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The purpose of this dlssertation'is t9 1nv%stigate
the Inuft missions sponsored by the Church of England

Church Missionary Society (CMS) in Baffin Island and the

Moravian Church i1n Labrador during the‘approx1mateiy four
N .

» decades (18B(s-1920s) which preceded a major

admlnxstrétive'upheavéa in both Ehoseﬁmissinns: the CMS

\
., -~

withdrew from Céqua 1#“1920 and the Moravrans changed !

. the épurse heir m:ssiéQ when they ceased to trade

»

L

with the Iplut after 12246. During this forty-year period

several evelopments in the spiritual ; medical and ‘
. . ,
educational spheres occurred at one, or both of the .
s’ Q? . .
- missions. An investigation of some of these developments

-

P

makes 1t clear that the growth of both missions was

hampered by the décision, on the part of each missionary

v

‘society, for financial and other reasons, to de-emphasize

"

its northern misgion in favour of the "teeming masses" in

China, Japan and Africa.

m
\
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L RESUME

- -7 - o= -
— o
- . .

Le présent memo1re a pour objectif d'étudier les missions inuit

f1nﬁncees par'T//A%urch oqung1and Chyrch Missionary Seciety (CMS) dans

LY

1'11e de Baffin et par 1a Morav1an Church au Labrador pendant Tes quatre

‘

i ﬁecenn1es (1880-1920) qui ont précédé un bou]eversement‘adM1n1strat1f

. ¢ R

d'importance dans ces deux.m1ssion5' la CMS s est ret1ree du Canada en 1920

v

et les Moraves ont mod1fi® 1e cours de la m1ss1on Torsqu'ils ont cessé leur

1

;

commerce avec leé Inuit aprés 1926,

Au_cours de cette période d'une

tant dans ltes sphéres

quarantaine d'années, plusieurs déve]oppements,

a

spirituelle, médicale qu'éducative® ont été obsegvés a 1'une Su 1'autre
p qu

mission ou aux deux. En &tudiant certains de ces développements,

-

i1, devient

évident que la croissance des deux missiohs a 8té-gravement entravée par la

. .
e

. 4 N
\décisian, de chacune des soc1étés missionnaires, pour des raisons ,?
. e . - . ;
f1nanc1eres et autres, de mo1ns favoriser ses m1ss1ons du Nord et de se
e , - ‘
Consacrer davantage aux .masses deg grandes fourmiliéres humaines, la Chine,_
[y ‘ . . N : ’, .

le Jépon et 1'Afrique. - .

E
-
Yl

.
’
-
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PREFACE .

3#he title of this dissertation is taken from the

text of a' sermon preadched:by Henry Budd, the first

) . o

_member of one af Canada’s native peoples to be ordained

.

to Christiamn ministry by the ‘Church of England in

r

fanada. Budd preachgd on Christmas Day 18303* the
1

A\ . ©
text, Luké 1:78, was well suyited to the occasion. \

As the tifle for an investigation of European

- \
miss1onfries ?mong'the Inuit, the text seemed a propos.

- : ’ .
trke the missionary movemeht itself, the words may be

L}

1nterhreted 1n several. ways. They form pért of the

- 4

¢ - N .9*,
Benedictus, the words spoken by Zechariah after the
’ ~ ,0

birth of his child, the boy who was to become John the

[l
[ \

Raptist,:- and they logk‘forward to the coming of a

Savieur. At another level, .the text méy refer to the
\ . .
coming éf the Christian Gospel among the

native peoples
. s .

3

of Canada. - And at yef anothér level,‘thereuﬁay be seenﬂﬁ

. R L

N

in it an.element- -of i1rony. Qld the missionary movement

ever confuse itself with the deity” Did the natiye

’ * - \ .
peoples of Canada (or any of the non—-Christianms to whom
. - - ’

missionaries preached) see the missionaries as -coming’

"from on high™" v . . - -

-

.

We wish to point out these two opposing elements:' .

in the missionary movement merely to set the stage, so
- o ? + !

to speak, for our investigation. ‘We shall be looking

-

at the missions of the Moravian Church in Labrador and

the Church Missionary Society (CMS) in Canada‘s Arctic.

s

‘We do not propose to judge which of the . <.

.

v




~

A
interpretations of the text from Luke's‘Gnspel is’ .

J §

correct for Canada‘s Inuit at Moravian and CMS . -

.
-~

missions. As everyone knows who has given the question’

’

of Christian mssions any thought at all, there are too

many factors involved to allow one to arrive at a fair
L *

and equitable decision. Good was done——and harm was

. [

done., . - i i j

i a -

We do propose, waever, te look critically at the
r : '
missions of “these two evangelical organizations during ;
) hd
the forty-yeSr period from.the 1880s to the 1920s.

These were the last decades before major administrative

changes altered the directioh of the two missions. .
What these‘chandgs were and how they affected the
missionaries and the Inuit will be explained throughout

the dissertation. ’ .

The Moravians’' "sphere of influence" (to use the

term which they frequently employed to explain the

regioﬁ 1n which tﬁey‘ﬁere permitted by the British
a .o / ’ .
government to evangelize) extended. along the bLabrador ~

coast from Cape Harrison in the south to Cape Chidley\

in the north. This area of éoncentratian was based o
L S - - ° 4

an‘agreement made between the Church and the British N

-

government in 1769 and later. Over the years, they , ,
established stations i1n Nain, .Okak, Hopedale, Hebron, - . R

Zoar, Ramah, Makkovik and Killinek.2 And until the -

LY . L4

late nineteenth céﬁtury, they confined their activities

to the Ingit. The geographical limitations are clear

insofar as the Moravians are concerned. .

| b .

vi - - - -

’
.
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* Not so easily defined are the geographigh ¢

. ¢ ~

N \
limitations of the CMS v{s—a-vis‘%heir,lnuit M sS1ORS.
s 4 - » 3
As will be shown.in some detail in Chapters four and

.

"five, the CKS per ée was directly responsible only. for

°

. the mission Dn'Baﬁfin-Island. Frior to the

establishment of that mission at Cumberland Sound 1h

-,
A > Y -
N I3

»
1894, CMS missionaries had encountered Inuit at their

more northerly missions or on their itinerations, ‘but
iy !

[

had made WF concerted effort to evangelize them. &Go

long as the Inuit maintained their migratory pattern of

life, and the missionaries their settled patterns of

life, 1t was difficult for any type of lasting contact

to be made. .The other missions to the Inuit, at

[ 4
Herschel Island or at various locations on the caast;of

v
,

x

Hudson 's Bay, Qere 6n1y partially supported by the CMS.
¥or, th?s reason, and in order. te keep the length of

this survey reasoﬁable, thé!%,will be discussed very

H

briefly. The discovery of Inuit at Coppermine , ~for

instance, and their evangelization, is also beyond our
Al é

scope inasmuch as this was not a CMS endeavour. And,
- e

Flnally; the work of the Rev. S5.M. Btewart, of the .

~

Colonial and Continental Church Séc1ety (a Church of

©

Engl and missiona#y society), in the Ungava Bay gegion,

v

i's but tbuched’upon; again, because it 1s beyond our

L]

sCope. v

What may be regarded by some as a regrettable

~

" amission ghnuld be noted at the outset: we will not be
a .

Looking s0 much at the Inuit as at the missionaries and

. -
] o
s

vii
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theic work. ‘Hence there will be.po f.n;tempg to dbo an

(At

. anthrjopological *or ari ethnographié s,tud\;fi’faf the Inuit

. ,and the miSﬁan.S. This has already been covered

)

‘ thoroughly tgl such people as Kleivan and Richling:> By

ang large during our period; the Qissldnarles
Y

themselves seem to have been fullry occupied in their
,worklcn‘ evangelizing the Inuit; they made little:

effort, beyond learni ng the language, to- concern .
’ .

themsel ves with a study of the ancestry aof the Inuit,

© or to make objective observations of their cultural or

~

religious practices. As they were concerned at this

~

time to eradicate as much "heathen” practice as they

could, there'was almpst o toleration on their part of
] IS

. ‘native rel 1g1nusﬁexper1?nce. They reprisented what has

been referred to as "confident, intransigent .

-

Christianity that equated heathenism with ,

barbdrism."* H.A. Williamson has written that it 1‘5 in
\
v L} ) ‘

their suppression of pre-contact Inuit inteldiectual

culture (dances, songs, mythology and festivals) that

the Moravians might be most severely criticized. "The

Moravian ‘s [sicl repugnance for much of this culture is
. 5T l -

reflected in t}\é fact th@t their diaries and Yearly

Accounts, which are otherwise magnificent examples of
R L

historical documentatign, fail to describe a single one

of these so—called heathen practices. The only-.-diary

remark concerning them 1s that thegy are "tpo tedious to’
- < - 5 g

*  mention. "S- : ¢

The CMS were equally reluctant to recb'r;d the
o
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L - s

.
] [N N .

. . . ¢
native religious practices which they encountered. Far
i L4 >

Yore anxious were they to report their "successes.®

’ -

E.W.T.” Greenshield, a well-respected mi ss@q‘néry' (both

fy the Society and the Baffin Island Inuit) was an
™~ *,
exceptipn in that he provided the readers of his-

-

. journal, published in Extracts from;the Annual. l'.et?ers,
in 1962, with some of the details of a native religious

revival in Kikkerton.* ‘His purpose, undoubtecﬂy', was

[ 4

to show the Christian choice which was made by the

4 -

"t

majority of 7the "1phabitants of #ikkerton and Blacklead

\ 4

Island, but 1t is revealing of the religious thought

patterns which prevailed among some Baffin Island Inuit

J -

.during the missienary period. . -~
E N

©

In preparation far .th.,i's: study, a great li);:-lny
y !
- ! .

13
monographs were cuwlteg:\ the bibliography contains

several items which Have provided much of the

- >,

background needed to underst'and the development cx‘f the

@&
two mssions. of value we\rel: the histories of the two

" l

groups: J.T. Hamilton and K.B. Hamilton s History of

the Moravian Church: the 'Renlgwed Unitas Fratrum,

- 1722-1957 (Béthlehem: -Interpfovincial Board of

»

LS

v -

Christian Education, Moraviap Church in America; 1967%{.
/, (%N

and Eugene Stock's The Histoty of the Church His§1onar

¥ .

Society: its Environment, its Men and its Work (‘Lundcmz'”

Church Missionary Sociéty, 1?99——1“91.6). Another .

P i
valuable source of informat:'\/cangt/s\ the journal entitled,
. . ' * .
Periodical A?:gnunts relating to the Missions of the
- . <
Church of the United Brethren established among the -

bY
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s -
.
- w2 -
L .o P - -
n -
"~ "o

\ edi tor was generally a prominent British Moravian. .

HeaQAen (usually referred to as Periodical Accounts).

a 2

This is considered to have -been the oldest continuously
published missionary journal. It began in 1790 and
ceased in 1970. 1t is, in effect, a translation of the

<

‘
German Gemein—Nachrickten, although it was published

-~

independently by the Society for the Furtherance of the

<

~

-

Gospel, a British Moravian association. FEach issue

. ¥
(quarterly during most of the period under review)
contains extracts from mﬂssionarigs' Jjournals and— "
o

4 - - A} L4
reports, statistics of mission population, an editorial
¢

and general missionary news, and lists of donors. The

.

b
[ i

Similar information for the CMS was found in more

than one publication: Proceedings of the Church

«

Missionary Society, Extracts from the Anpual Letters

and 1ts successor, News from the Fruﬁt, provided some

.

details as did a periodical published by the Diocese of .
Moésonee (in which diocese Baffin gsland and Hudson 's

Bay were locidted) ‘entitled The Moosonee Mailbag tand

after 1906, The Moosonee and keewatin Mailbag) - , .

~

The quantity of correspondence between the

o
~

missionaries and their respective sending societies was

LY
valuminous. The mission records of the CMS of most, if\

\
»

not all, of its missions are located in the Special
\

Conectioné Deparfment of the Library of the ﬂniversity

of Birmingham in England. Microfilms of most of the .

~

Canadian records are available in Ottawa.? ’As”tha

\ r
Church of England i1n Canada gradually assumed

X

»

i

.

L]
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responsibility for 'CMS missions in Canada during the

last two decades prior to the latter’'s withdrawal in ¢
1920, a great many letters and reports emanated from

Canadian chgrch officials. The records af the

[Y

Missignary Society of .the Canadian Church’ (MSCC) may be

found 1n the General Synod Archives of the Anglican

. "4 2

Church of Canéda in Toronto, and these, toe, WRLE

consulted. The Moravian records fCW'%hElr M SS10NS I~

-

Labrador are available as well 1n mlcﬁofxlm at the

Public Archives of Canada in Ottawa.® The Moravian
[}

Archives in Bethlehem, Pennsylvania houses all the

archival material for that Church 1in tﬁ? American =

Frovirice, North.- : o

> . Two collections of secondary material of Moravian

. \
) 0

Labrador interest shohld be mentioned at this point:

”"Thg Centre {Dr‘New#Dupdland Studies‘at»ﬂemor}al
University in St. John's, Newfoundland, and lhe Eskimo
tuk}ection in the Lande Room, Dep;}tment of Rare Books
and Special Collections, McBGill ﬁnlvgrsity, Montreal .

The myssions of thé Moravian Church in Labrador

.have occasianed research on the part ?f several
histollans,,ethnolng;sts and anthropologists. Three
theses are’ of particulér importance to the growing body
of kAbwledge surrounding that missionary endeavour:
Carol Brice~Baﬁnett, " Two Dginiogsz Ipuit and Morayjan
Messionaries in Labrador,‘180Q~1860"~£M.A. Memorial
University of Newfoundland, 1981), James K.'Hiller,
"The Foundation and the Early Yearsbof the Mnravian

xi

)
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1

.
., .

Mission in Labrador, 1751-1805" (M.A. Memorial

University of Newfoundland, 1967) and Rarnett Richling,

’

"Hard Times Them Times; an Interpretative Ethno-history
of Inuit aﬁd-Settlers in the Hopedale District of

Northern Labrador, 1751-1977" (Ph.D. McGill University,
[} ° .

1978) .

Less attention has been paid to the Inujt missions

of the CMS than to that Society’'s Indian missions.

°

This 1s understandable as the Indian work represented

- -

virtually all of the missionary gndeavour of that .

chxgty in Canada. Yet , intgrestlngly, ‘he CHMS

. ©

missionaries whose names aré remem»ered for their
contribution to thELgrohth of Christianity among
Canada:.’s native peoples, William Carpenter Bompas,
Joseph Lofthouse, Ed;und James Pecé, Isaac Stringer and
Charles E. Whittaker, each had some degree of
invplvem?nt with both uf‘Canhﬁa's native peoples. O+

the change-over peraod (1902-1920) when the CMS was

[ ~ ¢

attempting to educate the Canadian.Church in the ’

. , e
assumption of 1ts -domestic mission responsibilities,

o

liétle has been written with regard to the Arctic

Mission. R
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+

"'Bo vya thersfore into all the world, baptizing
in the name of the Father, and of the Bon and of
Holy Ghost..." (Matt. 28:19) .

‘These are the words of the Great Commission: the .

‘words which 1n the BGospel according to Matthew the /

risen Christ gave to his discaiples. It was the °,
-4 .
rallyving cry of the m15510néry movement of the late

. ” 0 ! hd a
nineteenth century.
- 4

A

The vast missionary enterprise of the nmineteenth

N > v

century! 1 common knowledge. The zeal to spread the
> ¢
Christian message among the heathen® seems to have

»

arlse? out of what has been called the spiritual
renaissance of the eighteenth century. Among the

Frotestant denominations 1n.Euere_%?d North America,

®

FPietism, the Evangelical Awakemng and the so-called

Great Awalening created a climate of religious fervour
which i1nfused large segments of evangelical Christians \

in Europe and North America not only with the

observance of a personal life of devotion and pietly, .
but also with the compulsion to spread the Gospel
message to the ends of the earth. In other wotrds, as

1
the great historian of missions, kenneth Scott

'

Latourette expressed it, "Protestént Chraistianity

entered the nineteenth century on a résing tide."S

»

Among thé Roman- Cathotics and the Orthodox a samilar

Y

1ncrease in personal spirituality and missionary zeal

-~ LY »

can be seen.* However, as Latourettes remarked, "In

many ‘respects the nineteenth century.-was the FProtestant

.

. 2




century.s

This was not sp during the’ two preceding centuries

despite the evidence of some missionary activity on the

-part of Frotestant Europe, such as the efforts of the
: L
Royal Danish Mission in India, Greepland and the West

Indies! which so 1mpressed the Moravians in 1732, or the
' ?

establ ishment 1n 1701 of the Amrglican Soélety for the
’Prnpagatlon-of the Gospel i1n Foreign Farts which to

some extent addressed 1tself to the copversion of

o

non—-Christians.® The history of Europe up to the Peace .

of Neétpha]:é in 1648 and for some time after may

A
partially explain the absence of missionary activity
. rd .

among Protestant;, ;oupfed with the eminently practical
prnbleks of transportaE}on. igmmhe; t+actor

contributing to the lack of missionary zeal was the
notion prevalent amnég some Protestagks 1n the
seventeenth ?nd.E]gHtQFnth Centu;ies khét the Great
Commission was directed only to éhe apostles. Those
who had rejected Xbe'apostles%had no need to be offered’
another opportumity for salvation.? MWilliam Carey’ , l
(1561~1834); "the father of modern missions,” rfet
Dpp021t1on Qf a similar nature: that God would convert

the heathen 1n his own good time without any human x

intervention. Notions of this mature seem to account

' [
for much of tNe absence of missionary zeal before the

start of the nineteenth century. There were, as well,
the very human problems of transportation. As Stephen
Neill has commented, "The progress of the Gospel is not

3 /"
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tied to the lelgiCS or economic fortunes of any one

\ ~

part of the human race; but as long as men live in

2

human angfvery physical delé?, 1t will not be possible
completely tp separate the religious from othqr aspects |
of the human éituation."a' 1t is o wonder, therefore,

»

that the progress of the Gospel depended on the very T

*

human limitations placed on 1t by transportation. As
the geéfarlng European nations expanded, so could, and
did,, their_missionary activity.

A Efatemens such as this implies a tacit

-

acceptance of a link between the e&pans1on‘of

Christianity and the expansion of the western world.
) N '

That there Qas‘g link, no one can deny. What 15 qt

stake now, however, 15 the need to make a distinction «

.

‘b?tween the two. Is 1t ﬁhe.growth of CH?xstlanlty

which must accourt for tbéfev115 of western

. .
imperialism, or is 1t western i1mperialism 1tsel ™

n ’

Al
These are gquestions which cannot be answered:-however,
- & -
one must be aware that they exist to.-this day as

serious and perturbing prablems. P

For Latourette, looking at the nineteenth centyry,

nationalism (surely a component ]f western 1mpérlallsmf .

was one of several factors contraibuting to the
14

phenomenon of missionary outreach in that century. He .

o

suggested, as well, technological advances, economic
and intellectual growth, and a climate of peace and

optimiem.® It seem= from his approach that by the

nineteenth centuryﬁihe time was right for expansion

t
3
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. geographically and spiritually.
On the spiritual front, early in the century
' several missionary societies were fdfmed for the sole

purpose of evangelizing non~Ehrfstiansi By mid-century

R .

- in Europe, Great Britain and semewhat later, i1n North

" ‘ America, the number of such groups and their supporters
.’“had grown cansldérably. An example of this 1s the

>
Church of England Church Missionary Society founded in

0
-

1799:w1th a small copmittee. and no missionaries. Ry

[}

1809 1t had 1,026 missiofaries in about twenty-four

Jjurisdictions. Others, like the Baptist Missionary

°
1

- chiety, founded in 1792, grew at a less dramatrc rate.

It has been, said of William Carey, the moving force

behind the Baptist Missionary Society, that he was

‘greatly i1nfluenced by the accounts of the missionaries
. . e ,
) of the Mpravian Church which had been available 1n

CY

L]
England ip their journal, Periodical Accounts since

= ¥
. 17920, The missipnary members of this small German

‘. 4 g s
Protestant bgdy had been -teaching the Christian Gospel

-
- ~

to West Indians and Greenlanders since 1732.

¥ , ‘\
Eoth these organizations, the Moravian Church and

. - ~

t thé Church Missionary Sdc1ety; 1ncluded British North
J Americe 1n their programme of evangelization. The

Moravian Church,esgablished a mission in Labrador with

v

' the Inuit i1n 1771, while the CM5 began their missionary

S ogutreach 1n 1820 1n present-day Manitoba. In 1920, the

CMS withdrew from this country; in 1926, the Moravian

- misdion underwent a,complete change of directipn: the

-
¢
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mission ¢eased to act as traders and storekeepers to

the Inuit at their Missions. It should be explained

<

.that for the Moravia s 1n Labrador trade with the

Inuit-—exporting fur jand fish and i1mporting foaodstuffs
. E .
and hunting and fishing Edu@pment——had been integral to,

the economic existence of the Mission since 1t began 1n

1771. The spiritual wort of both missionary effarts,

- however , continued: the Caﬁadlan Church of England and

"other Anglican missionarpes replaced the CM5 1n the

N

T - ~
Arctic and the Moravians remained as ministers of the

\

.

Gospel.
Duriq' the four decades of our i1nvestigation, both

missions underwent a number of major administrative -and
1

internal changes.; In 1203 the CMS began withdrawing

- fainancial support from-all 1ts Canadian missions, and
2 .

oih 1906 t¥ansferred the responsibility of 1ts Arctic
. : X

~ f

mission to the Church of Englénd in Canada.
Understandably, this posed problemssfor the {
missionaries and for the szsxon. In the case of the

L S - ] ;
Moravians ' mission, Labrador was becom:ing lﬁss isol ated

)

}n the late nirieteenth Eentury, and the résulting

exposure to outside influences raised a host of

A} -

questions ambng.the missi1onaries and among the Inuit.
In this exam{natiun, some attention WLllst paid {D
these chanées in adminrstrailon and 1n the ability o
Ahe Moravian mission to cope with the interpal change$ -

which were, of necessity, taking place.

One sees a ‘major difference between the CMS

& - e

>
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encounters with the Inuit aAd those of the Moravians.

The latter had évangelized élmnst all the Inuit 1n

Laprador by the middle of the~nineteenth‘céntury; there
were only a few ron—-Christian communities 1n the north

~

of the Ungava peninsula to whom the Moravian

»

missionaries travelled during this period. The CMS ‘

encounters with the }nuit, on the other hgnd, wer e

[

initial encounters. The Tnuit on Baffin Islana had had
no previous centact witpyChristianity (as practised or
preached: they had ‘had contact with so-called Christian’

tAaderg), and, 1n fact, had had little‘contact with

v e -
Europeans .until the nineteenth century. As the noted

Arctic authority, Diamond Jennesg, wrote in 1264:

/ The northerm hal$ of Hudson s great i1nland sea
continued to be a mare ignotum: and although the
exploratiqns of William Baffin in the bay that
bears his name had long drawn Dutch and Scottish
whalers to the waters of southwest Greenland, the

) shores of Baffin Island 1tself remained uncharted,
and the arctic coastline and archipelado beyond it
were not yet disturbing men’'s dreams. Two graim |
sentinels, Cold and Silence; guarded the retreats
of the Eskimos and repelled every European

! adventurer who tried to storm their gates.i®

N

Explorersyand whalers breached the wgals in the
n1netepnfh century: the demand for whalesﬂne ' '_
("baleen") was heavy, and the Qhaling industry was

pfnfitable unt1l the early years of the present . y

<

century. Trapping foxes or otherssmall animals

-

supplemented the profit. ScPttish and American whalers

dominated the whaling around éxffin I1sland!{ Indeed, itk

. ¢ .
was agScottish firm from Aberdeen with whom the CMS
dealt at Cumberland Sound. ’ . !
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The Americans and the Scottish used sailing ships

(frequently unseaworthy according to the
‘ I'e

missionaries)**in the southern Baffin Island and

‘ [ -4
western goast of Hudson's Bay region and employed Inuit

]

at(tne small whaling stations which they had begun to

set up since 184012 and as crew when they hunted.

t
Jehness has noted that contact with Europeans and

European culture disrupted the culture and the economy

of the Inuit i1n these areas and caused them to be .

alﬁnst completely dependent on the whaling stations:
««.Nearly every able—bodied native 1s employed
Cat the whaling stations i1n Cumberland Sound]
during the whaling season...land]l there 15 no
doubt that many would perish should the whaling
stations be closed without other provision being
made for the accustomed supplies.?™

At ébouﬂ the turn of the century, the whalers began to

- leave, "having shattered the aboriganal econcmy.”®* At
just about this time CMS mlﬁsionarles were active in

p .
Cumberland Sound at sgveral‘af the whaling stations.

The relationship between the MissiorffRyonce

3

5

(Y established, and the one to two Europeans at the

whaling stations was volatile. /Archibald.Flemlngk who

[ in the 1233 became the first Bishop of the Anglican
. -«

Dloceée of the prctac, reémrded in his autobiography an

A »

incident which took place at B}acklead Island (a
}\5cotﬁlsh whalaing station in Cumberland Sound, Baffin

Island where the CM5 mission was located):
® [Peck, Greanshield and; Bilby, the three CMS
missionaries stationed therel had «lso faced-+the
diabolical oppposition of the handfu) of white men
- in the settlement. These men willfully and

3




~

3

.

\

\ *
1 - . ‘
‘ déllberately had stirred up the local conjurors’
against the missionaries. Later with subtlety and
malice they raped the first little group of Eskimo
women who had been prepared for the Sacrament of
Raptism. 1=
‘ -
Two of the CMS missionaries made themselves unpopul ar_

with the Scottish trader/whaler at Blacklead Island:
one, J.W. Bilby, because of his outspoken criticism of
Jihe firm and 1ts dealings with its Inuit employees, and

the Dtﬁér, Charles Gare Samﬁion, because of his a&leged

1‘pr041t1ng from his own trade with the Inuit. The other

~
+

men fppear to have been generally.;espected:‘ﬁ‘

At Herschel Island, a harbour i1n the western

:

Arctic and a whaling station where American whalers

° N

wintered, the missionaries encountered’ similar .
difficulties. C.E. Whittaker, the lacal missronafy,

wrote in 1906: "It may be said, that every fEman and

©

almost Eve}y man -1s under the influegcé of ‘the ships’

3
v

people and I despair of accomplishing anything while

that state of things continues, for that influence 1is

directly Dpﬁased to ours."*7 According to Jenness, *

Herschel Island. anAd most of the Mackenzie.delta was a

N

"hive of debauchery: drunkenness and 1mmo’%11ty

.

prevdiled everywhere...."'® Whittaker s comments then

may not- have been simply thg reaction of a man whﬁse
' A

goals were different from those Df’tEE people a?qgnd
. . b ‘ '
him. ' ‘

It was as much to avoid the spoliation of the

B ’

Tnuit as anything else that the Moravian® commenced

. -

. ; “ \
trade and continued to engage in it in Labrador. At
N - ”
« AY

€

9
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. their own-existence: without trade the Church could .,

least this was the reason consistently put forth by the

Church. Critics might disagree and would suggest- that.
' AN - "

1t was a profitable venture which ‘was undertaken and . (
v -t

pursued as a business enterprise until 1926. Whether
the primary emphasis waslon trade or Dn‘preaching-ﬁhe
Gospel 1s the debatabfé point. We suspect thgt the
mlssionaries_of our perioquade no dlétlnction between
the two. The apparen{‘anomély was perce1vgd\by later
pa;t1cipant5 in the Mission and by observers of it. By
contﬁollypg the prices and the goods which the Inuit
could buy, thé Moravians bel:eved that they were
protecting "the ‘Inuit from unscrupulous traders (of
which thgre were many in southern Labrador—-—not the
_least of which was ghe Hudson's Bay Company.)**®
Nevertheiess, by engaging in trade, they were i1nsuring \ N

+

°nDt have supported the mission and the Inuit would not

N » . . . )
have gathered i1in commumties around the stations. It i1s Q

‘

4 e
clear, however§ that their engaging Hn'trade is one of

.

