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Mr. Frank Donnelly

207 B2,

1238 Hillsboro Mile AlA,
Hillsboro Beach, Florida

33062
Mr. Peter B. Schneider,
Lord Elgin High School,
5161l New Street,
Burlington, Ontario.
L7L 1v3 : February 15,1984

Dear Mr. Schneider:

Your letter dated, 1983, 12, 14 and post marked at Burlington

on January 6 was received at Hillsboro Beach on January 9.

As you teach law students, I am sure that you are aware that

the ocath taken by a barrister requires him to keep secret all
confidential matters pertaining to a case. While there were
numerous = peripheral aspects which I was free to discuss, I
consistently refrained from discussing any aspect of the Truscott
trial. The €ontroversy and publicity given this case, after the
trial, must have caused great distress to the Truscott family and
may have caused serious conseguences to all its members, for whom
I have the greatest respect and sympathy.

You state the question of quilt or innocence seems to you to he
secondary and that the question of a fair trial dominates the issues.
I can assure you that the only issue at the trial was whether Steven
was guilty or not. You refer to bias of the military community
and of the community at large, against the accused, and vyou gquestion
whether it was possible for the Judge to conduct the trial in a

mannexr that would eliminate the effects of the bias directed against
the accused which you believe existed.

In my preparation for trial I was given permission by the officer
in charge of the station to visit it as often and when I wished
and to talk privately with any member of the personnel. I attended
there many times, often accompanied by Dan Truscott, the father. I
was always received with the greatest courtesy and the utmost co-
operation. I often visited the P.M.Q. generally with Dan, where T
talked to many people including a large number of students of the
school. 1In each of my interviews I was kindly received with great
cooperation and acceptance. When I wished to see a young child, of
an officer or other member of the force whom I wished to call or the
Crown proposed to call, I saw that child at his or her home in the
presence of both parents where unfailingly I was made welcome and
given full opportunity to and assistance in guestioning the chiild.
No one of the persons associated with the station, or military
community, as you call it, exhibited the least sign of bias against
the accused or any member of his family. Dan had beenr extreme%y

’ J

Source: Ontario Court of Appeal
Box 11:

Folder: Materials from Donnelly J.
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active in conducting youth activities with much success. This was
greatly appreciated at the station and P.M.Q. As a result Dan was
highly regarded and respected both by the adults and the children.
I doubt  if any individual at the station had more friends. Steven
was an outstanding athlete. He was very popular with his fellow
students and the other children on the P.M.Q. My interviews showed
that Mrs. Truscott and the other children were well liked. Every
person I spoke to was sympathetic towards Steven and his family

and wished them well. Some of the parents were of great assistance
to me. :

' You referred to the prejudice of the community at large. I was

active in the practice of law at Goderich for about 23 years. During
this time I met and talked to thousands of people. During the last
24 years I have maintained a residence in Goderich where I spent
considerable time. From my association and experience with them I

am fully convinced that the people in Huron are as intelligent, fair
minded, honest and trustworthy as the people in any other county in
the province. There are none finer.

You state that the possible prejudige to a fair jury is understandable.
As was my custom, before the Truscott trial commenced, I made enquiries
and checks on the people on the jury panel. There was no indicaticon

of prejudice on’ the part of any of them. It is most unwarranted and
unfair to them to assume that they were influenced by prejudice or

bias and failed to honour their ocath which required them to "true
verdict give according to the evidence". The conclusion of prejudice
or bias which you hold is based on material you read. It is natural
and common experience that the attitude of the general public, towards
an accused, changes radically after he is convicted especially where
the facts were as in this case. The opinions expressed in the material

~above referred to are based on interviews had after Steven had been

convicted of a serious and revolting crime which conviction would
cause a drastic change in the attitude of the public. This fact must
be an important fact in determining the weight to be given these opinions.

You ask three gquestions in the later part of your third paragraph.

