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Doctor Miller., ~ Doctor Cathernan,

By The Courts
Moy I see Counsel?
(31de Bar consultation not made a part of tho record.).

DOCTOR ROBERT L, CATHERMAN, baing duly sworn according
to law, tegtifled as follows: '
DIRECT EXAMINATION
By #r. Ertel:

Q. Doctor, stats your full name?

A, Doctor Robert L. Catherman.

Q. Doctor Catherman, where are you located at tha
present time as far as business addresa?t

(o A. My business address i3 the Office of the Medical
Examiner for the City of Phl]gdelphin, it 13 321 University
Avenue, Philadelphia, Pemna,

Q. Doctor Catherman, will you tell the Jury your back-
ground and experience and training for the occupation which |
you presently have?

A. I am a graduate of the Williamsport Public School
Systen, of Bucknell University in Lewlasburg with a Degree of
Bachelor of Science in Blologys from Temple University School
of Medicine in Philadelphia with a Degree of Doctor of Medicine,
I had then a one year rotating internship and two years of
specialty training in the field of Anatomic Pathology here

:“” at the Villiamsport Hospital, I then entered the U.3, Alr Force
ok and served for two years ats the Armed Forces Institute of

-
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Doctor Catherman.

Pathology in Washington, D.C. and upon my discharge thers

in the Fall of 1963 became an Assistant Medical Examiner for
Metropolitan Dad County. Dade County i3 a large area surrounding
Miami, Florida. I remained there until the end of June, 1267.
The taginning of July, 1967, I becams an Assistant Medical
Exaniner for the City of Philadelphia and in the Medical
Exaniner's Office there, and about two years ago dbecame Deputy
Hdedical Exaniner. I am licensed to practice medicine in FPlorida
and in Pennaylvania. I am certified by the American Board of
Pathology in the field of Anatamic and Forensic Pathology

and am currently working full time as a Forensic Pathologist
Deputy Madical Examiner in Philadelphia. L

Q. Doctor, when you say that you are a Diplomat, what
does thet moan? '

A. Being certified in a specialty in medicine refers
to the fact of a specialty, there are many spaclalties in the
field of Medicine, and in each of the major specialties a group
of individuals who are selected in that specialty are appointed
to approve the credentials of varicus individuals practicing
in that specialty throughout the country and on the bvasia of an
examination and approval of training certify of 40 not certify
you as a Diplomat in that specialty. |

Q. How, Doctor, I bdelisve you have said you were
certified in Porensic Pathology? .

A. Yes,
Q. What i3 Forenaic Pathology?
A. It 1s a sub-speclalty of a yet greater ipecialty in




317.

Doctor Catherman,

medicine referred to as Pathology. Pathology i3 that part of
nsdicine that examines the origin and cause of disease, or to
put 1t another way, looks at abnormalities. It has three
major divisions, Forensic, Anatomic and Clinical Pathology.
Forensic Pathology 13 medical legal pathology and it is an
evaluation or association between the disciplins of law and
the discipline of medicine. Perhaps move apecific, it i3 the
svaluation of the role of truuma or injury from whatever that
cause nay be on a normal individual, or an individual already
suffering from some natural diseass processes.

Q. Included in that i3 the determination of causa of
death?

A. Yes.

Q. And time of death?

A, It encompasses time of death, causs of death,
corrslating circumstances, injury, correlates a number ol
observations made on the dody at autopay exaéination with
a set of collective facts and circumstances surrounding the
given individual's injury and/or death.

Q. You have said you have been with the office
of the Medical Examiner both in Dade County, Florida and also
the Kedical Examiner's Office in Philadelphia, what is a=ncompessed
within your duties at those respective joba?

A, VWell, the basic duty was to determine the cause
and with assistance, the manrer of death in all cases that were
Judged Nedical Examiner's jurisdiction and thege cases include
all of the deathis that are from other than natural disease., thal




Doctor Catherman.

i3 all kxnown accidents, suicides, homicides, but rot limited
to them. They includs the investigation of any sudden and
urexpected or suspicious death, the deaths occuring in
individuals ander legal custody, that is in jail or prison,
or in some other way under custody, of persona that might
be dyinz of a condition that could pode a threat to the general
public health, of persons dying with conditions or situations
directly related with their employment. Certain deatha that
occur in and adbout Doctoras', Dentists offices, Hospitals where
the treatmnent of that individual may have contributed to or
caused the individual's death. There are perhaps others,
but these are the gsneral kind of cases which come under the
clnagsification of Medical Examiner's jurisdiction, and in 2ll of @i.
Judged to de his Jurisdiction the basic responsibility 1is to, |
is the determinationof cause and the manner of daath,

Q. Kor, Doetor, can you judge an approximation of
how many these types of deatha you have participated in
aither investigating or related work?

A. Vell, total number of cases i3 far in excess of
the number of thoae which were examined in the sense of a
complete autopsy and correlation of circumstances. If I take
Just the autopsy cases in Miami and in Philadelphim, 1t i3
approximately 3800. Total number of cases are many, many
more than that, and involve investigation of cases that would
not be a3 extoé;ive as & camplete autopsy exanination.

Q. At this point, your Honor, we would offer
Doctor Catherman as an expeet in Forensic Pathology and offsr hin
for cross examination,
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By The Court:

Do you cares to cross examine at this tire,

Mr. Flerro?
By Mr, Fierro:

Not at thias time and I doubt 1f I will ever.
By The Court:

Gentlemen, I assume now the matters that we
talksed about muat bve decided by the Court prior to going
into any further examination, 13 that correct?

By Mr. Ertel:

I would think that would be appropriate.
By The Court:

Memders of the Jury, there are certain matters
agaln that must take place out of your hearing. We are going
to ruceis now for the noon luncheson, but ws will not beglin at
1:15 a3 we usually do, but after I had an opportunity to neet
with Counsel, and Counsel, would it be agrsable that we not meet
now, but met at 1:15 in my office?

By Mr. Fierro!

Yes.
By Mr. Ertel:

Yes,
By The Court:

The Defendant 13 now excused., The Jury i3 now
excused, and you will be advised by the Tipstavses and Court
Bailire,

(Recessed at 12100 Koon, EDST.).
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what I would like to decide first 13 whether or
not I am going to permit Mr., Ertel to use the Exhiblta which
are the three slides which we viewed this morning ocutside
of the presence of the Jury, and then if there i3 any further
! offer you desire, wve will go into that, but let's take the
‘ thres slides first,
By Mr. Ertel:
I think they are 56, 57 and 58.
(ofrf-the-record discussion.).
| By Mr. Ertel:
-~ f I am quite willing to withdraw one.
By The Court:

That one was the one I was not going to
permit 1t.
By Ar. Ertel:
| There is nothing of great note on that one., Ve
2 could cut off the breast portion or put a plece of tape over it.
By The Court:!

