.ﬁit" respect to the clarge of creating a disturbance in the Frovost
o/R I simply want to point out tu things, L. lontradictory evidense =
adn 2. The accused was drunk, IL/Y“pl McDonald stated tha t Tousignant
made a 1list of the articles D.'"Lu‘l”t in, "uﬁslr&r' sald he didn't
remember whether he did or not, McYonald stat that & fight started
between a soldier other then Jones and a L/Cpl tabrook. That the
fight tock place 2 paces away from the front of Tolfsignant's desk,

In contradiction to t his Toljsignant stated ti
place 10 festaway, FHe confirmed a timation of
whiile McDonald objected to the use the expression
paces” insisting it was two. McDo d said he went
the fig;;.ht 10 feet mway, if that were so he would 11‘u=' away qui
in glving help and while he might catch a movememt nearly 1
€ 1t is beyond reasona doubt that he'd be aware
full intent 8f there were anye. M 181d ‘3{1471 "F- ducked and
Jones, not himself. Todsignant
alsc stated in contradiction to }
bottle of liquor,

McYonald had a ready and prompt answer for everything that went
on, or that he might have seen, yet obviously he must have been busy
keepdng an eye on 3 drunken soldiers, who felt theay were being abused.
In this charge I also expsct & Not “uilty verdict in view of this contes
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radictory evidence and because the accused was drunk.

SUMMARY FOR PROSECUTION

Sir & Members of the Court,
The accused is charged with four offences,

Charge 1, After escaping from close arrest abgented himself without
leave until apprehended. The accused pleaded guilty to this charge.

Charge2R Condust to prejudice of good order and military discipline
by throwing an ink bottle at ‘te MacDonald, Pte MacDonald states very
emphatically and with great detall of the occursence in the provost
office, He stutes that he saw the accused ralgse & bottle of ink and
throw 1t at him, He ducked in time to avoid it but ink splashed on
his uniform, This evidence 18 corroborated by Cpl Tousignant who
states that he also saw fte Jonss pick up a bottle of ink and throw
it ot Pte MacDonald, Both Pte MacDonald and Cpl Tousignant state
bhey saw the sccused throw the bottle of ink, There 13 no contrads
iction.,

I submit as there 15 no denial, nor any rebuttal of this evide
snce that the accused is gullty of t hias charge.

Charge 3. Commit a civil offence that 18 t¢ say Larceny,. did steal
10 dresses, 2 ladles sults, 2 lighnt cloth caata, and some 18 bottles
of liquor.

Alternative :
Charge 3 Improperly in possession of 8 Ladies dresaes, 2 light cloth
eoats, 2 bottles of Cognac, 2 bottles of Picon Liqueur,

The bont evdience on the theft charge is that of tie accused
himgself. +*he accused admits picking up a bundle of clothing conta
clothing and four bottles of liquor, He admitted having all theas
articles in hls possession until he dropped the clothing on the g
a few ssconds befors the provost arrived, with the excepition of on
dress which the accused states he gave away, Fte McDonald listed
articles that he toock from the accused as being 1 dresases 2 uy::
coats, 2 bottles of eosmo 2 bottles of nm,




