
The Atlantic World in the Antipodes 
 



 



 

The Atlantic World in the Antipodes: 

Effects and Transformations  
since the Eighteenth Century 

 
 
 

Edited by 
 

Kate Fullagar 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 

The Atlantic World in the Antipodes:  
Effects and Transformations since the Eighteenth Century,  

Edited by Kate Fullagar 
 

This book first published 2012  
 

Cambridge Scholars Publishing 
 

12 Back Chapman Street, Newcastle upon Tyne, NE6 2XX, UK 
 
 

British Library Cataloguing in Publication Data 
A catalogue record for this book is available from the British Library 

 
 

Copyright © 2012 by Kate Fullagar and contributors 
 

All rights for this book reserved. No part of this book may be reproduced, stored in a retrieval system, 
or transmitted, in any form or by any means, electronic, mechanical, photocopying, recording or 

otherwise, without the prior permission of the copyright owner. 
 

ISBN (10): 1-4438-3744-X, ISBN (13): 978-1-4438-3744-6 
 



To the memory of 
Bernard Smith 
(1916-2011) 

 

 





CONTENTS 
 
 
 
List of Figures............................................................................................. ix 
 
Acknowledgments ...................................................................................... xi 
 
Introduction .............................................................................................. xiii 
The Atlantic World in the Antipodes 
Kate Fullagar 
 

Part I: Voyaging 
 
Chapter One................................................................................................. 2 
Women of the East, Women of the West:  
Region and Race, Gender and Sexuality on Cook’s Voyages 
Margaret Jolly 
 
Chapter Two .............................................................................................. 33 
Convicts, Slaves and Prison Inmates:   
The Voyage to Australia in Comparative Perspective 
Hamish Maxwell-Stewart 
 
Chapter Three ............................................................................................ 52 
Antipodean Experiments: Charles Darwin’s South Seas Voyages,  
1835-36 
Iain McCalman 
 

Part II: Investigating 
 
Chapter Four.............................................................................................. 70 
In Transit: European Cosmologies in the Pacific 
Simon Schaffer 
 
Chapter Five .............................................................................................. 94 
Strange Climes: John MacGillivrary and Natural History Collecting  
Sophie Jensen 
 



Contents viii  

Chapter Six .............................................................................................. 120 
Karl Haushofer’s Geopolitics of the Pacific Ocean  
Alison Bashford 
 

Part III: Befriending 
 
Chapter Seven.......................................................................................... 146 
Defending Friends: Robert Codrington, George Sarawia and Edward 
Wogale 
Helen Gardner 
 
Chapter Eight........................................................................................... 166 
On the Trail of Nikolai Miklouho-Maclay: A Russian Encounter  
in the Antipodes  
Sheila Fitzpatrick 
 
Chapter Nine............................................................................................ 185 
Creating the Anthropological Field in the Pacific 
Anita Herle 
 

Part IV: Resisting 
 
Chapter Ten ............................................................................................. 220 
Facing Empire: Indigenous Histories in Comparative Perspective  
Michael A. McDonnell 
 
Chapter Eleven ........................................................................................237 
Taking Liberty: Towards a New Political Historiography  
of Settler Self-Government and Indigenous Activism  
Ann Curthoys 
 
Chapter Twelve ....................................................................................... 256 
Cultural Development and Cultural Observatories in the African, 
Caribbean and Pacific (ACP) Group of States  
Katerina Martina Teaiwa 
 
Afterword ................................................................................................ 283 
Opposite Footers 
Damon Ieremia Salesa 
 
Contributors............................................................................................. 301 
 



LIST OF FIGURES 
 
 
 
Fig. 1-1. William Hodges, “Woman and child of Tanna,” 1774. National 

Library of Australia, nla.pic-an2717054. 
 
Fig. 6-1. “Skizze der Meeresströnmugen, Juli−September” from Karl 

Haushofer, Geopolitik des Pazifischen Ozeans (Heidelberg-Berlin: 
Kurt Vowinckel, 1938). 

 
Fig. 6-2. “Karte der politischen,” from Karl Haushofer, Geopolitik des 

Pazifischen Ozeans (Heidelberg-Berlin: Kurt Vowinckel, 1938).  
 
Fig. 6-3. “Wehrgeopolitische Skizze des Pazifik,” from Karl Haushofer, 

Geopolitik des Pazifischen Ozeans (Heidelberg-Berlin: Kurt 
Vowinckel, 1938). 

 
Fig. 9-1. Members of the Cambridge Anthropological Expedition to the 

Torres Strait on Mabuiag island. 1898. © MAA P.751.ACH1. 
 
Fig. 9-2. The Expedition’s friends and assistants on Mabuiag. © MAA 

P.704.ACH1. 
 
Fig. 9-3. Gift of food to the Expedition members shortly after their arrival 

on Mer. 1898. ® MAA P.918.ACH1. 
 
Fig. 9-4. Inside the “Anthropological Laboratory” in the former LMS 

mission house. 1898. ® MAA P.756.ACH1. 
 
Fig. 9-5. Layard’s first photograph taken on Atchin. ® MAA N.98455. 
 
Fig. 9-6. Carved wooden ancestor figure noted by Layard for its naturalist 

style, Pwelut, Wala Island. 1915. ® MAA N.98707. 
 
Fig. 9-7. Meldektari and Maltsel touching a stone nawot, Pwetertsuts 

ceremonial grounds, Atchin Island. 1914. ® MAA N.98466. 



List of Figures x 

Fig. 9-8. Meldelshuhui and Malif seated on a stone nawat, Atchin Island. 
1915. ® MAA N.98675. 

 
Fig. 9-9. Malteris sitting by fire playing nambu wu (pan pipes), Atchin 

Island. 1914. ® MAA N.98465.  
 
Fig. 9-10. Portrait of Buremin, Atchin Island. 1914. ® MAA N.98488. 
 
