CASE STUDY # 2

THE KIDNAPPING OF GRAEME THORNE

[image: image1.png]Graeme Thorne was an eight-year-old Sydney schoolboy who disappeared on his way to school one
morning in July 1960, five weeks after his parents had won over $200 000 in a lottery. His disappearance
was quickly discovered when he did not meet the lady who drove him to school. The police were
immediately called in. They were able to take the telephone call made by a heavily accented man
demanding money in return for Graeme's safe return. Although Graeme’s school case was found the
day after he disappeared, his body, wrapped in  rug, was not discovered until five weeks later. Clinging
to his clothing were soil, hairs and plant debris, including pollen leaves and seeds.

The rug was found to be one of 3000 manufactured between May 1955 and January 1956 by the
South Australian Onkaparinga Woollen Mills. The soil on Graeme’s clothes and shoes was found 1o
be a grey clay and a pink sand, later identified by the curator of the Geological and Mining Museum
to be a pink lime mortar used by builders.

The hairs on the rug were analysed by a hair expert in the forensic laboratory, and were found to be
animal hair from a Pekingese or similar dog, and some bleached human hair.

The plant debris caught on the rug was identified by a botanist with the Department of Agriculture
as coming from a common cypress tree (Chamaecy parispasifere) and the uncommon smooth Arizona
cypress (Cupressus glabra). The investigating police decided they had to look for a garage at ground
level, containing pink mortar, with the two types of cypress trees growing near its door.

‘The breakthrough occurred when the police came across an amateur botanist postman who was able
to show the police a place on his round where these two types of cypresses grew together. They found
the two trees growing near a garage door. The garage was below the house level and all sorts of
vegetation blew into it. On the floor they found some pink mortar and at the back of the garage was
some grey soil, similar to that found on Graeme's clothes. There was a new owner, but the police
soon found the previous occupant.

In the suspect’s car police discovered similar samples of hair, dust and plant debris to that found with
the boy’s body. Later, string identical to that used to tie up Graeme’s hands was found among the
suspect’s possessions. In one of the family’s photograph albums was a photograph showing the
family sitting on a rug identical to that found wrapped around Graeme’s body. Their Pekingese dog
had hair similar to that found by police, and the suspect’s wife bleached her hair

Confronted with all this evidence, the suspect confessed to the kidnapping, but not to murder. He
was convicted, and died in prison of a heart attack in 1968

Questions
1. Make a list of all the trace contacts found with the boy’s body.

2. Make a second list of all the other evidence other than trace contacts, that was also used by the
investigators

3. What evidence do you think was the most important in leading the police to the correct
suspect? Explain why this was so important,

4. List three experts who analysed some of the evidence, and explain what each one tested.

5. Did all the evidence prove the suspect’s guilt? Explain your answer.

6. Can you think of any evidence found in this 1960 crime that could be better analysed today?
Describe how this evidence would be handled now, and in what way it would be better

7. Even in 1960, some of the evidence could have been handled in a better way. Discuss what you
think may have been done better.




