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1.

No., 1
INDICTMENT

CLERK. Members of the jury, the accused Graham Edwards
alias David Christopher Murray stands indicted for the
following offence. Statement of offence. Murder
contrary to Cormmon Law. The particulars of the offence
being that he, the accused, Graham Edwards alias David
Christopher Murray, on the 1st day of December 1970 in
Roon 1223, Hongkong Hotel, Kowloon, in this Colony,
murdered Ronald silan Coombe, To this indictment he has
pleaded not guilty. It is therefore your charge to say,
having heard the evidence, whether he be guilty or not

guilty.

In the Suprene
Court of Hong

KXong

NOQ 1
Indictment

16th February
197



In the Supreme
Court of Hong
Kong

No. 2
Proceedings

16th March
197

2.

No, 2

PROCEEDINGS

CLERK: Accused, the names that you are about to hear called
are the names of the jurors who are to pass between our
Sovereign Lady the Queen and yourself upon your trial. Ir,
therefore, you wish to object to them or to any of them, you
must do so as they come to the book to be sworn and before
they are sworn and your objection shall be heard. Do you
understand?

ACCUSED: Yes.,
List of jurors finally empanelled:-

Mr. WAN Chak-kwen

Mr. Stephen J. BARVEY -~ Foreman
Miss CHAN So~hing

Mr. PLNG Hau-chiu

Mr. KUO Wei~liang

Mr. LING Ping-kin

Mrs. Jean Margaret AIERS

CLERK: Members of the jury, will you please choose your
Foreman?

Mr. Stephen J. HARVEY -~ Foreman
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No. 3. In the Supreme
Court of Hong
LiU SANG Kong
16th March, 1971.
11.03 a.m. Pros ecution
BEvidence
LiAU SANG =~ s4ffirmed in Punti.
No. 3
XN. BY MR. DUCKETT: Lau Sang
Q. Your name is LLU Sang? 16th March
1971
fie Yes. Examination
Qs ind you are a Police photographer. Is that coxrrect?
Lo That is correct.
Qe 4nd at 1015 hours on the 1st December last year did you
go to the Fong Kong Hotel, Kowloon?
Lo I did.
Q. Did you there take twenty-two photographs of Room 1223
and the surrounding - and the surrounds of the hotel?
Ao Yes, I did.
Qe And did you subsequently develop and enlarge those
photographs?
A That is correct.
Q. Can you look at exhibit P.1?
ie  (Witness looks at exhibit). Yes.
Qe are those the photographs which you just referred to?
Ao Yes, they are.
Q. Do you now produce those?
e Yes I do,
Qe Now, did you on the 3rd of December last year at 1700

hours, go to the Kowloon Police Headquarters?

COURT: I am SOXry ..

Qe

On the 3rd December last year at 1700 hours did you



In the Supreme
Court of Hoag

Kong

Prosecution
Bvidence

No. 3
Lau Sang

16th March
1971

Examination
(continued)

Le

Q.

he

Q.

hie

Qo

he

4.
attend the Kowloon Police Headquarters?
I did.

And you there took five photographs of taxi number
LN-~76287

Yes.
Will you look at exhibit P.27

(Witness looks at exhibit).
photographs.

Yes, these are the

Do you now produce those photographs?

I do.

COURT: Yes?

MR. BERNACCHI: ©No questions, my Lord.

NO XXN. BY MR. BERNACCHI.

COURT: Thank you.

MR. DUCKETT: YUEN Yan-chung.

10
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No. »

YUEN YAN CHUNG

YUEN YAW CHUNG -~ Sworn in Punti.

XN. BY MR. DUCKETT:

You are a police photographer?

Stationed at the Criminal Records Office?

it 9440 hours on the 2nd December did you go to the

ind under the direction of Dr. LEE Fook-kay did you take.
eight photographs of a deceased Buropean male?

Would you have a look at exhibit P.37

(Witness looks at exhibit). Yes. these are the

Do you now produce those photographs?

Mr. Yuen, who was present when you took these photographs?

There was Dr. LEE Fook-kay and also some workers at the

I sees VWere any of the police present or not?

There were, but I did not pay any particular attention to
them, I did not know who they were.

Qe Your full nane?
A, YUEN Yan-chung.
Q.
fe  Correct.
Q.
e Yes,
Q.
Kowloon Public Mortuary?
Les T did.
Qe
Le I did.
Q.
A
photographs.
Qe
hAe Yes, I do.
X7, BY MR, BERNLCCHIS
Q.
e
mortuary.
Q.
e
Qe I see. Thank you.

In the Supreme
Court of Hong
Kong

Prosecution
Evidence

No. 4
Yuen Yan Chung

Examination

Cross
Examination



In the Supreme
Court of Hong
Kong

Prosecution
BEvidence

No. 4

Yuen Yan Chung
Cross
Examination
(continued)

6o

NO. REXN., BY Mk, DUCKETT.

COURT: Yes, thank you.

MR. DUCKETT:

LI Kwok~cheong.
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No. 5. In the Supreme
Court of Hong
LI XWOK CEEONG Xong
LI KWOK CHEONG ~ Affirmed in Punti.
Prosecution
X, BY MR, DUCKETT: Evidence
Qe Your full name?
No. 5
Ae LI  Kwok-cheong. Li Xwok Cheong
Q. ind you are a surveying assistant with the Public Works Examination
Departnent?
he Yes.

Q. On the - under the instructions of Inspector WU Chi-neng
did you go to the Hong Kong Hotel?

L. I did.

Qe Did you there make a plan of the hotel and the area
around it?

J.,Lo I dido

G, Have a look at exhibit P.4. (Witness looks at exhibit).
Is that the plan that you made?

L Yes.,

Qe Do you now produce that plan with twelve copies?

A. Yes I do.

COURT: Is it to scale?

A, Yes, ny Lord, it is.

COURT: What is the scale?

4e  There were different scales used. (Witness indicates on
plan). For this part of the plan the scale was one inch
to four feet. For this particular part the scale was one
inch to two hundred feet.

COURT: Is it marked on the plan?

he Yes, my Lord, and for the rest the scale was one inch to
fifty feet.

COURT: Yes.
MR. BERNACCHI: No questions, my Loxrd.
NO XXN, BY MR. BERFACCHI.

COURT: Thank you.



In the Supreme
Court of Hong
Keng

Prosecution
Evidence

No. 6
Cho Chi Kau

Examination

8.
No. 6.

CHO CHI KiU

CHO CHI KAU ~ Affirmed in Punti.

XN, BY MK. DUCKETT:

Q.
Lie
Q.

A

What is your name?
Peter Cho.
Where do you live?

I live at No, 652, 11th floor, Nathan Road, Mongkok,
Kowloon.

Ind what is your occupation?
I am an assistant manager of a tailor's shop.
Where is that tailor's shop?

The tailor's shop is situated at the cockloft of
Noe.54, Carnarvon Road, Kowloon.

COURT: What is the name of the shop?

b

Qe

lie
Qe
he
Q.
Ao

Q.

Qe
fie
Qe

b

Lee's Tailor.

Do you remember the evening of the 27th November last
year?

Yes, I do.

Where were you?

I was at Kai Tak Airport.

What time did you go there?

I arrived there towards evening at about 4 or 5 p.n.
Why were you there?

Because my duty was to contact the P.R.Os of hotels and
my purpose was to solicit business.

For your tailoring, is that right?
Correct.
Now, did you meet -~ see anyone in particular there?

At about 5 to 6 pem. I gsaw one person.

10
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Qe Who was that? In the Supreme
Court of Hong
L., This one. (Witness points to accused). Kong
Q. Yes. Did you speak to him?
Prosecution
COURT: Where did you see him? Where? Evidence
Lo I saw hin at the arrival hall of the airport. No. €
COURT: Yes. Cho Chi Xau
Q. VWas he alone or did he have people with him? ?:2ﬁigstig?

b He was alone,

Q. ind did you speak to him?

fe I did

Q. You spoke to him in English, is that right?

he Yes,

Q. ind what took place?

Le  You mean what took place during our conversation?

Q. You spoke to nim, yes.

COURT: I am sorry to interrupt, but may we get it quite clear?
You saw him at the arrival hall: I do not know whether that
means he was an incoming or outgoing passenger, or he was

waiting there to meet people or what. You had better find out.

Q. Are you able to tell us whether the accused was arriving or
departing at Tai Tak?

A He was arriving at Kai Tak,
Qe and how are you able to tell us that?

ha Because he vas carrying his belongings and entering through
the gateway of the arrival hall.

COURT: Yes.

Qe I seec. Now, what did you speak to him about?

L I asked him if he had any hotel reservation. He said,
"Yes®, I asked him, "Which hotel?", and he said, "Sun Ya

Hotellh, I said that the P.R.0. of Sun Ya Hotel was at
that time absent



In the Supreme
Court of Hong

Kong

Prosecution
Evidence

No. 6
Cho Chi Kau

Examination
(Continued)

Qe

b

Q.
ke
Qe
Ao
Q.
Lo

Qe

A‘Lo

Q.

Lia

Qe

L.

Qs

Qe
L,
Qe

jl..

Qo

A

10,
Yes.,
I asked him if he needed my service, identifying myself
to him as a tailor, and said that I could arrange
transport for him to get to the hotel.
Did you arrange that transport?
Yes, I did,
Did you go with the accused or did you stay at Kai Tak?
I went together with the accused.
Where did you go?
Well, in my car I asked the accused whether he needed 10
help and service in connection with money exchange, and
he said he wanted to have some money changed, and
accordingly I went with him in the car to our shop first.
ind what took place in the shop?
I helped him in changing #40 Australian money inta Heng
Kong dollars. Lt the same time I asked him whether he
wanted to make any clothes, and if he did he could see
some of the material we had,
Eow many Hong Kong dollars did you give him, witness?

#6.70 cents Hong Kong for one iustralian dollar. 20

Yes. You gave him about two hundred and forty or two
hundred and fifty dollars, is that right?

Yes.

Yes, and you discussed tailoring with the accused. Did
he do any business with you?

No, He said he was very tired that night and said that
he would talk about it some other day.

Yes?

Ind then I accompanied him to the hotel.

To the +.. 30
I did not go to the Sun Ya Hotel myself. I merely

instructed the driver to drive the accused to Sun Ya
Hotel.

What was the next that you heard of the accused?

On another day he telephoned me at my shop and asked ne
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to go and mect him in his room in Sun Ya Hotel. In the Supreme
Court of Hong

Qe How soon was that after he had been to your shop in the Kong
evening? Can you tell us?

fee That was the following morning. Prosecution
Evidence
Qe Yes, Lt about what time, can you remember?

hie  Between 10 and 12 a.m. No. 6

Qe Yes, and did you go to the Sun Ya Hotel? Cho Chi Kau
Examination

4e I did. (continued)

Q. And you saw the accused there. Is that right?
1’&. YeS [ ]
Qe Where did you see him?

Ao I saw him in room number 715 Sun Ya Hotel, with the
accused leaning on his bed.

Q. Was there anyone else present?

1&. NO.

Qe Would you tell us what was said on this occasion?

ke When I first received the telephone call from him I thought
he was going to patronise me and make some clothes, but
when I arrived there the first thing he did was to invite
e to a bottle of beer in his room.

Qe Did you have soue drink?

Fi) Yes I did.

Q,o YeS?

fie  Well, on the evening before he had told me that his boss was
sending sone noney as he did not have enough money, so
after oy arrival at Sun Ya Hotel I asked him if his boss
had sent him some rLioney.

COURT: Will you just repeat that? "On the previous .."

ie On the previous evening the accused told rie that he did not
have enough money with him and that his boss was going to
send hin some noney.

COURT: Yes,

Ao On nmy arrival at Sun Ya the next morning I asked the accused



In the Supreme
Court of Hong
Kong

Prosecution
BEvidence

No., 6
Cho Chi ¥Kau

Exanination
(continued)

12.

if he had received any money from his boss. He said
"No". I then suggested that he should check with the
reception to find out if there was any mail or any
money from his boss. He checked with the reception,
but there was no money. He then asked me about
conditions in - of hotels in Hong Kong. He then stood
up, drew the curtains open and asked me whether windows
of hotels in Hong Kong were similar to the one in Sun
Ya Hotel.

Q. Yes?

A, I said that there was definately a difference between
windows of the Hong Kong Hotel and those of Sun Ya
because Hong Kong Fotel is a first-class hotel, whereas
the Sun Ya Hotel is merely a cheap hotel. I also said
that if one wanted - one wished to open the window of
the Hong Kong Hotel one must first ask the room boy.

Lt this time he showed me 4.4

COURT: Why did you pick upon the Hong Kong Hotel? Why did
you mention the Hong Kong Hotel?

A. Because he asked me about the conditions of the Hong
Kong Hotel.

COURT: Who first mentioned Hong Kong Hotel?
e The accused person, my Lord.
COURT: I see. Yes, you were going on to say?

L, He then showed me an article which could be used for
opening windows.

Qe Did he say that, or how did you know what it was?

Lo He said ~ he showed it to me and said that it could be
used for opening windows.

Qs Yes. What did you say?

A, Well, I had told him earlier on that it was not so easy
to open windows of the Hong Kong Hotel without first
asking the room boy. I felt rather strange about his
conversation because my purpose was - in visiting him
was for business.

Qe What sort of thing did he show you? Could you describe
it to us?

4L. He told me that it could be used for opening windows,
It was a small piece of article, possibly glass-~cutter.

Q. Have a look at this object. (Witness looks). Is that

10
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13.
similar or is that the object? Can you tell us?
fie This was the object.
COURT: May I see it? (Court looks at object.)
MH. DUCKETT: Previously P.14.

COURT: Well, if you are going to put it in now we shall have
to put it in as exhibit P.4. You can mark it now
for identification.

MR. DUCKEIT: Yes.

COURT: Mark it for identification.
CLERK: Marked 'i' for identification.
Q. How what further was said?

Lie Well, I became rather surprised and I asked him for the
reason why he had in his possession such an object.
He said that he had been following a fellow employee of
his all the way from Singapore to Hong Kong. le said
that that fellow employee had stolen from his employer
one contract and some Jewellery consisting of unset
diamonds. e then said that the purpose of his coming
to Hong Kong was to recover these stolen goods,

COURT: Uncut diamonds?
INTERPRETER: Unset.
COURT: TUnset.

fe He also said that the other person was taller and of a
bigger stature than he. He also said that that person
was one who trusted nobody and for that reason he could
not have hidden the contract or the jewellery in the
safe deposit box of the hotel or in any other place
which could be easily discovered. de said that for that
reason he wanted to go into the Hong XKong Hotel secretly
and steal back those objects. I told him that it was
wrong for him to do such a thing, especially as the Tsim
Sha Tsui Police Station is just opposite the Hong Kong
Hotel. I suggested that the best way for him would be
to go to the Tsim Sha Tsui Police Station and make a
report to the police. However, he replied that he did
not want to take such a course.

Qe Did he say where he was going?

Lis He did not, but in -~ whilst we were in the room he did
ask me if it was possible to get some weapon in Hong Kong.

In the Supreme
Court of Hong

Kong

Prosecution
Bvidence

No. 6
Cho Chi Kau

Exanination
(continued)



In the Supreme
Court of Hong
Kong

Prosecution-
Evidence

No., 6
Cho Chi: Kau

Examination
(continued)

Qe

Do

Qe

.[Lo

Q.

L,

Qe

Lie

Qe

lie

14.
Yes?

I asked him what sort of weapon. He said it would be
best if he could get a pistol. If he could not get one
then his second choice would be a knife. I then said
that under the laws of Hong Kong one could not purchase
a pistol without a licence, and I also said that it
would also not be so easy to purchase a knife., Well,
I knew from the nature of his conversation that there
was not much hope for me getting business from the
accused and accordingly I tried to back out. I told
him that I would try and see if I could get the weapon
for him from the black market, My purpose in saying
this was just to get out.

Did he tell you where he was going in the Hong Kong
Hotel, or was it just a conversation about the Hong
Kong Hotel?

He did mention room number 1223 of the Hong Xong Hotel,
He also told me that once he had stolen the Jjewellery
he could get an open ticket and leave Hong Kong
immediately.

Did he say where he was going after Hong Kong?
No,
So you then left the accused's room. Is that right?

Correct. Well, whilst I was still in the room I asked
him how much the jewellery was worth and he said about
one hundred thousand dollars, Hong Kong. He said that
his fellow employee would not be so foolish as to sell
the jewellery in Hong Kong, and that in all probgbility
he would go and sell it in Paris where he could get the

~highest bidder.

iLpproximately how long did this conversation with the
accused last?

The conversation lasted about 30 to 45 minutes.

Did you make any attempt to get the weapons that the
accused spoke of?

My purpose in telling him that I was going to make some
enquiries for him was just to get out of the room. I
did not make any enquiries for him, in fact.

Have you spoken with the accused after this?

Subsequently I did not look for him, but he telephoned
me and looked for me.

10
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Did you speak to him?
Yes I did.
Was anything more said about these matters?
He again asked me about the weapon. I said that I was
still txrying to get it for him and had been unsuccessful
so far.
This was in a telephone conversation, is that right?

That is correct.

And on the Tth December last year did you go to the
Queen Elizabeth Hospital?

I did.

ind you there took part in an identification parade?
Is that correct?

Yes I did.

And you there identified the accused as the person that
you had these conversations with?

Yes.

COURT: Yes, Mr. Bernacchi.

XXN. BY Mil., BERI.CCHI:

Qo

Mr. Cho, what were you in fact doing at Kaitak sirport
on the evening that you met Edwards - met the accused?

My duty was to make contacts in the airport and get
business,

COURT: You were touting for business?

.L.'x. )

Qe

.l.'L .

Q.

Yes, you can put it this way, but my main duty was to
contact the P.H,0,

Contact the P.i1.0. Why was that?

Because the P.R.0Os of the hotels arrange transport for
the customers ~ for those who come to Hong iong, and if
we are on good ternms with the P.LR.0Os then we will be
able to get the names of those who stay in the hotels
and contact thean for business.

For what type of business?

Tailoring; Kuropean style tailoring.

In the Supreme
Court of Hong
Kong

Prosecution
Bvidence

No. 6
Cho Chi Kau

Examination
(continued)

Cross
Bxamination



In the Suprene
Court of Hong

Kong

Prosecution
Evidence

No. 6 .
Cho Chi Kau

Cross
Exaonination
(continued)

Lie
Qe

ile

Ae

Qo

Ao

Q.

Lie

Qo

Q.

Lo

Q.

Qe

16.
Only tailoring?
Only tailoring.
You came up to the accused, did you not?
Yes.
4t Kai Tak?
Yes.
Well, why was that, then?

Well, I saw him holding his luggage and look around in
different directions, so I went up and spoke to him.

Saw him holding his luggage and looking around in 10
different directions and you spoke to him about
tailoring?

No.

Is the true reason that you are the type of man that

has many contacts, so that when you asked him sort of,

"what are you doing here; can I do anything for you?"

- if he wanted a hotel you could introduce him to a

hotel, if he wanted sex you could introduce him to sex,

if he wanted a tailor you could introduce him to a

tailor's shop, ete? 20

No.

Just you spoke to him because he was looking lost and
you spoke to him because you wanted to gain business
for your tailor's shop? That is your evidence?

Yes,

Do you by any chance have a line in jewellery?

No.

Absolutely and entirely tailoring and nothing else?

Correct.

Do you know any of the police?
course.

Before this case, of 50

No.

Police Force names, do they mean anything to you or
not? For instance, Superintendent Harris, do you know
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dre

Qe

iLe

Q.

.
ire
Qe

Lo

Q.

La

17.

the name of Superintendent Harris or not? In the Supreme
Court of Hong

I don't Kong

You say that it is your - in effect one of your jobs to

keep on good terms with the P.R.O? Prosecution
Evidence

Yes.

Is it also one of your jobs to keep on good terms with No. 6

the police? Cho Chi Kau

This is not neccssary. Cross o
Exanination

You say ~ you have given the room number in the Sun Ya (continued)

Hotel. You have given in evidence the roon number of
a rooin in the Sun Ya Hotel?

Yes,
Who susgested to you to actually specify that room number?

Well, the accused telephoned me and asked ne to go up to
room number 715,

Inyhow, the room number is wrong. If you went up to
see the accused in roon 125, it was not the accused you
Saw,

No, room T15.

M. DUCKETT: Ilie said T15.

COURT: 715.

Qe

A.o

Qe
Qe
IL.

Qe

But the accused was in room 721,

This happened a long time ago, several months ago. I am
not a professional court witness; I have to think
prinarily of my own living, my job, and I cannot keep on
memorising all these things.

So why was it that you said a room number at all?

To my recollection it secmed as if it was T715.

Did anyone suggest o..

inyway, I remember that the room was on the 7th floor.

Did anyone suggest to you to give the room number in your
evidence?

No,
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Q.
Le
Qe
L

Qe

Ao

Q.

L.

Qe

k.

Q.

Ao

Q.

Ao

Q.

Ao

Qe

fe
Qe

i‘x .

18.
Presunably the police originally found you?
It was I who telephoned the police.
I see. When was that?
On the afternoon of the -~ of that honicide case,
I see. You telephoned the police on the afternoon
and said that you had certain inforwmation which could
be important?

Yes.

ind 4id you come along to the police station or did a
detective come to see you? 10

I nade a telephone call and I was instructed to go to
the Yaumati Police Station. Subsequently I went to
the Tsim Sha Tsui Police Station.

ind T ask you again: did you know any of the police
officers! names before this case?

Well, I know the names of soue of the police officers.
I am not familiar with these names, of course. I
have only learnt these names from newspapers,

I see. Names of some police officers who have
anything to do with you in your business? 20

Nothing to do with my business, Officers of the Police
Force have absolutely nothing to do with our business.

Well, now, you remember that at one stage you said that
the accused showed you an object, in effect, used for
ovening windows? Those were your words.

Yes.

Then when Crown Counsel asked you to describe the
object, you said "ho chi", that is "very nearly", and
then you said in English, "a glass~cutter".

Because the accused had told me that it could be used 30
for cutting windows and opening windows.

Do you remember that you said "ho chi" in Chinese and
then "glass~cutter" in English? Yes or no.

Yes I do.
Do you not know the word for glass-cutter in Chinese?

Sometimes it is very difficult to translate.
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30

19.

Qe Do you know the word for glass-cutter in Chinese or not? In the Supreme
‘ Court of Eong
' I do not. Kong
Q. 4ind at what stage did you know the English word?
' Prosecution
fe Well, I first of all must have learnt it in school, and Evidence
sceondly, in the course of daily life we always cole
across things like this, and naturally we know the nanes. p
No,
Qe ?ou,‘a tailoring assistagt, come across a glass-cutter Cho Chi Kau
in the course of your daily life?
Cross
Le  Well, a person should know as many things as he can; Lxanination
his knowledge nust be many sided. If ny knowledge is (continued)

confined only to tailoring, then I won't be able to make
a living, once I leave the tailoring business.

Qs I sugzest to you, Mr. Cho, that you knew the name of this
object only in the course of this case - the English nane.

fue Yes.

Qe Only the namc. In other words, you learnt it from
soizebody as a result of being involved in this case?

ie The accused, whilst in the roon, told wme that this object
vas used for cutting window, and it was for this reason
that I know this word, glass-cutter.

Qe 4re you saying now that the accused told you that it was
a glass=cutter?

iLe No, he did not, but he did tell me that it was used for
opening window.

Qe ind thercefore immediately you thought of glass~-cutter?
Is that your evidence?

Lo I knew that he was, in fact, referring to a glass-cutter.
COUXT: I suppose at some stage in these proceedings before the
case came to Court before the learned Megistrate, were

you shown this object?

ie Yes, ny Lord.,

COURYT: Do you remember by whom? Well, was it by a BEuropean
or Chinese?

fie 4 Buropean.

COURT: ind did he describe the object, or did he give a nane
to the object?

fie No, he did not give a name, nor did I ask him. le merely
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20.

showed me this object and asked me whether it looked
like the one shown to me by the accused.

COURT: What do you mean? VWhere did you first hear the

Q-o

Qe

i

word 'glass-cutter!? Where did you get the word
"rlass~cutter" from? You say the accused told you
that this was an object for cutting windows. VWhere
did you hear the word "glass-cutter" from?

Well, the accused said that it was used for cutting
and opening glass so it follows that logically that it
must be called a glass~cutter.

You see, I suggest to you that for reasons known only
to yourself, you are reluctant to say that this name
"glass—-cutter" has been given to you by one of the
members of the Police Force.

This is definitely not the case because I reminded the
police when they were searching the room to look for
this particular object, because during the search the
police overlooked this object.

I sece, So you were there during the scarch, were you?
No.
Oh, so they went back afterwards?

No. I mentioned this objcct in thc course of giving
a statement to the police, and then the officer who was
taking my statement said, "Oh, there is one more thing
in that room."

You said in evidence the police had overlooked this
glass~cutter. Did you mean by that -~ did you mean by
that that the police had to go back to the room to
search again? ind do not smile at ne.

That is a matter for the police, I do not know, but in
the course of giving a statement to the police I did
mention this object.

COURT: In your first statement or in a subscquent

Q.

fie

statement?

No formal statement had been taken at that tiue. I
first went to the Yaumati Police Station and then
subsequently to the Tsimshatsui Police Station.

There I had a talk with some policemen and a sergeant
asked me about this,

To his Lordship just now you said that a European
police officer showed you this object.

That was shown to me, yes. When I wes giving a

10
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Qe

lie

Qe

fie

Qe

ixe

Qe

he

b

J.'Lo

Qe

Q,-

o

Lo

21,

statement he showed it to me and asked me if that was In the Suprene
the object. Court of Hong
Xong

Now you say thet a sergeant asked you about it,.

No statement was taken when I was at the Tsimshatsui Prosecution
Police Station, but on my arrival there I net a Evidence
sergeant and he spoke to me about this case. I told
hirt what had happened about this case and on the

follovwing day I gave a formal statement to a European No. 6
police officer and that police officer shiowed me this Cho Chi Kau
glass cutter.

Cross
If in the course of this trial it comes out that this Examination
glass cutter is used for cutting thin glass in a (continued)

laboratory not for cutting heavy glass windows, what
have you to say about that?

I don't know about this. I an merely relating to this
court what the accused had said to ne.

Would I he right in fact in saying that your work
necessitates you keeping on good terms always with the
police?

This is not ny duty.

Do you in fact nmake a practice of keeping on good terms
with the police?

By police, which one do you mean? Which persons do you
mean?

answer the Question please. With anybody in the Police
Force,

This is nothing to do with ne.

Do you in fact make a practice of keeping on good terms
with the police in general or with any particular persons
in the police?

No, this is definitely not the case with me.

Wos the position in the informal conversation which you
had with the sergeant that the sergeant porhaps said
"This instrument, this object was found amongst the
accused'!s belongings., Would you care to give soie
evidence linking up this with your interview?®

Yo.

You sece, I put it to you that in fact this particular
object was never nentioned in the conversation.

But I told the sergeant everything that happened,
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22,
including the glass cutter,

Qe Would I be right in saying that you leant over
backwards to be helpful to the police in your
information to the sergeant?

Le Well I told the sergeant truthfully all thet I saw
happen.

Qe You see, I suggest to you that your version in the
witness box is a gross exaggeration of the conversation
that you had with the accused on that morning.

4. There is no exaggeration of any kind. I an nmerely 10
recounting the facts.

Q. I put it to you that he never, for instance, mentioned
a knife. i knife was never mentioned in the
conversation at all.

ILQ - He dido

Q. find as for a pistol, yes, a pistol was mentioned. I
have not asked you a question yet, I have just made a
statenment. A pistol was mentioned, I azree. But it
was mentioned not in the way you say. It was mentioned
in this way, that in the course of conversation the 20
accused Jjokingly asked you how ruch would a pistol cost
on the black market and you told him about g3,000. Is
that right?

A.n YeS 3

COURT: Well you say "yes"., VWhat is put to you is that the
accused jokingly asked you how ruch a pistol would cost.

MiR. BERNACCHI: On the black market.

COURT: On the black market. Did you form the impression
that it was put to you as a joke?

Ao I wasn't really paying too much concentration on the 30
words said by the accused because I was chiefly
concerned with getting business from the accused.

Qe  Thank you. Thank you. You said that you met Edwards
between 5,00 and 6,00 p.m. on, I think it was on the
27th.

fie Towards evening,

Qe You said in chief between 5.00 and 6.00 p.nm.

Lie Yes, at evening time, that was evening.
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Qe ind if the evidence is that his plane arrived at 7.00 In the Suprcme
Dema? Court of Hong
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.[Lo

Q.

fie

Kong
7.00 pema is also evening.

Well why did you say between 5 and 67 Prosecution
Evidence

I said towards evening. Round about 5.00 or 6.00 p.o.

COURT: IHe said 5.00 to 6,00 p.n. quite clearly. No. 6

Ge

lie

Qe

Q.

die

Qe

L.

Q-o

iie

i K
ind you cannot at the tine have considered the Cho Chi Kau

conversation very significant otherwise you would have Cross

gone to the police straight away. Exanination
(continued)

Well if I took his words seriously and reported the

natter to the police, of course this would be of great

help to the police, but on the otherhand if I just

nake a report and should it turn out that he did not

nean vhat he said, then I would have done something

anounting to wasting the police time, interfering with

the police in the course of their duties.

Couiing back to your own impression of the conversation
that norning, I put it to you that as a law abiding
citizen if you had had the impression that the
conversation was significant and suggested that a crime
would be committed, then you would have reported to the
police.

If I did make a report to the police nothing would
happen if 2 crime could eventually be prevented, but if
all this was not serious then I would get myself into
trouble.

I also put it to you that another elaboration is all
this evidence about you suggested to the accused
himself reporting to the police. That was never even
suggested.

I did,

md I grain suggest to you that your presence at Kaitak
Lirport was not merely in connection with any tailoring
business, it was in connection with general facilities
offered by your type of men to tourists.

I went there solely for business purposes, I am a
peid employce of Lee's Tailor.

How 1wuch nmoney 4o you zet from this particular tailor's
shop?

600 to FT700 per nonth.



In the Suprene
Court of Hong
Kong

Prosecution
Bvidence

No. 7
Robert John Moore

Examination

26.

Noe._ 7.
ROBERT JOHN MOORE

Robert Jokn MOORE. Sworn.

XN, BY MR. DUCKETT:

Q.
Lo
Q.
L
Q.
A
Q.
A.

Qe

A.

Q.

Ao
fie
Lo

Qe

Al

Qe

g

Qe

Qm

What is your full name, Mr. Moore?
Robert John Moore.

Where do you live?

In Hong Kong.

What address?

Sea View Guest House, Chungking Mansions.
And what is your occupation?

I an a piano, a pianist entertainer.

And in November last year were you employed as a
pianist at the Pier One Bar ncar the Occan Tcrninal?

Right.

Now on the 30th Noveuwber last ycar in the evening do
you renenber someone coming into the Pier One Box?

I made a statement. Could I check against that?

No, you have to tell us what you can renmernber.

I cannot renember the date.

You cannot remember the date, I see. Someone cane
into the Pier One Bar. Now can you tell us, would you
recognise that person if you saw then again?

Yes.

Can you tell us anything about them. Were they
Chinese or European or Indian?

Buropean.

Would you have a look around the court? Do you see
the person you have referred to?

That!s himn.

The accused. Now when was it -~ at what time of the

10

20

30
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A.o

Q,o

27

evening did this pcrson come into your bar? In the Suprene
Court of Hong
isbout - after ny first set. That would be about 9. Kong
What do you nean "after my first set"? What does that
siean? Prosccution
' Bvidence

I start and I uscd to work there, I played for so long
and it was during ny first brezk.

No. 7
o , —_ . A . o
You played a set of music, is that right? Robert John Moore
tes: Examination
ind you said it waes at the end of this you saw the (continued)
accuscd,
Itight.

and did you speak to hin?
Yes.

ind what sort of conversetion was it? Was it on any
particular subject?

COURT: Had you ever seen hin before?

I.Lo

Qo

i

Q.

A.

Q,o

.[Lo

No.

What was the conversation about in generel terms?

Well he took me for an justralian, althouszh I am a New
Zealander, and we were talking about generally how it was
good to see another Lustralian in Hong Kong and we just
talked zbout entertaining generally and whether I knew

any people in the same business in Perth where he cane
from,

Was the accused carrying anything on this occasion?

He had a satchel thing, I think you call it.

Was this nmentioned at any tine?

Well it was in the bar there and just in conversation I
just said "What heve you got in there?", and that was
about it.

Yes, ond what did the accused say?

Well nothing, It was just snall talk.

He said nothing. ind how long did this conversation take?
fpproxinately.,

kbout, I suppose, 15 to 20 minutes. Around that, naybe a
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28,
little longer.
Q. Did he than leave the bar or did you see what he 4id?

A Well I had a break. That was the end of the break, so
I had to go back and play again. So I did not notice
hin actually and then as he was leaving we just waved.

Q. Have you seen him since that occasion?
AL In court.

Q. Yes, But apart from - You didn't see him at the Pier
One Bar after this neeting, is that right?

A. Not that I remember. 10

Qs There was some publicity given to this case in the
newspapers. You recall that do you? Now in relation
to your meeting with the accused are you able to tell
us whether this was before or after this publicity in
the paper? Are you able to tell us anything in
relation to that?

Ae No. I read the story in The Star the next day and it
didn't ring a bell until --

Qe You said you read a story in The Star the next day.
The next day from what? 20

i ifter I met - Well -I thought -~ there was this thing
about - there was a picture in The Star and they said
that sonebody had been killed in the Hongkong Hotel and
I thought wow, it's pretty close to where I work, and
that's all.

Q. That was the day after you spoke to the accused.

COURT: Do you attach any iuportance to what he has described
as the satchel? Do you want him to describe it?

Q. If your Lordship pleases. Can you tell us anything
about the satchel the accused was carrying? 30

COURT: Colour or anything about it. Especially size.

L. 4 black one. . That is about all I can remember. i
black plastic -~ wait a ninute, I cannot be sure it was
plastic, but it is the sort of thing that is very
comnon amongst students.

XXN. BY MR. BERNACCHI:

Qe Mr. Moore, did you get the impression during your
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29-

conversation that the accused was himself in the
entertainnent business in Perth?

Yes, I did, because he knew people that I knew were
entertainers which would be rather unlikely outside.

Tell me, how did you cone to give evidence here? In
other words, did you approach the police, did the
police approach you?

They carie into the bar a couple of days later and said -
well they asked ne practically the same questions, had I
net sonebody, and so on and so forth.

ind then they asked you, presuisbly, to make a statenent.

Right.

COURT: Thank you.

M. DUCKETLT: DMey this witness be released?

COUKT: Yes, certainly.

i, DUCKEIT: LO Wing-hon¢g, who is No. 7 on your Lordship's

list.

In the Suprene
Court of Xong
Kong;
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Robert John Moore

Cross
Exenination
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No. 8,

LO WING~IIONG

L0 Wing-hong. Affirmed in Punti.

XN. BY MR. DUCKETT:

Qe
he
Q.
b
Q.
Ae

Qe

die

Q.

Lie
Qe
he
Qe

Ao

Qe

Ao

Qe

tie

Qe

What is your name?

L0 Wing~hong.

ind where do you live?

No., 126 Austin Road, ground floor, Kowloon.

What is your occupation?

I an the No. 1 room boy, Hongkong lotel. 10

That means you are in charge of other room boys, is
that right?

Yes .

ind towards the end of Noveuber last year were you
responsible for the east wing of the 12th floor of the
Hongkong Hotel?

Yes,

Now on the 28th November at about 6 o'clock did
soneone cone and make an enquiry of you?

Yes . 20
Do you renember the appearance of this person?
Yes.

Do you see hin in court today?
in court today?

Do you see the person

Yes, I do.

Would you indicate that person?

(Witness points at accused)

Now when this person came on the 28th November what was
said?

Lt 6.00 p.ris on the 28th Novenber he cane and asked me 30
where was roon No. 1223 on the 12th floor.

inc what did you say?

I pointed to the corridor where the xrooir is.
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Qe

lie

Qe

iie

Qe

be

Qo

Lo
Qe
lie
Q.
Ao
Qe
A
Q.

ile

Qe

31.
and what did the accused do?
He went there and knocked at the door himself.
ind then?

I don't know what happened because I did not follow hin
to the room,

Did you see hin? You saw hin knocking at the door, is

that right?

Yes, I did,

What took place after that, do you know?

Nothing because no-one answered the door.

So what did the accused do?

He went to the 1ift to zo down.

He appcared to leave the 12th floor, is that right?
Yes.

Now the following day, on the 29th November at about
4.30 in the afternoon did you go to roonm 12237

I did.

Did you knock at the door?

Yes, I did,

What happened then?

No-one answered the door.

what did you do?

I used ny own key to open the door.
Yes.

I went in togethcr with another hotel boy.
door I saw the accused inside the roon.

Was there anybody else in the roon with the accused?
No, he was by himself.

What did you say?

I askcd hin viether he was the person who had booked the

roo0ile

On opening; the
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Exanination
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Qe

A

Qe
fie

Qe

Q.

Ji

Qe

A,o

Q.

Lo

Qe

A.o

Qe

A.

Q.

Q.

324
Yes.

He said no, He said that he was there looking for
sorieocne,

Yes.

I then said "Sorry for disturbing you" and I closed
the doox.

Where did you go?

I then went back to the counter where I telephoned
the office downstairs.

Who did you speak to on the telephone? 10
I spoke to our head housckeepex.

Well a few ninutes later did you return te room 1223%

I 4id not go in there alone. I had to wait at the

counter for the house-keeper and also the nanager to

COmE Upe. We all went in together.

What are the nanes of these persons that went with you?

The housckeeper is Mr., fuyeung XKai, and the manager is
Mr. Zimmermann. -

Did you go into room 1223 with these persons?

No. I went with the other two and at first I knocked 20
on the door. No-one answered the door, so I used the

key to open the door. The nanaser went in to speak

with the accused.

What about the housekeeper?

No. Ve left this matter to the nanager and both the
housekeeper and nyself returned to the counter,

Shortly after this what did you see?

About 5 minutes later the accuscd and the nanager left

the room and went down. 'They left the 12th flcor and

I don't know where they subsequently went, 30
You told us that was on the 29th Novewmber. On the

evening of the 30th Noveuwber were you on duty at about

a quarter to 1172

Yes, I was.
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Qe ind who did you see on thot occasion?

e I again saw the accused.

Q. Was he coarrying anything?

iie He was carrying a dark briefcase and he was pressing the
briefcase with both hands azainst his chest in this way
and walking.

Qe Where did he go to?

A He cane fron: the west wing to our east wing and then
turned in order to enter No. 1223.

Qe So he turned in the direction of room 12237

fie Correct.

Qe Did you see hinm after he turned?

fie I did not lmow what happened after he turned because I
was at the counter all the tine. I could see hin when
he wes walking towards me, but after he had walked pest
ne I did not see hin again.

Qe A few ninutes later what did you see?

I 4 few minutes later the accused walked past me behind ne.

Q. From what direction?

iie Fron the éirection of room 1223.

Qe Where did he go to?

ive He went to the 1lift.

Qe Did you nctiec anything about the accused when you saw
hin this tine?

die I noticed that he no longer had the briefcase with him.

Qe Vhat did you do?

ie  He went into the 1ift, but I wes rather curious because
he no longer had his briefcase, so I went to the roon to
push the door and see if I could get in.

COURT: What room?

fe Not any particular rooii,. There were 10-0dd roons along

33,

the corridor and I pushed the door of every roon to see
if he had left the briefcase inside, but all the roons
were locked.

In the Suprene
Court of Hong
Kong

Presecution
Evidence

No. 8
Lo Wing-Hong

Examination
(continued)



In the Supreme
Court of Hong
Zong

Prosecution
BEvidence

No, 8
Lo Wing-Hong

Examination
(continued)

Cross
Exanination

34.

Q. So you didn't go into the rooms?

Le No, I did not go into any roorn.

Qe Did you see the briefcase in the corridor?

fe No, I could not find it.

Qe On the 7Tth December did you go to the Queen Elizabeth
Hospital?

A. I dia.

Q. You there took part in an identification parade.

Le Yes, I did.

Q. You there identified the accused as the person you have 10
Jjust given evidence about?

A.' YeS .

XN, BY M. BERN.CCHI:

Q. Can you read a plan?

As  Yes.

Qs XNow when you saw hir on the evcning of the 30th
Noverber - Now I want you to look at the plan, the
rignt hand side, the second one down, the Tth to the
18th floor. Now you can sce that room 1223 is marked.

Ao Yes. 20

Q. Now where did you sec hin first on thot evening?

Lis The counter where I was standing is shown here,

Qe Well now ycu have pointed out where you were standing,.
Where did you first see the accused?

ire Well he came out from the 1lift of the west wing and then
he walked all the wzy down the corridor, so that with
ne standing here I could see hinm walking along the
whole length of the corridor.

Qe fnd then he came down ~ In fact he turned risht at
end of the corridor? 30

fie Yes,

Q. [nd there are, as you say, about 10-0dd roous. there.

he Yes, along that corridor.
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jLo

Qe

Lie

35.

Then at the end there appears to be a 1ift and a flight
of stairs.

Yes, a fire escape.

Then you say that about 5 ainutes later you saw hin
azain.

Yes, he walked back.

Sc you saw hiir really when he turned the corner aluost
oppogite to your counter?

Yes.
ind then he walked along the ccrridor, did he?

No. He walked past thc counter and took a 1ift here.
The 1lift in the east wing.

COURT: Did you Ssee hin walk all the way along this corricdor?

lie

Qe

Qe

A.

Qe

Qe
A,
Qe
Qe
he

I could not see hin because I was standing at the
counter, but I believe that - I did not leave the counter
at any tine.

and, of course, preswiably he could see you as you could
see hin,

Yes.

Now when you say that you tried all the dcors, it was
because of this difference in one tine he was carrying a
briefcase and then when you saw hin again he wasn't
carrying a bricfcase.

That is correct. He was holding the briefcase this way.
(Demonstrates clutched to his chest.)

So that in your own mind ycu thought well, there are
only a relatively small number of places where he could
have put the briefcase.

Yes.

You tried all the doors. They were all sccurcd.

I pushed each and every docr, but they were all locked.

Now the 1lift at the end. Does that zo to all the floors?

You nean this one?
This single 1lift at the end, past the room in question.

Yes, it goes tc¢ all the floors,
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360

Q. So that he could have tzken this 1lift to any or all of
the floors?

L, Yes.

COURT: Did I understand you to say that if you go past that
1ift there you cone to stairs?

Le Yes, ny Loxd.

COURT: /[ire those ocutside stairs?
Where dc those stairs go?

No, they are not.
What are those stairs?

fie It is a fire escape.
COURT: Do they go up and down?
.[Lo Yes .

Qs So that the 1lift goes to all the floors and the stairs
go to all the flcors?

he Yes.

Qs Thank you. Now did you notice whether he had -~ You
saw hin on the Sunday, the 29th?

Le Yes 'y
Q. Did you notice whether he had a briefcase then?

he When I saw him on the 29th he was inside the room I
did not know what he had with hin.

Qe So you cannot help us,
have or he night not,

Your answer is well he unight
You cannct say, you don't know.

Lie That is correct.

Qe Incidentally, was he wearingz dork hair or light hair on
either or both of these cccasions?

COURT: Which occasions are you talking about?
MR. BERNACCHI: The 29th and the 30th I an talking cbout.

die Iinyway the colour of his hair on those two days was
different froun that of today.

Qo I sce. It was darker, presunably.
V% Daxrk, yes.

Q. But you have no difficulty in recognising hin?

Le Correct.
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Q. Now what was the colour of his hair on the Saturday? In the Suprene
Court of Hong
COURT: I take it that is the 28th, Kong
Mk, BERNACCHI: The 28th, yes.
Prosecution
A. On the 28th I did not pay attention to the colour of Evidence
his hair.
Qs So you cannot help the court. No. 8
fie Correct. Lo Wing-flong
Cross~
Qs ind you say that he asked you for room 1223, Exanination
(continued)
lie Yes.
Qe ind presunably you took him along to it, or did ycu just
say "It's on the right"?
A I uerely pointed in the direction of the roon,
Qe I say that because ycu say he knocked on the docr.
Ao Yes.,
Qe So you could hear the knock from the counter.
As  Yes, sonetines.
Qe Well, I nean did you hear the knock on that Saturday,
the 28th November?
A.o Yes, I dido
Qe {ind you therefore inagined or thousht indeed that it
was roor: 122%, and then he came back not having got an
answer.,
fie Correct.
Q. and on that cccasion, that is on the Saturday, the 28th
Noverber, did he have a briefcase or not?
bre I did not notice any.
Qe You mean you did not notice whether he did or not?
ile That is correct. Because I did not pay too iuch
attention to hin,
Qe Now when Mr. Zimernonn and you came to the locked door

A

on the 29th. X

Yes,
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38.

«« you knocked, there was no answer and you opened it
with your own key. That is your evidence.

Yes.

Where was the accused at that tine?
where did you see the accused?

Opening the door,

He was inside the room next to the wardrobe.
Of course I don't know where the waxrdrobe is,. Did he
appear to be coning to the door?

Yes,

ind am I right in saying that you knocked and almost
immediately after that used your own key?

We were together with the nanager. I knocked at the
door first, but there was no answer and I had to get the
nanager's pernission before opening the door.

Yes, But you knocked, there was no answer, you
straight away obtained the manager's permission and
opened the door with your own key.

Yes.

Now the last question, and I an coning; again to the
29th. I am coming back to the 29th. You and Mr,.
Zimmermann left the roon after the accused, did you?
The accused left the room and you and Mr. Zirtmeruann
left the room as well.

No. I did not go into the roorl, The accuscd and Mr.
Zimmernann had a conversation inside and then they both
left together.

Ind you closed the door, did you?

No, I was not at the scene. wus soon as I opened the
door I went back to the counter.

I sees Did you see Mr. Zimmermann ani the accused
leaving? Did they pass your counter or not?
Yes.

Now did you see the accused later that sane evening or
not?

No.
What tine did you go off that sane evening?

12 nmidnight.
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59

Did you see the occupant of this room, room 12237

COURT: Which night is this?

MR. BERNACCHI: The 29th.

7
sl@

Ce

Lie

Qe

No,.

You saw neither the accused nor the roon'’s occupant that
evening after this incident with Mr. Zimmermann?

Correct.

Thank you.

REXN. BY Mi. DUCKETT:

Qe

iie

Qe

tie

Qe

ive

Qe

fie

You went off duty at nmidnight on each night? Your hours
of duty were until midnight on each of these nights?

Yes, we always work until nidnizht.

BY COUKT:

Just one question. From the counter, what you describe
looking at the plan as the counter, you can see all along

this corridor, can you? You are sitting at your counter.

Can you see all along that corridor?

If I sit inside the counter, that is behind the counter,
won't be able to see the whole length.

But if you are standing in front of the counter you can
see?

Yes.

This plan isn't orientated, Ir. Duckett, it should be.
Is this the ecast corridor or the west corridor?

Half of it is east corrilor, the other half is west
corridor.

Well at any rate can you see along this corridor?
If T want to sec this corridor I have to stand in front.
You have to stand here and 5o to the right?

Yes.

COURT: Hewmbers of the jury, we are a little later adjourning

than I had anticipated but we will adjourn until half
past two this afternoon, and I just want to say this to
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you now and I won't say it again during this trial,

The accused is in your charge until you have returned
your verdict at the end of this trial, It is thexrefore
of obvious inportance that you ¢o not discuss this case
with any menbers of the public or let any nembers of

the public talk tc you about it. By all neans, if you
want, discuss it anongst yourselves, but do nake certain
you do not allow any ienbers cf the public to talk to
you about it, and the same applics, do not talk to
anybody about it. We will adjourn now until half past 10
two.

112 p.nne Court adjourns.

16th March, 1971.

2432 pe.ite Court resunes.

Accused present. Lppearances as before. Jurors present.

Mii. DUCKETT: Moy it please you, uy Lord. I call 1T Ping-
fai; page 13 of the evidence.
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Foe 9. In the Suprene
Court of Hong
LI PING-FAIL Kong
LI PING-FAT ~ jiffirnmed in Punti.
Prcsecution
Xil. BY MR, DUCKETT: Bvidence
Qe What is your full nane?
No. 9
iie LI Ping=feoi, Li Ping-fai
Qe 4nd where do ycu live? Exanination
Lo I live at No.310, Wing Ka IHouse, 2nd flcor, Fuk Loi
Village, Tsuen Wan, New Territories.

Q. You are a roon attendant at the Hong Kong Hotel?

Ae  Yes.

Qe ind towards the end of Noverber last year were you
enployed on the east wing of the hotel on the 12th floor?

he  Yes, on the east wing of the 12th flcor.

Q. 4And on Friday, the 27th November, were you on duty from at
about 9 p.i. in the evening?

fie Yes, I was.

Qe Did soriecne come and approach you there?

A Yes.

COURT: What tine wos that?

Mit. DUCKETT: 9 p.n., &y Lord,

COURT: Thank you.

Qe
lue
Qe

die

Q-o

’
dae

ind would you recognise this person if you saw hin again?
Yes, I would.

Look around the court and see if this person is in court.
Yes he is.

Would you indicate the person? (Witness points to
accused)s ind what Aid the accused say to you?

He asked ne whethor the occupant of room nucber 1223 is in
the roocia,
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Qe Yes, and what did you say?

A I said, "I do not know., Could you please gu and knock
on the door yourself'.

Q. ind what did he say?
Le  He said, "Don't bother, I don't wish to trouble hin",
Qe ind what did he do then?
s And then he took a 1lift and went down.
Qe Now, on the 30th November, that is three days later,
were you again on duty at about ten-forty in the
evening? 10
A Yes, I was.
Qe ind was ..
COULT: I am sorry. What time was thet?
MR. DUCKETT: ibout 10,40 p.nie
COURT: Thank you.
Le Yess
COURT: 30th and ..
MR, DUCKETT: Ten~foxrty.
COURT: The 30th Novenbexr?
MR, DUCKETT: The 30th November, yecs. 20
COURT: Yes, thank you., Yes.
Qe ind was anyone else on daty with you?
fe There was the head boy.

Q. That was the previcus witness, Mr. LO Wing-~hong, is
that right?

lre Yes 'y
COURT: Yes.,

Q. ind did the accused come up to you azain on this
occasion?

iie  He walked past the counter. 30
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COURT: That is on the twelfth floor?

fie
Q.
Lo
Q.
7/

Yes, ny Lord,.

In which direction did he walk?

He walked in the direction of roonm number 1223.
Was he carrying anything?

lie was carrying a dark brief-case.

COUHT: Yes,

Qe
A
Qe

A

4.

Q.

fta

Did you see where he went to?

I don't know because I was behind the counter.

Did you see him again that evening?

Shortly afterwards he walked back to the lift axain.
Was he carrying anything then?

It seened that he was no longer carrying anything.

ind on the Tth December did you go to the Queen Elizabeth
Hospital?

Yes.

ind you took part in am identification paradlde and
identified the accused. Is that correct?

Yes.

BY M, BEINACCHI:

Qe
A,
Qe
Al
Qe
A

Qe

Mr. Li, what are your hours of duty?

My houxs of duty are froo 2.p.m. to 11 p.m.

So very slightly different from Mr. Lo's hours?

Correct.

But you and Mr. Lo are on duty together nost of the tine?
Correcct.

Well, now, you have given evidence of something that
occurred on the 27th Hovember, the Friday, which Mr. Lo
has not, and you have not given evidence of anything

that occurred on Saturday the 28th or Sunday, the 29th,
vhich Irs. Lo has, Now, is the position that you and
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fie

Qe

A

Qe

Qe

L

Qe

Lie

Q.

44.

Mr. Lo are based on the counter but you do not stay the
whole time on the counter, you move about the floor
generally?

Coxrect,

So that sometines you notice things and lir. Lo isn't
there; sonmetines Mr. Lo notices things and you aren't
there?

Correct.

Now, I wonder - I think there are on these rooms notices,
hotel notices "Do not disturb" that ¢uests put out when
they do not want to be disturbed?

Yes.

Now, I do not know when you were on duty on Monday,

the 30th November, that evening - no, no, I an sorry,
when you were ~ when you were on duty on Monday, the

30th November, was the roon occupant of room 1223 already
there or was the room enpty at the tinme that you were

on duty?

I do not know.

I see. Now do you remenber was there a notice outside
that roonm "Do not disturb"?

I did not pay attention.
£11 right. Now just one question, on the evening of

the 27th November, the Priday evening, now did the
accused ask you where roon 122 was - 1223 was?

COURT: Which date was this?

MR, BERNA4ACCHI: The evening of Friday, the 27th November.

I

e

Qe
.[‘l Py

Q.

A.

Q.

Yes, he did.
find you pointed it out to him,did you?
Yes, I did. I said it was around the corner.

ind he asked you if the occupant was in his room and
you said you did not know?

Correct.

Thank you.

COURT: Any re-exanination?

