
Wb republish from the 'Thames Advertiser ' thefollowing article on
the administration, or more properly the' want of administration, of~

Immigration. The length of the article is enough to determany on
glancingat it topassitunread,bat itis certainly worthyofperusalp-*

"Itistobe hopedthat before'the presentsession is brought to.a
close some leading member of the House will endeavour toraise a
distinct issue on the general administrative ability of the present
Ministry, and more particularly as regards ,the reckless manner iv
which the immigration portion of their policy has been carried out.
Itmaybe, as our Wellington correspondent has told us that ' the
Ministry arestrong,and they know it, tnd the Oppositionare weak,
and they know it,"and that there, would consequently be little hope
of currying an hostile motion against the present occupants of the
Treasury benches \ but the discussion which wouldbe raised by such
a motionmight lead to greatgoodultimately, because it would.beth*
means of drawingpublic attention toamatter which willnot bear the
light of publicity. It is now time the immigration departmentbegan.
toshow something likebusiness order and method incarrying oat of
amost importantwork, for there has been ample time togain expe-
rience, and abundance of public money wasted in thepurchasingof
thatexperience. Ithas indeedbeen dearly bought by this colony, for
we have had three years of the rrost complete chaos, and yet no
attempt appears tohave been made to redeem the department from
disorder, or to determine the exactposition andpowers of the Agent-
General > norhas any arnnst effort been put torth to amend the work-
ing ofthe administrative machinery, so that it might be made more
useful and less expensive. We all know that during thepast year
there has been a great public outcry against immigration, and
especially against the class of immigrants sent out and the character
of vessels which wero employed for the purpose of bringing passengers
from England 5 and this agitation was apparently not without good
cause."The whole storyof theblundering andmuddling of immigration
matters is told in the correspondence between the Agent-General and
the Government, which has been printedand presented to the Assem-
bly. There are two sets of papers— the one coutaininsj letters from,
the Agent-General, the other containing letteis and memoranda toDp
Featlieraton;and although as a general rule, state papers and official'
despatches are exceedingly heavy reading, the papers before us are
well worth perusing, as they are" made readable by a liberal spriuk-'
ling ofpersonalities, and an iatetchange of polite snubs between a
servant and his masters

—
between Dr Featherston and the Govern-

ment. The Agent-Generaldoes not hesitate to tell the Ministry that
they havemeddled and mud'lied, and boldly asserts that they have
plunged the Colony into a serious annual expenditurewhichis 'wholly
unnecessary,' whilst they give such contradictory orders, and BhoW
such ignorance ofpreviousinstructions, that it is impossible tounder-
stand themiud of the Government. On the orh*>r hnnd Mr O'Rorke
declared that the action of the Agent-General lias not met with the
approvalof the Government,and then inseveral letters heproceedsto1

defend the Ministry agoiust the attacks of the Agent-General, and
declares that

'Iiis not an ordinary state of affairs for a Government?
to have todefend it9rIf from the attacks of its ownofficers 5 but seeing
that you take credit to yourself for whatever is economical, in the con-
duct ofyour agency, whilst you attribute all its waste and extrava-
gance to the Government, it is right to consider whether your
apportionment of praise and blame is correct.' Mr O'Rorke then
discusses the several appointments that have been made by the
Government, and decljrea that Dr Featherston had full power to
dispense with the services of the men who were " wholly unnecessary,'
and he also draws attention to themanner in which theAgent-Geueral
has set aside definite instructions withrespect to the introductionof the.
small farmer class ef immigrants flu- settlement ou the confiscated
land?. There has yet beenno time for ananswer fromDr Featherston

IMMIGRATION.
£Wb continue Mr O'Rorke's letter1of February last to Dr Feather-
ston:

—
]

Itis the opinionof the Government that this number* ofimmi-
grants is absolutely required to save the scheme of Public Works
from jeopardy during the year. Increased exertions onyourpart are
indispensableto enable the Colony tomeet the demands'oiithe labourmarket, not onlyon accouat of public works, but also to enable the
ordinary agricultural andpastoralpursuit* of settlers to be carriedon
withreasonable prospectsofsuccess.

