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no contemporary can bear coniparison
îvitli D)aniel WVebster in logic, fuiness of
facts, richnciss of illustration, chansteness
and force of languagre.

Thie legal commnentaries of Judge Story
and Chiancellor Kent, arc aniong the best
in that brandi, whiie Our miedical litera-
ture, particularly thiat of the scliool of
Pcnnisylvaia., deserves its well-micrited
einience. These grcat men -ind the
work they have perfornied for the advance-
nment of national ietters; rendcr untrue tue
charge of foreign criiics that our literature
is stagnani.iit and inferior. \'et 've nmust
not flatter ourselves tlmî we have attainied
anlything approacingi- absohnct perfection.
There are stili malny thinIgs thiat tend to,
niake our literature provincial and wea-k.

'l'le carly Amierican colonists wcre
lar-cly exiles driven fromn tlieir peaceful
homnes and obliged to provide the neces-
Saries of life, as bcst they couid, on the
rude shores of a forcian land. It is easy
to sce that flheir circumistances werc quite
unfavorable to literary îvork. The use of
the pen in the old connunities is
undoubîctdly a great source of progress.
But in iiewly establislicd setteieins, such
as the colonies %were ic gu, îa> n
plougli cati bc emioyed to nmuch better
advantace. ïMany îhings presscd miore
urgentiy on the attention of our forctiathersç,
than literai y l)ursuits. lev had to sub-
due a wild country, cut down forests,
erect new hiomes, protcr thieniselves
against tue rigors of the Anîcrican
climante, and provide for iiir immiiediate
wants. \Moreover, the suite of colonial
dependence, even under tlîe- niost favor-
able circumistances, c.in scarcely hec said
to bc the ideal condition for the develop-
ment of a n.itionzil liternatire, and this 'vas
particularly tic case witil regard to the
Amecrican colonists. Not onily 'vas no
encouragemnît oivcn by the niother
country, but every evidenice of colonial
î,rospcrity 'vas studiously repressed. 'l'le

nglish parlianient and 1Engilisbi people
by iealouisy, narrowness and unjust lawts
nîierited the reproncbi tlat thecir sole objcct
'vas za cnrich England at the expcn.se of
Anic.a. Literatuirc, of course, suffered
wvith the othier Anmerican interests, and,
wvhile commerce and industry wcre re-
tarded and circuniscribed to suit I3ritain's
convenience, evcry effort ivas niade ho

stifle the expression of a national senti-
ment and hinder thc founidation of a
national literature. British critics depreci-
ated evcrything of Anierican origin,and it
wvould alinost sr-cm that the future of the
Britishî Empire wvas dependent on the
ensiavenient of the Amecricauî colonists.
Thîis policy %vas shiort-sighited and suicidai.
It %vis not the last aniongst the causes of
the Aierica-n revolution . If England's
action prevented the birth and develop-
ment of great miasters in soîî- and story,
if it werc lier amni to miake Amecrican
writers muere servile iniitators of foreigan
miodels, lier success, though thoroiigh,
was but ICemPOrr.Y

The war of independence was foughlt
and wvon, and hienCCforîhl WhaîeVer Of
backiv-ardness and infèriority is to be
found amiongst AinCrican nmen of Icuters,
tîhoughI partly traceable to those early
causes, is in the greaiter part the direct
fauit of thec Americaiîs themselves.
Though they threwv off thie yoke of poli-
tical dependence they stili bowed the
knee to Erîglishi literary idols, and hanies
Russell ILowell %vas justified in his sting-
i ng reproach tiu the leaders of Anierican
thun t « "Vou steai Englishmn'rs books

adthink E tgiishnîieni's tihoughits." TIhey
hiad won theirinolitîcal independence on the
field of battle, but they stili Iivcd in the
coiî)itest intellectual su bserviency.
It niust lie said, however, in ail fairness
thiat Anierica is not alone in this inex--
plicable tendency towards imitation. 'l'le
literature of other cotintries, says Mr.
Sismondi, "lIias been freqluenUty adopted
by a young- nation iih a sort of fanatical
admiration The genius of these
couintries !îaving becen so, ofzen placed
befort it as the perfect model of al
<,reaîniess and of ail beauty, e.very spon-
taneous niovenient bas lîCen TCepressed in
order to niake rooni for the niost servile
imitation, and eVery national attemipt to
develope in original character lias been
sa-crificed to the reproduction of somie-
thin1g conformiable to the niodel whiehi
lias always becin before its eyes. Tiius
the Romans chiecked thiciisclves in the
vigour of thecir rirst conception to beconie
eniulous copyists of the Gr.eeks ; and thus
the Arabs pliced bounds to thieir intellec-
tuai efforts that they iight Tank t'scen-
selves amonsi, the followers of Aristotle.
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