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Queensland Health acknowledges the Traditional Custodians of the land across Queensland, and pays respect to First Nations Elders

past, present and future.

From: Murray, David Ifrrelevant

Sent: Friday, 1 September 2023 3:51 PM

To: Tracey Walker IITElEVANt  @health.gld.gov.au>
Cc: Thomas, Hedley Irrelevant

Subject: Re: Urgent - positive DNA cases

This email originated from outside Queensland Health. DO NOT click on any links or open attachments
unless you recognise the sender and know the content is safe.

Received, thanks very much Tracey.

On Fri, 1 Sept 2023 at 15:50, Tracey Walker Irrelevant @health.qld.gov.au> wrote:

Hi David and Hedley

Pls find below examples of FSQ reviewing cases and getting positive results.

Positive results

2019 murder of pregnant Ipswich woman Kardell Lomas — new DNA evidence sees defendant plead guilty
Previous results — DNA profiles were assessed as coming from up to three people.

2023 Review: DNA profiles were reviewed using new interpretation guidelines, reducing the number of individuals
assessed as contributing to the DNA. The new interpretation guidelines were based on recommendations of the
Commission of Inquiry and additional changes implemented at the lab under new leadership.

A total of 10 DNA samples previously interpreted as coming from three people were reassessed as coming from
two people; and a further two DNA profiles originally assessed as coming from two people were reassessed as
coming from one person.

The previous guidelines contributed to overestimating the number of contributors to a DNA profile.
The new results led directly to the suspect then pleading guilty.

Traven Fisher was jailed for 14 years
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2019 sexual assault
Previous result — no results linked to the suspect’s DNA,

2023 review —samples sent to international forensic science leaders New Zealand for specialised DNA Y-STR testing
(that targets DNA only on the Y chromosome) and obtained a link to the suspect.

Going through the courts.

2020 sexual assault

Previous result — while there were good results from some samples, the DNA from other samples was considered
insufficient to generate a DNA profile.

2023 review - further processing of DNA previously considered insufficient obtained a mixed DNA profile with
indications of two contributors, with a likelihood ratio of greater than 100 billion favouring contribution from the

suspect’s DNA.

Going through the courts.

Kind regards

Tracey

Tracey Walker P Irrelevant
Executive Director E Irrelevant @heaith.qid.qov.au
Strategic Communications Branch W health.gld.gov.au
EE—— Queensland Health
Queensland
Government

0000

Queensland Health acknowledges the Traditional Custodians of the land across Queensland, and pays respect to First Nations Elders

past, present and future.
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This message and its attachments may contain legally privileged or confidential information. It is intended solely for the named
addressee. If you are not the addressee indicated in this message or responsible for delivery of the message to the addressee,
you may not copy or deliver this message or its attachments to anyone. Rather, you should permanently delete this message
and its attachments and kindly notify the sender by reply e-mail. Any content of this message and its attachments which does
not relate to the official business of the sending company must be taken not to have been sent or endorsed by that company or
any of its related entities. No warranty is made that the e-mail or attachments are free from computer virus or other defect.
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Queensland Health acknowledges the Traditional Custodians of the land across Queensland, and pays respect to First Nations Elders

past, present and future.

3k 3k 3k 3k 3k 3k 3k 3k 3k 3k 3k 3k ok >k 3k 3k 3k 3k sk >k 3k 3k 3k 3k ok >k >k 5k 3k 3k >k >k 3k 3k 3k 3k sk >k >k 5k 3k 3k sk >k >k 5k 3k 3k sk >k 5k 3k 3k 3k sk >k 5k 3k 3k 3k %k %k 3k 3k 3k %k %k %k 3k 3k 3k %k %k %k >k %k %k %k k kokk

Disclaimer: This email and any attachments may contain legally privileged or confidential information and may be
protected by copyright. You must not use or disclose them other than for the purposes for which they were
supplied. The privilege or confidentiality attached to this message and attachments is not waived by reason of
mistaken delivery to you. If you are not the intended recipient, you must not use, disclose, retain, forward or
reproduce this message or any attachments. If you receive this message in error, please notify the sender by return
email or telephone and destroy and delete all copies. Unless stated otherwise, this email represents only the views
of the sender and not the views of the Queensland Government.

Queensland Health carries out monitoring, scanning and blocking of emails and attachments sent from or to
addresses within Queensland Health for the purposes of operating, protecting, maintaining and ensuring
appropriate use of its computer network.
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SDLO

From: Jess Wellard

Sent: Friday, 1 September 2023 5:47 PM

To: SDLO

Subject: Fwd: Positive results - DNA cases - info sent to The Australian
Categories: Denise

Second email attachment

Get Outlook for Android

From: Linzi Wilson-Wilde Ifr€levant @health.qld.gov.au>
Sent: Friday, September 1, 2023 5:42:30 PM

To: Jess Wellard lrrelevant @health.qld.gov.au>

Subject: FW: Positive results - DNA cases - info sent to The Australian

Professor Linzi Wilson-Wilde OAM PhD

Irrelevant
Chief Executive Officer

Forensic Science Queensland Irrelevant @health.qld.gov.au

Queensland Health www.health.gld.gov.au

> s m 7T

39 Kessels Road Coopers Plains Qld 4108

Professor of Forensic Science

Flinders University

Queensland Health acknowledges the Traditional Owners of the land, and pays respect to Elders past, present and future.

From: Tracey Walker Irrelevant @health.qld.gov.au>
Sent: Friday, 1 September 2023 4:10 PM
To: news felevani@ health.qgld.gov.au>; Natarjsha Kramer lrrelevant @ministerial.qld.gov.au>; Rachel
Westernlfrelevant @ministerial.qld.gov.au>; Phoenix Campbell [rrelevant ministerial.qld.gov.au>;
Amanda Medew !IT€lévant @ministerial.qld.gov.au>
Ce: Linzi Wilson-wilde Ilr€levant @health.qld.gov.au>; Hannah Jarman
Irrelevant @health.qld.gov.au>; Jess Wellard ITEleVaNt @ health.gld.gov.au>; Michael Walsh

Irrelevant @health.qld.gov.au>; David Sinclair IFfelevant  health.qgld.gov.au>
Subject: Positive results - DNA cases

Hi News and MO

Pls find below final information sent to The Australian this afternoon for a story being published tomorrow, possibly
page 1.
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Positive results

2019 murder of pregnant Ipswich woman Kardell Lomas — new DNA evidence sees defendant plead guilty
Previous results — DNA profiles were assessed as coming from up to three people.

2023 Review: DNA profiles were reviewed using new interpretation guidelines, reducing the number of individuals
assessed as contributing to the DNA. The new interpretation guidelines were based on recommendations of the
Commission of Inquiry and additional changes implemented at the lab under new leadership.

A total of 10 DNA samples previously interpreted as coming from three people were reassessed as coming from
two people; and a further two DNA profiles originally assessed as coming from two people were reassessed as
coming from one person.

The previous guidelines contributed to overestimating the number of contributors to a DNA profile.

The new results led directly to the suspect then pleading guilty.

Traven Fisher was jailed for 14 years

2019 sexual assault
Previous result — no results linked to the suspect’s DNA,

2023 review — samples sent to international forensic science leaders New Zealand for specialised DNA Y-STR testing
(that targets DNA only on the Y chromosome) and obtained a link to the suspect.

Going through the courts.

2020 sexual assault

Previous result — while there were good results from some samples, the DNA from other samples was considered
insufficient to generate a DNA profile.

2023 review - further processing of DNA previously considered insufficient obtained a mixed DNA profile with
indications of two contributors, with a likelihood ratio of greater than 100 billion favouring contribution from the
suspect’s DNA.

Going through the courts.
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Kind regards

Tracey

Irrelevant
Tracey Walker P

Executive Director
Strategic Communications Branch W  health.qld.gov.au
Queensland Health

g lrrelevantaheaith.qid.gov.au

Queensland Health acknowledges the Traditional Custodians of the land across Queensland, and pays respect to First Nations Elders

past, present and future.

3k 3k 3k 3k 3k 3k 3k sk ok sk sk sk sk 3k 3k 5k 3k sk sk sk sk ok sk sk sk 3k 3k 3k 3k sk sk sk 3k 3k 3k 3k sk sk 3k 3k 3k sk sk sk >k ok ok 3k sk sk sk ok sk sk sk sk sk ok ok sk sk sk sk sk sk sk sk sk kosksk sk sk sk ok ksk sk sk k ki k

Disclaimer: This email and any attachments may contain legally privileged or confidential information and may be
protected by copyright. You must not use or disclose them other than for the purposes for which they were
supplied. The privilege or confidentiality attached to this message and attachments is not waived by reason of
mistaken delivery to you. If you are not the intended recipient, you must not use, disclose, retain, forward or
reproduce this message or any attachments. If you receive this message in error, please notify the sender by return
email or telephone and destroy and delete all copies. Unless stated otherwise, this email represents only the views
of the sender and not the views of the Queensland Government.

Queensland Health carries out monitoring, scanning and blocking of emails and attachments sent from or to
addresses within Queensland Health for the purposes of operating, protecting, maintaining and ensuring
appropriate use of its computer network.
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This email, together with any attachments, is intended for the named recipient(s) only; and may contain privileged
and confidential information. If received in error, you are asked to inform the sender as quickly as possible and
delete this email and any copies of this from your computer system network.

If not an intended recipient of this email, you must not copy, distribute or take any action(s) that relies on it; any
form of disclosure, modification, distribution and /or publication of this email is also prohibited.
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Unless stated otherwise, this email represents only the views of the sender and not the views of the Queensland
Government.

Please consider the environment before printing this email.

DAVID MURRAY
National Crime Correspondent

Cnr Mayne Road & Campbell Street Bowen Hills QLD 4006
GPO Box 130. Brisbane. QLD 4001
Irrelevant

glrrelevant @theaustralian.com.au W theaustralian.com.au

Subscribe to The Australian Follow us online n »

We acknowledge the Traditional Owners of the land in all states and territories on which we work and report. We pay our respects to
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Elders past, present and emerging, and honour their history, cultures, and traditions of storytelling.
Proudly supporting 1 degree, A News Corp Australia initiative.

