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the ayor, absent in Auckland, ith the 1 o ation that his 

pplications to tho Board for p usion to examine the papers, 

1ating to the endowment of the Library, had been studiously 

31, i7llen he had received copies of h \1ills of 

-~"M•¥ack and Postle acco ~anied by a flat refusal to supply the other 

ormation requested. In the light or the rev lations de by 

his letter, the Council resolved to discontinue the negotiations, 

less the inf or· ation asked for · :7as supplied. (GB) For the ..,ccond 

e a stalemate had been reached, and the question ~nu shelved • .. 

A revic1 of this second conf'lict ould sug est that the Council 

O oUpported t e letter and the sp· it Of the la • There can be 

o doubt that the Board appeared prepared to paos tlc responsibility 

the Public Library to the Council ilhilc us·ng the ... ndowmcnt to 

tablish a new library, not mentioned in the original document. 

iat there is no mention of the requirements of the Juseum in the 

tter controv rsy 1ould appear to represent a rundamental change 

opinion on the Boaru•s behalf. Under the changed cil .. cumstances, 

e Council uould appear entirely justified in demanding a ohare of 

c endowment . o iever, in actual practice, tl e grant ·to the 

lle e Library never exceeded £20, and tho Public LibrarJ'o share 

the endo nt did not drop below £470. (G9) Once or the solution 

t stands ~orth as obvious 1as not resorted to . It is a matter 

or wonderment that the Public Libraries Act was again overlooked or 

ored, but any rerer~ncc to it is conspicuous by its absence . 

Library finances sui'fcrcd still further by a reduction in the 
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