You take that one back,
By Hr. Ertsl:

The only purpose we are offering either of the
Exhibits now are for the markings on the neck to show the

-

strangulation marks and show the line of petechiae as the Doctor

(SR
o/

will axplain, and he can point it ocut to the Jury, it will =ake it_g
\
nore vivid in his explanation, Certainly, anybody can explain
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Tt
what it is, but seeing it ig an ald. We can, if necessary, take
a pisce of tape over the eyes and head 30 all you can see i3 the

neck, 1f you want us to do that, 30 we can limit that all they
see is generally the neck rezion?
By Tho;Fourt:
Any objection?
By Mr. Plerro: _

He has the rest of the face which 13 showing, in
affect, a death mask, As I understand the law, a photograph
1s adnissidble when it tends to explain or 13 neesassary for
its' use by a witneas, but i it tends to excite and may
become inflammatory, it should be excluded 1f the witness does
not need it. Now, in this case here i3 a Forensic Pathologliat,
and there are other photographs now in evidence that he can
uss, but particularly the slides, this Forensic Pathologist
can tell this Jury what he found and can say how this girl
died and where the marks are without showing-this awful death
nask,

By The Courti

Do you have a black and white photograph of
what 13 shown on that first slide?
By Mr. Exrtels

Hot to the degree that we can see it on a slide.
By The Court!

¥o. 2 you are withdrawing?

By Nr. Ertel:
Whetever one that i3,
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By The Court:

That is not the number, dbut it was the second
one you showed us, Now, the btack one?
By Ur. Ertel:

The back one, I can, 1f you want, I can cover
it from the halr line and just to show the neck.
By Mr. Fierros

If he does that on the third one, my argument
prevails as to the first one. I will have no objection to the
third if all he shows i3 the back of the neck.
By Mr. Ertel:

I said that I would do that on both photographs.
By Mr. Plerros |

On the first photograph, how can you do it?
By Mr. Ertel:

We need the scratch marks on the face.
By Mr, Flerro:

They are not important,
By Mr. 3rtel:

Yes they are important.
By Mr. Flerroi

In what way?
By Mr. Ertel:

Those seratch marks, the lines of scratch
marks he 1s going to explain how they came to be on the face.
He has to show the direction and angle.

322.
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By Mr. Pierro:

Will you tell us how he will explain they came
to be there?
By Mr. Ertel:

That was the final death throe of the person and she
was reaching up to get the hands from her, in his opinion, they
are her own marks.

No. 58 we can say from the lower lobe of the ear
to the, right at the hair line, that would be the lower lobe
of the ear, then to the hand underneath the éhouldors, we could
put a plece of tape across.

By The Court:

Well, as far as No. 57 i3 concerned the Court holds,
although you indicated you would withdraw it, I will not permit
that one.,

By Mr. Ertel:
We will section off the other Qidc of the face

a8 long as we have the marks on the other one.

By The Court:

Now, you don't have a black and white of this?
By Mr. Rrtel:

We have a black and white, but it don't show up.
By The Court:

Of that same photo?
By Mr. Ertel:

I don't think so, no, no,
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w
By The Court:
Now, I think your objections are full enough
on these two, on Ko. gé_andqég_l amholding that the probative
value outweighs, the other 6nc I said does not outweigh, I
ruled the other one out decause the prodbative value does not
outweigh the risk of undue prejudice to the Defendant, and on
these two Iam holding that the probative value ocutweighs the
risk of undue prejudice to the Defendant. I am going to let
these two in.
Mr. Fierro, is there anything other, anyother
offer you want from Mr. Ertel concerning Catherman?
\ By Mr. Pieri-o: /@
e No, I suspect I know what he will testify to.
He Jjust made a statement that he, Doctor Catherman, will
testify in his opinion that the scratch marks were made by the
girl in her death throes. Now, I object to that.
By The Court: N
I thought he said the "death throes" wes his own
words. What ia he going to testify to?
By Mr. Ertel:
That in his opinion they were caused by the girl
trying to struggle. |
By Mr. Plerro: j
He would be guessing, this is a matter that somehow
i;;) t he Jury should be able to, by factual presentation, make its' .
own conclusion, The District Attorney said he 13 going to testifﬁyr

that in his opinion the girl made scratch marks on her face, whether




325 .

it was in death throes or not, I am saying this man is
Forensic Pathologist, that does not mean he i3 allowed to stand
up and guess she scratched herself. Him saying "In my opinion
she scratched herself.”, without more is nothing more than, you
don't have to be a Doctor to say that and he cannot possibly
explain that, he can say "Yes, it could have happened.”, but to
say in his opinion she did, I think it is prejudicial unless
Doctor Catherman i3 going to say he found under her fingernails
her own skin and own blood, then I will withdraw the objection.
By Mr. Ertel:

He 1is not going to say that.
By Mr., Plerro:

Then I will obJject to that, he would be guessing.
By The Court:

Under the proper qualification, if he had an opinion,
not guesa or conjecture, the Court will over rule your
objection, but make it on the record so it appears twice.
Anything else?
By Mr. Ertel:

That 13 all.
By The Court:

Anything else?
By Mr, Plerro:

No.

e, (RETURNED TO COURT ROOM AT 1:30 P.M., EDST.).
(Doctor Robert L. Catherman returned to stand.).
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Dr. Catherman.

By The Court:
| ‘Proceed,

By Mr. Ertel:

Q. Doctor Catherman, you have already explained
your background and qualifications. Did you have the occasion to
examine the body of Jennifer Hill on or aboutOctober 29, 1973?

A. I dia.

Q. Can you explain where you examined that body?

A. It was at the morgue at the Williamsport Hospital.
I arrived in Williamsport sometime around 5:30 from the
Philadelphia area on the afternoon of that date, and then began
an autopsy examination really at ten minutes of six or 5:50 @g’
that afternoon.

Q. (To The Court.). Now, by atipulation, your Honor,
we have entered into the record Commonwealth's Exhibit No. 41,
that is the weather report. .
By Mr. Plerro:

Yes.

By Mr. Ertel:

And again by stipulation with Mr. Fierro, he has
agreed that I may read to the Jury the maximum temperatures
for the dates of the 19th to the 28th, and also as to the
precipitation which was no rain,

By The Court:

Any question, 3Sir?

By Mr. Flerro:

There was rain on the...
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Doctor Catherman,

By Mr. Ertel:

h HyOn the 28th there was rain.
By Mr. Plierro:

\\Beginning when?
By Mr. Ertel:

We will have to have testim;@"but 1t %sﬂ_yhile/\

mhere . e o

e
e
——

— e ¢ e

By The Court:
S0 stipulated?
By Mr. Plerro:
Yes.
By The Court:
You may rsad thenm.
By Mr. Ertel:
This 13 an official Climatological Data for
the Williamsport Airport. On the date of Ogtober 19th, the
maximum temperature was 543 the minimum temp?rtturo was 33; the
average was L4 and there was no rain or precipitation.
On the 20th of October, the maximum temperaturs was 61;
the minimum temperature was UT; average was Si; no rain or
precipitation. The 2lst the maximum was 29_{ minimum was 39;
average 493 no rain or precipitation. The 22nd, 63 maximum;
35 minimumj average 493 no rain. Tho23rd,i5__m1mm, 35
minimum, aversge 503 no rain. The 24th, maximum 67; minimum, 38;
average 53} no rain., The 25th, maximun_ﬁ!z ainimum 36;.
aversge 523 no rain. The 26th, maximum 693 minimum 35;
average 523 no rain. The 27th, mximunE} minimum 433
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there was precipitation, water equivalent of .05,
Q. Doctor, would you descridbe briefly what you
did in the autopsy as far as disrobing the victim and so on?
A. Upon the beginning of my examination I was shown
the body of this decedent still partly clothed. I conducted

C asmnel Qs

an external examination of the body, describing what I saw

i

in the way of clothing. ~Then, after the body"was unclad,

\

then the external findings of the surface of the body, and then
the internal observations of the body cavities, that is the head,
the chest and abdominal contents. I checked various specimens.