This message and its attachments may contain legally privileged or confidential information. It is intended solely for the named
addressee. If you are not the addressee indicated in this message or responsible for delivery of the message to the addressee,
you may not copy or deliver this message or its attachments to anyone. Rather, you should permanently delete this message
and its attachments and kindly notify the sender by reply e-mail. Any content of this message and its attachments which does
not relate to the official business of the sending company must be taken not to have been sent or endorsed by that company or
any of its related entities. No warranty is made that the e-mail or attachments are free from computer virus or other defect.
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SDLO

From: Jess Wellard

Sent: Friday, 1 September 2023 5:47 PM
To: SDLO

Subject: Fwd: Media request - The Australian
Categories: Denise

First email attachment

Get Outlook for Android

From: Linzi Wilson-Wilde Irrelevant health.qld.gov.au>
Sent: Friday, September 1, 2023 1:28:18 PM

To: Jess Wellard IrTelevant ahealth.qld.gov.au>

Subject: FW: Media request - The Australian

Professor Linzi Wilson-Wilde OAM PhD
Chief Executive Officer

Forensic Science Queensland

Queensland Health

Irrelevant

[T (507 ]| p———
www_health gld.gov.au

39Kessels Road Coo| Plains Qid 4108

> s m U

Queensland Professor of Forensic Science
Government  Flinders University

Queensland Health acknowledges the Traditional Owners of the land, and pays respect to Elders past, present and future.

&7 ENGENDER CHANGE

From: Vanessa lentil Irrelevant

Sent: Friday, 1 September 2023 9:43 AM

To: Linzi Wilson-Wilde lrrelevant Dhealth.qld.gov.au>
Subject: Fwd: Media request - The Australian

This email originated from outside Queensland Health. DO NOT click on any links or open attachments
unless you recognise the sender and know the content is safe.
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Begin forwarded message:

From: "Murray, David" IIfélevant@theaustralian.com.au>

Date: 30 August 2023 at 11:26:58 am AEST

To: Irrelevant "Thomas, Hedley" IIf€léVantatheaustralian.com.au>
Subject: Media request - The Australian

Hi Vanessa,
Thank you for your time on the phone yesterday.

As discussed, we are examining a scientific paper published by the DNA
inquiry in which you are listed as one of the authors.

We are intending to report on this paper in the Shandee’s Legacy podcast
series and in The Australian’s print and online editions.

We would be happy to meet with you, talk over the phone, or to correspond in
writing if you'd prefer. If there are any matters you would like to discuss on a
confidential basis please let us know.

It would be much appreciated if you could get back to us tomorrow.
Background

The paper is titled 'Report on the Verification of an Automated DNA 1Q
Protocol Using the MultiProbe Il PLUS HT EX with Gripper Integration

Platform.' It can be found here:

https://www.dnainquiry.qld.gov.au/public-hearings/assets/exhibits/module-
4/EXH%20129.95%20-%20FSS.0001.0084.1444 .pdf

The opening summary paragraph states that a manual method for extracting
DNA from forensic samples using the DNA IQ system was validated for
routine use. An automated method was then verified. The summary states:
“Data indicate that results from the automated procedure are comparable to
those from the manual procedure”, and recommends implementation of the
automated method.

This was at a time when Qld Health's DNA testing laboratory was under
enormous pressure with backlogs, and politicians as well as judges and
lawyers were demanding faster turnaround times.

The particular automated method was implemented in October 2007 - during
your time as managing scientist at the lab - and it was used until 2016,
spanning nine years.

The summary of the Project 13 scientific paper is plainly contradicted by the
details within the paper. See contents of the Project 13 report including
details provided from page 12 onwards about comparison with the manual
method, Figures 9 to 12.

These details, results and charts indicate significant failure of the new
automated DNA extraction method, such that it was recovering up to 92 per
cent less DNA than the manual method.

The Project 13 report also states that contamination was detected.
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Despite these results, the automated method was implemented.

The Sofronoff Commission of Inquiry's findings in its final report described a
contamination event relating to this same automated method.

See from page 367 of the inquiry’s report for information about the DNA 1Q
contamination event:

https://www.health.qld.gov.au/ data/assets/pdf file/0036/1196685/final-
report-coi-dna-testing-gld-dec-2022.pdf

Expert witnesses Dr Bruce Budowle, Jo Veth and Kirsty Wright gave
evidence on Thursday 24 November - Module 6 - and their evidence was
about their identification of systemic problems with this automated extraction
method. These problems were separate to the contamination issues, and
instead related to their findings that the automated method was failing to
recover DNA.

Their discovery of the method'’s failure to recover DNA came late in the
inquiry, only two days before they testified. This meant there was very little
time to properly analyse it.

See the findings from page 376 of the inquiry’s final report in relation to how
this automated method could have impacted Shandee Blackburn's case and
other cases.

Recommendation 105 of the inquiry tasked the DNA lab with discovering how
long the flawed method was performing sub-optimally.

Dr Kirsty Wright has - since the inquiry - independently conducted further
analysis and has raised with The Australian significant concerns about the
contents of the Project 13 report.

Questions/discussion points

It is our understanding that you ceased being managing scientist in July
2008. Can you please confirm when you left the lab? Why did you leave the
role, and was it your decision to leave?

Your departure from the role occurred during attempts to resolve the serious
contamination event caused by the new automated method. Did this, or any
other issue relating to the automated DNA extraction method, contribute to
your departure from the role?

Had you seen the Project 13 report or any other versions of the report, prior
to being contacted by The Australian?

What was the extent of your role in Project 13 and in preparing the Project 13
report?

Why did the Project 13 report state in the summary that the results of the
manual and automated methods were comparable? Do you agree, based on
the contents of the Project 13 report, that the results were not comparable
and that the summary should not have stated this? (See details in the report
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including those provided from page 12 onwards about comparison with the
manual method.)

Do you agree that based on the contents of the report that it should not have
recommended the automated method be implemented and/or should have
instead recommended that further testing be conducted before
implementation?

Were you aware of any difficulties with the automated method during the
trialling and verification of it, and do you recall reporting this to anyone?

Do you agree that the contents of the Project 13 report indicate that scientists
at the lab were aware the automated method was failing before it was
implemented?

Was the Project 13 report’s summary deliberately misleading and deceptive?
Was there an ulterior purpose for providing a misleading statement in the
summary, for instance to achieve implementation of the failing automated
method so that backlogs could be cleared?

Were you, or to your knowledge anyone else, aware that the method could
fail victims of crime by failing to recover DNA, or that it could result in police,
courts, prosecutors and defence lawyers being misled about there being no
DNA in samples when DNA in fact may have been present but missed?

Do you have any concerns that your name was inappropriately added to the
Project 13 report, or that the report was somehow manipulated, prepared or
tampered with by anyone other than the listed authors?

What role if any did Cathie Allen have in the validation of the automated
method, and in preparing the Project 13 report?

To what extent were you under pressure from Queensland Health executives
or any other parties to clear backlogs, and how did this affect your decision-
making?

Why is the Project 13 report dated August 2008 when it relates to verification
of a method that was introduced in October 20077

Was the Project 13 report shared with the lab’s scientists and other parties
such as auditors and external reviewers. Why/why not?

Looking at the report now, do the contents of the report cause you concern?

Thank you for considering these issues, we look forward to hearing back from
you.

Regards

David Murray and Hedley Thomas
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DAVID MURRAY
National Crime Correspondent

Cnr Mayne Road & Campbell Street Bowen Hills QLD 4006
GPO Box 130, Brisbane, QLD 4001
Irrelevant

E Irrelevant theaustralian.com.au W theaustralian.com.au

Subscribe to The Australian Follow us online .-I'::'

We acknowledge the Traditional Owners of the land in all states and territories on which we work
and report. We pay our respects to Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Elders past, present and
emerging, and honour their history, cultures, and traditions of storytelling.

Proudly supporting 1 degree, A News Corp Australia initiative.

#|StandWithEvan - To learn more about Evan Gershkovich, our Wall Street Journal colleague
unjustly detained in Russia, click here.

This message and its attachments may contain legally privileged or confidential information.
It is intended solely for the named addressee. If you are not the addressee indicated in this
message or responsible for delivery of the message to the addressee, you may not copy or
deliver this message or its attachments to anyone. Rather, you should permanently delete
this message and its attachments and kindly notify the sender by reply e-mail. Any content
of this message and its attachments which does not relate to the official business of the
sending company must be taken not to have been sent or endorsed by that company or any
of its related entities. No warranty is made that the e-mail or attachments are free from
computer virus or other defect.
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Hot Issues Brief

Issue

e On 31 August 2023, Professor Linzi Wilson-Wilde OAM, Chief Executive Officer, Forensic
Science Queensland (FSQ), conducted two media interviews with journalists from two
separate media publications:

o the first interview was with two journalists from The Australian, Mr Hedley
Thomas and Mr David Murray. It was a four-hour interview about various matters,
largely centred around “Project 13". This interview was also attended by Mr Walter
Sofronoff KC and Ms Julie Dick SC, in their capacity as Co-Chairs of the FSQ
Interim Advisory Board (and in Mr Sofronoff’s capacity as the former
Commissioner of the Commission of Inquiry into Forensic DNA Testing in
Queensland (COI)).

o The second interview was with Journalist James Hall from The Courier Mail. It was
a two-hour interview and photo shoot with Professor Wilson-Wilde at the FSQ
laboratory.

= The interview was scheduled proactively by the Department of Health’s
Strategic Communications Branch in an attempt to change the narrative in
relation to FSQ in the media and to refocus attention on the positive changes
that are occurring, in order to help start to rebuild public confidence in
forensic testing in Queensland.

»= The interview covered topics including Professor Wilson-Wilde’s professional
background, previous high profile case work, her assistance to the
Commission of Inquiry into Forensic DNA Testing in Queensland (COI), and the
work and impact of the work currently being undertaken at FSQ.

= |tis likely that Mr Hall's resulting article will be mostly positive, although it is
expected to canvass the history of the DNA laboratory and the COl.

e Print media articles are expected to be published within the next few days as a result
of these interviews.

Background

e Project 13 was a verification project conducted by the former DNA laboratory in 2008
to support the move from a manual to an automated method of DNA extraction. This
automated process as implemented had significant contamination and DNA recovery
(vield) issues, which were known at the time of implementation. Documents
published as exhibits during the COI process show that implementation was
nevertheless directed and approved by management at the time, although no direct
approval documentation could be located.

e The Managing Scientist at the time was Ms Vanessa lentile.

e The abstract in the validation report published in relation to Project 13 contains a
statement which appears untrue, namely that the outcomes of the automated
extraction method were comparable to those of the manual extraction method.

Prepared by: Jess Wellard Approved by: Linzi Wilson-Wilde
Position: Executive Director Position: Chief Executive Officer
Telephone:|rrelevant Telephone:|rrelevant
Date: 01/09/2023 Date: 01/09/2023
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The issues with contamination required the automated extraction method to be

ceased some months after implementation, until the issues were resolved later in

2008.

There are no apparent records relating to further work on the issue regarding the

DNA yield in Project 13.

Professor Wilson-Wilde was commissioned during the COI to review the Project 13

validation and in particular comment on the contamination issue. She provided an

expert opinion which outlined major flaws in the entirety of the project and noted

that these flaws were largely rectified in a subsequent project that was conducted

following the cessation of the automated method.

