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DEPARTVENT OF FINANCE,
City of New York,
February 14, 1902.

HON SETH LOW,
Mayor.
Dear Mr. Low:

My attention has been called by some criticisms in
the press, to the terms of a bill teo incorporate the Brooklyn Public
Library and to permit the other libraries in Brooklyn to convey
their property thereto. It was intwoduced by Mr. Morgan and is
known as No. 762. The eriticism is against the eighth and ninth
sections, sections, I think, which do not appear in the draft which
was shown to us last Decewber, and which would permit at least a
third of the stockholders of the private libraries to require the
City to buy their stock. It would seem to me that the bill
ought to be amended 0 as to provide for a free conveyance of
library properties to the City, and that the Brooklyn Library gets
sufficient compensation by having eleven out of twenty-two appointed
trustees. If I am not mistaken, mone of these private libraries
are dividend paying stock corporations, so that the stockholders
will not lose anything by giving their property to the City.

Yours very truly,

(Signed) ZEdaward M, Grout, Comptroller.




Brooklyn, N. Y., March 8, 1902.

Hon. Nevada ¥, Stranahan,
Chairman Committee on Affairs of Cities,
Senate Chamber, N, V.
Dear Sir;
The undersigned, trustees of the Brooklyn Library in the
Borough of Brooklyn, respectfully request the favorable considera-—
tion of your committee wpon the bill now in the hands of your
committee, entitled "An act to incorporate the Brooklyn Publie
Library,* ete., introduced by Mr, Morgan in Assembly and being known
as No., 762, If this bill shall be enacted with the amendments
agreed upon at a conference between ourselves and representatives
of the Brooklyn Publie Library, and which amendments will be pre-
sented to you by Mr. Morgan, it is our purpose to transfer to the
new corporation proposed in the bill the entire property and estate
now held by us as trustees of the Brooklyn Library. This property
comprises a library of 180,000 volumes, which hes heen accumalated
Auring a period of more than forty vears, and also a large and
valuable block, with the buildings thereon, situated on Montague
gtreet in the most valuable center of Brooklyn. We believe our
property to be conservatively valued at $750,000. It is our
purpose in offering this gift 4o make our large and important
1ihrary a part of the public library system of Brooklyn, 8o that its
valuable dolleetions may be thrown open to the free service of all

the citizens of our berough. This library has always heen a
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subsoription library and while its revenues have bheen sufficient for
the maintenance, the fact of a membership fee has necessarily
restricted its use to a comparatively small part of our people. The
assumption of its maintenance by the publie library system of the
eity will compose but a small annual charge, such as we feel sure
the munieipal administration will most gladly accord, The action

of the board of trustees of this library in meking this proposition
to the eity through his honor, the Mayor, was unanimous and we are
glad it has met with the approval of a very large majority of the
trustees of the present Brooklyn Public Library.

Raspectfully yours,

(Signed) James L. Morgan, Acting President.

Theodore L. Frothingham, Recording
Secretary

Frederick A. Ward, Corresponding
Secretary.

Henry Sanger Snow, Treasurer.
A. B, Orr.

Henry W. Maxwell,

Truman J. Backus.

Simeon B. Chittenden.

Frank Lyman.

James Mc Keen,

Sanford H. Steele.
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FRANK P. HILL
LIBRARIAN

BROOKLYN PUBLIC LIBRARY
26 BREVOORT PLACE

March 27th, 1902,

Dr, James A. Canfield,
Columbia University,
New York City.
My dear Doctor,-

By active and persistent work the Morgan bill for
the consolidation of Brooklyn libraries has passed the legislature
and is now in the hands of Mayor Low. While there is every probabil-
ity that he will favor the bill still it is best not to leave any
stone unturned. The bill, as you know, is on similar lines to the

New York Public TLibrary, and the only object ion made to it is because

of the self-perpetuating feature. It calls for appointment by the

Mayor eleven men from the old library and eleven men from the new,
with thes Mayor, the Comptroller and the President of the Borough ex-
officlio. As you will see,this gives ample security to the city,
particularly as the funds are all to pass through the Comptroller's
hands.

You know the value of the Montague Street collection and
what it means for the city to get control of it. In addition to the

books the library turns over to the new corporation real estate to
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the value of over $500,000, It is a gift which cannot be lightly
cast aside. The bill has the approval of a large majority of the
d irectors o%oth ibrarzizs Mz;yﬂzﬁzsk ou to do what you can for

/ }gL Mé’ AU L vy (/,/ = Ol 4 Eci
us with his Honox7) bofh ® rsonally and through others who may have

influence with him.?

G.A.S, Very truly yours,

P.P.H, p///%/%’/é ///%L/(/

7.0 49
Librarian,

W»ﬁ@\x&m \
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* TREASURER'S or-'n%,f

.

BROOKLYN PUBLIC LIBRARY
26 BREV-O-CRFPEAGE

%56 Cotton ZExchange 31ldg.,

Meh, 28th, '02,

We Jo Moran,
Mayor's Office,
New York City.
\y dear lir. Moran,;-
Agreeable to your suggestion as telephoned to-day,
I send you copy taken from a Senate copy of the Broeklyn Consolida-
tion Library Bill, which is from the 19th to the 23rd line of the

printed copy, page '3 , yéragraph 3%

"and the sald corporation may, with the consent of

"Andrew Carnegie, or of his legal representatives

tatives for the donstruction

"of free libraries in the said borough of Brooklyn etc.

My desire is to know if the punctuation in the original
bill agrees with the above. The desire of the Carnegie Trustees
was, and the bill was so amended, that whenever a change of the
present contract was deemed advisable it would be necessary to
have the joint consent of Andrew Carnegie and the present repre-
sentatives, now known as the Carnegie Committee.

The seeming omission of a comua between the word repre-

sentatives and the word and would indicate by the present reading




® TREASURER'S OFFICE

BROOKLYN PUBLIC LIBRARY
26 BREVOORT PLACE

of the bill that with the consent alone of Andrew Carnegle  the
present status of the board could be changed. As this was op-
posed to the wishes of the Carnegie Committee, it is very necessary
to compare the above with the original bill,

Hoping to hear from you as soon as possible as to when a
hearing may be had on the bill, I remain,

4

-




Form No. 43, 1898.

State of Mew ork,

Flssembly Chamber.

) _ate the Brooklyn publlc hbrary and to permit libraries
| roﬁgh of Brooklyn of the city of New York to convey"‘ '

-~ their property thereto, and limiting and defining the powers b
- thereof o

Please fill out enclosed blank and return to me upon receipt thereof.

Very respectfully yours, ;

Slerk of the Assembly.
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CiTy oF NEw YORK.

OfFFicE OF THE MaYOR.

March 3lst, ¥902.

