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a character for trath, honesty, and fair dealing, and still deserves to possess that
character, notwithstanding the revelations contained in my ** Singular Specimens
of the Edinburgh Practice of Criticism.” IHe admits, that if my statements
respecting him were true, he would be wholly unworthy of your friendship ; but
he says that I am not to be credited, and upon that point it is that I have to
address you. Professor Balfour has chosen to place our controversy in such a
position, that T ‘must either appear to admit the truth of his assertion, that
I have dealt dishonestly with his corresponderice, ar I must justify my claim to
veracity at the cost of his character for truth, hunest_'_.r, and fair dealing. As he
has driven me to this alternativ e, he must be content to bear the consequences
that must flow from an investigation into these particulars.

I copy the following passage from Professor Balfour's letter (pp. 12, 13) :—

“III. The gravest charge made against me by Mr. Griffin, relates to my declared
intention to publish a new text-book in vmlatit:'::?r as is ullege:d of a pledge made by
me to use the Manual of Botany for that purpose That I gave Mr. Griilin a pledge

to this effect, is asserted over and over again in his pamphlet. Thus his fourth
s«antence bears—* when yon agreed to write the work, yon pledged yuu.rself to me to
use it for your text-book, and to do all you could to promote its sale.” Again, on the
same page, he speaks of my book as * the Manual that you wrote for me for mon
under the pledge tu use it ns our class-book." So also, in a letter to the conduetors
of the Monthly Jouwrnal ﬂ'cdwd Science, he says, {T nsked Professor Ea]jhwtu
write a volume. I offi him, £200 for his labour, and he agreed to the b
accumpanymg the agreement with a pledze to nse the book to be written as his ¢
book." And, in a letter to myself, dated 27th June, 1850, (Pamphlet, 19,) hﬂ
‘ I must recall to your recollection the fact that, when you un.tl.urto£i
Manual, fuu pledged yourself decidedly, I think smcerelly to use the work as ynurtéﬂ-—
book." In another part of the same letter he asserts, the pledge to use the Manmal
a8 ynur class-book was as specific a portion (of our bargain) as the to write

lt * %am “that pledge was repeated a dozen times in your letters.’ Now, in
these reiterated mmm, any one will be surprised to be told, that neither at

!ﬁs z-:quf'owar inmatmwnmermmdfmrphdgﬂwm M.
Grgfiﬂ to use the Manual qf',gﬂm;iy s my text-book,'”

¢« NEITHER AT THE PERIOD OF OUR ORIGINAL BARGAIN, NOR AT ANY - OTHER
TIME, DID I EVER PLEDGE MYSELF T0 MR. GRIFFIN TO USE THE M.I.:H‘UAI. OF
BorANy AS MY TEXT-BOOK !” voll
I undertake to prove that this statement of meanscr Ba]fu'u.r’am not. tme,
and that, on the contrary, he did, at the period of our original bargain, dis-
tinetly pledge himself to nse the Manual of Botany as his text-book ; virtually
repeated ‘that pledge in his letters; and, in' redemption of it, did, up I& a
eertain time, actnally nse the Manual as his text-book. i i It
You will oblige”me by referring to the first two letters that pmeﬂ hthgun
Professor Balfour and me, in January 1847. (See Singular Spmm ﬂf_tﬁi
Edinburgh Practice of Criticism, page 16.) ' .
On January 2, 1847, T inquired whether it would be ammbla"tu ImI:L to
undertake the translation of Jussien's work into E‘ﬂgllﬂlh EITHER verbatim, OR
"-'-Erﬂl such alterations as might be considered nedessary to adapt thaworbﬁt
IEng'Ilah readers. Of these alternatives, Im chose the latter. | s
On January 4, 1847, he rephuﬂ thus :— ' i BSviora