These are really the same gquastion put in di¥ferent ways. They are
based on your assumption that there was prejudice or bias which was
likely to affect the trial. The trial was conducted in a normal

manner and followed the usual practice. None of the witnesses

showed any prejudice or bias. There was no anti Truscott feeling
except for a normal resentment on the part of the immediate family

0of the deceased and one or two of their close friends. TIf there

was any basis for your questions you may find the answers by considering
the proceedings following the trial.

There was an appeal from the verdict of guilt. This was heard by

the Ontario Court of Appeal with five judges presiding. They un-
animously dismissed the appeal. A further proceeding to consider
whether the jury verdict should be set aside was heard by a full panel
of nine judges in the Supreme Court of Canada, which after hearing
further evidence and the submission of very eminent and distinguished
counsel for Steven and counsel for the Crown, held, with one dissent,
that the verdict should not be disturbed. In short they found that the




+their wverdict.

H

trial was fairly and properly conducted, that the evidence supported

the verdict and the conviction should stand.
these judgments a review of them should help you.

If you have not read
My objections

to the manner in which the trial was conducted were stated after

the judge had charged the jury and
After hearing them
further instructed them.
down by the court reporter and are
the trial. I donot intend to make
It is interesting to note that you
not have been convicted before you

after they had retired to consider
the judge recalled the jury and

The objections which I made were taken

contained in the transcript of
any further comment.

had decided that Steven should
received the transcript of the

trial and other documents from the Deputy Solicitor and that a reading
of these confirmed your opinion.

You suggest the judge should have ordered a verdict of not guilty,
because of reasonable doubt and "the overwhelming circumstantiality
of all the evidence presented" a verdict of gquilty should not have
been reached. The question of the weight to be given to evidence

is for the jury and cannot be decided by the judge. If there is any
evidence to support a verdict of guilty the judge must leave it with
the jury. - :

You guestion- the weight to be given to circumstantial evidence.
is perfectly good evidence and is sometimes considered as more
reliable than the evidence of eye witnesses. An accused may be
convicted on evidence that is wholly circumstantial. The jury must

This

.be instructed that before it can convict on circumstantial evidence

i+ must not only be consistent with the guilt of the accused but
also inconsistent with any other rational conclusion.

You state "the evidence, to anyone who can think, is simply
insufficient to prove guilt". 1In view of the findings by the Court
of Appeal of Ontario and Supreme Court of Canada that the evidence
was sufficient to support a finding ofguilt and that the verdict

_ would stand, your statement is an amazing one and reflects pre-

judicially on the ability and mental powers of the judges who sat
on the courts reviewing the matter.

You asked how defence counsel decides whether to call an accused.
The question of what witness to call is always an important one.
The qguestion of calling an accused is one of the most difficult and
important problems facing counsel during a criminal trial. The
decision must be based on a thorough review and consideration of
all relevant matters.

You enquired as to my opinion on the witnesses George and Godette.
Any views on this point are contained in my address to the jury
which is included in the trial transcript.

Dr. Peniston was a Provincial Pathologist who conducted the post
mortem on behalf of the Crown and called as a Crown witness. He
was not obliged to support the contention of the Crown. It was

his duty, as it is of every witness, to testify as to the truth.
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You asked how Steven appeared to me. I found him to be large for his

age, of at least average intelligence, well mannered, well spoken
and very polite. He was a fine boy.

|
- You state, "In conclusion, I suggest that if, indeed, the Supreme

Court of Canada reached its conclusion justly, then there must be
elements in this case that are unknown to the public, elements,
that are not to be found within the. recorded transcript of the

~trial, elements, that would have tipped the scales of justice

against Steven Truscott". Here you express some doubt as to the
correctness of the decision of the Supreme Court oR the manner in
which it was reached. The Supreme Court consists of Judges who

are highly qualified, experienced, knowladgeable, honest, honourable
and. above reproach. At the hearing: they had. the .transecript of. the

.trial proceedings, the judgment of.the Ontario Court of Appeal, the

evidence which was adduced before them and were assistad by the.
submissions of counsel for the parties. It was on this that their
decision was based. The hearing was open to the public and attended
by the public.  There was nothing secret about. the proceadings and
there were no such elements as you_suggest. S :

In this instance I have departed from my stand of declining to
comment on the case because I consider the allegations of prejudice
or bias against the jury, the personnel of the station and the
citizens of Gederich and Huron County to be entirely baseless and

‘grossly unfair to these people.

