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of the Scottish Drag ons had withdruwn
Dr. Pickel's name at the time he charged
Mr. Fisher with striking out that name as
an arbitrary act of outside interference

But T.ord Doundonald contends that the

interference of members of the govern-
ment in regard to the new corps in the
eastern townships was merely the calmi-

uation of a long series of interferences by
the government.

To gunote from the statement:—

In my efforts I was constantly hampered
by interference with that. particalar part
of my work. This interfercnce began very
soon after my urrival. [t has continued
incessantly ever since. Mr. Fisher's inter
est in the affairs of the 13thgScottishLight
Dragoons was simply the final incident in
a long list of various phases of obstrucrion.
My only reason in remaining i: wy post
was to benefit the wilitia of Canada. but
my efforts wera so persistently blocked that
I came to look npon the task as a hopleless
one. I was forced to reflect very serions’y
upon what [ coald do to effect my ol ject—
the improvement of the militia. 1t scemed
to we that, imperfect as is the training,
great as is the lack of armument, numerons
as are the faults of detaii, there lies be-
hind all these evils a far greater evil -the
indifference of the men who govern the
country to the welfare of the force.

Thronghout the statement the-c are the
grounds of complaint, interference and in-
difference and Sir Frederick Borden dealt
with them separately. He pointed ont that
in this country we had a civil army, a
volanteer systemw, and (hat the co-operaiion
of civilians and influential men in the dis-
trict where a new “orps was about to be
formed was inlispensavle .0 success. It
was the co-operation of the Hon Syaney
Fisher in his efforts to raise an efficient re-
giment and to interest the whole commun-
ity and not one-half, that Lord Dundunald
resented and termed an interference. Both
Sir Frederick Borden and Mr. Fisher con-
tended in ‘parlinment that such interfer-
ence is justifiable and Mr, Fisher pointed
out that his knowledge of the community
enabled him to detect in one of Lord Dun-
donald’s recomn.endations a proposal to
make a major of a squadron out of a civil-
ian who had never worn a uniform in his
life and had no knowledge or experience in
military affairs.  Mr. Fisher asked that
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such a man +hounld not be piaced in charge
of the lives of other men but that an ex-
perienced military man should be appoint-
ed major of that squadron. The fuct that
the man Mr. Fisher recommended was a
Conservative did not, in Mr. Fisher's
opinion, have anything “to do with the
merits of the case Mr. Fisher was act-
ing with the sanction of the minister of
militia and at the Jtime the list of ap-
pointments was finally put through was
actually the acting minister of militia dur-
g the temporacy absence from the coun-
try of Sir Frederick Rorden.

To show how far Lord Dundonald miscon-
ceived his position Sir Frederick read in
the House {wo eminent authorities in Eng-
land on the relation of the military to the
civil anthority. We think it worth while
devoting the space to the text of these two
opinions as qnoted by the minister in the
House of Commons.  Fri:t he read un ex-
tract from a speech of the Right Hon. Hugh
C. Childers, delivered in "1882,, It is to
be found in a book entitled ‘‘Life of
Right Hon. H. C. Childers,”’ second vol-
ume at page Ht:

It has been suggested that of late years
successive Secretaries of State for War have
in the government of the .army, been en-
croaching on the functions of others. The
army, these critics say, is the army of the
Crown; we, Secretaries of State forsooth,
want to make it the army of the House
of Commons. The Crown, they say, gov-
erns the army through the Commander-in-
Chief.  The Secretary of State is a mere
financial officer , who has gradually intrud
ed on the provinee of the Crown by means
of the power of the porse.

Now, gentlemen, I am bound to tell youn
that ail this is a mere delusion. These
writers onght to refl ect that to no one can
the wrongtul attribution of power be more
distasteful than the sovereien her-elf. The
Queen, gentlemen, as vhe is the most jost
and wise, 0 is she the most constitutional
of suvereigns. The Queen is the un
doubted hena of the army: she is also the
head of the navy.and of ever{ branch of
the public service. As such she can do no
wrong. But she does r» wrong for the ex-
press reason that all her acts are the acts
of her responsible ministers. The doctrine
of personal government which you have
seen 8o undisguisedly claimed 1n Prussia
within the last few days is ubsolately un-
known in our constitution,

This 18 not a matter of custom or of un-