“1 have long intended to bring ont a ﬂﬁaﬂp Text-Book for students, and your pro-
posal scems to me the means of accomp nght.hm object. The work to which you
allade is well known to me, and can easily be adapted to the system pursned in
Britain. InJfaccepting the proposal I shall feel myself at liberty to make !-ﬁmh
modifications. In fact, 1 almll take the f Cours anuﬂmrﬂ as the groundwork, and
upon it form my Text-Book.”
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talked of making the book his Text-Book, Le did not intend to do so, then he
wilfully deceived me. If he did intend to do o, then his present declaration,
“that neither at the period of our original bargain, nor at any other time, did
I ever pledge myself to My, Griffin to use the Manual of Botany as my Text-
Book,” is untrue. A man of honour is certainly pledged to fulfil a volantary
and deliberate promise, made on a subject that formed an important portion of a
bargain, I promised to pay him two hundred pounds, and I paidit. He
engaged to write a book and to use it as his Texi-Book, and he evades per-
formance of his part of the bargain under the pretence that he is not pledged to
fulfil his promise. In the humble grade of society in which publislicrs move,
men who make promizes in matters of business consider themselves pledged to
perform them; but in the transcendental regions of the Edinburgh botanical
world, a different morality seems to prevail.

As Professor Balfour does not scruple to attribute to me ** an almost unequalled
skill in garbling correspondence,” he will probably hesitate as little to attribute
to me an equally unequalled degree of skill in mis-stating the terms of a verbal
agreement. Tt happened unfortunately for me, that no third person was present at
our interview, and that no written account n{' it was made at the moment. The
gredit that is due to our respective statements, contradictory as they are of one
another, must therefore be estimated by other evidence than the mere affirmations
of the parties, and as a tree is judged of by its fruits, the nature of the bargain
that was made between Professor Balfour and me, must be judzed of by the
conduct which that bargain induced. I shall proceed to show that Irofessor
BALFOUR'S subsequent conduct was in accordance with the suppasiﬁuﬂ that
my version-of the interview is the true one.

I quote the following evidence from Dr. Balfour's letters, the proper under-
standing of which may be facilitated by a few remarks.

My agreement with him, made on the 11th February, 1847, was only to come
into operation if I should succeed in buying the cuts of Jussien's Manual from
the French publisher., This uncertainty was the origin of the omission to make
a written agreement at the time of making the bargain, On the 25th Feb,, the
French publisher informed me that a translation of Jussien was already in exis-
tence, and that he had referred the author of it to me. On the 7th April I
wrote to Professor Balfour, informing him that I had purchased the cuts, and
begging him to proceed with the work. The author of the translation wrote to
me on the 8th April, and I declined to agree with him, in cousequence of my
previous bargain with Professor Balfour, In the spring of 1848, when Professor
Balfour's work was to have been ready, he had only finished about half of it.
Knowing that the rival translation was in preparation, I was anxious {0 ha.v.re
our work finished. Professor Balfour, however, stopped in the middle, IH.EJ.EI'»Eﬂ :
(much against my wishes,) upon having the early parts of the work da]ivareﬂ.in
fragments to his pupils, and put off finishing it till the following winter, The
consequences to me were, that I had a great number of books rendered imper-
fect, that the half-printed book lay dormant a year, and that the rival transla-
tion came first into the market. These particulars will explain some of the
remarks in the Professor's letters. :
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. EXTRACTS FROM PROFESSOR, BALFOUR'S CORRESPONDENCE.

IEH .Aﬁnl 19¢h.—* 1 shall set about the Text-book immediately, and hope to bave
all reaﬁ:,r efore next winter."

1847, December 17th.—* 1 am 'Imsy with the work, and I ]1 tu have the whole
of * Structure’ and ‘ Physiology ' ready by the hagl.nml:sjg The work
must be veady by May, if 1t is to sell at all this season my. ];mpﬂs want 1L

1548, April 10th.—**1 think that, with the view of securing a eale among my
pupils this aesamn, on should ?e: the part containing the Organs of Nulrifion and
the Nutritive Fuﬂcttms, [whlch st will be completed by the end of the month,)
put up in a paper cover, and sold as a first instalment, Yon may, if you think right,
restrict the sale to my pupils.”

1848, April 11th—*1 could get several hundred copies of Part I. sold in an
and June, if you listened to my proposal to allow the work to come out in that way."

1848, Apml 18¢h.—* I still wish that 1' could get a part of the work for my own
pupils by the second week in May.”

’&13, April 19th,—*1f the book does not appear till June, it is too late for my

ar. . They must have books in their hands in i in May; to follow the

ﬂcturea. think Grifiin is wrong in not allowing me to have a_Parl, for my own

Pupils only, in May. He will lose the sale of 200 copies."— Erﬂ*aﬂfmm a Letter from
essor Balfour (o the Privter of the Manual.

