MR TATE: Yes. | don't - as | say, | don't have a problem but | just wanted to
foreshadow so that there woul dn't be any ni sunderstandi ngs when we have himon
the tel ephone that in ny subm ssion at |east, he should be abl eseeces

CORONER: Wl I, | can accept opinions for what they are from various people
dependi ng on their qualifications.

MR TATE: Yes, indeed.

CORONER:  Yes. Ckay.

MR ZILLMAN. | didn't quite follow that.
CORONER: Wl | eeeee

MR ZI LLMAN:  As | understand it [indistinct] give evidence that he disagrees
with a factual manner.

CORONER:  Yes.

MR ZILLMAN: But it's really irrelevant whether he believes what soneone has
sai d.

CORONER:  Well, yes, but if - if a person has experience and

gets a set of facts put to themas a proposition he can draw a conclusion - he
can [indistinct] his own opinion as to whether he believes it to be practical or
cul pabl e consequence.

MR ZI LLMAN:  [Indistinct] the fact given his experience w thout any shadow of
doubt .

DOUGLAS EDWARD M LSAP, SWORN AND EXAM NED VI A TELEPHONE LI NK

MR TATE: Thank you, your Honour. Doctor, good evening or good very early
nmorning to you, | understand it is over there?ee And to you, sir.

My nane is John Tate and as the Coroner has said |'mcounsel or the trial
Attorney from- in American terns, assisting the Court. As you knowthis is a
Coroni al I nquest being conducted in Townsville and its purpose is, insofar as
we're able to do so, to try and understand the nature and cause of the events
that occurred on the 22nd of COctober 2003 and in a sense what we're trying to do
i s understand, and appreciate Tina's last story. W asked a nunber of wi tnesses
to come and give evidence in a sense alnost to ask - to borrow your eyes and
ears so that we can get an understanding fromthe people who were actually
there. | hope that all nakes sense to you?ee Absolutely.



If at any stage you can't hear nme or | break up will you let me know and |"'11
re-ask the question. Doctor, the - the first thing that we do with all of our
witnesses is that we ask that they introduce thenselves to the Court, perhaps in
the same way that the Court is introducing ourselves to you. So, could | ask
you first please for your full name?ee Douglas Edward M| sap

And | think by profession you are a dentist?ee Correct.

Just so that we're clear what are you qualifications and experience?es |'ma
general dentist, | have been in practice for 31 years.

Thank you. And your current address?ee My current honme address is 7260 Briar
diff Road, Port Myers, Florida, zip code 33912

Now, |'mrather hoping, Doctor, that you have a copy of your statenents with
you?ee | do.

Wwonderful. Now, if | could take you to your first statenent, the one that is
dated the 22nd of Cctober 2003. Do you have a copy of that one with you?es
do.

Now, are there any changes that you'd like to make to that statenent, any
addi tions, deletions, alterations?es At this time, no.

It's true and correct to the best of your know edge and belief?se | have re-read
this several tines including, within the last hour and although the - this first
affidavit does not include all the facts of which | am aware, sone of which are
in the addendum | find nothing in this statenent which is untrue.

Thank you. Then, | think you also attended police in Amrerica and provi ded an
addendum statenment or a second statenment on the 21st of April 2007?<¢ | have.

And you have a copy of that with you as well?«« | do.

Are there any changes that you' d like to make to that statenment, any additions,
del etions, alterations?ee Wll, there is one snall detail

Yes, thank you?ee You have me not aging over a period of three years.

That's probably because of your fitness and continued swi nm ng and scuba
di ving?ee Maybe, but on this - on the second statement ny age is still listed at
53 and at this point intime it wuld have been 57.

Thank you. And with your agreenment we'll change 53 to 57?¢« Fine.

Are there any other changes?ee Again | have - | have read this thoroughly
several times, again within the last hour or so and I find nothing on here that
is incorrect.

