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where angels fear to tread.”” The men who
wear the%niform, M¢. Editor, are tho only
ones whoso opinion should ba nsked, or
taken; and the Government should pry no
attention whatever to. the rhapsodies of
Messrs. Macdonald and Bowell, neither of
whom know what they are talking about.

I'bey both forget that the Cnnndian Vol
unteers are British milhtia men, and will only
wenr the uniform of British soldiers; thut
their allegiance is to tho Queen, that they
are subjoct to the Queen’s regulations, and
that the Queen’s colour, red or green, is their
only colour. And they won't bo *‘grey*
backs,” even if Me. Macdonald has an in®
terest in grey shoddy, )

Suppose for a moment the Government
would bo silly enough to change the colour
of the uniform  In thst caso, every officer
in the Servics would have n juet claim of
from one huudred toa hundred and filty
dollars against tke country, as they are all
now provided, or supposed to be provided,
with _the regulation unifortn. Would Mr.
Macdonald support the Government in plac:
ing $60;000 in the Supplementary Estimates
to recoup tho oflicers and clothe them iu
grey? I doubtit. 'Tho form of the eap is,
with all deference tu Mr. Bowell, not an open
question, at Jeast with us—t1he men whowear
them. The Glengarry for fatigue and ordin-
ary drill, and » low shako with visor in {ront,
is what is wanted, Both would cost about
8150, and as they would wear for tlhree
years, if taken into store aiter the annual
drill, the head gear could not be counted as
very expensive.

I am, Sir,
Your obed’t gervant,
LaeoT, ConoNeL,

April 3rd, 1876.

1t is very evident that our military organi
zation has suffered materially in its morale
from the mischievous interference of would
be * Army Refoimers,”* as well as from the
theories of political economists.

The debate on the militia displayed ina
very coaclusive manner how littleadvantage
was to be derived from the presence of ofli-
cers of the force in the Houge of Commons,
and the letter quoted shews whut nonsense
will be spoken in debate by m.n of business
habits, as it is called.

This tinkering with military failorism is
rapidly becoming fushionable wilh a certain
class of politicians, and its most outrageous
dispinys ave prompted by those who kuow
nothing whatever of the subject brought up
for discugsion. It is an apish imitation of
the mania displayed by members of the Bri*
tish House of Commons, especially by Mr,
Howues, whose exhibitionsare as periodically
looked for and laughed at as are those of
Dr. KENEALLY.

Personal egotism is always characteristic
of weak minds, and were it not for the fact
that folly iscuntagiousand when one donkey
brays all within hearing follow suit we should
not huve noted this particalar exhibition,
asevery one in this country is entitled to his
own opinion, as well as the rizht to express
it in the House of Commons or out of it.

Th> serious position of the aspect is the
mischievous tendency of such dehates, it
tends to discourage the people and prevent
voluntary recruitment twhich is the avowed

objeat of same of the parties who ave en®
armoured of the **right to ballot''—in other
waords of a power whioh wouldibe vory likely
vsed to annoy their neighbors —nt all events
one that no ministry dare put into any in*
dividual’s hands.

S-arlet is tho B lesh wafurm, pav excel -
lence, has been so from the first day sho had
soldiers, and if it ig changed ly Legislative
authorily wo venture to predict that tho
only availablo furce at Lhe disposal of the
sameo autharity will bo tho * penitentiay
birds” of the Dominion, who are already
clotbed in that dolight of amateur rillemen
# liodden grey,” so that the would-bo Mili-
tary Reformer and the political economist
will for anco nchievon most decided triumph.

Wo commend this view af the cige to both
parties.

‘I'ue utlerances of such n practical soldier
as I R, [1. the Duke of Cyxmbridge has proved
himself to be must in all cases command the
respect of every thinking man. The fol-
lowing remarks on Cavalry possess for us a
special interest— inasmuch as the valuo of
that arm to our forzo ctunot be over rated—
and we possess incilitiea for organizing and
training an effective force unknown to the
regular service,

In the first place our forees are locul ~can
be trained on the ground on which they will
most probably be called on to fight ; second
ly, the organizaticn is far less costly; and
thirdly, the question of damage to which
munuvres in 4 country of permanen? fences
like England are liiLle need not be incurred
at all in our case.

J2he organization of Cavalry corps amongst
our yeomanry has not been properly en>
couraged; it is weighed down with tho
“Regular service idea,” and as a consequence
languishes in a country where it ought to
lourish in an eminent Jdegree.

