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- check. Maybe the St

C | | C
Stays low. Doesn't want to be seen.

= MR. FOXGROVER: | Objection. There is no evidence
and it is not fair comment. He can't suggest anything.

THE COURT: It is comment.

MR. GARZA: Thank you, Judge, and when is the one
time he does show his face? July 15th to pick up his
paycheck. ‘ n

Of course,| he had to have that money for a
party.

MR. FOXGROVER: | Objection. Mr. State's Attorpey
is volunteering information and I mofe;fcr & mis-trial -
again.

THE COURT: The!'jury heard the evidenge;

MR. FOXGROVER: | They heard nothing about a pay-

te's Attorney knows something we

- —

don't. Agaln, an omission.

THE COURT: The! jury also heard the testimony on

reputtal.

—_—

MR. GARZA: The%e's a prbverﬁ beople uée down .
at thé'pld Criminal bdﬁrf'builgidg 55'26£h Street, and
they use it in the CFvic Cehter.

| In fact, i% was used in a trial here not long

ago and that is when you haQe the evidence, you present

the evidence. -
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When you h

When you have ihe law,'you:o*esent tre law.

ave nothinz, you yel. and scream

and be as much of-an'obstructionist as youican.

. Ladies and

gentlemen, that man is guilty as

—

sig,ﬁnd~¥oueﬂil£\3§}T

out.

JDo your du

o e e et S

y double a tragedy 1‘ you cut. him

—— . .

| : ‘. -
ty that you swore to do and return

the only verdict that is just and bring. justice to that

young'iady.

MR. FOXGROVER:

~We owe that lady not

'"The law in| this State - - move for a nis-trial.

I will cite case law
THE COURT: Mr.

in passionate closin
MR. FOXGROVER:

closing arguments, Y

l
I will -cit
: |

THE COURT: You

ruled.

MR. GARZA: Tha

gentlemen, as I once

Use your God given c

evidence and I am co

Objection.

hing. -

and fact.
Foxgrover, there is some 1at1tude

g argunment.

It does not provice for improper
|
our Honor.

e the law to Your Eonor, please.

r objection is respectfully over-
|

i
pk_you. Once agair, ladies and
said it will doudble the tragedy.
!

ommon sense. Deli
i

nfident at the outsei as when we

terate on the

|
I
!
I

I mcve for a mis-~trial.
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selected you people
a verdict of not gui
gullty as charged.

MR. FOXGROVER:

THE COURT: Deq
Ladies anﬁ

and arguments in thﬁ
will now instruct yq
The law ap

these 1nstructions.a
them. You must not

disregard'others.

It is your

to determine them on;

You are to apply the
decide the case. ‘
Neither sy
fluence you.
From time
Court to rule on the

not concern yourselv

-9 -

ET

as Jjurors that you will not return

1ty but will return a verdict of

Renew our motiocn for a mis-trial.
ied.

gentlemen of the Jury, the evidence
s:case'have been completed, and I

u as to the léw.

plicable to this.ca$e is stated in
nd it is your duty to follow 911 of

single out certain instructions and

duty to determine the facts, and
1y from the evidence in this case.

law to the facts and in this way
mpathy nor prejudice éhould in-
to time it has been the duty of the

admissibility of ‘evidence. You must

es with the reasons for these rulings.

You should disregard
which objectioﬁs wer

You should

questions which were withdrawn or to .

i
i

? sustained,

l
|also disregard testimony which the
!

|
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MR. SCOTT: No.

nagervard

THE COURT: You may s
your testimony with any ot

still under way.

Evowr MaSkc Selo vl

Apv N, 19e

tand down. Please do not discuss

her witness while the hearing is

You may proceed with your next witness.

MR. ARTHUR: Mark Std

called as a witness on bew

first duly sworn, was exam

lorpw.

MﬁFK STOLOROW,

alf of the State, having been

ined and *cstified as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION
BY |
MR. |ARTHUR:
0. Sir, what is your name?
A Mark Stolorow.
Q Anq Mr. Stolprow, what is your business or
occupation, sir?
A I am the Serologist Coordinator for thg Illinois

Department of Law Enforcem
Laboratory in the Bureau o

Q. How long have yo

ent Training and Applications
f Scientific Services.

u been so employed, sir?

A I have been employed in that position since

1979 at the Joliet Facilit
i
Q What are your pﬁ

and duties in that positid

{
t

y.
eliminary responsibilities

n, sir?

141
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A. As the Serology Coordinator, I have several
responsibilities, which include training new employees
in the field of blood analysis; that is for Forensic
Serology in a formal two-year training program located
in Joliet, and following that training program, the
Serologists are sent to any of the seven state laboratories.
And to date there have been approximately twenty students
that I have taught in the five and a half years that I
have.been there. 1In addition, I also am charged with
the responsibility of keeping up to date and evaluating
new techniques that are developed in the field of
Forensic Serology, and evaluating new equipment which
comes on the market. The third responsibility I have is
to provide a program of in-service training for the
Forensic Serologists who are already on staff and to
use this training as a means to continue to upgrade their
skills in the field. The fourth area is to conduct
proficiency testing of new techniques which have been
learned by people in the field and to demonstrate that
their competence in those tests are up to date and are
adequate. The fifth area is to serve in the role of
a consultant or laiason within our department in offering
the services of reanalyzing cases or assisting in

difficult cases as the need arises and to provide
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assistance or technical assistance to the laboratory
directors, to the staff serologists, and to our bureau
administration. It also means that from time to time,
I will participate in seminars with defense attorneys
and state's attorneys, university groups, legislative
bodies, and other requests that require information

to be given about forensic serology to agencies outside
our bureau.

0 Mr. Stolorow, what is Forensic Serology?

A Serology is a study of blood and blood
components, and Forensic Science is the application of
science through matters pertaining to law. So within
the field of Forensic Serology, it pertains to blood~
stained material, stains produced from other physiological
fluids, and in our state, it incorporates hairs and
fiber analysis as well.

0. Mr. Stolorow, what is your educational
background, sir?

A I was graduated in 1969 from the University

of Michigan with a Bachelor of Science Degree. 1In 1971,

from the University of Pittsburgh, with a Masters of

Science in Forensic Chemistry. After becoming employed
with the Michigan State Police in 1971, I continued part-

time for a Masters in Business Administration and received
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that Degree in 1974 from Eastern Michigan University.

0 You received any further specialized training
in your field, sir?

A Yes, in the area of Forensic Serology, I have
taken several courses and participated in workshops
devoted to the topics in Forensic Serology. I believe
on three occasions at the F.B.I. Laboratory in the last
decade or so, and also in regional organizations that
are groups of forensic scientists that have come
together for the purpose of in-service training.

ol Mr. Stolorow, have you published in the area

of your expertise?

