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generation, and each of whorn was foremost in the career he
entered (Lord Lawrence and Lord Ke;vin being the other two.)/
In the House of Comraons, though at first diffinent and n'ervous,
he soon proved himself a poverful as weil as ready speaker, and
would doubtless have î-emained *n an assembly whL-re he was
rendering such valuable services to hiý party but for the weakness
or his Iungs and throat, which had threatened his life since boy-
hood. He therefore accepted, in 1867, the office of Lecrd justice
of Appeal, witb a seat in the House -)f Loids, and next year was
imide Lord Chancellor by Mr. Disraeli, then Prime 'Minister, who
dismissed Lord Chelmsford, then Chanceilor, in order to have the
b.-nefit of Cairns' help as a colleague. Disraeli subsequently
caused him to be raised to an earldoin. After Lord Derby's
death Cairns led the Tort. party in the House of Lords for a time,
but bis ver), pronounctd low-church proclivitics, coupled perhaps
with a certain jealousy feit toward him as a newcomer, prevented
hizn from becomingy -;oular there, so that ultimaelv the leader-
ship of that House settiî,'i itself iii the hai:ds of Lord Salisbury, a
statesman not superior to Cairns in political judgment or
argumentative power, but %vithout thc disadvantage of being a
lawve, osesn a wider range of political experience, and in
dloser sympathy with the feelings and habits of the titled order.

For political success Cairns had several qualities of the utmost
value-a stately presence, a clear head, a resolute will, and
splendid oratoriczai gifts. He wvas no, an imaginative speaker, nor
fitted to touch the emotions ; bat he had a rnatchless power of
statement, and a no less matchless closeness and r.cgcncy in
argument. In the field of !aw, where p&ssion has no place, and
even imagination must be content to inove with clipped wiiîgs
along the ground, the merits of Lord Cairns' intellect shewcd to
the best advantage. At the Chanceiy Bar he wvas one of a trio
who had not been surpassed, if evcr equalled, during the
nineteenth century, and wvhorn none of our now practising
advocates rivais. The other two were afterwards Lord justice
Roît, and Roundell Palmecr, af'ter%,ards Lord Chancellor Selborne.
AUl were admirable lawyers, but of the three Roît excclled in his
spirited presentation of a case and in tie 'Iively v-gor of his
arguments. Palmer was conspic-lous for e%:haustive ingenuity,
and for a subtlety which sometimes led him away into reasonings
too fine for the court to follow. Cairns was broad, mas3ive,

C