PURSUANT to the Constitution and Statutes in such case made
and provided, I hereby fix April bth, 1902, at 10 o'clock in the
forenoon at the office of the Mayor in the City Hall in the City
of New York, as the time and place for a public hearing concern
ing the bill passed by the Legislature, entitled

"AN ACT

To incorporate the Brooklyn public lidbrary and to permit
libraries in the borough of Brooklyn of the city of New York to
convey their property thereto, and limiting and defining th e powers

thereof",

I designate the New York Times and the Commercial Advertiser
as the two daily newspapers in which public notice of the time
and place of such hearing shall be given by publishing of notice
thereof on April 2nd and 3rd, 1902,
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FRAWK B #ILL

{LIBRA&J}AN f‘f

ol % 2
i : kA BROOKLYN PUBLIC LIBRARY
’4 3 Re 4 P 26 BREVOORT PLACE

k

April 1, 1902,

Hon, Seth Low, Mayor,k%
New York City.

Dear Sir:

As librarian of the Brooklyn Public Library Ifwould like
to state briafly some of the reasons for the consolidation of the
Brooklyn libraries as proposed by Sen=ate bill number 1084, I do
this with great satisfaction because a large majority of the Board
of Directors voted at a recent meeting to use every effort to
secure the passage of the Morgan library bill. I speak in the
interests of the people of this borough, and have in mind the future
sdvantages that will acerue to them if the act passed by the Legis-—
lature is signed by the Mayor and Governor. And I believe those
advantzges more than counterhalance the ohjaction (and there is only
one) which has been made to the bill,

Naturally I look at the matter from the viewpoint of a librarian.

The question, it seems to me, is a practical not a theoretical one.
Here is & definite offer to the city of a gift of 160,000 volumes and
$500,000 in money, and 211 the donors ask is that there shall be
some continuity and permaneney in the management. This is a
universal precaution taken by those who make endowments - and this

gift is certainly of that nature.

The value of the reel estate is better known to others than to




me, but it is admitted even by the opponents of the bill that it is
at least $500,000,

Brooklyn 1s well sunmlied with braneh libraries, but the nuamber
of books at any one braneh must necessarily be small. What it
needs now to complete the Ivstem i3 a eentral library thoroughly
equipped in all the denartments of the arts 2nd sceiences. The
Brooklyn Library forms a substantial nucleus for a central reservoir
from which the whole community ean draw.

The following are a few points in favor of the bill:—

) 8 30 far as the books are concerned the collection represents
the accumilation of over forty years. They were selected by
broad-minded men who had in mind a library which should be of use to

the student of every art anl seience as well as to the mere novel

resder, How well they succeeded may be gathera .@Mf(he fact that

1f the wealth of the olty of New York were turned over to the
direetors the books aould not be duplicated in twenty-five years,
88 thousands are out of print and could be picked up only at seeond
hand dealers or auction sales from time to time, while several
hundredg are so unique and valusble as to be almost priceless,

Ze The liberal spirit shown by the directors of" the Brooklyn
Lihrary enabled the neople to enjoy the privileges of a public,
though not free, library for more than forty vears before the free
library system was inaugursated. Credit and consideration are due
such men for this work; and it seems aquite proper that, in turning
over thelr property to the city, the directors should make sure that

1t would continue to he gsed for educational purposes as originally




of
intended, and managed by & somewhst nermanent board of trustees such
28 the bill provides.

3. The interests of the taxpayers and of the e¢ity would be
protected bheecause the Hi11 nrovides that the Mayor, Comptroller and
President of the Borough of Brooklyn shall be ex—officio members of
the Board of Trustees.

4, Both boards of directors annrove the Hill in all its
features, the Brooklyn Public Library Board first investigating the
matter thoroughly by visiting some of the leading eities in the
country. The investigation proved to them corelusively, after
conversation with the trustees and librarians that the self-perpet-
uating feature of the bill was the safest and best.

Avpended are copies of letters prepared by the governing hoards
and sent to the Cities Committee of the Senate.

5. To my mind, as & librarian, having studiled the effect of
different forms of libraryv management for the past twenty years, the
self perpetuating feature of the hill is 2 most valusble one, for
aside from protecting the interests of both libraries, it insures to
the public a2 stable and safe wnolicy entirely outside of politics.
The peovle are not interested so much in the way the institution is
organized as in the way it is managed, and they are served. It 1is
results théy sre after: and these are secured under the management
proposed by this bill,

8. The bill provides for an organization similar to theat now

governing the New York Puhlie Library, Astor, Lenox and Tilden

foundsations. The principle of government is the same even though

1t has been stated that the publiec library is a city institution
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whereas the New York Public Library was 2 private corporstion at the
time the law was passed last year enabling the city to enter into
the same kind of a contract which is now proposed for the consolida-
tion of the two Brooklyn libraries.

7. Many libraries and institutions have the self perpetuating
feature, notably the New Vork Publie Library, the Utiea Public
Library, Salem, Mass, Public Library, and in part the Free Library
of Philadelphia, Carnegie Library of Pittsburg and nearly every
library where a gift of books or money has been presented. Nearly
avery college and university even though receiving state funds
i3 under similar management. In our own city we have for examples
the Brooklyn Institute of Arts and Seiences, Metropolitan Museum,
University of the City of New York; and in the state, Cornell
University.

8. People who give money to educational institutions desire
that the management shall be upon & permanent basis, and that is why
large donations are received by universities and libraries in
preferenge to boards of education,

9. Andrew Csarnegie upon learning that the directors of both
1ibraries were favorable to the consolidation under the terms of the
bill, indorsed the proposition in the following terms:-

*Permit me to say that all parties without exception favor
asonsolidation of libraries in Brooklyn. It seems to all of us most
desirable, and I bespesk your aid in its prompt passage."

Mr. Carnegie's attitude in this matter all along has been that
whatever the governing parties of the two 1ibraries decided upon

would be acceptable to him.




1o, The facts presented in a legter written by Mr. Melvil
Dewey to Senator Stranahan, Chairman of the Senate Committee on
Cities, are worthy of serious considerstion. (A copy is appended. )

11. There is a strong vnrobability that if this bill becomes
8 law the Long Island Historical Society with its valuable collection
will be turned over to the new corporation; and there is also a
strong probability that unless the hill passes in its present form
the books of the Brooklyn Library will be turned over to the Long
Island Historical Society and become lost to the general reading
publiec of the city.

12, The Legislature can at any time amend the bill if any
feature is not heartily indorsed by the people.

The consolidation of the Brooklyn Public Library and the
Brooklyn Library as proposed in this bill will give to Brooklyn the
best library system in the country,- hetter at the moment of consoli-
dation then Philadelphia, Detroit, S+t. Louis, Pittshburg or Chicago -
and destined to outstrip every eity in the United States. It is
not every community that has such an opportunity, and I trust that

Brooklyn will be able to reap the benefits of this generous offer.

T feel justified in asking you to approve the measure 2s such

aetion would mesn so much to the library and educational interests

of Brooklyn.

