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British army to express views on public
questions? Are all those members of His
Majesty's Opposition who deciined to de-
fenu Lord Dundonald’s view as to how he
shoula discharge his duty, disloyal? They
#aid he was properly dismissed. As Lord
Duodonald thinks he has a grievance be-
caase he was dismissed bisview is not con-
curred in by a single member of parlia-
ment. Are we, then, to understand that
Parliament as lisloyal, and if so, disloyal
to whom? Witk what purpose does he say
that all loyal people are with him? That
line of public speech is usually termed in-
flammatory, and the idca of an impetuouns
military officer from abroad taking the
stump acd blazing away at Parliament and
government is growing to be grotesque.

The demon of militarism does not pos-
sess him, the General say . But men of-
ten deceive themsslves. He is now mak-
ing a crusade against the supremacy of
the civil power. Take the following para-
graph from his MasseyHall oration:—

*All right thinking persons realize the
vital importance of non interference with
those high officials whojadminister justice
between man and man; surely the defence
of the country, the selection of the mili-
tary leaders of the people are ns important
as the administration of civil justice, and
the man who endeavors to do his duty in
an impartial manner, in this respect,
should have hiu:hlnd strengthened rather
than weakened.’’

This sounds very much as if the main
fanction of the civil anthority in thiscoun-
try was to back up General Duadonald 1n
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menc of & country which is neither his
uative nor adopted country.

It is in ths same spirit that Lord Dun-
donald declares that3Col. Ponton had ‘‘an
undoubted ri ght'’ tu deliver a speech and
criticize his superior officers on the head
quarters stafl. For that which General
Dundonald says is undoubtedly right a
British general was recently dismiseed,
for the purpose the Government said of
making an exampla to all jother officers. It
is his same intolerance of constituted au-
thority that led Lord Dundonald to say
that on that occasion he stood ‘‘between
the Minister aud his prey.’’ He has pub-
licly acknowledged that he stood against
discipline and agaiusi the enforcement of
the King's regulations which prohibit a
soldier from even writing to the press a
letter on military matters, and these re-
gulations, so indispensable to discipline
are copied into the regulations governing
the militia ot Canada. Tbe Geueral justi-
fies thé insubordination of an officer on
the ground that a militia officer is ‘‘a free
citizen of a free country.”” That 18 mere
rodomontade. A fres citizen of a free
country cannot break the law. Col. Gre-
gory wrote an insubordinate letter to the
District Officer Commanding stating that
he resigned. The first act of the Acting
(seneral Officer Commanding was to tele-
graph that Col. Gregory's letter was
grossly insubordinate in tone, that he be

hismilitary schemes. Why does he sneer at
*‘some men'’ as ‘‘mere automa to carryout
the behests of & particalar politicalparty?”
He does not know that the epirit which
breathes there, and in almost every para-
graph of his address , is the traculent spi-
rit of militarism. He does not seem to
know that unswerving ana instant obedi-
ence to the behests of a particular party is
the form that constitutional government
takes in Canada and in England. That's
why Lord Dundonald was dismissed with-
out a responsible man in Canada to say
that he was not properly dismisved. He
does not see these things any more than he
sees that a particular party is egging him
on to utter diatribes against jthe govern-

ded from the c d of the 2nd
Drag then 1n camp at Niagara, and
given his passports home. That does not

make Col. Gregory any tne less ‘'‘a free
citizen of a free country’’ any more than
a summons to the police court which asks
a free and independent citizen why he kept
a dog without a license. Lord Dandonald
is talking through his hat.

The situation created by his Toronto
speech seems to be fully understood inEng-
land, judging by the following despatch,
dated London, July 18:—

John Henniker Heaton, M. P. asked the
war secretary whether the name of Dun-
donald appeared on the active list of the
war department and whether his services
bad heen dispensed with by tne Canadian
government; aleo whether it had come to




