Statement of Amanda Jane REEVES (née STORER)

I, Amanda Jane REEVES (née STORER) of I . (hc Statc of

Queensland, state:

1.

I have previously provided a statement to the Commission of Inquiry, declared by me on 27
October 2023. In that statement, I indicated that I did not have access, and thus not had an

opportunity, to interrogate my emails and other documents relevant to the period from 2007

until 2016.

Upon hearing the evidence excerpted below, I had a different recollection to that given by the
witnesses mentioned. This caused me to go back to my restored emails to which I have now
been given access, and to specifically look for emails that were relevant to the “go-live” of the
DNA IQ automation procedure. I started this exercise on Monday night. I hastily gathered the
emails I believed to be relevant, although did not have an opportunity to review these. I have
now further reviewed them, and reduced them down to those to which I now make reference

in this statement.

Oral Evidence on Monday 30 October 2023

3

I was present during the hearing of the Commission of Inquiry on Monday 30 October 2023
and in particular for the evidence given by Ms Vanessa Ientile, Mr Thomas Nurthen, Dr
Vojtech Hlinka and Mr Allan McNevin, in relation to the “go live” of the DNA IQ
automation. The following passages from their evidence are now relevant to this my second

statement, and to the emails that I have interrogated.

Transcript Evidence:

4, Monday 30 October 2023 transcript page 66, lines 4-7:

Ms lentile: “In reviewing what was available to me, there was no indication that
there was any - in terms of the go-live or following that, any indication that people

had raised any concerns about that at the time.”

5. Monday 30 October 2023 transcript page 78, lines 18-25:
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THE COMMISSIONER: “By which you mean no-one said, "Hang on a second,

we're suddenly getting --"

MR McNEVIN: “That's right, and I don't recall any of the other sort of senior
scientists at the time saying "Hey, should we be looking into this?" I don't

recall any of that conversation happening.”™
Relevant Emails

6. An email from Justin Howes on 24 October 2007 at 1:02 pm, Reporting Senior Scientist in
charge of the Sexual Assault sub-team of the Major Crime team, to me, Emma Caunt, Kylie
Weller and Samantha Cave attaching a draft document titled “Questions/Issues regarding
DNAIQ” which specifically asks among other queries, “Where is the validation data
located?”. Justin and I emailed between 1:28-1:39 pm that same day on these issues. Justin
responded at 1:39 pm saying, “not much — surprised?” reflects my recollection of the
sequestering of information and lack of open communication in existence at this time. Exhibit

AJR-1 is a copy of this email.

7. The email on 24 October 2007 at 9:34 am from Vanessa Ientile to Emma Caunt and Iman
Muharam at paragraph 10 shows the factsheet of the DNA IQ automated method' being sent
just 5 days before the go-live, thereby revealing the limited extent of any consultation with
the reporting scientists in the lab, before the system was operationalised. Exhibit AJR-2 is a

copy of this email.

8. The email on 29 October 2007 at 3:40 pm from Justin Howes to the named recipients which
include Messers McNevin and Nurthen, about the “gamut of processes involved” in the DNA
IQ automation implementation, again illustrates the sequestration of information in that the
lab reporting scientists had not been provided with any training with respect to the theory
behind the new processes, or any involvement or consultation in the project work lcading up
to the implementing of DNA 1Q until the “go live” date. Exhibit AJR-3 is a copy of this

email.

! The inadequacy of the factsheet was also raised in the evidence of Dr Hlinka, in which he described the
factsheet as being “slightly misleading”. See transcript from Tuesday 31 October p: 198, lines 19-32.
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10.

11.

Furthermore, the email on 30 October 2009 at 9:18 am from Thomas Nurthen, the day after
the “go live” of the automation implementation, attaches the DNA IQ protocols. From all the
material that T have reviewed, this appears to be the first time that these protocols were sent to
the other scientists in the lab, and is further evidence of the haste, and the lack of consultation

and information sharing. Exhibit AJR-4 is a copy of this email.

The email on 18 April 2008 at 4:24 pm from Vanessa Ientile to Shannon Merrick? reveals that
a significant and urgent problem of an undetermined nature in the extraction of case work
samples using the DNA IQ automated method had been identified. The email reveals that
there was to be an urgent investigation, however, the email does not reveal any cessation of
the use of the automated method on case work -samples at that time. In my opinion, this is
significant because the unknown impacts were on case work samples, which had the potential

to impact on justice outcomes. Exhibit AJR-5 is a copy of this email.

The email on 26 October 2007 at 8:28 am from Justin Howes to me, Samantha Cave, Emma
Caunt, Kylie Weller, 3 days before “go live” of the DNA IQ automation, highlights the lack
of open communication and consultation when Reporting Scientists tried to raise issues with

the automation implementation with management. Exhibit AJR-6 is a copy of this email.