Respectfully yours,

LY,
13 Wa s oY ' %/%aztunw




166 Montague Street, Brooklyn,N.Y.

¥ April 2, /W2

Hon, Seth Low,
Mayor, City of New York, N, Y.
My dear Sir:

I am in receipt this morning of a notification from

the Assistant COrporutipn Counsel in the office of the Mayor that

- & public hearing will be held on Senate Reprint #1084 of my Assem-
bly Bill, entitled
AN ACT
To incorporate the Brceoklyn public library and to
permit lidraries in the borough of Brooklyn of
the City of New York to convey their property
thereto, and limiting and defining the powers
thereof,
and setting down such hearing for April 5, 1902, at ten o'clock
in the forenoon,
It is with great regret that I will not be able to be
present at the time of such public hearing, for I am to go to Gettys-
.bnrg on that day with a Tegislative Conmittee, This engagement is

of some weeks standing and cannot be postponed.

d I regret that I will not be present especially because
of the misrepresentation and misstatement of facts which have appeared
in the public press, not only in regard to the nature and purposes of
the bHill, but even in some cases, reflections have been cast upon the

methods of its passage through the Assembly.
The Bill was sent to me by Mr. Snow, with whom I had had one
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previous conversation and was introduced Ly e on February 6th, and
took the usual couwrse of local legislation, havigg its first and
second reading ai@d ardered to a third reading upon the day of its
introduction.. [ received no communication fvcniany person oppos-
.ing the bill and I was not aware of any serious opposition to the
measure antil the Lill came up for final passage on Wednesday the
19th of February, At that time the bill was attacked by Mr . McKeown
the lesder of the Brooklyn Democrats in the Assembly. Upon its
passagt, the nexi day T communicated with ex-mayor Boody, who had
telegtaphed me in regard to the measure, assuring him that I would
hold/the bill in the Senate and make no further move in regard to it
untjl any opposition which there might be to the measure, should have
¢17h11 and proper hearing. This course was taken and I personally,
ntified Mr, Eastmond, whom I have understood to be the leader of

t#e opposition ¢f the date of  the hearing in the Senate, and I had

public notice piblished in the Brooklyn papers.

A full hearing was held in the Senate where the opposition
appe‘ared in force and, after discussion in the Committee, the 1ill
was reported favorably and passed by a vote of 3) to 15. The ©®ill
was then returned to the Assembly and certain amend@ments put in by

the Senate, chiefly at the suggestion of Comptroller Grout, concurred




Hon, Seth Lowy =-3

in by the A\ ssemdl Yo I may ada that no hear ing was ever requested
not sven upon the day of the first passage of the bill in the Assem-
bly (Peb. 19) when the bill wasattacked and when, if a hearing had
‘been requested, such haaring would have been cheerfully granted.

I will not go into a discussion of the merits of the
bill becuase I feel ascured that from the interest which it has
aroused, both sides of the question will bde adequately presented.
I beleive this measure is for the best interests of the free public
library system of the Borough of Brooklyn, an@ when the Aust created
Ly the opposition largely, in my jua gment from a misunderstanding of
its effects, has settled, that your cousse in approving this bill,(which

I earnestlx . hope you will) will be heartily endorsed.

\ Y;ry respectfully yours ,




Hon. Nevada N, Stranahen,
Senste Chamber,
Dear Senator Stranahan -

I l1listened for an hour to the argument of the
opponents to the bill fa the Brooklyn libraries. I had to say to
them that without having heard a syllable from the friends of the
bill, their attacks convinced me that it ought to pass and speedily
in the public interest. It certainly would be a very great
misfortune to 1lose the consslidation, and the more I think about it
the more strongly I feel that the Legislature ought to pass the bill
and give those who are trying so hard to afford satisfactory library
privileges to the great city of Brooklyn 2 fair chence. Their
hands ere tied by present conditions =nd failure to pass the bill
would leave them in & serious dilemma,

I xnow you will give weight to my opinion for my life has been
spent in the library world, and you know that it will be absolutely
uninfluenced by any consideration excent publie good, In faet,
it so havvens that the people with whom I am most friendly are
unfortunately opposed to the bill and I had to tell them firmly,
but kindly, that the best interests of the public require that

their arguments be promptly overruled, The ob;ectioné raised with

such vehemence are certainly faneiful. This country has always
intrusted its institutions of higher education, which our law says
ineluded 1libraries, to boards of trustees filiing their own

vacancies, There has been no more honest, economical and efficient
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done than by these institutions, and I ean hardly understand how sny
man at once intelligent and fair ean nretend to fear for the publiec
welfare because the Brooklyn Library is allowed to be organized like
the New York Public Library. All speculation as $o the revolution-

ary character of allowing publie property to be in the hands of a

board seems to me fanciful and far~fetched. That board is depen-

dent on the public for appropriations =nd support and is in no more
danger of abusing its trust than are the trustees of eolleges and
universities of the country. In faect, 1t is much less so because
those hoards are not denendent on public appropriations and the
finger on the purse string is 21 all-powerful check. I can see
no danger whatever in the proposed plan.

Yours truly,

(Signed) Melvil Dewey.
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Honorable Seth Low,

Mayor of the City of New York.
We, the undersigned citizens of the
Borough of Brooklyn, City of New York, respectfully request you
to refrain from approving the bill known as Assembly Bill No.
762, introduced by Mr. Morgan and passed by the Senate, and

prement the following specific objections:~--

al It proposes to create a self-perpetuating body of con-
trol for a public educational institution to be Supported out
of publie funds.

IIs It proposes to convert an institution publicly founded,
publiely governed and publicly sustained, into a corporation
privately governed in perpetuity but supported by the taxation
of the people, thus establishing a precedent which is wholly
without parallel in the political history of this or any other
state of the Union, and the effect of which is to deprive the
cormunity, absolutely and forever, of any control over the

poliecy, purposes or Plans of their servants and representatives.

III: Abuse of its bowers by this body will not only be en=
couraged by this method of control, but may be long concealed
and difficult to eradicate,'discouraging not only public inter=-
est, but individual support.
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IV: We insist that the cases of the New York Free Publie
Library, the Brooklyn Institution of Arts and Sciences, the
Metropolitan Museum of Art, and similar institutions to which
reference has been repeatedly made, are in no wise refe¥ant or
reasonable, since all of these institutions were founded by

private munificence and are still largely maintained by it, and

are merely alded and supplemented in their work by the gene-

rosity of thea&&-tc*65€92

V: The method of control of the proposed corporation will
inevitably antagonize the very people for whom and in whose
interest public libraries are established and maintained: Once
let the public feel that it is to have no voice in the manage-
ment of its own institutions, and all public interest dies as
frost melts before the south wind.

VI: We charge this proposed bill with being unrepublican
in prineiple and undemoeratic in practice, and unconstitutional
as a matter of law.