Your letter clearly indicates some of your conclusions on the case.

I have no doubt you have conveyed these to your students in the past
and propose to continue to do so. I answer your letter solely for
the purpose of preventing further dissemination of these allegations.

I express no opinion or comment eXcept as herein clearly stated and
no further inference is to be drawn.

My delay in replying was caused chiefly by a lengthy absence from ny
quarters here. I expect to be in Hillsboroc Beach until the middle

of April, then in Goderich for about six months. I will be interested.
in any comments you may wish to make on this letter.

Yours very truly,

Frank Donnelly
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DONNELLY, DONNELLY & MURPHY
Burristers-Solicttors

18 THE SQUARE
.M. D LY, BA.
;Z‘ MS::I::‘: BA. GODERICH, ONT.

August 24th, 1961.

Mrs. Isabel Le Bourdais,
Sans Suci Ville,
PARRY SOUND, Ontario.

-~
ql

Dear Mrs. Le Bourdais: Re: Truscott

With reference to your letter of July 19th,
enclosed is a copy of statement taken from Gordeon Logan
by Inspector H. H. Graham, C.I.B. as given to. us before
the trial.

Also enclosed are two plectures of the marks
to whiech you make reference but you will note that one
photo Was marked on the back Wgx 3" and the other "A".
This latter photograph would appear to have been tendered
and marked "A" for identification and shows the mark
below the left foot. These are the only photographs of
the marks which were in the file,

Yours very truly,’

OMNELLY, DONNELLY & MURPHY,

JMD/cg . PER:
Encls.

A







CROWN ATTORNEY
AND

CLERK OF THE PEACE’
GODERICH,ONT.

Mr. Frank Donnelly, Q.C.,
Donnelly & Donnelly,
Barristers, ,
Goderich, Ont.

Dear Mr, Donnellyy

- _ Source: Ontario Court of Appeat
' Box 11:

Folder: Materials from Donnelly J.
H.GLENN HAYS, Q.C.

kk*/Ageﬁﬁgféfb

>l
&

Re r. vs. Steven Murray Truscott

August 28, 1959

gk

I have re
s0il analysis
Diane B. Gilli
with findings as follows:

! the above-noted.
S,

The following samples were examined for color, reaction to acid, mi
scopic appearance, behaviour on ashing, behaviour of ash to acid,
scopic appearance of residue following acid treatment of the ash,
behaviour in density gradient tube and spectro-chemical composti

(G) 1 pair turquoise shorts in a cello-
phane bag along with tag labelled
"Turquoise shorts found lying on
ground at extended right elbow of

- Lynne Harper, etc.™ The shorts were
received from S,.E.Brown of this lab-
oratory on June 23rd,1959, along
with a beaker labelled "3" said to
contain soil removed from thk shorts.

(H) One lump of soil said to be found
ingide toe of sock (Ex H) received
from S.BE.Brown of this laboratory on
July 6,1959. The lump of soil was
placed in a plastic box labelled
t3ock DBG 6/7#59"

(J) One plastic box labelled "Sole and
hegl right shoe™ containing soil said
to be from heel and sole of right shoe
(J) received from S.E.Brown, June

23, 1959.

- (X) One plastic box labelled "841-59 Heel
. of left shoe" containing soil said to
:-...be from heel of left shoe (K) received
from S.E.Brown June 23, 1959.

ived the laboratory report relative to
Analysis was made by
B.Sc., of The Attorney-General's Laboratory,

There is a gene
lance betwee ‘
moved from
control #7, and exhibit (V)
but the soil is different in
its behavior in the density
gradient tube and in spectro-
chemical composition.

The lump is erumblysindics
that it has not baen oarE
in the sock whilé worn.
lump of soil is similar to
control samples obtained from
the woodlot.

This soil is similar to con-
trol #7 and control #2. There
is insufficient sample for |
density gradient examinationm.