§ present and had various photographs of the body taken, that

is at my direction by scmebody else present at the autopsy. g
I collected materials or samples pf blood and urine and other
tissues for certain chemical and other toxicological studies,

some blood for typing and material from the moutn, the anus

and rectum and the vaginal areas for certain chemical

studies as well as for preparation of same slides on which

staining would be placed for examination principally for the
pressence or absence of sperms. After that I made a report

of their examination, drew conclusions and prepareda final

report with conclusions. %
Q. Do you have that final report with you, Doctor?

A, Yes,
Q. May I have it?
A, Yes,

Q. Do you have a copy for Defense Counael?
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A. Yes,

Q. Now, Doctor, when you disrobed the body, can
you descride the garb of the individual as you disrodbed the
tody?

A. Yea, When I first saw it, the body was partially
clad in a jersey with a white numeral "33" on it, a white bra.
This was all that was over the upper portion of the dody, which
was pushed up, elevatad so that it was higher over the left
shoulder than across the right side of the body, and the left
breast was exposed, that is the bra was above the level of the
left breast, it covered the right breast in the usual fashion.
It was hooked in the back in the usual fashion., It was dare,
. that is the body was bare from that level down to the lower
\%ﬁf legs where there was a pair of blue denim type jeans that

were sort of rolled down around the legs, a paior of multi-colored
panties, a pair of socks and a palr of gym sneakers, tennis shoes,
Q. All right, now after you did that, Doctor, did
you examine the neck area of the dody?
A. Yesa, in addition to the other external aspects
of the body after the clothing were removed.
Q. And did you have photographs taken of the neck areaf
A. Yes, in addition to other portions of the body.
Q. Doctor, at this point I am going to show....
By The Court:
~ Before you show those the Court wants to make
a statement. The slides about to be shown are not pleasant slidas

to look at, and if anyone in the audience desires to leave, they //‘4
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Doctor Catherman.

may do so at this time., The Court instructs the Jjury that
these slides are admitted into evidence for the purpose of
showing the nature of the wounds received by the deceased, in
helping you to understand the testimony of the Doctor who 13
now adbout to testify about them, They are not pleasant slides
to look at, and you should not let them stir up your emotions
to the prejudice of the Defendant. Your verdict must be based
on & rational and fair consideration of all of the evidence and
not on passion or prejudice against the Defendant, the Commonwealth,
or anyocne else connected with thiz case. You must not allow
these slides to inflame your minds against the Defendant,
nor must you allow any of them or any of the other Exhibits
to inflame your mind against the Defendant., They are put Q%f
into evidence only to aid you in the deliberations of this
case and they will be avallable for you,some will be sent with
you when you g0 to the Jury Room to deliberate on this case,
and others will be availsable for you upoﬁ request. You may
proceed, Sir.
By Mr. Ertel:

Q. Prior to the looking at those slides, Doctor,
did you come to a conclusion as to the cause of the death?

A. Yes, after a thorough examination of both ﬂ
the external and internal indications of injury and the other }
findings in this body?

A. 1 did. |

Q. What was that conclusion?

A. That the individual 30 named in this case, Jennifer
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Q. Now, Poctor, looking at the slide which 1s
Commonwealth's Exhibit No. 58...maybe if I could have a 1little
more light, locking at the slide No. 56, Doctor, can you explain
what that shows in relation to your findings as far as manual
strangulation i3 concerned....l beg your pardon, it i3 No. 587

A. Commonwealth's Exhibit No. 58 depicts on the
decedent's body on the dack of the center of the neck and the
back of the left side of the neck here, tiny little areas of
scratch marks that are descridbed as superficial abrasions, that
i3 the refsrence to a scratching injury on the surface of the
skin. These marks, which are similar somewhat to these,
represent various pressure marks from the places wheres the body
had rested on various objects. The dark colored scene here
is a portion of the exposed area of the back which was not
clothed which was resting against a falr amount of wet mud and

dirt, which was observed at the first time the dbody was

exanined and then later washed elean by me. 1&h¢ significant
findings on this photograph indicate on the back of the neck,

in the center and to the left, superficial, described as slightly

curvilinear, that is not exactly straight, short scratch marks,

abrasion marks,

Q. VWere you able to draw any conclusion fromthose
abrasions or along with yout other examination?
By Nr. ¥Fierro! a
I object to the word "conclusion", opinion would
be correct.

By The Court:
Reword your question,
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Doctor Catherman.

By Mr. Ertel:

Q. Were you able to arrive at an opinion dased
upon those particular marks and your other examination?

A, Yes,

Q. What was that opinion?

A, That these represent marks assocliated with affects
of an assailant's hands, most likely fingemail imprints.

Q. Could you tc;l me wvhether they were fingernail
or thumbnail imprints?

A, Ho, I could mt dbe certain of that.

Q. Are you completed with slide No, 587

A. Yes, .

Q. Sl1ide No. 56, can you identify that, please?

A. This slide identified as Commonwealth's Exhibit
No. 56 shows the front of the decedent's face and 1s particularly
of importance because of the numerous tiny pinpoint indications
of blood spots referred to as petechiae, they are tiny ruptured
very amal blood vessels which appear like little red spots of
paint on the surface of the skin. These were visible on the head,
adbove the laevel of the neck, and appear most concentrated
about the skin of the upper and lower eyelids and the whites
of the eyes, both the lids and the globe itaelf, as well as the
3kin of the face,

Q. What is it an indicia of?

A. Together with the other findings of the injuries  §’

on the front and back of the neck, the internal findings of
bruising in the region of the voice box, they ars supported and
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in my opinion indicated or indicative of manual strangulation
with compremion of the alrway, obstruction of the blood returning
from the head to the body , to a certain extent with obdtruction
with the blood going from the main body to the head.

But its' elevated pressure within the blood veassela of the skin
and areas vhich I described as a result of compression of the
blood flow coming back from the head to the body, along with the
lack of oxygen that caused the damage to occur in the blood
vessals and they rupture and as blood leaks out of them result

in theae tiny little pinpoint size,

Q. Doctor, right next to the right eye and I note
on the Exhibit some marks, can you identify and tell us what they
are?

A, These Are additional, rather larger than those
described by me on the back of the neck, areas of superficial,
that is on the surface, scratching away of the skin, leaving
behind a scratch mark or a hggggggzg_ggggggggse, which appears
as these areas of reddish to brownish coloration.

Q. Doctor, other than the markings which you have
described, and I don't believe you did describe them on the
front of the neck, or did you?

A. They are not well shown on this Exhibit, but they
were, there were markings on the front of the neck visidble to
to, from the outside, similar to those seen on the back of
the center of the neck, together with soms faint blueish
discoloration in the form of bruising.

