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A colonial trans-Pacific partnership: William Smith Clark, David
Pearce Penhallow and Japanese settler colonialism in
Hokkaido
John L. Hennessey

Hugo Valentin Centre, Uppsala University, Uppsala, Sweden

ABSTRACT
Immediately following the Meiji Restoration of 1868, the new,
Western-oriented Japanese government decided to make the
colonization of the adjacent northern island of Hokkaido a
showcase of and economic engine for Japanese modernity. In so
doing, Japanese leaders consciously modeled Japanese settler
colonialism there on American models, particularly in the
treatment of the indigenous Ainu. As part of this project, a large
number of American advisors were hired, including three
American professors from Massachusetts Agricultural College who
were to found a similar institution in Sapporo. Although the story
of these professors is well-known in Japan, their connections to
Japanese settler colonialism have never been properly
investigated. I argue that these professors, most importantly
William Smith Clark and David Pearce Penhallow, served as
important conduits of colonial knowledge, spreading both
American technologies of settler colonialism to Japan and a
positive image of Japanese imperialism in the United States after
their return. Most significantly, they spread new, ‘scientific’
understandings of the Ainu that conformed to classic Western
colonial tropes and contributed to their systematic dispossession.
In these ways, these American ‘brokers of imperialism’ worked in
tandem with their Japanese employers to both physically and
discursively reform Hokkaido into an American-style ‘frontier’.
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It is a captivating story, and one that is already well-known to most Japanese. In the mid-
1870s, less than a decade after the Meiji Restoration of 1868, the Japanese government
hired three American professors from Massachusetts Agricultural College (MAC, present-
day University of Massachusetts, Amherst), William Smith Clark, William Wheeler and
David Pearce Penhallow, to establish a comparable institution in Hokkaido on Japan’s
newly ‘opened’ northern frontier. Bringing with them a zeal for education, a New
England enterprising spirit and pioneering values, the three men, who jokingly referred
to themselves as ‘the Triumvirate’, succeeded against great odds in establishing an elite
school that produced a surprising number of famous scholars, most notably Nitobe
Inazō and Uchimura Kanzō. Clark’s legendary parting words to his students, ‘Boys, be

© 2019 The Author(s). Published by Informa UK Limited, trading as Taylor & Francis Group
This is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial-NoDerivatives License
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/), which permits non-commercial re-use, distribution, and reproduction in any
medium, provided the original work is properly cited, and is not altered, transformed, or built upon in any way.

CONTACT John L. Hennessey john.hennessey@valentin.uu.se

SETTLER COLONIAL STUDIES
2020, VOL. 10, NO. 1, 54–73
https://doi.org/10.1080/2201473X.2019.1627697

http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1080/2201473X.2019.1627697&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2020-02-17
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4041-6150
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/
mailto:john.hennessey@valentin.uu.se
http://www.tandfonline.com


ambitious!’ have become an unofficial slogan for Hokkaido and are emblazoned on a
major monument to the educator in Sapporo.

Like so many accounts of Hokkaido’s ‘development’ during the Meiji period (1868–
1912), however, this story is distorted by a pioneer romanticism, obscuring the brutal
history of Japanese settler colonialism that transformed the island and dispossessed its
original inhabitants, the Ainu. Questioning the pre-Meiji ‘Japaneseness’ of Hokkaido or
referring to the island as a colony remains controversial, but recent scholarship, particu-
larly by Michele Mason and Danika Medak-Saltzman, has revealed that such revisionist
interpretations are well-grounded in the historical record.1 The evidence is overwhelming
that from immediately after the Restoration, the Japanese government devoted enormous
resources to systematically transforming the island into a settler colony consciously
modeled on the American West. Numerous American advisors, including the three pro-
fessors who founded Sapporo Agricultural College (SAC, present-day Hokkaido University),
were hired by the Kaitakushi, the government agency responsible for Hokkaido’s trans-
formation into a Japanese island, translated in period documents as the ‘Colonial
Office’. While several historians have illuminated the role of Horace Capron, former US
Commissioner of Agriculture and Indian Agent, in transmitting American technologies
of settler colonialism such as Indian policy and land legislation,2 the SAC ‘Triumvirate’
has been almost entirely neglected from a critical, postcolonial perspective. Despite
numerous biographies and even monuments, Clark, and his less-famous associates
Wheeler and Penhallow, have almost exclusively been uncritically venerated in existing
scholarly literature.3

This article will reread the published and private writings of two of these individuals,
Clark and Penhallow, from a critical, postcolonial perspective, examining the role that
they played in Japanese settler colonialism. It will demonstrate that like many hired
foreigners in Meiji Japan, Clark and Penhallow served as what I call ‘brokers of imperialism’,
or individuals who facilitated the inter-imperial transfer of colonial knowledge in much the
same way that Jun Uchida has shown that Japanese settlers in Korea served as intra-imper-
ial ‘brokers of empire’.4 I argue that the American professors contributed to Japan’s colo-
nial expansionism in at least three ways: by helping the Kaitakushi physically transform
Hokkaido into a Japanese colony, by spreading a colonial worldview according to which
the Ainu were portrayed as a primitive, dying race similar to Native Americans, and by
acting as propagandists for Japanese expansionism after their return. I believe that it is
important to highlight all of these ways that Clark and Penhallow furthered Japanese colo-
nial expansion, even though the second will receive the most attention below since it has
the richest surviving archival material.