Fig. 9-11. Atchin youths on the way home from Oba (Ambae Island). John 

Layard, 1915. ® MAA N.98762. 
 
Fig. 9-12. John Bani reading Vol. 5 of The Reports of the Cambridge 

Anthropological Expedition to the Torres Strait on Pulu Island. 2001. 
© Ian McNiven, 2001.  

 
Fig. 9-13. Vianney Atpatoun, former fieldworker for Vao, with hand-

bound photocopy of Layard’s Stone Men of Malekula, 2006. © Haidy 
Geismar. 

 
Fig. 9-14. Frank Namol showing Layard’s photograph of his grandfather, 

Melteg-to, Mainland Atchin. August 2007. © Anita Herle.  
 
Fig. 9-15. Melteg-to the leader of the ensemble at Pwetert-tsüts, playing 

the mother drum. John Layard, 1914. ® MAA N.98527 
 
Fig. 9-16. Fieldworkers Bernard Rosy (holding book of John Layard’s 

photographs) and Numa Longaa point towards the stone called Leba 
Sangawul. Atchin Island, August 2007. © Anita Herle. 

 
Fig. 9-17. Stone called Leba Sangawul, Atchin Island. John Layard, 1914. 

® MAA N.98493. 
 



ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 
  
 
 
This publication in one result of a John E. Sawyer Seminar, hosted by the 
University of Sydney in 2009-2010, entitled “The Antipodean Laboratory: 
Humanity, Sovereignty, and Environment in Southern Oceans and Lands, 
1700-2009”. The seminar ran for eighteen months and was generously 
funded by the Andrew W. Mellon Foundation. My first thanks go to the 
Mellon Foundation, and particularly Joseph Meisel, who supported our 
application and administration of the Sawyer grant so warmly and 
efficiently. The Sawyer Seminar could not have run without the equally 
generous support of the Faculty of Arts at the University of Sydney. I am 
grateful to the then Dean of Arts, Stephen Garton, for his whole-hearted 
backing of this project. The university’s practical support of the seminar 
was facilitated by the then Head of the School of Philosophical and 
Historical Inquiry, Duncan Ivison, who also served as a committee 
member and participant in the seminar: Duncan’s enthusiasm and energy 
ensured that the seminar grant was deployed with a minimum of fuss and a 
maximum of enjoyment.  

The Sydney Sawyer Seminar, as it became known, was organised by a 
committee of fourteen scholars, headed and originally inspired by Iain 
McCalman. Committee members devised the seven day sessions, held 
between March 2009 and May 2010, and the program of the three-day 
conference, held in August 2010. Many also served as session convenors, 
chairs, and participants. I would like to thank especially for their service to 
the seminar Robert Aldrich, Warwick Anderson, Alison Bashford, Emma 
Christopher, Andrew Fitzmaurice, Kirsten McKenzie, Jude Philp, Hans 
Pols, Cassandra Pybus, and Martin Thomas.  

Contributors to this book include a range of different participants. 
Many delivered versions of their chapters to the final conference: I am 
grateful to Simon Schaffer, Alison Bashford, Sheila Fitzpatrick, Anita 
Herle, Michael McDonnell, Ann Curthoys, and Katerina Teaiwa for 
submitting their papers to this collection. Some delivered versions of their 
chapters to the earlier, single-day sessions: I thank Hamish Maxwell-
Stewart, Iain McCalman, and Helen Gardner for their contributions. A 
couple of chapters were specifically commissioned for this book: I am 
indebted to Margaret Jolly for her willingness to contribute the opening 
chapter and for her general support of the seminar; I am even more 



Acknowledgements xii  

grateful to my old friend Sophie Jensen for delivering a chapter in record 
speed to an otherwise completed typescript.  

All my contributors have been model colleagues. My first experience 
of sole editorship has been far more pleasure than pain, which may—as 
some warn—turn out to be a misleading initiation. I would like to make 
special mention of the encouragement given by Simon Schaffer, Iain 
McCalman, Alison Bashford, and Ann Curthoys. Damon Salesa’s 
continuing commitment to this project—if slowed occasionally by Atlantic 
and Antipodean capers in the Rugby World Cup—was significant to me 
and a number of contributors. 

Two people in particular have made this publication possible. The 
Sydney Sawyer Seminar administrative assistant, Katherine Anderson, 
kept the whole show on the road for far longer than the actual period of the 
grant; her meticulous accounting also enabled us to discover the final 
funds needed to produce the volume. My copyeditor, Laura Daniel, helped 
edit all the chapters in a timely, thorough, and respectful manner. We have 
all been the beneficiaries of her fine eye. 

The Atlantic World in the Antipodes is dedicated to the memory of the 
scholar Bernard Smith, who died at the age of 94 during its production. An 
important influence on many of the contributors as well as many of the 
authorities cited herein, Smith represents both the Sydney base of this 
collection and its explicit desire to move beyond bases in history through a 
commitment to comparative analysis; he is for this book both the local and 
the conviction that all localities are formed more by exchange than by 
dominance.  

 
Kate Fullagar, Sydney, 2011 



INTRODUCTION 

THE ATLANTIC WORLD IN THE ANTIPODES 

KATE FULLAGAR  
 
 
 
This book has struggled less with what is in its name and more with what 
to call it in the first place. It emerged from an extended collective 
discussion about human exchanges between the “Atlantic World” and the 
“Pacific World” in the modern age, playing with a fresh connection within 
what has been called “the new thalassology.”1 But this pairing soon ran up 
against problems, for if the Atlantic World has been difficult to define in 
the last few decades, the content of the Pacific World has caused angst for 
generations.2 While most can agree that the Atlantic World as a field of 
analysis includes roughly the relevant exchanges from the four continents 
that border the Atlantic Ocean, few have ever believed that the Pacific 
World includes interactions from all the lands that touch the Pacific 
Ocean. The “Pacific” in modern humanities scholarship usually refers to 
the Sea of Islands within the Pacific Ocean’s basin; in the social sciences, 
it can also include some or all of the Asian, American, and Australasian 
continental borders of the Pacific Ocean, as well as some or all of the 
Malay Archipelago; biogeographers pointedly exclude Australasia and the 
Malay Archipelago, but not New Zealand; the United Nations excises all 
continental edges, but not Australasia (which in this instance embraces 
New Zealand). The term “Oceania” is attractive, though it has now also 
been tugged in most of the same directions as has “Pacific”, like a blanket 
that overheats some while leaving others in the cold, never satisfying all. 