8 Yes, I have.

0 Approximately how many times and on what
subjects?

). I believe over a dozen publications in scientific

journals that relates to topics in Forensic Serology,
both in blood-stain analysis or body fluids or physiological
stain analysis.
MR. ARTHUR: Let the record reflect, Your Honor, I am
tendering to counsel a copy of what I have marked
People's Exhibit Number 7 for Identification.
(Whereupon, People's Exhibit

Number 7 for Identification
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was marked for Identification.)
MR. ARTHUR: 0. Mr. Stolorow, I tender to you what
has been marked People's Exhibit Number 7 for Identification,

do you recognize what that is, sir?

A Yes, I do.
0. What is it?
A It is a copy of my curriculum vitae which is

dated February of 1985.

0 And does that set forth, sir, that seventeen-page
document, does that set forth your various educational
experiences, teaching experiences, publications, et cetera,

dealing with your area of your expertise of Forensic

Serology?
A Yes, sir.
0 Is that up to date, sir?
B, As of February.
0. Is it accurate?
. Yes, sir.
0. Mr. Stolorow, did you have occasion, around

late March, early April of this year, to receive certain
items of physical evidence with respect to the case of
People versus Gary Dotson?

A Yes, I did.

0 And among the items you received, did you receive
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four envelopes which contain standards from an individual
identified by David Burhs?

A. Yes, I did.

0 I show you what is right in front of you, what
has been pfeviously marked as People's Exhibit Number 6-A3,
B, C, and D for Identification, and I would ask you, are
those the envelopes that contain the standards that you
received from David Burns?

A Yes, sir, they are.

0. Did you have occasion also, Mr. Stolorow, to
obtain the original evidence, court evidence, in the
case of People versus Gary Dotson?

A Yes, sir.

0} Did you get that also from Chicago Police

Officers Tony Katalinic and Fred Hill?

A Yes, I received it from Fred Hill.

0. And those were various items, is that correct?
A That is correct.

Q And those items were in your custody, you did

certain things with some items, and you brought those
here to court today, is that correct, sir?

A That is correct.

0 I would ask you just to peek behind you, I think

in the box, take a look at those items that are contained
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therein, peruse those items.

Would you indicate whether the items contained
in the box that I have asked you to be considered,
People's Group Exhibit 8 for Identification, are those
the items you received in this case?

A For the record, I am removing two boxes of
chalk that I placed there a few minutes ago, and some
evidence which pertains to the same case number; that
arrived as the evidence that you mentioned earlier.

In the box now does exist the group exhibit which I

received from Fred Hill on April 2nd, 1985, in the Joliet

Laboratory.

0 Those were the items which were identified
as being the original evidence in the court case of
Gary Dotson?

a, They were represented to me in that manner.

0 Now, aside from the chalk you took out of the
box, you said you took some other items out of the box;
is that correct?

A That is correct.

0. I would ask that be considered Group Exhibit
Number 9 for Identification. Would you tell His Honor
and Counsel what those items are and when you received

those?
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A The four envelopes which are dated April 4,
1985, bearing my initials and the laboratory number in
this case represent standérds that include blood samples
and saliva samples and unstained cloth controls that
were represented to me as having come from Cathleen
Webb and Gary Dotson.

0 Were those items represented Fo have been
taken from Cathleen Webb and Gary Dotson just a week
ago today pursuant to motions by myself representing
the State's Attorney of Cook County?

A. Yes. When I received the evidence, I was
instructed those samples had been taken on the 4th of
April and the notations on. the containers that I
received bore the date April 4th.

0 Did you have occasion, Mr. Stolorow, after you
received all of this evidence, to examine some of the
original court evidence for the purpose of detecting
the possible presence of seminal fluid or the presence
of spermatozoa?

A Yes, I did.

0. Of the original court evidence that you
received which are contained in the green and white boxes
considered Group Exhibit 8, which items did you examine

during that testing procedure?
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A May I refer to my notes?
0 Sure.
A There were several items of clothing which

included a white blouse or tunic, a white bra, a red and
white striped apron, a pair of blue slacks, and a pair

of white panties, and two smears which were identified

on the container as vaginal smears from Cathleen Crowell
with a date of 1977. And I received 6ther items of
evidence, but in answer to your question, those are the
ones which were examined specifically for seminal material.

0 And did you find seminal material on any

of those items?

A Yes, sir, I did.
0. On which of those items?
A Seminal material was identified on the

panties and also identified on the smears which were

labeled vaginal smears.

0. What testing procedures, Mr. Stolorow, are
available to you now in the current state of science

to detect the presence of seminal fluid?
A Seminal fluid is a liquid which is composed

of a solid phase and a liquid phase. The sclid phase

is the cellular portion and among those cells are

male reproductive cells known as spermatozoa. There
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are also biochemicals or physiological samples in the

liguid portion known as seminal plasma, which are unique

to seminal material, and they can be identified to positively

confirm the'presence of semen and the absence of spermatozoa.
However, in answer to the specific question of

what tests were applied in this case, the identification

of seminal material was made microscopically in the iden-

tification of spermatozoa, both on the vaginal smears and

on the extracts produced from _seminal strains in the

crotch and rear of the panties.

0. If I can address the exhibit, the original court
exhibit, which was the panties of Cathy Crowell. Ycu
indicated that seminal fluid was detected in the crotch
of that item; is that correct?

A That is correct.

o} I believe you testified.also there was a stain
in that area; is that correct?

A. Yes.

0 Tell His Honor what the size of that seminal
stain was in the crotch of those panties.

A There appeared invisible light which measured
from the front of the panel, the cloth panel in the crotch
of the panties to the rear of the cloth panel in the crotch

of the panties, approximately five and a half inches from

18N
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front to back, and approximately two inches wide, and that
stain continued in fairly regular shape of an elongated
stain from the rear of the back panel of the crotch up the
rear of the panties in the center portion of the waistband
in the back, and that is an extension of another five and

a half inches and the width of three inches. $So this stain
which visibly has a rather indistinct yellow outline was
viewed under ultraviolet light and it has a very clear, dis-
tinct outline of a clear stain which is eleven inches long
and two to three inches wide.

Q. Within that stain that you observed, did you
observe, I believe you testified you observed spefmatozoa,
was that correct?

A Yes, I cut portions from the stain in the panties
corresponding to an area that had been removed previous
to my acquiring this evidence and produced extracts of an
area in the rear and in the crotch of the stains, using
distilled water, and from the extracts, produced smears on
microscope slides. The smears were then stained with a
stain which is Kernechtrot Picroindigo-carmine. I have
spelled it on the list for the court reporter, and let it
suffice to abbreviate KPIC.