The men and their archives

By all accounts, botanist William Smith Clark (1826–1886) was an exceptionally charismatic
figure with a colorful, adventure-filled life of which SAC formed only one brief episode,
albeit one which he would call ‘the most interesting and important of my life.… a constant
series of joyous and fruitful days’.5 As an energetic and dedicated educator who had
already served as the founding president of an agricultural college (MAC), Clark was an
ideal candidate for creating such an institution in Sapporo. His zeal for the relatively
new field of scientific agriculture was also a perfect fit for Japanese leaders who hoped
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to transform Hokkaido’s (for them) dissimilar landscape to suit the needs and tastes of
Japanese farmers. As Christopher Frey has pointed out, the Morrill Act that financed a
string of land-grant agricultural colleges in the United States was one of several pieces
of legislation underpinning American settler colonialism that was emulated by the Japa-
nese in Hokkaido, with others including the Homestead Acts and key aspects of United
States Indian Policy.6 SAC was intended to serve several interrelated goals: to house a
research institute that would investigate how to exploit Hokkaido’s natural resources
most effectively, to spread agricultural best practices and seed varieties to new Japanese
settlers and to train the next generation of colonial administrators and scientists to govern
Hokkaido and other Japanese colonies. Clark and his associates worked assiduously
towards all three goals, playing a significant role in the ultimate success of Japanese
settler colonialism in Hokkaido.

William Smith Clark. Special Collections and University Archives, W.E.B. DuBois Library, Uni-
versity of Massachusetts, Amherst.

The two junior colleagues Clark nominated, both early graduates of MAC, were also
well-suited to their jobs. William Wheeler (1851–1932), reportedly something of a
prodigy, had already begun a successful career in civil engineering when asked by Clark
to accompany him to Hokkaido. He would both advise the Kaitakushi on major infrastruc-
ture projects and teach ‘Engineering, Mechanics, Mathematics, and the English Language’
at SAC.7 David Pearce Penhallow (1854–1910) had followed in Clark’s footsteps to become
a botanist with a strong interest in scientific agriculture. He taught ‘Chemistry, Botany,
Agriculture & Mathematics and the English language’8 and conducted numerous exper-
iments at the behest of the Kaitakushi into Hokkaido’s possible cash crops and valuable
minerals. After his return, he went on to lead a high-powered academic career at McGill
University. Though by far the most famous of the three, Clark stayed in Sapporo for the
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shortest time, leaving after less than a year. Wheeler succeeded him as president of the
college after his departure and was briefly succeeded by Penhallow after his return to Mas-
sachusetts several years later. All three left a lasting imprint on the college and its students.

For an energetic academic of his stature, Clark left a surprisingly small paper trail behind
him, with teaching and administrative duties apparently leaving little time for writing after
he became president of MAC. The primary sources examined here include his letters from
Japan to his family, his correspondence with two of his former students upon his return to
Massachusetts, the First Annual Report of Sapporo Agricultural College he authored at the
end of his tenure there, an inventory of objects he collected and brought back from
Japan, and summaries of speeches about Japan that he gave in Massachusetts reported
by the Amherst Record, a local newspaper. Penhallow’s official correspondence from his
time at SAC, mostly with officials from the Kaitakushi, is preserved in the Hokkaido Univer-
sity archives and copied in the archives of the University of Massachusetts, Amherst.9

Although his personal correspondence, if it still exists, has not been made available in a
public archive, he was by far the most prolific writer of the three, authoring dozens of aca-
demic articles, many of which concerned Hokkaido or other aspects of Japan. Together,
these sources are a rich trove of information on the official duties, scholarly opinions
and, at times, personal views of these individuals, providing ample evidence regarding
their role in Japan’s first modern colonial venture.

Remaking the land

Like many colonies during the age of the New Imperialism of the second half of the long
nineteenth century, the drive to assert control over Hokkaido stemmed in large part from
strategic concerns. Japanese leaders were preoccupied with securing their country’s
northern frontier against Russia, which had for some time been rapidly expanding east-
ward. To this end, Hokkaido was to be made an integral part of Japan and heavily
settled by Japanese farmers. Its very name is a neologism from the late 1860s, coined
to sound more Japanese than its previous Japanese name, Ezo-ga-shima (‘Barbarian
Island’) or simply Ezo. The intense Japanization campaign conducted by the Meiji govern-
ment has obscured the fact that far from always having been one of Japan’s ‘main islands’,
Hokkaido had long been the homeland of the Ainu, with Japanese settlements only on its
southern tip and other limited coastal areas. The United States, with its well-known
ongoing settler colonial conquest and wholesale incorporation of Native American
lands, was a logical model for Japanese leaders, who had been impressed by what they
saw during overseas tours. Hokkaido’s colder climate and other geographical features dis-
tinguished it sharply from Japan’s historical main islands of Honshū, Kyūshū and Shikoku,
however, providing an obstacle to the Meiji government’s ambitious plans. In particular, its
inability to support rice agriculture made it an unfamiliar and unattractive destination for
most Japanese. Scientific agriculture and research in other disciplines like minerology was
therefore deemed necessary to find ways to make Hokkaido profitable and attract perma-
nent settlers.

Belonging to an age when single scientists could be far more multidisciplinary than
today, the ‘Triumvirate’ conducted wide-ranging surveys and experiments that lay the
ground for physically transforming Hokkaido into an agricultural settler colony more
suited to Japanese sensibilities. All three led expeditions into the interior of the island,
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surveying the land, charting coal and other mineral deposits and collecting plant speci-
mens, often bringing along their favorite students. WilliamWheeler was particularly signifi-
cant in the expansion of colonial infrastructure projects in Hokkaido, surveying routes for
roads and railways and providing the Kaitakushi with expert advice on their construction.
Far from being blind to their colonial implications, he in one publication referred to rail-
roads as ‘the true pioneers of colonization – the chief instrumentality in opening up
vast territories in western America, South America, India, and Australia’.10 These new
lines of communication greatly aided resource extraction and Japanese settlement in
the interior of Hokkaido, leaving the Ainu, who had already been displaced from coastal
areas, with even less space to escape Japanese encroachment.11

