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stances, if we do not weary the read-
er will irrefutably prove this.

To begin with the definition of an
adjective (p. 28) is adapted from the
old edition of Mason, and is quite
different in form from that given in
the new one. Mason calls a or an
a Quantitative Adjective; in Miller's
Swinton, it is called a Denionstrative
one. On page 46 we have the state-
ment that there are iwo kinds of
phrases, instead of three, and the
basis of the classification is not given.
On page 52 we have an explanation of
" complete" and " incomplete" verbs
which, though quite rational, is alto-
gether different from what is found in
Mason. The latter author always
speaks of verbs of contplete or incomn-
plete predication, and it is desirable
that the phraseology, if possible,
should have been retained. On page
57 /e, she, and it, are called demon-
strative pronouns, which is in har-
,mony with Mason, but is probably a
faulty classification. On page 58 we
have the statement that the various

jornis taken by a pronoun are calléd
its cases. A pupil would be apt to
conclude from this that the pronoun
it has only two cases. Again, on
page 68 we have a definition of a
" Compound Tense"--which is dif-
ferent aitogether from Mason's. More-
over, it does not show what is neces-
sary to make up a compound tense.
Mason has nine primary tenses, and
three of continued action. Here we
have onlysix. The definitions on p. 75
do not harmonize in forni with those
of Mason. On page 79 we have the
statement that there are three partici-
ples in English-thePresent, the Past,
and the Perfect. On pages 76, 147
they are called Imperfect, Perfect, and
Compound Perfect-different names,
quite unnecessary to apply to the
Participles, and inevitably confusing.
The Participles on pp. 69, 73, formed
by inflection are indicated as two only,
while on p. 79 we find it stated that

there are three. Mason (p. 63) men-
tions but two. On p. 88 we have the
statement,"In the sentence,'Columbus
discovered America,' the simple pre-
dicate is discovered America." Accord-
ing to Mason, the predicate is discov-
ered only. (See Mason, p. 137).-
The use of the tern confile;nent in the
book is quite different from that of
Mason. (See pp. 89, 91). Finally, on
p. 102, the word mist is not parsed
correctly, according to Mason; (See
the latter, on p. 147); and it is even
in that authority not correctly parsed.

There are many other points of
contrast between the two books,
which as strongly tell against the
editing attempted in the Miller Swin-
ton as any we have spoken of, but to
these it is unnecessary to refer in
detai. Some redeeming features are,
of course, to be met with in the edi-
tor's work, but these are so few as not
to invalidate our contention thay the
claims of excellence for Mr. Mac-
millan's adaption are insufficiently
grounded, and in the interest of
education may be said to be repre-
hensibly misleading. The mechani-
cal dissimilarity of the books, from
another point of view, is not the least
noticeable feature of difference that
strikes the reviewer's eye. Some of
the chapters particularly suffer in this
respect, that " On the Kinds of
Words," on p. i i. for instance, where
the visual effect of the page, in the
original, in impressing the lesson, is
wholly lost to the pupil by reason of
its mutilation in the Canadian reprint.

In this latter respect the author's
later edition is again an improvement
over both the Miller reprint and the
edition from which it is reprinted.
As a text-book, in its professional and
educational aspects, moreover,itstands
on a higher plane of excellence than
the older book, which it far surpasses,
not only in the plan upon which it
has been prepared, but in the more
systematic arrangement and orderly