This soil is similar to con-

trol #7, control #h;_cqﬁzz%;J

#3 and[control #3.[ ...
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(V) A quantity of soil in a cello-
phane bag labelled "Solil sample
“taken from ground 6" west of
right foot of Lynne Harper",
This exhibit was received from
S.E.Brown, June 23rd, 1959,

(E1)One plastic box labelled "Bottom
sheet July 14, 1959" removed from
white bed sheet enclosed in plas-
tic bag with tag "Bottom sheet

"white cotton seized from bed,etc.™

(A2)}Seven samples of soil in QAC
sampling boxes with seals AG23363,
AG23362, AG23361, AG23360, S-1942,
S~1941, S-1940 were received from
S.E.Brown of this laboratory June
23rd,1959.

#1L A.G.23363 -"S0il sample taken
from field adjoining woodlot, etc.

#2 A.G.23362 - "Soil sample from
small knoll approximately 2! north
of where the right arm of Lynne
Harper was lying in woodlot.™

#3 A.G.23361 - "Soil sample taken
from approximately 2' west of Lynn
Harper's right foot in woodlot,etec.”

#, A.G. 23360- "Soil sample taken
from knoll approximately 5! south
of Lynne Harper's left hip in bush-
lot, etc." :

#5 8+1942 "Soil sample from Robert
5. Lawson's grain field taken about
100" -north of bushlot, etc.™

This s0il is different from Ex
G in spectro-chemical composi~
tion and in behavior in density
gradient tube. It is microsco-
pically similar to the soil from
the shorts. The fabric from the
shorts was smeared under various
conditions with this control soi
and dried smears examined -
findings were similar to untreat
control.

Insufficient sample for
examination.

#6 S-1941 "Soil sample from shoulder/Soil sample No.6 reacts vigor—

(east) of No. 3 Side Road...at a
point 4'" west of fence line of bush-
lot, etec."

"ously with acid and is different

from other samples.




#7 S-1940 "Soil sample taken from
grain field...at a point about
100 south of railway fence, etc.

CONCLUSIONS: I have been unable to identify the origin of the soil
removed from the shorts BEX G, This soil does not match the soil
in any controls, indicating that it is either
a) from a different source
b) smear from mixed sources
c) altered due to contamination or loss of
component particles
In consideration of the latter two factors, the possibility of the
" soll being from the site of the body cannot be ruled out. '

The soil removed from the sole and heel of the right shoe (J) as
indicated by test carried out could be from either the field or
woodlot. The density gradient examination is critical and in the
absence of information from this test I am unable to form a
definite conclusion as the source of this soil. It could be
derived from close locality or elsewhere.

The soil removed from the heel of the left shoe (K) is similar to
control samples from both the field and the woodlot.

The lump of soil found in the toe of the sock is similar to control
samples from the woodlot (but its unbroken condition indicates it
was probably picked up from the scene after the sock was removed)

A number of additional control samples collected from the Clinton
area were studied.

Yours very truly,

Crown Attorney.
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- Source: Ontario Court of Appeal
Box 11:

Folder: Materials from Donnelly J.
H.GLENN HAYS, Q.C.

CROWN ATTORNEY
AND

CLERK OF THE PEACE
GODERICH,ONT.

September 2, 1959

Frank Donnelly, Esq., 2.C.,

" Donnelly & Donnelly,

Barristers,
Goderich.

Dear Mr. Donnelly: Re R. vs Truscott

 With reference to the above-noted, I have
received a report from H. J. Funk, B.A., of the
Attorney-General'!s Laboratory on anakysis of stomach
contents of Lynne Harper. His findings show presence
of the following foods:

Pineapple

Celery

Pickled cucumber & cauliflower

Peas - probably canned

Onion

Potatoes - cooked

Two types of meat - probably fowl
& ham

Spices - leaf-like and seed-like

Yours very truly,

At

HGH:mg , Crown Attorney.
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DONNELLY, DONNELLY & MURPHY
Batristers - Solivitors

. 18 THE SQUARE
.M. ELLY, BA.
; :' 33::H:LEAEA GODERICH, ONT.

