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MAJOR-GEXERA! BUMPRREYS,

After giving a sketch of tho organization
of the Ordnance Corps, General Humphireys
remarks s

‘ohe orgutizatiot of that department was une
derstood to have greatly lmprosed thie grdnanee
of the milinry establistiment e all (s brancehoes.
L Itatilated with the Artitiery Lorpsaud was
part ofit?

A. YoS.

3. Do you think the Unproved cundition ¥au
mentign 18 owing to the orgnaizalivn uf the
corps

A Yes, T think so,

. ag tL the organizallon of the corpsorthe
[ 1 thiey roceiscd

A, g0 i, the organization of the corps con-
trilit . inegely totho resuilt, Tho Investigations
counccted with 1t8 duties reguite a great doas of
study. Tho improvement, of cuurse, aruse ftiun
butlt eanses. 1 am unable to give each {ts due
wotght i1 tho result, I Koow that the improve~
ment hrs boen very greaty JLis true that simitar
advances have Yren made during all (As time in the
armament of Gther nations, fust as there have been
gnac advances in all arts and munufutiures, and
ndustrial pursuils of cvery Asd.

We plece in italics so miuch of General
Humphreys's testimony as svems 1o us to be
a logical refutation of lus opinion that the
improvement was due principally to the or.
ganization, since the same improvement, or
greater tork place in other countries where
the ordnance hes not & seperate organiza-
tion. All that General Humphreys urges
was urged with & greater force against the
consolidation of the topographical enginocers
and enginears proper.

The cause of the improvementis much
more easily explained.

NAJOR-GENERAL HANCQCE.

Q. In your apinion what would be the d)roperty
af con;o dating the Army aud Naval Ordoance
corps

A. That I have not thought of, 1 mav sny here,
however, If yau think proper, that the onfy plan
Fean susﬁ:cst wald bie to uulte the artitlery liead
and detall far ordnance guty artiltery odlcersfrom
timo to time. B . . . A

Q. What would bo your recommendation for
the management of the Artitlery and Ordnance
Corp M they were combined? .

A. X have not given the subject thal kind of
thought that would ennblo me to express any
vatuubio opinlon onit, I velfeve, however, that
awlse combluation might be made of the artii-
fery ofiicers and those necessary to select for ord-
nance duty. Whother the business of fabricatton
shoutd bo contlaned in conbection with the Urd-
nance Dopartinent, or whiether it should be done
enurcby by contract, is another mattor to be con-
staered. .

Q. S0 far as taking caro of the arsenals, and
keepiag arms, and the protection of property
arg concerned, §sthere any reason why intelii.
g;m{. ‘ar‘mg)cry officers milght not bhe detatied for
that duty ?

A Isee none, If there is any special know.
ledge required In Waking care of un arsenal, it s a
matter of eduention, aud ofticers of the Jdrdsusice
bepartment have to learn it just as the artitlery
oflicers would, Theo artitliery oficers when first
detatied for thisduly would know as much nbout
ftug those belouglnsi: 10 the Ordnance Depart.
ment, when tirst detalled.

Q. Havg the oranance nnd artiilery ever heen
together?

A. Not to my knowiedge: bot there hasniways
beenun attempt 1o bring them together in mv
time. Theartiiiery havo felt that they ought to
bave more control over the ontuance which
they bave to nse, andthero has beenn disposts
tion toconsolidute thecorps for many years, The
artlilery ataim that thoy area sclestifle cor(i»s,
any that the ordaance stiould belong to their de-
partmont, ‘That Tzcsuon was agitated many
yerrg ago; probably the war stopped the agita-
tlan, but ¢ existed before tho war, and has been
tenewead stace.

NAJOR-GENERAT X' DOWELL.

Q. What is your orlmon as to the propriety of
consolldating tho artillery arm of the service with
the Ordnance Dopartment?

A, If you had nsked thoe question as towhether
acorps could not have bLeoen cunsiituted that
would do these two services butter thad the pre-
sent Lwvo argantzations, I should say, yes.