MR. DUCKETT: No re-~examination.
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NO REXN, BY MR, DUCKETT In the Suprene
Court of Hong
BY COULT: Kong
Qe I just want to ask you one or two questions. Jire you in
charge? You are a floor attendant, are you? What do Prosecution
you call yourself? Evidence
fie Yes, floor attendant.
No. 9
Qe  How many rooris do you look after? Do you look after the X .
whole floor or just a given number of rooms? Li Ping-fai
Cross~
fe  Both the head boy and inyself look after thirty-six rooms.  Exanination
(continued)
Qe Do you share then between you?
fie No, we d&o not share duties; we work together in each and
every roort. When we go in to clean a roon we go in
together.
Qe That is what I was going to ask you. You are responsible
for cleanin: the rooms, are you?
Ao Yes.
Q. Making; the beds?
A Yes.
Qe ind toeking refreshments there or is that done by someone
else?
fe  Iloon sexvice.
Q. Roowu service, yes,
Qe This is ¢done by the roon: service.
Qe Yes. Thank you very tmch. I ought perhaps to ask you,
room 1223 -~ you can answer the question from there -~ room
1223 is included in one of the thirty-six rooms you look
after, is it?
e That is correct.
Qe Thank you.

Md., DUCKETT: Mr. Zimnermenn, oy Lord. Page 46.
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CELRLES ZIMMERMNN

CHLRLES ZIMMERMANN ~ Sworn in English.

XN, BY MR. DUCKETT:

Qe
Le
Qe
fie
Qe
he

Qe

fa..
Q.

die

What is your full naune, Mr. Zimziernann?
Charles Zimmernann.

fnd where do you live?

I am a resident in Hong Kong.

What address?

Hong Kong Hotel.

Yes, and you are, in fact, the issistant Manager of
the Hong Konz Hotel, is that correct?

Of the Honi Kong Hotel.

and you have held that post since July of last year?
That is correct.

On Sunday, the 29th Noverber last year, at about four~
thirty in the afternoon, did you go to the 12th floor
of your hotel?

That is correct.

This was in reply to a call, was it, you received?

It was a call from a roon boy.

COURT: Yes.

Qe
A
ie

Qe

fie

ind did you knock on Roonr 12237
That is correct.
£nd what happened after you knocked?

There was no answer and so I opened the door.

COULT: Who opened the door?

ile

I personally opened the door.

COURT: Unlocked it?

L

No, with a double key.
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You have a key t0 +.e In the Suprene
Court of Hon.:
The managenment has a dcuble key for all the doors, Xong
Was anyone with you at the tine?
Prosecution
Yes, there was a room boy with ne and ... BEvidence
Sorry, a roon boy?
No.10
7 . : ¥y 1 .
A roon boy was with me and one from the Securicor. Charles
COURT: Yes. Zimmernann
Exanination
You went into the rcon, is that correct? (continued)

Q.

iie

Qe

2
iie

Qe

fLe

Q.

Q.
lie
Q.
Lo
Qe
Qe

die

Well, I just opened the door and went to go in the roon
and then a gentleuan cane to the door.

Did you o into the rcon?

No, I was not in the rcon; I was between the door and
the roor.

Would you explain what you nmean by that, betwecn the door
and the roon? There is a corridor, is that right?

Just on the entrance. I just opened the door and nade
one step.

Yes, and wno did you see there?

I see -~ I saw a gentlenan coming out and asked hin if he
were IMr, Cooube, and he deniel it.

Would you recognise this person if you saw hia again?
Yes.

Do you see hin in court today?

Yes, sir, (Witness points to accused).

That is the accused, yes.

He said that he was not Mr. Coorbe., What else was said?
He just said that he is expecting Mr. Cooibe, and as he
also said that he is not related with Mr. Coombe, I asked
hin to come down to the lobby and to await lMr. Coocmbe in
the lobby from the hotel.

Did yocu, in fact, escort him down to the lobby?

Yes, I escorted him down to the lcbby.
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Qs

he

50,
ind what about Dr. Coombe?

Dr. Coombe took the next elevator and went up to his
room,

Did you see the accused later?
I saw - yes, I saw him later in the evening at about
eleven or eleven-~thirty sitting in the lobby from the

hotel again.

What about his hair on this occasion? What about his
hair on this occasion? Was he wearini: a wig?

No, blond again. 10

Did you see him 4o anywhere or do anything on this
occasion?

No, he was sitting in one of the chairs dewn in the
10bby .

Dr. Coombe was the occupant of Room 12237

That is correct.

ind when did he book into your hotel?

I think it was Friday afternoon, the 27th.

ind for how longi was he booked in?

Three or four nights. 20

Three or four nights, yes. On the 2nd December did
you go to the Kowloon Public Mortuary?

Yes, =ir,
ind you there identified the body of Dr. Cooumbe?
Yes, sir,

ind on the Tth December did you take part in an
identification parade at the Queen Elizabeth Hospital?

Yes, sir. That is correct.

Ind you there identified the accused as the person you
have just ziven evidence about? 30

Yes, sir,

COURT: Yes, Mr. Bernacchi?
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XXN., BY Mii. BERN.CCHI: In the Supreme
Court of Hong
Qe Now, Mr, Zimmcrmann, Mr. Lo says that it was he that Konga

opened the door, but he asked your permission and then

himself opened the door of Room 1223. You say that you

opened the door. Now, which is right? Prosecution
Evidence

fie Well, I had the key to open the door.

Cle find you opened the door? No.10

i Yes Cherles

e : Zimmermann

(8 Mr. Lo is nmistaken? Cross-
Examination

Le Yes, There was a room boy was standing besides - and
I cannot remember which one opened, in fact, the door,
but I was on the ...

4e You cannot remember?

ive But I was on the spot with him together.

Qe Yes, I know that. But it is a little thing but you said
very clearly you - twice, once in your evidence and then
azain to his Lordship that it was you that opened the
door, Now you say that you cannot remember whether it
was you or Mr. Lo. I am just checking whether your
description is true or Mr, Lo's. I am not susgesting
that either of you are deliberately lying.

COURT: I take it he has a pass~key. is head - as the room
boy in charse of that floor he would have a pass=key.

Lo He has a sort of a pass-key, but not a key which would
open a double locked door.

Qe Now, sc is it, in effect, that you cannot now remember
whether you or lir, Lc actually opened the door?

fre Yes, sir, that is a fact.

Qe Now, you know from what other people told you that when
you came down to the lobby the accused entered the tcilet?

A, Yes, sir.

Qe ind when you last saw him before he entered the tecilet
he was wearing dark hair?

Lae Yes, sir.
G 4nd when you next saw him he was wearing fair heir?

A Tes, sir.
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Qe
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Qe

he

Qe

Ao

Q.

Qe

Lie

Qe

Al

Q.
fie

Qe

52.
So he did not make any pretence that the dark hair was
other than a wig? He took off the wig in the toilet
and came out wearing his own hair?

Yes, I suppose so.

Now, I think that when Coombe came back you were not
actually present?

I was not present when they met on the spot, but I was
called when Mr. Coombe is back in the hotel.

Yes, you-presumably you were called from the desk, were
you?

I cannot tell you where I was called from. I was called

from one of our Securicor, if I remember risht.

Yes, and when you arrived back at the lobby Coombe and
the accused were talking together?

Yes, sir, that is correct.

ind did Mr. Coombe tell you that Edwaxrds ? that the
accused was known to him?

Yes, sir, but he did not give me the name.

All right., ind you say that they both apolosised to
you?

Yes, for the - for the incident happened.

So that as far as you were aware they - at that time
they were cn fairly friendly terms?

They knew each other; they were having a discussion,
If it was friendly or not friendly I cannot tell you.

I see. Now, where did you go then? Did you remain
in the lobby or did you <o somewhere else?

Well, I went back to the 6th floor to the restaurant of
the hotel.

Straight away?

&£ few seconds afterwards.

4 few seconds afters  You see, the accused will say
that he and Mr. Coombe went up to Mr. Coombe's ruom

after this incident that you have been speaking about.

This I do not know. I have seen the accused leaving
the hotel, and I have seen lir. Coimbe take the elevator
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ise

Qo

fie

53.

and zo, I suppose, to his room, and that's when I left
the loovby.

lnd when you say that the accused was leaving the hotel,
where did you last see the accused?

I saw him last walking throwsh the entrance towards the
Canton licad.

You see, it was a swall incident, but in fact you
admitted in the end that you coculd not remember whether
you or Mr. Lo opencd the door. Now, could your memocry
be playins tricks with you as to whether or not you saw
the accused leaving the hotel?

I sew him leaving the hotel.

counT: You saw Mr, Coumbe do what?

I
ise

e

IL .

G

Ao

Qe

Le

Lo

Taking an elevator,

Well, now, did you see the accused change some rnoney in
the hotel?

That is correct. When we caile down to the lobby
together he asked me where he could buy cigarettes, and
I told him that he could have cigarettes either in the
lobby shop or in the coffee shop.

Yes. Well, you said you saw him changing noney. Did
you actually see him chan:ing noney?

Yes, he had,

When was that? Before or after the appearance of Mr,
Coorbe?

Beforc,

Before the appearance.

COURT: In the lcbby?

iie

In the lobby, yes, sir.

ind where did you last see Mr, Cocmbe on that occasion?
That when he left in the lobby and took one of the
elevators, That was the last time I have seen Mr.
Coonbe.

You saw Mr. Coombe going into an elevator?

Into an elevator.
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54.
e ind then yocu went?
L. For me the case was settled, and I left the lobby.

Q. 4nd, of course, you do not know whether, fcr instance,
the accused came back and ..

Ao This I do not know.
Qe  ose eventually came up?

Lo That is very well possible but I have not secn it and
I do not kmow.

Qe I see. Now, how long had or do you know how long
Coombe had been in the lobby before you came back? 10

A+ This I cannot tell you. It must be a few ninutes.

Qe Well, I mean, you cannot tell me at all, I mean, you
say, "a few minutes", but even if it were a quarter
of an hour you would not know?

A Could not possibly, I do not know.

Qe tnd again you do not know about the movements either of
the accused or Mr. Coombe between the time that you
left the lobby until the time that you came back to the
lobby?

A No. 20

Qe Thank you very much,

ME. DUCKETT: No re~examination.

COURT: Thank you very much.

Mii. BEIRNACCHI: I am sorry, I have one more question. I
an §orry.

COURT: Very well, (Witness returns to witness-box).

XX, BY iite BEINACCHI continues:

Qe I do apologise. When you saw the accused on this
occasion that you have been giving evidence about, did
you notice whether he was carrying a brief-case? 30
COURT: Carrying what?
Mite BERNACCHI: A brief-case.
COURT: Oh, yes.

Lo  No, there was no brief-case.
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Qe There was no brief-cease,
COURT: There was no brief-case, or you did not notice?

ise Bither 1 did not notice cr there was no brief-case but
not, as far as I renmember it, there was not a brief-
case.

Qe You cannot say one way or the other?
die No, sir.
COUiT: Thank you.

Mi. DUCKETT: Mr. Simpson, paze 50.
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No,11.

WILLIAM LOCKHART MAIN STiPSON

WILLIAM LOCKIL:MT IMAIN SIMPSON ~ Sworn in Enslish.

XN. BY MR. DUCKETT:

Q.
A,
Qe

[L.

Qe
ke

Qe

Q.

’
dae
Qs

bre

Lo

Qe

Qe

.[Lo

Your full name, Mr. Simpson?
William Lockhart Main Simpson.
4nd where do you now live?

I live at 1, Victoria Flats, 17, Barker Rcad, The Peak,
Hong Kong.

Ind you are employed by the Public Works Department? 10
Yes.

Now, in November of last year, on the 30th, wore you
occupying room 1427 of the Hong Xong Hotel?

I was.

ind at about 2.30 hours in the morning of the 1st
December, did you hear something?

Yes. I was awakened by loud screaning,
ind anything else did you hear?

Screaninz, someone shouting, "Help me, help me", and
that was it. 20

This was in English, I take it?

Yes, rather indistinct but nevertheless it was what
was being said,

What did you do?

I got out of bed, and I sleep with the curtaeins open

and the windows open. It was very dark at that tiue

of night because in the well of the Hong Kong Hotel

the lights were closed down.

You were saying it was dark. Yes?

Very dark, yes. 30
Did you look out?

I looked cut, yes.
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30

5T
Ge What did you see?

Lo Nothing to begin with, but I went into the bathroom and
threw some woter on my face. When I went back to the

window there was someone walking along the outside of the

bedroom windows of the hctel, To my mind he was two

floors below me ~ that would be the 11th floor -~ and as I

locked he just seemed to disappear round the far end of
the builling.

COURT: What was he walking along?

fia The outside of the building there is a little cement
pathway just outside the bedroom windows, about 1% feet
and 2 feet in width.

COULT: On which flooxr?

Lie To iy nind it was the 11th floor.

COULT: You say the width of the pathway is ..7

e Say two fect.

COURT: tunning along outside the windows of ...

Ae  Just below the lintels of the windows.

COUT: What is beneath it? There are no sides?

Lia There are no sides to the path; there is a sheer drop
down to the well of the hotel.

Qe Have a lcok at exhibit P.1ll, (Witness looks at exhibit).

Is that a photograph of the outside of the Hong Kong
Hotel?

Le  Yes.

Qe Lxre they thc ledizes that you have been referring to?

lie Yes, this is the ledgze.

COULT: Can I have a lock? Which is that?

Mi. DUCKETT: P,1H, ny Loxd.

COUxT: What do you call the ledges?  iAre these ledires?

die (Witness indicates on photcsraph). Here they are, sir.
Yes, this is the actual ledge and you step cver as you
30 along.

Qo Now, you said you were on the 14th floor?

L. 14th floor,.
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58.
You also said that the person appeared tc be two floors
That would be the 11th floor because apparently there
is no 13th floor in the Hong Kon.: Hotel.

I see, yes. Now, the next morning did you look out of
the window again at about 8.45 in the norning?

I saw a great amount of blood on the floor below mine
outside the bedrcom window, and as I had donc the
previous night I called the boys in.

You called a room boy in at 2.30 in the norning, is

Lbout a quarter to three, I would say, after I had
'phoned the desk to say that there was cbviously

Mr. Simpson, you went tou sleep fairly carly at shortly

I would think I went to bed about 10.30 and fell asleep

ind then something woke you up, you say, at half~past

Have you any -~ I mean, have you a watch? How do you
I have my watch besides the bed.

ind you locked at the watch?

I sce, yes. ind you said, "Help me, help ne", and
then it was "rather indistinct"?

Qe
below you
A
Qe
Le Yes, I aid,
Qe What did you see then?
L.
Q.
that right?
A
something happening.
XXN. BY Mit. BELNsCCHI:
Qe
after ten?
A
about eleven.
Qe
two?
' hbcut half-past twc, yes.
Qe
estimate the time?
A
Qe
he  Yes,
Qe
he Yes,
Qe

iLe

There was a sound that appeared tu you to be the words
"Jelp ne, help me', Is that what you nean?

It was definitely "Help me, help me"; there is no

10
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Qe

L
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»
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59.
doubt about that, accompanied by a lot more screaning,
you, know, other screans., Ee was screaning and saying,
"Help ne" at the same tine.
You sce, there is other evidence which I expect will be
called giving the impression that it was niore a sound of
quarrelling; and did you hear sounds of quarrellin:?
Ho, not at all; not at all.

But, of course, you were woken up and cculd only describe
what you heard after that?

Yes,

You say that there was screaning?

Yes,

Did you hear any loud bank, anything like that?
No, not at all.

Of course, you were two flcors up above?

No, one floor up above, I was cn the 14th floor; this
was on the 12th floor of the building, the actual room.

I see.
There is no 13th floor.

You say that the noise was cowuinss from the room
imnediately underneath you?

Noy no, I did not say that; I did not know where the
noise was coning from. My window was open and the noise
appearcd to be coning from below ne soniewhere, up from
the well of the hotcl, The room, which is the one in
question, is one floor bhelow me and to the left at
right-an:les to uy own,

You are assuninz that it was froo the rovom because of
what you have ctherwise heard of this case?

Yes. Well, I woke up in the norning and saw the uess
ocutside the roon.

But then you telephoned the reception?

Yes, I think it was the desk. Inyway, I would say
reception, yes.,

I mean, where was the desk?

In the Hong Kong: Hetel
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Qe

o
4o

A
Qe
A. .

Qe

fie

e

60.
In the lobby of the Hong Kong Hotel?
Yes.
Did you do anything else?
Yes. I pressed the room buzzer and got the boy ine
I see, and did you tell him what you had heard.
I said that I had heard obvicusly loud screams which
indicated that somcone was in serious trouble and I
pointed out that I had seen soinleone on the ledze
outside the window.
That was after ycu had seen sonieone outside the room? 10

Oh, yes.

find was the telephone call to the reception also after
that, or was it when you heard this loud screaning?

ifter I had seen the man on the ledsge I then ’phonéd.
So ..7

So screaning, man on ledge and then !phonc.

So that this screaning in itself did not appear to you
to be so serious in itself that you did not telephcne
reception until you had seen the man on the led:e?:

That is so, but it was serious from the sound. 20

Yes, thank you.

MR. DUCKETT: No re-exanination, ny Loxrd.

NO REXN. BY MR. DUCKETT:

BY COURT:

I 1ust ask you ... you say you saw a nan on the ledge?
Yes, sir.

When was this?
him?

(To Crown Counsel) You are not asking

MR. DUCKETT: No, my Lord.

Qe

fie

What is all this about a man on a ledge? 30

Well, after the screzamings I was still at the window.
I saw this chappie on the ledge on the 11th floor
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61.
walkinz along. It is probably easier «e.

After the screcoming, and this is when you looked out of
the window?

Yes.

MR. BERNA4CCHI: My Lord, I think he said he went and washed

his face end then cane back.

COURT: That is so, yes, yes.

130

Ito

e
A

Qe

dle

o
A. O
Qe

A

e

dae

What did you see?

I think it may be easier if I indicate on the photograph.
Yes.

He appearcd to ne to be on the 11th floor, which is two
below where I am, end seenied to disappear around the far
edze, walking away from uy bedroum.

"ippeared to me to be on the «..7"

11th floor ledge.

But outside the window?

Yes, outside the window.

On the ...?

11th floor.

That is the ledge outside the window, is that right?
What wes he doing?

He Jjust appeared to be walking along the ledge and fron
what - I had a quick limpse of hin, he appeared to have
sonething over his shoulder, and then he seened to
disappear around the corner at the far end.

The next mornin:: you looked vut of the window?

Yes, sir,

ind you saw blood?

I saw blood outside one of the windows and alsc along the
ledsses on the 12th and the 11th flocr.

Is that where you had secen the man walking?

Yes, sir, on the 11th floor.
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Qc

62.

Let me see where you say you saw the blood.

(Witness indicates on photo). This is, I think, is
the window, and the blood was along here and he seened
to disappear around this corner.

Go over there and show

Just show the jury, would you?
(W1tness shows photograph to Jury)

it to the jury.

COURT: Yes, thank you, Mr. Siipson.
Mit, BELNACCHI: Now I will have lMr. Sinpson back and put more

questions on this p01nt

LRECALLED)} WILLIAM LOCKIIART MAIN SIMPSON - 0 F O.

FURTIEER XXN, BY Mi. BERNACCHI:

COURT: Yes. 10

Qe

he

Qe

b

Qe

Qe

L,

Mr, Simpson, it has been established by othcr cvidence
that no responsible officer of the hotel ever heaxrd of
your telephone report that night. Now, I want to show
you the statement that you nade to the police., (Witness
looks at statement)., If you would read it through
first. (Witness reads statement to hinself). Do you
confirm that that was the statenent that you made %o
the police?

This is the second statement. The first statement was
much rnore detailed. It should be the 11th floor and 20
not the 12th floor.

There is nothing in that statement about you repoxrting
to the reception that nisht as opposed to ees

NO.
+se+ What you did in the morning, but after 8 o'clock?
That is included in the first statenent.

That is included in the first statement, but not in the
seccnd statement?

Not in this one.

I have only the second statement and you say there was 30
another statenent?

I gave a rmuch nore detailed statement.

4ind are you sure that you did, in fact, report
screaning? Well, I will frame it another way. What
did you report that night, that is, about 2.30 or just
after 2,30 in the early morning?

I reported this very frishtening noise, scrcaning,



10

20

30

I
dae

63

scileone shcuting, "“Help me', also someone was on the out-
side of the buildin. I toock it to be about the 11th
floor, I cannot remerber, and I spoke to the chappie on .
the reception desk. It was because I was not convinced
that he understood the urgency of it that I pressed the
bell and got the rcoii bey and told hin what had

happened also. There were two avenues of investigation.

You reportel, in effect, the screaminz, you reported
the words "Help ne" and you reported the fact that
there was sociecne on the ledge on the 11th floor?

Yes.

ind that you did to the perscn at the other end of the
line when yocu dialled reception?

Reception I think it was.
ind also you reported it to the rocz boy?

I reportcd it. I 7ot hin into the roon and showed hin
where I had secn a men on the ledge.

4nd that was all between two-thirty and three o'clock
that evening?

That nerning, yes,

COULT: Yes.

REXNW. BY MR. DUCKE1T:

Qe

iie

.Ao

You tcld us you made twe stateuents?
I on sorry?
Yeu wede two statenents to the police, ycu tcld us?

Yes, I uwade one and signed the second which I took to
be a condensed version c¢f the first one.

Would you have a look at this docunent?  (Witness lcoks
at docunent). Is that the statenent - the first
statenent that you cave to the police?

Yes, yes.

Would you look et paro,-reph five?

Yes, ycs.

You there make reference to the telephcne report tc the
Hons; Kong Hotcl authorities at that tiue?

Yes,
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In the Suprene Qe That is so?
Court of Hong
Kong Le  Yes.

Q. Do you now - My Lord, I have not had an opportunity to
Prosecution read the statenent. It has just come to ty nctice.
BEvidence

COURT: No, nor is there any necessity to do so, nor at the
noient an I satisfied that there is any need.

NO.11

William Lockhart
Main Sinpson
Recalled
Re-examination MR. DUCKETT: D.P.C.7153. ©Pages 4 to 6 and page T.
(continued)

MR. DUCKETT: Could I have it?

COURT: Yese Thank you, Mr. Siupson.

COURT: Thank you vexry iuch.

Mi. DUCKETT: I call MiK Tsan, page 14 of the record.



10

20

30

65.

Nc.12. In the Suprene
Court of Hong
MK TSoN Kong
MoK TSLN < saffirmed in Punti.
Prosecuticn
XN, BY MR. DUCKETT: Evidence
Qe Vhat is ycur full nane?
Noe12

lL. I\ULIL TsaIl- Plak TsaIl
(s  Where do you live, Mr, Mak? Exanination
lue I live at Nuv.4 - flat No.14 on the 18th floor of Tank

Fun; Mansions, Choi Hung Village.
Qe £nd you are a roon attendant at the Hong Kong Hotel, is

that correct?
fie Yes.
Ge 4nd in Novetiber of last year you were on duty on the 12th

flocr?
lie Yes.
Qe  Ind your hours of work are frciy nidnight until 8 a.nm. in

the morning?
fie Yes .
@s  Now, on the ncrning of the 1st December last year were

you on duty?
JiW Yes, I was.
Qe Lt about 2.25 in the norning did you hear something?
i I heard a commotion.
Qe Where was the noise ccuing fron?
L The noise caue frecm roon No.1223,
We You went to the docr of that rocnm, is that correct?
e Yes.
e VWas this in response to the noise that you had heard or

tie

was it because you happened to be walking past this door?

I was originally in the corridor. When I heard the
noise I rushed tc the door.
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You rushed to the door, yes. What was the noise that

you heard?

Well, it was very noisy inside, and what I heard sounded
like sone object hitting the drawers, buiping azainst
the drawers.

Noise of furniture being buwaped, is thet right?

That is correct.

Did you hear any other noises?

COURT: Did you say hitting agcinst the drawers or the door?

INTEKPRETER: The drawer., 10

COURT: Hittings arrainst the drawer.

I
iie

Qe

r
tie

Qe

Well, I also heard noise which sounded like that of a
struggle.

Inything else?

When I heard the noise I went to the counter and nade
a report to the cffice downstairs.

Where did you go to then?

COURT: You telephoned dcwn?

ha I telephoned down, yes.

e You then went back to the doorway to 1223, Is that 20
right?

A Correct,

COURT: Yes.

Ge Were there still noises?

L. There were still noises.

Qo What did you do?

Le fgzain T went to the counter to telephone downstairs.

Qe  You telephoned twice downstairs?

Lie I telephoned twice.

Qs  Then what did you do? 30

L I again went back and stood outside the docr to that

OO0l
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Qo Yes.

A. is there were still noises from the inside, I knocked on
the door.

Qe Yes,

L I said "What is happening?", and then the noise stopped.

e You spoke in English, did you, when you said "What is
happening?™

he Yes, I did,

(i You then waited outside for a while. Is that correct?
A Correct.

Lo Sonieone gave you sone instructions. Is that correct?
A Yes,

Lo So you waited outside roon 1223 until about 3 in the
norning:, Is that correct?

Ao I was in the corridér keeping watch over room No. 1223,
e ind did anything happen?
Ae  Nothinz happened.

COURT: I want to try and understand this. You phoned
downstairs twice, did you?

Ae  Yes,

COURTs ind you reported what you had heard?
Ae  Yes.

COURT: find you were given instructions?

As Yes.

COURT: 4nd you then waited outside the door.,
As Yes.

COURT: And you there waited until 3 o'clock.
H Yes.

COURT: For how lons were you waiting outside the door?

b Well I waited outside the door until 3.00 a.m., but I
was on duty for the rest of the morning.
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COURT: I am just asking you how lon;; were you in the
corridor outside the door. This noise had started at
2.25.

Ao Well I waited until about 2.45, vhen people fron
downstairs came up.

COURT: To whonm did you telephone downstairs?
A, I telephoned the reception office.

COURT: /nd how lonyr was it before anybody took the trouble
to cowe upstairs?

Lie 48 T have said, I telephoned twice and after the second
telephone I went to the door and knocked on it. Sone
2 or 3 ninutes after I knocked on the door people from
dovnstairs came up.

COURT: I see. All right.

XXN. BY MR. BERNACCHI:

Qe This roon, was it a single room or a double room?
A L single room.

Qe So at 2.25 in the morning there should have been only
one person occupying it?

A. Yes.

Ue Ind no-one opened the door, as far as you know, that
nicht at all?

Qe NO -

Qs Mr. Lo, the head roon boy, tells us that he has a key,
he goes off at 12 o'clock. Does he pass this key on
to you?

4e Yes, correct.

Qe But you did not consider the noises that you heard
coning from the room sufficient to yourself open the

roont and see what was causing then.

lie Because the door was also locked from the inside and I
could not open it with ny key.

Qe I see. You mean a bolt?

ine Yes. The door was bolted and there was also a notice
outside "Dc Neot Disturb".
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69.
Qe I see. Thank you very much.

COURT: He said he could not open it with his key. We haven't
yet heard he tried to open it with the key. Did you try
to open the door?

A, If the door is also bolted from inside, then we working
outside could see something projecting from the door and
this would sexrve as a notice that the door had been
locked frori the inside as well.

COURT: You can see from the outside it had been bolted from
the inside?

e  Yes,

COURT: Did you try to open it or not?

Ae. No, I did not dare because of the notice outside.

de "I did not dare to because of the notice outside." And
had that notice been on -~ You came on duty at 12 o'clock.

Had that notice been on when you came on duty?

Ao I cannot renember. It seened that the notice was there
when I came on duty.

% You say it is a bolt.s Do you mnean to say a bolt or is
it the usual hotel room lock, which is a twist lock.
You twist the handle and lock it.

A What we Chinese call a double lock,. What one had to do
was press the lock from the inside and then it is double
locked.,

e Yes, I think you mean a twist lock. You press the knob
in the niddle of the door handle.

fie Yes, that is correct, there is something to be pressed
in the middle of the knob.

Qe But surely the hotel staff have a key that opens both
locks.

ie  No. Only the room boy in charge had the key, not I.
Qe The room boy in charge, You mean to say the roon boy
in charge of the whole floor or the room boy -~ that you

were not in charge of these roons on this flooxr?

A Well there is a person in the reception office in overall
charge and he has a key which can open that door.

Gie Then you say that the reception people came up a few
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Qe

A.

Qe

Ao

\
e

4.

Qe

704
minutes after the noise had stopped?
Yes.
So they presumably had a key that could open the door.
When they came up the noise had already stopped.
Moreover, there was this notice board outside "Do Not
Disturb", so I was merely instructed to keep an eye on
the door.
And that you did for the next 20 minutes or so?
Yese That I did until 3.00 a.m,
Now you have given as various times, 2.25 a.n., various
times, How did you know the time? Did you know it
because you looked at your watch? Did you know it
because there was a clock in the corridor? How did
you know it? Or did you know it because you estinated
it?
I had a watch.

And you heard noises coming from the room and then you
looked at the watch and you noted the time.

Yes.

Thank you.

REXN., BY MR. DUCKETT:

Qe

A,

To double lock a room door someone has to be inside the
TOOL, Is that correct?

Yes.

If a guest leaves his room empty but locked, is there
a key available for you to get into the room?

Yes, I could open the door.

And how would you do that?

If the room is not double locked, then I can unlock it
with my key.

You have a key if it is not double locked,

Correct.

And if it is double locked you rust contact reception
to get a key?

Yes.
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COURT: May I just ask you this., When you go out of the room
you pull the door to and it autonatically locks. Now
can the person who has left the room also double lock it
from the outside as well?

Qe Can you tell us if a person leaving a room can double
lock that room?

fie  Yes, provided that the customer would first press the
lmob inside and then pull the door to before leaving.

Ge and if the knob is not pressed inside what is the
position?

COUET: You mean you have got to press the knob inside and
then come outside and then it is double locked. Tell
ue, if I come out of the door of the room and pull the
door to, does it automatically lock?

hLe Yes, it is auntomatically locked.
COURT: Then I presume there is a little hole in the knob

and you can then put a key in and then lock it so it
is then double locked. I don't know, I want to know.

A, No, my Lord. To double lock a door it is necessary to
press the knob fron inside.

COURT: So you can double lock the door either from the
inside or the outside, Is that right?

fre Yes,

COURT: 1In order to double lock it, whether it be from the
inside or the outside, you have first got to press the
little knob on the inside of the door handle. Is that
right?

iie Yes, ny Loxd.

COURT: You seid that after you phoned downstairs for the
second time the reception people came up a few minutes
after the noise had stopped.

A. Yes.

COURT: 4And you said that since the noise had stopped no
further action was taken other than that you were
simply instructed to keep an eye on the roor.

A. Yes.

COURT: And you said that you did until 3.00 a.n.

Ao YeS.
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74.
Did you then open the roon?
I did.
And what did you use to open the rooun?
I used the double lock master key.
And where did you get that from?
We have actually two double lock naster keys. One is
in the hands of the executive housekceper and the other
one is in the hands of the manager on duty.
ind you were the manager on duty on the 18t Dccember?
Yes. 10
In the early morning as well as at 9 oblock?
That means we have to stay --
Were you on duty all that night?
Yes.

ind what did you find when you went into the roon?

I saw a body lying behind the door and blood was spread
over the carpet.

In vhat part of the room was the body?

Just when you open the door, to the left is the wall
and against that wall. 20

Would you have a look at Exhibits P1B and P1C?

Yes, this one here.
yese.

Yes, exactly that what I found,

And what did you do?
I immediately locked the door again, told the room boy
to stand there, informed the manager and police and the
doctor of the house.

BY MR, BERNACCHI:

Qe

B

Mr, Velschen, the report that you received as the
assistant manager on duty was a report of a struggle. 30

Of a struggle, yes.
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MR, DUCKETT:

75.
Any other repoxrt of the noises or not?
No.
One witness has said to this court that he reported
screaning, somebody saying "help, help" and a man aontside

on the ledge. Now if this - if he had would you have
received 1%t7?

My Lord, this witness can only say did he
receive this rcport,

Qs No, he can say in the ordinary course of the hotel
managenent if that witness had reported these things that
night, would you as the assistant manager on duty have
received this report.

¥ Not necessarily.

Qe Why not?

¥ Because to whon did he tell it.

Qe The evidence is he rang up reception and reported it to
reception.

Qo I got the iiessage, the telephone message from Mr.
Beaurzont.

Qe Who was reception.

Lie I don't know if he was in reception at that time, but he
rang ne up and told ue that the room boy has reported
that there was a struggle in room 1223.

Qe So that was the only report you received, that of the
roon boy,.

COURT: How many phone calls did you receive?

Lie One.

Geo Of course that was lMr. Beaunmont. Who was Mr. Beaunont?

Lo

Lie

Qo

At that time he was acting night manager.

So the phone calls to reception would come through to Mr,
Beaunont and he called you.

and he called ne, yes.
ind if you had had any report about screaming, a nman

shouting "help, help", somebody on the ledge outside the
hotel, do you think looking back that you would have
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Zhe

76.
opened the door?

Certainly.

COURT: You received no report asbout anyone screaning?

dse

({,.

e

No. Screaning, nothing at all. By the time, I have
to add, when Mr. Beauwilont rang me I askcd him "Where
are you now?" and he told me that he is on the 12th
floor. He rang me fron the floor where it happened
and I asked hin at that moment "How is it?". He said
that he has listened at the door and therc is no sound
inside, it is all quiet now, there is the sign "Do Not 10
Disturb" on the door, and by that noment I told Mr,
Beauniont "Tell the room boy to keep a close watch on
this room and if there is anything further that he
should let ne know."

ind in fact you opened the door eventually at about
nearly 9 o'clock on the morning of the 1st Decerber.

That is correct.

COURT: It is easy to be wise after the event, but what is

Ac

surprising,did anybody as far as you know make any

atteopt to phone through to the occupant of room 1223 20
to make enquiries?

Lis far as I know afterwards, they have done.

They have what?

They have rang the room.

Do you know whether they got any answer or not?

I finé that out only the next day but apparently there
was no answer.

COURT: Purec hearsay that, of course, Mr. Bernacchi.

MR. BERN..CCHI:

Thank you very much.

NO. REXN, BY MR. DUCKETT. 30

COURT: Thank you.

MK, DUCKETT: I call Inspector Wu.

You needn't stay.

it page 26, my Lord.
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No,14. In the Supreme
Court of Hong
WU CHI-MENG Kong
WU Chi-meng. Sworn in English.
Prosecution
XN. BY MR. DUCKETT: Bvidence
Qe  Your full name, Mr. Wu.

No.1 4
fe My full nane is WU Chi-meng, Wu Chi-Meng
Qe fnd you are an Inspector of Police. Examination
Ae  That is correct.

(e /nd where are you stationed?

fie I am at the moment stationed at the C.I.D. Office of
Tsimshatsui Police Station.

Yo ind at 9.20 hours on the morning of the 1st December last
year did you attend the scene of a killing at room 1223
of the Hongkong Hotel?

A I did, sir,.

Ge  Were you among the first police officers to arrive at
the scene?

fe I was among the first.

tde ind what did you see when you entered the roon?

Lo On entering the room, just inside the door of this room I
saw & Buropean male lying full length on the floor with
his head towards the door.

Lo Yes.,

Ae He was dressed only in a pair of pyjamas and he was
covered with blood. I saw that there were no signs of
life on hin, There was blood on the wall next to the
body and also a trail of blood leading from this spot,
which is the corridor, into the room proper. I entered
the roomn. I saw that the room was in a state of
disorder as if a struggle had taken place. There was
blood on the blanket of the bed and also blood on some
of the furniture.

Qo Would you have a look at Exhibit P1B and P1C. Do they in
fact show what you saw?

Ae Yes, this is exactly what I saw,
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78.

Ae  Yes,

e  Yes, now after you - What did you observe then?

Ae  Then photograph P1E shows that the curtain was drawn at
the tine,. I drew aside the curtain and I discovered
that the window of this roon was open, as shown in
photograph P1G, I noticed that there was blood on the
window ledge and also a trail of blood along the ledge
to the left.

(e Would you look at P4, that is the plan. You see the
portion of the plan niarked "7th to 18th floor plan".

he Yes.

G  4snd you see room 1223,

fe  Yos,

e Now in which direction did thc blood trail go?

fe The direction of the blood leads from this way all along
in this direction. (Indicating on plan)

Qe ind where did you go to after that?

COURT: I'm so sorry, just hold it up again,

fe  Start from here and went in this direction.,
COURT: Thank you.

Ge Would you have a look at photograph PlH,

Ay Yes,

tle Do you see some marks on one of the ledges in that
photograph? Can you tell us what they are?

fie  Well the blood here is directly outside the window of
roon 1223, iAnd the bloodstains that go along this
ledge, it is actually a floor below.

COURT: Lre you saying one can see bloodstains in that
photograph?

jx. YeS L 4
COURT: Those are actually blood.

i Those are the stains of blood.

10
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79

Qe You followed this trail of blood, is that correct? In the Suprene
Court of Hong
fie Yes, I did. I followed the trail of blood. Kong
4o  Where did it go?
Prosecution
bie It is not shown in the photograph, but it went all the Evidence
way along the ledge here, turned left and then went up
the building, and finally ended at the 17th floor.
N0014

Qe There was no scaffolding or staircase or anything? It Wu Chi-Meng
Just went up the outside of the building.
Exanination
&e  Up the building.

COURT: I don't understand this. Up the building? The
bloodstains went up the bullding?

Ao That is correct.

COURT: Well are there stairs there?

Le Went up, The other side of the building is exactly the
same as you can see on the photograph P1H, It is
possible to scale on to the ledge all the way up.

COURT: It is possible to go up from one ledge to another?

Ao It is possible.

COURT: To the corner and then to the outside of the building.

Le Outside the building, and the trail of blood ended on the
17th floor.

COURT: To the 17th floor, But you are not telling we, are
you, that you walked along that ledge?

fLe No, I went on to the roof here first. I can see the
blood going along this way. The other wing of the hotel
goes in the same direction, so I went to the other end of
the wing and I can see the blood going up all the way.

Qo At the 17th floor what happened?

Le I went to the 17th floor, where the blood ended, and I
cane to a bathroom as seen in photograph P1I.

Q,o YeS .
A The window of this bathroom was open and I could see that

the trail of blood, there was a trail of blood on the
window ledge.
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80.
ind from there?
There were a nunber of spots of blood leading out from
this bathroom. I followed it up a flight of stairs
and I came on to the rooftop of this hotel.
Perhaps you can go back to the plan now, Mr. Wu. How
on plan P4 you see roof plan at the top right hand
corner, Where did this trail emerge on to the roof?

I came up from here,

COURT: Just nark ite.

Ae The blood came up from this spot. 10

Qe  fnd where did the trail lead to from there?

As It went diagonally across to the spot where on the plan
you see a bamboo scaffolding.

Ge  ind where did the trail go from there?

iie The trail of blood went down the bauboo scaffolding,
because you can see blood on nearly every rung of the
bariboo scaffolding.

Qe find this bamboo scaffolding went from the 17th floor?

A+  Fron the 17th floor right to near the ground floor.

COURT: Is the bamboo scaffolding shown in any of these 20
photographs?

Qe  Would you look at Exhibit P10, Is that the top of the
banboo scaffolding?

Le  That is correct.

Ge Ifind P1P, is that a view looking down the scaffolding
from the top flooxr?

he It is.

COURT: Fron what floor is that?

,
Lie

This is from the roof. No, I': sorry, sir, P1P is a
photograph taken from the 6th floor down to the street. 30
This photograph was taken to show a wig scen lodged

here, Yes, there is the wig.

Will you show the members of the jury?

The wig (indicating on photograph).
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81.
Q. So the trail of blood led to the 6th floor.
Le  That is correct.
e And then?

& P1G shows that there is an outer corridor that goes round
the outside of the 6th floor.

COURT: Just a minute, Photograph P shows a wig lodged in the
scaffolding. And then what do you say after that?
Photograph?

Ae P1Q shows a corridor that runs on the outside of the 6th
floors The trail of blood runs along this corridor.

Qo Yes,

A, Over another bamboo ramp and into the rooftop car park of
the Ocean Termninal,

COURT: Is the bamboo ramp shown in any photograph?

Ae  Yes, but in the photograph P1S it is difficult to see,
but it is just over there. Near the entrance of the
Hongkong Hotel. It is beside the entrance of the
Hongkong Hotel,

Ge  Near the verandah?

I'x. YeS .

COURT: The bloodstains cane down the bamboo scaffolding fron
the 17th flooxr.

hLe IFrom the 17th floor.
COURT. To the 6th floor.

Le To the 6th floor, around the verandah, round the verandah
rarp on to the Ocean Terninal car park.

(e  Yes, and from there?

Le  The blood carried on across the car park, went down a
flight of stairs.

(e Shown in P1S, is that right?

Lie Shown in P1S, and on to the first floor of the Ocean
Terminal Building.

courT: Lnd thereafter?

A It ran along the right of this Ocean Terminal building
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82.

as one faces the sea, all the way out to the end of
this Ocean Terriinal building.

COURT: Along the corridor shown in photograph P1T is it?

2
die

Yes, If I can show it on the diagranm, sir.

COURT: along to the end of the building you said.

Lia

Llong to the end of the Ocean Terminal Building.

COURT: Yes, and then?

Qe

Qe
fe
Q, ™

he

Lo

Qe

4o

ind then they climbed over the railing near to the end
of the Ocean Terminal Building and disappeared in the
wharf. The trail of blood disappeared in the wharf
itself.

Look at P1V.

Yes, P1V.

What does that show?

The photograph is taken from the Ocean Tcerminal itself.
It shows the wharf and the trail of blood ends here,
and nanaged to get down to the wharf. /ilong the wharf
itself you can go straight back the way you came, and
then it went out of one of the entrances of the Kowloon
godown.

But the trail of blood ended with the marking of P11V,
Yes,

That was the last trail of blood that you found.

Yes,

ind this is known as Pier 1, this area.

This is Pier 1.

ind where is the entrance to Pier 1?7 Could you show
us on. the plan please. You see & block plan.

4t the side here,. There is one entrancc here. There
is another entrance over here that is guarded by the
security guard of the Kowloon Wharf, and therc is
another main entrance herc beside the Hongkong Hotel,
nain entrance.

Did you instruct the photographer to take these various
photographs?

I did.
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Qe 4And on a large number of these photographs there are
vwhite circles shown around a dark patch. Are they drawn
to show ==

A.  VWhere the blood --

Qe Blood traces. Where the blood was found.

A Yes.

COURT: Mr. Duckett, would this be convenient to you?

MR. DUCKETT: This would be convenient, my Lord.

COURT: Yes,

MR, BERNACCHI: My Loxd, I have considered it and want to
apply to recall Mr, Simpson in view of the assistant
nanager's evidence.

COURT: Yes,

MR. DUCKETT: I will niake arrangenents.

COURT: Members of the jury, we will adjourn until 10 o'clock
tonorrow morning.

4,32 p.m, Court adjourms.

17th March, 1971.

10,03 a,m, Court resunecs

sccused present. Lppearances as before. Jurors answer to
their nanes.

MR. DUCKETT: I will call Inspector WU.
COURT: What page did you say this was?
MR. DUCKETT: That is paée 26, page 26.

WU CHI MENG - O,F.O.

XN. BY MR. DUCKETT: (Continues)

Qe You told us yesterday afternoon that you supervised the
taking of these photographs?

fie That is correct, sir.
Qe Did you also give instructions for a plan to be prepared?

Le Yes, I gave instructions to the Crown Lands and Survey
Office.
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84.
Qe find that is the plan there that you have, P.4?
Le Yes,
Qe ind who else did you call to the scene?

Ao I called the Government Chenist and the Police Forensic
Pathologist.

& 4and did D.P.C,71535 take certain articles?

Le Yes, he did. He took certain articles from the roon.

Gs In the Hong Kong Hotel?

Lo In the Hong Kong Hotel, yes.

Qe Did you also instruct hin to go teo the Sun Ya Hotel? 10
L, Yes I dide We went to room 4224 of the Sun Ya Hotel.
COURT: Did you say "we"?

Ls Yes.

COURT: You went as well?

A, Yes,

COURT: 422, was it?

Le As

COURT: Yes.

Qe [nd certain articles were seized there?

L, That is correct. 20

Qe You also gave instructions for D.P.C.7153 to go to the
Kowloon Mortuary?

Le That is correct, sir.
(e  find articles were taken from the body of the deceased?
Lo Yes, sir,

%s 4nd did you also arrange for photographs to be taken at
the Kowloon Public Mortuary?

he  Yes, sir.
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XXN. BY MR. BERNACCHI: In the Supreme
Court of Hong
MR. BERNACCHI: Can I have exhibit A, please? Kong
CLERK: A. (Gives exhibit to Counsel).
Prosecution
Qe Was this glass~cutter found in the room at Sun Ya? Evidence
A. Yes, this was found at room 4224, Sun Ya Hotel.
No.14
Qe it room? Wu Chi-Meng
A, 4224 of Sun Ya Hotel, Cross=
Examination

(o

4224, that is the third number. You have had 415, 421
Nnow 4 ees

MR. DUCKETT: 4T1.

MR, BERN4CCHI: I an sorry, 715, 721, now you say 42 ..

A
Yo
4.

Qe

fie

422:..
Of the Sun Ya Kotel?
That is right.

And are you suggesting that that was the room of the
accused?

Well, that was where we went and that was where the
luggage and this thing was found.

I see, all right. Well, where was that found?

In the luggage.

In the luggage?

Yes.

In a suitcase?

In a suitcase, yes.

ind did you find a nunber of things at the same time?
Yes.,

That you took into your possession?

I instructed the D.P.C. to take then

ind was there one visit or nore than one visit to the
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86.
accused!s luggage, in effect?
A. On that day there was one.
Qe Was there nore than one on other days?
Ae There was another visit by the Governnent Chenist,
Ge  4nother visit by the Government Chemist?

A, With the Governnent Chenist.

Qe  But this particular glass-cutter was seized on the
first day?

Lo On the first day, yes.
Qe  Thank you very nuch. ' 10
COURT: Mr., Duckett, if there is any doubt about the roonm ..
MR. DUCKETT: The matter will be cleared up at a later stage.
COURT: .. because it might be advantageous to have the
actual suitcase produced. I do not know whethcr there
are any labels attached to that suitcase, Were there
other articles in the suitcase?
A. Yes, there were a number of clothings.
COURT: /ny nanes on any of then?
Ae On the clothing?
COURT: On the clothing or on the suitcase? 20
he  No, sir,
COURT: Oxr on the suitcase?
L I cannot remember whether there was on the suitcase.
COURT: It night be clearer.
MR. BERNiCCHI: I do not think there is any doubt, just a
difference in the roownis which is at present
unexplainable but it might be cleared up later.
COURT: Yes, yes. .Thank you.
MR, DUCKETT: D.P.C. - I an sorry, uy Lord. There is one
additional witness which the prosecution proposes to 30
call. I have served nmy learned friend with a copy of

the statenent, and there is no objection. I call Mr,
Beaunont.
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No.15,
PATRICK ARCHIBALD GEORGE BEAUMONT

PLTRICK ARCHIBALD GEORGE BEAUMONT - Sworn in English.

XN. BY Mil. DUCKETIT:

Qe

K
dre

Ge

Qe

de

Yo
b

Qe

A,

Qo

Qe
fie
Qe

A,

Your full name is Patrick George Beaunont. Is that
corrcet?

Yes.

4nd you are employed by the Hong Kong Hotel?
Right, sir,.

ind what is your positidn there?

Manager, sir.

Night manager?

Manager.

Would you speak up? The accused and jury have to hear.
Yes,

Now, were you on duty on the 1st December, 19707
I was, sir.

find you were on duty from nidnight on that day, is that
right?

Yes.

Now, 2.30 in the norning, did you receive a telephone
nessage?

Actually the clerks outside in the reception they
received the message and reported to me that there was a
sort of arguing and seems like fighting in the roon.

You had a report?

Yes .

Fron?

Fron the room boy upstairs.
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88,

COURT: It is not clear. You did not have a report from the
roonm boy, you had a report fron the clerk who was
downstairs in the office.

Ge Is that so?
downstairs?

You had a report fronr a clerk who was
As He took the 'phone. My office was behind the
receptionist. Then he reported to ne.
Ge  Lbout fighting, was that right?
MR. BERNACCHI: Arguinge.
Le  Lrguing, 10

COURT: Yes: A report was nmade to you, that is all.

Qe What did you then do?

fie Then I got a few Securicor men to go up to the room, and
when we got up to the roon we listened and it was all
quiet; we could not hear a noise at all.

COULITs You went with the Securicor nen up to vwhich room?

b Yes, 1223.

COURT: You listened and heard nothing?

As I listened and got the Securicor men to listen too.
We heard nothing 20

Qe  What did you do then?

#e Then as I have no naster key to the room I rang the
assistant manager up, Mr. Welschen, and told him "What
do you think?"

Qe Lind after that what did you do?

lie Then Mr, Welschen told me since eee

Qe  You cannot tell us. ifter you spoke to Mr. Welschen,
you left the 12th floor?

As We dispersed and went down.

XXN, BY MR, BERNACCHI: 30

(e  Mr, Beaunont, I don't nind whether this is true or false,
but the report ...

fre Yes.
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Ge +e+ that you had was a report of arguing and fighting?
Ao That 'S righ.t .

We 4nd that was the only report that you had concerning this
particular room that night?

Lie Yes, sir.

Qe You did not have any report of screaming, of the words,
"Help, help", of a nan getting away on the ledge,
nothing like that?

dne Nothing like that, sir,

(e Thank you very muche I am sorry, perhaps ... you
were the nan to whon reports would be compunicated?

Ae Yes, that's right.

Ge So that if there was a report of that nature it would
in the nornial feshion ...

JAL. YeS ]

e ees in the normel practice of this hotel be reported
to you?

A, Yesa
Q, . Thank you.
MR. DUCKETT: No re-ecxanination.

NO REXN. BY Mit. DUCKETT,

BY COURT:

4s How nany people were there on duty in the office?

Lo In the office about four people. Four clerks and myself
behind the office,

Qe That is the ..

A The reception.

e That is the night duty office?

A. That!s right.

Qe  about four clerks. Would it be the responsibility of
any particular clerk to be detailed to take telephone
nessages at that tine, or would any of the ones?

A. Iny of the ones would be allowed to take messages.
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In the Suprene Q. iny of them, yes. Thank you very nuch.
Court of Hong
Kong fie  Thank you, sir.
COURT: Yes.
Prosecution
BEvidence MR. BERNACCHI: Now I will have Mr. Simpson back to put nore
questions on this point,
NO.15

Patrick Archibald
George Beaumont

Crosg=
Exanmination
(continued)
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No. 16 In the Supreme
Court of Hong
WONG KIN YAM Kong

YOHG XIN YAM ~ Affirmed in Punti Prosecution

XN. BY MR. DUCKETT:

Evidence

Q
A
Q.
A
Q
A

Q.

No.16
¥het is your full name? Wong Kin Yam
WONG Kin-yam. Examination
And you are D.P,C.T153, is thsat correct?
Yes.

And vhere are you stationed?

I am stationed at the Tsim Sha Tsui Police Station.

On the 1lst December last year did you attend room 1223
of the Hong Kong Hotel?

Yes, I did.

And on the instructions of Inspector WU did you teke
possession of certain articles?

Yes, I aid.

Have & look at exhibit P.8. Would you open thet
pleese? (Witness opens parcel). Does that consist of
two sheets and a blanket?

Yes.

It may have blood stains on it?

Yes.

Do you produce those two items?

Yes, I do.

COURT: They will have to have a new number.

CLERK: P.6.

MR. DUCKETT: P.6.

COURT: Yes.

Q. Did you also find a passport?

A.

Yes I did,
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Q.

92.

P.g.

COURT: Possport.

Q. Passport in the name of Dr. Coombe?

A, (Witness loocks at exhibit). Yes.,

Q. Do you now produce that?

A, I do.

COURT: P.T.

Q. Now on the scaffolding outside the hotel did you find
something?

A, I found a man's wig on the scaffolding.

Q. Vill you have & look at P.5?

A. (Witness looks at exhibit). Yes.

Q. Is that the brown wig that you found?

A, Yes.

Q. Do you now produce that?

CLERK: P.8,

A. Yes.,

Q. Would you have & look st exhibit P.1P? (Witness looks
at exhibit).

Does that show the scaffolding outside the hotel?

A, Yes, it does.

Q. Will you show us - can you show us where the wig was
recovered?

A, (Witness points on photograph). The wig was recovered
on this berboo.

Q. That is the wig there?

A, Yes.

Q. Now, did you then go to the Sun Ya Hotel?

A, Yes.

10
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A.

Q.

r
o

9.

Vhen was that?
On the same dsgy.
At about what time?

Sowe time after 1 p.m.

COURT: Yes. Can't you be & bit more accurate than that?

Between cne and three, one and four?

A. About a quarter-past one,

COURT: Yes.

Q. And vhere did you go to in the Sun Ya Hotel?

A. I went to room nurber L4224,

Q. Vas there anyone else with you?

A. Yes.

Q. Who was that?

A. Inspector WU Chi-meng and the Government Chenmist.

Q. Now, did you see certain items there?

A, Yes.

Q. Look at P.10. Is that the airline ticket which you
found?

A. (Witness looks at exhibit). Yes.

Q. Do you now produce that airline ticket?

CLERK: P.9.

A, Yes I do.

COURT: May I see? (Court looks et exhibit). Is this the

A,

eirline ticket from Hong Kong to where?

I do not know.

COURT: I see. Is it from Hong Kong to Darwin?

MR. DUCKETT: I think so.
COURT: With an open dete?

MR. DUCKETT: Yes, it is open-dated.
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9.

Q. Did you elso seize a letter, P.117
A, Yes, T did.

COURT: P,10.

CLERK: Yes.

A, (Witness looks at exhibit). Yes, this is the letter
I found.

