
I (

]l

( 54 )

of the houfe of commons ', nor can the

houfe of commons, after fuch an exer-

tion, be called the property of the

crown. On the other hand, we have

fufficient proof that, whilft that body

continues in its prefent flate, there is

not enough of the democratic principle

to obftru6l the ordinary courfe of the ex-

ecutive power, or to overturn that con-

iideration which belongs to property and

perfonal importance, and gives confift-

cnce and folidity to the fyftem.
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^. Your arguments convince me how

little theory is to be depended upon in

matters of government ; and that no-

thing but experience can pronounce up-

on the efFefl of innovation. I fee

plainly the raflinefs of endeavouring to

reduce your prefent eftablilhment to fpe-

culative principles. Whatever reforma-

tions may be fafely undertaken to ame-

liorate your conftitution muft require

not only fagacity, but experience and a

long