Mr Thomas asked a number of questions indicating that he may be critical of what he

sees as Professor Wilson-Wilde's failure to specifically reference the untrue

statement in the abstract. While Professor Wilson-Wilde did not specifically call out

the untrue statement, this was not within the scope of her instructions from the COI

and she was critical of the validation project and report overall.

All of these documents are publicly available on the COI website, including the

Project 13 report and Professor Wilson-Wilde’'s expert opinion about Project 13.

Mr Thomas and Mr Murray also asked questions indicating that they may make

adverse comment about the authors of the report or may question why action has

not been taken against the authors of the report (including suggesting that action

should now be taken).

o Two scientists who participated in Project 13 remain employed at FSQ, however
FSQ has been able to confirm that neither was responsible for the untrue
statement in the abstract of the report.

Irrelevant

o Professor Wilson-Wilde has spoken with the scientists involved who remain
employed at FSQ and is confident that errors in the project do not create ongoing
risks at FSQ given the passage of time and significant further training that has
occurred since that time.

o Ms lentile ceased working for Queensland Health in around 2008. lrrelevant
Irrelevant
Irrelevant As a courtesy, Professor Wilson-Wilde has contacted her
to inform her of the likely media article. We are also aware that Mr Thomas and
Mr Murray have contacted her directly for comment about Project 13.

o The COI final report covered the issues relating to Project 13 but did not make any
findings about the staff involved in the project.

o The COI final report and documents related to Project 13 are publicly available
and were provided to the Crime and Corruption Commission which is able to
consider whether there was sufficient evidence of corrupt conduct by any current
or former public sector employee.

o Mr Thomas is of the view that the low yields obtained in Project 13 was the
“ground zero” for the failures that impacted the Blackburn testing in 2013.
Professor Wilson-Wilde has informed him that this is not correct, and the issues
identified in Project 13 were rectified in 2009, and in Projects 21 and 22. Other

RTI 5285/23
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unfortunate errors contributed to issues of potential contamination and low yield
for the Blackburn samples in 2013.

o Attached is a media request from Mr Thomas to Ms lentile, which provides an
indication of his intended focus (Attachment 1).

o Also attached is generic case information regarding the impact of recent changes
at FSQ, as requested by Mr Murray through the Strategic Communications Branch,
which indicate that Mr Thomas is also likely to report on the increases in results
which FSQ is obtaining from the improvements to laboratory practices.

e Mr Thomas has indicated that he may release a further podcast episode about

Project 13.

e Searches have identified that Mr Thomas has also given at least two interviews this
week that discussed Shandee Blackburn’s case and the Commission of Inquiry.

o In an interview on the morning television show Sunrise, Mr Thomas gave a short
summary of the Blackburn case, coronial findings and what led to the
Commission of Inquiry. Mr Thomas spoke highly of Dr Kirsty Wright and did not
mention any FSQ staff or discuss the laboratory in any detail.

o Inan interview on 4BC’s Drive radio program, Mr Thomas spoke to Peter Gleeson
about a number of his previous investigations, including the Blackburn case. He
spoke at length and highly about Dr Kirsty Wright. A quote on the 4BC website
accompanying the interview was: “For many, many years, it has been badly failing
with scientists in a lab that was bent, that was literally failing through, not just
the incompetence, but the deliberate effective sabotaging of evidence..”

e Mr Thomas is releasing a book on the Chris Dawson matter in early October 2023,
which was also mentioned in his recent interviews.

Actions to date

e FSQ has responded transparently to requests for interview and media comment and
has acknowledged the previous failings at the DNA laboratory (which were
highlighted in detail during the COI).

Media response

A media holding statement is not required, however once the nature of the media
publication is known, any necessary response from the department will be considered.

RTI 5285/23
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Confidential

e Recent case discussions relating to a Coronial matter have resulted in Professor
Wilson-Wilde and Dr Duncan Taylor (forensic statistics expert from Forensic
Science South Australia) expressing views to the Coroner about the appropriate
testing in a case that directly contradicted the views of Dr Kirsty Wright. Dr Wright
was present in this meeting and had been engaged by the Coroner previously to
advise on the matter.

e Professor Wilson-Wilde spoke to the annual Coroner’s Conference in late August
2023 about the importance of ensuring that external advice is sought from forensic
scientists who hold current competencies and relevant experience in the processes
they are advising about, and that external testing is only undertaken by accredited
laboratories.

Contact person

Professor Linzi Wilson-Wilde, CEO FsQ, IFfelevant @health.qld.gov.au,
Mobile lrrelevant
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Theresa Stinson

From: Natarjsha Kramer

Sent: Saturday, 2 September 2023 9:24 AM
To: Shannon Fentiman

Cc: Amanda Medew

Subject: RADIO - DNA

DNA

e Linzi Wilson-Wilde has done an amazing job building a leadership
team and attracting world-renowned scientists.

e We've made 33 offers of which 26 have been accepted. 3 managers
were the first to attract the workforce incentive scheme.

e The work that has been undertaken to improve processes and case
reviews is yielding amazing results and will continue to do so.

e \We have invested $95 million to ensure we have world-class forensic
science services.

CASES BACKGROUND
Positive outcomes

2019 murder of pregnant Ipswich woman Kardell Lomas — new DNA evidence sees defendant plead guilty
Previous results — DNA profiles were assessed as coming from up to three people.

2023 Review: DNA profiles were reviewed using new interpretation guidelines, reducing the number of individuals
assessed as contributing to the DNA. The new interpretation guidelines were based on recommendations of the
Commission of Inquiry and additional changes implemented at the lab under new leadership.

A total of 10 DNA samples previously interpreted as coming from three people were reassessed as coming from two
people; and a further two DNA profiles originally assessed as coming from two people were reassessed as coming
from one person.

The previous guidelines contributed to overestimating the number of contributors to a DNA profile.

The new results led directly to the suspect then pleading guilty.

Traven Fisher was jailed for 14 years

2019 sexual assault

Previous result — no results linked to the suspect’s DNA,

2023 review — samples sent to international forensic science leaders New Zealand for specialised DNA Y-STR testing
(that targets DNA only on the Y chromosome) and obtained a link to the suspect.

Going through the courts.

2020 sexual assault
Previous result — while there were good results from some samples, the DNA from other samples was considered
insufficient to generate a DNA profile.
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2023 review - further processing of DNA previously considered insufficient obtained a mixed DNA profile with
indications of two contributors, with a likelihood ratio of greater than 100 billion favouring contribution from the
suspect’s DNA.
Going through the courts.

Natarjsha Kramer

Senior Media Advisor

Office of the Hon. Shannon Fentiman MP

Minister for Health, Mental Health and Ambulance Services
Minister for Women

Plrrelevant e:lrrelevant | ministerial.gld.gov.au

AUDAX AT FIDELIS

Queensland
Government

2
RTI 5285/23
Page 23 of 210



RTI 5285/23
Page 24 of 210

RTI 5285/23
Page 24 of 210



RTI 5285/23
Page 25 of 210

RTI 5285/23
Page 25 of 210



RTI 5285/23
Page 26 of 210

Confirming that we have received your email. Linzi Wilson-Wilde is looking at it now and will progress the requested
talking points as soon as possible this weekend.

Regards,
Sabina

. . p Irrelevant
Sabina Mandic I

- I . . t .gld.gov.
A/Principal Briefing and Liaison Officer E  Irrelevant neaith.qid.qov.au

Office of the Director-General and System Strategy W health.qld.gov.au
Division | Queensland Health n

Queensland
Government

f ¥linlC)

Queensland Health acknowledges the Traditional Custodians of the land across Queensland, and pays respect to First Nations Elders

past, present and future.

From: Amanda Medewlrrelevant @ministerial.qld.gov.au>

Sent: Saturday, 2 September 2023 8:24 AM

To: SDLO "™®@@health.qld.gov.au>

Cc: Linzi Wilson-Wilde lIT€levant health.gld.gov.au>; Tracey Walker Irrelevant health.gld.gov.au>;
Natarjsha Kramer!ff€levant D ministerial.gld.gov.au>; Olivia Amsden

Irrelevant @ministerial.qld.gov.au>

B - Forensic Science Queensland Media interviews

This email originated from outside Queensland Health. DO NOT click on any links or open attachments
unless you recognise the sender and know the content is safe.

Thanks for this.

https://www.theaustralian.com.au/nation/shandee-blackburns-victory-killers-and-rapists-nabbed-in-queensland-
dna-lab-turnaround/news-story/2e8ae439924800da76e9f7288d6dcd2c

Can we have talking points sent through covering any questions Minister may be asked about the article at her stand
up on Monday morning. Please include any further positive results that she could highlight.

Given the presser is at 930 Monday, would appreciate if we could receive it over the weekend.

Many thanks,
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0000

Queensland Health acknowledges the Traditional Custodians of the land across Queensland, and pays respect to First Nations Elders

past, present and future.
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Disclaimer: This email and any attachments may contain legally privileged or confidential information and may be
protected by copyright. You must not use or disclose them other than for the purposes for which they were
supplied. The privilege or confidentiality attached to this message and attachments is not waived by reason of
mistaken delivery to you. If you are not the intended recipient, you must not use, disclose, retain, forward or
reproduce this message or any attachments. If you receive this message in error, please notify the sender by return
email or telephone and destroy and delete all copies. Unless stated otherwise, this email represents only the views
of the sender and not the views of the Queensland Government.

Queensland Health carries out monitoring, scanning and blocking of emails and attachments sent from or to
addresses within Queensland Health for the purposes of operating, protecting, maintaining and ensuring
appropriate use of its computer network.
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This email, together with any attachments, is intended for the named recipient(s) only; and may contain privileged
and confidential information. If received in error, you are asked to inform the sender as quickly as possible and
delete this email and any copies of this from your computer system network.

If not an intended recipient of this email, you must not copy, distribute or take any action(s) that relies on it; any
form of disclosure, modification, distribution and /or publication of this email is also prohibited.

Unless stated otherwise, this email represents only the views of the sender and not the views of the Queensland
Government.

Please consider the environment before printing this email.
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< Request:

https://www.theaustralian.com.au/nation/shandee-blackburns-victory-killers-and-rapists-nabbed-in-
queensland-dna-lab-turnaround/news-story/2e8ae439924800da76e9f7288d6dcd2c

Can we have talking points sent through covering any questions Minister may be asked about the
article at her stand up on Monday morning.

Please include any further positive results that she could highlight

TALKING POINTS

TITLE: Forensic Science Queensland
General
1. The Palaszczuk Government is committed to reforming Queensland’s

DNA and forensic services, and work on short and long-term reforms is
progressing well.

We have accepted all 126 recommendations in both the Interim and
Final Reports of the Commission of Inquiry into Forensic DNA Testing in
Queensland.

We are also investing $95 million to reform DNA services.

