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The main evidence related to the location of the device said to have been located in the baggage container. Air accident investigators indicated that the container had been destroyed by a 'high energy event' - probably an explosion. The thrust of their evidence was that such a device could not have been on the container floor. The emphasis of defence cross-examination was that it was possible that any device could have been on the floor. -the location of the device is crucial to the Crown case, as if the suitcase in which it was allegedly contained was on the floor, then it could not have been loaded in Malta.

The main Crown witness was Professor Christopher Peel, who had created a scientific model by which he claimed to be able to determine the exact size and location of the device. His evidence was challenged in two ways. First it was suggested that he had earlier espoused a different model and had changed his version of the facts to fit his new theory. His response was that he had not done so consciously, and that the model he ultimately applied was the most appropriate. Secondly, his calculations were the subject of a sustained assault with a view to suggesting he had fallen into error. He maintained that they were accurate.

It should be noted that it is quite common in criminal trials for counsel for the defence to attack the evidence of key experts for the Crown in terms of the soundness of the scientific basis for their theories, and/or the accuracy of the application of the scientific criteria to the facts.    