July 30th, 1963.

Mrs. Isabel Le Bourdais,
SAN SQUCT,
Ontario.

i
Dear Mrs. Le Bourdais: ‘
|

We do not have a copy of. Dr. Penistan's Autopsy
Report in the Truscott (Case.

Yours very truly,

DONNELLY, DONNELLY & MURPHY ,

JMD/et

" Source: Ontario Court of Appeal
Box 2, Lebourdais Files L
File folder entitled “Saskatchewan Answered re decision
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TRANSCRIPT OF TAPED INTERVIEW

RMS#:
Audio Recorded Interview:
Video Recorded Interview:
Name:

Residence:

Date of Birth:

Telephone: Residence:
Business:
Cell:

Date of Interview:

Location of Interview:

Interviewed By:

Time Interview Commenced:
Time Interview Concluded:

Others Present:

Transcribed By:

(wi) unintelligible
(ph) phonetic spelling

The following transcript has been pfépared forr he convenience of the reader. Tt has not
been proofread to a Part 6 Criminal Code standard. Please refer to the original format

X
[l
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INTERVIEW COMMENCED - 00:01 on CD

fourth (24™) day of June two thousand

forty-nine (49) P.M. and my
AREY of the Huron
ctive Inspector Mark

okay today is the twenty-

and five (2005) it's twelve (12)
ctective Constable Brenda C

CAREY:

name 18 D

O.PP. and with me is my partner Dete
FLEMING of the R.C.M.P. and we're at a residence at }

CAREY: in . okay and it is the residence of Dennis ALSOP

Dennis can you spell your last name for me

ALSOP: ALSOP

CAREY: okay and your date of birth

CAREY: okay and your phone number

just gonna read a preamble that we read at the

okay um I'm
this case Steven

CAREY:
g of ah every interview with

beginnin

TRUSCOTT brought an application to the Federal Minister of

Dennis ALSOP
24Jund5
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Justice to set aside his conviction for first (1*) degree murder
of Lynn HARPER upon review of the case the Federal Minister
of Justice Irwin COTLER has requested that the Ontario Court
of Appeal review the matter as if it were an appeal to this end
we've bin requested by Crown counsel for the Attorney
General to assist with this process this includes gathering any
new or fresh evidence and interviewing witnesses before we

begin I’d like to tape this is that alright that we

ALSOP: long as

CAREY: put the tape on okay

ALSOP: yeah

CAREY: and ah I know Tom NAHRGANG spoke to you on the phone

last week to set this up

ALSOP: that’s right

CAREY: okay can you just summarize briefly what that conversation
was about

ALSOP: oh it was just that you people were gonna come around and

speak to me about the TRUSCOTT case

CAREY: okay

Dennis ALSOY
24Jund3
Page3 of 32

The following transeript has been prepared for {he convenience of the reader. Please refer to the opiginal forrnat i which the statement was ghtained for aceuracy-

e



me the name gave me your

ALSOP: that’s all he said reaily he gave

names

CAREY: okay um

and I I was kind of a little bit flabbergasted that an R.CM.P.

ALSOP:
officer had to be here at the time

FLEMING: (laugh)
ALSOP: (laugh)

FLEMING: you and me both

that's right (laugh) and so I said it’s really come down to

something hasn’t it hey

- ALSOP:

CAREY: yeah

ever since TRUDEAU with his Charter of Rights and

ALSOP:
Freedoms but no there’s bin no more rights

CAREY: yep times have definitely changed

ALSOP: it’s all rights no re no responsibilities that’s what it amounts to

CAREY: okay I guess maybe I'1l get you to to tell us about um your role
i

in this what your position was at the time maybe actually

Dennis ALSOP
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go back a bit and get you to tell me about your career where

you worked and and

ALSOP: | well I was ah at at the time of the the raurder of that little girl in
in Clinton I was ah the Corporal in Identification at London
District Headquarters

