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Mr. GREEN: Is there any reason why
Canadian troops in aur Pacifie army should
not be given saime battle training against
Japan? For example, Canadian officers and
naon-eommissioned officers were sent from
Britain to North Africa in arder ta get experi-
ence wh'ich they were ta pass en ta their units
in, Great Britain. Why is not something of that
sort being done on the Pacifie?

Mr. RALSTON: I cannot make any state-
ment further than the one I have made.
Developments will dictate the whole situation
and whatever steps the government may take
in order ta carry out the policy I have just
stated.

Mr. CASTLEflEN: I should like ta ask the
ipinister a question with regard ta the medical
services. In case of an accident involving
injury, who decides whether there shail be an
investigation? We will say that a man is
suffering from hernia, as a result of injury.
Who decides whetber hie is to receive an
operatian?

Mr. RALSTON: With regard to the investi-
gation, if there is any douht or confusion, or
if it is necessary to take the statements of a
nurhber of people with regard ta the circum-
stances surrounding an accident, a court of
inquiry is iminediately held for the purpose of
ascertaining the facte.

As ta who decides whether an operatian
shahl be performed, I would presume-I have
nat the book before me-that this would be
done on the advice of the medical officer.

Mr. CASTLEDEN: I would point aut what
an injustice may sometimes arise from the
décision wbether or nat ta hold an inquiry.
1 drew the attention of the minister ta this
particular case last year. A man was injured
during night operations at Petawawa camp.
Iffe reported bis injury but did flot receive
any very great attention for a couple of weeks
afterwvrards. Then he was found ta be suifer-
ingi frorn hernia, and it was recommended that
lie should have a truss. The 'history of the
case shoôws that the man did not receive the
truss until six months afterwards, until hie was
posted 'oui west. After receiviing the'truss lie
constantly asked the medical authorities te
operate on him, ta fi him up so that he could
continue his work in the army. Tbey refused
ta do sa. Later, in March of that year, he
waâ discharged. Upon discliarge hie made ap-
plication for pension, and here is where th1le
injustice came in. Upon applying for pension
hie could pot prove that hie was injured on that
niigbt *operation because there had been no
co u rt of inquiry. .There was just the medical
cifflcèr's slip putting hima on night duty and

giving hi-m a few puis. This man suffered, I
believe, permanent injury on account of the
delay ini providing him with a truss and,
second, fromn the delay in operating. Then
lie was discharged fromn the army and bie
applicatio n for pension was refused. Since that
time we have been trying ta get some justice
for that man, but it is almost impossible to
obtain any definite record of what happened an
the evening when hie c]aimed hie was injured,
and the Department of Pensions and National
Health will take only the medical record fromn
the records which the army have.

Mr. RALSTON: Are -the officers or the non-
commissioned officers or the comrades of the
man available?

Mr. CASTLEDEN: Yes, and a statement
was obtained fromn them. But when the, man
wrote ta the. non-c ommissioned officers who
were there at the time they said they were flot
allowed to make any statement to him on
the matter, that according ta K.R. and 0. it
was not permissible to make thst statement.
I must add this, that af ter lie got out of the
army, being unable to carry on properly,
application was made through the rehabilita-
tion department and lie did obtain hospital
treatinent and underwent an operation, and
there xnay be some slight improvement since
that time. 'But'under the circumstances it
scarcely seeme that justice was done in this
case. I believe that the new regulations with
regard to insurance may do away with name
such incidents, and that there is cansequently
an improvement, but it .does not help tlhis
pagrticular case.

In two other cases I have in mmnd, I think
the décision of the mnédical officer was scarcely
in accord-ance with good judgment. In one
case the man was siifferîng.f rom heart trouble
asthe resuit of an attack of typhoid fever,
and lie was discharged fromn the army and was
told, "Alter a few months your heart will be
better and you will be able to resumne work."
But that has not been borne out in the event.

Mr. RALSTON:ý The judgment of the
medical oficer in prescribing for him, or nat
prescribing for him?

Mr. ÇASTLEDEN: No. The medical
officers told him 'to report in about three
months.

Mr. RALSTON: Well, but I say, ini pre-
scribing for him and advising him what ta do;
that is where, my hon. friend thinks, the
judgment of the medical officers was wrong?