We have a newly established Forensic Science Queensland led by
eminent scientist Professor Linzi Wilson-Wilde OAM.

An interim Advisory Board is providing oversight of forensic DNA
operations and future reforms, with Walter Sofronoff KC and Julie Dick
SC as co-chairs.

The Board is also supported by a Forensic Justice Advisory Sub-
Committee, a Forensic Biology Advisory Sub-Committee, and a Forensic
Medical Examinations Advisory Sub-Committee.

Queensland Health remains committed to openness and transparency.

33 recommendations from the COI Final Report are nhow complete, and
57 further recommendations are in progress. This represents a
significant amount of work being conducted over the past few months,
supported by the Queensland government.
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FSQ Reforms

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

We have announced the recruitment of a number of leading scientists
into key management roles, such as Manager Biology, Manager
Innovation and Manager Quality, who will work with Professor Wilson-
Wilde to implement the COI recommendations and improve the forensic
services provided by the laboratory.

All COI recommendations that required the immediate cessation of a
current process or practice have been completed.

Extensive training of scientists has been undertaken and a new DNA
interpretation guideline has been introduced.

In addition, there has been numerous changes to improve methods and
processes beyond the work strictly required by the COI
recommendations.

Professor Wilson-Wilde and her team are continuing to improve the
forensic services and | know Professor Wilson-Wilde and the
government are intent on making Forensic Science Queensland a world
leading laboratory.

Impact of Reforms on Casework

14.

15.

16.

17.

Forensic Science Queensland has been experiencing a significant
backlog of work which largely represents DNA samples within cases that
are subject to active court proceedings or criminal investigation by the
Queensland Police Service.

The number of cases that require review is significant and will impact a
number of cases currently before the Courts.

Work is underway to address this backlog of business-as-usual testing
and minimise the impact to cases currently before the courts. A
dedicated recruitment team has been stood up to engage more scientists
as well as corporate, IT and other support staff.

A large-scale recruitment drive has been underway and is continuing. |
am advised that 27 offers have been made to external scientists, of
which 22 have been accepted. The new scientists have either
commenced or are in the process of commencing over the coming
months. However, the ability to recruit is impacted by the limited pool of
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19.

20.

21.
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suitably qualified scientists. However, as | mentioned previously, 3
eminent scientists have recently commenced in leadership positions.

Forensic Science Queensland is also working with overseas laboratories
in the United Kingdom and forensic biologists in Australia to assist in
addressing the backlog.

Some forms of ad hoc DNA analysis are already being contracted out to
assist with the current backlog, including use of the Environmental
Science and Research Institute in New Zealand to conduct ‘Y-STR’
analysis and use of the Australian Federal Police’s DNA systems to
perform DNA analysis on bone samples.

It is important to note that the improvements to the forensic DNA analysis
methods are producing better results and more results. This is having a
significant impact on the resolution of crimes and support for the victims.

The laboratory reforms are likely to take 2-3 years, but in compliance
with good scientific practice, Forensic Science Queensland will continue
to improve their services as part of a continuous improvement model.
This is to ensure Queensland continues to have the best possible
forensic service for the Queensland criminal justice system and the
community.

Historical Case Review

22.

23.

24.

25.

Forensic Science Queensland continues to work with the Office of the
Director of Public Prosecutions, the Queensland Police Service to
prioritise the re-testing of matters.

Prioritisation is being given to cases that have the most imminent
upcoming scheduled court dates that are set for a court proceeding, or
for active police investigations. Additional priority is attributed to those
cases involving a defendant who is in some form of custody.

The historical case review process will commence once Forensic
Science Queensland has increased its capacity to do so.

The review process involves a collaborative approach between Forensic
Science Queensland, the Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions,
the Queensland Police Service and, where relevant, defence
representatives. The purpose of this collaboration is to determine which
samples the legal parties intend to lead or contest at trial. This enables
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Forensic Science Queensland to optimise the use of resources for
sample review.

It is important to note that many of these cases are unlikely to depend on
DNA evidence.

The review of the large number of cases is likely to take a number of
years, however the exact timeframe is unknown until the review is further
underway.

Case Highlights (reported in the media)

28.

29.

30.

In the 2019 murder of pregnant Ipswich woman Kardell Lomas, previous
DNA profiles were assessed as coming from up to three people. In the
2023 review the DNA profiles were reviewed using new interpretation
guidelines, reducing the number of individuals assessed as contributing
to the DNA. The new results strengthened the evidence against the
suspect who pled quilty after he was advised of the results of the
retesting. Traven Fisher was jailed for 14 years.

In a 2019 sexual assault, the previous results indicated no links to the
suspect’s DNA. In the 2023 review, samples were sent to international
forensic science leaders New Zealand for specialised DNA Y-STR
testing (that targets DNA only on the Y chromosome) and obtained a link
to the suspect. The case is currently going through the courts.

In a 2020 sexual assault, the previous results, while good from some
samples, in other samples were insufficient to generate a DNA profile. In
the 2023 review further analysis was undertaken and a mixed DNA
profile with indications of two contributors, was obtained. The new results
linked to the suspect. The case is currently going through the courts.
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The interim report covering the validation of the 2009 method indicates higher levels of DNA results obtained,
however, very importantly, a different method was used to generate the data and there are flaws in the data
analysis, therefore | do not recommend a direct comparison to Project 13 results.

Standard Operating Procedure (SOP) documents for the 2007 and 2009 methods are attached and are also on the
COl website. The SOPs demonstrate the difference between the two methods implemented.

The Commission of Inquiry had a wide latitude to investigate where they saw fit.

| am committed to reviewing unsolved major crime cases previously progressed through the FSS laboratory between
1 October 2007 and 31 December 2011.

Our immediate focus is on improving our existing systems to ensure the highest quality results are obtained and
analysed for the courts in the clearest possible way.

Initially, it was estimated that approximately 30,000 cases — and 140,000 samples — required review as a result of
the Commission of Inquiry.

However, factors including the overlap of case categories outlined in the Inquiry’s final report and the adoption of a
legal-led review process is likely to significantly lower the number of cases needing review.

The review includes all cases covered in the identified COIl categories including major crimes such as sexual assault,
murder, assault, robbery and other serious offences.

Background:
The following categories of cases/samples have been identified for review:

Category 1 — Priority 1 and Priority 2 (Major Crime) cases that include samples reported as ‘DNA insufficient for
further processing’ since 1 January 2018.

Category 2 — Priority 1 and Priority 2 (Major Crime) cases since 1 January 2012 that did not receive holistic case
management. In order to ascertain this population, the process adopted in each individual case needs to be
considered (a data report cannot be run to identify this population). Note that the population of this category will be
partly subsumed by category 1 from 1 January 2018.

Category 3 — Any samples that fall within the original QuantTrio limit of detection (0.001ng/ul) and the newly
established limit of detection (which, as a guide for scientific decision-making for cases other than P1 cases and
major crime (P2) cases, is 0.0006ng/ul).

Category 4 — Sexual assault cases received since 1 January 2017 which did not undergo Y-STR testing. In order to
identify the number of cases/samples which fall within this category, each case must be individually considered.
Note that this population will also be covered by Category 2, and partly by Category 1.

Category 5 — Sexual assault cases processed between 1 January 2008 and 8 August 2016 where spermatozoa was
not identified on the slides and further testing was not performed. Note that from 1 January 2012, this population of
cases will also be covered by Category 2.

Category 6 — All results of SAIK swabs between 13 December 2021 and 13 December 2022 which were reported as
having originated from 3 or more persons. Note that this population of cases will also be covered by Category 2,
and will also include cases included in Category 4.

Category 7 — Any samples from the MultiProbe Il instrument where positive control extraction batches indicate that
the extraction method was performing sub-optimally, and where there is utility in re-testing or re-analysing samples.
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Queensland Health acknowledges the Traditional Owners of the land, and pays respect to Elders past, present and future.

From: Tracey Walker lrrelevant  @health.gld.gov.au>
Sent: Tuesday, 5 September 2023 5:50 PM

To: Linzi Wilson-Wilde lrrelevant @health.qld.gov.au>
Cc: Jess Wellard Irrelevant @health.gld.gov.au>; Damon Guppylfrelevant  @health.gld.gov.au>; Natarjsha
Kramerlrrelevant @ministerial.qld.gov.au>; Amanda Medew lrrelevant @ministerial.qld.gov.au>

Subject: URGENT: Follow up from The Australian
HI Linzi

This is where we are at with the response at the moment.
Over to you.

Nat — please take a look, particularly the yellow highlight as this may lock us in but would be good to commit to as
it is pretty necessary.

We can give this to David Murray tomorrow morning. He is getting close to deadline.

Please attribute the following to Prof Linzi Wilson-Wilde:
Our primary focus is to reform our forensic DNA testing services.

Multiple issues within the previous Forensic and Scientific Services (FSS) laboratory date back several years, at least
to the period that formed the focus of the Commission of Inquiry.

There is an interim (not final) report that looks at the efficacy of the 2009 DNA extraction method. The problem is
that the data was generated via a different mechanism and the data analysis is flawed, therefore it is not
comparable to the Project 13 results.

Standard Operating Procedure documents for the 2007 and 2009 methods are attached and are also on the COI
website. The SOPs demonstrate the difference between the two methods implemented.

The validation (interim report) of the 2009 method indicates higher levels of DNA results obtained, however, very
importantly, a different method was used to generate the data and there are flaws in the data analysis, therefore |
do not recommend a direct comparison to Project 13 results.

The Commission of Inquiry had a wide latitude to investigate where they saw fit.

| am committed to reviewing unsolved major crime cases previously progressed through the FSS laboratory between
1 October 2007 and 31 December 2011.

Our immediate focus is on improving our existing systems to ensure the highest quality results are obtained and
analysed for the courts in the clearest possible way.

Initially, it was estimated that approximately 30,000 cases — and 140,000 samples — required review as a result of
the Commission of Inquiry.

However, factors including the overlap of case categories outlined in the Inquiry’s final report and the adoption of a
legal-led review process is likely to significantly lower the number of cases needing review.
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The review includes all cases covered in the identified COIl categories including major crimes such as sexual assault,
murder, assault, robbery and other serious offences.

Background:
The following categories of cases/samples have been identified for review:

Category 1 — Priority 1 and Priority 2 (Major Crime) cases that include samples reported as ‘DNA insufficient for
further processing’ since 1 January 2018.

Category 2 — Priority 1 and Priority 2 (Major Crime) cases since 1 January 2012 that did not receive holistic case
management. In order to ascertain this population, the process adopted in each individual case needs to be
considered (a data report cannot be run to identify this population). Note that the population of this category will be
partly subsumed by category 1 from 1 January 2018.

Category 3 — Any samples that fall within the original QuantTrio limit of detection (0.001ng/ul) and the newly
established limit of detection (which, as a guide for scientific decision-making for cases other than P1 cases and
major crime (P2) cases, is 0.0006ng/ul).