Bird S. Coler, Ludwig Nissen,

Chas. Af Schieren, Chas. N. Judson,

James R. Howe, M. E. O'Conner,

Rev. Dr. S. P. Cadman, Horace R. Dresser,

Geo. Fo Elliott, Walter C. Burton,

W¥m. O. Campbell, Erwin Steinback

Chas. F. Adams, Jos. G. Hart,

Geof Freifeld, M. J. Flaherty,

Rev. Dr. Jas. H. Darlington, Richard W. Bainbridge,




Wme. A. Doyle, Edward M. Bassett,

James F. Bendernagel, John J. Williams,

J. BE. Bastmond, Paul Fugene Jones,
Alexander G. Calder, Wm. 8. Hurley,

J. Warren Greene, John Harrigan, M, D.
Harry A. Hanbury, Hugol Hirsch,

Julius F. Harder H. S. Worthley,
Daniel Moynahan, Frederick W. Hinrichs,
Harry R. Chittick, Wm. A. Wright,

Chas. T. Hoagland, Jos. He Hunt, M,D.
Chas. J. Edwards, William H. Muldoon,
Walter H. Bunn, He A: Metz,

Wm. McCarroll, A‘bner S. Haight,
Dick S. Ramsay, Chas. F. Phillips,

A, H‘. Eastmond, i Dr. Arnold W. Catlin,
Homer L. Bartlett, M.D, Jules A. Guedon,

Aug. C. Fischer, Wm. A. Fulmer,

Wm. L. Locke, Henry Hentz,

Alexander S. Bacon,




Senator Wevada N, Stranahan,

Chairman on the Committee of Affairs of Cities,
Dear Sir;

The undersigned, comprising all the officers, the chairman of
all standing committees and sixteen members of the board of
difectors of the Brooklyn Publie Library, respectfully urge the
favorahle consideration of your committee and of the Senate upon the
b111 now in the hands of your committee, entitled 'An act %o
incorporate the Brooklyn Publie Library*', ete., intréduced by John
Hill Morgan, and known as Assembly Bill No. 7682, with the amendments
thereto shown upon the attached copy of the bill as printed in the
Assembly.

We beg to assure you that, in our opinion, the enactment of
this legislation will serve to a high degree the publie library
interests of the peonle of Brooklyn, making available, as 1t will,
for free public library service the large and exeeedingly valuable
eollection of books now owned by the Brooklyn Library, together
with its entire real and personal estate, which will also be devoted
to free public service, The agsregate value of the property which
the corporation proposed to be areated under this bill will receive
upon this enactment amounts to not less than $750,000. This gift
whish the Rrooklyn Library pronoses to make to the new corporation
is hardly second in its value to the minificent gift of khe Andrew
Carnegie for library gervice in Brooklyn, and we believe that no

action eould be taken which would more fully supplement and effectu-
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atetthe purpose of Mr, Carnegie’s gift to ereate here a great free

public library systen, We believe the bill as now amended pro-

vides every wreasonable safeguard for the interests of the libraries
and of the eity in relation thereto and that publie sentiment in
Brooklyn favors the enactment of this legislation with practical
unanimity.

We, therefore, respectfully urge that your committee favorably
report the Hbill under consideration to the Senate and that the same
samms-may be duly enacted by that body.

(Signed) David A. Boody, President.
Daniel W, Mec Williems, Vice-President.
R. Ross Annleton, Secretary.
John W, Devoy, Treasurer.
Pranklin W. Hooper.

W. D. Sargent.
Rdward Xaufmann.
Henry Sanger Snow,
Andrew D, Baird.
Isaac H, Cary.
Fred Cocheu.

Cyrus B, Davenport.
H. F. Gunnison.
Harrington Putnam.
D. M, Somers,

John Kepke,
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CIC’ZENS’ TUNION OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK.

OFFICERS
&

CHAIRMAN
R. FULTON CUTTING, Manhattan

VICE-CHAIRMEN
J. WARREN GREENE, Brooklyn
FIELDING L. MARSHALL, Bronx
WILLIAM S. COGSWELL, Queens
ARTHUR M. HARRIS, Richmond

TREASURER
E. R. L. GOULD

SECRETARY
THOMAS A. FULTON

BROOKLYN BOROUGH COMMITTEE
J. WARREN GREENE, Chairman
JOSEPH McGUINNESS, Vice-Chairman
F. L. BABBOTT, Treasurer
W. B. VERNAM, Secretary
H. G. SEAVER, Assistant Secretary

Headquarters, 38 to 44 Court Street
(Temple Bar Building)
TELEPHONE, 687 MAIN

“
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Brooklyn, cifer L




CITY OF MW YORK,
OFFLCE OF THE MAYOR,
April 5, 1902.
10 A, M,

Hearing before: His Honor, MAYOR IOW, on

| Senate Bill No. 1084.

THE MAYOR: Public hearing will now he given
:on Senate Bill No. 1084, entitled
"AN ACT to incorporate the Brooklyn Public
;Library and t6 permit libraries in the Borough of
;Brooklyn o: the City. of New York to convey thelr proper-
|ty thereto, and limiting and defining the powers thereof.

Is there anybody here to speak in behalf of
this bi1l?

SPEAKERS IN FAVOR OF TKHE BIIL.

Mr. Morgan.

‘!I‘_gb B Snow .

Prof. Hooper.

Mr. Schieren, Ex-Mayor of Brooklyn.




SPRAKARS 110 OFPOSITION T0 THR BIIL.

' Mr. Pred Hinrichs.

My, Aiéxaﬁdeﬁ I-T. orr.

. Dp. A. W. Catlin.

Mr. Charles Phillips. '

Rev. Dr. Cadman.

Mr, Walter C, Burton.

Mr, George F. Eilliott.
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The Fon. Seth Low,
Gity mally N.JY.. Q.

My dear Mr. Low:

Another imperative engagement prevents me from
attending the hearing, this morning, before you on the question
of consolidating the libraries in this Borough.

& am in favor of the bill authorizing such consolidation,
first, because I think it will unify library interests here as
nothing else can do. The mutual cooperation of public and
private interests in such a work as this is to be greatly
desired. Second, hecause it will bring ahout not onlv economy
cf administration, but a greater usefulness to the community.

It would bring to the citizens of this Borough collections

which it would not be possihle for the public library to duplicate
in several generations and which it wouvld be unwise for the public
library to duplicate so long as such independent libruaries

existed here.

Sueh consolidation would further bhring ahout the cooperation
of a strong body of interested, self-sacrificing men, who have

given their time and money to the work of developing one of the

best libraries in the city.

On the other hand, I cannot see how there would he any
greater danger of the directors representing the private library

interests abusing their privileges than there would be of such
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JBrookiyn, M. 1.

abus: on the part of the men representing the pablic 1ibrary,

Either ¢lass, of course, can fall to live up to its trust, whether

elec'ed from the private board or the public one.

Very truly yours,
-

e —————————




New York, April 5th.1902.

City Hall, New York.
Dear lMayor Iow;

I was at the hearing on the Morgan Bill this
morning, and was surorised at the weakness of the arguments
of the opposition. UNeither side, strangely enough,said any-
thing about the quality of service that would be rendered to
the City by Boards appointed according to the methods that
it respectively advocated. This is the crux of the whole
question. One of our most prominent Brooklyn men told me
recently that he was opposed to the lMorgan Bill, but admitted
that it would probaplysecure for the City a better administra-
tion of Library affairs than exists under the present method
of appointment. I believe this is true, and that it is
demonstrated by the lack of interest manifested by so many
members of the present Public Library Board in the important
work already entrusted to it.

