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reform, have largely refused to support, oreven
to countenance, a change. This, of course,
maybe British conservatism, but it is also Eng-
lish common-sense, and it would be odd if it
were otherwise ; for if the outcome of our
civilization and of centuries of edticational
effort vere to culminate in any such schene
as most of the Spelling reformers have in
view, it would be a grim satire upon the
past.-EDIToR C.E.M.

SCHOOL-BOOK EDITING AND
AUTHORSHIP.

ToRONTO, 29th April, 1879.
Editor, Canada Educational Montly:-

SIR,-My attention has been called to a
passage in the April number of the MONTH-
LY, which is fitted to convey an erroneous
impression.. You speak of the Chairman of
the Central Committee as "contributing to a
work which subsequently must have come
before him for judicial appraisement, prior to
official authorization." I did not contribute
either to this work or to any other on the
authorized list. Mr. Kirkland's statement,
that lie is indebted to me "for the excellent
collection of examination papers in ch. xii,"
must not be understood as if I had furnished
these papers to Mr. Kirkland. He found
them in public documents. 1 undoubtedly
made some suggestions to Mr. Kirkland
when he shewed me his manuscript ; but, to
represent me as having " contributed " to the
work, is putting the matter in an entirely
false light. I should probably have withheld
even my suggestions, had it occurred to me
that the work might be submitted to the
Central Conmmittee for their opinion. I, of
course never had any peeuniary interest in
the work.

I am, Sir,
Your obedient servant,

GEORGE PAXTON YOUNG.

-We readily give insertion to the above
communication of Prof. SFoung disclaiming

having "contributed " to Mr. Kirkland's
Elemientary Statis, and thus, inferentially,
freeing himself from the impropriety to
which we alluded in his connection with the
work, prior to its authorization, in our article
of last month on " School Book Editingnnd
Authorship." It will be seen, however, that
the Professor's disclaimer is more a meti-
physical than a practical one, as, though lie
objects to the word "contributed," he admits
having given the author "suggestions" in
the preparation of the work, which, in the
relation he was afterwards to stand towards
the book, was no less an impropriety than if
he had given it the aid of a substantial con-
tribution. That ve were vrong in using the
term "contributed " was not our fault, but
Mr. Kirkland's, as no one reading that gen-
tleman's acknowledgment of Prof. Young's
assbtance could fail to come to the conclusion
that the Professor had really made a contri-
bution to the work. If the "excellent col-
lection of examination papers" was made by
Mr. Kirkland, and not contributed by Prof.
Young,-and we now know this to have
been the case-it is unfortunate that Mr.
Kirkland did not put his acknowledgment of
Prof. Young's services in a less ambiguous
form. But, as we have said, this Mr. Kirk-
land is responsible for, and not the present
writer; and Prof. Young has had ample time
since the publication of the book, to draw
the author's attention to the misleading
acknowledgment, and to havc bad it either
altered or withdrawn. Though we are not
blamable in the matter which Prof. Young
complains of, we much regret the circum-
stances which called for our censure. The
intrigues of the Central Committee with
publishino houses, however, have been too
much of scandal of late for the critie to
deal tenderly with breaches of propriety and
acts that discredit officials, with the perfor-
mance of their duties, though in Prof.
Young's case there would seen to be less to
hold him responsible for than in the case of
some of his confreres.-ED. C.E.M.