Q. Do you now produce that letter?
A, I do.

@. The letter cen be read out, my Lord, it is quite
short. 10

COURT: Members of the jury, this is & letter not addressed
to anyone, an airmail letter form. It is written on
Hong Kong Hotel, Kowloon, paper, end it reads:

"Dear Annette,
Details so far: Arrived Fridey 8 p.m. and
booked into Sun Ya Hotel. $36 per night.." I
think it is - in brackets - " .. (very cheap).
2 p.m. Dressed in black, visited Hong Kong
Hotel. Two 'phone calls - American sccent.
Discussed.” - I think it is. 20
MR. DUCKETT: Discovered.

COURT: Discussed or discovered. You can see the letter.
Counsel end Jury lock at letter). Yes.

Q. Did you also find a passport there?

A. Yes I did.

Q. Would you look at P,11?

CLERK: P.11.

Q. I am sorry, P.12.

A.  (Witness looks at exhidbit). Yes, this is it.

Q. Do you now produce that pessport? 30
A, Yes.

Clerk: P.11l.



10

20

95.

COURT: Yes. Can I sse the passport? (Court looks st

Q. Did you also find a vacecination certificate in the
name of Murrasy - P.13%

A, (Hitness looks at exhibit). Yes I aid.

Q. Do you now produce that vaccination certificate?

A, Yes,

CLERK: P.l2.

Q. Was there also found in the room a glass-cutter?

A, Yes.

Q. Provisionally marked A.

A. (Witness lcoks at exhibit). Yes, this is the one.

Q. And do you now produce that?

A. VYes.

CLERK: P.13.

Q. Where was the glass—cutter found?

A, Well, I found this glass~cutter inside the drewer of
what appeared to be a teble.

Q. And the passport and the airline ticket, where were
they found?

A. These articles were found inside the luggege.

passport). Yes.

COURT: Which?

MR. DUCKETT: The passport and the airline ticket.

COURT: The passport and the airline ticket were found

A,

inside the luggage.

That is correct.

COURT: And the gless-cutter was found?

A.

Inside a drawer.

COURT: Yes.
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9.
COURT: May I see those? (Court locks at exhibit)., Both
in the name of Gresham Leslie Edwards. Yes.
Q. P.22, a door key of the Sun Ya Hotel?
A. (Witness looks at exhibit)., Yes.
CLERK: P.21l.
Q. P.23, a pair of cuff links?
A. (Witness looks at exhibit). That is correct.
Q. Do you produce the cuff links?
A, Yes I do.
CLERK: P.22. 10

Q. Now, the same afternoon did you deliver some of these
items to the Governmwent Chemist? Sorry, on the ...

A, On the following day.

Q. On the following afternoon did you deliver some of
these items to the Government Chemist?

A, Yes.
Q. Did you deliver P.8, the brown wig?
A, Yes.

COURT: You see these are now different numbers.

MR. DUCKETT: I heve put the different numbers. 20
COURT: Good.

MR. DUCKETT: I have done that.

Q. Did you deliver P.6, the two sheets and blanket?

A,  Yes.

Q. P.1h4, the pyjome jocket and P.15, the pyjema trousers?

A, Yes.

Q. P.18, the peir of lesather shoes?

A, Yes.
Q. P.19, the white jacket?

A, Yes. 30
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99.

P.16, the pair of trousers? In the Supreme
Court of Hong
Yes. Kong

And P17, ¢ i 87 .
Ts the pair of socks Prose aution

Yes. Evidence
¥o.16
On the Tth December did you receive some items back W Kin Y
from the Government Chemist? ong fin iom
Exenination
Yes I diad. (continued)

And you then handed some of these items to the
Government Pathologist, Dr. LEE Fook-kay, is that
correct?

Yes.

Did these include P.6, the sheets end blanket.
Yes.

P.14, the pyjemsa jacket?

Yes,

P.15, the pyjama trousers?

Yes.

P.19, the white jacket?

Yes.

And P.16 end 17, a peir of trousers and a pair of socks?
Yes.

And on the Wth December did you give the peir of cuff links,
P.22, to the Government Pathologist?

Yes I @id.

And on the 15th December did you receive back from the
Government Chemist the exhibits that you had eerlier
given?

Yes.

/nd on the 6th January did the Police Pathologist, Dr. LEE
Fook-ksgy, return to you the exhidits you had given to him?

Yes.
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100.

Q. There is one other matter., Did you also receive from
Dr. LEE Fook-key, the Government Pathologist, an
envelope on the 3rd of December?

dte .‘_'eS.

COURT: VWhat date was that?

Q. On the 3rd December received an envelope you hended -
I am sorry. On the 3rd December did you receive from
Dr. LEE Fook-kay an envelope?

A. (Witness looks at exhibit). Yes.

Q. And you handed that to the Government Chemist. Is 10
that correct?

A, Yes.

Q. And on the 15th Decermber that envelope wes hended beck
t0 you by the Government Chemist?

A, Yes.

Q. P.25,

COURT: I am sorry, it is going a little bdit beyond me. On
the 3rd December you received from Dr. LEE an envelope
which you handed to the Government Chemist, and on the
15th December you got thet back from the Chemist. Yes. 20

Q. And is P.25 that envelope? Is thet the envelope?

Jhtc YeB.

Q. Do you now produce thet envelope?

CLERK: P.23.

A, Yes.

COURT: Do you went this to remain sealed until it is opened
by Dr. LEE Fook-kay?

MR, DUCKETT: Well, it is not impcrtant.

COURT: Ve had better see what is inside. Just open the
envelope, will you? (Witness opens envelope). {Court 30
locks at contents).

MR. DUCKETT: There were samples of heir inside.

COURT: Hair, yes.
A, Well, I do not know whet it is, my Loxd.
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COURT: No.

A.

When I received this it was already placed in an
envelope and seealed.

COURT: Yes. Members of the jury, I have no doudbt Dr. LEE

Fook-ksay, when he is cslled, will tell us all about
the contents of the envelope.

XN, BY MR. BERNACCHI:

Qo

A,

Mr. Wong, is your rank in the Police Force that of
constnable? ‘

Yes,

Is o sergeant your immediate superior?

Yes.

When you - you say & sergeant, I believe it is customery
to cell a corporel a sergeant because basically gives
him face. Do you mean a corporal or do you meen a
sergeant?

Those officers with only two stripes on their uniform
are corporels, in fact, are glso addressed es 'sergeant',

whereas substentive sergeants are also known as sergeant.

Yes, I know that, and is your immediate superior two
strokes or three strokes?

There are both sergeants and corporals among my
irmediate superiors.

I see. For instance, is Corporal CHAN Kwong-hung one
of your immediate superiors?

No.

I see. Is Corporal CHENG Chau one of your immediate
superiors?

No.
Is Corporal TIM Fai one of your immediate superiors?

No.
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Q.

A
Q.

A,

102,

I see. Well, presumably & corporcl was your immediate
superior in the investigstion into this ecnse: o
corporal or a sargeant, I don't know which.

Yes.

Well, whet is his neme, please?

Corporal 915, IP Fook-lung, now Jdeceased.:

Do you know who interviewed Mr. Cho - sorry - CHO
Chi~kau? Was it this men now deceesed?

I do not know.

I see. It was not you, aayhow? 1C
No.

How, P.13, plesase. (Cowunsel locks at exhibit). ' You

have told the Court that this glass-cutter was found

in a drawer?

Yes.

Now, your superior officer, Inspector WU, who was
present seid thet it was found in & suitcasc,

Well, several persons went into the room at that time
and all the drawers were then opened. I saw this
object when it was in the dreswer. 20

Do you mean to sy, or are you suggesting that somebody

_ put this object into a suitcase so that Inspector WU

could say that it was foumd in a suitcase?

I éo not know.

You see, you agreed that Inspector WU was present.
Yes.

And he was in charge of all of the police at that time
in that room?

Correct.

And I put it to you that, in fact, it was found in a 30
suitease.

At thet time my duty was to put every article found
into seperate parcels, and I recalled clearly thet I
picked this from the drawer ond put it into a parcel.
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103,
Have you ever talked with this Mr. CHAN Chi-kau - CHO,
I am sorry, CHO Chi-keu?
Ro.

You mean to ssy that throughout this case you have
never had any conversation with Mr. Cho?

That is correct.

You are a part of the police investigation team of
this killing?

Yzs,

And you have been outside both the courtroom here and
the courtroom in the Hagistracy?

Yes.

fnd you have never even had one word with an importent
Crovn witness like Mr. Cho?

Well, no. Up to yesterdey I did not know that he was a

witness wntil he went into the court.

Oh, come alnng, you geve evidence before the Megistrate

and so did Mr. Cho.

Well, I might not have met him in the Magistracy, and

In the Supreme
Court of Hong
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Wong Kin Yam

Cross-Examination
(continued)

normally I work at the Tsim Sha Tsuli Police Station to
which I am attached, and my duty in connection with this
case was merely to collect the exhibits.

You see, I suggest to you that even curiosity would have
induced you tc¢ have had one or two words with Mr. Cho.

You mean when?

Either here or in the Magistracy, or in the police station.
I have never met him in the police station.

Would you answer the question, please?

I have never had a converssation.

Now you have produced Exhibits P16 to P22 inclusive.

Yes.

I think they were hended to you in Tsimshatsui Police
Station.

Yes.
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In the Supreme Q. Whet police station déo you seay that you werc attached
Court of Hong to?
Kong
A. Tsimshatsui Police Station.
Prosecution
Evidence Q. But I expect you know thet the evilence will come out
No. 16 thet they vere taken from the accused in Queen
Elizabeth Hoapital.
Wong Kin Yan
Cross-Exarination A, The articles were handed to me by D.P.C.5386.
(continued) /

Q. Now would you amswer the question. I expect ycu know,
do you not, that the evidence will come out that these
articles came from the accused in Queen Elizasbeth Hospital?lO

A, You nmeen these articles?

Q. P16 to P22 inclusive, the peir of trousers, the peir of
socks, the pair of leather shoes, the white jacket, the
Australian driving licences, etc. etec. etec.

A. No. D.P.C.5386 took possession cof the trousers, socks,
leather shoes, jacket, etc. but not all the articles
you have mentioned from the accused in hospital and
brought then to the Yaumati Police Station, and then on
that same dgy I met him in Yauneti Police Station. He
told me sbout the articles and later took them to 20
Tsimghatsui Police Station and handed them to me.

Q. So you went to Yaumati Police Station in connectiom with
this case, did you?

A, On that day after I had left the public mortuary I was
instructed by the Police Inspector to go to Yaumati
Police Station to get the articles from D.P.C.5386.

Q. You see 5 minutes ego you adopted the attitude "Well I
am not even attached to the relevant police station, I
just collected erticles”.

A, Yes. 30

Q. Now it seems that as you were one of the team investigating
this killing you buzzed eround from police station to
police station as per your instructions.

A. On that day I took some clothings from the deceassed in
the public mortuery end when I wes leaving the public
rortuery I wes instructed by the Detective Inspector
to go to Yaumati Police Station to get some articles
from D.P.C.5386.
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105.

Now the articles that you collected eventually not
in the Yaumeti Police Station but in the Tsimshatsui
Police Station, you have explained that you went to
Yaumati and then went to Tsimshetsui.

That is correct, because I had too mehy articles with
me at thet time. I could not by myself have brought
all the other articles back from the Yaumati Police
Station so I asked the D.P.C. to come along with me to
the Tsimshatsuli Police Station.

And the articles that you have produced that this
D,P.C.5386 gave you were a pair of trousers, a pair of
socks, a pair of leather shoes, a white jacket, two
Australian driving licences, the door key of a room in
Sun Ys Hotel and one pair of cuff links.

It seemed that I was not given the two Australien
driving licences. There was s wallet containing some
money and some pieces of paper, but there was no
driving licence.

You are the witness, you have said in evidence-in-chief
that you produced these driving licences.

Yes.
Now you say in cross—exemination "I don't remember the

driving licences”". You are not en automaton. If you
don't remember how can you produce the driving licences?

COURT: Have a look at them will you? Show him them. Take

them out and look at them,

There was & wallet handed to me containing among other
things these two driving licences.

Do you remeumber thet now or are you just presuming this
wallet must have contained these driving licences?

I cannot reelly remember because there were a few pieces
of paper in the wallet and the two driving licences look
like the papers found emong the other documents in the
wallet, but as I don't know English and as all the other
documents were in English I am rather confused.

Now I come back to the question I asked you about 10
minutes ago. Do you know that the evidence will be
produced that all these things that were handed to you
by this D.P.C. were collected from the accused in Queen
Elizabeth Hospital? Do you know that?

Yes, I do.
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106.

Well now, what more erticles were headed ‘o you by
this D,P.C. besides those that you have produced?

Yes, there were other articles.

Yes, well what other erticles?

One watch, one wellet containing HK$37-odd, a bleck
coloured wallet, and there were some papers found

inside the wallet but I don't know what they were.

Were any wnderclothes or anything like thet supplied
to you or not?,

No underclothes, no. I remember & pair of underpents. 10

A peir of underpants, a wellet end a wrist watch were
also handed to you at that time,

Yes.

Now coming back to the search in room 1223, you have
produced certein things that you found, including a
pessport in the name of Alan Coombe.

Yes.

Did you find any airline tickets or emything like that
in his room?

No. Well it was Inspector Wu who opened the suitcese 20
et that time. He took out a passport and handed it *to
me. I then placed the passport inside a parcel.

So Inspector Wu decided vhat exhivits were relevent to
this case and handed them to you to pack up.

Correct.

And of course there was e lot of other articles
belonging to Dr. Coombe that were not packed up and
teken awey. :

Not on that day.

Well you don't know, you say, enything sbout - you 30
didn't go back to the room sgain.

On the following dey we went back to the hotel and took
possession of the deceased's clethings and other
belongings to the police station.

Oh yes, but that is not exhibited in court at all.

That is correct.
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Q. And you yourself don't know what wes amongst these In the Supreme
objects of clothing and other versonal objects? Court of Hong
Kong
A, That is correct.
Prosecution
Q. And the one time that you went to the Sun Ya Hotel are Evidence
you sure of the room number?
No.1l6
A. The room number wes 4224, Wong Xin Yam

Cross—-Examinstion

Q. And you are sure of that? (continued)
A, That is correct.
Q. Thenk you very much.
REXN. BY MR. DUCKETT: Re~Examination
Q. You have told us you were from Tgimshetsui Police
Station.
A, Yes.

Q. Now the officers who carried out the subsequent
investigation of this case, will you tell us where
they were from?

A, They were from Kowloon Police H.Q.

Q. Is that a separate building eltogether and a separste
wmit?

A, Yes. Kowloon Police H.Q. is in Prince Edward Road,
whereas the Tsimshatsui Police Station is near the Star
Ferry Pier,

COURT: Theank you.

MR. DUCKETT: I call Miss Hamilton, my Lord, page 25.



110.

In the Supreme Q. It is not scientific.
Court of Hong
Kong A. It is not.
Prosecution Q. The furthest you can go is to say they are similar?
Evidence
A, Yes.

No.l7
Sheile Elizabeth Q.  Thenk you very much.
Hamilton
Examination MR. DUCKETT: I ecall Dr. Lee Fook-key.

(continued)
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No. 18 In the Supreme
Court of Hong
LEE FOOK-KAY Kong
. . Prosecution
LEE Fook~Ksy. Sw . .
8y orn in English Evi dence
NX. BY MR. DUCKETT: No.18
Q. You are Dr. Lee Fook-kny, is that correct? Lee Fook-Kay
Examinetion

A. Yes,
Q. And you are a Pclice Patholomist.
4, Yes.
Q. And your quelifications?
A, I am a Bachelor of Medicine and Bachelor of Surgery of

the University of Hong Kong. I hold a Diplomsa in

Medicel Jurisprudence, Londen. I also hold a Member—

ship in the Royal College of Pathologists, London.
Q. On the 1lst December last year at 10.15 hours did you

go to rocm 1223 of the Hong Kong Hotel?
A, Yes.
Q. And what did you see when you errived?
A, On the floor opposite the entresnce of the room I saw &

European mele lying on his fece. I found that he was

dead. He had a number of steb wounds and cut wounds

end he wes dead for about 6 to 8 hours. There were

areas of fresh bloodstains on the floor, on the

adjacent well and also on the bed.
Q. Would you have a look at Exhibit P1B and P1C.
A. Yes.
Q. Do those photographs show the room as you saw it when

you arrived?
A, Yes.
Q. And the bloodstains theat you have just referred to.
A, Yes.
Q. They are the derk marks, are they?

Yes.
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112,

Q. Would you show the members of the jury the bloodsteins?

A. First, on the floor around the body and also on the
adjacent well here in photogreph P1B. And in the
following photogreph, P1C, this is a view teken from
the inside of the room towards the entrance of the
room frem the opposite diresction and the areas, dark

arecas on the floor, the wall and the bed, they were all
fresh bloodstains. I exanined these bloodstains and
I found that they all belonged to Group O human blood.

Q. Yes.

A. On the dressing table facing the window I found smears
of Group A humen bloodsteins. That is shown in
photogreph P1E and P1F, P1F is a close-up of the
dressing table.

Q. There is a white merk.

A, Yes, I marked it with a piece of chalk to indicate the
position of these smeers of blood. I also found
smears of Group A humen bloodstains on the inside of
the window gless and also outside the window end also
on the ledge, They belonged to Group A human blood.

Q. And where did you go then?

A, Then I examined the window frame of this windcw, which
wes open, shown in photogreph P1F and P1G. This is
the window I am now describing, which was open, and on
the window frame I found Group ¢ human bloodsteins.

Q. Yes.

A, Then I came out from this rocm and I went up to the
waiters' changing roou on floor 18. Inside the
toilet there were areas of Group A humen blocdsteins
found,

COURT: Where was this?
A. On the 18th floor, my Lord. I think we should loock at
photograph P1I. It shows to you the waiters' changing

roon and toilet. Thet is the plece I found the Group A
human bloodstains.

COURT: That is on P1I,
A. Yes. That is on the 18th flocr of the building

COURT: Whereabouts exactly did you find the bloodstains? Is
that blocd in the basin?

A, Yes.

10

20

30



10

20

113.

COURT: And on the floor.

4. The derk spots, they are all bloodstains.

COURT: And on the window ledge as well.

A. Yes, my Lord, that is correct.

COURT: Yes.

A, There was & trail of bloodstains leading from this
toilet into the staircase and then up to the rooftop.
Next photogreph, P1J, shows to you the staircase
leading up to the rooftop. I found out this trail
of bloodstains conteined only GroupA humen blood.

Q. Yes, and on the roofton?

I found that there was amother
It &lso belonged

A, T went to the rooftop.
trail of bloodstains on the rooftop.
to Group A hunan blood.

Q. That led to some sceaffolding, is that correct?

A. This trail of bloodstains was at the rooftop, right
across the rooftop into the scaffolding at the other
corner of the building. PlK shows the rooftop, PlL
elso shows the rooftop. I marked the areas of blood-
stains with a piece of chalk. And also this next one
PIM, P10 shows the scaffolding at the other cormer of
the building.

Q. And vhat did you see on the scaffolding?

A, I found Group A human bloodsteins on the scaffolding.
Q. Were these clearly visible?

A. Yes.

Q. All right, you then followed this trail of blood
further. Is thet correct?

A. I 3id not climb down from the scaffolding.
bloodstains on the bamboos of the scaffolding.
came down to the 6th floor of this building.

Then I
I found

that the scaffolding facing the ledpe of the balcony of

the 6th floor also conteined Group A human bloodstains,
photograph P1Q.

Q. And you followed the trail of blood?

A. Yes, I followed the bloodstains from the balcony to
the rooftop of the car park of Oceen Terminal.

I found the
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114,

Q. Would you look at the last photograph, P1V. Does that
shov anything?

A, P1C, yes. That is the balcony at the 6th floor of the

building.
Q. Plv,
A, Oh yes.

Q. Does that show another bloodstain?
A, Yes.

Q. Thet was the finel bloodstain you found, is that right?
A. Yes. 10

COURT: You say you followed the bloodstains from the
balcony of the 6th floor, up the stairs to the rooftop

car park end then from the rooftop cer park down to
where? Down to the outer balcony of the Ocean Terminal,
is that right? Is that correct?

A, Yes. That is the - well, it is s protruding part of
that building.

COURT: The steaircase shown in photograsph P1S, is that the
steircase going down from the rooftop to the Ocean
Terminal outer balecony? 20

A, It was quite some distance away from the —-

COURT: A1) I went to know is this. Is that the staircase
woing up from the 6th floor versndsh to the car park or
is that the staircase going down from the car park to
the Oceen Terminal?

A, That is the staircase from the rooftop of the car perk
to the lower floor of the car park. Quite s distance
ewgy from the building.

Q. That same dey at 17.30 hours in the Queen Elizabeth
Hospitel did you examine the accused in this case? 30

A, Yes.
Q. And was this with the accused's consent?

A. Yes.
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.pb-

115.

Now what were your findings?

First I asked his neme. He gave his name as Mr., David
Christopher Murray. He was ebout 145 1b. in weight,
6'-3" tall. I obtained consent from him end I found
that he had the following injuries. He had wounds on
his left forearm, left hend and the left knee region,
which were treated and dressed by the doctor in Queen
Elizebeth Hospital. He had small recent abrasiéns &t
the inner side of the left ankle and the left big toe.
With his consent I obteined a blood sample from him,

I fownd out his blood group belmgs to Group A, I
also obtained the following samples. Bloond sample

for analysis of alcohol. Samples of heed hairs,

pubic heirs and nail screpings. I also obtained swabs
from his urinary passage and the anus, They showed no
spermatozos.

Vhat ebout the blood semple? Why alcohol?

I preserved the sample and I handed these semples to
D.P.C. No. T153.

I'm sorry, what did you kend to D.P.C. T153?

Samples of blood, head hairs, pubic hairs and nail
scrapings.

Did you later test the blood sample?

I did not. I instructed the D.P.C. tc send the
samples to the Government Chemist for anslysis.

Now the semple of head hair that you took, did you
identify it in any wey?

I put it into an envelope and I lebelled it.
Whet was the label?

David Christopher Murrsy.

Would you have a look at Exhibit P23?

Yes, these were the samples bearing my labelling.

They are samples cf the head hair you took from the
accused, is that correct?

Yes,

Yes, and what else did you find on your examination of
the accused? Was there anything further?

On the enus there was a pile and showing no injury or
bleeding.
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Q. Now on the morning of the 2nd December last yeer did
you perform an autopsy on a Furopemn nale?

A, Yes.

Q. And he was identified to you as Dr. Ronald Alen Coombe ,
is that correct?

A, Yes,
Q. /ind who identified him?
A, Mr. Zimmermenn of the Hong Kong Hotel.

COURT: I take it this was in fact the man you found dead in
roon 1223, 10

A, Exectly, sir.
Q. VWhat was the result of your examination?

A, T estimated the time of death of the deceased was
between 3.00 to 4.00 a.m. on the lst December lest yenr.
I made an external exemination and I found the body wes
well built, musculer, well nourished, 5'-11" tell. His
blood aroup belonged to Group O, The male organ snd
the anus were normal. There were two cut wounds at the
left side of the hend, directed from back to front,
mecsurine 1" and 23" respectively. Another cut wound 20
on the upper lip directed to the right side, 2" long.
One small cut st the tip of the nose. One stap wound
was found on the upper pert of the right front of the
neck, directed upwards, meesuring 1" long. One shallow
cut wound in the lower part of the right front of the
neck, 3/4" long. There were arecs of sbrasions neer
the right eye region. There vas & group of 9 steb
wounds in front of the chest. One corner of the wound
was round and the other comer was sharp.

COURT: Vhet is the significence of that? 3

A, Indicating that the weapon is, the wound is beins
inflicted by & knife.

COURT: Spesk up sc the jury can hear you,

A. In my opinion this indicates that the wespon ceausing
these injuries is consistent with s knife. These wounds
on the chest measured from 1" to 2". There were also
some shallow cuts.
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Q. That is not the depth, that is the size of the openine.
Is that correct?

A. Because I am now descriding only the external finding
of the post mortem. There were two steb wounds at the
side of the right chest wall, directed upwards,
measuring 1" and 13" respectively. There was one steb
wownd on the left shoulder, 1" long and 1" deep. A
group of 5 stab wounds in front of right arm and right
armpit region, measuring from 1" to 21" in length.

10 They penetrated into the arm muscles. The lower two
of this group were deep and penetrated into the right
arm bone. These wounds were sbout 2" deep. Another
group of S5 stab wounds on the right forearm, They
penetrated generally upwards into the muscles, 23" deep.
There were no injuries in his right hand. There was &
group of 5 cut and staeb wounds at the left wrist and
the left hend, with one through and through steb wound
from the left wrist to the back of the left forearm,
directed upwards. It wes 11" deep and measured 2" and

20 1" respectively in length. There was one horizontal
stab wound in front of the right leg into the leg
muscles, 1" deep. There wes one stab wound on the
right buttock, directed downwards, and & shellow cut at
the side of the right thigh. There was one almost
horizontel stab wound at the side of the left thigh,
3/4" long, directed inwerds, measuring 13" deep.
were no injuries found on his back.

Q. That completed your examination.
A. External examination.

External examination.
a practising homosexual —-—

(One juror starts to leave the jury box).

COURT: You would like a short adjournment, would you? You
were diseppearing were you?

JUROR: May I be excused for a moment?
COURT: Well I think we must adjourn.
1.57 a.m. Court adjourns.

12,10 p.m. Court resumes.

Accused present. Appearances es before. Jury present.

There

Before you go on, if & person is
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LEE Fook-kay. o.f.o.
X¥. BY MR. DUCKETT Continues:

Q. Dr., Lee, if a male person is a practising homosexual is
it ever possible to find this from a clinical examination
of his body?

A. Commonly there should be some medicsal evidence of
penetration of the site involved.

Q. You meen the anus, is that corrcct?

A. Yes.
COURT: Well that depends what part he plays in it, I 10
suppose.

Q. And was there eny such evidence when you examined the
deceased in this cese?

A, No.

COURT: Clearly that depends on what part he pleys in the
" matter, doesn't it?

A, Yes, but the counsel just mentioned anus.

Q. You then conducted an internal exemingtion of the

decensed?
A, Yes. Can I g0 on now? 20
Q. Yes.

A, Internally, the stab wound in the neck penetreted
upwards end inwards at 60° into the neck wuscles. There
were no injuries in the min hlood vessels. The neck
bones showed no fractures. The stab wounds on his chest
were fatal wounds. Now I describe these fatal wounds in
more detail. (1) The one at the centre measured 11" long.
The left corner of the wound was round and the right
corner was sharp. It penetrated slightly upwards end
aleo towards the left side, forming an engle of 80°. It 30
cut through the second ridb space into the front of the
upper lobe of the left lung. The wound in the left lung
wes 3" long and 1" deep. The totel depth of the stab
wound, thaet is the measurement from the skin surface into
the lung tissue, was 3". There were two pints of blood
found inside the left lung cavity. The left lung wes
collapsed. The second wound on the chest. That is
the steb wound below and to the left side of the first
one.
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COURT: If you could point these out to the jury it helps.

A. This is the front of the chest. The first wound, that
is the one et the centre and also the top I have just
described. Now I describe the second stad wound,
that is below and to the left of the first one. This
is the first cne, thig is the second one. This one
penetrated upwerds through the left second space into
the left chest cavity. It formed en engle of T0° with
the skin surface and did not penetrete into the lung.
The third wound, that is the lower one of this group
and pictured bere. The third one. The first ome,
second one, third one. This wound penetreted through
the right third ridb space almost horizontally into the
upper lobe of the right lung. The total depth was
23", That is the measurement from the skin surface
into the lung tissue, 23". The wound directed
slightly to the right side and was 1" deep into the
lung. The right lung was partly collepsed. There
were ebout 13 pints of blood found inside the right
chest cavity. Now I describe the wounds on the right
side of the chest well. There were two. Fow I
describe the upper one first.

the side of the lowerolobe of the right lung. It
formed en angle of 70~ like that. The wound in the
right lung wvas 1" deep and 1" long. The total depth
was 3". Thet is the measurement from the skin
surface into the lung tissue was 3". The lower wound
of this group was shallow. Then I exemined the hesart
and other orgens. I found that they were pale end
showed no diseases. The stomach contained a small
anount of food residue. I preserved the blood and
urine samples for analysis of alecohol. I instructed
the same D.P.C. T153, instructing him to send these
samples to the Government Chemist for enalysis of
alcohol. '

Q. To inflict wowmnds of this nature what sort of force
would be required, doctor?

A. Irn my opinion the force varying from moderate to a
severe degree is necessary to penetrate into th$"

muscles and also into the lungs to z depth of 23~ to
over 3".

COURT: Have you told us the cause of death, doctor? Not
vet.

A, No, I was interrupted. In my opinion the cause of
death is shock and bleeding due to steb wounds into
both lungs.

The upper stab wound of
this group penetrated through the seventh rib space into
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17th March, 1971,
]-2.20 E.m.

(¥N. by Mr. Duckett of Dr. LEE Fook-kay, continues)

COURT: Looking at these photographs, are you able to tell
us - csn you point to eny particular wound or wounds
which were the fatal ones? If you would just ...

A. Yes.
COURT: It would probebly help the jury.

A. Yes, I have described the wounds and now demonstrate
the wounds with the photograph. 10

COURT: Yes.

A, I identify this set of photozraphs being the decesased.
I instructed the Police Photographer to take this before
and during the post-mortem examination.

COURT: Yes.

A, They are P.3A to P.3H inclusive. The first photosraph,
P.34A, shows the deceased: it is a #eneral view of the
vhole body. After clearing up the blood stains
covering the face and the body, the second photograph,
P.3B, shows the head and the upper part of the chest. 20
You can see the cut wounds on the left side of the head,
the upper lip end the tip of nose. Abrasions are round
the right eye remion, and also the stab wounds in the
neck, right side of the front of the neck. The next
photograph, P3C, shows the steb wound on the left

shoulder.

COURT: What about this steb wound here? (Court indicates on
photograph).

A, There is a better vhotograph to show you. They have a
close-up, my Lord. 30

COURT: Yes.

A. P.3C shows the view - the stab wvound on the left
shoulder here, end also the cut wound I just mentioned
on the side of the head ~ this one ~ on the left~hand
side of the head. The next photograph is a close-up of
the chest wall ~ P.3D is a close-up of the chest wall
together with the wounds on his right upver limb. Rirht
upper limb, that is erm end forearm here.
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COURT: Can you show us the fatal wounds? In the Supreme
Court of Hong
A, Yes. I have described three of them on the chest Kong
wall; one at the centre, one at the left side end onc
at the right side as indicated with three arrows. Prosecution
Evidence
COURT: Those were the fatal wounds?
_ Ho.18
A, Yes, sir. Lee Fook-Kay
COURT: Penetretings into both lungs? Examination
(continued)
A, Yes.

COURT: They penctrated into both lungs?

A.

Yes, sir., Well, the one on the right side penetrated
into the right lung; the one on the left side
penetrated into the left lung. This one ig also
fatel. P,.3E shows the two steb wounds on the side of
he ricght chest wall., The upper one is fatal - this
one.

COURT: Yes.

Q.

Can you, from your exemination, can you estimate the
time that the deceased would have lived after receiving
these injuries?

In my opinion a wound - the wounds of this sort - I
think the person could live, say, ebout half an hour
after being inflicted.

COURT: Yes.

On the Wth December last year did you receive from
D.P.C.T153 & total of sixteen sealed packaszes at the
Kowloon Police Leboratory?

Yes.

And you examined these items, and among them was a pair
of gold cuff-links? Exhibit P.22.

(Witness looks at exhibit). First I identify the
envelope containing this pair of golden coloured cuff-
links. I found Group 'O' humen hlood stains on one of
ther and Group 'A' humen blood stains on the other, I
separated these two cuff-links into two little begs and
I lebelled it "Group 'C'" - that is this one (Witness
holds up exhibit) ~ and "Group 'A'" - this one.
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Q. On the Tth December did you receive eleven sealed
packapes from D.P.C.TL537

A, Yes.

Q. And you examined these packages as well, is that
correct?

A, Yes,

Q. Now, would you have & look at exhibit P.6, two sheets
end one blanket?

A. (Witness looks at exhibit). First I identify the
package of this. 10

COURT: May we just go back to the cuff-links, Mr., Duckett?
Those were the cuff-links thet were produced - they
were the cuff-links exhibit P.22. Produced by D.P.C.
7153, I think, and they have been ... .

MR. DUCKETT: Ee had received them from another P.C. who has
not yet given evidence.

COURT: Who will say that he received - thet he took them
from the eccused?

MR. DUCKETT: From the accused. That is so, my Lord.
COURT: Yes, yes. I am-sorry. 20
A. (Witness holds up exhibit).. This wes a vhite bed sheet.
COURT: Yes.
A. I will describe this one first. This is a white bed
sheet with Group '0O' and Group 'A' humen blood stains
on it. There were no cut holes. The holes were made
by me to cut the materisl out for blood group examina~
tion. I labelled the areas wiere it is pencilled to
indicete positions of Group 'O' and Group 'A' humen
blood stains. (Witness indicates on exhibit). This is
Group 'O' and this is Group 'A'. 30
Q. Yes?

COURT: Is it right to sey that the Group 'A' human blood
stains - were they in fairly small ..,

A, Can somebody help? (Witness refers to holding up of
sheet).

COURT: Yes.

A, Thenk you.
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COURT: Are they feirly smell quentities of Group 'A'? In the Suprene
Court of Hong
A. Yes. I em nov demonstrating Group 'O'. Group 'O', Kong
Group '0', Group 'C'. These were Group 'A'.
(Witness indicates blood stains). Prosecution
Evidence
COURT: Just little spots, yes.
Wo.18
A. Yes. Lee Fook-Ksay
COURT: The large one ... Exemination

v (continued)
A. Little spots near one side.

COURT: And the lerge one in the middle is Growp ...?

A. Group '0'.

COURT: Yes.

Q. Yes. VWill you look et the second sheet?

A. (Witness looks at exhibit). The second one is also &
vhite bed sheet. It conteined Group 'O' human blood
stains. There were no cut holes. All Group '0'.

COURT: All Group '07?

A, Yes.

COURT: Yes.

A. (Witness looks at exhibit). This is & brown woollen
blanket with Group 'O' human blood stains.

COURT: Thet is all?

A. Yes. There were no cut holes. (Witness looks at
exhibit). This is another brown woollen blanket with
Group '0' human blood stains. There were no cut
holes.

COURT: Two blankets?

CLERK: Tweo blankets.

A, Yes.

COURT: Yes,

Q. Would you have a look at exhibit P.1h?

A. (Witness looks at exhibit). This refers to one green long
sleeved pyjama jacket, well scaked with Group 'O' humen
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blood stains. A total of twenty-five cut holes
measuring from £" to 63" on the front, the back end
elso both sleeves of the jacket. The third ond the

fourth buttons were missing.

Q. These cut holes were consisten with the injuries that
you have described on the deceased?

A. Yes., I put vhite paper labels to indicate the
possition of the cut holes.

COURT: Can you distinguish batween a cut and a stab for
the purpose of those holes?

A, No, cut holes.

COURT: They may be caused either by a cut or e stab?
Either?

A, Yes. Cuts in the clothings, there is no depth.

COURT: Yes.

Q. Would you look &t P.157

A. (Witness looks at exhibit). This exhibit refers to
a pair of green pyjama trousers well soasked with
Group '0' human blood stains. There were four cut
holes meesuring from t" to 3" long found in front end
another two cut holes 1" to 23" long found at the
back of the trousers.

Q. Would you look at exhibits 16, 17, 18 and 19?

A,  (Witness looks at exhibits). This one, P.18 - the

first, P.16 ...

COURT: Yes.
A, «+. refers to this pair of dark European style
trousers. I found Group 'A' humen blocd stains on

front end back. There wes one cut hole 3/4" long
found on the left leg of the trousers. Iput a
white paper label to indicate the position of the cut
hole.

Q. Yes., P.177

A.  P.1T7 (Witness looks at exhibit) refers to this pair of
gocks with Group 'A' human blood stains. I put the
yellow grease pencil marking to indicate the position
of the blood stains. P.18 refers to this pair of
black leether shoes. I found Group 'A' human blood
steins on the inside end also cutside of the shoes.

10
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P,19 refers tc this white sports jacket. I found
Group 'A' humen blood stains in front and back and
also both sleeves of ths jacket. There were two cut
hcles found on the middle back of the jacket,
neesuring & end 13" long. I put a blue - two blue
paper lebels to indicate the positions. There were
o buttons on this jacket.

COURT: Yes .

Q. ©On the 3rd Decembzer at 5,15 p.m. did you go to the
Police Headquarters, Kowloon, and d&id you there
exemine a taxi, resistered number AN-T7628?

A, Yes,
Q. And whet did you find?

A, I found there were different areas of Group 'A' human
blocd stains on the floor of the front seat of the
texi and also the inside of the front door at near
side.

Q. Would you heve a lock at exhibits P.2A to E?

A, (Witness looks at exhibits). This shows the taxi
bearing number AN-7628. P.2D shows the areas of
Group 'A' human blood stains I found on the flcor of
the front seat and also the side - the inside of the
front dcor at near side. I lebelled the arees of
blocd stains with a piece of chelk.

COURT: (Tec Mr. Bernacchi) Start your cross—examination

this afternoon.

here until half-past two this afternoon - helf past
two this afternoon.

12,142 p.m.,  Court aljourns

2.32 p.m. Court resumes

Accused present. LAppearances as before.

LEE FOOK-KAY - O.F.0,

XXN, BY MR. BERWACCHI:

CURT: Yes, Mr. Bernecchi.

Q. Doctor, vou said this morning that the deceased would
heve died about half-en—~hour after receiving the
injuries?

i, Yes.

Members of the jury, we will adjourn

Jurors present.
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126 o

If help had been evaileble, would it have made eny
difference?

Yes.

And if help had been availcble could he heve — eny
chance of him being saved, in other words?

He should have & better chance.

He should have a better chance. Now, you did nct mske

any inspection of the wounds themselves on the morning

of the 1lst December? You pave certain directions as

to photographs but you did not make eny inspection of 10
the wounds on that morning?

You mesn on the decessed?

Yes.,

Yes, I examined the deceased primarily end noticeéd some
wounds on his chest and neck.

I see.
I did not cut open to look further.

But the deseription of his wounds that you have given

to us this morning was a description when you

performed en autopsy? 20
Yes.

Now, I think you seid that et about 5.30 p.m. on the
1st you went to the Custodial Vard of Queen Elizabeth

Hospital?

Yes.

When you went there were the police in the process of
taking o statement from the accused?

At that time the police party was inside the actual
room L2 N

Yes. 30

«es OFf the Custodial Ward. I wes waitine outside for
about fifteen minutes.

I see. A police party weas inside the room and you
hed tc wait outside for sbout fifteen minutes?

Actually we went together but I let the police party
go into the rcom first.
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Q. I see, _In the Supreme
Court of long
A, And then sbout fifteen minutes I went into the room. Kong
Q. On the police party's request? Prosecution
Evidence
A, Yes.
No.1l8
. Yes,
Q ¢ Lee Fook-Key
COURT: Let us get this quite clear. Are you saying that Cross-Exemination
you went there with the police party? (continued)
A, Yes.

COURT: And you had to wait for sbout fifteen minutes?

A, No. I liked very much to let the police party interview
the man first because when I interview a person I started
to offer him a medical examination -~ start a medical
examination.

COURT: Yes.

Q. And they called you in when they were ready for you, in
effect?

A. Well, you can sgy that.

Q. Now, did you know at that time that the accused was
suspect of this killing?

A, Yes.

Q. Did you know of your own or information that you hed
received from the police?

A. From the police.

Q. Now, you actually examined the accused in the presence
of Superintendent Harris?

A, I obtained consent in the presence of him and ...

Q. I see.

COURT: In the presence of Superintendent Harris?

A.

Mr, Harris.

COURT: Yes,
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Then you said that you exarnined an Australian, David
Christopher Murray, aged 18, and you said thet he was
8ix feet end helf-en-inch in height?

Yes.

Now, where did you obtain that information from?

I asked him,

You asked the police?

No, I asked the gentleman. (Witness points to
accused). That is, the accused.

I see. Were you aware it is the informetion on the
pessport he was carrying? David Christopher Murrsy's
passport.

I also did look at his passport.

You also did look at his pessport?

Yes.

You yourself did not, for instance, measure him, or
anything like that?

He had a nurber of wounds and wes lying on the bed.
I do not think I like to get him up to reasure him.

Would you be survprised if I told you that his actual
height was 5 feet eleven?

Well, it is not much difference, gbout one inch
difference. It is difficult to say without actusl
neasurement.

Yes, all right. And vhere did you obtain the
weight from, 145 1bs?

I asked hin.
You asked the accused?
Yes.

Yes, 2ll right. Agein you did not yourself weigh
him, or anything like that?

He was wmfit to get up for weighing.

10
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129.
Yes, of course. You do not, anyway, give Coombe's
weight? You have seen the dead body of Coombe's?
Yes.
How much would you estiriate his weight as?
I think esbout 150 1lbs.
Perheps even & bit rore?

Yes, may be, Say 5 1lbs. more or so. I heve no
means to weigh a body in the mortuary, no means at all.

His height ~ P.7, please, passport. (Counsel looks at
passport). His height in the pessvort is € ft?

Yes.
Would you accept that height?

Yes, because I measured the body from head to toes
without shoes.

I see.

I do not know whether the height recorded there is
with shoas or without shoes, so one inch is ebout just
fine.

So the height would be 5 ft. 11 to 6 ft?

Yes.

Now, would you asgree with me, therefore, that the
accused was slightly lighter and slightly shorter than
Cooribe?

Yes.

But of course Coorbe was older than the eccused?

Yes.

Coombe was just 41, I think. He was born in October of
1935 - 'k5, '55, 65 - I an sorry, I =m sorry, I am sorry,

it is just L6 - 3.

Yes.

COURT: When was he vorn?
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MR. BERNACCEI: 23rd October, 1935, so it is just 36. Oh, dear,

my arithmetic! I em sorry, just 35.
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Q. Now, you have described in detail the wounds on Coombe.
You have only touched on the wounds on the accused.
Did you examine the wounds? You have reported that
he was wounded in the left forearm, left hand and
left knee region. Did you examine these wounds or
were they dressed end you did not remove the dressing?

A. I examined him and I found that he had wounds on the
left upper limb and also around the knee region, but
the wounds in the srm have been treated and also
dressed by the doctor; therefore I did not open it 10
and look because I was afreid that it ney - it might
invite infection.

Q. Yes, and does the sene enswer apply to the leg, the
knee, you say?

A. No.

Q. And left knee region?

A, No, thot one was wmceovered.

Q. I em sorry. Your report is, '"He had wounds in the
left forearm, left hand and left knee region already
treated and dressed by the doctor in Queen Elizabeth 20
Hospital''?

A, Yes.

Q. So wounds - the wounds in the left knee region, were
they covered up or not?

A. As far as I can remerber I think they were uncovered
because the wounds were shellow, but definitely the
wounds on the arm, on the left srm had been treeted
and covered.

Q. So can you describe these wounds? I meen, are they
wounds inflicted by a knife, or cannot you offer any 30
opinion as a result of not being uncovered?

A, Because he had been treated and under the attention of
another doctor, I think I will leave to this doctor to
give his opinion.

Q. I see.

COURT: You d4id not see them?

A, Yes.

COURT: They were covered?

A. Yes. Anywsy, the doctor in Queen Elizsbeth Hospital

who .treeted the eccuszd could core up to give his 4o
opinion.
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Q. Yes.

COURT: I dc not suppose you know = it might be of help,
perheps to Mr. Barmacchi. You do not know the
doctor who - if, indeed, it was a doctor, it might
have been a hospital assistent. You do not know who
bendeged and trested those wounds, do you?

A. No. I did not have eny chance of seeing the doctor.

MR. BERNACCHI: There is one more doctor coming who, I hope,
will give nore information on the accused's wounds.

COURT: From the ..
MR. BERNACCEI: From the Queen Elizsbeth Hospital.
COURT: Yes.,

Q. And now ... I do not know what exhibit number it is
nov. The accused's jacket. Is it P.14?7

MR. DUCKETT: P,10.

MR. BERNACCHI: Oh, P.19.

Q. You pointed out to the Court that there were two cuts -~
cut merks on the back. (Counsel locks at exhibit).
Is it the jecket, or is it ..

A. That is the jacket, yes.

Q. Yes, and I think your evidence is there were two cut
narks. You have got them mearked in blue.

A, (Witness indjicates on exhibit). This is ome, this is
another.

Q. Yes. Did you examine the part of the back thet weculd
be alongside these two cut wounds?

A, Yes,

COURT: You mean his back?

MR, BERNACCHI: Yes, the accused's back.
COURT: Yes.

A, No.

Q. I see. You examined the pubic hair?

COURT: Before we come to that, it mey be of essistance to
you - I think there was elso a cut in the left pert of
the trousers.
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CLERK: P.16.
Q. Did you exemine the ...

COURT: I am not guite sure. VWhat was it in the left

trouser leg?

MR. BERNACCHI: Of course, that might have given rise to
the wounds in the left knee.

COURT: I am sorry, the right leg. One cut hole on

right leg of trousers.

A. The left leg, knee region.

COURT: The left leg? I have got right.

A, Yes.

COURT: It was the left leg, one cut hole?

A. Yes,

COURT: Wes that mede by you, doctor?

A. Which one?

COURT: The cut.

A. Do you meen the left cut?

COURT: The cut hole.

A. No. This is the only cut hole I found on the left
knee region of the trousers. This is the only cut
hole.

COURT: What sbout the cut hole on the right?

A, I made it myself.

COURT: You did find a cut hole?

A. On the left knee region of the trousers,

COURT: Cut hole?

Ao Yes,

Q. I think it was 3/4" long cut hole?

A. Yes. (Witness shows cut to Cowmsel).
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Q. I tgke your word for it, docter.

COURT: Yes.

Q. How, you exemined the pubic hair, ycu swabbed the
urinary passege and enus and you examined the anus of
the accused., That is your report?

A, Yes,

Q. 4nd you sey that there is no spermetozoa found anéd no
injuries seen?

A. Yes,

Q. In other words, you were examining the accused, should
I say, for a homosexual assault?

A, Yes,

Q. Vhy were you doing that? Was it because it was
suggested to you by the police?

A. It hed been suggestced@ by the pclice, and also my
routine of checking any possibility of homosexusal
practice.

Q. I see. Sc the police had suggested it?

A, Yes.

Q. Any particular police or the police generally?

i, Generally.

Q. For instance, I think Superintendent Herris ...

A, Yes.

Q. .+« was there with you. Did he suggest it?

A, Yes,

Q. Yes, I see. 4ind would I be right in seaying that your
main cbject in exemining the accused was for traces of
homosexual assault aspect rather then for examination
of his wounds?

A. My rain cobject is to leok for all of them. One, the

wounds; secondly, the blood group of the accused;
thirdly, eny possibility of homosexusl practice.
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Q. I egree with you in secondly end thirdly, but you did
not examine the wounds because, as you quite rightly
say, you Tound that they had been already dressed,
and you were afraid thet if you removed the dressing
infection would get in.

A, Yes.

Q. So, in fact, vhatever your object when you ceme into
the room - his room, in fact, the examination wes
confined to examining the blood group end exerining
the sexual aspect?

A, Yes,
Q. Now, did you ...

COURT: Just going back to those two cut holes in the back
of the jacket; were you able to express an cpinion &s
to when they were received?

A, It appeared to be a recent one.

COURT: They appeared to be ..?

A. Recent ones.

COURT: They appeared to be ..?
A, Recent.

COURT: Yes.

Q. Now, 4id you convey tc the police, perheps orally, the
result of your examination &s to the sexual aspect?

A, Yes.
Q. At the time?
A. No, after the lsboratory investiznation.

Q. No, no, I am merely saying - for instence, I will teke
your own report, (e), (f) and {g): (c) is "Samples
of .." - amongst other things ~ "pubic heirs - no
significant findings”; (f) is "Swabs from urinery
passage and enus — no spermatozos found"; (g) Anus -
one pile at 3 o'clock position, no bleeding or
injuries seen". Now, did you convey any of these three
things to the police on the spot?

A. No.
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I see.

Because I hed to spend sore time in examining the
swabs after I went back to my office.

So what time was it? I am not suggesting that you
geve the police a written report, obviously that came
later, but the police obviously were also very much -
very keen to have the result. What time did you
give the result orally?

The next morning after I had finished with the
laboratory examinations of the swabs.

You did not, for instance, say to the police or to
someone, some member of the Police Force, "I cannot
see anything to indicate sexusl assault in the anus?
Yes I did.

At the time?

Yes.

Thank you.

About the anus only.

Who did you sey that to? Do you remember or not?

Mr. Harris.

Mr. Harris. Now, I want to ask you - just hypothetical
for the moment - as a doctor; it might be true, it might

be untrue.

Yes.

Perhaps it is a consideration for the jury in the end.
Yes, sir.

Now, take that the accused wes in good health on the
30th November.

Yes.

In the early morning of the 14t December he entered
hospitel meinly with wounds that had Lled profusely

and he remained in hospital for & total of sixteen deys.
Now, as I sey as a doctor with this case history, would

you sey that the accused hed probebly been fairly
seriously injured on the night of the 30th November?

Yes.
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L.

A.
Q.

A,

A,

Q.

A.

A.

136.

And if his injuries had been caused by e knife
similar to those on Dr. Coombe's body, would vou
again, as a professional men, say that in all
probability the knife had been, first of ell, in one
person's hands end then in the other person’'s hands?
It could have been that way.

And that would be consistent, would it, with sowunds
of struggling and fighting that other witnesses have
given evidence sbout?

Yes. 10
Now, I come to the examinstion of D»r. Coombe. Agsin
you, amongst other things, exemined his sexual orgsans
end enus, Agein, was that at the request of the
police?

No, it is my routine.

Your routine?

Oh, yes.

Now, you say that there were no injuries on his back?
Yes.

You do sey in the externsl examination, "Tvo cut 20
wounds at left side of head, directed from back to
front™?

Yes.

Presumably that could hawve been accounted for by
Coombe turning his head aswey to avoid these thrusts?

Yes.

Now, you talk of an area of sbrasion near the right

eye region. Have you got that? "Areas of sbrasions

near the right eye region".

Yes. 30
Could that have been caused by punching?

It could have been, and also equelly consistent with
falling dovn and hitting & hard object.

So it could heve been caused by punching with the fist
or by falling down?

Yes.
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Q.

A,

COURT: That, I take it, is assuming there is no resistance?

137.

Now, am I right in seying thet if Coombe died shortly
after the fight there is little likelihood of visible
signs of bruising by punching?

Yes.

I think there are tests on the blood; you can find
subcuteneous fat in the blood stream snd that would
indicate thet there had been punching, but you did not,
you only examined the bhody at the mortuary very much
later. Presumebly you did not, in fact, you could
not do anything like that?

I did not know of any tests of this sort.
Anyhow, you did not do any tests of that sort?
I did not know.

fny other — no tests of this sort would heve been
possible?

So far as I know I do not know eny tests of this
nature could help.

Now, turning to the internal exemination, you say that
there were no injuries in the main blood vessels?

Yes. That is the time I referred to the neck.

Now, again, purely hypothetical for the moment, if a
men armed with a knife wants to kill another men es
silently as possible, obviously would he not go to
the main blood vessel in the neck end, in effect, cut
the throat from cheek to cheek? That ensures death
and ensures o feirly silent death.

Yes, if he knows ebout the position of the vessel.

I see. Well, I think it is these deys, with T.V,
and everything like that, it is very common knowledge.

Yes.

MR. BERNACCHI: Oh, yes.

Q.

But so even if there is resistence e man that aims to
kill enother men would sim for the neck and ain to
cut the neck; the throat, in other words:

Yes.
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COURT: Con you resally say that, doctor?
A, I bveg your pardon?

COURT: Can you really ssy that he would necessarily sand
inevitably go for the neck? Are there not other
vulnereble parts of the body?

A. There are other vital places; the neck is one of then.
COURT: Yes.

Q. And generally the easiest place to go for if the
intention is to kill?

COURT: The easiest place to go for?

MR. BERNACCHI: Yes, my Lord, if the intention is to kill.
COURT: Is that so?

A, Yes.

COURT: That is the easiest place to go for?

MR. BERNACCHI: If the intention is to kill.

A, Yes. Of course, there are meny other places, but
Counsel refers specially to the neck.

COURT: What is the victim doing with his hands in the
meentime?

A, Well, if he ...
COURT: Trying to protect his neck or not?

A. If he is taken out of surprise it is difficult to
defend oneself. If he notices someone try to
approach him then he may raise his hends to ward off
the attack. Thet depends whether he wes taken by
surprise or not.

Q. And the only woumd that you found in the area of the
neck was one steb wound on the upper part of the front
of the neck, directed upwards. That wes the only stab
wvound enywhere neer the neck?

A. TVO
Q. Where is the other one?

A. A shallow cut wound at the lower pert of the right
front of the neck, three—-quarters of en inch.
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139.

Yes., VWhere is thet on the photogreph? You mean the
shallow cut wounds ore shown there, are they, on
photogroph P.3B?

Yes. (Witness indicates on photogreph). This is
the shallow one. The upper one here is deeper.

Yes, but the nain aress of stebbing were nowhere near
the neck?

Yes.