It soon became apparent that the majority of our contributors were 
playing rather with some kind of north/south divide, though in varying 
ways. One third of the contributors discuss exchanges between northern 
Euro-America and a version of the Sea of Islands that has been associated 
traditionally with the South Pacific (though it usually somehow includes 
the “north-lying” Hawaiian islands). Another third of the authors in this 
volume clearly refer to a distinction between northern Euro-America and a 
southern Pacific which includes both the Hawaiian group and Australasia. 
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Two centre only on exchanges between the northern hemisphere and the 
island continent of Australia; still two others take the north/south divide 
further and contrast northern Euro-America with southern regions in both 
the Pacific and Indian oceans. Yet, as Margaret Jolly has recently 
commented elsewhere, a reliance on the language of northern Euro-
American cartography is likely to throw up just as many headaches as the 
debate about oceanic worlds. Jolly fears that the language of cartography 
“tends to naturalise and dehistoricise [not to mention simplify] 
difference,” and to “associate the points of the compass with the body 
habitus of up and down, left and right.” As well, of course, it is entangled 
problematically with a “deep imperial history.”3 

We claimed eventually a word that gestures to the cardinal divide but 
in its quaintness reminds us up-front of its artificiality and its certain 
historicity. The Antipodes hardly refuses the idea of up and down—if 
anything it affirms notions of right-side and wrong-side—and it is 
associated with at least the beginnings and some later parts of the imperial 
age, but it is also clearly a mythic term: the Antipodes conveys 
immediately its own fantastical, changeable, and unstable basis. The term 
is chosen in the deliberate hope that it will prompt a pause for thought 
about what it might possibly contain and what it could possibly imply. 
Against this attempt to stake out a freshly disruptive term, we have 
maintained the still current reference to the Atlantic World, though few 
chapters, it is admitted, refer to the African angle explicitly.4 It has been 
kept partly as a way to suggest the global nature of the transactions 
discussed herein and partly as a way to retain an emphasis on oceanic 
media. Mostly, however, it is kept because as a scholarly field in the last 
couple of decades, and especially recently, it has produced so many self-
reflective critiques that it is already largely accepted to be as fluid and as 
provisional as any mythic idea.  

Significant problems yet persist with our title—not least in that some 
of the Atlantic World is indeed in the Antipodes, nor in that the Antipodes 
technically means any opposite footers, rather than just those estimated by 
classical thinkers—but we hope they will now only add to the agenda 
pursued in this volume. That agenda is to think afresh about some of the 
effects and transformations wrought by exchanges between those 
enmeshed in an older imperial triangle and those living approximately half 
a world away. This collection focuses specifically on effects and 
transformations since the eighteenth century, when exchanges really 
moved from “thin ribbons of report,” in Damon Salesa’s words, to more 
“sustained engagements.” The Antipodes in this context is then, like the 
Atlantic World, as much a time as a place.5 
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As Salesa also notes in his thoughtful Afterword, although the Atlantic 
World and the Antipodes have deep historiographies in themselves, they 
have a rather shallow shared body of scholarship. The two fields have very 
different strengths. This volume makes a start on an effort to see how each 
could introduce at least one new strength or idea to the other—namely, as 
Salesa has identified, to introduce more cogently to Atlantic history an 
emphasis on indigenous people and the various ways this might also alter 
fundamental methodology in the field, and to introduce to Antipodean 
history, or rather remind it of, the importance of the oceanic realm in 
which the region has its being and all of its past. The chapters by Jolly, 
Schaffer, Gardner, Herle, McDonnell, Curthoys, and Teaiwa perhaps do 
most for the former move; those by Maxwell-Stewart, McCalman, Jensen, 
Bashford, and Fitzpatrick work more for the latter.  

The volume is divided into four sections: Voyaging, Investigating, 
Befriending, and Resisting. Voyaging and Resisting are perhaps not so 
surprising given our interest in strengthening oceanic and indigenous 
themes. Neither should Investigating be too unexpected, remembering the 
intense history of scientific research associated with both the era and the 
motivation behind many exchanges in the Atlantic and Antipodean 
regions. The notion of Befriending was, however, less anticipated; we 
began with a neutral word like Encountering but the chapters in Part III by 
Gardner, Fitzpatrick, and Herle all emphasised so eloquently the 
significance of personal affection between the missionaries, priests, 
travelers, guides, anthropologists, and assistants they discussed that it 
seemed churlish not to recognise the theme formally.6 Indeed, one of the 
overriding points of the volume turns out to be the significance of the 
individual recognition of shared humanity despite the violence, disease, 
oppression, war, and condescension that also swirl through our studies. 
The moments of remorse and pity on board the Resolution and the Beagle; 
the vital connections between MacGillivray and Neinmal, Codrington and 
Sarawia, Layard and Malteres; the breakthroughs achieved at a nineteenth-
century state parliamentary inquiry or at a twenty-first-century UNESCO 
meeting—all work to help dismantle further the damnably resilient “fatal 
impact” view of cultural clash in oceanic worlds. It is worth noting, too, as 
an aside, the recent general rise of interest in friendship, at least in 
Antipodean scholarship.7 