This stain is -a stain which will stain spermatozoa

heads red or pink color, and the neck piece, the mid-piece
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in the tail a green color, and the microscope slides that I
produced from a stain extract of the panties as well, a
stain extract of slacks, I might add, on microscope slides,
and then view them under a microscope for the presence of

spermatozoa or parts of spermatozoa.

Q. Is there a standard or a scale within this
scientific field of Forensic Serology which you can attempt

to quantify how much spermatozoa you observed?

A More or less.
0. Would you explain what that is?
N .
A I hesitate to use the term guantify. Rather

than something quite that precise, I would say we would
categorize the pumber of spermatozoa we see in any given
field through the microscope on a relative scale of one to
four. We use in the State of Illinois, but I am aware of
the fact other crime laboratories also have scales to
measure the abundance or scarcity of spermatozoa on micro-
scope slides. Our scale ranges from zero to four with

zero being no spermatozoa and four being the highest number
of spermatozoa. The ranges are really quite subjective

and descriptive, going from one plus, which is few spermatozoa/
i

—_—

thatmight be difficult to locate, to four plus spermatozoa,

which would be many sperm, many fields.

0 On that scale, how did you categorize the
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spermatozoa found in the panties of Cathy Crowell?

)N The two stains that I extracted, one from the
crotch and one from the reéf, produced what I would

A
categorize as some heads ;nd some fields, ranging to
many heads in some fields and by numerical classification
I arbitrarily selectéd a scale or an evaluation from
two plus to three plus. I believe one of the stains
was two dus, and the other stain was a three plus.
- Q Are those spermatozoa still on that item of
physical evidence or the extract of the sampks you took?
A Because I removed a portion of the stain
which I felt was representative portion of the stain,
though I cannot testify for certain that the rest of the
panties bear spermatozoa, I did preserve the microscope
smears I made and brought those to court with me, as
well, and those microscope slides do have stains,
spermatozoa, and are now part of the evidence.

0 Mr. Stolorow, as an expert in the field of
Forensic Serology, that determination or observation
by you of the presence of seminal fluid and spermatozoa
on those panties had been there if those panties had
been laundered with any substance at all?

A The question is not an infrequent one, because

of the fact that we do have samples of clothing that get

153

Tl



ruRm L L&A

15

16

17

18

19

C C

laundered, and we do inspect laundered samples in the
training program. As a matter of fact, and the answer

is that it is possible for rare and infrequent spermatozoa
to survive a washing process if, in fact, it is a rather
simple rinsing procedure, and for example, it is not
unknown for us to receive clothing from someone who has
been submerged under water and still be able to find
occasional or infrequent spermatozoa. The number I found
in the stain and the ease I could extract them with a
drop of distilled water in a test tube suggests to me
these spermatozoa or seminal material did not undergo
washing prior to my receiving them.

0 Mr. Stolorow, you also testified among the items
of the original court evidence, which is contained in
Group Exhibit 8 for Identification, you had some items
which represented samples taken from within the vagina

of Cathy Crowell in 1979; is that correct?

A Yes.
Q What did you receive in that respect?
A I received a plastic container that had in it

two microscope slides, one of which was cracked in half
but both of which bore the marks indicating Cathy
Crowell, vaginal secretion sample, and a date of 7-11-77.

That is July 1lth, 1977. It was identified as Number 7 as
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A

an exhibit number. Those when I received them were unstainéd.i
That is, they had no coloration on them. They did not apéear ;
to have been stained. I proceeded to stain one of the two |
slides and examine it microscopically and did identify plus

one heads as a positive identification of spermatozoa and
seminal matter. The other stain was left untested for

whatever future use it may be applied.

—

~—— I

0 With respect to those two slides that you just
mentioned, could you produce those, please, from the box
considered Group‘Exhibit 8, those two slides you are talking
about?

Your Honor, I would ask the recordlreflect it
is being marked as Group Exhibit Number 8-A for Identification
purposes of this hearing as a sealedbox. Counsel, I would
ask the witness be allowed to break the seal and remove
the contents.

Ask the record to reflect, I am marking a certain
item removed from that box as Exhibit 8-A-1 for Identification
and tender it to counsel.

Mr. Stolorow, I show you Exhibit 8-A-1 for

Identification. 1Is that the subject from which you removed

the slides from which you conducted these tests on?
A Yes, it is. BAnd for the record, there is also

a date on the opposite side which, next to the name, Cathy
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Crowell, well, it's spelled C-R-0O-M-W-E-L-L, is the date
7-9-717, July 9th, 1977. The earlier date I mentioned is
on the reverse side. This is the sample I received on
April the 2nd.

0. You indicated that a sample is identified

coming from within the vaginal or vagina or of Cathy

Crowell?
A That is what that indicates.
Q. You also indicate you found spermatozoa in
there?
A That is correct.
0. Mr. Stolorow, what, as a Forensic Serologist,

can you say with respect to the condition of spermatozoa
that is deposited within the vagina? How long will

that sperm remain in that area? How long will you be
able to detect it thereafter?

A I wish there were a point estimate I could
tell you, a fixed number of hours or days spermatozoa
survive. However, the dynamics of secretions which occur
in the human vagina from the initial deposit of semen
in the vagina, there is a continuous process of dilution
and enzymatic decomposition of the seminal constituents,
including spermatozoa. This occurs at different rates

in different women and within different rates from one woman
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from one part of her daily activity to another. From lying
down, the rate of loss of spermatozoa would be different

if the woman were engaged in vigorous exercise. It also
varies to some extent during the menstrual cycle, but by
and large, it is fair to expect thagugggﬂmaigrity of

spermatozoa would be dissipiated over a p

three days, and I would like to be very careful in making
tﬁégmétatemenﬁ, because in some cases, spermatozoa can

be gone in a matter of a few hours from some women: who have
reactions. In other cases, they have been reported in

the literature to exist in the vagina as long as a week.

or seven days, for example. It also depends on where

the spermatozoa are located within the vagina.

If a sample vaginal smear is collected from a
pool of liquid at the floor of the vagina, it might not
~- one might not detect spermatozoa with the same per-
sistence you might if the mucosa on the cervix were.
tested, which is a little stickier and the chemistry
there is a little more favorable for longer persistence
of spermatozoa. I may not have clarified that, but
what I was trying to do was to say that the range of
variability is significant enough so that having a
fixed point estimate of a day or two or three days,

to say a spermatozoa would be gone is a difficult thing
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0 Are you familiar with the fact that in potential
rape cases, emergency rooms at hospitals have occasion to
examine slides of vaginal swabs or whatever also to try to
detect the presence of seminal fluid or spermatozoa?

