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is no commander borne, that his rule is too exclusively discip­
line and cleanliness, possibly he affects “frippery andgimcrack,’’ 
to use Lord St. Vincent’s definition, and as he is divorced from 
the “ fighting and handling of the ship ’’ he frequently becomes 
practically antagonistic to her fighting efficiency. But I may 
remark parenthetically that this is seldom the case where the 
commander has been a gunnery or torpedo lieutenant. This, 
however, is a matter which should be rectified by a more 
enlightened public opinion in the service, and many good 
captains bear this constantly in view in the position allotted to 
the commander at “ general quarters.”

I quite concur, too, with the ([notation which Mr. Bellairs 
gives from Admiral Moore as to the midshipmen being sent 
to sea to be half-schoolboy, half-officer, a system which every 
committee on naval training has condemned root and branch, 
and which is pecidiar to the British service, but I cannot agree 
with his remedy, which is to send boys to sea at sixteen as at 
present, and to abolish the naval instructors, thus reducing 
what he terms “ scholastic training ’’ verily to a minimum.

We have had numerous committees on this important point, 
and they are practically unanimous in recommending a later 
entry, that youngsters should join a training college at an 
average age of seventeen, that their purely scholastic training 
should cease on entry, and that after eighteen months or two 
years practical instruction at the college with sea-going training- 
ships attached, they should go to sea, the naval instructors 
afloat being abolished. This, of course, is a much later entry 
than at present, and many of our naval officers are violently 
opposed to any raising of the age. I propose to refer to this 
again, but it is certain that so long as we insist on sending boys 
of sixteen to sea, the naval instructor will remain a necessity.

Another strong point made by Mr. Bellairs is the omission 
of any study of naval history from our naval curriculum. I 
concur with him in attaching the greatest importance to 
historical training, though this is not always appreciated by 
naval officers, and will be still less appreciated if we are to


