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be replaced by new men. That is not the
way to have an effective system of defence.
1 did not intend to speak on this subject,
but out of curiosity, I thought I would look
back to my own record, and the journals of
the House will show that on the 5th of May,
1874, the Bill to establish the Military Col-
lege at Kingston was introduced by my-
self.

Mr. SAM. HUGHES (North Victoria). I
regret, Mr. Speaker, that a severe cold will
render my remarks not very audible to the
House, but perhaps some hon. members will
not share my regret and will rather rejoice
that I am not able to enter at any length
into the very interesting question which has
been so ably presented by my hon. friend
from Victoria, B.C. (Mr. Prior). I was very
much pleased to find in the person of the
hon. gentleman who has just taken his seat
(Mr. Ross), a former Minister of Militia, and
also that he is true to the principle which,
as a Liberal, he advocated away back in
1874. In that respect, I think he occupies a
position of splendid isolation among his col-
leagues. The hon. gentleman took credit
for the establishment of the Royal Military
College at Kingston, which we in Ontario
had always supposed was the work of our
good friend the Minister of Trade and Com-
merce (Hon. Sir Richard Cartwright). But
to whomever the credit may be due, it is an
institution of which Canada has a right to
feel proud, and concerning which the re-
marks made by our hon. friend, who has
just spoken, will meet with hearty appre-
ciation on this side.

1 agree with the hon. member for Haldi-
mand (Mr. Thompson) that a permanent
corps is undoubtedly necessary in this coun-
try, not as a fighting, but as an educative
force. For the last ten or eleven sessions
I have endeavoured to show, to the best
of my poor ability, that in order to be suc-
cessful in war, a country must depend on
its volunteer force and militia, but none
the less we must have a permanent corps,
and one, I believe, even larger than the
one we have to-day, as an educational insti-
tution ; and in order that this corps may be
composed of the very best men available, I
would urge on the attention of the Minister
of Militia one or two requisites. The men
must be well qualified and be better paid
than they are now. What are the facts ?
Although comparisons are odious, I cannot
refrain from making one which is very apt.
A third-class clerk enters the civil service
without any special training, and compare
the salary of such an official, who does not
require any special training, but has only
to pass a trivial examination, with that
paid, not to a second lieutenant or a first
lieutenant, but a captain in the permanent
corps. And what are the conditions of the
latter ? Every one knows that the condi-
tions attending our permanent corps are very
extravagant. A visitor calls at the barracks,
and if not entertained, he goes off and says
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that the permanent corps fellow is a chump
and discredits him up and down the coun-
try. ‘These men have to maintain an ex-
pensive uniform and do a large amount of
entertaining that really should be charged
to the country and not to themselves. 1
would respectfully direct the attention of
the minister to the fact that the pay of
these officers is absurdly low—nothing like
what is paid third-class clerks in these de-
partments. I trust that in the new Bill,
which the hon. gentleman promises us, he
will not only provide for a pension but also
for increased pay. I am very grateful to
my hon. friend from Victoria (Mr. Prior) for
the kindly reference he made to myself, but
I must take exception to one of the state-
ments he made, and one which was briefly
touched on by my hon. friend from Haldi-
mand. That statement was that the offi-
cers of the permanent corps were rightly
and should be chosen in preference to the
officers of the ordinary active militia in times
of active service.

Hon. Mr. PRIOR. I did not mean that.

Mr. HUGHES (North Victoria). I am very
glad to hear my hon. friend’s disclaimer.
The hon. member for Victoria, B.C., has
pointed out the number of men under arms
in South Africa in March last. Let me
briefly submit a statement of the number
from the various colonies who served in
Africa throughout the war. Qut of every
ten thousand of population, New Zealand
sent twenty-seven of her best sons to the
front. Out of every ten thousand. Australia
and Tasmania sent seventeen to the front.
And out of every ten thousand Canada sent
five to the front. New Zealand sent twenty-
seven to Canada’s five.

Reference has been made here to the mag-
nificent service done by the (Canadians in
South Africa, and I can cordially endorse
every statement about the gallantry of Cana-
dian officers and men. But I also wish to
be placed on record as stating that through-
out the whole of the South African trouble,
there were no troops, imperial or colonial,
who could in any sense surpass those from
New Zealand or Australia. Not that the
men were any better, mark you, but the
officers of the New Zealand and Australian
forces were almost entirely taken from the
ordinary active militia of the coun-
try, composed of farmers and busi-
ness men, who were purely volunteers.
These men had that individual development
that—there is no use in attempting to deny
it—a life in barracks, or a life passed in the
permanent occupation of the soldier, does
not develop to the same extent as do the
ordinary avocations of life. I wish to be
placed on record as believing that the great
success that has attended the efforts of the
New Zealanders and the Australians, as
well as the other colonial forces, during the
South African war, is largely due to the
individuality of the officers, who have not
been in all cases, or nearly all cases, men