Q. Doctor, other than the markings you have shown, was
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there anyother evidence that you noted on thebody which was
as a result of trauma?

A, Yes,

Q. Where was that?

A. Well, internally as I examined the area of the neck
there were areas Of druising over the tip of the left submaxillary
gland, one of the salivary glands that is undsrmeath the left
side of the jaw, the strap, as in an ordinary strap muscle,
These are the flat groupings of mscles on the front of the
voica box or laryrx that go from the base of the tongue down
to the top of the breastbone, the deeper layers of those
on the front of the voice dox had indication of druising and

the inside layer of the voice box itself, the larynx had
indications of bruising on 1it,

Q. They were internally, were there anyother
sxternal marks on the body other than what you deseribed,
as a result of trauma?

A. There was other external marks that were
associated with the affects of the injuries which I interpreted
as being most likely post-mortem, that is occurring after death.
There were a fair number of very superficial, again, on the

surface, scrapings of the skin along the back and sides of
the legs where they were near or in contact with the ground,
associated with the dirt., There was some slipping away of the

surface layers of the skin whers the body was in contact with the
dirt that was present over the back of the body, and these I
interpreted as being changes occurring as a result of the interval
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of time from the time of death until I saw the body.

Q. Now, Doctor, you said you took soms samples, can
you tell us what exactly you did as far as samples? For instance,
did you take finger scrapings?

A. The fingernail scrapings, along with other samples
were taken in conjunetion with me by Corporal Donald
Houser, or Trooper House, I don't know 1f it 1a specifically
Corporal, of the State Police, Montoursville Barracks. He
was physically present at the time, and between the two of us
we collected, he actually took possession of them rather than
laving them go from me to him, at the tims the examination and
their recovery was nade,

Q. You took the serapings and handed them to him?

A. They were taken as an automatic process, about the
same time, in other words.

Q. Did you get any report as to those particular
scrapings at all?

By Mr. Plerroi

Excuse me, I want to object, I don't know about
his doing, getting a report, or whether he made the examination
and report, I would like to Xnow.
By The Courtt

Yea, the objection i3 sustained.
By Mr. Ertel:

Qs Did you make any report of those findings?

A. No, not of those findings. Those wsre, the results
froma any analysis made on that material was to be handled in the
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taken from the routh, vagina, or anus and rectunm,

Q. What other tssts did you provide, if any?

A. The bdlood was obtained and I did a grouping or
typing on that. It showed her to have a Type "A" "RR" Positive
blood. Certaln other materials were taken by me, samples
of tissues and submitted directly to Doctor Frederick Reiders,
wvho 13 the Director of the Laboratory of the Hational Medical
Services, Inc., & Toxicologic Laboratory in Willow Grove, Penna.,
for an analysis that hes would conduct, looking for anything
of abnormality that was present., I did not make a report of
those studies, I have a receipt for the delivery of that
material to Doctor Reidsrs,

:§%V Q. You do have a verbal report, is that correct?

A. Yess.

Q. What, if anything unusual was the result of the
toxicology that you ordered?

By Mr., FPlerro!

I object, I believe he i3 asking....
By The Court:

The objection will be sustained.
By Kr. Brtel:

Q. Did you also examine the stomach contents of the
victin?

A, Yes. Aa a part of the exanination which was

conducted, I observed the amount of stomach content, and also

examined it for the nature of that content, and some of that
content was submitted as toxicologic specimen, some of 1t was
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examined initially by ms at the time of my autopsy and
subsequently back in Philadelphia under a more thorough
examination under what is called a dissecting microscope,
that is just to magnify its' condition a l1littls bit, but not
greatly. In, I found in the stomach content, portiona of
partially digested food, which I could identify as being

bread ar franch {ries or both, soms fragments of lettuce and

onion apd potato, I found one grape skin, a grey, dark green
ggsggs_gxgpg_ggéfi'aqg—g;gp the pulp of the grape with some

brownish seeds within it, somewhat digested but only partially
;;:’—;ﬁo stomach contents had a somewhat olly appearance, that
1;;_;t gave a sheen with droplets on the surface of the liquid ugf
and the material that made 1t up, and it also had, to my detection
a slightly oily odor. |

Qs Digd you rind any scraps of meat?

A, There were algo small fragments-of tannish,
brown aaterial which on initially examination could be
fragments of meat wvhich under the dissecting microscope are
consistent with portions of digested meat,

Q. Now, Doctor, assuming the following facts, that this
young lady had ingested a hoagle, some french fries, a milk shake,
at samewhere in the vicinity of noon on the day she disappeared,
and assune further she ate some grapes in the period of nmaybe
two hours, two to three hours later, and further that she was

1ast seen alive at the time of 5130 in the afterncon, do you have
an opinion as to the tims of death of this girl?
A. Yes,
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Doctor Catherman.

Q. Wnat i3 that opinion?

A. That the death occurred on the day of disappearanecc
and that the death proﬁably occurred batween when she was last
sean alive and 6:00 perhaps 8:00 P.M. that evening, more
likely to be between roughly when she was last sean alive
and up until 6:00.

Q. Now, Doctor, you have also explained that there
were soms markings on the head as yocu ahowed in the Commonwealth
Exhibit which was a slisé, 40 you havﬁ an opinion as to what

those markjrs— were?
A, Yes,

Q. What ware they?
A, Those markings, in my opinion.ceces
By Mr., Flerro:
Excuse nme, I wvant to object to this. I would like

to kxnow specifically what markings the Diastriet Attorney is
referring to.

By Mr. Ertel:
Q. Would you explain the markings you are referring to?
A. Yes, specifically there were two areas of markinga
which I found in my examination, one of which was referred to
in the one of the two Commonwealth slides that were shown.
These were on the right sids of the temple of tane body, across
the right cheekbone area. Another grouping of very faint, dut
definite amaller, shorter, but in a line-typs pattern, they were

lengthy and narrower, asross the left side of the jaw, are the ones
to which I would address oy opinion.




T ’ {,’
‘L\u/ S . S/Vv o 339,
/? Doctor Catherman. C A é,. {d"“\p {(‘V\ %

Q. Very good, will you give us your opinion?
By Mr., Plerro:
I will ocbject to that, unless the witness
further establishes from a pathological dasis why he has that
opinion, rather than e judgment or his conclusion .
By The Court:
The objection i3 over ruled,
By Mr. Ertel:
Q. What were they?
A. They were, in my opinion,.consistent with scratch
markings and whether caused by the decedent in trying to extract
("} an assatilant's hands about her neck or by the assailant $
L
causing the manual strangulation, I could not say for certain.
Q. Which direction were the scratches?

. "-..———'.—_——«\\_
I, -

A. They were, as we say in one instance, on the

side of the right temple on the cheek and othérs were in scmewhat )

o

;"oblique fashion across the left side of the jaw. That is
o~
oblique, not perpendicular, vertically, they were on a slant.

~ e » TN

—"..__ ~~Qe—€ros3y exanination. T ———
CROS3 EXAMINATION

s
!

