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wbich wouid prove this in detail, it may serve a purpose to seek for some

large general considerations governing the operation a Protection in

Canada, the apprehiension of which will enabie us ta understand wbat it is

and what it is bringing us to. To know merely bare facts, without under-

stauding their causes-whence tbey corne and what further resuits they

tend to-is not the most satisfactory kind of knowledge. Supposing it to

be proved by figures that certain tbings are so, we stili want ta know the

reasoas why, under the circumstances, they must be sa, and why they

cannot possibiy be otherwise. If with regard ta the operation of this

tariff of ours we can once get on the right hune of sight, then much graping

about in the dark xvill be saved, and the truc meaning of what might

otherwise appear a huge jumble of facts will be revealed.

It is an aid saying that Iltwo of a trade can neyer agree" and the

struggie between two or more of the saine trade is wbat we cali competition.

Competition is always between those of the samne trade, not between those

of differeut trades. The nearer alike the products of any two countries

are, the more direct is the competitian between them.* Now, we came to

a vital point in this whioie inatter when ve realise that Canadian manufac-

tures are in a general way like those of the United States, and unlike those

of England ; for wbich reason our competition mnust be witb the former

far mare than with the latter country. Whatever the political differences

between ourselves and aur republîcan ueighbours may be, natural circum-

stances, and the industrial conditions arising out of thern, are very mucli

the samne here as ini the Northern States. In agricultural productions

these Provinces and the States iying, nearest ta themn are very much alike,

and in manufacturing, bath peoples tend ta follow the samne lines, and ta,

run in the samne grooves. Ia polities, and in many details of manners and

marais, Canadians perpetuate aid country resemblances, but we make

cotton cioth as they do in the States, and not as they do in Englaud, even

thougli we use English machiuery to do it. In style, quaiity, and general

get up, the goods turned out by aur cotton milis are exact copies of fabrics

made at Lowell and Faîl River, while differing greatly from. the produets

of Lancashire. Enter a Canadian foundry or reaper aud mower manufac-

tory, and you sec just the samne methods used, and the saine kiads of

articles produced, as in similar establishments over the barder; bath

metbods and produets being very different fromn those of Englaud. Almost

the anly conspicuous exception is the woollen trade; there, iudeed aur

competition is with England. Wîth something like superstitious reverence

we fo]bow Englisb precedents in the administration of laws wbich. ourseives

have made, but when it cames ta driving shoe-pegs by machinery we copy

Massachusetts. Our railways are ail built and mun ou the American, and

not on the Englisb, plan. Our farmi impiements are ail of American

pattern, and are ail made and used ini the Anierican way. Almoat every

new industry started in Canada is a close copy of something already iii

operation in the States. Ia the domain of politics and of marais we are

iargely under aid country influences, but -by pressure of material circum-

stances it is decreed that in aur industrial progress we must mave upon

American, rather than upon European, linos. Canadian industries are and

must long continue ta be mostly like those of the United States, and unlike

thase of England. Furtber, this likeiless in manufacturing production

between the two sides of the border must keep increasiug with every year

of aur industrial pragress; which. meaus that the campetition between

themn must keep increasing too. We are mare competitors with aur

neiglibours naw than we were twenty-five years ago; twenty-five years

hence the similarity of production, and with it the competition, will be

greater stili. We must get a grasp of this important trutb cancerning the

two countries, that the natural relation is that of campetitars with ecd

other in the same branches of production, some obviaus exceptions allowed

for. Raw cottan and tobacco we must briug fromn the Southeru States,

but the cotton manufacture is no more a natural industry of Massachusetts

than it is of Ontario or Quebec. We may have ta bring more or iess

Indian corn fromn Chicago, but carryiug Minnesota whcat ta Manitoba

wouid be like carrying coals ta Newcastle, the praduet of ecd being the

5ame kind of wbeat-hard spriug. Montreal is not and neyer will be a

natural market for boots and sboes made at Lyna and Haverbill, for the

obviaus reason that she is herseif producing the samne kind of goods, and

in the very saine way. Lt is the case of two of a trade; the anc is

no natural market at ail for the products of the other. Observe, taa, that

this si niiarity of production, which is the basis of competition, bas increased,

is 110w increasing, and must continue ta increase in future tume. The only

way ta stop tic growtb of competition would be for Canada ta cail a

dead hait, and stop irnproving ber manufactures. Every new develop-

meut of Canadian industry marks a new point of simiiarity, aud therefore

of contact and competition, between ourselves and aur neigbbours. Details

might be cited at leugth ta illustrate; but they are not needcd by auy anc wbo
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knows what manufactures are on both sides of the border respectiveiy, and

how rapidiy we are foliowing in the industrial tracks of our neighbours.

