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INTRODUCTION AND ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The theme of this book is to outlne a more balanced portrait of the Dalmatians who settled n
New Zealand prior to World War L. It is influenced by my father’s experience, which does
not fit the patterns of settlement outlined by Amelia Batistich i her excellent books, and
seeks to answer some apparent anomalies raised n Andrew Trln’s “Now Respected, Once
Despised”. It may stimulate a more rigorous investigation of the pomts raised i it.

The book focuses on Dalmatian immigration up to the First World War seeking to explain the
reasons why some settled and the way that they fitted into the New Zealand way of life and
economy. It reviews the key gumdigging industry against the background of the economy and
political affairs, and the changes to gumdigging practice that were necessary over the period.
It also addresses and attempts to answer the question as to why the immigrant pattern
changed from transient gumdigging to settlement.

I would like to thank Stephen Jelicich, Fred Matich, Dick Martnovich, Andrew Trlin and the
staff of New Zealand Archives, the Kauri Museum and the Auckland City Library for help in
preparing this paper.

Sources cited in the paper are:

Trlin “Now Respected, Once Despised”, Andrew Trln 1979
Jelicich “From Distant Villages”, Stephen Jelicich, 2008
Wegener “Gumfields of Aupouri’, Roy Wagener, 1977

Firth “Report on the Kauri Gum Industry”, R.W.Firth, 1922
Gow The Gow Report on the Kauri Gum Industry, 1909
R1898 Kauri-gum Industry, 1898

R1914 The Gum Industry Commission 1921

BDM Online  Births, Deaths and Marriage Online, Department of Statistics

Information on Dalmatian marriages, WW 1 servicemen, Dalmatians repatriated in 1919 and
valuable advice on Dalmatian immigration was provided by Stephen Jelicich.

Official reports made available by Dick Martinovich:

Kauri-gum Industry Commission, 1893
Kauri-gum Industry, 1898

Kauri-gum Reserves, 1914

Kauri-gum Industry, 1918

New Zealand’s Kauri-gum,1925
Kauri-gum Industry, 1937

Photographs were made available by:

The Kauri Museum, Matakohe
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Auckland City Library
Alexander Turnbull Library
Dargaville Museum

Information on patents was provided by Auckland City Library and National Archives.
Official information:

Register of Aliens 1917
List of Jugoslav and Austrian Aliens 1918
The New Zealand Census

Vital input on editing and publishing were provided by my son Scott Mataga and my nephew
Peter Cleave.
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PREAMBLE

In November 2011 Fred Matich presented a
paper entitled “Mining Buried Resin (Kauri
Gum) — An Engineering Perspective” to the
Engneering Heritage Australia Conference
in Hobart. Fred, his late brother Ivan and I
were co-authors of the paper. We are all
graduates of the engineering faculty of the
University of Auckland and our fathers
were Dalmatian gumdiggers.

The experience of being mnvolved in the
paper jolted me into putting into writing my
father’s experience in settlng in New
Zealand for our family records.

Briefly, my father was born in Opuzen on
the Neretva river in 1886 and came to New
Zealand in 1904. His oldest brother had
preceded him but had to return to Dalmatia
in 1905. He worked as a gumdigger in the
Maungaturoto area and was naturalised in
1913.

His name appears on the 1914 electoral roll
as a farmer in Clevedon. He spent time on
directed work with railways in the King
Country n 1919 and came back north to the
Franklin area when released from directed
work. In 1923, he, George Yelchich and
Marko Zurich bought equal shares in a 143-
acre farm near Waiuku, and in 1924 he
married a local girl, Olga Williams.

George Yelchich’s descendants still live on
this farm so I sought their aid to provide
additional information on my father’s life
in the 1920’s.This involved further research
nto George Yelchich’s life carried out with
the assistance of his descendants.

George was born n Kommn on the Neretva
river (about 4km from my father’s
birthplace) n 1884. He came to New
Zealand m 1903 and worked as a
gumdigger in the Wamku area. In 1913
George and James Medak (also from
Komin) bought a good dairy farm of 90
acres with a large house (still standing)
about 3km from Waiuku.

In 1916 George® Yelchich bought his
partner out, and became sole owner of a 90
acre dary farm. Undoubtedly George
would have been heavily mortgaged. In
addition to buying the land, he would have
had to buy livestock, say 50-60 cows plus
10-15  heifers, farm horses and farm
implements. It is also lkely that he had to
repay his fare, and his family has records of
him supporting his family in Dalmatia.

It is difficult to see how he could have
achieved this on the oft-quoted £50 per
annum earned by gumdiggers. Was George
lucky? Or had circumstances changed?

[Long after these questions were raised I
found out that my father had become owner
of a 44-acre farm on the outskirts of
Papakura with another Dalmatian, Ivan
Nikolich n 1915. The farm was sold for
about £1600 n 1918.]

A second pomt arisng from the research
was that all but one of the Dalmatians who
settled around Wamku had married New
Zealand wives rather than women from
Dalmatia. Did this reflect that this was
because they were maily from the Neretva
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valey (a minor source of immigrants) or
was this practice more widespread than
could be judged from authors such as
Amelia Batistich?

Fmally, all the Dalmatians from the
Wamku area who had arrived i New
Zealand prior to World War I were self-
employed. Therr occupations varied and
included farmers, gum buyer, dramage
contractor, bookmaker and fish and chip
shop owner. Was this a general feature of
this group of migrants? And if so, what was
it that created this culture?

The overwhelming majority of Dalmatians
arriving in New Zealand from 1898 to 1914
came to dig for kauri gum, so to know how
this affected their immigration, we have to
have an understanding of the kauri gum
industry.

To investigate these issues, I decided to
look into the state of the gumdigging
industry and settlement of Dalmatians
arriving in New Zealand up to the start of
the World War 1. The research carried out
for the paper submitted to the Heritage
conference in Hobart provided some further
data.

However the first reading of other
information created as many questions for
me as answers, and this led me to broaden
my investigation to look in some detail into
Dalmatian immigration and settlement by
Dalmatians up to World War I.