Mainly in his capacity as a chemist, the Kaitakushi also took full advantage of Penhallow’s
presence to research a wide range of potential cash crops and other natural products from
Hokkaido. Among the most successful of these were the experiments that Penhallow con-
ducted on coal, which would become one of the island’s most important exports, and the
products of Sapporo’s fledgling beer brewery (Sapporo is still one of Japan’s leading beer
brands). Many other experiments produced less favorable results, such as an attempt to
raise sugar beets that produced low quality plants. At times, Penhallow was scarcely able
to hide his contempt at the products he was commissioned to examine, such as suspected
silver ore that turned out to be pyrite, and fish bones, which the Kaitakushi hoped could be
used to produce phosphorous (Penhallow tersely responded that he did not believe that
this could be made commercially viable).12 The official correspondence between the Kaita-
kushi and Penhallow reveals a government eager to extract as much value from the island
as possible. Although many ended in failure, several of Penhallow’s experiments produced
significant results for the development of Japanese industry in Hokkaido.

In these and other ways, Clark, Wheeler and Penhallow, along with other American
employees of the Kaitakushi, played an essential role in physically transforming Hokkaido
into a Japanese territory. These changes brought about great hardship for the Ainu, par-
ticularly in their ecological effects. Large populations of deer and salmon that they
depended on were quickly wiped out after overhunting and the establishment of a fish-
canning plant.13 As Tessa Morris-Suzuki has shown, the Ainu had previously had sophisti-
cated agriculture, but this had gradually been suppressed during the preceding centuries
by Japanese pressure and economic forces, making the Ainu increasingly reliant on Hok-
kaido’s fish and game.14 Once again closely following the American model, the Japanese
solution was to force the Ainu to farm in ‘modern’ ways, without providing them with ade-
quate supplies or land to effectively do so.15 As the following section will show, the Amer-
ican professors encouraged comparisons to be made between the situation of the Ainu
and that of Native Americans, actively spreading the view of the Ainu as a primitive
race with no history that would soon disappear in the wake of Japanese settlement.

Cementing notions of Ainu primitiveness

After returning from a lengthy stay on a distant and unfamiliar East Asian island, both Clark
and Penhallow were eager to share their experiences with the North American public, and
the Ainu formed a particularly prominent topic in their lectures and writings. Their writings
reveal a Darwinian outlook on Hokkaido’s settlement, an outlook which there can be little
doubt that they passed along to their Japanese students and North American audiences.
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As this section will demonstrate, Clark and Penhallow fit the Ainu into preexisting colonial
categories, using their own interpretations of Ainu objects and physiognomy to place
them at the bottom of the civilizational hierarchy. This both helped to obscure the
Ainu’s actual history of agriculture and other technology and played an important role
in legitimizing Japanese rule in Hokkaido.

Museifying the Ainu: Clark’s anthropological collections and lectures

Although they have been largely ignored by his biographers, several primary sources
reveal that Clark had a deep fascination with the Ainu, which he was eager to spread to
others. In perhaps the only postcolonial analysis of William Smith Clark’s time in Hokkaido,
Yujin Yaguchi subjects a striking photograph of Clark, his Japanese interpreter Hori Seitarō
and five unnamed Ainu to critical scrutiny in a 2000 article. Consistent with the colonial
ethnographic photographic conventions of the time, Clark and the Japanese are
wearing formal wear, while the Ainu are wearing several types of traditional dress, and
one woman is partially exposed while breastfeeding. Through a careful analysis of its com-
position, Yaguchi argues that this photograph must have been carefully arranged so that
the Ainu mother’s breast would be in plain view. Yaguchi presents evidence that in
general, the Ainu neither liked to be photographed nor, in the case of women, to publically
expose their bodies, suggesting that a strong degree of coercion was involved in the
taking of the photograph (Figure 1).16

Further clues about Clark’s interactions with the Ainu are provided by the local news-
paper from Clark’s hometown, the Amherst Record. This reported in detail on the frequent
lectures on Japan that Clark gave after his return. ‘Our people [of Massachusetts] feel a very

Figure 1. ‘Dr. Clark and Karahuto Ainu Women’ 1876/1877. Phillips Library, Peabody Essex Museum,
Salem, Massachusetts.

SETTLER COLONIAL STUDIES 59



lively interest in the progress of your interesting nation, and I am kept talking much of the
time in answering inquiries and telling what I have seen,’ Clark wrote to one of his Japa-
nese students.17 Clark mentioned the Ainu in some of his general presentations on Japan
and even gave an entire lecture on the Ainu accompanied by a collection of Ainu ‘articles
of dress and household use, which were hung on a cord above the stage’.18 He had evi-
dently been assiduously amassing objects the Ainu produced and used in their everyday
life as a means of representing their entire culture. The Amherst Record reported:

With the exception of two or three articles, he was able to represent all the Ainos have ever
produced, and he said that it was truly a remarkable fact that individuals in our country would
accumulate during the period allotted to man more wealth than all the Ainos have during the
thousands of years they have lived on the island.19

Here, Clark can be seen furthering the discourse of Ainu primitiveness. The classic colonial dis-
course of ‘primitive’ peoples ‘stagnating’ outside of history is made even more apparent by
Clark’s further claim that ‘there has been no change in their fashions for thousands of
years’ and that ‘They are characterized with no individuality, no attainments, no leadership;
they make little or no progress in their habits of life; their clothing is all made from one
pattern, and this is trueof everything theyhave.’20 This introduction to theAinuwas undoubt-
edly the only onemost of Clark’s American audience had ever received, andmay have gone a
long way in cementing the notion of Ainu primitiveness that remains widespread today.