The first section on Voyaging spans the century from the 1770s to the 
1870s—a great age of sail to be sure, for inhabitants of both the Atlantic 
World and the Antipodes, though here we focus most intently on certain 
voyages from the Atlantic to its Antipodes. Margaret Jolly uses Cook’s 
second expedition to the Pacific in 1772-74 to unravel some of the ways in 
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which racial difference was fabricated in the late eighteenth-century 
European mind, not just with threads of knowledge about region but also 
with those about gender. The accounts by the naturalists Johann Reinhold 
Forster and his son, George Forster, amplify this complicated process, 
even while their “discordance” with one another, as Jolly notes, reminds 
us of the impossibility of finding one “grand, theoretical schema” on the 
issue. Throughout, the idea of Pacific women’s agency is woven through 
the analysis, in some ways highlighting the strangeness of the Forsters’ 
theoretical determination but in other ways also showing how the Pacific 
still touched them sufficiently to have its own effect on their vision. 
Hamish Maxwell-Stewart’s chapter is entirely different, focusing on the 
near-eighty years of British convict transportation to the Australian 
colonies, though it also wrestles with a difficult dichotomy: where Jolly 
investigates the fields of gender and race, Maxwell-Stewart surveys the 
ideas of liberty and health—or lack of liberty and health, as the case turns 
out strangely to be. With particular focus on the duration and not just the 
destination, Maxwell-Stewart compares both trans-Atlantic and trans-
Pacific versions of coerced voyaging and finds surprisingly strong 
contrasts between them. Though some recent scholarship has emphasised 
the comparisons between the Atlantic slave’s middle passage and the 
Antipodean convict’s middle passage, this chapter shows how overtly 
superior were the convict’s opportunities—outliving not only the slave but 
oftentimes and ironically even the average labourer back home. For most 
convicts, the voyage from the Atlantic World to the Antipodes was 
transformative for their bodies in unexpected ways, though, as Maxwell-
Stewart notes, the effect on their minds involves alternate forms of 
research. Iain McCalman’s chapter does investigate the effect of the 
Antipodean voyage on at least one lively mind: it discusses the 
significance of crossing the Pacific and Indian oceans in the maturation of 
the ideas of Charles Darwin. Where many historians have credited the 
Galapagos Islands off South America as the main source for Darwin’s 
theory of evolution, McCalman argues instead that it was the human 
societies, the unfamiliar fauna, and the coral reefs of the Antipodes which 
most helped Darwin to deconstruct creationist views, to reach for 
metaphors of struggle, and to understand life as one perpetual “descent 
through natural selection.” Few chapters underscore more boldly how far 
the Atlantic World was transformed by the Antipodes. 

The second section on Investigating focuses entirely on scientists. Like 
McCalman, Simon Schaffer also invokes the notion of an Antipodean 
laboratory when speaking of what he calls “North Atlantic” scientific 
endeavours. Importantly, and again like McCalman on Darwin, Schaffer 
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notes that Oceania was hardly the kind of laboratory that served only to 
prove or disprove hypotheses forged back home; it was, rather, the kind 
that revealed fresh discoveries because of the unprecedented dynamics 
produced by encounter. Discussing British astronomical projects in the 
Antipodes more than one hundred years apart, Schaffer shows how each 
was deeply affected by the specifics of Pacific place—despite aspirations 
to perfect insulation. Likewise, if not more so, he shows how Pacific 
peoples managed to use these studies in measurement for their own 
philosophical and social ends. The following chapters by Jensen and 
Bashford focus less on Pacific peoples and more on the effects of 
Antipodean geographic difference. Sophie Jensen’s chapter on the 
sometime-dissolute naturalist John MacGillivray returns us to the 
transformative effect of Antipodean encounter on one particular 
personality, though it analyses that effect chiefly in terms of career rather 
than of ideas. MacGillivray’s excursions in Australia and Melanesia in the 
1840s demonstrate, again, how significant the journey to other worlds was 
to developing new knowledge but also how fragile it made the possibility 
of inhabiting the scientific life. Alison Bashford’s investigation into the 
work of interwar German geographer, Karl Haushofer, reveals how the 
Antipodes wrought some unexpected effects on the thinking of one of the 
key analysts of lebensraum. Haushofer’s Antipodean object was what we 
might today call the Asia-Pacific, encompassing the Pacific Islands, 
Australasia and eastern Asia. In this field, Haushofer’s geopolitics came to 
advocate, somewhat ironically, a version of anti-racism against some 
Australasian nations as well as a limited kind of right to self-determination 
in the region (so long as this focused on Japan). For both MacGillivray 
and Haushofer, the encounter with the Antipodes made them very 
different scientists than they would otherwise have been.  

The section on Befriending is, as already noted, more complicated than 
we first expected. The chapters by Gardner, Fitzpatrick, and Herle all 
emphasise warm—if not always mutually transparent or equal—personal 
connections in their stories of Atlantic encounters with the Antipodes. 
Unlike the others, this section has a tighter focus on place, period, and 
subject. All the chapters focus on the Atlantic World in Melanesia 
specifically; they centre on the latter few decades of the nineteenth century 
and the fin-de-siècle; and they deal with anthropologists or at least 
ethnographic practice to some degree. Each chapter also throws up one 
clearly unusual if not paradoxical outcome from encounter. Helen 
Gardner’s chapter on the friendships between the missionary-
anthropologist Robert Codrington and the churchmen George Sarawia and 
Edward Wogale uncovers at least one significant moment of “defiance,” to 
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use Gardner’s term, to the “increasing racialism of nineteenth-century 
Atlantic science.” It also argues thoughtfully about those times when 
Antipodean institutions such as the Mota tamate society find more 
compatibilities than incommensurabilities with Atlantic structures such as 
modern Christianity. Sheila Fitzpatrick’s chapter on the enigmatic 
celebrity Nikolai Miklouho-Maclay discusses the several guises of its 
character, including the imperial traveler and the socialist anthropologist. 
But it also shows how Maclay eventually became a determined anti-
colonialist, a position provoked, unlike his other guises, by his 
engagement with his Papuan “familials.” Anita Herle’s chapter is both 
broad-ranging, surveying the role of Oceania in the development of British 
social anthropology, and closely detailed, following the fieldwork 
experiences of Cambridge anthropologist John Layard. Throughout, Herle 
underscores how “Pacific peoples [were] key interlocutors in the co-
production of a specialist branch of knowledge.”  

