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the Governor General in Council is one of
regulating or supervising. There are two
branches the dilties of which mun necessarily
more or less together, the military and the
civil ; but the command and discipline of
militia, the nomination of officers and
matters of that description exclusively
beiong to the general, subjeet to the
approval of the minister. H{e -must have
the miuister's approval ; and if the ministar
refuses, then the responsibllity is on hlm
and hie w111 have to reckon with parliament.
But the idea underlying the present system
is that you should have two capable, honest
men at the head of the militia who wiii
have above ail things the interests of the
service at heart. And If that fundamentai
principle fails, no legisiation can be perfect.
The minister should have the initiation of ai
matters involvlng the expenditure of money.
He will have charge of the financial aspect
of ail questions of supply, works and build-
ings, armes, ordnance, &c., and especîally
the control of the civil branch and supplies,
the Governor in Council being authorized to
make orders respectlng the duties of each
and as to certain of their subordinates. The
military branch being in short under the gen-
eral and the civil branch under the minister.
The m!iitary branch to command, train, edu-
cate and organize the militia for war. The
civil branch to, clothe, arm, feed, transport
and look atter the business end in general.
An experienced general officer to train. comn-
niand, organize and discipline. The minister
to look, after the business and expenditure
of the depnrtment. After ail what is the
object the law shouid aim at ? It js to at-
tain the greatest efficiency combined with
the greatest simplicity and the. least ex-
pense. Just consider the subject matter of
our present system. You have 2,000 men
at the most on a war footing, to he largely
used in detachments or as schools of training
for the militia. And you have 45,000 men,
who are expected to appear under arms
once a year and train f rom twelve to sixteen
days.

Now, let me quote the minister in the
Cominmttee of the Whole against the exlst-
lng system :

Wlthout troubling this oommittee by golng
Into details, I think I may say, wlthout fear of
contradiction, that It le quite obviaus that the
system whlch has been In existence ln this
country ever since confoderation has flot work-
ed well. 1 arn not going to animadvert upon or
criticise any officers who have been sent out
here to assist us In administerlng the militia
of this country. I do not propose to do that,
but I thlnk that every one wîll agree that the
system has flot worked -well, and I arn prepared
to blame the system much more than the mndi-
viduals who have attempted to work It. I be-
lieve it le an Impossible system. I believe It
ls absolutaly and entiTely impossible to get on
wlth the system whlch we have attempted to
work In this country since confederation.
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Strong words ! Statements merely. In
reply I wiil content myself with giving past
experience of the existing system :

Estabiished in England in 1793. Kept
in force there without change until 1870.
Change when made then was more on nc-
count of the magnitude to which the -army
bhad grown and the increase of expenditure
than anything else. The Engiish systetu
lately again changed under the reconstruc-
tion report.

In neither case was there any change in
the principle of having a general officer
charged with the responsibie command andi
discipline 0f the army in the sense we under-
stand it here.

Since confederation the existing systemn
has been in force, 37 years-25 under Con-
servative sway, five under old Liberal rule
(old sehool), Alexander Mackenzie ;under
present minister eight yenrs. In the 30
years oniy with one general officer coin-
manding was there any serious friction. This
minister In eight years has disposed of four:
Generals Gascoigne, Hutton, O'Grady-Haley,
and lastly, Dundonald. ]3oasted of the effi-
ciency lately of the militia when Dundonald
came and of the great improvement of the
militia in the lest three years. For the ex-
pense expended upon them our ýmilitia will
compare favourabiy 'with any militia in the
world. The existing systei has been in
force on the saie principle as to the miii-
tary brandi as I have mentioned in Eng-
land and Canada continuously 111 years.
Constitutional authorities show it was flot
only introclnced to prevent abuses, but will
be successfui. if faîrly administered. To-
day Scotland is under a general officer comn-
.manding in the sense we understand it in
perfect parallel in principle with our present
scheme. What is good enough for Scotland
should be good enough for us in a military
sense.

Before going further into, this ques-
tion, let me point out one or two specific
matters. Whiie the minister says there
shaîl be no more a General Officer Coin-
manding in Canada, yet hie retains the
option to appoint one. Under the present
system there muet be an officer in command
of our forces who holds the rank of not
less than colonel in His Majesty's regular
army. In discussing this question the other
day the hon. minister was misleading. He
made the charge that under the present
Act our Canadien militia were being
discriminated against. Sir, there is no
question of discrimination, but slmpiy a
question of qualification. It le true that
before a Canadian could be appointed Gen-
erai Officer Commnnding under the present
law, hie wouId have to obtain the rank of
colonel In Hie Majesty's regular army, but
that after ail is slxnply a question of quai-
fication. No man thinks more o! the rlghts
o! Canadians than I do or o! the militia,
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