I sincerely hope the Morgan Bill will receive
your approval,

Very respectfully yours,




South Brooklyn Board of Trade

FREDERICK BRUCKBAUER, President OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

F. W. SINGLETON, 1st Vice-President

WM. E. CLEARY, 2d Vice-President 270 Eleventh Street, Brooklyn .
THOMAS GARVEY, Treasurer /g
J. A. HAYES, Secretary New York C/ 2L 6’ a. L/

At a meeting of the South Brooklyn Board of Trade the following
resolution was unanimously adopted, and Secretary was instructed to for-
ward a copy of same to Hon, Mayor Seth Low:-

WHEREAS there is now before the Mayor for his approval an act
of the Legislature turning over the Brooklyn Public Library to a private
corporation consisting of 22 Trustees, eleven of whom shall be appointed
by the Mayor from the present Board of Trustees of the Montague Street
Library, and eleven from the present board of directors of the Brooklyn
Public Library, with power to fill all vacancies, thus perpetuating
themselves in control of the entire library system of the Borough, with
power to expend public moneys and not in any way amenable to public
control: and

WHEREAS, there is also before the Mayor for his appreval an
act of the Legislature further increasing the great powers now vested by
law in the Rapid Transit Commission, a body which is self-perpetuating and
non-elective, and

WGEREAS, the creation of commissions or beards exercising
control over public moneys and property, while constituted so as to be
not immediately accountable to the people or to officials elected by the
people, is un-American, undemocratic and subversive of all right
theories of popular govermment; THERKFORE BE IT

RESOLVED, that we record our disapproval of the two proposed
laws above mentioned and urge the Mayer to withhold the sanction therefrom
and

RESOLVED, that a copy of these resolutions be forwarded to the

oAyt Ly
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Dear Siri-

Herewith I beg to submit a brief consideration of the reasons
why you should disapprove of the so-called Morgan Library Bill,as you
request in your telegram of this dates

By Chapter 441 of the laws of 1892,the City of Brooklyn,was empower-
ed to establish and maintain a system of free public libraries and read-
ing rooms, The passage of this law and the inception of the public
library movement in Brooklyn is due to a faithful band of men and women,
probably especially of the latter,who labdred day and night for the
cause,despite discouragements offered by some of the men who mew wish
to get control of the Library now that it is successful,

Through the Brooklyn Public Library Association,the Common Council
of Brooklyn,on Nov.30,1896,was induced to authorize the mayor to appoint
e Board Directors,which Board with the exception of a few changes in its
perscnmel,has carried on the work up to the present time, Notwith stand
ing that some mistakes were inevitable in the commencement,the work has
progressed with a very remarkable rapidity,until at present there are
a Traveling Libraries Department and seventeen regular circulating

branches and reading rooms,. Under this publically constituted and

mayorally appointed boardyin the last year alone,thore were establiched

nine of these branches. These libraries are near the people and they
have at last become intensely interested in what many of them have in
conversations with me pointed to with pride,"that here is a great #&duca-
tional institution which we adults may use with a feeling that it is our

own,and not anybody's philanthropic offering".
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I . beg leave to submit that a growth such as we see here in the publs

, a0
library system is phenominal when it is considered that practically the

whole work has been accomplished in a very little over five years time,
And where were the gentlemen who now wish to assume the control of this
institutiony,with ite immense futur&in the way of Carnegie libraries,

reading rooms, and meeting halls?® You may find,that some of these gen-

/
tlemen refused to have anything to do with the publie library movement or
that did they so connect themselves with itythey have invariably attempt
ed to hamper its work in various ways,both in their general attitude
toward the subject and by actions within the public library hoard while
they may have been members thereof. These facts are not all public
property as much transpired either while the board was in executive
sesslon,in committee work,or by individual activity outeide the library.

During these five,nay ten years,what have the trustees of the
Montague Library done? In that time,if I mistake not,they have indedd
had themselves constituted a self-perpetuating board by special act of
the legislature,but further than this I am unable to note that any
"progress" has been made along any of the true lines anxiously awalting
development., I am reliably informed that their whole real property is
not of a value exceeding $300,000, and that of all other property nom-
brising books &cs the value cannot be as much as nearly half a million
dellars which they seem to claims

Thelr strongest arpgument seems to be that the principle of a self-
perpetuating board is embodied in some of the most successful institution
in this country. I admit that fact,but it seems to € that it requires
no extended investigation to show that the cases of the present library
and of Cornell University,the Brooklyn Institute of Arts and Sciences,
the Metropolitan Museumj,and some xothorl,aro in no way analogous. In

the first place the inception of these institutions was éntirely private

and munificent donations from public spirited citizens have sustained

them almost entirely.
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‘i The New‘Yaik Public Library,AstorflLenox and Tilden Foundations,organiza-
tion)furnishos no criterion, In inception,in malntenance,in the whole
character of their work they differ tetally from the Brooklyn Public
Library. For many years I know there was a grievance felt by the people
who have to toil and yet aspire to better things than routine labor,that
that the New York Library was not open at such timee as they could reap
any advantage from itsmagnificent collectionse

The New York Circulating Library,now a part of the New York Library
was owned and operated by an association in whom the movement in the
old City of New York had its inceptions I have never hear any criticism
of the way they carried on their work with the means at hand, They were
an associatlon which anyone might join and who elected their board of
trustees annually,if I remember aright. Th?e was no forcible solf—per
Petuation about that instiitutione.

Withinh a year we have seen the New York Library with thirtsen
branches in Borough of Manhattan,circulate 1,600,000 books,while the
seventeen branches of the Brooklyn Public Library circulated to Nov.lst
last,1,000,000 books,showing an increase in one vear 1in Broouklyn of

over half a million volumes, Brooklyn's area and the distribution

we
its population is siwh that many more branches are required than in

Manhattane,

The Directors of the Brooklyn Publis Library have always insisted
that where a consolidation was effected that it should be withwout con-
ditions of any kind,except that relating to the continuance of employees,
One of the bramches acquired,The Union for Christian Work,had a circula-
tion equal if not exceeding that of the Montague SteLibrary,. The value
cf the various plants donated was not as valuable in money posesibly as
that of the proposed "gift",but they pgave all they had without qhibbling
of any kindL

We have In Brooklyn a considerable number of employees,all of whom,

with the exception of the Librarian and Assts Librarian,are under the
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'“prétqction. T the Civil Service laws,which will of course fail to cover
them if the proposed bill is placed on the statute books, No reference
hashbeen made to this point so far as I know by any of theose advocating
or opposlng the Morgan Bill, This fact should be thoroughly considered
in acting on the bill,for it will surely be thought of by the public
when the have time to go over the transaction in all ite details,

As Prof@ssor Hooper who spoke for the bill to-day,very well said,
the blll restricts you in the appointment to shews ﬁi"knot" of a few
men,of whom at least one half come from the First Ward of Brooklyn{and

as a matter of fact,I think you will find that one half 0® the lMontague

ﬁrzw;
Ste Libraryﬁros de upon one street not over five blocks long. A mode

of selection in this manner cannot by any stretch be called representa-
tive either according to population or geographically, The Public
Library Board should be representative geographically and also of the
various political and religious sentiments of the community,so that
each might have a reasonable voice in the management ,but that none be
dominant. With practically Bw¢ men off:%éinglw interest in such a
board and with the power of self-perpetuation,stagnation is sure to
follow in time.Zhe New York Public Library is a comparatively new insti-
tution and time may deal’witpAglao a8 1t has with othersjthe Erasmus
Hall corporation in Brooklyn,with which you may be familiar has been
gone over in detail by Dr. Homer L.Bartlett,who was one of its mombera/
and detalls of its inside workings cannot make converts for the self-
continuing theory.