1848, May 4th.—** 1 hope that it is all mrranged that the first Purt of the book, as
fur as the end of the Nutritive Organs, will he ven to my P“ ils separately. T
are all waiting for it, and the sooner it is réng the better. bultl them t!mt they
Mﬁhz expect it in tenli:ﬁs&.m Make arrangements for having it put into covers, and

here by theé boo as soon ns possible. - 1 have a large class, and the
publisher may expect & good sale.  He should fix the price a little above the third of
the book, so as to ensure the sale of the rest at a lq:w price."— Leuerffrm Professor

Bn{,"hr to the Printer of the Manual.
848, May Gth.—" The plan youn propose mll suit my class. I should like to! have
the first Part out next weck. - All my pupils are; waiting for it.”

, June Tth—"1 dondt see that it can do any harm to allow a Part to be issued
as far as printed, at the b-egmmng of next weck. "It may do gut:nﬂ to my pupils, and

can do uo injury
1848, Oct. Ed. fdnn’t think that there wn]'l lie'much loss by imperfect copi
All my pupils who took the first Part will take the second.”— eprly fifty of,

did not.—J. J. G.
1848, Dec. 14‘.’f.!.i'i|.:i [ am working daily, however, an-:l 1 .ahall do all I can to'com-
lete the werk soon. I must have the book nnmpletn for my pupils in spring.” |

I now come to a letter dated 19th March, 1849, of which Pm['essﬂr Balfour
e;a'ra in his letter to you, (p. 5,) I have made a very unfair use, meaning, I
pruume, ‘to instance my quulatlnn from this letter, as one of the specimens of
_my *‘almost unequalled skill in garbling correspondence,” This letter of
March IPth contains Professor Dalfour’s recollection of what oceurred at our
tntet"r'lew of 11th FEhn:arf, IEF*PI".L [t is, therefore, important.

0 134-‘.?, H;.:rc# 19th.—* I am not a htt]n n&tﬂmshed at tha contents l:rf your letter,
and at its tone. [In the bargain which T made with you verbally, I never contem-
plated giving up the copyright of my work for the sum of £200. You t'er:ullm:t
surely, tha_t when you suggested that I should make it a translation of Jussieu's work
d, in the same way as Dr, Flumm did, when you consulted him a‘haut
cal manual. [ told you that I wo make, the work. my own, Lext-Bo
f&ﬂﬁ would arrange Em in the way I thought best for the PUpOse a0, i"mcﬁtng ::I.IE::-
mentioned that addiionnal wnm]-cul;s,flmm es those of Jussieu, would be required. To
all these « d.mona.dynu ,agreed ; and I remarked that you distinetly stated, that in
the event o edition, a new bargain would require to be made. Had I con-
templated giving up the copyright T would have made o different arrangement, and
would never have left m at your merey in regard to the work which 1 intended
should be my own Tu:xp-:{]unk s

- The gentence which D, Balﬁmr says is {wisted and usad very m:ﬁm Iy is the
one that I have printed in dtalics. It containg his distinet admission, that at

our jnterview, held on the 11th February, 1847, to decide on the composition of
the work and the terms of payment; he did agree to make the work ms owx
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Text-Booxk, which agrecment was no doubt meant, at the time it was made,
to affect the terms of payment which I was then to propose, and, in fact, the
agreement to use the work as his Text-Book, did so affect my offer, and entitles
me to claim the performance of his promise.

With regard to my alleged gariling and twisting of the corvespondence, and
the' making an unfair use of it, I beg to state that the above quotation is
copied word for word from the original letter that I veceived from him. In
Dr. Balfour’s version of this letter, given in his letter to you, (p. 5,) he
represents the words I quote in italic to be the last clause of a compound
sentence, commencing with the word and, This, however, is an embellishment
of his, for the word and is not contained in the original letter, and the sentence
is perfectly correct as T quoted it.  In reply to Professor Balfour’s charges against
me of garbling (p. 2), using unfairly (p. 5), misrepresenting (p. 13), and
twisting (p. 14,) his correspondence, I offer to produce the original letters, and
to justify every quotation that I have made from them.