The Japanese are presented both as superior, with Clark assuming that the Ainu’s more
sophisticated metal tools must have been obtained from the Japanese, and as benevolent
overlords, when Clark unambiguously states that the Ainu ‘are treated kindly by the Japa-
nese’.21 This was consistent with Clark’s general attitude towards the Japanese, which was
extremely positive. As his biographers have noted, in similar lectures he gave for American
audiences about Japan proper, he often took the surprising step of criticizing Americans as
less studious or industrious than the Japanese and declaring that Americans had much to
learn from them.22 This depictionof anon-Western cultureas superiorwasquiteextraordinary
for the time and ran counter to the narrative of American advisors spreading civilization to
Japan that was spread by the American press,23 undoubtedly troubling his audiences. On a
more reassuring note, Clark believed that the Japanese would quickly be converted to Chris-
tianity and play a leadership role in the conversion of the rest of Asia. Indeed, Clark’s own con-
versionofmanyofhis Japanese studentswonhimgreat admiration amonghis countrymen.24

Clark obviously did not have nearly so high an opinion of the Ainu as of the Japanese.
Though extremely condescending towards the Ainu in his 1878 lecture about them, Clark
also seemed cautiously optimistic about the possibility of their conversion to Christianity, if
perhaps in the distant future, calling them ‘the most sensible heathen he ever saw’.25 He
noted with approval that ‘They have few degrading superstitions, and their ceremonies are
few and simple.’ The report of his lecture ends, however, by him noting that although they
were quite willing to listen to missionaries, ‘it is very difficult to communicate to them a
knowledge of spiritual things’.26 It seems clear from this description that Clark viewed
the Ainu as an inferior ethnic group that, while displaying many favorable characteristics,
would require a long period of development before being able to master complex subjects
like Christian theology.

This may explain the surprising omission of the Ainu in Clark’s reports on education
while serving as president of SAC. During an earlier effort at assimilation, the Japanese
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had attempted to compel the Ainu to attend school and learn Japanese, but no Ainu
students appear to have attended SAC or its preparatory school during Clark’s tenure
and I have been unable to find any indication that Clark was ever involved in any
plan to educate them. This is a strange omission, especially considering the fact that
Ainu had earlier been enrolled in a school that the Kaitakushi had run in Tokyo that
was in many ways a forerunner to SAC.27 Clark was a leading proponent of the ‘new
school of botanical science’ that was strongly influenced by Charles Darwin’s theories
of natural selection,28 and his later descriptions of the Ainu leave little doubt that con-
temporaneous theories of natural selection in scientific racism also shaped his world-
view. Given his background as a scientist trained at Göttingen University in the mid-
nineteenth century, Clark’s scientific outlook was molded by these new theories of
Social Darwinism with their assumption that ‘primitive’ peoples would require too
long to develop to be worth attempting to assimilate, perhaps explaining his apparent
disinterest in the question of their education.

The most fascinating part of the Amherst Record article gives us a rare glimmer of Ainu
agency, while further demonstrating Clark’s zeal for collecting:

The Aino women have great regard for their belt, so much so that Pres. Clark could not obtain
one at any price to bring home. They consider it an indispensable article and it can’t be
bought, as when the women die they wish to be buried in their belt.29

Clearly, Clark made sustained efforts to purchase such a belt, but there were limits to how
far he and his Japanese hosts could or were willing to coerce the Ainu, the intrusive photo-
graph notwithstanding. The Ainu’s resolve to maintain their traditions even when offered
‘any price’ by a visiting white man represents a significant effort to maintain their dignity
and cultural traditions in the face of colonial encroachment.

Apart from an Ainu women’s belt, Clark seems to have succeeded in amassing quite
a collection of Ainu articles. Collecting ‘artefacts’ from ‘primitive’ peoples was of course
an extremely common practice during this period among colonial tourists and anthro-
pologists, and Clark was no exception. His use of his objects as props during his lecture
and later donation of his collection to MAC indicates that he viewed them as important
pedagogical tools, though they doubtless also reflected a more personal interest as
well. John Maki writes that collecting, whether lichens, meteorites or ethnographic
objects, was a common theme throughout Clark’s life: ‘Clark revealed an avid interest
in collecting, as a means of satisfying a personal urge, as a current standard for measur-
ing devotion to science, and as a valuable tool for the teaching of science.’30 Besides
Ainu objects such as a weaving loom, clothing, eating utensils, knives, snow shoes,
and a ‘mustache lifter’, the Clark Collection also included Japanese objects like chop-
sticks and miniature farm implements, Native American baskets, and Māori tools.31

The analogous zeal with which he collected natural specimens, particularly lichens, to
that with which he acquired Ainu objects, along with the his apparent lack of interest
in their education, strongly suggests that he viewed them as part of the flora and fauna
of Hokkaido, worthy of study but largely incapable of educating or otherwise ‘improv-
ing’ themselves. Through his lectures in the United States and almost certainly those at
SAC, Clark helped to spread the colonial discourse of primitive otherness, helping to
cement the view of the Ainu as a backwards race incapable of keeping up with the
advances of the modern world.
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‘A most interesting remnant of a people’: Penhallow’s race biological research

The same year that Clark was presenting Ainu artifacts to a Massachusetts audience, Pen-
hallow’s official correspondence reveals that the Triumvirate’s collecting extended beyond
tools and clothing:

Sir, At the special request of Prof. F. W. Putnam and on behalf of the Peabody Museum of
Archaeology and Ethnology of Harvard College, I would respectfully ask your kind offices
and influence in procuring some skeletons of Ainos and Japanese. When you call to mind
the fact that we now have no knowledge of the origin of the Ainos, and but little more of
the Japanese, you will at once see the great importance of obtaining some reliable data
upon which an opinion may be based.…while I fully recognize the difficulties in the way
of securing Aino bones, yet it seems that the great assistance they will afford in furthering
our knowledge of man, would fully justify more than ordinary effort in securing them, and
to this end I would ask your assistance… .32

