
P , . /iCgTV? CALL '.TTN3S-~> ik HEBÜT'f*,.
fait Thorne, CMSC, Records Officer, 3 Cdn.uiv.Iaf.
Keinf.Cn.it, an officer of the Canadian Army overseas, 
having been duly sworn,states:

QtC&n vou identify this document?
a j It la an WISE pertaining to 063 456 Pte Vachon, e,; de ciLd Regiment and I am tne officer .no has 

custody of this VFH2, that of the accused. 
i :-.'hen you examine the Medical part ol this documen- Q* has J«rneeded declared any disability at the tlae 

of enlistment?
Al Hone. 
qj Will you

Examined by the Court

The accused 
for cross examination.

offer this as evidence to the Court?

and returned to the Records v£- leer.
witnessdoes not demand the attendance of this ,v

X.5.

a re d thi&H
th® Inj ury J 

the Court, in this
decide whether or not when he reported to the Medio*!

r*M£»6r -1 the time stated in tne charge, was aoxia* j-NK 
from"any ailment, v-e have had three fcedleal 
here and each one of the® in turn nae told us they - -iu 
find no objective aymptona of artlc clary or muscula- 
trouble on" the accused. The first witness is a cp*- .. *n the 
This man examined the accused most carefully twice. _ -^tna 

second instance that he examined tre man he went ... -he 
trouble ana exporte of gab tin-; V-ay plates. They to
disclose anythin.; wrong with the san.

rtrt ascend witness Is a mn with considerable experience 
|na well able to pronounce himself or. this type of 
■ ■ Khan the specialist. The evidence giver, cy 
IIIoyart shows that the man is rn.cn now f^rvantJ 
noticed that tae limp of the ac eases. variée . d 
day and hae not given the Court * vei^goo^xM 
it. In his own words he said toe same 
the saw reaction there!or . " same 1 -mp, aau -* ■> - __ 
varied the ma» greatly exaggerated « *°aU ailmeht.

medical examination of the aeeuaad in the company «•» 
throe witness, j th Ca.pt Huy.art and Capt. mourn-Is atato 
the man was net suffering from waything serious.
The second witness was borne out oy the evidence of the 
third, fhe defence mde .great .fa what they would lead us 
to relieve, a great big scar ee tae leg ot the aceuaed. I 
suxccat it could be covered by a five cent piece. -say ^*Te 
brought a. witness saying there Is s diffïre.nce bet*e*r ^ 
leg» of the accused. You have seee the difference. - movaa 
leave it to you to decide whether here is such a $,rv*t 
dlfferenoe in the lege of the sect, ed. „e„

■ -.jt accusas himself gave evidence under oath, x ;e
this Court that this «at. has shameful.uy ®is" 

lead you <m the ewidenee from Canada, but J have «au..i.ea 
•videwe frost Records Office, the *FM8 pertaining »» th* 
accused. You will no doubt rwseatber that tna aeeuewa 
under oath that he declared his clsatmty at th* s;f* 
e-ill atment. the Court ha* taken «nowledg# of his eni.stasaat 

ho such declaration was ®*4e. îhle man elals.® he «**
sort of rnewatls* and yet hi a «rlnalyaia

been identified a; 
8 state

i he
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troth Of hie evidence. There ta * principle 
It la shea on» part of a document is proved false «-*
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