A Yes.

0. Are you also aware of the phenomenon, sometimes
your results are different from what the hospital finds?

A, Yes, sir.

0 And a Forensic Serologist, Mr. Stolorow, what
can account for the discrepancy between what a hospital
in their Lab and in their procedures might detect versus
what you can detect in your science lab?

A In working closely with hospitals in the State
of Illinois and the production of sexual assault kits
that all of the state hospitals utilize, we discovered
in the late 1970s or early 1980s that many of the hospitals
really use a very limited procedure in looking for sper-
matozoa. Sometimes it is with biological stain, and
sometimes it isn't. By and large, the attention which is
given to locating a single spermatozoa on a microscope
slide is not given the kind of attention from the medical

point of view as it would from the forensic point of view

in a crime lab. It is for this reason we ask very specifically
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the samples for crime lab permission are prepared first
and allow us greater sensitivity in allowing us to find
sperm than the average hospital lab would utilize.

0 Besides the differences you have talked about,
does the equipment, such as the microscope, can that play
a difference in detecting certain things?

A By and large, hospital laboratory equipment is
very good. However, when samples of spermatozoa arrive
in the hospital lab, very often they are still moving
and motile, and even when they are not, most -often, they
are still intact, complete sperm heads and tails. On the
other hand, the forensic lab with the same equipment
using techniques specifically designed to find more or,

I should say, less frequent spermatozoa on a slide, per-
haps spermatozoa that no longer has tails or portions of
tails are procedures even with the same equipment, I think
are widely accepted as being more effective at identifying
spermatozoa.

0. Mr. Stolorow, in addition to the tests you
performed to detect the presence of seminal fluid as well
as spermatozoa, did you perform any tests to attempt to
type the blood of a contributor of the seminal fluid that
you found in those evidence exhibits provided from the

Circuit Court of Cook County?
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A Could you repeat your question, please?

0 Probably not.

Did you perform any additional tests in addition

to the test to detect the presence of seminal fluid to try

to type the blood of the person who might have contributed

to that?

A For the sake of purity, I wasn't making an

attempt to type blood in the seminal material. There are

blood factors and body fluids in most people which are
called secreted blood factors, and ves, I did make an

attempt to locate secreted blood factors in the seminal

stain.
0. Were you successful in doing that, sir?
A Yes.
Q What did you find within the seminal stains

in the court evidence in People versus Gary Dotson?

" A Of the three ABO blood factors which can be
g

detected in iﬁéretion stains, that is A factor,\hB :
Ol i

N
factor, and AH factor, I located the presence of B and

H antigens.

) And did you have occasion, sir, to examine

the standards provided for David Burns in Utah to try
to establish the blood group that his blood belonged

to and whether or not he is a secretor?
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A Yes, I did.

0 What did you find with respect to the standards
from David Burns?

A His blood sample was typed and found to be
Type O in the ABO System. It also demonstrated a Lewis
Blood Group of Lewis?;egative, Lewis B Positive, which
is an indication that he is ABO secretor. To confirm
that indication, a sample of his saliva was typed, which
is a.technique called absorption inhibition and the

presence of H antigen confirmed that he is an ABO Group

O secretor. And at the outset, if I may, I would like

to say that an O is an ABO blood group. It is a fenal-RA\Q”O

type, the factor possessed by people who are Type O

is called an H factor. So the H and the O may be used
interchangeably and they are not intended to cau;e con-
fusion; but the factor I found is called H antigen, or
H factor.

o Have the methodology or whatever techniques
you used to determine these things improved in the field
of Forensic Serology since 19772

a. Yes, I think so. I think there have been sig-
nificant strides in the improvement of genetic marker
determination in both blood stains and in body fluids or

physiological stains.
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0. Because those testings procedures have at least
in your opinion, as an expert, improved, did you request
our office to obtain new standards from Cathy Webb Crowell
(sic) and Gary Dotson in this case?

A Yes, I did. I was reluctant to perform any
blood group typing on stains without having fresh standards
upon which I could base my conclusions in order to make
a valid comparison. I did not want to use results that
had been obtained seven years ago.

0. And, in fact, that was accomplished last week
pursuant to an order in this court, is that correct?

A I believe initially at the time, I asked:
for the standards as a basis for doing any stain typing,
I was told that decision hadn't been made yet and sub-
sequently, I was told that standards would be forthcaming
and that I could do a comparison between the standards
and the stains.

0. And you eventually got standards from Gary
Dotson and Cathy Webb just last week, is that correct?

A. Yes.

0. With respect to the standards from Cathy
Crowell-Webb, what were you able to determine?

A The blood of Cathleen Crowell-Webb demonstrated

the presence of B and H antigens and Lewis Blood Group,
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Lewis A Positive. Excuse me. Lewis A Negative and
lewis B Positive, which indicates that she is an ABO
Secretor. The saliva from Cathleen Crowell demonstrated
the presence of the B and H antigen by the technigue

of absorption inhibition.

0. ' With respect to the standards from Gary Dotson;
what did your tests show on those standards?

A The blood of Gary Dotson demonstrated Type B.
He was a BO Type B and presence of lewis A Negative,
Lewis B Positive, indicating he is a secretor of ABO
and his saliva demonstrated the presence of B and H
antigen, confirming that he is an ABO Type B secretor.

0 With respect to the evidence in the original
case, the evidence which is part of Group Exhibit 8,
specifically the panties with the seminal stain, did
you perform any tests on those to compare to the now
known standards of the three people involved in this

case?

A Yes. There were several tests performed.

Among them was the ABO Type, and that was performed

by absorption inhibition on duplicate samples and demon-
strated in each case the presence of B and H antigen.
0. Sir, given the results of that absorption

inhibition test on the seminal stain of Cathy Crowell's
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panties, and based upon which you found in the testing
procedures on the standards from Cathy Crowell-Webb and

David Burns, and Gary Dotson, were you able to xeach any

conclusions?
A. Yes, I was.
Q Would you tell His Honor what that is?
A. The ABO -Group B and H activity in the seminal

stains in the panties could have originated entirely

R

'from CathT&één Webb herself§z;/f the semen were deposited

YT —
by a non—secretor\'-it could have originated from the

vaginal secretions of Cathleen Webb in combination with
a Group B secretor, or it could have originated from the
vaginal divisions of Cathleen Webb in combination with

i

‘a Group O Secretor or some combination of semen from

novL ‘
Group O, Group B and/or alknown \secretor.

0. Did that test, Mr. Stolorow, exclude David
Burns from being the source of that seminal fluid?

A No, it did not.

0. Did that test and those results exclude

Gary Dotson as being the source of that seminal

material?
A No, it did not.
0 Did you have occasion, Mr. Stolorow, to

submit some of these items to another forensic scientist
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in the State of Illinois Crime Lab by the name of
Mohammad Tahir?