Some key findings that emerged were:

1. A well-known outcry against Dalmatian
gumdiggers led to a Commission mnto
the kauri gum industry in 1898, and
subsequent legislation aimed at limiting
Dalmatian access to gumfields. Despite

this legislation and direct immigration
controls, the of Dalmatian
arrivals  increased dramatically from
1898 to 1905.

2. In the early 1900’s gum production
soared to over 11,000 tons per annum,
dropped to under 6,000 tons per annum
and then increased to over 8,000 tons
per annum i less than 10 years (see
Table 4).

3. Anecdotally, fear of conscription was
given as a reason for immigration to
New Zealand, but of Dalmatian arrivals
from 1897 to 1906 about 5 in 6 returned
to Dalmatia (Trlin, p. 42, table 2.5).

4. There was a marked change from 1907
to 1916 with only about 50% of arrivals
returning to Dalmatia (Trln, p.42, table
2.5).

number

So it is clear that there were some dramatic
changes occurring that affected Dalmatian
immigration between 1900 and 1910,
coinciding with my father’s arrival in New
Zealand.

An obvious step towards explaining these
changes was to collect and analyse all data
on the immigration and settlement of
Dalmatians over the period from 1898 to
1918. For the most part Dalmatians were
part of the reporting of Austrian
immigrants. For this and other reasons, this
was not a straightforward task.

Two  documents compiled by the
government during World War [, “The
Register of Aliens 1917” and the “List of
Jugoslav and Austrian Aliens, 1918”
contain a wealth data on the Dalmatians in
New Zealand at the time of the first World
War. However, these documents are riddled
with errors, particularly in the spelling of

names and places and it has taken
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considerable pamnstaking effort to correct as
many of these errors as possible.

The research and correction procedures
used are set out in Part 2.

Stephen Jelicich has contributed
comprehensive information collected over
many years on Dalmatian marriages which
enabled a clearer view of the marriage
patterns of the Stayers to be portrayed. This
contribution and his input on war service,

repatriation and Dalmatian society was
vital to the conception and completion of
this book.

Despite these efforts a large number of
uncertainties and errors remain and the
author would welcome mput from readers
that will enable further corrections to be
made. Communications can be made by
email to marked

“Stayers”.

desmat(@ihue.co.nz
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1. DALMATIA’S HISTORY AND THE ECONOMIC
SITUATION IN THE LATE 1800°S

Dalmatia is a narrow strip of land in present
day Croatia bordering the Adriatic Sea for
over 400km and its offShore islands. To its
east, mountains rise to over 1000m and for
millennia have set a barrier between the
land power controlling the Balkans and the
sea power that controlled the Adriatic Sea.
Dalmatians are ethnically Croatian and
have maintained that identity despite being
separated from the rest of Croatia for over
500 years.

Between the thirteenth and eighteenth
centuries, the control of the coastlne of
Dalmatia between Split and Dubrovnik was
divided in two parts by the Republics of
Venice and Dubrovnk. Both republics had
flourished by acting as the gateway
between Western Europe and the Ottoman
Empire, which in turn controlled trade to
the Far East. This trade was diminished by
the opening of sea trade directly between
Europe and the Far East but the two
republics continued trading with areas
controlled by the Ottomans.

Napoleon  Bonaparte  occupied  both
republics n the early 1800’s and when he
n tun was defeated, Venice and
Dubrovnik were handed to Austria. Austria
and the Ottomans had been hostile for
centuries, so there was no real chance of a
revival in the republics’ trade.

Austria had for the first time secured a
coastine and developed its northern
harbours such as Trieste as bases for a
mercantile marine and Navy. These
harbours had direct connections with the
heart of the Austrian Empire and the long

coastlne of Dalmatia was leff mn a
backwater. About its only value to Austria
was as a source of seamen for its fleets.

The people in the area had little or no
political influence. The official languages
were Austrian and Italian. Trade decisions
were made in Vienna with no consideration
of the effect of these decisions on the
people of Dalmatia.

Essentially Dalmatians had to get by on
their basic livelhoods, fishing, wine-
growing and olives. The area of cultivable
land was small with few areas of high
fertility. The population continued to
increase over the second half of the 19'"
Century resulting in land being cut into
smaller and smaller holdings (Trlin, p.16,
table 1.2)

Phylloxera, a deadly grape disease struck
the wine growing industry and while that
industry was recovering the Government in
Vienna allowed Italian wine to be imported
at low duties, further damaging the industry

(Trln, p.18).

Like many continental states, Austria had
introduced conscription into its army and
navy, and Dalmatian men were bound to
serve, even though few of them had any
love for the Austro-Hungarian Empire.

There were only two real options for men

who were prepared to leave Dalmatia,

a) For those who feared conscription or
believed there was more chance of a
better life elsewhere, to emigrate
permanently
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b) For men who were not concerned about
conscription, a term abroad to make
enough money to set themselves up on
return to Dalmatia.

Many Dalmatians took one of these two
options, emigrating not only to New
Zealand but to Louisiana, California, Chile,
Argentina and Australia. These emigrants
had few skills, so looked an avenue
whereby money could be made quickly by

dint of hard work. In the main, the first
Dalmatian settlers nm New Zealand in the
1860’s to 1880°s had followed the gold
rushes.

Following gold there was only one
comparable mdustry in New Zealand —
digging for kauri gum. From a slow start in
the 1870’s, numbers of “Austrian” diggers
built up steadily till there were a reported
300 in 1893.
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2. NEW ZEALAND’S ECONOMIC SITUATION AND THE
GUM INDUSTRY IN THE LATE 1800’s

The New Zealand kauri tree (Agathis
australis) produces large quantities of a
resin commonly called ‘kauri gum”. It is
found n a range of sizes from over 30cm in
diameter to sand-sized particles. The resin
is durable and lasts for centuries amid the
remains of the forests that produced it. This
durability and other qualities were the basis
for production of the best quality varnish in
the world prior to the development of
synthetic varnishes and laqueurs in the late
1920’s. Eventually a total of 455,000 tons
was produced and exported from New
Zealand.