Ri ght, thank you. Now, if | can take you to your first statenment. It |ooks as
if, on nmy reading of it, that you've been actively scuba diving for the |last 30
years as of COctober 2003, paragraph 4?e« |If - if the math works | got ny first
certification in 1972 so if that's the correct anount, yeah, | agree.

Al right. And, | think, as at October 2003 you'd clinbed to the certification
of dive master?ee Correct.

And you had a rescue dive certification as well?ee Required prior to the dive



mast ers.

What organisation did you do your rescue diver's certificate with and your dive
master's certificate with?ee Al of those were with PAD association

Al right, thank you. Now, you tell us in your statenment that you were quite
satisfied with the safety inductions that were given prior to the dive on the
Yongal a on the 22nd of October 2003?«¢ Quite.

Woul d you - how woul d you describe the induction, was it thorough, not thorough,
adequat e, best you've ever done, could do with inprovenent. Wat words woul d
you use to describe it?ee You wi sh my own words or you wish ne to use one of
your choi ces?

No, I'd like you to use your own words, | was just giving illustrations?ees As -
as - as noted in - somewhere in this it was one - it was probably the nost
thorough and detailed dive briefing that | have ever experienced.

And | think you' d met Gabe and Tina before the dive briefing on the
nor ni ng?ee Briefly.

Are you able to recall whether they were there during the course of that
briefing?se Yes, the - the crew nade absolutely certain that before they did
that, that they presented it, that everyone on board was present although
don't - | don't have it witten in here, | can say with alnost certainly that
they conducted a roll call prior to starting it to nmake sure that everyone was
there and nade sure that everyone on board heard the entire briefing.

Was there any discussion during that induction or that address to the divers

offering orientation dives?ss Yes, Sir. Oientation dives were offered. |'m
trying to look in ny statement, but | believe that they were offered at | east on
two separate occasions. | would have to refer to my - to ny statenent for that,
but | know absolutely that they were - | would have to refer to ny statenent

because it's been so |ong.

Pl ease do, it's - it's not neant to be a nmenory test?ee Ckay. Well, | know that
- | know that they were absolutely a guided dive to anyone who wi shed one.

And | think at that stage, you tell us in your statenent, you'd had sonewhere
around 350 | ogged di ves?ee Correct.

Now, did you overheard at any time any of the crew offering Tina and Gabe
separately - separate to the group in other words an orientation dive?ee | did
not personally hear that.

Al right. Now, | think the next event of significance is that you, and | think
your wife, together with also Paul a and Kenneth and one other diver went for a
nor ni ng di ve?ees Correct.

Now, were the currents discussed in the dive briefing?ee Yes.
What was said about the currents?ee Repeat that please?

, they had put a diver in the water

either it - | believe to check the mooring - security of the nooring or the
anchorage or however the boat was secured and so that the crew had had a diver
in the water previously that norning and that he attested to both the tenperate



and - of the water and to the visibility of the water and to the strength of the
current.

When you and your party entered the water did you find that the current and the
condi ti ons had been well prophesised in the dive briefing?ee Yes.

Can you tell us about that dive? Wat - what happened for you and that

group?ee W were put in a rubber inflatable. W were carried to the entry point
whi ch was near to the bow of the boat. As exactly as drawn in the briefing
there was a buoy that was connected to a chain that went fromthe surface of the
water to the floor of the ocean at approximately 100 feet in depth. At

approxi mately 60 feet down this line it was -

down this chain there was either a line or a chain attached to the down |ine
that connected directly to the bow of the Yongala. W were instructed and - and
foll owed instructions and dropped in the water slightly up-current of the buoy,
dropped down to about 15 feet, grabbed onto the chain, followed it down to the
connection line, followed that line to

the Yongala. At that point in time we were technically on our dive in the
wr eck. # and for a short

time found it a little bit perplexing but not unmanageable. W - after we took
a few nonents to get our orientation, we drifted with the current slowy al ong
the weck until we saw the stern of the weck approach. |t was very visible at
that point in tine. It was obvious that there was - that this was the end of
the wreck and the end of the dive. At the other end, there was a - a - an
identical tag line leading fromthe weck to a simlar buoy and anchorage |ike
chain, to which we very carefully, to keep from being bl own out into the open
ocean, we - we held onto the - the tag line to the up lock - to the up chain.