This 1878 letter from Penhallow to the Kaitakushi, sent on the Peabody Museum’s own
stationery, exemplifies Penhallow’s scientific interest in the Ainu and connections with
the wider community of colonial anthropologists. In this letter, as elsewhere, Penhallow
states his belief that the scientific value of measurements of Ainu, living or dead, out-
weighs the ‘difficulties’ of their acquisition, undoubtedly a euphemism for the strong
objections raised by the Ainu. To a much greater extent than his colleagues, Penhallow
made full use of his time in Hokkaido, and not least his observations of the Ainu, as a
springboard from which he launched a long academic career. As anthropological subjects,
like coal or farmland, the Ainu provided yet another useable resource that could be
‘developed’ for the benefit of Western scientists like Penhallow or Japanese seeking to
portray themselves as ‘civilized’ and ‘modern’ in juxtaposition to a ‘primitive’ people.

‘Prof. Penhallow, Motreal, QC, 1891’. Wm. Notman & Sons. Image courtesy of the McCord
Museum, Montreal, Canada. Image II-96397.
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Starting in 1885, after he had taken up residence inMontreal, Penhallow quickly published
a rash of articles on the Ainu in The Canadian Record of Science, which he edited from 1888–
1890.33 Thispublication seems tohavebeen readandcitedbyan international academicaudi-
ence,withPenhallow’sworkon theAinubeing referencedbyanumber of later studies.34 Pen-
hallow’s articles, covering diverse anthropological topics such as the Ainu’s historical origins,
traditions, folklore, religion and physiognomy appear to be based on lectures he gave at the
Natural History Society of Montreal.35 Like Clark, therefore, Penhallow broadcast colonially-
colored knowledge about the Ainu to a North American audience, although he seems to
have primarily presented for professional societies instead of the general public. Far better
preserved than Clark’s lectures, Penhallow’s descriptions of the Ainu are rich in detail and
reveal much about their author’s worldview and colonial consciousness.

Most significantly, Penhallow is not hesitant to describe Japanese colonization in direct
and sometimes harsh terms. This is clearest in his description of the historical origins of the
Ainu and the Japanese, whom he believed to be separate races.36 Based on evidence from
present-day place names (that he fails to explain in any detail), Penhallow argues that the
Ainu, while ‘not truly autochthonous’ (having themselves displaced another race), histori-
cally occupied all of Japan before being pushed back by the Japanese.37 Penhallow
describes what he believes to be the historical interaction between the Japanese,
whom he refers to as ‘the conquering people’ and the Ainu in the following manner:

with their advent [the arrival of the Japanese] the Ainos were looked upon with contempt as
very inferior beings; and, as they did not give way to the new-comers quite rapidly enough,
were pursued into the northern wilds by a war of extermination.38

He later repeats this assertion explaining in detail how the Japanese conducted ‘a series of
bloody wars in which the Japanese, possessing superior skill and weapons, were in the end
victorious, and the poor aborigines were driven further and further towards the northern
portion of the country’.39 Interestingly, he feels a need to describe how the Japanese came
to resort to brutal methods:

At first gaining a foothold upon their new territory through peaceful overtures, the Japanese,
with the consciousness of increasing strength, no longer preserved the measures of precau-
tion dictated by prudence born of a sense of the Ainos’ savage superiority; but gradually
adopted more boldness, made demands where before treaty was required by good judgment,
and finally became openly aggressive.40

Penhallow’s direct description of colonial violence is not limited to distant historical
epochs, either:

Driven finally to the limits of Honshiu [Honshū]… they [the Ainu] found refuge in the wilds of
Yezo [Ezo]. Not even here, however, did they find immunity from persecution, for the Japanese
soon discovered the valuable fisheries and compelled the Ainos to yield an unwilling consent
to their occupation of the island. Thoroughly subdued at last, with broken spirits, they calmly
bowed to the inevitable and became quietly submissive, and thus it is that we find them
today.41

Elsewhere, he writes that ‘At present… their range of distribution, like that of the North
American Indian, is being continually reduced.’42 These examples unambiguously demon-
strate that Penhallow viewed the Japanese as a ‘dominant race’ that was even at the time
of writing forcibly ‘displac[ing]’ the Ainu using violent means in a way that was never
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expressed so clearly by Clark, at least in remaining source material. Nevertheless, although
he often seems eager to mention his time in Hokkaido to bolster his credentials as an
expert on the Ainu, nowhere does he show any awareness of his own role in assisting
in Japanese colonial expansionism.

Penhallow further describes other examples of the Ainu’s more ‘exotic’ traditions and
legends as being the result of Japanese aggression. For example, in an unexpectedly pres-
cient reflection on colonial psychology, Penhallow argues that the origin story of the Ainu
descending from the union of a dog and a Japanese princess must have been imposed on
the Ainu to make them feel inferior:

it certainly impresses one as more than a passing indication of the influence which a dominant
people may exercise upon the thoughts of those directly subject to their control, and shows
what influences have been brought to bear to keep the Ainos in subjection, and to impress
them with a sense of their own inferiority.43

This kind of psychological warfare through folklore is ‘likely to happen, when a dominant
race intrudes and displaces the original inhabitant. His ideas will then be influenced to a
perceptible degree by those who displace him’.44 He further argues that the custom of
Ainu female facial tattooing was adopted as a means of discouraging Japanese from
abducting Ainu women.45 In a rare example of Ainu voices finding their way into the
texts of the Triumvirate, Penhallow also includes an account recorded by missionary
John Batchelor in which an Ainu man explains that he and his compatriots have given
the appearance of worshiping the Japanese historical warlord Minamoto no Yoshitsune
(1159–1189) in order to placate the Japanese, while secretly taking steps to ensure that
their ceremonies are a kind of tribute instead of a form of worship: ‘it has been to our inter-
est that we should try to please them [the Japanese] as much as possible so as not to bring
down trouble upon ourselves’.46 Both this and the example of tattooing seem to
indicate that Penhallow felt some sense of sympathy for the Ainu because of their mal-
treatment by the Japanese. More importantly, Penhallow implicitly challenges the then
widespread perception of the Ainu as naturally docile, instead presenting them as ration-
ally choosing between different forms of resistance and acquiescence depending on the
circumstance.