————

-
’

By Mr. Flerrot
Q. Doctor Catherman, I notice from your»report
that you Just handed the District Attormey and I got a copy

‘M:) of 1t, Post-mortem, and I notice from your testimony, is this
\‘) a correct statement, that in your examination of this girl you

found no svidence of sexual molestation?
A. That 13 correct.
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Doctor Catherman,

Q. That i3 correct, isn't it?

A. Yes, Sir.

Q. All right, no evidence whatscever, isn'tthat
correct?

A. There wa3s no indicationof this girl having been
sexually molested in the general lay understanding of that ternm,

Q. Well, in any understanding, can you tell us
that this girl was sexually molested in any way?

A. Kot unlesa you define for me what you mean by
"sexually molested"?

_ Qe I don't know, we may have a iiferent definition,
ﬁﬁ&,, you and I, and I aa talking about the ordinary common language
used aevery day by thess people who are going to decide this case,
di4 you as a Forensic Pathologist.rind any evidence that this
girl was sexually molegted?

A. There was no indication of that. My findings,
however, do not exclude some kind, whatever that might be,
of sexual molestation. I just didn't find any injury.

Q. Did you find in your report that there was any,
that ia what I would like to know?

A. I did not descride any injudes which waold, I would
relate to sexual molestation in that sense,

Q. Injury of nog, is theres anything in this report that
you can show me that says that you, in your opinion, on examination,

that you have an opinion that there was some sort of sexual
assault upon this child?
A. Ho, 31r,




341.
Doctor Catherman. “

Q. Now, I am interested in your saying that the
death occurred between 4:00 and 6:00 P.M. and then you put
the 1imit as high as 8:00 P.M., didn't you?

A, Yes,

Q. Then you are not sure that it was 14:00, 5:00,
6100, 7100 or 8100, are you?

A, No, 3Sir.

Q. In other words, this Jury, fromyour opinion, may
decide that the death occurred at 8100, couldn't they?

A, They could.

Q. All right, of course you have fixed the date of
death ;s October 19th, which 13 the date tiils child disappeared, %@'
but you based that date, you fixed that date based uponwhat
somebody told you, that is two things, somebody said to you,
"Doctor Catherman, this girl disappeared October 19th around

4330 in the afterncon and that this girl ate.such and such that

day.", and so you fixed the time of death using, among other

things, those two items, ian't that correct?

A, Yes,

Q. 3o that, Doctor Catherman, if you had been told
that this girl waa atill alove on October 20th, the next day,
and ate substantially the same food, you would now have to say

that you are going to change the date of her death, aren't you?
A. Y.s’ 311‘. . -

Qs As a matter of fact, if we make it October 21st, yo ‘i
are going to change her date of death again, aren't you?

A. You could continue that up until adbout three to five
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days prier to the 28th when I believe she was discovered, and

R

I would say would, I would say it would bs my ovinion it would
not be less th;n that time.

Q. But neverthless, as you have just said it could bde
three to five days before she was discovered and she was discovered
on the 28th and allegedly disappeared on the 13th?

A. That 1a correct.

Qe 30 wWe can take it up to as high as

October 25th according to what you say?
24th.
Q. All right, I will go with you on the 24th, so0
',/" that 1f you, a3 a Pathologist, were told that this girl was
Ly 3till aléve on the 24th and ate substantially the same food that

was described, you would have to say that, in your opinion, her
death could have occurred on that day at around 54:00 to 8:00 P.M.,
or any prior day from the time she disappeargq, is that correct?
A. Yes.
Q. But you can't fix, what I am ¢trying to get at,
you can't f£ix the date?
A. No, Sir, X can't, not specifically. They only
do that in "dime novels" or TV shows and the movies.
Q. They practice law like that in movies and we can't,
A. I wish I was able to, it would =make my job easier.
Q. Now, Doctor, we come to this, this girl undoubtedly,
and vas, we accepted your opinion, was manually strangled, and
that means, and we are not trying to say the Jury does not

undeerstand, but I want to be explicit, I don't cares to carry this
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on too much farther, but ;he was not astrangled, for example,
by the usa of a rope or anyother mechanical instrument, she
was strangled by the use of human hands?

A. That would be my opinion. The choice of at
terminology is to exclude the other common form of stran.ilation
which is referred to as ligature strangulation where the mode
of strangulation is by some ligature, something that encircles
the neck, commonly a plece of rope, a wire, coat hanger, whatever
it might be.

Q. That is what you and I are now saying we are
excluding?

A. That kind. %ﬁi

Q. Any mechanical thing whatsoever, you and are
saying according to your opinion this girl was strangled by
somebody's human hands alone and not by another instrument?

A. That is my opinion,

Q. That is all we are asking, what is your opinion.
Did you find, Doctor, that this little girl had been, I will use
the word, because I am not a Doctor, had been "doped”, that is
to say given some foreign substance to make, to render her
unconscious?

A. This, there was no indication of any kxind of
—— \

"dope" present, based on my present understanding of the analysis
that ve, that were conducted on the tisaue specimens submitted,
let's put it that way.

Q. Did you find anything conducting your autopsy that

showed this girl was given some sort of foreign substance that she
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may have inhaled or ingested, however she got it into her bvody,
that would have rendered her unconscious, this includes anything,
alcohol "dope", whatever you can think of?

A. I did not observe any of those things either
at the time of my autopsy. I know of none of these things
being found on the analysis, however there arae substances in this
world that could have dbeen present and not be detected in the
normal fashion, but I think we are talking about the usual xind
of things referred to as "dope"?

Q. Right?

A. There was none found.

Q. When I said "dope", I said alecohol or anything else?

A. I am including that.

Q. What I am trying to get out of you, as far as
you know, in making your examin&tionof this girl, you would have
to give your opinion that this girl was not given anything to
knock her ocut before she was astrangled?

A. That would be my opinion.

Q. How, I want to ask you something slse, you examined
this body minmutely, I do know, did you see any evidence that this
girl suffered a blow, a trauma of any form, which would knock her
out before she was strangled?

A. DNo.

Q. What, would I be making a correct statement if I said
that you, Doctor Catherman, would have to opinion, based upon your
examination, that this girl was alive and well a split second
before, whoever it was, began strangling her?

A. Yes,
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Q. And I notice that you say here that sha 13 five foot

Doctor Catherman,

one and weighed between 120 and 125 pounds, 1s that correct?
A. Yes,

Q. You know you said in your report, and I won't look
at it, correct me if I am wrong, that there was one or two finger-
naills missing?

A. That i3 correct, there were,

Q. Do you know or should I look it up, from which hand...
wait a minute the torn nails of the right ring and little fingers,
i3 that correct?

A, Yes.

Q. Now, you zaid "little fingers", does that mean .
both little fingers? i%g'

A. No.

Q. You probadly mean the plural of the right ring
and little?

'A. Correct.

Q. On the right hand?

A. Yes, 3ir,

Q. The torn nails of the right ring and little fingers,

are they the items, among others, that you gave to this Trooper?
A. No, Sir, that was an observation made amonz other
observations at the time I did my external examination, I merely
observed those naila on those two fingers showed an appearance
aifferent from the remaining nails on the sams hand and the

other hand., KRow, what was given for comparison was the nail rroi.
the right middle finger.
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Doctor Catherman.

