L ith under
et that
nen thnese
h arrangements
ish n pymast nd had . heque inte
two sums, one sum Of £1% waa vanged a il payment on
the others and it 1s submitted ths x y accuced's mind
the matier w under control and thers jhen he emme to
deal with his amccount it did not occur to him that this ghould
;e taken into consideration, It ie not denled thege cheques
were issued, The point is whether or not the nccused had
reasol so suppose the cheiues would not be honoured or not,
It is necessary %o o baok into the hlstory of the case,
Tt is no defence to say among professional men are not
accountants in any sense of ¢ word and the witness on the
gtand has stated his own business was
acoountant and a secretary. When coming to England it is
quite undoratandable that ! hould not take the oare which
I aduit Routine Ordaers lay down should be taken with reapeot
w0 aceounts, I think the Court understunds the situstion
in thet regard. There was too great an as ignment and as
soon as the accused realized this he took steps O get the
satter ol éd up. He realied on the assets he hed in Canada
had turned over, 10 avery reason to belleve
hen he needed i1t, he get relief there. 1t turned
s was not the case. nade srrangementa through the
Pavmaster %o clear up this 1z ssignment, In the mesntime
ne had the agresae £ bank n overdraft, I would
draw the Court's attenti 3 White's evidence
over al bove this £30 overdrs \ wag another over-
6 Jul, her words the bank, shile
arrangement = wed the chegue to go through.
very reasonable asgsume that thnse chelues
noured given as & so soon after the pay
the bank. prosecution has not made out
t there wc3 no reasonable ground to suppose theee
¢ would be honoured., I would remind the Court that if
shey find thers la any doubt in their mindas, the benefit
should be given to the accused, ¥ith respect o Sgt.
Oarpenter’s claim for £1, thers is first a question of fact
vhich the Court must decide, as %o whether or not the £1
as borrowed, If they find it was Lorrowed my submisaion
418 in view of the different relationsilp bhetween the senior
K.C.0s and officers of tha C,D.C, it 1s not in itself an
offonce under Sec 80, To establish an offence under Sec 40
it must be shown that the act is conduct %o the prejudice
uf goud order and military diseipline , I subeit where it
ig the custom off parade such as has been potabl ished in
' ng off parade such ae has been
is not an offence under A.A, Seg, 40, and if the sum
fiot borrowed, she faet that it was wot repaid could