Mir., Carnegie's gift to Brooklyn of $1,600,000, for twenty libraries
reading rooms and meeting halls,imposdé upon the city an annual expendi
ture of at least$160,000 according to the terms of the contract,together
with the $40,000. appropriationmade mandatory by Chapter 441 of the lawss
of 1892:::;;min all an annual expenditure of szoqppaoo over which the

Board of Estimate and Apportionment have no control whatever, Our

friend sof the other side have said that the people would still maintain
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ddmvol @ reason of the powers of the Board of Fstimate,but to the ex-
tent of the sum stated this assertion is a mistatement JTore Mhave the
groat New York Public Library receiving only $85,000, from the city an-
nually,while the Brooklyn Public Library,wh%er the liontague St Library
becomee part of it or not,will annual tly get in the neighborhood of four
/Foz2—

times as much,probably $350,000.Under the tentative Budget for 135£ the
Brooklyn Public Library receives $150,000, while the total expenditurely
of the New York Library was for the last year something like $199,000.,
with an income of $196,000, TR g

It seems to me that with $5964000, worth of bonds alzeedy issued,
with $1,6005,000.0f the Carnegle funds,with a present plant of over$30Q000
that the lMontague St Library is not making much of a gift to the city
when by the most reasonable ot;timatos thelr entire plant is not wotth over
$450,0004 As a matter of fact the Montague St.Library under the propos=-
ed measure makes a gift to itself,for if it does not absolutely control
the new corporation forever,my powers of perception are very dull indeed.

What guarantee is there under the proposed merger that the meeting
halls provided by the Carnegie gift('a.a the contract will probably be
amended,shall be managed in a manner both just and equitable?

That the sentiment among the members of the Public Library Director’
18 not so onesided for the bill,as the superficial indications would
lead gfﬁ. to believe,is eviident when it is known that already rseveral
directors have stated that they were really against the bill,but that
having signed in its favor,though by misrepresentation,that didAwant
the public to think they had proved such easy dupes in the first instances

Mr.éBoody told me but a few days g;_/go that he would not go to Albany
to% Senate hearing to argﬁe in its behalf beesause he did not believe
in the principles it embodied, It might not be out of place to say,
what all cognizant of public matters think,that the aprarent double-faced

attitude of Mr. Boody is easily explained 4w-mw=mgmd,when I recall the

reasons why I votea\for Mr. Schieren for Mayor of Brooklyn instead of
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this gentleman with whom I had been formerly assoclated in reform politie

in the be‘.cratio Party.

The number of people at the hearing Saturday ought to be evidence
that the propertion of persons opposed to the bill is very much,in fact
immeasurably larger,than that in favor of the mergers

No fault can be found with what the present Public Library Board
has accomplished in the short time compararively that it has Rwms had
any amount of funds at its disposal, The reasons why this Montague St.
Library cannot be turned over without conditions I do not think exist in
unsurmountable legal form,but arise from motives with which I hate to
think some eminent gentlemen must have become imbued.

I am a thorough believer in having the librey board on the same
publiec foundation as 1d the Board of Education,but could it be shown
beyond dispute,which I very much doubt,that the lontague St. Library
could not be turned over to the city dirct,I think a bill should be
framed that while it provided for a corporation,if that be necessary,
should have the initial appointments of directors lodged with a publiec
offivial,the terms say for five to seven yearsjs,and reappointments made
in the same manner as the initial ones,or if self-perpetuating that
the city should not turn its property over to the corporation,but that
the Board of Estimate be empowered to make annual contracts with such a
body for the library systems maintenance. This would be repugnant to me
but it is the very farthest I would be willing to gos I feel that if
the private library wants to make their property free to the people they
have the right to make terms with the Board of Estimate so that the city
may supply funds,if necessary under a special act,so that while 1t would
be free the present board of trustees might #till have the honor of run-
ning it without any expenses whatever to themselves. As the latter
method 1s such an easy and most natural one,why is it that these gentle-
men do not resortto it when the spirit of great beneficence seized them

g0 suddenly.
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I am "re there is not in Brooklyn a single person that opposes the

consolidation of the two libraries,but I believe the whole sentiment of

the community wheh acquainted with the matter will be that the terms of
the bill as it stands are outrageous and unreasonable,

If this measure become law,I can asure you from what I know of the
sentiment in Brooklyn,that no one will be able to keep the question
of the administrations attitude on it out of political discussion in the
next mayoralty campaign,for it is one on which many here feel very deeply

Such a measue as the one before yoii would never have been prewented
to a Democratic administration in the City of New York,or if it got as
far as the Mayor,would have received scant courtesy,as they are never so
callous as to miss the political import of such an enactment.

Not only is the matter one of political importance,but a very large
body of the religious community feel strongly that it is a direct effort
to exclude them foom a fair representation on an essentially public body,
because of the restrictions that the law would impose on your appointing
‘power.

I must apoldgize for the hasty manner in which this is written,but
the very limited time at my disposal after receiving your telegram to-
day pre¢luded anything better,

With assurances of highest respect for Your Honor,I beg to remain,

Very truly yours,

P—— .




Brooklyn, N. Y., March 7th, 1902.

Hon. Nevada S. Stranahan,
Chairman Committee on Affairs of Citles,
Senate Chanber,
Albany, N. Y.
Dear Sir:

The undersigned, comprising all the offlcers, the Chairmen of
all the Standing Cormittees, and sixteen of the twenty-two memhers
of the Board of Directors of the Brooklyn Public Library, respectfully
urge the favorable consideratlon of your Cormittee and of the Senate upon
the Bill now in the hands of vour Cormittee, entitled "An Act to Tncorpor-
ate The Brooklyn Public Library" etc., introduced by Mr. John Hill Morgan
and known as Assermbly Bill Wo. 762, with the amendments thereto shown
upon the attached copy of the Bill as printed in Assembly.

We beg to assure you that, in our opinion, the enactment of this
legislation will serve in a high degree the public library interests of
the people of Brooklyn, making avelilable, as it will, for free public 1li-
brary service the large and exceedingly valuable collection of books now
owvned by The Brooklyn Library, together with its entire real and personal

estate, which will also be devoted to free public service. The aggregate

value of the property which the corporation proposed to be created under

this Bill will receive upon its enactment amounts to not less than
%750,000. This gift which The Brooklyn Lihrary proposes to make to the
new corporation is hardly second in its value to the munif icent gift of

Andrew Carnegie Tor library service in Brooklyn and we helieve that no




action could he taken which would more fully supplement and effectuate

the nurpose of lMr. Carnegle's gift to create here a great free public li-

brary systen. Ve believe the Bill as now amended provides every reason-

able safeguard for the interests of the Libraries and of the City in rela-
tion thereto and that public sentiment in Brooklyn favors the enactment
of this legislation with practical unanimity.
Ve, therefore, respectfully urge that your Cormittee favorahly
report the Bill under consideration to the Senate and that the same may
be duly enacted by that body.
Very respectfully yours,

(Signed by) David A. Boody, President,
Daniel W, McWilliams, Vice-Pres't,
R. Ross Appleton, Secretary,
John W, Devoy, Treasurer,
Andrew D. Paird,

Tsaac Il. Cary,

Fred C. Cocheu,
Cyrus B. Davenport,
Herhert F. Gunnison,
Edward Kaufmann,
John Kepke,
Harrington Putnam,
Wm. Dunlap Sargent,
Henry Sanger Snow,
Daniel M. Somers,
Franklin W. Hooper.
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To the Honorable Seth Low, L - APR P

Mayor, of the City of New York. W
o ~

e e J. C. O 2
g At the hearing on the Morgan Library Biil“géturday morning,

some things were left unsaid by the opponents of the bill which
might have been sald, truthfully, and some things were said by the
supporters of the bill which were said untruthfully.