We made a very slow and controlled ascent to the prescribed 30 feet where we did
a hang for two minutes, as - as requested by the dive crew. At that tinme, we
ascended slowy to 15 feet, where we spent a five mnute duration hanging onto
the - onto the chain. W again were sonewhat happy and thrilled with the dive
and it was sonmewhat exhilarating to be hanging onto the - the line and being in
the current at that point. W nmade - from 15 feet, we made a sl ow ascent to the
surface and using a line that was fromthe surface buoy connected to the stern
of the - of the Spoil Sport we hand over hand carried ourselves back to the dive
- dive boat and concl uded the dive.

During the course of that dive, fromentering the water to exiting the water,
did any other diver approach you seeking any hel p?ee No, Sir.

Wthin your vision, did a - a dive - any diver approach anyone within your party
asking for help or suggesting that there was a problemor that a diver was in
distress?ee No, Sir. Qur dive group consisted of five people, as - as | believe
[indistinct] before, ny wife, nyself, M and Ms Snyder and another gentl enman
named Stewart. Qur group of four had been diving together for well in excess of
20 years. W are a - a tightly knit team we watch out for one another and we
stay pretty close to one another. As Stewart being the - a new - a new nenber
of the group and kind of unattached and having not his own buddy but grouping

with us, he stayed quite close to us too. | believe that we - we encountered
other divers on the chain to the surface. Wile we were hanging there, nore
divers joined us on the chain and there was sone ahead of us, | believe,

although that's - that’'s nenory, but | believe that there were some other divers
on the line with us at the end of the dive, but at no tinme did anyone approach
us with any intent.

And that - that’s the stern Iine that you're telling us about, isn't



it?ee That’'s at the end of the diveeeses
Yes. All right?ee eseeestern |ine.

Al right?ee At - at the - at the safety - at the safety stop at the end of the
di ve.

Yes. Now, | think the next area that 1'd like to talk to you just a little
about is that you cone back onto the deck of the Spoil Sport and as | understand
it, that you becanme aware that there was an energency situation after sone

time. 1s - is that correct?ee Yes, Sir and it was not very | ong.

Mm Utimtely, | think, John, the energency physician, went over to the Jazz
Il where Tina was?e+ Correct.

And at sone point in tinme, | understand that you saw Gabe and approached
hi n?ee Woul d you repeat that, Sir.

At - at sone stage after Gabe was returned, | think, to the Spoil Sport, ny
understanding is that Ken was speaking with Gabe on the dive deck and you
indicate in your statenent, this is at page 2 of your addendum that you
approached Gabe and | understand that there was then a conversation?ee Correct.

Can you tell us, please, as best you can in the first person, what you said to
Gabe and what Gabe said to you, if you can just take us through that,

pl ease?es Yes, Sir. You want - you want ne to speak specifically as | have in
my statenent or shalleeese

Yes, yes?ee seeee| sanitise this for the Court?

No. Speak specifically, as best you can, in your own words, your recollections

of the conversation?ee | - | cane - we - | was on the dive deck - on the back
dive deck, | encountered - | kind of got out of the way when the dive crew was
bringi ng everyone on board. Wen | cane up to Gabe and | asked what happened
and he - he said - let me back up a little - a nmonment. Wen | was on the dive
deck, | had gotten out of nmy gear. | was still inmy - | was still in ny
wetsuit so it was very shortly after ny dive. | saw - | saw sone activity,
saw sone commotion, | went over to the starboard side of the boat and | saw -

saw So, then |

ot out of the way and kind of nade self scarce for a short tine. _
RGNNSO SN EEAMEEHE]. - soi, Ve were into the dive,
everything seened to be going fine. Al of a sudden out of the blue, Tina
saricked | She knocked loose my mask, she knocked loose my regulator I' |
managed to get my regulator back in my mouth and clear it. | nanaged to get ny
mask back on and clear it and | grabbed hold of her BC and she was too heavy and
she started to sink and | tried to hold her up and she was too heavy and | | ost

rip on her and she started to sink.", and | said, "

If your feet are on the bottom if you're braced
agai nst a boat, if you are braced agai nst sonething solid, you can feel the
wei ght underwat er whi ch, however, is reduced because of the - because of the
density of the water.




