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Dnndonald's Indiscretions and Disobedience.

Rt Hod. Sir Wilfrid Laurier (Prime Hinistor). Mr. Speaker, the defence
Trhieh we heard jreeterday from the Mi&ieter of AKricalture(Mr. Fieher} against
the ehargee contained in the motion io your hands was so fall, so complete and
8o nuMterly that there wa« no need for any of his friends to interfere in this

debate. Nothinf^ conld be added to what had been said when he aat down.
And, if I rise in this debate it is not at all to follow the line of argnment that
has been pursued; it is to call the attention of the House to the cloeing

paraf^ph of the motion of m;^ hon. friend the leader of the Opposition (Mr. K.

L Borden). The words to which I wish to call attention are especially these

:

Tha HouM regrstf that this unwarrsntftbl* inter(«renc« h«i bMn mpprund bj the
QoTernmant, wad that it not onlj hu unduly dslayed the organisation of tbe ragimant, but
haa oulminated in daprivinK tha Militia of Canada of an aTtparianoad mmI dlatlngulaliad
Oommanding Offioar.

" Has oulminated in depriving the militia of Canada of an experienced and
distingniahed officer." Here is a statement which is not warranted by anything
which haa been proved to this House. The motion is an indictment against
the Minister of Agriculture. The Minister of Agriculture joined iHsne upon it

with his accusers. He has traversed it, in ev»ry particular ; and I submit to
the impartial judgment of those who heard him, that he has oleu^d himself
completely of the accusations and insinuations brought against him. Evqd if

the charges here asserted were true, there is no justification and no reason for
saying that the action of the Minister of Agriculture, even if proven, was the
eaose why Canada has been deprived of the services of an experi«iced and
distinguished commandiDg officer. For my hon. friend the Minister of Agri-
culture, in the speech which he delivered yesterday, showed consluHiveJy to
the House that nothing which he may have done was conducive to the retire-

ment of the General Officer Commanding; he stated and proved, that for
several weeks before, it had been the determination of Lord Dundonald to
retire from the post which be has occupied for two years. My hon. friend gave
the evidence, but I think it will not be amiss if I repeat, in one particular, the
case which he made. I have here the statement delivered to the press by Ix>rd
Dundonald, which has been, not improperly, I think, characteriisertl as a mani-
festo. Speaking, as he says, of the impediments put io his way by the Depart-
ment of Militia, and of tha many things done to mar his work, Lord Dundonald
tells the people of Canada that he had come to the conclusion that he would
sever his connection with the department. These are his words

:

Dundonald Intended to Resign.

Jt Memed to me that the bett way to help the militia of Canada waa to let day-light
into the working of the ays tern.

I realised, moreover, that the new Militia Bill would soon be diwuHed in Parliaroent,
and that it waa my duty to give a warning of certain dangers before it waa too late.

1 might have lodged an official protest with the Government. I cannot aee that this
would have been of any avail. It would have been simply one more document in a pigeon
hole.

'

A course offering many attractions was to resign and issue a public statement giving
my reasons. So far as I personally was concerned it wguld have been by far the easier and
more pleasant course. The objection was that, by so doing, I would give neither the
Government nor the people of Canada any real opportunity to pass judgment upon the *

matter brought to their attention. My protest would have been mode, it is true, but not in

a manner that would have attracted attention to the evil.

It seemed better to make a public protest and to leave with the Oovemment the
option of heeding it. or of upholding the system which la destructive to the tMdmicj of the
national defence.

i


