y“W\\\
L/Q /e a1

IN THE JURIDICIAL COMMITTEE OF THE PRIVY COUNCIL

No. 35 of 1976

ON APPEAL

FROM THE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEAL IN THE REPUBLIC
OF SINGAPORE

BETWEETN:

MOHANMAD KUNJO S/0 RAMATLAN

Appellant
and
THE PUBLIC PROSECUTOR
Respondent

RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Coward Chance, Charles Russell & Co.,
Royex House, Hale Court,
Aldermanbury Square, Lincoln's Inn,

London EC2V 7LD London WC2A 3UL

Solicitors for the Appellant Solicitors for the Respondent




i.

IN THE JUDICIAL COMMITTEE

1 No. 35 of 1976

ON APPEAL

FROM THE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEAL IN THE REPUBLIC
OF SINGATORE
(Appellate Jurisdiction)

BETWEETN:

MOHAMAD KUNJO S/0 RAMATLAN Appellant
and
THE PUBLIC PROSECUTOR Respondent

RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

INDEX OF REFERENCE

No. Description of Document Date Page
IN THE SUPREME COURT IN SINGAPORE
1. | Charge 26th January 1976 1
2. | Transcript of Proceedings before The 26th January 1976 2
Honourable Mr. Justice F.A, Chua and to
The Honourable Mr., Justice D.C. D'Cotta| 1lth February 1976
Evidence for the Prosecution
Leonard Teo
Examination-in-~Chief 26th January 1976 2
Seah Han Cheow
Examination-in~Chief 26th, 27th & 28th 4
January 1976
Questions by the Court 18
Cross-examination 20
Re-examination 148
Questions by Court 167
Further Cross-examination 176




ii.

No. Description of Document Date Page
V. Gandhimuthu
Examination~-in-Chief 29th January 1976 173
Cross—-examination 179
Re-examination 197
Thangavellu Maniam
Examination-in-Chief 29th January 1976 198
Cross-examination 201
Further Examination 204
Further Cross-examination 205
Tan Chwee Siong
Examination-in-Chief 29th/30th January 208
1976
Cross-examination 30th Jamuary 1976 213
Re-examination 218
Phasaram Misa
Examination-in-Chief 3rd/4th February 223
1976
Cross-examination 234
Re-examination 265
Saeroen bin Rakiman
Examination-in-Chief 4th/5th February 268
1976
Cross—-examination 301
Re-examination 304
Evidence for the Accused
Mohamad Kunijo s/o Ramalan
({the Accused)
Statement from the Dock 6th February 1976 306
Paul W. Ngui
Examination-in-Chief 6th February 1976 307
Cross-examination 6th/9th February 318
1976
Re-examination 10th February 1976 402
3. |PFindings of the Court - Conviction 11th February 1976 411

and Sentence




iii.

3

No. | Description of Document Date Page

4. |Notice on behalf of Accused of wish 11th Pebruary 1976 412
to Appeal

5+ |Grounds of decision of the Honourable 12th March 1976 413

Mr., Justice Chua and the Honourable
Mr. Justice D'Cotta

IN THE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPFAL,
SINGETO

Ry
6. |Petition of Appeal 5th June 1976 423
T.|Judgment of Court of Criminal Appeal 12th August 1976 429
8.|Certificate of Result of Appeal 12th August 1976 441

IN THE JUDICIAL COMMITTEE OF THE
PRIVY COUNCIL

9.|0Order granting special leave to Appeal | 9th December 1976 443
in forma pauperis to the Judicial
Committee

EXHIBITS

Exﬁi?it Description of Documents Date Page

PROSECUTION EXHIBITS

P2 Photograph Separately reproduced 445
P6 Photograph Separately reproduced 446
P28 Autopsy Report (No. 960/75) 447
P29 Chemist Report No. 10299/75 10th June 1975 449
P30 Medical Report of Dr., Gandhimuthw 23rd June 1975 450
P32 Sketch Plan 451

PAO Cautioned Statement of Accused 452




'Exgg?it Description of Documents Date Page
P43 |Chemist Report No. 10263/75 5th June 1975 453
P53 |Chemist Report No. 10363/75 and 5th June 1975 455

10737/75
DEFENCE EXHIBITS
D10 |Report of Dr. Paul W. Ngui 5th February 1976 457

DOCUMENTS TRANSMITTED TO PRIVY
NOT

COUNCIL BUT

Description of Document

Date

Particulars of Trial (Rule 8)

Declaration verifying transcript of
Shorthand notes

Transcript of evidence of Atan bin Mahbu

Transcript of evidence of Mohamad Deshah bin Limin

Transcript of evidence of Lee Tong Looi

Transcript of evidence of Sharda d/o0 Arunasalam

Transcript of evidence of Lim Kia Heang

Transcript forming part of Examination of
Tan Chwee Siong

Transcript of evidence of Chamkaur Singh
Transcript of evidence of Devarajan Vasu

Transcript of Proceedings - Objection by
Accused's Counsel re-cautioned

Statement and decision by Court

Transcript of Proceedings

Submission by Counsel to Accused
Submission by Counsel for Prosecution
Further submission by Counsel for Accused

12th PFebruary 1976
18th May 1976




Ve

EXHIBITS

Exhioit
No,

Description of Document

Date

Pl
P3 to 5
P7 to 27

P31

P38

P39

P54

P55

P56

P57

D2

D3

D6

D8

D9

D11

Prosecution Exhibits

Photograph

Photographs

Photographs

First Information Message
Photograph

Charge Sheet

Acknowledgment of Chemist's Report

Extract from Medical Juris & Toxicology
(12th Edn.)

Extract from Taylorts Principle & Practice
of Medical Juris

Extract from Meyer-Gross and Roth on
Clinical Psychiatry

Defence Exhibits

Extract - Page 310 from Gradwohl's
Legal Medicine

Extract - Page 282 from Gradwohl's
Legal Medicine

Extract - Page 276 from Gradwohl's
Legal Medicine

Extract - Page 280 from Gradwohl's
Legal Medicine

Extract - Page 326 from Gradwohl's
Legal NMedicine

Extract - Page 294 from Gradwohl's
Legal Medicine

Extract - Page 561 from Gradwohl's
Legal Medicine

Extract - Page 330 from Simpson's
Forensic Medicine

Extract pages 82 & 83 from Whitlock's
Criminal Behaviour

21st July 1976




10

1.
APPELLANT

IN THE JUDICIAL COMMITTEE OF THE PRIVY COUNCIL

No. 35 of 1976

ON APPEAL
FROM THE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEAL IN THE REPUBLIC

(Appellgzes§ggé§g§§tion)
BETWEEN:
MOHAMAD XKUNJO S/0 RAMALAN Appellant
- and -

THE PUBLIC PROSECUTOR
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

No. 1 In the
Charge Supreme Court
SINGAPORE CRIMINAL CASE No. 52/75 in Singapore
IN THE SUPREME COURT IN SINGAPORE No. 1
BEFORE THE HDNOURABLE MR, JUSTICE F.A. CHUA and Charge
THE HONOURABLE TTH. e 26th January
This is the exhibit marked 'A' PUBLIC PROSECUTOR 1976

referred to in the Affidavit
of Seah Kheng Mia Philip Thio
John Chan, Leong Chod Peng, VS.
Rosalind Low and John Nah
before me this 18th day of May
1976 MOHAMED KUNJO s/o
Before me RAMATAN
Illegible
Asst.Registrar
Supreme Court, Singapore

For the Republic e coe Mr. Sant Singh
For the Accused e cee Mr. Peter Yap

Pte.Secy.: Criminal Case No.52 of 1975, Public
Prosecutor vs. Mohamed Kunjo s/o Ramalan.

DeP.Pa: May it please you, my Lords, I appear on
behalf{ of the Public Prosecutor and
Mr. Peter Yap appears on behalf of the
accused.



In the
Supreme Court
in Singapore

No. 1
Charge

26th January
1976
(continued)

No. 2

Transcript of
Proceedings
before The
Honourable Mr
Justice F.A.
Chua and The
Honourable Mr
Justice D.C.
DYCotta

Evidence for
the
Prosecution

Leonard Teo

Examination

26th January
1976

2

Mr. Yap: That is so, my Lords.
Chua J.: Will you charge the accused? Ask him to
stand up.

Entenletesst—

THE ACCUSED IS CHARGED:

"Mohamed Kunjo s/o Ramalan, you are charged
that on or about the 25th day of May, 1975,
at about 8.50 p.m. in front of No.1lO, Pulau
Saigon Road, Singapore, did commit murder
by causing the death of one Arunmugam
Arunachalam, and you have thereby committed
an offence punishable under section 302 of
the Penal Code (Chapter 103)."

(Accused claims trial).

(DsP.P. opens and calls evidence).

No. 2

Transcript of Proceedings before
the Honourable IMr. Justice F.A.Chua
and The Honourable Mr. Justice D.C.
D'Cotta

LEONARD TEO (Sworn in English)
(Exeamination~in-chief by D.P.P.)

Q. You are Leonard Teo?
A, That is correct.,

Q. And you are Detective Police Constable No.
6840 attached to the Photographic Section of
the Criminal Records Office, Co.I.D.?

A, Yes.

Chua J.: What is the number?

D.P.P. : 6840, attached to the Photographic
Section of the Crminal Records
Office, CoIoDo

Q. You have been in the Police Force for the
last 11 years? A, That is correct.
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Q.

A,
Qe

Q.
A,

Q.

Q.

Q.

3.

On 25th May, 1975, at about 10.45 p.m. you
took 25 photographs of the scene in front of
No.10 Pulau Saigon Road? A. Yes,

These photographs were taken under the
direction of Inspector Chamkaur Singh?
That is correct.

Now on the 26th May, 1975 ——

Chua J.: Perhaps he could produce them?
D.P.P. ¢ I will produce them collectively.

Chua J,.

No, I am not going back again.
Where are the photographs that you
took on 25th May at 10.45 peme?
There are 25 photographs produced?
D.P.P., ¢ Yes, can you look at P1 to P25%
Are these the photographs that you
took?

Chua J.: Have you got the negatives?

Are these the negatives for the 25 photographs?
Yes,

Chua J.: Yes, we will put them in -~ they will
be P1 to P25, and the negatives N1
to PN25.

On 26th May, 1975, at about 9.15 a.m. you took
two photographs of a male Indian corpse at the
Singapore General Hospital Mortuary, Outram
Road?

Chua J.: Is that right?
As: Yes,

Can you look ——-
Chua J.,: Taken under the instruction of Mr.
Chamkaur Singh?
A. That is correct,
Q. Yes,

Can you look at the last two photographs, are
these the two photographs you took? A, Yes.

Chua J.: You have got the negatives? A, Yes,

In the
Supreme Court
in Singapore

No. 2
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Exhibits Pl
to P25 & PN1
to PN25



In the
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1976
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Dr. Seah Han
Cheow

Examination-
in-Chief
26th January
1976

4.

Q. We will mark that P26 and P27 and Exhs.
the negatives PN26 and PN27 P26 &
P27 and
(Inspector Chamkaur Singh produced and PN26 &
identified). PN27
D.P.P.: No further questions.
Chua J.:Yes, Mr. Yap?
Mr.Yap: I have no questions, my Lord.
(Witness stands down and is released).
SEAH HAN CHEOW (Sworn in English)
(Examination-in~chief by D.P.P.) 10
Q. Your name is Dr. Seah Han Cheow?
A, That is correct, my Lord.

Q.

Q.
A.
Q.
A.
Q.
A.

Chua J.: Just a minute - yes.

Your name is Dr., Seah Han Cheow and you are a
forensic pathologist attached to the Singapore
General Hospital? A. That is correct.

On the 26th May, 1975, at about 3.05 a.m. you
performed an autopsy on one Arunmugam Arunachalam?
Yes, that is correct.

The body of Arunmugam Arunachalam was identified 20
to you by Inspector Chamkaur Singh?
Yes, that is correct.

It was also identified by one Tan Chewee Siong,
the employer of the deceased?

No, my Lord, Tan Chweee Siong identified the
body to the State Coroner and not to me.

(Inspector Chamkaur Singh produced and
identified).
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Q.
A.

Q.
A.

Q.

Q.
Q.
A.

Q.
A

Q.
A.

Q.
A.

Q.

5.

Doctor, can you look at P27, can you identify
this photograph?
I am afraid I cannot identify it.

The last photograph?
No, I can't identify it now.

Can you look at P26%

Chua J.: You cannot identify them isn't it
because the face is not shown?

Can you look at P137% A. Yes,

Is this the person on whom you performed the
autopsy?

No, my Lord, I am afraid I cannot identify these
photographs. The identification of the body was
done by the police officer when he showed the
body to me - this is the body of so and so.

Chua J.: No, he is asking you —=—-
A. I cannot identify by photograph.

Q. Is this the body of the person whom
you referred to as Arunmugam
Arunachalam - on whose body you
-performed an autopsy on 26th May,
1975°?

A. I cannot identify now at this stage.

Qo Yes.

After the autopsy you put up a report No.960/75°?
That is correct.

Show him the autopsy report No.960/75 - P28%
Yes, this is my report.

Chua, J.: What exhibit is that?
D.P.P. : P28,

A. P280

Does your signature appear at the bottom?
Yes, I can recognise my signature.

DeP.P,: My Lord, may this report be entered?

Doctor Seah, before you performed the autopsy, you

removed the blood stained shirt, a pair of red
trousers ——-

In the
Supreme Court
in Singapore
Transcript of
Proceedings
before The
Honourable
Mr. Justice
F.A. Chua and
The Honourable
Mr. Justice
D.C, D'Cotta

Evidence
for the
Prosecution

Dr. Seah Han
Cheow
Examination~
in-Chief
26th January
1976
(continued)

Exh.P28



6.

In the Chua J.: You removed from the deceased or you
Supreme Court removed from the body, is that right?
of Singapore
e Q. You removed from the body of the deceased a
No. 2 blood stained shirt, a pair of red trousers and
a red underwear? A. Yes, that is correct.

Transcript of

ﬁzggﬁid%ﬁgs Q. Can you look at the shirt, the red trousers and
Honourable the underweear? A, Can I open the envelopes?
Mr. Justice

F.A. Chua and Chua, J.: Yes, certainly.

The Honourable

- A. Yes, my Lords, I can identify these
M. s ’ . 14
D.C.J%'g:g:a three articles. 10
Tvidence Qe The shirt is what?
for the
Prosecution D.,P.P.: P46, Exh.
P46
Dr. Seah Han .
Cheow Chua J.: Yes.
Examination~ . :
in-Chief D.,P.P.: The trousers is marked P47
2oxg Jenuary Chua J.: P47, Exh.
. P47
(continued) D.P.P.: And the red underwear is PA8.
Chua J.: Yes., Exh,
PA8

Q. You handed these three items, that is, the

blood stained shirt, the trousers and red

underwear to Inspector Chamkaur Singh? 20
A, Yes, I did.

Q. You then took & specimen of the blood of the
deceased and some hair from the head of the
deceased? A. Yes, I did.

Q. Doctor, is this - can you identify this?

Chua J.: Doctor, what did you do with the
hair? Did you put it in an
envelope and mark it?
A, I just handed it over personally
to the inspector. 30

Chua J.: I know, but did you put the specimen
hair into an envelope?
A. Yes, into a test tube and we sealed
the test tube.

Qo Yes,



Te

Q. And you gave this hair and the blood to In the
Inspector Chamkaur Singh? A, Yes, I did. Supreme Court
in Singapore
D.P.P.: My Lord, may this test tube and hair ——
be marked? No. 2
. . Transcript of
Chua i..gag you identify them? Proceedings
. 1€S. before The
Q. You identify it from the markings or ﬁgnogiggige
what ? F.A. Chua and
A. By the markings - from the markings The Honourable
10 and the hair which I remember very Mr. Justice
well, D.C. D'Cotta
Q. All right, specimen hair will be Evidence
exhibit —--—- for the
Prosecution
D.P.P.: P4l. Dr. Seanh Han
Chow
Chua J.: 417 Examination-
D.P.P.: That is true, my Lord. in-Chief
. 1976
%ﬁg. Chua J.:Yes, (Gontinued)
Q. Now doctor, can you look at your autopsy
report?
20 Chua J.:Yes.

Q. Can you tell this Court the height and weight
of the deceased?

A, The height was recorded as 165 cms, or 5 feet
6 inches.

Chua J.:Yes,
A.And the body weight is 50.9 kilograms
or 114 lbs.

Q. Now doctor, can you describe the external
injuries found on the body of the deceased?
30 A., External injuries were recorded in six places,
my Lord, which are listed in my report - page
one, external injuries No.l to No.6.

Q. Can you take injury No.l, doctor?

A. Yes, the firsv injury was laceration 3 cm. long
at the left anterior parietal region, that means
the region above the left ear.
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Q.
A.

Q.
A.

Q.

Q.
A.

Q.
A.

Q.

A,

8.

Chua J.: Can you kindly indicate?
A. The region above the left ear, one
laceration 3 cm. (indicates).

Doctor, how could this injury have been caused?
This was caused by a violent blow of a blunt
object.,

Can you look at injury No.2 of your external
injuries?

Injury No.2 was a laceration 3 cm. at the inner
canthus of left eye. 10

Chua J.: Slowly?

A, Canthus of the left eye, that means
between the bridge of the nose and
the left eye.

Q. Yes.

Can you go on to injury No.3?

Chua J.: Exposing fractured bone?
A, Exposing fractured bone.
Q. Yes.
We will go on to No,3? 20

No.3, a laceration 33 cm. at the outer half ---
Chua J.: Slowly?

A. 3% cm. outer half of left eye-brow
also exposing fractures.

Doctor, how could these two injuries, that is,
injuries No.2 and 3 be caused?

Injuries No.2 and No.3 could have been caused

under two possible conditions - the first was

due to a violent blow by a blunt object; the

second possibility was due to fractured bone 30
chips going outwards.

Could you elaborate on the second condition
under which these two injuries could have been
caused?

When skull fracture occurs, my Lord, some of
the bones -~

Chua J.: Yes.
A. Were fractured externally.
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Q.

Q.
A.

Q.
A'

Q.
A.

Q.
A.

Q.
A,

Qe
A,
Q.
A.

Q.
A.

Q.

9.

Q. Some of the bones?
A, Yes, some of the bone chips were
fractured externally and causing
cuts -~ causing lacerations.

Qe Yes,
A, Causing lacerations on the skin.

Now look at injury No.4, can you describe the
injury to this Court?

No. 4, two small lacerations, each measured

% cm., one on each lip, near the left angle of
the mouth.,

How could this injury have been caused, No.4?
This was caused by a blow from a blunt object,

Doctor, can you look at injury No.5, can you
describe it, this injury?

Injury No.5, laceration 4 cm. left side of chin
exposaing bone,

How could this injury have been caused, doctor?
This was caused by a violent blow from a blunt
object.

Can you look at injury No.67
No.6, bruise on dorsum of right hand, that
means the back of the right hand.

Chua J.: Yes,

How could this injury have been caused?
This was caused by a blow from a blunt object.
It was a defence wound here,

What do you mean by a defence wound, doctor?
Defence wound means that the victim was
trying to cover himself when the blow occurs.,

Doctor, can you look at the report - the
external injuries relating to the eye?
Yes.

Can you describe them?

Yes, left eye socket was heavily bruised.
This in common language is black eye, what
you mean by a black eye.

Can you tell this Court how this injury was
caused?

In the
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A.

Q.
A,

Q.
A.

Q.
A.

Q.

Q.

Q.

A,

10.

This was caused by a blow on the left eye or
due to the fractured bone chips.

How could this fractured bone chip cause this

injury?

When fracture occurs, this bone chip just cut.

Chua J.: I think he has explained that

earliexr?

A. Yes, this was due to the same
mechanism as I explained in No.?2
and 3.

Q. Causing laceration on the skin?
A. Yes.

So can you look at the external injuries on
the ears, doctor?
Blood clots in both ears.

What does this injury indicate - the clots?
The blood clots in the ears were due to
fractured skull.

D.P.Pe: My Lord, cen this be marked for

the purpose of identification?

Chua J.: Mark it P ===
D.P.P.: P42,
Chua J.: P42 for identification, yes.
Doctor, can you look at this pipe, is this the
kind of blunt weapon that could cause injuries
No.l1l, 2, 3, 5 and 67 A. Yes, I agree.

Chua J.: Injuries 1 «=e-

DePsPe: 1, 2, 3, 5 and 6.
Chua J.: Yes.

Now doctor, let us proceed to the intermal
examination of the body of the deceased?

Chua J.: Internal injuries, yes.

You examined the skull of this deceased, can you
tell this Court the injuries that you found on
the skull?

Therec were fractures recorded —---

10
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Qo
A.

Q.
A.

Qe
A.

Qe
A.

Qe
A.

Qe
A,

Q.
A.

1i.

