JURISDIICTION -

I. Applicability of Article Mas) to persons baving militery status:
8. Background cases:

1. U, 8, rel. Hirsberg v. Caok, 336 U.S, 210 (19494

b. then doss military etgtus termingte
2. 9,8, v Seotr, 25 OR 462 (1960)

3. U. 8, v. Browa, 31 OR 279 (1962)

*Berw is actually the vninterrupted status as a persom
subjest te the cods.

“Is & Ressrvist subject to court-martial status?

Legislative history of Article 3(a) U.C.M.J.
Hoarings befors a Subcamuitiss of the Camdtise
o Arywad Jervicos, House of Represostatives,
Slet Congrass, lst Ssssion on H.E. 2498, at 617.

c. Applicabilicy of Articls 3s) to persons haviag =ilitary
status: 0. 9. v Gallggher 21 OR 435 (1935)

Baquiresents of Artizls Na) mest e wet:
3 v , 29 QM A6 (1960)
g""%a . v. Statdiey, 33 QR 320 (1963)
These two cmditions (3a) nosd mot axist to support comtimuieg

Jurisiiction desye interviegng discharge on ths “unintarrupted
status” swception;for exampls:

Ho3. % Noble, 32 OR 413 (1962)
U, 8. v. Martis, 23 OR 202 (1999)
udge Ferguson balieves that s stout application of Artisle 3a provides

the only basts for jurisdtetinn vhen the offenses sccurved before the
discharge and resnlistssnt:

U, 8. Y. Roble, 32 OR 413, &, (dissentisg sptaion)
Uointearraeptad Status;

& Baokground 116 MCM

L. Dig of Op. JAC 1912-1948, 369(3) at 181

c. Emceptions: U.5, v. ' 7 om (195%)
3. v 22 O 413 (1982)

hen {8 mdlitary stabus “contimding™?

1. 4as discherge anid resmlistomnt process marely the substitutéon of ons
shliisation to aszwe for another?

g. 1f the accused bhad completed his obligation umder his term of enlietmsat and
s satitled to veturn to civilian 1life, s DA AN 27174 short form discharge
del'd after resmlistasmi would afford contimziag jurisdiction.

Bemle: 0.0, v, Solimaky; 0.5, v. Neble

Continsiog jurisdiction -~ Commmcemsat of Astiom
(ehack case) Mamsbucper 20 CMR 449 (1955)






