become more evident as the contemporary South sS&adér community becomes better
understood.

While the list of site types | have discussed aboaenot be exhaustive, it does provide a
solid foundation for a characterisation and a galn@nderstanding of the cultural landscape
of the Australian South Sea Islanders. In many waigsa discrete landscape, which might
easily be overlooked if one was not deliberatelgraleing for it. With a degree of informed
insight, however, a landscape is revealed that th# story of a community that is (and has
been) at once marginal and thriving. While therldkrs have not stamped their presence on
the landscape with massive structures and larde-stanipulation of the environment, there
is nonetheless quite a unique and distinctive dbaran the way that they have used the
world around them for the means of both physicadl @auitural survival.

*
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