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any genera l conclus ions . This ex t remely compe ten t and thorough (if br ief) explanat ion 
of the adminis t ra t ive history of wi ld l i fe m a n a g e m e n t is unlikely to be modi f ied in the 
fu ture , but it leaves several ques t ions unanswered . T h e relat ive s ignif icance of enthusi-
astic amateurs and vested interests compared with of f ic ia ls and poli t icians in developing 
pol icy and adminis t ra t ive structures should have been assessed more explicitly, and the 
structures des igned to save wildl i fe and their habitat needed closer analysis: and is the 
Depa r tmen t of Conserva t ion an improvemen t (as the account impl ies)? H o w successful 
was the Wi ld l i f e Service overa l l? The scientist /f ield o f f i ce r split, and the split be tween 
both these g roups and the adminis t ra tors , could have been developed: did these rivalries 
delay desi rable ou tcomes , or were they jus t the typical jea lous ies inherent in any system? 
Can the splits (which persist) ever be reso lved? Should there have been more academic 
t ra ining of f ie ld o f f i ce r s? W a s the saving of indigenous species really part of a Pakeha 
search for nat ional identity (p. 207)? 

The reader is lef t wi th the impress ion that the author has been obl iged to avoid making 
value j u d g e m e n t s because of the nature of 'publ ic h i s tory ' . It would be a pity if this variety 
of history has to opt fo r a non-controvers ia l chronicle of events that underplays the 
personal i t ies and the pass ions . Perhaps because many of those involved in recent 
deve lopments are still alive, and government depar tments were looking over the au thor ' s 
shoulder , he felt obl iged to take a detached viewpoint , but de tachment can lead to a bald 
tale that is likely to limit its interest largely to those directly involved. Certainly the r igours 
of a two-year t ime- f r ame f r o m start of project to comple t ion l imited the possibil i t ies for 
adding the ' h u m a n interest ' aspects that would widen the b o o k ' s appeal . It is written 
solely f r o m depar tmenta l f i les, scientif ic l i terature and other pr imary documents ; the lack 
of oral in terviews is p resumably a del iberate omiss ion, but it is unfor tunate . Hidden away 
in the final footnotes (p.244, no.32) is Ra lph A d a m s ' eulogy fo r the Wi ld l i fe Service. 
'Ha tched in obscuri ty, nur tured spasmodical ly , f ledged through commi tmen t , destroyed 
in full f l ight! ' If the emot ions implied in this eulogy had been brought out in this book it 
wou ld have b e c o m e m u c h more than the c o m m e n d a b l e piece of research it is. Personal i -
ties and va lue - judgements have a p lace in publ ic history too! 

PHILIP HART 
University of Waikato 
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JAMES SHELLEY, w h o was born in England in 1884 and died there in 1961, was Professor 
of Educat ion at Canterbury Col lege (1920-1935) and Director of Broadcast ing (1935-
1949). Litt le known now, Shelley was once the most publ ic professor in N e w Zealand. 
Inter alia, he founded the Canterbury Col lege d rama society and the Canterbury Repertory 
Theat re , inaugura ted novel schemes of adult educat ion, and played a signif icant part in 
the campa ign fo r bet ter school bui ldings. H e had a l i felong interest in art and drama and 
w a s a cons iderable actor. He was a skil led c ra f t sman and minia ture painter and produced 
s tage settings, cos tumes , propert ies , i l luminated addresses , apparatus for the psychologi-
cal laboratory he es tabl ished at Canterbury , and an improved g ramophone stylus with 
equal faci l i ty. 
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As Director of Broadcasting he worked early and late, fostered radio drama, including 
local works, peremptorily prohibited the airing of some popular songs and had a major 
role in the establishment of a national symphony orchestra. In 1949, recently widowed, 
just knighted and deeply depressed, he returned to Britain. 

Shelley wanted to be an actor or architect but his parents were discouraging so he 
became a pupil-teacher and rose rapidly to become Professor of Education at Hartley 
University College, Southampton, a few months short of his thirtieth birthday. He enlisted 
as a private in the Army Supply Corps in 1915, served in Ypres as a lieutenant in the Royal 
Artillery, and was Major Shelley, Chief Instructor of the Army Education School when 
he applied for the chair at Canterbury in 1919. 

His preferments owed a good deal to fr iends or patrons — Prof. J. J. Findlay at 
Manchester University, Baron Gorell in the Army Education Corps, Peter Fraser in New 
Z e a l a n d — b u t Shelley' s own capacities and striking presence were decisive. He lectured 
tirelessly, usually impromptu, on education, life, culture, art, democracy and drama and 
his audiences generally loved it. Just what captivated them is now rather hard to discern 
(he forbade note-taking). You had to be there, I suppose. 

Shelley was a complex, sometimes contradictory man. He preached high culture but 
was addicted to detective novels; he did not send his son to school until he was ten, then 
he sent him to the Cathedral Grammar School whose headmaster had a reputation as a 
flogger. 

Shelley' s son doubted that there would be sufficient material for a book. (Shelley kept 
no diary and was a notoriously bad correspondent.) Against the odds, Ian Carter has 
written a very good book about a remarkable man. He has travelled widely and dug deep 
in British and New Zealand archives and interviewed surviving relatives and students. In 
places, the scent grows thin but Carter makes some shrewd casts. The result is a detailed, 
well-documented work which includes some well-chosen photographs and two fine 
reproductions of Shelley 's art. 

There are, however, a few lapses in proof-reading: a bibliographic reference appears 
in the wrong place as well as the right one (cf. pp.329 and 330) and the date in the last 
paragraph on p.81 is wrong. Carter 's style is sometimes playful, allusive or metaphorical. 
The result is generally but not invariably happy. On p. 191, for example, we learn that 
'Shelley rowed stroke on the battering ram' and on p. 193 women members of an 
improving society are described as 'culture vulpine' (foxy ladies?) 

Do we now see Shelley plain? Not entirely, of course, but we see him much more clearly 
than he has been seen for decades. A former student referred to Shel ley 's 'major 
weakness ' but did not give details. Carter says that it is not hard to work out what this must 
be, and then goes positively Delphic about it. (Fair enough, I think.) That aside, this book 
provides a detailed, convincing account of Shelley 's methods and likely motives, his 
achievements and disappointments. Ian Carter and the Broadcasting Trust are much to be 
commended for providing a suitable memorial to a fascinating character. 

COLIN McGEORGE 
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