Category 4 — Sexual assault cases received since 1 January 2017 which did not undergo Y-STR testing. In order to
identify the number of cases/samples which fall within this category, each case must be individually considered.
Note that this population will also be covered by Category 2, and partly by Category 1.

Category 5 — Sexual assault cases processed between 1 January 2008 and 8 August 2016 where spermatozoa was
not identified on the slides and further testing was not performed. Note that from 1 January 2012, this population of
cases will also be covered by Category 2.

Category 6 — All results of SAIK swabs between 13 December 2021 and 13 December 2022 which were reported as
having originated from 3 or more persons. Note that this population of cases will also be covered by Category 2,
and will also include cases included in Category 4.

Category 7 — Any samples from the MultiProbe Il instrument where positive control extraction batches indicate that
the extraction method was performing sub-optimally, and where there is utility in re-testing or re-analysing samples.

Category 8 — Outside of the COlI recommendations, but also requiring review, are other populations of cases that
have been identified within FSQ. This list may be expanded as necessary to ensure that all necessary cases are
reviewed. At the present time, this category consists of all unsolved major crime (P2) cases between 1 October 2007
and 31 December 2011.

ENDS

From: Tracey Walker Irrelevant  @health.qgld.gov.au>

Sent: Monday, 4 September 2023 3:56 PM

To: Linzi Wilson-Wildelrrelevant @health.qld.gov.au>

Cc: Natarjsha Kramerlrrelevant @ministerial.gld.gov.au>; Damon Guppy
Irrelevant health.qld.gov.au>

Subject: Follow up from The Australian

Hi Linzi

David Murray of The Australian (and podcast with Hedley) has asked for information around items mentioned in the
interview last week. He is following up the info he believed we were going to come back with:

1. Arethere documents with data to show the system was improved in 2008 ie better than the 92% less DNA
detected in the automated system introduced in 20077
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The Commission of Inquiry dealt with this issue in some detail, and documents are available on its website
and in the COI final report. Two additional documents have been attached which demonstrate the
difference in method between the automated process in 2007 and the replacement process in 2009. While
this may have partly addressed the issue of the DNA yield and confirms that the 2007 process was only in
place for a fortunately limited period; there are broader concerns about just about every method
validation/verification conducted by the laboratory previously and how these methods have been
implemented.

It has been problematic to easily identify the final report on the process implemented at that time. Further
documents may be available, however will divert a lot of scientist time to identify. Reviewing a process from
2007 that is known to have been flawed cannot be a current priority for the laboratory. The current focus
within FSQ is on improving our current systems to ensure the highest possible quality results are obtained
and analysed for the courts in the clearest possible way.

What is clear is that there were multiple issues within the FSS laboratory since at least the mid-2000s which
impacted a number of processes and the resulting analysis of DNA samples. Professor Wilson-Wilde has not
identified a single issue or project that caused all the resulting issues, but rather the repeated adoption of
poor scientific methodology, poor validations, incorrect analysis and skewed decision-making that was not
focused on sound quality management principles, which contributed to the laboratory potentially missing
DNA evidence for over 15 years. The Commission of Inquiry also reached this view.

With the assistance of expert forensic Managers who have recently been appointed, Professor Wilson-Wilde
is undertaking detailed analysis and testing of all FSQ processes as well as benchmarking against other
laboratories where possible to ensure that the best possible yields and results are obtained from all
evidence which is extracted and analysed within the laboratory. This goes beyond the requirements of the
COl, but is critical to ensuring that Queensland can have confidence in the ability of its forensic laboratory to
deliver services.

In addition, FSQ is focused on rectifying the impacts of these poor processes rather than further exploring
the causes. Subject to Forensic Justice Advisory Sub-Committee endorsement, FSQ is proposing that the
case review process goes beyond what is required within the Commission of Inquiry recommendations and
that FSQ work with the QPS to review the DNA evidence on all unsolved major crime (P2) cases progressed
at the FSS laboratory between 1 October 2007 and 31 December 2011. From 1 January 2012, all P2 cases are
already identified for review in accordance with recommendation 13 of the COI final report. If approved, this
additional review will progress as resources permit, but key cases can be escalated in priority by the QPS.

Separately, FSQ has put in place significant governance around projects, validations, expert external review
and decision-making. These steps will ensure that these issues, errors and poor judgment are never
repeated.

Can we clarify which cases are being reviewed? His understanding is that there are 30,000 cases to be
reviewed; what numbers are reviewed, solved, closed?

It is difficult for FSQ to quantify the exact number of cases to be reviewed in the manner requested. This is
because FSQ undertakes DNA tests on request of the QPS, and does not hold data on whether these cases
are solved, have progressed through the court system, or are still before the courts.

Due to the volume of cases to be reviewed, the focus has been on progressing the review of cases as quickly
as possible to minimise impacts on current court processes. This approach means that the final number of
cases which are reviewed (or which do require review under the below categories) may not be able to be
established until each category has been worked through case by case.

The original estimate was that approximately 30,000 cases (140,000 samples) required review. Due to the
overlap between categories as outlined in the COI final report, it is not a simple mathematical exercise to
determine the number of cases/samples. Further, due to the adoption of a legal-led review process

;
RTI 5285/23
Page 39 of 210



RTI 5285/23
Page 40 of 210
(discussed further below), the exact number of cases which need to be reviewed by scientists is expected to
be lower.

The following categories of cases/samples have been identified for review:

Category 1 - Priority 1 and Priority 2 (Major Crime) cases that include samples reported as ‘DNA insufficient
for further processing’ since 1 January 2018.

Category 2 - Priority 1 and Priority 2 (Major Crime) cases since 1 January 2012 that did not receive holistic

case management. In order to ascertain this population, the process adopted in each individual case needs
to be considered (a data report cannot be run to identify this population). Note that the population of this
category will be partly subsumed by category 1 from 1 January 2018.

Category 3 - Any samples that fall within the original QuantTrio limit of detection (0.001ng/ul) and the newly
established limit of detection (which, as a guide for scientific decision-making for cases other than P1 cases
and major crime (P2) cases, is 0.0006ng/ul). As the new limit of detection has only recently been confirmed,
the number of cases/samples that fall within this population and the extent to which these are
cases/samples that do not also fall within other categories for review has not been determined.

Category 4 — Sexual assault cases received since 1 January 2017 which did not undergo Y-STR testing. In
order to identify the number of cases/samples which fall within this category, each case must be individually
considered. Note that this population will also be covered by Category 2, and partly by Category 1.

Category 5 — Sexual assault cases processed between 1 January 2008 and 8 August 2016 where spermatozoa
was not identified on the slides and further testing was not performed. Note that from 1 January 2012, this
population of cases will also be covered by Category 2.

Category 6 — All results of SAIK swabs between 13 December 2021 and 13 December 2022 which were
reported as having originated from 3 or more persons. Note that this population of cases will also be
covered by Category 2, and will also include cases included in Category 4.

Category 7 — Any samples from the MultiProbe Il instrument where positive control extraction batches

indicate that the extraction method was performing sub-optimally, and where there is utility in re-testing or
re-analysing samples. Work is still underway to identify any samples which fall within this category, however
this work is lower priority as the other categories (particularly Category 2) will largely subsume this category.

Category 8 — Outside of the COl recommendations, but also requiring review, are other populations of cases
that have been identified within FSQ. This list may be expanded as necessary to ensure that all necessary
cases are reviewed. At the present time, this category consists of all unsolved major crime (P2) cases
between 1 October 2007 and 31 December 2011.

To ensure that all cases which may require reconsideration are reviewed, where not otherwise established
by the COI final report, the ‘end point’ up to which cases which were previously analysed and reported by
FSQ will be reviewed has been set at 1 May 2023. This is the point at which the new interpretation
guidelines had been drafted, implemented and all FSQ reporting scientists trained in the new approach and
were considering the suitability of Y-STR testing. This is a cautious approach aimed at ensuring that no cases
are missed.

Due to the volume of cases, an approach has been approved by the Forensic Justice Advisory Sub-
Committee (with members from the QPS, ODPP, Legal Aid, private lawyers and victims representatives) that
reflects the limited number of qualified reporting scientists and the tensions this causes with FSQ also
progressing business-as-usual caseloads. This approach is being referred to as a ‘Legal led’ process. Before
current or historical court cases are allocated for scientific review, the cases will first be confirmed as
requiring review by the relevant parties to the case. This may be the ODPP or QPS who brought the
prosecution (and who have ongoing obligations as officers of the court in relation to evidence presented),
and the private lawyers or Legal Aid lawyers who represented the defence. If the matter was resolved on
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the basis of other evidence, and all parties agree with this, then the DNA results that were presented at the
time (even if not the best available evidence) would not have impacted the outcome and therefore it would
be unnecessary to conduct a full scientific review. These cases will instead be recorded as having fallen
within the categories of cases which could be reviewed, but a review will not be conducted unless it is
specifically requested in the future. A similar approach is being adopted with regard to QPS investigations
that did not progress through the courts, with the QPS to determine whether a scientific review of the DNA
evidence may assist to progress the case.

All stakeholders have agreed that this strikes the balance to allow the focusing of limited scientific resources
on those cases where the DNA evidence was or may be impactful on the outcomes, as well as ensuring that
FSQ can progress cases as required to meet the current needs of the criminal justice system. As part of this
process, a formal mechanism is being established so that any party can request a review of a matter and this
review will be undertaken.

3. Itis a little unclear if only sexual assault cases going back to 2008 are being reviewed. Is it just sexual assault
cases? What about murder, robbery etc? Can he have information around what is being reviewed?

As noted above, major crime cases going back to 2012 are being reviewed (Category 2), as well as cases
which fall within other categories. Some of these categories cover cases that go back before 2012. However,
until each case is individually looked at, exact numbers of cases that fall within each category or cannot be
established. Further, as noted above, there is little utility in reviewing cases which were resolved before the
courts on other evidence and which are not being questioned. Cases which pre-date 2012 but which justify
review, or for which a review is requested, will be reviewed.

4. Walter said 10,000 cases were added to the backlog during the time of the inquiry. Is that correct? Is that
number part of the 30,0007

This is believed to be a reference to the impacts that the Commission of Inquiry had on the conduct of
business-as-usual processes at the then-FSS laboratory. Due to impacts including ceasing or changing
processes during the Inquiry, the impacts that resulted from the three senior managers being stood down,
and other impacts on staff including the need to respond to information requests, provide statements or
give evidence, and the obvious stress of the Inquiry, the work of the laboratory significantly slowed during
this period. At the time Professor Wilson-Wilde commenced in January 2023, there was a business-as-usual
backlog of approximately 10,000 samples (around 6,000 cases). As various process changes have been
implemented and recruitment was necessary to replace key staff members, this backlog has increased over
the past 8 months to approximately 17,000 samples (10,000 cases). The increase has now been largely
arrested and due to various measures that have been adopted we expect to see this backlog gradually
decline from here. The decline will not be a swift one as the backlog is largely at the case
interpretation/reporting stage, and there are a limited number of qualified case reporting scientists
available and recent recruitment efforts to identify new qualified reporting scientists who are willing to
relocate to Brisbane have not been as successful as hoped.