MmPee And then he said - and then so he quickly anended his story and said,
"Well, | was really trying to lift her to the surface and | was trying to kick

up [indistinct] and" - "and we weren’'t nmaki ng any headway and she just felt al
funny and I 1ost ny orip.”. | said - (ISR SEEE SRS
and - you know, and | also felt it was ridiculous that a newWy married man woul d
let go of his wife underwater when he was built like a - a football player and
she was built Iike a snmall cheer leader. | thought that was ridicul ous and

was starting to get angry and at that point in time Ken separated nme and said,

"Doug, this is not appropriate.".
Mm Al right?ee "Enough.".

Now, obviously you formed a view about the version of events that Gabe had j ust
told you?ee Yes, Sir.

And | take it you formed a - a view or formed an opinion fromyour position as a
qualified dive master and also a diver with many, nmany hundreds of |ogged dives
as of this date?es Yes, Sir.

What was it about Gabe told you, that didn't sit confortably with you?ee In
general or for that exact monent in tinme?

In general and for that exact nonment in tinme. Take us - take us through what

was of concern to you?ee Well, first let ne say that | don't think any of us, at
o

can tell you that | have heardesese

I don't think we needeseese?es seseetwo versions of the story in short - in short
sequence from Gabe. | have read two others - versions of that story in
publications and - and | have heard as a third party a version of the story that
was supposed to have been given to Tina's father. Every single one of these has
sonme serious flaws that any - any diver with any experience would tell you is -

iS..".

Al right?ee eeeeefaulty.

Al right. Noweeese?ee And so every version of the story I've heard is
i ncorrect.

Al right. Doctor, what |I'd like you to do firstly though for me is to
concentrate on what you were actually told by Gabe on the back deck of the Spoi
Sport, leaving aside entirely for the nonent any other versions you may have
heard. Can you do that for nme?ee Well, Sir, I - | can - | can repeat for you
the statenment that | just gave you but | think that the statenment | gave you is
fairly in tact.

Al right. So, really what was concerning you nore than anything el se was the
sensation of weight underwater, in terns ofeeeee?ee True.

esesephat he was saying. Al right?ee True, now subsequently there are - there
are sone - there are sone issues | have with this statenent.



at that

initial

intine

First of all oi nt

Yes?e e

t hought was,

. Secondly, it's - if he was
hol di ng onto her and she was not fighting himthen she had to be unconsci ous
because a pani cked di ver who would go for one's mask or go for one's air -
sonmeone el se's air supply would not inmedi ately becone passive as long as they
are conscious. A panicked diver has only two thoughts in mnd; one, to get air
from any ot her source other than her own source or two, to panic and in - in her
panic to race to the surface. That - that - the definition of panic is an

unf ounded and unreasoning fear, an - a person in the grip of an unreasonabl e
fear, an unreasoning fear will not stop, they will continue to claw at that
person's nout hpi ece until they get it in their own nouth or crawl up you all the
way to the surface. Crawl over you, push you down do whatever they can to get
thenmsel ves to the surface to be able to breath. A panicked diver does not
becone rel axed and passive in the water and so him- himhaving hol ding onto her
and trying to lift her to the surface when she panicked is not - is not a result
of a panicked diver, it's the result of an unconscious diver. And it just - it
- the fact that an unconscious diver would be too heavy to hold underwater is

| udi crous.