In Professor Balfour’s pamphlet, (p. 14,) where he accuses me of twisting
thiz particular guotation, he says, *the expressions were used, (as the context
shows, ) not as a pledge to him, but as stating one of the many reasons why I
never contemplated giving up the copyright of the Manual.””

It is however evident, that if this sentence was not used by Professor Balfour
in 1849 as a pledge, it was used then as his recollection and admission of a
pledge that he had given in 1847, at the time when we made our verbal bargain.
This admission, in conjunction with the other evidence that I now place before
you, prove, incontestably, that a part of our original bargain was, that the work
to be produced was to be used as Professor Balfour's Text- Book. Whether it is
called a pramise, a bargain, an agreement, or a pledge, matters little : the fact
is, that he gave me distinctly to understand that the work was to be his Text-
Book. He did so, either (o inform me what I was to expect to receive for my
money, or to deceive and trick me. Whether he acted in good faith or in bad
faith, must be judged of by his subsequent conduct,

After the 10th March, 1849, when Professor Balfour first claimed both the
money and the copyright, his correspondence is mainly occupied with the dis-
eussion of the copyright question ; intermixed with which, however, are expres-
sions of his views respecting the use of the Manual as his Text-Book. For
example, he says:—

1849, April 8d.—" I also think it right to assure you, that it is my full intention
honestly to promote the sale of the book, not only by using it as my own text-book,
but by endeavouring to get my friends to recorumend it.” :

This is another quotation that Dr. Balfour says (letter, p. 15) is garbled
to make it infer the pretended pledge. He gives (p. 6) another version of it,
differing from this by only one word, (tell instead of assure,) but my quotation
agrees with the lTetter that was sent to me, and his version does not.

But Professor Balfour argues now (letter, p. 15,) that his proposal to use the
Manual as his own Text-Book, was, on the 3d April, 1849, a novelty—as if no
such proposal had cver been made previously !—and that it was then made,
only as part of a proposal to induce me to abandon my claim to the eopyright ;
whereas, my statement of the matter is, that the promise to nse the Manual as
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that he would do s0; that I AGREED 10 PAY HIM A LARGE SUM IN CON-
SIDERATION OF SUCH PROMISES ; that he ACTUALLY Din USE the Manual as his
Text-Book ; and that [ PAID HIM THE FULL SUM AGREED ON, Of all these
facts I have presented evidence that is incontrovertible. 1 am therefore entitled
to expect the PERFORMANCE OF HIS PROMISE, and when he professes to have
given no pledge to me on this point, he merely quibbles upon the meaning of
the word PLEDGE, the nature of which quibble I shall now explain.

In the Professor’s letter to you, he quotes (pp. 17, 18,) a letter from me to his
solicitor, Mv. Bayley, and that gentleman’s reply. Doth letters are given cor-
rectly, but I repeat them here for the sake of those who may not have seen the
Professor’s letter. : :

Mg. GRIFFIN To MR, BAYLEY.

“me:hnl i1th April, 1850.—Sir, I have received Eﬂur letter of the 8th. I should
have paid the £200 at once, but have heard from Edinburgh that Dr. Balfour had
advised Messrs, M‘Lachlan & Stewart, the booksellers, not to lay in a stock of the
Manual of Botany, it not being his intention to use it in his class.

I presume it is not Dr. Balfour’s intention to depart from his engagement to use
the book as a Class-Book, and to mote its sale. On hearing from von to this
effect, I will at once settle with Mr. Parnther.” s 4 ;

MR. BAYLEY To MR. GRIFFIN. " i :

* Edinburgh, 13th April, 1850,—8ir, I am favoured with your letter of the 11th,
which has surprised me. For twelve months you have been carrying on a corres-
pondence on the simple question whether, for the £200, you were entitled to the
copyright of the Manual of Botany; but no sooner does Dr. Balfour, to save farther
discussion, agree to concede to you the right, than you raise another objection to

pa;inﬁ::hu money. :
‘T know of m'enge:igomant come under by Dr. Balfour to use the book in qnestion
as his Class-Book, and most certainly he will come under no such obligation. Such
an obligation would be preposterous, and its practical effect might Lie this, that the
book by becoming antiguated, was telling one thing, while the Professor in his
Lectures was teaching something else. What book the Professor may come to use
must depend entirely upon circumstances hereafter to arise. . '

