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notwithstanding, he is to remain in the re-
gimant, should he so elect. Now, I have
no wish or intention Lo question the decision
of authority in this case. Authority no
doubt had reason for its decision, of which
outsiders have no. knowledge. I only wish
to point that, while to all appearance the
grounds upon which the commanding offi
cer based his course of action remain un-
challenged, and are even admitted sound,
the opinion of the commanding officer, as to
what 18 necessary for the fitness of an officer
and the honour ot his regiment, has been
overridden ; and on the facts of these pro-
ceedings 8o far as known, the precedent is
established that riding—I do not speak of
horsemanship— is not a necessary qualifi-
cation for a cavalry officer; while an unre.
futed, undisposed charge of falsehood is
no longer a bar to the holding of Her Ma-
Jesty's commission. 8ir, it has been said by
the Daily Telcgragh that Mr. Tribe is one of
what are called Cardwell's men—that he is
the first officer appointed under the new
system, I have, I think, disposed of this
part of the case, and shown that there is no
foundation for such statements. Sub-Lieu.
tenant Tribe hoving been, in all essential re-
spects in the Bame position as a purchase
officer ; but assuming for the sake of argu-
ment, these statements to be true—assum-
inghim to be a ** Cardwell man’ and the
first appointment under the new sys-.
tem, what a prospect does this hold out
to us, if, with the new system, we are
to have a “new standard—if the old
association of “anofficer and a gentleman'’—
I do not mean a gentleman by birth, but by
character and conduct—is to be dissolved,
and men are to be allowed to remain in the
Army, ¢ although their conduct is not, in
some respects, such as has hitherto been
characteristioc of the British officerI" I think
the Secretary of State has good grouads to
pray to be saved from his friends, if Mr.
Tribe is to be donsidered and kept in the
Army as the first fruit ofArmy regeneration.
2ndly, 1 come to consider whatis the posi-
tion and duty of the officers of a regiment in
their social relationg with each other. In
the endless discussions which we had last
year upon Army matters, one thing at least
was not denied—viz., the excellence of what
was and is called our regimental system. In
any failures or shortcomings, it was
not our regimental organization that ever
failed us, This, at least, we could safely
rely upon when all else had collapsed or
broken down. The regmehtal sys-
tem then it was by universal con.
senf determined to uphold as far as
possiblein the écoming changes in the Army.
Now it was perhaps difficult to define pre.
cisely what was and is meant by  the regi-
mental system ;" but [ think I shall not be
" fdr wrong if I'say-that a part; a vital part—
nay,the soul and very essence of it—consists
.in the free,friendly,social intercourse in each
regiment of the officers with each other, and
in the knowledge ahd belief that whatever
might be their relative. social standing in
the world, whether born of high or com-
Paratively low degree, whether rich or poor,
, Wwhether in purchase or non-purchase men,
or risen from ‘the ranks, once they held the
Queen's commission, ‘they were one and all,
officers and gentlemen; meeting in their
common mess-room, like the Knights of the
Round Table, socially on terms, of the most
complete equality, the honour of all being
the care of each, and the honour of each the
care of all. - To the spirit-of camaraderie, to
the brotherly,  knightly feelings thus en-
gendered and fostered, we owe that self and
Mutual reliance which, plus the in-boru na-
tive courage of the race, has enabled British

officers to stand and die shoulder to should-
er, as they have stood and died together, in
mutual trust, on many a bloody field, in the

Inkerman, in the breach ot Delhi, Surely,
then, it would be well to foster and guard
this spirit, and to encourage the feeling in
the officers of our Army of confident cama.
raderie and mutual trust. We hear now-a-
days much about Prussianizing our Army.
Do not, at least, let us de-Prussianize it in
this respect ; for upon this feeling Prussia
psets store that before an officer can be re-
celved into a Prussian regiment he must be’
accepted by the officers, who have a right
to exercise a veto by ballot upon his ap

