
 

“The dingo’s got my baby!” 
Reprinted by courtesy “Creation” Magazine 

 

Carl Wieland chats with Lindy Chamberlain-Creighton 
 

 

Most of us could not imagine what it would be like, not only to lose your precious infant daughter to a wild animal, but then 

be jailed for her murder, with millions of people thinking you killed her. That came to mind when I first met the renowned 

Lindy Chamberlain-Creighton at Philip Island, in Australia’s far south. She was one of the 800+ people who attended CMI-

Australia’s five-day Creation Super camp in January 2013. 

 The famous case even triggered a Hollywood movie, in which Meryl Streep played Lindy.(1) The nightmare started on that 

fateful evening of 17 August 1980, when a horrified Lindy screamed out the awful realization. A dingo, Australia’s wild 

dog(2) had taken her nine-week-and-four day-old daughter, Azaria, from the tent in which she had been laid to sleep. There 

were paw prints leading from the tent, and blood on bedding. 

 

Gross miscarriage of justice 

The case, with its associated media frenzy, is etched in the memories of most Australians of that era. I recall shock, but not 

surprise as such. Just three weeks before it happened, I had camped only metres from where Azaria was taken, near 

Australia’s landmark Ayers Rock (now Uluru). Wild dingoes were coming uncomfortably close to people. At night, they 

would prowl around, brazenly rummaging through campers’ food stocks. 

The first inquest found that a dingo had indeed taken Azaria. Later, Lindy was put on trial for her daughter’s murder, found 

guilty and sentenced to life in prison. The case rested heavily on scientific forensic evidence. The Crown(3) claimed that the 

holes in the baby’s jumpsuit (found later) were not made by dingo teeth, but by scissors, and that tests in the family car 

showed evidence of ‘obvious blood’ (specifically fetal blood, still present in young babies) in ‘arterial spray patterns’.  

Sadly, an irresponsible ‘trial by media’ meant that much of the Australian public was convinced of her guilt as well. They 

baselessly reported a rumour that the name Azaria means ‘sacrifice in the wilderness’ (when in fact it means ‘Blessed of God’ 

or ‘God helped’). So the public, ignorant of what the Chamberlains really believed, formed the bizarre opinion that the loving 

parents murdered their baby with scissors as part of a weird religious rite. This sort of thing made it almost impossible to get a 

fair-minded jury outcome. Then in 1984, the High Court rejected their appeal by majority decision.  

However, the serendipitous finding of a matinee jacket Lindy had described Azaria as wearing, and which the prosecution 

had doubted existed, focused attention on the many problems in the Crown case. A subsequent Royal Commission 

exonerated the Chamberlains, and on 15 September 1988, the Northern Territory Court of Criminal Appeals unanimously 

overturned all convictions. It was only much later, in 2012, after an exhausting series of legal attempts, that a dingo was 

officially recorded as the cause on Azaria’s death certificate. As a 2012 US law school article commented, “The Australian 



public confronted the reality that its justice system had failed … the trial of Lindy Chamberlain … is a cautionary tale that 

everyone who practices forensic science should carefully consider.” (4) 

‘Why doesn’t she crumble?’ 

At the time, many said they thought Lindy was likely guilty because of her perceived strength and coolness under fire. Surely 

an innocent mother would ‘fall apart’ in such circumstances? I asked if that was a factor in the waves of public hysteria she 

had to endure (people were even wearing T-shirts proclaiming, “The dingo is innocent”). Lindy said that at first, it seemed 

the opposite. “The media portrayed me as a sheltered, ‘religious’ wife who didn’t understand the real world. It was as if I 

would buckle, if they put enough pressure on me. It was only later, in the witness box in court, that the media was very 

surprised with my responses. They asked me if I had ever done law, or science … how could someone without a degree say 

such things? But they seemed logical to me.” A British forensic expert testified that, having examined the baby’s clothes, no 

dingo was involved in her disappearance. Asked about this in court, Lindy coolly responded, “I didn’t know there were any 

dingo experts in London.” 