Turning to another subject, Iobserve by the accounts yourecentlyfurnished to the Treasury, that you haveincreased the salary
ofMessrs Birch,Famuli, andSeaton, from 18s per dietn to £700 per
annum. You havenot favoured the Governmentwithany explana-
tionofyour reason for doing so, and in addition to this, youhave
granted back pay to thesegentlemen from their arrival inErgland, to
the followingamounts:

-
To Mr Birch, £175 11s Ids to Mr Seaton,£170 18« 8d j to MrFarnall, £114 Ss sd.

In the absenceof any explanation from you of the reasons for
more thandoubling their original salaries and grantin' this buck-pay,
I*canonly saythat these increases of pay are unsatisfactory to theGovernment,andaresure to be mo to the House ofRepresentatives.
Thesegentlemen wenthome, asI.understand it,'primarily on privatebusiness, with a recommendation that you should avail yourself of
their services during a temporary stay in theUnited Kiugdom. Any
obligation that may have been incurred by the Government in re-
commending, and byyouinemploying them, has, in the opinion ofthe Government, been now fulfilled, and theGovernment devolvesuponyou the responsibility of saying, whether you consider tha ser-vices of these gentlemen as emigration agents should be retained.
Salariesof £700 per annum will not be passed. If you desire to re-tain theirservices at the salaries you originally fixed,and report from
time to time the results of those services, the*Government, ifsatiofied
with the benefits accruing to the Colony from their exertions,would
not decline to listen to recommendations based on tho advantages
obtained.

If these gentlemen are engagsd in any important scheme of
emigration, asIlearn from His Honor the Superintendent of Auck-
land MrFarna.ll is at present, andofwhichIhave advised you by thismail,Ido not de-ire that he or any ofthem should be "toppedehort
in accomplishing their respective objects,if, inyour opinion, they are
likely to succeed. What the Government desires is, that theirAgent-
General shouldbear the whole reponsibility of the conduct of immi-
gration,leaving to him the power of appointing or removing sub*
agents. Salaries of £300 a ysar and upwards should receive thesanction of the Government.

Mr O1O1Rorke writing by the same mail, says:— Herewith is for-
warded report of the Immigration Commissioners upon the ship"Glenlora," which ship arrived at Wellington upon the IIth March,
1878 ;also the report of the proceedings in the Resident Mngigtrate's
Court upon the prosecution instituted against the ship by the .Emigra-
tion Officer under

"
The Passengers Act, 1855," which resulted in the

captnin beingamerced ina fine of £25, with costs, ineach case.
These enclosuresspeak for themselves;and itis only necessary

thatIshouldndd that it is anything but satisfactory to the Govern-
"tient to find that the repeated remonstrance of Mr Waterhouse and
myself, with regard to the inefficient inspection of shipsandselectionof"inisfrunts, arenot only not attended to, but seem not tobe con-
sidered worthy of notice inyour correspondence.

Dr Feathebston, in replying to Mr O'Rorke says s
—

IheGovernment seem to be under the impression that Messrs.
Bronden'a emigration was an aid and assistance to me, whereas it
wa» inpoiofc of fact a serious hindrance to the conduct of emigration
by the Government. The Messrs. Brogden were formidable competi-
tors withme in tho 6e3d of emigraaon, for the terms which they
offered were such asIshouldnot havebeen justified in offeringon the
part oftheGovernment. Emigrants htiviag ih« terms offered by the
Messrs. Urogden, naturally declined to accept the lower terms offeredby theGovernment. Iwas so fully conscious of the disadvantage
under which theGovernment wus laboringby this competition ihat [
placed the services ofmy whole staffat the disposal of Messrs. Brog-
den, witha view of enabling them to cemplete the contract for the
despatch of 2,000 emigrants within the shortest possible period,
moreespecially asIwas aware that it was absolutely essential for
the construction of railways in contemplationthat a large proportion
ofthe emigrants should be of the class known uu

"
navvies." It is

scarcely fair, therefore, on the part of the Government to deduct
from the number of emigrants sent out by mo those known as" .Bjogden's men."

