
he 1hole question. "Biblion's" letter as follo,.ed t o d ys later 

y one .from H. V ynn lillia.ms, a prominent ci tiz n, who emphasised 

c necessity or having all such impor· ant bodieo as the Gove:'nors 

f the College chosen by th. public whose int rests tney represented. 

e believed that, until this was done, there could be no hope of.' 

ving their iork publicly and properly done, and he considered 

hut there was no doubt that the Public Li1H•ary .a being robbed 

of its share of ~he reserves, and that it /r.; S time the pl:-blic were 

wakened to the fact. <21 ) 

There can be no doubt, as later .vidence wil l shov, that the 

om:-d's attitude was mistaken, but to suggest its members were 

negligent in their duty to th~ College and to the public was a 

reposterous chai•ge and savours of modern sensationnlism. Even 

l though the Boui•d was in tne wrong, i t; must be ad.mi t ted t!1a t it 

as f'aced ii th a very real and serious pl"oblem. '.i'he Nat.ional 

,ndowment Act 1907 se aside an area of' 7 ,000,000 acres (later 

aisc~ to ~,000,000 acres) of land as an endowment in per.petuity to 

e disposed of only o .1. leasehold tei•rns. aeventy per cent 01 tne 

et revenue v as to help def:r·ay euucation cos ts, \7hilc the r·emainder 

as to be devoted to ol age pensions. In 1926 the expenditure on 

education was £3,9-10,241 and on old age pensions £982,356 but the 

ross rental or t o 1utiunal cndowrnent was only £1..:)8,040. <22 > If 

the New Zealand Government had had to roly solely on this source 

o rinance pensions and education, it would have been faced with 

same problem hich :raced tho Mourd ·vho were trying to suppor'"t 
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