Q. Give your reasonsg for thls,

A Wo have now a body of omlcers—artiilerists
=who liavo no log or part In the devico of the wr-
Wheey and munitions they use, and a body of ofli-
fors ~Ordnance Corps—who 4o not use, or whose
duiy i1t 1s notto use the guns and projectiles and
menitions they make, “Ihis, ftls irue, applies,
but in for lesg dci;rcc. to tho other arisor the
serviee ; but in the artlllery good should come of
there belng A closer contiection between the
theory and practico of thoart than exlists, In
both the English and French service the ord-
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nanco und artiifery~such as as tho Intter I8 with
s =~from one corps, -

Q. Wero thiey cver sa tin aur service ?

A Inthe Mexlran war ficaeral Scealt uscd Lhe
ordannnce ofticers in bis sfege artillery; they uiso
gorveas i the Hght batters, [General Mebowed
mipht have added, while In the artiliers oftleres
whose places were thut laken were seevisg asla
fantry,} 1 find wo have hadanvrduance Depart.
nwrent, (o which offlcers of artilivry waery on duty
at arsenals. We hnd no ght ariitlery at tha
time: nothing hut heavy guns on the seaboand
fortifications, Wedld not have the Nghtacttitery
il W8, There are many 1BConveniences iy
havingy Qe ordoance and artiitory distinet, but it
has also s good stde; there Is niso i good deal to
bo sald in favar of (t.

Q. Has this questiun ever beea debuted 1o the
Arvmy?

A. Yes, toa constderabie extent. The ariitlery
men Mustly desiro i, but the Uninasice Corps
Pse the consuibdutiot,  Thoy commuami their
own arsennds and repart only o thetrown etitef in
Washitgton ; thoy have thelrapprepriatious and
cunstrasct all their own baththngs, and the conse-
quence ls, you see the onibance establishineniy
are very much better than auy other part of the
sprvice. They have a vory strong esprit e corps,
and would very mach dislike tusee’ themselves
merged tnto any other hranch. Tho ditieottion )
Seo in the way aromare of w persoual nature than
anytling else. Youget cousidernole swivrntage
n keeping a man on svme speclal subject. But
as tho making of erdnance §5 not the cud but the
wmeans, and u4s tho efective use of whiut is pre‘pnr-
od ruyuires fuw I co thase @ser as much ability
as the preparation, I1h.ak the aritilery should
te rajsod to as High a degree of excelienco as the
ardnasue,

[Porhaps the esprit de corpsof tho ord
nance is explained by the foflowmg figures
given by Ganeral dcDowell, takon into ac.
count with what he says about the ‘**ord.
aance establishments "}

The proportion of ficld officers to all grades in
the ardnance §s I7to 0, or 1 in 3 13-17. Inthear
gﬂ!}c‘)ry,. ot 52 oflicers, there are 5 fleid oflicers, or }

1510 %

Pl

[The artillery has neither the benefit of
fino * establishments ™' nor rapid promotion,
and has preserved s esprit de corps rather
by lack of than through excess of tavor.}

MAJOR-GENERAL GEORGE I, THOMAS.

Q. Please give the Cammitter your judgment
on tho propriety of comuiidating tho Urdnsnce
Corps with the arttllery ?

A, Ishould prefer it asit Ispbecanse the prepar-
ing of sammunition, atd storitez of ammunition
and rurmshm;rv ammuaition arc att special ser-
vices; and it is not natural to suppose that an
ofticer detalted temporarily to do such duty
would ke so §wm jnterest {16 as one who lad
been appointed tothie position on account of his
sclentiic attatnments. The latter would taka
speclal pains, not only to keep himself up to the
nuark, but would endeavaour, as fitr as  possible,
to improve: o person only engaged temporarily,
in g thing will nottake so mueh interest injtas
one whols engaged in n?ermzmemly. {General
Thomas lkas here given theargument usually re.
lled npon as conclusive against consolidation. It
is fully answered by tho fuct that our orgeulza-
tiun is oxceplionnt to that of all other great

wors, and 1L eatuol bo maininined that we are

enefited by the exception, And that ordnance
aofilcers, 88 & body, ure crdnance oflicers by
reason Of possessing any greater ¢ soientific at-
talnmonts ? than may be found under, parailel
circumstances, in o ke number of artitery ofli-
ceors, wo do not admit, Thot service tntho Ord.
nance Corps is calenlated to Jdevetap certatn ine
tesioctunt fucuities which may not bo equaity ex-
erelsed in the artiliery may be true; amd itls
this opportanity which weseek asaright.}

GENERAL RUFUS INGALLS,

Q, What woudd be your apinionas to tho pro.

