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-The death eof a great mon is sure to be followed by republications of his
works. Besides various livos of the Eari of Bcacousfield, two volumes of col-,
lections have been published, viz., a rather poorly made seloction from his
Wit aud Wisdom, and a more judicious one from his Speeches. The followirig
which la one of -t.he best characterizations that we have seen of D~israeli, as
au orator, cornes from an Atlienzeum review of the latter work. ciIt is admit-
ted that hli hd xnny of the qualities of a great public speaker; that lie had
an admirable veice and an excellent method; that his sequences were logical
and natural, bis arguments vigorous aud persuasive; that hoe vas a master
of stylo, and that in the, course of a single speech hoe could be eoquent and
vivaciouis, ornate and familiar, passionate sud cynical, deliberately rhetorical
aud magnificeutly fantastic in turu; that ho vas master of ail oratox'ical
modes-of ironysand argument, of site~ly declamation snd brilliant snd un-
oxpected autithosis, of caricature and statement and rejoiudet alike ; that ho
could expîsin, denouace, retort, retract, advance, dufy, dispute with equal readi-
ness and equal skili; that ho. vas unrivalled lu attack sud ufisurpassed in
defence; sud that in personai debate, and on occasions 'wheu ho feit hiraseif
justified in putting forth ail bis powers and in striking in with the full weighit
of bis jpeculisr and-unique personality, ho was the most dangerous antagonist
of bis time. And withal it lsasdmitted that ho was lacking in a certain quality
of toluperament, the attribute that great orators possess in commnon with great
actors ;-the power, that is to say,, of imposing oneseif upon au audience, not by
argumentner by eloquence; not by the perfect utterance of.beautiful and cern-
mndiug speech nor by the enunciation of eternal principles or sympathetie
or -meving appeals; but by, so to speak, an effect of porsoual magnetism-
by the expression, througli voice sud gesture sud preseuce, of an irresistible
individuslity. '['bis deficieucy it wss that made him se much lass effective
as a speaker on the hustings than in the Heuse, se muchi less brilliaut
iu uitterauces urbi et orbi than. lu argument sud debate, se much leas couspieu-
ous as a popular leader than as a parliamentary gladiater. Rle could slanghter
su opponent, or butcher a measure, or crumple up a theory with unrivailed
adroitness.and despatch; but hoe could not doininate a crowd te the exteut -of
persuading it to feel 'with bis heart, think with bis brain, sud afcept bis utter-
auces as the expression, net only of their cornion reason, but of their collec-
tive.sentiment as 'weUY.7

In a volume of Studios on English Ristory by Mesrs. J. Osirduer zýnd
Speddiug, the former traces the history of the developmeut of the doctrine of
the Divine Riglit of Kiugs. Iu the sense in wbicb Mr. Gairduer expounds ' the
doctrine as asserting cithat the desceut of the crewu cannot lawfuly be set
aside, sud that the lheir te the throne bas an indefeasible right te theo succ.es-
sion," lie 'show.%s tliat the tbeory vas net recognized iu the sixtee4t4' cqntury ;
for the nurnerous acte which regulated and altcred the successik ine W4e
Tudors were wu many denials of the principle. Iu a widor sense the do rtrine

sonofte primitive beliefs ef maukind, attsted by the unctien (p«c.e Prof.
Stubbs), whiclî was eue of its ceremnies at coroii4-oni from carly Jesh ýimes.

lth i 'iddte ages, hewever, the ouly sovercigus belew the imperial ranÏ - -à
wcrecntitlue te umotion wero the kings of Euglaud, France, Jerusaileu,. aud
Sicily. lu thi4 wider.sense again it is constsutly breught ferwadý in Shakos-
pearcs pisys and ivas the subject of Daute's ccbebrated tract, ci De Alouarchia."
To return to Mr. Gairdner, the succoossion of James 1 was univorszilly acc'tied,
ou nthe ground ef bis Etdivise right "te succeed, sud the prefereuce of the Scotch
Une over ail the claimauts mcntiened in Father Parsons's -Conférence on
the Succession to, the Crowu ef England 1 at once illustratcd aud ostablished
the principle. It was clear that James did net succeed by law, fer the law of
Eugland was agaiust hilm; uer by election, for hoe was recoguized before lie
entered Englnd. By what rlght, thon, did ho succeed, if net by the tgdivine
right'" of beroditary succession ? Mr. Gairduer proceeds to show bow the dec-
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