Transcript Evidence:

12. Monday 30 October 2023 transcript page 68, lines 9-12:

Allan McNevin: “7 was just going to say I don't recall, and over the years I did do
various data mining exercises. I don't recall doing that at the time and I also don't

recall anyone else raising it as something that would be a worthwhile study.”

Relevant Emails

13.

An email from Allan McNevin on 26 November 2007 at 12:19 pm shows that consultation

and consideration for statistic project ideas to obtain data, forwarding on from an email from

2 T believe this email was also sent to other recipient as it begins “Hi guys” however any other recipients are not
showing.
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Paula Taylor, Senior Scientist in Volume Crime® noted that other scientists raised the
comparison be undertaken between the pre-DNA IQ success rates of initial profiles to the
normal Chelex success rates. This shows that the other recipients to the email were aware that
other scientists wanted data on comparing the success rates between Chelex and the DNA IQ

automated method. Exhibit AJR-7 is a copy of this email.
Transcript Evidence

14. Monday 30 October 2023 transcript page 81, lines 38-45:

MR HOLT: “And again in terms of the significance of go-live, and, Dr Nurthen, you
might recall this, but I think it's clear from the memorandum that Ms Ientile sent at
the time to all staff, that initially it was only to be that the automated DNA 1Q system

was o be used for high-volume backlog cases, not everything across the board?”
MR NURTHEN: “That's my understanding.”
Relevant Emails

15. The email on 24 October 2007 at 11:42 am from Vanessa lentile at paragraph 10 evidences a
practice that is directly contrary to Ms Veth’s testimony on Tuesday 31 October 2023 to the
effect that reference samples should have been processed through the new DNA 1Q
automation system before any use with case work, yet the lab did the opposite. Exhibit AJR-8

is a copy of this email.

Transcript Evidence
16. Monday 30 October 2023 transcript page 57, lines 1- 21:

MR McNEVIN: “So I guess from my perspective at the time, the lab had a massive
backlog of work and so if we had just continued down a fully manual method, we
would have been irresponsible, because a lot of work wouldn't have just got done. So,
you know, I see that it was necessary for us to implement technologies that would

enable us to actually process the samples required. If we'd have just continued down

3 T am not certain this was Ms Taylor’s exact title; this is to the best of my recollection.
4 Transcript Tuesday 31 October 2023 pg 162 lines 44 — 47 and page 163, lines 1-7 and Dr Budowle’s
corroborating evidence on page 163, lines 16-27.
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doing low numbers of samples in a very laborious way, the laboratory wouldn't have
needed any other liquid handling platforms because we wouldn't have had the volume
of work to feed them from the extraction process. So in order for us to actually get on
with the business of doing DNA profiling, we needed to automate. So was it
irresponsible to persist with validating an automated method? No, I think that was
the remit we were given and it was what we set out to do. It seemed to me that that
was a necessary - we needed to move the laboratory forward. We needed to
implement technologies which enabled us to actually get through the volume of work

that the laboratory was being supplied with.”
Relevant Emails

17. The emails on 3 December 2007 at 12:24pm and 14 April 2008 12:16pm from Allan
McNevin to the recipients highlighting the record number of extractions being completed. In
my opinion, this evidences the priority placed on throughput. Exhibit AJR-9 is a copy of

these emails.

Signed by:

Amanda Jane Reeves

At Brisbane 1 November 2023

Before me:
Caitlyn Alyce Wessels e
Lawyer 1 November 2023

Macpherson Kelley
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Index to Exhibits to Stateme;lt of Amanda Reeves

| Exhibit

Document Page no.
"AJR-01 | Email from Justin Howes on 24 October 2007 at 1:02 pm to me, 13
Emma Caunt, Kylie Weller and Samantha Cove attaching a draft
document titled “Questions/Issues regarding DNAIQ”
AJR-02 | Email on 24 October 2007 at 9:34 am from Vanessa Ientile to -
Emma Caunt and Iman Muharam
AJR-03 | Email on 29 October 2007 at 3:40 pm from Justin Howes 5
AJR-04 | Email on 30 October 2009 at 9:18 am from Thomas Nurthen 6
AJR-05 | Email on 18 April 2008 at 4:24 pm from Vanessa Ientile to 7
| Shannon Merrick
AJR-06 | Email on 26 October 2007 at 8:28 am from Justin Howes to me, 8
Samantha Cave, Emma Caunt, Kylie Weller
AJR-07 | Email from Allan McNevin on 26 November 2007 at 12:19 pm 9-11
AJR-08 | Email on 24 October 2007 at 11:42 am from Vanessa Ientile 12
| AJR-09 | Emails on 3 December 2007 at 12:24pm and 14 April 2008 12-14

12:16pm from Allan McNevin
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Re: Stats project ideas
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idea for project
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Idea for stats assignment
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