And if the assailent had by any chence been armed with
a club es well, of course, the obvious thing would
heve heen to knock the victim unconscious before he
killed hinm?

It is @A fficult, very difficult for me to judge
whether he decides to use the knife or the club first.

Yes, of course. But as you sgy yourself it was
really due to the stab wounds penetrating the lungs
thaet, in fact, Coormbe died?

Yes.

Now, a completely different question. You gave
evidence sbout the bed clothes, the sheets, the
blankets, etec. Is it possible for old blood to be
superimposed - I am sorry - "A" group blood to be
superimposed by "0" group blood sc that the "0" grouwp
blood is discovered and not the "A" group?

That is corpletely untrue.
I do not know, I am not a doctor.

It is & medicnl fact this is completely untrue. If
e mixture of blood was Group "0 and "A" mixed

together and formed a stain, I should be ebhle to detect

Group "A" only rather than Group "0".

And if there had been, say, & lapse of five minutes -
say, & lapse of five nminutes, would your answer be the
seme? "

Steining from Group 4" ..

Yes.

... five minutes later staining from Grecup “0"?
There is nc difference.

Would you be able to detect it?

Yes.
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140,

Now, you say that on one sheet thore were steins from
both groups, cn the others only stains from "O" group?

Yes.

I notice on the exhibits that there are blood stains
where you have not taken a patch out?

Yes.

Does that mean that you have not tested that
particular stain?

Nc, no., Sometimes I remcve blood excised out from
the stains which is sufficient, so in some of the
areas I did not cut the material.,

Yes, but have you cxamined all the blood stains on
each of the ecxhibits or the main blood stains, but
not necessarily all the blood stains?

I think I have examined neerly all.
Nearly all?

I judge the steins according to the positions and
group, and the size, too. I think I have examined
nesrly all,

Tell me, you say that those steb wounds having
penetrated the lungs, the lungs became filled with
blood. Viould that take time, or would it be almost
immediate?

It tekes about fifteen minutes or so for the blood to
accunul agte.

So the blood would not immediately penctrate the
lungs?

What I meen is blood immediutely flows out from the
wound, that is the wound in the lungs, into the chest
cevity, but it tekes some time, about fifteen
minutes, for that to accumulate to the emount of two
pints.

I see. I mean, in - with wounds in the lungs would

s man be ables to meke & noise, scream, or anything
like that?

Yes.,

He would be able to?

Yes.
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COURT: Thank you very much, docter. In the Supreme
Court of Hong

A, May I be released, my Iord? Kong

COURT: Yes. Prosecution
Bvidence

A, Thank you, ry Lord.
No.18

MR. DUCKETT: I call LIN Chan-kam, page 1l. Lee Fook-Key

Cross~Exeninetion
(continued)
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LIN CHAN-KAM

LIN Chan—kem, Affirmed in Chiu Chow.

Pt

BY MR. DUCKETT:

Q.

A.

Qo

P

What is your full name?
LIN Chan-kam.
Where do you live?

Room 264 of Block 11, Tai Wo Hau Resettlement Estate,
Tsun Wan.

And your occupation?
I am a coolie attached to the Kowloon Dockyard.

And were you st work in the early hours of the morning
of the lst December 19707

Yes.

And did you see someone whilst you were on duty?

Yes.

Can you tell us anything sbout that person ycu saw?
While I was working I saw that person. His hand was
bleeding and his hend wes in bandage. His leg
(pointing to his own left leg) was elsc in bandege and

bleeding.

Vould you recognise that perscn again?

COURT: Did you say his left leg was bandaged and

bleeding?

Yes, and the bandsge was soaked in blood.

Would you recognise that person if you sew him agein?
I identified him when he wes in the hcspital.

You went to the Queen Elizsbeth Hospitel and
identified the person?

Yes.
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143,

Do you elso see him in court todey?
This one (pointing at the accused).

4t vhat time wes it thet you saw this person? At
about wnet time did you see him?

Arowmd 3 o'clock.

Now would you have e look et Pk, Con the witness be
shown just this block plan? Can you see that this

is a plen and the pier of the Oceen Terminal is shown?
Yes.

Can you show us the ares where you sow the accused?

Pier No. 1 where is it? I wes, for instence,
working here. He welked, passed by.

You were on the vherf, Pier 1, is thet correct?
Yes.

And you know on one side the Star Ferry comes in.
And there was a ship moored there.

On one side of the Pier 1 the Star Ferries come in.
Over this side is the Ster Ferry.

Now were you on the side of the Star Ferry or were
you on the other side?

For instence, this is the Ster Ferry and this is the
ship, and this is the wharf end this is the gate. I
wes here.

You were near the gate, is thet right?

Yes.

NO XXW. BY MR. BERNACCHI,

MR. DUCKETT: I call MAK Chuen.

COURT: Pier No. 1 isn't nactuelly marked on the plan, is

it? Is it the area with the little deotted lines?

¥R. DUCKETT: On the plan, my Lord, it is merked es Ocean

Terminel. Pier 1 is the whole of that pier.
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In the Supreme COURT: Vhet is the erea of little dotted lines that goes
Court of Hong straight up from the Star Ferry?
Kong

MR. DUCKETT: That is the covered walk which leads to the
Prosecution Star Ferry.
Evidence

COURT: That is the covered welk vhich leads to the Ster
Ferry from the Ocean Terminel. Then ycu go up the
stairs to the Ocean Terminsal.,
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No. 20

MAK CHUEN

MAK Chuen. Affirmed in Punti.

m.

BY MR, DUCKETT:

Q.

Your full name pleese.

MAK Chuen.

Where do you live?

I live at flat 1717 on the 1Tth floor of the Middle
Block of Wongz Tai Sin Low Cost Housing Estate,

Xowloon.

And you are a driver with the Few Taxi Company, is
that correct?

Yes.
And the taxi you drive is No. AN 7628.
That is correct,

And at the end of Hovember last year what were vour
hours of work?

Our normal hours of duty during that time were from
4.00 p.m. to 4.00 a.m.

On the 1lst Decerbar last year at sbout 3.30 in the
morning were you in the vicinity of the Star Ferry
Concourse, XKowloon?

Yes.

And did someone approach your taxi?

One European epproached my taxi.

Did you notice anything asbout him?

When he was approaching the taxi I noticed that his
left arm wes bandaged.

And did he get into your texi?

Yes, he did.

Would you recognise that person if you saw him again?

Yes, I can.
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A,
Q.
A.
Q.

A'

146,
Viould you look around the court and see if you can
see him?
Yes, he is inside.
Now did he say anything to you?
I could not understand what he seid,
Why was that?

I could not understand what he said end he could only
direct me by making gestures with his hand.

COURT: Yes, but is that because you cennot speek English?

A,

Q.

A,
Qo
Ao

A,

Yes. 10

Yes, well what was said? Did you ssy anything to
the accused?

No, nothingz.

How did you know where to go?

At first I did not know where he was going, but as
the taxi was approaching Peninsula Hotel I esked him
if he wes going to hospital. T said the word
hospital because I noticed that there were injuries
on his arm. He immediately gave a nod.

You seid hospitel in English? 20
Yes.

So what did you do after that?

So I drove him all the way to Wrlie Road near the
pethway leading to the casualty werd of Queen
Elizebeth Hospital.

Yes.

I pointed the road sign to him. He shook his head,
indicating that that was not the place he wanted to
go, and told me to drive beck.

You seaid you pointed to a road sign. In what 30
lenguage was the rond sign?

The road sign was both in English and in Chinese,
Queen Elizabeth Hospital.
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Q. So after he motioned you to go back where did you go?

A. VWhen I was turning back the accused said something
which sounded like "dock". I thought he meent
Kowloon Dock. I did not know exactly what he meent
so I thought he was referring to Kowloon Dock.

Q. So you took him to the Kowloon Dock. Is that correct?

A. I @rove him to the Whempon Dock.
alighted from the taxi.

He paid me end

COURT: You went beck to practically where you picked him
uw, didn't you?

A. He elighted first from the taxi before he paid me and
then when I was sbout to é&rive the taxi away some
ermployees of Kowloon Dock said something to me.

Q. Whempoe Dock is in Humghom, is thsat right?
A, Hunghon, et the end of Wuhu Street.

Q. Now something wes said to you by an employee of the
Dockyeard. Wow whet wes said to you?

A. No. VWhen the accused alighted from the texi he spoke
to an employee of the dock end after I had reczived
payment I wanted to drive the taxi away, but I was
stopped bty that employee of Kowloon Dock.

Q. VWhat did he say to you?

A, He seid "Don't drive swey yet. This European —

COURT: Just a minute. Is that man being called?

MR. DUCHETT: It is simply that this was said. It is not
as to the truth of what wes being said, it is simply
that this stetement was made to the witness and the
person who made the statement is also being called.

COURT: %ill be called. "As I was sbout to drive away that

worker seid to me --

A. WVell the ermployce said "This Europecan may not be living
Don't drive awey yet.

here, may not helong to this place.
Q. Yes.
A, After the accused had finished his conversation with

the dockyard enployee I told the employee that I had
driven the accused to hospital but he refused to go in.
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148 L]

The ermloyce said that the sccused was then willing
to go to hospital.

So what did you do?

I then drove him to the casualty ward of Queen
Elizebeth Hospitel.

Yes, and what heappened when you got there?

He paid me end alighted from the taxi, and before he
entered the casualty ward he lookcd in and suddenly
turned back because there wes no—one inside the

cesuelty ward. He turned back and called out to me
again.

He got back into your toxi?

Thet is correct.

And where did you take him to then?

When I had left the casualty werd in the taxi with
the accused I pointed a sign to the accused British
Militery Hospital, and he gave a nod indicating that

he wished to go there.

And you took him there, is that right?
Thet is correct. And he paid re.
And you then left?

That is correct.

Now after you had left the accused there did you
notice enything?

Vhen the accused alighted from the taxi he slipped
end I flashed my torch at the nlace where he slipped
and T found a pool of blood.

Whet about your taxi?

After I had left Wylie Road and driven into Jordan
Road I stopped the taxi in order to clean the blood
with some sand and Airt which I could gather fron
the road.

There was blood in the vicinity where the accused had
been sitting., is that right?

Thet is correct.

10



10

20

149,

Q. And did you subsequently take your taxi to the
Kowloon Police H.Q?

A, On the following day. I knew nothing sbout this
case gt the time. Later on I was located by the
police and I went to Kowloon Police H.Q.

Q. You took your texi there?

A, That is correct.

COURT: Just one thing I think you haven't told us. In
what port of the taxi did he sit?

A, Oh he was sitting next to me, next to the driver's
sect.

COURT: 1In the front seat.
A, Yes.
COURT: All the time?

A Yes.

XX. BY MR. BERNACCHI:

Q. How did you find your passenger? Did he seem dezed
at all?

A, No, no.

Q. Presumably you could not understand really what he
said.

A, That is correct.

Q. And he said what you thought was "docks™. I should
think actuelly it wes "doctor” but still --

A, I don't know.

Q. But reelly, perhaps you did not, you could not judge
him at all because you just could not wnderstand him.

A, I could not wderstand aim at ell.

HO REXN. BY MR. DUCKETT

MR. DUCKEIT: Thank you. Sub~Inspector LIN Kwok-hungz. This
is pege 52.
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sttty

LIN KWOK-HUNG

LIN Kwok-hung. Affirmed in Punti.

XN,

BY MR, DUCKETT:

Qc
Ao
Qo

A.

Q.
A.

What is your full name please?
LIN Kwck-hung.
And your occupation?

I ean an Inspector of the Security Department of
Wherpoa Docks.

Were you on duty on the 1lst December last year from 10
midnight onwards?

Thet is correct.

At sbout 4 o'clock in the morning did = taxi pull up
gt the entrance toc the docks?

Thet is correct.

And who got out of the taxi?

A Europesn got out of the taxi.

Can you see him in court todsy?

Yes, I do.

Did you notice snything sbout the accused? 20

I noticed thet there were injuries cn his person and
that he was in bandage end bleeding.

Vhat did you do?

I did not sey anything to him, He came up and spoke
to ne.

Yes. What 4id he say?

He csked me if there was eany doctor in that ploce.

COURT: Just tell us in English what he asked you?

A.

(In English) "Is here a doctor?”

(Witness gives the rest of his evidence in English). 30



10

20

Q. Whet did you say to him? Would you try and spesk in
English?

A.  And I replied "We have no doctor here".

Q. VWes anything else said?

A. Then I esked him "What happened to you?". And he did
not reply.

Q. VWhat was seid then?

A. I seid "You are injured. Why don't you go to the
Police?", and he said "I was in trouble with the
Police before. I don't went to see the Police."

Q. Whet did you say?

A. I said "Then why don't you go to the hospital?".

Q. Yes.

A. And he said "Is there any police in the hospital?”.

Q. What did you say?

&, I seid "No".

Q. Dicd you in fact know if there were police? Did you
know?

A. Yes, in fact I know there are police on duty in the
hospital.

COURT: Yes, what did he then do?

A. Then I asked the, I told the taxi driver to take him to
Queen Elizabeth Hospital.

Q. Wes the accused, was the men willing to go toc hospital?

A, Then he is willing to go.

Q. And you later went to the Queen Elizgbeth Hospital, is
that correct?

4. I don't kxnow where the texi driver teke him,

Q. Did you go?

5, Me personelly, no.

Q. Some deys afterwverds?

A. Yes, I was informed by the police to identify a Eurcpean.

151.
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152,

Q. fAnd you dia?

A, I wes asked to go by the police.

Q. And you identified this mnan, the accused?

A, Yes,

COURT: Just one question. You said vhen ycu first sew
the men that he was injured, in bandage and bleeding.
Where was he injured?

A, Left hand and left leg.

COURT: They were both bendaged were they?

A, Yes.

XXN. BY MR. BERNACCHI:

Q. Did the European eppear to you to heve been in e
fight?

A, Yes, it secems he had been involved in a fight. That
is why I asked him "Why don't you go to the police?”.

Q. Did he seem at all dazed?

A. Pardon?

Q. Did he seem at all dezed?

Al Ho, he seems very calm,

Q. He seems calm. You say he ngreed to go to the
hospitel but - I'm sorry. You say he did not explain
how he got his injuries.

A, Yes,

Q. And he did agree to go to the hospital.

A, Yes.

Q. Thenk you.

NO REXN, BY MR. DUCKEIT.

COURT: Yes, thank ycu very much.

MR. DUCKETT: Corporsl Birtwistle. Page U48.

10
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153,

No. 22 In the Supreme
Court of Hong
ROY BIRTWISTLE Kong
Roy Birtwistle. Sworn. Prosecution
Evidence
XN, BY MR. DUCKETT:
No.22

Q.
A.
Qo

A,

A,

Y « Birtwi 2. . .

our full neme, Mr. Birtwistle Roy Birtwistle
Roy Birtwistle. Examinetion
Mné your occupation?

I am employed as e State Registered Nurse in the
cosualty of the British Military Hosnitel, Hong Xong.

Were you on duty on the early morning of the lst
Decenber lest year?

I was.

And did e texi come to the reception area at the
British Medical Hospitel? 1Is that correct?

Yes.

Did someone get out of the texi?

Yes.

Do you sce that person in court today?
Yes, I see that person.

Mow what did you notice sbout the accused when you saw
him?

On alighting from the taxi I noticed that he had
something white wrapped arownd his leg and he was in o
disorderly dress end so ocn, in scme disorder, and I
took the white object to be some form of tourniquet
erownd his leg.

Yes. What did he do?

Instead of coming into the reception, he looked into
reception end then turned arcund end walked away from
the reception entrance and went on the back road arownd
the back of the hospitel. I then chesed out.

Yes, you chased out.

To stop him end to bring him into reception, and a
Privete Sul John, who was on duty in reception at that
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154,

time, went the opposite way to catch him the other
wey.

Did you come up to the accused?

I did not in actual fact catch him, He moved quite
quickly, and it was Private Sui John who met him just
before the ambulance base at the back of the hospital.

This was quite some distance from the reception area,
is that correct?

Yes.

Well was the accused then brought back to the 10
reception area?

Well you cen get in both sides, through the anbulance
base or through the main entrance. I ceme in
through the main entrance and then back to the
embulance base and then Private Sui John escorted the
defendeant in.

To the reception area?

Yes.

What did you do then?

I then asked who he was, and he stated that he was an 20
Australian, and I asked also if he was in connection

with Militery, in Military Service,

And vhat did he sgy?

"He said thet he was not with any Military Services

but he wes discharged from the Australion Arny.

What did he then say? VWhat did you ask him?

I said to him: "Well, I'm sorry, but you are not

entitled for treatment in the hospital.”" He then

turned around and said "Could I have a bendage?”.

Well, it was within my rights to give first aid 30
treatment.

So what did you do?

I then escorted him round to the Casualty Depertment
and then I asked what his injuries were, how did he
get them, and so on.

What did he say?

He then said words to the effect "This will teech me
not to get involved playing cerds.”
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155.

Q. Did he sgy anything else? In the Supreme
Court of Hong

A, Not that I cen remerber. Kong

Q. VWhat did you do? Prosecution
Evidence

A. Then I started to treat him by cutting down his

trousers, down the seams of his trousers to have a No.22
look to see what the extent of his injuries were. . .
Roy Birtwistle

Q. What did you see there? Exeminetion
(continuead)

A, I saw covering most of his lower left leg quite a
large amount of congealed blood.

Q. Yes.

A, Which I removed, and immediately on getting to the
areo that was injured I removed the cloth from there
and the blood begen to spurt es though a vein had
been cut.

Q. And what did you do?

A, I immediately put on gauze dressings and & pressure
bandage.

Q. Did he have any other injuries?

A. He had en injury to his left hand also.

Q. Did you do anything to that?

A. Yes. I removed the white bit of material that was
covering this and put gauze dressings on the same and a
crepe bandage.

COURT: You said his left hand was bandeged. Makeshift?

A, Yes., I think it was his shirt actuelly.

COURT: Part of it.

A. Yes. The other part was mede w as & tourniquet round
his leg.

COURT: You removed this mekeshift bondage and what did you
find?

A. I found lacerations of the inside of his first two
fingers and a lasceration on the top of his third
finger.
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156.

Did you bendege those?
Yes.

Was the accused wearing ¢ shirt when you saw him?

He wes not.
jacket affair.

He was wearing & woollen larbswool

And what did you do with the mekeshift bendages thet
you had teken off?

I am afreid I threw them in the bin. I did not

realise.

COURT: Did you ssk him if he had eny other injuries?

A,

I did.

COURT: Vhat did he say?

A,

Q.

He said he only had these two he was concerned with.

As you attended to him did you have any further
conversation with him?

Sergeant Wyles, he was also the N.C.0. i/c

reception and also the night warduaster, he came
round to the casualty and said that he will inform
the police, which he went back to do. The defendent
wesn't, didn't appear keen on the idea of the police
being informed, but I told him whether he got treated
here or et e civilian hospital that the police would
have to be informed.

Yes.

COURT: When you sey he didn't sappear keen, how d4id he

A.

A.

meke his eppearsnce manifest to you?

Wall I cannot remember the exact words, my Lord, but
he says "Oh no, not again.” Then I asked him
whether he had been in trouble with the police before
end he did state hehad been in trouble with the
police before and that he will probably be thrown out
of the Colony because of this.

Did you then notice something sbout the amccused? Did
you notice about his appearsnce?

I'm sorry.

10
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J:

A.

Qc

157.

Did you notice anything asbout the eccused then? Did
he appear to resct in any wey?

No, he did not. I put it down that he had lost
quite a bit of blood and he said he was feeling
dizzy.

So whet did you do?

I then mede arrsngenients with reception for an
ambulance to go with en escort, Private Sui John, to
teke him over to the Q.E., Oueen Elizebeth Hospital.
/nd he left in an ambulance?

He left in en ambulence over to the Q.E. I then
telephoned the Queen Elizabeth Hospital to expect

one natient who had been involved in a stebbing.

And you mede a record of this incident in a casualty
occurrence book. Is thet correct?

Yes. This wes after he had left in fect and he
geve the name as Gene Quentrill.

Would you have a look st P35 in the magistrate's
court? It hasun't been produced. Is that the
occurrance book?

Yes, this is a record of all patients seen.

Will you show us the entry you made there.

COURT: He geve his name as?

A,
Qc

A.

Gene Quentrill,
Do you now produce that entry?

Exhibit P2L.

COURY: Whose signeture is that at the bottom?

A.

Qc

That is the R.S.M's signature and the C/0's
signature. They sece the book each morning.

At what stage of the incident did he, the accused,
give his name as Gene Quantrill?

At the later end, just as he was leaving casualty
to go to reception to the exbulance bhase.

In the Suprenre
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XIN. BY MR. BERNACCHI:

Q.

A‘
Q«u

A,

Mr. Birtwistle, you ssy that he, the asccused, said he
was feeling dizzy.

Yes,
Did he seem dezed to you?
I would sgy so.

Now, of course, he had presumebly lost quite a lot of
blood by that time,

Yes.

You did make a statement to the police, a signed 10
statement to the police.

Yes.

In thét signed statement is the words: "He then

said that he had got into an srgument and thet the
other fellow had pulled a knife on hin." Is that
right?

No.

That is your signed statement to the police. "He
then said that he hed got into an ergument and that
the other fellow had pulled a knife on him." 20

I cannot remember, I am afraid, but he did definitely
sgy about being involved in a gamc of cards. Words
to the effect "This would teach me not to get
involved in a fight with cards."

Yes, you sey that also, and then you said "He got
into an ergument end then the other fellow pulled a
knife on him."

That would be right ot the time.

And in fact in the report book you say "Seid to have
been in a knife fight.” 30

Yes.

llow the wounds as you saw them, were they knife
wounds, eppeared to be knife wounds?

The leg one certainly appeared to be a knife wound,
but I wouldn't swear to the wounds on his hand.
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Q. But certeinly the wound on his leg wes.

A, Yes.

Q. And agein I an reading from your original
statement to the police talking sbout this wound.
"The wound wes & penetrating wound going from the
leteral side to the medial side of the knee."
That's right?

A. Thet's right.

BY COURT:

Q. VWould you mind just telling us what you mean from
the laterel side to the medinl?

A, Thet is from the outside to the inside.

Q. Would you just show us roughly? Pull up your
trousers leg. Show the jury, would you?

A. (Witness points to his leg). It was three to four
inches above the knee; the broad side being this,
end it looked es though there was a smaller incision.
It was not involved in the knee joint, but above the
knee.

Q. Not penetrating right through?

A, I got the impression it may have been in deeply so,
sey, sbout an inch or so deep.

Q. Yes. Thenk you very nuch.

COURT: Yes.

MR. DUCKETT: P.C.6449., It is page 28 of the record.

1590

COURT: Vhot vege {id you say?

MR, DUCKETT: Page 28, my Lord.
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Roy Birtwistle
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No. 23

TONG PING CHUEN

TONG PING CHUEN - Affirmed in Punti dialect.

XN. BY MR. DUCKETT:

Q.
A,
Q.

A,

» O » O

Your full name, please?

TONG Ping-chuen.

And you are P.C.6449, is that correct?

Yes.

Where are you now stationed?

Yaumati Police Station. 10

On the lst December last year were you on duty at the
Casualty Ward of the Queen Elizabeth Hospital?

Yes, I was.

At sbout 4.25 in the morning did a military
arbulence arrive at the Casualty Department?

Yes.

And was a European patient taken from the ambulance
into hospital?

Yes.
Do you see that person in court? 20

(Witness points to accused). Yes, the gentleman
sitting there.

What did you notice about the accused?

When he was being pushed on a wheel chair into the
Casualty Waerd, I noticed that he had sustained
injuries.

Where were these injuries?

There was injury near his left knee.

Anywhere else?

Also on his hand. 30
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161.

COURT: Which hand? In the Supreme
Court of Hong

A, I cannot remewber, ry Lord. Kong

Q. Did you speak to him? Prosecution
Evidence

A, Yes, I asked him questions.
No.23

e Y 1o t ;. ] ;l. o
Q ou spoke to kim in English? Tong Ping Chuen

B Thet is correct. Exemination
(continued)
Q. ‘ould you try to tell us in English what was said?
What d4id you ask him?
A. (VYitness spesks in Chinese).

COURT: No, no, no. You spoke to him in English; speak
to us in English.

A. (Witness spesks in English). "Wnat is your name?".
Q. Wrat 4did he ss&y?

A. He sasy, "My narme is Quantrill”.

Q. What did you ask him? Did you ask him somathing?
A, Yes.

COURT: Tell us in English.

&, "How do you take these injuries?".

COURT: Yes.

A, He eanswered me he was assenlted by somebody, end I say,
"Which place?" He said he "Do not know".

COURT: You asked nim what?

A. "Where, place you asseulted, by who?"
COURT: "I esked him what plece'’.

A. He said he did not knovw.

COURT: Yes.
Q. Was anything more seid? Did you ssy any more?

4., Pardon, sir?
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162.

Q. Did you sey eny more?

A, No more, no.

Q. Vhat did you do?

A, Then the accused closed his eyes. Before that, as
I have already said, he seid he had been assaulted by
someone, and then I telephoned to the C.I.D. I
dielled '999'.

Q. Did detectives later come to the hospital?

A, Yes.

XXN. BY MR. BERNACCHI: 10

COURT: Yes.

Q. There was, I think; a lot of blood on his trousers?

A, Yes,

Q. And there is even some blood still seeping out from
the wownd?

A Yes, correct. Yes.

Q. Now, were his eyes more or less closed?

A. Yes, when he was speaking to me his eyes were more or
less closed, and he eppeared to be sermi-conscious,

Q. And he appeared to be only semi-conscious? 20

A. Only semi-conscious.

Q. What was the colour of his face: Weas it pale or what?

A. His face was very pale.

Q. And Yould you say thet he was genuinely in a wesak
condition?

A, Yes.,

Q. Thank you.

MR. DUCKETT: DNo questions, my Lord.

COURT: Thenk you.
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MR. DUCKETT: Will it be a convenient time? In the Supreme
Court of Hong
(OURT: Yes. You have not got a short witness, have you? Kong
MR. DUCKETT: Yes, I have one witness. Prosecution
Evidence
COURT: Yes.
No.23

MR. DUCKETT: I cell LEUNG Chung-kung. Pege 32. Tong Ping Chuen



In the Suprenme
Court of Hong
Kong

Prosecution
Evidence

No.2k

Paul Leung Chung
Kungz

Exemination

164,

No. 24

PAUL LEUNG CHUNG KUNG

PAUL _LEUNG CHUNG KUNG — Affirmed in Punti,

m.

BY MR. DUCKETT:

Q.

Your full name?
LEUNG Chung-kung Paul.

And you are = male nurse employed by the Medical
Department. Is that correct?

Thet is correct.

ind on the lst December last year were you at the 10
Queen Elizgbeth Hospital?

Yes.

In the Orthopeedic Ward, H.3?

Orthopaedic Werd, yes.

Now, at about =2 quarter to five that morning ves a
malc - Buropesn mele patient transferred to your
ward?

Yes.

And was that the accused person there in the dock?
(Witness looks at accused). Yes. 20
And you treated him, is that correct?

Yes.

Whet did you do?

I bandaged his wounds.

Where were his wounds?

He had wounds on his left knee, his ring finger and
his little finger, 2lso of hie left hand.

The wounds to the fingers of his left hand; could
you describe those?
They were bleeding on this - on the - from the 30

injured parts of his fingers.
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165.

Q. Were they serious injuries or minor injuries? Can In the Supreme
you tell us something about them? Court of Hong
. Kong
A. In ny opinion the injuries were not serious.
Prosecution
Q. VWhat was the injury to the left leg? BEvidence
A. It was sgain en injury which was bleeding. No.2h
Q. Did it appeear to you to be serious or not? ;ﬁgé Leung Chung
A. In rmy opinion the injury on his knee was more Examinetion
serious. .
(continued)
Q. And you applied bandages to these injuries, is that
right?
A, Yes, I aid.
Q. Did you speak to the accused?
A, I aia.
Q. And would you tell us in English what you said?
L. (Witness spesks in English). I asked his nsme first
and he said his neme was Quantrill, snd then I asked
his age. He seid he was 18, and I esked him, "Whet
is the cause of the injury?” He said he had been
fighting with someone -~ some persons in & bar, end then
I asked him, "Which bar, and whers is the ber? " but he
did not onswer me, and that is all.
COURT: Yes.
Q. After you had bendaged the accused did a detective
police constable come to the werd?
A, Yes, a P.C, did come to the ward.
Q. And did he there collect personal belongings of the
accused?
A. Yes. They collected all the belongings back to the
police station.
Q. His clothing end iterms like that, is that correct?
4. I beg your pardon?
Q. Clothing, clothes - they collected clothing?

A,
Q.

ClothingZ, trousers and some money end a2lso some papers.

Yes.
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MR. BERNACCHI:

COURT:

166.

My Lord, I would like to reserve my Cross-
examination because presumably the doctor is the next
witness and I cen, or my leerned friend cen get from
the doctor, perhaps, seversl questions which the
doctor would be in a better position to answer than a
nale nurse, 80 I would apply to reserve the cross-
examination becsuse most of it, presumebly, could be
answered by the doctor himself.

You mean that it may well be that you won't want
this witness?

MR. BERNACCHI: Yes.

COURT: If you can get what you require from the doctor?

MR. BERNACCHI: Yes.

COURT: Yes, that is perfectly all right.

BY OOURT:

Q. Are you working tomorrow?

A, Yes.

Q. VWhat time?

A. 4 p.m. to 12 midnisght.

Q. So you ere free in the morning, are you?

A, Yes.,

Q. Have you got & telephone number?

A. My telephone number?

Q. Have you got & telephone?

A. Yes, it is K-9u4T7823.

Q. Are you expecting to be at home in the morning, or
are you going out? I 4o not want to bring you here
wnecessarily. You live in Kowloon?

L. I will be at home round ebout ten because in the
morning I will go out to have my breskfast.

Q. The best thing is for you to be et home round shout

A,

half-past ten. Be at home between ten =nd eleven and
do not go out until after eleven, and then if we do
not want you we need not vring you here. If we do
want you you will have to come.

Yes.

10

30
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COURT: Members of the jury, we will adjourn now umtil
ten o'eclock tomorrow morning.

4,30 p.m. Court edjourns

18th Mearch, 1971

10.02 e.m. Court resumes.

Accused praesent. Appearences as before. Jurors answer

to their nares.

MR. DUCKETT: I call Dr. Lo, if your Lordship pleases.
Page 31 of the record.
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168.

No. 25
I0 SAU HIM

10 SAU HIM ~ Sworn in English.

XN,

BY MR. DUCKEIT:

Q.

A,

Ycur full nsme, Dr. Lo?

Sau-him - S~-a-u H-i-n L-o.

Yes, and you are & Medical and Health Officer?

Correct.

Employed at the Queen Elizebeth Hospital. Is that

correct?

Correct.

And were you on duty at the Casuelty Department of
the Queen Elizebeth Hospitel on the 1st December

lest year?

Correct.

And st esbout L4 a.m. in the morning did you exemine &

European mele?

I aiaq.

Was that person the accused in the dock?

(¥itness looks at esccused).

Yes.

What neme did the accused give you?

Mr. Quantrill.

Did you ask him about his injuries?

I did.

What did he say?

He said he had been steabbed.
He said he had been stabbed.

Yes.
What did you find?

There were lacerstions on the
of the left fourth finger.

Is thet all1?

dorsal surface - back

10

20
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Q. Would you put that in ley terms, please, doctor? Will In the Supreme
you tell us where that was? Court of Hong
Kong
COURT: Doctor, you are a qualified doctor, ere you?
Prosecution
A, T was and I still is. Evidence
COURT: Yes. What are your qualificetions? No.25
A. M.B., B.S. Lo Seu Him
Examination
COURT: M.B., B.S., yes. Hong Kong, that is? {continued)
A, No, Sydney.
COURT: Yes.
Q. Now, the injuries to the left hand, is that correct?
A, Yes.
Q. Would you show us where they were?
A, The laceration on the dorsal surface - back of the left
fourth finger, just there. (Witness indicates on his
hand) and also a laceration on the left little finger
there, and two lacerations on the left knee.
Q. We will deal with the finger lacerations first. What
was the nature of these lacerations; were they serious
or minor?
L., Serious enough to justify admission to the hospital.
Q. I mean the lacerations on the fingers only at the
moment. Would you tell us what was the nature of the
lacerations?
A, It is a sharp cleean cut.
Q. VWas it a deep cut or a minor sbresion? Would you try to
tellus?
A. It is - the examination in the Casualty Department is
usually preliminary clinical examination, and therefore
as far es the detailed clinical examination is
concerned I think the ward doctors would be in a better
position to present a deteailed examination. I know it,
but I think the doctor ...
Q. Would you tell us what you know about these injuries?
What do you know sbout the injuries to the fingers?
A. It is rather deep cut on the left dcrsal on the left

169.

fourth finger.
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170.

COURT: On the?
A. Left fourth finger.

COURT: There was & deep laceration on the ring finger,
weas there?

A, Yes.

COURT: A laceration on the little finger, and what is the
otker finger?

A. TRo, no, I said the fourth finger, I have never

mentioned ring finger before. I think you inter—

preted it as the ring finger, which is correct. 10
COURT: The little finger?
A, TNo, I said the fourth finger.

COURT: The fourth finger?

A. Yes.,

Q. And there was a deep cut?

A.  Yes.

Q. Is that right? On the ring finzer?

A, Yes.

Q. Fourth finger?

A, | Yes. _ 20
Q. Now, the injuries to the left leg, where were they?

A. There were two, One is on the outside aspect of the
left leg, just below the knee-cap.

COURT: Just below the knee?cap?

A, Below, slightly below the knce-cap.
COURT: Whet injury wes it?

A. Leceration.

COURT: Yes.

Q. And there was a second lacersation?

A, The second one on the inner aspect of the left knee, 30
Just slightly below the knee-cap.
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Q.

A.

171.

Could you show us where these lacerations were? It
you could demonstrate.

(Witness points to leg). Just there.

COURT: Well, I cannot see it. Stand out.

(Witness indicates). There.

And what wes the nature of the injuries to the left

Ags I said it was laceratioms.

They were minor scratches, or were they serious
wounds? Can you tell us anything sbout the
These -~ rather deep, I would ssay.

Did they eppear to — I will withdraw that. Could
the two lacerations have been ceused by a single

By e sharp instrument pessing through under the skin
end then out agein? Is that ccrrect?

And vhat treatment was given?

The treatment was left to the ward doctor. As T seid

previously, the patient was admitted.

He was sent to the Orthopeecdic Ward, is that correct?

What is the name of the ward doctor that you say
could give more full explanation of the accused's

Well, I - there is more than one doctor; there are
usually more than one doctor on duty, and I think the
Record Officer would be able to — Record Officer ....

A,
Q.
leg?
A,
Q.
injuries?
A,
Q.
injury; a single blow?
A, It could be, it could bve,
Q.
A, Could be.
Q.
A,
Q.
A, Yes,
XXN. BY MR. BERNACCHI:
Q.
wounds ?
A,
Q. The Record Officer?
A,

Yes, in the Q.E. would be able to tell you who he was.
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172.

Q. Well, what is the name of the Record Officer?

A. I think Mr, Simon Lee; pcssibly mr. Simon Lee.

Q. Mr, Simon Lee?

A, Yes.

€. Now, you, in fact, were on duty in the Casualty
itself that night?

A, Correct.

Q. And you did a preliminary examinetion as to whether
or not this person should be edmitted to Queen
Elizebeth Hospital? 10

A, Correct.

Q. You decided he should be?

A, Yes.

Q. And you sent him up to a ward, and thereefter you
had nothing to do with the accused?

A, Correct.

Q. Yecu send him up to the Orthopeedic Werd, I think?

A, Correct.

Q. In lay lengusge what does 'Orthopeedic' mean?

A, Thet was the doctors who are teking care of that 20
part of the bodies which possible involves bones or
extremities.

Q. Vell, now, the wounds that you yourself sawr, could
they all have been done with a knife?

A, Could be.

Q. So that the wounds that you saw were comsistent with
the statement made to you that he had been stehbed
by & friend?

A, Correct.

MR, DUCKETT: WMy Lord, the witness said thet the accused 30

said that he had been stabbed. He made no mention
of o friend, the witness....

COURT: Yes, I did not get that last bit.
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173.

MR. BERNACCHI: By a friend.

COURT: Yes.

Q. Did the accused say staebbed, or stebbed by a friend?

A, He said stebbed by a friend, actually. I did
question him in quite a lot of detail but he would not
let me know anything except that he had been stabbed
by & friend, and that is it.

Q. All right. ©Now, you examined him end you saw that he
had a laceration of the fourth finger?

A, Yes.

Q. Now, was that deep?

A. Yes.

. Did it sever s& tendon?

A. It ﬁd‘

Q. Now, he also had a laceration of the little finger?

A. Yes.

Q. Now, coming dovm to the leg wound that you ssay, in
effect, was consistent with a knife ~ the dagger going
in one side and coming out the other?

A, I said ‘could be'.

Q. Could be. Now, did you yourself notice any other
lacerations, abrasions, or anything like that?

A, Not at the moment; not at that moment.

Q. Not at that moment?

A, No.

Q. Do you know now that he had octher abrasions or
lacerations?

A, Not that I know of,

Q. No. WVell, that again would be for the ward doctor to

segy?

Correct.
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COURT: I wonder why you used the expression, "iot at that
moment"'?

A. Because sometimes we kept— instead of sending the
patient to the ward we kept them in the ward down-
stairs and we examined them at our own time. There
is only one Casualty doctor on in the whole of Q.E.
and we exarine about & hundred patients in an eight-
hour stretch. We could not possibly give deteiled
examination to all petients, eand usuelly with the
more - patients justify more detailed examination we
keep them aside wntil such time as we can exeamine

then.

Q. This particular patient you sent straight awrey to &
ward?

A, Yes.

Q. Vould I be right in saying thet it is the patients
vhose admission is doubtful that you put in the
Casuelty Ward to further examine?

A, Correct, yes.

Q. Now, I want to ask you & question, not besring in
any way on any particular paticnt. If a man
indulges in homosexusl practices, is it always
visible, or sometimes visible and sometimes not
visible?

A. I think your second stetement is more ...

Q. Sometimes visible and sormetimes not visible?

A, Correct.

Q. On & medical examination?

A, Yes.

Q. Thenk you.

COURT: I would have thought it depended on the nature of
the homosexual practice. I o2 not sure, we had
better leave it.

MR. BERNACCHI: Yes.

MR. DUCKETT: No questions, my Lord.

NO REXN. BY MR. DUCKETT

COURT: Yes. Thank you, doctor.

10
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MR. DUCKETT: I will mske arrangements for the other In the Supreme
doctor to be called as soon as possible. Court of Hong
Kong
COURT: Yes, thank you, doctor.
Prosecution
MR. DUCKETT: Inspector HUI Wai, page 29. Evidence
No.25

Lo Sau Him
(continued)
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No. 26

HUI WAI

HUI WAI - Affirmed in English

Xl

BY MR. DUCKETT:

A.

o » OH »r O

H-u-i W-a-i, your Lordship.

And you are an Inspector of Police?

Yes, sir.

And where are you stationed?

C.I.D. Yeumati Police Station, sir,

And on the 1lst December lest year at about 5.15 in
the morning, did you go to the Casualty Ward of the
Queen Elizebeth Hospital?

Yes, sir.

And you there examined a Police Post Occurrence Book.
Is that right?

Yes, sir.

And you then went to see a Europesn male who gave
the nsme of Quentrill?

Yes, sir.

Do you see that person in court todsy?
(Witness points to accused). This gentleman.
Yes, and what dAid you do®

When I saw this gentlemen in Ward H.3 ....

COURT: At what?

A,

MR.

In Ward H.3.

DUCKEIT: Ward H.3.

COURT: Oh, yes, yes.

AC

The ward staff were dressing end bandeging him.

COURT: Yes.

10

20
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A. I kept myself outside. In the Supreme
Court of Hong
COURT: Yes. Kong
A. Subsequently Detective Consteble 5385 arrived. Prosecution
Evidence
COURT: Yes.
No.26

A. VWhen the ward staff had finished their work, I spoke

to this gentleman. (Witness points to accused). Hul Wal
Exemination
COURT: Yes. (continued)

A. I asked his name.

COURT: Yes.

A. He gave his name ss David Murrsy. D~a-v-i-d M-u-r-r-a-y.
COURT: Yes.

A. Aliss Quentrill.

COURT: Did he say David Murrsy alies Quantrill?

A. Yes,

COURT: He said it himself?

A, Yes.

COURT: Yes.

A. He told me that he came from Australias by air on the
2Tth of November, 1970.

Q. Did he tell you his occupation?

A, He claimed to be & student of Perth University in
Australia.

COURT': Yes.
Q. Did he say where he was stsying in Hong Kong?

A. Yes, sir. He said he stayed at Room 422A of Sun Ya
Hotel since his arrival.

Q. Did you then record a statement from the accused?
A, Yes, sir, I did.

Q. Would you have a look at P.277 Page 55 of the record.
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COURT: Pege?

MR, DUCKETT: Fifty~five,

COURT: Yes,

A, (Vitness looks st exhibit), Yes,

Q. Who wrote that statement? Who wrote it dovm?

A, T wrote it dom; I record it dowm,

Q. And you wrote it at his dictation,is that right?
You wrote down whet he said?

4, Yes, sir,

COURT: That is exhibit P,25, yes,

Q.

And et the end eve

COURT: You are putting that in?

MR, DUCKETT: I am putting it in, yes.

Qe

A,

At the end of the statement did the eccused sign

it?

Yes, sir?

COURT: Did you read it back to him?

Al

Yes, sir,

COURT: Yes, end he said it was correct?

A,

Q.

Yes, sir.

And did you then sign it?

Yes, sir,

Would vyou reed the statement out?

Yes, sir, (Witness reads statement).
"David Murray, 18 years. Mele., Austrelien,
Residing et Room 4222 Sun Ya Hotel,

Occupation: Student (Tourist). Place of
Occupation: Perth University."

COURT: Yes.

10

20
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"Place of recording this statement: Queen
Elizabeth Hospital. Language used: English,
Taken by Detective Inspector HUI Wai at 0600 hours
on the l1lst December 1970,

'TI am David Murrsy alias Robert Quantrill ..'

Q. Yes, go shead, you can read it,

A. ", ee(this name is used in signing bank cheques),

I am 18 years of age, I came from Australia by
air plane on 2Tth November 1970 for sightseeing and
have been steying at above address.
About T or 8 p.m. on the 30th November 1970 I
strolled elone in Kowloon and I went into a bar
with Chinese neme to which I could not read, I
consumed liquor there, I argued with some other
Furopean male drinkers sbout anything. I was then
hit on my left leg probably,

(Signed) David Murray,'"

Q. 'Probably'?

A, Yes, last word.

COURT: Yes,

XX, BY MR, BERNACCHI:

Q. Inspector ..

A, Yes, sir.

Q. You say you wrote it for the accused?

A, Yes sir, I dd.

Qs And 3o you agree with me that the accused's signature
is very shaken?

A, Yes, he appeared to be quite weak,

Q. He appeared to be quite weak, Yes, I was going to
ask you that, yes, And, in fact, so weak that
presumasbly you volunteered to write his statement for
him?

A, Well, T eask this gentleman if he want to write and he

say, "You write", so I vrote it down for hin,
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180.

Q. Yes. Just a very rminor matter; you see at the top
where it is "Room L224"7

Ao Yes,

Q. Vouwld I be right in saying that you originelly wrote
4024 end then chenged it to 42247

A, DNo, sir, 422A, I wrote it in ball=-pen, sir,

Q. It looks like an 'O' changed into a '2t', It is a
very minor point, dbut ..

A, No, it is k22A, sir,

Q. ©Oh, yes, it is definitely L422A, but previously wasn't
it ho2a?

N No.

Q. And then you chenged it?

A, That is L22A becesuse I wrote it in ball-pen es you
can sometime - you might experience when the ink
came out from the ball pen, it was not seo smooth
sometime,

COURT: Would you like to look at it with a magmifying
glass? It certainly looks as though you first wrote
a zero and then altered it, Doesn'’t it look to you
like a zero first and sltered to a '2'?

A, YNo, I d4id not alter actually,

COURT: You did not, ell right, Thank ycu very much,

MR. BERNACCHI:

Thank you very much,

COURT: Yes,

MR, DUCKETT:

There is one matter I omitted to ask this
witness in-chief, If.,...

COURT: Yes,

FURTHER XN, BY MR, DUCKETT:

Q.

A,
Qe
A.

Did you give instructions to D.P.C.5386 to collect
certain items of clothing of the accused?

Yes,

He did so in your presence, is that so?

Yes, sir,

10
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COURT: Would it be right to sey that this statement was In the Supreme
teken at 6 a,m,? Court of Hong
Kong
A. 6 ’i.!ﬂ.
No.26
COURY: Would it be right to say that at that time, of Hui Wai
course, you had no knovledge of eanything that had u Hal
hrppened at the Hong Kong Hotel? Further
Examination
A, Tlome at all, sir, (continued)
COURT: Yes.
FURTHER XX, BY MR, BERNACCHI: Further Cross-
Examination
Q. You szy that you pgave instructions to D,P,C,5386....
A, 5386,
Qe eeee tO take certain articles of clothing?
A, Belonaging to the gentlemen there,
Q. You had - Are you acquainted with the cose generally?
Are you acqueinted with the exnibits? P16 to P22 are
articles of clothing that have been produced, All
right, are you acqueinted with those articles that
have been produced?
4. But I sew the articles once only, end I gave
instructions to the D,P,C, to take them into his
custody.
Qe So by that statement are you implying thet you do not
really remember what erticles of clothing were then
seized? I am not asking you to relate, at present,
anyhow, Are you certain what articles were seized or
not?
A, There Was SOmE eee
Q. Are you certain, first?
A, Pardon?
Q. Yes or not. Are you certain - certain?
A I can remember partly,
Qe I see, V¥ell, spart from the articles that have been -=

One pair of trousers, one pair of socks, one peir of
shoes, one white jacket, a driving licence - two
driving licences - I am sorry, a door key end a peir of
cuff-links have been ectually produced. V¥e have
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evidence that there was also seized a pair of
underpants, a wrist watch and ,.

A, Some cash,
Qe eee and some money.
Ao Hong Kong money. Hong Kong money,

Q. Some Hong Kong money. Wes there sanything else
seized or not?

A, I cannot remember aenything more,

Q. I see, Thank you very much,

COURT: Thank you very much, Inspector, Thank you, 10
A, May I be excused as I am on duty?

QOURT: Yes, certainly.

MR, DUCKETT: I cell D,P.,C, 5386, This is page 30,

COURT: Page?

MR, DUCKETT: 30.
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183.

No, 27 In the Supreme
Court of Hong
WU HING KEI Kong
WU HING KEI - Affirmed in Punti Prosecution
Evidence
X, BY MR, DUCKETT:
. No.27

Q. Your full name, please? Wu Hing Kei
A, WU Hing-kei, Examination
Q. And you are D,P,C, 5386, is that correct?
A, Yes,
Q. Where are you stationed?
A, I am at present attached to the Narcotics Bureau,
Qs  And you were previously with the C,I,D, Yaumati, is

that right?
A, Yes.
Qe And on the 1st December last year asbout 5,20 hours

did you go to the Queen Elizabeth Hospital with the

previous Inspector = with the previous witness,

Inspector WU Hing-Kei -~ I am sorry, HUI Wai?
A. Yes’ I did.
Q¢ And you there went to Ward H-3 of the hospital end

saw the accused, is that correct?
A, Yes,
Q. When you arrived, what was happening?
L, When I arrived I saw some blood stained clothing

which, according to the male nurse, had been removed

from the person of the accused,
Q. %Yhat was the first thing done when you arrived with

the Inspector?
A, Well, as I did not know English, Inspector HUI spoke

to the accused,
Q. Yes, and he wrote something? Is that correct?
A, Well, I do not know, I do not know English, and I did

not pay attention., I only saw Inspector HUI spoke to
the accused,
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A,

Q-

&,

184.

Yes, And after that was over, what 4id you do?

I then, on the instructions of Inspector HUI, took
possession of some clothings, socks, shoes snd so
forth, and brought them to the police station.
Yes, and wheredd you get the clothing from?

Well, I collected the clothings in Ward H-3 from the
eccused's bed,

COURT: From the bed?

INTERPRETER: Yes, my Lord,

Q.

A,

Q.

Q.

Q.
A,
Q.

A,

Now, he wes not wearing them st the time, is that 10
right?

No, he was no longer wearing them; they had been
removed,

What was the accused wearing?

When I saw him he was covered in a hospital blanket

and his clothings had already been removed by a male

nurse,

Would you look at exhibits P,16,17,18,19,20,21 and

22?7 (Witness looks at exhibits)., Is that one of

the articles? 20
Yes.

That is P,19,

One pair of trousers,

P.15, yes - I am sorry, P.16. (Witness looks at
exhibit)., Could the witness be shown P,17?

Yes, one peir of socks.
P,18?

(Witness looks at exhibit). Yes, this pair of
shoes.

P,21. Did you get that? 30
(Witness looks at exhibits). Yes.
P22,

(Witness looks et exhibit), Yes, a pair of gold
cuff-links,
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A,

185 .

And did the accused have a wallet? In the Supreme
Court of Hong
Yes, Kong
Did you teke that? Prosecution
Evidence
Yes I aid,
N0027
t..r i . L] *
ere there some pepers in the wallet? Wu Hing Kei
fes, there were some pepers: & few slips of paper Examinetion
and some cards. (eontinued)

Will you have & look at P,207
(Vitness looks st exhikit), Yes,
Did you tare those also from the esccused?

I cannot remember, As the papers were in English,
I did not know whet they were,

There were some papers in the wallet, Is that correct?
Yes, there were pieces of paper,

And wes there also & watch that you seized?

Yes I 4id,

Anything else that you can remember?

There was elso some money in addition to the pepers,

Ané that wes ell, is thet right?

Thet was =211,

Whet 813 you do with these articles?

Well, I - I took the articles back to the Yeumati Police
Station, but I could not do anything ebout these exhibits
util the blood steins were dry; so the first thing for
ne to do was to wait until the blood stains were dry.
Yes, and then?

In the afternoon at the Yaumeti Police Station I
counted the articles in front of D.P,C.T153 and later
handed them to him,

Vhere did you hand then to?

I cownted the articles together with D,P,C.T153 in
Yaumati Police Station and after the counting both the
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D.,P,C, and I went to the Tsimshatsui Police Station
with the articles,

And D,P,C,T153 then took possession of them and

And you gave all the articles to this D.P,C.T153?

Incidentally, hov much money - You say there was some
rmoney. How much money? 10

I cennot remember if there was 32,60 or 36,20 Hong
Kong. I cannot remember too sure,

In your statement given that same afternoon you seiAd

it was 37.20. It doesn't matter very much, Would

There were some small changes but I cannot be too sure.

I see, You said slso that there were two foreign coins,
There were some silver coins but I cennot remerber the
amount, I don't know to which country they belong, 20

They were not Hong Kong currency?

A point of interest, I expect you can explain it. You

The statement thet I have in front of me - in fact,

can I give you a copy - ssys "Tcken by D/Inspector

G.A., McStravick in the English language.

Interpreter LAU Kem-wah," I don't know what that means
myself, 30

e
charge of them?
&, Yes,
‘XXN, BY MR, BERNACCHI:
Q.
A, Yes,
Q.
A,
Q.
that have been right?
A,
Q.
Is that right?
A,
C.
A, Hot Hong Kong currency.
*
don't spesk English?
A, No.
Q.
4&.

After the European Inspector had recorded the statement
in English, it was read back to me in Chinese by the
Interpreter, Mr. Lau,
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Q.

Qe

b
e

Q.

187.

But did you speek English to the European Inspector
or did you speek Chinese, which was interpreted by
this Mr, Lau?

I spoke in Chinese and what I said was interpreted
by Mr. Lau,

And the statement was "Taken by", etc. "at 1540 hours
on 1.,12,1970". That is 3,40 hours in the afternoon
of the lst December last, Is that right?

Well the statement wes taken in the afternoon.

I see. Thank you very nuch,

NO REXN,., BY MR, DUCKEIT,

COURT: Thenk you,

MR, DUCKETT: I cell Superintendent Harris.
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No, 28

DEREX RUY HARRIS

Derek Roy HARRIS, Sworn,

XN, BY MR, DUCKETT:

Qe

A

-

Q.

Q.

A

Q.
A,

Your full name, Mr, Harris.
Derek Roy Harris.

And you are a Senior Superintendent of Police, is thet
correct?

I am, yes,
And where are you stationed? VWhat is your post? 10

I am the officer in charge of the Crirminal
Investigation Dept. in Kowloon District,

And on the mcrning of the lst December you went to
room 1223 of the Hong Kong Hotel, is that correct?

I diad,

And later that dey at 1650 hours did you interview the
accused in room 6 of the custodial ward of the Queen
Elizabeth Hospital?

I dig, yes,

What name did the accused give you? 20
He gave the name of Murrey,

then you arrived who wes with you?

I wes with Senior Inspector Grevener, Senior
Inspector LI Mut-wah end Dr, Lee Fook-kay, the Pclice
Pathoclogist.

Yes, would you tell us vwhat took place.

I introduced the other officers - First of all, I

introduced the other officers to the accused, explained
that they were police officers and thet Dr, Lee was a
Police Pathologist, I then asked him to account for 30
the injuries, give me an account of how he came by the
injuries which he was deteined in hospital for,

Yes,

After asking him several questions I told him thet T
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Q.

