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possessed few more ardent admirers than
the Chief Baron, thought that his pres-
ence in the House of Lords would, in
any way, be embarrassing to his party.
Yet, if a man who has filled, with ap-
Plause, one of the four highest offices of
the law, is not the man to be elévated
to the peerage, ‘it may well be asked
who is.  If the explanation is to be
found, or partly found, in the collision
between the Chief Baron and the Lord
Chancellor for the time being oh the
question of the Privy Couneil, it may be
said to be wore an honour to the Chief
Baron to have died without the peer.

than if he liad received it. Unless the
judgment of legal ‘history reverses the
opinion of the day, the Chief Baron was
in the right; and the resolution with
which he maintained his opinion, in spite
of the injury which he knew he was in-
flicting on his personal interests, is a
proof of independence of spirit of more
value to his reputation than a peerage
would be. The mystery, equally great,
why the Chief Baron was not allowed to
retire, is only partly explicable as wrapt
up with the question why he was not
allowed a peerage. It may well:have
been that the Chief Baron did not feel
inclined to listen to overtures for his re-
tirement unless the offer of & peerage
were & preliminary step. The mainten-
ance of an aged judge on the bench, after
the time has elapsed when he can readily
perform his duties, is very bad judieial
economy. This is especially the case
when the judge is the president of the
Court, it being an incident of his office
that he should ordinarily sit with one or
two colleagues. The receptive powers
fade early ; and a judge, who requires
twice or three times as long to take in
the facts of a case as when he was in full
intellectual vigout; is accountable, when
he sits with his colleagues, for the prac.
tical withdrawal from the public service
of several judges. In such circimstances,
a fetirement on full pay would be & pe-
cuniary economy to the country; and,
if a necessary comdition of such retire.
ment is a peerage, it requires & strong
reason for excluding from the House of
Lords to justify a refosal to comply with
the condition. These considerations are
80 obvious that the authorities who de-

clined to be influenced by them can only
be assumed not to be sufficiently alive to
them. The moral to be drawn, from the
fact that the late Chief Baron did not
retire some years ago with a peerage, is
that those who control our tndicial 8ys-
tem are either not suﬁi‘cient{y informed
of what it i3 their business to know, or,
as is more likely, are not sufficiently alive
to the dupy'of interference. .
Reflection turns-upon the Chief Baron,
now that he is dead, as representing the
virtues and the failings of a past judicial
age. There could hardly have been a
better example of the stately dignity
which is among the things of the past,
equally with ruffles and walking-sworde.
It was oftén said that the Chief Baron
wagthe only judge of his time who came
out becomingly from the trying ordeal
of walking up the nave of St. Paul’s in
his full robes and with his train-bearer
behind him. His fanlts, too, were of the
old-fashioned kind, in the'sense that they
were on the surface; and he was not cor-
rupted by the tendenoy of the day for
men to deceive themselves into thinking
that they are serving high objects, when
they are really serving themselves. It
cannot be said that the Chief Baron held
the opinion, which is now everywhere
professed, that patronage is an absolute
trust _for‘ the benefit of the public. Whe-
ther it is more dangerous for a public
man to think that, in dispensing patron-
age, he may serve his friends 80 long as
the public -is not injured, or for him to
be ready to express the most elevated
principles on the subject, and yet not al-
ways to act as if the public interest were
his sole and undivided object;; may be
oper 10 controversy. - But the new phase,
as distingnished from the oM, is to be
recorded. The' Chief Baron perhaps
showed the old-fashiéned charaeter in his
absence of cynicism: Although he was
far from being eredulous or essily de-
ceived, he had none of the undue suspi-
ciousness which is & bad modern deve-
lopment of character. He was not one
of those men who earn a cheap reputa-
tion for acuteness by professing to smell
gunpowder wherever anything is put un-
der their noses. Another trait distin-
guishing him from his younger brethren
was his grasp of general prineiple in pre-



