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successful there, for the location of the two cities is so

absolutely different, that what has made the beauty of

one, might mar the beauty of the other. Washington

stretches over a gently undulating country, Ottawa is

broken by steep terraces and picturesque cliffs. The Potomac

winds its way quietly through the city of Washington,

while the Ottawa and Rideau Rivers rush through Ottawa

by leaps and bounds. The Government buildings of

Washington are of the Colonial type of architecture, as

best suited to long stretches of comparatively level ground.

Your Government buildings are pure Gothic, the style

which is perhaps better suited than any other to a

picturesque site. Thus it is absolutely impossible to treat

these two cities in the same manner, for a plan which

would be ideal for Washington would be ill adapted for

Ottawa, whose picturesque situation must obviously form

the foundation and key-note of any proposed plans for the

future. With a natural location which cannot be compared

with that of Ottawa, the original plan of Washington

took advantage of every natural feature which the location

possessed, and made the most of it, and from this plan

has evolved a beautiful city. When we consider what a

very ordinary city Washington might have been if allowed

simply to grow up as so many other cities have, and when

we think of the beauties which Ottawa might have

possessed had its growth been directed by the same wise

forethought, we must realize the benefits of a well conceived

plan not only from an aesthetic, but also from a purely

business standpoint.

Some of the greatest items of expense in our large

cities of to-day have been such as could have been reduced or

3

'.'.;


