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E'g’iss’triking them out.
iy flow{v 8o that it may go into the ‘ Han-
'011.79 also propose an amendment to sec-
i Subsection 2 will read :
mexg;c:;‘s and men of the permanent force and
T S of the permanent staff of the militia
T € at all times subject to military law.
his‘1s absolutely necessary, I am inform-
lla’n i maintain discipline. It is a contin-
g of the provision contained in subsec-
of section 28. f

doli‘/lllr. A: T, THOMPSON. With regard to

8 away with the King’ 1 1
Woulq e King’s regulations,
Verl;,ldhhke to ask the minister if he expects

Shortly to publish the new regulations ?

SOIS&&IFREDERICK BORDEN. It is ab-

shomdybnecessary that the new regulations

lay, 1, € Prepared before this Bill becomes

ble jg €cause we would be in a terrible jum-
that were not done.

cagff'IA- T. THOMPSON. If that be the
that" WhWOUId call his attention to the fact
the ast €n the regulations were published

bery;flme the issue was so restricted in
each g, that only two were available for
the g jglment; the commanding officer and
Moy utant, I think, got a copy each. The
book‘s €nience wag very great, for these two
When, V:Wene lost not long after. I think
We g lf spend so much money in printing
°1ﬁeerg t at least supply enough for each
°f In a regiment,

s \
mis,i: FREDERICK BORDEN. I can pro-
or threey hon. friend he will have two
SDegky v Pies. The first issue of which he
any Was exhausted, and we did not issue

I merely mention

Dreselr]ll: "o because we knew then that the
the Stat AW could not remain very long on

Amepq.te ; that it must be thoroughl
inter?ggﬁ Or a new law enacted. It Wasgmg
0 to carry a law through a year ago
e’fhat is the reason why the regu-
ey e not _issued in larger numbers.
Dareq n regulations are now being pre-
accordance with the provisions of

Bi))
be jeo k And when it becomes X :
SSued imme, dlatels, omes law they will

X
a cﬂse%} 'fh THOMPSON. I thought it was
(’haracterist;e econoiy which is so strikingly
¢ of the Militia Department.

My,
Itey O(gAsiG{RAIN. Might I ask the Min-
g‘ltting fon tma if that section he intends
aeal’ing % he law now would have any
ose ip 1&’011 A case such as.the one that
a‘Ou o °liltr'§nl and was decided by the
4 Cole » ng's Beach, the case of Cook
Sir @
A oggq REDERICK RORD
£ that erly ORDER. It will meet

lagioore.
The 8 W

LN 0

o OAS
ggrﬂ thMA&GRAIN- The minister remem-
e *Plliion gﬁe was a good deal of difference
mi"ﬁllberg of oween the judges and those
tia iy . the bar who belonged to the
. Teference to this question, and I

think it would be well, if possible, to settle

it for all time to come,

Sir FREDERICK BORDEN. This clause
has been drafted with special rveference to
meeting difficulties of that kind.

Section 80 is the same as section 82, para-
graph 2, of the present Act. Section 81 is the
same as section 84 of the present law. Sec-
tion 82 is the same as section 85 of the
present law. Section 83 is the same as sec-
tion 86 of the present law, with very slight
modifications. Section 84 is the same as
section 87 of the present law.

Mr. R. L. BORDEN. May I ask the hon.
minister whether the regulations which it is
proposed the Governor in Council shall enact
are to take the place of the Queen’s Regula-
tions and Orders for the Army ?

Sir FREDERICK BORDEN. Yes.

Mr. R. L. BORDEN. Imstead of using the
Queen’s Regulations and Orders for the
Army, we will have regulations and orders
of our own ?

Sir FREDERICK BORDEN. Quite so0;
instead of dealing with two authorities, we
will be dealing with one.

Mr. A. T. THOMPSON. Previously we
had both.

Mr. R. . BORDEN. I observe in the law
that it is provided that Her Majesty in
Council may direct that the provisions of the
Army Act shall not apply to the militia
force. That has been omitted from the pro-
posed section. Does the hon. minister think
it is wise to omit it ? We know what the
Army Act is at present, but we do not know
what it always will be. Might it not be
wise to reserve a power of that kind ?

Sir FREDERICK BORDEN. The applica-
tion of the Army Act to the Canadian militia
is continued by this Bill, except in so far as
it may be incompatible with the enactments
of the Bill. Clause 79 deals with that.

Mr. R. L. BORDEN. In the law as it is
at present there is a provision by which
Her Majesty may direct that any provision
of the Army Act shall not apply to the
militia. That provision has been omitted in
the proposed section. Might it not be poss-
ible that there might be certain provisions
of the Army Act which, although not incom-
sistent with our own statute, might never-
theless, to some extent, be inapplicable to
the militia of Canada ? Would it mot there-
fore be wise to retain the power existing at
the present time ? s

Sir FREDERICK BORDEN. I think it
would. I will look into that. I think that
change is unintentional.

Section 85 is the same as section 88 prac-
tieally, with the omission of certain words
which are not considered necessary.