The kauri gum industry had a major impact
on the economy of the Auckland province
from 1840 to World War 1. In the period
1890 to 1915 the value of kauri gum
equalled the value of dary farming
production in Auckland. Gumfields were
found as far afield as Te Rapa i the
Waikato, but most were in Northland and
the Coromandel.

While the kauri gum vamish was a
premium product, it required the gum to be
97% pure to be marketed. This meant that
the gum had to be of selected quality and
scraped clean to remove dirt and oxidation.
It also meant that only the largest pieces of
gum were worth collecting.

Until about 1860, most gum was produced
by Maori, who at that stage still owned
most of the gumfields. Settlers then became
the main suppliers, with most people
associated with the land using gum to
supplement their income and a sizeable

number of others involved full-time,

10

ncluding working gumfields mn Crown-

owned land.

In the 1890’s Dalmatian immigrants started
to have an impact in the industry. In 1895
New Zealand was just emerging from a
lengthy depression. Prices of agricultural
products had been poor and there was no
dole. The dairy industry in Auckland
province was in its crude infancy with
butter and cheese largely produced on farm.

Gum digging was seen by farm owners as a
means of supplementing their meagre
mcomes. Many used gum income to cover
the costs of breaking in and improving their
farmland.

For the unemployed, gumdigging was, in
many cases, the only way of supporting
their families. Furthermore, money earned
by diggers was largely spent locally,
benefiting the whole community. On larger
farms the digging was sometimes done by
diggers on a royalty basis and there were
other large blocks that had been bought for
the potential value of buried gum.

However, the removal of 175,000 tons of
gum by 1898 had depleted the available
gum to be found in the top metre or two,
particularly in areas that had been settled
for some time. Most gumdiggers up to this
time had been individuals, or worked in
small groups.

Many diggers were part timers relatively
mexperienced i gumdigging and did not
find all the gum in the areas they had
“mined ™.
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The general method of mining was by
spearing to find gum and excavating local

holes or

“potholes”.  Equipment was
generally inexpensive, in the main a spade,
axe, short gum spear, apron, pikau,
scraping  knife and  gumboots.With
individuals or small groups these potholes
were shallow and the 1898 Commission on
Kauri Gum referred to holes “1-7 feet

deep” (Trlin, p. 61).

By 1898 land owners were starting to
realise that restoring potholed land was
expensive and were insisting that digging
be done on a “full face” method. For “full
face” mining, the whole area was
progressively excavated taking out all the
gum (see photo on p. 15). This had the

11

This digger returns with
equipment suitable for digging
range gum and the product of
his day’s efforts. Northwood
Collection, Alexander Turnbull
Library

advantages for the landowner
of leaving the
removing buried

area level,
timber
where there was a clay pan
the surface  the
excavation broke up the pan
and enhanced the land quality.
In addition, many landowners
realised that gum bearing
swampy areas were potentially
fertle so deals were struck to
digging rights for
dranage of swamps (R1898,
pp- 22, 24, 26).

and

below

exchange

On Crown land, there was lttle

consideration to the final condition of the
land and potholing contnued leaving
unfilled potholes scattered over the area
(R1914, p.10). It was estimated that it
would cost 10 to 20 pounds per acre to
restore pot-holed gumfield to its normal
surface (Gow, p.16).
Dalmatian immigrants tended to work
collectively and could rapidly exhaust
available shallow gumfields, particularly
when digging “on a face”™ To a local
population still recoverng from a long
economic depression this caused
resentment, and this resentment was
compounded by the fact that the
immigrants saved much of their income and
eventually took ther savings back to
Dalmatia when they returned.



The Stayers

Despite the title Trlin’s book (“Now
Respected, Once Despised”) it is more
likely that the Dalmatians were resented or
even feared rather than “despised” in the
1890°’s. The public outcry that arose
resulted in a Commission nto the Kauri
Gum Industry in 1898. The Act of
Parliament which followed had a huge
impact on Dalmatian diggers.

Crown land comprised 435,000 acres of the
total 814,000 acres of gumland (R1914,
p.9). Until the Act came ito force all
Crown land was available to gumdiggers.
The Act set aside 276,000 acres as gum
reserves for British and Native diggers,
making over a thrd of gumfields
unavailable to Dalmatians unless and until
they were naturalised. The requirements for
naturalisation were weighted against short-
term immigrants.

The remaining 159,000 acres of Crown
land could be dug by Dalmatians, but only
starting 3 months after arrival and the issue
of a licence to dig (Trlin, pp. 76-78).
Therefore the Act overnight made it either
impossible or difficult for aliens to dig on
over 50% of Northland’s gumfields.

12

Dalmatian  immugration continued despite
the Act and further restrictions were
mposed m 1900 requiring the imposition
of a £10 bond on arrival (Trlin p. 54). This
short term measure briefly choked
immigration in 1901/2.By the early 1900’s,
New Zealand’s economic performance had
mproved. Auckland farmers were better
established and with the privileged position

of British citizens for digging on the
extensive kauri gum reserves, pressure
against Dalmatian immigration began to

decrease.

Many estimates were made of average
earnings of gumdiggers by various people
and Commissions over about 30 years.
These averages are estimates formed from a
wide range of reported earnings. For
mdividual diggers earnings depend on their
skills, experience, Iuck and the very
variable types of gumfields spread over
large areas of Northland. The submitters to
various Commissions appear to include few
from diggers working collectively [for
mstance there was only one for the 1898
Commission (R1898, p.22)]. Therefore, it
is difficult to compare their earnings with
those of individual diggers.
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3. THE TRANSIENTS

Despite the opposition to
immigrants and the restrictions of the 1898
Act, numbers of immigrants continued to
increase.

Arrival and census figures for Austrians

Period Arrived No.in  Departed
census.in or died
last year

To 1896 881

1897-1901 1538 1874 541

1902-1906 1841 2212 1503

1907- 1911 1192 2131 1273

1912 -1916 890 2365 656

Even if some allowance is made for deaths,
the above table shows that of the 6,342
Austrians who were in New Zealand before
1897 or had arrived since, just over a third
remamed i 1916. This reflects the
transient nature of the majority of the
arrivals. [While not all Austrians were

Dalmatians, the vast majority were. When
the

other “Austrian” arrivals, such as
Bohemian settlers at Puhoi, are removed

from the figures, the transient nature of

Dalmatian
pronounced. ]

arrivals  would be  more

1538 Austrians arrived from 1897 to 1901
and gum production rose from 7,100 tons to
a peak of 11,100 tons (see Table 4 in Part 2
of the book).