A.

Q.
Lo

Q.

Q.

L,

Qe
4’\.

Q.
A

Qe

A
e

189.

was investigating the death of Dr, Alan Coombe at the
Hongkong Hotel earlier that day. I then continued
to ask him further questions, and at 17.30 I asked
Dr., L.ee Fook-key to carry out a medical examination
of the accused,

Now the questions and answers that you had put to the
accused, had you recorded those?

I digd, yes, in my own handwriting.

Yes,

Shortly after that Dr, Lee spoke to the accused and
he agreed to be medically examined, He then signed

2 consent form, which I witnessed,

Ané then?

I then left the room during the period of the
exarination by the doctor,

That shout the other police officers?
We all left,

Mnd how long did the examination take?
About 15 nminutes,

At the end of that examinstion?

I then returned to the room and resumed asking
questions of the accused,

Whet time wes that?

That was just — I am not sure of the exact time - I
think it wes soon after 6 o'clock.

And who wos present whilst this was being done?

Inspector Li and Inspector Gravener were still present

at that time,

And Dr, Lee Fook-kay had left?
He had left, yes,

For how long did this go on?

I then continued questioning the accused until about
19. w.
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A,
Q.
A,

Q.

Qe

A,

Q.

A,

P>
)

A,

150.

Yes,

I then stopped to enable him to take some fnod and
drink,

How long aid that take?
Helf an hour.

You then resumed taking the statement, is that
correct?

I aid, yes.

Who was present when you resumed on this occasion?
Just myself and Mr, Gravener,

Yes, and what happened?

Shortly efter resuming the questioning I cautioned
the accused,

What did you say to him?

I told him that I was not satisfied with his
explanations as to how he came by his wounds,

Yes,

Mnd he then broke down and cried and seid "I
didn't mean to kill him" or words to that effcct.
I cannot give you the exact words.

Whet did you then say?

I then told him that he was not obliged to say
anything unless he wished to do so, but anything

he did say would be taken down in writing and given
in evidence, I then recorded this on the statement
form,

COURT: It wes after he said thet that you cautioned him,

A.

Q.

A.
Q.

A

was 1it?
Yes,

And was that then signed, that portion of the
statement?

Yes,

Signed by the accused, yourself end Inspector Gravener,

Is that right?

Yes.
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Q.
Ao

Q.
A,
Q.

A,

Ao

Q.

19l.

Yes, what happened then?

At this stage the accused ves in a highly emotional
state, he was sobbing, and we did stop for probebly
2 or 3 minutes, He then began to meke e statement,
wvhich I recorded myself in my own hendwriting.

And thet was a fairly lengthy etatement?

It was, yes,

When thet wes concluded?

Vhen it was concluded the whole statement from

begdnning to end, that is from the start when I began

questioning the men, wes read over in my presence to
hinm by #r. Gravener, He then inserted in his own
hondwriting some words in the early peart of the
statement vhich emplified en answver to a question he
haé given, FHe then signed the stetement and I
signed it end Inspector Gravener signed it.

He signed it on each page?

He did, yes,

All the wgy through,
that this finished?

I crnnot give you the exact tire,
time getting on for 9 o'clock I would think,

Would you have a look at P28,
that you just referred to?

Yes, this is the stetement,
Do you now produce that statement in evidence?

I do.

CLERK: P26,

Q.

Would you reed the stetement out to thes Court,

Withess reads statement:

"David Christopher Murray, 18 years, Sex: Mele,
Address: Room 4224 Sun Ya Hotel,

Occupation: Student,

Nationelity end dislect: Australian - English,
Tekzn by S.S.P. D.R. Harris in English language
at 1650 hours on 1lst December 1970 at Queen
Elizebeth Hosp.

And et sbout what time was it

It would be some

Is that the statement
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192.

States:~
Q. Is this your vassport (shown
Australien passport number G LL34L4)?
A, Yes,
Q. Is this your signature inside the passport
on Page 37
Ao Yes.
Q. Are you known by any other neme than MURRAY?
A, Yes, only the name I write cheques wnder,
Q. What is that name? 10
A, GENE QUANTRILL,

A,

Q.

A,

According to your passport you arrived in
Hong Kong on the 2Tth November 1970,

Thet is correct a Fridsy,

Vhere from and by what meens?

From Perth by QUANTAS flight,

You wnderstand that I em a Police Officer

eand Senior Inspectors Li Mut Wah and

GRAVENER who are with me are also Police

Officers? 20

Yes,

Dr. Lee Fook Kee (introduced to Dr. Lee) is
8 Police Pathologist do you understand?

Yes,
Would you explain to me how you came by the
injuries for which you esre now deteined in

this hospital?

I wves on the Kowloon Wharf with two men. I
was supposed to pick up & peckage,

What sort of e package? 30
Contraband,
What do you mean by contraband?

It was stuff I was supposed to smuggle. I
do not know what was in it.



10

2C

30

193.

They claimed they did not have it that they had
alreedy passed it on, I told them I &id not
come all this woy to have someone swindle ne,
They repceated that they had elready passed it on,
I sajd I anm not going to stand for this one nan
pulled a kaife, I tried to kick it out of his
hand and teke it off him, I missed, T had had a
fair bit to drink end they went down the wharf,

I went to & ship to get help but nobody spoke
English so I ceught a ceb to the British Military
Hospital and then I was brought to this hospital.

I then sai® to him and I recorded this,

A,

Qe

Q.

A.
Q.

A,

The part

"I em meking enquiries into the death of a Ronald
Alan OOMBE vho was found dead this morning in
the Hong Kong Hotel Room 1223, (Witness then
interrupted and ssid "Dr, COOMBE what happened,”
Dr. Coombe was murdered, Witness seid "How", I
believe you cen sssist me in my enquiries into
this matter and I am going to ask you some
questions.

Were you in the Hong Kong Hotel last night?

I was for a while,

What time?

At sbout 8,30 or 9 p.m,

¥hera in the hotel?

In the lounse as you go in the &oor.

Pid you go to the 12th floor?

I had been to the 12th flcor before but I don't
think I went to the 12th floor last night.

When did you go there?

I went the other desy, Sundsy.

What did you do there.

I know Mrs, Coombe, I had told her I was going

up to Hong Kong for e few deys holiday =nd she
said why don't you Arop in and surprise my husbend
as he will be there * " --

inserted by the accused at the later stege was:-

"# The first time I saw Doctor Coombe was on the
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194,

Sundey in the Hotel lobby after being escorted
by the Meneger. The other times were Sun, night
about 8 p.m, and Mondey sbout 10 a,m,"

"at the same timc., So I have got a funny sense
of humour so as I had seen the dnctor twice I
thought I would sneak into his room end give hin
a surprise when he comes back, It did'nt work
out &8 planned. The hotel porter called the
Menager and he made me wait in the lobby wntil
the.Dr., came elong, I saw the doctor and said
hello end gave the families regards to him and
borrowed $20 Australian off him. He said it
wes okay I could pay it back to his wife when I
went back to Perth snd that was that, I left,

Do you weer a wig?

I do occesionelly,

Were you wearing it when you visited the hotel?
Yes,

Where is it now?

I don't knov it was in my pocket when I went to
the wharf, I have not seen it since.

Whet happened to it?

I had it when I went to the room the blckes I
vas supposed to meet would not have recognised
me in it as they had been told I hed blond
heir,

Vhen do you mean that you hed it when you vent
to the room?

I mean when I went to the room on Sunday.

Were you on the 12th floor of the Hong Kong
Hotel between 10 and 11 p.m, lest night?

I don't think so,

Did you make a statement to a police officer
this morming?

Yes.
Whet wes that about?

How the accident occurred,
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195.

D
L

Do you remember what you said?

A, I sail I had been drinking in a bar and got
into an arpument as I did not want to be
associnted with the smuggling.

Informed that Dr. Lee would teke certain samples
from witness and thet he would exemine witness

et 1730 hrs 1/12/70, (Inspectors Li and GRAVENER
and I then left the room).

At 1T4S hrs 1/12/70 after considering the matter
witness agreed to the examination =znd we returned.
In our presence he gave his consent and signed
the consent form in my presence and I signed as

a witness, e then left the room and Dr, Lee
remained to carry out his examination.

Statement resumed at 1810 hrs, 1/12/70.

Q. How many times did you go to the Hong Kong
Hotel?

A, Many times,

Q. How meny times did you go to Dr, COOMBE's room,

A, About 3 or L,

Q. Can you be more specific,

A, No severel times I went there and he was out,
Q. How many times did you see him at the hotel?
A, 3 times,

Q. Would ycu give me details of these meetings?

£, T only spoke to him once on Sundey afternoon,
At the other times he was going out,

Q. When you were in the hotel you were seen
wearing & pair of white gloves?

A, I have not got any gloves,

Q. (Shown wig found on scaffolding of Hong Kong
Hotel), Have you se2n this before?

A, It is my wig., “here was it found,
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Q.

A,
Q.

and I then

A,

Q.

A,

Q.

Q.

A,

Q.

Q.
A.

Qe

196.

Dr. Coorbe told a friend that he found a knife
and s club under his pillow when he returned to
his room on Sundsy the 29th November 1970 this
was the day you were in his room do you know
anything about them?

I know nothing sbout them,
This club" -
produced a club and showed it to him -

"was found in the window lcdge outside the 12th
floor of the Hong Kong Hotel, is it yours?

No I have not seen it before.

You went to the British Military Hospital this
morning what did you tell the staff about your
injuries?

I told them I got into a fight,
Vhet happened?

I met Bill in the Hong XKong Hotel lobdby at
9 o'clock and he told me to be at the Kowloon
Dock at 11,30 p.m. to pick up a shivment.

Did you meet him at 11.30 p.n,
A little later than that,
What happened?

He had enother chap with him an Italian., He
said the shipment had alreedy been delivered,

I said that I hadn't come all this way to be
robbed, An argument started and Bill pulled a
knife on me and threatened me by waving it
around in front of me so I tried to kick it
out of his hand and missed, it stuck in my leg.
T tried to grab the knife and it cut my hand,
so I turned and ren away,

Yhat time was that?
Half past two.
But vou met them at 11,30 p.m.?

Yes I was with them a couple of hours and we
drenk e bottle of whisky.
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197.

Yhere did you drink the whisky? In the Supreme
Court of Hong
Sitting on a pallet on the side of the wharf, Kong
Yhet is a pallet? Prosecution
Evidence
It is used to unload ships.
No.28

Who is Bill? Derek Roy Harris

I was shown a photograph of him, Examination
(continued)
How did you contact him,

I was told to wait in the lobby of the Hong
Kong Hotel and I would recognise him,

Was Mondey the first time you saw him?

Yes,

Who told you to meet this Bill?

I don't knovw him by neme he just telephones me,
Where did you meet him in the first place?

I have never met him in my life,

How &id you first contact him,

I did not, he contacted me,

How did he know where to contact you?
Probably through some friends.

Yhat was the shipment you were picking up?

I don't know it was either diamonds or heroin.
What were you going to do with it?

Leave it in the glove box of the car,

¥hat car?

My cear.

Yhere is this car?

It is in Perth,"



198.

In the Supreme I then showed him a letter found in room L22A of the Sun
Court of Hong Ya Hotel,
Kong
"Q, 1Is thaet your writing?

Prosecution
Evidence A. Yes.

No.28 Q. What does it mean,
Derek Roy Herris A, It is a letter to & girl I know Annette which is
Examination her nickname, Her name is WENDY CAPPORN who
(continued) works in the Palace Hotel, Perth, Paragreph 2

Q.

means I dressed in black and went to the Hong
Kong Hotel at 9 p.m, on the 27th November,

2 phone calls American Accent Discovered means
that I had two calls whilst I was out, I found
this out on my return,"

Will you have a look at P10? Is that the letter that
you were putting to the accused?

Yes, this is the letter,

(Witness continues resding statement)

"Q, Why were you informing her of this?
A, She is ,jusﬂt a friend vho knows whet I do,
Q. What do you do?

A, I am & student end deliver a few articles on the
side,

0, How did you get into the wharf last night?
A, I welked in through a gate,

Q. What gate was it,

A, I don't know I took a cab,

Q. How did you know vhere to meet Bill?

A, He said he would mect me on the wharf?

Q. Wheresgbouts on the wharf?

A, Near a pile of pallets,

Stopped at 1900 hrs 1/12/70, witness given
opportunity to esat,
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199.

Resumed at 2000 hrs 1/12/70.,

Qe I am not satisfied with the explanation thet
you have given me regarding the way in which
you obtained your injuries do you wish to
give me sny further explanation?

A+ I made up the story, I did not meean to kill
hin,

(8d) Brien F. Gravener. (Sd) D,R. Herris (Sd) David
Murray.

You are not obliged to say anything unless you wish
to do so but anything that you do sey will be taken
down in writing and mey be given in evidence.

(8d) Brian F, Gravener. (Sd) D.R. Herris (Sd) David
Murray.

I went up to see Mr, COOMBE in fact I call him
Doctor, he has & degree of some sort, at about

10 p.m. lest night, when I went to his room there
was no reply., I went back down to the sixth floor
to the restaurant out onto the car park roof end
into the pier bar which is near the dock gate, I
looked et the shops in the sea terminal before I
vent to the bar., I had originally gone up to
borrow more money from Dr, COOMBE and s I did not
like doing it I thought if I hed a drink I would
have more coursge to esk him, I steyed in the
bar for about 30-45 minutes and had several beers,
I then went back up to the 11lth floor by the sene
route and then walked from the 1ift on the 11th
floor up the stairs to the 12th floor, I then
went to Dr, COOMBE's room, I saw he was in his
pyjenas and I told him I wes almost broke and that
my ticket would only teke me es fer as Darwin, I
asked him to loan me about $50 Australian currency.
I had only met him twice before and he had always
been friendly to me., I had lodged with his wife
in Perth, They are separated but I had met him
when he visited her, He asked me to sit down, we
talked for & long time about what I planned to do
vith my life, He seid that he would fix things
up okasy but I would have tc do something for him,
I thought he wented me to smuggle something into
Australis for him, As being a young tourist I
would probably get away with it cesier than he
would, I said okey what do you want me to sneak
cut, I thought as we were close to China it might
be drugs or jewellery, He said no it is nothing
like that., I asked him what he vanted me to do,
He then put his arm eround me and tried to kiss me,
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200.

I tried to push him eway and he kept coming after me,

I sew » knife on the teble, I grabbed it at and

struck at him, He kept seying "Love me don't hurt

me", He screamed and I penicked and kept hitting

him until he was still, The Chinese Detective

asked me lest night what had happenced but I was too
ashamed to tell him, He kept talking to one of the
doctors in Chinese, I 4id not meen to kill hirm,

Why does it elways have to happen to me, other

people have epproasched ne before hut I am not queer, 10
After he was still, the televhene rang end I wented

to get eway so I climbed out of the window end

walked along the ledee, I cculd not find any

windows open so I climbed up »nd wp, I saw the
scaffolding on the other side cf the rocf, I just
wvented to run away end hide I was so eshemed, I

wvent over the roof and clirbed into a window near

the top and went up the stairs to the roof, I

crossed the roof rnd clirbed dovm the scaffolding

to the roof of the car park, I then realised I 20
had cut my leg, I couldn't find anywhere to hide,

I tried to get down to the grownd but could not

find & way to do so without going pest the Policeman

on duty, There was blood ell over me, I ran to

a stairwny going down to the lower part of the car

park. I then climbed down onto the wherf as I

still could not find anywhere to hide, Blood wes
pouring out of ry shoe., I tock off my shirt and tore
it up. I tied part of it round my leg and part round my
hand. I then threw the kmife and vhat was left of my 30
shirt into the water. I thought was bleeding to death
80 I walked up onto a ship and told them I had been in a
fignt, At first I could not make snyone understand

as they 4id not speak English, I gestured to my

foot end finelly one of ther understood me bhut seid
they did not have a doctor. I went to the next

ship but they wouldn't help me either, I told them

not to tell the Police ns I 3id not went to get in
trouble, I head to get to a doctor so I went over

to the taxis near the railway line, I asked to be 40
teken to a Chinese doctor, He took me to this

hospital but I teld him I 4id not went to come here,

He then took me to & gate where two Pclicermen were

on duty, There was e building which hed a red

cross on ite They would not help me either. The
Police then told me to go tec hospital, They said

they could not help me because I was not e sailor.

The taxi then tock me to the British Military

Hospital, I think that is what it is called they put

a bandage on rmy hand and foot ond sent me by 50
arbulance to this hospiteal. Vhy can't they leave

me alone, I want to go home,"

And that was signed at 2050 hrs on the lst of the 12th,
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201.

Qs You referred to a club in the course of the In the Supreme
questioning. Would you have a look at this? Court of Hong
Kong
A, This appears to be the club,
Prosecution
MR, DUCKETT: Could that be marked for identificetion at Evidence
this stage?
NO.28

CLERK: Marked B for identification.

Qe

A,

Q.

A,

Q.

A,
Qe
A,
Q.

A,

Derek Roy Herris

Now the following dey, the 2nd December, at 1155 Examination
hours did you see Edwards again? (continued)
I did, yes,

And you introduced someone to him?

Yes, I introduced Mr, Cleaver from the Australian
Trade Commission to him and allowed him to interview
the accused privately,

£t 1900 hours the same day did you see the accused
again?

I 4id, yes.

And was Senior Inspector Gravener also present?

He weas,

And what took place on that occasion?

I asked him for further details regarding the place

which he had described with the red cross on it and
also a description of the taxi.

COURT: Under caution?

A,

Q.

No, I did not caution him,

On the 9th December =--

COURT: Did you get an answer?

A,

He did give my further details of the two.

COURT: He did give you further details, yes,

Q.

A,

At 1k30 hours on the 9th December did you see the
accused sgain?

I 4id, yes.
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A,

202,

Was Senior Inspector Gravener also present?

He was,

Ané what occurred on this occasion?

I mentioned to him, I did not caution him, I said to
him that certain enquiries which had been made in
Australia suggested to me that there might be more
behind the killing of Dr, Cooribe than he had vreviously
told me, He denied this and seid thsat he had told

the truth,

And on the 1kth Decermber were you on duty at the 10
Tsimshatsui Police Station?

I was, yes,

In the evening,.

Yes,

And did Inspector Common hend you some papers?
He did, yes.

And you then handed these pepers on to Senior
Inspector Gravener, Is that correct?

I did, yes,

Have & lock st P32, Is thet the document you have 20
just referred to?

Yes .

MR, DUCKETT: Can it be marked for identification?

CLERK: C for identification,

XXN, BY MR. BERNACCHI:

Q.

[

A,

Qe

Superintendent Harris, your evidence in the lower
court was the admisdion of a statement under a
certein section,

That is correct, yes,

And speeking sbhout the 9th December you say "At 30
1430 hours on the 9th December I again saw Edwards,
Gravener wvas present, I put to Edwards certain

points concerning police enquiries in Australisa,

Edwards adid not say enything. I did not invite him

to meke & reply."
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A,

Qe

Q.

A,

Q.

A,

Qe

A,

Q.

A,

203.

Now you sey that Edwards said, that he denied this
end said he had been telling the truth,

That is correct, yes,

I mean, why in your statement that you heave sie:n'ed
did you say ~-

It is correct that I did not invite a reply and I
would mean that he did not meke any statement when I
say he 4id not,

"Edwards did not s&y enything.”" Now you say the
suggestion is not true "and I have told you the
truth”,

That is correct, what I have just said,
So in the statement it is incorrect.
It is an error, yes,

Presumably you admit that you did say that in the
statenent.

It is an error. What I really meant to say in fact
was he did not make a statement which I recorded,

Now I will come back to the first day that you
vigited him in hospital., When you came to the
hospital presurebly you already suspected him of
killing Coorbe,

Yes,

And was it your intention before you left him to put
hinm into arrest?

No. At that stage I merely wanted to find out
something ebout his injuries, whether he was in any
way linked with the offence,

You say on oath that when you came to the hospital on
that dey you did not intend, whatever he said, to
arrest him before you left?

No, that is not strictly true, Had he said something
which would implicate him in this murder, then T
intended to arrest him,

I see. Well now, &t what stage did you in your own
mind interd to arrest him?

When I cautioned him,
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Q.

Q.

A,

Q.

A,
Q.

A.

Qe

204,

And not before?

No. Up to that point he was still giving en explanation

of the way in which he received his injuries.

An explanation which you did not belizve from the
outset,

How do you meen "from the outset"?
You suspected him of being involved in this killing.

Certainly I suspected him, yes, but having heard his
explanation I did not believe it,

You already knew what his explenstion wes, presumebly,
from the statement taken by the previous Inspector.

No, this was a different explenation to the one given
to the Inspector,

But you already knew that he had given en explanation.
I knew that, yes.

And you didn't believe that either,

It wasn't a question of believing it, it was a question

of my seeing what he had to say personally. The
statement taken from him that morning was teken under
different circumstances,

Would you agree with me this statement looks almost
like a cross—-examination of him - question, enswer,
question, answer?
Oh yes, it was, It was conducted in that way.

Now Dr, Lee, the Police Pathologist, says that he weas

asked to weit outside the room for a quorter of an
hour end then he came into the room,

At which stege is this? I think this meens when he
was asked if he would agree to en examin~tion.

No., His statement was that he came with you and the
other policemen, then he was asked to wait cutside
vhereas you went inside, and then afterwards he was
asked to come inside too.

No, he ceme in first of all vhen I introduced him, and

then he was in and out several times, I think he wes
at that time consulting hospitsal records. He wesn't
there the whole time, he was in end out,
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Q.

Al

Q.

205.

But you say it is wntrue that he was nsked to wait for In the Suprere

sbout a querter of an hour-before he was invited into Court of Hong
the room for the first time? Kong

No, he wos asked to wait o querter of en hour, he &id Prosecution
wait a quarter of an hour vhile the accused decided Evidence

vhether he was going to agree to a medical examinstion,
No,28
I see. You seze there are I think 8, no, 7 questions

before you introduce Dr. Lee to the accused, Derek Roy Herris

Cross-Exarmination
That is correct, ves. (continued)

And from his own evidence, Dr, Lez's own evidence, I
took it to mean that that toock up a quarter of an hour
and then he was invited to come in and introduced to
the accused,

No, it &i4d not take a querter of an hour., This would
only teke o few minutes, These are only preliminary
guestions to establish who the accused actually weas.
fLis far as I remerber, I think Dr, Lee was present the
vhole time, I am not sure because I was paying
ettention to teking the whole stetement and he was

behind ne,

Did he eosk to see a solicitor?
Not at that stage, no.

At any stage that dayv,

No,

You see, he says that he asked three times, he asked
you three times whether he could see a solicitor and --

He aska2d on the 2nd sbout n solicitor and we told him,
as fer es I could remember, that we had already
erranged for the High Commission renresentative to
core to see hinm,

That was on the seconé cccasion?

That wes the second occasion I sew him when I went
with Mr, Cleaver from the High Cowrission, When I seay
he asked, he 4id not directly ask. I was informed
that he had mentioned a solicitor and he also
mentioned it to me vwhen I introduced Mr, Cleever to
him, as for as I remember, Bubt he certeinly did not
ask for a solicitor on the previous night,
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Q.

A,

Q.

Q.

A,

Q«n

Q.
A,

Qe

A,

Qe

A,

D
LY

A,

Qs

A,

206.

How you say thet he expended his explenation, Lis
statement in his own handwriting at a certain stage.
You were reading from the answer: "I know Mrs, Coorbe,
I had told her that I was going up to Hong Kong". ete,

Yes,

And then you say he expanced that,

Not at that stage,

When did he expend that?

At the end of the statement,

The end of the questioning you mean, after --

When the statement was read over tc him at the end,

I think the statement was read over to him twice, if
I remember rightly. The first occasion was when we
adjourned for a meal, I think it wes read over to him
then, and then when the statement was completed it was
read over again end at that stage he made the
alteration,

It was the second time?
Yes,

I see, yes. Well now, why did you questicrn, ansver,
question, answer, question, answer before you
invited Dr., Lee to do & medical examination?

Well I started off - it was a question of decidling
wvhether to complete the statement completely and then
have Dr, Lee examine the accused, which would have
probably meant him waiting for some considerable time,
and it was at that stage I decided we should interrupt
the statement and let Dr. Lee examine him,

Fron your own statement you started the ststement, the
question, answer at 10 minutes to 5,

Yes,
And et 5,30 Dr, Lee did the examination,
Yes,

Well why d&idn't you have Dr, Lee do the exemination
before you questioned him at all?

I &4 not know et that stage vhether I would need Dr,
Lee to examine hin,
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Q.

Al

COURT:

A

Qe

207.

But you have already seid and Dr, Lee hog already said
to0 that you suspected him of being involved in this.

Yes, I did suspect him, but if he could have given me
a completely satisfactory enswer I woul@ nct have
proceeced further,

Would it be right tec say, Mr., Harris, that when
you first went to the hospital you regerded this man
as e possible suspect?

Oh ves, most certainly, yes.

Despite the fact that you hed alresdy, presumebly,
seen the statement that he had made earlier on that
dey?

Yes,

Right. Then you sey thet after vou had informed the
accused that Dr. Lee "would taeke certain samples,
Inspectors Li, Gravener an® I then left the room".

That is correct, ves.
Whet happened to Dr, Lee?

He spcke to thes nccused for a while, He had 2
technicien with him, He spoke to the accused and
then he came out agein and seid "He wonts time te
think whether to agree to the examination", anc it was
at this stage, I think, that we waited for about 15
minutes to give hin that opportumity.

You see, that is not the time that Dr, Lee was
mentioning because you were all outside the room,
wherees Dr, Lee was saying that the police party went
into the room, "Istaved outside end then I was invited
in sbout 15 minutes afterwards'. So that occasion

would not heve been the occasion Dr. Lee was mentioning.

If he mentions at the beginning, I disagree. That is
not the time he stered outside., He errived at the
hospital at the same time or about the same time es I
end the other police officers,

I mean, his evidence is he arrived with the police
officers,

Well I en saying et about the same time, I am not
sure whether he carme with us in the car, whether he

came by his own car or what, but he was certainly there

st about the sarme time as we arrived.
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O
.

A,

Q.

A,
Q.
A.

Q.

A,

Q.

A,

Qe

A.

208.

You asked him to come?
Oh yes, I asked him to come,

And you had every intention of him taking, as you ssay,
some samples from the accused?

No, I had the intention of him being aveilable to do
so if it was necessary. Had I, agein, as T seid, had
I received a completely satisfactory explanation from
the accused sbout his injuries, I would not have
proceeded further,

And yet you have the Senior Police Pathologist waiting

outside or inside, according to you, the room just
because perhaps it would be convenient,

It wouldn't be perhaps. I would ssy it wes highly
likely he would have to take semples,

So on the balance of probsbilities you knew when you
came to the hospital that you would ask Dr., Lee to
examine the secused,

No, no, As T have said, I brought him there on the
possibility, or even you might say the probability,
that he mey have to examine the accused.

Now his examination took place at a querter to six
end then the statement, you say, resumed at 10 minutes
Past Six.

Mmmn-mm,

So his examination was not a very long one.

No.

Ané did he tell you the result of his examinetion?

He did tell me certain things, yes, when he left the
room, when he concluded the examinstion.

Including the result of the examination of the
accused's anus?

He did, yes,

And the other things -~ A&id he tell you at that time?
Well, he said that he had taken certain samples of the
pubiec hairs and hairs in the head, I had specific-

ally mentioned that I wented a sarple of the heirs
from the head,
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Q.
Ae

209.

He also told me that he carried out an examination
of the anus and that, subject to confirmation on the
next day, he was satisfied that there was no evidence
of & sexual &ssault,

He told you that?

Yes,

And referring to previously, did you ask him, among
other things, to examine for evidence of any sexual
assault?

Yes,

So that at 8 o'clock that night when you eventually
resumed interrogating or, snyhow, examining the
accused, you alreedvy knew that there was little
likelihood of his having been sexually assaulted?

Yes, yes, yes.

Now, according to yvour times, you stopped at
T o'clock,

Yes,

And you say, "Witness given opportunity to eat" and
you started agein at 8 o'clock,

Yes.

Now, at 7 o'clock he is sticking to his story that
he wasn't in any wey involved in the killing, that he
doesn't know anything ebout the killing; then at

8 o'clock when he resumes, immediately he says, "I
wade up the story, I did not mean to kill him,"

That wvas in ansver to the point that I made to him
that I was not satisfied with his explanetions,

In fact, did you not question him without writing
anything down in between T o'clock and 8 ofclock?

Yo, I went away and had e meal ryself and left him.

Did anybod- else of your party, police narty stay
with him?

Only the custodiel staff of the ward end, I think,
two detectives stayed outside the door,

For a whole hour you didn't go in to see him?

That is correct.
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Q.

A,

Q.

Q.

210.

And this is because your first question after his
meel, "I am not satisfied with the explansation that
you had given me", invoked him into meaking a
confession because that is what it amounts to, =
confession: "I made up the story. I didn't mean to
kill him,"?

That is correct, yes,

You see, I put it to you that in between you had, in
effect, pointed out to him the ridiculousness of his
story and suggested to him thet what would be a good
defence would be a homosexual asssault,

That is not true.

And T put it to you thet the suggestion of a homo-
sexual assault came from vou,

Thet is not so.

And was teken up by him almost in desperation,

That is not so, At that stage the men was in a very -
highly emotionsal state. He was excited; he was
crying and very upset,

And I suggest that he was just in the sort of state to
listen to you and say, "Oh, well, if you suggest it I
vwill say it."

No, that is not so.

But, of course, you knew already that there was no
evidence of a hormosexunl sssault,

I knew that there wos no evidence of an assault.,

Now, I change the subject to a guestion that you asked’

him: "Dr, Coombe told a friend that he found a knife
and 2 clup wnder his pillow when he returned to his
room on Sunday the 29th of November, This was the
day that you were in his room." Do you know anything
ebout this?

COURT: Where is that? Page —--?

MR, BERNACCHI:

Q.

>

At page 62,

Now, I don't cere whether this wes true or false, To
your information did Dr. Coombe tell & friend this?

Yes, we recorded a statement from a person vhom he
spoke to.
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211.

Q. So that some time before his death Dr, Coombe had
told another person that he had fownd 2 knife -
forget gbout the club for the moment - under his
pillow?

A. YeS.
COURT: You recorded =z statement from whom?

A, There were three men - I cen't remember which one
of them, sir - there were three men who were here
with Dr, Coombe end he mentioned this to one of
themn.

COURT: And I tzke it that cownmsel wents to see that
statement 1f it is availsble for Mr. Bernecchi to
See,

A,  Yes, it is available, yes.

Qe And if the tebles had been reversed and Edwards hed
been killed, then, of course, this friend could
have given evidence that efter Edwards had been to
the room Dr., Coorbe had already told him that he
had found & knife?

A, Yes,
Q. But, of course, one thing arises from thet, and
this is that the knife wes in Dr. Coombes possession

es from Sundsy the 20th of November,

A, I assume so, I don't know what happened to it. Ve
didn't find the knife,

Q. New, I will refer to the club now, The club has
never been 2n exhibit., As you know the case was
heard before the magistrate and he decided there was

a prima facie case to go to the Supreme Court for
trial end it was not exhibited?

A, I see,
Qe Don't you know that?
A, I am not sure, I didn't handle the exhibit,

Qs So, presumebly, the police aftervards thought that
the club was not relevant?

A, This could well be so, yes.
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Q.

212.

Now, you said that Edwards was in a highly
emotional state, Did you know that he had been in
the operating theatre all that afternoon?

Yes, I knew he had been there during the day ~ T
think it was in the morning, a:d he came back to the
ward I think in the early afternoon; I om not sure
what tinle .

He had been in the operating theatre most of tha
dey, I think?

Well, for some hours, yes.

And then you cerme along and in effect cross—examined
hin?

That is correct, yes.

There is also another alteration to this statement
if you can call it e statement. That after --

Which page is this?

Well, it's page 11, I think, after you eventually
gave a ceution,

Yes,

And that is not at 1700 hours - I am sorry — not at
1900 hours, i.e. T o'clock; at the resumed hearing.

Yes,

At 8 o'clock.
Yes.

After that he launches out into several pages of
explenation without you being recorded as saying
anything at 2ll and then you ell sign when he
eventually stops at page 16.

He starts at page 11 --

Yes,

-~ end stops st page 16, and there is not an
indication of any sort that you even interrupted.

No, he stopped on several occasions himgelf, He was

a sort of overcome with emotion and stopved and then
vealited for & while and then started agein., This
heppened on seversal occasions throughout the stotement,
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oD
°

A,

Qe

213.

You didn't Sgy enything at 2117

No,

You just waited for him to recover end didn't ssay,
"Well, now, yes go on., What heppered next?" or
anything like that?

I might have said, "Go on" after he recovered his
composvure a little Aduring his intervals in the
staterent, but the whole thing was pouring out so
quickly I had great difficulty even writing it down.
You see, I suggest to you, for instence, that it
was really your suggestion, mentioning the knife in
that way, "I saw s knife on the table, I grabbed
at it and struck at him, He kept on saying, 'Love
me, Don't hurt nme,'™

Yes?

Thet wes - the whole of this statement wes, really,
you were seying, "Homosexuel attack is your only
defence, Plesse d it this way" and -~

This is not true,

-- in effect you taught him --

No,

-- what to say.

This is not true,

And & man, after spending several hours in the

operating theatre, you sey, could come out with five

peges of stotement without really being questioned
in between st all?

Thet is correct.

I put it to you that is not correct and that you
steered him on throughout this statement.

That is not true,

At one stage during this cross—exeminstion did you
accuse the accused of pre~meditated murder?

No, I think I 4id mention the word 'murder' at one
point there.
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Q.

Qe

A,

D
°

A,

Qe

A,

Qe

A,

A,

214,

Yes, you did,

I think when I said - when he asked about Dr, Coombe
being killed., I think that is the only cccesion
when I mentioned 'murder?,

Did you say words to the effect, "and you killed him"
and indicated that it was pre-meditated?

No, I didn't, The only time I nmentioned the word
'murder' wes at page 3 when I said "Dr, Coombe was
murdered” and the witness said "How"?

In fact, I suggest to you thet at one stage you even
mentioned - suggested the motive of insurance.

I didn't know anything sbout insursnce at thet stage.
It was not mtil some deys later that I knew anything
ebout insurance.

You mentioned to him that perhaps Dr. Coombe was
insured or something like that?

No, that is not true., I hed no recson to, I knew

nothing ahout Dr, Coombe's insurance.
Didn't you mention the possible motives?

No. I was searching for a rmotive at that time, but I
didn't mention anything sbout motives and es for
insurence --

You didn't mention enything sbout motives to him at
all?

No,.

Did you esk him what was his motive or anything like
that?

No,

And you maintained that Edwards did not ask to see a
solicitor in the whole of the lengthy cross-
examination and lengthy statement that you have put
in evidence today?

That is correct.
Although afterwards he asked to see & solicitor, he

asked to see the Austrelien Trade Commissicner, the
leot?

He did not ask to see the Australisn Trade Commissioner.
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We arranged for the Austrelien Trade Commissioner to
cone,

Q. Did he ask to see a solicitcr?

A, He osked the next day sbout legal aid, and this was —-—

G. And didn't he eosk to see a solicitor?

A, No, he did not.

Q. Ever?

A, No, he asked ohout legel aid the next dey.

Q. But you yourself shout quarter of an hour ago said
thot he asked to see a solicitor the next day,

A, He asked sbout legal aid end this was raised to the
nagistrate when he was remanded,

Q. So your evidence is that he never ever asked to see a
solicitor: he only asked sbout legal aid?

A. At the triel, yes.

Q, At the trial,

A, VWell, he esked, would he be legelly represented.

Qe Thonk you,

COURT: Yes,

REXNN, BY MR, DUCKETT:

Q.

Qe
A.

Qe

A.

Mr, Herris, the witness that vou said a statement was
taken from him concerning the knife - Dr, Coombe
mentioning & knife and & club --

Yes,

~- in his room - cen you tell us where that witness is?

I em not sure but he is certainly out of the Colony,
All three men are out of the Colony.

They were in the Colony for a few days.
Yes.

It was put to you that you suggested there was a motive

to this killing of collecting insurance money.
Yes.
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Further
Exemination

Q.

A,

A,
Q.

A,

216.

Now, how did you first lesrn enything about insurance
on the deceased's life?

Several days later in a letter from the police in
Perth in Vestern Australia.

At the time which you took the stetement from the
accused did you know enything of en associstion or
possible association between the asccused and the
deceesed's wife?

No.

When did you first find out about that?

Again from the Western Austrselian Police a few deys
le.tero

MR, BERNACCHI: My Lord, in view of the re-exerination I

would ask you to put & question through the court,

COURT: Put it yourself by all means, Mr. Bernacchi,

FURTHER XXN, BY MR, BERNACCHI:

Q.

Q.

Al

Q.

You say that you saw the accused sgain snd said that
you had had yourself information from the Perth or
Australien authorities,

Yes,

In thet interview did you suggest the motive of
insurance?

Yes,

I see, Sc you @id suggest the rmotive but it wesn't
in the first interview: it was in the second?

Oh, no, this wes one of severel things vhich I
mentioned to him that had come from Australia, one of
several points which we hed been informed sbout fron
fustralia,

And you mentioned it to him - but you mentioned it to
him in the second?

No, this would be the third interview.
I think, on the 9th,

It would be,

On the 9th,

Yes,
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In the Supreme

Q, Thank you, Court of Hong
Kong
COURT: Thank you, Inspector,
Prosecution
Entirely without prejudice, of course, to M», Evidence
Bernacchi's cross-examination and entirely without
prejudice to this case, I would only say this: that No,.2%

looking at this statement, recorded statement as it

3 . . R 4 .S
stends, it seems to me - end I say it entirely Derek Roy Harri:

without prejudice to the cross—examination of Mr, - Purther
Bermacchi -~ it wrovides & model of how a suspect Examination
shouléd be exermined up to the time of the cautioning (continued)

end so forth; and I would say it reinforces what I
had said elsewhere so frequently that in serious
cases it would be so very much better if statements
vere recorded from s possible suspect by senior
police officers showing questions and answers and
the time at which the statement was taken, the time
at which there was a break in the statement, and so
forth, instead of being left to detective corporals
and detective police constables to record vitsal
evidence, It is so very much more satisfactory and
of such great help to this court if statements in
serious cases were taken by senior police officers
instead of, as I say, being left to detective
corporals and detective police constables, This,
on the face of it - and I am only referring to the
statement as it stands - provides & model of how
suspects should be questioned and, of course, the
gquestions and answers recorded and the appropriate
time at which a caution should be administered,

I would make sure that you don't object to my
meking that remark,

MR, BERWACCHI: No,

MR, DUCKETT: As your Lordship pleases, I will see that
those remarks are pessed on.

I cell Senior Inspector Gravener, It is page 35, my
Lordo

COURT: I have repeatedly asked that in serious cases it
should not be left to detective police constebles and
detective corporals to teke statements., I moke it
quite clear, Mr, Bernacchi, that I made that as a
general observation without prejudice, of course, to
your cross—examination,

MR, BERNACCHI: Yes, yes.

COURT: I am simply looking at the form of the statement as
it stands., It does provide a model as to how they
should be tsken,

MR, BERNACCHI: Yes, yes,
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BRIAN FREDERICK GRAVENER

Sworn in English:

‘XN, BY MR. DUCKEIT:

Q.

A,
Q.
A,
Q.
A,

Qe

A,

Q.

A,

Qe

A,

Your full name is Brian Frederick Gravener? (to
Court) Page 35,

Yes, sir,

You are & Senior Inspector of Police?

Yes, sir,

Where ere you stationed? 10
At the C,I,D. Headquarters, Kowloon,

And did you take part in the investigation into this
crime?

Yes, sir,

And on the morning of the lst of December d4id you
go to room 1223 at the Hong Kong Hotel?

Yes.,

Whilst vou were there, was something in particular
found?

Yes, sir., There was smongst other items found - 20
there wes & club found.

COURT: What time was this?

A. I saw it at approximately 12 o'clock, mid-day, sir,
COURT: Yes.
Q. ‘Vhere was the club found?
A, Vhere the lifts are situated on the 12th floor there
is & window and the club was on the latch outside
this window,
@, Would you have a look at Pk, the plen,
A, Yes, the plan of the Tth to the 18th floor., (to 30

court) The lifts are indicated here and the windovs
which I referred is there.

(witness marks on Pk)
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219.
MR. DUCKETT: Show it to mesbers cf the jury, please, end
my learned friend would also --
(witness shows PL to jury and defence counsel)

COURT: Would that window be similar to that beside the
1lift shown ir theat photograph?

Actually I think the first
This photograph

A, It would be sirdlar, sir,
photegranph shows the actual windov,
P14 shows the actual window,

Qe Would you now nroduce that club?

A, Yes, this is the clut I saw,

CLERK: P27,

COURT: May I sce it,

Q. This club wasn't produced in eerlier proceedings?

A, No, sir, it was not,

Q. Thy was that?

A, At that stege it wasn't considered relevant.

Qe In the afternoon on the same dey did you go to room 6
of the custodicl ward of the Queen Elizsbeth

Hospitsal?
A, Yes, sir, I did.

Q. And you went to interview the accused, is that
correct?

A, Yes, sir, T did,

Q. When you Wwent into the accused's room who was with
him?

A, Senior Suverintendent Harris, Senior Inspector Li Mut
Weh and Dr, Lee Fook-kay. On entering the room I
saw the eccused lying on e bed, Mr, Herris
introduceéd himself and also introduced the other
people present,

Qs What took place then?

A, Mr, Harris then started to record a stetement from
the eccused, He recorded the statement on the police
form 154 in his own handwriting, The statement
commenced at 10 minutes to 5, The stetement wes
taken in question and answer form.
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Q.

Al

Q.

Q.

A,

220.

At sbout helf-past 5 Mr., Harris told the accuszd

that he wished him to be medically examined, He

informed the accused that such examination would be

purely voluntery., At this stage Mr, Harris, ryself

and Li Mut Wah left the room. Apprcximately 15

minutes later Dr, Lee Fcok-kay celled us beck into

the room end I saw the accused sign a consent form,

My, Harris aelso signed this consent form, We then,

the three of ug, i.e. Mr, Harris, Mr, Li Mut Wzh and
ryself, then left the room once more, 10

Yes,

We returned to the room at about 10 minutes past 6

and the statement was resumed, Dr., Lee Foox=ksy

had left et this stage. Mr. Harris and myself and

Li Mut Wah were the persons present. Mr, Harris

stopped the statement at about 7 p.m. to allow the

eccused to teke a meel, The statement was again

resumed at 8 p.m, At this stege Mr, Harris and

myself were the only persons present, Shortly after

the resumption ~ resuming of the statenent Mr. Harris 20
had occasion to ceution the accused, First he

caubidned him verbally and then he wrote the caution

on the statement form. The accused then mnde a

statement which Mr, Harris recorded in his owm hond-
writing, Vhen the statement wgs completed Mr, Harris
instructed me to rezad it back to the accused, I did

so and the accused made certein alterations in his own
hendwriting, After I had completed reading the

statement I invited the accused to sign each page of

the statement, He did so. I also signed and Mr, 30
Herris signed,

P,26 - is that the stotement?

This is the statement to which I referred, I
identify my signature on each of the pages.

The following day at 10,06 hours did you return to
the custodial ward and see the accused again?

Yes, that is correct., The following dsy, i.e. the

2nd of December, I returmed to room & and again saw

the eaccused, I was accompenied by Supt, Matthew

Taylor. I introduced Supt. Taylor to the accused 40
en@ I informed the accused that ¥ was going to

formally charge him with murder. He started to say
something at this stage, but it was stopped by the
Superintendent, I then wrote the charge tc¢ the

accused, This charge was on the police form 60 end

he indicated that he understcod. T then read the

formal caution and again the accused understood -

indicated that he understood.



10

20

221,

Q. Would you look at F,2§?

A, Yes, this is the form I used to charge the accused,

Q. Vhat wes the caution thet you read out?

A, I said tc him, "Do you wish to say anything in
answer to the chsrge? You are not obliged to say
anything unless you wish to do so, but whatever you
sey will be trcken down in writing and may be given
in evidence,"

Qe Yes?

A, The accused elected to make a statement and ssked
me to write it on his behalf, I therefore wrote
his statement in rmy own handwriting and, when corpleted,
I rend it back to the accused, He agread that it was
correct, I invited hin to sisn, He didso, I
signed end Supt. Toylor signed,

Q. Yes, is that the statement?

A, This is the statement I recorded from the accused at
that stage,

Qe Do you now produce it?

COURT: Did you sey he wrote this himself?

A, I wrote this on his behalf, sir,

COURT: ©Oh, yes.

Q. And do you now produce that statement?

A, I now produce this statement,

CLEZRK: P,28,

Qe Would you resd out what the accused seid?

A, Yes., He said, "I didn't meen to kill him., I éidn't
vent him to touch me., What is going to happen to me,
that's 211," Signed Devid Murrsy, my own signature
end Mr, Teylor's signeture,

COURT: Let the jury ses it.

Q. Did ¥r, Teylor then sey enything?

A, Yes, Mr, Taylor then asked the accused if he had any

compleints, He soid that he had nc compleaints,
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222.
Q. Now, shortly after this, did you begin to take 2
further statement from the nccused?

A, Yes, I commenced to record sn antecedent statement
from the accused.

0. What do you mean by an antecedent statement?

A, A general statement concerning his background,
schooling, relatives, etec,

Qs It is a statement which is not rormnlly produced in
evidence, is that correct?

A, Thet is correct. 10

Q. Vhat happened in the course of your tsking this
statement?

A, Shortly ofter I comrenced the steatement the accused
said something to me.

Q. What did he say?
COURT: Just = moment., Do you heve eny objection?

MR, BERWACCHI: Ho, my Lord. I don't - apparently from
the statement he said his name wes CGrsham Edwords.

COURT: 1T see,.
A, The sccused told me that his name was not David 20

Christopher Murray but was in faoct Grahem Edwards,.
He said that he had lost -~

COURT: This was o steterent, I teke it, not taken under
caution,

A, No ceution,

COURT: Do you maoke it quite cleear you have no objection
to this?

MR, BERNACCHI: Well, I have no objection to it so far.
In the statement from this witness, e fullstop coues
off the word "Grehem Edwards". I heve no knowledge -~ 30

COURT: Because, as I see it, if there was any objection
I would wnhesitatingly rule it inadmissible,

MR, BERNACCHI: I think the best thing is to -- (insudible)
Q. He told you his name wos =--

A, That is correct.
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COURT: XNot Christopher Murray but wes Grshem Edwards.
A, That is correct.

Qe & shortly aftcr this a magistrate came to the
hospital to interview the accused, is that correct?

A, That is correct, yes, Mr, Garcia the Princival
Megistrste in Kowloon,

Q. And the necessary change of nere?

A, Yes, I spoke to the nagistrate »nd he changed the
nare on the charge sheet,

Q. Now, whilst you were there did someone else visit
the eccused?

A, VYes, Mr, Horris coarme to the room and he had with him

a Mr, Cleaver from the Australien Trade Cormission,
Mr, Cleaver was introduced to the accused and lef%
elone with him for about ten minutes, I think,

Qe At T perts that same day Gid you see the accused
agein?

-

A. Thet is correct, sir., Together with Mr, Harris I
again returned to room 6 and sew the accused, and
Mr, Eerris spoke to him concerning a clinic, a texi
and a ¥nife,

Q. Now, the next day at 11,10 hours did you see the
accused agein?

COURT: That is the 3rd,

A. On the 3rd, yes, sir, T again saw the accused.
COURT: At what tims,

A.  Now - 11,20, I think.

COURT: Yes.

A. And I explcined to him his rights concerning legel
aid.

Q. You tcld him he could epply for legnl aid.
A. I told hin he could apply for lezel aid,

Q. The following day, the Uth of December, at 1500
hours, did you see the accused =gein?

A, Yes, I went to se= the accused and handed him a cable
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22k,

from his father from Australia, The accused askad
me if he could send a ceble in return and
subsequently I did in fact send a cable on his
behalf, The accused also asked re for writing
materials stating that he wished to write some
letters, I arrenged that these be supplied.

Did you sgy anything ebout him?
Yes, I told him that any letters he wrcte would go
through the hands of the police and I advised him

not to write details concerning the cas=,

In the afternoon of the 5th of December did you agein
see the accused?

Yes, I did,

What did you esk him?

I told him that I was to hold on identification
varade in connection with this mntter and asked him

if he had eny objections, He had no objections.

On the Tth of December thet parade wes held, is that
correct?

That is correct, I actuelly orgenized a perade but
I didn't take any active port in it.

On the 8th of December did you agein go to sze the
eccused?

Yes, I haided him a letter addressed --

COURT: What time was this? Morning? Afternoon?

A,

Q.

Q.

A,

Afternoon, It wes & letter addressed "Dearest
Greham" from "Sherry".

On the 9th of December were you present with Supt.
Harris?

Yes, on the afternoon of the 9th T went to see the
accused together with Supt, Harris, At thet time
Mr., Harris put to the accused certein points, Mr,
Harris did not invite any reply from the sccusad and
in fact the accused did not make any reply.

Vould you try to keep your voice up, He 3id not
peke any reply?

He did not meke any reply.

10
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Q. And later that same day at about 1700 hours 4did you
go to sse Ldwerds agein?

A. Yes, and es & result of a telephone cell I went back
to see the accused who eskad me for writing materials
es he wished to meke a stetement, I asked him if he
wished to make & stetement to me and he seid that no,
he didn't want to meke it to me; he wished to meke
it in private. I arrangsd that the writing materiels
be suppliced and then I left.

Qs Iid ycu say anything to him before you left?

4. Oh, yes. Before I left him I said that enything ne
wrote would agnin come into the custody of the police
and may be procduced in evilence,

Qe What did he sey?

A, He understood,

COURT: He seid he understood,

A, He said hc understood,

Q. Now, that same day, the 9th of December, at 2130 hours
in the evening did P,C.TLt come to your private
quarters?

A, That is correct, sir, P,C,T:t came to my querters snd
handed me = note,

COURT: P,C.TL.

A, Yes, sir,

COURT: Yes,

A, Handed me & note. I took no acticn as a result of
this.

Qe Would yocu have & loock at P30 in the lowver court?

A, Yes, this wes the note I received,

Q. Do you now produce that note?

A+ T now produce it,

Q. Would you recad out the note?

COURT: Can I see it first,

MR, BERNACCHI:

I have not seen that note,
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COURT: I think you better look at it, That would be
Exh, ==
CLERK: P29,

MR, BERNACCHI: I have no objection tc its production.

Q. Would you read the note out, Inspector?

L, "To Senior Insp. B.F. Gravener., This is tc certify
thet I Greham Leslie Edwerds do hereby apply for
legal 2id in writing., This is to also certify that
unless a Crown sppointed solicitor is present and
agrees to defend my cese after private consultetion
I will mske no statements to the police in eny
context, which will be both detrimental to myself and
involve & lot of wnnecessary investigation --

COURT: Was this put in the lower court?

MR, DUCKETT: It was put -~ it was P30, It was not in
the transcript which your Lordship has,

A, "-~ ond involved & lot of unnecessary investigation
and loss of time to the police in an area where they
are barking up the wrong tree., Simed G.L., Edvards,
2000. 9 Dec, 1970."

(jury shown exhibit)

Q. The next morning on the 10th of Decenber di¢ you give
inetructions to D, Insp. Edwerds?

A, Yes, I instructed Det, Insp. Edwards to deliver legel
aid forms to the nccused at Queen Elizzbeth Hospital.

Q. Later the same morning did D, Cpl. 526 hanéd you some
pepers?

A, Yes, that is correct.

Q. And they appeared to have been written by the eccused,
is that correct?

A. That is correct, yes.

@, Would you have a look at P31l in the lower court?
A, Yes, these were the papers,

COURT: Who gave them to you?

L., D.Cpl, Cheng Chau, 526,
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COURT: Gave you some papers,

A, Yes, sir, and these are the papers that he handzd to
me,

Q. find do you now produce those papers?
A. Yes, Siro

Q. And would you read what is seid in them? Page 3k,
my Lord,

COURT: How long is this?
A, Quite a lengtly document,
MR, DUCKETT: This might be & convenient time ——

COURT: Yes, The papers are put in, How many - is it of
Jjust one document or --

A, No, seperate pages.
COURT: Separste pages of the same —

A

A, No, there are twvo on this paper end there is - this
is in a book form,

COURT: It had better go in es Exh,30A and 30B, Is it a
continuation?

A, Tt is a continuation.
COURT: I see, Put in a3 Exh,P30, Perhaps this is
probably & convenient place to adjourn. Return at

half-past 2 this afternoon.

COURT ADJOURNS at 12,50 p.m,

18th March, 1971

2¢35 P, Court resumes

Accused present. Appearances &s before, Jurors present,

BRIAN FREDERICK GRAVENER - 0,F,0,

XN, BY MR, DUCKETT continues:

COURT: Yes, Mr, Duckett.

Qe You were ebout to read to us from the statement of
the accus2d, exhibit P, 30,

A. Yes, (Witness reeds statement).
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even harder to believe and infintely harder
still to prove or disprove,

#(2) Unless this violates whetever the Crown
ruling is that corresponds to the 5th Amend-
ment of the U.S, Constitution,

Third page.
9th December 1970, 1725 hours. Cell 6 Detention Ward
Queen Elizabeth Hosrital, Kowloon, Hong Kong.