A Yes, I did.

0. Did you ask him to perform other tests to try

and find out if he could get anything else out of this

evidence?
A. Yes.
0 And did Mohammad Tahir, in fact, do that?
A Yes. On Monday morning, April 8th, Mr. Tahir

came to the laboratory in Joliet and together we removed
samples of the seminal stain in the panties and on the
stained portion of the panties and samples of dried
serum and liquid serum of David Burns, Gary Dotson
and Cathy Webb, and those samples collectively were
given to Mohammad to take to the Maywood Lab and perform
typing as GM or C.amma Marker Typing.

0. Is —-- did you learn the results of Mohammad
Tahir's testing?

A Yes, I did.

0 Did the test results of Mohammad Tahir exclude
David Burns as the source of that seminal material?

A The results of the typing demonstrated no
GM activity in the stains at all and therefore, no one

can be excluded on the basis of the GM typing alone.
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0. So neither David Burns nor Gary Dotson could
be excluded as the result of this other test, is that
correct, sir?

A. That is correct.

0 Among the evidence that you received from
Investigators Hill and Katalinic that were identified
as coming from the Clerk of the Circuit Court of Cook
County, that being the evidence originally introduced
in this trial, did you receive certain items of evidence
here identified as coming from the body or clothing of
Cathleen Crowell-Webb at thé hospital on July 9th, 19772

A Yes.

Q And among the group of evidence hairs that
were submitted to you and identified as being found on
Cathy Crowell on July 9th, 1977, how many hairs did you
find?

A, I received eight hairs.

0. And were those hairs identified by way of

packaging or whatever as to where they were found?

A. Yes.
0 And where were they found, sir?
A One hair was identified as a hair collected

from the panties, the other seven hairs were identified as

pubic hair coming from Cathleen Crowell.
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0. And within the pubic hair coming from Cathleen
Crowell, how many hairs were found?

A There were seven collectively on the exhibit
marked Pubic Hair Combings.

0. Did you have occasion to receive in Group Exhibit
8 for Identification the original evidence in this case,
items that were identified as being standards from
Cathleen Crowell?

" A Yes, I did.

Q. Approximately how many hairs were identified
as being standards from Cathleen Crowell?

A Collectively, there were sixteen hairs on the
slides marked standards of Cathleen Crowell, and they
consisted of fourteen hairs that had been cut. Each of
them had been cut apparently quite close to the root
from the feature of the proximal end of the hair; that
is the hair closest to the scalp or on the skin. Two
of those hairs were simply fragments of the tip of the
hairs, and they were quite short, about a half an inch
long.

Q. Among the evidence that you received from
Hill and Katalinic, the evidence that was used in the
original trial of the case, did you also receive hairs

that were identified as being standards of the pubic hair
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A Yes, I did.

0 You have already identified among the People's
Group Exhibit 6 for Identification, envelopes containing
evidence which were received at the Joliet Lab from Hill
and Katalinic, is that correct?

A. Yes, sir.

0. Among those items is an envelope which contains

standards of the pubic hair of David Burns, is that

correct?
A Yes, sir.
0. Within the standards, if I may back uwp a

little bit, identified as being pubic hair standards of

Gary Dotson, approximately how many standards did you

receive?

A There were twelve pulled hairs on the micro-
scope slide identified as the pubic hair standards

from Gary Dotson.

0 And among the standards identified as being
pubic hair standards from David Burns, approximately

how many did you receive?

A I received a packet with fifteen hairs and
selected twelve of those hairs as a representative,

random selection and mounted them on a microscope slide.
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They were twelve pulled pubic hairs, and the remaining
three are stil in the original packet.

0 Did you have occasion, sir, to compare the
standard pubic hairs ffom Cathy Crowell, Gary Dotson,
and David Burns, to the evidence standards or the
evidence hairs that were on the pubic area from the
pubic combings and the one hair found in the panties
of Cathy Crowell at the hospital?

A Yes, sir.

0. And did you, based on that examination, find
one of those hairs to be what you have described in

your report as an aberrant hair?

A. Yes, sir.
0. Would you explain to His Honor what that
is?
A An aberrant hair is a hair which has undergone

an abnormal growth process that renders features of the
hair, such as the diameter of the hair or the pigment
of the hair, or the central canal of the hair known

as the medulla in such a configuration that it is not
representative of the person from whom it came; hence,
the term, aberrant hair. And such a hair being unsuit-
able or non-representative is, in my opinion, not

suitable for valid comparison.
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0 Some of the eight hairs that you had, seven
from the vaginal combings or the pubic combings, and
the one from the panties, you determined the hair from
the panties was aberrant hair and you couldn't use for
comparison, is that correct?

A In part, it was aberrant hair. It was also
severely damaged. It was nearly broken in half, a
very short hair. A hair that had beep forcibly removed
and'demonstrated an immature growth and whose scales
had been damaged to the extent thef literally protruded
from the side of the hair. I didn't feel that hair
was suitable for comparison for those reasons as well.

0. Among the seven remaining hairs, all of

which came from the pubic combings of Cathy Crowell

on July 9th, you found another hair that was inconclusive,

is that correct?

A, Yes, sir.
0 In what respect was that hair inconclusive?
A The hair itself was in good shape for micro-

scopic comparison. The microscopic features about

a dozen in all, which I inspected and recorded, simply
shared in common some of those, the majority of those
features found in the hair standard of Cathleen Webb,

and then the hair standard of Gary Dotson. The result
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is that I was unable to reach a conclusion about whether
either one of those two people would be eliminated as

a potential source. The comparison of that hair with
that of David Burns, however, was an elimination, and
did not bear any characteristics or did not share the
same microscopic characterizations as the pubic hair
standard from David Burns.

0. Within the six remaining hairs in the pubic
haif combings of Cathleen Crowell at the hospital on
July 9th, five other hairs were basically in the same cat-
egory; is that correct, sir?

A Five other hairs shared some common properties.

Q Based upon your tests, your examination and
your comparison of those five hairs, with the standards
of Cathleen Crowell-Webb, Gary Dotson and David Burns,
what were you able to conclude?

A Five of these hairs from the pubic hair
combings were microscopically consistent with the pubic

hair standard of Cathleen Webb. They were microscopically

N
S
é}‘similar to the pubic hair standard of Gary Dotson and

David Burns.
0. So with respectt to those hairs, would you be
able to say with any reasonable degree of scientific

certainty those five hairs did not originate from either
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David Burns or Gary Dotson?

A That is correct.