Mm  Doctor, please continue?ee Well, that - that pretty much expl ains
everything that | - that | was feeling and that | have ascertained from ny
conversation with Gabe on the dive deck

Al right. Can | take you then, please, to paragraph 3 - sorry, page 37?¢¢ Al
right.

And it's the second | ast paragraph fromthe bottom "During ny training to
receive the qualifications"?ee | have that.

Now, | take it there you're telling us about your PADI training to becone a
diver - sorry, a - a rescue diver, is that correct?es That's where | get ny
i nformation, yes sir.

Yes. Now, |'mvery interested to know of the sort of training that people
receive from PADI, and other organisations that we're able to find out about,
when they're undertaking a rescue diver's course, can you briefly outline for ne
pl ease what - what are the conpetencies that they seek to teach and assess
people as part of that qualification?ee Sir it has been many years since | took
that courseeeses

Yes?ee eeeeeand to be able to list for you those - those qualifications and -
and expectations would probably not be very accurate. But fromjust a nenory of
that you are taught how to assist a tired - conscious tired active diver, if

that person is tired and needs sonme assistance in the water. You are taught how
to carry and transport through the water an unconscious diver. You are taught
to - howto give nouth to nouth air transfer to that person, obviously CPR is
out of the question as there's no hard surface to do chest conpressions, so
that's not possible. But you can - you can do nmouth to nouth while you are
carrying the person back, you would have the person in somewhat of a headl ock
and you have everyone's - everyone's BC fully inflated. You then try and give
the person a couple of rescue breathes, and carry thema little farther and
bring it towards themagain and carry thema little farther. You are taught how
to remobve a person fromthe water on a beach scenario. You are taught how to
assist getting a person into a boat after a rescue scenari o both by yourself and
with assistance. You are taught howto do CPR on - on - on a hard surface once
that hard surface is obtained. You are taught how to control another diver if
it's possible underwater to turn them around by dropping bel ow t hem and turning



t hem around underwater and controlling themso that they cannot make you a
second victim And you are taught that if that - if the diver is threatening
your life that sonetinmes you need to back off a little bit and - and | et them
struggle until they - until they wear thenselves out and then you don't turn
yourself into a second victim

When is it permissible to abandon or |eave your buddy?ee Frankly I don't find it
ever, ever okay to leave your buddy. You are and they are your responsibility
underwater. | guess the only time you would do that is if the diver is dead, if
the diver is trapped and cannot be extricated by yourself in a - in - in an over
- in an overhead environnent where that patient - that person cannot be
retrieved by yourself and you need assistance to pull that person out of a hole

or out of a weck. |If that - again, if that person has expired or is
unconsci ous and you can't bring themto the - and there's no sense staying
down. If you are about to run out of air yourself and there is no air left in
your BC then I guess it would be permssible to return to the surface. [If it

was ny wife | would not have returned to the surface wi thout her regardl ess of
whet her or not | had air

Mm Tell me about the strategies that can be used if your buddy becones

pani cked and starts exhibiting the flailing behaviour that you were talking to
us about a little while ago?es Well, nunerous things could be done. First of
all assuming that you have your regul ator knocked | oose as was - as was the
apparent scenario here, obviously your first response is to get your own

regul ator back in your nputh. Now, | have had an out of air - | - | have
participated in two rescues in - in my diving career. One of which was a no air
situation and | just took my - | took my regulator out of ny nouth, nmy - ny

primary regul ator, and gave it to the other person involved and breat hed out of
my secondary - ny secondary regulator, it was a very sinple thing. Wen a
patient - when a person is panicked and is conming for your air source the - they
- basically there are only - let ne - let me rephrase this. Wen - when soneone
i s panicked and they're in an out of air situation they want your regul ator
Their vision beconmes essentially a tunnel vision in which case the only thing
that they can see in the entire ocean is your nouth piece and they go for it.
The hardest thing is let themhave it. Use your secondary, if your have - and
at this point you're in control. Once that person has air and is breathing
normally they tend to rel ax and become un-panicked. And if they're stil

