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- -.The quality of text-books in use in our schools and *.'
colleges, schools in particlar, is, to.Say the least, a

, scandal ‘which has so-far been treated with ‘an apathy ~
almost unbelievabie. We keep repeating the platitude that

“children represent ‘the future; we have ';ﬂstabﬁs];ed-, at

text-books which will ensure a sound educatiog, for them.~ -

- their talent, but little has been done to provide them with ° ’

.- Badly printed mostly on Rewsprint, insufficiently proof-
read, wretchedly bound, and incompetently written and

edited, these books should be 2 reproach to any commup-

| ity with a sense of jts obligations " to - the younger

generation: . ST .

_To a large extent, this state of affairs is due fo the

. | poflicies of the text-book boards, They do not apparently ’

“believe in- careful ‘and long-term planning. Announce- " |
ments about the kind of books to be prescribed are made
 regularly at the beginning of each year, and publishers are )
" required to submit their products for approval towards the - )
", - end - of . the ‘same’ year. This arrangement gives the B
- Publishers barely six to seven months in'which-to engage a-
writer, find an editor, and get the books printed and
' bound. No wonder the outcome is something {udiciously
3 : short -of perfection. But however: imperfect the books,
‘ that is, a- selection of them, . are duly “approved “and
- prescribed and have to be purchased by the parents for -
their charges. Since there is no free market in-books and
!_-'Sc:hqpls must teach prescribed materiad -for public ex-.
aminations, thousands of children. are forced to swallow .
intellectual food of a revolting nature. R
| _.-We have never undestood why ‘quality’ cannot be,
insisted upon by giving the publishers a minimum period
of three years, as in some States in the U.S.A. for -
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t ' and do not realise till it. is too late, that their minds have
. ‘been damaged O -
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