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variation of limp of the accused 

other reason than the one youQjo In connection with the 
could that be aue to any 
mentioned?

Siyou salo°no''organic disability, -ould there be any 
other cause. 

a2> I was distinguishing
it coul : be functional.

!

;
- between organic and functional.

Yes

l)fi/'*>*$£

m - ______ OYer««: havinç/beln-âuîy
?or the -«fence S. accused, states a. follows:

,iârYou see ths accused here ?

with Mm in Canada?
Î.I
A.i Yea.
Q.t Sere you

.
t5 IIàvins a XXx* baa leg orit Iced himH&ve you 9t er n:

hip In Canada?
„,1 Be complained t.
_Have you ever seen
AYes.

.f Have you had oecaaioB to
or bare?

n
the accused* a legï

both legs when undreseeosee

,,J Yes.
How did they compare ;

fiM»;-.tlan tv the Proaacutor „
T'ne pros a- U tor contends t. rSt tha wi tiï« s a >-s r*v v -* -■ * 
to ,:l« eMdence on a medical sublet an, furthermore the 
tef nee rave all the facilities to sail medical witnesses 
if he wants to

mm.
do 3 0 .

ttetstmbs t^■e Omirt overrules the objection ©a the gr
witness la set

i ...n« of Ms lags **• larger than tne other - 
reeeaafcar If It was the right lag?...1 bo you

, t t think it was the right leg. k„,fc«%.| lio you live MM with Mm in <&* Camp, in tn* ««.,* hat. 
,,.t m the saw# wing but not the sene hut.

/

Th, e.-U8»d «at cautioned as foil aw*: Do you wish t#jiw 
any evidence on oath or .so you wish to make “f***"'^ '
not «ta oath. You do not have to he either, uvery-r-.--- > 
oath curries .wore weight than « statement but ... .* - 

oath, yt . «111 be eras» examined.

rue .ctused replies that he wish** to give evidence m 
oaib.
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li evidence on
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•*&* aseused, 363436 ffi SASHOK ?» » <*« Chaud, 3 «da. Mt. 
I inf He inf. Suit, a Mlater of the Canadian Arsy Oversee», 
Mvtas ‘been -duly swam.* states as follow»!

■
$
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a.«Y©u had «n accident three year* ago when Y«M5 1** •»*» 
caught by a dree and Injured*

£,ll*Z you been to a hospital or treated by a Qoatvr far 
that accident?
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