CAREY: okay

ALSOP: and ah what happened was that 1 wasn’t involved with the case

at all up til that time because it was up in the Goderich area

CAREY: um hmm

ALSOP: and ah it was then retired and now deceased Commissioner
Harold GRAHAM called me up on the phone and asked if I
could help him with this case and I said well what do ya mean
he said well we’ve had this case going for a couple of days and
there was some flying officer said that he saw footprints where
the body was so we just took the photographs and said to the
Jdentification Officer are these footprints and he said no he said
they’re bicycle marks but this ah this um flying officer said
there was footprints and they showed as if a person who made
them had bin using like some pressure in the ground two

indentations and that would be like when he was on top the girl

CAREY: um hmm

Dennis ALSOP
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ALSOP: pushing to make an impression that can could you help me I

said well 'l come up and take a look at these pictures I come
up and ah I look at them and I say well as are there any shoes
l involved well he has his shoes are in the jail and I said well
let’s go and get his shoes and ah so we went over to the jail to
I get his shoes and the jailer said no you can’t take them but you
can make impressions with them in the in the m the jail here so
they brought in a box of ah earth and I took the shoes that were
given to me and made an impression and the minute I made the
impression there was Sergeant ANDERSON then that was
involved with the case he said that’s the same mark I saw at the

scene
CAREY: um hmm

ALSOP: he was quite emphatic they were the same so then Harold
GRAHAM TI’ll call him Harold GRAHAM I won’t call him

l ' Commissioner all the time
. CAREY: um hmm

ALSOP: he says can you do anything for me and I says well I'd have to

take photographs of these impressions

CAREY: um hmm

ALSOP: and I’ll have to take whatever photographs you have taken at

the scene so he says well we’ll get the negatives so he he put a

The following transcript has been prepared for the convenicnce ofthe reader, Please refer to the original format in which the was obtained for ¥.
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call through and got the negatives from it would be Mount

Forest sce
CAREY: um hmm

ALSOP: where the where the Identification Officer was and gave em to
me and of course this is still late at might now we’re talkin
about eh (laugh) cuz I didn’t get up there til the court was just
nearly recessed at five (5) o’clock before 1 before I got there
and so it’s late in the cvening and I got the photographs and 1
says well I have to take them back to my my place and see
what I can do with em well I realized that what I had was
photographs taken not as an Identification Officer would take a
footprint they were just long just held the camera’s hand held

- ALSOP: and photographed the the scene there with her body there and
ah everything else you know and so what I had to do then was
try and match the mark where at the beside the body beside her
leg like

CAREY: um hmm
ALSOP: with the impression of that I’d got from the shoe that I made an

imprint of at the jail and when I started workin on it I realized

that what I was lookin at was not a shoe print but the ribbing of

the shoe on the side

Dennis ALSOP
24Junds
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CAREY: uwm hmm

ALSOP: they were they were a running shoe that had these ribs on the

side
CAREY: yep
ALSOP: and that’s the same mark that [ saw on the earth
CAREY: 1 think in your ah thing you describe as a crepe soled shoe
ALSOP: yes could be a crepe soled shoe but it had a rib oﬁ the side
CAREY: yeah
during the night (laugh) see because I had to be back in the
court the next morning the next day
CAREY: now is that the prelim or the trial
ALSOP: the trial was going on
CAREY: oh the trial was going on okay

ALSQP: the trial was going on but I wasn’t involved with the trial but
Harold wanted to see what I had

CAREY: okay

Dennis ALSOFP
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ALSOP: so I worked on that all all night and brought made up that chart
that you’ve seen the chart