. the most controversial aspects of their mission 1n

\

ggbrador. Until thE‘middle of the nineteenth century,
they seem to have pénnpnlized the trade fram Cape
Harrison northwaga though whaling was not prnf}table
-fas it was in Fhe Arctic); rather,~££e profits came
from sealing, f;sﬁﬁng, huntiné andltrappiné.

c,
Fishing fleets from Newfoundland, Canada and the

~

United States began to appear along the Labrador coast

after 1857 and the Hudson's Bay" Company and otherf

10 ‘
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‘K . British or local firms established frading posts to’

¢

" deal with the *Indians and with the settlers who were

/
i

increasing in number 1in Labrador. As the years passed,

L3

‘ . trading stations opened and closed. However , the

A, N

-
Moravians seemed\to have retained much ot their,

\\gnonopoly insofar as the Inuit were concerned—-tol some -

1

extent out of convemience, but chiefly as a result of

their credit arrangements. These were even more*
; k
- . e

tontrbvensial than the trade which the Moravians .

c o . [

. carried on. The fact that poor relief was i1ntegrated

' into the_credit system and administered by the Mission
Gaused the Inuit to be totally dependent on the ?1551Dn’
C
(as Richling and DéhEFS have pnlnted~out)2°

] )
* -

) As will be seen in the Chapters two and three," the

v

Labrador Ipuit were not ent1rely°"pro£ected" by the

€

missionaries: their "debauchegy" perhaps never ﬁéﬂkhed -
xoe .
* ' the degree that 1t did at Herschel Island, but by the
1880s they had learned to dance, to gamble, to make (

5 -

their own alcohol, and to enjoy food not available at

the Moravian stores. .The Eahfl1ct between the

ﬁiféstyle and moral code which thé mssionaries

\\h L4
required, and the wish to live and behave i1n the manner . "

-

J of their non-Moravi an nexghbours put considerable

. a -
pressure on the Inu%t 1iving at Moravian stations. ° @

AR

-

Reports from theg mssiprs were filled with: accounts of
the difficulties/the Inmt (And the missionaries) :
( . J experxenced in balancing the demands of the Hc:;f\avnan :

Church And the demands of the outside wordd. - Itgmay be -

\ o .
, RS ‘ . yoooow

o
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that the,missionaries of the Mogavian Church were

overly conservative and put undue pressure on the Inuit

e

to conform to their standards. This characteristic has
‘ ~o -

been noted insofar as their Indian missions in -North

\ . .
America were concerned.®*! We will attempt to discuss.

the subject i1n Chapter three.

. -

»j” The CMS records for the same years 1n their Arctic
mission bear some evidence that similar problems

/

eklsted. Howeder, the relationship of the CMS .
m155innaries”t; the Baffin Island Inwuit was much
shorter~lived than that of the Moravians to the
Labrador Inuit. They had comparatively little time in

a

which to establish and maintain any social standards.
As has\been sald} 1t 15 the i1ntention 1n this

ﬁissertatioh to look closely at ?he CMSs m1551dn5 to the

Inuit (spec1f1c§i1y‘but not exclusively at Baf+1nn

Island) and the Morawvian missions 1n Labrador during’

the fougﬁﬂﬁyades which preceded +or each a major change

v \ -

in admlnistéation. Certain tommon topics have been
identified: (1) the difficulty both orgamizations
experienced in funding their northern missions and the.
effect this had on e mssion and the m15516nar1es:

52) the methols b; which both engaged 1n mission; and
(3)'th§ tvpe of m1 551 ONary who was employed in the
Arctic. " Certain spééiflc themgs have aﬁfo been noted: -
(1) the attempts by the CMS to withdraw from Canada and

the resulting hiatus with the Canadian cﬁurth; énd (2)

the variety of problems encountered by<tﬁé Moraviand as

. ~




outside 1nfluences penetrated the world of the Inuit

°
e

living at their missions: In Chapters two and four, we

-

will look brxefly at the two orgamizations, the

Moravian Church (as a missionary church) and the CMS--
at their history, at the admnistration of their
missions and at thei1ir missionary work i1in Canada.

°e A phenomenon of the missionary outreach ot the

nineteenth century was the source of most of its

funding: "never pefdre in human history had the spread

, of any dgt of i1deas, religious or secular, been
4

maintained by the voluntary gifts of o many millians

-,

of donors."22 The M5, which had never been supported

by the Church nor by the EBritish govérrment, early ain

its histary had organized support groups tb provide

hoth miss?onaries and mepans i1n each
evangelically—minded Farish ;n Engl and where the aims
of the Society would b; accepted. Later, as the CHMS
grew, these organizations expanded in number and in

complexity. When an 1BB& a group of supportérs

-

. suggested the formation aof a "great Union or League of
all, ¥ich and boor, voung and old, in tfown and country,
willing to pray regularly for the missigpary cause and

work for 1t 1n any way,"” the CMS administration
£

refused: - "We really are overdone with organization,
/

especially C.M.5. organization; we cannot have any

more." =3 Apart from their regular sources of incaome,

I

the CMS (like many other missionary societies) 1ssued

periodic appeals for funds. The Thank—-offering Appeal

2l

-
D
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'

of 1918/}919’by which the Association was able to make

its last gift to 1ts Canadian missions was one of many

s
'

.

such appeals. .

The Moravians, too, were dependent on 1ndividual

donations, large and small. They had an advantage over

\

the mssionary societies an t?at they could appeal for

{ .

missionary funds from their whole denomination.

However , as the Church was a small one, this provaided

only a slight arlvantage. In +tact they recei:ved . ,

a

regularly a larqge proportion of their i1ncome +or
t .

missirons from non-Moravians. JIn 1898, as an example,
they received over 84,000 from their own congreqgataions,

€12;ooo from non—-Moravians, £11,U0(1 from legacies an
4

endownents (which may alsa have 1ncluded non-Moravi an .

donors) and £850 trom, mite societies. % The HBritash
Moravians were assi1sted greatly by donations f+rom the

London Assnciration 1n Md of Moravian Missians, a group

5

consisting of mastly Chur 8 nf\Enqland clergy ansd .

-

o
laity. PMuch, of thi1s money seeme"{o have been directed
towards the Labrador and West Indian missions, both of

which were based 1n Great Britain. ~ -

'
t

During the farty-year per\m?i rovered by this o .
1investigation, both the CMS and 't-he Moravian missi1 ons .

were plagued with deficits, some, more serious than
. ; P .

others. How the two groups (‘OpP{i with these deticats

\
\
A

vi s—}a—\us ther Cjanad}an mi 5510n=.\ 15 discussed briefly
1in the relevant chapters. (ne cannot help but question

why, 1f missionary enthusi asm had teached 1ts peak in

14 : \
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the 1la uarter of the century and i1n the years befaore
) - \
the Great War ,~ were donatloqs not greatef7 The obvioaus

answer, and the answer which the administrators of both

Qroups gave, was that the enthusiasm had generated more

-]

~ a

m1Ss10NS and more missionaries than the income could
absorb. It may be, also! that many of the regular
donors were diverting all or some of their donations to

the "newer"! missions: the China 'Inland Mission, for
. ¥

example, which was a popular cause after 18&5.

However , 1n tM case of the CMS, many of the .

4

mssionaries, especi1ally the women, were ¥
¢ ’

sel+—5upﬁoft1ng, or were éupported in whole or 1n part
by ihtgrested parishes. The contention of this author
15 that prﬁ]ar interest 1n Europe was wanipg or at
least was not keeping pace with the level of enthusiasm

"

shown by those volunteering +{or missionary service.

The/Editor of the Moravian FPeriodical Accounts wrote in

June 18B94:

The fact that nearly every English Missionary
Soci1ety has closed 1ts financial .year with a
deficiency (and the same 15 true of many American -
Soci1eties) i1s not altogether due to the commercial
depression of the year. We attribute 1t rather &
to the universal forward movement in the great
enterprise. The 1ncomes of the societies have
fallen little short of those of the previous
s year. It 15 the expenditures that have gone
“ ahead with great strides. The personal devotion
N and obedience of the comparatively few, who go
to the front and to the arducus work, has outrun
the liberality of the many, who support\the
cause with their prayers, their sympathy and their

gi1fts.==
k3
One sees(in statements of this kind an ambivalence
which 1s not easy to explain 1n relation to the two \~
15
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4

Arctic missions. The CMS consistently refused all

suggestions put forward by their Arctic missionaries

for expansioh because of thé\Fosts of 1mplementing the

’
-

. ideas (especially the purchase or charter of a shlﬁ to

»

.provide sure transportation, communication and

supplies), and the Moravians continued to engagé 1in

trade 1n order to support their missipon despite a §ood

v )

deal of c}1t1c15m from all sides. In these %wo
4

M1ISS1ONS, the expenditures did not go "ahead with great,

v

H
strides. ) ™ .

It us the contention of this author that

1tnability or unwillingness on the part ot the sendlan.

~

spci1eties to finance these two small missions was at o
1Y N

>
LS

the root of the problems which both the Moravians and

the CMS missionaries' experienced 1n the forty-year
period under 1nvestigation. Although both societhes

¥

were experiencing finamcairal difficulties, their %

¢

respective administrators were 15 ? position to

~

allocate available fundse among 'their mission fields,

Neither the Arctic nor Labrador seems to have been a
priority. The remarbe of Henry Venn, the "legendary

A}

figure 1n Frotestant missions” (to.quote Max Warren in

ections

his 1ntroduction to To apply the Gospel: sel

from the wratings of Henry Venn) ,2% that the Indians o
’ 3 ! - '
Narth America "are now only remains of nations,” but

+

"living remains,” Lontrxbufed to the 1dea of withdrawa
. LN

by the Society from Canada. (When Venn wrote those

memor able words, he, like many othgré at the time,

- 16
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grouped all(ﬁanada’s native peoples together.) In the
) ¥
Society’'s report on its North—West America Mission for

1880-81, 1ts .position is very cléear: "The Committée
have sometimes been tempted to doubt whether, in the

N
o

+ace of the Dyerwhelmlng needs of Africa, India, and

Chinay, 3t 15 right to devote so many men and so much

money to the remnant of the -Red Indlan‘tribes."27 When
// & = K

one observes tﬁé{éECJEty”s actipns in anadp over the
forty years le&h*fDllDw thas Stétement; one canHot but
see that the CHMS had chosen 1ts course of action, and
that CDU;SE dls not 1nclude Camada’s native peoples.
The "overwhelming needs of Africa, India, and China"
took precedence.

It sRems cleaf that the Moravians engaged 1n a
simiiar reflection about the Inuit in Labrador. At a

gon{ereﬁce of missionaries in Labrador in 1908, Bishop

Martin, the Superintendent of the mission, delivered a

N a

paper 1n which he said, among other things: "We ;re,
therefore, face to face with the sad fact that we are
workxng among a race that 15 dying out.... This
consti1tutes a special and very peculiar feature ot our
work. Mot only 15 an extension of our work impossible,

but our sphere of i1nfluence will diminish, and our work
- LY

w1ll more and more be comparable to the last service of
love rendéred th a sick man whose life 15 ebbing away.

It 15 sad; but at the same time 1t 15 a grand and

responsible task which we are set to fulfil."=® It is

-

‘'our argument that this outlook determined the

! ' 17
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‘Mr»ssi10n on ?aH‘ln Island, and the well -established

¢

. !
Moravians’' course of action in Labrador for the next

- -

several yeérs. We believe ithat the notion on the part
of the Mission Board and the SF:"G that the Inuit were a

'

"remrl:ant" (Rishop Martin used this term, as had Henry
Venn), determined to a large extent the f'xnan(::ng ot
the Mission at least until lworld War 1. (After' the
war, financial wnrrlesvcnmpnunded the results of the
policy.) 1Ironically, these were years‘m‘ potentiral
expansion among the settlers,®¥ especirally in the
Sf\heres ot education and public medicine.

Like the dilemma which missions sté to many

Christian historians, a response to the decisions taken

- N
by the CM5 and the Moravians vis—a-vis the Imat 1s not
s . . ) .

easy to male. Undoubtedl vy the two organizations saw C.

the needs of the teeming masgses 1n India, Atrica and

China as pressing 1ndeed. Money and missionaries were -
becom r\‘\ insufficient, The Inuixt had receirved the
message of the Gospel; )Yu 1lions had not. However, 1t - s

is our observation that the Inuit were 111-served as a
result of these policies. In Chapters (three and five,

which deal with the two missions, we will attempt ‘to J
show how the financial restrictaions limited the growth

of both missions: the fledqgling 'Anglxcan Arctac

- ~ -

Moravian Mission in lLabrador. o .

'

18
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Our mission work a joint undeftaking of the
- mntire Brethren’'s Unity?

When our forefathers sent their pioneer missionaries
Lo the negro slaves of St. Thomas and to the
despised Greenlanders in 1732 and 1733 they went
by commission and i1n the name of the congragafﬁon.
No missionary society within the congregation but
the congregation itself undertook this wark as an °
enterprise entrusted to 1t as a unit Jor a blessing
’ to the entire membership. Since then our 7
congregation has broadened out into the Brethren's
Unity, and the work of Missions entrusted to her has
extended over all the world. Yet,still today the
work remains and shall remarn a work of no single
paft or of no set of persons within our Church....?®

This explanation of 1ts understanding of itself as a

.
t

mi551onary church was 1ssued by the General Synod of the

Moravian Church 1n 1899. )
"
In 1732 and 1732 brethren belonging to the renewed

/
Unitas Fratrum began their work of "winning souls for the

Ltamb." Tt was the first Protestant church oréanlza{ion
which actively encouraged and promoted milssionary A\
rd - .

activityp among 1its members.

Thé Umtas Fratrum (or Moravian Church, to use 1ts

current North American name) originated in Czechoslovakia
¢

.

in the middle years of the fifteenth century. - John Hus

¢

(1371-1415) was associated with the national revival of

religion 1n that part of Europe, and out of this pational.
religious revival came the Moravian Church. Other names
by which it 15 known are: the Unity of the Brethren,

anit, Moravian Brethren. The members of the church called

themselves brethren and sisters. In 1627 membership in

all Protestant churches in Bohemia and Maravia, including

20
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( that of .the'Brethren, was proscribed. A few familfes and

7

-+

. a few indi&idugls cisignued to practise in secret the -

religious traditions of their forebears. ’

“

In the éarly 1720s, Nicolaus Ludwig von Zinzendorf
fﬁ {1700~-1760) , a Lutheran of strong'Pietist‘léanxngs,
offered religious freedom and land -on one of his estates

1n Saxony to several families from Bohemia and Moravia, a

\

few of whom had retained some of the beliefs of thé

L . Brethren. Under his guidance and that of one or two of

the spiritual leaders of the community, now known as

Her;nhut, the renewdd Unitas Fratrum came 1nto being on

\J) 1727. ‘ 1,

August 13,

Zinzendorf had been 1nterested in Christian
k\ssionary wnrk.51nre boyhood: ;he accounts of 3
mssionaries whom the Danish government supported had
been among his childhood reading. His enthusiasm
communicated i1tself among the Herrnhut community even
before bxs memorable meeting with Anthgny, a black West .
Ind;an servant, in Cnpenhaggn in 1731. However, 1t was

their conversation which stirred his emotions, and 1t was

. i

A 4
his subsequent report of that conversation which stirred
the emotions of his listeners in Herrnhut:

On tbe 23rd of July (17311, the day after the

count retyned to Herrnhut, he ‘'"reported in a
meeting thel held, what he had heard in Copenhagen
with regard to the wretched state of the Negroes.
By the gra of God his words produced such an
effect upon Leonbharg Daober that he then and there
resolved to offer himself as a missionary to these
( $ paor enslaved races. The same resolution was formed
at the same time by another of the Brethren, Tobias
Leupold; but though they were intimate friends,
they said nothing to each other on the subject.

$21
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se- 0On the 25th)of July Leupold wrote to the count
and infarmed him that he and Dober felt impelled to
go and preach to the Negroes. That evening their
letter was read i1n the service of song, withput any
mention of names.">

The ‘community at Herrnhut grew in number as more
'familiesoemig?hted from Bohemia and Moravia. GQuaite
quickly it became the centre of Moravian 1nfluence.

Within twenty years of the commencement of their )
missionary work the Moravian Brethren had started -
more missions than Anglicans and Protestants had

- started during the two preceding centuries. , Theair
marvelous success was largely due to the fact that
from the first they recagnized that the evangeliza-
tion of the world was the most pressing of all the
obligations thatirested upon the Christian Church,
angd that - the.carrying out of this obligation was the °
"common affair” of the community.* ' <

By 1832 when the Moravian Church celebrated its
centennial of foreign mission w;rk, there were 209
missionaries at 41 mission stations in Ehe West, Indires,
Nﬁrth, Central and South America, Greenland and Africa.
Ih 1882, this figure hadjxncreased to 277 at 99 mission

> ' ?

fields.S In 1930 1t was noted that the total proportion

of missionaries to communicant members Since 1732 had

been one 1n twelve.#+ ‘ ‘ .
I
The Moravian Church has always allowed great freedom
to 1ts members 1n matters of doctrine, holding as valaid, -~

but not binding on believers, the historic creeds of the

church, and the doctrinal standards of the Reformed

Churches as
. Thirty—-npine

Nestmgnster

Eﬂble is the "ultimate source and rule of faith, doctrine

set out i1n:the Augsburg Confession, the
Articles of the Church df England and the

Confession. For th Moraviaﬁ Chuéch, the

E

o
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( " and 1ife," It believes "that the mystery of Christ . .
cannot be r.’omprehended completely byr‘any human/ : \

"~ statement.”? ' This statement is a modern one, but one

o

*

A
\ that is as applicable to Moravian "do'c:tr'ine today as'to u

\ \a«w day in the past. J . o

I1ts missionaries preached the doctrine of "Jesus
Christ and Him crucified." They expressed their °

) understandirng of this and their mission testimony as
’ -~

he ~

. follows: : ‘ - .

The word of His patience——that i1is His patient
4 endurance 1n suffering on our behalf-—-—forgn? the
central truth of our teaching and preaching.... We
will determine, everywhere,'not to know anything
. among the heathen but Jesus Christ and Him
¢ crucified; and our sSpeech and our preaching shall
¢ . not be with enticing words of man’'s wisdom, but 4in
demonstration of the Spirit and of power, that the
faith of the people committed to our charge "may not
/1’ stand in the wisdom of men, but in the power of
. s God.. . (1 Cor. i1.,1-3) Neither will we appeal 1n
the flrslt instance to the unéerstan(?lngs of the
heathen, and endeavour to convince them i1n this way
of the falsity and perverseness of their conceptions
~ of God, and of the trust and correctness of the
Chraist{an religion.

Our missignaries...should rather dwell in their o
preaching at all times and especially on the Lamb of
God, who bore the sin of the world. It 1s by ‘ \
beholding the Son of God, who was delivered and
crucified for our offences, that the heathen are
’ able to realise how the living God regards sin. . And
1 ‘ the missionary should seek to confirm and deepen ‘
this awaking consciousness of sin by referring the
‘ " to the testimony of the conscience and the fear that
- sways their minds. At the same time, however, he
should declare to them the wird of reconciliation,
- the consolations of the q\og_g_g\\l of free grace.

.1t is requisite, first\:v{ all, emphatically to
insist upon the necessity af \change of heart (John
iii.,3 and then to show that\true faith must

‘( manifest itself as the power of God in the life by
the fruit of the Spiridt. (James 1i.,175 Gal.

V. 22),9 -
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v The principal preparation for missionary Kurvi:n
must take place under the teaching of the Holy
gho.t. L hd

-

~

Before embarking upon missionary service, Moravian
®© - . B ’ ° ’

men and women had themselves to experience a true

conversion of the’ soul, For| many this took place thle

they were living in _a choir house 1n a Moravian

- R

community. Such a community wés an entirely Christian’

one. Distinctive was 1ts choir system which grouped

together certain segments 0{ Moravian society for /
;) 14 J R . -
religious, social and gconomic support. A description of

a late‘eightéenth century Moravian community sets out the

’

somewhat unusual features which pertained. "It also

praovides i1nsight into the type of community +from which .

-

many of the missionaries came and which wmany wished 1n

their mission congfegatlbns to emulate. The Moravian

villages in Labrador bore striking similarities, except -

, L TN
Dne’purpose became increasingly characteristic of
the Moraviang, the effort to cultivate simple,
unfeigned Christian discipleship in the quet
settlements, where religion remained the central
factor ,of all life. A Moravian settlement consisted
normally of a village, the anhabitants of which
belonged without exception to the Church.....

aforytﬁé choir houses.

. Each settlement had establishments kdowm as the.
widows, "~ brethren’'s,” and sisters’ housesj 1n them
members of these respective choirs follpweé many
" tradés and crafts for the benefit of theé - .
establishment. In return they were assured a home -
and the necessities of life, under the gu1danc2 of a
chaplain or Pfleger in spiritual affairs and of a
Warden or Vorsteher in secular. Daily services were
held in the chapels belonging to these houses. On
each week night and on the.lord’'s day the enti#e
population of the settlepent met for worship i? the

» <. > ' AY )
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church. Such occasions’ were characterized by
liturgical forms and usages of rich variety and -
o pleasing simplicity...?*° ’ .
- Yl *
Moravian settlements such as that described lasted

in Germany into the nineteenth century, Wit elsewhere

[ -

. ~
Moravian congregations generally lived in a similar

fashion to the society around them. - -

°

The 'choir system .was defined as follows: mThq_-

'

division of the congregation into choirs, according to
difference of age, sex, and station in life, has for 1ts
- \ ¥ t

- object to hallow to the Lord each of these conditions of
» . N A - .

life..."** Until 1869 the choir houses provided the

.

majority of the missionaries (and ministerial candidates)

-

wikthin the continental European‘PrDvince. In fact, most

Moravian missionaries continued to be from that Province.
s
1)

; - )
Great' Britain suppli'ed many of the missionaries for their
West -Indian missions; as much a governmental as a

‘4

language convenlence. TQ? American Province North was

responsible for staffing the missioﬁs to the Indians of -

. 2
North America apnd the Inuit of Alaska and provided

training in Pf%nsylvanla. . -

With the notion that the church 'is a missionary

-

v

« church, missionary preparation began in school and

[

continued in the choir houses: . : ]

. dhe principal preparation for missionary service
o must take place under the teaching of the Holy
Ghost... Human knowledge and external culture woul ;
be uninfluential and fruitliess, without inward
‘ enlightenment and the pr:eparation of the heart. The

» . first requirement of every missionary 1s-therefore,
the true conversion of his own soul... This does
not, however, exclude the desirableness of
intellectual qualifications for the preaching of

25 .
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the Gospel ; the care of a congregation, the

instruction of_ youth, the learning of a foreign

language... or of a certain amouht of education and

. acquirehents. :

...In addition’ to these general requirements, there

15 one of special importance for a large portion of
g our missions,——a knowledge of the English

language.*=

L ! ~ “\
By 186% 1t became evident that the preparation for
et )m15510nary service ﬁﬁovxded by the choir houses was

inadequate. In that year a missionary training school 1n

€
13

Nieskyy Silesia was opened on the grounds that the

M ssion Department was convinced, "considering the
a - ~
present state of some of our MJSSJOD“HJStrJFtS, [that]

'
B

) Jthedchoir houses [werel no longér sutfi1crent as places of

preparation for mlssfonary service.'> Hawever, thi1s was

not mandatory for missionary service. “"Brethren who have

- n

not been »n the institution can be called to the ser vice,

-

as before."14 Synodal results, which contain a great
. ’

many mission-ori1ented decisions, do not i1ndicate the

curriculum of the school at Niesky. It was stated,

however, that ¢andidates for M ssi1onary service were to

©

- receive, apart from English language instruction, a

? ~

course of thorough instruction i1n Christian doctrine;

J
-

* that they were to memorize passages of Scrxptur;, and fo

-
°

p;prepare written compositions expounding the theology of

“carta;n passages 1n Scripture; this to 1ncrease their

[N

unﬂérstandxng and to develop a facility of expression.

As much as possible they were to receirve, in addition,
‘ 4
instruction in elementary and practical branches of

-knowledge. 'S Until the 1914-1918 War, most British

" o
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candidates for missionary service and, in 1897, nursing

< .
N B

A
Moravians learned German in their schools; training for

s

missionary service took place at Niesky or at the British

r

Moravian College in Fairfield, near Manchester, or after

-

1904, at the Mission College in Bristol. This college
offered a three-year course in which preaf:hlpf;J German,
d1v1n1t§, church bhistory, English essays—-and
importantly—+carpentry, were taughi.u* 1t has been said
of the migsionaries i1n Labrador (and there 1s no reasmﬁ
to believe tgat this mission was difFErent'from any other
in this respect) that they were men skilled more 1n the

crafts thaq_ln theology. The missionaries were
carpenters, blacksmiths, boat builders and fishermen.®?

One wonders how much of an effect this had on the natUﬁe
N .

" .
of the message which the missionaries preached, and don

-

their listeners. In view of the type of society at the

missions, a down—to—earth approach may have had——if
anything-—a beneficial effect. Nevertheless, the

. ‘ N X
question remains to be answered. -

By the 1890s there was con51derableuawareness of the

-

need for medical training among the Moravian missionaries

throughout the worldf‘ The curricula 1ntluded the

provision of some medical training for the male

-
- ’
//

experi1ence for the women. In 1892 a medical missio

training fund was started 1n Great Britain, but i
there were only three Moravian missionary doctor

whom, S5.k. Hutton, was in Labrador.:®

[
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was a wide range of education and skill& which a
a\\~

*

) missionary could bring to the mission field.

The mission

staff in'Labrador seem to hq;g,beén typical in thais.
respect.
\ Until the last quarter of the nineteenth century
céndidates for misstonary service (both men and women)
were ordinaraly ;alled to that service by the Unmity

Elders  Conference a&tlng under the guidance of the Lot.
)

The Synod of 1889 dlscoatlnued all official use of the

Lot.*® The Church had employed\\be Lot for direction 1n

many areas aof 1ts life since the time of Zanzendor 4 on

-

v A -
the principle that the Holy Spirit guides the hearts of

Ry 1869,

!
{

men and women who are obedient to 1ts leading.
the use of the lot 1n offi1ci1al transactions was

restricted to appointments of bishops ahd the calling to

_missionary service.=°
Marriaqge, as well, had originally been subject to
the direction of the lot; this ceased to be a requurement

in thesearly nineteenth century although the oppor tumty

z

remained for this tyﬁejof guidance 1 ¥ desired.=®t —_—

’

Marriage bhetween missionaries was, nevertheless, subject

to approval by the Umity Elders Conterence (or the

[+ 4
Mission Board.) It was required of a brother to

“"consider, i1n a spirit of conscrentious faithtulness,

b 3
!

whether the sxster'he may desire to marry 1s really ,
\

qualified for the work."” It was "the sacred duty of tbe

Unity Elders’  Conference...to examine 1n the most careful.
s !

manner the proposals that may be submitted to thcmé and

’ 28
“u .

v




a

>

v

to reject such as may be manifestly inadmissible."2=2

Until it J&s possible for unmarried women to serve as

[

missionaries, a single sister rece1ging a call to mission
service received that call as the,proposed wife of a
mi5510naryn In the eyes of the Cﬁurch, upon marriage she
was a full missionary. "The Sisters, who enter Mission
service, are also called officially by the M.B. [i.e.
Mission Boardl, and the principle 1s to be maintained
that owr married sisters 1n the service, are not mérely

the wives of missionaries but are themselves

Missipnaries. "=23 N
New missionaries were put on probation in the

mssion field for a few years to learn and to prepare

themgelves. Generally, ordination and marriage were
, A .
deferred until gﬁese years of preparation had been

satisfactorily completed.=4 N

Y

Missionaries were to be examplés to their flock.
¥

Their lives "sanctified by the,Spirit of God, should not

only be an examplé to those who have been won for

- ¥

Christlanity, but through a personality sanctified by the
Spirit of God they should live out before the heathen the
truth of the word they preach,"2S This spirituality may

»
be seen 1n an excerpt from\ a letter to E.J. Feck, the CMS R

J missionary who was the driving :force behind the Arctic

Mission, from Br. Peter P. Dam, a missionary at Haopedale.

It was written in 1886.

