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Her n» i u l eur, I would ■ur^eet, #-e tj.st whe « ■ eu
Id nek» lier leter.

He is nly hiuneu like anyone else,
late In getting back tu uarraoka and ue iiv ke.it by the auuueed w
Naturally ei-e wi .Id isve tu have iu.e reason lor be ii^- late. 31ie led U re ve eonr • U-ry 
and , robao iy U.e first one that struck her mind was tliat she ad been attacked, 
no ItfcKiM itt *11.0 Id -nt e of tire a’taok to the Provost 
si.e set 1. f 1. Angus t>,at night, so tliat 1 w .Id take It that she led to have a etory for

Her full etateuent wee given the next

e gave
1 ori>orel wlen she ret him and none wien

being late and took this une ae a plausible ore, 
dyy aftur she nad , lenty of t ims to think up what mught have been the Incidente and work t 
a story that w.. ; Id seem plausible and probably get the ac used Into tr ible. 
hand, the accused's olelm le that he made positively no improper advancee * the , trl.
Hie aotl-ns towards the girl weiw not out of the ordinary and 1 eu, peet that there w -
assault, b inte»< I mil an t deeeefc a'-ack, u.at say Ues that he i»-i hie her •
her was wi Ui her o-usent mm with her .ermisel n, with no ' bj-ietl. n .. n-r ert.

The Defending Office re référé t< M.M.L. 01#, t r 
7 Pare 40 and submits with respeot to the sec nd o:< '• that more ti.an twu r • 1
present to constitute an indeoent expos ire.

no
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bet Ue

ADDRESS OF PROSKCOTIOI

uot niltThe ere rges are twoi 1, Assault with ’ .1
: I .umlt that roof of the fii -t c t. r*e Is 

I will be ae brief as oeeiule, direct uyself only
aiii iw ieoent act. aid 2, In iecent ex[>oeure. 
prime faele r of of the second olerge. 
to the address made :e Defence Counsel,

out tr.at at thoe^tti 
I tiue eta |

aoeusedhadnotbeeBoffensivoithathla attaiiksoocurred after g
vicinity of Uie rerrled q^rtere , and at no tine after tint, vvas 

a oum. lalzrt might be addressed. 1 eu r-ist that there are no
defendant's stsiemsiit and the o mileinente a c woe at in, 
corroborates ths complainant's staie-Teitt. Then he denies the lest attacks OU'ere no proof 
as to any other aoti ns, no cerely denies, which ie logloel and reaeo able since he l»e 
pleaded lot Ouilty, We submit that we have the evidence of the ooc lainant witneee. e have 
the evlnenoe ttiat si.e Immediately reported the imjortar.t faete to t e Provost Corporal. 
Whether she spoke to him first or he to lier, I surest 1s not Important, because tie ovm- 
, lainant wee sebblng, crying, c nfused, and ney have twen terror stricken to aob* extent.
She did tell eii the faote tc the • 1I*10 w‘,,, '•o* permitted to repeat ther in Court eluee
thi t would have been hearsay evidence, h.th reg rd t Corroborative evlaenoe. 1 direct the 
Court to lege 115 of t/,e Manual of Military Law, Para 54 and ootlon 7 of Para 36. -’•e .have 
here, on the accused's own admission, assault. There has been much Said of the ovueent of 
the complainant to the aetl ns of Gar. Kyte. 1 direct the 
-ent of the {arson,
must be bona fide ounseat and not merely aequleeezioe."

and
t atooi, lainant net road fro

ved
ire any-ne to w un

lleorepâ..eiee between Ue 
That the defendant'a statement

rt to tl.e eentet.ee "The eon-
itjLU isaa/.fMS/Ji j. ui m ami m

1 eug, eet that aoquleeence ns. be
ture, «le have , roven by virtue of the 

eocueed's own evlaenoe , that tziere hae oeet., at t;e very imet, ann yanoe. Ihe hit him over 
u.e hand and she • creased. 1 eupgeet, at the very least, that t Is a J 
fear, proves definite oomn. z

lueed through fear.
through fright» confusion, any ning of tha*

ce, ert»pe > ver.
It.

THE C > hT 2» CLOSED FCH THE C ,N.. IDEkATI OF TH1 Fit»: -0.

THE C UBT HE/OPEHS

The proeeoutor, Lieut. U.H.SILVERMAN, lo. 1 Canadian Aitilleiy m nforce» nt 
Unit, being duly sworn, le examir.zd by tie C urt.

Q» #427. "Have you an evldentt to produee ae t the charaoter and particulars of service of 
the accused?

Tee, ir, I , reduce >eF.B. Zt- and certified true ec y of M.F.M-# relating tc use 
a cused » .ch I say are true entries relating to the accused as per the .<egiB»z*al 
8 cas of tne accused's unit.

A. #4*7.

:m A3 VE D0CU1ESTS A HE READ T- THK C.-HT, SUSED B'
AMD A TACHtD TC Tn- PIOCSBCINOS.

rSESUElff, A» MkaJDX

THE ACCUSED Id A LieSS D BY m COOLT,

•Do you meh to say aaythiog m mitigation of punishment, 

■lo. Sir."

«4. #426,

A. #426.
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