
SMM-Wiiy op KVibi,.^ (oonTimi®
I'hQE 2-S EiBEBJjSEMSr--’‘A-”
- s:r””wl«K to have them or. hla r,»^ n<2 the „Br •n'1 h® did not 

which had occurred on thtiPevenln!*afH?kqU«fctd an incid®nt 
one of the three men had thrown ^ f îh" 6 Jul u where I went Into the bar , ^W , ,plnt 8lae8 hie 
leave, since thev had ref'--ad the B,en oonoerned to
request The Cpl imedl ,.*W • th<1 ,)ro^’Iet^»ot leaving this lacZ u t t0 ^ and “Id

was obvious r I lt: cloaea".
out the request of the oronr^r d no intention of carry In,.- 
H-ey natly refuaid tô 1.1^° ^ °r th" from- X *
cue tome rs^ar.i 1 1 cor. s e Qu e r ce * T d entlre ,,ar to all
Canadian Provost Cor-a9 Qn theîZ"6 f?r membera of the 
aaaumed a most ag^eSslve L^^hUn^ZL u "/hree uoldl«*» 
WBti neceasar;. to remove them, lghtln6 «ttltude, force
un thl_r“c® oeualn^lt^o^Ued^ h3a fleta ttnd atrueK
the Laleham Polioe^bo,lwherï ïVtîïeSh,,Sdrfan<1 rern,'ved 
^•7 were removed to the atîlLî i#fîür‘*d for conveyance, errival of e.cort froi Und^n? P°llce -tBLio P«ndlrV
proceedings !Vl-n^n?e^6^til,!5ed and witnessed the

i .jgnd

Cdn ]rovoat

feet.

these
roes-examined by

k'1 3jow man;- drinks did 
None.

the accused,
you have?A.l

^tephenT
il0 6. Cdn (Ar.. Canadian Provost) Fro Coy. 

:°rpe.^rd. " It. ne a...
for the

Prosecution o/a on the strength of Provost , „rp, „??££," 60 6 a soldier of the ;
Cdn (Area) pro Due/ duly sworn, state

on the 8 Jul 44 t „j *heB =f
# U.Z.

him.
th, bIl0'«t sr.dhoopers of tiîe Caüdl.r f® * one -
drinking tWer? Àr-cured Corps were
^bllc house after hèîr^'r«‘quested4h^"*6” t0 gc ouT "f the 
Thty refused fee obey L’t it h* Proprietor.
• » eu t Stephen ordered • em ÎL ï .°* Ujle P ‘bile ;ae . 
bUt th*y refused to ote? Ms order!"^ tine-

®ys®lf proceeded to 
orporal a:.d two

stending and

(rA5£ mtlL. FOLLOWS) <^7

I

I

>

>

■ n

p-
'-
n

s 
u.M »