My name is Grzcham Leslie Edwards, I am 20 years
0ld and currently residing at 4, Passmore Street,
Rossmoyne in the Stete of Western Austrelia,

I first met Mrs. Annette Coombe on a Vednesday
night in late June at e nightclub in Perth known as
"The Waldorf", I wes in the company of a friend of
mine from "Le Riveria" Gerry Couren while Mrs, Coombe
was with two other girls by the name of Sue Foster and
Veronica McCorry. There were two other men present
at the time but their nemes were ond still are unknown
to me, At the time of introduction first names only
were used so until much later I knew the ebove
mentioned people only as Sue, Annette and Veronica.
Gerry had introduced Sue to me as his step-sister
which I suppose was & load of crep.

Since the atmosphere of the club was both derk
and noisy ell I learned that night was they were all
attractive, sexy and from the sttention they received
obviously unattached. The following Friday night I
arranged to teke them to "La Riveria", On Friday
night after telephoning Annette to confirm the date
for the four of us, Sue, Annette, Veronica and myself
I picked up Sue outside e dance studio where she
worked and drove out to finnette's home under Sue's
directions and arrived promptly at 8 p.m, whereupon
we were invited inside and waited in the kitchen., I
was under the impression thet Annette and Veronica were
either boarders or guests of some lady we were
introduced to at that time,

I was then introduced to two children, a boy and
a girl as her children and was greatly surprised since
she did not look more than 23 or 24, Discretion being
the better part of velor I kept my mouth shut,

To cut a long story short I became extremely drunk;
a hebit I seen to get into, and provided e seccnd floor-

show after the remainder of the Club's guests had left.

At this stage ve proceeded to the Latin Quarter end fron

there I took Sue home to Freementle and proceeded to
attempt to screw her with a negative result while Don
Martin the owner of "La Riveria" took Annette and
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or instructed to be supplied on the 12th I
understood was for the purpose of writing letters,

COURT: I am so sorry. You seid, "On the 1luth December
I ..."
A, Mo, On the 12th December I received a message and

as o result instructed that paper, etc., be issued
tc Bdvards,

COURT: And then on the 1hth?
A. I visited the eccused ...
COURT: Ch, yes.

A, ees to see if he had written any letters.
COURT: Yes,

A., There were none,

COURT: Yes,

Q. On the 15th of December at 9 in the morning, did
Superintendent Harris hand you something?

A, Yes, Superintendent EHarris handed me certain papers
with writing therecn.

Q. Vill you look at the exhibit marked provisionally
"C"?

A, (Vitness looks at exhibit). Yes, these are the

papers to which I refer,

Qe 4And you believe those to be written by the accused,
Is that correct?

A, Yes, sir.
Qs And 3o you nov produce those documents in evidence?

A, Yes, sir.

CLERK: Exhibit 31, P.31,
COURT: Yes,
MR. DUCKETT: I hend the jury typed copies of these. This

is on page 82 of the record.
Q. Will you reed out the contents of these letters?

A, Yes, sir, (Witness reads)
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G.L. Edwards,
¢/o Detention VWard,
Queen Elizabeth Hospital,
Kowloon,
Hong Kong,.

1k,12,70,

To:

Supt, Herris,

Chief, Criminal Investizetion Dent,,
Royal Heng Kong Police Force,

Hongz Kong.

Dear Sir,

Please find enclosed statement listing
five reasons why the death of Ronald Alan Coombe
can nct be construed as a result of a Pre-Medit,
Murder Plot by his wife and myself,

I am awere that the facts brought forward
by yourself and other officers of the Hong Kong
Police Force do indicote the existence of such s
possibility; however I shall be prepared to
isgue an honest explanatory reason for the
evidence, but only after private consultations
with my solicitor, at the earliest possible time,

From the information detailed herein no
possible edvantame or gein to anybody could be
reaped from the death of Mr, Cocmbe and should
there be an ulterior motive my "talents"
preclude the possibility that I should resort to
crude and wmsafe methods te kill any person by
the method Mr, Coorbe met his unfortunate desth,

The evidence now in your possession can be
explained in terms other than pre-meditated
rurder, but this will have to wait until I have
conferred with my solicitoer,

Yours sincerely

G.,L., Edwerds,

Pare 2,

"Reasons Precluding the Possibility of a Pre-

1.

Meditated Plot against Ronald Alan Coombe by his
wife and myself,

Mrs, Coorbe's divorce settlement with her
husband was to be, if ry memory serves me
correctly,

10

20

30



10

20

2.

3.

235.

A. A cash settlement of $A3,500

B, Transfer of the house into her ncne at his
expense,

Ce Tronsfer of certain Insurance Policies
(Deteils unknown).

D, T%ducation exnenses for both children up to
end including University expenses.

E, A weekly maintenance of $A95 in the ratio
of 24sT7:7 plus sutomatic proportional

increases for every increase in her husband

selary including royalties frem his books.

F. The divorce petition against Mrs. Cocmbe
citing myself as Co~Respondent was to be
withdrexm and T wns to receive a letter of
apology from Mr, Coombe stating thet the
divorece netition was nothing more than
legel chicanery to force Mrs., Coombe to
start preceedingss ssainst her husband,

By coming to Honp Kong on a suppnsedly nurder
rission I would lenve myself no alibi and have
no hiding place shovld I be suspected,

Should I heve wished to kill Mr, Coombe I
should have been more vranared to cormit the
erime in en arca I knew nnd could receive help
if needed.

Since Mr., Coombe is or was, at least 2 inches
taller and apnrox, 50 lbs heavier than I am,

I certainly would not pick a knife to cormit
the crime with. I would also not go to the
troukle of stebbing myself to meke things more
di i cult,

# See poge 2,

Page 2.

L.

Some of my lesser known but latent tealents
would meke re resort to sophisticeted means
shculd I wish to kill somebody., These
telents ore:

A, I em an wquelified Scuba Diver with
exrerience to 80 feet,

# B, I am o crackshot with .30 .30 .22 and ,222

rifles cver 200 yds on open sights,
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In the Suprene C. I was also in the process of learning to
Court of Hong fly light aircraft.
Kong

*D, I had sufficient opportunity to pick uwp a
Prosecution reasonable knowledge of explosives, both
Evidence properties and composition of Bombs,

(examples below).
No.29

Brian Frederick ¥T, I handlid explosives in demolition work on
Gravener Barrow Island,
Examination *P, I also studied material on forensic
(continued) medicine, 10

S« I myself stood to gain nothing from the death
of Mr, Coombe,

# 1(E) At this rate of maintensence Mrs., Coombe
would make approx. $45,000 per yeer with
high probability of an increase, Assuming
that this rate was to remain standard, in
30 years Mrs, Coombe stood to make in the
vicinity of $A150,000 Tax Free. By her
husbands death she would receive, if my
information is correct, $A100,000 less 20
probate, currently at 25% of the estate
and other taxes her total gain would be in
vicinity of $460,000,

Page 3.

#4(8) The likelihood of rmy being able to prove
this on the range is negligable so I won't
bother to ask for opportunity to verify my
claims,

#*hon, TNT, or Tri-Nitro Solvere is made from a
corbination of synsthasised cosl ter (a 30
yellow crystaline powder) treated with a
nitric and Sulphuric Acids,
Nitro-Gliserine or Gliserine-Tri Nitrate is
made from s solution of Nitric % Sulphuric
Acids and Pure Gliserine in the Ratio of
60,30:10, A vellow viscous liquid highly
volatile and unsteble at temperatures sbove
80°F and below 60°F,

Q.E,D,

¥ 4 E, This. can be verified through West 1]
Australian Petroleum,

¥ 4L P, Reference drugs end their effects on the
human body i.e, Herion, Morphine,
methadrine, etc.”

Statement ends,
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Q. And at 9.35 hours on the 16th of December did you again
see the accused?

A, Yes, I went to hand him over certain articles end at
that time I also learnt thet he wos fit for discharge
from the hospitel. I therefore made arrangements
for that discharge,

couPi's  Yes,

MR, DUCKETT: My Lord, there is g further stetement which
is conteined in & notice of additional evidence, I
have discussed this nmatier with my learned friend and
under the provisions of the recently enected Ordinance
it has been agre=d by the Defence to admit that this
stotement was written by the accused; that it was
teXen by Prison Authorities from a prisoner by the
name of Coleman who was leeving the Colony to go to
the United Kingdom and, thirdly, that this document
then found its way into the hands of Senior
Superintendent ...

COURT: It was written by a mon named Coleman?

MR, DUCKETT: T+ was written by the accused and the Prison
Authorities received it from a prisoner by the name
of Colemen who was on his way to the United Kingdom,
and it was then forwarded to the Police Authorities,

COURT: Yes. Would you confirm that, Mr, Bernacchi?

MR, BERWACCHI: Yes.

Q. Vould you have & look ct this document ...

COURT: UWhat section is that wder?

MR, DUCKETT: I regret I cennot ..

COURT: Under the new Revision of the Evidence Amendment
Ordinance?

MR, DUCKETT:
(Pause).
Procedure Ordinance.
Ordinance No. 5/1971.

If your Lordship will excuse me a moment,
It is now section 65(c) of the Criminel
It is an amendument =sdded by

COURT: May I just get ..« The document that vou are
ebout to hand to the witness was written by the
accused in qe.

MR, DUCKETT: The accused,
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COURT: ... in prison on remand?

MR, DUCKETT: 1In prison on remand, yes.

COURT: Handed to a prisoner named Coleman?

MR, DUCKETT: Wwho was leaving the Colony,.

COURT: ¥ho had been released, I take it,

MR, DU&KEET: That is so,

COURT: And, three, ziven by that prisoner to the ...
MR, DUCKETT: The prison suthorities,

COURT: The prison cuthorities, yes.,

MR, DUCKETT: Who in tum brought it to Senior 10
Inspector Gravener,

COURT: Forwarded to Senior Inspector Grovener,
MR, DUCKETT: Senior Inspector Grevener,
COURT: Yes,

A, Yes, I received this document on the 1lbth Jenuery,
1971,

MR, DUCKETT: I do not have a copy of this,

COURT: No, Would you read it - the stotement - out?

A (Witness reads)

"VOLUNTARY STATEMENT BY KEN MARKAM LONDON U.X, 20
23.1.70. ‘

T was opproached by Grahnm Edvwerds on Saturdey

the blenk of Noverber 1970 st apprcX. 2.30 pert. in
the Windsor Bar of the Paloce Hotel in Perth
Vestern Australia, He told me thet he was
plenning to involve a prorinent person in s
comprorising situation, My impression was he was
either going to blackmeil this person or atterpt a
variation of the o0ld badger game, He asked me
would I help him, Since I owed him a favour from 30
e. short time back, and since he has a typiecal
entertainers super—ego and would probably bungle
any criminal operation by showing off I decided to
help him on the condition that I didn't become
invelved, Grsham then told me the mon he was
going to blackmail was the Deputy Director of
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HeheTeTe = WA I T, = corrections = I told him
he was asking for trouble, He then tecld me that
on thet morning a baliff had served e writ naming
him as co-respondent in a divorce petition., He
explained that he was boarding at the deceased's
wife's hore elong with others end that the

divorce petition was merely legal blackmeil to
force his wife to hurry her petition through
Court, So he could narry the women he ves

living with, It didn't meke much sense to ne

hut then ne rerely riakes nuch sense at the best
of times, I seid 0,K. I would set it up, But
he would heve to get the man to go where it could
be arrenged.s He seid he would see if he could
arrenge it. Grahan then left, About 23 weeks
loter I saw him sgain end told him the cheese was
ready and tc lead the mouse to it. He replied
that it was impossible because the bloke was
alwrys toc husy, He alsc informed me thet the
deccased was poing to withdraw his petition since
his wife hnd sgreed to reduce her claims and
pétition at once for divorce on the grounds of
his adultery with the woman he wes living with,

I couldn't sce nuch sense in going ashead with the
blackmail sttermpt but Grehar didn't egree since

he maintained theat Mrs., Coombe had been cheeted
by legal mcans ond his nere slandered. I nsked
how he intended tc bleckmail Dr, Coombe without
evidence end he replied that he had been given
informetion that Dr, Ccombe wes = collector of
pornography and wes likely to have some photos in
his flzt, Since nany people collect pornogrephic
neterial this was not & likely lever for black-
meil; o fact I pointed out to Greham but he
replied, "it is vhen your in the photos", I
esked nim what he hed in mind end he replied that
we were going to break into his flat end remove
the best photo and make copies of it to distribute
to varicus people if he refused to pay up. After
telling hin he was med and would possibly get his
neck broken or Ye thrown in jail for attempted
hlackmeil, I agreed to heln him get the photos end
we decided that the best day wes Sundsy the 22(7)
of Noverber when he took his mistress snd his two
kids out for the dey. He gnve me the address end
bafore the Swmdey I had = quick look arowmd to
meke sure the place was easy tc bresk into. I
rang Grehan Edwards on the Ssturday night eond seid
that it would easy enough end asked him if
anybody else knew of whet was happening. He
replied thet only hinself, Mrs, Coombe, and myself
knew of what we plenned and in the advent of being
ceught she would deny everything since she had 2
kids to think ¢f, 4t 11,30 I met Graham Edwards
st the Windsor Hotel and we went in my car to
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Q.

A,

Q.

A,

2ho,

Dr, Coonbe's flat, I opened the door with a
piece of flexible mica and Greham went to the
bedroom wardrobe and removed a manils folder.

We sorted through the pictures enclosed and chose
the most degrading vhoto (this was one of 5
people, 2 M and 3 FM in & pornographic situstion
Dr, Coombe was one of the people in the photo).
Grehem then replaced the folder an? we left, I
took the photo, had & negative made and returned
it to Graham, He told me he was going to follow
Dr, Coombe until he could get him slone the
the money Dr. Coombe had cheated his wife of or he
would send copies of the photo to everybody Dr.
Coombe dealt with which would ruin him",.

Another page,
Right hand "Ken Markham",

On the left hand "To Commissioner of Police,
Royal Hong Kong Police Force, Dear Sir ..."

I am sorry, there is another piece of paper,
Sorry, yes. Page 3 - I go back to the statement ...

This is a continuastion of whet vou have just been
reading?

Yes, sir, T am sorry. (Witness reads)

"I again met Graham Edwards on the Thursdsy night,
the 27 of Nov, in the Palace Hotel. He informed
me he had been trying to contact me for the past
few days, He told me he couldn't get Dr., Coombe
alone snd that since he had gone overseas on
holiday he was going to follow him to his second
stop, Hong Kong and blackmail him there., Since
he had previously informed me that Dr, Cooribe was
very violent when annoyed I offered to accompany
him in case Dr, Coormbe got stroppy. He said
thanks but Mrs, Coombe's finances were limited and
could only afford 1 person to go. He said not to
worry and if anything happened to destroy the
negative end he wouldan't involve either of us,
meening myself and Mrs, Coorbe. Grehem handed me
$50 and said "Thenks for your help see you in a
couple of days." He then left,
death was reported I destroyed the negative and
hurriedly left W.A. and made my way to London,
since I had no desire to become involved in &
murder cese,
of Dr, Coombe's death I can supply no information
concerning it but in my opinion Graham Edwards is

demand

When Dr, Coombe's

Since I do not know the circumstances
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Q.

Q.

A,

2k1,

not the sort of person who would brutally murder
sonehody with 2 knife, He's too much of & moral
covard to attempt to kill somebody in that fashion.

Signed Ken Markham,"

Now, sccompenying that supposedly made statement by
Ken illarknam thaere is a letter?

Y23, it is on the reverse of page 3 which I have just

rand,
that does that say?

(Witness reads) Top rizht hand corner "Ken Markhanm",
Top left hend corner

"To Commissioner of Police (1)

Royal Hong Xong Police Force,

Hong Xong,
Dear Sir.

To His Lordship, (2)
e Chief Justice,

Supreme Court of Hong Kong,

Hong Kong.

Dear Sir,

In view of the recent Aevelopments concerning
the casze of the Crowvm versus Greham Edvards I
helieve my testiuoney regerding the entecedents of
this cose mey be inveluable in ensuring s feir
trial for the sbove mentioned defendant, Since
I heve no desire to te entertained at the
Governnient's expense becasuse, sevaral emberessing
incidents during the pest few years may cause Iy
mfortunate removal from the sociasl circuit and to
acquaint=ance with prison & cell, I have decided
to give my testimoney in writing and have deleted
my sddress to ensure my freedon from investigetion.

Please find zneclosed statement to dispose of
as you nlense end travellers chegues to the value
OFf § eeseesss tO be given to the defeondent for
purchasing anything he may nced,

A copy of this has been forwarded to the
Commissioner of Police" - one, two, three, four,
five cross outs there,

Trusting ry evidence can b= of aessistance,

Yours truly
Xen Merkham,

I remain
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Cross~Examination

2k2,
Q. Do you now produce thet statement?
A, Yes, sir,
CLERK: P,32,
COURT: Both of them?
CLERK: Both of thenm,
COURT: Yes,
MR, DUCKETT: P,?
CLERK: 32,
MR. DUCKEIT: P,.32,
CLERK: 32 A & B,

COURT: Yes.,

‘XXN, BY MR, BERWACCHI:

Q. Mr, Gravener, can I have exhibit 20? Oh, I am sorry,
I am informed it is 29, a note, Now, I hand you
this note agsin., TYhen did you say this note wass
handed to you?

A, On the evening of the 9th December, sir, at my
quarters,

Q. And you read it, of course?
A, Yes, sir,

Q. Now, at the back of the note - end of the note, I am
sorry. I have not got a photostat because it was
not amongst the depositions,

(Counsel 1looks et exhivit), He says:

", ee involve & lot of unnecessary investigation
and loss of time to the police in an ares where
they are berking up the wrong tree",

A, That is correct, yes.

Q. Now, at that stage you had in ycur possession a
statement in answer to the charge and a long
statement given to Inspector Harris?

L. Senior Superintendent Herris. Yes, sir, thsat is

correct,
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2.

A,

Q.

Ao

Q.

A

2k3,

I am sorryv, And those two alleged, in effect, o
homosexugl assault?

Yes, sir,

So d&ld you take it that when he said "e wrong tree'",

thet the ectuel story is very different? It has

nothing much to do with horiosexusl asssult?

0. I helieve on the same afternoon that this note

hed heen written, sir, I had gone with Mr, Harris
to hospital, saen the accused and Mr, Harris put to
him certerin points. I think the accused was
possibly raferring to tlhese points when he seid
"varking up the srrong tree",

I sece, You had been to see the zccused that
afternoon, Inspector? Senior Sunerintendent Harris
hed put te hin several points and you think he was
referring to those?

Possibly, yes.

Could he have been ra=ferring to thet homosexual
essauvlt storv?

He could have Deen yes. He could have been
referring to the whole issue together,

But he wented to see a solicitor bafore he was
prepared to sary whet actually happened?

That is whet he indiceted in the note, sir.

Now, coming tc the fourth and finecl confession ...
fctually, ths words are '"This is a final and full
confagsion of my activities frorm rid-Jwe 1970
until the mworning of my admission to this hospital
on the 2nd Lecerber”,

That is correct, Yes, sir,

Now, in fact, it does not deal at all with the
events in Hong Kong ond it dres not deal with the
events in Australia lesding up to the events in
Hong Kong?

That is true, yes, sir,

In other words, it 1s merely a preliminary to the
mein story, bub not the nein story iteelf,

£8 you say, it is just leading wp to it.
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2uh,

Qe Yes, Now, in the statement thet you have just read
it talks s&bout pornogrephy, is it, pictures,
vhotographs?

A, ¥aterial photographs, yes sir,

Q. Now, before you came into posscegsion of this
document, did you know anything about these
pornogrephic photographs in connecticn with this
case?

A, No, sir, nothing whatever,

Q. So that side of the picture, if it is true at all,
came as 8 cormplete surprise to you?

A, Yes, sir.
Qs With this statement?
A, VWith this statement that I received, yes sir,

COURT: Would you just read Mr. Bernascchi's guestion and
answer back to me?

Court Reporter reeads:

"Q. Now, before you came into possession of this
document, did you know anythinz about these
pornographic photographs in connection with
this case?

A, ¥o, sir, nothing whatsoever.

Q. So that side of the picture, if it is true ot
all, came a&s a corplete surprise to you?

A, Yes,"

COURT: I am efraid I do not follow thet gquestion,
Mr. Bernacchi, It is put on the assumption that
there are some photographs?

MR, BERNACCHI: I thought I made it clear when I said "if
it is true". The first time that this witness knew

anything about these photogrephs was, if there wes,
when he received this document,

COURT: Yes, yes.

MR, BERNACCHI: That is all,
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e

Q.

A,

Q.

Q.

A,

Qs

A
.Li..

Q.

A
F ¥PY

Q.

Ao

2hs,

Well, now, I will in fret go through this statement

In the Supreme

with you. I will first of all ask you when you Court of Hong
came intc possession of this statement, did you Kong
nake investigations et 2117
Prosecution
In relation tc the contents thereof? Evidence
Yes, No,29
. .. . . . i r icl
Yes, I &i¢d meke certain investigestions, sir, Brien Frederick
- Gravener
¥ell, now, for instance, is there e Ken Markhnn, Cross~Examination
or is that a made-up name? (continued)

Well, I mede enguiries, I personally went to
Australia in connection with this case end I made
enquiries concerning any verson naned Ken Markham
in Perth end the result of my enquiries were
negative, 2xcept there was one Western Australian
Police Officer with the name 'Ken Markharm', but
that I consider to he a pure crincidence.

I sce, Before I go through - I am sorry, because
I said T would go through this statement - but in
the ecarlier statement, the full 2nd finnl
confessicn sbout activities ..

Yes, sir.

ees in the third paragreph he mentions "The people

I have come into contect with in this case since it
was officially - since it afficially begen after nmy
discherge from hospital in July 1970 are Dr, & Mrs,
Coomhe, myself and ry partner”,

Yas, sir,

Now 7id you, in the coursc of the investigations,
know or surmise what he meent by the words "and my
partner? He @id not meon Mrs, Ccombe hecause he

said that separately,

I agree with you there, sir, snd the only person - in
ey enquiries the only verson who seened likely to he
a partner with the accused would hove heen Mrs, Coombe,

Yes.

I found no evidsnce of any other verscn that could de
called a partner,

But you did investigate this allegation at all, or not?

Vot specifically this nllegation, sir.
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2hG,

Q. Not specifically this allegetion of "end my
partner”?

A, Ho.
Q. Now, I will ccme to the actual staterent.

A, Yes, sir.

Q. First of 211, was the accused, in fect, boarding at
the deceased's wife's home, i.e. Mrs., Coombe's home,

along with cothers?
A, Thet is correct. Yes, sir.

Q. Did she run a boarding house?

A. No, sir, &s I understood it, it wers & private home

the accused wes living there, there were two
children living there and there was also esnother
couple living there,

Q. I see., So, in fact, apart from the accuseld there
was enother couple living ~ heving & room in Mrs,
Coombe's hcuse?

he Yes, ond prying rent for the sane,

Q. HNow, from your investications, were there two
d&vorce petitions, one, Mrs, Coorbe's agoinst her
husband and the other the husband egainst ifrs,
Coombe?

4. That is correct, yes sir,

MR, DUCKETT: This is ell hearseay evidence, my Lord.

COURT: When you S&Y e

MR, DUCKETT: It ic as a result of this officer's
investigation into ...

COURT: It seems to me to be perfectly in order,
MR, DUCKELT: Yes.

COURT: Vhen you scy this is &ll hearsay evidlence, the

fact that the accused was boarding in the house of

the deceesed's wife was investigeted, and you are
satisfied it is a fact?

MR. DUCKETT: Yes, he has been told,
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Q.

A,

Q.

A,

Q.

A
Iig

2kT,

And can you confirm, s & result of your
investiretions, that the vorce petition by
Mr, Ccombe ogainst his wife wes to be withdrawm?

I wmderstand that it was to be withdram. At
the stege of my 2nquiries it had not, in fact, bcen
withdravn,

Ko, it hed not been, but that was what you
wderstood?

I understood it was to be withdrewn,
Incidentally, Mrs, Coorbe's solicitor was in Hongz

Kong a short while ago, Did you have any
interview with him or not?

No. It was, in fact, Mr, Ccorhe's solicitor who was
I have no krnowledze

in Honz Kong as fer as I kncow.
nf Mrs, Coonbe's sclicitor being in Hong Kong,

The exact oppeosite. Yow I have got Mrs, Coombe's
solicitor, but not Mr. Cocribe's sclicitor,

¥Well, we ere at cross ...

COURT: You 3id not sce him?

b

2w
A,

Q.

A,

I actually saw him in Australia but only for c very
hrief moment,

Did you sec Mrs., Coombe's solicitor or nct?

In Australin. Yes sir,

Incidentally, from your investigetions did you gain any

impression as to Mr, Coorbe's sexual habits at all?
¥rs, Coocnhes?
Mr, Cocnbes,

Yes, PHearssy, of course, sir., I heard - I inter-

viewved the women that Mr, Coorbe hal heen living with,

and from her I undgrstood thet Mr, Coorbe's sexuel
habits were perfectly normel,

Did you esk Mrs, Coombe's solicitor?
Yo, sir,

In fact, you only asked the woman that he had been
living with?

Thet is correct, sir,
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D
.

A,

Q.

A,

Q.

Al

Q.

k.

A,

A .

248,
And, of course, she said@ what her experience was?
Exactly. Yes, sir.

Did you understend from - well, you did nct agk
anybody clse?

I nad intended asking Mrs, Coormbe eventually hut she
left Australia before my arrivel, so I 4id not have
the chence to interview her,

Did you ask her Solicitor?

No, sir, I did not.

You did interview her solicitor?
I had a very brief meeting with him, sir,

It didn't sort of cccur to you to ask him as to
Mr, Coombe's sexual habits?

Quite honestly, I gained the irmpression he was very
reluctent to see me., When I wes introduced to hinm
he said he cowld only spare me & few minutes, I
asked him the wheresbouts of Mrs, Coombe and he told
ne theat she had returned to the UK, He gave me
her address and that was the whole result of the
interview with him,

I think in fact both Dr, and Mrs, Cocmbe originally
ceme from the UK,

Yes,

You don't know at all, for instence, whether Mr. Coombe

likxes women and men?

I found nc evidence of that whatsoever,

Well you only asked the women he was living with,
That is correct,

Now heving been aware of this allegation of
photographs and one particuler photograph, did you
neke any enquiries about that?

Yes, I ¢id, Again, obviously, it would have to be
with the womon he was living with, She told me that
there was definitely no pornogrsphic photorraphs at
his residence.
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Q.

A,

Q.

fe

Q.

Q.

A,

Q.

2ko,

I see, Which means, of course, that she did not
know even if there was,

No, she put it a bit stronger then that in that she
was in fact living with Dr., Coombe end it was only a
small flat actuelly, and she put it stronger inasmuch
as she said had enything like this been in the flat
she would have bzen awere of it,

fny wonmen -rculd surely put it as strong as that with
a men that she loved,

I am only repeating the result of my interview with
this woman,

But egain you didn't make any enquiries, you left it
with the enquiries from the woman he weas living with,

Thet's true, tut there was no other line cf enquiry to

pursue,
I think she wrs o Greek lady, was she?
She was,

Well now was in fact Dr. Coombe - Sorry, I have lost
the plece nowvw,

Maybe I could --
It was the position that Dr, Coombe held in Perth,

Yes, he was the Denuty Director of the West
Australinn Institute of Technology.

nd I think he had come tc Hong ¥ong, at least
partly, for an interview for the position of Director
of the Institute of Technology in Hong Kong.

Thet is vhat I understand, yes sir. He was epplying
for the vost. There were cther pacple 8lso applying
for the post,
I think he had been to Singapore already. It was in
fact the second stop-cver,

I understand he hed an overnight stop in Singzapore
and then came up to Hong Kong.

That's right, he had, Incidentelly, vhen ynu say
that the woman seid it was only a small flat, vhat
address éid you find her at?

I personally visited the flat,
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A,

Q.

Al

Q.

Q.

A,

250,
Yes, I know, VWhat address?

Flat 6, 91 Esplanada, I think it was, West Perth.
Unit 6 I think they call it.

You didn't, for instence, visit 1R Sendgete Street,
South Perth?

No Sir.

Did you know that that was the flst he had previously
occupied?

That was possible, I knew that they had only
recently moved into this perticuler unit, I knew
they had been living in another eddress previously.

And of course the position of Deputy Director of the -
Institute of Technology, is it?

Yes, West Australien Institute of Technology.
Was presumebly a fairly responsible vosition,
I would say so,.

So thet he was & fairly prominent man in Vestern
Austrelia at thet time?

Yes, I gained the impression he wns in fect a
prominent man,

Did you gain the impression at all that his divorce
petition had resulted in her going shead with her
divorce petition on casier terms, so to spesk, as
regards Coormbe?

No, my impression generelly in this respect was that
it was Dr., Coomhe that wes pressing for a divorce,

Oh yes,

He had been for quite sone time end it wes only after
he confronted Mrs. Coombe with this petition against
her that she took out the petition against him.

Yes,

I don't know the terms discussed prior to this

divorce netition but I understand that he was willing
to accept any reasonable terms.
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Q.

Q.

Qe

Q.

Ae

Qe

A,

Q.

251,

Yes, And so you do szree thon that this divorce
petition was primerily intended to get her to
divorce hinm so o5 tc he free?

Yes, that would be the nosition,

Incidentelly, d@id you know at all that he had planned
almost e world tour after Hongs Kong?

I understood thet - I don't know whether it was a
world tour or not, I understood that he was going
to England and he would also be going to Peris, I
think possibly imerica, possibly, before returning to
Austrelia,

Yes, thank you. Coming to enother statement, that
is the statement "Reesons Precluding the Possibility
of a Pre-Yeditated" ~ something - "ageinst Roneld
2lan Coorbe". My photostet is blenk,
"Pre-Meditated Murder Plot".

Oh, I see. Well now he lists a nunber of things,
just for the record, the terms of the divorce settle-
rment with Dr. Coorbe, "A cash settlement of
Austrelian $3,500." From your investigations is that
correct?

That is correct.

"B, Transfer of the house into her name at his
expense," Is thet correct?

Yes sir.

"C., Transfer of Certein Insurance Policies.,” Is
that correct?

As I wnderstood it, sir, there was one insurence
volicy.

"D, Fducetion expenses for both children up to and
including University."

Correcct,

"E, A weekly meintenance of $A95 in the ratio" -
well anyhow is E, the full terms of E correct?

I understand that, if my memory scrves me correctly,
it wes $90 as opposed to $95.

But otherwise it is correct?

Yes,
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Q. And that tnok exactly one hour.

A, Vell we set there, I smoked some cigarettes,

Q. VWhen did you yourself - again I am not specsking of
Superintendent Herris at the morent., W%hen did ycu
yourself come back into the room?

A, We both went back together,

Q. Approximately whet time was that?

KA. It would have been ebout 8 o'clock,.

@. So you came tack sbout 8 o'clock and irmediately
resumed the questioning?

A, Mr, Herris did, yes. VWell, Mr, Harris put it to the
accused that he wasn't satisfied with his explanetion.

Q. Yes, "I am not satisfied with the explanstion thet
you have given me," And on that question the answer was
"I made up the story, I did not mean tc kill him,"

A, That is correct.

Q. And you mean to say there was no general talking
beforehand?

A, No, we just returned, saw that the accused hed
completed his meal, and Mr, Harris just sat down and
put this question straight to him, sir,

Q. And he, just becouse Mr, Herris said that he was not
satisfied, he immediately confessed in effect to the
killing?

A, That is the wey it hapvpened,

Q. You see, I suggest to you that there hed been either
before you went to take your ovm mezl or after you had
had your own meal a generel conversation which wasn'i
recorded,

A, No sir, everything thet occurred in the room was
recorded on this statement form, sir,

COURT: Mr. Duckett, I am right in thinking, am I, that the
documents that were put in were not only this long
statement allegedly signed by someone called Ken
Markham, but =2lso the covering letter?

MR, DUCKETT: It is a letter addressed to two persons,

25k,

10

20



10

20

255,
COURT: Thet's all right, yes. The jury have theirs now,
I thought they were attached to the cther statements,

MR, BERWACCHI: Xo, that wes & further statement that the
jury have, but not the Ken Markhem,

COURT: They haven't got the Xen Markham letter?

MR, BERFACCHI: That's right, I certainly dc not object
tc them having it, but they haven't in fact had it,

Q. Tou see, I suggest to you thet sorewhere along the
line either before the meal or after the meal
perkens, I don't know whether it was in your
presence or not, but larris made a remsrk to the
accused about Aid Coormbe make o honosexual ettack on
him,

Lk, I never heard thnt remerk,

Q. Incidentelly, either on that evening or on another
evening did Herris or yoursel? make the suggestion to
the accused thet it was e premeditated killing?

A, I never made such a suggestion, no sir.

8. Herris might have dcne?

A, Hot in my presence, no.

Q. Well Harris, for instence, admits that he suggested
the motive was the insurance meney, but he said it

ves not on that evening, it was a later occesion,

A, That is correct, sir. He didn't actually sugrest,
he just put tinese points to the accused,

Q. I see, Vhen he put these noints to the accused
surely he ovut also the point that it was a
preneditated kiliing, thet he had come to Hong Kong
with the intention of killing,

FUR These points were frcm e report we received fron
Australia and ¥r, Harris just put then to the accusedq,

Q. So it is right, is it, that tfr, herris éid put the
point that he hod come to Hong Kong vremelitatedly
with the intention of killing?

A, No, he just put the points themselves., That the =-

Q. One point was the insurence money.,

A, That is correct,
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Q.

v

A,

COURT: That was after you had formally charged him, was

A,

Q.

256.

Another pcint was that he hed ccme to Hong Konz
intending to kill,

I did not heer that one, no.

Oh yes.
exact,

This was several days later, on the 9th to be

Can you say - You sew the accused sormetimes with Harris,

you saw the eccused sonetimes without Harris.
Thet is correct,

Was it the same with Harris? He saw the accused
sometimes with you, sometimes without you?

As far ss I am avare I was present every time Mr, Herris

saw the eaccused,

Ag fer as you are aware,

Yes sir,

So Mr, Herris might have seen the accused without you,
It is possible,

I now would ask you to draw on the plan the police
theory as to how the accused got out of the room after

the commotion which resulted, of course, in the death
of Dr, Coombe,

Well I would like to say I did nct personally
investigate this aspect of it, This wes done by
Inspector Wu end the cfficers who were first on the
scene, The thing wasn't throwm in my lap, as it were
until several days later,

But when it wes you were sort of, apart from what
Mr., Harris had to do with it, yocu vere in charge of
the cese,

Yas.

And you have been sitting in for all the evidence or
nearly all the evidence.

Yes,

Well I think it would be helpful if you would drew on
the plen, nerhaps in pencil, the police theory as to

it?
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Q.

A .

Ao

Q.

[‘L.

257.

hov Edwards, the eccused, got out of the hotel, In the Supreme
Court of EHong

First of nall, lookinz at the Tth to 18th floor plen Kong

we see that the position of room 1223 is narked,

The police theory is that he cams out of the window Prosecution

of that rooi, turned, facing outward he turned left Evidence

along the ledge to the cormer of the building,

turned left again around the side of the building, Nec .29

and ot some stage clong the side of the building

clinbed up to the 1Tth floor. Apein looking at the Brian Frederick -

. G
some plan we see V,C, révener
Cross~Examination
Yos, (continued)

He entered the window there,
On the 17th floor.

17th floor I think it is, yes. Out of the W.,C, and
up the flight of steps marked "up".

To the 18th floor.

To the 18th floor. On the rocf plan, he came cut

from tnot flight of steps on to the roof, travelled
diagonally, well he travekled slong that particular
wing, then diagenally, the centre of the roof, going
arcuné the water tenk, ete,, to the bamboo scaffolding
which is situated in the far corner next to the mechine
roon,

There are two machine rooms, Presumebly he could not
pass to the outside of the first mechine room, He
must heve passed tc the inside along the flat roof,

As far as I know, yes,

Then past the water tank, then dizsonally over to the
bamboo scaffclding, end climbed dewn the bamboo
scaffolding,

That's right.

So, Inspector, your finding of the club where you found
it, you heve marked it, has no relevance to this cass
vhatsocever, He would never have gone anywhere near
there, :

Not when he left the scene at that particular time, nc,

Well if he had intended using it before that he
wouldn't have left it on the ledge,

No sire T was just saying that I found & club on that
ledge, Thet is ell I am saying.
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COURT: ‘'There would that ledge be in relation to the
plen?

A. The ledge is here, sir.

COURT: Yes, he would have climbed up somevhere this side,
wouldn't he?

A. He climbed up this side.

COURT: The bamhoo scaffolding would be shown in photograrh
P1'0', wouldn't it?

A. Yes, this bamboo scaffolding. It goes down the side
of the building almost to the ground. It goes past
the 6th floor. This is the entry into the Star Ferry.
This is where the taxi goes. This is up to the car
park.

Q. Did Harris in your presence ever make any suggestion
that he, the accused, had accepted money to kill
Coombe?

A, No sir.

To vhom? Did Harris ever suggest to whom?

Q. To the asccused. That he has saccepted money to kill
Coombe, in your presence.

A, No sir.

Q. We now come back to this long statement he made to
Superintendent Harris. Harris at the end of the
second page seid: "I am msking enquiries into the
death of a Ronald Alan Coombe who was found dead this
morning.” You sece that at the end of the second
vage?

A, Yes sir.

Q. Then the eaccused seid "D¥. Coombe, what happened?’.
Then the answer was: "Dr. Coombe was murdered.”
"How?" Now did he - it is agein, of course,
appearance. Did he appear to you not to know at
this stage thet Dr. Coombe was actually deed?

A. T would ssy he sppeered surprised.

Q. Now you gave evidence theat you charged him on the
2nd December.

A. That is correct, yes.
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And he geve & short enswer to the charge. In the Supreme
Court of Hong
Thet is correct. Kong
Now why the 2nd Decenber when he had virtually Prosecution
admitted being involved in the killing on the 1st Evidence
Decerber?
No.29
This was instructions. . .
my ¢ n Brian Frederick
Gravener

Cf Swuperintendent Harris?
Cross~Examination
“het is correct. (continued)

He didn't charge him there and then but he
instructed you to charge him the next dey?

Thet is correct.

And you just acted on instructions, you don't know
why?

I just ncted on instructions.
Or do you know vwhy?
No, no reason, sir.

Was the eccused in e fit state to be charged on the
evening of the 1lst or not?

I would say he was in a fit state, sir, but he was
very tired.

Now Sunerintendent Harris hes alreedy sald that the
question asked on pege T "Dr. Coombe told a friend
that he found a knife", etc., he has already said
that wos not o made up question, that it was based
on informetion received.

That is correct.,

In fact I think the information was received on the
morning of the 1lst Dacember.

During the morning of the 1lst, ves.

And was the information sbout the visits +to the
hotel by the accused on that day, the 29th ¥ovenber,
also received during the morning? e have heard
evidencz now of -

Yes, I know - I am just trying to — I know for a
fact that the visit on the Sunday, the 29th I think
it was, that particular visit wvhere the accused wrote
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his name on a piece of peper, I know that thet was
known, that perticular visit. I eor not sure nbout
the other visits.

Now apert from the statement headed "Finel and Full
Confession of my Activities", you received on the 1lth,
you say, a letter which contains the phrase: "The
evidence now in your possession can be expleined in
terms other thsn premeditated murder, but this will
have to wait wntil I have conferred with mr solicitor.”

I received that on the 15th.

Would vou say in effect that he wes wanting to tell
his solicitor something but he was unwilling to t&ll
you, the police?

This would appesr to be the case, yes sir.

Had he ever asked to see & solicitor?

No. I discussed the -~ He nsked, I think it was on

the morning of the 2nd after I charged him, he asked

the position in respect of a solicitecr. T think I
explained that legal aid was availaeble in Hong Kong.

You have given evidence - You charged him on the 2nd.

Your evidence is "“On the 3rd I sew Zdwards agein end
verbally informed him of his risht to apply for legel
aid."

That's right, on the 3rd.

Now on the 2nd you say he had slready referred to the

position on legal aid, or had he referred tc seeing a

golicitor?

I think, I cannot remerber what the actusl reference

was, but I think I did refer to legael aid and
solicitors on the 2nd after the charging.

Didn't he actually want to see a solicitor on the 1lst
in the afternoon?

Not as far as I know.
You didn't hear him?
I did not heer hir.

Anyhow, fror then onwards he kept on asking to see a
solicitor.

Yes sir. More specifically he referred mainly to the
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question of legel sid, which of course indiectes that
he wented & solieitor.

He writes abeut a solicitor in this letter I am
referrinz to.

Yes, this one dated the 9th December he mentioned a
solicitor.

The Gth Decerber in writing he mentioned & solicitor?
Thot is correct.

The 14th he nenticned & solicitor?

That is correct.

In fact his whole ettitude was "I heve something to
say but I definitely went to discuss it with my

sclicitor before I tell you."

Thet is correct. He was acvised to apply for legal
eid to the megistrate.

In the mamistrate's hearing he haed not vet obtained
legrl eia?

Ho 2ir, on the first visit before the magistrate he
had not yet obtnained legal esid.

At the time of the magistrate's praceedings he had
not yet cbtained legal aid?

No sir. Ee wesn't represented st the committal
nroceedings, no sir.

COURT: Deeply regrettable though it may be, legal aid is

not granted in the magistrates' courts. It is e
horrible stete of affairs that this should be so, but
it is sc.

Now do vou know a Detective Sergeant Chadwick of the
Perth C.I.D.?

I have heard of him,

De you know thet the fether of Mr. Edwards reported
to the Perth CZ.I1.D. thet he was being charged, was
I sey, $3,000 for the negative ¢f a cartain

photograph thet had a bearing on this case?

Sorry, would you repent that question?
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Q. Do you know thet the fether of the accused reported
to the Perth C.I.D. to this Detective Sergennt B
Chadvick that he was being charged, I say "charged”
in inverted commrs, 3,000 Australian dollars for the
negative of a picture vhich is relevant to this case?

A, No sir, I know nothing about thet.

Q. You yourself know nothing?

A. Ne sir.

©. Did you in fact ever have a conversetion dirsctly
with this Detective Sergeent Cheadwick?

J R Ho sir.
there.

I dealt with somebody else when I was

0. Now one last question, and that is referrinz agoein to
the recent document -~

COURT: I am not quite sure what the last gquostion means,
Mr. Bernscchi. Are you suggesting that sonebody had
offered tc sell to the father of the sccused a
negative that would be helpful ané relevent to this
case at & price of $3,0007

MR. BERNACCHI: Rather the other way. The fother knew
vhere the negative was, attermted tc obtain it, and
wes told that the price was 4%3,000, and he reported
that to the molice.

COURT: The negative which is referred to in the statement?

¥R, BERNACCHI: Yes indeed.

Q. This Ken Markham document - I will call it that for
short. Do you get the impression that this wes a
stetement prepered by the cccused but to be signed by
enother person?

COURT: Thet is Exhibit?

MR, BERNACCHI: P32A and B,

Ly Yes, this appeared to be a statement mnde by the
accusel to be signed by another person.

Q. And thers are in fect a total of three blanks., There
is one blank on Ssturdey, the blank dey of November.

A That is correct.
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Q. Which is obvicusly to be fillel in. And in the
letter itself, traveliers’ cheques %o the value of
dollars blank.

A, That is correct.
0. I'm sorry, it is two blanks not three.

COURT: Here ~main T am not quite sure what you mean by
thet last answer, Mr. Greavener. Looking at those
twvo fccuments, 324 which is o letter to be simed
by Ken Markham, Ves it signed? Is the original
signed?

A,  Yes, it is sign=d ¥Xen Markhem, but it was written by
the accused.

COURT: Yas, yes, we know that now, but looking at those
two Cocuments, on the face of it weuld they oppear to
be documents coming from a person named Ken Markhen?

A,  Hed they come from a ¢ifferent source? Yes sir.

CCURT: But do they zive the irpression that there is in
fact o person in existence with the name XKen Markhem?
I don't know, I am asking you.

A, That is o natter of opinion for whoever received the
letter,

MR. BERNACCHI: I don't, my Lord, want -nybody,
perticulerly the witness, to be wmder any delusions as
to my point. My suggestion is that if these documents
had not mot intc ths possession of the police they
wouléd have been despetched to somewhere outside Heng
Kong end -used ns a Araft for someone to write in those
terms nr along those lines.

COURT: Yes, yes. But to give the impression that there
was o gentlemsn nemed Ken Merkham who hed written
these documents for the purpose of helping the accused,
is that correct?

MR. BERNACCHI: Yes, but I would sey that it was not this
particulrr docuzent, that ~nother nerson, i.e. his
partner, would write on the lines suggestel by him
rather than — This itself is in his hendwriting.
Obviously it was not intended by anyone, let 2lone the
accused, that this varticular —-

COURT: Both these letters arc ip the handwriting of the
accusedl?

A, Yes, that is ccrrect.

COURT: I see,
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BY MR, DUCKETT:

Q.

MR. BERNACCHI:

COURT:

Would you look ot P31? That is the five reasons
concerning possible prereditated rmurder, the letter.

Yes.

Now the terms of the divorce scttlement were put to
you and you said that they were basicnrlly corrsct as

fer as your investigetions hed revealed. Is that
so?
Yes.,

They were in general correct. Fow would you lock at 10
paragreph 5 of thab letter, it is underneath that

section. That refers to a su: of A$100,000.

Peregrenh 5 and then 1E.

Oh yes; I an wvith you.

In your investigaticns did you find out whether there
vas any such sum?

Yes. There was a sum, approximetely £4$95,000, which

was part of a swperannuation scheps of the West

Austrelian Institute of Teclinolosy. This scheme was

part of the conditions of service of the deceased and 20
on his deeth the sur:, as I ssy, in the region of

A$95,000 would be due to his estate.

I'm sorry, if I could ask onc nors guestion,
egither through the Court or -

No, you ask it direct, by all wmeans.

FURTHER XYN. BY MR. BERNACCHI:

Q-

A.

A

Q.

In calculating your dates, the accused was due for
discharge 16 deys efter he had entered the Queen
BElizebeth Hospital.

That is correct, ves. 30

Now was that, or nerhans I should say were you
pressing that the hospital authorities discherge him?

Oh no, sir, not in anywey whetsoever.

I em not suggesting thot the hosnitnl authorities
discharped him prematurely.

The matter is nothing to o with me. When the
hospital are ready to discharge they inform me and I
arrange for hinm tc be transferred out of the hospitsl.
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Q. But wasn't it the fact that the physiotherspist
wvanted to keep him until a few days later, but he
wasn't in any wey in danger or enything like that and
so the police wanted him to be discherged?

A, No. The accused told me sasbout this physiotherapist
end I think I explained to him that his discharge
from hospital was nothing to do with me vhatsoever.
When the doctors wanted him discharged, they would
discharge him.

Q. I see. All right.

MR. DUCKETT: This would bz a convanient time.

COURT':
case for the prosecution.
to—morrow morning.

I take it you have come almost to the end of the
You will probably finish

MR. DUCKETT: T expect so.

MR, BERNACCEI: The Crown is calling the doctor who savr
him in the hospital.

COURT: Are you not seeking to adduce evidence?

MR. BERNACCHI: T shall be calling the accused. I should
prefer myself to start the defence on Monday morning,
if it is convenient to the court.

COURT: Yes, I think that will be possible. How long do

you expect your case to be?

MR. BERNACCHI: I shall probably only cell the accused.
If I have anothor witness it will be merely on one of
the - about 5 minutes.

COURT:
on Tuesday roming, will you.

MR. BERNACCHI: Yes,

COURT: Yes. Members of the jury, we will adjourn until
10 o'clock tomorrow morninsg.

4.32 p.m. Court sdiourns.

19th March, 1971

COURT RESUMES at 10.15 a.m. Appearances as before. Accused
present.

JURORS ANSWER TO THEIR NAMES.

MR. DUCKETT: If your Lordship pleases. I call Dr. CHAMN.

So you will probably finish your case at the latest
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266.
Tio, 30

CHAN STU HUNG

CHAN STU HUNG Sworn in English:

XK. BY MR, DUCKETT:

Q. Your full name. Dr. CHAN?

A, CHAN Siu~hung.

Q. And your qualifications?

A, M.B, B.S., Hong Kong.

Q. You are a2 staff of the Queen Elizebeth Hospital, is
that correct? 10

A, Yes,

Q. And on the 1lst of Decerber last year did you treat
the male accused in this case?

A, Yes, T did.

Q. VWhat wss the nature of his injuries?

A, Shall I refer to the record. I have given o medical
report on the injuries and now I am going to read the
report.,

Q. Would you tell us about the injuries,

A. On operation ne wes found to have sushteined the 20

following injuries over his left hand, over the fifth
finger —

COURT: Now, don't go toc fast, pleese. Left hand, fifth

A,

finger —-

Clean end curved leceration, t" over radial horder.

COURT: Vhat is that?

A,

Theat ig on the radial side.

Q. On the outside - what do you mean by radiszl border?

A, That is on the radius.

COURT: Just talk in simple language --— )
A, Al11 right.
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COURT: =-— non-medical people cen understand.

A, Well, he received leceration to his fifth finger.

COURT: Yas.

Q. We don't want your evidence in short —-

A, And the fourth finger —-

Q. Ve don't want it in short. Ve want it in deteil.
Vie want it in a language that the jury and everyone
else can understand.

A. On the fifth finger over the rmiddle nhalanx —-

Q.  Vhere is that?

A, Thet is the middle part.

COURT: Yes.

A.  And also to the fourth finger, and he elso received
injury to his left knee.

COURT: There were only two fingers involved: +the fifth
and the fourth? That is o117

5

L Yes, thet is =211.

Q. And how serious were these lacerstions to the fingers?

A. These injuries were deep enough to cut over the
tendons.

COURT: To cut over cr oven?

A, Or tc cut onen the tendons.

COURT: On both fingers? It won't 3o you eny harm to sey

K > (3}
“yes, sir", ycu know.

A, Yes, sir.

Q. Now, the injuries to the Jeft leg. Can vou deseribve

those?

L. Threre vwere two injuries, one on the inner side and ons

on the outside of the left knee.
COURT: Ahove or below the knee?

A. They were sbove the knea.
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COURT: One on the inner side and one on the —-

A, -- outside.

COURT: Yes.

A, And that is all.

Q. VWere these consistent with a single stsb wound with a
sharp instrument passing through the leg?

A. These wounds were produced by sherp objects.

COURT: Answer the question you vere asked. Will you try

AI

Q.
A.

Q.

A,

and answer the guestion you were agked?

These two wounds didn't meet, so they 4id not pess
right through.

They appeared to be twe stab wounds, is thet correct?
Yes.

And were the injuries to the leg serious o» mincr?
Would you tell us the naturas of the injuries?

They were not considercd to be serious in the sense
that it cut only the skin esud part of the muscle.

COURT: They did cut part of the muscle?

A,

Q-

A,

Yes, they aid.

Would a person of the age of the accused be able to
walk after such an injury?

He could walk with a limp.

But do you remember there haed been a less of blood
as a result of this injury?

Yes.

And what treatment was given to the perscn?

He was sent into the operation theatre where his
laceration in the left hand was repaired end the

wouné to his left knee explored and repaired.

This wos to see how serious the injury wes, is thet
correct?

Yes.
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A,

COURT: Did you do the onerstion?

&,

269.

And was thet done under ancesthetice? In the Supreme
Court of Hong

That was dcne wmder general ancsesthesia, Kong

For how long was the accused under general Prosecuticn

encesthesia? Evidence

The operaztion started et —-— 5,30

Chan Siu Hung

Examination
Yes, - at 11.25 a.m. and ended 12.L5. (continued)
So at 12.45 the accused was still under general
ancesthetic, 1s that right?
12.45 ~ he just got out of the eanaesthetic.
¥hen would hz regoln consciousness approximately?
Usually from half to one hour he will fully recover
from the anaestnesia.
So there will be no after-effects of a dizziness et
e2ll after szn hour, is thet the ususl position?
Usueally the case, yes.
COURT: Yes, Mr. Bernacchi.
BY MR. BERNACCEI: Cross-Examinetion

XXT

Qo

4,

Q.

Doctor, you say that the fifth and fourth fingers
were lecerated nnd the tendons severed.

Yes.

Did you not notice that thore was 2lso a laceration
to the little finger?

Thet is the fifth finger.

The fifth finger ~ I am sorry, yes.

COURT: There were two fingers involwved?

Yes, the fifth and the fourth.

And thet could have been done with a knife?
By & sherp cbject.

fny sharp object?

Yes.
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Now, did you notiece that he hed abrasiocns or minor
lacerations on his back as well?

On his back, you mean?
Yes?

T 3id not notice eny at that time. It is mot
recorded down.

You did not notice any at the tine?
No.

Which means that he might have had but you didn't
notice it?

Yes.

Did you also notice that he hnd a slight wound on his
left art as well as his left hengd?

Those gbrasions - they did not require any surpical
repair. I noticed there were sbrasicoms.

You noticed they were sbrasions, but they did not
need any sursicol repair?

No.

And s a surgeon you went for the wounds that did
need surgical repair?

Yes.

By the time that you saw hin, would it not be true to
say that he hoad suffered bedly from loss of blood?