.».I have been here 1n Labrador 20 years % others
longer but I never shall know this side heaven what
has been done through my poor ministry for the souls

.&._21.




around as the ground was prepared & much precious
seed had been sown beforp I entered the field.... I
do not pity myself or others at all for not being
able to see so marked results of our feeble service
as that i1n the ‘very beginning of missionary work 1s
possible. I know our Lord will have me here, I know
our’ service 1s not 1n vain so the only thing
needed is the wilFingness &% ®he giving up oneself
daily to the Lord & for anything he may want to have
one to do. It is easy ¥ blessed for a heart given
to & kept by Jesus...=Z*

As regards "tempaorals" (to use an expression
familiar to nineteenth century missionaries),

Al

missionaries could have found themselves at mission

-
T

stations where they were supported 1n one of three ways:
- Food, clothing and housing (frequéntly common
housing and combined housekeeping) provided, with a small
monetary gift at Christmass: or
- Food and housing provided, w§th akbersonal
al lowance for clothing, etc.; or .
- A fixed salary.=7 | {
A fixed salary (with annual 1ncr;ment5) seems to have
been the norm by 1900.r Modest pensions were provided on
ret}remeﬁt.zﬂ Unusualyexpenses, such as those i1ncurred
in travelling (1nfrequent furfoughs weée permitted) ,
sickness and tﬁe educailon of children in Europe were

absorbed by the Church.

In Labrador the first system (common housing and

' d
ﬁousﬂmeping) applied unti'l 190671907 when individual

housekeeging commenced. By 1914 separate housing was the

practice.

B
&5
It was one of the obligations of a missionary to
. 5 ; ~
keep a diary and to report to his or her superiors

R o .
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‘ . “Fegularly. "In these, the shadows as well ‘as the”
‘ lights,——that which is deﬁ;essing, as well as that which

»is encouraging, should be aljke.included with candnur.énd

brotherly confidence."=2% 5uitab19 edited by thé“ﬁissinn

Boarg (or the 5FG) for public consumption (rittle of the

"shadows" appears), these reports were published in

Gemein—-Nachrichten, Periodical Accounts or other German,
. t .

English, French, Dutch or Danish Moravian missionary

r

periodicals. It was intended that they be "a means for

-

widening the circle of prayer¥ul and practical interest
: in [Moravianl Missions. "3° ¢ .

°

’—‘%
"
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Iil. EINANCES . o
Evangnlizir‘\qf the heathen a work of faith...>?

The Church was never richj in its early years it had
éxpanded rapidly not only i1nto the unevangelized pérts of
the world, but also into EBEurope and North America.
;Dravian communities grew up ig Engl and, Ireland,
Holland, Germany and Foland, and in Fennsylwvanra and
North Carolina. The cost of establishing such

communities was high, although, like Herrnhut, most were

- productive villages. P

- The financial position of the M1ss10Ns was 1nsecure
from the start. The Church i1nherited a debt of $773,162
in 1764'Dn Zinzendorf 's death;>Z 1n 1897 the mission
deficit was $62,068. Thais was.w1ped'nut by one of the
many generous benefactors who rescued missionary
societies from financial difficulties, but 1n 1899 the

’(z>p$ndlture for mission exceeded 1ncome by almost
$f50,000.33 "50 long as the financial situation of the
Missions 1s so untavourable..." appears 1n the 1909

. Results of the General GSyriod, with retrenchments
proposed.>* The members of the Synod of 19209 came to the
realization, as had their predecessdrs at the 1899 Synod,
that the Church's'forexgn MISS10N progranme was
bver—extended. Actual withdrawals from mission fields,
apart from Greenland 1n 1900, did not take place, but the

>
policy of retrenchment which was i1n effect until the 1P14
Synod i1ncluded curtailment 1n several fields, Labrador

2

being one. ’ s /
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‘Income for mission work came from four main sources:
1
{1) Donations from Europe, Great Britain and North

©

America; (2) Business enterprises at home and 1n the

missi1ons themselves; (3) Donations from mission

congreqgations; and (4) Income from i1nvestments.>=

. \
. The second of these sources, and specifically
"business enterprises i1n the missions themselves,” posed
several problems for the Church. At mid-century, and
.even 1nto the twe?tleth.century, trade and/or business
was carried.on 1 615510n5 in Labrador » Surinam, St.
*Thomas, Nicaragua and 1n Africa. The purpose for
maintaining a business or trade was prlharlly that of

@
economy: "Nothwithstanding all the faithful assi1stance
given by Associations and friends of our Mission
c;use..., Ehe yearly accounts of the Mission Didcony
cleardy show that a considerable part of the temporal
’means'for carrying on the work flows from the exertions
made at several of our mission stations in thd carrying
on éf trade and various kinds of business.” Fﬁréhermore,
the Synod of 1879 stated, "...secular labqu is hallowed
when performed in the name of Jesus and for the
adv;ncement of Hig kingdom,"” and "... it would be an

incorrect view if missionaries were ashamed of it, and to

consider 1t beneath their dignity..." referring to Acts
¢
20:33-35. 3«
* . ‘
However , at the turn of the century, several mission
i
businesses had sudfered heavy losses; Labrador in

particular since the 1870s, where the trade was in fur

33
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and fish, had been hard hit by several poor hunting .and
fishing seasons and low European prices {fr these

commodi td es. Ihe broker of the SFG in London, Wm.

Mallalieu & Co., had gone bankrupt in 1873 incurring -

'
’

losses to the SFG of same £33,000.37 :

"

34
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. who would have sold them intoxicants...

L)

IV. THE SOCIETY FOR THE FURTHERANCE OF THE BOSPEL

"As a trading concern with a purely missionary
purpose B.F.5. has long provided the Eskimoes
with a market for their furms, fish, oil and )

other products [and]l ... guarded them from traders
"3

\
In Labrador the Mission acted as resident agents
.4

(not unlike the agents of the Hudson's Bay Company) for
f 4

the London-based Society for the Furtherance of the |

Gospel (the SFGﬂ, a Moravian association. The 5FG ‘was

one of the chief agents for the missionary work of the

Moravian Church 1n England and the Britaish colunies;

~ ‘ .
This association of Moravian clergy.and laypeople had 0

been founded as early as 1741 to provide assistance to

Moravian m1551onar195\serv1ng 1in Bratish colonies and to \\m%

' : _ A o

coordinate domestic and foreign mission finances. '
\

Another .British association existed for a 51m11aﬁ purpose
{(comprised chiefly of non—Moravians), the London
Associlation 1n Ard of M%ravian M15510n5.‘ By 19209 it had
underwn}tten the losses of the Labrador Mission by some
$59,000.3° fn North America, 4he £Dc1ety for the
Bropagation of the Gospel (S5PG) coordinated t mi1ssions
to the Indians of North America and ﬁhé Inuiti} Al aska. *
In Europe, the Missionary Society ot Zeist and the
Funfpfenning-Verein (or mite association) served similar
<

ends. .

The SFG, insofar as the Labrador Mission was

concerned, was responsible for administering the Mission. !

Uhtil 1906 when the Mission Board directed the Mission

35
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and the SFG the buginéés, the' lines of authority seem to
have been somewhat ambiguous. Clearly the SFG received

« 3 t <
its 1nstructions for Labrador from thé Mission Board but

é

' 1t seems fairly certain that the Mission Board was guided

by the SFG vis—a-vis f1nanc1a{ matters pertaining to the

Mission. And 1 ¥ Richding and DtAEF critics of the
. 4

Mission are correct, financial con®iderations were of

-

= paramount i1mportance. However, the situation does not
\ .

appear to be as clear as Richling seems to state. From
Nt .
4 ) Synod statements quoted above, the dichotomy between the

spiritual and the segular 1s npot as obvious as the .

b

- critics seem to think. That there was tensi1on between

i et

o

the two 1s 1ndisputable: it would not have been

necessary to i1ncorporate the statement into a Synod

\

3 A docqumept had there not been questions. HoweVEr: 1t 1s

b N ‘. .
the contention of this author that the members \of the SFG

attempted to administer both aspects of the Mission 1n as
. i

i

respagnsible a manner as they could. There i1s no reason

to think that the members of the SFG were any less

committed to the 1deals of the Moravian Church than the

N T R R TR
3

L)
\- ¢ members of the Mission Board. . K

E — N ﬁ The SFG Dw;ed {or chartered, for a 4ey vears) the
| ship which transported the missionharies, their household
b
' % Z i supplies and feodstuffs, their building materials, and

4

' all the goods which comprised the trade: the food an&

| equipment which the Inuit traded for the. furs and the

x fish which they caught. The ship made the journey each

/
summer leaving London in July and returning usually in

. ] 36 \
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October. The vegssel made stops at all the Moravian

L 4

missions alohg the Labrador coast loading and uploading

cargo; for many years it, was the missionaries’ ‘only

contact with each other and with tﬁe outside world.

-

There were several ships Huring the coursé of ‘the

Labrador mission s history; most were called the

Harmony. During. the First World War, the ‘Harmony was
able to make its annual-crossings unmolested. Unlike the
\ .

£MS who balked at chartejipg a vessel to transpo;t their \

Arctic missionaries and tp prowvide communication with
t

them, the S5FG had no hesitatlén in chartering a vessel
when the Harmony of the day had to be replaced. (It |

wids a period of high deficits, and the 5FG were unable to

]
purchase a ship.) There was, of course, the business to
\ .

consider. .

Pl -
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"Whereas the SBociety of the Unitas Fra%rum. *
under the protection of His Majesty have, from

a pious zeal for promoting the knowledge of a

true Bod and of the religion of our Belovad
\Lord the Saviour, Jesus Christ, amongmst the
Heathens, formed a resolution of establishing &
a mission of their brothers upon the Coast

of Labrador..."*°

The mission 1n Labrador began 1n 1770. Its eérly

history is well known and 1t 15 not necessary to recount

¢

it here. Suffice 1t to say that by 1880 the mission was— ¥
well established with stations at Nain (1771), Okak

(1775) , Hopedale (1782), Hebron (1830), Zoar (1864 or &)

and Ramah. (1871) .42

At each of the larger mission stations the usual

i

3

practice was to pravide a missionary staff of three

married couples and two or three singlé brethren. In

July 1878 there were 1n Labrador 39 missionaries at six

stations ministering to a total congregatxgn of 1220;
Nain, Okak and Hebron had three couples, Hopedale, four,
Zoar, two and Ramah, one. In addition, there was one S
single brother at Okak.*= tUntil well into the twent}eth
century, glngle si1sters were not stationed 1n Labrador.
The 5129 of the missiaonary staf+ remain;d félr]y stable
at between 30 and 40 people until 1912 when the numbers
began to decline. The 'average staz in Labrador of a
mission;ry was between thirty and forty years.

" Each missian Qlllage consisted of several permanent

buildings be;ohglng to the mission: a church, a copmunal

dwelling place, ihe,stbre (1f not part of the church’

q .
- “
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building), outbuildings for drying and storing sealskin
and fish, etc., a garden where the,miééionarigs grew
their fresh vegetables, a Burial ground, and scattered
~around the outskirts, thé dwellaings of the Inu1£; These
«latter were small, wooden buildings, sometimes built i1nto
'fhe sides of a sloping bank. Some Inuit families lived
VAN teﬁts, some 1n soad huts. To a certaia extent the
nature ‘of the Housing depende& on the proximity of
settler communtfles and on the general prosperity of the
v Inuit family.

Few Inuit——chiefly the elderly, widows and the
infirm——lived permanently at the vzllages. Dthé;s spent
about hal+f the year at their suéﬁgr hunting and fishing
places. Even dwelling permanently for half a year was a
complete change 1n the Inuit llfeatyle, and in the early
yvears of the Mission 1t represenpfd one of the most
d{;f1cu1t changes which the mlsginnaries attempted to
implement. During the CBHVQTSIDn periad funt;l about
1804, the year of an "awak%;)ng“ at Hopedale), the

_ missionaries maintained that the (Christian) Inmat laiving

[
at the mission stations were more prosperous than the

{(non-Christian) Inuit living at their traditional camps,
while the latter claiméd that they had a better food.

supply. It was a long-standing debate and one which was
g

° -
" .

integral to the mssion-Inuit relationship.*> After over
a century, however, it xﬁs no longer a serious 1ssue, .
although it created problems which may well have never

been resoalved. It has been 591d by.an anthropologist

~ \



" for the two main church festivals, Christmas and Easter,

g

that "no aspect of the activity of the Moravian?H{;§ion

©

in West Greenland aﬁd Labrador has been criticized so N

often and so strongly as the concentration of the

population 1n villages arouna the mission stations. ' 4
{In Greenland, where the mission was established in 1733,
the missionaries 1nstituted the traditional Moravian
choir houses for widows, young men and young women which

seriously disrupted Greenland Inuit society.®*= No such

-
<

thing was attempted insLabrador.). However, the rapid N
spread of disease and the high mortality rate of the

Inuit which became evident in the middle yefrs of the

°

nineteenth century was %o a large extent the result ot

N Il

their crowded and poor living conditions. As will be
seen 1n Chapter -three, the missionaries addressed this

problem, but perhaps too late.

The Inumit generally stayed 1n the mission villages
and for some weeks before and after. Hence they were at
the mission from about the end of September /beginning of’
October until March/Apral. Some returned briefly for the
teasts of Ascension and Whitsun (Pentecost). Thus +rom

May or June untilfgeptember, the missionaries were left
- [

much to themsel ves. As soon GS the weather was
suff}c1ently warm, the gardens were planted, and all the
other outdoor maintenance or building work was done.

With the many wooden fences, wooden buildings and boats

belonging to the Mission, there was generally a good deal

_o{ carpentry required. From the Legbenslauf of Beorge

-
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kmoch, a missionary in Labrador from 1797 until 1831, one
- - y \' 3 ’
is inclined to believe that his skills as a carpenter

were of morg’ valug to the Mission than his skills as an

evangelisti.** If there were any staff changes or

furloughs, these took e” fect on the arrival of the SFG

ship 1n the summer.

Ry the 188B0s the nature of the missionary work was
more pastora{ than evangelical. Except for the ~
settlements of Inuit north of Ramah, there were few Inuit
who had 'not come into contact with tAé Moravian message
of the Gosggl. During the six montbs or so during which
the Inuit were ‘at the Mission, the life of the
missionaries seems to have been not unlike- that of any
village clergy of the period. There were Sunday
services, mid-week services, Bibld study, pgstoral
visiting, counselling, intervening in disputgs, and
teaching, augmented by swuch secular activities as hunting
(although it seems that the missionaries purchased gpuch
of their meat), wood-gathering and indoor malnteéance.
The businegs aspect occupied some brethren more than
others. \

Df’the wor k wj};h the women did, little information
seems to have been recorded. Uniil 1906/7 the missions
practised communal houseke?plng, and the wiveq‘of the
mlssionarleg‘took turns weekly in food preparation for
Fhe whole Hbusehold. Pré@umably, IN ke their counterparts

elsewhere 1n the mission field, they-~instructed the Inuit

women in some domestic skills. They may have ,

c
)
-
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participated 1n the "speakihgs" with Inurt women and in

Y
[y

Rible study. Sr. Dam (Br. Dam’'s wife, whose two
surviving children were being educated in Europe) often

accompanied her hushband in his pastoral vaisiting beyond

©

Hopedale.*” As will be seen 1n the ?escrlptlon of the

school in Hopedale, 1t is likely that they assisted 1n
9 i
one capacity or another in the schools which the

4

\

Moravians established 1n the mad mineteenth century.

In 1879-B0, a total of 449 children atfended more ow

Y

less reqularly. the various schools which the Moravians
had set uﬁ¥ The description set out below of a school
started 1n Hopedale for the settler children may not be

entirely typical of a Moravian mission school 1n

Labradér, but 1t offers a good picture of the etforts of

the Moravians and the settlers to provide education, and
i

a brief but 1l1luminating picture of settler lLife 1n 1880.
The person writing this account was Br. Ritter who had
beep working among the settlers as well as ameng the

Inuit for several vears.

The school, for the children of settlers was
conducted here for three.weeks beforegkaster.

Eleven children attended, others being, to their
great regret, prevented by the appearance of
Jaundice 117 several {famlies. They were
accommodated 1n a large house, 1n charge of two
mothers of several of the children present.} The
settlers have provided a table and benches and ather
school furniture, also firewood, o‘ég etc. , and some
have doubled their contributions. r the

school ~books sent through the kind ot+i1ces of Dr.
Drury we are maost thankful. In good times the
settlers cannot affard to pay much, but just now
times are peculiarly unpropitious, as the
salmon—fi1shery has proved a failure on account of
the draift-i1ce, 'which penetrated up the bays....
There is every prospect that this school will be

-
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continued without any cost to the mission-fund,
especially if a few friends interested in this
effort occasionally favour us with a donation to

— assist us 1n purchasing school-materials.
The children come from distances varying from twenty
to fifty miles. School-hours were each day from 8
to 12 A.M, and from 1 to 5 P.M. In addition, my
wife gave the girls lessons in knitting, sewing,-
etc. 1n three evenings each week, while I took the
boys forward i1n arithmetic. We had, 1n addatjion to
learning Scripture, hymns, &c., 1n our school
course, reading, writing, cyphering, history,
geography, and singing. As 1 have little music 1n
me, I had to get our Eskimo organist to teach me
before I could make my first attempt at teaching the
children.... There are 144 settlers in this
district, and they have 50 children under thirteen
vears of age; hence we may expect the institution to
grow considerably.4@

-
b

**0Originally the missionaries had confined their

” .

activities to the Inuit, but with the opening of Zoar in
1866, a more southerl; spot in an area where settfers as
well as Inuit laived, they were able to offer the services

of a Christian church to Christians (perhaps not all

¢

baptized Ch-istians, for clergy in that part of Labrador
at that time were few and far between). "But except at
the Moravian settlements, there was neither church nor

school , nor priest nor teacher located i1n the whole

’
©

-

length,énd breadth of Labrador," wrote Gosling of the
period before.1845.‘° ‘After that date,\Churth of England

missionaries were placed in southern Labrador where most

°

of the European population was located. "N¢ man-cared
v
for their souls, and, although nomlnaliy Christians, many

led a life which would, 1n the matter of moralaty,
scarcely compare favourably with that of the heathen
<

Eskimoes." So wrote the Labrador missionaries in 1879.3©




4

-
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"It is not a useless work we have commenced here, the
seed of the word falls in general int6 goad ground. The
English sailors of the fishing-schooners are not
neglected, but sought to be won for ChrBst by personaa
interviews, the distr}butlon of tratts, Rihles, etc."=*
Their main work was with the Inuit, however, and 1t
had been fraught with difficulties for duch 6f the time.
As many observers Df the Mission have commented, whatever
their mbtaives, the missionagies dominated not only the

spiritual life—-—which 15 to be expected—-—-but alsn the
e

~

economic life, of the Inuit. By this time selling their
‘f1sh and furs to the Mission was a vital and essential.
part of the“aconomy o€ the Inuit and of the Mission.
Whether the Moravian Church was right or wrong 1n
underta;1ng 1t an the {{rst place 1s, by 1880,
immaterial. It was as i1ntegral to the life of the Inut
as 1t was to the life of.the Mission. In an attempt to
separate the spiritual and the commercial aspects of the
missi10n 1n 1866 a division was made among the miss:on i
staff s; that those who preached the Word %nd
,administered the sacraments were not the same as thoue
who engaqged 1n trade. New brethren called to Labrador by
the Mission Board exclusxgely for trade were still to
constrder themselves part of the Mission®? although the.r
work was secular i1n nature. This change (although one
questions if 1t was as apparent to the Inuit as it was to
the mission staff) compounded the existing confusion and

. |
unrest over prices and i1ndebtedness. At the same time

a4
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‘ there was a change in the credit policy at the stores.
It had-been the practice to permit a certain amount of

indebtedness during years of poor hunting so that

-

starvation might be avoided. But the premise that the

4

debt would be repaid in seasons of plenty was not
= ’ v

thoroughly and widely understood.== "Our main object,”

wrote the members of the Mission Department in 1879, "Qas
' to enable the [trader] to deal more effectually ylth the y
pernicious habit of contracting large debts on.the part '
of ‘the Estimoes. But the effect was, that‘ﬁhat spirit D{‘m
dissatisfaction i1ncreased and culm;nated 1n a tumul tuaous

meeting of the men, at Nain 1n December 1873."5" The oid

* ' system, with some modifilcations, was reinstitated, and

s

the separation between the seEu]ar and the spiritual was

discontinued.

Insofar as the missionardes were concerned, the
si1tuation at the Mission was discouraging:

' i ...It seems beyond dispute that spiritual life 1 s
retrograding 1n our congregations, that ‘emporal
interests prevail over spiritual wants, that
drunkenness 1s unfortunately on the increase, not to
mention other sins. There are, however, still those
who wish to serve tpe Lord, and many prove by their
walk the sincerity of their Christian profession.

In times of distress and disease, and on the
death-bed, the brethren are often cheeringiv
impressed with the childlike trust of their peorle
in the Lord Jeé@s as their Saviour.®S i’

' Distress and disease, as will be seen 1n the follawing

¥
Chépter, were a fact of life for the Inuit and for the (
missionaries. It would be safe to say that these were

i
‘l the two most serious issues which the Mission had to face

in the next four decades.: Although these two grave
) 45




problems assumed large praportions in the next forty

yearé, they had been developing during the past centﬁry.

It would be naive on our part to express the wish that

the missionaries and/or the SFG had had a little more
foresight so that some of the disease and distress
problems could have bheen avoided. Nevertheless, we do

wish that they had been less content with accepting the

status quo——the sod huts and the yearly epidemics.

i
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CHAPTER THREE

MORAVIAN MISSIONS - LABRADOR.
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I. CONTROVERSIES AT THE MISSION

As in the gardens of the mission-houses, so
in these gardens of the Lord, the seed must
be sown again and again...?®

About 2 p.m. we arrived at Hopedale--one of the
Meravian mission-stations. For many a yéar I had
longed to see this place. The work of the naoble
Moravian Brethren had become very near to my
heart, and Hopedale had become quite a familiar
name to me. And now my hopes were fulfilled.
Shel tered from the north, and nestled 1n a small
valley where a few trees gave some signs of
life and beauty to the otherwise barren scenery,
vere placed a number of buirldings. These
consaiste of a dwelling house, a church, stores,.
and a shed for wood.

T N
Going on shore we were most cordially welcomed by
the two brethren located at this station....

t N -

The fine spacious church, so plain and so clean,
was just surted to the needs of the Eskimo. The
dwelling—house 1s built 1n a strong, substantial
manner, and every room 15 utilized to the best
advantage.... My wonder grew deeper still when 1
went i1nto the garden, where a number o+ choice
vegetables were growing....=

There were, and there still are, at least two ways
of looking at the Missions on the Labrador coast:
through the eyes of a Christian m13510nary, lrke E.J.

3

Peck, from whose journal this description of‘Hopedale
was taken, who saw the good that had'be;n‘done, or
through the eyes of another Christian missionary, like
Wilfred Grenfell, a man troubled by the conditions of
life 1n L abrador, who saw the harm that had been done.
Tn determine which is the "right" i1nterpretation 1s Xhe

dilemma of all missionary history, not just that of

Labrador.

)
Although Peck saw Hopedale as an i1deal situation,

and for him a desirable goal, under the surface the

48




Moravian missions seem to have been far from ideal.
There were strained relations on both sides. The
missionaries looked on the Inuit as "morally weak"

?

people on whom "little dependence" could be placed™
. while the Inuit were unable to distinguish the
° .
missionary from the trader, and distrusted both.* The

mortality rate was alarming, and the profits from the

Labrador trade were, erratic.

‘The problems which werg to plague the Mission
until well 1nto the twentieth centur&——the
controversies over trade, the high mortality rate and

the 1nfluence of outsiders on the Inuit—-—had been in

exxsﬁfnce to some degree fgr several decades. We hope
1in fh;s investigation to loock at some of the ngblems
which troubled the Mission during the fDrty~&ear per1od
prior to the cessation of trade with the Inut. It is,
as we have said in chapter one, our belief that the
financing of the Mission was largely responsible for
some o; the problems, and was the cause of several
inadequacies in areas of needed expansion.

Despi te,what seem to be peijorative remarks about
the Inuit, that they were “morg}ly weak"” or "lazy," the
missionaries éppear to have been concerned about the
spiritual, physical and economic condition of their

»

congregations. Regularly i1n the .station diaries‘and

annual reports published 1n the Periodical Accounts,

reference is made to these three facets of life.
R .
Wisely, the missionaries acknowledged that the

- . >’
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physical, economic and sp}ritual well-being of ghe .
Inuit;were largely interdependent. JLcasionally the
missionaties were sufficiently perceptive to admt that
d?¥ was on the economic well-being that the other two
hinged.® This is norma% 1in most sécietles, but the
si1tuation in Labradorjwas more pronounced than may be
realized. The more astute among the missionaries may
have also been aware that 1t was on the economic
well-being of the Mission that their own existence
depended. As will become apparent later in thais
1nv§5tigation DP‘tHé\stsxon, too liétle 1n the way of
saocial service was done for the I;ult, and ghen, too

late. And as we commented i1n Chapter two, 1t would

have been beneficial for the Mission had the

r missionaries not accepted the status quo of poverty,
&

poor housing and the annual decxmatlon of the
population by death. Obedience was en)jolned upon
missionaries. "The Missionary qust-..rende( due
obedience to all the dxrectxonsko# those set over
him....:Should an 1instruction seem to him impracticable;
there remains to him the right of appeal."* Was this

why they seem not to have questioned the existence of

these problems? Cert;1nly it may have contrlbutae/xn

large measure to any absence of 1nitaiative along 4heﬂé
lines. ” \
L
The bookkeeping of the 6FG until 1895 did not

Saparate the cost of the upkeep of the tabrador mission

{i.e. salaries, food,. clothing and transportation) from

30




were full members of the mission staff. However, a

|

the “:;eneral figures ‘ofN the entire Labrador enterprise.
It is impossible, therefore, tao reconstruct a clear
picture of the financial interrelatedness of the two.
However, it is possible to see that.despite a
relatively stéa&y realizapon on cargo, the entire
Labrador Jenterpri se suffered -.-;everal serious deficits. ¢
Richling has listed detailiéd fiqures to this effect in
hils dissertation.” Based on the figures for 18;?0~18‘?5., :
he concluded that the Mission :/alone was the %gwatef.st
drain on the capital resources gen;ratéd by the trade.:“ .
This is easily borne out by the high costs anticipated
and incurred by the CMS in‘their Arctic Mission. I+f
Richling 15 correct, wh_at this means is that‘the Inurt
were supporting the Mission, the very goal of the
Moravian Church for 1tc_=: missions., This, howeyer, does
not seem to have been recognized at the time by the
Mission Board or by the 5FG. | It was, to some degree,
redognized by the Inuit who saw, however, the
missionaries as profiting from their poverty.®

The trade side of the Mission u‘as indeed

problematic. Between 1876 and 1906 the traditional

pattern for Labrador was.resumed= the storekeepers

trade inspector, with equal authority tp the

Superintendent of the Mission and himself a missionary,

was added to the staff. In 190& a thorough separation

between trade and mission took place when the SFG

L

assumed responsibility for the Labrador trade only and

.-..S 1‘
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the Mission Board for E_the Mission.

- v

It\was‘not s0 much the trade per se whitch caused
the pr:cblemS; by the end of the century the Inuit were
selling their .catches to other comn_\erc1él enterprises
as well as to the Mission. Rather, it seems to have
beerz_the whdl e cycle of “Wependence on the Mission t:hat
frustrated the Inuit. They sold and boaought at the
Mission ‘stores on a debit/credit basis, and as years of
plan’ty becamé fewer and fewer at the end of the
century, they fell deeper and deeper into debt. -
Unavoidable as this may have been, 1t was not looked
upon t‘Dl erantly by the missionaries who attempted to
inculcate the vartues of providence and thriftiness
among these "improv1dent’ﬁ\ people. While there does not
seem to be any statement to thas FHect, 1t 15 unlikely
that_'anycme aspxring‘ to the rank of chapel servant
(native assi ste;\nt, and the highest 'rank an Inuk could
redch within the Church) would have been 'allowad to
keep his position after incurring a serious debt unless

’ .
there were unusual circumstances. Hence there was

conéiderabi;:a pressure cr.1 Jthe Inuit to procure enough to
sell and enough to eat during the winter. At the same
tin;e, however , the Mission remitted many debts over the
years;, and provaided poor relief, either through the

distribution of food, or through the provision of paid

labour in and arouhd the Mission buildings. As has

. been pointed out, 1t was a total relationship: the

‘Mission controlled the social, political, religious and

- 52
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commercial life of the communities around the

.

stations. *© It'is for this reasgn that one would

expect .m‘ore of the Mission than one would expect of,

say, the Hudson’'s Bay Company, to whom many settlers in

Labrador were equally indebted. The HBC made no

%
<
attempts to beS anything other than a business, while

the Moravians did. a

o
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II. INTERNAL CONBIDERATIONS .
Light and shade...
The Inuit chafed especially under the code of
N .
behaviour which the missionaries expected of them. As
we will see, alcohol consumption, smoking, dancing and
card-playing were sgme of the pra&tlces which the
‘missionaries disallowed. Of all the behaviour .
problems, however, immorgilty was the mast serious. It
1s worth noting that a late twentieth century
contributor to an a;thropolog1cal journal has commented
that thi; 15 a perennlal concern: Y...the kEskimos’
<
sexual attitudes and behavior remain a moral problem
for Christian missionaries and civil authorities.”*?*
To the extent that they chafed, so the missionaries
despaired. One reads frequently in their published

accouﬁts of times of "light and shade.” The diaries

from Labrador which were printed in the December 1900 .

issie of Periodical Accdunts contained good examples of

-

the problems both sides encountered in adhering to the
standards of the Moravian Church. At Hebron, the /

missionaries and the chapel servants met after the New
[ ¢!
Year to discuss matters concerning the congregation.