Chua J.: Yes, In the
Supreme Court
A. The first group of fractures in Singapore
involved the left half of the s
frontal bone. No. 2
Can you indicate to the Court where is the g;igizg;ptsof
frontal bone? before Tﬁg
Frontal bone is the bone covering the forehead Honourable
up to the eye. Mr, Justice

Chua J.: Yes. F.A. Chua and

Mr, Justice

A. So the deceased was found to have a .
fracture on this part (indicates) - D.C. D'Cotta
on the left side of the forehead. Evidence

for the
Q. Yes. Prosecution
Now can you describe this fracture on the left Dr. Seah Han
side of the forehead? Che°W .
- Examination-

The fractures here were caused by a violent in-Chief
blow from a blunt object. 26th January

. 1976
Can you describe this fracture, doctor?
I used a technical term, my Lord, called
comminuted fractures, that means fractured into
multiple loose pieces.

Can you look at the second injury on the skull?
Yes, No.2 ~ I described as comminuted fractures,
that means fractured into multiple loose pieces
involving both temporal bones. Temporal bones
are the bones of the ears.

Doctor, can you indicate where these temporal
bones are?

Bones on the ear - as we touch the ears we can
feel the bones. These are the temporal bones
(indicates).

How could this second injury be caused, doctor?
These fractures were caused by violent blows
from a blunt object,

Doctor, can you look at injury No.3?
No.3 - there was a fracture line across the base
of the skull,

The Honourable
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Chua J.:
A,

Q.
A,

Q.
A.

Q.
A.

12.

Fracture ——-
Fracture line across the base of
the skull.,

Yes?

Obliquely from the right petrous
temporal bone, that means the right
temporal bone proper, extended
through the pituitary fossa into
the left eye socket.

Into the left eye socket?
Yes, this was a fracture line
across the bottom part of the
skull bone.

Bottom part ---
Part of the skull.,

Q. How could this third injury be sustained?
A. This was caused as a result of a blow - of a
violent blow to the region of the right ear.

Chua J.:
A,

Right ear?
Yes,

Qe What kind of blow?

Chua J.:
A.
Q.

A.

Q.

You also found injury No.2?
Yes, the skull injury No.2.

I know, what I am trying to find
out from you - is that another blow
or the one described in No.2?

In injury No.2, my Lord, here the
fractures were caused by two blows,
one on the left ear and one on the
right ear.

I know, you say there was a blow on
the left ear causing injury No.2 and
8o you say injury No.3 was caused as
a result of a violent blow on the
region of the right ear?

Yes, No.3 was right ear.

S50 there was one blow that caused
No.2 on the right ear?

Another two blows, there are two
blows right ear and left ear one
blow.
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Q.

A.

Chua J.:
A,

Q.

Q.
A,

Q.

A.

Q.
A.
Q.

Q. From these

13.

Yes, there must be separate blows
isn't it, so there is one blow on
the right to cause No.2?

Yes, one blow on the right.

Two separate blows?

No, if you will excuse me if I don't
make myself clear. In No.2, this
means two blows, one on the right
ear and one on the left ear and

NO ) 3 ———

I am only interested on the right,
you say there was one blow on the
right and one on the left?

Yes.

That caused No.2?
Yes.

And so No.3 you say also caused as a
result of a violent blow to the
region of the right ear. So I am
trying to find out from you -
whether there was one blow on the
right ear or two blows to cause 2
and 3?

Yes, my Lord, there was one single
blow to the right ear in No.2 and 3
- they were produced by the same
blow,

There is one blow, that is all I
want to know,

Yes.

Yes, all right.

three injuries on the skull, doctor,

can you tell this Court how many blows the
deceased received?

A. There were

Chua J.:
A.

Q.
A.

three blows altogether.

Yes,.

One on the left side of the forehead.

On the left side ——-

Left side of the forehead, one on
the right ear and one on the left
ear.
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Q-

Qe

A.

Q-
A.

Q.
A.

14.

Can you explain to this Court how you arrived
at this conclusion?

Because of the fracture pattern - the fracture
patterns on the skull.

Chua J.: Yes.

Doctor, can you explain how this fracture
pattern helped you determine in coming to the
conclusion that there are 3 blows?

Yes, I can explain.

Chua J.: Mr, Sant Singh, he has given an 10
explanation and you are not
satisfied. If Mr, Yap wants to
know further, he is not clear, he
can cross-examine him. There is
no point for you to carry on.

D.P.P.: Yes, my Lord.

Chua J.: Yes.

Now, Doctor, we can go on to the internal
examination of the brain?
Yes. 20

Can you describe your findings?
Brain - fresh subarachnoid haemorrhages were
found at the temporal lobes of the brain,

Chua J.: Slowly, what were found?

A. The temporal lobes ~ this temporal
part of the brain is the part of
the brain that lies --~ that part
of the brain that lies near the ear.

The inferior surface of both frontal poles -
frontal poles is the part of the forehead ——- 30

Chua J.: Both frontal -~-%
A, Frontal poles is the tip of the
brain nearest the forehead,

Chua J.: Yes.,
Also showed old contusions. These were old
injuries.

Chua J.: These were what?

A. These were old injuries.
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Q.

A,

A.
Q.
A.

Q.

Q.

A,

Q.
A.
Q.
A.
Q.

15.

Doctor, could you associate these fresh sub-

arachnoid haemorrhages on the brain to any

injury on the skull?

Yes, these subarachnoid --- the fresh sub-
arachnoid haemorrhages were caused at the same
time when the temporal bones were fractured.

Chua J.: Of what bones?
A. Were caused at the same time when
the temporal bones were fractured.

That is injury No.(2) of the skull?
Yes.

Doctor, what would these fresh subarachnoid
haemorrhages indicate?

When the fresh haemorrhages occur it means the
victim was alive when he received the blows,

Doctor, what was the cause of death of the
deceased?

The certified cause of death was fractured
skull.

Now, doctor, would you look at the 3 injuries
on the skull, would injury No.(l) in the
ordinary course of nature cause death?

Yes.

Chua J.: Injury No.(l) on the skull.

Would injury No.(2) on the skull, doctor, in
the ordinary course of nature cause death?
Yes,

Would injury No.(3) on the skull in the
ordinary course of nature cause death?
Yes, it would.

Now, doctor, on the 27th of May 1975 ~=-

Chua J.: How soon after receiving the
injury (1)°?
How soon after receiving injury
(1) would a person die?

A. How soon after receiving the injuries?

Q. Injury 213?
A, Injury (1)?
Q. Or (1), (2) and (3) then?

A, I expect injuries of this nature
will kill the victim.
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Q.

Q.

Qe

Q.

16.

Q. Of this nature you mean (1), (2)
and (3)?

A. Yes, either (1) or either (2) or
either (3).

Q. You would expect -- what did you
say?

A, The victim to die very fast, within
one hour,

Chua J.: On receiving injury (1), (2) or (3)?
A. Yes, 10

Q. When he received all these 3 he
would have died very soon?

A. Yes, all these fractures caused
together - if the victim received
all these fractures together.

Q. I mean in this case?
A, Yes, in thies case he would have
died within 15 minutes.
Chua J.: Yes.,
Now, on the 27th of May 1975 at about 9.40 a.m. 20
you handed over to Inspector Chamkaur Singh a

specimen of blood of the deceased and hair of
the deceased? A, Yes, I did.

Can you look at P.41?
Chua J.: The hair?

D.P.P.: That is so.

(Relevant exhibit is shown to witness).

Is this the hair that you handed to Inspector
Chamkaur Singh? A. Yes,

Chua J.: He has already identified. 30

Now, on the same day you instructed your
Laboratory Attendant Lim Kia Heang to take
another test tube containing the blood of the
deceased to the Department of Chemistry?

My Lord, some clarification, on the same day
I mean on the same day of autopsy on the 26th.
On the 26th?

Chua J.: A, Yes,
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Q.

Q.

Q.
A.

A.

Q.

17.

Q. 26th of May?
A. 26th of May, 1975.

Q. To take a test tube containing blood
of the deceased to where?
A. To the Government Chemist.

Q. For analysis? A. Analysis.
Chua J.:Yes,

Now, you marked this test tube of blood as
"Forensic Pathology" and also "Autopsy No.
A960/75" %2 A. Yes, I did.

Chua J.: Yes,

With the name of the deceased together with
your name and the date, that is, "26th of May,
1975" 7 A. Yes.

Chua J.: No, no, what is it that you marked?
You marked "Forensic Pathology,
Autopsy No.A960/75, Arunmugam
Arunachalam" and you signed it?
A. No, I put a seal on the specimen,
I sealed up the specimen.

Q. No, no, this "Dr. Seah === "
A. Yes, my name appears on the
specimen also.

Can you identify this Laboratory Attendant
Lim Kia Heang?
Yes, if he is here I should be able to

identify him. My Lord, I don't think he is
here today.

(A person is produced).
Yes, this is the man.
Chua J.: He has given his name?
DsP.Pe: Yes, he has given his name.

Yes, subsequently, doctor, you received a
Chemistry Report No. (S) 10299/75%

Chua J.: He received a report from the
Chemist?
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Questions by
the Court

D.P.P.:

18,

That is so, No.(S) 10299/75.

(Relevant document is shown to witness).

D.P.P.:
Chua J.:
A,
Chua J.:
D.P.P.:
Chua J.:
D.P.P.:
Chua J.:
D.P.P.:

Chua J.:
D.P.P.:

My Lord, may this document be=e-

Is that the report?

Yes, this is the report that I have
received.

All right, we mark it as what?

P.29.

Are you calling the Chemist?

No, my Lords, 10

Has a copy been served?

Yes, a copy of this report had been
served on the accused.

Yes, evidence will be given by the
Inspector?
That is so.

Chua J.: Then we will mark it for identification
Q. You subsequently gave P.29 to Inspector

Chamkaur Singh?

A. What is P.29?

Q. The Chemist Report. 20

A. No, I did not give him the report.

He applied

it from the Chemist - he applied for the
Report from the Chemist.

Chua J.:
D.,P.P,:

Chua J.:

A,

He did not?

I will adduce evidence from the
Inspector, my Lord.

No further questions, my Lord.

Dr. Seah, can you tell me - the

report - this is from the Chemist,

is it, in respect of the first blood 30
specimen or the second blood

specimen?

This is - you mean the second blood
specimen? The first blood specimen

was handed over to the Imspector

for grouping purposes,
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Q.
A.

Qo
A.

Chua J.:
A,
Qe

A.

Chua J.:

19.

No, as I understand from you now
it would appear that on the day of
autopsy you yourself sent a
specimen to the Chemist?

Yes.

Then later on the specimen was
handed to the Inspector?
Yes, my Lord.

Another test tube?
Yes, another test tube.

S50 I am asking you this report that
you have produced,
Is the second blood specimen.,

That is the one, the test tube
that was given to Inspector
Chamkaur Singh?

That was the first specimen, first
blood specimen.

There seems to be some confusion
then.

Doctor, the first blood specimen you gave to
Inspector Chamkaur Singh, is that right?

Yes.

Chua J.:

No, I am trying to understand this.

Now, why did you give this blood specimen to
Inspector Chamkaur Singh?

Because in murder cases - in all murder cases
we always give one specimen to the Inspector
in case they want to establish the blood
group of tlie specimen.

Chua J.:

Qe

Qe AZ you directed your Lab. Assistant

No, all I am trying to establish
from you, doctor, is that, you see
on the 26th of May on the day of
the autopsy ——- A. Yes,

You took a blood specimen from the
deceased? A, Yes,

to0 take it to the Government
Chemist? A, Yes.
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In the Chua J.: Then you received a report from
Supreme Court the Government Chemist which is P,.29.
of Singapore S0 all I want from you is this:

— whether P.29 is in respect of the

No. 2 blood specimen sent by you?
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Cross— (Cross-examination by Mr. Yap)
examination
Q. Dr. Seah, could you tell the Court what the 10
contents of P.29 was, that means the result
of the specimen test on the blood?

Chua J.: 277
Mr. Yap: Sorry, 29.

Chua J.: P.29 has been put in for
identification?

Mr, Yap: That is so, that is the report of
Ng Tju Lik that was handed over to
Dr. Seah,
Chua J.: So you are asking him on exhibit P.297? 20
Mr, Yap: That is so.
Chua J.: What is your question?

Mr. Yap: The question is you also read the
copy of this report.
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Qe

A.

Qe

Qe

Qe

Qe

Qe

A.
Qe

Qe
A.
Qe

21.

My Lord, just to clarify, is it the Chemist
Report?

0f NgTju Lik. A, Yes.

Chua J.: P.29 is "(S) 10299/75".
Yes, I have a copy here.

Now, on analysis the blood alcohol content of
the deceased was found to contain 400 milli-
grammes per 100 millilitres.

Chua J.: On analysis?

The blood alcohol content of the deceased's
blood was found to contain 400 milligrammes
ethanol per 100 millilitres of blood, is that
correct?

Yes, that is correct, in the report.

Would you not agree with me, therefore, that
the deceased at the time of his death was
highly intoxicated? A. Yes, 1 agree.
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At 400 BAC - to put it short - the blood alcohol (continued)

content is abbhreviated BAC, doctor would I be
correct in saying that a person having 400
milligrammes BAC, that is, blood alcohol
content, could be highly intoxicated that by
itself could under some circumstances cause
death?

Yes, under some circumstances cause death,

In other words, doctor, a person whose BAC
level is 400 milligrammes ethanol could even

without any fall or injury but purely by reason

of that state of intoxication could die?
Yes, 1 agree.

Now, doctor, your conclusion earlier on, your
examination~in-chief about the cause of death
of the deceased Arunmugam Arunachalam was
totally independent of this factor of his
intoxication?® A, Yes.

In other words, you had not taken into account

the factor of Li’s intoxicated state?
Yes, I agree.

Could you tell the Court the effects on the
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Q.

A,

Q.

22.

pathological condition, in other words, on the
physical condition of a person at that rate of
intoxication vertaining to its capacity of
haemorrhaging, do I make myself clear, this
question?

You mean the relationship to bleeding?

To bleeding, yes. A, Yes.

Can you tell the Court the relationship to

bleeding of a person or of the condition, the
physical condition of a person having that 10
state of intoxication?

A man who is intoxicated by alcohol has a

greater tendency of bleeding.

In fact, alcohol in the blood would not allow
the normal clotting process to take place, anm
I right? A, Yes, that is correct.

Chua J.: Would you say that again?

Mr. Yap: My Lord, the alcohol in the blood
will reduce the clotting capacitye.

Chua J.: Reduce? 20

Mr. Yap: Reduce the clotting capacity of
the blood, ‘

And am I right in seying that the higher the
rate of intoxication the lower will be the rate
of this clotting process?

Yes, the higher ——--

Chua J.: The higher the --- what?

A. The higher the concentration of
alcohol in the blood the more
interference it will give to the 30
CIOttingo

Q. The more ———— ?
A. The more interference to clotting
will occur.

Therefore, doctor, would you agree that a person
having his BAC level at 400 milligrammes if he

was hit, let us say, by a relatively minor injury

to the head, let us say, by simple concussion,

would cause intensive haemorrhaging within the
skull? A, Yes, that is a correct fact. 40
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A.

A

Q.
A

A

Chua J.: That a person ———-- ?

Mr. Yap: That a person with a BAC content--—-
Chua J.: About 400, is it?

Mr. Yap: 400,

Chua J.: Could it - what?

Mr. Yap: Could suffer severe haemorrhage
within the skull.
Chua J.: Yes.

A relatively minor injury, like a simple con-
cussion on the head and the consequence of
which, doctor, that this person, having suffered
a simple concussion on the head, could by that
process bleed to death?

You mean this victim here?

Chua J.: He is not talking about this
particular victim - generally.

A person in that condition?

Yes, a person, = nighly intoxicated person can
suffer serious Lacmorrhages inside the skull
as a result of a mild or moderate blow,

Chua J.: Yes.

A mild or a modercte blow or a concussion if he
was, let us say 2111 down and land on his head
suffering from a concussion - that could trigger
off the same »vocoss as you have mentioned?

My Lord, I wouid 2. ke to use the word concussion -

concussion is a medical term, concussion is a
clinical syndrome.

A blow of modorate force, so to speak?
Yes, a blow of moderate force can cause bleeding
inside the skuvll.,

And in this class of moderate blows, you would
include let us say a punch on the head or fall
having the impaci with the ground?

Chua J.: There are some examples which you give

but not the others. Would that
include a blow - a punch on the head?
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Q.

Qe

A.

Q.

Q.

A,
Q.

Q.

Qe

Q.

Q.

24,

A, Yes, I would include a punch or
blow to the head with fists.
From the fist? A, Or a fall.

Chua J.: On the head, is it?
A. Yes, on the head.

You would also irmdlude, doctor, let us say a

fall on the ground with the head having impact

with the ground?

Yes, fall with the head on the ground would be
included. 10

Chua J.: Do you think it is necessary to hit
the head or just any fall?
A. And hitting the head.

Q. Yes,.

Doctor, earlier on you said a person having
400 mlg. B.A.C. could by itself be a cause of
his death? A. Yes, I agree to that statement.

Now could it be, let us say a person who can

remain alive, is due to his tolerance level by

a habitual alcoholic? Do you understand my

question or shall I repeat it? 20
Could you repeat it again please?

Now normally a person with 400 mlg.B.A.C. alone
could be the cause of his death? A. Yes.

And therefore for a person having 400 mlg. and
could still be alive -—-

Could you explain it in a much simpler term
please?

You did say 400 mlg. B.A.C. is sufficient to
kill someone? A. Yes, I agree.

By a reasonable blow can kill a person? 30
Chua J.: Yes, could kill.
Mr. Yap: Could kill a person.
Can you explain to the Court then under what
conditions or under what circumstances would

a person having that amount of alcohol in the
blood remain alive?
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A,

Q.

Qe

A.

25.

Some persons by nature they can stand alcohol
very well,

Chua Je: Yes.
A, And some habitual drinker can stand
this level very well.

Now doctor, even whilst the person having 400
mlge BeAlsCe is still alive, can you tell the
Court his physical condition at that time, at
that point of time? In other words, I would
like you to tell the Court about his irritabil-
ity, his perception, his ability to comprehend
what is going on?

Chua J.: Mr. Yap, I think you are going too
fast. You see, you are cross-
examining the doctor. If you have
some points put to him directly and
he will agree with you or not, rather
than asking him and let him grope
about. He does not know exactly
what you want.

Mr. Yap: As it pleases your Lordship.

Could a person having that much of blood
alcohol be capable of let s say totally
violent acts without any explanation?
Oh, yes, he could.

Chua J.: Could be ===

Mr. Yap: Capable of violent acts without any
reason whatsoever ascribed to it.

Chua J.: Could be capable of vilent acts.

Mr. Yap: Without apparent reasons for such
acts, or what is normally known as,
my Lord, purposeless acts of
violence ~ such people in that
state of alcoholism is capable of
purposeless acts of violence, would
you agree with this?

A, Yes, I agree with this,

Chua J.: Purposeless ---

Mr. Yap: Acts of violence.
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Q.

A.
Q.

Q.
A.
Q.
A.

Qe

26,

Now doctor, coming to your autopsy report, 1
presume that you have made a complete examina-
tion of the deceased without having left out
any of the very important points?

Yes, I have done a complete post-mortem.

Now doctor, coming first to the examination of
the deceased's brain, you found that there were
0ld contusions at the inferior surface of both
frontal poles? A. Yes, I did.

I presume you are not able to tell the age of 10
these o0ld contusions or are you able to?
No.

But in any case ~-=
Chua J.: Just a minute, Mr. Yap.

But in any case these 0ld contusions had been in
existence in the brain for some time already?
Yes, that is what I meant.

Quite some time before the &ath of the deceased?
Yes, that is what I meant by old contusions.

Doctor, you have put the word in the plural - 20
I think there must be more than one contusion?
In both frontal poles.

Can you indicate to which part of the brain it
was?

It was on the tip of the brain on the surface

near the forehead. ‘

Chua J.: Tip of the brain near the forehead?
A. Near the forehead, yes.

And what do you mean by contusions -~ sort of
damage to the brain? 30
Some surface damage on the brain.

And these contusions -~ probably caused by falls
by the deceased in the past?
Yes, that is correct.

Chua J.: Probably, is it?
A, PrObably .

Could there be any other causes or would I be
saying rightly if I say the only possible cause
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Q.

Qe

A.

Q.

Q.

Qe

Q.

27

is that that these old contusions have resulted
from him falling on his head in the past?

Not only - it may be someone had punched him
before, strong enough there would be contusion
of this nature.

Chua J.: Punched on the head?
A, Yes.,

Doctor, from your report it indicates or rather
there is no indication of any fresh contusion
on the deceased's brain, am I right?

That is correct, there was no fresh contusion.

Would I be right in saying therefore that the
cause of contusion in the brain must normally
come from rather severe or violent blows?
Yes.

Chua J.: Severe or violent blows, is it?

Mr. Yap: Yes, my Lord, severe or violent
blows would cause contusion.

Now doctor, is it possible that the person of
a high degree of intoxication, for example,
had 400 mlg. B,A.,C. sort of triggered of a
process whereby the old contusions could be
sort of reactivated - I hope I am using the
right word? I could just give an example, I
have one right here - now somebody had been
suffering from syphilis, some disease of the
brain, with intoxication that part of the
brain which is unaffected with syphilis, would
have been blossomed more a8 a result of the
intoxication? A, I cannot understand this.