0. That brings us to one last hair, Mr. Stolorow.
Did you have occasion to compare this last hair with
the pubic combings of Cathleen Crowell taken from the
hospital on July 9th with the standards you received
from Cathy Crowell-Webb, Gary Dotson and David Burns?

A, Yes, sir.

0 Based upon your examination, based upon

your education, your experience and your training,

can you draw any scientific conclusions from that

examination?
A. Yes, sir.
0. What is that, sir?
A, The hair is microscopically consistent with

pubic hair standards Gary Dotson and is dissimilar
with the pubic hair standards of David Burns and
Cathleen Webb.

0. Can you therefore, sir, within a reasonable

degree of scientific certainty, state an opinion on

-whether that pubic hair originated from Cathy Webb

or David Burns?
A. Yes.

0 What is that opinion, sir?
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A They did not, excuse me.

MR. ARTHUR: Thank you, sir.

guestions.

c

It d4id not.

I have no further

THE COURT: You want to approach the bench, Mr.

Arthur and Mr. Lupel?
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MR. ARTHUR: If I might have just a couple other
questions.

Mr. Stolorow, you indicated what your
findings were relative to the evidence here that was part
of the original case in People versus Gary Dotson as
bpposed to three groups of standards, is that correct?

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir.

MR. ARTHUR: Q What do those mean in real layman's
terﬁs?

A The hair from the underpants or from the panties,
the abberent hairs simply are unsuitable for comparison.

The other seven hairs from the pubic hair
combings consisted of five hairs which could have
originated from\Cathleen Webb and did not originate from
David Burn or Gary Dotson. One of the hairs could have
originated from Gary Dotson and did not originate from
Cathleen Webb or David Burn and the final hair did not
originate from David Burn and is inconclusive with respect
to comparison between Gary Dotson and Cathleen Webb.

MR. ARTHUR: Thank you, sir, I have no further
questions.

Mr. Lupel?

o
tu. .«"
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CROSS EXAMINATION
BY
MR. LUPEL:
Q Mr. Stolorow, I have a suspicion that you may have
testified before, is that correct?
A Yes, sir, I have testified in approximately
eight states a little over a hundred times.
Q In this state, how many times have you
tesﬁified for or on behalf of the Cook County State's

Attorney's Office, approximately?

A I would say approximately a dozen times.

Q And all in your capacity as a forensic
serologist?

A Yes, sir,

Q How many times in this state have you testified

on behalf of the Defense attorneys?
A I don't believe that any of my defense testimony

has been in the State of Illinois.

Q The'answer, then, is none to my question?
A None, I am sorry.
Q Now, Mr. Arthur took you through a rather long

testimony regarding, first, your credentials in forensic

serology and then the nature of the tests that you did on

the samples of the panties.
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I would like to know if my conclusions
are correct.

First, is it true that the seminal stains
that you analyzed and everything and all that you did with
it could have originated entirely from Mrs. Webb? \f

i
A The semen could not originate from Mrs. Webb. 5\
However, the ABO activity, that is the B and H activity |

could be attributed entirely to her.

" Q And, second, that it could have been in
combination with any of the other two men whose standards
you tested, is that right?

A Yes.

Q And that in addition to Mr. Burn and Mr. Dotson,
approximately two thirds of the adult white male population
of the world could also have done that same contribution,
is that also correct?

A Yes, 66 percent of the Caucasian population

Q I would be called a liar for two thirds percent,
I would be all right.

A I am sorry.

Q In addition ~-- those are the results of those
tests, everything else but the hair, is that correct?

A Yes,

Q Now, again, with respect to the hair, you had

3 : A1
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seven strands of hair that you were dealing with that
resulted from a combing, as I understand it, of Miss
Webb, is that right?

A Yes, that is right.

Q And of those seven, five you feel certain
belong to her, is that correct?

A No.

Q I am sorry, tell us about the category, the
five categories?

A Hairs cannot positively be associated with any

single individual, and the statement that I am certain

these hairs, five of the hairs came from Mrs. Webb would be

an inaccurate assessment.

My opinion is that these hairs are consistent

with her standard and could have originated from Mrs. Webb,

but I cannot positively say that they are from her,.
Q So, out of all seven hairs, you cannot say as
to any of the seven whether or not they are hers?

A Technically, that is correct.

Q Not only technically, but actually you can't say

that, can you?
A That is actually correct.
Q Thank you.

Now, five you feel, based upon your
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scientific knowledge are consistent and, therefore, may be

C C

hers, is that correct?

A

Q

Yes.

I know I am saying this in a layman's fashion,

but we have to reduce it for my benefit.

could be,

two left,

are left,

One of them is a little less certain, but
is that correct?

We got the five put away, now, we have
one of them could be hers, one of the two that
is that correct?

That is true.

That leaves us with one that you feel is not

Yes, sir.

Now, you testified about a whole lot of tests

that you ran on the semen stains, but you didn't testify

about any tests that you ran on the hair.

hair?

A

"only to the condition of the microscope slides upon

Tell us the tests that you conducted on the

The hairs were received in the laboratory and

which

they were submitted, I had to remove the hairs from those

slides by dissolving the solvent away, the glue away, and

remounting each on a new slide,

5



("

18

-

(39

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22 .

24

Following that, they were measured in
length and they were viewed macroscopically, that is
visually under strong lighting, and then placed on one of
these microscopes which I ultimately used.

First is a stereobinocular microscope,
very simply there is a microscope that allows you to
magnify objects about 40 times, from 10 to 40 times and
see them in threg Qimensions and this allows you to take a
look at the outside of the hair and basic features at a
slightly larger value and magnification and then they were
looked at microscopically using a comparison microscope
and that is a microscope specially designed to allow

one to look at two separate specimens in two separate

microscopes that have been joined together by what is called

an optical bridge so fhat these two side by side specimens
can be viewed in a common field at the same time.

Th;s microscopic analysis using those two
types of microscopes were conducted over a period of about
a day and a half and then, finally, I used a third kind of
microscope which is simply referred to as a compound
microscope in order to look in a little bit more detail
at some of the features that I wanted another look at.

There were no other analytical tests

applied to these hairs other than the procedures that I have

6 10
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described.

Q So, I don't want to get into a semantic state
with you, but you are saying that the tests, as you look:
at them under the mictoscope, you didn't perform an}
tests, you just looked at thém both without a microscope
and then under different types of microscopes?

A Yes, sir.

Q By the way, you mentioned in.your testimony
that in our State“fqrensic serology includes the study of
hair fibers,

Does that mean that in other states it

does not?

A That is correct.

Q Is it somewhgt of a different discipline?

A The way in which --

Q Can yoﬁ answer me yes or no, first, and then I will

allow you to finish?
Can you answer that yes or no?