The final section on Resisting is, as might be imagined, one of the 
more challenging parts of the volume—highlighting some of the harshest 
experiences suffered in the Antipodes from Atlantic interaction and 
offering some of the toughest critiques on the existing scholarship. 
Michael McDonnell’s chapter is the most historiographical and the most 
speculative. He poses the question of whether scholars now can “write 
trans-oceanic histories with indigenous peoples as our main subjects?”—
not just as supporting actors or even as whistle-blowing counterpoints, but 
as the pivot around which other questions regarding empire, contact and 
knowledge might turn. Though comparative indigenous history poses 
some problems of its own, McDonnell argues that the pay-off might well 
be a deeper understanding of the indigenous role in the shaping of 
modernity itself, as well as the forging of a new methodology to expose 
this process. Ann Curthoys, in a way, has already begun the task, though 
she wonders more about what a genuine coming together of indigenous 
and imperial histories might look like: her chapter outlines the beginning 
of a project to combine a history of the granting of responsible 
government in the Australian colonies in the nineteenth century with a 
comparative analysis of the concurrent Aboriginal dispossession and fight-
back. Katerina Teaiwa, too, has started work on such ideas, both engaging 
in the kind of widely dispersed comparative indigenous analysis that 
McDonnell advocates and combining it, like Curthoys, with an equally 
trenchant account of how various “outsider” institutions have related to 
indigenous people. Teaiwa’s focus is on the contemporary, looking at the 
ways in which the European Union and other international bodies have 
tried to think about cultural heritage in “developing” regions and the ways 
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in which indigenous people have connected with each other, across oceans 
and continents, to form unlikely but fruitful responses.  

Though hardly uniform in approach, the chapters herein have together 
helped bring out certain fresh emphases in the history of Atlantic-
Antipodean exchange—most of all, the critical roles of each side in 
producing newness, but also the significance of distances and aqueous 
geography in shaping this moment of modernity. Both as reminders of the 
depth of individual connections and as prompts to keep experimenting 
with our vision of the subject, they point to a range of possibilities for 
further oceanic and colonial studies.  
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CHAPTER ONE 

WOMEN OF THE EAST, WOMEN OF THE WEST:  
REGION AND RACE, GENDER AND SEXUALITY  

ON COOK’S VOYAGES 

MARGARET JOLLY  
 
 
 

An Oceanic Turn? Atlantic and Pacific Crossings 
 
This volume constructs a connection between the Atlantic and the Pacific, 
the world’s two largest oceans. It might be read as part of the recent 
“oceanic turn” in history. Although there is much to celebrate about the 
distinctive fluidity of a history abroad on oceans rather than landlocked by 
continental perspectives, which have arguably dominated Euro-American 
history to date, we need to be conscious of why and how we conceptualise 
this connection, these crossings between two oceans.1 I will return to this 
problem but first consider the prior question of how we conceive of a 
region, especially one framed by an ocean. 

The regions of our world have been variously named, mapped and 
envisaged. As many scholars have demonstrated, maps chart historically-
changing relations of knowledge and power, and predicate a point of view 
from the location of a privileged observer.2 So large tracts of Asia that had 
previously been designated “Tartary” were, during the course of the 
nineteenth century, re-named as Near, Middle and Far East, calculated in 
terms of relative proximity from the locus of Europe, although the calculus 
of remoteness shifted over time.3 Similarly, the twentieth-century moniker 
of the “West” invests a cardinal direction with an ideological and 
geopolitical value, while the contemporary language of global “North” and 
“South” denotes regions as richer/more developed versus poorer/less 
developed and problematically associates geopolitical conceptions with 
cardinal directions and quotidian notions of “up” and “down.”4  
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The historical geographer Miles Ogborn has written about both the 
Atlantic and the Indian Oceans in a way that reveals the changing relations 
of knowledge and power exercised in and over these regions.5 For him, 
Atlantic geographies exceed local or national perspectives and are 
attentive to the longer term of “dynamic circumnavigatory flows,” the 
movements of peoples, ideas and materials, and the movement of winds 
and ocean currents in both “violent and productive ways.” The Atlantic is 
both a place and a time—in European periodisation the moment of early 
modernity. “It was made through the unequal labour, knowledge and 
investment of the peoples living around its rim and moving across its 
depths and shallows from the late fifteenth century onwards.”6 It was not 
just a Euro-American place but also one that engaged African men and 
women as “active contributors to the new hybrid intercultures of the 
oceanic zone.”7 Both Europeans and Africans criss-crossed the ocean 
many times and, “threw a cat’s cradle of voyages across the waves and 
swells,” and “stitched the margins of the Atlantic world together.”8 

Ogborn differentiates three epistemologies for Atlantic geographies: 
“the survey, the network and the trace.” The survey entails comparisons 
between places and times within a conceived unity, but usually maps 
territories or nations bordering the ocean rather than charting the ocean 
itself. The network rather focuses on the changing web of social and 
material connections; in lieu of a surveyor’s map it graphs a topology of 
lines and points. The trace is a more particularist account, for example of 
individual journeys that reveal how “intimate and large-scale histories and 
geographies intersect in wandering paths and personal transformation.”9 
He considers all three have their flaws and they are not mutually 
incompatible.  