The theme is a fertile one, a very practicabie one for Canada besides, and

will bear dilating upon to an indefinite extent. It will not soon be

exhausted, either, because it is a growing theme, whiclh must keep increasing

every year in interest and importance. JOIN MAcLEAN.

MATTHEW ARNOLD ON EMERLSON.

THE greatest good fortune that has recently befailen the United States

is the visit of Matthew Arnold.

Justice Coleridge was received with great favour, and seerns to have

formed rnany happy associations connected with this country. Dr. Freemian,

Mr. Herbert Spencer, and others of distinction have been verybeneficial to us.

But oniy Mr. Arnold, of emirient literary men, bas corne arnong us to tell

us frankly what hie thinks about certain phases of our character and cer-

tain ones of our authors. H1e is too honest a man, and has too high an

opinion of his caliing as a critic to flatter us. And sncb a critic as Mr.

Arnold is, accomplished and subtie, is sure to find tbings to criticise that

wili be of infinite benefit to us, whether public sentiment agrees witb hI

110w in the main or not.

A few of our authors, especialiy in or about Boston-Longfellow,

Emerson, Loweli, Holmes, Whittier, Bryant and Hamrtlorne -- have grained

a national reputation and acquired a degree of popuiarity, which. furnishes

the newspapers and publishers the pretext for bringing forward their namnes

on ail occasions. Not only do they publish a bine and gold edition, pocket

edition, riverside edition, globe edition, and various other editions, but theY

make up a great variety of books, with extracts fromn these authors, and

many more about these authors. In fine, I for my part, while sincereY

glad that they have produced some excellent things, bave lobee e
of hearing, the changes rina on these naines.Te ia ngeen waryO

critical perspective among the American readers of these men. And noth-

ing can be more wearisorne than the constant allusions to them in th"

American, and especially in the New England, journais.

I knew Mr. Emerson personally, and know that lie had no snob exalted

opinion of bis awn books, nor of those of bis friends.

It will be productive then of the greatest good"to American'readers to

have some of these men compared by an able critie with men of other col1fl

tries and other times.

Americans speak of these men as if they were the only authors O

eminence of recent times; as if there were no contemporary literature ifl

England, France and Germany. This diiettanteismn is entireiy ignorant Of

ail estimates that impiy a comparison with other countries. For instanc,

the Boston literary correspondent of the Springfield Republican, the ableot

newspaper in New England, severeiy criticizing Mr. Arnoid's estimate O

Mr. Emerson, dlaims that Emerson was a greater paet than Gray, and 11

greater philosopher than Spinoza. Hie confoundsthe technical and the pOPW'

lar use of the word philosopher. It is only in the latter meaning that Mr'
Emerson can be called a philosopher at ail, just as we speak of Dr. Johns"'

or Carlyle as a philosopher. Ia Germany, to caîl such men as Emerson b

the namne philosopher is regarded as extremely absurd, and as indicative o

very crude notions of criticism.
Again, in a criticismn in the New York Times a columa and a haif 10ongy

on the new edition of Emerson's works, the critie says :"lVerily, in h"

a dozen somewhat harsh verselets of Emerson there is more fiavour, IXi're

sang, more meatineas than in ail the verses of the living British pocts u

together.

So far fromn doiag harm to, Emerson's greataess, the criticismns of M4r

Arnold are likely to set mca thinking that they may have been negectng

a writer the like of whoma no nation can at the present day show."

Wheni aur leading journals formi such exaggerated estimates, the hope'

less condition of criticism amnong general readers eau be imagined.

Now when a critie of Mr. Arnoid's ability comnes among us andfrt1î

and honestly states bis f ar lawcr estimate and gives bis reason for it, ' i

well calcuiated to set us thinking and comparîng. There is notbing a,,,
need more at present than frank criticisim, combined with learni1g

insight, applied not aniy to our literature but to polities and mail 0ther

departmcants. e
Mr. Arnold appeared before a large audience in Asseinbly Hall, I5

York, on the evening of January 4th. H1e is a tail man, rather siende"

sixty-one years aid, but lookiag yaunger. 1-e is not han dsoine, andi aWS

ward in gesture and movemett. lis voice is not good or, to speak lo0re

accurately, he lias po2or control of it. Whea hie speaks, his lips protru~de &0