Note that these ‘backlog’ cases are separate to the ‘case review’ population. The ‘backlog’ cases are those

which have not yet been analysed and reported, whereas the ‘case review’ cases are those which were
previously analysed and reported, and now have to be reviewed.

For context, it is estimated that previous to the COI, the FSS laboratory generally had a business-as-usual
workload of around 2,000-2,500 cases.

| will give you a call. Looking at getting drafts to the answers by about 3pm tomorrow if that is possible.
Damon Guppy in the media team is helping on this topic now as well so | have cc’d him in.

Below for your conveniene are all the media on the topic since Sat.

e The Australian: Editorial — Failings in Qld DNA lab
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Less than two years after a podcast investigation by The Australian’s Hedley Thomas into the 2013
murder of Shandee Blackburn, 23, in Mackay on the central Queensland coast uncovered failings in
the state’s forensic laboratory, the consequences of those failings are finally being addressed.

e 4BC Radio: DNA changes in Queensland being hailed a success
A backlog of more than 10,000 cases is slowly being cleared after a Commission of Inquiry
revealed major failings in previous testing methods.

e 4BC Radio: Interview with the Minister for Health on COVID-19 and DNA testing
Consultation will occur prior to any decision being made on removing the COVID-19 vaccination
requirement for staff. Separately, changes to Queensland’s DNA testing lab are showing positive
results.

e The Australian: Shandee's victory: killer, rapists caught after DNA lab overhaul
The slaying of a pregnant woman, whose body was stuffed by her killer into the boot of a car, is one
of several serious crimes in Queensland resolved as a direct result of huge reforms to the state's
DNA testing lab.

Thank you

Tracey Walker P Irrelevant
Executive Director E lrrelevant @health.gld.gov.au
Strategic Communications Branch W  health.gld.gov.au
— Queensland Health
Queensland
Government

0000

Queensland Health acknowledges the Traditional Custodians of the land across Queensland, and pays respect to First Nations Elders

past, present and future.
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Disclaimer: This email and any attachments may contain legally privileged or confidential information and may be
protected by copyright. You must not use or disclose them other than for the purposes for which they were
supplied. The privilege or confidentiality attached to this message and attachments is not waived by reason of
mistaken delivery to you. If you are not the intended recipient, you must not use, disclose, retain, forward or
reproduce this message or any attachments. If you receive this message in error, please notify the sender by return
email or telephone and destroy and delete all copies. Unless stated otherwise, this email represents only the views
of the sender and not the views of the Queensland Government.

Queensland Health carries out monitoring, scanning and blocking of emails and attachments sent from or to
addresses within Queensland Health for the purposes of operating, protecting, maintaining and ensuring
appropriate use of its computer network.
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Theresa Stinson

From: Amanda Medew

Sent: Wednesday, 6 September 2023 4:30 PM

To: Linzi Wilson-Wilde; Tracey Walker; Jess Wellard

Cc: Natarjsha Kramer; Chief Executive Officer Forensic Science QLD
Subject: RE: FINAL - Follow up from The Australian

Thanks all. Looks good.

From: Linzi Wilson-Wilde lrrelevant @health.gld.gov.au>

Sent: Wednesday, September 6, 2023 4:27 PM

To: Tracey Walker [rrelevant  @health.qld.gov.au>; Jess Wellard Irrelevant @health.qld.gov.au>
Cc: Natarjsha Kramer Irrelevant @ministerial.gld.gov.au>; Amanda Medew

Irrelevant @ministerial.qld.gov.au>; Chief Executive Officer Forensic Science QLD

Irrelevant @health.qld.gov.au>

Subject: RE: FINAL - Follow up from The Australian

Importance: High

Here you go — some small, but important changes — to make it technically correct.
All the best, Linzi

Professor Linzi Wilson-Wilde OAM PhD
Irrelevant

Forensic Science Queensland Irrelevant @health.gld.gov.au

P
E
Queensland Health W  www.health.gld.gov.au
A 39Kessels Road Coopers Plains Qld 4108

Chief Executive Officer

Queensland Professor of Forensic Science
Government Flinders University

0000

Queensland Health acknowledges the Traditional Owners of the land, and pays respect to Elders past, present and future.

From: Tracey Walker lrrelevant  @health.qld.gov.au>

Sent: Wednesday, 6 September 2023 3:33 PM

To: Linzi Wilson-Wilde lrrelevant @health.gld.gov.au>; Jess Wellard Irrelevant @health.gld.gov.au>
Cc: Natarjsha Kramer Irrelevant @ministerial.gld.gov.au>; Amanda Medew

Irrelevant @ministerial.qld.gov.au>

Subject: FINAL - Follow up from The Australian

Please attribute the following to Prof Linzi Wilson-Wilde:
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| am focused on reforming forensic DNA testing services at FSQ, while also developing processes to review historical
cases.

My immediate focus is on improving our existing systems to ensure the highest quality results are obtained and

analysed for the courts in-the-€learest-possible-way.
There is no report that specifically compares the 2007 and 2009 DNA extraction methods, however | am committed

to reviewing unsolved major crime cases previously progressed through the FSS laboratory between 1 October 2007
and 31 December 2011.

There is a draft interim report for the 2009 method that indicates a DNA vyield that is comparable with the expected
yield, however, we have identified issues with the analysis of the data and these results also cannot be compared to

the Project 13 results.

We have set up processes to review the major crime cases between 1 October 2007 and 31 December 2011 and if
DNA yield was a problem, we will look at retesting, if it could make a difference to the outcome of the case.

Under the Commission of Inquiry recommendations we are also looking at all sexual assault cases from 2008 to 2012
and all major crimes from 2012.

Our review includes all cases covered in the identified COIl categories including major crimes such as sexual assault,
murder, assault, robbery and other serious offences where issues are identified.

Standard Operating Procedure (SOP) documents for the 2007 and 2009 methods are attached and are also on the
COl website. The SOPs demonstrate the difference between the two methods implemented.

The Commission of Inquiry had a wide latitude to investigate where they saw fit.
Initially, it was estimated that approximately 30,000 cases required review as a result of the Commission of Inquiry.

However, factors including the overlap of case categories outlined in the Inquiry’s final report and the adoption of a
legal-led review process is likely to significantly lower the number of cases needing review.

Kind regards
Tracey

Tracey Walker P Irrelevant
Executive Director E Irrelevant @health.qgld.gov.au
Strategic Communications Branch W  health.gld.gov.au

Queensland Health

Government

0000

Queensland Health acknowledges the Traditional Custodians of the land across Queensland, and pays respect to First Nations Elders

past, present and future.
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Disclaimer: This email and any attachments may contain legally privileged or confidential information and may be
protected by copyright. You must not use or disclose them other than for the purposes for which they were
supplied. The privilege or confidentiality attached to this message and attachments is not waived by reason of
mistaken delivery to you. If you are not the intended recipient, you must not use, disclose, retain, forward or
reproduce this message or any attachments. If you receive this message in error, please notify the sender by return
email or telephone and destroy and delete all copies. Unless stated otherwise, this email represents only the views
of the sender and not the views of the Queensland Government.

Queensland Health carries out monitoring, scanning and blocking of emails and attachments sent from or to
addresses within Queensland Health for the purposes of operating, protecting, maintaining and ensuring
appropriate use of its computer network.
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Theresa Stinson

From: Amanda Medew

Sent: Monday, 18 September 2023 11:04 AM

To: Natarjsha Kramer

Subject: QAs First Progress Report - Delivery of recommendations Col Forensic DNA Testing _v2.docx
Attachments: QAs First Progress Report - Delivery of recommendations Col Forensic DNA Testing _v2.docx
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Q&A — FORENSIC DNA PROGRESS REPORT

How is the Queensland Government tracking in implementing the
recommendations made by the final report of the Commission of Inquiry into
Forensic DNA Testing in Queensland?

The Commission of Inquiry’s final report made 123 recommendations. Of these, 33
have been completed and a further 57 are underway. This means 73 per cent of all
recommendations are either completed or active steps are being taken to implement
the recommendation.

To guide implementation, recommendations have been grouped into four focus
areas or elements:

1. Organisational reform

2. Culture, quality and innovation
3. Scientific service delivery

4. Historical case review

These elements represent focus areas and do not imply priority in terms of the
implementation of recommendations.

What are the main recommendations that have been completed?

The most important recommendation to act on was to cease the practice of using a
guantitation threshold, known as the ‘DNA insufficient for further processing’
threshold, that stopped the further processing of samples.

We also immediately ceased reporting samples as ‘No DNA detected’ until such time
as we had properly validated the true limit of detection. These steps were taken
immediately following receipt of the final report’'s recommendations.

Other key reforms implemented include:

e the establishment of Forensic Science Queensland (FSQ), an interim advisory
board and three expert sub-committees to strengthen the quality and scientific
integrity of Queensland’s forensic biology and forensic chemistry services;

e appointments to key leadership positions within FSQ including Chief
Executive Officer Professor Linzi Wilson-Wilde OAM and managers for each
of the Innovation, Quality and Biology teams, and the creation of an FSQ
leadership group;

e the creation of a Case Review Team to support FSQ in prioritising the review
of cases, including liaising with key criminal justice system stakeholders;

e the introduction of a dedicated Quality Team to drive best practice and
oversee the process for identification and resolution of quality issues;

e the introduction of a new Innovation Team to establish a strong research
function to ensure the laboratory remains contemporary in terms of
scientifically valid service delivery;

e updating and validating the contents of new Forensic Medical Examination
Kits to replace the previous Sexual Assault Investigation Kits and Just in Case
Kits.
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Q&A — FORENSIC DNA PROGRESS REPORT

e agreement between FSQ and the Queensland Police Service regarding the
sharing of information within the Forensic Register, including case records,
including examination notes, photographs, exhibit records and case
management entries; and

e an agreement with the Australian Federal Police (AFP) to conduct bone
sample DNA analysis for Queensland at no initial cost.

What recommendations are underway?

A recommendation was made within the final report that sufficient investment to
support the implementation of the recommendations would be necessary from the
Queensland Government. In response, this Government committed more than $95
million in December 2022 soon after the final report was released.

A large-scale recruitment drive is underway to source scientists to staff FSQ and
help implement recommendations relating to scientific processes.

The remaining recommendations focus on long-term reform and are dependent on
legislative reform and progress of other recommendations.