CAREY: um hmm
ALSOP: and I brought it to the court and Harold said wonderful

wonderful he had to show it to the defence lawyer and the

lawyer said 1 won’t have this in um in as evidence at all you

didn’t ask for the correct number of professional witnesses

CAREY: um hmm
ALSOP: and you will be over because 'l have he’ll have to considered
as professional witness
FLEMING: um hmm
ALSOP: and you’ll be over and I I'm not allowing it so it was just for
nothing I think it never got into the court
CAREY: but you took it to and showed the defence before
ALSOP: ah Harold GRAHAM did
CAREY: he did okay
ALSOP: Harold GRAHAM
Dennis ALSOP
24Jun05S
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CAREY: yep
ALSOP: he had to
CAREY: yep
ALSOP: he had to show it to them what was what where I was gonna be

another witness see

CAREY: okay

ALSOP: but the the lawyer the lawyer he eventually became a Judge hey

I just forget his name now

CAREY: Justice DONNELLY

ALSOP: yeah

CAREY: yeah

ALSOP: he was the he was the defence lawyer at the time

CAREY: now you

ALSOP: very smart man

CAREY: you had to show it or Harold GRAHAM had to show this stuff

to the defence lawyer

Dennis ALSOP
24Jun05
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ALSQP: yes
CAREY: back tﬁough back in nineteen fifty-nine (1959) there weren’t
the same rules of disclosure like there are now
ALSOP: no no no but he ah he just thought it was proper to do this hey
CAREY: okay
ALSOP: thought it was proper to do it we’ve got another witness we're
gonna match his shoes with that mark at the scene where where
the body was
CAREY: um hmm
ALSOP: so anyhow that that was the end of it as far as I was concerned
until they had this new case ah what do we call it now he got
CAREY: the Reference the Reference
ALSOP: was it called a Reference it was called something else
CAREY: in nineteen sixty-six (1966)
ALSOP: yeah in the Supreme Court
CAREY: yeah
Dennis ALSOP
24Jun05
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ALSOP: it was called somethin different wasn’t it was it called

Reference no

ALSOP: well I think it was another name tﬁey used then at the time
CAREY: um hmm

l CAREY: they called it a Reference yeah
!

ALSOP: it'd be it would be in some some of your documents

ALSOQOP: until then there immediately when that was gonna happen
Harold GRAHAM says well we’ll be usin those footprints now

' CAREY: 1um hmm

CAREY: um hmm

ALSOP: so that’s when I had to make all the extra charts one (1) for
everyone of the Judges and I had Murray PEER who was then
a the time the Identification Officer

CAREY: um hmm

ALSOP: in ah Forest

CAREY: yeah

ALSOP: ah to assist me
|

Dennis ALSOP
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CAREY:

ALSOP:

CAREY:

ALSOP:

CAREY:

ALSQP:

CAREY;

ALSOP:

CAREY:

ALSOP:

um hmm

and so we made up all made up the same chart all over again
but for nine (9) Judges see and defence and everybody else and
ah and then therefore then I gave that evidence before at that
Reference I gave my evidence ah the defence lawyer at that
time was very noteable defence lawyer too I can’t think of his

name
was Mister MARTIN Arthur MARTIN
Arthur MARTIN yeah MARTIN .

um hmm

ah he didn’t have many questions to ask me about it because
the main question he asked me he said you can’t say that that

shoe made that mark no I can say a shoe similar to that one (1)

um hmm

I know in the meantime what I did was trying to eliminate that
one (1) shoe and I went to different ah places where they sold
shoes ah running shoes

yeah

and | found out it was quite a common shoe

Dennis ALSOP
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yeah

especially up in the Clinton area but all T could say was that ah
that type of shoe made that mark so MARTIN took that and
accepted it

now did you meet with Mister MARTIN before the Reference
like did you go

ah T think ah now and now you’ve asked me a question

um hmm

you’ve asked me a question no I don’t think so cuz the only
person I I met met before before 1 gave the evidence was um
the Crown Attomey

Mister BOWMAN

yeah he was gonna handle the handle the prosecution

okay

um cuz we used to meet in his hotel room

um hmm

l CAREY:
. ALSOP:
l CAREY:
l ALSOP:
l CAREY:
. ALSOP:
I CAREY:
l ALSOP:
l CAREY:
l CAREY:

Dennis ALSOP
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ALSOP:

CAREY:

ALSOP:

CAREY:

ALSQOP:

CAREY:

ALSOP:

CAREY:

ALSOP:

CAREY:

because there wasn’t anything in those days there wasn’t
anything hidden in a sense ah it’s not like today you have to
bend over backwards to give the defence everything

um hmm
but then you could have surprise evidence you might say

yep

but not not too great I mean not not something that where
where they’ll turn around where the defence would turn around
and say I have to have a couple of days to study this new
evidence or something you know that that used to be what
would happen they’d adjowrn the case for for some reason or
another but this particular case ah we weren’t really trying to
hide anything

um hmm

not in that sense no

right

it wasn’t as if it was a big surprise

do you know if the other things that was gonna be presented at

the trial or at the Reference were given to defence beforehand

Dennis ALSOP
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ALSOP:

CAREY:

ALSOP:

CAREY:

ATLSOP:

CAREY:

ALSOP:

CAREY:

ALSOP:

CAREY:

ALSOP:

CAREY:

I think so I’'m not I T wouldn’t know really I couldn’t say yes
because I wouldn’t know I only had that part of it

so you know your stuff was given to the defence

I’m pretty sure it was yeah yeah

okay I have a letter here

um hmm

um it’s dated the twenty-eighth (2 8™) of June nineteen sixty-six
(1966) and it's addressed to H.H. GRAHAM who was the
Assistant Commissioner at the time

um hmm

and it’s signed it says Detective Sergeant ah ALSOP

um hmm

and it just reads re Steven TRUSCOTT case please find
enclosed five (5) copies of the brief that you requested and 1
just

(u/i)

okay do you know what was in those five (5) briefs

Dennis ALSOP
24Jun05
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ALSOP: (pause) no I wasn’t ah I wasn’t ah (pause) it would be all on

this same evidence that I'm gonna give

CAREY: okay would that just be your your

ALSOP: oh yes

CAREY: part of the brief

ALSOP: oh yes oh yes oh yeah just just my part

CAREY: okay so you don’t know if there’s other

ALSOP: because um Hank SAYEAU was the Investigating Officer

CAREY: yep

ALSOQOP: and ah he would be havin to present the brief for the Crown
you might say

CAREY: yep

ALSQOP: now this is just ah this is just the brief that I would give to ah
GRAHAM so he he’s ah so he’d have some idea what I'm

going to say

CAREY: okay

Dennis ALSOP
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ALSOP:

CAREY:

ALSOP:

CAREY:

ALSQP:

CAREY:

AILSOP:

FLEMING:

CAREY:

ALSOP:

CAREY:

FLEMING:

ALSOP:

because it was some time after that first (1) trial that this came

up hey

yeah the trial was in fifty-nine (59) and this was in sixty-six
(66)

that’s right sure

yeah

because of that LEBOURDAIS woman

yeah

causin all the trouble

(laugh)

yeah yeah

now the only thing is that um ah all this evidence that ah I gave

is in the archives at Ottawa

yep

um hmm

because I had to take it there and put it in the archives at
Ottawa

Dennis ALSOP
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CAREY: you took it to the archives at Ottawa
ALSOP: yeah yeah
CAREY: okay
ALSOP: I had to do that yeah
CAREY: okay
ALSQP: yep
FLEMING: what was your normal practice on the on any case when it

came to briefs like you had a different

ALSOP: well at [ was I ended up in C.LB. hey

FLEMING: um hmm

ALSOP: and we made the briefs for the Crown

FLEMING: okay

ALSOP: great big big books like this and then (/i) books like that one

(1) would be like this too see and and so I 1 made briefs but this

here would be more less a report of what I can do

FLEMING: right

Dennis ALSOP
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ALSOP:

CAREY:

ALSOP:

CAREY:

ALSOP:

CAREY:

ALSOP:

. CAREY:

ALSOP:

CAREY:

ALSOP:

CAREY:

ALSOP:

of what I can say

okay

that’s all

and you made five (5) copies

yep

according to that do you know who the five (5) copies would

have bin for

no well one (1) defence I imagine

okay

one (1) Crown ah (pause) one (1) maybe maybe one (1)

Supreme Court Justice

okay

I don’t know you’d have to ask poor Harold GRAHAM for that

yeah

where they went to no but there’s a possibility ah if that brief

was admitted as evidence I don’t think it would be but if if was
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