1st. A parallel was drawn between the consolidated 1i-
brary which will result from the Morgan bill, and various institu-
tions in New York City. Mr. Orr's speech proceeded on the idea
that the New York Library situation was similar to that in Brooklyn.
What are the facts? These: -

All the institutions named by Mr. Snow and yourself were
founded by private beneficence and maintained by private means for
sometime before the city, in recognition of the public character of
their work, granted them a subsidy. The New York Publiec Library,
Astor, Lenox and Tilden foundations7has invested funds to the extent
of over %4,000,000, with an annual income of almost $200,000. in
last year's city budget the amount appropriated for the New York
Public Library is stated as $85,650. Add to this $100,000 to rep-
resent the interest on and provision for the sinking fund of
$2,000,000 of bonds issued for the Bryant Park Building, and you
have %185,650 as the total annual grant from the city to an institu-
tion with an ammual income of $200,000 and a plant worth $4,000,000.

In Brooklyn the grant to the Public Library last year was
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$150,000, and in succeeding years must increase. The year before

last it was %100,000. The Brooklyn Library, in consideration of

being allowed to run the Public Library in perpetuity, turns over
to the use of the public a plant worth $600,000, with an annual in-
come insufficient to run that plant, Bo that the entire institu-
tion must be maintained in the future solely out of the city treasury
to the extent at least of $200,000 annually.
Value of Annual Granted by Founded.
private income. the city
property. annually.

N.Y.Public Dibrary,  $4,000,000 $200,000 $185,650 privately.

Proposed Brooklyn
Public Library, 600,000 none. 200,000 publiecly.

Mr. Snow declared that the New York Public Library was the
model on which the Morgan bill was drawn, because the situations
were so similar. If there is similarity, Mr. Mayor, you should
sign the Bill. If not, you.should not...Is there similarity? It
is this absolute dissimilarity which is the fundamental difference

and
between the New York Library and the Brooklyn Library&which has been
overlooked,

Since it was the supposed precedent of these already ex-
isting institutions which furnished the chief argument to the sup-
porters of the bill, the bill should fall with the argument,which is

shown by the facts to be no argument,




2nd. - A point not mentioned Saturday morning may be wor-
thy your consideration. At present the employees of the public 1li-
brary are governed by the civil service rules of the city and state.
In the proposed library made possible by the Morgan bill, they will
gtill be paid by the city, but their entrance and continuance in the
library service will be solely governed by the board and its libra-
rian. The nature of the work in the library, and the character of
the employees, who are almost without exception women, coupled with
the fact that the library will be supported solely by the people's
money, demand that the institution be not withdrawn from the opera-
tion of the state and city civil service rules, If there is anyone
set of people who are entitded to the protection of the general civil
service law of the gtate and city, it is the employees of a public

library whose salaries are paid by the people.

3rd. - Moreover, the great extension of public libraries

which is noW taking place, is going hand in hand with the idea that

they should not only be for the people but of the people. This is

shown by the fact that the directors of the majority of the public

libraries, including *the great Boston Library, are appointed by the
o deehod Ay e e opley

Mayor , Where you find otherwise,you will find a situation similar

to that in New York. The purpose of the many branches scattered

through a large city is that each should be a centre of influence




in its 1little locality. From some experience in the matter I am

able to say that Brooklyn is peculiarly adapted to the working out
of this admirable idea, and that insofar as twenty odd branches,es-
tablished for the most part within the last year,can show anything,
they show that unmistakably. If ever the dream of non-partisan-
ship in large municipalities be made a reality, it will be through
such means as these. But to command the confidence of the people
it must not be administered by the "best" people for the rest of the
people. The library question in Brooklyn is not that of the main-
tenance of a fine reference library alone, but the working out of

a novel soclal experiment, in a place peculiarly adapted to its suc-

cess, and aided rather than otherwise by the fact that its begin-

ning was entirely public in character. We have now in Brooklyn

twenty odd free public 1libraries that are already in close touch with

the people even of the poorest districts, and whose usefulness in-
person

creases as the humblesthmore and more realizes that these libraries

are not alone for him but of him. Believe me, the scheme of the

Morgan bill is death to the successof this idea which has been im-

prlanted here in Brooklyn.

4th. - And finally, Mr. Mayor, would not the following
propositions, everything considered, be both fair and feasible? -
The consolidated board to consist, say of 20 men, to be appointed by

the Mayor, 8 from the Brooklyn Library, the 4 Carnegie trustees, and




8 from the city at large; the term of office to be 10 years, 2 to be

appointed each year, and the longer terms of the first appointees

to go to the Heights representatives, all succeeding appointments

to be made by the Mayor, 2 each year as the terms successively ex-
pire. The library to be recognized as a public institution, as

are the schools., The Brooklyn Library people would never lose their
representation, for they or those whom they would recommend would
be reappointed when their terms expired.

If such a bill had been presented, you would not now be
confronted with the unprecedented request to turn over the control
of purely public funds to a self-perpetuating pariybody, one-half
the membership of which is not at all proportionate to what it rep-
resents.

Respectfully submitted,
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Hon. Seth Low,
Mayor.
My dear Mr. Tow:

There are one or two points in reference to the "Morgan Library
Bill," now under consideration by you, which, by reason of the time limit-
ation placed on me at the hearing last Saturday, I was unable to make and
which I think important for your consideration.

The statement was made that, if this Bill becomes law, the
arrangement to be entered into between the new library corporation and the
city can never bhe departed from because it will partake of the nature of
a contract. That statement 1s wholly inacecurate, The Bill creatés a
corporation authorized to administer free public libraries in Brooklyn,

It then authorizes and empowers {but does not compel) the city to contract
with that corporation for the maintenance of the city's free libraries in
Brooklyn, and it authorizes the Board of Estimate to make such appropria-
tlon as it deems necessary to carry out the terms of such contract. I see
no reason why that contract should necessarily be made otherwise than from
year to year and if, at any time, the city is dissatisfied with the

method of execution of the contract by the library corporation, there is
nothing to prevent it from terminating the contract and arranging for the
maintenance of its Brooklyn free libraries through such other agency as it
may see fit to provide. The ownership of the free public libraries will
8t1ll remain in the city where also, of course, the title to the new

arnegie libraries will vest, The utmost that would result, so far
N‘X?‘;A
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the city is concerned, should it at anv time see fit to terminate such a
contract, would he that the new library corporation might be under the
necessity of again making the Brooklyn Library, which it would own, a
subscription library in case the termination of a contract with the city
should withdraw the funds necessary for its support. The present Bill
simply harmonizes the method of administering the public libraries in
Brooklyn with that already obtaining in Manhattan.