In consequence of the representationsmade to me by the Gene*
ral Government, that they were afraidIwas starving emigration by
not offering sufficiently liberal terms,and that,provided population
couldbe pouredin, the cost wasofsecondary importance,andlikewise
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Sermons, lectures, andspeeches on this subject are the order of theday. The newspapers are obliged at last to refuse admission to thecorrespondence,whichistherefore carried on as advertisements. . ,
The Catholics,meantime, preserve a dignified silence,aridif they canonlycontinue proof against theinsults and contumely heaped upontheir religion, they will rise immensely in the estimationof all wholook withconcernat this uprising of a narrow bigotry." He th«nShows that this unhealthy agitationisfeeing" revived for purelypoliti-
cal purposes by a few knowingindividualshere." One point is worthy
of special mention. "

Amid the unitedband who are devoting their
best energies to the creation of discord between their own flock* andtheRoman Catholic friends with whom they have hitherto and for somany years livedinpeace andamity,Ishould," he writes, " add thatthe Presbyterian ministers, and notably the Rev Mr Bruce, theirModerator,havekept aloof from this controversy; which attacks not
somuch the doctrineas the character andmorals of the whole Catho-
lic community,"

their positive' instructions thatIshould make' the' terms' as liberal as
those offered bj any other Government,Iveryunadvisedlyofferednotonly free passages so far asmoney payments wet's concerned,but to
abolish the system of promissory notes altogether. Ihad no sooner
promulgated thesenew regulations (on the 10th March) thanIper*
ceived that Iliad committeda gravoblunder,andat once(on the17tnV
cancelled them, intimating at the same time to the sub-agents that all
promises made under these ill-advWed regulations wouldbe faithfully;1
fulfilledi forIhadno soonerabolishedthesystemofpromissory notes
thanIfeltIhad seriously'compromised the Government,both in
regard to pastand existing emigration contract*. For instance, the
Messrs. Brogdenmight have reasonably complained'that while they
hadbeen calledupon togive their ownpromissory notesat therateof
£10 per adult onall emigrants introduced by them, emigrants were
being introduced without beiag requiredto pay any part of their
passagemoney,or to give any promissory notes. The parties with
whomIhave contracts for theintroductionof Germans, andScandin*
avians wouldhavehadan equal right to make a nimiUr complaint.
And further, it wouldhaverendereditdifficult for the Governmentto
collect thepromissory note* already given to emigrants. Imay add
that judging frommy own experience,emigrants' as a'ruledonot objeot
togive promissory notesinpayment of their passage money. Ithere-
fore, for these reasons,admitting the blunderIhad made, withdrew
the regulations of the 10th March,and substituted those of 17th,of
whichyou have already receiveda copy. The Eon.Mr O'Rorke will
findby a return forwarded to the Government thathis complaintwith
respect to thenonappoiutineut of agents, and the inadequacy of the'
advertisementsin thenewspapersof theSouthofIreland(in thejustice
ofwhichIquiteconcur,) has now been remedied. At the same time,
Imust repeat that Iamnot responsible for the actions of peripatetic
agmtj'senthomeby the Governimn.t,in whose appointment I',have

beenallowednovoice,and wld usually act in defiance of my instruc-
ion*. Iwould in conolusiou add, that being now in aposition to
judge ofthe futureprospectsof emigrationin this country,Ido not
tor onemoment share the gloomy anticipations which are constantly
beingput forth by a section of theColonialpress, and whichappear to
have somewhatalarmed theGovernment.
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