

Attorney Needs to Confirm the DPP’s Statement is Accurate
Attorney General Michael Atkinson needs to confirm the following statement made by the DPP in a radio interview on Monday is accurate. I understand he has received his own copy of the transcript and can therefore read the witness evidence and confirm what was said.

The DPP’s Statement:


“One of the allegations that was made in this case related to one of the particular complainants whose statement was, um, was audio taped I think it was about five o’clock and the evidence was that the police or the investigators arrived at three o’clock so the issue then was: if they arrived at three what were they doing between three and five and a great song and dance was made about this gap in time. In fact the evidence was that the person that they went to see was not there at three o’clock and did not arrive until shortly before the tape was started so it’s one thing to make an allegation about missing time and then raising all the suspicions about what might have happened, but when you look at the evidence and you see, which was unchallenged by the way, that he was not present, it’s hard to imagine how he could be interviewed when he’s not there.”
ABC Radio, Monday 04/08/08

However, the court transcript of this witness makes it clear that the witness confirmed the following in evidence to the court:

1) The two investigators arrived at his home at 3pm – they were punctual
2) The witness was home and opened the door for them – they did not have to wait
3) The investigators interviewed him from 3pm until 4:30pm while the tape recorder was off
4) While the tape recorder was off for that one and a half hours the investigators. and the witness talked about:

a. Issues involving sexual abuse

b. Tom Easling

c. Massages

d. Alcohol – Easling give him alcohol

e. Easling allowing the witness to smoke cigarettes
f. That other boys had made allegations
g. The issue of Kangaroo Island
5) The tape was turned on at 4:30pm and turned off at 5:12pm.
I direct the Attorney’s attention to pages 459 and 460 and again at pages 485 and 486 of the court transcript.

My reading of the transcript shows there appears to be a stark difference in what the witness told the court and the DPP’s public statement.

Can the Attorney tell the public – are the DPP’s comments correct?
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