David Armitage also offers a tripartite division, between what he calls 
the three concepts of Circum-Atlantic history (a transnational history), 
Trans-Atlantic history (an international history) and, after Thomas 
Jefferson, Cis-Atlantic history (national or regional history in an Atlantic 
context).10 Armitage had earlier proclaimed: “We are all Atlanticists 
now!”11 This rousing proclamation has been both celebrated and 
critiqued.12 There is a comparable passion in celebration and critique in 
Pacific Studies, but the echoing cry would not be the spitting sibilants of 
“We are all Pacificists now!” but, rather, “We are all Oceanists now!”, 
especially in the wake of the visionary writing of Tongan scholar Epeli 
Hau’ofa, whose passing we recently mourned.13  
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What’s in a Name? Region and Race 

People made a home in the world of Oceania and navigated across its 
waters for millennia prior to European “discoveries” from the fifteenth 
century: ancestors of indigenous Australians from c. 50,000 BP, of the 
Papuan speakers of Papua New Guinea, Bougainville and the Solomons 
from c. 40,000–50,000 BP and of Austronesian speakers who predominate 
in the insular Pacific from c. 3,000 BP.14 Speakers of all these languages 
of the Pacific had a variety of names for the ocean they inhabited, evoking 
both its material liquidity and the space of passage.  

The name Pacific is rather a foreign label, first conferred by Magellan 
who, on his long voyage of 1519–21, found it relatively tranquil (likely 
compared to the stormy Atlantic he had just crossed). The ocean with its 
many islands—and, for centuries in European visions, an imagined 
antipodean continent Terra Australis Incognita (from the sixteenth 
century)—was known in European languages variously as Magellanica, 
Mar del Sur, the South Seas, Oceanica and Oceania.15 As the writings of 
both Bronwen Douglas and Serge Tcherkézoff demonstrate, albeit in 
different ways, the preferred labels differed between European languages, 
and the boundaries of all such regional labels were historically fluid.16 
“Oceania” thus earlier included not only all the islands of the Pacific, from 
what we now call Rapanui to Papua New Guinea, but also insular 
Southeast Asia, Australia and Aotearoa New Zealand and, in some 
formulations, even Madagascar.17  

The labels “Melanesia” and “Polynesia” were applied by Dumont 
d’Urville in 1832, to distinguish not just regions but “two distinct races” 
on the basis of “skin colour, physical appearance, language, political 
institutions, religion, and reception of Europeans.” 18 His distinction was 
patently hierarchical: “black” Melanesians were adjudged inferior to 
“copper-coloured” Polynesians but superior to those “primitives” closer to 
the state of nature—Australians and Tasmanians. His distinctions linked 
region and race while Charles V. Monin’s map, drawn after d’Urville, 
condensed them, overlaying divisions earlier drawn by geographers with 
d’Urville’s divisions of “races of men.”19 Epeli Hau’ofa reclaimed 
“Oceania” in an anti-racist project that rejected such foreign partitions and 
deployed the ocean as material and metaphor, connecting all Pacific 
peoples in both region and rim, in both islands and distant diasporic 
locations.20  

As Douglas has persuasively argued, “race” is a slippery and contested 
word, especially in the late eighteenth century.21 She suggests that its 
meaning hardened from the eighteenth to the nineteenth centuries from a 
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more labile concept that loosely denoted “nation” or “type” to one which 
denoted the ontological reality of biologically determined hereditary 
groupings. She glosses this shift as one “from climate to crania.”22 If race 
was a slippery and contested word, so too was its conjugation with the 
concept of region. In some earlier formulations, location, environment and 
climate were seen to have a strong influence on the character of “races” 
while in later formulations, biological racial essences were seen to prevail 
regardless of location. 

Women of the east, Women of the west 

In this chapter, I explore how, before the naming of d’Urville’s “two 
distinct races,” Melanesians and Polynesians, some European voyagers 
perceived profound differences between peoples and places of the Pacific. 
Texts and images from Cook’s three voyages, and especially the second 
voyage, suggest differences were made not just on the criteria privileged 
by d’Urville (“skin colour, appearance, language, politics, religion and the 
reception of Europeans”) but, crucially, on the basis of gender. From the 
late eighteenth century, before “race” was reconceived as a natural 
biological difference, the difference between women and men was already 
being seen as a natural universal, grounded in sexual and reproductive 
biology.23 In the Pacific, this difference was further explored and 
elaborated by European navigators and scientists. There was a strong 
contrast made between “the women of the east” and the “women of the 
west”—that is, between the eastern and the western islands of the 
Pacific—in terms of women’s physical beauty, the character of their 
labour, their position vis-à-vis men and, crucially, their sexual receptivity 
to European men.24 This contrast was always articulated with a 
comparison to European women, whom I might dub, anachronistically, as 
“women of the West.” Thus the contrastive figures of exotic women in 
distant Pacific islands were always triangulated with a third—the figure of 
European women—and, on Cook’s voyages, often English women, 
“Britannia’s daughters,” the progeny and producers of the “Island Race” 
of home.25  

In navigating this argument, I am conscious of three major reefs, which 
I try to avoid: the perils of presentism and teleology, an anachronistic use 
of national rather than archipelagic identities, and the challenge of 
reconstructing indigenous experiences and realities—of recovering 
“double vision” through the monocular lens of a plethora of texts and 
images authored by Europeans.  
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First, although inspired by Greg Dening’s vision of the relation of past 
and present as like the double helix of our DNA,26 dialogically connected 
and inexorably intertwined, I try to avoid presentism or a teleological 
reading of sources, thereby construing the experiences of late-eighteenth-
century voyages in terms of what came later. I am arguing that gender is 
crucial in delineating a difference between Pacific peoples and places on 
the Cook voyages, not that this is the same difference or merely anticipates 
what was later named as Melanesia/Polynesia.27  

Second, the differences detected by Europeans were often perceived 
within island archipelagos as well as between them. Several Pacific 
archipelagos are still known by names conferred by Cook, but those names 
now signal a novel unity developed in the colonial and postcolonial 
formation of nation states and territories: Vanuatu (the indigenous name 
adopted at independence in 1980, previously Cook’s New Hebrides), New 
Caledonia (so named by Cook), Hawai‘i (named the Sandwich Islands by 
Cook), French Polynesia (O-Taheitee and Society Islands, per Cook,) and 
Aotearoa New Zealand (a conjunction of an indigenous name and Cook’s 
New Zeeland, an Anglicisation of the Dutch Nova Zeelandia). Distinctions 
were often made within such island groups, for example between 
Malakula28 and Tanna in the archipelago Cook called the New Hebrides.  