Not reelly because he was — the general condition wsas
good by the time T saw hirm.

You yourself say that he suffered from loss of blood.
Yes, wasn't very severe.

How much blood has he lost?

We did not measure the amount of blood lost beceuse
his wounds were covered with a bandage. This would

not be very large.

But evidence hes hean given in this court that blood
marks obviously from him were found alrost in a

10
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trail until he went to the original military
hospital to have s bandazge put on.

The blood cen form a2 trail and yet it can still be
not losing a lot. It can stain the skin.

COURT: What time did you first see him?

A.

o ¥
- 1]

[
»
.

That is around 8 o'clock in the morning.
When he hed been in the hospital for some hours?

He was admitted at L.US a.m. My house officer first
gaw hin during that tine,

That was the time that your house officer first saw
him?

Yes.

We have evidence thet he was adnitted to Casuslty at
about 4 o'clock.

Yes.

And evidence that the legs and arms were actuslly
bandagzed even before that, at a military hospital.

then I saw him he was bandaged, yes.

Yes. So that when you saw hin, presumebly you could
not assess really how rmch blood he had lost surely?

But from the dressings he was not very much soaked
through and his general condition was good.

There is evidence that there had been two previous
dressings, one put on in the military hospital and
one put on by hirself when he tore up his shirt to
dress the wounds.

I did not notice this.

Of course, you didn't, but I am suggesting to you
that as you only saw him at 8 o'clock when the
wounds hed been twice dressed before, that you
really were not in a position to judge how ruch
blood he had lost.

But I was in » position to judge his condition.

Yes?

The gencral conditionm.
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Q-

A.

272.

Do you know thet he steyecd in hospital for sixteen
deys?

Yes, he was discharged on the 16th of Decerber.

Did the police in eny sensc ask for his discharge?

I am not suggesting that as a doctor vou would have
discharged him unless he hed been fit for discharge,
but did the police in fact ask for his discherge?
The police?

Yes,

I did not notice. 10
You wouldn't be eble tc say, for instence, whether
the police asked for his discharge, whether, if he
had been a normal patient not in police custody, he

would have perhsps been kept in a daoy or two longer?

No, I would think the patient would be discharged
when he is seon medically fit.

When he is?
When he is mediceally fit.

The police asking for his discherge wouldn't affect
the natter? 20

No.

A1l right. Well, now, again did he require
physiotherepy after the operation?

Yes, he did.
Doctor, would you mind showing me these notes? Then

perhaps I wouldn't have to ask questions in the dark.
Ve are only going by these notes.

Yes.
Well, could you show them to me, please? (Dr.'s
notes handed to counsel) What is 'T.C.A.'7 30

'To come again’.

So you 'T.C.A.'Q him for the 21st of December -
although vou discharged him on the 16th of December
you actuelly 'T.C.A.'d him for the 21st of Decemhex?

If it is written down there, yes.
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Q. Yes, it is down there, and there are - perhaps you
read out your notes of the 21lst of December.

A. "21st December, 19T0. Wound cleaned. Fxtension and
filexion intact. In left fourth and fifth fingers
some numbness. Radial border at tip of fifth
finger, off 2ll stitches. Left knee: wound held;
moverent 0.K. Self-physio for fingers. T.C.i. two
vecks." Thaat is ell.

COURT: He was to come agein two weeks after the 2lst of
Decenmber?

A, Yes.

Q. And where would you place the left thigh, Doctor?

&, I ar sorry. I don't quite catch your question.

Q. I have arongst your papers diagnosis that includes
laceration of the left thigh. Vhera would you say
thet was?

A, Thot is referring to the laceration shove the left
knee which is the tnigh.

G. I see. Incidentally when were the stitches removed?

4, Those in the hend were removed on the 2lst.

COURT: Tell us, how meny stitches were there on the hand?

A, We usually don't count how meny stitches, sir.,

COURT: Was each finger stitched?

A, Yes

COURT: VWhen did you sey they were removed?

A. Those on the fingers, on the 21st Decenber.

COURT: And the knee?

A, I have ta refer to the notes.

COURT: Yes.

Q. Yes, by all means.

COURT: The stitches on his fingers were removed on the
21lst?

A, Yes. Thosec on the knee were removed on the 1llth of

273.

Decerher.
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And if I were to remind you that there were seven
stitches in the 5th finger, eight in the fourth
finger end twelve over the knee, would that he about
right?

As T said, we usuelly don't meke counts cof how neny
stitches we put on.

Approximately, would that be shout rizght?
Would you repeat those fimwes, sorry?

Seven in the fifth finger, eight in the fcurth finger,
and twelve in the knee. 10

About that.

Thank you. Dcctor, this file, the Queen Elizabeth
Hospital's file, on the accused - could you read out -
it is very hard for re to - I think it is your writing
there. Iz it your own writing?

This is my writing.

Could you read out what you have written?
This is the operation record.

Yes,

I am now going to read the operative procedure and 20
the findings:

"iowmd cleensed with Cetavlon end Hibitene.

Laceration involving radiel border with
partial cut profundus tendon and

chipped fracture

M/P through cortileginous cortex.

Tendon approximated with one stitch 3'07

silk.

Detached cortex anchored with 3'0' silk.
Polybactrin sprey. Wound cleansed with 30
nylon.

5th Finger:

kth Pinger: Cut. Ext. Tendon with P/P.
Chipped fracture; tendon repaired with
310" silk.
Polybactrin Haemostasis.
Vound clesnsed with nylon. POP sleb.
Left XKnee: Leceration mediel aspect, sbout 12".
Wound enlarged.
Cut vestus medielis partielly.
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Polybnctrin spray.

Muscle repaired with 2'0' etrumatic.
Subcuticular stitch.

Yound cleansed with nylen.

Lateral aspect: 2" laceration with
enly cut to fascia.

Sutured with nylon after polybactrin
spray.”

That is all.

COURT: Mr. Bernacchi, would you like the witness to show
on the accused to the jury where these injuries were?
MR, BERWACCHI: Yes, yes, indeed,

Q. Can you remerker, DR. CHAN, where the laceretions on
the hond end the knee were?

A, Yes.

Q. And you have mentioned abrasions on the arms as well.
Cen you remeriber where they were?

A, I did not put it down in the records because we deel
only with wounds that require surgery.

Q. Yes?

A. So I would rather be more specific on the wounds
inflicted.

Q. I see. So you would rather only demonstrate where
the wounds were — the wocunds that you actually dealt
with in the operation?

A, Yes.

COURT: Were these abrasions superficial?

A.  Superficial, yes.

COURT: Just —-

A, Just greazed off.

COURT: Grazing of the skin. That wouldn't be a cut or
a stab?
b It is not likely.
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Q. Incidentelly, on the notes vwritten to you,
presuriably by the docter in Casuelty, "petient was
stabbed by scormeonc with a knife, bleeding prcfuse.”

A, This is not .from the Casualty.
house officer.

This is from my

Q. From yourvhouse officer, who is himself a doctor?
A, Yes.

COURT: Who would that be? - Is that Dr. Lo?

L, No, that is Dr. Ho.

Q. Could you demonstrate on the accused where these
wounds were?

COURT: BRring him out.
ACCUSED: Yes, my Lord.
COURT: Come over here.

(Court, witness, accused end both counsel g~ over to
jury box, and witness demonstrates to the Court and the
jury the wounds on the accused's person).

0. Doctor, I think this is the temperature chert for
the first ten days. If you have a look et it end
tell the jury the condition of his temvereture above
or below normal.

A. On admission he did not heve any fever and he had a
kick of fever on the second day after the operation

and this subsided until the 6ta day and the fever
shot up sgein and then it subsided on the 8th day.

0. On the 2nd ond 6th day, whet did the fever smcunt to?

A. On the 2nd day, the highest cne was 100.6 and thet
on the Tth day the highest was 10h4.

COURT: The Tth, you say?

A.  Tth post operative dey.
COURT: 2nd day, the temperature was -

Q. Returning, doctor, to the wound on the arm.

A. Yes.

10
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COURT: You mean the abrasions? In the Supreme
Court of Hong

Qe Well, I say wound advisedly, Kong

COURT:  Yes. Prosecution
Evidence

8
‘e

Could you be mistaken? It wasn't abrasions but
actually cut, not a bad cut, not needing any surgical

treatment but a cut? No. 30

I would say that the wound was superficial. It did Chan Siu Hung
net require any surgery. Cross~

I didn't say that it did, but was a cut wound. It ?:iﬁtgzzzg?

wasn't just abrasions by running in contact with some
hard surface.

COURT: Is there a cut there? Is there a mark there?. B

all means you can show it to the doctor. (to Accused).

(Accused indicates)

COURT: Which one?

4CCUSED: This is it, my Lord.

COURT: (to witness) Do you remember, Doctor?

{Lo

L,
Ye

Lo
lie

Lo

I couldn't remember because it was not in the notes and
because we dealt mainly with the parts that required

surgery..

So it could be mistaken and it was a cut, not abrasions,
on the arm?.

I am not prepared to dispute on that point.

- I sees There is a drug chart. He was given a penicillin

and other drugs?

If the record says, yes.

Read the record yourself.

Yes, he was given penicillin and erythromycin.

4ind, Doctor, when you had finished the operation, will it
be true to say that his arm was put into plaster?

Yes, it was.
ind that plaster was not removed for three weeks?

I have to consult the notes.
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By all means. I can't quite find them in the records,
but perhaps you can.

I camnot give you the exact date when the plaster was
taken off but the usual practice was two to three weeks,
for the tender skin to be healzd up before removal.

He was also apparently given walking exercise?
Yes,

I see incidentally that he also had a severe sore throat.
Is that anything to do with the wounds or is that
incidental? 10

That is incidental.

Now, I'1ll just question your statement that he would
come out of the anaesthetic within half an hour of
coming out of the operating theatre and within an hour
he would not feel dizzy. I have myself had -~ surely
from the personal experience of many people they don't
come out of the anaesthetic as quick as that and when
they do come out they feel hazy for quite some time
afterwards.

lnaesthetic is not my line of specialty. This is the 20
figure I have given was a sort of general impression
that I get from patients that I have operated upon.

But anaesthetic is not your line of specialty
whatsoever?

No.

REXN., BY MR. DUCKETT:

Qe

fie

he

w .

Lie

You were asked if the police requested the early release

of the accuseds Did anyone else request his early

release?

I did not notice any. 30
Was anything said to you about his release?

It was on one occasion a police officer actually asked

one of my colleagues whether the patient could be
discharged.

Was that in your presence?

Yo,



10

20

279.

XN, BY COURT:

(L

~®

tie
i

Ge

Ge

Al

Qo

4.

Qe

Lie

Upon admission to hospital, would he at any time be given
a complete body examination or not?

Yes, he would have been given one.
4 complete body examination?

Yes.

Who would do that?

The house officer.

The house officer?

ind then I would check with my findings that require
surgery.

But would that involve an examination of the hedy - of
the stripped body?

The body was exposed.

If in fact there were any cuts or lacerations on the back,
would that of necessity be discovered or not?

That would be discovered if those things require surgery.
Yes, if they required surgery, but would any note be made
of them if there were fresh cuts or lacerations on the

back?

It depends on the severity as I said. If it is a severe
ene and requires surgery then it would be recorded down.

Yes, of course.

If it is an abrasion then we may just don't make any note
of it.

COURT: Yes, thank you.

MR. DUCKETT: Could this witness be excused. I call Supt.

Taylor,.
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No ° 21 .
MATTHEW TLYLOR

MATTHEW T4AYLOR Sworn in English.

XN. BY MR. DUCKETT:

P

Qe
Le
Qe
die

Geo

.[I..

fie

Qe

Your full name, Supt. Taylor?

Matthew Taylor, Superintendent of Police.

Where are you stationed?

Yaumati Police Division.,

Were you present on the 2nd of December at the custodial
ward of the wueen Elizabeth Hospital when the accused 10
was charged with murder?

Yes, I was,

find on the Tth of December last year did you again go
to the custodial ward of the wueen Elizabeth Hospital?

Yes, I did.

find that was for the purpose of conducting an
identification parade?

That is correct.
Could you tell us what took place?
At the first incident on the 2nd of December ~- 20

Now, you needn't tell us about that. Just deal with the
identification parade.

The identification parade?
Yes,

A total of nine persons were on the parade, of similar
height and build to the accused. They all sat behind a
trestle~table which was draped with bed sheeting to
avoid exposing the accused's bandaged arm and leg.

And what about the hair and colouring of these persons
on the parade? 30

I brought to the custodial ward about two dozen

servicemen, Buropean servicemen, and asked the accused
to select the group he wished to appear with him on the
parade, He said it didn't matter. He was in a fairly
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non~chalant mood. S0 I selected those with the fairest In the Supreme

hair, Court of Hong
Kong

Yes, and what took place then?

L number of witnesses were then brought in and several Prosecution
of them identified the accused, After each identification Evidence

I invited him to change his position in the line, but he
did not wish to do so.

No.31

Lt the conclusion of the parade -- Matthew Taylor

4t the conclusion I asked him if he was satisfied with Examination
the conduct of the parade and whether he had any (continued)
complaints about it. He had nothing to say.

Would you have a look at P33 in the lower court? 1Is
that a record that you took at the time of the conduct
of this parade?

Yes, this is the record. I identify my signature on the
bOOko

Would you tell us the names of the witnesses who
identified the accused?

Francis Zimmermann identified the accused by leaning
over the table and touching him,

Would you Jjust tell us the names?

Roy Birtwhistle made an identification. Chinese male LI
Ping~fai made an identification.

Chinesec male LIN Cham=kam made an identification.
Chinese male MoK Chuen made an identification.

Mr. WU Xan made an identification,

Mr, LIN Kwok-hung made an identification.

LIN Kwok-hung -~ that is P.4.19,.
find Mr. Peter CHO Chi~kau made an identification.

P.WWe4. Iind D,Insp. WONG Nai~-tong acted as your
interpretexr, is that correct?

Yes, he did.

ind do you now produce the record of the conduct of this
parade?

Tes, I do.

CLERK: P33,

COURT: Yes, Iir. Bernacchi.
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MR, BERNACCHI: I am sorry, no questions.
COURT: Yes, thank you.
MR. DUCKETT: I call Insp., WONG Nai~tong.
COURT: Number --

MR. DUCKETT: That is, page 39.
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Noe32. In the Supreme
Court of Hong
WONG Ni.I-TONG Kong
WONG NAiTI-TOHG sHffirmed in English:
Prosecution
AW, BY R, DUCKETT: BEvidence
e  Your full name, Inspector?
No. 32
%e  lnd where are you stationed? Examination
fie in C.I.D., Kowloon Headgquarters.
Qe find on the 7th of Decamber last year, did you act as an
interpreter at an identification parade conducted by
Supt. Taylor, the last witness?
Lo Yes, sir.
e find did you interpret what was said for the benefit of
various witnesses that were called to identify the
accused?
Le TYes, sir.

COURT: Yes?

IiR. BERNACCHI: No gquestions.

COURT: Thank you.

MR, DUCKETT: Cpl.6716, page 42.
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Nos33.
CHAN KWONG=-HUNG

CHLN Kwong-hung iffirmed in Punti:

XN. BY MR. DUCKETT:

Qe  Your full name?

he  CHLN Kwong-hung.

3¢  You are Cpl.67167

Ae  Yes,

Qe find where are you stationed?

Le Yaumati Police Station. 10

e On the 9th of December last yecar were you on duty in the
custodial ward of the {ueen Elizabeth Hospital?

Jie Yes .

Qe  f4nd the accused, Edwards, was in room 6 of that ward, is
that correct?

fe Yes.

Qe 4nd did he give you something?

Le  Yes, he did.

Qe What was it?

Le He gave me a piece of paper. 20
Q. Would you look at Exh,29.

COURT: What time was it?

iAo  This was in the afternoon, but I can't remember the
exact hour,

COURT: Yes.

¢ Does that look similar to the piece of paper that you
were given?

Ae  Yes,
COURT: Can you read English?

Le A little, my Lord. 30
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COURT: Enough to --

A,
(_&.

jL.

e

(\'z.

L

Well, to know enough for ordinary conversation.

What did you do with that piece of paper?

I had been instructed by my superior that if the
defendant handed me any piece of paper, I should inform
him and ask him to come and get it.

What did you do with the piece of paper?

ifter receiving this piece of paper I informed my
superior officer by telephonec.

ind then did you give the piece of paper to somebody?

P.C. 74 came and received the paper.

MR, BENiCCEI: Xo questions, my Lord.

COURT: Thank you. You may be released.

MR. DUCKETT: P.C.74, page 43.
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No.34.
CHOW KiM~SHING

CHOW Kam-shing (Liffirmed in Punti)

XN. BY MR. DUCKETT

Qe

L

You are CHOW Kam-shing, P.C.747

Yes.

ind where are you stationed?

I am now attached to the Policc Headquarters, Kowloon.

ind on the 9th December last did you go to the
Custodial Ward of the jueen Elizabeth Hospital? 10

Yes, I did.

And did Detective Corporal 6716 there hand you a piece
of paper?

Yes.

Would you look at Exhibit r.29? (to witncss) Is that
similar?

Yes.
ind what did you do with that piece of paper?

I handed the piece of paper to the officer in charge,
Inspector Gravenor. 20

NO XXN. BY MR. BERNACCHI
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David John EDW.RDS (Sworn in English)

XN, BY MR. DUCKETT

e
he
i
e

Lie

Your full name?

David John Edwards.

ind you are an Inspector of Police?
Yes.

ind where are you stationed?
Kowloon Headquarters, sir.

On the Tth of December last year did you go to Pier 1 of
the Ocean Texrminal?

Yes,
What did you do there?

I was with P.W.D. divers to make a search for a knife
and a bag. The operation, sir, was unsuccessful

To search where?

On the seabed by Pier 1.

On the 10th of December last year at 10.25 hours in the
morning, did you go to see the accused at the Queen
Elizabeth Hospital?

Yes, sir.

and who was with you?

Detective Corporal 526, sir,

ind did you give Edwards something?

I gave him a memo and Legal .iid forms; and in return he
gave me certain sheets of paper.

Now would you have a look at Exhibit P.30? (to witness)
These papers to the best of my knowledge are the papers

which Edwards gave to me, which I handed to Detective
Corporal 526, who was present.

In the Supreme
Court of Hong
Kong

Prosecution
Evidence

No.35
David John Edwards
Examination



In the Supreme
Court of Hong
Kong

Prosecution
Evidence

No.35
ngid John Edwards

Cross~-Examination

288,

Mk, DUCKETT: Yes, thank you.

COURT: That is Ex.P+30.

XXN. BY FR. BERN.LCCHI

Qe

A

Lo

lie

Mr. Edwards, your statement from the witness box differs
in two respects from your statement that forms part of
the depositions. You said that you were searching for
a knife and a bag?

Yes, I was under instructions to search particularly
for a knife and a bag.

In your statement that forms part of the depositions you
don't mention a bag.

Apparently the knife, I understand, I was informed, was
contained in the bag. I was instructed to look for
that,

I see. Those were your instructions?

Those were my instructions, sir, from Senior Inspector
Gravener,

ind the other way that it diffexrs is that you say in
your statement: "I handed Edwards a memo and Legal
Liid FPorms"..

Yes, sir.

"T received from Edwards some papers with writing
thereon."

Yes, sir.

Now you say: "In return he gave me certein papers."
Now wasn't the procedure this: that you had
instructions to take away writing which you expected he
would have written on the paper?

My instructions, sir, were to attend at the Hospital,
and to take away papers which the defendant had written
on, in which case they would have been these papers ,
sir,

COURT: In which case what?

Lo

Ge

q[L ®

These papers, sir,

The position was that Edwards did not particularly wish

10
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to hand them to you but you said that you had instructions?

That is correct, sir.
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Qe And in fact we have now discovered that these papers are In the Suprene

uncompleted. Court of Hong

Kong

L, T don't know, sir, about this.

MR. BERNACCHI: Thank you. Prosecution
Bvidence

No.35

David John Edwards
Cross~Examination

(continued)
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No. é6n
CHENG CHAU

P.W.34 - CHENG Chau (Affirmed in Punti)

XN, BY MR. DUCKETT

Qe

4o
Qe
he
Qe
Lo
Qe
A,

Your full name?

CHENG Chau.

4ind you are Detective Corporal 5267

Yes.,

Ind where are you now stationed?

I am now stationed at Shamshuipo Police Station.

At 10,25 hours on the 10th of December last year, did
you accompany the previous witness, Inspector Edwards,
to the Queen Elizabeth Hospital?

Yes, I did.

ind did Mrx., Edwards there hand some papers to you?
Yes.

Is Exhibit P.30 similar to these papers? (to witness)
Yes,

find vwhat did you do with them?

On instructions I took the papers to Headquarters and

handed them to the officer in charge, Inspector
Gravener.

COURT: To whom?

[
£L0

Inspector Gravener,

XXN. BY MR, BERNACCHI

Qe

L
die

Perhaps, Corporal, you have missed out one stage.
Inspector Edwards had possession of the papers and he
gave them to you, They came from the accused, Edwards,
and then Inspector Edwards himself handed them to you?

Yes, correct.

MR. BERNiCCHI: Yes, thank you.

NO REXN, BY MR. DUCKETT
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No«37. In the Supreme
Court of Hong
TIM FAT Xong
TIM fai (iffirmed in Punti
Prosecution
Qe  Your full name? Evidence
A TIM Fai. -
No. 57
¢ y ?
&s  4nd you are Corporal 6107 Dim fai
Ao Yes, Examination
Ye  Where are you stationed?
Ao Yaumati Police Station.
Qe  4nd on the 14th December last year were you on duty at
the Custodial Ward of the Queen Elizabeth Hospital?
he Yes,
Qe 4t about 1900 hours on that day, did the accused person
give you something?
L.  Yes, he did.
Qe What was it?
hLe He handed me some letters - a pile of letters.
iJe  Would you look at Exhibit P.31? (to witness)
Ao Yes XK
Qe Does that appear similar to what he handed you?
IL. Yes .

COURT: May I see that? (handed to Court) Yes.

Qe
A

G

A

Aind what did you do with them?

Barlier on I had been instructed that on receipt of any
letter or paper I should inform my senior officer.
Subsequently I handed the papers to the deputy in charge
of the Station, Mr, Common.

Inspector Common?

Yes.

NO XXN. BY MR. BERNALCCHI
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No, 280
EDWiRD RUTHERFORD COMMON

Edward Rutherford COMMON (Sworn in English)

e  Your full name, please?
L Edward Rutherford Coiumon.

& And you are an Inspector of Police, and where are you
stationed?

Le  Yaumati Police Station.

4s  On the 14th December last year at about 2000 hours,
were you in the Custodial Ward of the {ueen Elizabeth
Hospital?

b I wag, sir,

Qe And were you there handed some pieces of paper?

Ao I was, sir.

4e  ind was that done by the previous witness, Corporal 610%

Lo It was, sir.

(s Would you have a look at Exhibit P.31? (to witness)
Are these the papers that you were handcd on that
occasion?

A.' Yes .

e And what did you do with them?

L I put them In my pocket and immediately contacted the
Senior Superintendent, C.I.D. Headquarters, and met him
at Tsimshatsui Police Station and personally handed the
papers over to him,

Qe  That is Mr. Harris?

.A.' YeS )

NO XXN, BY MR. BERNACCHI

MR. DUCKETT: That is the case for the Prosecution, my Lord.

COURT: Yes, Would it not be possible to continue with this
this afternoon?

MR. BERN.LCCHI: It is for your Lordship's decision. I would
rrefer myself to have continued with the defence on
Monday, but it is entirely up to your Lordship.
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COURT: Well, I don't want to put you to a lot of inconvenience..In the Supreme
If you could have started this aftermoon, what would you Court of Hong

do? Kong
MR. BERNACCHI: I would immediately call the accused.
Progecution
COURT: What, now? Evidence

MR. BERN4CCHI: No, no. When I do resume, E—

COURT: Would it be possible for us to adjourn for 10 or 15
minutes and start this morning?

MR. BERNACCHI: I would prefer to adjourn at least to this
afternoon, because I didn't anticipate starting the
defence until Monday morninge

COURT: I take it that really there has been ample time to
prepare your defence?

MR. BERNiCCHI: Oh yes, but I would at least ask for an
adjournment until this afternoon.

COURT: Members of the Jury - Mr, Foreman - perhaps you would
have a word with your fellow Jurors, would you, and ask
them what would suit their convenience? We could, say,
start this aftermoon at 3 o'clock - or Counsel for the
defence has said that he would prefer to start to open
the defence on Monday morning. Which would suit the
convenience of the Jury?

MR. FOREMAN: I shall ask them. (Jurors confer)
My Lord, the members of the Jury agree that this
afternoon would be an opportune time.

COURT: So would it be convenient say, to start at 3 o'clock
this afternoon?

MR, FOREM.iN: Yes, my Lord.

COURT: We will adjourn now and resume at 3 p.m. this afternmoon.
The case has gone, I am happy to say, a good deal more
quickly than we might have anticipated. I have no doubt
whatsoever that it will be finished, say about the middle
of next week.

COURT: Would that suit your convenience:

MR. BERNACCHI: Yes.

COURT: Very well, we will adjourn till 3 o'clock.

11,21 a.m. Court Adjourns.
3,02 pem, Court Resumes. 19.3.71

Accused present. sLppearances as before. J.4.N,
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MR. DUCKETT: My Lord, as a result of enquiries which were
conmmenced by the Defence very recently, a number of, a
certain amount of additional material has been
discovered, and I seek firstly an order from your
Lordship that this is to be produced in evidence and if
your Lordship is prepared to order that those docunments
be produced, my learned friend and myself have agreed _
that pursuant to the Criminal Procedure (imendment) 10
Ordinance that certain admissions will be made by
nyself concerning those statements.

COURT: Yes, just let me have a look at them, (To Court)
This document, when and to whom was it made?

MR, DUCKETT: To a Prisons Officer.
I have no more information than that at the moment, my
Lord. It has come from the Prisons Department files.

COURT continues to study documents.

«s»fes, I am not quite sure what the value of that is
likely to be. You know the document? 20

MR. DUCKETT: Yes, I do, my Loxrd.

COURT: It is allegedly made on the 23rd of December.

Fite BERNACCHI: My Lord, the document is linked up with the
nedical report: "ill wounds healed and consistent with
statement.®

COURT: Which?

#R. BERNACCHI: ",.consistent with statement" - and phat is
the statemnent contained in the document that you have
just read.

COURT: It is dated 23rd of December? 30

MR. BERNaCCHI: Yes, oh yes.

COURT: This, I suppose, was an examination at the time of
admission to hospital?

MR, BERNLCCHI: He was first of all admitted to Laichikok,
and the first document deals with that time, the 16th
of December. Then he was admitted to the Victoria
Reception Centre on the 23rd December, and the three
other documents deal with that time.

COURT: Yes.
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MR. DUCKETT: If your Lordship directed these to be produced..
as your Lordship pleases..

COURT: Yes.

MR, DUCKETT: 4And I seek leave to include them as part of the
prosecution case, although the case is closed.

COURT: Part of the prosecution?

MR. DUCKETT: Well, it is at my learned friend's request, but
I am prepared to place them before the Court as part of
the prosecution case,. part of the material available to
the prosecution.

COURT: The first one is a statement made to a Prison Officer
written and apparently signed by the defendant and dated
16th December, is that right?

MR, DUCKETT: Yes, 16th December.

COURT: The second is a medical report made by the Prison
Medical Officer and dated the 23rd of December, but in
fact signed on the 24th of December, as to the nature of
certain injuries that appeared on the body of the accused
when he was exanined by the Doctor, is that correct?

MR, DUCKETT: That is so, my Lord.

COURT: The third document is a document dated 24th of
December, .

MR, BERNACCHI: Dated 23rd of December.

COURT: No, dated 24th of December.

MR. DUCKETT: Bottom left~hand corner.

COURT: It is from the Reception Office; it is dated 23rd of
December; showing that the defendant was admitted to the
Reception Office on the 24th of December. This rust be
the Reception.. 1is this the Prison Hospital?

MR. DUCKETT: That is so, my Lord..

COURT: Is that the Prison Hospital? Is that so?

MR, DUCKETT: I am not quite sure, my Lord.

COURT: Well, it says: "The above~named prisoner stated that he
was hurt while he was fighting with another person at Hong
Kong Hotel on 1st December, 1970."

Lis I say, it is signed on the 24th December., It says:
"I placed him on an injury report."
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It is a little difficult to undewstand what this
is intended to be, having regard to the fact that he
has been in the (jueen Elizabeth Hospital from the 1st to
the 16th December. Did his injuries deteriorate with
the result that he was admitted to the Prison Hospital
on the 23rd December?

MR. DUCKETT: I have just received this document, my Lord,
and I regret I have no more information than appears on
the face of it.

Mii, BERNALCCHI: My use of the document actually, is the
actual Injury Report. The details of the injurics as
reported, and that the wounds were consistent with the
statement that your Lordship has Jjust read.

COURT: That he said he had been fighting with somebody else
on the 1st of December, and that finally.. and perhaps
the most important is the Document apparently - you will
have to put them to him, Mr. Bernacchi -~ apparently in
the defendant's own handwriting dated 24th December,
which seeks to explain how he got those injuries, is
that right?

MR, BERN.LCCHI: The two that I rely upon most are the
statenent of the 16th of December and the statement of
the 24th of Decenber.

COURT: 'Those are statements written by the defendant in his
own handwriting and handed to the Prison Officer, is
that right?

MR, BERNACCHI: Yes.

COURT: Yes, Well, if you want them put in they can be put
in.

CLERK: Exhibits P.34, 4, B. C, D.

COURT: Do you wish me to explain these to the Jury?
MR, DUCKETT: Yes, I have copies, my Lord.

COURT: Now which order do you put them in?

MR, BERNGCCHI: Perhaps in order of date? There is a query
over one of the..

COURT: Which one do you want first, Mr. Bernacchi?
MR, BERN.CCHI: The 16th December.,
CLERK: The statement?

MR, BERNACCHI: The statement.
Second, I suggest, the Injury Report. The third, the
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formal admission statement: "I placed him on an injury In the Supreme
report," 4And the fourth, the statement he made on the Court of Hong
24th December, Kong

COURT: Yes, It is all very well simply asking for me to admit
these,s but the circumstances in which this statement Proceedings
was made, to whom it was handed, why it was handed and so (continued)
forth..

MR, BERN.CCHI: Well, the accused is giving evidence, of No.39
course.

COURT: Yes.. Very well, have the Jurors got copies of those?

What

is the first? 16th December.

MR. BERNACCHI: Tt was something that the accused said to me
that caused me to make these enquiries.

COURT: 34, 4y B, C, Do Yes. (Copies handed to Jury)

Members of the Jury, these are four documents that the
Defence have asked to be put in evidence, and which I have
directed should be put in evidence, and of course they
are now before you.

The first one, you will see, is a statement and it

is dated 16th of December, and it is apparently - though
no doubt Mr. Bermacchi will bring that out from the
defendant himself ~ apparently it is a written statement,
written by the defendant himself and handed to some Prison
Officer, as I understand it, in the Prison, and you will
see that it says:~

and it is

"On or about midnight of the 1st of December, 1970,
I visited the room of R.A. Coombe to collect sonme
money (¥3,000) when I was stabbed by R.A. Coombe

who apparently objected to paying blackmail. 4And
whora I believe died after I gained possession of the
knife from stab wounds inflicted in the ensuing

struggle "
signed "G, Edwards".

Now the next one is an Injury or issault Report

which is dated 23rd December, although in fact it is
signed by the Prison Medical Officer and dated by him the
24th December, and the time is 9.15, and it sets out
certain details as to the Prison inmate, who presumably is
the defendant:

"Place of Incident: Hongkong Hotel
Time of Incident: 1st December, 1970
Teken to Hospital: By R.O0."

I don't know who that is.
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And then he was examined by presuiably a Lospital
dresser or a dresser, a medical dresser in the Frison
Hospital, and it refers to certain lacerations which
presunably that dresser found upon hine. ind -

(1) refers to some sort of injury, 1" long on the

left upper arm;

(2) and (3) %" long on the 4th and 5th fingers of
the left hand;

(4) and (5) lacerations, I suppose they are, or
wounds, 2" by 1" long above the left knee; and
the

(6th) approximately 2%" long on the left foot -
and it then says:

"411 wounds healed and consistent with statenment."

Well now, the statement to which that presumably
refers is the next documents

"The above-named prisoner stated that he was hurt
while he was fighting with another person at
Hong Kong Hotel on 1st December, 1970.%

We don't, of course, know at the monent the
circumstances in which this medical certificate was
prepared by the Prison Medical Officer, or the
circumstances in which he was presumably on the 23rd or
24th December admitted to the.. presunmably the Prison
Hospital, but I have no doubt we shall hcar about it at
a later stage. Why he was subsequently again
readmitted, or admitted to a Prison Hospital, again one
doesn!t know, because we know that he was released fron
the ueen Elizabeth Hospital on the 16th., However, no
doubt you will hear that in the course of the
defendant's evidence.

And then, finally, another written statement,
apparently written by the defendant hinself, and dated
24th December, which says:

"On or about midnight the 1st December 1970 I vas
involved in a knife wielding fight with a fellow
fustralian in the Hong Kong Hotel. The
preliminary result of this encounter was I
suffered stab wounds to the left hand and also the
left leg above the knee while attempting to gain
possession of the knife. The final result of
this encounter was my admittance to {.E. Hospital,
the unfortunate denise of my adversary and the
inevitable charge of homicide contrary to the
Judicial legalities of the Colony of Iliong Kong."

and it is signed "G. Edwards" - "0900 hrs. 24.12.70"

Those are the four documents which the Defence has
asked to be put in evidence in this case, and the
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prosecution have very properly agreed that they should In the Suprenme
be put in evidence. They are therefore before you and Court of Hong
form part of the case for your consideration. Kong
Yes = now just ask the defendant to stand up, will
you?,,. Proceedings
(continued)

I have no doubt that this has been explained to you,
but the position now is you have heard all the evidence
which has been given by the prosecution, and you now No, 39
have your opportunity to make your defence to the
charge, to the indictment, and I have no doubt that you
will have been told that there are three courses open to
you ~ either that you can give evidence on oath from the
witnegsbox, in which case you may be cross-examined, or
you can make an unsworn statement from where you stand in
the dock, in which case you will not be cross—examined at
all, or alternatively, if you so wish you can say
nothing. Those are the three courses open to you, and
it is for you to make your decision, after, no doubt, you
have received legal advice, as to which of these courses
you wish to take. In addition to that you can of course
call any witnesses that you wish that may be relevant for
your defence,

The first thing for you to answer is, what course do
you now wish to take?

LCCUSED: My Lord and members of the Jury, I choose to give
evidence under oath.

COURT: Very well, come into the witnessbox.
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GRAHAM LESLIE EDWARDS

Grahan Leslie EDWLRDS (4Lccused) (Sworn in English)

XN. BY MR. BERNACCHI.

Qe

Ae

Lie

I think you were born in Perth, Westernm justralia on
the 10th fugust, 19517

That is correct, sir,
So you are now 19 years of age?
That is also correct, sir.,

I think your mother., 10

e

10th August 1951.

I think your mother died when you were 14 yecars old?
That is correct, sir.

Yourfather owns a haulage business in Perth?

That is also correct, sir,

ind you have three brothers, aged 18, 16 and 147

Yes, sir,

I think you left school at the age of 16%

That is correct, sir,

Did you also leave home or not? 20
I did, shortly afterwards, sir,

I think before you left school you obtained your G.C.E.?
It is the equivalent of the G.C.E. 0 level, sir.

ind eventually I think you joined an oil counpany at
Barrow Island?

Thet is correct, sir,
That is very far from Perth, actually?

Lpproximately 1,000 niles, sir, by air.
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Qe
Ae

Qe

Ao

4.
Qe

Lo

he

Qe

fie

ha

e

301.
ind you worked there from December 1967 until April 19707

I couldn't be too sure of the date, sir, but believe that
is nearly correct. I know it was in December ~ yes, I
believe it was, sir, yes.

Now I think you were a production operator?
That is correct, sir,

Now on New Year'!s Eve of December 1969, I think you had a
car accident?

This is correct, sir, but only so far as it happened
approxinately midday on the 31st of December.

Oh, I'm sorry.
and I think you had to spend two months in hospital?

That is correct, sir.

You fractured your spine?

Yes, sir,

4nd I think you had also neck and foot injuries?
Yes, sir,

/ind you eventually received iustralian 800. -~ in
compensation?

That is correct, sir. Also full pay while I was in
hospital, sir.

Now you went back to the oil field but you left in May
of 19707

That is corrcct, sir., I returned to the oil field on the
16th March and I left approximately, I believe, the 13th
or 14th of the following month.,

Now you went back to Perth and you went, I think, into
the night club business?

That is correct, sir,

Was that a new business for you or had you previously had
connections with the entertainnent business?

No -~ it was a new business, sir, insofar as the fact that

I was doing it full time, Prior to this I was nerely
working part-time in the periods I was down from the
Island. They allowed us one week off every month.
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Qe
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e
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302.

I see, but you were in that period, workings in the
entertainment business?

Oh, yes, sir.

What sort of duties were you supposed to do in this
night club business?

Just about everything, sir, from managing the bar,

ordering goods, setting up the microphones, the stage
equipnent, ensuring that staff got paid, and booking

acts as well, nmaking out receipts, and promoting certain
other acts to other different clubs, and arranging so 10
that the artists were there at a certain time, at a

certain place. When they didn't show up, I had to do

the job myself.

ind did you establish your own offices in Perth?
I did, sir.
What was the name of the offices?

I registered a company under the nane " uantrill
Enterprises".

"Quantrill..?
« Enterprises” 20

Enterprises. Now was it a success or in effect was it
a failure?

Well, in effect it was more a failure, sir. I showed a
snall modicum of success in the beginning, but I lost a
considerable amount of nioney on a promotion deal that
flopped bedly.

COURT: How much money did you invest in this business?

hLe

I beg your pardon, sir?

COURT: How much money did you invest in this business?

Lie

Originally, sir? 30

COURT: Yes.,

A

Qe

i1l the funds I had, Two and a half thousand dollars,
sir.

I think you have an outstanding claim against you for
fustralian Sﬁ,SOO. - in respect of a breach of contract?

That is correct, sir,
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ws For the booking of a performance?

A. That is also correct, sir.

&e In that connection, did you have to borrow money at all?

he I did, sir.

G What were the circumstances?

hLe Well, oy credit rating, sir, is negligible, because I had
no securities to offer for a loan, I was forced to go to
a loan shark.

e Which was a person or firm or what?

Ae It was a person, sir.

e 4nd so what type of business did he run?

A, Well, the basic idea was, sir, that people with unsecured
debts could borrow money from this person and repay the
money at 5% intorest per week.

G £nd that was his business?

A. That was his business, sir,

Qe Are you willing to give the name of that person or not?

Lo I am willing to give the name of that person on one
condition, sir, if I mey be able to havec this request,
that is that if the members of the Press are refused
access to his name.

Qe Could you write it down on a piece of paper?

ie Certainly, sir, (Paper and pen to witness)

COURT: Please put the address, too.

Yo What is his address?

he He has nany different addresses, ny Lord.

4s  Well, sone address that will reach him,

COURT: DBusiness and home address.

What is the objection to disclosing it = not that I think
it natters in the very least ~ surely it is in the public

intcrest that pcople should be warned against sharks of
this kind?
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Qe What is your objection to disclosing this name to the Press?

Ae I value my life far too much for that, sir.
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Ge Do you mean to say that this nan..

he Sir, from the information that this man has given ne
when I nmet him on a social basis, a short time after I
loaned the noney, he is facing a 10 to 40-year stretch
for violation of the Harrison Act. He has got nothing
to lose.

COURT: What ~ do you mean as an unregistered noneylender?

4, Pardon, sir?

COURT: As an unregistered moneylender?

b No, sir - but I believe he is wanted in the U.S. for 10
violation of the Harrison ict, under another name.

Qe Violation of the..?

A, Harrison ict, sir.

Qe I'm sorry?

Le The Harrison hct.

Gs The Harrison Act?

Le That's right, sir.

COURT: What is that?

Lie  That is a Federal narcotics statute, sir.

MR. DUCKETT: If he is wanted under another naume, there 20
should be no difficulty.

Lo inyhow, you have written the name and the address on
this paper?

fue I have, sir.

te HNow you say that you went into the night club business?

Lo  That is correct, sir,

(o Used you to run any other type of business?

Jie) Oh, various different things, sir.

Ge  Well, used you to run a call-girl business?

fie That is correct, sir. 30
Qe What were these so~called 'call-girls'?

A I beg your pardon, sir.
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305
What were these so-called 'call-girls!?
High priced prostitutes, sir.
Now I come on to Mrs. Coombe. Do you know Mrs. Coombe?
I do.
find when did you first meet Mrs, Coombe?

I believe this was the end of June, 1970, sir.

MR, BERN.LCCHI: Now could I have P,30, please? I think

A
Qe
Ao
Qo

A.

Le
Qe
Lo
Qo
Ao

that's the right Exhibit

I now hand you Exhibit P.30. (to witness)
Now that is a statement made by yourself?

That is correct, six.

And it deals with your activities in Australia at this
tirme?

Yes, sir.

As regards the expressions of fact..

I beg your pardon, sir?

hs regnrds the statenents of fact..

Yes, sir.

Is it true?

Yes, sir, quite true,

This statenent ends suddenly?

That is correct, sir,

It begins: "This is a final and full confession of ny
activities from mid=June 1970 until the morning of my
adnission to this hospital on 2nd Decewber 1970" -
actually it is 1st December,

Yes, I must have been mistaken about the date, sir.
But it ends suddenly, very much still in iustralia?
Pardon, sir?

In fact, it ends suddenly, very much still in Australia?

Oh, definitely, sir.
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Ge Why was that?

Lo Because a Police Officer insisted that I hand these
docunents to him,

e find was it - when you wrote page one -~ was it your
intention to tell the full sto including the events of
the night of the 30th Novemberﬁqst December?

Le Most definitely, sir.

MR. BERNACCHI: The 'Ken Markham' papers, - P.32, please?

Qe I now hand you Exhibit P.32., (to witness)
I think the original is in your own handwriting? 10

Le Yes, sir.

Qe Now that relates to activities in Australia?

Ao That is true, sir.

Ge Insofar as it consists of statements of fact?

A, Yes, sir,
There may be certain discrepancies with the dates,
that's all, sir, I could not be too sure of the

exact dates.

Qs VWere you at the time that you wrote this, legally
represented or not? 20

Ae I was not, sir; that was the purpose of writing it.
Ge What was your frame of mind when you wrote it?
he I was extremely disturbed at the tine, sir. The
comnittal proceedings were due to be heard upon the
18th, and after countless requests for legal aid, I had
received no indication whatsoever, thercfore I decided
that to expediate matters more quickly I should write
this for the simple purpose of -~ if I may be so blunt
as to put it in an allegorical sense -~ making the
- Police pull their finger out and get me a solicitor. 30

Qe And you say that as regards the statements of fact,
apart from dates..

he Oh, and the name, sir,
Qe Yes, and apart from the nane..
Ao That is correct, sir.

&e The 'Ken Markham' was an imaginary person - the name =~
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307.
I'n sorry - the name 'Ken Markham!,
Not at all, sir, I happen to know Ken Markham,
I'm sorry?
Ken Markhan happens to be a Police Officer,
That you know?
I know quite a number of Police Officers.

Yes, but he was not the one that accompanied you to Dr.
Coonbe's flat?

Not at all, sir. I merely chose that name as a point of
ironical circumstance.

Yes, Who was,. Yyou say the statements of faot in it are
true?

That is correct, sir,.
Who was the person who accompanied you?

The same person whose name appears on that note I handed
to yocu, sir,

COURT: Query.

MR, BERNACCEI: I am talking, of course, about the statement -

it is related in the statement itself that he, accompanied
by another person, burgled, in effect, Dr. Coombe's flat.

COULT: I see,

-~

e
Ao

I'd

(Y

A-

Qe
A
‘& .

Ao

fnd that in fact took place?

That did, sir.

Where was Dr, Coombe at the time?

His exact whereabouts I do not know, sir, but I can tell
you who he was with at the time. He was with his coinon
law wife and his two children,

The Greek woman?

I believe she is Greek or arab, sir, I am not sure.

tnd his two children by Mrs. Coombe?

That is correct, sir.

The flat that you burgled, was it his flat that he lived in
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308.
with this comnon law wife?
That is correct, sir.

Was it the same flat that Inspector Gravener has given
evidence about, or was it the previous flat?

It was the previous flat, sir.

Do you know the address of this flat?

I believe it is 1B, Sandgate Street, South Perth.

And you entered Dr. Coombe's roon?

I diq4, sir.

Would you describe the room? 10
To the best of ny ability, sire. i slightly rectangular
roon, a bed in the centre of the room, towards a rear
window. There was a wardrobe on the right-hand side as
you enter the room. There was a bookcase alongside the
bed. There was a dressing-table -~ I believe that is the
term - on the left; and there was a desk in front of
the bed against the wall.,

Now did you in fact find any phetographs?

I did, sir.

Where did you find them? 20

These were in a Manila folder in the top of the wardrobe,
sir,.

Incidentally, how did you know that - well, how did you
expect to find dirty photographs?

I was informed of their whereabouts, sir.

By whon?

Mrs. Coombe.

Ind you selected one, I think.

I did, sir.

Which one was that? 30
This was a photograph showing five people.

Now, where is that photograph now?

That photograph, sir, is torn into little pieces and
sonewhere in the ocean.
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L

309.
Did you throw it in the ocean?
I did, sir.
When?
On the morning of the 18t of December, sir.
After you had left D. Coombe'!s room by the window.
That is correct, sir.
Would you deéscribe it, please?
The photograph, sir?
Yes.
The photograph showed a large arca with several glasses
and bottles around it and ash trays there. The photograph
contained in a hunan aspect two men and three women. The
bodies - I'1l use the term 'bodies! to describe the people
in the photngraph - were divided into two groups, three in
one group and two in another., There were two men and one
wonan in one group and two women -~ I beg your pardon, two
woren in the other group, sir.
How miany men were there in the photograph?
Two, sir,
How nany woren?
Threc.
ind was Dr. Coorbe in the photograph or not?

ke was, sir.

Now, he wes then in the photograph with the other man and
a woran.

That is correct, sir.

find now describe that part of the photograph.

Just that part, sir?

Yes, well, the other part - I will come to it.

The wonan appeared to be on a raised surface, sir. She
was lying on her back with her legs around the other
gentlenmanl!s neck. The other gentleman was also naked,

Might I add all parties in this photograph were naked.
Dr, Coonmbe was standing behind this gentleman who was bent
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over similar to this (demonstrates) with his sex organ
held in an erect position near the other person'!s anus.

You mean near the other male person's.

That is correct, sir.

ind vwhere was the other male person's sex organ?
It was not in the woman's vagina, sir,

Was it near to the woman's vagina?

No, sir. The nan's head was there. I believe the
term is "ecwnnilingus",

In other words, the man was in effect licking =- 10
That is correct, sir.

~~ the vagina in a bent position.

Yes, six,

And Coombe was standing behind the man.

Yes, sirx.

With his sex organ =--

He was standing upright.

-= upright, near the nan's --

hnus, sir.

== backside. 20
What were the other two wonen doing?

One of the women was also perforning cunnilingus on the
other woman, sir.

Would you ~ I mean by looking at the photograph, would
you say that it was a sort of a real photograph or a
posed photograph?

Not at all, sir., I would say it was definitely a posed
photograph. I have done sinilar sort of things myself
fooling around with photography and sex.

Did you have reason to believe that Dr. Coombe liked 30
photography?

I did, sir.
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Who told you? In the Suprene
Court of Hong
Mrs. Coombe and she showed me certain photographs of a Xong

normal nature, s8ir,

Those photographs that she showed you -~ what were they like?Defendants
Bvidence

They were just basically shots of the children, themselves,
countryside shots all taken in the U.K., sir.

No.40
I see, but nothing pormographic. Grahan Leslie
Pornographic., No, sir. Edwards
Ixamination
But Mrs. Coombe, you say, told you that he had these (continued)

pornographic photographs in his «-

Wardrobe. That is correct, sir.

-~ in his wardrobe. She told you that.

That is correct, sir.

ind you found them there.

I did. I kmew where to look for them.

Because of information you had obtained from her.

That is correct, sir.

Now, I come back to Mrs. Coortbe. Where was she living?
4t 4 Passpmore Street, Rossmoyne.

Which at the tine was in whose nane?

I believe in her husband's nane, sir.

Was she living alone or was she living with other people?
Oh, night I correct myself on that point. I believe it
was in both names, both nanes, and she was living with
other people, sir.

What other people?

There were various different people at various different
times, sir. It was what you night call an informal
boarding house,

I see, and did you go and board there?
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Qe ind in the course of time did you cume to like ifrs.
Coonbe?

e  Very much, sir,

Ge And did you in the end have any sexual intercourse with
Mrs. Coombe?

Ae I did, sir.

e  Incidentally, as far as you know, were you the only one
that had sexual intercourse or -

he Most definitely not, sir. There were numerous people.
ds Who also had sexual intercourse?
Lhe Yes, sir.

e  You liked Mrs. Coombe, you had sexual intercourse with
her and there was talk of a divorce, I think.

Ao There was, sir.

s Had the divorce gone through would you have narried her

or not?
A, Not at all, sir.
Qe  Did she in any way think that you would have or not?

Ao I stress that point straight away, sir: nost
definitely not.

e ind I will now come to these divorce proceedings.
Ae Yes, sir,

e To your knowledge, who was the one wanting a divorce -
Mrs, Coombe or Mr. Cconbe?

fie  Mr, Coombe. Well, iMr. and Mrs. Coombe both wanted a
divorce. Mr. Cooimbe was by far the uore insistent, 1
believe.

Qe Did you know what Mrs. Cocmbe's terns were for a
divorce?

Le I couldn't be too sure of the oxact terms, sir, but I
believe it was Ag5,000, plus the house, plus g95 or
SHOO a week maintenance, education expenses for the
children --

COURT: Iow much - £5,000 did you say?

A.  £5,000, sir.
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Qe Australian?

4e  That is correct, sir. ZEducation expenses for the children
up to and including University level. There was one
stipulation on this: it was not to be Harvard or Yale or
any of the American colleges.

Qo Well, now ==

A, I can't remember any more of them, sir, I think - oh, I
beg your pardon, yes: that Mrs. Coombe was to receive half
of any pay increases after tax had been taken out.

Qe I sees Now, what was Dr. Coombe's attitude to this
£5,0007 Was he agreeable to paying it or did he, in
effect, think it too much?

Le  Hethought it far too much, sir.

Ge Now, we have heard that eventually he issued a divorce
petition alleging adultery by her with you.

A+ That is correct, sir.
(e Did that come as a surprise to you or not?
A, It came as quite a surprise, sir.

COURT: Let's get this clear. Who instituted divorce
proceedings first, Mr. or Mrs, Coombe?

Ae Dr. Coombe instituted proceedings first, oy Loxd.

COURT: That is what I thought.

e The position was that she - her terms for instituting
divorce proceedings against him was, amongst other things,
this 5,000 cash?

Le That is corxrrect, sir,
Qe He was, in effect, saying --

COURT: You used the words, Mr, Bernacchi, “her terms for
instituting divorce proceedings .." - I am not sure what
that neans.,

MR, BERNACCHI: That is =-

Le Might I be permitted to explain, my Lord, Mrs. Coombe!s
attitude towards Dr. Coombe regarding the divorce
settlement. Dr., Coombe was in a great hurry to get
through his divorce, but Mrs, Coombe said to ne - I said
to Mrs. Coombe, "Why don't you go and give him a divorce
then?" and she said to me - and I quote - "No, the bastard
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nade nme suffer for ten years. Now hc can hong for a
while,"

ind, in effect, she says - she said; "Well, cnly if he
will consent to ny terms will I set the wheels in
notion to divorce hin"?

That is correct, sir.

ind then suddenly a divorce petition came from hin
alleging adultery betwecn you and she?

That is correct, sir. Might I point out that the

petition was foraed purely on the basis of 10
circunstantial evidence only. It was merely oy

presence around the house at long intervals of time that
prompted it. There was no priua facie evidence of

adultery, sir.

Anyhow, did he - again, of course, you can only say
what you understood -~ did he, according to your
understanding, really intend to go on with his divorce
petition or was it brought with another objcet in mind?

It was brought with another object in nind, sir. He

was aware, as I was and also as Mrs, Coorbe was, that 20
adultery could not be proved against me. DBut the idea
behind his petition - I was informed the day after the
petition was served - was to force Mrs. Coombe to start
legal proceedings against hin.

ind, as a result of his divorce petiticn, did she in
fact start legal proceedings againgt hin?

She did, sir.

flleging what?

ll.dultery’ Sil‘.

Now, before you left Australia what did you understand 30
the position to be? There were at that time two

divorce petitions taken out, one by hin and one by her.

That is correct, sir.

What did you understand the position to be just before
you left Australia? .

Mrs. Ccombe's - Mr, Coombel!s petition was to be
withdrawn irmediately, that Dr. Cuvombe and the woman he
was living with werce served Mrs. Coombe's petition, and
I was to receive a letter of apology.
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COURT: His petition was to be withdrawn, you say?

he  That is correct, sir,

Qe And the terms in effect agreed upon between Mr. and Mrs.
Coonbe for her divorce petition - did you know them or
not?

he I did, sir.
(4o What were they?