Dancing and smoking were two practices which were

a

considered improper, and 1t was agreed to forbid the

former‘aithogether, and strongly to discoufﬁg? the

4

latter. "When some days afterwards they [(the chapel

servants] returned to the missionaries, the helpers
U\
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reported that the people declined to give up dancing,

for they wished to be merry, nor were they willing to

. be deprived of their tobacto, for it waé good for the:

eyes, they éald'"‘2 .

There was discontent at Hebron as the following 7

-

excerpt from Feriodical Accounts clearly indicates. = (A

"speaking" was in the nature of a public confession,
ut made among the m%mbers of small groups. It was

usually held some time before the services of Holy .

mmunion. )

¢ At a "speaking" held soon afterwards [(New Yearl]
for communicants who were under church discipline,
and for such as were not vet communicants, many
and grievous sins were revealed. However, most
of the delinquents were indifferent, and showed
but few signs of remorse. Others, again, grew
insolent when reproved, and retorted that the
Savigur died for sinners, not for the righteous!
Only a few expressed a desire to Ség1n avnew
life with the help of God. ‘

On April 4th the day school was examined. As the
time devoted to school work annually 1s not long,
much cannot be expected of the children. In
former years 1t had been customary to give every
child that attended the school a present; however,
the last year or two a change was deemed
advisable, and now only the two best scholars in
each class received a prize. The chief reason

for this change was than the children had begun

to show dissatisfaction with the small gifts given
them, and some had even had the audacity teo
return them...:\™

Immoderate drinking had always been a problem, but
the most serious complaint ‘on the part 6f.the
4

missionaries was that of immorality. The Inuit custom

v

of exchanging spouses was a tradition they seem to have

i)

found difficult to change. In addiﬁidn, with increased

outside contacts, venereal disease was becoming
/
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'étrlctly maintained" and siyﬁnd, "individual members

prevalent among the Inuit. Immorality was one of the

wr>d chief faults for which a person could be put under

ch;¥ch discipline. L)

Brice—Bennett i1n her thesis has made the comment
that for Moravians Chraistianity involved not only a set

of beliefs and rituals, but also a social code applied

¥ 4 <

and lived out i1n a communmity environment.*®* Each facet

"of li1fe was integrated into the whhle. To clarity

W

Brice-Bennett 's statement, however, one could say that
the "set of beliefs" encompassed the sotial code lived
out 1n community. It applied to the mlss;onarles and

1t applied to the peaople living within the Mlssﬂeﬁ, be

they the Inuit 1n Labrador or the people of any other
mlssiqn field. One must remember that the choir—-houses

were sti1ll providing many of the missionaries, for whom
~ \
living 1n community was a desirable interpretation of

o]

the Christian lifestyle. ’ ‘

To protect the community and to correct the
individual, the Church»used disc1al1ne to maintain
proper social and moral behaviour. Discipline has been
explained as having a two-told purpose./\First, “the

S e
Dhristia&lcharactgg,nf«an entire congregation is to be

P
.

are to be guarded from giving offence and falling into

éin; to be kept i1n the way of righteousness, sober and

o
holy living, and to be restored.in the spirit of «‘\//

meekness, when any have departed from this way."1S

For several years from 1896 until at least 1915

56
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statistics &

church discipline, along with all the other general
statistics (numbers of stations, of missionaries, of

baptized converts, of communicants, etc.), and were

published in Periodical Accounts. We have set out the
figures for two years, 1896 and 1898, éhowing the
figures for Labrador and for Greenland (the mission
which was the most ;1m11ar to Labrador 1n size,

economic conditions and type of people) and for the

worldwide Moravian mission. : \

1894
Labrador Greenl and
Congregation 1,255 1,741
Communicants 473 B70 .
Baptized adults 315 239 '
Under church
discipline 131 56
Jotal mission
Congregation 91,442 -
Communicants 33,301
Baptized adults 19,615
Under church discipline 1,265 .
1898 -
. ' Labrador '  Greenland
Congregation 1,281 1,623 N
Communicants 4d4 870
Baptized adults 335 < 169
Under church
discipline 88 41
. Total mission.
Congregation 92,371
Communicants . 33,7464
Baptized adults ’ 19,655
Under church discipline 1,1712&

It would be useful to our deepeniag understariding

0
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of the whole Labrador mission (i.e. missionaries and
Inuit) to determine why church discipline(yas required
or saoa frequently regorted to. We would suggest, having
considered some of the factors involved, that the
missionaries we;e ;eeply concerned over the amount of
Duﬁ51de influence that was penetrating the
Inuit-Moravian lifestyle.

1

An American historian, Robert Berkhofer, compared

‘ the efforts of Frotestant missionary activity among the

Indians of Noréh America in the United States in the
late eighteenth to mid mineteenth centuries. Among
other things, he observed tﬁat the Moravian
requirements fﬁi admission of new members by baptism
and then to Holy Communion were the most strict of any
of the Protestant groups evan521121ng the Indians.*”
§Whilelhis investigations do not have“any direct N
‘relevance to ours, nevertheless, we believe that an
analogy may be &rawn: Moravian missionaries attempted
 to ensure that membérship in their church was
restricted to those men and women who demonstrated a
willingness to believe and to conform to Ehe Morawvi an
teaching of the Gospel.

fChapel servants contributed in maintaining the
desired’sncial, moral and religious behaviour of the
Eoﬂbregation. elthuugh the Moravians did not succeed -—

-~

in jraising any of the Inuit to the level of native

minister, they depended heavily on native helpers. In

1891, after the death of a chapel servant at Nain, one

»
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of the missionaries described the type of peréon for

whom he was looking.

el

fHel must not only have a record of good conduct,
but must also be a skilful hunter and fisherman,
and a faithful and thrifty householder, as an
example to his countrymen. In a waord, he musl. he
a true Chraistian,; not only concerned for thnhe .
salvation of his own soull but for the good of the
whole congregation.?®

Chapel servants were expected to represent the
missionaries among the congregation, particularly
during those times of the year when the Inuwit were away
from the Mission. Some of them were germltted to take
worship services so that daily services were possible
at the larger summer communities. For this reason, as
well as for the need that a chapel servant be a good
example, 1t was necessary that ﬁéle native assistants
be skilled hunters and fishers. I .

fhe position of chapel servant was not limited to
men alone. There were many women chapel servants s
throughout the Moravian mission system. The
inf;;mation about their duties 15 scanty; fheir work in
lLabrador- was usually of a domestic nature in and around
the missian bu1idings. Haowever , the same expectations
as regards moral and religious outlook was expected 6f
ghem as af the men. It 15 not cléar from the
documentation available whether female chapel servants
assisted 'in the "speakings" among the other -women. It
is likely to have been the case, however.

4

In 1899 there were seventeen men who were ablé to

hold services, seventeen other native helpers and

?
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seventeen female native helpers: 51 out of a total

dongregation of 1,308. The totals for the entire

Moravian mission system for that year are:

Native brethren (ordained) 18

Their wives i 16

Native missinnarilassistants 28

Brethren who hold meetings 262

Native helpers (male) 806

Mative helpers (female)) %35

Total 1,865~

¢ N

25,4247

Total congregation

-

The mission staff i1n Labrador remained fairly

constant during the last years of the century. In 1899

(July 1898-July 1892, the ’'ship-year ), there were

.
~

at

\

three couples at Nain and one single brother;

Hopedale, three couples:; at Okak, three couples aﬁd a

single brother: at Hebron, three couples; at Ramah one

couple and one single brother, and at Makkovik, one

‘couple.=°  The staff turn-over was not great; one

noticeable change, however, was the number of British

Moravi ans. There were three couples from the British

This was an increase from

Moravian Church in 1899.
!

past years due, on the one hand, to the opening of

Makkovik and m1n1str( to English-speaking settlers, and
growing communication.with Newfounhland, and, on the

other hand, to the high profile which northern missions

(Moravian and Anglican) had in Great Britain.
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England, Mgkkovik was established in 18%96. The church
and dwelling—house (communal housekeeping was still
practised) were prefabricated in Niesky and shipped from
Hamburg during the summer of 18946. On December &6, 1896
services were held in the chapel of the mission house.
The church i1tself was not Dpeqed until December 24, 1898.
It seems that the missionary, Br. Janqasch, and his
nephew, were the sole builders although they may have had
some chal'help.24 Br. and Sr. Ferrett, a British
couple, were put i1n charge of Makkovik 1n 1898.

Contacts with tﬁe outside world were growing apace.
Hopedale had a post office in the 18%0s and was@a requl ar
port-of-call for Newfoundland fishermen during the

’

summer. Worship services on Sunday afternoons were

z

conducted 1n English and had an attendance Df'as many as
two hundred strangers.=S

As mentioned in Ehapte} two, during the closing |
years of the nineteenth century, Moravian missions ‘
suffered deficits almost amnually. Many aspects of their
missionary outreach were affected by these financ{al
Crises: the missions i1n Labrador &ere no excepﬁ1og. At
a time wpen expansion norgh and south was d951rablg, the
+&nd5 were limited. Extensive repaﬁrs were needed to
mony aof the existing buildings, and these constituted a
prgnr claim on the available moneys.2# A special appeal
was launched in 1896, the "Labrador Ship and Emergency
Fund": neither the Church nor the SFG could meet the
extra demands of a new ship and expansion. The fund

\\\\\\\\“v\\
b2




f
|
grew, but slowly.

L

»

&

1t was-not until 1901 th?t a new
unlike the

essel could be purchased, although the SFG,

MS, did not hesitate to charter one for the annual
was a business enterprise as

journey. This, of course,

not solely a mission.

&

ell;
The Braitish Moravian Church, with the SFrG, appears

o have assumed most of the responsibility for meeting
/the financial demands of the Labrador Mission. In
addition, the London Association i1n Aid of Moravian
Missions was a generous supporter.

' Apart from the opening of Makkovik i1n the sou€h,

l
{
,expansion northwards was limited to one or two

exploratory visits north of Ramah where several

communities of Inuit were located who were still

practising their native religion. On the Ungava

peninsula were found several Inuit who had been visited
by E.J. Feck, the CMS missionary, in 1884. Nothing
permaﬁent came of théé/Journeys for a number of reasons

until the opening of Fillinek, a new station on Cape
- )

Chidley in 1904/5.

%,
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IV. 80CIAL MEASURES ‘ ]
" ...But while the shadow over the past ysar is
a heavy one, we can spsak of many cases wheras

' sickness led to an awakening of spiritual
11‘.. a "27

Since the 1860s the missionaries had begun to show ﬂ N
their concern for the i1ncreasing amount of 1llness and
the number of deaths among their Inuit.=®® Ry the turn of
the century, according to mission statistics,/the Inuit

- o
population was decreasing more quickly than 1t was
increasing. By 1908, as we have seen, the Superlntenaent
of the bLabrador Mission told hls'mlssiona#ies that they
had to face the fact that they were ministering to a race
that was dying out.=2% In almost every year one reads in
the station diaries anduannual reports of epidemics of
one disease or another, be it influenza or typhus. The
1llnesses were confined largely to the Inuit population
although the infant children of tﬁe missionaries were‘not
entirely spared. ‘

As in other areas, the Moravians have been
criticized for their tardiness i1n combatting the poor
health conditions of the Inuit which prevailed in their
missions.>®? One critic, David Scheffel, went so far as
to suggest that the apparent negligence of public health
was a deliberate policy on the part of the missionaries
in order to develop in the Inuit a deeper awareness of

f

their spiritual 11fe.3! According to Scheffel, 1t was

only when the Inuit were i1l and dying (and death

commonly followed most of these illnesses) that they

64
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displayed the desirable HoraVian spirituality.>= .
While it cannot be denied fh;t the Moravians were
slow in recognizing their responsibi’ity towards the
physical conditions of the Inuit at their stations, the
criticism seems to be somewhat harsh and ill-founded.
Scheffel cites as an i)Ylustration of his notion the
refusal of the missionpries to allow Inuit children to be
vaccinated against smallgox in 1821. As 1t was; Moravian
records of this period .ndicate that there was a fear

that  inoculation would spread, not contain, the

disease.=>

The quotation at the head of this section is taken
from the second annual report of the Okak hospital
written by the Moravian doctor, Samuel king Hutton.
Surely the worst that can be said of the Moravians at
this time was that they believed the fear of sickness and
death n; the part of the Inuit would encourage them (the '

Inuit) to repent and to live (or to die) as behoved a
)

"member of the Moravian Church. It is easy to

misinterpret Dr. Hutton’'s statement and others of this

nature as critics have done. In contrast one may read

from the &60th Letter to the Mission Conference in
Labrador from B. LaTrobe. About sickness, he wrote:

We trust God has mercifully kept you énd your
people from a repetition of any such experience as

that at Nain duri the previous year.  Its
fatality emphasizés the urgency of improvements

in sanitary ters. It was thought that earth
closets might be desirable for the mission houses.

What are your wishes?

That lesson should be impressed upon the Eskimoes by

g™ - ﬁin. . .
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every means in our power, & we are glad Dr. Grenfell
has done something in that direction. His medical
authority & your influence should go hand in hand to
promote danitary improvements in their dwellings and
mode of life....but they must do their best to
provide for healthy conditions when the thaw comes
in Spr1ng. They have no right to risk your life

% health as well as their. own by unsanitary
conditions of their native villages. A Christian

| should be clean i1n every way.>4

Living conditioms in Labrador in the late nineteenth

century were extremely harsh as Wilfred Grenfell

\ i »

. discovered when he made his first journey up and down the

ﬁoaéti1n 1894. The Europeans in southern Labrador, the
Livey;kes, maintained a marginal existence as did the
settleks and the Inuit 1n northern Labrador. It seems to
\

have required t;;\aﬁblis_attentlon which Grenfell drew to
Iinfe 1n\LabradDr before anything was done.

Awareness of public Hygirene aﬁd housing seems tao -
have beg&n at the Mission after Grenfell ‘s visit as
ev1dence$ in the Conference Letter quoted above. For ,the

next twen{y or so years the Mission and the 5FG were
‘ .

encouraged\(and embarrassed) by Grenfell i:io educating

and assisting the Inuit i1n these two areas, and in the
provision Qf gqualified medical assistance.
\
One can\only specul ate that the employment of a

doctor and a\nurse, and the building of a hospital 1n

4

Okak, was the result of Grenfell’'s public outcry against
v, -
\

conditions in|\Labrador—--not solely at the Moravian

missions. The hospital was a small one——five to six

beds-—not unlike some of Grenfell's in Labrador and
i
Newfoundland. It was the outpatient department’ which was

\ ‘ )
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an important feature. The doctor spent a considerablé
part—of each vyear travelling to other mission stations;
the other stations were served as well from time to time
by the medical staff of the Mission tp Deep Sea Fisherﬁén
which had set up threihospitals in the
Newfoundland—Labrador area. Br. Hettasch, one of the
missionaries stationed at Hopedale, was a graduate of the
medical course given to missionaries at L1vﬁpgstane
College, London——this accomplishm?nt was frequently

referred to in the feriodical Accounts. During one of

- ki
Dr. Hutton’'s absences from Gkak due tg i1llness, Br.

Hettasch was in charge of thg hospital. One of Dr.

Hutton ‘s replacements, 1n 1908/190%9 was a Dr. Nixon who

-

was recommended by Dr. Grenfell, and hired through the
American PrDvipte of the Moravian Church. Both Nixon and

t
his wife, a nurse, were Americans, recrumited through the
5

Student Volunteer Movement. Their stay was brief and

un5§tisfactory from the Moravians'’ poinf of view. The

o

cause of Br. LaTrobe’'s writing to Br. Hettasch, "...a1t
deeply grieves me especially that Nixons [sicl should
ever have set foot in Labrador under our suspices"sS s

not known; 1t is conceivable, however, that Dr. Nixon’'s

connection with Dr. Grenfell was the reason. It has been
' v

admitted, as well, by Grenfell 's biographer, J. Lenox
Kerr, that hezocéasicnally lacked jddgment in selecting
his staff.3¢ Although to thg public the relationship

between the Moravians and Dr. Grenfell rand the Mission to

o
Deep Sea Fishermen was good, there continued to bt for

- -
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s | . some years a distrust on both sides of the motives of the
other.

In Grenfell ‘s view, condi1tions at the Missions were
1mprcn'11ng tmoﬂ slowly. In 12079 it seems that he could
contain his patience no longer, and there hegan a flurry
of letters, portions of SDI';UE of which are set out below.
Grenfell wrote \'to the missionaries:

Are you aware that the death rate if [sicl your
children is 1-3 before they are one year old,

and that nothing whatever is done to help to teach
and enforce hygiene. The Eskimo houses round the
Moravian missions are a disgrace to humanity in
their fi1lth and without considerable help your
cdoctor can do little or nothing... '

There are a great many changes needed 1n your
methods of working in Labrador 1n the minds of
those who visit your work——% I am hoping to arrange
to meet the London Committee % speak about them on
my return...37

Benjamin LaTrobe, of the SFG 1n London, wrote to Charles
Flesel, the Foreign Mission Secretary:

We have long beerdt aware of the very serious
mortality among the Eskimo children, and we are
thankful that our Labrador missionaries have
repeatedly been considering the causes and the
means of preventidn. There is ample witness of this
- among the rest in’the Minutes of the 19208 G.M.C.

[General Missionary Conferencel and 1n the papers

presented to that Conference on "The future of the

. Eskimo." ‘ '

B
r Houses are ‘dirty, but some are clean.>®

:

The SFG seems to have offered to provide garbage

s

cans to contain the refuse. This was a well —-intentioned

- offer, no doubt, but the two replies show how far removed

-~ . London was from Laprador. Br. Townley, writing for the,

Makkovik Conference, commented:

S

The unsanitary condition of an Eskimo village has
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always been an eyesore to the missionary and much

fhis underlaningl has been said to the Eskimos, but
by the Eskimos little has been daone. The dogs are
the chief offenders. Dust or refuse—bins wald no

doubt be useful, 1f used & attended to, as 1n towns

in England.>=*

The letter +from the Nain Conference was even more
explicit:

We thank you very much for the offer of dust-bins to
place outside [{thel Eskimo houses to collect refuse
which 1s otherwise thrown i1n a heap outside the

door of the house. We quite appreciate your views
and your desire to'do what is possible for the
welfare of the Eskimo community, but we fear the
1dea is hardly practicable 1n Labrador. They would ,
be constant bones of contention for the Eskimo dogs
which would not rest till they had removed the
covers, and examined the contents, and would

probably not be any improvement on the already

existing aromas that arise when the heaps thaw out

in the spring. And the ohjectionable obstacles

underfoot would still remain, until we discover a

c‘eén]y substitute for the Eskimo dog.4°

Apparently the SFG (and/or, but Probably and) the Mission
were held responsible also for the housing conditions of
the Inuit villages around the Missions. At about this
same time, in 1911, the 5FG decided to sell building
materials to the Inuit and the settlers at 25 per cent
above cost. The reply from Nain is revealing:

It will go a long way in removing from both the

Estimo and settlers the complaint that their houses

are so'bad because it is s diffigult to obtain

boards, etc. And not only so, it will be a sign to -

outsiders, Dr. Grenfell included, [the writer’'s

underliningl that the SFG does not exist for the

mere purpose of sucking the people of Labrador,

but that they are really interested in their

external as well as their spiritual welfare.

We must however honestly confess we cannat see

why material for the repair of boats should be

supplied at a higher rate, for good boats are about

as essential as good houses. Some two or three

vears aqo we mentioned offering prizes for the

best kept house. We shall be interested to know :
* what other brethren write on the subject.#?*

1 oo 6%
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Presumably the reason why the lumber for boat repairs was

not available for sale at the reduced price was because
the emphasis was being placged on housing. Charles

Klesel , the Foreign Mission Secretary, wrote to Martin,

t

the Superintendent of the Labr ador Mission, urging the

improvement 1n housing.

--.We...are anxious [that, as soon as possible,
"the stranger in youyr gates" shall cease to
"blaspheme.” and the people thkmselves shall be
the better able to fesist the attacks of disease .
when 1t makes its appearance in their mdst.

!

i

He continued, "We have ¢9c1ded not to entertain the i1dea

i

! ’
any longer of building g letting houses ourselves.” He

suggested row housing gr at least building in a street

pattern to make outside sanitation easier to maintain.

He added that providlnL the building material at 25 per

!

cent above cost would reduce or remove the S5F0G's Labrador

v
-

profit.«= ’ .
It may notﬁhave educed their profit: in the

Feriodigcal Accounts for December 1212, there 1s a reﬁnrt

about the re-building project which was made possible by
the reduced price for lumber and the high prices paid for
silver “ox skins. H!gh prlkes obtained by the Labrador
trappers meant a good and profitable market for the SFG.

Grenfell was an outspoken critic of the truck system

which pertained in labrador at this time. Fish or furs

caught by a man were sold to a trader who credited his |
account and debited| it with the purchase of food or .

hunting/fishing equipment-—or timber for housing. No

| .
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cash changed hands. Families could live indebted to a

trader for years on end. The Moravian system worked in
the same fashion, and this may account for a good deal of
Grenfell 's criticism ngthE Mission. In one of his
letters to the Mission he wrote: "The conservatjsm in
still maintaining a trqu system of tradF is disastrous
to any intelligent community & as soon as your Eskimo
learn English they will find that out a#d rebel...."4=
Another of the controversial tnpic% between Grenfell
and the missionaries was the provision %f poor relief for.
the inhabitants of Lab}adnr, particularly the Inuit. It
may have been fnr this reason that the Mission terminated

Dr. Nixon’'s contract early as he and Grenfell apparently
proposed that tHe Mission be responsiblé for poor relief.
The missionaries considered that they wére, 1ndeed ,
responsible to help the siclk and the‘ne%dy, but were
extremely unwilling to have this fact aéﬁnowledged and
hence made obligatory.<* As the gnvernﬁ;nt in
Newfoundl and began to assume 1ts obligataions towards the
people of Labrador, it began also to become aware of the
influence of the Mission and to scrutinize 1ts actions.
The SFG had never had to pay duty on its goods, a
cond1tign which benefitted the company, the Mission and
the people of Labrador who bough%&at the ﬁ1ssion. They
were concerned lest the gDvernment\éemDye this exemption
should they not assume the prnvisigq of pnqr relief .*s

\

The issue went into abeyance during the First World War,

1

but surfaced again in the.eaﬁiy 1920s. In the meantime,

H
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the Mission administered a poor fund which it

co si;tently maintained was adequate. It did not

intend to encourage idleness.4¢ Between the yearsql?OB

arfd 1912, Br. H.0. Essex, of the SFG reckoned that the Mission
had paid ; total of %$456.44 i; poor relief.*” The

hospital supplemented the diets of young children, and

the SFG had remlttéd many of the debts in 1901.

Financial difficulties were undoubtedly one of the
‘chief causes oé the concern for which the Moravians faced
outside criticism of their Habrador mission. The schools
and hospitals which Grenfell and others deemed
necessary*® were beyond the financial resources of the
Mission Board. Boarding schools at Makkovik, Nain and
\anedale had been set up, but the fees had to be within
the limited resources of the Inuit and the settlers——in
the neighbourhood of 25 cents per week.4® The children

; frequently came i1nsufficiently clothed, and the Mission

lacked enDugH text books. ERr. Perrett appealed to the ,

readers of Periodical Accounts for donations in 1909 for

the Nain school-®° By the 1920s the bnardlné school at

4

Makkovik was 1n full operation with a staff of two or

“

three. In 1923; 21 children attended as boarders (both

Inuit and settlers) and 7 as day students .S* From the

attention which 1s given'to the school in Periodical

Accounts, one wonders 1f the Moravians perhaps

r
1

subconsciously saw the school as the last missionary

effort they could make. They could not afford to provide

any other new or vitalizing servige to their people on

-
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the coast.S=.

Retrenchment was in part the cause; in part, the
separation of trade from the Mission in July 1207. This
put the Labrador mission moreidirectly than heretofore
under the administration of the Mission Board. By thas
arrangement the SFGE agreed to make a contribution to the
Mission Board out of 1ts profits; the Mission Board being
responsible for the Mission and the missionaries.® This
had come about- because the SFG considered that it was
unable to continue to support the Mission. FProfits from
the Labrador trade were insufficient to pay the entire
coét of the enterprise and there had been several
deficits. "It was plain thét, 1f the Churéh desired the
continuance of the Labrador Mission, she must permit the
Mission Board to take over at least the purely missionary
side of this enterprise and relieve the 5.F.6. of its
cost.... A clear separation between the trade department
and the spiritual work of this Mission has long been
desired. "S54

It was unfortunate for the Labrador Mission that the
defigiﬁ§,exper1enced by the SFG came at the same time as
the whole Church s deficits mounted: this left the
Labrador Mission in tightened circumstances for years to
come. To give some idea of the financial limitations
under which the Mission worked, we might point out that

the doctor was not replaced, nor for some time w3as the

hospital at Okak rebuilt. Other appeals for text books

were made in Periodical Accounts apart from Br. Perrett’'s
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referred to above. After the war, when costs in Labrador ;'
i*os:e sharply, the missionaries found their stipends :
inadequate.S® As a result, education,'\l public health, |
poor relief and public housing--areas which should have

been expanded--were inadequately funded.

This situation continued throughout the remainder of
the period under review. Not until the Synod of 1914
held +rom May 14 to June 13 was the policy of
retrenchm;ent discontinued. However, the outbreak of

World War I npot too many months later severely curtailed

opportunities to effect any changes.

The British Province of the Moravian Church assumed

administrative and financial responsibility for all
L]
Moravian missions within British jurisdiction after war

was declared. Though the Labrador Mission was relatively
L ]

gnaffected during the war years by the turmoial a1n Europe,
condi tions worsened after the war. A poor economy 1in
Great Britain-—which caused the CMS hardship as

well ——together with a poor market for the sale of fish
and fur, and geveral years of poor catches in Labrador,

combined to raise serious doubts about the existence of
*

the Mission.

<« .A very large\;‘um of money is being spent
annually in Labrador in connection with a Mission
to a people whose numbers are steadily decliming-—-—

. indeed, the amount of money absorbed by the

' Labrador Mission is higher i1n proportion to the
number of people connected therewith thar’ in any
other of our Missionfields. It behoves us therefore
in fairness to the other Fields to see whether the
expenses of the Mission in Labrador cannot somehow

or other be reduced.=S% . ¢

-
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This must have been somewhat Tlarming to read 1n a
Conference Letter, although the missionaries in Labrador
must have been well aware of the %ituatlnn.

They continued to pursue their customary pastoral
and mssionary duties: visiting the settlers‘whpm they
could reach by dog team and kpmatic, conductinQ worship
services, attending to minor medical problems (there had

4

been no doctor attached to the Mission since about 1916),

/

and running the schools. The-storekeepers generally
. / «

limited their activities to the stores.