The report also highlights future focus areas including:

renewing forensic science infrastructure;

enhancing information technology platforms;

managing current criminal justice system impacts; and
strengthening the quality and scientific integrity of forensic services.

It has been eight months. Why hasn’t the government at least commenced the
remaining recommendations?

Completing or taking active steps toward implementing 73 per cent of the
Commissioner’s recommendations is excellent progress.

Some of the 33 recommendations yet to be addressed are dependent on legislative
reform and the progress of other recommendations.

The initial focus has been on implementing recommendations to establish interim
scientific leadership and appropriate organisational structures and arrangements to
accommodate the attributes we want in a forensic DNA service — integrity,
transparency, accountability and quality.

We have also prioritised building a suitably skilled workforce and implementing
processes that will ensure forensic DNA samples are tested to the highest
standards. 22 new scientists have been recruited to join FSQ to date, but 10 are still
to commence.

These actions are a pre-requisite for the implementation of several other
recommendations, particularly those relating to laboratory processes and
procedures. This work is aimed at overhauling a critical and complex service. It is
important it is done properly and not rushed.
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Q&A — FORENSIC DNA PROGRESS REPORT

When do you expect all the recommendations to be in place?

Many recommendations relate to the review of historical cases where a court
proceeding had previously concluded or a police investigation was not progressed
further. The review of historical DNA samples, in some categories, dates back as far
as 2007. This is a substantial undertaking and will take a number of years to
complete.

Additionally, other recommendations are contingent on significant infrastructure and
technology upgrades which will also take a number of years to complete.

When do you expect all historical cases impacted as a result of failings within
the forensic DNA laboratory to be reviewed?

The review of historical DNA samples, in some categories, dates back as far as
2007. This is a substantial undertaking and will take a number of years to complete.

An initial review of cases in line with relevant recommendations made by the
Commission of Inquiry estimated that just over 30,000 cases would need to be
reviewed. However, this is not a simple number to determine because many of the
categories of cases recommended in the COI final report for review overlap with
each other — and some cases need to be examined in detail before it is known
whether they were impacted by the processes at the time.

A legal-led case review process has now been developed in consultation with
criminal justice system stakeholders with subsequent endorsement by the Forensic
Justice Advisory Sub-Committee. The legal-led process entails a legal assessment
as to whether a sample is, in fact, probative in the case prior to being submitted to
FSQ for further scientific advice. This process is being implemented for cases
currently before the courts that contain samples previously subjected to sub-optimal
testing. A review of historical court matters and police investigations will follow.

Do you have enough qualified scientific staff to test samples at the laboratory?
So far, we have made 33 offers to potential staff, 27 have accepted.
We know we still need more. (TOTAL STAFF OF AROUND 40)

There are enormous challenges recruiting qualified and experienced staff to interpret
DNA results, as the pool of suitably qualified scientists is limited nationally and
globally. We are doing everything we can to recruit appropriately qualified scientists.

FSQ’s leadership team is leading a large-scale recruitment drive to source staff
across multiple positions. This includes efforts to attract international applicants.

Some work is being sent to partner agencies interstate and overseas. This will help
address backlogs.
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Q&A — FORENSIC DNA PROGRESS REPORT

What is being done for victim-survivors of crime affected by the laboratory’s
issues in the meantime?

| acknowledge the impact the delay in assessing cases will have on the courts,
families and other key stakeholders.

However, it is vital that we ensure the forensic DNA evidence is correct and that we
are relying on quality scientific evidence to restore key stakeholder and the
Queensland public’s confidence in our forensic DNA services.

The case review process prepared by FSQ in consultation with key stakeholders will
ensure that cases with scheduled court dates are being prioritised for review and any
required further testing, analysis and/or interpretation.

The FSQ Interim Advisory Board includes a representative from a victim support
organisation to give a voice to victims of crime.

It is recognised that this will be a challenging time for Queenslanders affected by
these matters. Anyone who requires support, including concerned victims, can
contact the Queensland Police Service hotline on 1300 993 191.

What happens if arecommendation is unable to be implemented due to factors
like cost and workforce?

We are confident all recommendations will be implemented; however, we are mindful
factors like recruiting appropriately qualified staff can be challenging.

Should circumstances beyond our control prevent us from implementing a
recommendation, we will consult with key stakeholders to develop a contingency
plan.

We are fortunate to have access to a wealth of expertise including FSQ interim
advisory board co-chair Walter Sofronoff KC, who conducted the Commission of
Inquiry, as well as internationally renowned forensic scientists on the FSQ interim
advisory board and subcommittees.

Do you have confidence in Linzi Wilson-Wilde?
| have full confidence in Professor Linzi Wilson-Wilde.

| stand by Professor Wilson-Wilde, a world-renowned scientist, for her expertise and
integrity, and thank her for her courage and commitment in taking on the role of
transforming the lab.

Today'’s progress report demonstrates Professor Wilson-Wilde competency in
leading this complex body of reform.
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Q&A — FORENSIC DNA PROGRESS REPORT

Did she misled the inquiry?

Professor Linzi Wilson-Wilde has been very clear that she provided her expert
opinion evidence to the Forensic DNA Commission of Inquiry in the utmost of good
faith, truthfully, and in accordance with the instructions provided to her by the
Commissioner on 12 October 2022.

Linzi has 25 years’ experience in forensic science.

She is dedicated and determined to ensure that all the recommendations of the
Commission of Inquiry are fully implemented.

What do you say to suggestions by Dr Wright that Professor Linzi Wilson
Wilde did not present evidence to the COI regarding Project 13 and what are
the implications of that?

Evidence provided by Linzi to the Commission of Inquiry identified that Project 13
was flawed and not consistent with expected good practice.

In response to the recommendations, the Queensland Government is reviewing
historical cases to determine whether further testing or interpretation may be
appropriate.

The important fact is - the issues raised in Project 13 do not create ongoing risks at
FSQ given there is now a new robotic platform.

Extensive training of scientists has been undertaken, a new DNA interpretation
guideline has been introduced and there have been numerous changes to improve
methods and processes.

Extraction methodology is being reviewed and assessed for the purposes of
continuous improvement.

We are already seeing the results of this complex reform with suspects being
identified that had not been previously, resulting in the matters progressing to court.

This is so reassuring for victims of crime.

The public should be assured by these results that Professor Wilson-Wilde and the
government are intent on making Forensic Science Queensland a world leading
laboratory.

Dr Kirsty Wright says she has been excluded from helping on the reform
process —why?

The COI recommended the government pass legislation providing for the
establishment of a non-executive advisory board.

RTI 5285/23
Page 52 of 210



RTI 5285/23
Page 53 of 210

Q&A — FORENSIC DNA PROGRESS REPORT

Such legislation has not yet been introduced to Parliament; however, consultation
has been undertaken on the draft Forensic Science Queensland Bill that will support
the functions of FSQ.

The draft bill does not include a requirement for advisory board members to be from
jurisdictions other than Queensland.

There is an interim advisory board in place co-chaired by eminent retired judges
Julie Dick SC and Walter Sofronoff KC.

Members appointed to the interim board have been appointed based on relevant
qualifications, skills, experience, knowledge and standing to perform the functions of
the interim advisory board.

How is the Queensland Government tracking in implementing the
recommendations made by the final report of the Commission of Inquiry into
Forensic DNA Testing in Queensland?

To guide implementation, recommendations have been grouped into four focus
areas or elements:

1. Organisational reform

2. Culture, quality and innovation
3. Scientific service delivery

4. Historical case review

These elements represent focus areas and do not imply priority in terms of the
implementation of recommendations.
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Theresa Stinson

From: Shannon Fentiman

Sent: Thursday, 14 September 2023 9:52 AM

To: Natarjsha Kramer

Subject: Fwd: [Transcript] Press conference: Opposition Leader David Crisafulli speaks with victims of
crime from State Parliament

Attachments: image002.png; image003.png; Press conference - Opposition Leader David Crisafulli - 13

September 2023.docx

Can you pull out what he says about Bennett?

Shannon

Begin forwarded message:

From: Media Reporterslrrelevant premiers.qld.gov.au>

Date: 14 September 2023 at 9:44:28 am AEST

To: External - Media Reporters Irrelevant @premiers.qld.gov.au>

Subject: [Transcript] Press conference: Opposition Leader David Crisafulli speaks with victims of
crime from State Parliament

Press conference: Opposition Leader David Crisafulli speaks with victims of crime from State
Parliament. Listen here.
Transcript attached.

Topics discussed:
1. Youth crime
Comments on social media by Don Brown
New parliamentary committee
LNP policies
Changes to sentencing
Police officers making racist comments and lack of consequences
Coal royalties
Stephen Bennett comments on social media
New desalination plant proposal
. Water security for South East Queensland
. Queensland Health data
. High Court decision re Carne CCC report
. Sudden death of a patient at STARS

LNV~ WN

[
W N Rk O

Due to copyright restrictions, video, audio and press clippings are for internal use only.

Regards,
Z0é

Zoé Ramsay

Media Reporting Officer, External Relations & Services
Engagement and Events

Department of the Premier and Cabinet
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Irrelevant
Level 29, 1 William Street, Brisbane QLD 4000
PO Box 15185, City East, QLD 4002

Chat with me on Teams!

& Please consider the environment before printing this email

This email is intended only for the addressee. Its use is limited to that intended by the author at the
time and it is not to be distributed without the author's consent. Unless otherwise stated, the State
of Queensland accepts no liability for the contents of this email except where subsequently
confirmed in writing. The opinions expressed in this email are those of the author and do not
necessarily represent the views of the State of Queensland. This email is confidential and may be
subject to a claim of legal privilege. If you have received this email in error, please notify the author
and delete this message immediately
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Theresa Stinson

From: Natarjsha Kramer

Sent: Friday, 15 September 2023 5:11 PM
To: Shannon Fentiman

Cc: Phoenix Campbell; Amanda Medew
Subject: RE: DNA progress report

This line is in the MR re previous commitment and can be amendment:

The government accepted all 123 recommendations made in the report, and made an immediate
initial investment of more than $100 million to support implementation.

The AG has mentioned rebuilding trust:

Quotes attributable to the Attorney General and Minister for Justice and Minister for the
Prevention of Domestic and Family Violence, Yvette D’'Ath:

“I am heartened to see how much progress has been made in just eight months.

“This progress is a reflection of the Palaszczuk Government’'s commitment to improving our
forensic DNA services and restoring the public’s trust in the criminal justice system.

“This investment will provide the necessary capacity to conduct historical reviews of 30,000 cases
to determine whether further DNA testing or interpretation may be appropriate.”

BUT CAN ADD THESE:
“It is paramount that Queenslanders have confidence in our justice system.

“Victims of crime can be assured that addressing the issues identified by the Commission of
Inquiry are a priority for this government.

