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10. VAN DIEMEN’S LAND 

The Eliza was reported as arriving in Hobart by the Hobart Town Advertiser on 29 May 1831 a trip 
covering some 112 days. Samuel accompanied by the 8 labourers from the Heytesbury area he was 
sentenced with on 7th January was about to start his new life. 

On arrival the prisoners were kept on board until their details were taken and they and the ship had been 
cleared by the port health officer. At Hobart this might take two or three days but at Port Jackson it could 
take a week or more. Only then were they taken ashore and assigned for service with the colonial 
government or private employers. 

 

 

Eliza Ship Record Page 1 
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The details taken of the prisoners on the Eliza have been helpful in us discovering a little about Samuel. 
For some time we believed Samuel was illiterate because he did not sign his name on his marriage 
record. However, the record from the Eliza indicates that he might have been able to read but not write. 
There is a column headed “Read/Write” and there are three different entries made in this column: 

Both    indicating the convict could read or write  
 R/N indicating the convict could read but not write 
N          indicating the convict could neither read nor write 
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In Samuel’s case the R/N entry was made. This interpretation has also been made by others.
1
 

DESCRIPTION OF SAMUEL HARFORD 

The record below is the official description of Samuel. Interpreting this record Samuel was described as 
being 5 feet 0 inches without shoes, of brown complexion, a head of medium size with brown hair, no 
whiskers, visage medium, perpendicular forehead, brown eyebrows, blue eyes, small nose, medium width 
mouth, small chin and a short neck.  

 

ASSIGNMENT
2
 

The assignment system that operated at the time had the advantage of providing the prisoner with 
immediate productive employment, though he might be exposed to the whims of an unsympathetic 
master, who was empowered to send him before a magistrate at the slightest hint of misconduct or 
insubordination. Punishments were frequent and often savage. Even for comparatively slight offences 
men might be sentenced to 25 or 50 lashes, while more serious offenders were put to work on chain-
gangs on roads. 

Of the 224 men who arrived on the Eliza, thirty had been retained for service as craftsmen with various 
government departments, twenty five had been sent to Launceston to work at the various depots of the 
Van Diemen’s Land Company, three had gone to Norfolk Plains for work with the Van Diemen’s land 
Establishment and the rest were being assigned to farmers, landowners, and other private employers. At 
least two of Samuel’s Heytesbury colleagues were among the twenty five  who were assigned to the Van 
Diemen’s Land Company. Samuel record shows he was a Ploughman and that he could plough, reap 
and milk.  Initially Samuel was assigned to Mr. Thomas Bonney a farmer at Tea Tree Brush about 25 
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kilometres north of Hobart between Brighton and Richmond. In letters to the newspape
3
r Bonney referred 

to the name of the place as Brandon Hall. Later there were two advertisements to let the property the first 
in 1836, and the other in 1845 which gave descriptions of the property..  

 

Above To Let Advertisement The Hobart Town Courier 15 July 1836 

Below To Let Advertisement The Colonial Times 9 September 1845 
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Samuel stayed with Thomas Bonney for the minimum period of one year after which he was assigned to 
Mr. Thomson. He was again assigned to Mr. Thomson in 1833. 

 

Assignment to Mr Bonney 1831
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Assignment to Mr. Thomson end of 1832
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Assignment to Mr. Thomson end 1833
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The map below indicates possible locations of the farms Samuel worked with notes supplied by the 
researcher who assisted. The arrow at the top right points to Thomas Bonney’s (Boney) farm at Tea Tree 
Brush.  
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CONDUCT 

Samuel’s Conduct Record for his time in Van Diemen’s Land shows two offences. The first was on 5 
August 1833 when he was in the service of Mr. Thom(p)son. His offence was “General neglect of duty 
and using improper language with respect to his Master.” He appeared before the Assistant Police 
Magistrate who “admonished” him. The record also has the comment that “the offence appeared very 
trivial.”  

The second offence was on 12 January 1835 (by which date Samuel had received his Ticket of Leave) 
when he was “found in a Public Ho’(use) yesterday Sunday”. He again appeared before the Assistant 
Police Magistrate, who reprimanded him. In neither of these cases would he have been hurt very much. 

TICKET OF LEAVE 

On 18
th
 April 1834 The Hobart Town Gazette published the notice indicating that Samuel had been 

granted a Ticket of Leave “for his praiseworthy conduct in rescuing a child from drowning, who had fallen 
into a quarry hole behind the Old Penitentiary.” This virtually gave Samuel his freedom after a little less 
than three years in Van Diemen’s Land. With his Ticket of Leave he was now able to own property and 
work for wages anywhere in the Colony provided he obtained the appropriate permission  
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    Hobart Town Gazette 18 April 1834 p276 

PARDONS 

In England there had been a campaign to secure amnesty for the Swing rioters even as they were still in 
the Hulks. Henry Hunt moved a motion in the House of Commons for “a general pardon and amnesty to 
those unfortunate agricultural and other labourers who had been tried and convicted at the late special 
commissions.” However, he received little support with only one other member coming out in favour of the 
motion. The major speaker against the motion was none other than John Benett who or course was a 
victim at the “Battle of PytHouse.” 

In the next three years opinion changed and in June 1834 Governor Arthur was directed to release John 
Boyes, a Hampshire farmer. He was the first of the Swing rioters to receive a free pardon. The next step 
was taken a year later in August 1835 when Lord John Russell, who had succeeded Lord Melbourne at 
the Home Office, announced that 264 machine breakers were to be pardoned. They included 236 men 
who had been sent to Van Diemen’s Land aboard the Eliza and the Proteus (four of whom were already 
dead) that is all those who were sent to the island for seven years except ten who were serving current 
sentences. A second batch of pardons was issued in October 1836 and taking effect in New South Wales 
from 1 January 1837.   

The Hobart Town Gazette of 5 February 1836 published the names of the Eliza and Proteus men who 
were to receive pardons. The Notice also contained the following: 

“The individual’s in whose favour the pardons have been granted, will therefore apply at the Master’s 
Office Hobart Town or to that of a Police magistrate in the interior, in order that the instruments of Pardon 
may be forthwith issued, as each person until possessed of such document, is liable to be treated as a 
prisoner of the Crown.” 

Van Diemen’s Land was still a Penal Colony and to leave one had to prove that they had arrived free or 
had obtained a Pardon. Without applying for a Pardon the convict was unable to leave the colony or 
return home to England. There were many convicts who did not bother to collect their pardons   because 
in essence all they served to show was that he had been a convict.  
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There was a further list published on 6 May 1836. This included the names of Samuel and five of his 
Wiltshire colleagues. William Bartlett, Joseph Beminster and William Munday had collected their pardons 
and presumably returned to England 

There was further list published on 23
rd

 August 1837 which showed many Eliza men’s names and who 
had been also on the 1836 list. Samuel’s name was not on the list indicating that he had applied for and 
received his pardon. Of his eight colleagues who went with him to the York three had not bothered to 
apply. They were, James House, Henry Potticary and William Smith.  

However, even if they had applied and received their pardon it did not mean that they had returned to 
England. To return home was a costly business and free passages were not provided. While Samuel 
would have received wages from April 1834, when he gained his Ticket of Leave until he left the colony 
some time between May 1836 and August 1837, he would have saved a small amount of money. 

 We have been unable to locate any records of his name on and outgoing passenger list from Hobart or 
Launceston to Australian or other ports. In this case there is a possibility that he would have worked his 
passage back to England, possibly calling at Victoria and/or South Australia on the way. This could well 
have stimulated him to later on migrate with his family. 
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                      Hobart Town Gazette 5 February 1836 

 

 