“ But I can assure you of this, which I do from my own personal knowledge, that
Dr, Balfour never advised Messrs. M*‘Lachlan & Stewart not to lay in a stock of the
Manual. Mr. M‘Lachlan had heard with great surprise that Dr. Balfour had never
got a sixpence for writing the book, and in cousequence felt alarm in laying in a
stock, lest the Doctor should cease to use the book in his class. - In my presence he
spoke to the Doctor on the subject, when, in order to remove Mr, M*Lachlan’s alarm,

rave him the assurance that there was no intention at present to use any other
book, and that, for this year at least, Mr, M*Lachlan had nothing to fear® . .

“I beg n to repeat the conditions upon which Dr. Balloar has agreed to concede
the copyright, and remain,"™ &e. & o M]

memr.:_rrl Bﬂf‘nﬁr ;uldé tlle_:Fu]_Inwin'g observations (p.; 18):—

“ It is only necessary to add, that after receiving this letter, Mr. Griffin paid the £200
without ami}éw word?f 0 o t!a'tu.?m And yet he now ventures to assert, Pamphlet, p.
41,) that it was “under the influence of promises and written pledges to use the
Manual of Botany as my class-book ' that he agreed to pay e the, money, * which
my copyright was not otherwise worth.'” T

* My friend, Mr. M‘Lachlan, must have been HM amused by this epistle.  His great surprise
on hearing that Dr. Balfour had nevor received a sixpénce for writing the book ; his conseqoent
alarsr; aud the sympathetic attentions of the Doctor and the Solicitor to remaye his alarm and
quiet his fears, are deseribed in, picturesque and moving terms. Mr. Solicitor Bayley does not
inform me who ereated Mr, M‘Lachlan's great surprise by communicating sach’ alarming infor-
matlon/to him, nor does he seem to have informed Mr. M'Lachlan that the reason why Dr.
Dalfour had not, received a sixpence was simply that Dr. Balfour lad refused to give a proper
receipt for the money. I suppose he eonsidered so trifling a fact to be too homeeopathic a dose
to quiet Mr. M*Lachlan's great surprise and alwm. '
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The statement which Professor Balfour has printed in italies is quite correct,
but he is wide of the mark when he construes my silence into a virtual admis-
sion by me, (page 13,) that no pledge to use the Mannal as his Text-Book was
ever made by him to me. I will explain the true reason of my silence :—

As I had no formal contract with Frofessor Balfour, it was not in my power
to compel him, by legal process, to nse the Manual of Botany as his Text-Book.
His promises or engagements to me, however numerons, and however well paid
for, were none of them in the technical form which constitutes a legal contract.
When, therefore, his Solicitor declared that there was no engagement, and that
Dr. Balfour would certainly come under no such obligation, 1 perceived that,
though I had justice on my side, if Dr. Balfour chose to evade the fulfilment
of his verbal bargain, and to break his promises, 1 had no legal remedy. It was
useless, therefore, to continue the correspondence with his Solicitor. Silenced at
law, I did as Professor Balfour states, I *° paid the money without another word
of objection.”” But when I did so, I was of opinion, that theProfessor would
not venture to pursue the line of conduct that was indicated by his Solicitor.
Though not legally, he was morally, bound to perform his promises to me, and
I did him the injustice to imagine, that he was

** Too fond of the right to pursue the expedient.”

While meessar Balfour denies the existence of a pledge to use the Manual
as his Text-Book, becanse he is under no legal obligation to do so, he admits,
that at our meeting held 11th February, 1847, to setile the nature of the
work, and the amount of money to be paid for it, he told me that ke would
make the work his own Text-Book. See hiz letter of 19th March, 1849.
By doing so, he raised the apparent value of his commodity, and having
received the money, he now says “I gave you no pledge, I am under no engage-
ment, I will ineur no ohligation, to use the Manual of Botany as my Text-Book.”

These particulars will enable you to understand the meaning that larks under
Professor Balfour’s declaration that— ; b |

* Neither at the period of our eriginal bargain, uor at any other time, did T ever
pledge myself to Mr. Griffin to use the Manual of Botany as my Text-Book.”