I am trying my best to understand it. I am
not an expert here - I am just trying to seek
your guidance here really. Now assuming a
person with these o0ld contusions in the brain
and there is a trauma caused, let us say by
either a blow or a fall ~—- A. Yes.

Could this trauma accentuate this inherent
defect?

A new injury ycu mean in a simple trauma -

a new injury makes the old injury worse, is it?

Worse, yes? A, You mean by this?
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Q.
A.

Qe

Q.

Q.

A,

Q.

28.

Yes.

If the new injury, say a partly old contusion
here and the person had another fall again,
then of course the 0ld injury will be damaged
more.

Chua J.: You are talking about this
particular man?
Mr. Yap: That is so.

A. He had contusion on the front
part of the brain.

There was brain damage to that part of the
brain? A. Yes,

Chua J.: 014 contusion?
Mr. Yap: Yes.
Chua J.: On the front part of the brain.

Now by hitting himself, thet brain injury could
be made even worse?

Yes, if there is a fresh injury occurring on
the same location.

Chua J.: Yes.
A. This second injury will be worse
than the first injury.

Q. Will be worse.

In essence, doctor, teking the deceased's case
with these old contusions in the front of the
head, if let us say he had fallen on his head
at the same part together with his high intoxi-
cated state, could he have died as a result of
that kind of a fall?
No, my Lord, there is no fresh injury on the
front of the brain - here I only found old
injuries.

Chua J.: You say in this case there was no
fresh injury on the front part of
the brain?

A, Yes, there was no fresh injury there,

Now doctor, coming to your examination of the
skull, you did say that there were two groups

10

20

30
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Q.

Q.

A.

Q.
A.

Q.

Q.

A.

Q.
A,

Q.

29.

of comminuted fractures and the third one con-
gisting of just a fracture line? A. Yes.,

I note from your report, doctor, that there was
no evidence of a depressed fracture or indented
fracture, am I correct? A, That is right.

Chua J.: No evidence of a depressed
fracture ---

Mr. Yap: Or indented fracture.

And neither did you find any contusion or
laceration of the underlying part of the brain
where these fractures had occurred?

Yes, under these comminuted fractures there was
no contusion or laceration of the brain,

Now doctor, was there any evidence of fracture
near the area of the o0ld contusions?

Yes, the old contusions occurred at the front
of the brain and over the left side.

Chua J.: The front?

A. Yes, the front of the brain and
over the left side of the frontal
bone there were fractures, that
means, there were fractures under
the o0ld contusions.

I assume you are unable to tell the age of
that particular fracture?
I beg your pardon?

Can I assume that that fracture which you say
corresponded to the o0ld contusions, you are
unable to tell whether it is a fresh fracture
or an old fracture?

No, the fractures were fresh fractures.

Now could this fracture be associated with
the 0ld contusions?

No, they were not associated because the
fractures were fresh fractures.

Chua J.: No, these fractures —-—-
A, The fractures were fresh fractures
and the contusions were old
contusionse.

Doctor, comminuted fractures mean there are
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Q.
A,

Q.
A.

Q.
A.l

Q.

Q.

A,

Q.

A.

A. The blood clot it turns into solid and it changes

30.

several lines of fracture?

It means, as I explained to the Court, multiple
loose pieces - fractured in multiple loose
pieces.

Chua J.: Fractured into small pieces?
A, Yes, in multiple small pieces.,

But did they result in chips inwards?
Not necessarily.

But in this case were there any chips inwards?
No, outwards.,

The chips were outwards?
As I explained earlier on.

Now doctor, did you examine every single line
of these old ocomminuted fractures or is it

possible =——-

No, I did not say o0ld comminuted fractures.

Did you examine all of the comminuted fractures
or is it some of the fractures that could have
been the 0ld ones?

No, I looked - I had a look at all the fracture

lines and they were fresh fractures. I did
examine all the fracture lines.
Chua J.: They were fresh? A, Yes.

Doctor, how long would you be able to describe
the fracture line to remain fresh as compared
t0 an old fracture line?

My Lord, fresh fracture that means I see the
blood around it - fresh blood. It is quite
simple., Fresh fractures are surrounded by
fresh blood and old fractures are surrounded
by =-—-

Chua J.: No, fresh fractures are surrounded
by ? A. Fresh blood.

Q. Yes?

A, And old fractures are surrounded by
organised blood clots.

Q. By--- organised?

A, Organised, yes.

its colour.
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Q.

Q.

A.
Q.
A.

Q.

A.

3l.

Chua J.: By organised blood, that means what?
A. Blood clots, orgenised blood clots,
either small clots or big clots.

Q. I don't understand "by orgenised--"

A. Organised, my Lord, we mean, for
example you have a cut, after some
time the blood had changed the
colour, turned darker and after some
time it turned very solid.

Q. That means they are solid, is it?
A. Yes, and of different colour.

Now, is it possible for fresh fractures to be
inflicted on 0ld fractures?
Yes, it is possible.

Wthere it would be difficult or where there
would be some difficulty in looking, let us
say, for the o0ld fractures?

No, I do not agree, still I can make the
difference between 0ld fractures and fresh
fractures very easily.

Chua J.: You can recognise easily old
fractures from new fractures?
A. Yes.

Now, Doctor, you told us just now that there
was no evidence of either indented fractures
or depressed fractures?

Yes, I did say that.

Depressed or indented fractures. Now, if the
blow from a blunt object is very violent---
Yes.,

Chua J.: If a blow from a blunte—=—?
Mr. Yap: Object.
Chua J.: Yes.

Is very violent or of a great force, you would
expect that area of the skull at the point of
impact to have either indented or depressed
fractures?

It could occur but not necessary to be there
always.
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Chua J.:
A.

Q. Of course,

32.

What is your answer?
I don't expect it to happen
always.

I am not saying in every case but I

am saying that you would normally expect?
A. No, not even normally - normally it is also not

expected.

Q. Doctor, I would read to you a paragraph from

Gradwohl's

Chua J.:
Mr. Yap:
Chua J.:
Mr. Yap:

Chua J.:
Mr. Yap:
Chua J.:
Mr. Yap:

Chua J.:

Legal Medicine.

What --- Legal Medicine? 10
Gradwohl.,

You have a copy of it?

My Lord, I must apologise, I do not
have the textbook with me. I have

a photostat of it, my Lord, but

this is teken from a private book
which was loaned to me and which I
have since returned. I am endeavour-
ing to obtain a copy from the Library,
my Lord, and I think if I can get one 20
by this afternoon I can furnish one
to your Lordships. Unfortunately,

the copy that I photostated from is

a private copy.

You have a copy for us?
Yes, my Lord.
What edition is this?

Second Edition, my Lord. I must
apologise I have only one copy.

You produce it to the Court. 30
Are you aware of this book?

Q. Are you aware of the existence of this book?
A, Yes, I know of this book.

NIro Yap:
Chua J.:
Mr. Yap:

Gradwohl's Legal Medicine.
Any copies?

I must apologise, my Lord, I have
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Q.
A.
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A.
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33.

only one photostat copy, I seem to
have misplaced the other copy. My
Lord, in a minute I will photostat
a copy of this and give it to your
Lordship.

Chua J.: All right, please tell us the page.
Mr. Yap: Yes, my Lord, at page 310.
Chua J.: Yes, it begins with?

Mr. Yap: At the 5th parsgraph on the left
hand sides, Can I read?

Chua J.: Yes,

(reads) "In the case of the impact by blunt
objects, injury to the brain is always
to be expected at the point of impact
and only if the blow was sufficiently
severe to cause a local indentation
or depressed fracture of the skull.
Under these circumstances the cerebral
damage may be caused as much or more
by the depressed fragments of bone as
by the traumatizing object. As a
consequence, focal meningeal haemorr-
hage with contusion or laceration of
the underlying brain is a character-
istic lesion in such cases.”

Do you agree with this?
Yes, I agree with this statement.

You agree?
Could I read through, my Lord?

Chua J.: Yes, (Witness reads).

%ou would agree with this paragraph?
€S e

Mr. Yap: My Lords, I will photostat it
during the recess and give a copy
each to your Lordships.

Now, Doctor, if I could go on to the next
area of the fractures that you had described
to the Court, this one pertaining to the
third set that you have mentioned.
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Qe
Qe

A.

Qe
A.

Q.

A.

34.

Chua J.: You mean the third fracture?

The third set of fractures on the
skull, the fracture line across
the base.

Mr. Yap:

Chua J.: All right.

You have the report there, Doctor? A. Yes.
This one pertains to the fracture line across
the base of the skull., Are these also known as
anterior fossa fractures, Doctor?

Mr. Yap: I would spell this to your Lordships. 10

No, part of it, say, the final part, where I
mentioned "into the left eye socket", only this
part is considered as anterior fossa fracture.

Chua J.: Yes, only this part?

A. Yes, the one on the eye socket, it

means the anterior fossa fracture.

Chua J.: Sorry, what was your question?
The question is this: these sets of
fractures would they sort of consti-
tute this part of the skull known as 20
the anterior fossa - would it

constitute this part of the skull
known as the anterior fossa.

Mr. Yap:

Chua J.: So the Doctor said only this part.
A. Yes, only that small part is
considered as the anterior lineal
foasa - anterior fossa fracture.

Can you sort of just indicate which part, is it

from the neck upwards?

No, this part (indicates), as we feel from the 30
eyes - is inside the eyes, that one, that forms

the roof of the eye.

Doctor, this fracture line, so to speak,
includes the first part, the anterior fossa,
is that correct?

Yes, this fracture line includes the fracture
into the anterior fossa.

Chua J.: This fracture line includeg—==?
A. A portion, a part of the anterior
fossa, 40
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35.

Chua J.: Yes,

Would the other part of the fracture line,
then, Doctor, be the middle fossa?

Yes, the one I mentioned -~ pituitary fossa is
part of the middle fossa in the centre part.

Chua J.: Is what?

A. Middle fossa,
VMre Yap: Is known as the Middle fossa, my
Lord.

Would I he right in saying then the remaining
of this line of fracture was extended to the
posterior fossa? A. Yes.

Chue J.: The remaining line of this fracture,
yes.

Mr. Yap: Extended to the posterior fossa.,

Chua J.: Extended to the exterior?

A. Extended to the posterior.

Chua J.: Posterior, sorry.

In conclusion, therefore, Doctor, so far as
this line of fracture is concerned it included
the anterior, the middle and the posterior
fossa? A, That's right.

Chua J.: This fracture line?
Mr. Yap: This fracture line, my Lord,

constituted the anterior, the middle
and the posterior fossa.

Now, Doctor, am I correct in saying that this
is a fracture which runs round the base of the
Bkull? A. Yes.

This is a fracture that runs down the base of
the skull?

Yes, I mentioned in the report this is at the
base of the skull.

Doctor, am I right in saying that fractures
in the anterior fossa are usually caused, due
to a direct impact from a fall?

Yes, usually.
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gn the o Chua J.: Yes, what fracture?
upreme Court
in Singapore Mr. Yap: The fractures at the anterior fossa
Nr-_é are usually -——
0.

Transcript of Chua J.: SlOleo
%zggg:déﬁis Mr. Yap: I am sorry, my Lord, the fracture
Honourable to the anterior fossa ——=
%fA,J3§§;°§nd Chua J.: Practure to the anterior fossa or
The Honourable at the?
%fé,J%?Eiﬁﬁa Mr. Yap: That is so.
?vidgﬁce Chua J.: Practure at?

or e
Prosecution Mr. Yap: At.
gﬁ;oﬁeah Han Chua J.: Yes, at the anterior fossa, yes.
gﬁg;ﬁ;ation Mr. Yap: Is usually due to the direct impact
26th January from a fall.

1976

(continued) Chua J,: From a fall?

Mr, Yap: That is so.
Chua J.: Yes.

Q. Now, in such ceses, Doctor, where this person
falls forwards hitting his head forwards-—-—-

Chua J.: Sorry, in such cases ====?

Mr. Yap: In such cases, my Lord, where the
person falls forward that means the
impact is at the forehead - forwards -
these fissure fractures may extend
to the middle fossa.

Chua J.: PFissure?

Mr. Yap: Fissure fractures, my Lord, these
are known as fissure fractures.

Chua J.: Yes.

Q. May extend to the middle fossa?
A. Yes, that is possible.



37.

Q. Now, Doctor, coming to the middle fossa, that

Q.

A.
10

Q.

A.
20
30

part of the line fracture which you have
described to us - we have talked about the
anterior fracture? A, Yes,

We are now talking of the middle fossa frac-
ture, you say that it could -~ if a person
falls and this line of fracture could extend
to the middle fossa, am I correct?

Yes, I agree that it could extend into the
middle fossa.

Chua J.: What did you say?
A. It could extend into the middle
fossa.

Chua J.: If a person falls you mean?
A. Yes.

Mr. Yap: If a person falls,
Chua Je.: On the back of his head?

Can you describe to his Lordship?

The learned counsel just now, my Lord,
explains the person falling like that (demon-
strates), hitting the front, hitting the
region of the eye can cause a fracture at the
anterior fossa with extension into the middle
fossa. I agreed to this statement on a fall
like that.

Chua J.: You mean fall on the?
A. On the forehead.

Qe So the fracture could what? Can
you say that again?

Mr. Yap: The fracture from the anterior
fossa, my Lord, would extend to
the middle fossa.

Chua J.: The fracture from the anterior fossa

could or would?
A, Could or would' both.

Chua J: Could or would extend to the-—==?
Mr, Yap: Middle fossa.
Chua J.,: Yes,
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Q.

A,

Q.
A.

Q.
A.

Q.

A.

Q.

Q.

A.

Ae.

38.

Now, coming to this posterior fracture that
you have told us, Doctor, could it be caused
by striking the back of the head on the ground
by falling backwards?

It caused the fracture inside?

Caused the fracture to the posterior fossa?
In this case or any other cases?

Well, we talk about normal cases.

In normal -- all things are possible, my Lord,

a man could fall and cause a fracture in the 10
posterior fossa,

Chua J.: Yes,

Now, Doctor, we have dealt with the anterior,
the middle and the posterior fossa fractures?
Yes.

You did agree that it is possible that it could
be caused or it would be caused by a fall
either by the front or by the back? A, Yes.,

Now, this fracture line, of this third set of
fractures that you found on the deceased, could 20
it not also be consistent with such a fall that

we have just elaborated?

No, one single fall will not cause such a long
fracture line.

Chua J.: Yes.

As I agreed earlier on that a fall hitting the

front of the head could cause fracture line at

the anterior fossa into the middle fossa; that

one single fall hitting the front of the head

can cause fracture line in anterior fossa and 30
extend into middle fossa and, secondly, a fall
hitting the back of the head could cause

fracture in the posterior fossa., It will be

not possible for a man to fall-—-

Chua J.: It would not be possible?
A. Por a man to fall forwards and
backwards.

Q. At the same time you mean?
A. Yes, I mean either at the same
time Hrwards, one single fall. 40
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Chua J.:

A,
Chua Je.:
Mr. Yap:
Chua J.:

39.

Forwards and backwards? A. Yes.
Yes?
To cause a single fracture across

the anterior, middle and posterior
fossa.

To cause a single fracture?
Across the anterior, middle and
posterior fossa.

Yes.

Unless this is a fall from a high
building.

We will adjourn now.

As it pleases your Lordship.

We will resume at half past two.

(Court adjourns @ 1,00 p.m., 26.1,76.)

230 pem.
26.1.76

Hearing resumes.

SEAH HAN CHEOW
(Croes-examination by IMr. Yap) (contd.)

Chua Je:
Mr. Yap:

Chua Jo:
Mr. Yap:

Chua J.:

Yes.,

My Lord, before I proceed I will
first tender to the Court a

photostat copy of the portion of
the expert view that I mentioned
earlier on in cross-examination.

Have you marked the passage?

I beg your pardon, my Lord, I
haven't marked it. My Lord, I
have marked it with a blue line
the relevant paragraph.

Yes.

Q. Doctor, you said before we adjourned that a
single fracture stretching from the anterior
fossa through the middle fossa until the
posterior fossa could be caused from a fall,
if the fall is from a high building?

A. Yes, I mentioned that.
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Q.
Q.

Q.

Q.

40,

In other words, from a great height? A. Yes,

Now the question is, for example the use of a
blunt object to cause that kind of a fracture
would have t0 be of a force or impact
equivalent to a fall from a high building?

Yes, an impact which was very violent to have
produced —--

Chua Je: Which was ——=-
A. Very violent to have produced a
fracture like this. 10

Q. Like No. 3, is it?

Mr. Yap: Like No. 3, that is so, my Lord.
A, TYes.

And this degree of violence would be equivalent
to that of an impact similar like that of a drop
from a great height?

Yes, the area of contact by this blunt object

is actually very small and when we calculate

the force ---

Chua J.: The area --- 20
A. Of contact by this blunt object is
very small.

Qe Yes.

A. And we calculate by the amount of
force, usually in Physics we
calculate the amount of force -~
how many pounds per square inch.

Q. You said you calculate what?
A. No, I cannot.

Q. What did you say just now? 30
A. Usually in Physics when we mention

about force, we mention about how

many pounds per sdquare inch.

Are you able to tell the Court in terms of

Physics what amount of force per square inch?

I mean as a comparison, when you fall from a

height that means your area of contact is very

great and when you inflict an injury with a blunt
object, the area of contact is very small -
therefore the violence should be adequate to 40
produce a fracture like this.
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41.

Q. Now doctor, in such cases where the fracture is
localised by a blow from a blunt object, you
would expect to find that at the point of
impact there would be indentation?

A. No, not necessarily so.

Q. Doctor, I will be grateful if you will pay
attention to the question - I was saying we
would normally expect, if I were to take an
iron pipe, let us say this one, and inflict a
very severe blow, one the degree of which you

have just described as equivalent to that like a
fall from a high building, would you not
normally expect an indentation or a depression
on that point of contact?

A. As T explained, not necessarily so because it
also depends on which area of the skull bone.

Q. But would it not be expected in the case of
the third classification of injuries?

A. No, I suspect this .is on this third fracture,
because this occurred on the temporal bone,
petrous temporal bone.

Chua Je.: Why?
A, Petrous temporal bone as I mentioned
in my report.

Chua J.: What?
A. Normally the petrous temporal bone
would not give rise to depressed
fracture.

Q. Now doctor, is it not true that the temporal
bone at the point of the middle fossa is a
very thin bone?

A. No, part of the temporal bone but not on the
petrous temporal bone as I mentioned in this
fracture.

Chua J.: I cannot understand it.

A. Some other portion of the temporal
bone will be very thin, but the
petrous temporal bone -~ petrous
means a rock - part of the
temporal bone could be very thin.
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Qe
A.

But not —--
But not the petrous temporal bone.

Q. Could you indicate to the Court which is the
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a a model, a skull model?

42,

petrous of the temporal bone or which part of
the skull is above the temporal bone?
A, If your Lordships would allow me, can I produce

Could I ask Imnspector

Singh to bring in the skull?

Chua J.:
A,

Chua J.:
A,

Q.
A.

Q.

A.

Q.
A,

Doctor, could you show the Court on this where

Yes.,

This is an anatomical model, not
belonging to the deceased -~ the
temporal bone, this part of the
temporal bone is the thin part
(indicates).

10

Which part, I cannot see?
Could I mark it?

Could you just hold it properly so
that I can see?

This part of the temporal bone is
very thin - you can see the trans-
parency here., This part is called
the petrous temporal bone, this is
stone hard, this is a very solid
bone.

20

Yes.

And I agree that depressed
fractures occur here on the thinner
part as a result of a direct blow.

Yes.

But depressed fracture on the very
hard part, the petrous temporal bone
would be unlikely (indicates).

30

the fracture line was in clause 3%
The fracture line -~ black marker (witness marks
on the model and this is shown to the Court).

Doctor, using this as an example, where would
you say the point of impact would be - would you
locate where the point of impact with the blunt
object would be?

I have circled it.

Chua J,.:
A.

I know, but could you describe it?

I describe it as above the opening

of the ear., This is the opening of
the ear (indicates) -~ of the right

ear,

40

Qo Yes.



10

20

30

Q.

A.

Q.
A.

Q.
A.

Q.

Qe

43.

Could you estimate or are you able to estimate
the amount of force at the point of contact to
have caused that line of fracture?

I have mentioned it - violent blow - I have
mentioned it earlier.

I mean violent is a descriptive term, could you
be precise?

No, I won't be able to give the precise figure
because nobody has done an experiment on this
scale.

You have not, not nobody?

I have read through the literature and I have
not come across anyone who had carried out an
experiment on this work yet.

Chua J.: Yes.

Now doctor, could you examine this pipe?
Chua J.: Yes, exhibit - what is that?
D.P.P.: P42,

Chua J.: 42, have you examined it closely,
but according to the description
of this exhibit, it is described as
a pipe of a car - is it an exhaust
pipe of a car?

D.P.Pe: It appears to be an exhaust pipe

of a car,

Mr. Yap: Or lorry or of a motor vehicle.

Chua J.: Exhaust pipe of a motor vehicle,
yese.

Now doctor, using P42 and applying it with the
great force that you have mentioned to the
point of impact here, would you expect some
indented fractures - let us say on this weaker
point here, the pipe is very hard compared to
this skull? A, No, I would not expect.