Is it somewhat of a different discipline?

A I am afraid I cannot.
Q Go ahead, you may explain your answer.
A The categories of hair or of evidence in the

crime laboratory are analyzed by the various analysts,
depending upon how many people are in the laboratory, how

7
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much specialization are in each section and some
laboratories specialize to the extent where only blood
evidence and physiological evidence is examined by

certain analysts while hair and fibers might be lumped with
another category.

There are some laboraties where many, many
categories of evidence are analyzed by the serologists,
including like questioned documents and toolmark
exaﬁination and fingerprint and so forth, so Illinois falls
somewhere in between in the area of specialization.

Q Now, with respect to your training, what
specific training have you had, formal training, that is,
in the testing or analyzation of hair fibers?

A Initially, at the University of Pittsburg
in the Forensic Chemistry Master's Degree Program, I had
an intership at the Pittsburg and Allegheny Crime
Laboratory and for a period of approximately eight months
I examined all types of evidence, including hair evidence
and I passed practical examinations and written
examinations on that category.

Subsequently, I went to London, England
in 1975 for a five month Sabbatical with the new Scottland
Yard Laboratory and spent, during that five month period of

time with both the Serology Section to learn blood
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techniques and with the General Chemistry Section to learn
hair techniques or hair comparison techniques and, finally,
in 1976 I attended a course in Quantico, Virginia,
at the FBI Forensic Scientist Training Research Laboratory
which was devoted exclusively to the examination and
comparison of hairs for forensic purposes and the last
formal hair training course that I have taken was in the
early 1980s in which we were lucky enough to have that
FBI.class brought here as a remote training class to
Springfield, Illinois, to give the same class to all of our
examiners in the State of Illinois.

I can't remember whether that was in '81

or '82. I participated in that class as well.

Q Have you completed your answer?
A That is all the training that I have had, sir.
Q Now, all of that training and you looked at them

under a microscope, is that all there is?

A In addition to =--
Q Is that all you did?
A That is not, that certainly is not all there is

in the examination of fresh hairs, but that is all there is
in the examination of hairs that are the age of seven years.

Q So, then, you ability to test this hair was

greatly diminished by the age of it?

r
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A Not for microscopic comparison.

Q For any other form of testing?

A Well, there is only one other form that you have
in mind.

Q Just a minute.

A Ana that is in an attempt to answer your question,

it's the enzyme typing of the hair sheath or the follicular
material on the hair, and that is not actually part of the
micfoscopic examination.

Those tests last only as long as the
enzymes, themselves, are viable and they would not be
detectible over a period of seven years.

Q I am not sure that I understand the last answer,
let me see if I can clarify that.

A microscopic analysis is not a test, it's
looking at something, but the only test that you are
aware of that could have been performed on hairs seven
Years old or more is an enzyme test. That test you did not
perform?

MR. ARTHUR: Objection, that is not his testimony.
MR. LUPEL: I am asking.
Am I correct? If I am not correct, say so.
THE WITNESS: 1It's a test which =--
MR. LUPEL: Q Can you tell me if the statement I just

10 A0
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made is correct?

A I don't believe it is.
Q Tell me in what manner it is incorrect?
A The test for genetic markers in hair root sheaths

is predicated on the fact that those are detectible

in hairs and they are known to exist for, perhaps, 90
days or perhaps somewhat longer interval past the times
the hairs are removed, but the hairs that are seven years
old, the survival of any of those enzymes is not known to
exist seven years after removal.

Q Let me ask it, again -~

A It's not a conceivable test.
Q Is there any conceivable test that could have

been performed on these seven-year old hairs to help you

in your analysis, to aid you in your analysis?

A None, other than the macroscopy., no.
Q Is there any way to test for density?
A Hair can always be tested for density, it's

not a meaningful forensic procedure:
Q Why not?
A The problems with hair density is that essentially
the variation which you can find on one individual is
as great or in one sample such as a pubic hair sample

is a great variance that you will find from person to person

1
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and there are a number of tests like that that have been
attempted historically such as refractive index
determination density, tensile strength, surface
contaminants, neurtron activation analysis and a vast number
of tests that were attempted to make hair comparison even
more discriminating than it can be where a microscope,
none of those have survived the test of forensic
admissibility or court admissibility.

Q Things like density and tensile strength, all
those kinds of things are tests which are available but,
in your scientific opinion would not have aided your
analysis, is that a correct statement?

A Yes, it is.

Q Okay. So what you did to analyze the hair
was make a ‘subjective finding based upon your visual
observation under the microscope, is that correct?

A Yes,

Q Thank you.

Now, do you know anything about the nature

of the sample that was taken, that is, do you know from what

area of the public area the sampling was taken from?

A With regard to the standards?

Q Yes.

A No, I don't,
€ o
g
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Q Is that meaningful or significant in any way?

A It certainly can be, and in some circumstances
it might not.

Q In what circumstances can it be?

A The degree of hetrogenetics of microscopic
features in pubic hair from one end of the pubic¢c region
to the other is somewhat variable from one human to another.

In some cases the range of wvariation is
slight and does not significantly alter the overall
characteristics of pgbic hair standards, that is, a
pubic hair standard with an adequate number such as
ten to twelvé, in some cases it would be, and in that
case it would be a non-representative sample.

If the hairs had been collected, say,
from one location and there was a variation in the pubic

region --

Q You don't know if this was a truly representative
sample?

A That is correct.

Q And that, additionally, again, I want to use my

words, if I might, there are variations in micro-appearance
of hairs in the same person within the same person's
pubic area?

A Yes, that is correct.

13
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Q And can you tell us, in general terms with
respect to the science of hair identification, whether or not
it is easier to analyze hair on the head than it is pubic
hair?

A I do believe I can answer that question accurately,
if I may select another word other than "easy" and describe
the comparison.

0 By all means, I didn't think it was too good
when I said it.

A The range of microscopic features in pubic hairs
is greater than the range of microscopic features that
one normally encounters in scalp hairs.

There are some exceptions, but generally
speaking, the kind of variations you see in a pubic hair
standard are fairly wide range and this means for a
discrimination value, head hair standards being compared
with evidence head hairs, probably are more disciminating.

I think it is safe for me to say that'they
are more discriminating, more often than corresponding
pubic hair standards being compared with evidence pubic
hairs and I say that based upon my own experience because I
am sure that there are forensic hair examiners who would
take issue with that and who would assert that pubic hairs
are as discriminating as would be head hairs.
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Q How about other types of body hairs other than

head or pubic areas?
A Once again, the same would apply because scalp

hairs probably have the greatest degree of homogeneity

from one hair to another in many of the microscopic features

and as a less heterogeneous sample it's possible to
discriminate those features more closely, the fewer
features a hair has, that is the shorter the hair is
and.the fewer features it has, then the less value is
discriminating evidence, itself, and there is probably
a sliding scale from, in my opinion, scalp hairs having
perhaps the most value to where pubic hairs are --

they are normally fairly 1long.