! At the same time, the Inuit were becoming 2

i6creasingly restless with the Moravian tradei
. arrangements. Economc conditions in Labrador were poor.
. /

People were deeply in debt to the Moravian stores and/or
to the other traders who Dpenfted in the area. In the
1921-1922 letter frDmJHDpEdale, the missionaries wrote:
“Thé enoraous amount of debt our people have accumul ated
in the store scarcely permits anyone to call a cent his
own."®”  The missionaries were advised in the next annual

b Conference Letter (of 1922) that "faith, patience,

kindness and explanation bave to be exercised i1nstead of

drastic measures as a remedy. The Eskimos are grown-up

children, weak, and by strangers with whom they come into

contacty, are easily led i1nto wrong thinking and acting.=®

In spite of this advice, drastic measures were

‘ , introduced in 1925 with the abolition of credit at the
stores. ) It is interesting to see the "about-face” on the
a

N s . - ‘
¢ - . . . ‘ N .
part of the missionaries vis-a-vis trade.
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This year we have had to lend many a helping bhand [
: to our people, for we are trying to teach them the
beauty of independence. Hitherto they bave not had
to depend on themselves to provide their daily
bread, as, according to the custom of the country,
they could go to the Store and get their outfit of
food, clothing, etc., etc., on credit. It makes
them careless, unthrifty, and dishonest. We have
long seen the evils of the system and sought ways
out , but they have not succeeded. Debts have grown
to enormous amoynts; some of the people got so
indifferent that they did not care whether they
met their liabilities or not.... So we telt that
drastic measures would have to be used. Accordingly
the order was made last autumn that no more credit
was to be given 1n the Stores, but our people were
assured that the Mission would see that no one
starved: help would be'glven where needed. We
look upon this as a step in the education of our
people....lt is ours to teach as much as 1t is
theirs to learn, and wisdom 1s required on both
sides.=" 4

‘ In the summer of 1926, another drastic measure was

taken: an agreement was made between the Hudson’'s Bay.

\

Company and the Maravian Mission Agency (the business

[}

successor ta the SFG) to take effect October 31, 1926
Qhereby the entire trade side of the mission was sold to

the HEBC. The price hms:EZZ,OOO plus certain other

amounts. As the editor of Periodical Accounts,

commented, "Thus chseivan }mportaqt chapter in the
history of the Mission of our Church in that bleak,
inhospitable land."%°
Clearly there are several ways of looking at this
Mission 1n Labrador. As many Labrador authorities like
Jenness®®* and Gosling have n0£ed, the fate which befell
« the Beothug in‘Newaundland or the Inuit in gouthern

Labrador did not befall the Inuit i1n northern Labmador

because of the Mission. They were educated in their own
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language and, eventualiy, in the English language. They
learned European ;ays through men and women who were
practising Christians.

We would not dispute any of this for a mdment. But,
we believe that, having made a cnﬁmitment to the Inuit,
the Moravians (the Mission Board, the SFG and the British
Moravian Church) should ha;e responded to the needs of
the Inuit on their own initiative more gquickly and more
generbugly. We believe that they failed to do so because
of éheir poor financial posi?ion and because of €h91r
notion that the Labrador Mission compatred unfévuurably tQ

other mission fields. It was expensive to operate and

lacked the potential ‘to grow.
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I. CMS POLICIES IN CANADA TO 18860 (

"No C.M.8. Missions have excited d--por 1nt-r|-t
than those in the Far West and Far Nurth of
Canada. .. No spesakers have besn more welcomed at
C.M.8. meetings than those who could tell of life
in the snow and ice. It used to be smaid that
North-West America raised the funds which the
C.M.B8. mpent in Asia and Africa. And sven now, what
missionaries are more sagerly listened to than .
Bishops Btringer and Lofthouse or Mr. Pack and
Mr. Greenshield?"*

This statement was written by Eugene Stock, the

Society’'s Editori1al Secretary and historian, i1n the ;

- , )

fourth (or supplementary) volume of his History of the

Church Missionary Society. It was published in 1916. In

its enthusiasm 1t disquises what in fact appears to have
been the ambiwvalence with which the CMS faced 1ts
North—West Canada Missi1on?® as early as 1882 but
especially after 17202 when the Society determined to
withdraw. The Society continued to extol its missions sin
Canada: 1t continued to appeal for funds for North-West

Canada, it continued to publish in CMS journals exciting

accounts of 1ts missionaries’ experiences in Canada, and
it continued to refer in those publications to "gur"
mission, when in fact the CﬁS was only indirectly
supporting its North-West Canada Mission.

Mowhere is the ambivalence @ore'apparent than in its
missions to the Inuit. The Society had been attemptiné
to withdraw from Canada since the 1880s because 1n tq\//y
127 work in that country was done. Supposedly, there

were no more heathen to evangelize. The vast majg’ﬁty of
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Indians had bee\n exposed to the Christian message——even
if not »ir\a 1ts Anglican interpretation. Unlike the other
Anglican “‘n\ussionary spcieties operating in Canada, the ,
purpose Df\{he CMS was primarily to spread. the Bospel ‘, X
among the heathen. Its»missionaries had no especial
interest 1n what they called "white work”~-—work among the
Eun:'opeans 1in Canada. The realization tow‘ard the end of !
the century that there were several thousand
unevangelized Inuit in the western and eastern Arctic,
and the opportunities to reach them, came at the wrong
t1m%‘ for the CM5. By 1902 they had advised the Canadian
Church that they would celebrate their one hundredth
anmiversary in. Canada 1n 1920 by complete withdrawal. -
The CM5 had been 1n British Nort‘h America s?nce
1822.F It worked ¥n close co-operation with the Hudson s
Bay Company on whom it depended in numerous ways. As the
Company extended 1ts operations and- opened trading posts
in such places as York Factory, the Society established
missions. 0One or two missionaries would be sent to }
minister to the Europeans at the station, but their
primary task wasAtD evangelize the|lndians who came to

trade and-who encamped around the station for varying

lengths of time.
Ry 1880 the Society had been at work in Canada for

almost sixty years. The country had changed, as héd.the
Church. Both were developing into the organizational
patterns which pertain today. The North-West America

Mission was located in an area which five years earlier
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.had lgeen divided ecclesiastically into four Church of

-~

Engl and dioceses: Rupert’'s Land, ‘Hoasnnee v Saskatchewah

-

and Athabaska. There were sixteen European OMS

o

missionaries and twelve others of Canéd'ian birth.* In

1920 when the Sdciety withdrew, the four dioceses had
)3 Y
been further subdivided so that the North—West Canada

Mission was located in nine dioceses.'—’" There were twelve

.

S

missionaries on the CMS payroll as of December 31, 1920.¢
. \ . , )
Since the early 1880s, the bishops of these'd10cese$

had been ‘assisted by the CMS by :an annual grant“called a
block grant, by the i1ncome from the Finlayson Bequest (a.
special bequest given to the St‘:)c'iety) , and by the payment
of stipends and'al lowances to (1n 1902) four of the .

bishops and twelve other missionaries.! In'addltion, the

CMS5 assisted in.other ways: »sfor example, thréugh the

i Societ‘y the Capadian bishops and missionaries could

appeal for funds from private supporters in England-—an

‘ ad

important source of rncome at that time-—and the CMS

S -

supported St. .John ‘s College in Winnipeg. Thg day-to—-day -

admini sf‘.r:aticm of a bMS—assisEed' diocese in Can%da was
left to the bishop of that diocese as was the °  °
AR . x

administration of its missions and mission schools| but
’

N

. .

the bishop was able to turn to the CMS for support and

)

aﬁvice. ) . ’ \

° .

'4 In the 1880s the word "withdrawal" was premature; R

. . . - _
"transfer," however, was certainly in the air. Inits

s

. ‘ Lo,
i Ey i
annual report “¥or 18B82-83, the Society stated: "The

Society is enabled to contempl ate the ultimate transfer -

..

[}

.
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Lour hﬁderlining] af 1ts work among these races [the

Maori and the Red Indianl, as it becomes more and more

\\\\\5ett1éd and pastor¥1 in character, to the Colonial
&

d o -7 - A -
PRioceses 3p which iﬁ'as carri:ed Dﬂ;?’ S
, — ‘ * ‘.
In 1882 the Society reorganized the New Zealand
i - - A ?

Mission because 1t believed that in a country such as New
: s

Zealand, the Maori population was always going to be the

minority and could never constitute a native church on
¢
1ts pwn: that 1t must be absorbed i1nto the colonyal

church. In turn, the colonial church, consisting of the

L

—white population, should assume responsibility for the

Maora Chraistians. )Christopher Cyprian Fenn, one of the /. ujﬁxﬁy"

LN _5.'-'- 3 "%\- »

g W
Saciety’s Group Secretariesg, drewvop 'a $lan whereby the
- . a..\.,...l]..'x‘. 3 ey i . i

7~

. wMdor: Mission would be admimistered by a board of three

bishops, three CMS mlsslonarles,othree laymen and a

secretary. ,CMS grants, to be reduced gradually over a

—

twenty—-year period, would be given to the board on an

annual basis.. From this income and other sources,
3 ¢ ' .
including the colonial church, the board was to pay for
a N

the maintenance of the mi'ssion.

. This was the pranciple on which the North-West
- . N 4
America adaptation was based. The native peoples of

[

Canada were too small 1n number to constitute a church Df

their own. Like the Maoris, they had to be absérﬁed into
the church of the white populaffon. But a vast
difference lay between New Zealand and Cqﬁada in the

&

1880s, aﬁd‘the scheme was considerably modified. For pne

thing, North-West AmeriQa was more dependent’on the

A -~

PR - 8‘. . 4
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by

5 -

"larger grants were given, - ) .

‘organization during the period prior

-
~

Society than was New Zeakané,
. hY .
that little could be expected from the GChurch in Canada.

and the Society recognized

- ¢

'.;2}30 unlike New Zealand,.theré were still “thousands\qf

unevangelized heathen."® Hence for a few years, there

was bgth retrenchment and extension i1n North-West

¢

America. The block grants given to some dioceses were

reduced; to other dioceses or for extension purposes,

N v

°

In 1902 when the CMS announced its intention”to”

L)
aels ™ o

w1thdrau‘a comglet?'l,:mfsojanlp;th¢wa§%"“c‘ér‘»sda after 1920,
'tﬁe*éééﬁéta?;;_éailﬁg Baring-Gould, proposed the settlng~
up of a board to administer the North-West Canada-Mission
fsnmewhat along the lines of the New Zealand schene. It
met with such disapproval on the part not only of bisth§
and missionaries, but also the Canadian Church that 1£

D ,

In-trder to understand the CMS,

was revised.”
its men and its
means, we propose to look briefly at the Society and its
’

to 1ts withdrawal

from Canada.

-
-
\

-

-
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#
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I11. HISTORY .

»

One hundred ynir:

In 1899 the Society celebrated its centenary."lt
.U
was founded in 1799 by several Church of England !

-

clergymen and laymen who adhered to the "evangelical™

. A

tenets of the Church. At that time and for several years

.
'

Ll

to tome, evangelicals were not widely atiisfed within

®

Anglicanism. As a result, the fodnders o¥<the Society

were upable to 1n¥1uence either the leaders of the Church
or the policies of the e§1sting Anglicin missionary
50:1et1qé,1n the directions they deemed necessary. Yet
they wished to remaln‘withln the Church of -England.
Several factors wére involved 1n the %ounding of the
Bociety for Missions to Africa and the East. (as the CMS
was originally called). Rising concern ammng'many

religious and philanthropic i1ndividuals and~braups oJer‘

the slave trade 1n which Great Britain was deeply

-involved 1n the eighteenth century, togepher with the ,

gradual awakening of interest in missionary activity,

played™a dominant ‘part in the eéiablishmhs: of the

Society. Associated with both in the min of the

2 .

Society’'s founders was awareness of the spiritual_

condition of the black African. Euéene Stock’'s history

.

of the Society presents a detailed, if somewhat one-sided

® ”

exﬁlanation of- the social and religious i1ssues which the

Society’'s founders wished to address.
L
From Dne of the many anniversary booklets which the:

\

Pl




.

[

Society published to commemorate its\huhdred years of
{

service to the Church of England ‘and to the-

evangelization of the heathen, one may see how the
‘ .

society pad grown in one centd%y. The CMS had become ofie

of the largest Protestant missionary societies. In 1899

.
. S

there were twenty-four missions on every:continent except

- South-America with a missionary staff of 1,096 Jclergxc

4

laymen, wives and single women).'® The Sociefy's

financial picture (which, as we contend Ehroughout this

investigation, was‘at the root of the.problems ¢

experienced by the Canadian missions) was reasonably good
at the-time of the centé@ary. The def1c1t was £30,000
which, in view of an Expehﬂituqe of~i325,233, was not

c!nsidered excessive.1? De(1c1ts, +ar larger than this

- . '

it proportion to income, had\vexed the society for
& . '

seyeral years. As mentloned\e rlier, the CMS was wholly
/
dependent on donations; it received no intome from the
v “ , \ -

Church of England.

érequently public appeals werg<issued when the
deficit was £rDubie§0me: Generally, éhe results were
good. Steck refers to one such appeal 1n 1897.where the
deficit was £9,000 g;%ter internal bonkkegp1ng had
' \
reduégd the original figure of £23,000). y June 30 of
that year, thg deadline gﬁf in th? appeall a}l bgﬁ>£3,009

r

had been rece ed. On July lb/g,énﬁﬁilon arrived in

-~
-

saact}y the amn t needgd/’ with %b over) This danor was-

o

unk qun//b/thé Soéﬁéﬁy and had had no 1n{ormat10n

regardjing the amount\\hen outstandlng. Stock commented

\ '

-
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at the conclusion of his account, "Is it a thi;g

- 4

incredible) that God should answer prayer?":=2

Although the President (always a prominent

.

évangelical~léyman of the Church of England) was

important to the Society, it was i1n fact the Sébsstary, -

who directed the movements of the CMS and guided the

.ot

deliberations of 1t5:Genera1 Commfttee. He was

»
-

considered prigpus inter pares of the General Commi ttee.

Henry Venn (17%26—-1873), the son of one of the foupdefs of,

1
the Society, was the third and perhaps best known of the

-

Clerical Secretaries.  His jnvolvement with the Society
A

began in 1822 and he assumed the position of Secretary 1

9

1841, retiring 1n 1872. Venn’'s “"native church" ﬁolity

governed the direct:on of the Society’s overseas mlssions |

from 1851 onwards. T statement of pelicy reads as

#Dllows: e

-

Regardifg the pitimate object of a Mission, viewed
under 1ts ecclesiastical result, to be the
settlement of a Native Church under Natiwve

Pastbirs upon a self-supporting system, it shouwld be
borne 1in mind that the progress of a Mission mainly
depends upon the training up 'and the location of
Native Pastors; and that, as it has been happily
expresséd, the "euthanasia of a Mission" takes place
when a missionary, surrounded by well-trained Native
congregations under Native Pastors, is ablg to
resign all pastoral work into their hands,; Yand
gradually relax his 'superintendence over the

pastors themselves, till 1t insensibly ceases;

and so the Migsion passes into a settled Christian
community. Then the MiSSJDnary and all missionary
agency should be transferred to~the "regions'’

beyond., "=

Venn was succeeded by Henry Wright (Secretary 1871—1880),\

. a :
Frederick Edward Wigram (Secretary 18B80-1895), Henry

Elliott Fox (Secretary 1895-1910) and Cyril Charles

. ) < i
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Bowman Bardsley {(Secretary 1210—1322). Subsequen't

secretaries fall outside our period of inyestigéti on.
As the Society 's work indlde and outside BGreat

Britain grew, the r;mflﬁ‘er ang si1ze of 1ts committees and

- \
sub-commi ttees increased correé;pcmdlngly. By the 18B0s

tl';e CMS had bécome a complex organization with local

-

. * N
associrations in Great Britain, Canada, and elsewhere 1N

] > .
the, British empire, whérever\tlhere Wwere evangelical

Anglican conaregatxons.
Understandably, lay support was vatal to the
Society’'s operatlbnns. ‘In its i1nfancy, when the CM5 had no.

recognition beyond the evangelical: wing of the Church, . -

help from i1nfluential 1ndividials, peers amd Members of.

F'ar‘liaQent, u:as essential to the Society’'s survaval.

Later, although this continued “to be impartant) the

.BDciety'-IDDked to 1ts supporters, large and small, to

Al

. \
provide the funds and the candidates to Feep its, missions

operating. Apart from meetin?s th’rnughout the country at

-~

which CMS opfficials and missionaries on furlough spoke
. [N .

and collections were ta‘ken, the Society ‘issuged several

. L] ° .
journals over the years wpi ch were 1ntended to arouse the
interest of their readers 1in missionary wofk. Accounts

_ 4
of missionaries’ travels and adventures, as well as

-

,extracts from their journals and annual reports, kept men
and women interested’'in missions aware of what the CMS

"’ - A
was doing and where their money or "their"” missionary was

» .
going. The Missiondry Register, The Church Missionary

" Dutlook, The Church Missionary Intelligencer, The Church

-~ 87 -
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N 1
per-®odicals. Annually from 1B01 onwards the Society

. -
7z &
» - - - s

e N B

Missionary Record, The Church Missianary' bleaner, The

y .o
Church Missionary Réview, were. among the longer-lived CMS

&

publ ished ‘i,ts @.nnual %port. These Proceedings contain

1sts of missions and missionaries, the annual sermon,

~

.annual reports - from the\mlssinn fields, tngefher with the

N

- . '
financial statements for the year. Also i1ssued annually
¢ .
’ 4 R . -
for several years was a publication called Extracts from
N
the Annual Reports (later changed to Letters from th_e-q'l

Front) which ccmta;zn, as the title suggests, "portions of

the missionaries’ annual reports. Although those

selected for\_&ubllcation were edited to some extent. by

~ - » B ) : \ ———.
the Society’'s Editorial Department, nevertheless they

provide significant information on missionary successes
S
i )

v
13
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. I11. THE MIGSIONARY ENTERPRISE '

"The chief business of a missfonary society
is to send out missionaries"

-, " Apart from €He\dpnat10ns which many of these

L4 v . .

publications were i1ntended to elicait, recrunitment of men |

5]

and (after 1887) women was vital to the Society. As

Stock observed, "The chief business of a missionary
. / . N
society 1s to send out missionaries_ "4

' » . @

.

John Venn (one of the Society’'s founderé} had

'\ [

4 « .

advi sed the.newly~fohmed Soci1ety to begin on a small

Q
v

. scale.*S Although they had, sent out 2,000 myssionaries
’ ° hl

~ by 1899, they bhad i1ndeed begun on a small scale ‘and had

sent out an’ average of &ght missionaries per year until

LAY

~ /’1848. ﬁeginnlng with the era 0#\the "Folicy of fairth”
© (to which we will refer 1éter 1h.thi5‘chapterf 1887 to

ca. 17919, seventy missionarief per .year were sent out.

“"The figure i1ncreased to an average of eaghty per‘year

from’ 1899, to 1906 and then declined due én sSerious

*

' f
deficits and® because of .the effects of World War I:‘“

+

Women missionaries (excludirmg—the wives of

.

missionaries) do not figure largely in the Nértﬁ—Weét

~
o A

' ” Canada Mission, but they were responsible i1n part for the
increased nﬁmbe} of missionaries after 1887. Frior to

that date, single wnmen‘dgsﬁatched were the w;dbws,

si1sters or daughters of missionaries. O0Of the 485 women

—

» sent out by 18929, the~majofity went after 1887. Many

¢

¢

missionaries were self—sﬂppnrtiné; this was particularly
the case of single women. Otherwise 1t is dnubtfuy tﬁat

[
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' the Society _wm;ld have .been ablée to undertake the cost of

. , .
Ty - maintaining so many missionaries within .so short a period
of time.1” ' R
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: needed to co—ordinate and to ecarry through the miss£onary

o training. %he earlier’ method appears to have been

IV. MISSIQNARY PREPARATION |

. "A missionary should have heaven in his ° » -
heart and tread the world under his feet.":<

)

Untal the CMS College at Islington (1n London) was

- ' s

opened 1n 1823, potential missionaries received their - - .
- 'y 4

theological training with sklected clergy 1n a parish

setting and at CMS5 headquarters in London. While this

~
¥

method Dfipreparatlon was acceptagle tor the first few
. ( ~

decades, 1t soon became apparent that an "institution” -

(as the College was first called) and teaching staff were .

2

¢

somewhat haphazard. Co ‘ .

‘The Col lege Qrepared candidates for ordination

during a three-year training period. Missionary

candidates took the same examinations as did candidates

for home ministries. This was called the "Long Cqurse.

\Aftqr 1890, the "Short Course" (of about four terms’ . .

.

-duration) was given .« the Prepardtory fnstitutlon in ey

N .
Blackheath for "voung men of promse but®*npt ef ‘superior
\ .

education."*® Lawrence Nemerr 1n his comparison of the
a w

CMS and the Mill Hill Missionarf Society, a Braitish Roman -
Catholic orgamization, draws attention to the social
background of CM5 recruirts.=®° Most of the missionaries

sent to Canada 1n the latter part of the nineteenth- o

century and early part of the twentieth for -work am0n§

the Inuit fell into the latter category of promising ; .

'
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. Gore Sampson, a draper, Julian William RBilby, a cabinet

-
u

-

young men. They were not ordained before departure. Tt
" . ) R

seems that the CMS saw ‘tj'ue need for. two kinds of

missionary: “"Men of i1ntellectual power and culture

-

combined with a loving spirit of self~aﬁnegatxon, content
r

that the natives should "increaae’ while they

, :
‘decreased’? and "men of vigorous phySique and ready

-

resourcefulness and simple faith [tol go forward as ’ C s

’

pioneers 1nto the i1nterior of Africa, China and over the -

Indian frontier."#* The missionaries sent to North-West

Canada to the Inuit had had previous practacal
a

experighce. Edmund James Feck had beery a seaman, Charles.

-

Q o )'

“méker and Edgar William Tyler Greenshield, a cabinet .

makefr amd upholsterer. Some medical training was

) . ' R
Jincorporated into both the Long and the Short Course, but

t

. at least insofar as the 1languages uéea 1n the .North-West

- s 3 = .
Canada Mission were corcerned, foreign language training |

was not included. Women and university graduates

.

. . . LY
received training at a pumber of different institutions

Hependrng on their éducatlonal background. "The

K]
-

Lndarlying principle of these arrangaments is that Gad he

does not commit® His work in the world t? one social class

'
Ny .

only. "He can use persons of all clagses. The thing 1s

to find those ‘whom He ‘chooses."®= Ferhaps the words of

-~

—~ -

John Venn in 1799 make this strategy ckfarer:

Missionary should hayé heaven in his heart, and tread the
. & .

world uhder his feet."23 .

4

One can recognize some resemblance in this

.

¢ -l )
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- .

. RN ' . ~ :
philospphy on the part of the CMS to that of the -
- L S . .
, Moravians.  "Bpiritual agents alone are suitable fur <
- . M s
.
spiritual work."=4 In other ways as well, certan /..a’

similarities al'so seem to be apparent. tLife at a cMS

.

1institution was not unlike life 1n a choir-house’ tand

probably at Nlesky)i{ "Constant ' study of God s word,
. - . ’
opportunities-afforded for praivate, social and family
° . ' \ . . /
N ) prayer, and active duties in various departments of heme_
) ¢ ’ . b v

m1ssionary labouws"®% and domestic arrangements "té

v

promote that hardness of mind, that alertness and ‘ . \
L4 .

vigilance, that patience of labour, ‘that sprrat of

hum}llty; that mutual kindness, that subjugation of

self-conceit and self-will, that superiority to bodily

- ’

ease and mortification, that 51dsalclty\of character and
‘ ﬁplafnness of manner, which are i1ndispensable

. o . .
qualifications of a true missionary."=2s -
Al

. f
The SBociBty realized that the wives of missionaries

L H

Twere important not only to the well-being of their

) husbands but also to the well-being of the mission.

v

~—A&;Drd1ngl§ they 1n5i5teduuﬁon“app50v1ng the physical and
spiritual health of the fiancee of a missjonary. After

1889 when the rules regarding the marriage of
’ $

missioharies were revised, it was decreed that a .
’

A v

missionary (male) could not enter into matri )y until he

had completed three years’ residence 1n ﬁﬁé mission field
. . o '

and had demonstrated a satisfactory knowledge of the
. <

language. After three years in the f1el&, his health, as

/ N
well as that of his future wife vis—-a-vis the ‘field to
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which he was assigned, was taken into consideration

before the marriage could be sanctioned.2? E.W.T.

Greenshield; who was a missionary i1n the Arctac Mlssiqdum,

4 “
of North-West Canada at the turn -of the century, was

engaged to a woman whose health was assessed by the ~

Medical Roard to be perfectly sound except for the N
%y

rigours of the North.:- The marriage did not take place.=2=

In the Arttic Mission which villlhe discussed, in

"some detail 1n the next chapter, marriage was a seripus

and perplexing 1ssue. Nothing about the Arctic Mission
~_ e

at that time ‘was caonsidered suitable for :a womén: ,t&s

physical conditions, the diet, the aﬁsence of quaiified
medical help, the transportation, and so fdrth. And yet,
the isolation énd the great amount of timeé spent on 7
lengthy dDmEStiC'C?DFES gave, the mi551nnaries:reason'ﬁo ;
?1sh tfor the companianship apd help of a wife. We are

\
indebted to J.W. Bilby, a CMS missionary_in 1905, for

- A
pdﬁtind the situation i1n perspective.

ontinually

is place

es, that

a time for

I think that considering the pressur
v brought to bear upon missionaries in t
-~ both from the traders and from the nati
to do good and lasting work, two years a
single men 15 quite long enough....
««-A man cannot leave the Island [Rlacklead Island-
. Qﬁ Baffin Island ‘where the Mission was sitwited?d
from year 's end to year ‘s end. Our lives are
spent in wogrking from house to Church, from Church
to school or to the tents of the people and round
again.. Added to this we 'are continually ‘surrounded
by the people eirther seerng & being called upon to
help them in their misery... Added to this when I
say that all our household work excepting clothes
washing & floor scrubbing [they hired a boy or '
wiman to do these chores] had to be done by our—
selves, it will readily be seen I think that men
cannot stand many years at a time without a

¥
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- “

. ¢ * -~ * e

5:'."\'&‘ A .
N

periua of rest...but married -men can stay longer
. ’ vrbecause half the work, especially the unmanly
work of housekeeping & cooking would be taken

¥from them...=% Y -
' /G\ \P —

Bilfy married in 1914, incidentally, and his wife

-

apparently was keen to accompany bhim to the Arctic
. . . s

Mission.3© They were prevented from doing so by the

4
ditficulty pf finding a ship to cross the Atlantic during

-

the War.
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V. EINANCIAL DIFFICULTIES .

"The Policy of. -faith”

From 1887 to about 1910 the "policy of faith" was

the guiding praincaiple by which the CM§ operated. By thais

was meant that the Society would refuse no candidate and

would keep back npo missionary ready to sail,; purely for

financial reasons.®* It worked well 1n those "wonderful -
K

]
last tenzyfars of the nineteenth century">= but a recent
' . r I
historian of the Society, Gordon Hewitt, claims that the

financral difficulties which burdened the‘CMS\up to gge
° n
. ! ' ‘ \:\-;)\
early 1940s were due i1n large #heasure to the rapid

expansion of missions and missionaries after 1887 and to

i1

the i1nabilaity or unreadiness of the Snc1éty'5 sgﬁfnrters'

/

to donate at a level that would meet the lncrease&/
expenditures.>= The growing scepticism i1n Great Britain

about religion and tﬁ; church may have affected some of

-

s
the Society’'s marginal donors in the early part of the . .

century. However, after World War I the wealth of the .

. »

upper middle class, the source of the Society’'s larger

dnnations: was dirsappearing with taxation and post-war

»

~

v

1nf1at10n:' The "policy of faith," as Hewitt has pornted N

\

¢ -

out, also tended to encourage the continuation of

Y

missionary dominance and to put the missionary’'s 1nner -

call abead of the long—term needs and DpportunltiEs of -
\ v

the developing i1ndigenous church.>4
- .
In 1913 the accugslatlng deficits of several years )

caused therSDcieiy to consider its future in the mission
/

field at a conference i1n Swanwick to which some three\g

R

.
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¢

hundrad leading supporters of the Society were 1nvited.

At this conference those supﬁorters of the Society

-« .

determined "fhat God L[wasJ calling the Society to a

sﬁrong move forward.” It is i1nteresting to note a simlar
change of course on the part of the Moraélaq Church Qhen
1ts 1714 Synod determired to abandon retrenchment and to
adobt 1ts versiorf of'a "policy of faith." FlﬁanCJally;
the Swanwick Conference has been called the "miracle of
SwanwWick"3%-—not’ only was the accumulated deficit wiped
out but there was a surplus also which prbv1dedwa cushion
during the war years. This geneF051ty on the part of CMS'
donors was not repeated 1n the next large app%fl, the
Thank-offering Appeal of 1918-191%9. .