“We have already seen significant work carried out, including the identification of serious
offenders.

From: Shannon Fentiman lrrelevant @ministerial.gld.gov.au>

Sent: Friday, September 15, 2023 4:50 PM

To: Natarjsha Kramer Irrelevant @ministerial.qld.gov.au>

Cc: Phoenix Campbelllrrelevant @ministerial.qld.gov.au>; Amanda Medew
Irrelevant @ministerial.qgld.gov.au>

Subject: Re: DNA progress report

And sorry one last thing, we should say in the MR that we have previously committed $100M

Sent from my iPad

On 15 Sep 2023, at 4:48 pm, Shannon Fentimanlrrelevant @ministerial.qld.gov.au> wrote:

And we should talk about the work they are doing to solve more murders and serious crimes!
Sent from my iPad
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On 15 Sep 2023, at 4:25 pm, Natarjsha Kramer
Irrelevant @ministerial.qld.gov.au> wrote:

Hey,

Can you please check quotes below and let me know if you have changes. Release
also attached.

Quotes attributable to the Minister for Health, Mental Health and
Ambulance Services and Minister for Women Shannon Fentiman:
“The newly established Forensic Services Queensland headed by
eminent scientist Professor Wilson-Wilde, is putting in place
appropriate structures to deliver what we want in a forensic DNA
service — integrity, transparency, accountability and quality.

“l am grateful for everyone who has been working incredibly hard
under challenging circumstances to continue providing services that
are critical to the health and justice systems.

“Victims of crime can be assured that addressing the issues identified
by the Commission of Inquiry are a priority for this government.
“There is clearly a lot of work to be done but this is a wonderful start.
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Natarjsha Kramer

Principal Media Advisor

Office of the Hon. Shannon Fentiman MP

Minister for Health, Mental Health and Ambulance Services
Minister for Women

Irrelevant @ministerial.qld.gov.au
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Theresa Stinson

From: Tracey Walker [Fr€levant @health.gld.gov.au>

Sent: Friday, 15 September 2023 12:59 PM

To: Michael Walsh; David Sinclair; Aaron Suthers; Natarjsha Kramer; Amanda Medew
Subject: PROJECT 13 RESPONSES FROM LINZI AND QHEALTH

Fyi —info sent to The Australian from both Linzi and QH

From: Tracey Walker

Sent: Friday, 15 September 2023 12:49 PM

To: Thomas, Hedley|l’re|evant@theaustralian.com.au>; David Murray|”e|eVant@theaustralian.com.au>
Subject: PROJECT 13 RESPONSES FROM LINZI AND QHEALTH

Hi Hedley and David
Please find responses to your questions.

| expect you will include these responses to ensure a balanced story.

Please quote Professor Linzi Wilson-Wilde, Chief Scientist, Forensic Science Queensland

| provided expert opinion evidence to the Forensic DNA Commission of Inquiry in the utmost of good faith,
truthfully, and in accordance with the instructions provided to me by the Commissioner on 12 October 2022. |
provided my opinion based on my 25 years’ experience in forensic science.

My instructions from the Commissioner directed me to concerns about the cause of, and response to,
contamination issues following a DNA extraction method used at the laboratory in around 2008.

| provided my report on 20 October 2022.

My evidence to the Commission of Inquiry identified that Project 13 was flawed and not consistent with expected
good practice.

At no stage did | approach Queensland Health for paid employment.
| was offered the role of leading the newly established entity, Forensic Science Queensland, in December 2022.

On around 14 November 2022, | attended a discussion at the request of a member of the Taskforce. It was a very
general discussion about the proposed new structure of the laboratory, the potential creation of an Advisory Board,
whether | might have interest in a role as a paid Chair on that Advisory Board if it was established, and whether |
could suggest other suitably qualified and eminent scientists who might have the expertise to be involved. | am
aware that other experts who provided evidence to the Commission were similarly approached.

After that meeting, and in response to a request, Dr Rebecca Kogios and | provided a list of 16 possible local and
international candidates, which included us. | did not ever receive any formal invitation or formal offer to be a
member of the Advisory Board.

Towards the end of November 2022, | provided feedback about proposed terms of reference for an Advisory Board.

Also, to the best of my recollection, | believe some time in November 2022, | was contacted about my interest in a
director position to assist with implementing the Commission recommendations. | declined.
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| am dedicated and determined to ensure that the recommendations of the Commission of Inquiry are fully
implemented.
With the guidance of the Interim Advisory Board co-chaired by Walter Sofronoff KC and Julie Dick SC, my aim is to
create a world leading forensic testing service that will deliver for our criminal justice system and make Queensland
proud.

| refute in the strongest possible terms that my evidence in relation to this matter was misleading to the
Commission of Inquiry.

| refute in the strongest possible terms any imputation regarding my integrity and independence in providing my
expert opinion evidence to the Commission of Inquiry.

A Statement from Queensland Health follows
Please quote a Queensland Health spokesperson:

Queensland Health stands by Professor Wilson-Wilde, a world-renowned scientist, for her expertise and integrity,
and thanks her for her courage and commitment in taking on the role of transforming the lab.

Professor Wilson-Wilde was approached in December 2022 to take on the role of Chief Scientist, Forensic Science
Queensland.
Kind regards

Tracey

Tracey Walker P lrrelevant

Irrelevant
Executive Director E @health.gld.gov.au
Strategic Communications Branch W  health.gld.gov.au

Queensland Health

Government

0000

Queensland Health acknowledges the Traditional Custodians of the land across Queensland, and pays respect to First Nations Elders

past, present and future.
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Disclaimer: This email and any attachments may contain legally privileged or confidential information and may be
protected by copyright. You must not use or disclose them other than for the purposes for which they were
supplied. The privilege or confidentiality attached to this message and attachments is not waived by reason of
mistaken delivery to you. If you are not the intended recipient, you must not use, disclose, retain, forward or
reproduce this message or any attachments. If you receive this message in error, please notify the sender by return
email or telephone and destroy and delete all copies. Unless stated otherwise, this email represents only the views
of the sender and not the views of the Queensland Government.

Queensland Health carries out monitoring, scanning and blocking of emails and attachments sent from or to
addresses within Queensland Health for the purposes of operating, protecting, maintaining and ensuring
appropriate use of its computer network.
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This email, together with any attachments, is intended for the named recipient(s) only; and may contain privileged
and confidential information. If received in error, you are asked to inform the sender as quickly as possible and
delete this email and any copies of this from your computer system network.

If not an intended recipient of this email, you must not copy, distribute or take any action(s) that relies on it; any
form of disclosure, modification, distribution and /or publication of this email is also prohibited.

Unless stated otherwise, this email represents only the views of the sender and not the views of the Queensland
Government.

Please consider the environment before printing this email.
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Theresa Stinson

From: Shannon Fentiman

Sent: Sunday, 17 September 2023 12:26 PM

To: Rachel Western

Cc: Amanda Medew; Olivia Amsden; Natarjsha Kramer; Phoenix Campbell
Subject: Re: FOR APPROVAL: FSQ advisory board response - due 3pm

Ok looks good

Shannon

On 17 Sep 2023, at 12:20 pm, Rachel Western <Rachel.Western@ministerial.qld.gov.au> wrote:

Afternoon Shannon,

See query from The Australian’s David Murray below, a suggested response, and some finer detail
for you. There is a lot of info in the response but all important. If you’d prefer some info just
backgrounded instead let me know.

Quotes attributable to Minister for Health, Mental Health, and Ambulance Services Shannon
Fentiman:

“The COl recommended the government pass legislation providing for the establishment of a non-
executive advisory board.

“Such legislation has not yet been introduced to Parliament; however, consultation has been
undertaken on the draft Forensic Science Queensland Bill that will support the functions of FSQ.

“The draft bill does not include a requirement for advisory board members to be from jurisdictions
other than Queensland.

“There is an interim advisory board in place co-chaired by eminent retired judges Julie Dick SC and
Walter Sofronoff KC.

“Members appointed to the interim board have been appointed based on relevant qualifications,
skills, experience, knowledge and standing to perform the functions of the interim advisory board.

Quotes attributable to Minister for Health, Mental Health, and Ambulance Services Shannon
Fentiman:
“l have full confidence in Professor Linzi Wilson-Wilde.

“In response to the recommendations, the Queensland Government is reviewing historical cases to
determine whether further testing or interpretation may be appropriate.

“The important fact is - the issues raised in Project 13 do not create ongoing risks at FSQ given there
is now a new robotic platform.

“Extensive training of scientists has been undertaken, a new DNA interpretation guideline has been
introduced and there have been numerous changes to improve methods and processes.

“Extraction methodology is being reviewed and assessed for the purposes of continuous
improvement.
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“We are already seeing the results of this complex reform with suspects being identified that had
not been previously, resulting in the matters progressing to court.

“This is so reassuring for victims of crime.

“The public should be assured by these results that Professor Wilson-Wilde and the government are
intent on making Forensic Science Queensland a world leading laboratory.

ENDS

Background for Minister:
1. Recommendation 121 states:

1. The government should pass legislation creating a forensic science institute for
Queensland. The legislation should provide for.... (g) the establishment of a non-
executive advisory board, to be chaired by an eminent person with relevant forensic
science or criminal justice expertise, which would report to the Attorney-General on
the performance of the laboratory and comprise: i. Two or three eminent forensic
scientists from jurisdictions other than Queensland, including in the field of
forensic DNA analysis;

2. This legislation has not yet been introduced to Parliament.

1. Consultation has been undertaken with key stakeholders in criminal justice, forensic
science, health and victim support groups, who have all had the opportunity to
provide feedback on and inform the progress of the draft Bill.

3. The Draft Bill does not include requirement for scientists to be from jurisdictions other than
Queensland:
1. S.24 Members
1. The council consists of the director and the members appointed by the
Minister under section 25.
2. S. 25 Appointment
1. (1) The Minister may appoint up to 11 council members.
2. (2) However, the Minister must appoint the following representatives as
council members—
1. (a) 1 representative of the Queensland Police Service;
2. (b) 1 representative of the Director of Public Prosecutions;
3. (c) 1 representative of Legal Aid Queensland.
3. (3) Also, any other council member appointed by the Minister must hold
qualifications, or have experience, in at least 1 of the following fields—
1. (a) forensic analysis;
(b) policing;
(c) law;
(d) support for victims of crime.
(e) another field the Minister is satisfied

e wN

Kind regards,
Rach

From: Murray, David Irrelevant @theaustralian.com.au>

Sent: Sunday, September 17, 2023 9:45 AM

To: Rachel Western |rrelevant @ministerial.qld.gov.au>
Subject: Forensic Science Queensland advisory board

Hi Rachel,

As flagged, questions for the Minister relating to Forensic Science Queensland. If you could
get back to me before 3pm with any response it would be much appreciated.
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