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rt, without offeringI would suggest to thé co 
the evloer.ee o'f Sol. ?heby who positively Identified tills

mm■soldier as belor the 
on the 9th day of La

:

reh and whom he escorted to the custody '5

■

Hov: he was there under
the evidence of oneroom., ms tiB^e
in the .%uetody room.he saw the man

contradiction to the fact thatclose ■arrest and there is no
in that, place, and the .an before the'cm rt was intie was

wthat custody room, the second vit neon, did any t,. > • •
Tt^n, dtp’, to he the evidence of i.jndrny, be 

went, in duty at O-POO nr a. in the aorr.ir-" and he saw this 
accused there at that time. , i avinr been on duty with the.

.

1
<nd fee saw this

m
M

room.
tLe roS to St. U.fce’o barracksacross

■articuler r„rd take the accused, its. Johnson, across the M

'
he .'*3road and Me 

until that time at.
the corporal çuard

left tint Jt.. Luke*” barracks • roper 
:e suggest that 

in contradiction and there

• t the accused oh his defence. . '■*-
Apart fr.ois the fact that, he was no-, tack at

least the accused had not co.-.e back but
between the time that he and the accused'!

saw
and the time they should ■«

.

is sufficient evidence to
nave arrived back.

soever

fact he was apprehended as
and he was ;

1600 hours and apart fro.% the 

' fid ic a ted , t: a t ' s

« a iso ' av.i tr.e : .' .L . 16.

all we nave to say he had mane
sixty-five days after.
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