Q. The what?

A. The right.

Q. The nail?

A. The right middle finger, the nail, I am sorry.

Q. I will go on, and it was the nall from thne richt
middle finger that was given, among other specimens, to Tr =
Houser, then what happened to the tornm nails,...excuse me,

I will ask it that way, what happened to the tom nails
of the right ring and little fingers, did you find the torm
nails?

A. KNo, I did not.

Q. You dian‘'t?

A. No. ‘

Q. All you did was ocbserve that they were torn?

A. I observed that they were irregular and ragged as
though they had been torn away.

Q. Well, your report says "torn", ian't that your
opinion?

A. I think that it says "As though they were torn away.”,
it was my opinion bvased upon their appearance that they were tom
or broken away. '

Q. I read, for example, number four under "External
Evidence of Injxy", you begin "The torn nails of the right ring
and 1little rfingers have, as have been describad above..."?

A. Yeas, referred to an earlier paragraph which gives
the description in more detail.




3A7.

(;) Doctor Cathernman.
T (W
Q. S0 I assums you believe, that is have a medicﬁl
opinion, that the right ring and little finsers, those nalls
were ripped or torn or broken away in some violent fashion?
A, In some fashion.
Q. Well,...
A. It usually does not take much violence to rip off
a nall,
Q. It takes a little?
A. It takes some, yes,
Q. It was not done with a fingernail file or pair
of acissors 1?
— A. No, they were not cut nor filed.
Q~} Q. It was done, let's say, in an abnormal fashion?
A. Yes,
Q. Por example, it could have been done by the

g
é))

girl atruggling for her life, using her hands to try to dislodge
in some way the attacker? '

A.

In fact, they could have been caused by her

scriehing her own neck,

Q.
A.

Q.

Could have been?
That i{s a possibility.
And could have bdeen caused by her trying to ward

off the assailant, catching the nails in a part of his body
or clothing or whoever that was, isn't that ray one of the
vays 1t could have happened?

A
Q.

That is another possibility.
That 1s what you said before, you said that, for
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Doctor Catherman,

example the acratches that you saw on her faca could have
been caused either by this girl herself or by her assallant,
either way?

A. That 13 correct.

Q. The same with her torn nails, those nails could
have bdeen ripped off her fingers elther becauss 3he was trying
to attack or ward off her assailant or in the violence of
her owm struggles sceratching herself, either way?

A, Yes.

By Mr. Ertel:
I object, there are other possibilities.
By Mr. Plerro:
ILet him answer, he i3 an expert.
By The Court:
Over ruled.
By Mr. Flerro:

Q. Isn't that correct?

A. Yes, that is among the possidilities this could
have occurred,

Q. That 13 what I am interested in, these two
possibilities?

A, Yes, Sir.

Q. For example, are you, I will ask you this, to me 1t

would sound a little bit silly, is it possidble some animal could
have come up and chewed them off?

A. That 1is a possibility, not likely in ny opinion, dut

a possibility.
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Doctor Catherman,

Q. That was to cover some of the othsr methods,
Ars the two possibilities that I asked you about, the most
1iksly ones, let's put it that way?

A. In my opinion they would be.

Q. They are the most likely?

A. Yes.

Q. You have also said, Doctor, that you found,
interpreted, and opined that the scratches or whatever you fellows
in medicine call them, I call them scratches, the marks on the
back of her neck, what do you call them?

A. I think fingernail scratches is good enough.

Q. I will call them fingernail scratches, I think
you testified that the fingernaill scratches on the back of this

girl's neck were probably made by the assailant?

A. Yes, 5ir,

Qe Isn't that correct?

A. Yes,

Q. That is your opinion?

A, These are now the specific short curved scratches
that are different from those along the side of the right
of the face and across the left side of the jaw.

Q. I am talking about the ones you described on the
back of her neck?

A. The back of the center and the left side of the
neck and also the front.

Q. Right?

A, Yes, thoase are the ones I am referring to that in

assoclation with the injuries underneath them ars the fingermnail
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Doetor Catherman.

scratenes,

Q. You said that in your opinion were nmade by the
asgsallant?

A. Yes,

Q. 30 that assailant, whoever it was, would likely
have gotten her skin and her blood under some of his fingernails,
wouldn't he or she?

A. He might or might not, or she, he or she might or
might not. There was no indication that thess sceratches drew
blood in that sense of the fact there were scraplings of superficial
skin,

Q. Let's talk about the superficial skin, you sald
theri wers scrapings that neana something was taken oif this body,
I believe these fingernails, righi?

A, That i3 what I mean by the scrapings of superficial
skin,

Q. Whoaver her assailant was, would have those
scrapings of her skin underneath those nails, wouldn't he?

A. If they adhered to and stuck fast, yes.

Q. Vell, as a Forensic Pathologist you know quite
often in these manual strangulation cases that it is more likely
the assailant will have such scrapings under the nails, isn't
that true?

A. I would not say more likely, you put it on that
basis, it is more likely than what?

Qe More likely than not?

A. I will zay it 13 adbout equal that the assailant

I T
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Doctor Catherman. .
.
and the victim have scrapings from the victim's skin under thei-
fingernalils,

Qs Do I catch it this way, that your present answer
means that both of them, that 13 the victim and the assailant
would likely have acrapings under their naila?

A. Of the victia's skin?

Q. Yes?

A. Yes,

Q. Both of them would?

A, Yes,

Q. Well, I am talking about the assailant, that neans
the assallant would too? %%’
A, That is correct, but I am just saying it was

not nocoisarily that he would havé more so than.
Q. Ho, I am Jjust trying to find ocut whether the assailant
would more likely than not have?
A. More liksly than not, yes.
Qe Thank you., Now, I don't know whether there were
any prints of human hands on this girl's neck that could have
been identirfied to that degree that they could have been matched
or attempted matched, were there?
A. I do not know either, I saw none and to the best

of my knowledge in my pressnce there were no attempts to identify
any such prints in any vay. I did not ses any. | - g
Qe Doctor, I would assune that as a Porenaic Pathologiggfr

that you not only can opine, but you actually know in the course
of your work, that any human being would, was alive and well and is L
} ) , , t
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being manually strangled, will make some effort to protect
thenselves from death, wouldn't you say that i3 a falr statement?

A, Yes, I would.

Q. And that in the course of trying to protect, in
this case herself, from death, that she would more likely than
not, inflict some damage on the assallant?

A, No, I can't say that.

Q. You can't?

A. Bo.

Q. What would she bé....

A. She might or might not. In my expsrience, the
absence of injuries on a given assallant who has caused
the death of a person by manual strangulation says nothing to me
about the fact he couldn't have dene it,

Q. I understand that, but you would not be surprised
t0 learn that the person who manually atrang}ed another, had
upon the assailant's face or hands, marks infiicted upon that
assailant by the victim,that would not surprise you, would
1%?

A, No, in fach I would want to know if this was the
case.

Q. You would ask about that, wouldn't you?

A, Yes.

Qe The absence of it, that i3 some form of traumatic
infliction upon an assailant in a manual strangﬁlgtion cage,
the absence of that, while not necessarily conclusive to you
as a Forensic Pathologist, would indicate something, wouldn't 1t?
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A. Yes.

