§.0.0. BB-a-8R,

Qotober 8th, 1940,

Distriot Officer Commanding,
#@iitery Distriet Fo. 5,
Qusbez, P.4.

ol alintIAL 0 ®
BRr. 7. AGLLARD,
Heavy 3%y., R.C.4., CASF .

1. Receipt is scknowledged of your leBF=h=d
dssed 3rd October, 1940, under ocover of whioh were
forwarded to these Hesdquarters for custody the
proceedings of » Distriet Court-lmrtiel held for %he
trial of the marginally noted soldier.

2. I desire to make the following commentis
on irregularities whioh sppear in the proceedings.-

{1) Paragraph 2 of your letter has been noted end,
thersfore, no further comment is necessary.

2} All documents whioh are attached to the
proceedings ehould be miven s refaerenge letier
and signed by the Precident (M. M. Lo page 769,
para 26). Thias applies to the various
objections and addresses made by the Delending
officer and also the liest of Offieers Under
Instruction,

¥hen the accused elects trial by Court-¥artial
under Section 46(8), the fact should be
recorded on page B of the procesdings in
ageordanse with the marginal instructions.

It is noted that at the end of esch witness'
avidence, there is & notation that R.P, 83(B)
hes been oomplied with. This is mn chvious
typographionl error, and the reference should
be to "R.P. 83(B)."

| On page E the words "Croses exsnined by the
asouged” have been shruck out. If ia presuned
that the scoused declined %o sross-axamine the
witness and & notation %o thei effecd should
have been inserted,

1% is diffioult to understand why the Court over-
riled the objestion made by the Defending Offieer
on page O of the proceedings, insoler =8 it
related to the feset that the Summary of Evidenece
wng not recelved by him (or, 1% is presunsd, by
the sgsused) until 1000 hours 24%h September,
which was the time the $rial commenced. R.P. 14
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