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Bench of Magistrates, Minutes of Proceedings Feb 1788 – Jan 1792, State Records
N.S.W., SZ765
Murder of a Native Boy
Bench of Magistrates
Collins J.A., 17 October 1794
[375] Examination of the persons supposed to have murdered a Native Boy at the
Hawkesbury, and the Evidence against them.
ALEXANDER WILSON says that Robert Forrester informed him that he had shot
a native Boy, and that he was induced to it from motives of humanity. The Boy
having been previously thrown into the River by the neighbouring settlers, with his
hands so tied, that it was impossible he could swim to the opposite side.
ROBERT FORRESTER says that a large party of natives having appeared at the
back of his Farm he alarmed his neighbours and went out to observe them. That in the
road to the natives they met a Native Boy who they supposed was coming in for the
purpose of discovering what arms they had. That they made him a prisoner; tied his
hands behind his back [376] and delivered him to MICHAEL DOYLE to take to his
[?].
That he was soon after alarmed by a cry from Doyles that the boy was escaped and
had jumped into the River. That he and TWYFIELD immediately ran to the river and
saw the boy swimming. That he then was prevailed on to shoot the boy by the
importunities and testacies of all around. That the boy should get back to the natives
and induce them to an attack by discovering there was no more than one musket in the
whole neighbourhood. That the boy was not ill treated with his knowledge in any
other manner than he was declared, and that the declaration of Wilson as far as it
varies from this is false.
ROGER TWYFIELD corroborates the foregoing.
Parramatta and .. [378] Murder of a Native Boy, 1794[?] 17 Oct
Respecting the Murder Of a Native Boy
Source: Historical Records of N.S.W., Vol. 2
[329] From the Hawkesbury were received accounts which corroborated the opinion
that the settlers there merited the attacks which were from time to time made upon
them by the natives. It was now said that some of them had seized a native boy, and,
after tying him hand and foot, had dragged him several times through a fire, or over a
place covered with hot ashes, until his back was dreadfully scorched, and in that state
threw him into the river, where they shot at and killed him. Such a report could not be
heard without being followed by the closest examination, when it appeared that a boy
had actually been shot when in the water, from a conviction of his having been
detached as a spy upon the settlers from a large body of natives, and that he was
returning to them with an account of their weakness, there being only one musket to
be found among several farms. No [330] person appearing to contradict this account,
it was admitted as a truth; but many still considered it as a tale invented to cover the
true circumstance, that a boy had been cruelly and wantonly murdered by them.
The presence of some person with authority was becoming absolutely necessary
among those settlers, who, finding themselves freed from bondage, instantly
conceived that they were above all restrictions; and, being without internal
regulations, irregularities of the worst kind might be expected to happen.
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