Finally, and most consequentially, there is the problem of the partiality 
of our sources—partiality in both the sense of incompleteness and of 
interestedness. It may seem odd to emphasise partiality, given the 
simultaneous abundance. There are copious primary sources: many voyage 
texts authored by Cook, several officers and scientists like Johann 
Reinhold Forster and his son George;29 a vast array of images, ranging 
from in situ drawings through published engravings, watercolours and oil 
paintings by several voyage artists—Sydney Parkinson, William Hodges 
and John Webber—and a huge number of Pacific objects collected by 
Cook and others, most of which are now held in diverse European 
museums.30 Secondary sources abound and are growing; more than thirty 
new Cook books have appeared in the last thirty years.31 The sheer plenty 
of this material, primarily of foreign authorship, entails certain risks—that 
instead of true “double vision,” that stereoscopic depth of perspective 
generated by looking from both sides of such cross-cultural encounters, we 
rather end up with that other sense of the term: blurred, disturbed and 
distorted vision.32  

Yet it has been argued not only that we can read such European texts 
and images “against the grain” but also that indigenous agency can be 
discerned as “counter-signs” in such sources, albeit camouflaged within 
Eurocentric views and requiring rigorous decoding.33 Moreover, Pacific 
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objects now in foreign museums can reveal as much about the indigenous 
contexts of and motivations for exchange as they do about the passions 
and constraints on European collecting of such “artificial curiosities.”34 
The dominance of weapons of war from the islands of the western 
Pacific—from the New Hebrides (Vanuatu) and New Caledonia—as 
against the more diverse arrays from Tahiti, Hawai‘i and Tonga (including 
many objects created and used by women such as tapa and pandanus 
baskets and textiles from the latter islands) suggests not just that European 
representations of the western islands were dominated by views of 
bellicose men who opposed the strangers with indigenous weapons35 but, 
too, that women in the western Pacific, such as Malakula and Tanna were 
far less engaged in exchanges with Europeans than were women in the 
east.36 Moreover, the perceptions and insights of generations of Pacific 
peoples remembered in oral traditions, inscribed in texts by missionaries 
and ethnographers, and authored as indigenous histories and analyses, can 
be deployed, not to suggest eternal unchanging cultural scripts but, rather, 
to ensure that our “double vision” is not so much blurred as more deeply 
stereoscopic.37 

In dealing with gender and sexuality on Cook’s voyages, we are 
dealing with both the embodied experiences of European and Pacific 
historical agents—“real” men, women, and transgendered people—and 
with gender as a labile, fertile and changing code: one that, as Strathern 
has argued for the world of “Melanesia,”38 contextually designates 
relations, processes and events rather than merely marking the natural 
essences of sexed bodies. In this Enlightenment period when “nature,” and 
especially reproductive difference, was being privileged as the universal 
difference between men and women,39 gender as a code was also being 
deployed by Europeans in increasingly complex ways to mark not just 
differences of sex but also of race and class. In contrast to Edward Said’s 
view, articulated in Orientalism (1978), that colonised peoples such as 
those in the Middle East were feminised,40 in the Pacific we rather witness 
that while both men and women of the eastern islands, and especially 
those of noble rank were frequently feminised (and seen as indolent, 
voluptuous, vulnerable and accommodating), peoples of the western 
islands (women and men) were rather masculinised (and seen as hard-
working, ascetic, muscular and resistant). Complex gender codes 
interacted with European constructs of exotic sexuality emergent from 
voyage encounters, particularly apropos the sexual excess and access 
imputed to the eastern islands of Tahiti and Hawai‘i. In the visions of 
Pacific peoples, gender and sexuality were no less complex and intimately 
entangled constructions.41  
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“European Vision”: From Preconception and Projection 
to Embodied Experience 

Bernard Smith’s magisterial corpus, from European Vision and the South 
Pacific (1960) to Imagining the Pacific (1992), yields brilliant insights 
into how the aesthetics of drawing, engraving and painting were 
inseparable from the colonial relations and discourses of the eighteenth-
century Pacific.42 Smith also establishes how crucial the “discoveries” of 
Pacific voyaging were in the genesis of scientific empiricism and 
evolutionary theory in Europe. Moreover, he underscores how central the 
knowledge and the embodied experience of Pacific peoples were in the 
metropolitan cultural contests about the state of “nature” and in 
constituting the tension between the tropes of noble and ignoble savages. 
As Smith protests in the foreword to the second edition of European 
Vision (1985), his focus is not so much on how European preconceptions, 
often developed in the Atlantic world, were projected onto the Pacific but 
rather on how the embodied experience of the Pacific (in which he 
included Australia) changed European visions43 and had profound effects 
back “home.” Pacific voyaging from the late eighteenth century onwards 
brought many revolutionary ideas back to Europe, as well as “natural” and 
“artificial curiosities” and the novel fashion of tattooing. 