Chua Je.: Can I see it?

Mr. Yap: Perhaps your Lordship would like to
see this?
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Q.

A.

A.

Q.
A,

Q.
A.

Q. What about

Chua J.:

44.

No, I would like to see perhaps
how heavy the pipe is (shown to
His Lordship).

Doctor, would you not agree at this point of
impact the blow from the pipe could also extend
to the thinner portion as you can see?

This is a rounded object. If there is an impact,
it would be like this (indicates) - not over a

big area.

It could be just to a certain point.

You are trying to be very precise, you know, I 10
am just saying that if I give a blow in that

region, would it not also hit the thinner

aspect of the temporal bone?

Yes, if you hit at the thinner part, sure there

would be depressed fracture here, but not hitting

at the petrous temporal bone.

Chua J.:
A,

Q.
A.

According to your examination, the
injury appeared to be on the petrous?
Yes, I have mentioned that.

Not on the thin portion? 20
No, the thin portion, there were some
other fracture on the thin portion

as I have mentioned in 2.

Pirstly ---
There were fractures on the thinner portion as
I have mentioned in my report here.

Was this the second group of fracture?
Yes, on the second group I mentioned -~ both
temporal bones.

Could you mark the various fractures that were 30
found - could you mark it with a pen, it is

easier for

Chua J,.:

Mr. Yap:
A,

you? A, Yes.

S0 you are asking him to mark on
the model fractures 1 and 2, is
that so?

1 and 2, that is so, my Lord.

I have marked the fractures as seen
from the inside and outside of the
skull, my Lord.

the first set? 40

A, The first set I did not mention.
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45.

Q. It is at the temporal lobes.

Q.

Q.

A.

Q.
A.

Chua J.:
A,

Mr. Yap:

Chua J.:
A.

Q.
A.

Q.
A.

Q.
A,

Inside it and outside it?
There were fractures inside and
outside.

My Lord, the first group of frac-
tures is not shown in this example.
Dr. Seah has only drawn on this
skull the second group of fractures
and the third group.

This is what - this is No.l or 2%
No.2 and No.3 - No.3 is the line
and No.2 is the shaded edges.

These are No.2?
The shaded edges -~ No.2.

No.l?
No.l is not marked here because
No.l involves ==

That is all right, it does indicate
the area?
Yes, the area of the temporal bone.

Now, Doctor, this part of the second group of
fractures here together with the third group
of fractures, could it not have been caused

by one single blow?

A. It is possible.

The fracture at the left temporal bone, I

believe that is the correct expression, Dr.Seah?

Chua Jed
Mr. Yaps

Fracture at the left temporal?

Together with the third group of
fractures.

The fracture at the right temporal area with
the third group of fractures.

Could have been caused by one single blow?

Yes.

Chua J.:

I remember I asked you exactly
the same point and you said that
there were 2 separate blows if I
am not mistaken.
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A.

Q.

A.
Q.

A.

Q.

A,

46,

Mr. Yap: My Lord, I think Dr. Seah had
mentioned earlier on this blow
and the separate blows —-—-—

On two sides of the ear were separate.

Chua J.: I know it must be separate. I was
concentrating on this right side, I
cannot remember whether it is in
cross-examination or examination-
in-chief.

D,P.Pe: My Lord, I think it is in examination- 10
in-chief.

Mr. Yap:
Chua J.:

The question asked by your Lordship.

Yes, I beg your pardon, he did say,
yes, all right. So one blow could
have caused 2, on the right side
and No. 3?

A. Yes,

Chua J.: By one blow.

Now, Doctor, on your assumption of the possibility
that one blow could have been inflicted in this 20
part, would I be correct to say that the angle

would be approximately like this? (Demonstrates).
Yes, it could be like that.

Now, Doctor, if I were to inflict a blow at this
angle (demonstrates) with tremendous violence

would you expect to find the depressed fractures

at the temporal foot bone?

I do not expect it could happen there, and I

have mentioned that the other part of the bones

were badly fractured. 30

If I were to do it right now with a tremendous
force as described by you, equivalent to that
like a fall from a high building, would you
expect the temporal bone to sustain depressed
or indented fractures?

As I told your Lordships it could happen or it
could not happen, with depressed fractures.

Chua J.: You do not expect but it could be
caused?
A. I do not expect all the time that 40
it must be there.
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Q.

Q.

A.

Q.
A.

Q.

Q.
A.

Q.

A.

Q.

47,

All right, now I am concentrating on the
temporal bone. A. Yes,

You can even cause fractures with a force
equivalent to that of a blow from a fist,
could you not?

On which part of the body?

On the temporal bone.
On the thinner side, yes on the thinner side.

Even from a blow with a fist you can expect
fractures to result?

Chua J.: Yes, on the thinner—-- ?
A. On the thinner-—-—-

Thinner portion of the temporal bone?
Of the temporal bone.

And if this ferce is greater than that of a
fist punch it could result in indented

fractures, there would be a depression in

the temporal bone?

%h, yes, on the thinner part of the temporal
one.

Chua J.: You would expect or not?
A. Yes, if a blow——-

Q. No, I think the question is "you
would expect".
Ae. Yes, I would expect.

Q. Where? On the thinner part, is it?

A. Yes,

Chua J.: Yes.
Now, surely, Doctor, from what you have told
us the last two answers, if a force of tre-
mendous pressure is delivered at this point
you would surely expect to find———-

Chua J.: With this weapon or----?

Mr. Yap: With this weapon, my Lord.

Chua Je¢: You did not put it that way. I
know you demonstrated only.
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Q.

Q.

Q.

Q.
A.

Q.
A.

Q.

A8,

Mr. Yap: I am sorry, my Lord, if I may just
recap briefly what he said.

A blow from a fist could cause the fracture to
the temporal bone? A, Yes.

The thinner aspect of the bone; now, if I were
to apply a greater force than that you would
expect already depressed fractures on the
thinner aspect of the temporal bone? A, Yes.
Right, now, if I were to take P.42 and deliver

a hefty blow like this (demonstrates)? A. Yes. 10

Surely you would expect to find depressed
fractures? A. Yes, if-——-

On the thinner aspect of the temporal bone?

Yes, my Lord, if the blow is applied at this

particular angle as demonstrated I agree.
Chua J.:

Mr. Yap:

How do you describe the angle then?

My Lord, could we describe it as in

here, as marked by Dr. Seah, my Lord?

He has drawn the areas of the

fractures which he took from the 20
examination of the deceased®s skull

in this manner marked blue.

Chua J.:

Yes. Yes, what would be the result?

Mr. Yap: He would expect or definitely
expect——-

Could I include the word "definitely" expect?
I would just expect, not always; I say just
expect.

You just expect depressed fractures on the
thinner aspect of the temporal skull? 30

Chua J.: I think you'd better put it in as
an exhibit.

A. This is just a specimen, my Lord.
Chua J.: If we mark it as an exhibit you
will not be able to use it for other
purposes. We would like it to be
kept in Court for a while.
A, Could I get this back after the trial

is over?
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Q.

Q.
Q.

49,

Chua J.: Yes, of course, it will be returned In the
to you after the trial. Supreme Court
A. It does not matter, my Lord. in Singapore
Chua J.: Mr. Yap, if you want to use it to No. 2

address the Court let us know, We ript of
had better mark it es an exhibit. §;§§2§d;§gs
It is a defence exhibit, we will before The
mark it as D.l then.

Honourable
Mr. Justice
Mr. Yap: Yes, D.1. My Lord, there are two F.A. Chua and
portions to this skull. Can we have The Honourable
the other portion included as a Mr. Justice
defence exhibit? D.C. D'Cotta
Chua J.: Yes, but you have not marked the Evidence
other one. for the
Prosecution

Mr. Yap: Do you think we can include both as Dr. Seah Han
one exhibit?

heow
ross-
Chua J.: You have no hook to attach the top Examination
to the bottom? A. No, no hook, %g;g January
Can you please mark on the upper portion the (continued)

first group of fractures?

(Witness marks on exhibit).

Chua J.: Yes, can I have a look?

(Exhibit is shown to his Lordship).
Doctor, from your own marking of the fractures
that were found on the right temporal side of

the skull, you had extended the 2 «=—= virtu-
ally the whole portion of the temporal aspect

of the skull? A, Yes,
Am I right? A. Yes.
You have extended, you have found the fractures -

comminuted fractures virtually throughout the
whole portion of the temporal -~ right temporal
aspect of the skull, is that right? A, Yes.

Chue J.: Yes, No. 2, is it?

Mr. Yap: Yes, that part of No.2 which
relates to the right side.
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Q.

A,
Q.

A.
Q.

A.
Q.
A.
Q.
Q.
A,

50.

Chua J.: Cover the ====?
Mr. Yap: Virtually the whole portion of the
temporal bone, right side.

And yet, Doctor, you agreed with me earlier on
that you found no evidence of indented or
depressed fractures on the right temporal bone?
Yes, I had mentioned that.

Which could therefore lead to one possible
conclusion, Doctor, that the bjow in this

region was not that severe as to cause 10
indented fractures?

No, I do not agree, my Lord.

Doctor, may be I am not making myself very
clear to you. You had just agreed with me that
if I were to deliver a blow of great force at
this point you would expect indented fractures
on the temporal part of the skull?

Yes, I agreed to this point.

And yet you found no evidence of indented

fractures on the temporal part of the skull? 20
Yes.
Right? A. Yes, I have told the Court.

Now which must therefore necessarily mean that
blow could not have been that severe?
No, I did not agree to this.

Chua J.: Not severe enough to cause fractures?
A. You see, my Lord, as I told the Court
earlier on that there was violent
blow to the region of the ear;
either one blow on the right side 30
or one blow on the left side.

Q. Within the hard part?

A. Yes, the blow hit at the hard part
and in all these patterms of
fracture -~~~ in this pattern of
fractures the thinner part of the
temporal bone became fractured
because of the force transmitted.
The thinner part of the temporal was
fractured because of the transmitted
force from the strong part of the 40
temporal bone -~ that means from the
petrous temporal bone.
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Q.
A.

Q.

A.

51.

Doctor, are you then saying that the pipe never
hit the temporal bone part of the bone?

Yes, from my finding here the most likely --
the most likely location of force was at the
petrous temporal bone, that means at the very
hard part of the temporal bone.

Chug J.: That is the most likely point of
impact? A, Yes,

Then why did you agree earlier on when I
demonstrated to you that this could be the
manner in which the impact could have —=—-

No, I did not say the menner of impact in this
case because, my Lord, as the counsel demon-
strated that sort of impact, to me I had to
agree with him because that was his theory.

Chua J.: You see, you did not emphasize, you
were not questioning him on this
particular case, the deceased; you
were just demonstrating, you see,
the blows delivered in that way.

Mr. Yap: That is so. In fact I did demon-

strate to the witness and I did

mention to the Court the area.

Chua J.: But this point in issue in this

case, the blow was not delivered in

the fashion that you have described;
that is your point isn't it?
A. Yes, the blow was not delivered in
that way.

Chua J.: If the blow was delivered in the

same manner that you have

described -—--

Mr. Yap: Yes, my Lord.

Chua J.: Then he agrees with you.
Mr. Yap: I see.
Chua Je.: But as far as this case is con-

cerned he does not agree that the
blow was delivered in the way that
you have described.

Mr., Yap: As you please.
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Q.

Q.
A.

Q.

A.

Q.

52.

He said the blow landed on the hard
part.

Chua J.:

Mr. Yap: I see your Lordship's point.
Now, Doctor, let us go on to the left side, the
left temporal bone? A, Yes.

Chua J.: Yes,

I see under classification (2) that there were
comminuted fractures on the temporal bone.
Yes, I described in my report.

Did you mention anywhere in your report that the
comminuted fractures extended to the petrous
part of the temporal bone, left side?

In No.(2), my Lord, I mentioned comminuted
fractures involving both temporal bones. 'ihen
I used the word temporal bones I meant the whole
temporal bone - the thinner part and the harder
and the strong part.

I am asking you a very precise question.
Yes.

Chua J.: The whole temporal bone?
A. Yes, the whole temporal bone.

Q. The hard part and the soft part --
not soft, thin part?
A, Thin part.

Doctor, would I not be correct in saying that
you did not describe the damage to the left
temporal bone in the same manner as you had
given the description pertaining to the right
side?

The right side has additional fracture 1line,
that is why, my Lord, I mentioned the third -
No.(3) - further detail on the right side.

Chua J.: You said what? Additional---=9
A, Additional fracture line to the
front, that is why I put w
another No.(3) after No.(2§.

But specifically you made no mention pertainig
to any fracture in the petrous temporal bone,
left side, I am quite correct in saying so?
No, when I mentioned the piece of bone I mean
the whole piece of bone,
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Q. Doctor, assuming this to be the actual skull that

A.

Q.

A.

Q.

Q.

Q.

53.

you had examined and this is where the areas of
the comminuted fractures of the left temporal
bone (indicates on exhibit skull), could you
explain to the Court how the impact could have
been caused with the use of P.42? At what
angle would you have it; the deceased's skull,
assuming this is the deceased?'s skull with the
areas of fractures that you have marked, how
would you have it?

My Lord, at any angle into the petrous temporal
bone; any angle if the impact is into the petrous
temporal bone.

Could you demonstrate to the Court the angle or
the area which P.42 could have inflicted the
injuries on D.1? (Witness demonstrates).

Yes, my Lord, any angle when this part of the
tempo§a1 bone was hit (indicates on exhibit
skull).

Chua J.: Yes.

Can it be at an angle where the impact with P.42
could have been with the temporal region?

Chua J.: Say that agein, I don't follow.

Could the blow delivered with the use of P.42
be at an angle which would also hit the
temporal aspect of the skull?

Chua J.: You understand?
A. Yes.

Or perhaps if I can demonstrate more clearly
to you; just to illustrate it, could the blow
have come in in this manner (demonstrates),
assuming this is the deceased's skull and this
was the weapon that was used?

Chua J.: I think his answer is it could be
delivered at any angle.
A. Any angle around the petrous
temporal bone.

Q. Around the petrous, is it?
A, Yes.

Mr. Yap: My Lord, I am demonstrating it.
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Q.
A.

A.

Q.

Q.

Q.
A.

A.

54.

Could it be in this manner, can it be at this

angle?

No, it won't be possible from an angle like
that because in this way the petrous temporal
bone it is missed. Could I show to the Court,

my Lord? (Witness demonstrates).
If it is hit at this angle as suggested there
will still be some space.
Chua J.: 0o, no, let's have it clear, as
regards the left side was the 10
petrous temporal bone hit?
A. Yes, the petrous temporal bone
was the point of impact.
Chua J.: I see, yes.
And you also said in your examination-in-chief
that the force was of & tremendous violence, is
that right? A. Yes,
Now, are you able to associate this group of
fractures with the lacerations that you found
on the deceased? I gather you understand my 20
question. A. On the left side?
Yes.
My Lord, on both temporal regions there was no
external laceration.
Chua J.: No external-—-?
A. There was no laceration on the
temporal region.
Q. On both temporal regions there was
no laceration, is it?
D.P.P.: There was long laceration. 30
A. No laceration.
Mr. Yap: No laceration.
Chua J.: No laceration, yes.
On the skull -~ on the external.

Chua J.: External?
A. On the head there was no laceration
on the temporal region.
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Q.

A.

Q.
A.

Q.
A.

Q.

A,

Q.
A.

Q.

Q.
A.

Q.

Q.

55

Now doctor, if a blow of great severity with

the use of P42 is applied behind my ear, would

you expect lacerations?

I do not expect lacerations to be there always,
lacerations could occur.

Did you find any bruises?
No, there was no significant bruises there.

At either of the temporal region?
That is correct.

Now doctor, if somebody were to use P42 and give
me a blow behind the ear, what are the external
injuries would you expect?

The commonest injury would be bruises,

Chua J.: Yes.

What are the other injuries?

Then the other possibility would be laceration.
Any others? A, PFractured skull.

No, I am talking about external injuries?

It is a very blunt object and I would only expect

these two - bruises and lacerations - and
possibly abrasion.

Doctor, would I be right in saying that if the
blow is slight, you would expect the possibil-
ity of abrasions? I am talking in terms of
the three, abrasions, bruises and lacerations -
if the blow is slight compared to the three of
them, the other two, you would expect
abrasions? A, Yes.

If it is more severe -

Chua J.: If ===

Mr. Yap: If the blow is slight, you would
expect we—-
A. Yes, usually abrasions could be

seen.

Qs Yes.

Q. And a force greater than that would cause

lacerations? A. Yes, it is possible.
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56,

Q. I anm sorry, I just missed one step - a slight
force would cause abrasions, the next would
cause bruising - a force greater than that
would cause brising? A, Yes.

Chua J.: And that the third stage?

Mr. Yap: And the third stage would be
lacerations, my Lord.

Q. It would be virtually impossible, if I might
say, if a force is applied on & human body
that there would be no trace of either
abrasions, bruises or lacerations?

A. No, I don't agree with this remark., It is
quite common, we have seen it very commonly.

Chua J.: I have seen —=-
A. Very commonly that blunt force, such
as a blow from a blunt object
produced no external injuries.

Q. Before I go on, you did mention no lacerations
and no bruises were found in these temporal
regions and the deceased I take it that you
found no abrasions of any significant nature
in this area?

A, Yes, that is correct - no abresions.

Q. No abrasions, no lacerations, no bruises in
both temporel regions - doctor, I have not seen
as many people you have who had suffered from
such afflictions, but usig this as a weapon to

deliver a blowon any part of the body, this one,
would you expect some form of extermal injury?

A. Yes, some place on the body I expect some form
of external injuries, but the same weapon could
also produce no external injuries at all.

Chua J.: Yes.,

Q. Honestly, doctor, I don't understand at all
unless this one is a magic wand which does not
produce any bruise. Look at item 6 of the
external injuries - there was a bruise on the
whole of the dorsum of the right hand?

Chua J.: Item ——=
Mr. Yap: Item 6 of the external injuries.
Chua J.: Yes.
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Q.

A.
Q.
A,
Q.

Q.

Q.

Q.
A.

Q.
A.
Q.

Q.
Q.
A.

Q.

A,

Q.
A.

57,

On the whole of the dorsum of the right hand -
could you please indicate to the Court this
injury that you found on the deceased - the
whole of the dorsum of right hand?

The back of the hand, my Lord.

Did you determine whether there were any
fractures?
I did examine but there were no fractures.,

There were no fractures, Would a blow on the
right dorsum of the hand by this weapon cause
that bruise?
Yes, the bruise was consistent with a blow by
this object.

By this very pipe? A, Yes.

Chua J.: Am I right - P42?
Mr. Yap: The pipe is P42, my Lord.

Would you describe the force on injury item 6,
that is, the injury on the dorsum of the right
hand., R. Yes,

It is not a very severe one?
Yes, a moderate force.

A moderate force because you only found a bruise
but not fractures - right?
Yes, that is what I mean.

Doctor, would you not agree with me that at
the dorsum of the right hand we have several
little bones? A. Yes.

Finger bones? A.

WVhich are not very strong, they are rather
brittle and can easily be fractured?

No, I don't agree - all bones in the body are
strong bones be they big or small.

Now if the same force that was applied on both
of the temporal bones were to be caused at the
dorsum of the right hand, would it have
fractured any of the bones there?

Not necessarily.

Could it have?
It could fracture but not necessarily so.

We call them the hand bones.
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Q.

Q.
Q.
A.
Q.

A.

Q.

A.

Q.

A.

58.

The same force, my Lord, that was inflicted
on either of the temporal bones, if were
inflicted on the dorsum of the right hand, as
itemised in No.6 of the extermal injuries,
would you have expected some fractures?

Chua J.: Not necessarily expect it?
A, Not necessarily.

My question is, could you expect fractures to
be found? A. I don't expect.

But fractures could occur? 10
Yes, I agree fractures could occur.

Doctor, if I used this weapon on somebody with
such a force as to cause fracture of the bone,
would you not expect at least some form of
external injuries?

No, not necessarily so -~ we have seen it quite
often.

Chua J.: Yes, he has already said so.
" A. That is why as pathologist we
always have to open up the body 20
because the internal injuries are
alweys much more important than
external, that is, I do a full
post-mortem,

You want to know what is inside which you cannot

see from the outside, but with a force that is
sufficient to cause fracture on a bone, would

you expect to find at least some form of

external injury either by way of a bruise or

a scratch? 30
Not at all -~ I won*'t be surprised to see no

external injuries.

All right then, doctor, would you agree with me
that it would be highly unusual not to find any
form of external injuries?

No, it is usual not to find extermal injuries.
I don(t agree with your statement. As I
explained, quite commonly seen just now.

Chua J.: So your answer is not unusual?
A, Not unusual to find absence of 40
external injuries when there are
extensive internal injuries,
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Q.

A.

Q.

A.
Q.
A.

Q.

Q.

Q.
A.

Q.

A.

Q.

A.

59.

Doctor, could you describe the effect on the
skin of a person when a blow is delivered by
this object?

My Lord, this depends on a lot of commonsense.
If I put my hand on the table and then somebody
comes and smashes on the hand like that, surely
there will be extensive injuries, but the
moment my hand moves and if I am hit by an
object, I don't expect the injury to be so
extensive,

Chua J.: Yes.