If Pledge is held to signify a written letrnnt, duly signed, scaled, and
stamped, according to law, he is right, for no such contract is in existence.

Y If Pledge sipnifies a promise, or a form of words, or a series of actions used
by him to induce me to believe that T iwas to receive a certain property, in con-
sideration for a certain sum of money, then he is undoubtedly in the wrong.

Stripped of Dr. Balfour’s quibbling, such is the bare statement of facts. The
concatenation of evidence in the present letter, proves that he sold ‘to me the
right to publish a work that was to be used as his Text-Book, 1 indiscreetly
trusted to his word, and took no legal security to foree him to fulfil his bargain ;
but I hold that he is still bound in honour to keep his word, and to folfil his
bargain—just as I considered my=elf bound to pay him the £200, thongh T had
only promised, and not legally contracted to pay it, The la, indeed, permits
him to break his word with impunity, in consequence of our niutnal neglect of
legal forms of contract, and of that permission he seems resolved to avail
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unless the book, wiich was to be the exponent of my own views, and the guide to
my class in their botanical studies, was entively in my power, with full liberty to
revise and re-edit it whenever I might think proper to do so. And as [ had most
unexpectedly found a difficulty in retaining that liberty in regard to my Manual of
Botany, 1 determined to have nothing more to do with it, or its publisher, but to
prepare a new text-book for myself.” r

The pith of this excuse lies in the last clause, that the publishers of the
Manual wnexpectedly made it diffienlt for the author to revise and re-edit it
whenever he thonght proper to do so. This statement is not true. T defy the
Professor to prove it. On the contrary, I repeatedly offered to him the fullest
power over his work.

PROPOSALS MADE TO PROFESSOR BALFOUR,

1849, March 6th.—" Yon shall retain the right to make corrections on the work
every time it is reprinted. You agree to bring up every edition of the Text-Book to
the state of science at the time of its publication, and to write, or use in teaching, no
other Text-Book."”

1849, h.gﬁ;ﬁ 234.—* I am ready to enter into any fair and reasonable arrangements
which shall secure to you a proper control over the contents of future editions of the
work, and I am willing to pay you a fair sum for your labour in revising such
editions, If you desire any thing else that I ean agree to in reason, I shall be glad to
meet your wishes. Whatever you may have to propese, I shall consider, in, I trust,
a fair and liberal spirit, but I will not sacrifice the property as you propose,”

1849, June 27th.—[In a letter of proposals, respecting future editions, I offered to
guarantee to him the power to correct all future editions; with the conditions, that
he should undertake to keep the work in accordance with the progress of the science,
and that I should print no copies without subjection to these regulations,

1850, June 27th.—* I have already offered you the complete control, Literary and
Scientific, of your Manual. You can, whenever it is repli:Intad, make it what you
wish it to be. What more do you desire? Isit money? I offered you a sum for the
correcting. I =said £50. You demurred. I ask what sum you seek?” :

1850, November 15th.—* 1 beg to offer you one hundred pounds to correct a second
edition for us, and rgﬁrgﬂﬁm moreover to pay you hau;:'lksumely for future eéljt.ian and
in way to al o your suggestions respecting the getting up, cuts, §e."
ﬁfmll Er. Charles Griffin, to Proféssm Balfour,

“These facts show that the excuse he gives for breaking his promise does not
accord with the facts. : iy i

‘As to the Second Edition, he admits that I made him the offers specified in
my printed letter, page 7, and that he refused them. He informs you, page 9,
that the offer of April 6th, 1850, was : ; :

*Trammelled with the condition, that Mr. Griffin should be entitled to bring out
the work in the Encyclopadia Metropolitana, with no restriction upon the number of
copies to be so published. To such an arrangement it was of course impossible that ‘I
should consent, as the publication of a second edition of such unlimited cxtent, wounld
have destroyed all likelihood of a third edition being ever called for, and would have
effectually debarred me from preparing a third edition, if the interests of science, or
the purposes of my class, required it, withont taking off the publishers’ hands what-
ever copies of the second edition, and of the Encyclopaedia, might remain unsold.”"