Q. What would it indicate to you, Doctor?

A. That he was not injured during the time that he
attackxed the individual, if he, in fact, did,

Q. That would be in and of itself an unuaual
circumstance?

A, No.

Q. No?

A, Not unusual circumstance, 1t would de an
observation to take into consideration with among many other
factors,

Q. Would you consider it unusual if these others, %.’
other factors were that the other person was well, alive and
kicking, wouldn't you then opine that the victim should have done
soms sort of damage to the attacker?

A. Let me get it straizht, that the victin was
well, alive and kicking?

Q. A second befors the strangulation began?

By Wr. Ertel:

I object to that, I don't know how he intends to
Bllow that up.
By The Court:

Q. [Co you undarstand the gquestion?

A. 1 think in a hypothetical way I do. -

Q. Do you feel qualified to answer? o

A, Yes,

Q. The odjection is over ruled,
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A. That an injury could be sustained in that assallant
which might not ever be detected, which such as many injuries
that go undetected when you injure yourself dy bdeing bumped
or inflicted againat a dlunt surface,

By Mr. Flerro:

Q. Is it unusual for a victim who 13 healthy ana
alive, let's say a aplit second before he, or she in this case,
is desing strangled, is it unusual for that victim in a struggle
for life to try and take her hands and remove the assailant's
hands or to try to push the assailant away, or to try to
strike at the assallant's face, things of that nature, is that
unusual?

A. I would say it would not be unusual.

Q. It would be the usual thing to do?

Ae I can speculate that it would bve, since I never
saw something like this actually occur, I don't know
with certainty.

Q. You would expect that i3 the usual thing for the
victim to try to do?

A. Right,.

Q. Doator, are you the perason who took the fingemail
scrapings from underneath the deceased nalls, do, did you do the
actual serepings yourself?

A, I think the physical act was dons by me and
Corporal Houser actually collected them as they were obtained.
They were never in my possession as such, which then I gave to

him by receipt. It was a direct transfer at my direction.
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Doctor Catherman, &

Q. You have not seen that since, havs you?

A. Ko, I haven't,

Q. FNow, without somebody telling you, if someone
walked into this Court Room with {ingernail scrapings, could
you take those scrapings, go dback to your Ladboratory or whatever
you did concerning Jennifer, and say "These are the same acrapings
that I took.",can you do that?

A, Kot if I was just shown a collection of scrapings,
I would not de adble to say that those are the preclise scrapings
which I took at sometims ﬁhroc months or so ago.

Q. You can't say that?

A. No. @-r

Q. Now, I will put it this way, assuming that this
Trooper Houser, whoever, comes into this Court and has these
scrapings and I hand thea to you and I say , "Doctor
Catherman, I would like to have you positively identify that
what the Trooper brought in here are the same serapings that
you took from Jennifer's nails.", independently of what he tells
you, can you 4o that?

A, I would not be able to do that without his
testimony that these were the ones he obtained in my presence
and handled them there in such fashion.

Q. Without his testimony, can you scientifically
do that? ) ' ‘
A. I already said if you give them to be cold, Just <l
looking at them I would not be able to tell if they wers her's
or somebody else's.,
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Doctor Catherman.

Q. I mean by use of scientific or otherwise, I
don't care, but not having the Corporaleseas
By Mr. Ertel:
I obJject,
By The Court:
Over ruled.
A, No.

T

By Mr. Plerro!
Q. You can't do it, can you?
A. No.
Q. Doctor, I am showing you what has bsen marked a
Commonwealth's Exhibit Ro. 3, and what thias shows, and the only

D -

resason I am showing it to you, concerns the clothing of tha ;
child as she was found, and I simply want you to look at the;
clothing, do you recognize that? //
A. No. -.
Q. You don't?

(/
IV

A. Ho, because this contains a coat which,wis not
actually on the body, dut lying over it. I scgn-this photograph
pefore, but when I examined the body it was not a part of
what I examined and deseribed.

Q. 30 the coat shown in Commonwealth's Exhibit No, 3,
when you received the dody that coat was not on or did not
accompany the body?

A. That i3 right,

Q. Commonwealth's Exhibit No. 6, Doctor, also shows
a portion of the clothing on the dscedent, and I want to tell you
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80 you won't be surprised, this item here i3 the insgide

of this pea Jacket, somebody called it a pea jacket, you

did not, of course, as you have already sald, sse that pea jacket

whan you saw the body, correct?

A.
Q.

I examined it without that Jacket.

But take a look at this like a football jersey,

which is also shown in Commonwealth's Exhibit No, 5, I am sure
that was on the hody when you saw 1t?

A,
Q.
Ao

Yes,

By the WaY e s e o

Let xe say this, that a jersey either identical to

or this actual jersey was on, I don't see enough here to
identify the number "“33", it looks like a numeral "33", Va
Q. It is a "33", but that i3 not what, why I want to

ask you any questions about i{t, I simply wanted to establsh
what you did or didn't see.

liow, I take you back to Commonmvealth's

Exhibit No, 5, 1if you will look underneath this jersey, this

white thing looks like a bra?

A,

Q.

A.

Q.
correct?

A.

It is.

It contains the girl's right breast?
The way which I first saw it.

And that 1is the way you firat saw 1it, isn’'t that

Yes, it 1s also above the level of the left breast
which I first saw it,

%

Q. It does not contain the left breaat, is that correoe?’f

Ao

Yes.
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Q. Now, you said you disrobed or in assistance with
others you disrobed the body?

A. Yes,

Q. Youremoved the bra?

A, Yes,

Q. And other articles of clothing?

A. The articles which I descridbed.

Q. Oh, yes, not the Jjacket, we know that. Did you
know, I mean did you notice that the bra was ripped, tormn or
damaged?

A. XNo,

Q. It was not, is that correct?

A. It is correct that it was not.

Q. Did you notice that the "P" shirt, or whatever
you wvant to call it, that had the numsral on....

A. The jersey.

Q. We will call it whatever you s&y, did you notice
that that item was ripped, tom or damaged in any way?

A, Only to the extent that it had some wet dirt
staining on it, nothing, not otherwise damaged in any way.

Q. We are not worried, because it was laying near
the ground, we are talking sbout some external force mayde
like an animal or human being ripping or tearing or damaging the
cloth, did you notice such damage to that Jersey?

Ae Ro,

Q. To the other items that the decedent was wearing,
which I believe, which includes, I believe, she was wearing
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Doctor Catherman. 359.

sneakers, did you, Doctor, in examining the clothing as you dis-
robed the body rind any evidence of any ripping, tearing or
damaga to the other items of apparel?

A. Yes,

Q. On what?

A. Vearing damags, particularly to the sneakers,
otherwvise they were not damaged in the sense that you are
asking.

. Now, you imow what I am asking, I vant to knowee...

A. They were not torn, ripped or otherwise parted in
any way, they showed some wearing damage.

Q. We ares talking about the umisual say caused by
some human agesncy through use of vialence, you did not notice
any such item to any item of clothing on this decedent, did you?

| A. ¥o.