Although Penhallow attributes many characteristics of the Ainu, which other Wester-
ners frequently deemed to be inborn, to the Ainu’s environment and to pressure from
the Japanese, his writings also reveal a strong interest in theories of scientific racism,
reflecting the context in which he lived and worked. While most of his assertions about
the Ainu appear to be based on folklore, Japanese historical sources and hearsay, his
1886 article on the ‘Physical Characteristics of the Ainos’ reveals that he also collected
extensive physiological data during his time in Hokkaido.47 Although Penhallow writes
that ‘hundreds…were brought under observation’ during the more than four years he
spent with the Ainu (in reality, it is questionable how much of his four years in Japan
was spent in ‘intimate acquaintance with these people’),48 he also gives clear indications
that the Ainu were deeply uncomfortable being measured:

The great timidity of the Ainos, coupled with an instinctive delicacy with reference to all
matters of a personal nature, offers a great obstacle to the acquisition of exact knowledge con-
cerning their physical development. That these feelings are not easy to overcome and often
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raise an insuperable barrier, has been the experience of nearly if not quite all those who have
undertaken a study of them. Many important measurements are thus wanting… 49

This evidence of Ainu resistance is reminiscent of Yaguchi’s point about the coercion that
was almost certainly involved in the photo of the breastfeeding Ainu woman.

Penhallow does not give details about how he managed to collect the data that he
presents, including height, facial dimensions and angle, eye brightness and eyebrow
‘development’, but he does include a quoted passage in one of his articles that gives
some indication of how Benjamin Smith Lyman (1835–1920), an American geologist
employed by the Kaitakushi from 1872 to 1875,50 had collected similar data. Lyman
noted that ‘Of those who had special compensation and were therefore bound to
submit to anything, we took a number of other dimensions,’ including head measure-
ments, facial angle, arm, hand, foot, chest and shoulder measurements.51 Penhallow
notes that another Western scientist, Englishman Joseph Barnard Davis (1801–1881),
had measured Ainu skeletons to obtain biometric data.52 Penhallow seems to have
been more interested in ‘racial data’ than physical objects, but also mentions that
much like Clark, he had succeeded in collecting an ‘ekoro, or sacred sword’ that he
writes played an important role in Ainu religion, ‘at considerable expense’ to him.53 Pen-
hallow seems proud at having collected this talisman and donating it to the Peabody
Museum in Massachusetts, even though ‘it was found extremely difficult to obtain
one’, showing no regard for how this might have affected the Ainu.54 Clearly, these
various practices of ‘scientific’ collecting ran directly contrary to the wishes of the
Ainu, but scientists like Penhallow seemed unconcerned by their reluctance to submit
to examinations, other than the challenge this posed for collecting, believing that phy-
siognomic data offered important evidence about the Ainu’s geographical origins, his-
torical development and possible racial affinities with other peoples.

Penhallow’s interpretation of the data he collected led him to the conclusion that the
Ainu were a completely separate race from the Japanese that had Aryan origins. ‘The
opinion is sometimes expressed that the Japanese are an offshoot of the Ainos,’ writes
Penhallow, ‘but a critical examination of the pure types would not permit such a belief
to be entertained’.55 He makes this assertion on the basis of physiognomic observations
and on his belief, apparently from hearsay, that the ‘half-breed type’ arising from the
union of a Japanese and an Ainu is weaker and has diminished reproductive ability com-
pared with ‘pure’ Ainu or Japanese.56 In a book review of a work on the Ainu by Basil Hall
Chamberlain, in which he devotes a great deal of space to present his personal views, Pen-
hallow writes:

… the offspring of the second generation [from a Japanese-Ainu marriage], not only become
few in number, but… they are barren or so poorly developed as to terminate the cross… Pure
races thus continue dominant, while the weaker is continually being thrust more and more
toward the extreme limits of existence.57

Here, Penhallow argues that the Japanese and Ainu are so biologically different that their
children are of a poor physique or sterile like mules, employing the same scientific racist
assumptions that were historically the basis for anti-miscegenation laws in various settler
colonial societies. Penhallow also repeats the common idea that the Ainu were Aryan or
Caucasian based on their skin tone: ‘an unprejudiced observer at once notes the very
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close resemblance, even in color of skin, which the Ainos bear to Europeans’.58 He agrees
with previous studies that placed Ainu origins in the Southern Caucasus.

Despite the large degree of attention he devotes to identifying the Ainu’s ostensible
racial characteristics and origins, and his belief in the Japanese being a ‘dominant race’,
nowhere does Penhallow seem to express any surprise or dismay at fellow ‘Caucasians’
or ‘Aryans’ being ‘exterminated’ by a ‘Mongolic’ race. Instead, he identifies Europeans
and Japanese as being similar kinds of ‘dominant races’. Penhallow’s conclusions
about the Japanese and Ainu being entirely separate are especially significant given
the role that the Ainu would play in the reactions of some Americans to Japan’s suc-
cesses in the Russo-Japanese War, which were frequently interpreted as manifestations
of a Darwinian struggle between races. Daniel Bender has noted that a number of Amer-
ican scientists and commentators explained the Japanese military superiority to the
‘white’ Russians by arguing that they were a mixed race with significant Aryan racial
characteristics which had been gained via the Ainu.59 As discussed below, Penhallow
does not appear to have altered his basic views about the Ainu being an entirely separ-
ate race from the Japanese in the decades following the publication of his lectures in the
Canadian Record of Science, but this still did not weaken his support for the Japanese
during their war with Russia.

