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1°“.R§h. I do not propose to offer the
OPinions of Lord Roseberry or any other
Member of that body as proper to
f‘;d the opinions of this House, though
rd Roseberry is a distinguished peer
304 hag served the Crown with some suc-
<888, but I find that that noble lord refer-
th also to the opinions of many others in
I © Course of his address, and in that way
Ink he is entitled to considerable at-
Otion, He said, for instance, that Crom-
well abolished the House of Lords. Lord
alisbury, interposing, said: “And the
N Ouse of Commons too.” Lord Roseberry
S8uming gaid: “ But he found it necessary
restore the House of Commons and, as
Consequence, he also found it necessary
Testore the House of Lords.” Then his

™ *dship went on to tell what Cromwell
Mself had said on the subject, and as
Wing from a man of his great sagacity
to ©Xperience, one who was not an aris-
worat by party or profession, I think his
a tds are worthy of attention. These
Astl,e Cromwell’s words in the quaint old
a\ryle which he used—it is said that they
P the last words that he addressed to
arliament: “T did tell you that I would
u?u Undertake such a Government as this
thee " there might be some other persons
3% might interpose between me and the
Ouse of Commons who had the power
. Prevent tumultuary and popular

:Elr‘tﬁ-” Cromwell was well aware of
a,n?idlﬁiculty of governing a democracy,

8io 48 one of the remedies for those occa-
then}? Wwhen democracy sometimes takes
the 1t in its teeth and runs riot, he thought
itg ¢ an upper House assisting him with
Safadvlce and experience was a kind of
ignety valve which he was not inclined to
imere or despise. I attach a good dealof
copoTlance to this expression of opinion
4 Wing from him. We know in ordinary
wh 9 when things run smoothly along,
ploen times are prosperous, men well em-
olay d, merchants making money and all
%8 of the community feeling that they
Olng well, there is generally peace and

ig o ony throughout the country. That
bu%:}':erally the case, not always perhaps;
them °re are other occasions(France knows
8idey: " ell) during which democracy con-
TIng itself perhaps deceived or offend-
rel”en,%mes suspicious and after that
a g lous, and soon it gets into such
Fm:“te that it cannot he withheld.
§§ as seen such occasions as

that considerably more than once in its
history, and the upshot of such a state of
things has been pretty much always the
same, [t endsiu military despotism: that
is the way it ended in the days of the first
Napoleon and again in the days of the
second Napoleon, and it very nearly camv
to a similar conclusion not long ago, only
the heart of the ropresentative of the
Bourbons failed him, and he could notsub-
mit to respect the familiar symbols of the
republic. Had he had the courage and
ability of the great Na%oleon, the proba-
bility is he would have been seated on the
throne of his ancestors. This is one of the
dangers of democracy, and we know in
France various attempts have been made
to erect an upper Chamber, I really could
not pretend to guess—because it would be
a guess with me, for I have not looked it
up—how many differently constituted
upper Chambers they have had in France
since the days of the first revolution, and it
does not appear that any of them havg given
entire satisfaction. Isuppose, the existing
upper Chamber of France is about as solid,
and it has about as respectable a place in
the public estimation, as any Chamber
whicﬁ has preceded it. I, myself, recollect
that in the days of Louis Phillippe they
had a Chamber of Peers, and if my memory
serves me right they held their meetings
in the Palace of St. Cloud,but that Chamber
saw the end of his régime and had to give
place to one of a more popularnature. All
these it is true were for the most part
nominated and partially elected. The hon.
gentleman who introduced this question
was for submitting the election of future
members of this Senate to the Local Legis-
latures. Now, I venture to differ from my
hon. friend as to the expediency of that
course. He has evidently copied it from
the Senate in the United States, and I
think I have shown that that body is not
always to be trusted in cases of sudden emer-
gency. But my objection to the appointment
of Senators by the Local Legislatures is:
First that it is required in the Senate that
it should be a hody differing somewhat in
its character from the Commong; but if
you give the nomination of Senators to
the Local Legislatures you simply relPro-
duce the House of Commons here. That
is a thing which I think we do not want,
The House of Commons has its part in
the constitution, and the Senate ought to
have its part, and they ought to be per-