Secondly, I may call your attention to the fact that this Bill is
precisely similar in principle to the Bill approved by your Honor last week
for transferring the custody of the Aquarium to the Zoological Society.
That body is also a private corporation specially qualified to discharge
that special duty and, under the terms of the Bill mentioned, the Board of
Estimate 1s authorized to make an annual appropriation to that corporation
to provide for the care and maintenance by it of the Aquarium.

With the ex officio representation which the city has on the
Board of the new library corporation; with the absolute control by the city
of the terms of such contract as may be entered into; with its control
also, annually, of the appropriations for support of the free library,
and with the supervision over its expenditures reserved to the Comptroller,
it seems to me that, in view of the very great benefit which will ensue
to the people of Brooklyn, if the great Brooklyn Library is opened for free
public service, the single objection made to the Bill ==~ that the corporate

Directors shall fill vacancies which may arise in the Board =-- should not

?3“,feat this project. The Brooklyn Eagle and the Standard-Union have

T“ﬁﬂed themselves in favor of the Bill, The Citizen and the Times have
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opposed it, The Fagle especially has, by numerous forceful editorials
during the past three months, emphasized the importance to Brooklyn of the
proposed legislation. May I add finally that my experience of five or
8ix years as a Director of the Public Library, and for the past three years
Chairman of its Administration Committee, has made clear to me.the great
value which will result to it from the consolidation?

Very respectﬁylly yours,




DAVID A.BOODY. CHAS.W.MCLELLAN. HENRY T.BOODY.

BRANCH OFFICES:

BOODY. Mc LELLAN & GO. 5%,£
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POUGHKEEPSIE,NY. 49 MARKET ST. . [

e s MEMBERS, NEW YORK STOCK EXCHANGE.

BRIDGEPORT,CONN, 1025 MAIN ST.

NEW YORHK, 10 WEST 33" STREET. 57 BROADWAY,
NEW YORK, .. May 4th,.
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CABLE ADDRESS:
GOSKITE,

Hon, Seth Low, Mayor,

New York cCity.

Dear Sir:-

As the Morgan Livrary Bill is about to come before you,
rermit me to say that the Brooklyn Public Library has already
apprroved this measure, I do not know that there remains a single
dissenting member, We 211 hope that the measure will become a

law as promptly as vossible.

Very truly yours, T
M%ﬁfﬂvr

Vonts b f RNl T, 47




To His Honer, the Mayor of the City of New Yorke

e G A W

Your Honor is respectfully asked to note

carefully the following factdregarding the Morgan Library

will, whicﬁ is now submitted to Your Honor's considera-
tion for such action as may be deemed necessary in the
interest of the comunity.

s This bill, which seeks to convert a municipal
institution publicglly founded, publicgldly governed and
publicg?ly supported, into a corporation privately governed
in perpetwity,- though maintained by the taxation of the
people, is a measure fraught with the most dangerous
consequences to free institutions and to the polity of
the State, and would, if it were to become a law, establish
& precedent without a parallel in the political history
of the country, As the price of a relatively small
amount of property, which should come to the public as
an unconditionag;gift, it demands the sacrifice of a
principle held sacred by every citizem who .recognizes his
rights and his responsibilities.

24 This bill, though vitally affecting the present
status and future usefulness of the Brocklyn Public
Library, was prepared, presented and urged upon its
passage without the slightest consultation with the
directors of that institution, who, as public officers
sworn to the faithful discharge of an important trust, were
entitled.to theo fullest knowledge of all its terms and
conditiong antecedently to any action whatsoever,

A4 When this bill came before the Assembly’ the

member responsible for it made the statement that it had




received the approval of the directors of the Brooklym
Publie Library; but this statement, though it must hawe
influenced the votes of many Assemblymen, was wholly with-
out. warrant, and the officers of the Library felt compelled,
for their ownm protection, to warm the legislature, in a
message signed by all of them, that the bill had been
presented without their knowledge or concurrence.

4, A telegram from Mr. Andrew Carnegie setting
forth the fact that he favored a consolidation of the
Montague Street Subscription Library with the Brooklynm
Publie Library was used by the supporters of the bill
in such a manner as to create the impression that Mr.
Carnegie approved the terms of the bill, whereas Mr,
Carnegie has categorically stated that he was wholly
unacquainted with its provisioms, and that, as an
advocate of home rule, he believed that the people showld
have the fullest part in the government of the institutions
supported by them,

5. In the Senate,and subsequently in the Assembly,
it was represented by the supporters of the bill that

substantially its only opponents were the members of the

Brooklyn Democratic Club, whereag the bill is most vigor-

ously opposed, on conscientious grounds, by a large number
of the most eminent citizens of Brooklyn, of all parties,
creeds and avocations, by the official repregentatives of
the most important local interests and byZEkvast majority
of the voters of the Borougha
6o It has been urged that the Directors of the

Brooklyn Public Library, although originally unacquainted,
with the bill, have since approved it; but it is notorious

that fully a third of that body have, in the most earnest




manner, protested against it, and that all of its officers,

who are also the trustees of Mr, Carnegie, have stated that
e -

Lo g M3
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the provisions of the bill are contrary to their
as citizens and as individuals,

s In both the Senate and the Assembly the passage
of the bill was made a party measure, owing to statements
whiclhh were either unwarranted or unfounded, and was thus
alded by many who, had they been rightly informed, would
in all probability have opposed it.

8. The nature of the bill is such that if the bill
were to became a law it would assume the form and enjoy
the prerogatives of a contract, and thus be put beyond the
pale of legislative review, to the grave injury of the
community.

9 The jssue which would be raised by the bill,
if it were to bdcome a law, is one which would needs
create and maintain patriotic disquietude and political
unrest, since its logical conclusiom is one which involves
the removal of the people from the management of their own
affairs and from the administration of the revenues raised
by the taxation of their resources.

10. The attempts which have been made to compare
the corporation proposed to be created by the bill to
certain well known institutions which have been founded by
private munificence and are still partially maintained by
it, are disingenuous, misleading and unjust, and without.
foundation in factt,

lle The bill is an affront offered to the whole
community, since, by its terms, it announces as a principle

that the Mayor of the city of wew York, though representing




three millions of freemen, and responsible for their
protection and well being, is not capable of permanently
naming suitable directors of a public institution, and
that the voters by wham the Mayor is elected are not
capable of chossing a Mayor who may be trusted with
ordinary civie discretion.

12, The public charges that the bill, from the
moment of its conceptiom to its bresent stage has bheen
constantly marked by a procedure at once covert and
unbecoming, and that its promoters have acted in a manner
digregardful of the rights of the people's representat ives
and wanting in respeet and consideration for those who,
in the administration of the important educational

ingtitutiom affected by it, were, above all others, en-

titled to the ‘fu?ZL lesgt knowledge of what wag proposed and

to a preponderating influence in the determinatiom of’

what was to be done,
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