painfully enberrassed before their classes for permitting such
waste.

Why do I mention such things? Because they were so amuch
a& part of Miss Foley. I feel we simply cannot give you a fair
picture of her if these are not zentioned, '

Perhaps you are wondering if a persoun who practices such
extreme thrift could he benevolent. wWes MHiss Foley benevolent?
Yes, she vies —- with reservations. 1 am most sure that the
indigent children of Miner were adequately provided for through
proper channels after the required recommendations were made
by her, and more thoroughtly convinced thet she was not in the
least reluctent to see that these were provided for, after she
made thorough and nol-too-confidential investigations to make
certain first thet parenis just wersn't shirking their res-
ponsibilities of securinz text books and other supnlies. And
who of us cen say that such conscienticus treatment of the tax-

paysrs money is not coamendsble? On weny occasions, I am told
ghe personally nurchased books, clothing and other needs for
children and without menticn to zayvoume. She wanted 1o publicity.

Was she benevolent? .ho of us can look st the well-stocked
shelves in the scheol library today z2nd dare say she was not
charitable? Ch, sure, some folks are cuick to retort that
"she could have donated the whole thing instead of just a por-
tion"., ¥We must admit that yes, she prcbably could have —-
financially spesking., But that veos not Miss Feley § She liked
to see effort rewerded. 4nd when she sti ulated a certain sum
to be egualled br a like contribution from the P.T.4., I an
certain beyond the shadow of a doubt, thst there wers no selfish
motives Involved. ©8he placed = ubllenge before the schoel and
she knew it was a reasonabls one. Laything gained br effort
is sc mich more apprecizted. She knew this; she lived it and
taught it all of her life., So.why woildn't she think of it
relative to the estaie she would leave afiter passing on7 Yes,
siss Foley was benevolent.

And these are Miss Foley too !-— She was not unsyupsthetic.
Her compession for the underdosz was something you had to have
need of, however, before Jud realized it was there, I think
it aicht be well to say she held it in reserve. In other words,
it was not one of her obvious gualities. But ke no mistske -~
if was there ;f you needed it. And don't let anyone tell you
any differentl; we must remeanber that even though she was
f&mlnlne "1ord anﬂ master" of lMinsr School for 33 vears -- she
was aleo a public servant. Humens, beinz what they zre, are
S0 czlcV to crltlclse when sympethies and favors are neted out
to the "other fellow®", and yet so guick to tzke adventage if
they fall our way. Miss Folev was szart. ©Ohe kuew thet it was
unwise to let enotion upsei reason. And it is bscause of this
selfishuness that the public uﬁkﬂow1ng1v or unthinkingly force
on those who serve us that causes thea to suffer an inner lone-
liness often deprived of close frieundshins. This was true of