pointment as complete as that exercised by
the members of our military clubs in Pall-
mall on the admission or rejection of mem-
bers. And if it be well to foster and guard
this feeling of camaraderie, it cannot be well
to interfere with the social relations of the
officers to one another—it cannot be well to
strike at its roots by an attempt to force in-
to the social circle of a regiment an officer
unexonerated from the charge of falseliood,
whose conduct ** was not, in some respects,
such as has hitherto been characteristic of
the British officer.”” And if the officers of a
regiment should at any time respectfully
resist such an attempt—if they should dec-
line to ¢ try their best” to be on social and
friendly terms with a brother officer charged
with and unacquitted of falsehood, their pos-
ition is impregnable. ‘They canmnot fail to
be supported by all honourable men and by
public opinion. It may,perhaps,be said that
evidence taken before the Court of Inquity
was not sufficient to justify a court-martial ;
but to this I would reply, that when the
Army Bill was last year under discussion, we
heard much from the Secretary of the good
that would result from the appointment of
sub-lieutenants, who would serve in a pro-
bationary stage of existence, and who, the
Royal Warrant of November 1, 1871, says,
*‘shall be removed from our service from
moral or physical unfitness ;" and I submit
that, under this Warrant, Mr. Tribe might
have heen dismissed without any further
proceedings being required. Ard now, Sir,
I have finished what I had to say upon this
strange, eventful story; but before I sit
down, I would offer, if hon. members will
kindly bear with me a little longer, a few
remarks as to the position of the House of
Commons and the military authorities in
relation to questions such as this, affecting
the discipline of the Army, At the outset
of my remarks, I said that my hon. and gal-
lant relative deprecated, as I did, the neces-
sity of bringing such matters before the
House, but that in doing so he was only fol-
lowing the lead of the Secretary of State,
whose uncalled.-for, incomplete reply to the
question of the hon.Member forHackney ne-
cessitated the moving for the papers neces-
sary to enable the public to form a sound
judgment upon the question thus raised by
the press and in the House of Commons.
But, although the doctrine that Parliament
is not a fiitting place for discussion or ques-
tioning of matters of military discipline is
undoubtedly sound, thera have been, and
there will be, special occasions ‘when this
salutary rule hus been, and ought to be,
departed from and this has been, admitted
by the highest canstitutional authorities. I
find in Clode’s well-known book that Earl
Russell, speaking many years ago on a ques-
tion relating to a court-martial, said,* There
can be no doubt that under that kind of
superintendence and supervision which this
House ought to exercise, there might arise
cases which would require such a proceeding
as I have hinted at.’’ And again, Lord Broug-
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ham on another occasion said, * I have al.
ways been one of those whe were of opinion
that, as a general rule, no interference with
the proceedings of any naval or miltary
court-mortial, or with any part of the discip-
line of the Army and Navy, ought even to
be dreamt of ; but still there were some ex-
ceptions to thatrule.”” And I would myself
add that unless the press have members of
the House of Commons and the Secretary of
State act very differently from what they
done in this instance, those exceptions spo-
ken of by Lord Brougham will inevitably be-
come of more frequent occurrence than here
tofore. The times are also changed. So
long as not only theoretically, but to
a certain extent practicaliy, the Crown
exercised an independent authority over
the Army and the Militia through the Gene-
ral commanding in chief and the Lord Lieu-
tenant, there were sound constitutional
grounds for matters connected with military
discipline, as distinét from military expen-
dlture, not being brought before the House
of Commons ; and so long as questions of
first appointment and promotion were in
the main independent ofp the principal of se-
lection, and regulated themselves by the
received and rccognizedjcustom of the Army,
the chances of interference in such matters
by Parliamen} are comparatively few. Bul
now the theory of the Army being what is
called a Royal Army, governed and’ control-
led by an authority outside and independent
of Parliament, has been practically expioded
by the subjugation, captare and confine-
ment of the Commander in Chief within the
walls of the War (flice, while the Horse
Guards are now a mere shell, and only repre-
sent the tomb of his separate authority,
with two cuirassed mutes sitting on black
horsesat thedoor. Farther, by the abolition
of the milirary authority of the Lords-Lieu-
tenant, we have practically all power and
patronage now centred in the dictatorship
of the Secretary of State. 1 say practically,
for the theory of the independent authority
of the Sovereign, acting through the Com-
mander in chief and the Secretary of State,
still exists, though in a fossil state ; the
independent prerogative of the Crown in
military matters being only brought into
play, when it is necessary on anarmy ques-
tion, rudely to override the deoision of Par-
liament, as was done last year on the Army
Bill, as has been done this year in the su-
percession of the Line officers. 1t becomes
then, only natural, and even necessary,
that men should under the new system,
watch jealously all that relates to the pat-
ronage and discipline of the army, and that
when a legitimate occasion arises, this
watchfulness should make itself known
and felt within the walls of Parliament.
And all the more so, when we see the

reat influeuce of the Press,and how that in-

uence has-—as I have, 1 think, shown-been
wrongfully brought to be.r _ugop the subject
of my motion. Such, them, being now the
true practical position of Army matters, you
may rest assured that, whatever may be said
as to the inexpediency of such matters being
brought before Parliament, there will be
occasions . when justice to indiyiduals, to
regiments, or even to the Army at large, will
require that some members of Parliament
should, if needs be, make an appeal in this
House from the injustice of officialism to the
Casar of Parliament and free public opinion
In doing this for my hon. and gallant rela-
tive on the present occasion—would to God
he had been here to do it himself 1—I trust
I have been temperate in speech, thatI have
spoken in & becoming tone, and that what I
havye said may tend to vindicate the charac-
ter, unjustly aspersed, of one of the most