From a ngadxan eo{nn 0; view, 1£ was fortunate that
the "miracle of Swanwick" had occurred, since this put
the §Dciety 1n 1914 1n a position to revise the 190X
decigsion to decrease grants to North-West Canada. 'fs
part of iis withdrawal scheme, the CMS_had determined 1n
19203, effective January 1,‘1904, to de;§2§59 by
9ne—twel¥th annuali; the yea}ly grants to the Canadian
dioceses it Supported.’ This diminution of funds had a
particularly adverse effect'on EMS missipbns 1n thD;E .

-

dioceses. We will discuss this difficulty in much

N - .
greater detail later in the paper; suffice 1t to say for

+

the moment that 1f the plan had gone thgough unchanged,

the block grants by which the Society supported fhe

©

s

dioceses in which its missions were located would have

ceased entirely on January 1, 19164, "Missions.to Canada’'s

-
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" native peoples, would undoubtedly have been the chief

victims (as they had.been since 1904), since most of the
available revenue within' the Church of England in Ganada

was being directed towards the large numbers of British

-

«

immigrants settling in the country. The Canadian Church

4

had not been able to supplement adequaiely the decreasing

F~\\\\L’grants of the Society contrary'ko the hope and intention

of the CMS 1n 19035, e
As we will explain i1n the next chapter, thé
intention of the CMS to withdraw ;rom Canada and the way
1t'went‘about effecting that withdrawal created a numbe;
of préblems for the Church d% éngland 1n Canada. For
almost twenty years CMS miss1ons to“:he natl‘ve peoples of

7

Canada experienced reduced funding and inadequate

-

I-d

supervision. The Canadian Church, but primarily the

MSCC, which represented the whole church, did not provide

s

sufficient funds or supervision to replace the "presence"“

.of the CMS. Missions to the Inwit,; especially that of

a2~

E.J. Peck on Baffin Island, were seriously ‘hampered by

the unwillingness of both the CMS and the MSCC to provide
4

voversight and §ubpdrt. .

Withdrawal from Canada was necesséry——for the EMS

o

and for the Church of England in Canada. How that

withdrawal was effected, on the other pand] is a sad

conclusion to the Society’'s century of “"heroic

t

devotion" 4 t+p Cahada. . -

L3

v




L]
]
:
1
. s
\
3 )
.
)
[ 4

.

“
“y,

- -
v ) . 8
- - L4
. A3 pe ]
v . - N . .
0 hd
. .
“ k
* A . -
' \
) ’ N “
) ’ ¢
' ) i

- = B . S 4007
¥

_  CHAPTER FIVE , . ‘
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I. INTRODUCTION
"No on# had succesded in doing much"

: The first two permgnent missions to the Inuit were : j
¢ ,

set up 1n the 18B90s: Herschel Islafd, 1n ‘the western

Arctic 1n 1897 and Cémberland Sound, BRaffin Island, in
Y,
the eastern Arctic in 1894. Frior to that, while there’

was great 1nterest on both sides of the Atlantic i1n the
idea of evangelizing the Inuit, "...the Eskimo still

. .
remained unevangelized...no one had succeeded in doing

v

much. "* {(This comment from the Society’'s historian

refers to the twenty-year period between 1BS56 (when two

e

missionaries, E.A, Watkins and T.H. Fleming, had

-

N '
attempted at Fort George and Little Whale Rmsver to spread
the Gospel to the Inuat there), and 1876 (when the
Society responded to Bishop Horden’'s request for a

missionary by sending Edmund James Fgck.) |
. ‘ '

The problems which the CM5 missionaries iH the

-

Arctic encountered up to 1920 were quite different from

those of the-Moravians. The CMS missiondries, while -/
f/t

assisted b raders (far transportation, European human

4

contact--not always friendship-—and accommodation),; did
not participate 1n trade. Initially -the Inuit confused
them with the traders——beca;se the missionaries, too,
were Europeans:‘however,they were soon able to make the
distinction. Rather the most serious concern seems to
have. been the uncertainty aof the gontinuance of the

Mi5510n1 exacerbated by neglect'on the part of the

Canadian Church for several years during the changeover
/

/

/ 1 .
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periad. Extant corregdpondence from the CME and from the

Canadian Chu?%h suggests a lack of funds to have largely

been the ?gason for this uncertainty and neglect. It

seems clear that,.as 1in the case of the Labrador Inuit,’

the Baffln Island Inuit were poorly served by the CES and

by the Missionary Soc1e%y of the Canédlan Church (MSCC)Y ,

Ehe body mainly responsible for the admlnlstratgon of

- domestac énd foreign M1 5510ns. One cannqt +ault the
missionaries who worked on theawhole devotedly under
'ggnerally adverse conditions. Dne canfot fault the
bishops who attempted to adminmister their dioceses and
/n\\h61r mi1ssi1ons with less {fna?c1al support and ;n unclear
' mssi1onary policy on the part nf the Canadian Church.

One can, thevér; fault the sending sochgtmes, the CMs *

and thé MSCC, for thenxr reluctance to cgﬁfrlbute to the

needs of the growing mllslon to the Inuit,. ' _

The Arctic, Mission (or Cumberland Sound Mission, as
the Sac1ety referred to 1t) was the only permanent Inuwit
mission of the CMS. The other permanent mission 1n
JCanada, at Herschelrlsland, was indirectly tunded by the
Society as were all thé other missions tb the Inuit along
the cpast of Hudson Bay or in the Macken21e'RLver area.
These lgtter were not permaaent. They had been, as

Jervois Newnham, the Rishop of Moosonee, pointed 6ut,

v1rtuélly chance encounters with Inuit trading ‘at HBC

stations.

x

( Gradually, as travel became easier, missi10ns to the

Inuit along the western coast of Hudson’'s Bay began to

&
-
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[} P
evoive (e.g. Chesterfield Inlet ca. 1913/14) as did
missions in the western Arctic. These, too, were not CMS
missions although some of the CMS grants may have been

applied. towards them. To quote the Bishop of Keewatin:
I took a young clergyman north with me last summer -
o begin our new work at Chesterfield Inlet. | How »
the expenses arge going to be npet I do not know, ,
cunless the M.5.C.C., will do still morg for us than
they have ever yet done, but I felt bound to take
up this work, for ] hold very strofigly this should
be the first work of the Canagdian Church to 1look

after her own children.="

?
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'thq a resident mlssionary for 3just under ten years. ~

N “
! .
.

The CHMS mission at Herschel Island, an American
- - . . - (..
whaling station some 200-300 kilometers west of the mouth
]

of the Mackenzie River, existed as a permahent mission

~

.

" From 1897 until 1906, Isaac 0. Stringer and C.E.

Whittaler were assaciated with ihe Misgion, although
Stringer left Herschel Island 1n 1705 X& become Bishop of
Selkirk. These two m15510nar19%=were sﬁonscred by
Wycliffe College 1n Torogio. Eoth were Canadian. Thear
stipends were paid cut of drocesan *gnds: in the case of
Hhxttaker, out ththe funds of tbeynelghbourlng diocese

N

of Selkirk.™ At least one outside donation hel ped toward’

the establishment of the permanent mission: the captalné

A Y

-

. . Naw
of the American whaling vessels which wintered at the

Island subscribed $600.00.4 {Otherwlse the mission'was o
administered by tRhe Mackenzie R1ver dldc;;b whose funds
1ncluded a CMS grant.'A(Strlctly speaking, Herschel
Islénd lay within the boundaraes of thé Dirocese of -
Selkirk but at that time access was easier via tHé
Mackenzie River and the Peel River, so 1t was agreed
between Blshops“Bompas (of éeik1rk) and Reeve (of
Macken21elR1vér) to 1nclude Herschel Islaﬁd within Fhe
Mackenzae ijen\oncese.)s -

-The place was described by a contemporary as "th
most northerly i1nhabited spot i1n the British dominions,
and perhaps the most 1naccessible, a bleak, desblﬁfe,<

. \ E
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'E - treeless island, ice-bound for nine months in the thr,_

-~

and surrounded by floéting masses of it during the short

summer."* .

Stringer visited the American whaling station at
Herschel Island in 1892 and paid one or two further
visits in the next three or four ygagﬁf Whittaker spent

- M -

one winter there before the mission was egstabl 1 shed.

J
4

Despite these initial visits among the Inuit who
.lived on and around the Island and‘the bri1ef exposure to

Christian teaching which Stringer and Whattaker gave

them, both missionaries.repprted that their i1nitaial

progress was slow. In bis annual report to the CMS for
~

1899, EBEishop- Reevé wrote: "The Eskimo work continues éb

give encmuragement? and about forty scholars attend

school, but there have been no baptisms yet. The

)
language 1= the difficulty. FEoth the ipterpreters have
" - .

died recently, and now there is no one who speaks English

¢ Who can give Mr. Stringer any assistance."” .

Nevertheless, wrlgjng 1n 1909 after an episcopal
visit to some of the Inuit communities i1n and around

ﬁbrschel Island, Stringer observed: "For many years,
. th;s my former field of work was discouraging, but, I -

.

5
believe steady though slow progress was being made each

! year."® As we note# in Chapter one: Whittaker bpt much
N
of the blame for the slow progress of the effect of the

3 r A

']
teaching of the Gospel on the i1nfluence of the crews of

¢
* ‘the whaling ships.
' ¢

His annual letter dated May 23, 1906 contains a

’

-
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X

)
: /
N

description of the missionary’'s work there. (He and has
J , .
family had been living at Herschel Island for five years.

y ) [ 4
The letter seems to cover the period from the summer of
1904 to the date ' qf writing. They left Herschel Island.

thaf'samé year.)

The sea closed up about the middle of September,
and two ships with crews of about forty each
wintered near us. Many of the saillors were
frequent visitors at our house, and we were
able to have an English service every Sunday

N evening. The sailors are of many nationalaties,
but all undéerstand some English.

The greater part of my time and effort waé;
however, occupied i1n the native work. Ther e
is a stationary native population of about one
N hundred, beside a large number going and

coming. The Sunday morning serwvice, all in p
Eskimo, averaged about seventy for the year,
¢ rand occasionally reached 110. We have no

church building,7and our dwelling-house was at such
times packed like a sardine box. The attention

was uniformly gbod, but with few exceptions the
interest was not more -enduring than the service. '

-« .We had occasional weeknight 5érv1ces{ but

the attendance was never gdod. I bagan a night
class, to teach the young men to read and write

the Eskimo language. There was also the day- e\
school for the children, held when weather and
other circumstances permitted, but on account

of much sickness 1n the home this waws 1mrégular.

..« the Eskimo and English work contlnued/throughoui
this last winter was neirther more nor less
encauraging than the previous year. Many seem 4
interested, but nothing definite 15 accomplished -
in the hearts and lives of the people.”®

Af@er 192046 and {for several mpre years, Whittaker

-

L
included Herschel Island 1n his regular 1tineration. He

was stationed at Fort McPherson (the centre o the T&kudh
9

fﬁ551on), sOme distance away.' In 1909 Bishop S5tranger,

temporarily in ‘charge of the Mackenzie River Didcese,
. . 4

accompanied Whittaker on one of these itinerations.

» : ‘
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Whittaker wrote: "...We visited three places where .there t

v ’

- 'y B
are settlements, spending nineteen days among thé people,

LY

. ‘ - ¥ .
selling books, teaching and conversing with them. During

the‘whole\tr1p, we had the joy of baptising-.ning adults,

Ny
v

the first fruiits among this branch of the race. Five

Christian marriages were also performed, being tﬁ@ first,

with one except#on, afnrong the Eskimo of Ehe region.

’ There were gévéral other  applications for ptism, but
v .

* fearing ‘vogue 7ather than a work of the Holy Sparit, _ \

we discouraged them for the present.":©

By 1912 Whittaker was openly pleased with the

o -

success of 1 s and Baishop Stringer ‘s earlier labours. He J
J

wréte 1n his general report for that year: "...The Word P *
N . f '
of God was preached and lived among them [the Inuf&], an@i

-y R
o ’ 13

th?ugh tor so many weary vears our eye could see ng ) .
) ) : -

turning to God, yet the leaven was working steadlly; and

[y

when at last some fruit of ouwr labour appeared, ;2‘40und

that the whole lump was i1ndeed leavened.... In almost

[

v every aspect the l11fe of the cdnverts ‘has undergone a v

marked change. Sti1ll much remains to be done. Only the g

’ rudiments o Christianlty:—falth in God, separation from ‘
’ ' .

A
the old life and habits, gratitude for God’'s ~ .

» ' . -
mercigs——have yet been instilled in .them. 1 am hoping to l
have the picture Scriptﬁre book for them soon, that they

may read, mark, learn and inwardly digest 1t, to their.

profit. About eighty persons were bapfised this year, §

C | "
includihg, for the first time, children to thevpumber of
} .

r >
P A
.

- - fifty," 112 . ,
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o

" A simlar view was held by John Firth, of the

v

.
Hudson 's -Bay Company, who said in 1913 of the /Inuit-

o

+
living 1n the western Arctic: "“They are ag different as

light from darkness éompéred with a few vears agau"*z

o

.One comes across fewer and fewer references to

Herschel Island or indeed to the western Arctic in CMS

publications or 1nternal documents during the next seven

years, the years which preceded the final withdrawal of

<

~
the CMS. In the‘b#opfsals for an Arctic mission or
Arctic diocese which E.Jd. Feck and others put forward,

Haerschel Island and the western Arctic were included.

~

Eut 1t seems that for the TMS, the western Arctic was
more and more the responsibility of the Canadian Church.

As this mission was not a fully supported mission of

the CM5, it does not appear 1n the withdrawal scheme nor
daes 1t figure largely in the negotiations between the
] R

MSCC and the CMS up to 1920. “We have i1ncluded a briéf

survey of the mission 1n its early years primarily
because 1t was the only bther permanent Inuit mission in

Canada during thas .period. Moreover, there was a slight
CMS CDH;ECtIDn. Even i1n this abbreviated account of the
mission, one can observe that more might have been done
for the Inuit—-—a longer stay on the part of the
missionaries, and the sett;ng—up of some medical facility
so that the sicknéss which kept the chfldren from school
{and undoubtedly 5eri9u51%,affected the whole community),

might have been alleviated. ~

@
% .
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— - BAFFIN ISLAND ” .
) I1I L

> Edmund James Peck (1850—-1924) had come to Canada in

&

1876 and was stationed i1n the Diocese of Hansoneé at
- i ‘
h Little Whale River (1878-1885) and Fort George . .
- (1885-18973) ) be%ore goi1lng to Cumberland Sound on Baffin
¥ . Island. He learned Inuktitut quickly and was able to

train young Inuit as éatEChIStS. This was_a deliberate

plan on his part, and his contemporaries considered it a

'

»
; I h "
, success., =

¢

The story of the Arctic Mission of the CMS is an

>

account, to all i1ntents andypurpnses, of the liﬁg and

i work of Feck and of the several other missionaries who

) were deeply 1nvolved with the Arctic Mission and whose
N s - — *
. hames have become famous 1n the history of Anglican Inuit

MISS1O0NS. The CMS sent Charles Gore Sampsmn,ylo eph

o Caldecott Farker, Julian William Ei lvby ~and E(:igar William _ ,

Tyler Greenshield to 1ts Arctic Mission between 1894 and

19173, The CHMS contribution to the Arctic Mission covers

1 -
the years 1894 to 19G7 when the MS5CC, 1n effect, shared

€ 1

\ ‘ the responsiblkity for the CMS mssionaries and the
3

administration of the Inwt missions. After 1920, of ‘ -

v’ ' cour se, the MSCC assumed full and complete ?espon51bil£;y/'

<
. .S . -
- - -

¢ for CMS work 1n Canada. . . R

>, . . . . . . X
- Feck since tAe 18805 had Beén:;aﬁious to reach the ¢

I -

unevi:felized Inuit lividgrnorfﬁ and east 6f Hudson's
"1

.

n 1884 he had managed to reach Fort Chimo 1in a

-

R .
- ”'Bay:

: canoe ang preacﬁed the Goébel to thHe Inuit whom he found ¢

. there. Despite his short three-week.stay, his efforts, ‘ N\

3 : 1088 o —
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1=

§ AN \
b
were not in vain as Moravian missionaries on the Labrador

.,

!

coast found evidence of his‘t%ach1ng among the Inuwit with

-

whom they came i1nto contact on their journeys north.**

-
™~

Attempts to open a mission on the Ungava pemnsula came

to nothing for the time being: later, i1n about 1901, the
"3

v

Colonial and Continental Church Society established a

£5151Dn there.

. ‘Between 1891 and 1893 Feck shared with the Soriety
his hopes about opening 'a mssi1on erther 1n tingava ar
elsewhere. The evidence of these years seems to i1ndicate
that at this time the CMS supported Feck 1n his overall
scheme to spread the Gospel {D the unevangelized Iquxt.
In March 1894 he was permitted to enter. 1nto an agreement
with Crawford Noble of Aberdeenz Sabtland, who had
recently éurChﬂSEd the whaling stations at Hlacklead
Island and ki1lkerton 1n Cumberland Sound. the
arrangement with, Noble was the beginning of what wéq ﬁg

be a good worﬂlng relati1onship between Noble's ti1rm and

the CMS for several years. Noble aq}eed to take Peck and

3~

& "
another missionarye(the (M5 had 1nsisted that two men go,

not oneg) ™ together with prOVlSquf and fuel for two
years, and to Qrovxde a house rent free.?**

The man who accompanied Peck on this tirst

1 , ,

misslonary jJourney to the Arctic was J.C. Farker , a i

srtudent 04“§ﬁe CMS ‘s instjtution at Clapham. He had also

recel ved some medlca]’traxﬁihq. They arraived at

»

Blacklead 1sland on August 21, 18924 where they found’a '

native population of 171. For Peck, communication was

109
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a

not difficult as the language was very close to that of
Fort George and Whale River. Church services began 1n a
small tent maqe ot skins on Sunday, October 7, 1894. On

a daily basis the two missionaries worked on language

study and translation in the mornings and held school for

Y

the Inuwit children 1n the afternoon.*” .From time to

time, when there were men and dog teams available, Feck .
or Farker «visited Pltlertnn, Nobleis other station, and

~

other small Inuit encampments. Parker learned the
language quuckly and became very popular in the
cammunity, particularly because of his medical training.
It was a severe blow to the Mission and to the Inuit-when

~

Farker and/séVen of his companions drowned i1n August 1896

when their boat capsized. .

- »
When the Farent Committee had sanctioned the missian
1N 1894.4they agreed to provide another MmSSpgnary so P

. LI
that Fect could return to England i'n 1896 to see his , [{

translations of the Gospels'throﬁbh the press. This 1s
evidence pgain that the Society was at best prD@Dting,the
Mission, not hlndeking it, as occurred later. Th;
missionary whom they sent arrived shortly aftter Parkeg s -
death 1n August. His name was Charles Gore Sampson,
another laymar whoihad~been trained at the %sllngton
tréin1ng gzntre of the CMS. Feck left on Noble's shaip
but retgrned the fbllowxng su%mer.

—-Upon his returﬁ to Blacklead Island, he reported

enthusiastically to the Parent Committee that one hundred

people were present at tie opening of the new church o

RS
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bg}}érﬁb——a prefabricated house which he had brought from
— b )
- England with him on Noble's ship.*® The evident

/

"expansion'” of the work allowed him to urge the Earept

Committee to fi1nd an additional missionary whose stipend
\ 1n part, pe~w?é sure, would be paid by irlq,ds in

England. His expectatjions were s00n realized. Julian

William Bilby, another layman, joined the Mission 1n
. . )

August 1898, He was fully paid by the CMS, though Feck s

"friends 1n England” undoubtedly exerted same 1nfluence.

////4’//’ Megﬁﬁhlie, Séﬁpson urned home on furlough and

/ -
e later res) gned +rom the (MS: he had experaienced some
L ik,

dit+ficulties with the trader, Crawford Noble, or his

»

o agent on Blacklead Island, and was accused ot trading

-

with the Inmut for hais own profat.t® This accusatiron,
)

which may have been untrue,®° soured the hither to good
relationship between Noble and the CMS5, which was

untortunate tor the missionaries as they depended on

-

Noble's ship to communicate with Great Brltaln.' The

tensions seemed to have been resolved, however , for

subject to a promise on the part of the next missiofhary,
E.W.T. Greenshle]d,[not to engage 1n trade, Noble was
v

prepared to give tam free passage.

@ L
4 -

E}

- Shortly betore Greenshield s arrival at Black) ead

-

Island 1in the summer of 1901, the first baptisms at the
Mission t ook place./,lt”seems that interest or p
under standing among the ahulg,lnuxt population at the

Mission of the Christaan Gospel began to show 1n December

1900. Ents raged by the change, Peck spoke about baptism

~

N *

.
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1n January, and two men and twenty—four women came .

forward as candidates. After special i1nstruction three

’

people were bqétlzed on Whitsunday, May 26, 1901. Oddly,

Ed

there is no mention.1n CMS extant documents of the, N

incadent to which Fleming referred. Yét from Fleming's
account, it must have taken place at this time. Peck

wrote to the Society in Septemﬁer 6f that year referring

to these first baptisms: he also expressed the hope that

the Mission wauld not be abghdoned. Why he would have

t

harboured such a notion at thais particular time 1s noty

known. Could 1t have b?en nccasioned by Sampson’'s

resignation or was 1t the result of the animasity that

seems to have been building up between the trader or his

agent and, the Mission™ The answer 1s not forthcoming : ‘
fram the sources{ngowever, 1t 15 noteworthy that the

Society had resofved 1m 1894 that the Mission to

Blacklead Island could continue "“"provided that C. Noble

Esg. upon whose bFindness the Society entarely depends,

‘ »

not brnly for the sending out of missionaries, but also

>

for'the conveyance of supplies, will continue his
help."=? ) ‘ ~
It may wgll have beenv of course, that Pec% realized
that ali CMS missions 1n Nnrth-dest Canada were 1n a a
precarious position. In his visits to the Society’'s
heddquarters 1n London, the subject of withdrawal may
have been raised 1n conversatléh ahead of the written k
proposals 1n 1702. He added ;n his letter that the
Missi1on was not dependent on Noble s ship, that the

112
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/\/

Society could charter a vgssel or thalﬁ help from Dr.

-

»

Grenfell and the Mission to Deep Sea Fisheymen,==

* ’

On the surtace, at léast, life continued much as 1t

»

had for the Mission despirte Peck’'s fears. Greenshield,
the new missionary, spent a good deal of time learning

the language, so that by the time he wrote his first
v

. . 4
annual letter on September 25, 1902, he was able to
4

< -
“report:
"Ry this means, and with the help of an kimo, 1
spon had a fdirly all-round, workable knoWledge "

of the-1language, anpvs was able tg go round amongst

the natives, conversing with them, and picking up

a great deal more from them as regards idiom,

pronunciation,%c. This latter I found most usetul

practice, and several of the kindly-disposed

natives, seeing me desirous of, learning, did theiy

best to help me. 1 am thankful to say that | am
"now able 1o talke addrestses.in the (hurch, though,

of course, not as yet without writing them down.=2*%

He describes a little ot the daily li14e at the

Mission 1n this letter. The misgionaries did mo=t ot

L

their own househnld ghoreé, tabing turns #ach weel {for
. )
the responsibility of cooking and (leamndg. ‘breenshield,

li1tle Farbler, Sampson and Rilby betore him, had some

- .

metical traiming provided by the TMS, 0o he spent a guod

Al
deal of his time attending tn/peop]e s 1llnesses and

accidents. It seems that medical attention was not one

r
of the services which the traders performed. The schoonl
» 4
v ¥ !
which the missionaries had been running was well

attended. Greenshield does not mention the.number of
N

dﬁplls, but records that there were four classes. (In
1200, 70 children attended.)Z®* Most of children were
« ~ -

"able to read and write well 1n the syllabic char;ctars."

-

[
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‘ ¥4 ) He wrote that the older scholars had been transcribing

N

some of the books of the Old Testament and somesof the
Epistles from the Moravian editions in roman characters

to the syllabic characters %D that not only were they

- learning themselves but were making the Scraiptures

available to others. \

» Four men and ten.women were? baptized in .

< s

Greenshield’'s first year; and feour marrilages solemnized.

"We had the honour of providing the first wedding

.

- breakfast in Blacklead Islana. This was held 1n our
x house the day'#D]]Dwinq the weddings, which tool place on
the Sunday."25 Greenshield took this turn of évents,
’ Christian marrsiage, as a matter Of course. For a

Chrastian missionary, this was a natural outcome of the

' jﬁospef which the missfons proclaimed. Monogamy, a

* requ1r3ment of Christian marriage, was not part of the

Inint lifestyle. The Moravians, who were able to keep a

4
close watch over the Inuat at their missions, experienced

¢

*

diftficulties 1n enforcing monoggmous relationships. CHMS
records do not i1ndicate whether this problem existed

¢ anmipng the Ipuit at Cumberland Sound.

p From letters of other years, we learn that church

-

services were held twice on Sundays and evéry evening
when weather and the hunting season.permitted. Bilby had
entertained the Inuit on several occasions with lantern

slides depicting Biblical narratives or of a general

‘ educational nature, and 1t is safe to assume that thas
‘ type of entertainment continued.
X 4
p'g
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‘ . Each year, 1f 1t was possible, the mssionaries went

to Kikkerton and did some itinerating in the "area as

~circumstances permitted. The 1902 visit to kikkerton was
a mémm:abie one for the massionaries. An Inuk at
kikkerton experienced a revelation _of a éort, Greenshield

reported, from the goddess GSedha. The teaching that
)

accampanied the revel ation appears to have been a mixture
D} %

of Christian teaching and Tnint customs. This caused
T considerable upheaval among the kairklkerton Inuat, some of

whom wanted to adopt what bGreenshaield called thas Y mew

theory. "

The debate moved to Blacklead Island with some o+
) ~
B‘ the kikkerton people, and caused mare confusion. I1his 18
Greenshield s account of what tr anspar ed:

The Blacklead Island people held a great meetng
as to what should be done, and they came to the
donclusion that ‘\some ot 1t, as regards severance
. . trom nld heathen\customs, was good, but that some
of 1t, according to the boot o they possessed and
N the teaching they had recea ved,l was very bad, and
therefore they decided to follow more closely the
Chraistian teaching, and to have done wath all old

When Mr. Fecl again reached BRlack])ead and went

to church for the Sunday morning servite, he

was much surprised to find.the place 4)§led to

over flowing, and to hear of all that the people

on their own account, utterly uminfluenced by us

(we being away at the time), decided to do.
Greenshield was not entirely taken i1n by all ths.

L4

We do not +for A moment suppose that all those

who have come aver during this new movement are
2 ko) true Christians from a spirirtual point of views
. we have plenty of evaidence to show that such a
supposition would be untrue. Some have come over ,
perhaps because others led the ways; others for
the simple reason that they are glad to be free
of many of the old heathen customs 1mposed on themi

115
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but others have come over with a true spirit of
earnestness and desire to know the truth, and we

carf but see in this the mighty power of God, and the
answer to the many prayers aoffered up on behalf of
these poofF people by those who love them, both here
and i1n the homeland.

.

He conclydes his account of what could be called a

3

"spiritugl awakening” wWith a subtle plea (which the

€

Edhtorlal'ﬂoard could have deléted before publishing had

the Society 1ntended to discontinue the Arctic Mission):

And what bGod has done here, 1% He not able to do
also amongst other Eskimo™ 1 hope that 1 may not
be deemed presiunptuous for so speaking, with only
one year s service in the field, but does 1t not
seem that God 1s calling us to go forward amongst-)
the Eskimo, 1n,His Name, and proclaim to thQse who
as yet have never heard the message of salvation™=2¢

As well as 5e1ng a "spiritual aw;kenlﬁg,“ this )
epr1sode couild well fall i1nto the category of
“revitalization movementS.J27 fis John Webster Grant gas
Poxnted put, revitalization movements or "éF}SIS cul tg"=e

L]

(as they may also be called) were not unusual 1n the
Canadian northdest, and may have been a mgnxfestatlan af
the malaise which the native peoples were experiencing at
the hands of Euwropeans.®2° Grant’'s descraiption of several
of the Canadian revitalization movements suggest more
orgaﬁlzed and developed :gllgious Duth;sts than that A
recorded by Greenshield at Blacklead Island and
kikkerton. Nevertheless, the attempt to merge old and
new religious i1deas seems to i1ndicate that this may well
have been a revitalizatiaon movement as Qetl as a
splrif;al awaken{ng.xs_al

The year 19203 was an unfortunate one for CMS

Al
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. y
missions in North-—-West Canada. It was, as we have seen,
: i
in 19203 that the CMS proposed to reduce 1ts grants to the

dioceses 1n Canada ' which 1t had been supporting, and to

.

alter the administration of the mission work. The
Cumberland Sound Mission was excepted from _the proposed

arrangement and was to "contlnuq as heretofore. "3 But”
13

continuing "as heretofore" was not gquite what Feck had 1n
mind for his Arctic mission, and he endeavaired while,in
Englgﬁd 1n the winter of 1902/1903 to convince the CMS of

the need for expansion of the Missi1on. Ahead of the

.