pani cked and - and your air is not sufficient nost panicked divers will abandon
all air, hold their breath and head for the surface. So, that's usually what
happens. If that person - so, giving themair is one way to control it. If you
are - feel that you're - your own personal safety is - is in danger you can back
away or nost - nost essentially you can descend. |If you descend a few feet no
pani cked diver will ever descend. |[|'ve never ever heard of any - any - any

i ncident - instance where a panicked diver will descend to cone and get you

So, they - they advise that you drop down, if you drop down even two or three
feet you can grab the patient - grab the - the other diver by both ankles, turn
them around and physically wal k up the back of them Walk up - bring your hands
up their legs and up the stack of their tank and once you grab control - once
you get behind the diver you have absolute control over that diver. They cannot
get to you, you can hold themat arms | ength, you can hold the yoke, all right,
and - which is where the - the regulator attaches to the tank and that person
cannot get to you and is absolutely helpless in your control. At that point in
time you can inflate - you can - you can either drop their weight belt or you
can inflate their - their BC or both. That person then becones unable to stay
down and starts towards the surface which is exactly what they want to do and as
the - as the person in control from behind nmost of the tine you can control the
rate of ascent and nmeke a safe ascent.



W're told that the floor, the ocean floor near the Yongala is about 30 netres,
I think that m ght be about 100 feet?ee That's 100 feet.

Again, you talk about this in your statenent, what would be the expected
procedure for bringing a person up who is unconscious, for argument sake, on the
ocean floor?-- Are you asking nme what | would do if |I found an unconsci ous diver
on the - on the ocean floor?

That woul d be a good start?-- Thank you. | would ascertain whether that patient
was unconsci ous and breat hing, or unconscious and not breathing. |If they were
unconsci ous and breathing I would hold the regulator in the person's nouth, we
woul d make a sl ow and control |l ed ascent to the surface assuming that patient

were - excuse me, person was still - was still breathing. |If that person was
not breathing I would attenpt to purge sonme air into their lungs fromthe
regulator, I would inflate their BC, | would nmake a rapid but safe ascent to the

surface. Sonmetines you woul d probably nake that ascent faster than you shoul d,
but just out of - out of excitenment and out of adrenalin rush, but nost of the
time if that person was unconscious it would not do to have one unconsci ous
and/ or dead person and one person with an enbolismor the bends. So | would
probably cone up at a controlled ascent rate.

And is that scenario covered for the advanced certificates |ike rescue diving?--
Yes, sir. Sone - now again, I'monly famliar with PADI eeese

Yes?-- eeeeeagnd a lot - many tines the - they tell you to drop the patient - the
first - | say patient, | apol ogi se because |'meses

No, that's all right, Doctor, we - we appreciate that diver and patient for you
are interm ngl ed when you're | ooking at recovering thenP-- Yes, sir, they are.
Anyway, often times they are - you always put air in a person's buoyancy
conpensator to help themrise. Sonetimes in dropping the weight belt is
reconmended, but if you are getting a - a safe rate of ascent with adding air to
t he buoyancy conpensator dropping the weight belt is unnecessary because once
that weight belt is - is dropped we have no way to control the ascent and you
could create either an air enbolismin both yourself and the victimif you - if
you do that. So dropping the weight belt is an option, but putting air in the
buoyancy conpensator is not. Air should be put in the buoyancy conpensat or
Again, it should be hopefully vented on the way to the surface so you don't
become a ballistic mssile on the way to the surface and you shoul d nmake as
rapid a controll ed ascent as possible.

Doctor, thank you, that's all of the questions that | have for you, but if you'd
stay on the line there are sone other barristers who may wi sh to ask you
guestions. They'll introduce thenselves to you before they do and then they'|
ask you their questions.

CORONER: M Walters?

W TNESS: That's fine.