Ae  Three and a half thousand dollars cash settlement, house
transferred into her name at his expense, education costs
and tuition fees up to and including university standard
for the children, certain insurance policies: I am not
sure whether these were life or accident =~ house
insurance policies.

COURT: Would you nind repeating that to me? She was to get
#3,500 and what else?

A, In cash, sir, house transferred into her name at his
expense,

COURT: Yes?

Lie Education costs for the children up to and including
university level.

COURT: Education, not maintenance?

Ao Education costs.

COURT: Yes.

lie Up to and including university level; maintenance of $95
a week; I believe - I forget the actual ratio now, sir -
it was to be divided between Mrs. Coombe and her two
children. The insurance policies, as I have said before,
sir., That is all I can reuenber at the monent, sir.

Qe So the result of his petition against Mrs. Coonmbe and
yourself was a reduction in the lunp-sum paynent?

Ae There were several other things, too, sir, but the

differences were so minor that I don't renember them, sir.

Qe But the nain difference was a reduction of #1,5007
A That is correct, sir.

Qe Luap sun paynent. Did you speak about this reduction
with Mrs, Coombe or not?

A. Yes, I aid.
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What was your attitude?

When I found ocut about it, sir; I blew ny top because I
was not there when the agrcenent was sizned up to - you
know, in reducing the terms. A4Apperently, from what I
was informed by Mrs, Cocmbe: that she got scared that
her husband cculd prove the adultery, and I used
several choice of terms to tell what I thought o¢f her
actions.

Now, why did you cormit this burglary on Mr, Coombe's
flat with the person whose nane that you have written
on a piece of paper?

The purpese of the burglary was to remove this
photograph and blackmail Dr. Cocube with it,

Why did you want to blacknail Dr. Coombe?

Well, sir, as far as I was personally - iy own
inpression that Dr. Coombe and his sclicitor had used a
very crude form of legal chicanery to trick Mrs. Cooibe
into lowering her divorce settlenent.

COURT: In doing what?

A.

I beg your pardon, sir?

COURT: To trick ==

MR. BERNACCHI: To trick Mrs. Coocibe ==

COURT: =~ into lowering her ~-

ha

fie

In lowering her divorce requirenents -~ what she wanted,
sir,

ind, incidentally, did you lknow anything nore asbout Dr.
Coombe'!s sexual habits? His wife told you that he had
these pronographic films,

Oh, most definitely, sir. I quizzed Mrs., Coumbe very
strongly on this point there because I knew it damn
well - iy apologies to the court - I knew it very well
that Dr, Coombe could not prove the adultery, but I
wanted to find out something that I could hold over hin
in casc there was an opportunity for him t» prove
adultery.

S0 you quizzed Mrs., Coombe as to Dr., Ccombe's sexual
practices?

I quizzed her on just about everything, sir,
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e Now, I an going to ask you what did she tell you and not -- In the Suprene

COURT: [Lre you?

MR, BERN.CCHI: -~ yes, indeed, not as evidence of the truth
because, of course, that would be hearsay.

COURT: Yes.

MR. BERNiCCHI: But as evidence of his state of nind.

COURT: Yes, I am prepared to hear this.

A What she told me, sir, was the result of gquestions that
I put to hexr, such as political affiliations - whether
he was a communist or not -~ various different things like
whether he had a criiainal record, his life and loves back
in England, his sexual habits with Mrs. Coonbe and with
other people as she knew of them,

Qe Well, T just want to know about his sexual habits, as I
say, to get your state of npind as a result.

¥ I couldn't really describe the actual habits but I believe
a very popular expression to describe then is "as kinky as
a £3 bill."

Lo What were his habits with women?

die That is both, sir - that is true of both, sir: "Kinky as
a g3 bill," sir.

Ge I mean, his habits with women, first of all,
4. Oh, sex in various different forms, sir,

Ge Sex in vorious different forms.

ne Yes, sir.

Qe Normal or perverted with wonen?

Ae  Perverted.

Ge  With Mrs, Coombe only or with other people = other women
as well?

fe  HMrs., Coombe quoted herself and one other person, a German
wonan who was at one time Dr, Coombe's mistress whom Mrs,
Cocnbe was now a friend of., Apparently, he had discarded
both of then.

Qe qu, what about with nen?

lie She could not really say then. She told me that she
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suspected that he was queer, but she could nct say for
sure. Then she nmentioned the photogrephs, sir.

So it was at that stage that she nentioned photogrophs,
and one photograph in particular - did she mention that
particular photograph or not?

No, she did not, sir. She just mentioned the
photocgraphs of Dre. Coombe and various other people in a
state of complete undress engaging in acts of a sexual
nature.

Did she tell you anything about photcgraphs that he had 10
taken with her at all?

Apparently, he had wanted to, sir - this is purely fron
Mrs, Coombe's information - he had wanted to but she
wouldn't be in it.

I see., Ic wanted to take ~-

~~ photographs of himself with her and with various
other people.

Pornographic photographs?

Pornographic literature, sir.

But she herself wouldn't have it? 20
Nc, sir.

Well, now, did you know at all whether he went to blue
film shows or anything like that?

Oh, only fren Mrs. Coombe's inforiiation, yes, He was a
nenber of - I cannot renember the name of the elub, sir,
but it im in Lendon's East Ende T can't think at the
nenent -

COURT: Where?

ha
Qe

Ao

London's East End, sir.
It was a blue film club? 30
Oh, mcst definitely, sir.

So, having heard all that about his sexual habits, did
you think hin a good subject for blackiail or nct?

Most definitely, sir. 4t the tine it was not my
particular intention to blackmnail him, What I wanted
to do was to set him up in the badger game. The badger
gane is a slang expression, sire. It is used to describe



10

20

30

40

he
Qe

jio

fto

(_.)'.

A.

Geo
Ae

319.

vhere an elderly man manages by the girl's persuasion to
go to bed with a young girl. 4t the crucial moment - I
use the expression 'the vinegar strike! ~ the door
suddenly bursts open, the girl's mother and father appear
vith a very hefty gentleman there and tell the bloke that
the girl is under age, "Fork out or wefll call the cops."

Now, that was your intention when he served the divorce
petition naming you as co~respondent?

That is correct, sir,

Then it was settled and it was settled without consulting
you?

Most definitely, sir.

ind it was settled cn terms by which she would lose
money?

That is correct, sir.

ind you say that you were annoyed about it?
Most definitely, sir.

Did you do anything about your annoyance?

4t the tine, sir, it was a bit late because - I an not
sure of the exact date - the petiticn was served on a
Saturday -~ couldn’t tell you the date, sir - and I went
to see Dr, Coombe on the Sunday at his flat. I was
waiting for hin to return from taking his children out.
Now, Dr. Coombe returned alone and I spoke to hin about
the divorce petition there. He said, "Don't worry about
ite It's been all fixed up between my wife and myself
and that's that." But, of course, I wasn't too happy
about this there and silently I was cursing under ny
breath, and so I decided then to ask for a letter of
apology to be added as a stipulation, but, of course,
he showed me the divorce settlement agreement - the
pre~court settlement agreement, and he added this
stipulation to it, I then left and went back and
confronted Mrs, Coombe.

I see. Well, now, you say that you were nost decidedly
annoyed about it.

Most definitely, sir.
Did you decide on any action?

I consulted Mrs. Coombe'!s solicitor in company with Mrs,
Coonmbe.
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Kong
he I did, sir,
Defendants Qe VWhere did the gentlenan whose nane you have written on
Evidence the piece ¢f paper come in?

b I bez your pardon?

No.40
Grahan Leslie Ge VWhere did the gentlenan whose nane you have written on
Edwards the piece of paper come in?
Exanination L. I got in touch with him on the Saturday afternoon after
(continued) the petition was served because I wanted his help to 10

set up the badger gane.

(s Well, in fact, it wasn't a badger gane that you set up:
you set up a burglary.

A Well, I did not see this gentleman fur a couple of wecks
and I ran into him again approxinately two weeks leter
~ I couldn't be quite sure - I ran into hin egain and I
told hin that I couldn!t get onything denes You see to
set up the badger gane you have got to have a person
attracted to the girl to start with, and it didn't wurk.

(e So, then you said that you thought of the blackmail 20
phctographs.

L. I did, sir.

ige Did you ask him to assist you on that?
he I dig, sir.

Ge fnd you burgled Dr. Coombels roon?

Le T did, sir.

Ge How did you know that he or she or the children
wouldn't be in?

e I waited a discreet distance &way from Mrs, Cooibe's

house and then when Dr. Ccombe arrived to pick up the 30
children I then went and fetched the person I have
nentioned,

e So that you knew that Dr. Coombe, the Greck wonan and
the children were all out walking or out --

fie Out in the car, sir.
Qe Out in the car, and then you stole the photograph.

lia I did, sir.
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Yo Now, what did you do with the photograph?

i, I went with the person who helped nie break into Dr.
Coombe's flat to his motel room, and he then took a
photograph of the print,

Ge Yes,

e He took the photograph - took a photograph of the print
and said he would get it developed and I told hin to hang
on to the negative. I then took the photograph and went
back to Passmore Street.

o So there is a negative in existence?

A, I believe so, sir. I left hin instructions before I left
Perth that should I be apprehended by the police,
attenpting to blackmail Dr. Coombe, he was to destrocy the
negative and say nothing about it whatsocever and I said
that I would not implicate hin.

COURT: ©So this man kept the negative and the photo ==~

Ao I had the photo, sir.

COURT: Who had the original?

Ae It was the original I had, sir. He merely took another
photograph of it.

COURT: Oh, yes, yes, and he kept the negative.

MR, BERNLCCHI: The negative, yes.

COURT: Yes.

e ind T believe at a later stage you did tell your father
about a telephone number that he could contact this

gentlenan at.

Ae No, sir., It was not this gentleman that he'd contact,.
It was a friend of his whose telephone number 1 knew,

Qe Now, what happened after that? You have got to the
stage where this gentleman - he was hardly a gentlenan -
took the negative and you tcok the original positive
with you,

he That is correct, sir.

e  Where did you go?

fe Back to 4 Passnore Street in Rossnmoyne, Mrs, Coombe's
address,.
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Qs Now, how long after that did Mr, Coombe leave Perth?

L.  Approximately =-

COURT: Did you show the photograph to Mrs, Cocrbe?

Ae I did, sir.

COURT: Where is Mrs, Coombe now?

A. T have no idea, sir.

MR. BERNACCHI: The evidence is that she is not in fustralia
and she left -~ (speaks to Crown counsel and inspector)
I was giving Insp. Gravener's - that she left just
before he arrived. 10

COURT: If she could be available, she would be a very
valuable witness to substantiate the truth cf what you
s5ay.

A+ No, sir, she will not.

Qs I an sorry - why?

fie  Mrs, Coombe has two chiliren. She strietly informed ne
that she would not be involved in any conspiracy to
blackmail charges. She would deny my very existence if
she could, which I can hardly blame her for,

Gs  Anyhow, you do not know where she is? 20

fia I do not, sir.

Qe  But you have heard the evidence that she is apparently
not now in Australia?

L I heard that evidence several days after I was in
hospital.

Ge I sces Now, the original question was: how long did M.
Coonbe remain in Perth after you had burgled the
photograph?
e Lpproxinately, I would say, about ten days, sir.
Ge  Did you have any opportunity to blackmail hin in Perth? 30
Lse No, sir, though I tried hard.
Ge  Who told you that he was coming to Hong Kong?

L. I did not know until the Wednesday -~
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COURT: You say ==~

L I beg your pardon, sir?

COURT: Excuse me interrupting you. You say Mr. Coombe left
left Australia about ten days after you had secured the
photograph.

hie  That is corxrrect, sir.

COURT: I think the question put to you was: during that time
did you have any opportunity to blackmail Mr. Coonmbe.

A. I did not, sir.
COURT: That is your question?
Mit. BERN:CCHI: I asked hin two questions actually.

COURT: The answer was 'No, but I tried hard." What was the

nature of your attempts?

Ao I waited for Dr. Coombe at his flat, at the institute,
and even on the Sunday when he returmed to Mrs. Coombe's
address.

COURT: What were you going to do?

Le I was going to show hin the photograph, sir.

COURT: Yes?

As Demand money from him, or/and threaten that unless he paid
As you

up I would send it tc his colleagues and friends.
can see, Ir., Bernacchi, I am no gentlenan nyself.

COURT: You'd send copies of the photo --

de  That is correct, sir.

COURT: -~ to his colleagues?

Ao Colleagues and friends.

Qe  Would you tell him that you had a negative or not?
A I beg ycur pardon, sir?

de  Would you tell hin that you had a negative?

L. N¢, sir.

COURT s

Did you or would you?

MR. BERNACCHI: Would you.
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ind you had the hotel where Dr., Coonbe was stayings at
on the itinerary which lMrs. Coombe had sh.own ycu?

Yes, sir,

fnd I think you said that you asked at the desk for his
actual roon number,

That is right, sir.

COURT: isked at the desk for —--

MR. HERNLCCHI: =~ the actual rcom number.

COURT: Yes.

Ge

Now == 10

COURT: Wait a ninute. "“.asked at the desk of the ==

MR, BERNLCCHI: -~ Hong Kong Hotel.

1&.

That is right, sir,

COUnT: When?

When was that?
I beg your pardon? When?
When was that that you asked at the desk?

This was the Friday nisht, sir,

COURT: The day you arrived?

fko

Go

Yes, sir. 20
How did you land up in the Sun Ya Hotel?

That was recomizended tc¢ me by the gentlenan I purchased
a ticket fronm, sir,

In Australia, you nean?
Yes,

mnd you put your bezimage down - you booked into the
Sun Ya Hotel? :

I asked the gentleman in Perth, sir, to make
reservaticns for ne, sir.

I see. - So reservations had already been nade == 30

Yes, sir.
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COURT's

327,
-= in the Sun Ya Hotel?

I was under this impression, sir, When I arrived I found

they had not.

I see, but in fact the Sun Ya Hotel had a room that you
could take?

Yes, sir.

And then you went around to the Hong Kong Hotel and
enquired of Dr. Coombe'!s room there?

That is correct, sir,
I an now coming tuv the events in Hong Kong ==

Yes,
norning.

We will adjourn until 10 o'clock on Monday

COURT LDJOURNS @ 4432 pen.

19th March, 1971.

22nd March, 1971.

10,05 a.n. court rcsumes,

Liccused present.

GRAHAM EDWARDS -

iLippearances as before. Jurors present.

On former oath.

XN. BY MR. BERNACCHI (continues):

Qe

A,

Ao

Now, Mr, Edwards, we hal reached the stage on Friday of
you arriving at Kai Tak iirport and I think you said the
plane touched down at about 6.. I am sorry..

That is correct, sir.

Where did you go? I nmean, you went through the Custonms,
and then vhere did you go?

Sir, there is.. if nmy menory serves me correct, there is

vhat I believe is an information desk there.
the airline agent in Perth to report there regarding my
reservation at the Sun Ya Hotel.

ind did you ask about it at the information desk?

Yes, sir.

What was the answer?

ih, well, the gentleman there came out of the desk..

about 7 p.n.

I was told by

Well,

In the Supreme
Court of Hong
Kong

Defendants
Evidence

NO.4O

Grahan Leslie
Edwards

Examination
(econtinued)

22nd Maxch 1971



In the Suprene
Court of Hong
Kong

Defendants
Bvidence

No.40

Graham Leslie
Edwards

Exanination
(continued)

A
die
Q.

Ao

’
4ie

328,
there was.. yeah.. a number of gentlenen there.. caie
out of the desk and yellcd something down the corridor.
I don't know what it was, sir. He yelled in Chinese.

Yes, and then what happened?

Inother gentlenan came up and introduced himself to ne
and said he was a representative fromn the Sun Ya Hutel.

What.. Did that gentlenan give evidence?

He did, sir.

There was a Mr. Cho, who..

I an not sure what his nane is, sir. 10

He gave evidence of meeting you at Kai Tak Airport and
then again the next day. Is that..

That is correct, sir.
Is that the gentleman you were referring to?
That is correct, sir, yes.

Well, now, did Mr. Chce indicate that thore was a
reservation or was not a reservation at the Sun Ya Hotel?

Well, hc didn't say very ouch about it, sir, but I
automnatically assumed that the Sun Ya Hotel had been
notified and that he had been sent out there to pick ne 20
UP+

That was what you presuned at the time?

That is what I thought it was, sir, Yes, sir,

Did you go off with him?

I did, sir.

Where to?

Some places.s I have had no idea where it was, sir.

I sees Vell, was it the Sun Ya Hotel or not?

Oh, no, sir. It was another place he went to. It

looked like a converted hcuse cr some.. 2a converted 30
flat. It was full of cloth, and.. a tailor shop, sir.

A tailor shop. What did you dc there?

I had a drink there and changed sone fLustralian currency.
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4 drink with him or.. In the Supreme
Court of Hong
Yes, sir. Kong
He drank too?
Defendants
Yes, sir. Bvidence

Then he changed some Augstralian currency for you. Where
did you go to after that? Nc.40

Well, then himself and another gentleman who was with him ggsgzgéLe511e

at the airport took me in his.. I assume it was his car =

it was a white Toyota of some description - to the Sun Ya  Exanmination
Hotel. (continued)
Now, Jjust one nonent. So the thrze of you..

Yes, sir.

The threec of you went tc a shop - tailoring shop?

Yes, sir.

The three of you had a drink together?

Uh.. Only the gentleman who gave evidence there and myself
had a drink; the other one did not, sir,

ind then the three of you went to the Sun Ya Hotel?
That is correct, sir.
The third person, has he given evidence or not?

Well, I don't think so, sir. I couldn't recognise hin by
sight, sir.

I sees Then when you came to the Sun Ya Hotel, you told
us last week that you found that no bookings had been
naie.

That is correct, sir,

But the Sun Ya did put you up.

Yes, sir.

What was the room nuuber?

Seven twenty-one, sir.

Was he.. We'll call him Mr. Cho. Take it from me that is
hig surname: Mr., Cho., Did he go up with you to your room?

Yes, sir, he did.
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Did he leave you ox did he stay for a while with you?
Oh, he stayed for a while, sir, helped me unpack..
Yes?
s eand had another drink with ne, sir.

Now, at that tine or at any time up to that stage, did
he say anything about what was his Jjob?

No, sir, I assuried he was just.. well, say, had a
variety of different intercsts, selling goods for a
variety of different people: a mobile super-market, you
night call it, sir.

Yes, go on,

Well, sir, he was.. Well, originally he was trying tc
persuade ne to purchase sorie clothes.., scne clothes
in the shop or, you know, have clothes nade up, but I
informed hin I had my own tailor and when we came to
the hotel we sat down and had a drink there: he was
offering me discounts c¢n watches and jewellery and
articles of this nature, sir.

I sees Did he eventually leave?

0h, yes, sir,

Did he give you his telephone number?

He handed me a card, sir, and said he would get in
touch with ne the following day.

Now, pausing there for a mouent, you said on Friday
that ycu did go to the Hong Kong Hotel,

I dia, sir.

Did you dc anything else that evening?

I did, sir. I went up.. I was nct at the Hong Kong
Hotel fur very long. I then returned and went up to
the nizht club on the ninth floor, I believe it is, of

the Sun Ya Hotel, sir.

Yes.s Well, now I cone to the next morning.

COURT: What did you go to the Hong Kong Hotel for that

IL.

evening?

Pardon, sir?
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COURT: What did you go to the Hong Kong Hotel for that
evening?

As I wished to find out the room nuuber of Dr. Coombe.

Qe ind you found it out, I think, from the reception desk?
A« That is correct, sir.

COURT: Did you go upstairs?

Le I ¢id, sir.

COURT: Did you £o upe. Were you told that it was on the
twelfth floor?

e No, sir, I was told that.. Jjust the room number at
twelfth floor.

COURT: sind what nuisber were you told?

be  Twelve twenty-three, sir.

COULT: Did you go up there?

he I did, sir.

COURT: You went up to Roon 1223, What tine was this?

A  This was approximately 9 o’clock, I should think, sir,

{ie  Did you actually gc to the room dvor or did you ask the
rcon hoy?

fie I asked the roon boy where the rovom was, sir.

Ue Yes.

de I then went to the rooi.. or to thes.
of the room and had a look, saw where the room was, I
then returned.

COULT: Did you knock on the door?

ie No, sir, I did not.

COURT: You didn't try to gain admission?

Ao  No, sir,

COURT: You had a look at the dovor?

As That is correct, sir. I just wanted to know where the
roon was,

in the direction
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COURT: You didn't think it werth seein: if Dr. Cocnbe was

A.

e

Qe

L.

there?
I knew he was not, sir. I rang from the desk,

I now come on to the next day: the Saturday, I think,
the 28th. Did you see Mr, Cho on the next day?

I did, sir.

How did you contact Mr. Cho?

Well, sir, I rang him sone time in the morning - I

could not tell you the exact time « and asked him would

he drop around. 10
Which he 4id?

He did, sire

COURT: That wmorning or afternoon?

[-Lo

e

L

Qe

fie

“.b’

That was the nornings, sir.
Now, why did you in fact telephone hin?

Well, sir, this is rather emberrassing, but it was for
a woman, sir.

ind when he came to the hotel, what did you talk about?

The price mainly, sir, and various different things
concerning the prostitution racket. I do happen to 20
know quite a bit about it nyself and he was telling wne

how they ran things in Hong Kong and I was explaining

to hin the differences between the Hong Kong running

and the way they do it in fustralia, where the police

are very touchy about the subject.

Now, did you say that you had a colleague staying at
the Hong Xong Hotel?

Yes, sir, I believe I did, This was when hc asked ne
vwhether I knew anybody else in Hong Kong and.. I an

not sure exactly how the question came up, but I was 30
asking whether the same systen worked for all the

hotels as it did thes. as it did in the way it was in
Perth, This was after I had explained to hin how

things werked in Perth.

COURT: What is this?

IL.

The gysten of getting a girl if you wanted one, sir,
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COUNIT: What has this got to do with the Hong Kong Hotel?

fe Oh, absolutely nothing, sir, It is just that all the

hotels in Perth do run a side business and 'call-girls!

happen to work off one systen.

COURT: The question put to you was: did you say you had a
colleasue staying at the Hong Kong Hotel?

Ae I believe I did, sir.
COURT: In what connection?

4e  Well, he asked me whether I knew anybody in Hong Kong,
sir,

COURT: I see. Yes?

de  Now, did you ask hinm about the rooms in the Hong Kong
Hotel?

Qe Only in a fijurative sense, sir: I asked hin whether
all the roons were sinilar to the room I was in.

COURT: What? All rooums at the Hong Keng Hotel were sinilax

to the one you were in?
Ae  Oh, no, rooms in the hotels in IHong Kong, sir,
Ye Did you include the Hong Kong Hotel?
Lo I nay have done so. I could not be sure.

e What was the purpose of your asking about the rooims in
the Hong Kong Hotel and other hotels?

Aie Oh, nct really, sir. I was just rather disgusted with
ny hotel roon,

MR. BERNACCHI: May I have P.13, please? The glass cutter,

CLEIiX: 13,

e Now, coning: very much further in the story. Did the
police show you this glass cutter when you were in the
hospital?

Lo They 4id, sir.

14  Did thsy ask you whether it was yours?

die I believe they did, sir.

% Is it yours?

hAe I have 3ot no idea, sir.
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e Might it have been yours?

iie  Oh, quite possible, sir.

&e Why, in effect, nmight it have been yours?

Lo Well, I have got quite numerous tools in Australia, sir,
and I an notoriously lazy, sir: when I finish with
something, I just normally throw it down wherever I have
finished with it at.

Qe So if it was yours, where would it have been?

A, It could have been anywhere, sir. I generally throw all
iy stuff into oy suitcase.

Qe So that it would be in your suitcase?
Le Well, if it was there, sir, yes.
Gs  Now, is that a glass cutter for cutting windows?

L. Oh, definitely not, sir. That would never cut anything
like that.

e What is it used for?

Lie This is a chenical glass cutter, sir. It is used for
cracking glass tubing.

e In a laboratory?

fie In a laboratory, sir. Glass tubing is put on the wheel
and turned to leave a mark, an indentation, in the
glass tubing, around the cutside of it there, and if it
is small enough it then fits into one of these gaps and
it is snapped off without getting jasied edges.

COURT: In what circumstances would you have possessed an
instrunent of that kind?

L. fih, there's quite a nunber of tocls I brought down from
the cilfields, sir.

Qe The oilfields had laboratories?
As  Yes, sir.

o  Ind amongst your duties was..
L. In the lab, sir, yes.

Qe It was in the lab, was it?

hAe Yes, sir, rumning tests on the specific gravity, flow
of contents of oil..
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I sece, In the Suprenme
Court of Hong
+efornation and so on, sir. Kong
Speak up, please.
Defendants
Oh, scrry, sir. Bvidence
Did you ask Mr, Cho whether the Hong Kong Hotel was a ——
good hotel or not? No.40
. . Graham Leslie
NO, SJ.I‘, I Qid noto Edwards

Well, now, did you say anything about a gun or a pistol? Examination
(continued)

I aid, sir. This was in dircct relation to.. I pointed

out the fact that several of the nightcludb owners in

dustralia do happen to carry weapons in their offices

an¢ that they were not above using them should the

occasion arise. I nentioned this because I had noticed

that the police were carrying around revolvers, sir.

Yes, 0 on.

I an not sure exactly how the conversaticn canme up, sir,
but I know it was soune tine after he was telling me
sone of the other things he could get for me and I said,
WIt1l go with yuh. You get me a gun" and he said, yes,
this was possible from the black market but it was very
expensive and I said, "Oh yeah, how ruch?" and he said,
nﬂ} ,000,"

Now, did you mention anything about a knife?

Most definitely not, sir.

Was anything mentioned about a knife by Mr. Cho?

Ne, sir, I ¢o not think so,.

Now, I ccnie on to the tines that.., that was..

COURT: Perhaps you would wish to question hin as to whether

he inquired zbout the windows of the Hong Kong Iotel.

Mi. BEiNACCHI: Yes, indeed, thank you.

Did ycu inquire either about hotel windows in general or
the windcows of the Hong Kong LHotel in particular?

No, sir, I did not,
You inguired about the rooms?

I just asked whether the rovons were similar to the roon
I was in, sir.
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e I see. Now, that was Saturday worning. Saturday
afternoon, did you do anything that could be relevant to
this case or not?

Lie Not unless you consider sitting in a bar relevant, sir.

Yo I sees You went to a bar in the afternoon?

Lhe Yes, sir.

ke Then did you neet Dr. Cooimbe that day at all?

Le No, sir, I rang several times but I got no answer.

Mk, BERNACCHI: The letter, please, P.10. It is an airmail
letter. 10

Ge Now, I would ask you to read this letter and then I will
ask you certain questions about it.

COURT: That is exhibit?

CLERK: P.10.

M. BEKNACCHI: P.10.

COURT: That is the letter to Lnnette, is it?

MR, BERNACCHI: Yes,

A+  "Dear imnmette:s Details.."

Cie No, no, no. Read it to yourself.

he Oh! (Witness then reads letter to hinself.) : 20
{.s» Now, the first thing is: is it in your handwriting?

iie It is, sir.

e Second: who was innette?

Le imnette happens to be the wife of the decceased.

Le lmmette Coombe, in cther words?

i  That is correct, sir.

o Who paid your passage - your air ticket - to Hong Kong

he She supplied the noney for it, sir.

Ge Yes. Now, when did you write that?

A, This was written on the Sunday afternoon, sir. 30

Q. You arrived on the....



10

20

30

337

COUXT: Sunday was the.. (addresses court clerk): Have you (ot

Qe
Ao

R

Qe

Ac

a diary there?
Sunday was the 29th?
Yes, sir.
I think s0. I an sorry, nay I have that?
(Witness hands over letter to Mr. Bernacchi.)

"Details.® "Dear innette, Details so far." What does that
nean: "Details so far"?

I was Jjotting this down, sir, merely in order to let her
know what had happened so farx.

She knowing full well that you were goiny to blackmail,.
Yes, sir.

«osDre Coorbe. Now, "(1)" I an not going to question you
about. It speake for itself; it deals with the Frdiay.
Now, "(2) 9 pem. Dressed in black. Visited Hong Kong
Hotel.“ That was 9 pelze on Friday or 9 pe.n. on Saturday?
That was the Friday, sir,

"2 phone calls = "What does that refer to?

One, I rang from the desk at the Hong Kong Hotel t¢ Dr.
Cocmbel!s rooms I received no answere. The seconl one
was put through from the Sun Ya Hotel to the desk and

through to Dr. Coowmbels room: also no answer.

The second phone ¢all, was that on the Friday or cn the
Satuxrday?

That was on the Friday, sir.
When you got back to Sun Ya..
That is correct, sir.

«olatcr in the evening? Now, "imerican accent
discovered", What does that nean?

When I put it through - the phcne call, sir - the
receptionist at the desk answered the phcne and I used an
Imerican accent.

Why did you do that?

The purpose of that, sir, was because Dr. Coombe was not
supposed to know who was blackmailing hin and who was
behind it,
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Q. I sees Nowes

COURT: You say you were phoning at the desk or phoning
through from the outside to the desk?

he There is a phone booth in the lobby, sir.

COURT: Well, then who were you speaking to when you assumed
fnerican accent?

Ae  The receptionist, I believe, sir.
COURT: /ind you were phoning from where?

Le Once from the hotel lobby, sir, and once from the Sun
Ya Hotel. 10

Qe I am sorry, but when.. going back to the first tine
fronm the hotel lobby were you phoning through from the
hotel lobby to reception or from the hotel lobby to Dr,
Coombe's room?

fe  Through reception to the room, sir.

Qe I see., You had to go through reception?

hAe Yes, sir.

e ind you adopted an imerican accent to the person at the
reception?

Le That is correct, sir. 20
Qe And the sane wheh you phoned from the Sun Ya Hotel?
Le  That is correct, sir.

COULtT: You say the reason for that wes because Dr. Coonbe
was not supposed to know who was blackmailing hin?

fie That is correct, sir.
COURT: Yes.
Q. NOW. L]

COURT: I haven't got this. Is the word "“inerican accent" -
"discovered"?

MR. BERNLCCHI: ‘"imerican accent" - I think it is 30
"discoveredh,

Qe The word is “discovered", my Lord.
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COULT: I want t¢ know what is the significance of the word
"discovercd".

fie It is the beglinning of a new sentence, sir.

Ge Oh, I see! "/nmerican accent", in effect, full stop,
"Discovered" and.,

Ae That he was not there.

Lo Ycu would have written, "Discovered that he was not
theret?

MR. DUCKETT: I an sorry, ny Lord, this is the document which
was not copied.

COURT:
about?

Can I have a copy sc¢ I can understand what it is all

This is the original, I take it?

MR. BERN:CCHI: Yes. I will have a coDYee

COURT: Get a copy of this made now. Well, then thc last werd
is "discovered". New, what did you say the word
"discovered" means?

L It is the beginning of a new sentence, sir: "Discovered

that Dr. Coonbe was not there."

MR, BERNACCHI: "Discovered he was not there,"
have a capital "D" for "discovered".

I think you do

COURT: Yes,

Le Well, ncw, ycu say that that was written on Sunlay evening?
lie Sunday afternocn, sir.

Ge  Sunday afternovon, It relates the events of Friday evening?
A; Yes, sir.

Ge /nd it finishes in the niddle of a sentence?

fie That is correct, sir.

(e Why was that?

fue Dr. Coombe returned at that time, sir. Dr. Cocmbe returned

to the hotel at that tioe.
Qe Where was it written then?

fie In the lobby of the Hong Kong Hotel.
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“ve I see.

COURT: The letter was written in the lobby of the Jong Kong
Hotel?

MR, BERNACCHI: Of the Hong Kong Hotel,

Y ind it.. You stopped writing when Dr. Coombe returned?
Le That is correct, sir,

te  Now, it was discovered, I think, in your own roon?

A, This is quite possible, sir. I believe I just shoved
it in ny pocket.

Ge  Now., 10

COURT: And you say it is unfinished? You were writing this
in the lobby of the Hong Kongz Hotel?

A. Yes, sir,

COURT: And it was unfinished because at that very noment Dr,
Coombe cane into the lobby of the Hon: Kong Hotel?

fie That is correct, sir.,
COURT: And what action did you then take?

fie I just folded up the letter and stuck it in ny pocket,
sir,

MR, BERNACCHI: I will be dealing, of course, with that 20
particular occasicn in detail, iy Lord.

COURT: 4ill right.

L and that is the reason why, althcugh it was written on
Sunday afternoon, it only deals with Friday evening?

ke That is correct, sir.

Qe  Now, did you in fact speak to Dr. Ccombe on the
telephone on Saturdsy at all?

A, T did, sir.
Qe When was that?

Lo This wes late Saturday evening, approximately 11.30 or 30
12 c'clock.

Ye  Did you tell hin who you were or not?

de I did not identify nysclf, sir.
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Qe Did you disguise your voice at all at that time or not? In the Suprene
Court of Hong
Qe I did, sir. Kong

Qo Using what accent?

Defendants
fie In inmericen accent, sir. Bvidence
Qe VWhat did you say?
No.40
Lo I 1nf9rmeq Dr., Cocnbe that I weg in possesglon.of a Graham Leslie
certain piece of property - I did not specify it by name ~ Edwards
that had been renoved from his flat and which he might be
interested in purchasing back. Exanination
(continued)

COURT: Just one monent. Yes.

e Yes, go on with your conversation.

fie Dr., Coombe wanted tc know who I was and I inforned hin
that it was unimportant and that if he did not wish to
purchase this article I would send copies of it to friends
and associates.

Yo Go on.

fie I then said, "What will you be doing tomorrcw?" I
explained to him that if he did not wish to believe ne,
I wes quite prepared to produce this article. I still had
not specificed the article by nane., And he said, "I will
be returning approxinately 4.30." I said, "Very well. I
shall see you then.® I then hung up.

Le  fLgain, did anything else relevant to this case happen on
Saturday?

COUHT: He said he would be returning at 4.30 p.m. the fcllowing
Qay?

fe  That is correet, sir.
COULT: Returning?

Ao He inforned ne that he would not be present at the time..
during the early part of the day, but he would be there,.

COURT: He would be where?
A He would be returning, but hc ¢id not specify frorm where.
COURT: Returning to sonewhere?

lia Returning to the hotel, sir.
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COURT: Returning to his hetel at 4.30 and on the following
day, which wculd be Sunday?

he He said around 4.30, sir,

COURT: Which would be Sunday?

Lhs Yes, sir,

COURT: Did you say you would neet him then?
As  Yes, sir, I did.

COURT: Where?

lie I did not specify where, sir, I just said, "I'll neet
you then," 10

e He said, "I am returning to my hotel at 4.30 the next
day" and you said, "I will meet you there"?

A+ Well, he said, "I will",, "I won'!t be here in the
norning, I'll be back around 4,30." He did not specify
the hotel exactly, but "back" meaning to the hotel, I
presuned.,

Qa Now, that was, you say, on Saturday evening?

A Yes, sir.

Qe About what time?

Lie 11.30 tc 12 o'clock, sir. I couldn't be too sure. 20

Qe Then ¢id anything else relevant to this case happen cn
that Saturday?

Le Not as far as I an aware, sir. I did go back to the
hotel at one stage there and inguire for hin but he was
not there again, sir.

Qe That was before or after this telephone call?

Lis  This was well before it, sir. This was some time in
the carly evening.

o I see, ind you inquired for him where?

Le At the desk, sir. 30
Qe it the desk.

COURT: ind when was that? What tine was it?

Le I have got no idea of the exact time, sir. I know it
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was in the early evening.

COURT:
lie Yes, sir.
MR. BENACCHI:
COURT: On the

MR. BERNACCHI:
coning to

COURT:

343,
It was still quite 1light, sir.

That is the 29th November, Saturday?

28th.
28th. Yes, but which day did he go there?

He went on the 27th and the 28th.
the 29th.

I an just

Well, the incident that he is talking about now when
he went to inquire at the desk and was told he was not in,

vas this the Saturday, the 28th?

Mit. BERNACCHI:

COURT: Yes,

Yes.

Qe Did you go up tc the 1st floor or not?

Lie The 1st floor?

COULT:
Mii. BERN..CCHI:
COULtT: 12th.

MR, BERN..CCHI:

Lo I may have done so.

12th, 12th.

The flecor that Dr, Coombel!s room was.

The 12th floor.

I do not reizember.

I know I inquired

for hin and I was informed that he was out,.
(o You nay have gone up to the 12th flooxr?

A I couldn't be sure. I had z look around the shopping
arcades vhile I was there as well, sir.

e Now, I come to the Sunday - the Sunday morning, the 29th
- did enything waterial to this case happen or not?

A+ Not that it could be really classified as naterial to
this case, sir, I did go to the Hong Kong Hotel sone time
in the late morning but.. ©Oh, I.,, Yes, I rans Dr. Coonbe
again: there was no answer,.
Qe Why did you go to the Hong Kong Hotel in the late norning?
A Just to check and see if he was telling me the truth, sir.
ind you discovered that he was in fact ocut?

Qe I see,

-[l. YeS, Sir.
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Now, would you say what happened on the Sunday afternoon?

Well, sir, to the best of ny recollections, what

happened was: I was waiting in the hotel lobby from
approxinately 3 o'clock onwards for Dr. Coombe to return

and I decided that, discretion being the better part of
valour, it would not be advisable to go flashing around

a pornographic photograph in public; therefore, I decided
that the best place tc confront him with the photograph

was his room; therefore I went up to his room. The boy
opened the door for me and let me in, and I sat down to 10
wait.

You got into his room because the boy opened the door
for you?

That's correct, sir.

Now, cne of the room boys has given evidence saying that
he went into Dr. Coombe's room and discovered you there,
Is that the sane roon boy that let you in or another
roor: boy?

It was another one, sir,

Now, there is this point: did you say to the rcom boy 20
that let you in anything about whether you knew Dr.
Coonbe or not?

I did, sir. I said that Dr. Coombe.. I was cxpecting
Dr. Coombe back at any mouent and that I would wait here
for hin.

I sees Now, that particular room boy that let ybu in,
has he given evidence or not?

I could not say for sure, sir., I would not recognise
hin, I only saw him for a few nonents.

But you say to the best of your recollection it was not 30
the boy that later inquired, in effect, what you were
doing there?

NO, sir.

Yes, We'll now go on with that. You were now..
entered the rooms Did you have anything with you?

Yes, sir, I did. I had a small attache case with ne.
A small attache case,

Inside the atteche case was the photograph, sir.
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e Was there anything else inside the attache case hesides In the Suprene
the photoszraph? Court of Hongy
Kong
lie Yes, sir, therc nizht have been a towel in there.
COUHT REPQLUTER: L towel? Defendonts
Evidence
MR, BERNACCHI: Yes, towel?
hLe  Yes, sir. Oh, and.. Oh, my wallet and passport were also No.40
in there, sir. Graham Leslie
(ge Your wallet and passport? Bdwarcs
Examination
he  Yes, sir. (continued)
toe 41l inside the attache case?
A Yes, sir.
Ge What was the size of the attache case?
Fos Oh, a very small one, sir. Approxinately that long.
That high, sir, I should say.
{so ind how deep?
Ae  Lbout.. 4bout that deep, sir, I should say,.
2o I an sorry, I neant the width.
Le Oh, it wos about that wide, sir. It had a flexiable side
to it, sir.
Ge I see. Incidentally, where did you last see that attache
case?
e In the staixwell cn the 14th flcor of the Honi: Kong Hotel.
Qe I will, of ccurse, conc to that in a noment. Now, you
remenber the knock for the boy that cane in and inquired
what you were doing?
e Yes, sir.
e I think you.. ind he says you said, "Coue in" and he
cane in, is that right?
Ae This is correct, as far as oy knowledge: I asked hin
vhat he wanted,
e Now, you have heard thc evidence. He went down and got

the assistant nanager.

Sc I believe, six.
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ind they came up together., IHe says that he knocked,
you didn't answer and sonebody - there is a difference
of opinion, but either the rocn boy or the assistent
nanager -~ opened the door,

I was on ny way to answer the door when the dcor opened,
sir.

On your way to answer the door, i.e., to open the door?

Yes, sir,

And is the assistant nanager's description right: that,

in effect, he asked you what you were doing, he asked 10
for your name, the place where you wecre staying, etc.,

and then he told you to wait in the lobby?

This is correct, sir.

Now, at that tinme, I believe, you were wearing a wig?

This is correct, sir.

You said yesterday that you were in the entertainnent
business in Australia.

Yes, sir.

How canme you by the wigz in the first place?

It is part of a stage make-up kit from the Riviera, sir. 20
I sees Where you did performances?

Oh, yes, sir. Well, I have never worked at the Riviera,
sir, but I used the Riviera's equipnent in the other

clubs.

You used the Rivicra'!s equipment in the other clubs?

Yes.

Including this wiz?

Yes, sir.

Why did you have this wig on?

Sir, as you are probably awere, my hair is extremely 30
long and it is extremely blond -~ it sticks out like the
proverbial "in the desert". Since I did not wish Dr.

Cocmbe to recognise ne, I decided to travel incognito
would be far more beneficial.
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Qo I see. Then the evidence is that you went tc the lavatory. In the Suprenc
Court cf Hong
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b That is ccrrect, sir. Kong
o and you come cut of the lavatory without the wig.
Defendants
ie This is also currect, sir, Bvidence
Le So, you changed your nind, in effect?
No«.40
Le No, sir, the fact was there was a gentlenan in the toilet .
at the time ~ I don't know vwhat his exact job was there gﬁ:gi?SLeSIle
or anything, he just hands you the towels and what not, i
sir - and I noticed that there were extremely large Exanination
chunks of blond hair sticking out from under tho wig. (continued)
Considering this takes quite some considerable tine to
put on, I decicded it was going to look rather ridiculous
replacing the wig on nyself correctly in front of this
gentlenon, Sc I said, "Dam it. I'11 take it off." So
I took it off, sir.
Ge Then you came out of the toilet and sat down in the
lobby?
lie I did, sir,
e ind eventually Dr. Coombe came into the lobby?
e This is correct, sir,
be ¥ow, the assistant nanager, Mr. Zirmermann, was he there
at the tine that Dr. Cooibe cane in or not?
Lo  No, sir, he was not.
Qe In point of fact, how long afterwards did he come in?
le I would say aprroxinately 15 or 20 minutes after Dr.
Cuorbe arrivel in the hotel.
%o - Now, this was, of course, the first time that you net Dr.
Coonmbe in Hong Kongz?
Ao This is correct, sir.
4o Ind whaot happened? I nean: did he cowe up to ycu, did
you corie up to hin?
fie I went up to hin, sir, and I said, "Hello there" and - I

ail not sure whether it is exactly verbatin ané sc dun't
quote ne ~ he turned arvund to ne and szid, "I thought it
was you." No, first of =211, sir, what happened was: he
sail, "It was you who rang ne up last night, wasn't it?"
and I said, "Yes," and he said, "I thought it was you,"
and he said, "Okay. What do you want?" and I said, "I
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Qe So that although he didn't know, the phctograph in the
attache case was already in his roon?

A+ That is correct, sir,

COURT: T still want to know: did you deliberctely or
unintentionally leave it in the bathroom?

A I deliberately left it there at the tine, sir, but I had
no intention of leaving it there. I nercly thought that
whoever was at the door would accept ny cxplanation and
then leave. I mexrely left it there as a precaution in
case he didn't.

COURT: When Mr. Zirmernamn asked you tc cone downstairs, did
you then not think fit to say? "Well, just let me et
1y attache case, it is in the bathrcon"?

Ls No, sir, I decided I would not do this, sir.

COUKT: Why?

Ls  Because there was a high likelihood, sir, that he would
want to know what was in the attache case, and there
was also the chance that he nmay have suspected it was

not nine.

Qe So that, when Mr. Zirmermann, in effect, ordered you
downstairs.,.

Le Yes, sir.

Qe ..you decided that silence was the wisest ccurse about
the attache case?

ie  Most definitely, sir.

Ge  Therefore when Dr., Coombe cane into the lobby, in effect,
you had to ~ shell I say -~ work things to go up with
hin intc the roon?

Ls That is correct, sir,

e ind you said that you had nc intention of showing the
property in the Hotel lobby, and "Let's zo up to the
roon"?

e That is ccrrect, sir.

e Now, in fact, d4id you recover the attache case in the
roon?

ie T did, siv.

e ind did you disclose what the property was to hin at

10
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the tine?
I did, sir.
I unzipped the attache case anl half-partly-renoved the
photograph, sir.
So that he cculd see it?
That is currect, sir.
What did he or you say then?
I gaid: M“If ycu do not wish this t¢ be sent arcund to all
your friends, and wish it back, it will cost you £3,000.-,
in cash, within 24 hcurs."
When you said '33,000.-', which currency did you mean?

Oh, iustralian Currency, sir.

I think the fwstralian dollar is almost equivalent in
value to the fierican Dollar.

8T cents fnierican to one hustralian Dollar, sir.
I see, this is just a little nmore than the..

That is correct, sir. 6.7 Honz Kong Dollars tc the
sustralian Dollar.

Now, what did he say then?

He said - this is not verbatin, sir - "I haven't got that
kind of ncney." I then called him a liar and said: "You
don't go round the world on peanuts." ~ and I said -
"Fork out within 24 hours or I will send this arcund to
all your friends and associates."

Did you or he say anything more at that tine?

Not at that place, sir., We did at a later stage
downstairs in the lobby. I also.. I infortied hin at the
tine that the Manager would like an apolopy fron both of
us for disturbing hine I explained tc hin what had
hapi:ened.

I see, that explanation was in his room?

Yes, sir.

md did he ccne down with you then?

He did, six.
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To the lobby? To find the Manager?
That is correct, sir,
Did the Manaser in fact appear eventually?
Only after I had bellowed fcr him, sir.
I see. The Manager was not yst in the lobby?
No, sir.
When you cane down?
No, I had to have him paged, sir.

/nd when the Manajter turned up, the Menacer says that
you and he, that is you and Dr. Coombe, apologised? 10

Yes, sir, that is ccrrect,.
Did you then leave?
I daid, sir.

it that stage was anything szid about a further
appcintment?

No, sir, I nerely said that I wanted it within 24 hours,
wanted the noney within 24 hours,

When you showed him the photograph in his room, did he
in any way try and grab it?

He did, sir, but I dropped it back intc the bag and 20
stepped back to the door.

ind he made no other attempt to get it at the time?

He could nct, sir, there were people walking past in
the corridor.

Well, was the docr open or closed?

The door was open, sir.

Ind you stepped back into the doorway?

Intec the corridor, right on the edge of the roon.

I see. Now did you see Dr. Coombe again on that
Sunday? 30

I aid, sir, it was later on in the cvening.
He walked ocut with some pecple. I don't know who they
were, sir,
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s Where were you? In the Suprene
Court of Hong
fie I was sitting in the cuffee shop in the lobby of the Kong
Hong Kong Hotel.
o Taking anything or just sitting? Defendants
BEvidence

Le I was having a drink, sir,

Ge But did he speak tco ycu this seccnd time ox not? No.40

A No, sir, he did not. ggagigsLeslle

COURT: Did he see ycu, as far as you know? Exanination
(continued)

A I have got no idea, sir, he did not indicate in any way
that he had seen ne,

“Je Therefore you went back azain later that evening to the
Hong Kong Hotel?

Ao That is correct, sir.

e Any particular reason?

e Yes, sir - Dr. Coombe was not in a very, shall I say,
benevolent nosd, when I left, and I assumed that he may
have cclled the Pclice, in which case that they would be
around the place waiting for ne, or waiting to arrest me
when I next showed up.

Lo So you went intc the coffee shop of the FHong Kong Hotel?

e That is correct, sir,

COURT: He has soid that,

Mil. BERN4LCCHI: Yes.

COULT: This is his explanation for being in the coffee shop,.
I thcught you had said tc hin, I thousht you said to hin -
if he saw hin asain later that evening - that was your

question?

MR. BERNACCHI: ind he said: "Yes, in the coffee shop"; or:
"T was having a drink.."

COURRT: So he saw him three times that day?
Mit. BERN4LCCHI: No, my Lord.

COURT: Your questicn was -~ "Did you see him again later that
evening? - and then he said: "Yes, I did, sir, he wasn!t
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in a very benevolent mcod when I left. " -~ and then
there was a long answer.

Was that the time that you were in the cuffee shop
having a drink, or again another time?

The time when he wasn't exactly -~ I use thoe word
'benevolent!, sir - was the time when I immediately left
the Hotel after the confrontation with the Manaser.

COURT: Yes,

.A. .

Qe

Lo

Jo

i
Ue

A

Qe

I then returned at a later period of time, I have no

idea exactly what the time was, sir -~ and I was sitting 10
in the coffee shop having a drink and locking out for

any extra activity. I was virtually setting nmyself up

to see if the Police were there and would attenpt to

arrest me. Nothingz happened, sir.

Sc you went back and had a drink in the coffee shop,

but the real intention of going back was to see whether
there was in any way extra Police activity there?

Yes, and tc see if there was a possibility of a Warrant
out for ny arrest.

But you didn't notice anything? 20
No, sir, nobody approached ne.

and eventually did you go back?

I d4id, sir,.

Did you see Dr. Coombe again that Sunday?

Not as far as I know, sir.

And did you go back to the Hong Kong Hotel agcin that
Sundey?

I was at the Hong Kong Hotel three times that day sir.
Yes, in the norning..

In the norning, in the evening, and then later on at 30
night, sir.

Once in the morning, once in the early evening, ands.
ind cnce later on in the evening.

Later on in the evening.

COUKT: When you say the "early evenins'..
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Couldn't you say what time that was? In the Suprene
iias that the time when Mr. Zirmermann cane to the roon? Court of Hong
Kong
he Yes, sir.
COURT: Vhat tine was this? Defendants
Evidence

L. Well, sir, I could not say for sure, but Mr. Zimnermann
said it was approxinmately half-past six when Dr. Coormbe

and I parted. No.40

COURT: My iumpressicn was he said it was half-past four. ggig;?sLeSIle
Mil. BEINLCCIHI: It was half-past 4 when he came to the room. Examination
(continued)

COURT: Yes,

MR, BERN/CCHI: But Dr. Coombe, in fact, did not come back
until about 6 o'clock.

COUAT: That is correct, yes.
ind what tinme was it when you went tu the coffee shop?

ie  Oh, I've ot no idea, sir.
COURT: Well, 10, 11, 127

dLe It would be some tine around then, sir -~ it was say,
between 10 and 11, sir,

‘Lo I now then come to the events cf the Monday, the 30th of
Neovenber, figain, not anything not material to this case,
but what did you do that Monday material tc this case?

be Very little, sir. I just kept an eye out to see if there
was any extra Pclice activity around the Hong Kong Hotel;
vwhether there had been any messages for me at the Sun Ya
Hotel, or any enquiries for me, and then I returned..
sir, I came across to the Island on the Sunday afterncon =
on the Monday afternocn, sir, I came across to the Island.

We  You mean Hong Kong Island?

£e  Yes, sir.

e Did you visit the Hong Kong Hotel in the evening?

A, I dia, sir.

Ce Frcn the interview with Dr. Coombe on the Sunday till the
visit tuv the Heng Kong Hetel on the Monday, did Dr, Coonbe

corrmunicate with you in any way?

fia No, sir, he did not.
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COURT: Had you told Dr, Cocmibe where you were staying?

r
ire

No, sir, but I had informed the Manager - cf the Hotel.

COURT: Yes.

Qe Well now, why did you go to the Hong Kongz Hetel on the
Monday?

Ls Was this in the morning, sir?

Qo Vlell, you went in the morning to..

fe Just to check if there was any extra activity, sir.

Q. Yes, you've said that. I am not talking about that.

The next tine = well, what time was that? 10

Well, I returned from the Island about 5 or 6 p.n. on
the Mondey, sir. I went back to ny Hotel, got
showered and changed, had something tc eat, and then I
returned to the Hong Kong Hotel to couaplete ny
rendezvous with Dr. Coombe,

COURT: Time?

he

Qe

A

0y
‘oo

Lie
Qe

L

r

A

This would be arcund 7 or T.30, sir.

Now you say: "To complete my rendezvous with Dr. Coombe"
- what dc you mean by that?

To collect the money, sir, 20

But had Dr. Coombe told you that he was prepared to pay
the noney?

He had inferred this, sir. He had not actually said:
"Yes, I will pay you' He said, when we were discussing
it in his room, that it would take him a bit of time to
get the nmoney., I said: "Yes, you've got 24 hours to
get itV

ind by half-past 7 that evening, the evening of Monday,
in fact it was about 25 hours?

Yes, sir. 30
So that you went back -~ did you carry this attache case?

I left the attache case in my roon after I had removed

it from Dr. Coombe's bathroom the previous night. I
returned with the attache case around T.30.

On the Monday, the 30th?

On the Monday,
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Now did you fo up to his room or nct? In the Suprcne
Court of Hong

I beg your pardon, sir? Kongr

Now did you go up to his room?
Defendants

I put a call through from the desk first, sir, he was Evidence

not there, or, - he was not there or he did not answer

the 'phonc,

I then went up to his room and knocked on the door, and No.40

there was still no answer. I returned tc the lobby. Grahan Leslie

You returned to the lobby. Bdwaxrds

Did you leave the Hotel or not? Exanination
(continued)

I did, sir. I went to the bar just arou