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As the School Year Begins, Ontario’s 
Textbook Failure Is Undermining Public 

Education 
 

by Maj (ret’d) CORNELIU, CHISU, CD, PMSC FEC, CET, P.Eng. 
Former Member of Parliament 
   Pickering-Scarborough East    

 
As Ontario families prepare for the beginning of another school year, students are gathering supplies, 
adjusting schedules and looking ahead to new academic challenges. Yet many will enter their classrooms 
without one of the most fundamental instruments of education: a current, comprehensive textbook. 
This is not a minor administrative matter. Before the first lesson is taught, every student should know that 
an organized and dependable resource will guide the course from September to June. 
Ontario taxpayers contribute billions of dollars annually to one of Canada’s most expensive public institu-
tions: the education system. Property-tax bills include a clearly identified education component, and the 
provincial government provides substantial additional funding. Parents therefore have every reason to 
expect that students will receive the essential materials necessary for learning from the first day of school. 
Nevertheless, Ontario students are not necessarily issued textbooks. A striking example is Grade 9 mathe-
matics, for which students are not guaranteed a current, comprehensive textbook. At the very least, high-
school students should receive textbooks in their principal academic subjects if Ontario genuinely intends to 
build a technologically capable, knowledgeable and well-prepared society. 
Instead, students may begin the year with collections of worksheets, photocopied pages, online links, pres-
entation slides and teacher-prepared notes. Some schools maintain classroom sets of older books, while 
others depend heavily on electronic resources. What a student receives varies by school, school board and 
individual teacher. 
This is not educational modernization. It is fragmentation disguised as flexibility. 
Ontario’s compulsory Grade 9 mathematics course, MTH1W, is governed by a Ministry of Education curricu-
lum introduced in 2021. The official document is extensive—approximately 222 pages—and contains 
strands, 
expectations, instructional considerations, teacher prompts and assessment principles. 
The curriculum covers number sense, algebra, linear relations, geometry, measurement, data, probability, 
coding and financial literacy. It tells educators in considerable detail what students are expected to learn. 
However, it is not a student textbook. 
It does not provide students with a logically sequenced course containing clear explanations, worked exam-
ples, progressively challenging exercises, chapter reviews and answer sections. It is primarily a policy and 
professional document designed for administrators and educators. It serves regulatory compliance more 
effectively than it serves a 14-year-old trying to understand an algebraic equation at the kitchen table. 
A functional education system requires three connected instruments: a provincial curriculum identifying what 
must be learned, a teacher’s guide supporting instruction and assessment, and a student textbook present-
ing the subject in an organized and accessible manner. 
Ontario provides the first and offers extensive material toward the second. It does not guarantee the third—
the resource most directly essential to the student. 
That omission has serious consequences from the opening day of the school year. 
A textbook gives a course intellectual structure. It allows a student to revisit yesterday’s lesson, prepare for 
tomorrow’s class, recover material missed during an absence and study independently before an examina-
tion. It enables parents and tutors to understand what is being taught and in what sequence. It also estab-
lishes a common academic foundation when students change schools or teachers during the year. 
A collection of digital links and worksheets does not necessarily provide that continuity. Files disappear, 
online platforms change, links expire, and individual pages become detached from the broader course. 
Students may complete exercises without understanding how one concept leads logically to the next. 
Technology can enhance education, but it should not be used as an excuse to abandon coherent instruc-
tional materials. Digital resources should complement a properly organized textbook, not replace it with an 
assortment of disconnected fragments. 
The problem is particularly serious for students with learning difficulties, limited internet access or a need 
for consistent organization. It also disadvantages families unable to purchase commercial workbooks, pri-
vate tutoring or online subscriptions. 
Textbook policy is therefore an equity issue—and the inequality begins as soon as the school year starts. 
Some students enter Grade 9 with families able to purchase additional resources and tutoring. Others must 
depend entirely on whatever collection of materials their particular school or teacher assembles. 
Ontario law requires publicly funded school boards to provide students with required textbooks and learning 
materials without charge. Nevertheless, the practical meaning of “provide” has been seriously weakened. 
A temporary classroom copy, access to an online portal or a package of photocopies may technically satisfy 
an administrative interpretation while failing to give students a dependable and complete course resource. 
This is where bureaucratic compliance becomes disconnected from educational purpose. 
Every decision should be guided by one practical question: what tangible educational benefit does the stu-
dent receive? 
The contrast with questionable school-board expenditures reported extensively in the press is disturbing. 
These incidents demonstrate why the Ontario Ministry of Education must exercise stronger oversight and 
demand strict accountability for how school boards spend taxpayers’ money. 
As another school year begins, families must ask why students cannot receive textbooks. 
These incidents are not representative of every educator, trustee or administrator. Ontario has many dedi-
cated teachers who compensate for 
systemic deficiencies by producing their own excellent materials, often using their personal time and money. 
However, teachers should not be expected to spend the opening weeks of school functioning simultaneous-
ly as instructors, curriculum designers, editors and textbook publishers. 
The larger problem is institutional accountability. 
By 2026, eight Ontario school boards had been placed under provincial supervision amid concerns about 
deficits, depleted reserves, governance disputes and financial management. This represents a profound fail-
ure within the system responsible for safeguarding public education funds. 
Whether every questionable expenditure meets the criminal definition of corruption is not the central issue. 
When public money intended for education finances administrative privileges that lack a convincing benefit 
to students, it constitutes misuse of education funds. When this occurs within institutions protected by weak 
oversight, complicated procedures and evasive language, it may reasonably be described as institutional 
corruption in the ordinary moral and political sense. 
Taxpayers should not be diverted by lawyerly distinctions among “poor judgment,” “mismanagement” and 
“inappropriate discretionary spending.” The essential question is simple: did the expenditure materially ben-
efit students and their education? 
If the answer is no, it should not have been charged to an education budget. 
Ontario should require every compulsory secondary-school course to have an approved, complete and cur-
rent student resource ready before the school year begins. It may be printed or digital, but every student 
should receive access to the same core content on the first day of class. Printed copies must be available 
to students who need or prefer them. 
Education policy should begin with the learner, not the bureaucracy. 
A wealthy province capable of producing hundreds of pages of curriculum directives can also produce or 
procure a coherent Grade 9 mathematics textbook. 
There is no justification for beginning another school year without guaranteeing that resource to every stu-
dent. 
Failure to do so is not innovation, modernization or flexibility. It is systemic educational negligence. 
As Ontario students return to school, they deserve more than curriculum expectations scattered across web-
sites, worksheets and computer platforms. 
On the first day of class, every student should receive the basic instrument that generations of successful 
education systems have understood to be indispensable: a well-written book that enables them to learn 
throughout the school year., 