MR WALTERS: Thank you. Dr MIsap, ny nanme is Harvey Walters and |'m
representing Tina's parents, M and Ms Thomas. | only have sone very bri ef



questions for you. The principal one concerns this, and

there's quite a clear and | ogi cal reason

Doct or, Ssu

?-- During that first statenent of

COct ober 22ndeeeee

Yes?-- eeeeeplease, if you will, try to realise the circunstances that were in -
in progress. The Snyders and ourselves had nade an extremely long trans-Pacific
Crossingeeees

Yes?-- eeeeeprobably 20 to - 24 to 30 hours worth.

Yes?-- The Snyders arrived on Monday norning | believe and - or maybe even
Tuesday norni ng, depending on the tinme shift. |In any case, our flight from Los
Angl es to Sydney was del ayed overnight due to a - an aeroplane error, so in
addition to the normal LA to - actually east coast time for - to Sydney, we put
another 10 to 12 hours on our flight tine. We were pretty nmuch exhausted when
we got there. We - we got to Townsville, we were put on a - on a boat, we went
out, we had an exhausting weck - an exhausting dive on the - on the weck which

aIthouih enioiable was exhausting. W canme up to find Tina had expired.

because everyone was so upset concerning the
circunstancesesees

Yes?-- eeeeethen we were taken back to Townsville. W were - 22 of us were
pretty much herded like cattle to the - to the Sheriff's Department. A plain-
clothes constable, a female |I believe, asked nme questions which |I answered.

Quite frankly after ny conversation with
Gabe | - and | told Ken, "You know what, sonmething's - sonething's wong here.
Somebody's lying."

Yes?-- "There's just sonmething absolutely wong with this scenario, whatever
happened here.” And quite frankly ny friends nade ne feel like |I was an
uncaring and, you know, uncomnpassionate individual for - in this tinme of

di stress and sadness, to be saying that something didn't snell right.

Yes?-- And so | kind of dismssed that and | only answered the questions which
was asked.

As | thought, there'd be a logical reason for it. Doctor, you also, just prior
to havi nﬁ iour conversation with Gabe, had ﬂ

?-- | saw that he'd been speaking with Gabe.

Yes?-- \hatever conversation he had with Gabe |'munaware with - unaware of.

Yes. And it's at that point that you ask Gabe, "What happened?", and he told
you?-- Correct.



Ckay. Thank you, Dr MIsap, | have no further questions.

CORONER:  Thank you. W're just moving the m crophone, Doctor, we won't be a
nmoment ?- - Ckay.

Thank you, M Zillman, when you're ready.

MR ZILLMAN.  Zillman's ny nanme, M Mlsap, | appear for Gabe Watson?-- kay.

Just on those last few issues that you were asked about concerning the failure
to mention in your first statenent the conversations, one of the - the natters

, was | correct in

sunmarising it in that way?--

Who -

?-- . They're the
nmot hering types and they were having - they were obviously trying to give Gabe
strength and solace in this because at that point in tinme there was no
indication of any foul play and therefore they were doing their best to console
himand confort himand when | was saying, "Sonething doesn't - something just

doesn't snell right here", they were saying, "How can you feel like that in all
this tragedy that you're" - and | said, "Well, that's just" - sir, I'man

anal ytical person by nature, that's what makes me a dentist. | pay attention to
snall details as a dentist. It's nmy nake up, it's nmy nature and so when snal

things don't add up | pay attention and - and |'msorry that ny famly didn't
feel that | was being conpassionate enough, but it just did not sound right to
e

Al right.
your side?es
had the conversation with Gabe,

Wel |, what about on the other hand Ken. Did he, as it were, take

- renenber, when |

And later we - we discussed it to, you know, what we thought had
happened but |'mnot sure | understand your question, sir.

Well, on the say back fromthe weck to Townsville?ee Hrm nmm

Did Ken ever suggest to you that, yes, it was a rather fishy story that Gabe vas

putting over and, in fact, tell you that in his opinion it was bullshit as

Ckay. Well, you, in fact, gave sonme evidence just before that you said to him
sonmeone was |ying?ee And | have said that.



