- 17 -

ition of the hand, but a more active state which would Indicate
something of an indecent nature then of course my wondd previously
empdoyed might well 1ink up, how doubly important therefore that
there should of been action before there is any possibility or
Becuring a conviction, 0 let us go back to the beginning, Here

weé have the speotacle of one DOUCET, admittedly a neurotic of a some-
what nervous temperament and obviously of a confused mentality,
constantly endeavouring to initiat he apparently,
according to his e Sgt JOHNSON
having become qui &t JOHNBON

Was .a pervert of some par Why he should have aonsid~
ered himself to he the person to become the willing viotim ocould

only be known by DOUCET himself, but in reading the evidence

as it is, and it would Appear that the general background Bupporte
the view, that long before he returned, he intended to g0 to bhed

with Sgt JOHNSON and went to Same trouble to have someone in the
vicinity available as a witness. It would Appear that some of the
preliminary plans must have ted him as JOHNSON ust made

up the bed and went to bed and I want the court to note his fact,
that from the time JOHNSON went to bed there is not a single
Buggestion that he said another worl to anybody., Whether he pasased
out or merely went t 8leep 18 not of ocourse in the evidence and

were it not for certain recollections of these two Boldiers today
of the asot of pulation of I ET's penis, the court, I fell
would come to the o« nelusion that JOHNSON went to bed to 8leep
and DOUCET went to bed with the idea that some terrible orime
Was about to be committed on his body., The second apd only other
witness collaborates, DOUCET today in court. From the evidencve
the ocourt may infer, and properly, that the second witness was
brought into the picture by both, if you believe the evidence,

and may well be termed an ace iioo. The court acoepts the test.-
imony of any independant reliable pPerson but soon becomes wary of
any person who might have Somplioity with the crime whether in

its preliminary stage or in the mere mention of the aot and on
receiving the evidence will attach to 1t the reliability and ored-
ibility of the witness, Notice, witness No 2 does ne* ¢

with the 100% willing oomplicity of witnees No 1 but there was

an understanding between the two, whioh brings us back to the
reliability and credibility of the evidence given and whonig cause
the court to come to the conclusion that the evidence of witness
No 2 iw that of an accomplice and they are the Ofly twe Wiinesses
you have. I now go back to the Summary, Reliability and Jye4.
ibility of these two men, I think it is quite olear to tha ourt
that at the time of the taking of the Summary of Evidence veither
of the witnesses made mention of any amctivity on the part of Sgt
JOHNSCON. I would briog to the ettention of the Court that whe
Summary of BEvidence was tak

re together with :o!.nf
ummary of Bvidence and thess two witnesses furuish this
of information, All I can Buggest is that the
of bringing in this additional piece of
the defence completely by surprise,
the most waluable plece of information in the whole case. ¥We do
not have particulars of the cha this oourt,
we rely on what is tnesses,
end SHIELS, wvery car
the defence by surprise or else
gave sevidence om the 21 December 1943 and made up this
Piece of evidence since, lNow when you find evidemce of
type, whioh you are entitled to believe, that hes
out bef back to the relisbif
{ of whom is an
1iabi