Q You said scalp hairs having the most value?

A Discriminating value, that is.

Q Proceed. The most important?

A Yes.

Q Scalp hairs?

A Yes.

Q And as opposed to pubic hairs that can provide

a lesser amount of information?
A There is possibly a blank order or hairs on

the body where something like a leg hair or a very fine

facial hair, the downy coating that is on all our skin, a

A
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very light coating of hairs, those hairs have much less
value for discrimination because there is so much less
information in these tiny hairs so there is a range of
discriminating value of a hair ranging from very tiny

and non-descript all the way to scalp hair which are
fairly heterogeneous to many other body hairs and tend to
be more uniform.

Q Okay. 1Is it possible, is it also possible that
there is an overlap of characteristics within a single
individual, that is can a hair from a ~-- well, let's talk
about what we are talking about hair, specifically, one
hair from one area of the pubic area and another from another
area of the pubic area, could there be some slightly
different characteristics that would overlap with someone
else's pubic hair? 3

A I think it is well-established that features
in the pubic hair from different areas of the pubic
area are sufficiently close to allow a representative
sample of pubic hairs to be meaningful without having to
collect each and every pubic hair in a pubic area
and I am saying that simply because with our represenative
samplings, we wouldn't be able to pass proficiency tests
and unknowns and demonstrations.

Q I don't think you are answering the guestion.
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Let me restate it, possibly.

MR, ARTHUR: Objection. If Counsel has an objection

to an unresponsive question --

MR. LUPEL: I will object, the witness is not being
responsive.

MR. ARTHUR: I ask he not argue with the witness.

MR. LUPEL: I didn't think I was arguing with him.

THE COURT: I didn't think the question was really
unresponsive.

MR. LUPEL: Then I will let the witness continue and
I will ask the next question when he has completed his
answer.

THE COURT: Please proceed.

THE WITNESS: Thank you. The range of characteristics
that occur in a pubic area can be quite well-established
py representative sampling and that if this technique
did not succeed, that, in practice, we would find many,
many occurrences of false exclusions or eliminations that
were invalid and, in practice, that doesn't happen.

MR. LUPEL: Have you completed your answer?

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir, thank you.

MR. LUPEL: Q You testified already that you could
not state whether or not there was a representative sampling

in this case because you had nothing to do with the

17 Ve
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A That is true.
Q My question, however, is not with regard to that

answer that you have already given, but rather I am talking
about an overlapping characteristic, one person to another,
that is could one, the characteristics in one portion of
somebody's pubic area appear to be similar to another
portion in another person's pubic area?

I would appreciate if your answer could be
yes, no, or I don't know,.

A Yes, that is possible.

Q Now, additionally, you have testified about the
point of origination of this single hair that we are
talking about.

I take it that you don't know how it
wound up where it was, do you?

A That is correct.

Q It could have, in fact, could it not, have been
transferred from one person, let's say, David Burn, from
someone to him and him to her, is that possible?

MR. ARTHUR: Objection, what does that mean, Judge?

MR. LUPEL: Do you understand the gquestion, Mr.
Stolorow?

THE COURT: If he understands it, he may answer.

18 4614



rURmM L ZAR

uve

10

11

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

C C

THE WITNESS: Actually I did, and the answer is yes.

MR. LUPEL: Q Could it also have come from a member
of Miss Webb's family from a bar of soap, for example? 1Is
that possible that that is how it could have got there?

MR. ARTHUR: Excuse me, which hair are we talking
about, the hair that is similar to Gary Dotson or what?

MR. LUPEL: I am only talking about one pubic hair.

MR. ARTHUR: I would like to know which one, similar
to Gary Dotson?

MR. LUPEL: Q Do you know, sir, which hair I am
talking about, if not, I will review it with you.

THE COURT: The Court understands, I believe it
understands which one you are talking about, namely the
second to the last hair described.

THE WITNESS: For awhile I was with Counsel, but your
statement now has thrown me, I don't know which hair.

MR. LUPEL: For purposes of reviewing, we started
with seven, five you felt were clearly consistent with

Mrs. Webb's, one you felt something less certain, but

could have been from her, and one we are now talking about is

the one which is not consistent with the standard of her

pubic hair.

THE COURT: In other words, so that I think we all

understand, you are talking about the last hair he testified

160
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MR. LUPEL: I am not sure of the order, your Honor,

THE COURT: Go ahead.

MR. LUPEL: Q Do you recall the question?

A No, but I now know the hair.

Q I am trying to determine the possible places that
hair could have come from. We have already agreed

it is8 at least possible that an unnamed person could

been the originator of this hair and, now, I am asking,

could it be by sexual contact and now I am asking could it

have

come from a bar of soap.

MS. FROSSARD: I will object, I believe this witness

testified he cannot say where the hair came from.

THE COURT: If he knows.
THE WITNESS: Would you repeat the question, please?
MR, LUPEL: Yes.

Q Could the location from which Mrs., Webb

received this hair have come from something as ordinary as

a bar of soap?

20

A I do not know the origin of this hair.
MR. LUPEL: Thank you, I have no further questions.
THE COURT: Mr. Arthur?

MR. ARTHUR: I have nothing, thank you.
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THE COURT: You may stand down.
THE WITNESS: Thank you, your Honor.
(Witness excused.)

THE COURT: Mr. Arthur and Miss Frossard?

MR. ARTHUR: At this time, the People would move all
the exhibits that have been previously marked and
identified, for the record, I believe they are People's
Group Exhibit 1 through 9, as well as I would ask the
Couft to take judicial notice of the record of proceedings
from the trial, People versus Gary Dotson in 1979.

THE COURT: The Court will do so.

The Court will receive the exhibits for the
purpose of this hearing for evidence in this hearing as
well as take cognizance and judicial notice of the
proceedings in evidence taken at the trial of the original
case of People versus Gary Dotson tried on May 22nd, 23rd
and 24th.

MR. ARTHUR: With the receipt of those items, and the
transcript, the People would rest.

THE COURT: Very well.

MR. LUPEL: Petitioner rests,

THE COURT: Do you want a few moments, perhaps, to
prepare your closing argument?

The Court will entertain closing arguments.
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MR. ARTHUR:
MR. LUPEL:
THE COURT:
MR. LUPEL:

THE COURT:

Fine, Judge.

Could we take 10 or 15 minutes?

Very well.

Fine.

We will take a short recess.
(Whereupon, a brief recess was

taken.)
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