I must check Professor Balfonr’s statement on this subject, by producing the
original offer. i

iy M=z, GriFFry TO MR. BAYLEY. _

: ;Egiﬁﬁh?tm April Gih, 1850.—Sir, I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your favour
0 : :
~ “In replying to your proposals, I must set out with the intimation, that what I say
is to be considered withont prejudice to the existing rights of Griflin & Co., and that
il my suggestions lead to no agreement, no use is to be made of this letter in other

vgs. I cannot agree to your propositions as they stand; but I will propose

others that I think more reasonable, and which will grant, perhaps, all vou want.
1. That Dr. Balfour shall correct the Manual of Botany for a Second Edition
when required.
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“2, That we pay fifty pounds for such corrections, in addition to the two lundred
Pﬂ'ﬂﬂﬂs airﬂ-aﬂ]r agreed to be paid for the m['; %ht of the work as first written. = -
8. That we shall have the right to print a 'Third Edition, the author to correct

it, and we to pay him a shilling per copy on the whole impmsmon of that edition.

W4 That at the end of three years, after the publication of the Third Edition, the
entire copyright shall revert to the anthor.

.5, Tﬁut. we shall he E.Imﬂe:d to publish the Second and Third Editions as pa.:t of
the new edition of the Encycl in Metropolitana.

“ This last stipulation is m& because we. miist have & work of the same kind in
the Encyclopmdia, and we do not want to be forced to get up a rival work. This
proposal is quite as much for the anthor's advantage as for ours.  Yom will perceive,
that with a view to promote & peaceable settlement of our dispute, I have now made
'\’El‘}r II'I.TEE EGI!GBEE'IGTIS,

This letter proves that the condition which was so grievously to tram-
mel Dr, Balfour—the proposal to print ¢ a Second Edition of such unlimited
extent, as to destroy all likelihood of, a third edition being ever called for’* --12 a
whimsy of his own contriving. T never made any sucl absurd proposal.

Moreover, this statement about an infinite Second Edition, is made in a lel.tﬂt to
you, dated 20th August, 1851, and he has not the candour to admit that he has
a letter from Mr, Charles Gnﬁu dated 13th Nov. 1830, in which the number
of copies to constitute the second and third editions together, is expressly limited
to 5000. When this last proposal was ‘made to him, it was with the condition
that the entire copyrighit should be given to him, as soon as the 5000 books
" were sold.  But he refused to accept the offer, except on the condition that he
should be free to do as he pleased, with regamd to a fourth edition, at the end
of five years, whether our books were sold or not! notwithstanding that,
besides the gift of the copyright, he was to be paid £125 fur revmmg the iwr_'r
editions, '

These particulars wﬂ] I hope, eonvince you that Dr. Balfour has no reason
whatever to censurc .me for the ill results that have followed his absurd pro-
ceedings respecting the Manual of Botany. T paid him handsomely for the
original copyright ; I speedily sold the first edition, and offered him a handsome
sum to revise the second edition ; I offered to guarantee to him the entire literary
and scientific control of all future editions of his Manual, that he might always
be able to make it what he wished it to be; and I engaged never to print it
without permitting him to revise it, and paying him liberally for doing so.  What
more could any reasonable anthor expect from his publisher ?  But, dissatisfied
with every thing that was proposed to him, Professor Balfour resolved to repu-
diate his Manual—a resolition which, as I forewarned him, (June 27th, 1850,
Pamphlet, p. 19,) he cannot earry ont wnamanuuua]y and aren]rtabl}

Professor Balfour labours to justify the aq'm"rilu'us libel that nppr!ared in the
North British Agriculturist, vespecting our Second Edition of the Manual. = He
ascribes it (p. 24) to a * friendly reviewer,” and echoes his publisher's state-
ment, that he is not responsible for it. He does not answer my question, did he
authorize it? It is perhaps inexpedient for him to say yes, and i‘mpuasﬂ_:lln to
say no. I recommend you, as his appointed judge in this matter, to ask him—
Did he direct it to be written ?  Did he direct the eirculation of the ?zand—'hﬂl!s;?

Dr. Balfour appears to be unable to point out a 5ing]e error’ in the Second
Edition of the Manual, save that debateable error, the transposition of the ﬁ:-
anths. He admits that our editor has corrected a vast number of (I reckoned









