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• • t aîtMM&HY OF1 îîVTDE^CE IN THE CASE OFfW Bdr U/L/8gt) CARR Thomae
Lortze No 2 Gdn JU'ty Hft Unit, o 
earner of the Odn Wmy Overeeas.

By direction of the Summary of Evidence
the Commanding Officerla taker, on oath.

FTHST witness 
for tni
prosecution sworn, states: n0w recogniis, was working for

"L/Sgt. varr, t i200 hours on 17 Apr ^me at * A11 Bty No £ C.A.B.U^Ati At l300 hour.

y,™-' “cri: bir"X;s -r .fa« l20i " “r 1
cross-examine this witness.

d4.“

accused de oil tie b toThe
K A h y jjo 2 GeAeHeUe , & 
■rseas, having been duly 1B a508 B^ihf^r^EcRffCOND WITNESS 

| for theprosecution
soldier 
eworn, states: Carr*1 was ordered by ^^Vlî'L^tTiih I 
on my A.Vî-L. liai ^n°mv 1 W L. list until he r porte 
aid. He was sep^ on my A.w „ raerl back to me at ^3^ hours 4 ^
Room, No 2 C.A.R-U- -Sp^aM

8- #

aooused declines to
this witness.cross-examine

The
"Do youThe accused was cautioned as fo.xowe^^ on

wish to make any to say anything or giveoath? You are ^“^.h to do so, but whatever 
evidence, unle88J^nce you give, will be taken
r.„T„ ïïmi

The accused declines to make a 
his defence.

„ . the foregoing Summary of Evidence,I certify that ^eJ° ®^e£fÜO„n before me in 
cone le ting of 0Ç^v?tfin« of the accused, and 
Rueieeroefep^=^e 4(0, (d), (e) and (f) nave be. 
coapliwi with.
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reservee
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fjtrie) Lient.,
Bo 2 C.A.R.V.P Tre of Evidence.

detailed « t^t8 tiseHuron Camp,B-aaahott, Bants.,
26 Xay “*'•

Officer h

o «
-f
*

- >


