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T 4*,4ýQED FIÊLD ÀRTILLERY IHANbICAP.

- Eitr M71 G*,te.~.LhilIbave no désire o'f prolvoking any
further cnr 1"( ' m(er hai forms'the ube fMajýriH.P.
Van Wagners tâipthcf pear4i,&in youi isq;c 0 ,f,ýt-4tb.
of March, 'I tbi ~~i,~t'phri art 6kiaders toallow
them t e~~~i ~pesô~ta by-ol
undôubtedly corife*1Sy ersigý.t.hC. ettér in question, Whai!Major-
Van'Wagner's ohibè h'ov)lntjasalii the D. A-A 4 a
association. whieiW's«li'utblydbe igantîç .work in promnotiigth
efficiency oCtbeffièlMi attili? ofet m n oixn-" beyond 'the-.1gersc
of My comprehêà*iè1s '. .- , '

Major-Van: -ý A4èùý4 I Ws ýmuéh diqap4oinnent,-ât the
failure of bis bàttè tri-4nthe..1Go veirnot- Genera's prize l or general

effcihcyduinglf~-ast yea4 buta càail mafid utabiassed'considerat'on of
thé: iatter wud,.I- lco-mpeèl bË'iinto àcknowliedge that there is- very
slight, if any, grtunâ, $F cor4lpa'int toSvards either *the' D.- A. A. or.its

-executive t isiWa tliknWn fact ?,amÔIùgst thie*officer of't-lé. rilr
that thé exec.utieêé$tthWgàssàéiàtiôân bh-g let ijo stône-unturned to-rendet:
the efficiency co MR1 Ô .%s, eqiàl in- the. conditions tindér which -th e

sevra btteie ~~èt~e pssbl.'t is true thaf equ-alcon iditios.
have flot alWays W beM ~rèdi, but it ls- also true that with the-funds at
its disposali k hai hq?ý,1)en posýi1 tortndçr.-ven conditions wbiqçh,
to the uninitiated,,1,Sfý4 ppàar côitrol1ablë, equal so (ar as individuat
batteries are concerned.

Major Van 1W*i?ï' iewsd'to th6prorièty of countlng thé scores-
of batteries in thélt ts" ih thé efficueéncy competition.,ande standing«
the batterie-, is onffhlfâàthink iW o'rl dpn to argument. ' Artillery.
tirebeing the veâif~Eeflin> ndbeieg thé. poi'to *wich
ail artillery instru&MJYÏê !aW, it: i*àu)ùd', 4tink, be a gra .ve err'*or were*-the
efficiency of a batWIthà1- tsttd- 4êdddd borthe general èfficiency

compeition evenld i.h~ reflrctite mny necessariyhave to be
held under l",varyiukehditioiiý.,,-1 In tie*.nearfuture, Éowever, we- look
to seeing màny ofteayt gcônditions"!? of 'tbe past doné away witb
by the concentration'of competitors '(romn the varous batte des- at one-
central point. TtWý 'tireôftheasodation bavé workçd té attain
this* object for v 4 ýn xn9'-years, and now that success" has çrowned
their Prolo6ngi-ed a iP .:.tiù éertîs:1t wôüld-i cejiniy..be..a gr4t pity
for any battfery totP e r f Thé c'Ômptitiotn throu gh 'dî sappoki t ment.
caused by the un« - Q l:bft citc sta ýce§ of the p«st.,-

S Major Van wiherî~rdiy places- the iratter ,of' sinalling -blind
sbrapnèi beforé ý-tï4âdefS*cojrrectly- lti s truie -tbat there is no
specific rule laid c 4PItfôY1siËnalling blind shrapieèl1 but- neither is it
necessary.. The eYêi'4ifsigal ling would appear.t -me t have been
caused by the rAnëJ«êr"ýtihav*îng flilly conipreheuded.tbe instruc-
tions laid down bfigbê 1Tispector of Affiliery, as. to signalling. >To my
mind the instructi6n Il',qtiiteclcear." The difficuly arose through the
range officer.atté2mptiýoo ùnprove on the sîgnailling as laid down by
allowing* his private:,.Jüdgnlent to decide wfietber a» shel striking the
water was a commio -~shrapnèl' sheil. A shrapnel. shell "blind'>
striking the water has aLiîMti ppearance and cannot be distinguished
from a common shil; and had the range' officer treated the blind shrap-

nelof he amitoVBatèrr a wat tbey woutd appear, to be (common
sheil), and Éignalled'à,ëcôrdÎingly, MajÔmr Van Wagner would'bave known
witbin ten yards of -Wh'ere bis shell s'âùûtk-and I *do flot think be wilI
claim that tbe use o1 a tétéphone côûld>fiave giveh -hjrn any more défi-
nite information than- this. The reg*Été keeper and the. competitor
knowing the sheil:1 fired- to have -been -a. shrapnel, the range officer-
treating it -in his signal as what If w'Ôuld appear to be (a oommon sheil),
no cor fusion would' have ensued. 'It would be at once apparent at the
firing point that the sbrapnel was blind.