Further restrictions on immigration were

temporarily imposed resulting in Austrian
' 120 in

Immigrant numbers reducing to
1902 (which may have contributed to a

Dalmatian

13

drop mn gum production to 7,400 tons
1902). However, Austrian  arrivals
increased dramatically once the restrictions
were liffted and the Austrian population
further mcreased to 2212 m the 1906
census.

If we look at the Dalmatians n New
Zealand in 1916 (Table 2), of the 881
Austrian residents m 1896 only 87
Dalmatians remained; of the 1,540 Austrian
arrivals  1897-1901 only 147 Dalmatians
remained; and of the 1,840 Austrian
arrivals in 1902-1906 only 373 Dalmatians
remained.

Thus the immigrants over this decade can
be seen, in the main, as transients seeking
to follow the successes of earlier gum
digging migrants, returning to Dalmatia
when they had saved sufficient wealth.

However, the gum industry was changing.
By the end of 1900 gum production had
reached about 50% of the total eventually
recovered. Naturally the production to 1900
included most of the easily recovered,
shallow gum. The 1898 Act precluded
Dalmatians digging on kauri gum reserves
and made it difficult to dig on other Crown
land. Land i private ownership was
available, but owners increasingly looked
to betterment of ther land as part of any
deal by “paddocking” or face digging rather
than ‘“potholing” and mn some cases by
upgrading the land by draning swampy
areas. As early as 1898 there 6 swamp
drainage projects under way in the
Dargaville area (R1898, pp. 24, 26).
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All of these led to a need for larger groups
of diggers.

Potholes were no longer limited to the 1-7
ft depth but went much deeper and could
not be dug by individuals or small groups.

The surprising thing is that “British”
diggers did not opt for digging
on a face. The 1898
Commission stated that
“Austrians” used this method,
but British diggers did not,
and over twenty years later,
Firth states that the British

Digging on a face, which
superseded the shallower
“paddocking” and required
larger groups. From “Kauri
Gum and the Gumdiggers”,
by Bruce Hayward

An example of deep potholing by a
cooperative group with a hand pump at the
back to dewater the hole. Courtesy of the
Kauri Museum, A1.1992.915.71

14

diggers still dug on an individual basis
because they valued there freedom of
action. This is surprising as face digging
probably returned of the order of a third
more gum per unit of excavation and
probably twice as much gum was recovered
per hectare by this method than by
potholing.

When it was necessary to drain swamps
prior to digging this required larger gangs
again, with major examples being the
Notorious Drain and the Omamari Drain
near Dargaville (see photo on following
page) and the sandstone tunnel used to
drain a swamp at Waipapakauri.

From about 1908 a market progressively
opened up for use of the gum in linoleum,
using gum with a purity as low as 70%.
This meant that all sizes of gum could be
used providing methods were found to
wash away dirt and to remove light
material such as wood.




The Omamari Drain, one of many drains
to allow digging in swamps as other
gumfields became exhausted. (Despite
the size of this undertaking it was not a
financial success, see Jelicich , p. 59)
Courtesy of the Kauri Museum,
A1.1992.915.78

As the market for small sized gum
increased, organised washing and screening
could be more effectively carried out by
large groups. Firth states that the ratio of
best grade to low grade gum mined went
from 8020 in 1895, to 50:50 in 1906 and
20:80 in 1922 (Firth, p.24). Despite this
the average price of gum per ton did not
significantly ~ diminish, meaning that the
value of low grade gum had risen
dramatically since 1895. The price of top
quality gum could not increase due to
scarcity as it was set in London by the
margin over copals (resins) from places
such as the Congo.

The above considerations meant that it was
difficult for individuals or even family
groups of 3 or 4 diggers to succeed.

15

Furthermore merely increasing the size of a
group did not necessarily lead to success.
For a group to succeed it had to be led by
an experienced digger or be an experienced
gang . To dig a pothole a metre or so deep
and find nothing is not a big deal, but to dig
one three metres deep, or commit to a
major face digging project without finding
substantial gum would be disastrous.

Even worse, some swamp drainage was
done for nothing except access to the gum
in the swamp, and as this was cash
negative, judgement of the amount of the
gum was critical

A factor in this was iterpreting the result
of gum spearing ivestigations using spears
running up to 7 metres m length. A
suggested investigation put to the 1914
Commission (R1914, p.68) was for 6 men
over 2 weeks with 16-foot gumspears (see
photo on following page).

The successful approach by the Dalmatians

to gumdiggng had its impact on the
available amounts of varnish grade gum —
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its only substantial market until 1908/19009.
Total gum production dropped dramatically
from 10,900 tons in 1905 to 5,500 tons in
1908 (see Table 4) despite the near record
number of Dalmatians nvolved.

Most of the 1,840 Austrian diggers who
came to New Zealand from 1902-1906
would have been mexperienced, i effect,
greenhorns. With the rapid declne in gum
production after 1905 it is likely that their

Site investigation at Alfriston in
1910 with a long spear. Courtesy
of the Kauri Museum Al.
1992.915. 44

of diggers n New Zealand would probably
have fared best.

Under these circumstances it is likely that
many of the 1,840 would have returned to
Dalmatia nowhere near as successful as the
diggers of the middle 1890°s. In any event
the number of arriving migrants dropped
from 1,840 to 1,190 from 1907 to 1911
(Trln, p. 42, table 2.5). The outbreak of
war 1914 makes it impossble to
compare the next 5 year period.

n

From the low kauri gum tonnage of 1908
the market moved to lower grade gum, and
Dalmatians had the best mining techniques
for recovery of this material. This is
reflected i their increasing dominance of
the industry from 1907.