By the 1870s, it was already common for Westerners to compare the Ainu to Native
Americans, and Penhallow was no exception. He relates the use of place name analysis
to measure the historical extent of Ainu settlement to the study of the names which
‘our North American Indians have left’ behind as ‘permanent monuments’ to their histori-
cal presence.60 In his review of Chamberlain, Penhallow similarly argues that one cannot
draw conclusions about the Ainu and Japanese languages having common origins
based on the use of many Japanese loan words by the Ainu, stating dismissively that ‘It
would be quite as correct, on similar grounds, to establish an affinity between the Euro-
pean and North American Indian.’61 Native Americans were clearly never far from Penhal-
low’s mind when thinking about the Ainu and strongly influenced his view of them. This is
most apparent in his article on the origins of the Ainu:

It will… be readily seen that the relations of the Aino to the Japanese were and are precisely
those of the American Indian to the European, and in this history is truly repeated. It is the
same story of pacific intentions, bold demands, aggressive acts, and continual wars, resulting
in the final subjugation and extermination of a weaker race.62

He even goes so far as to speculate that the Ainu and the Eskimo may be related, leading
to ‘possibilities of an Asiatic influence upon our earliest settlers’, to which he refers to Native
Americans.63 Thus, not only is Penhallow unusually explicit about the violent dispossession
of the Ainu by Japanese settler colonialism, but he does not make any pretentions of Euro-
American moral superiority to the Japanese, arguing that European settlers were just as
brutal in the ‘final subjugation and extermination’ of Native Americans. Such bluntness
was seldom if ever employed by the Japanese government and remains taboo even in
much present-day history-writing in other settler colonial contexts, such as the field of
American immigration history.64 Characteristic of a scientist, Penhallow refrains from
making strong normative statements about these processes even as he describes them
in vivid terms, making it difficult to say whether he is critical or simply sees these as
harsh facts of nature that one need not feel guilty about.
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These articles clearly show the influence of contemporaneous currents of Social Darwin-
ism on Penhallow’s thought, especially his view of a struggle between competing races. At
the same time, Penhallow departs from standard practices of masking or whitewashing
the violence that almost inevitably accompanied settler colonialism, painting a picture
of the Japanese a superior race that is nevertheless capable of great brutality in ways
he believes to be analogous to Euro-Americans’ dispossession of Native Americans. This
stark picture would undoubtedly be distasteful to Japanese colonial propagandists who
sought to portray Hokkaido as an unexploited frontier sparsely populated with indigenous
peoples who would naturally fade away as the Japanese settled the area. As we have seen,
Penhallow also regarded the eventual extinction of the Ainu as inevitable, but had no
reservations about speaking of the violence that it would entail. It is striking that these sen-
timents receive so little discussion in the source material for Clark and Wheeler. Did they
hold similar views, or were they uncomfortable with Penhallow’s candid descriptions of
colonial genocide? Or did Penhallow develop these views only after returning to North
America? To what extent did such Social Darwinist ideas make their way to the Japanese
students the Triumvirate taught? Based on remaining source material, we may never be
able to adequately answer these questions, but this section has at least demonstrated
that Penhallow was very much aware that the Japanese settlement of Hokkaido was a
brutal form of settler colonialism, even if he was never forthright about his active role
in this colonial project.

Propagandists for Japanese colonialism

After their return from Hokkaido, both Clark and Penhallow were strikingly vocal in their
praise for Japan as a ‘civilized nation’ that was nearly the equal of (or occasionally, even
superior to) their homeland. As discussed above, Clark often lauded the Japanese in
extreme terms that, for his American audience, may have seemed shockingly unpatrio-
tic. It is more difficult to determine Penhallow’s personal views from the remaining
sources, but a remarkable article he published in 1904, almost three decades after
his sojourn in Hokkaido, vehemently defended Japan in its newly-initiated war with
Russia in unabashedly nationalistic terms. An analysis of these sources reveals that
both men continued to serve Japan as propagandists long after their contracts with
the Kaitakushi expired.

Clark’s enthusiasm for and willingness to publically speak in unusually favorable terms
about Japan, which may well have helped to influence public opinion in his home state of
Massachusetts, did not escape the attention of the Japanese government. Providing evi-
dence that word of Clark’s lectures quickly reached as far as Hokkaido, while still in
Sapporo, Wheeler wrote to his sister that ‘I am well aware that the people of Japan
have been highly eulogized by no less an observer than Pres. Clark since his return.’65

In a report to the Kaitakushi, Wheeler even cited Clark’s speech ‘Agriculture of Japan’ at
the annual meeting of the Massachusetts Board of Agriculture as an example of
methods of disseminating scientific agricultural knowledge.66 Perhaps for this reason,
earlier in 1878, the year Clark gave his lecture on the Ainu, Yoshida Kiyonari (1845–
1891), Japanese ambassador to the United States, wrote to him to ask for his help in
swaying American public opinion over the revision of Japan’s unequal treaties with
various Western countries. As Maki recounts it in his biography of Clark:
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What Yoshida wished was for Clark to deliver a lecture in Boston which would start with his
recollections of Japan and then go on to the ‘treaty business’. He advised Clark that if he
would undertake the lecture he would be sent ‘facts and figures, so that you would not
have much trouble’. Enclosed with Yoshida’s letter was an eight-page manuscript entitled
‘Notes for Lecture on Japan & her Treaties’.67

Maki, who discovered this letter, was unfortunately unable to find a response or any evi-
dence that Clark had accepted, but Yoshida’s letter still provides powerful evidence that
Japanese officials actively sought to employ Westerners like Clark as propagandists only
a decade after the Meiji Restoration, even going so far as to supply them with notes
and statistics.