Yes. Now, the soneone was Gabe, there's no-one else in mnd, was there?ee Wl
at the tinme - at that point in tine?

Yes?ee That question was open

Well, there'd only been one story and it was from- well, when | say one story,
one author of any story and that was from Gabe, wasn’t it?ee At that point what
Gabe said to nme was inaccurate in my opinion. However, there were - there were
ot her events that unfol ded that day and expl anations that - that - that could
have occurred, that we -

We tried to understand as well as we could. W
desperately for our own enotional needs, needed to understand what had happened
down there.

M Ml sap?ee W& never did.

Al I"masking you is this. Wen you said to Ken, "Ken, soneone's lying. The
soneone was a reference to Gabe, wasn't it." That's all |'m asking?es At that
point in tine, | didn't know who was |ying.

Well, who'd said anything about the incident beyond Gabe that was in
guestion?ee Are you - are you asking ne for my opinion on this, sir?

I"monly asking you, has soneone el se given a version beyond Gabe by that
ti me?e« No-one el se had given a version of what happened.

Ri ght ?¢e W& were - we were trying to - we were trying to ascertain - at that
time - at that time there was no indication of foul play.

I understand?ee However-----

Li sten?ee However - will you allow nme to finish, sir.

Well, you' re not seeningly on the same wave | ength here.

CORONER:  Let himanswer the question and put it to himonce nore.

W TNESS: | understand what you're asking and | think I can explain it if you
will give ne sonme |atitude

CORONER:  Go ahead pl ease?es Ckay. Gabe said that she was sinking underwater
and any rational person would have put air in the BCto raise her, either
hersel f or Gabe should have been air in her buoyancy conpensator. |If - if that
air was on, she would have been able to fill that up, b

. W were told on the boat that
when she was found on the bottom by Wade that the regulator was in her nouth and
air was in her tank and functioning. All

However, the fact that



t hey, according to Gabe, went down underwater and were sw nmming along normally
for a period of time prior to her having a panic attack di scounted the fact that

So
sonmebody' s |ying.

Wel I, the sonebody from what you' ve just been telling us had to be either Gabe
or Wade; is that right?ee WIlIl, that would be true but-----

That's all | asked you before who the culprits were.

CORONER:  Ckay?ee That's fine.

MR ZI LLMAN:  Thank you?ee But it could not have - but ny ascertation - what |'ve
ascertained and what | amtrying to explain to you is before we understood that

she had been underwater and diving nornally for a short period of tine, the
further to walk,

VWhen | found out that she - so at that point in tine
on the boat it was not clear to nme whether sonmeone who was |ying was either Wade
or Gabe but one of themwas |ying.

Thank you, Doctor?ee |I'mnot finished, sir.

and that cleans Wade of

any - of any irregularity.

CORONER:  Yes. | think that's a matter for ne to decide. Thank you very nuch.
Are there any further questions.

MR ZI LLMAN:  No.

CORONER:  Are there any questions fromyou, M Tate?

MR TATE: No, no, your Honour

CORONER:  Thank you. Doctor, |----- Pee SOrry, Sir-----

No, that's okay?ee [Indistinct].

Yes, that's me, I'mthe Coroner?ee | thought I was still talking to M Z |l man.

No, M Zillman has sat down. This is the difficulty we have when - when we do
things by phone. W were hoping to do it rather by video so you can see us and
we can see you and the other issue that happens during these matters, Doctor, is
we have a - a tine lapse with - with people hearing the full questions and
sonetimes we' ve had peopl e speaki ng over each other and there's been a bit of
confusion. | just want you to understand we're very appreciative of what you
say and - and thank you for your time here today. |'mnot being critical of you
when | was asking - mentioning those matters because you had explained it, |

t hought, quite clearly on two occasions and thank you for clarifying

t hat ?¢« Ckay.

I"mnot critical of you - your evidence in any fashion. | want to thank you