Doctor, I fail to understand your last answer,

you did say that if your hand were to move away,

then the injuries would be less extensive,
Less extensive.

But nonetheless you would expect to find some
form of injury?

No, if I moved away fast enough there would be
no injury.

Of course, it misses and there would be no
injury?
Chua J.,: Yes.

But doctor, isn't it also true if the victim
were to move away from the blow, so also
correspondingly there would be less internal
damage, isn't it? A, Yes.,

But would you not expect at least some form of
skin damage?

No, I do not expect to see skin damage as a
necessity of any blow.

Doctor, if you did not find any form of skin
damage from a blow, would you expect to find
internal injuries?

Yes, we find this quite often - no external
injury but there were extensive internal
injuries., We find this every day in our
daily work.

Doctor, I just cannot agree with what you say,
if I were to use this as a weapon of assault
on another person, there would be absolutely
no trace even on the skin?

Yes, this is very commonly seen.
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Q.
A.
Q.
A.
Q.

60.

Doctor, does not pressure cause frictions on
the skin?
Yes, pressure causes some friction on the skin.

And especially if there is a movement of the
body, the friction is even greater, isn't it?
Yes, relatively.

Now under those circumstances would you not
expect to find some form of friction or
abrasion? A. No, I don't expect.

Chua J.: Some form of what? 10

Mr. Yap: Some form of friction or abrasion
on the skin and the doctor here
says he does not expect.

Chua J.: Yes,

Mr. Yap: My Lord, the doctor's views come as
a surprise to me. Perhaps if I
read the relevant pages of ———-

Chua J.: Perhaps we will adjourn now. You
will make a photostat apy of it?

My. Yap: Yes, I will, 20
Chua J.: We will adjourn to half-past ten

tomorrow. You might indicate to

the doctor the passage you are

going to read tomorrow morning?
Mr. Yap: Yes, I will indicate to him.

Chua J.: All right, the Court stands
ad journed.

(Court adjourns at 3.55 p.m., 26.1.76 to
10030 Bellley 27.1-76) .
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61,

(Court Resumes)

SEAH HAN CHEOW
(Cross-examination by Mr. Yap) (cont®d)

10

Chua J.:
Mr. Yap:

Chua J.:
Mr,. Yap .

Witness:

Chua J.:

Yes,

My Lords, before I proceed may I
apply to have your permission for
Dr. Paul Ngui who is the psychia-
trist called by the defence to
assist me in this trial?

To sit in Court, yes, all right.

Yes, he is in Court.
obliged.

I am much

On my former oath, my Lord.

Yes,

Q. Dr. Seah, could you explain to the Court how in

A.
20

30

Q.
A.

Q.

certain cases where a blow is
body yet no external injuries
Certain parts of the body are
get extermal injuries.

loose skin
Chua ‘03
A.

Chua J.¢
A,

Q.
A.

inflicted on the
can be observed?
very liable to

are usually the
of the body.

These
over certain parts

Loose skin?
Loose skin over certain parts of
the body like around the eye.

Yes.

And certain parts of the body like
the abdomen and also the region
behind the ear because of cushion
effect ——-

Cushion?
Cushion effect, external injuries
are usually not seen,

Doctor, would you not consider the area of

the ear as

having -- as of being loose skin?

The area above the ears; the areas above the
ears are very loose but not the area behind

the ear.

Doctor, is it not true that bruisig will be
considerably less or even absent only if the
skin is strongly supported by fibrous tissues?
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62,

A. Can you repeat?

Q. Would you not agree with me if I say that only
in areas where the skin is strongly supported
by fibrous tissues will the bruising or marks
of bruising be less or even absent?

A. Yes, that is correct.

Chua J.: Say that again?

Mr, Yap: These are areas where the skin is
strongly supported by fibrous
tissues =wwwew 10

Chua J.: Arease—-—- what?

Mr. Yap: WVhere the skin is strongly supported
by fibrous tissues willthen bruise
marks be considerably less or might
even be absent.

Chua J.: Yes.

Q. Could you explain to the Court which parts of
the body fall under this description with the
skin strongly supported by fibrous tissue?
A. I have quoted one example, the back of the ear. 20

Chua J.: Yes.

Q. Now, Doctor, is it not true that if the side -~
the back of the front portion of the head would
even just to strike the ground, so much as to
strike the ground, the commonest of such
injuries would be a bruise just above and
behind the ear?

Chua J.: You are reading from something?
Mr. Yap: That is so.

Chua J.: Can I have it? Such a long 30
question, you know,

Mr. Yap: Yes, my Lord. (Hends up document).

Chua J.: I suggest Mr. Yap that you read
the passages that you want.

Mr. Yap: Yes, my Lord, I think that is the
best.
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Q.

A.

63.

Chua Je.: Give him a copy and find out from

him whether he agrees or he does not.

Chua Je: You have the actual book itself?

Mr. Yap: Yes, will you please refer to page
28279

Chua J.: Page?

‘Mr. Yap: 282, my Lords, Gradwohl's Legal
Medicine, 2nd Edition - I have
marked the portion in blue, my Lords.
Chua J.: Would you kindly read it then?
Doctor, will you please refer to the bottom of
the page on the left hand side - "Injuries to
the Side, Back, and Front of the Head. - In
falls from the erect position certain parts of
the head will usually strike the ground, the
site of impact depending upon the direction in
which the person falls., The commonest of such
injuries present as a bruise with or without a
laceration just above and behind the ear. This
is a fairly common injury to pedestrians in
automobile accidents when the head hits the
ground. The underlying fractures will run
parallel with the line of impact through the
base of the skull, involving the anterior or
middle fossa and sometimes through the
pituitary fossa to the opposite side.

Other points of impact are the brow, where,
underlying an abraded laceration, there will
be a fissure fracture of the anterior fossa,
and the occiput, where there may be a
posterior fossa fracture running towards or
into the foramen magnum. Injuries to the
back of the head may cause fracture of the
orbital plates by contre-coup. Such
injuries can be the result of being pushed
or knocked over, or falling from the effects
of natural disease or alcohol." - would you
agree with this?

No, my Lord, this is out of context here.
This passage deals with automobile accident.

Chua J.: gegl - thg‘c.s pa%sage deals wit%.i—-—
acerdent &hggeo¥ﬁga{ﬁpgg¥°¥go$ the
moving vehicle is very great and
this cannot be applied in this
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Q.

A.

64.

case of a man who falls down by
himself or even being pushed by
other people.

Doctor, would you not agree that the mention of

a motor accident here is purely as an illustra-
tion that is being used, but not as a general
principle on which the principles of wounds
have been just read out to you?
No, I think to quote an example like that would

be very unfair, my Lord, in the case of a fall. 10
If I can use anyone as a model, for example if

your Lordship will permit me, can I make use

of this gentleman here as an example?

Chua J.: Yes.

A. You see, in a case of a fall I agree very easily

A.

Q.

you can have an external injury on the brow,

but as quoted in the book, it says the injury

is above and behind the ear. Most people in

most circumstances on this part will be

cushioned off by the hair. Even a little hair 20
you have, this will cushion off the injury in

the case of 2 fall, but this will be different

in the case of a motor car accident.

Chua J.: Yes, Mr, Yap.

Now doctor, would you agree with me from the

passage I just read, it makes no distinction
pertaining to the sustaining of bruises in the

ear, above or behind the ear?

Vhen it mentioned about the ear, above and below

the ear, the passage here deals with pedestrians 30
in automobile accident -~ that is what I under-

stand from this - reading from this passage.

You are not answering my question, doctor.
I am saying - does that paragraph make any
distinction in the sustaining of bruises in
the ear, above or behind the ear?

Chua J.: Well, the doctor's point is that
this passage refers to the injury
behind the ear is only in respect
of motor accident? 40
A. Yes, from what I understand from

this pessage.

Mr. Yap: As yvour Lordship sees it.
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Q. Now doctor, if a very severe blow is delivered :
by this object in this fashion ... o ot
Chua J.: In the region of the ear? gﬁﬁgﬁgagﬁg
Q. Yes, in the region of the ear ... pos Tatlee 4
A. Above? The Honourable
Q. Well say here, the point of impact as described %fé.J%?Eggga
by you, you know, for injuries 1 and 3, can you )
describe what area of the impact would be? Evidence
A. I locate it to the back of the ear, my Lord. for the
Prosecution

Q.

A.

65.

Chua J.: He does not agree with a general
statement that when you have a
fall, you have injuries in all the
areas there - that is his point.

Chua J.: PFor injuries 2 and 3?

In the
Supreme Court
in Singapore

Dr., Seah Han

A. Yes. e o
i i i ross-
Q. he point of impact was behind examination
A. Ear - yes, behind the ear. iggg January
(continued)

With the greatest respect, did you not mark on
this exhibit that the injury was located around
not only just behind the ear, but on the ear
eand the upper portion of the ear?
Yes, T did.
Chua Je.: That marking is in respect of
injury No.2 as I understand?
Mr. Yap: That is correct, my Lord, injury
No.2.

Chua J.: As I understand his evidence, the
impact is behind the ear?
A. Yes, I explained to the Court.

Q. Is that what you said?

A, I said the impact of blow trans-
mitted forward and caused fractures
of the other bones.

Q. He never said the impact was the

place he marked, that is injury No.2.

Q. That is so, but having regard to the size of the
pipe, could you say it was just at the point
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Q.

Q.

Q.

Q.

A.

Q.
A.

Q.

6€.

behind the ear? You lkmow, it is not a small
ball-point sized end which hit it where you
can just pinpoint it behind the ear. It is a
large pipe which is about 5% feet long and
about 6" thick, can you really say the blow
was behind the ear?

Yes,from what I had found out the injuries
were here, My Lord, I only mentioned that the
pattern of injury was consistent with one
inflicted by the weapon.

Behind the ear? A. Yes.

Now Dr, Seah, could you tell the Court the

position of the deceased at the time when these
A, No,I can't, my Lord.

two blows were hit?
Chua J.: In relation of what?

Mr. Yap: I mean, was he hit from the back?
A, I can't, my Lord.

Or was he hit from the side?

Chua J.: From the front or from the back,
you can't say? A. Yes,

Doctor, there was absolutely no damage to the
ear, am I correct? A. That is right.

Now if the victim had been hit from the side,
the ear would be here would it not? Now if
the victim was hit from the side, surely you
would have expected some damage to the ear?
No - you mean the victim was hit like that?

Yes, would there by any damage to the ear?
Yes, can I indicate - if the victim was hit
like that.

Chua J.: On the ear?
A. On the ear itself, I expect some
external injuries to the ear.

Q. Some what?
A, Some extermal injuries to the ear.

Now doctor, if it is hit from the front, you
would also have expected injuries on the ear
because the damage as you say is behind the
ear? A, Yes,

10

20

30
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Q.
Q.

Q.

Q.

A.

Qe

A.

Q.

67,

Right, so if he is hit from the front, you
would have expected the ear to have been
damaged? A. Hitting like that (indicates).
Yes, A. Here like that or in front.

You see, it is not a pinpoint injury I am
describing. It is a very large pipe, it covers
about that ear - it covers virtually the whole
ear, am I right? Would I be right in saying
that the pipe is larger than the ear?

Yes, in comparison it covers the ear.

Now if the blow is delivered from the front
causing damage to the back of the ear, would
you have expected «-—-

Chua J.: Not the length, the circumference
of the pipe?

Mr, Yap: Yes, the circumference of the pipe
is larger than the ear, am I right?
A. Yes, about the same size of the ear.

Chua J.: VWhat exhibit is that?

Mr. Ya.p: P42,
Chua J.: Larger than the ear, yes.

If the blow had come from the front to cause
damage to the back of the ear, you would have
expected damage to the ear?

Prom the front because - yes, if the force was
applied like that (indicatess, I expect to see
a bit of external injury on the ear as well.

Which means, doctor, the only possibility of
the manner in which that blow could have
occurred would be from the back because that
would avoid the ear?

Yes, I agree to this point, my Lord.

Chua J.: You mean he was hit from the back?
A. Yes, most likely the blow came from
the back of the ear.
Q. Back of the ear? A, Yes,

Doctor, we have been tdking about the right
side temporal bone damage - would not what you
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Q.

A.

Q.
A.

Qo

Q.

Q.

A.

Q.

68,

have just said be applicable to the left side
temporal bone damage? A. Yes, that is correct.

Therefore, doctor, if the vietim is lying on the
ground face upwards, such injuries could not
have been sustained by the blows? Let us put

it this way (indicates) I am saying now that

the victim is on the ground ---~

Yes,

Assuming that the victim is lying on the ground?

Face downwards., 10
Face upwards, these two injuries at the

temporal bones could not have been sustained
by a blow? A, It would be unlikely.

It is quite possible?

Chua J.: Why are you saying that it is ——
A. I say it is unlikely, my Lord.

Q. It is likely when these two
injuries were inflicted the
victim was standing up?
A, That is my —-- 20

Q. Is that what you mean?

A. That is the likelihood, most
likely that the victim was in a
standing position when he was hit.

Chua J.: When he was hit on the temporal
bones, yes.

And not only must be the victim be standing up,

the person who delivered the blow must be from

the back or at least the wvictim would have his

back to the —=—- 30
To the back of his head to the assailant.

Chua J.: The blow must have come from the
back?
A. To the back or of his head.

Doctor, did you find any evidence of chip
bones at either of the temporal bones?

My Lord, I have already explained that the
bones were in multiple pieces.
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Q.
A.

Q.
A.
Q.

A,

Q.

Q.

69.

You have, but I am asking you whether there are
in chips?

Comminuted that means in chips -~ that is the
definition.

With the bones in chips, would it not usually
cause laceration on the skin?
Not necessarily, not usual.

Doctor, I would have thought it would be other-
wise, If there are chips, it means that there
are little bits and pieces facing outwards and

if pressure is applied would not the skin tissue

be damaged?

No, my Lord, I think the counsel does not
understand usual pathological evidence. Any
fracture on the front of the skull where the
fractures were in chips, usually we see lacera-
tions like, as I quoted to your Lordships
yesterday, about the lacerations on the eye.
then fractures occur on the front part, this is
a usual pattern. When a fracture occurs on
this part (indicates) or at the back, it is
very unusual to find the bone chips extended
externally and cut the scalp.

Doctor, I will show you another authority
supporting to some extent what you have
mentioned - at pages 277 and 2787 A. Yes,
Mr. Yap: Of the same book, my Lord - on the
right hand column at the bottom of
the page, my Lord ~ page 277 and
278, continued on the next page.

277?
Mr. Yap: Yes.

Chua J.:

Chua J.: Yes.

Under the heading of "Conditions and Type of
Tissue, - If the skin is ---

Chua J.: Where are you reading from?

Mr. Yap: At the bottom of page, bottom
right hand colum - it is marked
in blue.

Chua J.: Conditions and type of tissue -
yese.
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Q.

Q.

A,
Q.

Q.

Q.

Qe
A.

Q.

A.

Q.

70,

That is so - it reads, "If the skin is loose

at the site of injury, as, for example, around
the eye, bruising will occur more easily and

be more extensive." A, Yes, I agree with this.

""This will also apply if there is excess of
subcutaneous fat. Conversely, if the skin is
strongly supported by fibrous tissue, then

bruising will be considerably less or even

absent, whilst if muscle tone is good, bruising,

as is seen on the abdominal wall of boxers, may 10
be minimal." - do you agree with this?

I agree whole-~heartedly.

In fact it confirms what you said. Now doctor,
if you could turn to page 280 - at pages 280
and 281, my Lords.

Chua J.: Yes.,

Doctor, would you look at figure 173 -~ figure
173 at page 280, my Lord.

Chua J.: Yes.

Now doctor, you have got the figure there with 20
you? A, Yes.
Do you agree with the principle?

Yes, I agree with the principle as illustrated
here.

You therefore agree that an impact by a blunt

object pressing tissues at point against bone

will crush against bone and B thus bursts skin.
Removal of A leaves laceration - you agree

with that?

Yes, I agree, if the weapon is of this shape 30
as marked A the injuries should be of this

patt ern.

Chua J.: You agree as illustrated?
A, Yes, as illustrated here.

Q. Yes.
Now doctor, that is laceration will come about
if the force from the blunt object is fairly
severe? A, Yes, that is correct.

Chua J.: The force was ——=
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A.
Q.
A.
Q.
A.

Q.

Q.

Q.

A.

T1.

Mr. Yap: Fairly severe, my Lord, sufficient
to cause a tear in the skin.

Now if the force was less than that, you might
expect to see bruises, that is, it is not
severely strong to tear the sin? A. Yes,

And if the force is one of a degree lighter

than that, lighter than that I have just now
mentioned, it could have caused an abrasion?
Yes, in general it is correct.

Now doctor, what bone would you describe this -
this part (indicates)?
This is part of the temporal bone.

This part of the temporal bone protrudes out
from the skin, is that correct?

Yes, that is called the mastoid of the temporal
bone.

Yes, that is the word I want to use - the
mastoid of the temporal bone.

Chua J.: Yes.

Now because of the bone base and with just a
small piece of skin covering it, you could
just feel the mastoid bone quite easily?
Yes, that is correct.

Would not a force applied in the manner as
illustrated as at figure 173 be similarly
applicable?

Chua J.: Where, on the mastoid?
Mr. Yap: On the mastoid bone.

No, my Lord, in this illustration it describes
about the tip of the weapon.

Chua J.: It would not be the same result,
is it?
A. Yes, in the diagram here the object
A is the tip of one end, It does
not apply.

Q. You say the weapon - what about
the weapon?
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Q.

Q.
A,

Qe

Q.

A.

Q.
A,

Q.

Q.
A,

Q.
A.

T2

A. It is the tip of the weapon that
hits - that hits like that, more
or less perpendicularly like that.

Qo Yes,

A. But in the case of the deceased the
blow from the object was in ~ what
we call a tangential manner, that
means flat.

Chua J.: What?
A, Tangential - that means hit in
this way.

Q. Yes.,

In other words, doctor, am I right when you say
about tangential blow, that this blow to the
back of the ear was not a direct one in that
sense, but it was a glancing one which came at
an angle, is that correct? A. Yes,

At a tengent?
Yes, something like that (indicates).

Could you describe to us the probable position,
like this?
The most likely position is this (indicates).

Chua J.: Yes.

Doctor, would you not agree with me that the
part of the skin that connects the ear to the
skull here is loose?

No, not as loose as we expect. The loose part
you can easily spread it out is like around the
eye.

This you say is not loose?
To me it is not considered as loose.

Doctor, would you suffer bruising at the back
of the ear if an object landed on the back of
the ear lobe? A. Yes, I have seen bruising.

Yes, but a force of reasonable violence?
If it hit like that (indicates).

Yes.
No, I don't think so, the blow was directly on
the mastoid or behind the ear.

10
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Q.

A.

Q.

A,
Q.

A.
Q.

A.

73,

I am saying if there is a blow behind the ear
lobe or if the pipe were to pass through the
ear lobe in this way, would you get bruises
behind the ear?

No, this part is very difficult to bruise
behind the ear, because it just gives way
easily whenever there is a blow.,

All right, doctor, bruises are caused as a
result of ruptured capillaries?
Yes, that is correct.

This is at page 276, my Lord, on the right

hand colum at the bottom of the page under

the heading of Contusions also known as Bruises.
Now if I could just read this portion to your
Lordship - you have it Dr. Seah?

Yes, that I can follow.

"These are due to a rupture of capillaries and
veins leading to an escape of blood into the
tissues beneath the skin. They can occur
spontaneously in association with such disecases
as purpura, scurvy, or leukaemia, but are more
commonly due to injury, in which case such
diseases, if present, will exaggerate them;
the degree of violence required to cause
bruising will vary from firm gripping to heavy
blows. The immediate result may not be obvious
or may show merely as a red blush; whilst,
depending upon the severity, there will later
be swelling and discoloration. The discolora-
tion will be more marked after the passage of
time, especially if death takes place, when
post-mortem changes will accentuate the
appearance. For this reason it is always
advisable to re-examine the body 24 hours
later, as the appearance of Yfinger-tip'
bruises, which may inlicate a struggle or
restraint, can be of the utmost importance;
bruises produced at the time of death may show
little swelling, and less extravasation. If
the victim survives they will be more marked;
hence living persons who have been assaulted
should also have a second examination after an
interval of one or two days for bruising which
had only been indicated originally by tender-
ness on pressure or slight swelling." -~ doctor,
do you agree in particular to this line?

Which line please?
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14,

Q. "Bruises produced at the time of death may show
little swelling and less extravasation.™?
A. Oh yes.

Chua J.: Where is this?

Mr. Yap: I am sorxy, this is at page 277 left
hand column beneath the paragragh,
my Lord - somewhere around the 8th
line - below figure 165. "Bruises
produced .seceeee. less extravasation.”

Chua J.: Yes.
Q. Doctor, could you explain - sorry.

Chua J.: You are asking him - do you agree?
A. Yes, I agree with this whole
passage as read.

Q. Without reservation?
A, Or I agree wholehearted, my Lord.

Chua J.: Yes.

Q. Doctor, could you just elaborate on this word
"extravasation"?.

A, Extravasation that means blood leaks out from
the capillaries into the surrounding tissues.

