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Sir FREDERICK BORDEN. I am inclined
to think that it is the best way.

Mr. SAM. HUGHES. There is no need to
say ‘ Who shall be senior in rank to the gen-
eral officer commanding.’ Lord Dundonald
would fill the bill exactly.

Sir FREDERICK BORDEN., That is
right.

Mr. SAM. HUGHES. But if you put in
these last words, you rule Lord Dundonald
out. If the minister would stop at the
words ‘regular army.’ Lord Dundonald
might be the officer selected by His Majesty.

Sir FREDERICK BORDEN. The point
did not occur to me. I will reconsider the
section.‘

Mr. R. L. BORDEN, What my hon.
friend (Mr. Sam. Hughes) suggests is that
the imperial officer might be the general
officer commanding the militia—he might
command both forces.

Sir FREDERICK BORDEN. There is no
intention to interfere with the power of the
Crown to appoint the general officer com-
manding the militia to command the whole
force.

Mr. SAM. HUGHES. Will the minister
let this stand ?

Sir FREDERICK BORDEN. We are not
passing this, we are simply discussing it.
Section 78 is precisely the same as section
gg of the present law. 79 is the same as

Mr. R. L. BORDEN. Does section 78 re-
fer to the permanent force ?

Sir FREDERICK BORDEN. No.
Mr. R. L. BORDEN. Why ?

Sir FREDERICK BORDEN. Because
there is a special clause governing the per-
manent force.

Mr. R. L. BORDEN. I am aware there is
a special clause governing the permanent
force, \nevertheless the permanent force is
included in the word ‘ militia ’ as defined in
the interpretation clause. I think it will
be necessary to look carefully into this Bill
all the way through to see whether, by the
use of the word ‘militia’ you are not ap-
plying to the permanent force certain pro-
visions which perhaps you do not intend to
apply  to it. For example, you have a pro-
vision in one clause here that any man can
obtain his discharge from the service on
giving six months’ notice. Is that intended
to apply to the permanent force ? I do not
know. Nevertheless, it seems to me that
under the language of this Bill it would Le
held to apply to the permanent force, be-
cause you define the word militia as includ-
ing the permanent force, and then you make
this general provision with regard to all the
militia.

Mr. HUGHES (Victoria).

' sume my lon, friend will object 10, f

 the subject to which he has just &

Sir FREDERICK BORDEN. This W&
copied from the present law which has g0V
erned the whole militia including the P&
manent force, and never gave rise to 8%
biguity. But I see the point and will ha%
that looked into.

79 is practically the same as 82 of t8
present law. The King’s regulations aré
omitted and do not apply under the new la%

Mr. SAM. HUGHES. A point in 0%
nection with this clause has given rise t"%
good deal of speculation. There is no dou
that is the interpretation of the clause, 8%
it is one on which I have acted myself. Tht
officers of the Canadian militia are exem
from the Army Act while they are not "e
service. An attempt has been made by 9%
general officer commanding in Canada .
hold every officer of the ordinary acti¥’
militia under the Army Act throughout thi
year, and I heard it whispered last year th2
the minister intended to maFe that specjﬁf d
by putting a definite clause in the Act, sta
ing that the militia officers of this countt
should be under the Army Act throughoﬂs
the year. I am glad to find that he ba :
not placed that clause in the present 1A%
I know it has been decided by one of e
courts in the province of Quebec that "’;g ‘
does not apply. The paragraph in the qV
tion reads as follows :

1868

In any drill shed or other building or P‘n’.
used for militia purpodes, and also during “p¢ §
drill or parade of his corps when he is Préf,d
in the ranks or as a spectator in uniform,dﬂﬂ"- :
also when going to or from the place of
or parade——

I suppose that also means in uniform:

—and at any other time while in the unifor® = |
his corps. -

4

In the Montreal case it was held thiat %
words ‘as a spectator’ did not bind N""‘"
officer because-he was not in uniform. “s |
the interpretation usually placed uponorg:‘,”#

is that he is there as a spectator in unif pe
or he is on the drill ground and shoul tef'!'
held under the law. 1 draw the mini$isg
attention to the ambiguity in the WO¥ g
of that section, In my own case I havepd" el
doubt as to where I stood in the mattel jof
I want it made clear for others; it caﬁuﬁ‘
be made too emphatic that the indiv’mﬂﬁ‘ i
liberty of the officers of the Canadian M5
when they are not on service must no :
any case be interfered with. i |
A

Sir FREDERICK BORDEN. I ca jaust
hon. gentleman’s attention again to g i
71 of the new Bill which I omitted tOI prés
to. The last four lines of section 71 aﬂdgp“{"

propose to strike them out. They "‘;m%;
They are unnecessary. If the part of "o
tion 79 to which he has just refer aﬁﬂf"
wains, then the last four lines of 71 &% gill
necessary, and I propose to amen