Many Christians attributed her strength under pressure to her faith. Lindy, who says she has been subscribing to 

Creation magazine for nearly 20 years, can’t remember a time when she wasn’t a believer in God. “I was one of 

those PK’s [pastor’s kids]”, she quipped. “So talk of God and Jesus was a ‘constant’ in our home.” Of course, a lot of that 

was abstract ‘knowledge of’ God, says Lindy. Even after she became more aware of God as real and personal, thanks to an 

amazingly answered prayer in later childhood, it only went so far. She says, “I still thought that if God touched my children, I 

would reject Him.” Then the Azaria tragedy happened. “I had no choice other than to lean on God completely; it was either 

that or suicide, and I had kids that needed me. Some people find it very easy, others have a major struggle with it, but it was 

only then that God became totally solid and real to me, beyond any doubt.” 

 

Never bending 
 

During her ordeal, Lindy was put under a lot of pressure to admit guilt; she was told this would let her go home from prison. 

“To have me lie, and say that I did it, would have saved a lot of face for some in the system.” She says, “A lot of people 

would have taken that offer. But I was taught that some things are cultural—unimportant, like the colour of your socks—but 

some other things are important, and basic, like God’s Commandments. Which means telling the truth no matter how it 

affects you, not taking the easy way out. Dad always said to me, ‘Honey, face the music good or bad, and then you have a 

clear conscience and can get on with your life, and have no regrets.’ And he practised what he preached.” 

 

A father’s creation evangelism 
 

Lindy was involuntarily involved in the creation/evolution debate from infancy. An early developer, she had learned to walk 

and talk fluently at 12 months. At the age of only 2½ , some adults were talking ‘baby talk’ to her, and she recalls thinking 

how foolish that seemed: “You don’t really have to do that, you know.” Around that time, her father had been confronted by 

“a German scientist, one of the world’s top two acoustic scientists, who said that he didn’t believe in God. But if my Dad 

could show him there was a Creator God who made the world, and not this ‘beautiful logical thing’ as he called evolution, he 

would believe in Christianity.” 

They agreed to joint studies on the subject once a week. “My Dad studied everything on creation/evolution he could get his 

hands on. My parents discussed these issues at the dinner table. After five months the scientist said, ‘Well, you’ve convinced 

me; I have to believe that there is a God and He created this world and He loves us.’ I was about three, but remember it well.” 

 

Teenage creation evangelist 

 
On her first day in a new secondary school, during private study period, one student was holding forth on evolution. After 

some time, Lindy blurted out, “What a lot of rubbish!”. The whole room was shocked to hear the new girl in class 

challenging, as it turned out, the school debating champion. A vigorous discussion ensued. The young man challenged Lindy 

to prove her case and she accepted. That night she got a quick ‘refresh’ from her Dad and the next day, again in front of other 

students, she held her own against the challenges of her opponent, who conceded defeat. But his interest was piqued, and the 

discussion continued in free time over several days. When questions became too technical for her, she told him (in that pre-

internet era) he would have to take those up with her Dad. 

To her surprise he did, meeting with Lindy’s father for several months. Finally, he yielded his life to Christ and 

abandoned his evolutionary beliefs—and went on to become a Christian minister. 

 

“Creation always made sense to me”, said Lindy. “It takes blind faith to believe that you came from a patch of sludge, a blob, 

a frog, or whatever, rather than believing there is someone out there, God, who is far more intelligent than us.” 

 



Origins and the ‘dingo trial’ 

CMI has written more than once on a major lesson of the case vis-à-vis creation/evolution.1  Today, the eyewitness testimony 

of the Bible to the world’s origins is rejected in favour of scientific interpretations of evidence. Similarly with the Azaria 

case; the prosecution ignored the testimony of witnesses who heard the baby crying after the time she had to have been dead 

already in the prosecution scenario. The opinions of the experts who testified turned out to be deeply flawed and fallible.  The 

‘fetal blood in the car’ was in fact sound deadener. A government pathologist in the case said later, “The trouble is, we’re all 

so human. I’ve never seen a case more governed by human frailties.”2 Indeed. Facts never speak for themselves, they have to 

be interpreted, by fallible humans full of inevitable prejudices. Romans 1 has a lot to say about the flawed nature of fallen 

humanity—.those who “did not like to retain God in their knowledge” (v. 28).  
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