Canadian Church by some thirty vyears, he tHouqht a
separate Arctic mission (or even dipcese) was necessary

to reach the 10,000 [nuit located along the Arctic |
/ P
coastline.>% He met with the Group Committee and wrote
,

several letters. His plans 1ncluded the ordination of

one of the missionaries (at thhs time both Bilby and

Greenshield were 1aVmerd, although both were later

ordained): that he, Feck, would 1tinerate on whaligg

-

vessels 1n the summer and return home to bngland 10 the
s

winter and work on his translations of the Scraptures;

— A

that someone {from the Mission to Deep Sea Fishermen would

visit the Mission ocrasionally, especially when one of 5

the two missionaries was:on furlougl and the other alone.

He further suggested that he be permitted to raise funds

0

towar ds ;he Mission, and that the Missi0n be publicized.

The Committee decided otherwise:

ol

That while the Committee fully_sympathxze with the
Rev. E.J. Peck 1n his laudable desire to reach the
scattered Eskimo through an Arctic Mission, bearing
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in mind the comparative paucity of Missionaries
Joining- their Staff and,the t ing masses of
populations in areas in which® e Society is at
work still unevangelized, they do not see their way
to further augment thg staff of the Cumberland
Sound Mission, but they recommend:-

(b) That unti1l the brethren now i1n Cumberland Sound
have both had their next furlough, the Committee
defer the f1nal consideration of the scheme

praoposed by Mr. Peck for freeing hfm for 1tineration
1in regions beyond, > =

L The decision which the Group Committee had reached

on Apri1l 7, 1903 was a disappointment to Feck. He wrote

(S

bacl to thgffecretary on May 9, 1903 exﬁressxng has
dismay at the prospect of returning to his work with
scarcely a hopegfhat even one of the projects which he

had brought befdre the Committee regarding the
b

evangeli1zatpon of the kEskimo could be carried out.>%* He
wrote again i1n June asking for sanction to appeal for

3
funds +or a vessel, at a cost o+f betweeq‘téOD and'%QOO,

1

and nwas turned down.>= (Clearly the Society had

determined within the last year or two to reduce the

v

eﬁphasis d¥‘th1s particular mission. We assume that this
| . °
policy was praimarily for financiral reasons. There seems

to be no other obvious motive. The £600 to £900 raised
. { ' , N
for a ship was £600 to L7900 that might have gone i1nto the

~—

Saciety 's general DDEFB#IHQ funds.

As 1t was, the CMS was fogced to charter a vessel 1n

-

1905 to bring provisions to the Mission as Noble’'s firm

$
was unable to send a ship to 1ts stations 1n Cumberland

Sound. (Their ship, the Heimdal had been wrecked the
\ A ——————

N
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, year before.) This expenditure (of an amount not to
exceed £300 to charter the vessel) was such that the

- LY

x Commttee warned the missionaries that the Mission might

'

have to close: Y. ..0WINg ED the difficulty and
«uncertainty, anq prob%ble great expense, of maintaining
T communications with Cumberland Sound, the Comm ttee
entértalh grave doubts as to the expediency of continuing
o the Mission there, and that instructions for withdrawal
may possibly be torwarded to them next summer...." The
Secretaries were i1nstructed to comkmunicate with the
3
United Brethren (thé Marav{anSB and with the Danish

Mission ei1ther to assist the Society in maintaining

communications, or to take over the Mission. 3% .

ey
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’
IV.. GROWTH IN THE ARCTIC MIGEBION :

"We have been greatly cheersd by the
great change which has taken place..."37
¥

The decision to de-emphasize the Arctic Mission may
have been a difficult one to reach fo; the members of the
Coaﬁlttee in charge of Nartﬁ-West Canadaj; 1t certainly
proved discouraging to Peck, Bilby and Greenshield. ‘By

this time £he mission at Rlacklead Island was showing
’

-
«

signs of progress, the missionaries reported. The signs

were equally encouraging at kikkerton and Signia, and at

the other spots (such as Frobisher Bay) to which the
mi ssionar 1es 1tinerated where the Inuit had had brie{ér
contact with the Christian Gospel and Christian teachers.

The annual letters of Bilby and Greenshield for 1703 show

the enthusiasm which both men tried to communicate tbH
” i

th51;‘reader5. Filby ' 's letteF, though brief, 1s

informat: ve:
- r i
i have had good times with both men and women;

the men especially are beginning to show keen ,
interest 1n 'our work, and while at the floe-edge

1in the boats they frequently wrote to assure us

of their continued faith and to tell us that as
often as opportunity &ffered 1tself they held
meetings’ amongst themselves. There 1s also a very
real and hearty ring about them now which convinces
one that God's Spirit has changed them, and that
your prayers have been and are being abundantly

answered.

The baptized Christians have, on the whole, been
sticking to their colours. Many temptations have
been brought to bear updﬁ them, and their faith
has been at times severely tried, but they are
proving that their faith 1s a reality to them.
Your prayers are needed that their faith may

increase daily.,=™% - ¢

A paragraph from Greenshield ‘s letter is revealing‘

n
t
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. A\ )
of the attitude which must have prevailed among the Inuit

Iy

)

towérds the missionaries:

We have been greatly cheered by the great change ~

which has taken place amongst the men with regard

to Chraistiamty. At one time they seemed to -

regard 1t ag of no concern of theirs-—-i1n fact, as

rather beneath their notice, and they despised the

teachers of the new rellg1dh‘who were not able to

go forth and hunt and to do great things 1n the way
LS that they were. This spirit seems to have alto-

gether passed away now, and they attend.church, ~

visrt our house, are glad to see us in their own, -

and show much i1nterest 1n all they are taught.=>%

Greenshield’'s letter 1nforms _us that church services

=S 5

L ¥
revery second evening and twice on Suhﬁay were well N

-

attended. "...There was, generally speaking, ‘excellent

attention shown, and much reverence during the services. »

n

This 1s a marked difference when one takes 1nto
c0551derat1pn what, these services used to be when people
came either to interrupt or merely to hear the singing,

of which they are very fond, and gave but scant atteg}xon
‘ . *

\

to addresses and sermons.” (He remarks that the Inut

-
h *
-

Chraistians conducted services on their own when both
Bilby and Greenshield were away 1tinerating.) In

addition to the "usual subjects of Scripture and
° LY P .

a

rgligious teaching, reading and writing," the children in

schonl were being taught arithmetic and elementa}y

3

geography, and were doing huxte well., Greenshield had

»

just finished building a‘“small wooden hospital, 1nto

which we shall be able to receive the worst cases of “our

)

sick and suffering Eskimo, and treat them with far

greatetr advantage than we can in their snow-houses or

»

sealskin tents.” Moreover, the Mission operated a soup

-
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kitchen in times of severe weather when hunfihg was

4

impossible. 4° .

Over the next few years, among other things, of &~

L} -

course, obtaining a ship seems to have been one of Peck's

higher priorities. He was i1n communication with a number
of people i1ncluding Dr. Grenfell, his Rishaop (the BRishop
ot Moosonee), the Canad:ian government and thg Farent

Committee. His highest prioraity, however, gwas to prevent

- hY
3 3

the closure of the Mission. \

The alfflculty of the situation was ‘compounded by
e fact of Bilby 's resignation from the CMS5 1n 19204,
dgether with Greenshield’'s desire to return to his agirg

piarents 1n England, and FPeck "s own advancing years and

s

family commitments. In a complete Sbout-face[ the CHMS
was not prepared to replace eithar Bilby or Greenshield.

As a result, the Mission closed temporarily 1n 1906.
P -
In March of that vear 1n one of Peck’'s letters,

there was a brief allusion to‘ihe Canadian Church’'s

talking over fhe’[nult miss17pé,41and 1t seems to have

been the subject of discussion among some of the leading

“

clergy and laity of the Church of England in Can?da and

the CMS. There was a proposal for an Arctic diocese )

’

14
which did not meet with a great deal of approval.

Presumably, no one was willing to undertake the expense

!
X

of such an undertaking. Indeed, 1t was not until’ 193X
that a Diocese of the Arctic was formed.
In 1907 the Bishop of Moosonee wrote to the Parent

Committee that he was strongly of the opinion that thé

¢

N
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-Chrfst}anxzed Indians having lost 1ts charm.*= - On this

%

Arctic Mission should be worked from Canada. He also

[

commented that 1f Mr. Peck could do deputational work +or

4.

the MSCE, he was convinced that this would rouse the

Canadian Church on behalf of the Eskimo, the work‘amongst

advice (and only on this advice, 1t seems), the Farent

Committee prepared a resolution moving "the base of the

.

new CMS Arctic mission" from England to Canada, and

putting the two missionaries, Feck and Greenshield, under

- ~

the JUFiSdlCt;Dﬂ of the tashop of Moosonee. The preamble

to the Resolution somewhat ambiguous: ) -
/)%W ‘ -

That 1nasmuch as work among the Eskimo has_ever
evoled a large amount of prayerful sympathy and
support from the Society s {fraerds 1 England,
and that a sum of mopey is at the disposal ot the
FP.C. for openyng Up new work 1n the neilghbourhood
Dﬁfﬂudsﬁﬁ/ﬁay, the Committee are anxious that steps
be taken to continue an Arctic Mission under the
Soci1ety’'s auspices: and 1rasmuch as the Sochrety
has on 1ts staff a veteyaﬁ Missi1onary, the Rev F..l..
FPeclt, and a Missionary, the Rev F.W.1. Greencshield,
of six years standing, th ot whom are tamiliar
with the lanquage and devoted to work among the
Eskxmo;’and 1nasmuch as 1t 15 believed that the
WDF¥ amongst these people will especially appeal
to the sympathy of the Church of Christ in -anadaj
the Colmvmttee after careful consideration o+ the
whole question recommend, subject te the concurrence

5 of the trustees of the Finlayson. Begquest... 3 . J

({The Finlays&n Bequest was the "sum of money" at the

dispdsal of the F.C.)

-
e

It 15 unclear wpy the Bishop of Moosonee (and the

et

MSCC) wanted to take the Mission over unless they thohght

that they could more eftectively administer at and the 7

funds fér 1t. Another, and perhaps better, reason was

o

aceess to transportation. From Canada 1t was easier to
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‘l negotiate with the Canadian gbvernment for a place on a

government ship going north, to use the railway (whith

-

\ “ N
had just been extended as far north as Fort Churchill)

- and connect with a ship, or to get passage on a ship +from

.
/ St.-JoHn's,’Newfoundland. Peck, as we have seen, was

. very concerned to obtain safe and sure transportation to
1

and from the Mission.

G" A year later, on March 10, 1908, after "muth |
i _j: *©
cnrresqugence" as the minute says, the General Comm ttee <o

. ﬁ enacted the following:
» v
Inasmich as this Committee on March 12th, 19207,

definitely expressed their anxiety that steps be
taken to continue an Arctaic Mission under the
auspices of the Society: since two gualafied men are
) waiting to be employed 1n# such service, though no
- ) . further¢recruits for the Mission are to be sent
out by thais Committee: since the funds for the -
Drdlnary/upkeep of the Mission are specially —
provided for a term of years under the terms of the
Finlayson Begquest: and since after much i -
‘ correspondence, Ashe Inlet has been selected as a e
— sultable centre of work, as yet béing accessible to
a considerable body of Eskimo, and yet sltuéteﬁ in
the direct line of .all shipping passing through
Hudson Straits: i1t was )
esolved oo N '
That the Society’'s funds being not responsible tor
, this Arctic Mission beyond the grants already
~authorised, it be administered as a Canadian
""" enterprise by the Bishop of Moosonee; and that
. - . the Committee concur in the Rev. E.J.-Peck visiting
’ England 1n order that he may-usehis personal /
\1nfluence among bis ¥riends to raise a Diocesan Fund
of 22,000, for this spec1af object, but without

public appeal.“* .

L

e

In the meantime, while these negotiations yeré/§01ng

» -

on, Bi1lby, now 1n the emplaoy of the’Bisﬁaﬁ of Moosonee or

[ -

on his own, and Greenshleldf/gzill in the employ of the

s

« 8
CMS, made vistts to Blacklead Island and: the,outlying

/ﬂ’ -
—="TT M1 SS10NG.
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The opening of a mssion at Ashe Inlet was delayed

until 1909 for severalyreasons, not the least of which

was the cost.

Peck had been given permission to raise

ﬁ2,000 1n Great Britain and Canada; by the summer of 1908

when the"arrangements for travel, etc. should have been

underway, he had succeeded xn:ralsxng only tﬁl.,OOO.“=5 In

the summer of 1909, however, all the arrangements were

completed.

to Newfoundland where Peck would meet them ar

to Ashe Inlet.

.

}
The missionaries 1n England were to proceed

would sarl

As the mission at Blacklead I§land WwWas

élso to be/pe;dbened and as 1t could only then be r eached

—

N

QM/NGEfe's ship, Greenshield went directly from Scotland

to Blaclklea 1s

lat ter

Brita:

lTand.

b

J.

W.

Bilby and A.lL.

Johh G,

—

Fleming (the

ecruyted by BRishop Holmes of Monosonee 1n Great
[

1“‘»8) met Peck af St.

Newfnundland

and all three travelled north'td/hshe Inlet on one of

Grenfell s shap

were 1informed w

Ipuit 1n the area li1ved, and not Aske Inlet.

s, the

hen
LY

Lorna Doone."

they arrived there,

¢

was

| ake Harbour,

they

where most

-

Peck 's journal for the period July 22, 12089 to Oct.

i, 1909 records

Har bour .

the

"A loud cry soon arose,

journey and their arrival

and as we walked

at | ake

up we

were soon surrounded by a crowd of expoctant people.

Heartily were our hands grasped...’

and now they a&re come.

L P

The three men,

‘We wanted ministers

airded, no

doubt by local helpers, unloaded their two yeaf§

provisions of food and fuel and put together the

prefabricated house

1n which they were to live and
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worship. When all the necessary preparations were

completed to his satisfaction, Peck left Bilby a&nd
- L4

Fleming and returned to St. John’'s on the "Lorna Doone.” .
FPeck was unwilling to be separated from his wife for
almost a year as her health was not good.

o

Greenshield, travelling on a Dutch ship the "Jantina

»

.Agatha” from Scotland to the Arctic 1n 1909, was
shipwreched near Blacklead Island. KkKnowing the area, he
wds able to guide the life boat to safety on Blasklead
Island, and the Inuit there kept him and the nine Dutch
sailors fed and clothed.®” The mission stores tor one
vear wete soon consumed. Of importance to him as a

missionary, he was\able to report to the CMS on his

-

return that® he found the church-i1n Cumberland Sound ‘with

1ts spiritual 1i1fe ngoroug. The two Inuit catechaists

~

whom he had left there when the Mission closed had

\
maintained the spiritual laife of the Church: and all were

’ 2 —

Christian in RBRlacltlead Island and kikkerton. Wher he

returned home 1n the autumn of 1910 he iéft séven men and

L]
four women as authaorized teachers.*2 He wrote ta the CMS

and commented that the "help rendered by the Eskimo

during the past trying year has demonstrated the

1

influence of the mission, % this [has beenl] recognized by
rd

traders and crews of whalers visiting Cumberland

g&und."‘” W 1212 he made much thg same comment.

Writing for the Church Missionary Review, he reported

thét the crew and. captain of a Canadian government ship,

2

all Roman Catholics, were impressed with the effect
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reading the Bible was having on the people of the Arctaic,

and "that no one could ever estimate the expansiveness or

influence of Mr. Peck’§ work amongst the Eskimo i1n giving

nso K

For the peace of mind of the missionaries, 1t 1s

them the Gospels fand teaching tﬁem to read.

[N

fortunate that the Inuit community at Blacklead Island
was self-sufficient 1n 1ts spirituality as neither
Greenshield nor anQ other missionary was able to go again
unti1l between 1911 and 1917 After that:; circumstances
were such that 1t was 1mpossible for Greenshield to cross
thg Atlantic.

Peck continued to worl #DF the Arctic Mission 1n a
number of ways: he translatﬁg severé& books of the Futle
and®” did a considerable amount of promotional work‘for the
Arctic. He also made traps fD; many summers to the
Arctic. He reported to the CMS 1n 1918, tor 1nstance,
that there were 228 baptlied Chrlgtlans at L ake Harbour
(of whom 57 were communicants). He had baptized B2
adults and 46 children that year on hi1is visit. ’lhe {
etfectiveness of bis promotional work within Canada 1s
questionable 1n view of 1ts results. However , the
;nab111ty of the MSCC to administer the Mission 18 more
likely to have been the r;ason {or the'v1rtual’
abandonment of the Mission than anything Peck might have
left unsaird. ‘

Three years after #he withdrawal of the CMS from
Canada, on September 10, 12?24, E.J. Peck died. He had

resigned and retired oh June 18 about one month after the
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‘ _ resxgn'ation'of Greenshield had finally been received by

i

the CMS5. Peck’'s extant papers and CMS records show no
indication that the two men kept i1n contact. I+ tﬁ;y
did, or 1f in some other way FPeck learned that
Greenshield had réslgned from the CMS {(he had been on

unpard furlough since 1913), was this the final blow to

-

his Arctic dreams™ In any case, 1t was the end of any

CMS 1nvolvement 1n the Arctic.

Fedl was certainly responsible for the Arctic
Mission. He 1nitiated 1t and worked hard to conplncg the
CMS that the Mission was worth, pursuing. When they
hesttated, he wged. In 1ts early years, he guided and
taught the new and young missionaries whom the CMS sent.
Bilby and Greenshield were proof of his training methods.
Both were outstanding missionaries. In the Mission's ’

A

later Years~~:jﬁ1] before 1920~—E$ck seems to have been

the one consia

‘ent presence. He sﬁayed only for the
summer , but that he did almost every summer.

He was responsible, directly or i1ndirectly, for
LY

bringing the southern part of Baffin Ikland to

cChristianity.

° ‘ Nae one 15 perfect: Peck s methods of organization
and his business sense were questioned by 5.H. Blake, tha
- Convenor of the MSCC s Special Eskimo Committee.
However, as Blake, a lawyer, was attempting to explain
r his Commi ttee’'s delays 1n starting up, his criticisms of
( Peck lack a certain credibility.=* ’

More to the point were BRilby 's difficulties with
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Feck. What they were, we do not know, nor do wé know -

.

 whether the problems were of Bilby’'s own making. (Bilby

had hoped to marry one 0% the residents of Baffin Island
0

contrary to the recommendations of the Society, and as a
\
consequence, found 1t necessary to resign from the

CM5.952  Peck 's treatment of him at this point may not
have be;; as understanding as Birlby would have liked. In
any cage, in 1916 writing to Fleming, Bl{by reterred to-
FPecl as "sllpﬁery,“ and added that hé could not keep hips
promises. He admitted, however, that Feclk's lnsecurltyJ
about the continuagce ot the M15516n had some bearing on
his actions. Bilby was openly bitter about the recent
handling of the Mission.==

In the total pacture ‘of Edmund James P;ck, these are
petty cpiticisms. Under severe odds, hé kept thé Arctic
Mission allvé?”\&?s disappointments, particularly Nlth“
the CM5, must héve sorely tried ham. He was a gnod
linguist, an excellent correspondent with style and a
flalé ¥or detail-—his letters and journals make good
reading——and presumably an equally enthusiastic speaker.
He was 1rlwemand to speak and preach about Inut AISSIDDE

throughout Great Britain and eastern Canada.



V.  HWITHDRAWAL FROM CANADA C

1t has long besn felt by many of the Bociety’'s
friends, including some lsading members of the
Committee, that 1 view of the urgency of the
calls for extension of the ‘Miesions in the
densely-popul ated portions of the heathen
world, and of the great difficulty of providing
men and means for such extension, and sven for
< the natural expansion of existing work, 1t was
becoming a duty to reduce the sxpenditure upon
the Red Indian Missions in the Dominion of
Canada. These Missions have for some years cost
the Bociety from £16,000 to £20,000 a year...=*

Fthe wlthdrawal scheme whxcﬁ was adopted by‘the C?S
on April 14, 19203 and put ;nto eftect January 1, 1904 was
based on the i1mpresstyon that the Church of England in.
Canada wruld gradually assume the responsibility for the
spiri1tial welfare of 1ts own native peoples. The
Society s annual, report for '1887-83 (when withdrawal was 7
first publicly cronsidered) erpressed 1t 1n this way: "1n
North America and New J7ealand 1t can look forward to
leaving 1ts Indian and anri children to the care of the [}
Engli1sh Bishops, with the happy consélcusngss that by

+

God ‘s good blessing 1ts wi1ll will then be done. This 1s
a well understood and long-recognized praincaiple..."=S

The most far-reaching provision was the reduction of
the block grants (based on the 1903 figures) by
one—twel ftk per year from January 1, 19204 until December

31, 1215. After January 1, 19221, no grants of any sort

were to bhe forthcoming. The ten missionartes in .the -

North—Weet Canada Mission as of April 14, 1903 would
continuwe to be paid their salaries and allowances so long

b 4 ‘
as they remained 1n Carada as missionaries of the

-
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Society. (It should be noted thai,there were several
other mlséloéarles at~CMS missions, bgt these men were
not, to use a CMS term, "1n full connexion.' Ig other
words, their stipends and allowanceg were paid by some’
body other than the CM5.) The Socaiety retalned‘unaltered
1ts responsibility relative to the financial pravision
for the bishops 1t supported (Athabaska, Mackenzaye Kiver,
Selkirk (Yukon), Maosonee, and of keewatin, a subsidy).
The Flnlgysun Bequest grants (0+4£§50 1N 1904) were not
to be reduced, but they, toa, were tohrease after January
1, 1921. The Society would continue, with the Bishops,
to administer the Mission. And, as the ori1ginal version
ot the scheme proposed, the Cumberland Sound Mission to
the Eskimo was excluded from the withdrawal.

The amounts of money i1nvolved as set out 1n.the
document entitled "Resolutions regarding the
Administration of the Nortﬁ*west Canada Missi1ons" were as

fol lows:

CMS5 missionaries (salaries,

“travelling ‘and other allowances) £ 4,727: 0:0
- }
b R v <
Block grants for 1904 (with 1/12th
deducted from the 1903 fiqure) 4,646:10:0
Finl ayson Request grants 680 Oz 0

. -
Totals . £10,023:10:0 s«

(In converting to Canadian dollars, the rate of exchange’
v
us>d at the time was $5.00 to £1:0:0.)

The Church of England, in Canada, having been i1n

exlsteAte as a corporate entity only since 1893, had no
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ie



organization to assume 1ts domestic mission

responsiblities. |Hence the obiectiomns to the original

P

scheme of 17202. On September 5, 1902, however, the

|

) )

Missionary Soriety of the Canadian Church (usually \
! \

referred to as the MSCC) was constituted, replagfing Ahe

Domestic and ﬁorexgn Missionary Society. Thas body,1

despite 1ts name, had practically no domestic mission

responsibility. The MSCC was set up to represent the

: -
whole of the Church p¥ England 1n Canada for missionary
<

outreach 1nsade and ﬁutsxde the country. For 1ncome 1t

L
depended on diocesan apportionments®7 and on donationsg

P

from both (Canadian and British sources. In\Deceméer 1RO’
1ts budget 1ncluded a total apportlknment of 75,000,
Annually, apart from the apportlonmentﬁ,\lt 1ssued thi
appeals for funds, one for domestic missions and one for

foreign. S)gnlflcant]x, 1t digg naz operate on the basi

o 1

of deficit finamcing.
v Z

1 .

At the beginning tWE MSCC did not even attempt to

| r -
assume full +financial or adm®istrative resp0n51éllity

- ! ~

for the CMS-as$isted d10$eses: the 1dea wag that the \ ‘E?

L

M5CCy and the Canadian Church, would have twelve years 1# )

which to accustom themselves to respons1b11ity; \

\ K
particularly financial, for the Indian and Eskfﬁo
b} . .

mssi1ons. ' e

1

|
What was not foreseen was the almost complete lack
\ .
of ‘attention which the MSCC was to pay to i1ts Eskimo
. \ ;
MISS1ONS. For several years, either because of i1nternal
§

disorganization, lack of funds, or the controversies
§

v

1
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which erupted over the management of Indian mission - -
schools, the MSCC appears to have neglected the Tissions

to the Inuit in Canada.
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"The whole business is a vast Chinese pu:zl....""‘ﬁ

The Cumberland Sound Mission had been excluded fraom

these arrangements. Nevertheless, the Society

\

t

consistently malngﬁlned in 1ts correspondence regarding
the Mission the real p0551b111f§ that the Mission might

have to close. Their dependence on the one trader’'s

.

annual ship, the problems for the missionaries with

communication, of 1solation, even of st%rvqtlon, gave
\

the Society grave doubts. Cost, without a doubt, was a

factor. So long as the trader at Blacklead Island,

a

Crawford Noble, was prepared to Eransport the
missionaries and their supplies free of charge, the
Society seems to have been prepared to continue the

Hi551mg. However, when they had to charter a vessel to

\

brang supplies to the missionaries i1in 19205, the end was

clearly 1n view. Not only was there an unexpected

.. ~ . . .
expense, but the lives of thégm1551onarles were 1in

3 »
jeapardy.

The mission at BRlacklead Island closed temporarily

4

in 1906. Bilby had resigned, Peck and Greenshield were

on furlnugh: Thé Society sent no one to replace them.
i) \ -
Feck was cautiously optimistic: "This wi1ll enable the

native Christians to be tested as to their ability to

stand alone."3%

In 1907 the Arctic Mission was transferred to
Canada. The Society was prepared to assist in the
c .
) finmancing of the mission, as we have seen, out of the

3
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Finlayson Bequest. The stipends of Peck and Greenshield

hj :
were paid out of this fund, as was an 1nitial grant of

£200 and an annual block grant of ﬁ250.9°~ It seems clear

o

from the wording of the resolution of February 22, 1907
fﬂat the CMS i1ntended to remain ingolved to some extent
in the Arctic Mission. The resolution reads as follows:

(a) That the base of the new C.M.5. Arctic Mission
be transferred from England to Canada

(h) That Messrs. Peck and Greenshield - while still
on the Sotiety’'s stat+ of Missionaries - be invited
to place themselves at the disposal ot the Bishop

of Moosonee for work among the Eskimo on the shores

' of Hudson Ray, at «a spot to be subsequently,

selected by the Bishop 1n conference with these
brethren.and the F.C., the F.C. continuing to be
respgnsible for all- the usual personal and furlough
allowances to these two missionaries.

Y

- (d) That any future Missionaries joining this

Arctic Mission be drawn from Canada.*?
N ks

-

That the MSEC also became i1nvolved may well have had
some bearing on "the yast Chinese puzzle"®2 that
deygloped vis—a-v1s the Arctic Mission. These were the
words which Bilby used 1n a letter to Fleming some years
later when reviewing the mission. The Hishop of Moosonee
acter té Somé extent as khough he wss responsible. It
was he, for ;nstance, who had recruited Archibald Fleming
1n 1908. Yet he admitted as early as August 1907 thi%\a
the whole gquestion of the Arctic. Mission would have to be
discussed at the Frovincial Synod and at a MSCC Board
meeting*>--a meeting which he laterldescrxbed as

"tempestuous. "€+ He alse commented in a letter to the

CMS after that meeting, "the Canadian missionary dioceses

>
135

~




- ‘QP i
- i s
.

are ﬁecomxgg an unbearable burd nf...' It was clearly

Q

seen tha{ the MSCC db not i1ntend to take up work from

r
which the Society 1s withdrawing. "< .
, A -
t . The MS5CC seems to have been hesitant to become i

3

fipancially involved 1n the Inuift mission: beyond its

i

agreed commitment, so was the Society.++ This left the

L ] ’ ~
Diocese .of Moosonee having to bear the financial burden,

56meth1ng which 1t could do &nly with great difficulty.