It is difficult to differentiate between the
earnings for “Austrian” diggers and local
diggers through to 1906, but there is a clear
trend that as the proportion of “Austrians”

success would have been patchy and to locals increased, so did production per

limited unless they were able to attach head. The average export value per head for

themselves to an experienced group. Those 1911 and 1916 is about £210. If an

who came from villages with large numbers allowance is made for transport and

Excerpt from Table 2 in Part 2

Year Gum Census Census  Tons per Gum export Value per
production diggers Austrians digger value (£k) digger (£)

(tons)

1896 7100 3340 881 2.1 431 129

1901 7500 3200 1874 2.3 446 139

1906 9200 3234 2212 2.8 522 161

1911 7600 2163 2131 3.5 396 183

1916 5400 1411 2365 3.8 339 240
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exporter’s margin of 33%, average annual
earnings per digger would have been about
£160 per year, well in excess of the £50
often cited.

Even though the trends were away from
transient to permanent arrivals there were
still many transient Dalmatians in New
Zealand - at the outbreak of World War I
Evidence of this can be taken from the 277
married Dalmatians who, in 1916, were
married but left no record of their marriage
m New Zealand records, so almost
certamly had left their wives in Dalmatia.
(see Appendix E). It is likely that most of
these would have returned to Dalmatia, and
many did.

Large numbers of single men left New
Zealand after the war, and while the
creation of the new state of Yugoslavia

with no conscription fears may have
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attracted them back, it possibly means that
many single men were also transients. The
1918 List had over 900 men who had not
taken up naturalisation which also indicates
that many of these may have intended to
return.

Although the Transients cannot be taken as
true immigrants due to ther mtention to
return to Dalmatia, they played a vital role
as far immigrants  are
concerned.

as permanent

Virtually all Dalmatian immigrants to the
Auckland  Provincé  commenced - their
working lift in the kauri gum industry.
They learned their skill in gumdigging from
the Transients; they benefited from the web
of support that had been built up for

Transients; and often were initially
sheltered by Transient parents, siblings,
extended family or village networks.
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5. THE STAYERS

In the period 1897-1901, 1538
“Austrians” arrived of whom six out of
seven returned to Dalmatia by 1921; from
1902-1906, 1841 “Austrians” arrived of
whom four out of five returned to Dalmatia
by 1921 (Trlin, p. 42, table 2.5). Although
this demonstrated the pronounced transient
nature of the immigrants over 1897-1906 it
still meant that some 570 of the arrivals in
this period settled in New Zealand. (This is
consistent with 605 Dalmatians from this
period still being n New Zealand n 1916
(see Table 2 in Part 2).

Immigration patterns changed over the
decade 1907 to 1916. 2082 Austrians
arrived in New Zealand but of these over
900 were still n New Zealand mn 1921
(Trlin p. 42, table 2.5), ie almost half the
immigrants stayed m NZ — a great contrast
to the previous decade.

Some of these may have been intending to
return but were trapped in New Zealand
with the start of World War I m 1914.

Conscription becomes a

driver for emigration

By about 1906-8 New Zealand appears to
have lost much of its attraction for
Transient immigrants. Gum production was
collapsing and it is possible that for
Transients there were better prospects than
New Zealand. However another driver for
immigration came into play — conscription.

There is a paucity of mnformation on the
ages and marital status of the Dalmatian
arrivals prior to 1906, so it s difficult to
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assess the influence of conscription on their
thinking,

However, between 1900 and 1910 the
situation in  the Balkans  became
increasingly tense and unstable. In 1908
Austria annexed Bosnia with its sizable
Serbian population, an act which increased
tensions between Austria and Serbia (and
led ultimately to the assassination of the
Archduke Ferdinand in Sarajevo mn 1914,
triggering World War I). Conscription was
no longer a merely unpleasant interlude,
but could be an entry into a real war — and
an unpopular one at that.

The mformation analysed m Part 2 Data

has various shortcomings but overall
provides a reasonable picture of the
demographic  background of Dalmatian

immigrants in 1916-18.

It is possible to determine the age on arrival
of about 1500 single men in New Zealand
m 1916 (see Table 2), with 63% arriving
under 21 years of age and a further 16 %
arriving under the age of 26. A figure of
about 60% under 21 seems to be a
consistent proportion for the years from
1897 onwards. As conscription was for 18-
year-olds this is consistent with the theory
that conscription was a major driver in
permanent immigration.

Furthermore, it is reasonable to assume that
those whose marriages were recorded in
New Zealand are likely to be stayers and
the the other married men whose wives
were probably in Dalmatia were lkely to
be transients. Of the former, 79% arrived in
New Zealand before the age of 21, while
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only 21% of the latter arrived under 21
years of age. Again, this is consistent with
conscripton being a major driver of
permanent immigration and settlement (see
Table 3).

The Gumdigging Stavyers

Gumdigging had become an industry
requiring increasing scale, knowledge and
experience, particularly with the increasing
market from 1907 onwards for gum of
purity as low as 70% in lnoleum
production. There were very large deposits
of low purity gum and gum of all sizes
could now be used. To get the maximum
recovery from the areas being dug, gum-
bearing soil had to be washed clear of dirt,
the resulting gum dried and then winnowed
to remove small wood or other light
mpurities. This meant that for individuals
or small groups water had to be procured
by bucket or hand pump and used to wash
the gumbearing soil through a hand sieve.

Until the invention of the hurdy-gurdy

(probably c. 1915) there was no mechanical
method of washing gum.

For larger groups of diggers the situation
became different prior to 1910 with the
advent of a motor driven water pump. This
pump both allowed parties to dewater
deeper excavations and to flume large
volumes of water over gum bearing soil on
screens, which was a much more efficient
arrangement than hand screening.

In the period 1910-1914 production of gum
was 41,500 tons, which is only 7% lower
than the figure for 1896-1900, the highest
S-year total, and was achieved with far
fewer diggers (see Table 4). The industry
had become much more sophisticated than
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one where all that was requred was a
strong body and will to work.

The introduction of power-driven washing
plants (just prior to 1920), and power-
driven blowers for winnowing (probably
mid-1920’s) further improved productivity.

Those Who Moved On From
Gumdigging

The 1917 Register of Aliens records 85
Dalmatians who arrived prior to 1897 (see
Table 2) [the entries for Rodney and Eden
did not record the date of arrival, so there
would have been more].