Q. Doctor, would I be right in saying that if a
blow is to be inflicted on a living person as
compared to a blow being inflicted ---~ the same
blow is being inflicted on a dead person, the
bruise if any would be more marked on a living
person as compared to a dead person?

A. It is a correct statement, my Lord.

Chua Je: I think that statement is in here,
isn't it? It is in this passage,
correct?

Mr. Yap: Yes, my Lord, I am now going on to
the comparison, if the same blow is
inflicted on a living person.

Chua J.: Yes, if —~—~ what?

Mr. Yap: If the same blow is ipflicted on a
living person it would be more

marked than a dead person.
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5.

Chua J.: Yes.

Doctor, would you classify -- what I have said

would you classify a person in a state of coma;
is it correct to say "“coma four" - extreme form
of coma?

Coma means loss of consciousness; "coma four®
means severe loss of consciousness,

Yes, coma four, would a person in a stage of
cona four -——-

Chua J.: Coma four is ——- what?
A. A very severe loss of consciousness.

Chua J.: Yes,
Would the same symptoms——-—

Chua J.: What, if a blow is delivered to a
dead person—-—-—-?

Mr. Yap: Yes, like that of a dead person.
No, in coma four—---

Chua J.: Just a minute. You said "in coma
four—-——-" something?

A. In coma four the victim is still
considered as alive because the
heart is still pumping blood and
bruises still occur.

Chua J.: Yes.
A. It is different; the reaction is
different from that of a dead body.

Therefore, Doctor, if, let us say, the victim
is dead now, and the next moment I inflict a
blow, would it not fall under the classifica-
tion of infliction of injuries on a dead
person?

Chua J.: I don't understand.

Mr. Yap: Perhaps if I rephrase it.
We are just nowtalking about the distinction
between the response to blows, all right, on

the skin between a living person and the
dead —-——
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Q.

A.

Q.
A.
Q.

Q.

76,

What I understand from the Doctor is
that the response to a blow differs
in the case of a living person from
that of a dead person., But in the
case of a person in coma four it is
the same as a living person.

Chua J.:

Mr. Yap: That is so, my Lord.

What I want to know is this, if a person has

just died, let us say, if he is at this moment --
his heart has just stopped pumping and the next
moment somebody hits a blow would you classify
that as a dead person?

You have already mentioned that the victim is
dead.

May be I have not made myself clear. If a blow
is inflicted on a person who has just died ---
Yes.

Would it have the same effect as if the person
has been dead, let us say, for 10, 15 minutes?
When a person dies there is practically no bruise
when the tissues are injured.

It makes no difference whether a
person has just died or died 15
minutes.

A. Yes, whenever anyone's heart stops
we don't expect bruises to be of
any significance, whether the
tissues are injured.

Chua J.:

Chua J.: Yes.
Now, Doctor, taking the case of the deceased,
in this case assuming that at the time of the
assault he was dead you would even less expect
to observe bruises on the points of impact?
Chua J.: I think he has answered, he has
really answered the question.
Mr. Yap: That may be so.
What I have here is if a blow is
inflicted on a person who has just
died there would practically be no
bruise; the moment a person dies
you don't expect any bruise,
whether the tissues are injured.

Chua J.:
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A,

Q.

A.

Q.

A.

Q.

A.

Q.

A.

e

Even the tissues are injured.

Mr. Yap: Yes, my Lord, I was just applying it
to our present case.

Now, Doctor, you have earlier on in cross-
examination said that the deceased was very
highly intoxicated having a BAC level of 400
milligrammes?

Yes, that is correct; blood alcohol 400 milli-
grammes per 100 cc of blood.

Chua J.: Am I right in thinking, Doctor, when
you wrote this report you had not
received the Chemist Report of his
analysis of the blood, is that
right?

A, Yes, the Chemist had sent me a
report,

Chua J.: I know he sent you a report but what

I am asking you is that when you

prepared the report am I right in

thinking that you have not yet
received the Chemist Report?

A, Yes, that is correct, when I wrote

out the report I still do not know
the Chemist result.

wChua J.:About the contents of the blood.

But when you examined the deceased even though
he was smelling very much of alcohol, smelling
very strongly of alcohol?

No, practically all that body will give the
alcohol smell. Alcohol means decomposed
tissues, so I never depend on my notes for
alcohol,

Decomposition does not set in early.

No, alcohol is the product of decomposition; so
whatever is rotten and dead, the alcohol is
there, I never depend on my notes.

No, all I want to know is this, Doctor, when
you examined the deceased's head you must have
come quite close to it; did you smell any

strong liquor, was there any strong liquor
smell?

I couldn't smell the liquor.
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Q.

A.

Q.

Q.

Q.

Q.

A.

78

You also mentioned, Doctor, that under normal
circumstances a person with that high degree

of alcoholism can be expected to die?

I mean the degree of alcoholic intoxication and
not alcoholism.

Alcoholic alcoholisn? A. Yes,

Chua J.: You say alcoholic intoxication you

mean high alcoholic intoxication

could cause death?

A. Yes, with this degree of alcoholic
intoxication a person is liable to
sudden death.

Q. As I have said with this degree, this
high degree of alcoholic intoxication?

A. A person is liable to sudden death.

Q. Liable to sudden death? A. Yes.

Q. You mean he will just drop dead?
A. YeSo

And these chances of sudden death are even higher
if, let us say, he is involved in a struggle with
somebody whereby his head would be knocked, you
know? A, I don't think they are related.

No, may I just repeat the question then: now you
say that a person with this degree of ——-

Chua J.: You mean when a person with a high
degree of alcohlic intoxication
exerts himself, he is struggling
with someone?

Mr. Yap: Yes.

Would it sort of seriously enhance the sudden
death? A, No, I do not sece any difference.

Doctor, you mean a person having that high
degree of intoxication, as you say, is liable
to sudden death, I mean would it be even more
liable to sudden death if, let us say, he
suffers knocks on the head on the ground, let
us say?

Yes, that is correct if he knocks on the ground.

Chua J.: If he falls down and knocks?
A, Yes, if he falls down and knocks
himself,
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Q. Now, taking the example of the deceased in this

A.

Q.

Q.

Q.

T9.

Chua J,: If he falls down and knocks his head,

Yes.

case, he had at least 400 milligrammes of
alcohol in his blood, now, he struggles with
someone, subsequently he is either pushed or
in the course of the struggling knocks himself
he falls to the ground knocking his head on
the ground and he lies motionless, would it
not be probable that this person was dead at
that time?

I would say possible not really probable.
Possible,

Now, assuming as I said, I have described to
you the grabbing, the pushing, the falling
down, particularly on the deceased's head,
knocking on the ground together with a high
state of intoxication after which he lies
motionless you said it is possible that he
could be dead; right, now, the person whom he
was grabbing with goes some distance, comes
back with a pipe like this and then inflicts
two blows in the region of the ear as you have
described —--

Chua J.: I don't quite understand the
question. Now you are putting the
other way to him - the injuries
were caused when he was lying on
the ground ~-—-

Mr., Yap: Yes, I see the point.

Chua J.: In your cross~examination the
point you got out of him wags—w-

Mr. Yap: Yes, I was going on a different
point actually.

Chua J.: That is why I don't understand.

Now, a person who is dead lying motionless on
the ground he will not be able to respond to
any blows? A, Yes, that is commonsense,

Obviously. Now, Doctor, if you will recollect
yesterday you said that there were three areas
of fractures. A. On the left forehead.
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Q.
A.

Q.

Q.
A,

Qe
A.

Qe
A.

Q.
A.
Q.

Q.

Q.

80.

Left forehezd?
On both ears there are three.

Now, on a normal person, let us say, who is
not intoxicated, on a normal person who ies not
intoxicated, how long would it take a person
to die, let us say, resulting from the first
injury only - only from the first injury;

you ignore the other injuries sustained by
the deceased, only the injury No. 1.

Chua J.: Yes, 10

As I t0ld the Court yesterday such a massive
fracture alone on the forehead inflicted on a
person like the victim I expect him to live
perhaps a few hours.

A few hours, few hours you mean 3 to 4 hours?
Yes,

Chua J.: 3 to 4 hours?
Mr. Yap: 3 to 4 hours, my Lord.

And he could still be saved, let us say, if you

do an emergency operation? 20
No, the most important factor, my Lord, depends

upon the kind of brain damage inside. I only

quote as a general rule.

Yes, of course.

But in this case I must tell my Lord that there
was no brain damage associated with this
fracture.

Yes,

The fracture at the front.

So with brain damage you expect him to live 30
for 3 to 4 hours? A. Yes.

With brain damage? A, Yes.

Chua J.: There was no brain damage?
A, There was no brain damage associated
with this fracture.

If there is no brain damage then you would
expect him to die or he is able to live only
3 to 4 hours if there is brain damage?
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A.

81.

If there is brain damage it depends on how
serious is the brain damage,

Qs Yes, that is true. You are saying that as a

A,

Q.

Q.
A.

Q.

A.

result of the first set of injules you would
expect him to live for a few hours which you
said would be about 3 to 4 hours correct?
That is if there is brain damage you would
expect him to live 3 to 4 hours?

No, average cases.

Chua J.: No, I think you bring in the
question of brain damage when he
said in answer to your question -
could he have been saved, I suppose
by surgery or something and he said
it all depends on the extent of the
brain damage.

A, Yes, that is what I mean.

Chua J.: Just now he has answered you.
Mr. Yap: I see your Lordship®s point, yes.

S0 if the more extensive it is of the brain
damage the lesser will be the chance of
survival? A, Yes, that is correct.

Chua J.: I cannot see what this line of
your cross—exXamination is: it
makes no difference.

irs Yap: That is so.

Chua J.: Of whether he could have been
saved or not.

So if there is no brain damage he could have
saved, let us say, by an emergency operation?
Or even no operation at all, If there is no
brain damage there is no necessity for
operation.

I see, That means in this case, Doctor, if
we leave aside other fractures, the mere
fracture that was caused to the deceased,
under the first set of injuries sustained by
him, would not have killed him because there
was no brain damage? Unless I come to the
wrong-
Yes, I must tell my Lord, you see, that
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Q.

Q.

A,

A.

A.

Q.

82.

fracture here is not associated with brain
damage and not associated with bleeding inside.
The only conclusion was this man was dead when
this blow was inflicted.

Chua J.: That is your opinion?
A. I mean when this blow on the front of
the forehead was inflicted he was not
alive.

Q. This particular case you mean?
A. Yes, in this particular case, 10

Chua J.: He was already dead?
A. He was already dead, yes.

From there you would then conclude that the
fractures described in (a) - in the first group
of fractures, 1s known medically as post-mortem
fractures? A. That is correct.

Now, would not this conclusion also extend to

the other sets of fractures that could be post-
mortem fractures?

Na, could I draw your attention to my report on 20
the brain?

Chua J.: Yes.

My Lord, the answer is - in my description about
the brain, my report "Internal Examination" sub-~
heading "Brain", I mentioned that fresh sub~
arachnoid haemorrhages were found at the
temporal lobes.

Chua J.: Yes.

This indicated that most probably the deceased
was still alive when he received the blows 30
behind the ears.

Chua J.: Yes,

Doctor, could it not be possible that the sub-
arachnoid haemorrheges can also -— you said it

is possible, could it not be possible that it

could have ben sustained as a result of the

fall causing haemorrhaging at those points?

As you have mentioned earlier on that a person

with that degree of intoxication is highly

liable to haemorrhaging. 40



83.

A. This is only a possibility. I admit that there In the
is a possibility. Supreme Court

in Singapore
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consideration. (continued)

20 Q. Now doctor, if we go on the assumption that this
possibility which you have just mentioned that
the haemorrhage on the temporal lobes could
have been caused as a result of a fall, then
on this possibility it would follow that the
haemorrhaging at the temporal bones would be
quite independent of the infliction of the
blows - it is a possibility?

A, Yes, there is a possibility that - my Lord,
there is a possibility that these are different.

30 Chua Je: There is a possibility that these
haemorrhages which you described ——-
A., Are not associated with the fracture.

Qe Now doctor, if we just look at the second group
of fracture - the comminuted fractures involving
both temporal bones - now we ignore the haemor-
rages because you said it could be independent
of it? A, Possible,

Q. Yes, possible - could the fracture let us say
of that nature you had examined on the deceased
40 by itself cause the death of the deceased?
A. Could you repeat it?
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Q.

A.
Q.

Q.

A,

Q.

A.

Q.
A,

Q.

Q.

Q.

84.

I will re-phrase it - taking it into considera-
tion only the second group of fractures, the
comninuted fractures around the temporal bone,
could it by itself cause the death of a person?
Oh yes, it could - fracture of the temporal bone.
Could cause death? A. Could cause death.

Chua J.: Could or would cause death?
A. Could cause death.

But there are also cases where possible where
fracture of such a nature does not cause death - 10
there is no asccompanying brain injury, where

there i$s no accompanying haemorrhage?

Yes, purely fractures alone and not complicated

into extensive haecmorrhage or brain damage - of
course, the chances of survival should be very

good.

Now doctor, this fracture line that you have
described is the third injury. That fracture

by itself, if it is not complicated or associ-

ated with haemorrhaging or damage to the brain, 20
would not normally be fatal, am I right following
from what you said just now, you know just this

line of fracture by itself?

This is a very extensive fracture, usually

there are complications associated with it.

Chua J.: Yes?
A, Of course if there is no complica-
tion, there is a chance of survival.

By chances of survival, am I right in saying that

it would not be fatal? 30
No, I just say chance of survival - may be

survived or may be dead.

As you please, now doctor, if you were to dis-
regard the haemorrhaging - there is one other

point before I go on to that fracture line at%

the base of the skull as indicated as

fracture (3)? A. Yes.

It is possible, there is a possibility that it
was not associated with the haemorrhaging that
you found on the brain? A. It is possible. 40

Now doctor, from what you have said so far,
would you not describe the cause of death then
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85.

as due to the haemorrhage? Now if we go on the
possibility as fractures 2 and 3 could be
independent of the haemorrhaging, not associ-~
ated with the haemorrhsging, on that premise
would not the cause of death then be
haemorrhage?

No, the certified cause of death should be
fractured skull. I cannot certify many causes,

Doctor, it has been established earlier, as
pointed out by his Lordship, that when you
prepared your post-mortem report, it was done
before you received the chemist report?

Yes,

As to the possibility of the existence of
intoxication, is that right? A. Yes,

In the course of cross-examination, it has now
been pointed out to you of the existence of the
chemist report which you yourself also saw
subsequently and from what we have said so

far, you have agreed with me that where

persons of that degree of intoxication would
haemorrhage easily, is that right?

Yes, that is correct.

Chua J.: Sorry, would what?

Mr. Yap: Haemorrhage easily.
A. Would bleed easily.

Mr. Yap: My Lord, I brought it up yesterday -
why there is no clotting process in
a person who is highly intoxicated.

Chua J.: Have you got the passage here -

what page is it?

Mr. Yap: I must apologise, I have not given

page 326 to your Lordship.

Chua J.: You have not?

Mr. Yap: T must apologise - I thought I did.

Chua J.: You handed extract from Gradwohl's
- page 326%?

Mr. Yap: I beg your Lordship's pardon, I have

got one copy and I will supply the

other copy to your Lordship after

the recess, my Lord.
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Chua J.:

Mr. Yap:
Chua Jet

DP.Ps:
A,

Chua dJ.:

Mr. Yap:
A,

Chua J.:

Mr. Yap:

Chua J.:

Mr. Yap:

Chua J.:
A,

Q.
Mr., Yap:
Chua J.:

86.

Very well then, read it and see
whether he agrees with it - is it
the only copy you have?

The only photostat copy.
Yes, you can read the passage to him.

My Lord, the doctor has got the book.
I don't know which page.

326,

326.
Yes.

Now what are the passages you want to
read - the one underlined in red?

That is so, my Lord - page 326 right
hand column.,

It begins with ~ "The most important
effect eoces"

That is so. "The most important
effectees" - a right hand column

page 326, you see a little black star -

"The most important effect of alcohol
on traumatic injuries of the brain is
the accentuation of bleeding.
injuries of the brain sustained in
traffic injuries or in falls (coup-
centre-coup mechanism) are so often
manifest by haemorrhages, even in the
case of contusions in which bleeding
plays an important part in the
secondary disruption of the brain,

an exaggeration of the process is not
only serious but often fatal."

You agree with that?
Yes, I agree.

And there is another passage?
My Lord, that is for the time being.

Yes.

Q. The relevant portion that I am reading to the

Because
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Q.

Q.

Q.

A.
Q.

Q.

A,

Q.
Ao

(Court adjourns at 12.45 p.m., t0 2.30 pem.,27.1.76).

87.

doctor. Doctor, you have considered the
possibility that the haemorrhaging of the
brain as described in your report could
possibly be caused by a fall on the head?
Yes, I have mentioned that possibility.

Now in the event of haemorrhaging, that kind
of haemorrhaging could be fatal? A. Yes.

I hope I make myself clear - could it by
iteelf I mean be fatal?
Yes, that is correct.

Doctor, you have also mentioned that - no, I
will put it the other way round, you did
mention that it is possible that the fractures
sustained at injuries 2 and 3 - the fractures
at 2 and 3 could be independent of the
haemorrhaging?

Yes, I have agreed to that point already.

Therefore in the case of the deceased, could
not the cause of death now having regard to
the intoxicated state, the highly imtoxicated
state - could not the cause of death be that
of haemorrhage?

Haemorrhages inside the brain, it is possible.

Chua Je: It is possible that death was
caused by the haemorrhages?
A, Yes, it is possible,

To cause the death of the deceased ~ now from
what you have said so far, doctor, is it not
also possible that the fractures could have
been inflicted after the &ceased had died?

I already have mentioned to your Lordship.

No, even for fractures 2 and 3?
Yes, there is a possibility.

Mr. Yap: Was already dead ~ no further
questions, my Lord.

Chua J.: You will take some time with the
doctor?
D.P.P.: That is so.

Chua J.: In that case we better adjourn now.
We will adjourn to half-past two.
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88.

(Court Resumes)

SEAH HAN CHEOW
(Cross~examineton by Mr. Yap) (cont*d.)

Q.
Ae
Q.
Q.

A,

Q.
A.

Q.

A.

Q.
A,

Chua J.: Yes,
Mr. Yap: My Lords, I must apologise, I do.
have one or two points to clarify
with Dr. Seah, my learned friend
has no objections to my continuing
with the cross-examination.
Chua J.: Yes. 10
Dr. Seah, could you look at photograph No. 137

Yes.

Which shows deceased lying on the ground, is
that correct? A. Yes,

Now, could you see the little bruise on the
right dorsum of the deceased's hand, those
little scratches?

No, I just can't see, there are lots of
reflections.

No, this one (indicates on photograph). 20
These are not certain, either bruises or blood

clots, my Lord. The photograph just cannot

give me an enswer.

Chua J.: You are not sure, is it a bruise?
A. Or blood clots.

Doctor, you }Jook at item 6 of the "External
Injuries"™ where you said "Bruise whole of
dorsum of right hand".

Yes, this is my post-mortem finding.

Now, was this the same injury that you saw?

My Lord, this bruise -~ post mortem findings, 30
because on a dark pigmented man like the

deceased we had to make a cut and look at the

bruise. The surface finding is always not

reliable s0 I do not admit that I see or do

not see this bruise on the photograph.

Chua J.: So you removed a piece of skin?
A. Yes, we cut open the skin to see
the bruise.
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Q. You cut open a bit of the skin, is it?
A. Yes.

Q. Doctor, all I am asking is, is it possible that
the mark we see on his hand in photograph—=——-

Chua J.: Which is the mark? There are
several things on his right hand,
which one you are referring to?
The one near the knuckles or what?

Mr, Yap: That is so, my Lord.
Chua Je.: The dark shadow there?
Mr. Yap: That is correct, with little lines.,

Chua J.: Is that a bruise?

A, No, I don't think so because they
were on the knuckles; there were no
bruises as far as I remember and
recorded.

Q. It is not nearly on the knuckles it is below
the knuckles if you look at it carefully; is it
possible that this is the bruise which you had
itemised as No. 6 of the "External Injuries"?

A. The area is within the area I described in my
report - "External Injuries, No.6. The number
as pointed out by the learned counsel is within
the area 1 have recorded.

Chua J.: This is within the area?
A, Yes.

Q. The area of the bruise. Now, Doctor, could
you indicate to the Court on this photograph
after your post-mortem where the actual area
of the bruise was? I mean you said that the
surface is inclusive of the area, would you
indicate to the Court?

A. Could I use a marker to indicate the area?

Q. Yes, where the bruise was.
(Witness marks on photograph).

Q. Now, Doctor, the bruise as you found in item 6

could have been caused by a direct or a glancing

blow from a blunt object? A. Yes.,

Q. Now, would you look at photograph 13 again,
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Q.

Q.

Q.
A.

Qo
A.

Q.
Q.

Q.

90.

could this bruise be inflicted or is it
possible that this bruise be inflicted on the
deceased while he was in that position?

Yes, possible.

It is possible for the wound ® be inflicted
whilst the accused is in that position as shown
in photograph 137 A. While the victim——=——-—
Yes, in that position. A. Yes, yes.