. An Arctic Missi1on Fund was set up, but from the

contributions which were recorded 1nh the Moosonee and.

Keewatin Mailbag, one can see that financial danations
s e ’ . <

-~y

were small. Al though the Cumberland Sound Mission wés

\ the best Fnown, there was work needed to establish or to 3

<

. e - W vy,

strengthen Inwuit missions 1n other loczations withim the

Dipcese. . Lo~

.

The MSCC appointed a Spéc:él Pskimo Committee 1in

A s )
'

1210 to worbk with the BRishop of Moosonee, another piece
\

being added to EBilby's '"Chinese puzzle.® This Commttee

— S—
’
.

had #2,500 to spend on the Arctic Mission, but hesitated

to disburse any of 1t. S.H., Rlake, the Convenor of the

Y
#

Committee (and a prominent evangelical layman in
Toronto), wrote to Bishop Anderson of Moosonee as
_follows: «

It will be seen, therefore, that this special
commrttee was required to take upgthe question
ot the needs of the whole of theYabove {field
[Eskimo territory in the Diocese ,of Moosoneel and
to deal with the funds as they deem best in
conjunction with the other moneys raised by Mr Feck
i for the work. The committee has been endeavouring
to ob¥ain information as to these funds, their
amount y, who is the treasurer, where are the

e ”‘q‘\" “
ﬁ
|
’F‘
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‘ accounts, what money is on hand, where-depos:ited
and how invested, the sources of income which
can be relied upon, the names of the persons
- dependent upon the fund, what are the strateqgaic
points to be dealt with, what buildings are in
existence and what are needed, what programme 1s
there for work 1n the locality considered to be
the strategic points, what 1+ anything, has been
done on the lines of encouraging i1ndustries in
exchange for Eskimo work,%c. These enquiries were
followed by suggestions as to the method of
carrying on the work. Then there {followed
enquiries as to the articles needed, +eserve
stock, %c. There were some conterences, but no
distinct statement was made giving the intormation,
without which 1t was 1mpossible for the committee
to carry out the duty cast upon 1t. It became,
therefnre, 1mpossible for the commttee to advise
~  the disbursement of any portion of the $2500.00.
This, of course, was to be regretted, as the Board
ot Management and the committee have been most
anxious to endeavour to get the work fully organized
*and 1n.such a shape as that the best that carr be
done would be carried out for the 2100 Eskimo that
would be touched by this scheme.<®”

According to the Rishop of keewatin (whose diocese

s

was formed ou{ of that of Moosonee and, 11 ke Moosonee,
bordered the shores of Hudson’'s Bay) , the MSCC was too

heavily 1nvolved 1n white work 1n Canada and in foreign

missions 1n China and Japan to put much emphasis on their

domestic  mi1ssions. He wrote to the CMS\tD this effect, ’
<o

adding:

. &
It 15 the bounden duty of the church 1n Canada
to look aftter her own Missions first..l.and 1t should
have been done from the very formation of the
MSCE. I1f these missions have to be abandoned or
handed over to the Church of Rome, then let the
whole church 1n Canada face the responsibility, and
not try to put the blame on any one else.

N

He doubted that there were 1nsufficient funds but 16, 1n

\

/

-~ fact, that were the case, "“then let them [ the MSCC]

- curtail their white work i1n Canada and thear 4Drexq’-work

-

incsChina and Japan, untal they have done their duty to

JON
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on this maﬁter...."“
In Canada controvdrsies were developing, as well,
over the management of Indian schbols in CMS—assi1sted
dioceses. The MSCEC, 1t seems, could neithegy replace the
funds of the decreasiﬁg CMS grants nor could they supply
\uthe needed oversight of several scattered missions 1n
nine dioceses. o
Whether 1t was the result of letters such as that of
the Bishop of keewatin, Tntuiltinn or pure chance, the CMS
learned an 1917 what was happening-—and not .happening-—in

the:ir Canadian missions. Early i1n 1714 they re-opened

with the MSCC the subgect of their grant reductions and
' .

that Society’'s responsibility for domestic missions. .

Time was short: the block grants from the CMS were to

cease on January 1, 1914,

fhe Minute of the Farent Committee which met on o
- N

January 16, 1914 sets out tﬁe facts as the CMS gaw them.

(The M)Qute 15 quoted 1n full 1n Appendix A.) In brief,

1n this minute the CMS admitted that they "may have paid,
L
albeit unintentionally, too little attention to the needs

and difficulties ... of the Canadian Church..." They saw
that the Indian and Eskimo work "was rapidly passing away

from the footing on which it was placed by the SDcfefy."
~

However, while they were prepared to adjust the grants,
N

they wanted assurance from the MSCC that 'a scheme would

be effected "which promses timely & permanent provision

<&

@

for the remaining work."<«® 17_

IEs
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_Accompanying letter was even more speci41c:

tr 2

Both the Societies negotiated slowly and cautiouslyg

of course, with the oq&break of war in Auguét 1914 one

b -

cannot expect that the missions ta Canada’'s native

peoples would receive i1mmediate and und]v{aed atten?lon.

Communications were SIPN, and at least one 1mportant

letter from the CMS5 to the MSCC was lost. 1hat letter

Camadian Chirch from 1914 to IQ?O.BDDYﬁgIVP, provided
- \

7

"that, 1¥ the Diocesan authprf{;es and the Board ot the

M.5.C.C. can defin ly Ghdertake the marfagement ot and

reapnﬁiig}&ff;/:;r the word 1n the ftutwuwre...."7¢ The
/ )

c..YO0ou wi1ll see that owr Commttee s undertaking i1s
to do thear best to provide an additional grant of
£1000 a year for five years 1+ such an orgamsation
af you have sketched can be brought 1nteo being to
receive and administer these grante 1n co-operation
with the Diocesan authorities. Though nothing very
‘strong to that effect 15 said 1n the Minute you
must please realise that the addition could

only be made'on such a condition, and with a
definite prospect ot the responsibilities being-

as quickly as possible taken over +rom the [L.M.S.
by the new organisation.”?

o

v

The' MSCC went to considerable lengfhs tb assure the
CMS that they were prepared ta .,assume this
responsibility, though they moved slowly--even by their
own admission. “

To cogclude, the slowness with which the deci1s)1on
of this very 1mportant question i1s being reached
must not be i1nterpreted as 1ndicati1ve ot want

of 1nterest or determination on the pdrt of the
Board of Management. The emphasis as a matter

of fact bears strongly 1nsthe opposite directiore
The C.M.5. and the’ Board of Management, 1 take 1t,
desire the same result, viz. the preservation and
development of the work among the aborigines of
Canada represented by the decades of serwvice

-
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and liberality of the agents- and supporters

of the C.M.5. That the tedious and arduous i1nvesti-
gation requi?ed to secure that end — which should
have been carried through during the farst
quingquennium after the adoption of the P.C. s
resolution of 19203 - has been deferred until the
last quinquennium before the complete withdrawal of
the C.M.5. is a matter of great regret, 1t cannot
now be avoided. I can only, for my part, repeat )
«..that the Board of Management, and the Canadian

Church at large, 1s actuated by a sincere desitre
and determination to settle this guestion upon a

basis which will enable the Canadian Church to

develop 1ts missionary plans with the consciousness
that no worthy cause within 1ts borders 1s suffering

from neglect, and permit the C.M.5. to withdraw
tinally, 1n the contidence that the fruitful and

.heroic work of 1ts mxséionaqles will be preserved

Yand developed. 7= o

During the "tedious and arduous 1nvest1gat16n" (in
1215), the CM5 was able to arrange The grants so that
they reverted to their 1910 level and were reduced by

A
ohe—f1fth annually for the remaining flive years.

" Moreover, the Society was able to give an extra}iS,OOO to

be spread over the five-year period.

With the War over 1n 19218, the situation 1n botn

e

countries seemed better than 1t had for someé time, and
the CMS5 and the MSCé;each had large fund:FBISIHQ‘pFDJ;CtS
in view. The MSLCC gave the serV1;es,pf two Canadian
bishops to speak at thé CM5 Thanko@#er1ng Fund
appeals—-—and was to receive EES,OOO towards 1ts own
Indran and Eskimo En;owment Fund.”= , The AA§11can Forward
Movement, the Canadian fund-raising appeal was
successful; in fact, there were surpluses. The CNS was
not so fortunate. The economy of Europe took longer to
recover from the effects of the War. Inflation rose
sharply, and tnFre were an unprecedented number of
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strikes that year. These and other factors seem to have

. made

it 1mpossible for CMS supporters to donate at their

pre-war level. Regardless, the MSCC i1nsisted on 1ts

promi sed £25,000. Gould, the Secrgtary, wrote to the

Society on March 1, 1920:

3

We at this end, are therefore, 1n this position:
we emphasised, as we thought on agreed grounds,
the fact that while the C.M.5. was about to
withdraw 1n accordance with 1ts.long-announced
decision, 1t had undertaken a final Bontribution
on behalf of the work 1n which 1t had been so
deeply 1nterested, and that 1n consfquence we
were jointly undertat ing, upgﬁ a basis ot aqgreed
proportions, the provision of the full amount
considered necessary as an® Endowment Fuand. These
facts we set out 1n ouwr lrterature and emphas)sed
very widely through sermons, addresses and other
public utterances. This announced partnership in
the eftfort had murh to do, T believe, 1n arounsing
the interest and exci1ting the generosity of
Canadian Church people.

In dependence upon these ronvictions, we have not
only made the announcements described, but 1n doiyng
s0 have tied our hands 1n a manner which now
prevents us from taking certain remedial action
which might otherwise have remained 1n owr power:
that 1s, have publrcly declared that the sum ot
£700,000 would be a sufficient amount to provide
through the A.F.M. appeal to ensure a total of
500,000 for the Indian and Eskamn Fund, at the samé
time we designated to other objkects any and all
contributions 1n excess of the total asked for an
the appeal. I4, therefore, we have now to announce
to the subscraibere to the Indran and Eskimo Fund,
that the statements made by us 1n printed and loral
forms were mistaken and that, the full amount
will not be made up, we shall [ {edr be subj)ect
to considerable criticism, followed by the
development ot some amount of $eeling which will not
be conducive to the welfare of the 1nterests we have
mutually at heart.,”4

Despite a serious deficait, the CMS kept 1ts promise,

- and the gi1ft of £?5,nun was duly paird and the hundred

Fa

-

vear

relationship with Canadian missions ended. "We

rejoice to think of the Church of Canada taking over the

©
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work, and not least that you should be allowing us to
take part in the future of the work by making this
contribution towards the endowment of the work."”=
Through all these negotigtions the Arctic Mission
;ontinued, flrst at Blacklead Island and later (1%09) at
L.ake Harbour. Fleming was critical of the way the MSCC
handled 1t; responsibility towards the Arctirc Mission.
He wrote to Sydney Gould, the Secretary ot the M5CC,
expressing 615 frustration: "w;11 the Church face the
problem™ 1 gathered up 1nformation of all kinds in
1912-15 and the Church has done nothing with the same.
I+ 1 gather up more now will 1t be used™ Does the Church
care”™ Are those 1n authority prepared to take a big view
of this difficult praoblem™"7%
We would contend that the Church (or at least the
CMS and the MSCC) did not care very greatly. It seems
conclusive from the extant material and from the actions
v

taken by the CMS5 and the MSCC that missions to the

Canadian Inuit were of low hrlorlty to these two

PR

saocieties.

We have seen that the CMS abruptly transterred the
Mission to the Canadian Church {(despite an earlier
.agree%ent to exclude this Mission from the withdrawal
scheme) as soon as costs exceeded what to the Society was
an acceptable level. They i1gnored for six years what was
taking place at their Canadian missions, :ncludxng the
Arctic Mission, regardless of information and complaints
from Canadian bishops and their own missionaries. During
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°thcvs.e same years, the MSCC did little of a constructive
nature for the Arctic Mission. They had grandiose
schemes (Blake's letters of 1910-+1911 mention starting
industries for the Inwt), but those schemes .did not
materialize. One suspects that a lack of Drcganxzatlcm
within the MS5CC contributed 1n some degree todthls aspect

of the problem. 1

Finances clearly were at the root ot the negligence

es

e ’
on the part of both societies. To aepcunt, this 1s

excusable. However, we bel 19\‘19 tgat the CMS5 was
irresponsible, regardless of 1ts 4;rwaricxal woes, 11 ats
negligence of Canadiran mssions 1n the yéar‘:—, 1mmeda atel y
prior to withdr awal. The MSLEC was littie hetter 1n ats
dlsorganxzatnx on and 1n a1ts 1nab1]1‘ty to fund the Arctig
Mission. Today many Canadi ans wonld agree with the
Bishop of keewatin's remarks 1n 1907 tHtat domestic
missions should take prioraty. In is day, that attitude
was not popular, or so he believed. Nevertheless, 1t 15
our opinion that the MSCC erred 1n not allocAating
Su{fx(:len';_” funds to operate the Arctic Mission 1n an

adequate fashion. Needs, not only spiritual, but also

. medical and educ?xonal, exi1sted among the Inuit 1n

northern Canada.
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"...Nothing in the world is harder than
to know when and how to speak..."?

In this i1nvestigation of the Inuit missions at
Baffin Island and 1n Labrador, we have&gitempted to do
several things: primarlly, we have traied to show that
tpe Jdnuit at both missions were 111 -—-served by the
societies which sponsored the ;15510n5. In the case of
Baftfi1n Island, thé sending soci1ety was the Church
M;;SJDnary Sorlety: parf:aﬁ{y SQCCEEdEd by the Missionary
Society of the Canadian ChurCL: 1in the case ot L abrador,
1t was the Missiron Board of the Moravian Chuwrch, the
SAC1E£§ for the Furthé%ance of the Gospel and the Eritish
Moravian Church., Although the i1nternal changes reflected
1N éhesg sSuCcCcess10ns undoubied]y caused confusion among
the admimistrators of the myssions, especially i1n the
case of the CHMS and the MSCC, this dne§ not seem to be
the chief canse of what we have Eallpdixnadéquate

|
service. Rather, this 1nadequate servﬂce stemmed from
the decision bhoth groups had made 1n the 188Bus and latér
to expand 3nto other parts of the world--to evangelize
the "teeming masses” of China, Japan and Africa---at the
expense of the already-established m15516n5 1in Canada and
‘Labr ador . Contrabuting to the decision, and to the poor
service, was a decrease 1n mission 1ncome expeJﬁenced by
both groups and their successors 1n the two mission
fields. In no way do we fault thé missionaries who
3

labhoured long and hard 1n these two bleak and

‘inhospitable fi1elds. Indeed, the actions of theair

!
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sending societies caused them fruétration, discouragement
q

|

\

{
Our second purpose 1n this investigation was to look

and disappeointment.

at the missi1onary activities i1n these two missions during
this forty—-year period which preceded the gajor change 1n
organization. We noted the methcbs in which the CMS

introduced the Christian message to the Inuit at Baffain

Island and loolked at the Wway the Moravians administered

) ~—
what were, 1n fact, not so much missions as parishes.

Exeept for climate and people, both Situations were gquite
dissimilar. For tﬁe Inuit at Baffin Island, these were
1in1ti1al contacts with missionaries land for the
missionaries the meésage of the Chraistian gospel had to
be taught to people to wHDm }t was brand new. - The
L abrador Inuit, DH the other hand, ad been exposed to
Christianity since 1771 and virtually all were at least
nominal Chrastians. The missionaries’ tésk was to
reinforce the teachings of their Chatrch and to encodrage
the Inuit to live (and die) according to those teachings.
As we have seen, this proved to be a|difficult task.

As =0 many aspects of these -two missions were

\ \
different, we have not attempted to make any direct

comparisons between the missions, theimissionar1es or the '

send;ng societies. We havg tried, however, to look
briefly at the two organizations so aL to understand
their background and the background of their
 M1SS10Naries. We believed, for i1nsta ce; that it was

useful to draw attention to the typical European Moravian
v -
!
|
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village and partxcglarly to its chuirihouses, in o‘der to
give a clearer plctLrﬁ of the kind of village the
missionaries envisaged 1n Labrador. This was unique to
the Moravian lifestyle, and i1t determined to a large
extent the religious méntallty of the missionaries who
had been raised in such a community. ‘

ue were able to compare somewhat better the
missionary training required by boih societies. Both had
institutions where the education and spiritual
development of arpotent1a] miss1onary was directed and
shaped. Both,’bE{ng deeply evangelical organizations,
chose th91r'cand;ﬁates from among men and women who wer e
strongly and spiritually motivated. The CMS5 1n 1ts
missionary preparation placed a greater emphasis on
theologlcaJ';ducatlon than the Moravian Church appears’to
have done, while the Moravian Church redu:red mor e
practical Fknowledge. Yet i1n the Arctic Mission, the CHMS
missionary staff were all chosen from among the more
pr;ctlcally trained group of candidates whom the Society
sent to 1ts less cavilized mission f1elds.® Hence, the

2

Anglican mlsélonarles in the Arctac and the Morav:aq
missionaries 1n Labrador had much 1n comson. fo sai1l a
boat or to erect a prefabricated church was not the
problem 1t might have been. Ordination to mln:;try n
their respective churches followed atter a number of .
years’' service 1n the mission field.® The missionaries

of both organizations underwent a commissioning to

service abroad i1n the name of Christ. We commented 1n




\ N\

passing that the nature of the missionary trainming which

<

both groups of m1ssionar1eé underwent, combinea with’

" their evangelicdal spirituality, undbubtedly shaped the
direction of their missionary dutreach. We see na reason
to question the effects of their interpretatién of the
Chraistian Gospel on the Inuit.

Attention has been drawn in this i1nvestigation, as
well; to the methods of financing which both
organlzatgons emplovyed, as we believe that money-—or_ the
lack thereof-—was an i1mportant part of the serious
problems which plagued both missions from the 1880s to
the 1920s. In the case of both groups, the largest
segment of their 1ncome came from voluntary donors——in
other words, ﬂElthfF organization was supported by
government nor church. Ferhaps the situation of the
Moravians ought to be explained in this connection.
While they ctould look to their entire membBership for
donations (unlike tﬁe CMS who could look for suppart only
from "evangelical" Angllcans); they did not receive
missionary funds 4rom.the;r Church. (The MSCC, the
missiocnary society of the Church of England i1n Canada,
could and did expect missionary funds from the Church 1in

the form of diocesan apportionments.) Roth societies

\
AY

experienced severe deficits during this forty—-vyear
periaod. Contemporaries suggested that the mission fields
were expanding faster than funds were being received. We
have suggested that one or two turns of events may also

[y

have contributed. Interest 1n missionary causes 1n the
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‘ . form of donatidns may have begun to wane or at least to

lose pace with thenlével‘of expansionf.or the

o
. . proliferation of missionary societies in the late

n1ne£eenth century may have reduced the'gmounts given to
the older societies. Mq;avxans, we should point out, 1n

— S

Britain at least:.were supported by other than just the

members of their own Church. Added to this were economic
factors 1n Great , Britain and continental Euer; beftore
and after the War which diminished the affluence of the
so—-called middle clase (or classes), the great supporters
of Frotestant missirons.

This brings us back to our original point: that the
e

missions were i1ll-served or at least i1nadeguately served

by the sponsdrlng soci1eties.

Nei1ther society, so far as we can determine from the

information ava:fable, questionéd 1ts decision to

. de—emphasize 1ts northern missions. The CMS withdrew;
. é’ &
the Moravians merely 1nstituted economies and finally’

withdrew the jrade side of the Mission whxch, trom the

®

Inuit point of view, may.well have been thé more

»

,1hp0rtant aspect of the whole Mission. Nerther society
expressed any real concern ﬁhbllc]y for the lack of

development or even continuaty (1n the cgfe of the CHMS)

. i
which would have to be suffered by the people at these

missions as a result of these decisions. We may be
-~ unfair to many of the i1ndividuals who participated 1n the

decision—making process and who may have expressed
o ohy - s
AN - 4

- ’ o »

- concerns of thies or another nature, but the fact remains

+

- 149 : .




a
P

ToTheTT T T TR SNy T

gy —

v vy

g _ v 9

>

[&3
- .

3
-+ that publicly the decisions were made to decrease the

. amounts spent i1n North—-West Canada for the CMS and 1in

¥

’Labrador for the Moravians. Thg Indrans of Nnéth America

(whaich f@r the CMS i1ncluded the Inuit) were a dying race

<
. as were the Inuit in Labrador.” S

Essenthgbiy our quarrel with the CMS lies in thear

allowing Feck and his colleagues, FParker, Sampson, Bilby

and Greenshield, to 1nitirate the mission on Baffin Island

and then to thwarg them whenever and however they

~

X attempted to expand. No ship could be bought or ‘\

v

chartéred, and when the latter became necessary, ghe

mission had to.close. The CMS5 refused to 1ncrease the
mission staff to ensure that there were alwavs two men at
the mission. Other than cost, there does not seam to be

ary valid reason for the CMS 1n 1207 to have transterred
\
’ the responsibility for the mission to the Canadian

Church. The negligence of the 'mission-—and of all Ahe
‘ ,XIndlan missions 1n Canada by their own admission®——untal
115 15 deplorable, and we can make no excuses for 1it.
Had the War not i1ntervened, éhe Sorciety might have been

able to etfect some changes and to have%brought th%;«

- -7

. i :
missions Back to their original footing.* This, however,

15 pure speculation. ¢ -

They believed that the time was right to witgsaEr
b

fram North-West éangda: the "euthanasia'" of a mission

was part of their native thurch philosophy.” This as
part of a queétﬁon of far greater proportions than we
*

would attempt to address. Th%HEMS may havé been cprrect:

Ry

»
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but their. method in Canada of effecting withdrawal was

not the best suited to the circumstances which prevailed

"at the time. It was certainly not dood for the Inmt

missions which, short years hefore, the Society was

~ t
5

enthu5£§5t1cally promoting.

It 15 less easy for this wr{ﬁer to be guite sO6O
condemnatory ,of the Moravian mission 1n
Labrador-—-although as we have seen, 1&6 critics
abound®--because 1t 15 our opinion that éhe total efforts
of the missionary enterprise in Labrador from 1771
onwards outweigh the manv errors 1n management and
+inancing which undoubted{y cccurred.  We are not:
qualified to make any comments on the social or cultural
aspects of Fhe Moravian—Inmnt relationships. Clearly
Inuit .wonlture %nd‘FEIIQan were displared by those of
Euroﬁeéns. Traditional hunting and fishing patterns were
altered to meet phé S5F6G's martetsy although 1t seems that
under the Hudson's RBay Company some of these were
resumed. }t 15 doubtful that the Mission can be held
respDn51bfe for the economic difficulties of northern
Labrador then or now.

Qur quarre; withh this organizatron——-be 1t the
Moravian Church, the SFG or the E;atish Moravian
Church——was 1ts decision to decreasé 1its spending 1n

-~

Labrador at a time when a not too substantial financial .

outlay would have improved life--literally-—-at th¢=_»."'#w'ﬂa

Missian. Clearly their income for missions was

limited-—one c?nnot dispute that--but we question why the

LT

/4 .
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needs of existing missions were sacrificed to the needs

L)
N Pl

of new and yet non—-existent missions. Not until the

Mission was forced by the presence in Labrador of Wilfred

i
Grenfell did they undertake to provide qualified medical
assis{ange at thexr Mission. Yet the population had been
decgea51ng tor several decades due to epidemics and a

high rate ot fant mortality. Only when bBrentell

brought to theif attention the connection between

housing, bygiena and disease did they make any effort to

}

educate and assist the Inuwat towards i1mproving their
housing and methods of waste disposal. Judging by the
estant correspondence ‘‘some of which we cited), the

Mission Roard and the 5FG needed the cr1t1c1sm\of "the
stranger at their gates"® before i1nitiating neeééd
improvements.

We are also of the opainion that the schD?}S which
the missionaries aperated were deprived of needed funds.
These were the only schools fn northern Labrador at the

time. For Br. Perrett to have to appeal to the readers

of Periodical Accounts for te&t books 1n 1209%° or for

Br.- Ritter to hay€ to assure the Mission Board that the
new school in PMakbkovik would not cost them anything®? ais
regrettable. As we commegted, education was about the
last area in which the Mission couiq b? innovatives; ye;
1t was hampered by 1n5u4{iciEAt funds. |
The provision of poor rellgf was a contentious-
issue—-—as is any social assistance programme. Whether

the Mission,.was as open—-handed as 1t should have been (or

152
gy -




as the missionaries might have wished), 1s hard to
Al

détérmrne.‘ Their own records indicate that few people
died of starvation 1n the Mission villages although they
admit to many seasons of severe privation. Thexir
philosopby, to which we alluded, was not to encouraqge
1dleness. One notes a slight softening of this attitude
by the 1920§f in parthculgr we would refer to the
comments of the missionaries after the decision to
disallpw any further credit at the mssion stores:
“...but our people'were assured that the Mission would

see that no onhe starved: help would be given where

needed. "*=" "\
Ny

All 1n all, we believe, from ow observation of
these two small hogthern missions, that the CMS5 and the
Moravian Church erred 1n their missionary policies 1©h
Canada vis-a-vis the Inuit. By withholding needed
financial support at an 1hportapt time 1n the life of the
mission, they blocked t;é development of the missions 1n

Baffin Island and in Labrador in the spiritual sphere as

well as 1n the medical and educational spheres.

\
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CHAPTER SIX - CONCLUSION
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yvears experience and further theological reading.
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CMS Froceedaings, 1880-81, p. 189. Also, cf. Bishop
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Grenfell i1n the early twentieth century and many
anthropologists of the latter part of this

century-—Richling and Scheffel to name but two.
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MINUTE OF THE CMB PARENT CDMMITﬂEE DATED
JANUARY 16, 19141

That 1n view of the Report greseﬁted by their
Del egation to the Far East who visited Canada on their
journey, and after the opportunmity of consultation with
several of thg Bishops and others specifically concerned,
the Committeelare Ied to i1nvite the sympathetic attention
of the auvthorities of the several dioceses 1n Canada
wherein formeriy CaM.5. work is si1tuated, and the attention
of the Board of the M.5.C.C. to the present position and
“prnspec s of the worbk among Indians and Esbimos.

The Commi ttee have been led to feel that in the
course pursued by them i1n 1207 1n laying down lines for
the gradual withdrawal of C.M. 5. supplies, and C.M.5.
marnagement of the Missions which they then had i1n hand,
they'may have paild, albeit vnintentionally, too little
attention to the needs and difficulties that would come
upon, the Canad:ian Church, with 1ts Diocesan and
Missionary agencies and problems. s

For that or some other reason 1t seems to them that
the work among Indians and Eskimos 1s rapidly passing
away from the footing on whaich 1t wds placed by the
Society, and that i1in many respects the necessary plans
and provision for 1ts prosecution in the future, are
complete and adeguate 1n but few districts, and the
burden entailed upen the Diocesan authorities are very
difficult to sustain.

This 1s the situation to whigh the Committee now
desire 1n a brotherly spirit to akk the concentrated
attention of the leaders of missionary interest 1n the
Canadian Church. They would feel deeply &rateful 1+
before the help of the C.M.5. ceases altogether, some
plan or plans likely to command the i1nterest and
practical support of the dioceses and the M.5.C.C. can be
devised, and so the Commttee of the C.M.S. may be able
to feel that they have not merely [S&d down a
responsibirlaty witﬁaut any confidence that other and more
competent hands have taken 1t up with good will and with
good hope of success.

-~
-

Since the Committee are asking for a new
consideration of the paosition i1n Canada and British
Columbia they feel in duty bound for their part, to
assure the brgthren to whom they appeal that they are
willing to give very careful consideration to any
suggestions their Canadian friends would wish to make as
to readjustment of the reducing grants of the C.M.5. and
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their conditions, providing that such re-adjustments are
part of some scheme whicq promises timely and permanent
provision for the remaining Wwork, and provided that no
reversal is proposed of the position that they have
taken, a position 1n which they feel sure they would have
the concurrence of the leaders of the Canadian Church -
that 1t 1s nb longer desirable for the Society as such,
to be carrying on missions managed from England in the
dioceses of the Church of Canada.

That, pending the consideration of some plans for
the future, the Committee felt they would be rlght to
give some additional help to tfe dioceses now FECEIVlng
grants, and they will be prepared D.V., on hearing that
some scheme will be taken into donsideration in Canada,
to make for the year 1915, addltlonal grants, say, on a
.scale equivalent to the reduction that would take effect
. 1n that year according to existing undertakings.

-
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