Of these, a number are known to have
settled outside the gumdigging area (see
Trlin, p. 36, table 2.4) and another handful
in  occupations not associated with
gumdigging n the Auckland province.
Nicolas Sentch was a telegraph lnesman
(R1898, p.34) and Devcich, Carina and
Duimovich worked in the timber mdustry
(Jelicich, pp. 34, 42).

The diggers in the field required support
and a number of Dalmatians provided this
in the form of boarding house keepers,
(Kinkela, Franich, Green, R1898, p57) or
storekeeper/gum-buyers (see R1898, pp. 9,
23). Most of those n the support role took a
longer term view of ther stay than the
transient diggers and a number ended up as
permanent settlers.

While some continued as “professional”
diggers many were settlng mnto other
occupations and businesses. As early as
1896 there are references to ‘“extensive “
plantings of grapes by “Austrians” at Pahi
This endeavour was wiped out by
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phylloxera about 1900. Grape growing was
under way in Waipapakauri and other areas
as early as 1903 (see Trlin, pp.81-91). This
s not surprising as it was a traditional
occupation and required only a small area
of low grade land. Others started orchards
or small farms while still digging. The
Sulenta brothers had a flax mil at
Waipapakauri in operation in 1906.

By 1914 the range of occupations of
Dalmatians had broadened. In Taranaki
most towns had  Dalmatian
restauranteurs. Some were fishermen on the
Kaipara. A number had moved mto full-
time dairy farming on better quality land.
Others had become wine producers (but
were battling the temperance movement).
Many had become drainage or quarry
contractors.

small

Marriage patterns of stayers

If marriage with New Zealand residents is
an indicator of settlement there were a

reasonable number prior to 1899. The
BDM Online records show 3
Dalmatian/Dalmatian  marriages i New

Zealand (Joanna Franko to Frank Thian,
Marie Antoinette Arnerich to John Stanich,
and Mary Annaora Marisco to Manuel
Vella), but 58 recognizably Dalmatian
immigrant/New Zealand marriages (see
Table 1) [most of these were to early
settlers in the South Island or Wellington].
The latter total is probably understated as
some Dalmatians had anglicised therr
names and would not be picked up (e.g. see
Green and Claridge, R1898, pp. 32, 57). In
some cases the New Zealand wife would
have moved into the Dalmatian cultural

environment, but there would be other
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cases where the Dalmatian man would have
moved into the New Zealand environment,
particularly if he had no close ties with
family or village groups in NZ.

Austrian female arrivals are not noted prior
to 1897, but as there were only 4 from
1897-1899 it is unlikely that there were
many before. Few Dalmatian women were
on the gumfields in 1898. Ferri (R1898, p.
59) had only seen one; Jurmovich (R1898,
p. 23) refers to 2 or 3; and there are 4
referred to by Jelicich (p. 208).

The number of Dalmatians who married in
NZ increased in the period 1897-1906.
There were 13 Dalmatian immigrant/
Dalmatian marriages in New Zealand over
the period 1897-1904. Over this time there
were 32 recognizable  Dalmatian/New
Zealand marriages and again the figure may
have been higher if Dalmatians with
anglicised names were taken into account
(see Table 1).

From 1905 to 1916 the number of
Dalmatian  immigrant/Dalmatian ~ marriages
increased rapidly to 86 and but was less
than Dalmatian immigrant to local women
of 90 (see Table 1). In 1916, the Register
records a total of 99 women borm in
Dalmatia living in New Zealand of whom
96 were married. Other than a small
number who arrived as children, most
women had arrived in New Zealand within
a year either side of ther marriage date.
The immigration of these women was a
strong indication of the mntention to settle.

Some Dalmatian arrivals had left their
wives behind and it is not clear whether
they intended to bring their wives to New
Zealand or return to them. The advent of
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World War 1 would of course have
prevented the latter. However, of those
Dalmatians who were on the Register of
Aliens 1917 or the 1918 List, about 260
who were not recorded on the Patriarch
Marriage List as having wives in New
Zealand i 1916 claimed to be married. It is
likely that some of these may have been
mis-recorded, but most would have been
those married to wives who were still in
Dalmatia. About 40 died later in New
Zealand so may have brought their wives to
New Zealand. The remainder probably
retuned to Dalmatia, and for some this

would have been done earlier, but for the
advent of the war.

The advent of World War I in 1914 led to a
disruption to both Dalmatian immigration
and to the gumdigging industry until 1921.
By this time there were probably about
1400 single Dalmatian men, many of
marriageable age in New Zealand (see
Table 3). Many of these had either settled
Or were looking to settle into properties or
businesses. While there was this pool of
men it is generally forgotten that casualties
N the war had deprived about 20,000 New
Zealand women of the opportunity of
marriage. The war saw the temporary
exclusion of further Dalmatian women
from New Zealand, but the large number of
Single Dalmatian men in New Zealand
continued to marry local non Dalmatian
Women. From 1916 to 1921 97 immigrant
Dalmatians married local women v 28 who
married Dalmatians (see Table 1).
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From 1922 to 1926 the numbers were
evenly splt at about 120 and then from
1927 to 1932 the Dalmatian to Dalmatian
marriages rose to 127 outnumbering those
to local non-Dalmatians of 74 (see Table
1). [My parents were married in 1924.]

Of the 572 Dalmatian men married from
1916 to 1932, 317 were marriages of men
who were single m New Zealand n 1916

(see Table 1)

(While both men and women were
available for a match, there was still a
hangover of antipathy due to the war. On
my father’s side, his older brother Ivan was
kiled and his younger brother Mijo
crippled while fighting in the Austrian
Army; on my mother’s side her brother had
fought in France and her uncle was killed at
Gallipoli. This caused some initial
coolness that was fortunately overcome i a
relatively short time.) '

The estimated numbers of Dalmatian
immigrants who arrived from 1896 to 1916
and who settled as married men consists of
the 218 who were recorded as married in
New Zealand n 1916 (Table 1), the 354
single men in 1916 who married between
1917 and 1932 (Table 1), and the estimated
40 men who apparently had wives outside
New Zealand but appeared to have settled
mn New Zealand (BDM Online, deaths).
This gives the total number of settler
families from the 1896-1916 arrivals of
about 620.
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5. World War I Disruption

When World War I broke out in 1914 it
disrupted all aspects of life for Dalmatian
immigrants. Immigration to New Zealand
stopped, and no Dalmatians returned until
1919 when about 100 were repatriated (see
Appendix G). About half the gum exported
had been going to Europe and this market
ceased overnight. About half of the
Dalmatian immigrants to New Zealand
were naturalised British subjects, but the
other half were still Austrian citizens, ie.
enemy aliens.