Farmeis will not spend their time going
to regimeuntal hendquarters for instruction;
i must be brought home o the headquarters
of the troop and begin with the officers—
while tho a.nual drill should be turned into
‘gutumn niiacouvres’ —in which training
in ** mvjor tactcs™ should be the principal
featuro.

* Major Frank 8. Rassell, of the 14th Hus
sars, and instructor in tactics at the Royal
Military College, delivered a lecture on
‘Cavalry Tactics’ at the Royal United Service
Institution, on [riday Inst.  ‘The Duke of
Cambridge was in the chair.  1'he lecturer
said that it was often supposed that the day
for cavalry had gone by, but bie found from
bistory that whenever there was a tendency
to decry cavalry military science had always
fullen off. Al tho great militury leaders of
the world had tsken care to develop their
cavalry, and Alexander the Great and Phihp
of Macedon owed their victories to their
cavalry. Frederick the Great won fifteen
out of his twenty-two pitched buttles by his
eavalry, und Napoleon owed many of his
viciories to that branch of his forces. ‘The
greateat loss Napoleon sustained in his Rtus-
sian campaigu wa3 (kg destruction of his
cavulry, for cavalyy was an avm that could

not bo improvised, From tho fall of Napo -
leon to the present timoe cavalry bad not
received that attention it deserved; but in
the recent I'ranco Prussian war the eulire
success of tho Gormans might be traced to
their attention to outpost duty, 1In thenext
Buropean war they would see anew phiso
of tnetics, and he propbesied that a few days
after the declnration of war there would ba
o groat cavalry battle, which would practi-
cally decido the campaign by giving the
victors a great advantage over their oppon.
ents. It was, therefare, moro important
than over {o cultivate cavulry tactics. Ho
had had the opportunity of witnessing the
wnnouavies of the Prussin cavalry on a re-
cont oceasion, and they never were formod
in less than three lines, ‘I'hat formation,
however, was not & new one, for it was one
which the Duke of Wellington strongly ad-
vocatol, With rogard to the horses, they
ought not to be put into tho regiment too
youny, but trained first in remount depots.
The German squadrons, when practising,
alter a charge fell out and then fell in again
round their squadron leader, and this prac-
tica of confusion was very valuabler 1In
charging the men naturally lost their places,
and if they were accustomed to recover
themselves on thoe Prussion system they
would not sufer from the coufusion which
invariably followed a cavalry chargo. ‘The
gallant lecturer then proceeded to allude to
various ~cavalry enpagements, including
those at Zorndorf in 1758, at Waterloa, and
at Marengo in 18)0, and pointed out the
enormous importance of supports. ‘The
action of a small body of cavalry was moat
valuible and eftective in the field. He de.
precated tho institution of mounted rifle.
wien, aad uigsd the importance of training
cavalry soldiors to act on foot, and providing
them with the best arms of precision. Ca.
valry pionocers were most useful, and ought
to be attached to each regiment. Cavalry
soldiers could not be made in a day or a
mentlh, and untrained men on horses were
absolutely dangerous, and a reserve, there.
fore, was very uvecessary.

The Duke of Cambridgo said, * Gentle-
men, we are much indebted to the gallant
lecturer for calling our attention to this very
important matter, and there is no queation
more deserving of our consideration. Cir*
cumstances bave changed very much of late
years with regard to the principles of war
fare, and as regards the number of cavalry
regiments in cur Service, that is a matter of
pounds, shillings, and pence, and it will, [
am afraid, ip the present state of things, re-
quire a good deal of persuation to induce
the public to increase the estimates, so that
we may have more cavalry. If it i3 thought
necessary to increase our cavalry strength,
it must be well understood that it is a very
expensive element in our army. With re-
gard to young horses, no one objects more
than I do to backing them too early, but the
only 1emedy is to have large amount de
pots, With our very small establishments
we must bring horses into service early, and,
much «8 I regret it, I think it is better to
back them early and get rid of them than
20 to tha expense of keeping them idle un-
til they get otde=. T'he question of expense
is the greuu difdenity. As to the question of
cavalry being vsed 1n three lines, there can
be no two opinions, for cavalry as well ag
any other arm: must be well supported. The
groat fault of the present system is that wo
have extended our Lines more than in pru
dence we ought to, for unless an extended
line is well supported no doubt, it is a very
unfavourable formation. I have many times
talked over this matter with my late friend
Sir llope Grant, and he agreed with me.