Q. No furthsar questions, i

RE=-DIRECT EXAMINATION
By Mr. Ertel:
Q. Doctor, you were asked about your time of death,

and asked you, asked if you were given the sams set of circumstances

this could be another day, taking that set of circumstances, if
1)
I ware to tell you that on the day in question, the 19th, and I
'Y | —
elininated the 4330, she had a hoagle, french fries and

a4

milk shake for lunch and had those grapes in the early afternoon, .
would you be able to establish a time of death in relation to the:.g!

time she ate, approximately?
A, Ye3, approximately.
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Q. Based on the stomach content, how much time would
elapse between the time of eating and the time of death?

A. It would have been at least several hours, two to
four hours, and probably not more than eight to ten hours
depending upon the stress and general health or condition of the
individual in that period of time.

Q. Let's put one more factor in, Doctor, she
had this lunch, she had the grapes in the afternocon, she played
football or kickball during the early afternoon hours up
until spproximately 3:30 in the afternoon, would that give you
a detter indication of time of death, could you approximate 1t
closer just with those facts?

A. Just with those facts, it would be my opinion she
died scmetime late in the a.fternoc-n or evening of that day.

Q. 30 the time she was saen alive makes, the last tine
s he was seen alive does not make any difference a3 far as the

content is concerned? TT—
A. No, I was basing 1t on the nature and type of
dtomach content that I observed in connection with the circumstances
of the meal which she wvas last known to have eaten as you provided
in the assurmption of facts that I was given. =
~~—__ Q+—Now, Doctor, how long does it normally take to
digest food?

A, VWell, the books tell you the stomach emptiea after

STETR e

e

an average neal and in from two to four hours, dbut being human,
an individual, as we all are different, that somswhat varies
from person to person, although the average 13 given to be




()

361. -
Doctor Catherman. » f%v

somewhere betwsen two and a half to four hours or so, The
£inding of food partially digested in a stomach up to as much
as four to six hours after it has been taken in would not be
unusual, and under given conditions of illness, emotional
stress, or other external factors acting upon a body might
not be unusual for as much as twelve or even eighteen hours.

Q. Was the grape that you observed in the stomach
in relation t0 the other food, was that leas digested or more
digested!?

A. The graps I examined was in two parts, the pulp
had come from the skin, that 1s it was parted from the skin.

The skin yas atill as if I were to take a grape skin now and %&1
pop the pulp out of it. The pulp or content showed some c;;me
qf_giggggggg,_hnt_ﬂlg_got to the extent that the other mate;;;I§
Ww«—d&gvﬁoﬁ. o

Q. HNow, incidentally, the digestive process, when does
it end? Does it end at death?

A. Well, reasonadbly at death., There 13 no further
digestion in the sense that i3 considered digestion following
death.

Q. Doctor, now you wvere asked many questions
about strangulation and reactions, how long does it take, can
you deseribe the process of strangulation generally as to what
18 does and how long it takes? -

By Kr. Plerrot J :

I would like to have that restricted to this victina,
He made the autopsy.

'
3
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By The Court:t
See 1f he can do it to this victim first, in this

particular case,
By Mr. Ertel:

Q. Canc...

A. Yes, I could offer an opiniom.

Q. Will you do so?

A, The process of manual strangulation, which i3
in my opinion 13 what occurred here, tha process, i3 the procesa
of compressing the neck and the structures within the neck and
the principal atructures involved are the airway, the blood vessels
taking blood back to the bvody frgm the head, and those taking blood
from the body to the head, as well as certain little pressure
points of chemical and pressure receptors that occur along the
major artery that 1s going up esch side of the neck, with the
constriction and compression of those structures, particularly
with the closure of tha airmmy, there i1 then lack of oxygen
getting into the body system and aa soon as that lack of axygen
13 detected by the bdrainand its' use of oxygen, abnormality begina
and that is in the forx of losa of consciousness. It does not
mean that the individual dies immediately at thas point, but
there is loas of consciocusness. This would probably take
a naxizun of a minute or so, and then depending upon the
duration o the compression, death as a result of further changes
that takxe place, becausde of the restriction of blood to and
from the head, pressurs against these receptors that are both
chemical and pressure sending other signals by way of nerves to the
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heart and to the breathing sanses, everything would stop or ceasa
in the matter of several mors minutes, and without any kind
of attempt to recover or resuscitate,the individual would
then, the death would then occur.

Q. Doctor, I note that you gave ths maximum of
a minmute before unconaciousness, can you zive us an approxiaation
of & minute?
By r. Plerro:
I object to that atatement, because the Doctor
didn't say a maximum of a minute, he 3aid a minute or so,
By Mr. Ertel:
I bdelieve that 1s a correct restatement.
By The Court:
Reword your question.
By Mr. 3rtel:
Q. You noted a mimate, can you givp us a range of
tine possibly from vhich the person may go unconscious?
By Mr, Flerro:
He didn't say a minute only.
By Mr. Ertel:
Q. I asked for a range of time, Doctor, as to the time
person would go unconicicus from application of strangulation
by force?
A. I think within a minute or so and in hers ve can't

be that absolute, because it does no%t begin at 30 and stop at 29, o
but purposes for discussion about 30 seconds to A minute and & half
which would be 90 seconds, a minute or 3o, |
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Q. You weras asked a question about broken fingernails
and you were given two alternatives, as I recall either from
trying to get the hands off of her throat or on the assailant,
did you give any consideration to the fact this ¢hild was playing
in the afternoon kickball and other physical activities?

A. Among other posaibilities, some activities in the
aftemoon of ths death could have resulted in the tearing
of those nails,

- Qe Were you able to specify the time for or an
approximate time when those nails were torm?

A. MNo, I was not,

Q. Thank you, I have no further questions.

By Mr. 7ierro:
I have nothing further.
By The Courts
May 1 ses Counsel?
(Side Bar consultation not made a part of the record.).
(Excused from witness stand.).
By The Court:
The Court will recess. The dafendant is excused
and the Jury is excused. Everyone else remain scated.
Court is recessed.
(Recessed at 2:50 P.M. and reconvened at 3:15 P.XM.)
By Ths Court: -
Proceed, Mr, Ertel.,
By Mr. Ertel:

Officer Houser.
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L Y
CORPORAL DONALD J, HOUSER, being duly swomrn according
to law, testified as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION

By Mr., Ertel:

Q. State your full name, please?

A, Donald J, Houser.

Q. Your occupation?

A. I am a Corporal with the Pemnsylvania state Police
tationed at Montoursville,

Q. How long have you been a Corporal in the Pennsylvania
State Police?

A. Approximately three years. \g

Q. How long have you been a State Trooper?

A. Approximately 17 years.

Qe Corporal [ouser, in the investigation of this case
did you have a particular role as the Property Orficer and
Custodian?

A. I dia.

Q. Explain basically what your role 1s as Cuastodian
or Property Officer?

A. I was mainly the Receiving Cfficer, we have a
Custodial Orficer who is in charge of all of the evidence at the
Barracks., In this case 1t wvas my duty to receive the evidence,
sigh 1% in, and turn it over to a Custodial Officer. -

Q. Aftar you go to the Custodial Officer, did you rvm&&!
the evidence then and transport it to various places like ”
Laboratories and soforth?