It is not intended here to cover the confused
and lengthy negotiations between the
Dalmatian community and the Government
over the role of Dalmatian immigrants in
the war which have been well covered by
Trlin, Jelicich and others.

While there was a major impact on the gum
industry, it is difficult to gauge its severity.
In 1914 the Government was empowered to
buy gum by paying 50% of the market
price mitially and with a further sum of the
net proceeds on sale of the gum after all of
the Government’s costs. Marginal
producers would not have been able to
survive such an arrangement. In any event
the Government had only £50,000 to
finance this operation so its impact may not
have been large. The following year the
Government’s options were broadened, but
without increased funding.

Some gum was upgraded to higher purity
by the Government using the new

McLaurin process and some was used as a
filler n the production of the explosive,
Sabulite, at Henderson. Export volumes did
not reflect production of gum over the war
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years. By the time of the census in October
1916 only 735 “Austrians” out of 1237
(60%) who adequately described the
industry they worked m, named “Kauri
gumdigging and assoc.” (Trlin, p. 68, table
3.2). A move into other activities was made
easier by the entry of tens of thousands of
New Zealand men into the armed forces.

The war also brought legislative changes
that affected major aspects of immigrants’
lives. The War Regulations Act of 1914
gave the Government broad powers to
regulate in its prosecution of the war.
Regulations issued on 9 December 1914
required non-naturalised aliens from enemy
states to report and register theirr details.
Under a further Regulation of 15 July 1915
the definition of alien enemy was extended
to include naturalised aliens as well. Alien
enemies were prevented from leaving New
Zealand. Under a Regulation of 20
September 1915 they could be arrested by
the military if they suspected the “enemy
aliens” of being disaffected or dangerous
and held until released by the Minister of
Defence.

A Regulation of 4 April 1916 required
“alien enemies” to provide details of
property valued at over £50. Among other
provisions of a Regulation of 2 April 1916,
wives of “alien enemies” were added to
that category. In 1917 there appeared to be
a softening of attitude to naturalised aliens.
The Regulation of 20™ August 1917
excluded naturalised New Zealanders from
the “alien enemy” category.

followed i the
1917 which

This approach was
Registration of Aliens Act



The Stayers

requred only non-naturalised aliens to
register.
On the other hand, under the War

Legislation Act passed on 31 October 1917
actions against non-naturalised aliens were
toughened. Under this Act the Attorney-
General could, through the Supreme Court,
move for land owned by an “alien enemy”
to be forfeited to the Crown. Under Section
35 of this Act, the government could make
Regulations to direct labour out of non-
essential industries; to direct people into
essential industries; and to make women
and girls subject to this direction.

More importantly, for Dalmatians, it gave
powers  “for regulating, controlling and
enforcing the labour of alien enemies”.
This power was given in the section subject
to _the War Regulations Act which defined
“.ahen enemies” as those who had at any
tme been subjects of enemy countries, and
0 included naturalised Dalmatians. Mr
Cullen  was appointed Commissioner to
ove.rsee this. Further action was taken
agamst aliens with the passing of the War
Legisiation and Statute Law amendment
Act on 10t December 1918. This prevented
“persons of enemy origin” (ie. naturalised
aliens) from acquiring freehold land; if land
had been acquired since August 1914 the
land could be taken for public use, and the
owner compensated; if purchased after the
Act it could be forfeited to the Crown.

Further legislation in 1920 confirmed the
ability to revoke a person’s naturalisation if
“expedient for the welfare of the Realm’.
The War Regulations continuance Act of
1920 provided that “alien enemy” included
Naturalised persons and their wives; gave
the military powers to arrest and detain
disaffected aliens; “alien enemies” could
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not incorporate companies, or own shares
or debentures n New Zealand companies;
“alien enemies” had to provide to the
Custodian of Enemy Property, details of all
property (including cash) i excess of £50.
For those Dalmatians not naturalised the
restrictions were repressive but the same as
other subjects of Germany and its allies. If
their intentions were to settl m New
Zealand they were prevented from making
the usual steps towards settlement such as
buying houses, farms or orchards for about
7 years from 1914.

This situation could be reflected i the
1918 List (theoretically limited to non-
naturalised persons). Out of about 950 on
the List at the end of 1917 only about
50(5%) were farmers. Only 176 (18%)
gave their occupation as gumdiggers,
although a further 150 (15%) gave their
occupations as labourers at Redhil,
Dargaville, Babylon and Aranga which
were essentially gumdigging areas. Some
164 (17%) gave ther addresses as c/o PWD
at Kaikohe, Mangapai, Paeroa, Portland
and Te Aroha, indicating that they may
have been in directed labour as early as the
last quarter of 1917.

For the naturalised Dalmatians the situation
was at times better than for those not
naturalised. @However, the uncertainties
caused by the legislation changes meant
that they were not secure in the tenure of
any property that was bought after the start
of the war. If they were seeking a wife,
their prospective bride would take the risk
of becomng an alien enemy even if
married to a naturalised New Zealander.

The majority of the Dalmatians were anti-
Austrian and with few exceptions protested
therr loyalty to New Zealand — many had
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come to New Zealand to avoid conscription
mto the Austrian armed forces. At the same
time many would have had brothers
fighting against allied troops. Over 200
appear to have wives and family left behind
and would have been unable to support
them directly, and a similar situation would
exist for those who supported other family
members back in Dalmatia.