Yes. Now, Doctor, is it not possible that

whilst the accused is in that position--- I am 10
sorry, whilst the deceased is in the position

as shown in photograph 13, a strike from a

blunt object could possibly inflict the wound

as you mentioned here whilst at the same time
inflicting the wounds in the region of the

left eye of the deceased?

Chua J.: Left eye?

Mr., Yap: Yes, left eye, the region of the
left eye of the deceased.

Now, if the blow is directed in this manner 20
(demonstrates) you can see it is quite straight,

can both injuries be sustained at the same time?
While the deceased was in the same position?

Yes.
The answer is yes, possible.

Chua J.: Injury No. 17
A. Left eye, the injuries above the
left eye.

Chua J.: That is injury No. 1 then?

External injuries, No, 17? A. No. 2. 30
No. 27
Mr. Yap: My Lords, let's first put it down
as injuries around the left eye.
Chua J.: External injuries?
Mr., Yap: Around the left eye.
This would be injuries to the left eye region
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stretching from here, let us say, to cover the
area of the nose bridge approximately like
this (indicates on photograph); I have marked
it with a circle, that these two injuries
could have been sustained at the same time?

A. Yes.

Mr. Yap: My Lord, I have marked it in the
photograph.

Chua J.: WVhat do you mean at the same time?
With one blow?

Mr. Yap: One blow.

A, No, under the same manner, is it you mean by
under the same manner, hit?

Q. Yes, with one blow.

Chua J.: Mr. Yap, your question is not clear,
you know. First of all, you dealt
with the bruise on the dorsum—-——-

Mr. Yap: Yes, my Lord.

Chua J.: Of the right hand.

Mr, Yap: Yes, my Lord.

Chua J.: Then you went to the eye.
Mr. Yap: The region of the left eye.

Chua J.: S0 I thought your first question
to the Doctor was if the deceased
was in the position shown in photo-
graph 13 whether the injuries to
the left eye could be inflicted;
he said yes.

Mr. Yap: Together—--——-

Chua J.: No, no, I am afraid it was not
clear to me; I am afraid it was
not clear to the Doctor. What you
mean is that with one blow the
injuries on the dorsum and the
left eye could be caused. I don't
think the Doctor understood; that
was your question.
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Q. Possibility?

92.

A, No, I mean in the same manner.

Q. Yes, in the same manner that means
two blows. No, he is putting to you
one blow could cause the injury on
the right dorsum and the left eye-—-~

A. No, I do not mean that. I meant
under the same-=~-

Chua J.: He misunderstood you and I 4id not
follow you that way.

Mr. Yap: I am sorry, although I did not
intend to put it in that mammer---
I would clarify this with the
Doctor.

Chua J.: So he is putting it to you is it
possible for these two injuries to
be inflicted in one blow?

A. No, unlikely.

Chua J.: You know it is very difficult. This
person is lying down; of course, if

the assailant is stooping down and
holding the thing almost parallel
t0 him then there might be a

possibility. But if he is standing

up, he is holding the weapon the

weapon would be likely to the front;

unless it is posed this way
(indicates), I don't know.

Mr, Yap: In fact, we could have a demonstration
here, my Lord, whether it is possible
to have both injuries being sustained

in this way.

Chua J.: But if the assailant is standing up
I don't see how he could have caused

the two injuries in one blow.

Mr. Yap: My Lord, the angle in which it is

held; if it is held, let us say, in

a parallel manner, if I were to
stoop~--I am talking———--

Please be very careful about this.,
You see, the position of the right hand of the
deceased=——==
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Chua J.:
Mr. Yap:

Chua J.:

93.

Of the assailant standing up?

But what if the assailant could be
stooping, my Lord.

Yes, I know that is another point
but if the assailant is standing up
that is impossible.

A. No, my Lord, it is not possible that one single

blow could

Chua J.:
A,

Q.
A.

Q. Doctor, by

resuming;
?demonstrat

apart, right?

and say, he
quite impos

produce injuries at two sides.,

Right dorsum?
Right dorsum and left eye.

What is your reason?
These two blows are too far apart.

saying too far apart you are
if it is taken at this point
es), then it would be too far
If I were to hold the pole,
re, (demonstrates), it would be
gible to cause a single blow

there, correct?

Mr. Yap:

Chua J.:

My Lord, I hope I have demonstrated
it clearly.

From the photograph here it would
appear that the right dorsum is
lower than the right eye?

A. No, my Lord, you see, the anatomi-

Q.

A,

Mr. Yap:

cal position as suggested is like
that (demonstrates), and I do not
see by any commonsense any
possibility.

This person, the right dorsum is
lower than the right eye, so the
direction would be this way,
sloping this way?

That is why I did not say; if the
blow is delivered in this manner
I expect more damages on the cheek
and other parts of the face; that
is why I give my opinion that I
do not think they receive it at
the same blow,

My Lord, I think this can quite
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Q.

Q.

A.

94.

easily be demonstrated, whether
if the assailant, let us say, were
either to be stooping or if he were
to deliver the blow parallel more
or less; both items of injury,
whether they could be sustained by
the same blow., Now that we have it
on photograph, perhaps a simple
demonstration———-~
Chua J.: That means, if that is what you say,
that means the assailant must be
stooping very low.
Mr. Yap: Or holding the pipe very low, my
Lord.

Chua J.: I think you can ask the Doctor.

If the pipe is holding too low I don't think
it has sufficient strength to cause a fracture.

Doctor, what you are describing is if I merely
from this height reduce it (demonstrates) perhaps
it may not be sufficiently strong to cause the
fracture but if I were, let us say, from a
standing position in this manner, continuous
action (demonstrates), you lnow, what I mean now?
Would that not be sufficiently strong?

No, I just cannot think of any assailant doing
this sort of manoeuvre.

No, I have just done it for you, could I not
bring the———-

Chua J.: Your demonstration is that the
assailant is in a standing position,
lifts up the weapon and then he
pulls the weapon down?

Mr. Yap: Yes.

Chua J.: On to the deceased's head.

Mr. Yap: Yes.

Chua J.¢: That one blow he said would cause

the injuries to the left eye and
to the right dorsum?

No, my Lord, I still do not think it is possible.
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This hand is so mobile that I do not think it In the
can be inflicted in one single blow to cause Supreme Court
injuries on two sides. in Singapore
Chua J.: You can do it in your submission. No. 2
Mr. Yap: As you please. %;ggiggigZSOf
Q. But it could have been caused by two separate ggigﬂgag§g
blows? A. Yes. Mr. Justice

F.A. Chua and
The Honourable
Mr., Justice
D.C. D'Cotta

Q. One followed by the other? A. Yes, I agree.
Chua J.: No, not "could", I think they are

10 caused by two separate blows; there

must be two blows; it must have been. Evidence
If he does not agree with you that for the
they are caused by one blow then it Prosecution
necessarily follows that they must
have been caused by two blows. giéoaeah Han
, Cross-

Mr. Yap: Yes. examination

Chua J.: Doctor, am I correct in thinking—-—- iggg January

A. Yes. (continued)

Chua J.: Your view is that these two injuries
20 could not be caused by one blow; so
it necessarily follows they must
have been caused by two blows?
A. Yes,

Q. But two blows, let us say, one following the
other?

Chua J.: But there are still two blows.

Mr. Yap: That may well be so. Can I just
then ask the Doctor if it is two
blows could not the first blow

30 land on the left eye and then
followed by the one on the head?

Qs I do not know which one comes first.

Chua J.: He can't say which is the first
blow. It is impossible for the
Doctor to say whether the blow on
the eye is the first blow or the
blow on the dorsum is the first
blow. It is impossible for him
to say.
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Mr. Yap:

Chua J,.:

A.

96.
Then in which case, my Lord, injury
No. 6 could have been caused=—-—-—-
You mean "External Injuries"——-%
Yes, my Lord, External Injury No.6.
Yes, the bruise on the dorsum?

Yes, could have been caused after
the fracture on the left eye.

been caused? A. Yes, it could.

Could have been caused after the
first set of fractures.

First group, yes.

Q. Now, you were of the opinion——-—-

Mr., Yap, can I ask this question
before I forget because now you are
referring to photograph P.13. If I
remember, Doctor, your evidence, put
to you by counsel, was that if the
deceased was lying on the ground on
his back with his face facing upwards
you said it would not be possible
when the deceased was in this
position for the assailant to inflict
the wounds on the two temporal bones?
Yes, I mentioned that.

Q.That is so, is it? A. Yes.

Q.

Q.

S0 if you look at photograph 13, the
deceased is lying on his back but
his face is not facing upwards but
is facing to the side - his face to
the side~——- A, Yes,

Now, in this position could a blow
on the temple-~ this would be on the
left temple, the injury to the left
temporal bone could be caused?

A. Yes, in this position the injury behind the left
ear could occur,

Chua J.:

Could, all right.
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A,

Q.
A.

Q.

A.

Q. Doctor, you are fully aware of course that the

97,

Dr, Seeh, to have inflicted the two blows as
you say one on the dorsum and one on the left
eye, the assailant would have to be on this
side, am I right (indicates)?

Not necessarily so.

Any side could have caused these injuries?
Yes, that is right, any side.

But to inflict the injuries on the temporal
bone the assailant would still have to be at
the back because there was no damage to the
ear as you have said?

If the victim was lying in this position as
shown in the photograph, then to inflict
injuries.......

Chua J.: To inflict the injuries.ssss
A. To inflict the fractures on the
temporal bone, he could stand
either.......

Chua Je.: The assailant ¢ould stand?
A. Yes, the assailant could stand
either here on the left side of
the body.

D¥Cotta J. On the right side?
A, Sorry, on the right side or on
the head on this side (indicates).

Chua J.: Stand on the right side of the body?

A. Or in this position over the head
(indicates).

D'Cotta Je.: But he said on the right side
of the body?
A. It is possible.

D*Cotta J.: Could there by an injury on the

left ear?

A. It is inflicted in such a way that
they don't touch the left ear. It

is possible,though caused
frequently on the left ear.

Chua J.: Yes.,

petrous temporal bone is directly behind the
ear?
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A. Yes, behind and slightly below the ear.
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Q.

A.

A.

Q.

98,

Now to have inflicted the wound which is

directly bshind the ear or in this position

underneath the ear without causing any damage

to the ear, do you think it is possible?

It is possible if the body is lying in this

position, but earlier, my Lord, I have told

you that in my view, that in my opinion the

most probable position of the deceased...
Chua J.: Yes.

The most probable position of the deceased 10

when he received the blows behind the ears was

when he was at a standing position.

You therefore agree with me, doctor, that the

chances of having two blows being inflicted

at precisely the same spot at both petrous

temporal bone without any damage to the

surrounding area or the ear would have been a

coincidence which probable is so infinitesimal?
Chua J.: I don't understand your question -

the fact is that there were two 20

injuries inflicted precisely at

the same place =-~--

Mr. Yap: Yes.

Chua J.: That is a fact he found, the two

bones were fractured, so it is not

a question of coincidence - it is

a fact., I don't understand the way

you put it, it is not a coincidence.

The coincidence is what - that

there is no injury to the ear? 30

Mr. Yap: There is no injury to the ear.

Chua J.: But what is the coincidence you
are talking about?

Mr. Yap: On having two places having been

directed at precisely the same spot
without a person moving - I suppose

there has been some movement from

one side to the other or that the
essailant must have moved from one

side to the other side and hitting 40
both places at precisely the same

area without damage to the
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surrounding area., My Lord, the
chances are rather infinitesimal.
I am merely putting it to the
doctor - there could also be two
possibilities?

Chua J.: All right, you do that in your sub-
mission then -~ how these two bone
fractures caused by a fall?

Mr. Yap: Yes, probably by a fall.

Chua J.: You can do that in your submission ~
one fall and he fractured the
temporal bone.

Mr. Yap: Yes, or if the fall is of such a
tremendous force, with one fall with
the head on the ground when the full
impact is transmitted to the back
of the head.

Chua J.: You can put it to him,

Q. Yes, now doctor, where we left off just now,
now you do agree that it is possible that the
bruise in item 6 of the external injuries could
have been caused after the first set of
fractures were caused? A. Yes, possible.

Chua J.: Sorry, what is your question?

Qe My Lord, the last question before we have this
little demonstration was that the bruise as
shown in item 6 of the external injuries, the
bruise on the dorsum of the right hand, my
Lord, could have been caused after the

fractures on the left half of the frontal bone
were inflicted.

Chua J.: Yes, I think he said that.
Mr. Yap: He said it could be.
Chua J.: Yes,

Q. Now doctor, of course from there we can
conclude as one possibility now since the
first set of fractures as you say are post-
mortem fractures, therefore it is possible
that the bruise on the right dorsum could also
be a post-mortem fracture?
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Q.

Q.

Q.

Q.
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Correct, that is possible.

Doctor, the lacerations which you have

mentioned in your external injuries, lacera-

tions 1, 2 and 3, that means the laceration

3 cm, in the left anterior parietal region,

the laceration 3 ¢m. at the inner canthus of

the left eye exposing fractured bone and the
laceration 3% cm. outer half of left eye-brow
exposing fractures - you have the three

dimensions there? A. Yes,. 10

Could they be associated with the injuries
caused by the blow that had already caused
the fractures in the first set?

Yes, I told the Court earlier that these
injuries No. 1, No.2 and No. 3.

Chua J.: Yes, this could be caused by the
fractures of the first group, is it?

Mr, Yap: Of the first group, that is so.
A, Associated with fractures mentioned
in first group. 20

Chua J.: You said that they could be associ-
ated with the fractures in the
first group.

Now doctor, external injuries 4 and 5 —w———-
Chua J.: S0 just now you are referring to
1, 2 and 3 only?

Mr. Yap; That is so, my Lord.

Chua J.: Now 4 and 5 - yes,

4 and 5, could they have been caused - No.4
first, my Lord, could they have been caused 30
by say a punch? A. Yes.

Item 5, the laceration on the left side of the
chin, could it be caused by a punch? A. No.

Could it be caused, let us say that portion,
the left side of the chin, that portion you
saw the laceration, could it be caused by a
fall on any of those stones around on the
road? A. Possible.
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Chua J.: By falling, is it?

Mr, Yap: By falling on the stones in the
vicinity. My Lords, I would now
like to refer to pages 294 and
295 of the same text that I have
been using - Gradwohl's lLegal
Medicine and also the illustration
at page 309 of the same book.

Chua J.: Have you got a copy for the Court?
Mr. Yap: Yes.
Chua J.: Two hundred and ---

Mr. Yap: 294 with the illustrations at
page 309.

Chua J.: Yes.

Mr., Yap: Beginning at the bottom of the
left side of 294, I have underlined
the relevant portion in blue?

Chua J.: Yes, you went to read it, is it?
Mr. Yap: Page 294 -~ doctor, have you got a

copy there?
A. Yes, I have got it.

Q. Under the heading of the skull - "1, The Vault.

- This can be the site of fissure, depressed, and
crushed fractures, which may be in their turm
simple, compound, or comminuted, whilst under
certain conditions separation of the sutures
may occur, The behaviour of the bones of the
skull will depend upon their hardness, thick-
ness, and age, for in children the structure
of the skull makes the effect of trauma on its
bony structure and contents different from
that of the adult which is hard, and in fact a
closed box. So, too, the nature of the trauma
will play a part. Thus, impact against a flat
object will produce fissure fractures, a
localized object a depressed fracture (in
children a pond fracture), whilst compression
between two objects will produce a crush
fracture. The external appearance of the
scalp may indicate the nature of the object
caugsing the injury, but the behaviour of the
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102,

bone beneath will play an important part in
determining its effects., Unfortunately, in
medicolegal practice there may be a complica-
ting fact in an 0ld injury or congenital
abnormality, such as parietal foramina, which
may be of significance in relation to subsequent
behaviour of the bone or may be mistaken for old
trephine holes. 2. Base of Skull -~ a. Depressed
anterior fossa fractures are usually due to
direct impact from a fall, although sometimes
they may be the result of falling forwards,
whilst fissure fractures may be extensions from
the middle fossa and are more likely to be due to
secondary impact. One feature is the fracture of
the orbital plate due to contra-~coup from an
impact to the back of the head. The importance
of anterior fossa fractures lies in the risk of
extension into the air sinuses, with consequent
risk of infection (meningitis or abscess). Such
a complication can occur after an appreciable
lapse of time and has been known to follow a
bout of sneezing or coughing or even after 'nose
blowing'. It must always be anticipated when
there is an escape of cerebrospina} fluid from
the nose and this may be masked by post-nasal
bleeding. b. Middle fossa fractures result from
direct or secondary impact, the commonest site
being just above and behind the ear, from
hitting the ground. They also occur with crush
injuries of the head and may involve both

middle fossae and the pituitary fossa. Some-
times they extend into the anterior or posterior
fossae or on to the vault. It is of signifi-
cance that the temporal bone can be thin at this
point and cases hae been seen of fractures
resulting from a simple blow with a fist.

Ce. Posterior fossa fractures may run into the
foramen magnum. They are usually caused by
striking the back of the head on the ground

when falling backward, and the extent of the
injury will vary considerably from person to
person, but they are undoubtedly more frequent
and serious in persons who are taken by surprise
or who are in a state of alcoholic intoxication.
There may be extension into the middle fossa.” -
doctor, would you quarrel with this opinion?

The opinion is correct - is the usual pattern

of fractures.

Chua J.: Yes,
A. The usual fracture, I mean fissure
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Qe
A.

Q.

A.

Q.

A,

Q.

Q.

A,

103.

fracture as mentioned, my Lord, in
the text here.

Q. Fissure, is it?
A. Yes, fissure fracture means fracture
in one line, my Lord.

Q. In one line, yes.

Are you suggesting that it does not cover cases
where the fractures are comminuted?

As in this case comminuted fractures of the
petrous temporal bone, that means, the hard
petrous temporal bone turned into multiple
loose pieces. I don't agree - even it is not
mentioned here in the text, my Lord, I also
don't agree with that. Comminuted fracture

of the petrous temporal bone could occur as

a result.

D'Cotta Je: Petrous =———--
A, Petrous temporal bone could
occur as a result, just as the
result of a fall from a
standing position.

Now doctor, you say that if I understood you
correctly, that is, if it is a fissure fracture
then it is possible?

Yes, if it is a fissure fracture, then it is
possible.

Chua J.: Yes,

Would you include the fracture under the
third category -~ the fracture line across the
base of the skull as a fissure fracture?

Yes, under the third category, this one is a
fissure fracture.

S0 you say it is possible that fracture injury
3 could have been caused by a fall following
from what we have?

Yes, there is a possibility.

All right doctor, if the force is sufficiently
strong to cause a fissure fracture, then let
us say an even greater force will cause
comminuted fracture?

I cannot see a man falling like that, has one
fall and falling again is a greater fall,
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Q.

Q.
A,

Qe

Q.
A

Q.

A.

104.

No,not falling again, if the same person,
assuming the first fall is sufficient to cause
a line fracture. Now if the same person falls
hard, not falling again, for another person
falling hard, if the force is greater, would
it not cause comminuted fracture?
No, I don*t agree.
I mean, is it possible? A. Not possible.
Chua J.: It is not possible to cause
comminuted fracture? 10
A. On the petrous temporal bone.

On the petrous temporal bone.
Just with a simple fall.

Doctor, I have learnt yesterday from you that
the temporal bone is rather thin?
The sqamous portion of the temporal bone.

Yes, it is vulnerable?
Yes, I said yesterday - sqamous,

Chua J.: How do you spell it?
A, The transparent part. 20

Qe. What is the term?
A, S-g-a-m-o-u-s.

Q. The sqamous temporal bone, is it?
A, Yes.

Chua J,: It is within part——-—-—- ?
A, It is within part of the temporal
bone,
Chua J.: Yes.
Now, doctor, some person falling, let us say,
on this part here ?1ndlcates), would you say 30
the force would sufficiently cause the fracture
line~--no, if he was hit, let us say, on a
broader kind of surface, a harder impact,
would there not be a possibility of the drce
being transmitted to the weaker portion of
this temporal bone thus resulting in
comminuted fractures?
Yes, comminuted fractures occurring on the
squamous temporal bone is possible as a result
of a fall. 40
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Q. And this form of comminuted fractures at the

squamous temporal bone is not as a result of a
direct blow but as a transmitted force?

Chua J.: In this case, is it?

Mr. Yap: I mean in the case, of this

possibility.

A, Yes, I have mentioned in my evidence yesterday,

Qe

A.
Q.

my Lord, that the direct blow was at the

petrous temporal bone.

Chua J.t I mean you are talking of this
perticular person?

A. Yes, this particular person, the
point of impact was at the petrous
temporal bone and transmitted to
the squamous part of the temporal
bone.

Chua J.: Yes, and caused the comminuted
fracture there?

A. Yes, and caused the comminuted
fracture there.

And so also on the left side of the skull if
there is a fall on the ground, similarly,
comminuted fractures on the squamous temporal
bone is possible?

If this man received a blow?

No, a fall on the ground, the impact on the
ground.

Chua J.: And hit the back of his head?
Mr. Yap: Yes, at this point.

Chua J.: Hitting the left side?
Mr. Yap: My Lord, we were dealing with the
right side just now.