WHO ARE THESE 
MAYORAL  

CANDIDATES 

By Joe Ingino 
 Those who read my column on 
a regular basis will note how 
critical I am of municipal elected 
officials. 
Election time proves my theory 
that good intentions and pre-
tenders just don’t cut the mus-
tard. 
Now, let’s turn our attention to 
current downtown Oshawa 
councillor and mayoral candi-
date Derek Giberson. 
A council member who had the 
opportunity to turn the core 
around and has done nothing. 
For some magical reason, he is 
now under the impression that 
he can run the City.In his 
defence, if Carter ran it, I guess 
just about anyone can.  
Then again, look at the quality of 
life and the general appearance 
of the core. 
This Giberson is the same char-
acter who pushed for all kinds of 
social services and drug-related 

services to be allowed in the core. Open drug use has no place in society. 
This Giberson is the same person who has wasted your tax dollars persecuting downtown busi-
nesses, former political challengers and the like. Were those tax dollars well spent?  
He does not appear to care. It is not his money.In my opinion, this character does not belong in 
politics. A third-rate politician with no real working experience.   SAY NO TO GIBERSON. 
I am not the only one to share these sentiments. In a Facebook post, Downtown Oshawa 
Uncensored had this to say:DEREK GIBERSON — RECORD ON PUBLIC DRUG USE AND 
DRUG DEALERS  October 2025 Motion(The Lone Dissenting Vote):  A motion went to the floor 
declaring that flagrant public drug use and drug dealers in the city directly impede public safety 
and drug recovery efforts.  The Action: The motion passed nearly unanimously by a 10–1 vote. 
Councillor Derek Giberson was the only councillor out of 11 to vote against it. 
DISASTER CANDIDATE FOR MAYOR OF OSHAWAGreg Plummer from the group was noted 
as stating:“Begs the questions: Is he a drug user? 
 Does he have close friends or family who are street dealers and users?”Jenn Baker 
replied:“Greg Plummer, he sure does advocate for them a lot! They don't even pay taxes!” 
A participant who went by the name Peanut Butters contributed:  “The fact that he lives down-
town and can see it outside his window, and gets woken up by this shit every night like the rest 
of us do, and yet he's unbothered by it, is actually really concerning. 
“There’s one thing to have sympathy for drug addicts, 
but when they affect the quality of one’s life — or a 
whole neighbourhood’s — you’d think you’d want them 
to move out of your neighbourhood ASAP.” 
Mike Minichiello commented:  “There’s no stinking way 
in hell this guy would make a good mayor. He’s not 
even a half-decent councillor in Ward 4.“Mr. ‘Don’t 
Answer His Damn Constituents’ Emails’ about real 
concerns, instead catering to those who are costing 
the tax base. 
“He is a train wreck of a councillor, does nothing for his 
constituents, and now he wants to be mayor?  
I don’t think so. Not on my watch.” 
Mike Mell commented: “Maybe he was high when they 
ran that vote?” 
Amber Thompson commented:  “Not surprising, as our 
councillor is nonexistent and doesn’t help anything or 
make any improvements to our lives down here. How 
embarrassing to vote against that!  
Your ward is a damn dumpster fire, and residents are 
past their breaking point for tolerance and understand-
ing.”Renee McLaughlin commented:  “The guy’s a 
loser. He needs to go, let alone run for mayor.” 
What has many people wondering is this: When will 
anyone see him campaigning? 
So far, he has been a ghost. People have called and 
can’t get through.  
Those who do get through never hear back.He is 
almost taking a page out of Tito-Dante’s playbook.  
The arrogance. 
This just tells us how bad the next four years could 
become.I would support anyone who has good inten-
tions and anyone who cares about our City. 
Unfortunately, neither Giberson nor Tito has proven to 
be anything more than about themselves. 
Their only real concern appears to be staying in the 
system and continuing to suck on the City’s cash cow. 
Well, as usual, my week’s mouthful is about complete. 
But stay tuned, because next week I am going to be 
featuring another mayoral candidate with a Napoleon 
complex. 
None other than Dave Westlake — a self-professed 
business person with pie-in-the-sky plans but no real 
solutions. 
If I am wrong, come to my office and prove me wrong. 
I am a fair man.