Perceptions of Pacific women and their relations with men were central 
to debates that linked constructs of exotic others with differences between 
contemporary Europeans, all across the Atlantic world, and postulations 
about past societies, especially ancient Greece and Rome. The Pacific, like 
the Atlantic, was not just a place but was plotted in time. The figure of 
woman became a crucial sign in the emergent but still unstable theory of 
progress from savagery to civilisation, just as she was a sign of the dangers 
of opulence and overheated commerce in Europe itself. Indeed, as Harriet 
Guest has argued, on the basis of Cook voyage texts, “woman” was 
perceived not just as a sign of progress but as its catalyst.44 The ambiguous 
potency of the figure of woman is best revealed if we consider not only 
Tahitian women but also women from other parts of the Pacific with 
whom they were regularly compared and contrasted. We are dealing with 
both the singular figure of “woman” as a universal and, pluralised, 
particular figures of “women.” 

Divergent figures of women were a critical part of an emergent 
hierarchy, contrasting the light-skinned, soft-haired peoples of the eastern 
islands and the dark-skinned, frizzy-haired people of the western islands. 
The eroticisation of women’s bodies was a crucial aspect of this: they were 
assessed in terms of their sexual allure for European men. Captain Cook 



 Region and Race, Gender and Sexuality on Cook’s Voyages 
 

9

and some (but not all) of the gentlemen officers and scientists on board 
refrained from sexual relations with Pacific women. Cook castigated and 
tried episodically to prevent his crews from giving way to their “brutal 
appetites” and thereby spreading deadly venereal diseases. But the erotic 
appeal and the sexual availability of women were nevertheless critical to 
the categories formulated by the scientists. 

We might also consider the way in which these men related the erotic 
appeal of women’s bodies to the work women did. In many of the eastern 
islands high-ranking women in particular were depicted as ample and 
fleshy both because of the expansiveness of their diet and the languidness 
of their pursuits. In such places, the main work of high-ranking women 
was the work of making tapa—a cloth beaten from bark, most usually 
from the inner skin of the paper mulberry. The beating, formation and 
decoration of tapa cloth was perceived by European observers not as hard 
manual labour but as a refined art. The wielding of the mallet was no 
doubt more strenuous than the insinuation of the needle in embroidery and 
tapestry by English ladies, but it was classed similarly as a refined 
feminine art that women did together. By contrast, women in Vanuatu, 
New Caledonia and New Zealand were perceived as spare, with 
“masculine” musculature and sometimes cast as haggard, crippled and 
deformed because of their hard work: cultivating taro and yams or 
collecting fern roots, fetching water and wood, with babies on their backs 
or in their bellies. Their labour was not aestheticised but bestialised; they 
were described as “pack horses” or “beasts of burden.” 

Finally, women in the eastern and the western islands were contrasted 
in terms of their empowerment vis-à-vis men. The high-ranking women of 
Hawai‘i, Tahiti, and Tonga were seen as formidable ladies in their own 
right, sometimes of higher rank than their husbands or brothers, and able 
to exercise their own rights in exchanges with Europeans—be they 
material or corporeal. Women in the western islands, by contrast, were 
seen as subjugated by their menfolk—not only drudges in the fields, but 
subject to cruel physical treatment and oppressive male domination. This 
construction of women’s power rebounded on the European perception of 
the agency of the women in sexual relations with European men. At one 
extreme, women were seen as licentious and lascivious, even to the point 
of forcing their sexual attentions upon the sailors. At the other extreme, 
women were seen to have little or no agency and, regardless of whether 
they were or were not having sexual liaisons with foreigners, were seen as 
the “property” of their fathers or other male kin. This elides elements of 
coercion or forcible persuasion in the first scenario and of women’s will 
and efficacy in the second.45 In such voyage texts, the “status of woman” 
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as subject or object, as agent or victim in relation to men thus became a 
crucial index of the passage from savagery or civilisation. This was a 
commonplace in the writings of both the French and the Scottish 
Enlightenment and the philosophy of John Stuart Mill and Mary 
Wollstonecraft.46  

In terms of the labels that emerged in the nineteenth century, this might 
be seen to correspond roughly to the partitioning of “Polynesia” from 
“Melanesia”.47 In the late-eighteenth century, though, the details of 
distinctions made by voyagers suggest greater fluidity and flexibility. The 
Māori women of New Zealand float between these two classes. Although 
classified “racially” with those of the eastern islands, Māori were seen by 
Johann Reinhold Forster to be “slipping down” and Māori women were 
frequently represented in terms akin to those of the western islands. Their 
appearance is denigrated, their work perceived as arduous drudgery; they 
are seen as oppressed by men. Their oppression is patent in their sexual 
availability to Europeans, whereby they are seen as the “property” of their 
menfolk. They are, to use Johann Forster’s inimitable phrase, “ready 
victims.”  

In what follows, I explore these contrasting figures of Pacific women 
in the writing of Johann Reinhold Forster and his son George. But I also 
argue that a focus only on such generalising contrasts fails to capture not 
just the fluidity and complexity of such adjudications but also the more 
uncertain character of embodied experience and, integral to that 
experience, the agency of indigenous people—women and men. A 
rigorous reading of Cook voyage sources must engage, as many have 
done,48 a critical comparison of many competing accounts—an awareness 
of the chasm between generalising pronouncements and the particularities 
of local, often evanescent experiences, and a passion not just for the visual 
traces of European maps, sketches, engravings and paintings (and notably 
those of Tupaia) but also for indigenous creations collected as so many 
“artificial curiosities.” 

I will concentrate my focus on the second voyage and on the 
differences between the accounts of Johann Reinhold Forster49 and those 
of his son George. Many of Forster senior’s grandiloquent generalisations 
in his Observations are at odds not just with daily events depicted in other 
sources but even with those reported by Forster junior in his A Voyage 
Round the World.50 Johann had been precluded from publishing an official 
narrative by the British Admiralty. This ban did not extend to George, 
whose Voyage was published six weeks before the official account came 
out under Cook’s name. Its authorship has been long contested. It is based 
on Johann’s journal and includes opinions therein different from Johann’s 