Penhallow also championed the Japanese cause long after his return from SAC. Nearly
two decades after his writings on the Ainu, Penhallow published an extremely long-
winded defense of Japan in The McGill University Magazine. Entitled simply ‘Japan’, this
text appeared several months after the opening of the Russo-Japanese War and is remark-
able for the zeal with which it champions the Japanese cause, which was still fairly contro-
versial in the West at this time. Occurring at the zenith of Social Darwinist thought, the war
was generally construed as a race war, leading to ‘yellow peril’ fears among many in the
West when Japan proved a worthy adversary for the Russians.

Penhallow’s in some ways unconventional views on race and the relationship between
the Ainu and the Japanese are again striking in this context. Although arguing that it is ‘of
little consequence to the present study’,68 Penhallow’s article takes up the question of the
racial origins and characteristics of the Japanese in great detail, clearly believing this to be
relevant to justifying their current position against Russia. The Japanese are described as
‘probably of Mongol Tartar stock, and thus essentially of the same great division of the
Mongolian race as that which overran Europe and China under Jenghiz Khan’, and Penhal-
low’s earlier assertions about the Ainu preceding the Japanese throughout the territory of
present-day Japan but not being its first inhabitants are repeated.69 The author admits that
some intermarriages between Japanese and ‘the aborigines’ did occur and produce some
‘mixed stock’, but takes pains to explain that this has not had a profound effect on the
Japanese race as a whole. Echoing Penhallow’s earlier articles, such miscegenation is
described as producing ‘offspring’ that is ‘always readily recognizable’ by ‘their physical
inferiority and short lives’.70‘As a necessary result’, the article concludes, ‘the stock has
always been small, and it has never played a conspicuous part in the history of the domi-
nant race’.71 This viewpoint is noteworthy: as already mentioned, some Western
commentators used theories of Japanese mixture with ‘Caucasian’ or ‘Aryan’ Ainu to
make their victories against ‘white’ Russians more palatable, but here the author seems
to think that ‘primitive’ Ainu blood would have weakened the Japanese race and endea-
vors to dispel any ideas that it represents a significant part of the genetic makeup of the
Japanese.

Although repeating some of his earlier assertions, there are indications that the article
may not have been entirely authored by Penhallow. The text is so unquestioningly syco-
phantic and consistent with official Japanese rhetoric as to call its authorship into ques-
tion. For one thing, it gives an incredibly detailed account of Japanese history with
numerous examples of precedents for Japanese imperialism and historical rights over
Korea, Taiwan and the Ryūkyū Islands. Statements like ‘The suzerain power which Japan
thus established by two invasions at an interval of 1,300 years, was re-asserted in 1875
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and again in 1894, and it constitutes the real basis for the present contention that Corea
shall not be dominated by any other power’,72 sound far more like an official Japanese
government statement than the writings of a North American botanist. The article
smears Russia in no uncertain terms and is clearly intended as a rebuttal to many
different criticisms leveled against Japan in the West, giving detailed justifications for
events as widespread as the Richardson Affair or Namamugi Incident of 1862, in which
an Englishman was murdered by nationalist samurai,73 the Port Arthur Massacre of
1894, in which Japanese soldiers cruelly massacred civilians after capturing the city
during the Sino-Japanese War, and even Japan’s seventeenth-century violent suppression
of Christianity.74 Although Penhallow demonstrates some interest in Japanese history in
his earlier texts, those writings never reached an equivalent level of detail.

The idea that the Japanese government commissioned Penhallow to publish an article
defending Japan and perhaps even provided him with a draft manuscript, is not necess-
arily far-fetched. Meiji leaders devoted considerable resources to swaying Western public
opinion during the war, including sending high-profile figures like Baron Suematsu
Kenchō on propaganda tours to the West.75 We have already seen how the Japanese gov-
ernment asked Clark to assist it in its treaty revision efforts and provided him with ‘facts
and figures’, and it is known to have had at least one American agent, Durham White
Stevens, in its employ during this period to influence American opinion on Korea.76

Regardless of the true circumstances behind the article’s appearance, Clark and Penhallow
were unquestionably early examples of Western apologists for Japanese imperialism that
played a key role in enabling Japanese expansionism by making it acceptable in a world
where the claims of non-white, non-Christian people were seldom taken seriously by those
in power.

Conclusion

As this article has demonstrated, just as the American professors that founded Sapporo
Agricultural College have been credited with laying the groundwork for Hokkaido’s ‘devel-
opment’, their significant, threefold role as brokers of imperialism must also be acknowl-
edged. Clark and Penhallow not only exported key American technologies of settler
colonialism that facilitated the displacement of the Ainu and their replacement by Japa-
nese farmers, but together with Wheeler, they actively helped to reform Hokkaido’s land-
scape through agricultural experiments, mineral exploration and surveys for railroads. Just
as significantly, they imported Western colonial discourses of civilization and savagery, a
teleological view of history and a Darwinian understanding of race. Through their collec-
tion of anthropological objects and biometric data, they fit the Ainu into a preexisting,
ideologically-charged framework that legitimated their dispossession through assertions
of their incurable primitiveness and, in Penhallow’s writings, the inevitability of their
extinction, narratives which remain widespread today. Finally, even after their period of
employment ended and they had continued on with their lives, both Clark and Penhallow
played a significant role spreading Japanese propaganda. As a non-Western, non-Chris-
tian, non-white nation aspiring to great power status, Japan was deeply dependent on
such figures to sway public opinion in the West so that its colonial conquests would
gain international recognition. More research remains to be done, but this article has pro-
vided a significant example of the kinds of personal, trans-imperial connections that
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underpinned many examples of settler colonialism during the late-nineteenth-century age
of empire.
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