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'lHF, OVERPROI)UCTION 0F
BOOKS.

The enormous output of books in
late years surprises everyone; fewv facts
are more familiir, few are mJore com-
mnny remarked, and few ar. ue such
confusion of mmnd as to where they
carne from, why îhey txist, and how
they flnd buyers anti readers. In the
year 1895 nlo fewver than 5,8 new
bocKs were published in Engtand, be-
sîdts 93 new eoitions of old books.
in a ,inle month the New York
'1'îrnes, to which we are indebted for
these facts, has received more thah
400 books for review.

The output is indeed so large that
one might be tempted to infer that the
prop,,rtion of books publibhed to manu-
scTipts offered for publication is be-
corning every year miucli larger than it
formerly was But the fact appears to,
be that this proportion, instead of
chariging in that way. is chariging in
the other direction. With ail the
increase in publications, there has also
heen increase in writing. Frederick
Mýacrniillan, at a recent dinner in Lon
don. stated that his house in one year

d a accepted only 22 books out of 315
3 hatýv submitted w vhile Mr. A.
2Chatto, in a published interview, ai'-
2firtwed that bis house accepted an
average o f only about 13 for every 500
subrnitted.

Surrounded as we have been by a
flowe have, therc:fore, to thank, the

'~publishers that we are not in the midst
Sof a deluge. Assuming that Mr. Mac.I nflan's ratio is the ratio of ail pub-

ý-11shers, and provided ail submitted
m anuscripts had been pub'tshed, but

lexciuding the unknown factor tiîat the
4ïsatwe ma nuscript was often submitted
to several publishers, we should have

.1had instead of 5 ,5 8o new books, 7 2,5 40;
,-Îçhile the sarne computation, with Mr.
~Càatto's figures as a guide, would have

ltven us : 212,04o books, or nearlY 700
40or each day of the year, exclusive of
.$Untiays.

'i

The causes of this increase in the
number of books a e not fair to seek.
Cheapness of production -- cheaper
composition, cheaper piper, citeaper
binding-is a greai one, but a greater
is tlae increase in the num iber of !hse
whi> reid. Popular educai ion here
shows -onie of the resuhts of its work.
But who shail say wbY 313 persons
should continue to write books when
Onlly 22 can luve them accepted, or
why 5oo shou'd write themi when only
13 can hope for accep-ance ? Is this
aiso due to the spread of popular
education aî d the resultant ambition
to wri-e?

The ability to write has become a
common accomp ishment ; that is, the
ability to write what is fairly gram.
matical. Scores of persons who write
books wbicb tbey hope to sec publisbed
probably do flot realize that sornething
more than corrtct sentences is neces-
sary. Provided they have a subject»,
wîth sonie knowledge ot it, ail that re-
mains necessary from their standpoint
is to write correctly. Thty do not
know that correct writitig no0 more
makes a good writer than correct use of
nîechanies' tools niakes an architect.
No mere grammàrian ever was an
artist in wvords; indeed, the greatest
artists in words have sometîmes not
been grarnmarians at ail.

The future probably bolds for us
littie hope that the number of books
will decline; on the contrary, tbey are
more likely to, increase in number with
the years. But we need flot despair;
despair remains offly for the îibrarians
-for Mr. Spofford and Dr. Billings.
The great public will be protected, for
the good books will live and the bad
ones will surely die -and the death will
be a natural one. There were millions
of bouses in the ancierit world, but
only one Parilleon. Italy has bad
millions of buildings, but the Pantheon,
St. Marks, and St Petees stili stand,
as they will stand for some ages longer.
We may get our 5,ooo or our 10,000
books each year, but it will still remain
true that not more than one really