The Commissioner of Aliens pursued
Dalmatian immigrants with some zest to
ensure that they went mnto directed work,
exhorting police to track down those who
had not registered or had not turned up to
the directed work site. This appears to have
developed into something approaching
paranoia in 1919. In 1919 after the
armistice ending the war, one Ivan Letica
who had served in the Army for 3 years
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was prosecuted for not registering and then
directed to essential work. Another had his
naturalisation papers noted as bemng “a
badly disposed alien who is of no benefit to
this country” for persuading his brother not
to register. The said brother was in a mental

mstitution.

The direction of labour to essential work
was stopped in September 1919. However,
much of the remainder of the restrictive
legislation and regulations remaimned in
force until 1923. In that year the “Register
of Aliens Act 1917” was repealed and the
“British Nationality and Status of Aliens
Act” confrmed the rights of naturalised
aliens as New Zealand citizens and
provided that aliens could own property in
new Zealand and acquire citizenship
through normal procedures.



6. Epilogue

The outcome of the research for this paper
presents a portrait of the Dalmatian
immigrants who arrived in New Zealand
from 1896 to 1916. Of about 6000 arrivals
under 2000 remained in 1916 and not all of
these settled in New Zealand. The arrivals
were overwhelming male, and only about
100 of them were females (Appendix A).

The men living in New Zealand in 1916
had arrived young, with 62% of those on
the ‘Register of Aliens 1917” arriving
under the age of 21 and a further 16%
under the age of 26. For single men 77%
were under the age of 21 on arrival and a
further 13 % under the age of 26 (see
Tables 2 and 3). The statistics are similar
fo.r those married men on the “Patriarch’s
List” (Appendix D) but for those married
men who do not appear on this list the
figures are 14% under 21 and a further 17%
unde.r 26 on arrival (see Table 4). This is
consistent  with this group being largely
husbands who had left their wives and
families in Dalmatia, with the options of
retuning to Dalmatia* or bringing their
families to New Zealand.

So for those permanently settling, the
Overwhelming majority arrived as very
young single men. All the evidence and
anecdotal memories point to avoidance of
conscription as being a major driver
towards their emigration.

Young Dalmatians wishing to go to New
Zealand had to secure financial support
from people who believed that they had the
Strength and character to succeed and repay
money advanced for fares and starting
COsts. As gumdigging was their initiation to
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New Zealand, those who stayed had to be
strong and fit for the physical rigours of
that occupation and also mentally tough
enough to put up with the demanding
environment and poor living conditions.

Those who survived this mitial tests must
also have had a vision for a better future
lift for themselves in New Zealand if they
were to settle here.

But there were other hurdles to overcome.
Very few Dalmatians could speak English.
Their level of schooling was poor. Some
were filliterate. Less than 20 of those on the
“List of Jugo-Slav and Austrian Aliens
1918” gave theirr occupations as tradesmen;
out of about 1000 on the List, none gave
any form of professional qualifications.
They had no experience of British law or
customs.

To assist in overcoming these hurdles new
arrivals were generally assisted by fathers,
brothers or cousins and wider village
families. =~ When this assistance  was
developed into the workplace i the form of
minng gum in a collective fashion, it
enabled the young arrivals to earn much
more than other gumdiggers working as
ndividuals.

The overwhelming majority of those who
left the gumdigging industry, whether
single or married, moved to establish
themselves in their own businesses or farms
as quickly as they could raise the necessary
funds. (As an example, by 1930 the
Dalmatian settlers in Waiuku comprised the
fish and chip shop owner, the local
bookmaker, a gumbuyer, several farmers
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and a cattle breeder — none were employed
labour)

Unsurprisingly, many of the fit, young
single Dalmatians wished to marry and
settle down. About 620 of the total who
arrived before 1916 did marry (see Table 1
and Appendix E). Also unsurprisingly, they
married women who were available at that
time, so at times a majority married
Dalmatian wives and at other times a
majority married New Zealand wives, with
settlers from 1896-1916 marrying roughly
equal numbers overall

About 300 had married prior to 1917 and
about a further 280 appear to have left their
wives in Dalmatia prior to World War L.
From death records most of the Iatter
appear to have returned to Dalmatia. Of the
approximately 1400 single men about 350
married after 1916 and settltd n New
Zealand. Of a sample of 400 single men in
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Appendix F only about 200 have deaths
recorded n New Zealand, so it appears that
about 50% of the single men may have left
New Zealand to return to Dalmatia or live
elsewhere.

Like most pioneering families the
Dalmatians had the drive to make their
children’s lives better than the hard road to
survival and success that they had had to
follow. Apart from economic security,
many families placed great emphasis on
education. Children of the il-educated
immigrants have made their mark in many
fields n New Zealand and overseas —

mathematics professors, medical
professors, prizewinning architects and
engineers, doctors, scientists, authors,

veterinarians and other professions.

As a final footnote, 8 families from the 620
who settled in NZ were assessed to be in
the top 100 wealthy families in 2012.
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DATA ANALYSIS AND RECONCILIATION

Two documents produced during World
War 1 hold more official information on
Dalmatian  immigrants  than in  all
documents prior to the start of the war.
These documents are “The Register of
Aliens 1917” (The Register) and the “List
of Jugo-Slav and Austrian Aliens, 1918
(The List). While much information is
recorded there are significant problems
with the huge numbers of mis-spellings of
names i the former, while the latter
covered only about half the Dalmatians in
New Zealand and had mis-spelling errors in
the names of villages of origin. The basis of
collation was different — the former being a
county by county record of all aliens and
the latter an overall record of just
Austrians and “Jugoslavs”. Finally, as the
Wwar resulted in major shifts in occupation
and location the date that the data was
recorded is important.

The. Register had fields for name, sex, age,
marital - status, country of birth, years in
New Zealand, nmaturalised or  not,
Occupation and place of residence. These
fields had to be filled into the ‘“Personal
Schedule” for the October 1916 Census
which was available to the Government
Stz.itistician Under the ‘Registration of
Ahefxs Act, 1917 the Government
StathtiCian was obliged to provide a
Register of Aliens “using any information
?aW.fully i his possession” so could use the
mformation in the Census for this purpose.
He‘ issued the Register in April 1918 to
assist Alien Registration Officers to ensure
that aliens who had not become naturalised
should register in accordance wi<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>