Chua J.: So put it clearly to him - if the
deceased had fallen down on the
back of his head on the left side
thare would be a transmitted shock
to cause comminuted fractures on
the left side of the squamous
temnoral bone?
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Q.

A.
Q.

Q.

A.
Q.

A.

106.

A. No, I do not agree with this
possibility if there is a fall,

Chua J.: You call it a shock or whatever
it is transmitted?

Mr. Yap: A force.

Chua J.: A force?
A. We call it a transmitted force.

Chua J.: Yes.

Doctor, why do you say it is not possible when
you 8ay it can be possible on this side, why
is it not possible on the left side?

Possible when there is a blow, an impact by~—--

I would just like to recap what you told us
just now,

Chua J.: But not a fall?
A, Possible due to 8 blow but not due
to a fall.

Doctor, I thought you did mention on the right
side it is possible if a fall occurred
sufficiently hard as to cause a line fracture?
Yes, a fissure fracture.

Fissure fracture or line fracture, at the same
time comminuted fractures on the squamous
temporal bone can also happen?

No, I only agreed that if a fall with a direct
impact on thig—~-

Chua J.: No, doctor, I am sorry, I have got
it also, I have written down here
what you said: "Comminuted fractures
on the squamous portion of the
temporal bone is possible as a
result of a fall".

A, Yes, as a result of a fall if this
portion is directly hitting the
surface.

Chua J.: Yes, but this one he is putting it,
he says if he falls on his back,
back of his head?

A, No, I must apologise, fall at the
back of this region would not

produce comminuted fracture in front.
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A.

107.

Fall on the back of the head?
Back of the ear or bvack of the
head will not produce comminuted
fractures on the squamous portion
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i Iv hitt the t 1 Honourable
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be comminuted or suffer comminuted *ve
fractures. Evidence
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Q. Now, doctor, yesterday you agreed that even Prosecution

Q.

Q.

A.

Q.

A.

with a simple blow from a fist you can cause

comminuted fractures on both squamous temporal

bones?

A. Yes, that is correct.

Even a simple blow from a fist.

Chua J.: That blow would have to be directly

Mr. Yap:

on the squamous portion.

Yes,

Could similar fractures occur if there is a
secondary impact, as a result of a fall and
there is a secondary impact, I mean at that

point?

Chua J.:

Mr. Yap:

I don't understand by "secondary
impact®.

My Lord, it is mentioned here rather

Dr. Seah Han
Cheow
Cross-
examination
27th January
1976
(continued)

technically, secondary impact would
cause damage to surrounding areas—-—-

My Lord, we mention it in traffic cases where a
man hit something and then go and hit again on
some other object.

That means if I fall down on my head and then I
twist myself again that makes secondary impact,
is that right?

I will just call it fall and then fall again

rather than secondary impact which we reserve
for traffic cases.
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Q.

A.

Q.

A.

Q.

108,

No, no, no, I don't think it is limited only
to traffic oases with the greatest respect,
doctor.

Chua J.: I don't think he is confining to it.
He is giving an illustration, is it?
A, Yes,

Q. When a2 motor vehicle hit another
person then that person hit something
else?

A. Yes, we call it secondary impact.

Q. But it is not confined only to
traffic cases or accidents rather?

A. Most of the cases; we confine to
traffic cases.

Chua J.: Yes,

Any other area we just mention, say, fall again.

Fall again but not with the same degree as the
original blow or fall, that is why it is
secondary, it is not the primary fall?

What you mean, if fell again and then as a
result———

O0f a secondary impact there is comminuted
fracture at the temporal bone, is it not
possible?

Yes, fall again and then fall. I mean fall and
then fall again, of course, it could cause
comminuted fractures at this region.

Chua J,.,: Say that again: if a person falls-=—-?
A, Falls.

Q. And he falls again?

A, And then hit again.

Qe It will cause comminuted fracture?
A. If the temple has come in contact
with a hard surface.

It could cause comminuted fractures at the
squamous temporel bone?

Chua J,.: You say first of all, your remark is
that the squamous portion of the
temporal bone can only be fractured
if a fall is directly on the temple?
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A, Yes, if a fall is directly on the
temple.

Q. Now, your second statement you said
if a man falls and falls again it
could cause fracture to the squamous?

A, Yes, if he falls again and hit on
the temple again.

Chua J.: Oh, hit on the temple?
A. If I fall and then after that I got
up a bit and then fall again.

Q. But that is not---you mean one fall,
need not be on the temple you mean?
A, I beg your pardon?

Q. One fall need not be on the temple?
A. Unlese the fall is directly on the
temple, my Lord.

Q. But you say one fall is directly on
the temple it could cause comminuted
fracture to the squamous? A. Yes.,

Q. Now, he has two falls?

A. No, the learned counsel just now
demonstrated to me falling like that
(demonstrates).

Q. Oh, I see, s0o if a person falls on
his back and then he falls again,
then he falls on his temple?

A. Yes,

Q. That would cause comminuted fracture?
A, Yes, I agree to that.
Chua J.: Yes.

Q. Doctor, would you go through the 3 areas of

A.

fractures that you have mentioned? Is there
anywhere in your 3 classes of fractures where
you have mentioned comminuted fractures of the
petrous temporal bone?

In No.(2), I mentioned both temporal bones.
When I call it both temporal bones that means
the whole piece of bone. And in No.(3) I
mentioned about the whole piece of temporal
bone.

Chua J.: That would include—=~
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Qe

A.

Q.

Q.
A.

Qs

Qe

110.

A. Include the squamous portion and the
petrous portion, and again in No.(3),
of this description of fractures I
did mention petrous temporal bone.
I am sure it can make the difference.

Q. Petrous temporal bone, you did
mention petrous temporal bone?
A. Yes, at No. (3).

Yes, you have mentioned the petrous temporal bone
only in relation to the line fracture? A. Yes. 10

But you have not in item 2 specified that there
were comminuted fractures at the petrous temporal
bone itself?

No, there is no necessity to specify when you

see the whole piece already was comminuted.

Now, doctor, the same principle, the principle
that we had talked about just now, when impact
would cause fracture or comminuted fractures
at the petrous temporal bone followed by a

secondary impact could cause the comminuted 20

fractures, would not the same principle be
applicable to the left side too?
Can you illustrate, I am sorry I can't----

All right, I will put an illustration to you
then, now assuming this is the deceased---
Yes.

He falls on the left side now at the region of
the petrous temporal bone, could it not cause
comminuted fractures as a result of a fall?
No, I have repeatedly mentioned earlier a fall 30
wiil not cause comminuted fractures on the
petrous temporal bone.

Chua J.: Yes,
But if you were to fall, let us say, from some
height it can cause?

Yes, I mean when I say a fall in the sense that
a man Standing and falls down.

I see, I see; but if the force is greater, for
example,if it is a fall from e height? A, Yes,
It could cause comminuted fractures at the 40

petrous temporal bone? A. Yes, that can happen.
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Q. ¥ow, doctor. ¥ you could look at the illustra-

Q.
A.

Q.

Q.

Q.

Q.
A.

tion at page 309w

Mr. Yap: My Lords, I have given your
Lordships a copy, a photostat
copy of page 309, I would like to
draw your Lordships' attention to
(B), figure (B), my Lords.

Chua J.: Yes.

Now, figure (B) indicates a crush fracture?
Yes, a c¢rush fracture like overrun by a car,

That is the extreme form of course.
Chua J.: It indicates what?

Mr. Yap: It indicates a crush fracture or
illustrates a crush fracture.

And a crush fracture, would I be right in
saying, doctor, that a crush fracture would be
when there are two sort of solid objects?

Yes, as I mentioned, overrun by a car.

Let's not take such extreme——=

Chua Je.: From the illustration it would
appear that there are two forces?
A, T™wo forces on two sides.

Chua J.: Forces on both sides, yes, two
sides of the head.,

Both sides of the head, opposite sides of the
head. Now, doctor, if the force is applied
in the arrows I have marked in blue, if the
force had been applied in that direction---

Chua J.: If the forceee—=a?

Mr. Yap: If the force is applied in that
manner, in the direction that 1
have marked in blue.

Forehead?

Sorrys———
Could I have a look at your direction because
it is not marked in my book.
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Chua J,:

Mr. Yap:

112.

Mr. Yap, I think it would be easier
if you could mark your direction
also in this copy rather than
having 3 separate copies.,

Yes, my Lord.

Q. In other words, doctor, where the force is

Q.

A,

Q.
A.

applied——-
Chua J.:
A.

Q.

Chua J.:
Mr. Yap:

Has the doctor got it?
I read through already, the

direction. 10
No, the brce? A, Yes.
So vhat is your question?

The question is, my Lord, if the
crushing force, so to speak, comes
from this angle (indicates), with

the opposite direction somewhere
around here (indicates), would not
fracture be an obvious result, that

is the line fracture here (indicates).

But I do not understand that there is a crushing 20
here on the deceased.

No, no=-—-

Chua J.:

No, no, not the deceased, he is
just making an illustration.

In the usual illustration?

Yes.

Yes, if a man suffers a crushing injury in this
manner, this pattern of fracture line.

Chua J.:
A.

Q.
A,

Chua J.:

No, do you agree?
Yes, I agree. 30

But you say this is not the case of
the deceased?

Yes, the deceased, I did not see
anything crushing him here, my Lord.

Crushing him in that manner; yes.

Qe Now, Doctor, assuming this woas the head of the
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Qe
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113.

deceased, at this angle (demonstraes), you

have the hard base of the ground as a force
when a blow is struck here (indicates on skull),
am I correct? A, Yes,

I believe it was Newton's law, isn't it, that
where in every action there is a reaction; and
where the head is unable to, let us say, move,
the force is virtually double, am I correct?
Yes.

I don't know, you have done physics, I haven't.
Chua J.: Your illustration, you want to put

it into words - if the back of the

head is on a hard surface---?

Mr, Yap: With the opposite side on a hard

surface, my Lord.

Chua J.: And the blow, is it?

Mr. Yap: Yes, and the blow is directed on
the left side of the head as
indicsaed.,

Chua J.: On the left side of the head?

Ir. Yap: Yes.

Chua J.: Left front side, is it?

Mr. Yap: Yes, left front side.

Chua J.: The force would be double?
Mr. Yap: The force would be double.
Chua J.: You agree to that?

A. It would be, my Lord, exaggerated.
I do not know how much is double,
the force will be exaggerated.
Chua J.: Yes.
And even though the blow comes from here
(indicates), since ths portion is on a hard
surface there is also an equivalent force

driven upwards, am I correct?
Yes.
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Q.

Q.

Qe

Q.

Q.

Qe

Qe

114.

Chua J.: Equivalent force, did you say?

r. Yap: Yes, my Lord.

Chua J.: You agree with that equivalent force
driven upwards? A, Yes,

Chua J.: Yes,

And the equivalent force at the lower portion
directly opposite that of the upper force

would result in fractures?
Yes, would result in fractures.

Now in which case even in the absence of a
direct blow, you will still find fractures if
the blow is applied here - if the head is on
solid ground? A, Yes, I agree to this.

Therefore assuming now - I am sorry, the
deceased was on the ground if you were to look
at photograph 137 A. Yes.,

Of course the deceased could have changed
position slightly, but you can see the fracture
around his left eye, is that correct -~ you can
see the damage or injury to his left eye?

Yes, that is correct.

Would not a very hard blow at this point—--
Chua J.: The hard blow is delivered on the
left eye?

Mr. Yap: On the left eye.

Chua dJde.: Yes,
Yhilst the head is on solid hard ground possibly
cause fractures? A, On which part?

On the petrous temporal as well as the sgamous
temporal? A. Yes, possible,

Chua J.: You have finished with it? If you
are, we can adjourn - on this aspect?
Mr. Yap: Yes, my Lord, I am just about to
finish with this aspect.

Chua J.: Yes,.
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Qe

115.

Now doctor, if it is possible if the force
applied is so great that it could be trans-
mitted to this, if the force is so great that
it could be transmitted to this side, you see
this 'Y' shape thing, something like the
foundation on the head?

It may occur as a straight line but not as
comminuted as in this case,

You can expect let us say a straight line?
Yes, a straight line fracture - a straight line
into the right petrous temporal bone.

Chua J.: Left?

Mr. Yap: Left.
A. Sorry, the left temporal bone.

Chua J.: Yes.

Doctor, whether it is a line fracture or
whether it results in the comminuted fracture,
it is a question of thec degree of force, isn't
that so? The greater the force, the greater
will be the likelihood of the fracture
spreading over a wider area?

Yes, I agree - the degree of force, but as
demonstrated in this manner, I don't agree
that comminuted fracture will occur on the
left petrous temporal bone, the most would be
a fracture line extending into that bone.

All right doctor, if there is in existence a
line fracture on the left side of the temporal
bone, which means that the temporal bone - I
am sorry, the petrous bone is already weakened
by this line of fracture, if he were to fall
again, would he not sustain comminuted
fracture, is it not possible?

Yes, my Lord, I admit once a fracture occurs
on a bone, the bone is weakened,

Chua Jo: Yes.
A. And subsequently a smaller force
or fall can produce exaggerated
fractures or comminuted fractures.

Q. Yes.

Mr. Yap: My Lord, I just like to finish the

last bit before we adjourn.
Chua J.: Yes.
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Q.

Q.
A,

Qe

Qe

Q.

116.

Now summarising all that you have said, now could
it not have been in this manner - whilst the
deceased was lying in this manner, one very
heavy blow happened here (indicates) thus causing

this line fracture with the possibility of commin-

uted fracture at the petrous temporal bone?
Yes.

And also the possibility of line fracture on the
left side of the petrous temporal bone?
Yes, all this is possible.

And with my subsequently turning round, I mean if
he falls again on the left side thus exaggerating
the line fracture to that of comminuted fracture
on the petrous temporal bone, left side - right?
Yes.

So that possibly could be the explanation as to
the absence of external injuries in this case?
No, possibly —---

Possibly?

Possibly another comminuted fracture of left
petrous temporal bone.

With another fall, you know? A. Yes,

That would be a possible explanation to the
absence of external injuries? A, T am ——-

I am just talking about possibility, doctor?

Up to this point of the fall and causing
comminuted fracures on the left petrous temporal
bone, I agree, my Lord, on this suggestion.

No, I have gone further than that, I have
described to you in this manner, the deceased
was lying in this manner, a very severe blow
(indicates) first of all possibly causing this
line fracture - right? A Yes.

Possibly causing comminuted fractures in the
petrous temporal bone? A, Yes,

And possibly causing a line fracture in the left
side of the petrous temporal bone? A. Yes,

And subsequently the deceased turned over or for
some reason or other fell to the other side?
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D'Cotta J.: Can he fall when he is lying

No. 2
Chua J.: May be in turning his head, his :
head hits the ground? %;gﬁigg;gzs°f
Mr. Yap:  Turning the head, is it possible  poiore Tne
that he is turning his head? Mr. Justice
A. Turning his head when he was on ﬁ.A. Chua. and
the ground or --- The Honourable
Mr. Justice
Qe Let us say. D.C. D'Cotta
A, Turning his head, I thought that *
you meant he subsequently had Evidence
another fall, that is possible, for the
but on that lying position and Prosecution

down? How can you fall once
your body is lying on the ground
like that?

turning his head, I cannot see
any possibility of causing
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D'Cotta J.: Exactly. S#iﬁiﬁgziggy
Chua J.: We will adjourn now, Mr. Yap. %gzgtinued)
Mr. Yap: Yes, my Lord.

(Court adjourns at 4.12 p
10.30 a.m. 23.1.76

10.30 a.m. 28.,1.76

Sm., 27.1.76 to

(Court Resumes)

SEAH HAN CHEOW (Cross-examination by Mr. Yap)

Chua J.:
A,

Chua J.:
Mr. Yap:

Q. Doctor, we

(conttd)

Yes, Doctor,
On my former oath, my Lords.

Yes, Mr. Yap.
May it please you, my Lords.
did establish yesterday of the

28th January
1976

possibility that the person falling in this
manner hitting his head on the hard ground
would cause a fissure fracture of the petrous
temporal bone? A, Yes,

Qs Doctor, fissure fracture is also line fracture,
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Qe

A,
Qe

118.

it is synonymous with line fracture, is it not?
Just we call fissure fracture a fracture line.

Fracture line, I see. Now, Doctor, when the
petrous temporal bone has a fissure or a
fracture line on its left hand side - just have
a look at this illustration - now this bone is
considerably weakened?

Oh, yes, I had said it yesterday.

Chua J.: Which bone?

Mr. Yap: The petrous temporal bone. 10
Chua J.: Weaker?

Mr. Yap: Will be considerably weaker.

Chua J.: Yes.

Now, Doctor, before we finished yesterday, you

did say that a blow coming from the left hand

side here (indicates on skull) if the head is

restig on a hard ground, such a blow will

result in a line fracture together with

comminuted fractures on the petrous temporal

bone? A. Yes, 20

Chua J.: Would cause——-what? Fissure
fracture of what?

Ir, Yap: Fissure fracture on the petrous
temporal bone, right side, my Lords.

Chua J.: Yes.

And may even extend, if the force is severe
enough, it may even extend to a line fracture
on the right side of the petrous temporal bone?
Yes, I did say that yesterday.

Now, Doctor, that was on the assumption that the 30
left petrous temporal bone was before that in
its solid form? A, Yes, of course.

But, if, Doctor, the line fracture had already
existed on the left side of the petrous

temporal bone, it had already been in existence,
the line fracture, and now you have a blow on

this side (indicates on skull), you understand me?
That means the line of fracture existed already
there.
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Q.

A.

Qe
A.

Q.

Q.

Q.

Qe
A.

Q.

1109.

Existed already there. A. Before,
Before this blow, A. If there is a line?
Yes, if there is a line on the left petrous

temporal bone.

Before the blow to the left side of the forehead?

That is correct, yes.

Chua J.: Before the fracture line?
Mr. Yap: Was in existence before the blow on
the left side of the head,

Is it not possible that that fracture line - is
it not possible that that fracture line would
now be exaggerated into comminuted fractures?
A very slight possibility.

But none the less you agree it is possible.
Yes, a slight possibility.

There is a possibility that that fracture line
on the left petrous temporal bone would now be
sort of exaggerated into a more serious form
to the extent of being a comminuted fracture?
Yes, I mentioned a slight possitlity.

Doctor, you have told us that the comminuted
fractures to the squamous temporal bones in the
case of the deceased was a transmitted force---
was caused by a transmitted force? A. Yes.
Mr. Yap: The comminuted fractures on the
squamous temporal bones.

Chua J.: Yes,=—-was?

Mr. Yap: Caused by the force transmitted

from the petrous temporal bones.

And the same applies on both sides of the
petrous temporal bones? A. You mean the—=—-

Yes, the fractures at the squamous?
Transmitted to the squamous portion from the
petrous portion of the temporal bones - the
same will apply in both the temporal bones.

Now, Doctor, if the fall---before that, Doctor,
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A.
Qe

Q.

Qo

120,

I am sorry, we have yesterday ascertained your
agreement pertaining to the theories raised by
Gradwohl's Legal Medicine at page 294 and page
295--—

Chua J.: What pages?
Mr., Yap: 294 and 295.
2947

Now, Doctor, I would refer you again to para-
graph (b) which is on the left hand column of
page 295, A. Yes, I have this.

Chua J.: Paragraph (b)?
Mr. Yap: Of page 295, my Lord.
Chua J.: Yes,

I would just read quickly that portion to you
now: (reads)

"Middle fossa fractures result from direct
or secondary impact, the commonest side
being just above and behind the ear, from
hitting the ground. They also occur with
crush injuries of the head and may involve
both middle fossae and the pituitary fossa.
Sometimes they extend into the anterior or
posterior fossae or on to the vault. It
is of significance that the temporal bone
can be thin at this point and cases have
been seen of fractures resulting from a
simple blow with a fist".

You agree with this proposition?
Yes, I agree with this,

Now, Doctor, in other words, if I could just
translate it into this illustration: if the
head were to sustain direct blow or fall on
to the ground at this point of the petrous
temporal bone----

Chua J.: No, no, if the head----
If the head at the left petrous temporal bone

hits the ground with a reasonably hard impact,
that is, with sufficient force, it is possible

10

20

30



10

20

30

Q.

Q.

121.

that that force could transmit the force into
this very thin bone, the force?

Chua J.: Could be transmitted?

Could be transmitted to this very thin left
squamous temporal bone, is it not possible?
Yes, this is possible.

Now, Doctor, this would also be possible on the
right petrous temporal mne, would it not be?
Of course.

In other words, Doctor, proceeding from where
we left off yesterday, if the skull or if the
head of the deceased was on the ground in this
manner (demonstrates) with a blow on the left
side~=—-

Chua Je.: If the head of the deceased——==%

Mr., Yap: If the head of the deceased, my
Lord, was on the ground in this
manner, this would be where the
region of the right ear, my Lord,
on the ground.

Chua J.: With the right ear?

Mr. Yap: The region of the right ear.

The region behind the right ear.
Yes, behind the right ear on the ground.
Chua Jd.: Yes.

And you have a blow on the left, on the
region like that of the first group of
fractures - like that of the first group of
fractures, having the 