I cannot, however, leave tbis point of Major Van Wagner's com-
munication without drêwing attention to the. tact that there can be no
difficulty in recognizihg froft, the firing. point whether thé. shrapnel fuze.
bas been good or blind. -,The burst of the sbrapnel -is distinctty visible

with the nked eyeaà how jany officer could*allow thirteen bind shra-
ne! to'be expendèd is a mystery. Even supposîng that the. shrapnel
burst at the àmctment of impact it'must still be apparent to the competitori
that thougb he might receive %ralue for the shell as good, stili; the sheli
baving* burst so loW, he would surely ireolite that the fuse had beeni
bored too lon g and improve it i. bis next round. The battery thati

-would lire q~ blinid sbrapneli signàl or no signal, could bardly be caliedi
Cefficient,'> as he unnecessary waste of ammunition witb such a battery

on service (where neither telephone nor flag signalling could be cxpected)
would render its employm ent a very useless expense. t appears to me
that this is the attainuws of "an efficiency ai target practicç th-4twguld
put the marksman of the old smoothbore tQ thç blush,"
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;:.tsntapW1et..thatany àvil résbi1ts would -e$ue-;thr.&ýgbÏ:
*neI-sheI-,-fuse gÔd,',burstiùàg :betweetibannerojo.4 rnibid, Q;4 IF

fie sa;e in betiw en iand-targ t ue blid atEmatQI~sheli*is~ ~ ~ ~ cl~~vsbefQ hirrgpointaid he getd~~e'bti~ 
oVa&Wagn r c plai but ,itsefthe siey'b. hr~çu4

.0 8o Pr s ie_ s resuitof:he Z alln.
tis l ow rthy n ot that whilethe Hamilo B«. rh a4 i

~tsfl~ .......... s hs wrn a i te ia racie catntfe la a
the~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~~itey doro>nif o ina ytm.eas nthe-siria paý±cno-.;Pint1igs 'permitt-le. Hov;àn erefrCananl hi a1itbhil the

finmealpactic e ey n>thae f i l' ead t ïnta4ed tvhld-the
.. ctimn té andgoerofthý-y . ad,7 or--niUbttyas snte imsetoi
:tseflua4i:practice nTh-difga eicastnce in -tefnl;àitewa ot(biclaid
ite-ctirof - n ft te 'omp sinetitr ,e lcaer cihûzdhe..n H pati -o

îBater.y iS not cone it wo-thwhile tobe rese t at.dth tie -fthe
ônandn rcieof is ery- g. I hik lit a,tse mitn B-aty

been -properly overlooked in its fin3l practice by' its own officeri it k~ould
have won the genéral efficiýncy .prize-and nothing would -have been
heard about- the Ivàrying conditins' of te patce.

ý By the way, nothing was heard ii ix887 abôut. "varying conditions"
although the Haimilton Battery wvas awarded the genéral efficiericy prize
and hâd used the teléphone at its sheli practice, nlotwithstanding the

fatbtthe Shefford, Ne'wcastl,: Richmortd and Winnipeg batteries had
to be content~ with flag signallinig instead of- a telephone W aitll dépends
on Ilwhose ox is gored.»

*The insinuation that the executive of the D. A. A., permittèd the*use of the- telepbo ne at- Toronto for thé purpose of giving an Uindue
advantage to the batteries under the comimand of the President
of the Association, I shall.pass unnotîced. It is simply a.matler ô( sur-
-prise tô those who know the, members of the executive that anoýfficer
occupying the responsible., position 'of Major -Van -Wagnie'r should- lend
his. name, tQ such a stàtement.

Now-a. word as to the studless sheils. I have màdýe Cill iiquiries
into the lengthy ariaignmett of the D. -A. A. for- having coWA,>kd'the
.Quebe6 Battery, to, tire Canadian manufactured shells. -a&Van
Wagner asks IlCan a D. R. A. miember imagineý the D.'R."A.com-
pelling some competitgrs to tire -thé Canadian ami.unitioù a few years

it as psaiàfctoryandallowihR 'oth*rs'to' use iriported
ammun.ition, and when thé cometitor ?aài ed'd 1 nâkW"!'"od eds
.qualify hima fo.r another compétition? What a frurore therè wildr'have
been. But *his is practically the way Quebec *as« treatéd"by the
-D. A.- A. Québec did flot protest . Nobody objects to anytbing in the
competition except the « Hamilton kiekers."'

-. The statement made in the quotation is a sufficiently serious âne to
have warranted Major Van Wagner in making. the mnost compléte
inquiries before sending it broadcast through the country in the way hehab donc ti adrc ittement. The Quebec Battery had the
studless shelis issued to thèm through an error, and through no fault of
the. D. A. A. or its executive.>

. Major Lindsay's application to be allowed to fire hii common sheli
over again with the imported ammunition received the warm endorsation
and recommendation of the D. A. A. executive. The I)epartment,
however, could not, unfortunately for the inte-rests of the Québec
Battery- in the competition, see its way clear to, authorize the expense
attached to the additional expenditure of ammunition. Quebec'did not
protest, as Major Vain Wagner bas stated, because Major Lindsay had a
sufficient sense of (air play not to, lay the blanie in. the matter at the
door of tifose *ho had no control over it.. The protesting bas been
done on Quebec's behaif, but without its consent, by thé selfdesignated
"Hamilton kickers" on insufficient grounds and in entire ignorance of
the' circumstanccs.

Major.Van Wagner's peroration is not any more creditablé to bim
than his misstatements as to the alleged handicapping of the Quebec
Battery by the D. A. A. He states that before i&85,-frorn various local
causes, the Hamilton Battery was out of the' c6mpetitios.iýforahy place
in the efficiency list. His ground of comnplai, thereCore, dates from
t 885. In that year he ascribes his inequality with the fortunate batteries
in the competition to no credits being given bis 'battery for dismôunting
drill; but I find on reference to the report of that year, that had the
full points fot this drill be'n allowed the.Hamilton Battery, it would flot
bave been any more successful as to the winning of prizes than wîthout
the credits. Hamilton,*witli full marks added for dismounting drill,
would only bave occupied a third place in the compétition. The same
corifpjaini is niade'as regards 1886, and witb just about asmrucb justice.
The ful .point$- for dismou'nting -added* to the others awarded to the
HIamilbon Battery would only have given tbem, a third place in this year
idb In 1886 nQ complaiit ivas miade. Therç wçre no varyin& con.-