Rr)cty?of merging the Urduaneo gnd Arcudiiery
Jorps

A.l Never havingserved in elther, and not belng
able to give any reasons, I probably oughit not to
givegny answer, 1 should say, from theexpert-
ence and knowledge that 1 have on the subject,
that there would be a great deal of propriely In
merging them,

MAJOR-GENERAL SCHOFIELD.

Q. Please state to the Commlitieo your opinlon
4% 0 tho propriety of comsvistating the urdnruce
and artitlery {ato one corpy?

A. Asanoriginal proposition In the ompantza-
tion of the Army, { woulid not hesiiate tosay
that the ordnance and artlilery shionld be one
corps, beeause their duties aro so titimitely coste
nected. To make an oflleer efMewent as an artie
lerist, o oughtto have the advantages whichan
ordnance education will give him, ‘here may
be a practical diflicuity in the consolidation of
the tivo branches under the existing circumstan~
ces. Tho two having been seperate, the stand.
ard of qualiflcation for artijfery oflicers s been
mueh below thatof the ordnance service, sotnag
In fact the great propurtion of artillesy officers
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would be gulte Incetliclent as ordnance aftleers;

and if they were consoidated, therefore, It would
uut be fousd expedientio assign artifiery oflicers
Lronmdisies duds, «avept s Dinitad number,
from the entire corps,

Q. Arn ordnunee offleers, on thn other hand,
guaidied toact asarty' jery ofllcers ?

A As.rule the ontssapce ofllvers wonld very
soun guatify tiemselves ta act a4 artitlesy ofl}-
L. AN scarps they are very supertor allicers,

Q. Are theduties ot tha two corps sufllclontly
similar to ake it practieable to adjust these gife
{)S’n’(ges wvlifelt you saggest, 0 ense of congoltda-

A. Tdo not think there would he any lavcke of
cfticiency i consequence of consoihdation,

{1t is ovident from Goneral Schofield's last
reply, that the practical difficully ho sug
gests daes ot carry great woight with it in
his own eyes, ou the contrary, bis remarks
furnish one of the strongest arguments for
consolidution Tt is not to be supposed
that tho head of the consolidated corps
wounld assign incompetent officers to duty
in the Ordnance Department, There might
be but one oflicor fit for the assignment, and
there might be 3 score. Be thonumber fow
or many, it would certainly begin toincrease
rapidly from the very instant of consolida-
tion  Artillery officers wou'd strive to qual
ify themselves for the new duties, and ord-
nance officers would strive to qualify them-
selves better for their old duties. The
standard of admission would bo higher and
uniform, and the artillery would stand for
the first timo on firm ground, with induce-
ment snd opporlunity for progress.]

Pending o reorganization and union, our
corps should bo fairly represented on all
boards appointed to take action on any sub-
ject pertnining to artilleryy ‘The Chief of
Ordnancae has rencently been in the habit of
giving the artillery representation in certain
boards, but 1t is net enough that the rule
shonld be permissive only ; it should be ob-
ligatory It may be said with truth that
the cucalry and infantry should also be
represented, when matlers perlaining
to those arms are under consideration,
but our concern just now is for curselves.
The Chief of Ordnance has recognized the
principle involved, by his voluntary and
liberal action in this respect, and all we ask
is, that our representation may be authori-
t;}xtively vecognized as a right and not s pri-
vilege.

Not only on the boards convened for the

consideration of matters specinlly relating
to the artillery should we bave a place, bue
also on the mixed experimental boards
for testing the relative powers of attack and
defence, Our interest w the question can-
not be considered remote, since whatever
may be the decision arrived at, we will have
to put the theoriesto the actuai tests, Itis
true that certain officers of artillery have
been invited to witness the experiments,
bu%} bere again 1t is & courtesy and not a
right.
« 1n dwelling upon our connection with the
ordnance, let it not be thought that our re-
lations to the engineers are too unimpdriant
for comment. ‘There is here much food for
reflection ; but we will do no more at this
time than to enter our protest against the
depreciated estimation in which our arm is
practically held by the Corps of Engineers,
and o assert our absolute and intimate con-
pection with the high science of which that
corps assumes 10 ba the sole exponent. This
much we do because we strive to have the
artillery npprecinte and assert its true dig-
nity. .

Now that the whole system of fortifica-
tions is, as it were, nt ses, and new ques-
tions pregenting themselves for settlement
faster than the old ones are dispased of, it is
possible that'even aun artillery officer might
Lo o useful member of a fortification board.

So far as may be gathered from hearsay,



