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. strenfth of cavalry does 1ot lio in fire.

“aut of a villago, no matter how numerously posted without arc-
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four guns, two or more hatteries would have to bo brignded to-
gether under o Jieutenant-colonel.  The four gun unic is o
conveniont and correct one, it eun ho sub-divided into the two

un divisional unit without dielocation. A six gun battecy,
if divided into half batterics, breaks up a subaltern's two gun
command, which should not be done. Our four guns are taught
to mancuvre without their waggons, which, uader the old sys-
sten, formed an inconvenient rear rank, without offensive pow.
er, necessitating adhierence to the old fashioned fanoy of pivot
and reverse flanks and numerical order of guns and wagzons,
which it was thought necessary to maintain. .

* A Cauasdian four gun battery with its wagons safely under
cover ju rear, is d very landy fighting wnit, not inter{ering
with the formations of other arms, which it can bo quickly
manoovred to support from avy direotion.

ARTILLERY FIGHTING TACTICS IN COI:JNECT{ON WITH
OTHER ARMS.

Fiold artillery tactics may be coneidered under four beads:
1st. Tentalive, or trying the strength of:the enemy in oon.
nection with the * advance cevalry ” of an army, or with the

{ Tho cavalry man may find aud feel the enemy, but they
i cannot probe him, force him to unmask, touch his masses or
.reserves, nor com{)el him to delay his advance, by deploying
. hiswasses. This, thoadvancedartillery,when judiciously handled,
.oan offectively do, but no General should allow his whole army
‘to be committed to attack by a couple of advauced guns, as
<General Burrows appears to have donc at the hattle. of Mai.
‘wand. Ifit is necessary to forco (he enemy's band by. the for-
ward advance of a few guus, when they have done tgeir busi-
ness and cannot be supported by the troops acrompanying them,
they must Fetirs, and may be lcst, but it must &)e remember-
ed that guus may be lost with honor, though this should seldom
be in av advance. . '
.. On the other hand, great advantages muoy be gained by the
Jjudicioushandlingofa fow guns with the advanced cavalry. The
Firo from the saddle
{s useless, ahd in dismounting to five the number of horse-hold-
era necessavy, soriously diminishes the effective fire.
; When a mass of horsey, except under unusual conditions, are
éxposed. to the enemy's fire, the Toss of horses would absolute-
y cripplo the the cavalry, and horses taught to Ji¢ down under
dover has not yot become part of cavalry instruction.
¢ Artillery i3 the firc complement wnecessary to cavalry
fgainstinfantry attack or superior cavalry attack, while for the
eusive a fow guns would in » few minutes drive an encmy
Cllery, the cavalry and guns could then occupy. In a simlax
wanced cavalry and a couple of guns.  In the same mamer
the re-entering angle of a river, with a ford or wheve it ie in.
éended to construct a bridge for the passage of your army, may
8 held by sweeping the opposite projecting angle of the shore
with guns converging on it from tho opposite s'de of the river,
[ T'o be Continued.
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Correspondenec.
the Editor of the. CANADIAN MiLITARY ReviEWw,

Dear Sir—1I find that a muzzle velocity of 1.2:40 feet has
been obtained with the Martini-Heory rifle, and it wonld ap-
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wiw valuable Review that the United States Ordnanco De-
tment have obtuined in their experiments only 1,252 feet.
\is is 2 rather scrious discrepancy that should, 1 think, make

Bfaccept with distrust other resnlts published in the New
ork paper. ’

. Yours tialy,

/"“t‘.’

0i:cAR PREVOST,

——

To the Zditor of the CANADIAN MiLiTARY REVIEW. .

Sin,—With roforance to the roeviow of my littls worlk on
“Military Administration,” which appeared in your isgue
of the st instant, I have to oxpress my surprise that kse-
causo I differ totally from tho opinions frequently express-
ed in the Mrcirary Review relating to conscription, T
should Yo accused of timidly following in the ¢ rut*of
thoso who are afraill.of exprossing theit opinions, and of
toaching what X do nct conafder true. .

Whateper be my persoval views I do not «congider it my

duty to criticize the military policy of the Government .t
serpe in a book intended for use as @ textbook in e public
institution, ospecially as this is a political question.. I
bave entored into the relative morits of-consoriftion and
voluuntary gevvice at somo length, sbowing clesrly the ad-
vantagos and disadvantages of each systém, =dd no ono
who reads the bool can fail to sge tho great advantayge of
compulso?' service from a purely military aspect, nor the
great hardship such a.system-entaile<on—the citizons of a
country, . T U T .
I dgny the *“diro nocossity” ior conseription for the
British army, nor do I think-compulsory sorvice feasible
for an army which is stationed in all parts of the worid,
and couscviption could in any oase only be-introduced for
s homo army. The ballot may be enforced for the militia,
should volunteoring not produco the requived numbor ot
recruits, and the duty every subject owes to the .Qefence of his
coruntry 1s fully recognized in England as-elsewhere.
The insinuation that X teach, what I do not consider trne
I pass over as beneath notice marely pointingout that feol-
ings of honour should lead the writer to make anapology .
for such an unwarranted statement. .
The vemavks yon have allowed to:bo inserted in the
Military Review would not bé worthy of any yofutation
had they-appeared in an ondinaty newspapery, but as you
aro univorsnﬂy belioved to be. an officer ‘of high .standing
fa this country such on atlack on me, needs a roply and 1
have consequontly to vequest yon to be good enough to
insert thig lotter in your next.issue.

. I remain

Your obedient serrant,
" Dovoras Jones,

. Major R. A.
[The portions of the above letter whick wo have put in italic
plainly admit the opinion expressed by us in our aritique.
Conscription has & military as well as a politieal side, as has the

mbject of atrategy, vet no generafc&iﬂ;d effectunlly serve hia
coudtry or be held blamoless who thouglit it (o ignore the
political strategy of an impénding* campaign, and advised
or taught his countrymen only to coysider the military aspact
of atrategy. Neithor the hardships of couscription or of auy
other sort of duty render it less a duty, and from the unplea-
saot duty of eriticism the CANADIAN MILITARY REVIEW bas
no intention of shrinking, wor have we any iitténtion of apolo-
gizing for doing what we covsideréd a duty. On the other
hand, the writer of the letter attribntes.to us.épir.)'ions.never ex-
pressed in the C.MLR. Wonever advocated conseription for the
British army stationed in all partsof thetorld; But only for the
Militia with exemptions for cflicient volunteers, so as to avoid
destroying what we call the regular army by turniog meu outof -
it after short service in the hopo of forming a pational reserve.
The regolar army of 100,000 cffectives-or. thersabouts js tco -
smalla mill togrind out 2 natignal referve, and it has destroyed
itself in the effort, Without making a reserve, which, éven if it
could be collegted or relied upon With certainty, would not equal |

L. Captain, O.A.
uebee, 11th May, 1881, B SRR

_ lone corps d'armée of any real military nation. Major.Joneg .



