the surface which it first met, namely tne cavity, there
would be no undercut surface; there would be nothing Ifor

it to grip to, it has wvery little adhesive qualities. As to
whe ther T did not see any sign of such insuflation in my
examination with the eight times magnification,'I did no#t

see any sign of anything.

TO MR, RTAD: A8 to whether the usual procedure would be as statied

ﬂﬂg”

in Mr. 0'Brien's evidence on page £% 21 of the transoript

thxx in regard to the filling of the second bicuspid -~

"phat tooth had beesn previously filled, but apparentiy
further decay had ocaurred, and + found that was elose %0
the pulp alsoy, and I either supplemented that filling

by putting in an additional filling alongside it or removing
the old filling and inserting & new filling. I am not
oclear on that, but I have a note here that I put in a layer
of cavitine”, Cavitine is merely & sandrack varnish, whioch
is s olear varnisBe #sked if the porcelain filling had
fallen out after being immersed in a formelin bath for some
vesrs I would expect to find any sign of the cavitine
varnish in the tooth, there agein it 1is just a sandrack
varnish and I do not really know the action of formalin on
it: bdbut it would be gquite possible for that thin layer of
varnish to come out with the fililinge T was asked about
the mark or the depression which appears on the photograph
produced (™xhibit 20.) In my opinion the EBE shadow on
that photograph ocours on the surface of the upper ledt
cuspid tooths on the oast produced (®xhibit "A"™) there 1is
s merk on the upper left lateral incisSore That is a
different tooth to the tooth in the photograph. As to
seeing any sign of it on the model produced (Pxhibit 12),
there is a depression in the model, in this ease on the
upper left lateral incisor. The depression is cn the

same tooth in both the model and the plaster caste It 18
i a different tooth to the tooth in the photograph produaed.

(#xhibit 20).
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TO THW CORONWR: Aganrding to the photograph that tooth is mis&ing.

Signed) wyverett R. Magnus.,
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LILYIAN KING, on her oath saiths

,»

Hy £a&i name is LilZian King and I am a married

woman . > , - .
mmmlnn.resldlng at No,428 Princes Highway, &k Tom Uglyts Point,

New Bouth.Wales.' I am the wife of Sevgeant King, a a previous
witness in thise case, -I,knew a girl named Linda,Platt. 1
couldnotdefinitely'sayithe date I first mét er, I have

no idea of the approximgte ?ear. I have not the 1eastidéa
as towhether it wéﬂbeforel930. I was introduoed to her
by some of theotﬁéryoung'ladies. 1 was never employed.ae'&n-
usherette. i_think it was Mre.Bland who introduced her To
me. TWhen I first met her, I was living at Tom Uglyts Point
Police gtation. I was then married, The other girls brought
Linda Platt to myplace for <the weekend, - She did hbt come
very frequently, just occasionally. As to the approximate
periodtof7time, ghe used tovisit my home prior to a man

named Agostini comingthere, not very often, - did not see
very much of her at all, really.  She stayed at my nome One
weekend, I remember a man named Agostini coming out to the'
home, 1 see him in-Goﬁrt today. After that, 1 never saw
very much of t hem at all. T was never told by Linda Plagd

of her marrlage to Agostinl. I was told that by others.

The other girls who used to come to my place were‘Miss Gr&wfordl

and Mrs Bland and, T thlnk Mrs.Dunn came out once, but I

‘do not think she atayed_the weekend, ~ On about the 4th March,

1944, 1 went to Police headquarters, Sydney, and there saw

the body of the deceased, Wien I was shown that body, there

were some police officers present, no one else, I recognlsed o

that body ae the body of Linda Platti.
TO MR, BARRY: I was in Gourt yesterday while my husband gave
evidence and also this mo;ning. I remembel he mentioned
-a photograph 1 hadsome little snéps; we had different'

ones, They were Just llttle 8nape taken, bat not enlarge-—

ments. When 1 went to 1ook for them tney were mlssing.
M/ECL. e M RO Pl | Lo TKING.
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enep like tha, I would eay, as beet as I can
- wase llke that . If it were put to me that I dle not have

' tlmee, &nd when : went to look for 11,

\ M/EGL.)@_ - ¥ B - _—]f

Looking at Exhibit 16, 1 ao Hot think'my copy. Was exactly
like that; it was the same eort of poeitlon,'but I could
not say it was taken off that. If it were gugeested 1.

dld not have any Bnap like that 1 would say I did not

gay 1l was that enap but it was tne same poeitlen. 1 do not

eupeoee it was llﬁe that- 1f yeu eaid 1 dld not have & '

remember, it

a, enap resembling that photograph 1 would gay it was °

resembling it. I do not pretend 1 have an 1dent1cal enap,

1T have not get it. I 'would not eay 1 never had % e | had

some, If it iereﬁeuggeeted I never had an 1dentical enap

of which this exhibit is an enlargement I would gay I just

den't knew it is very much 1like it. it was like it.

I do not know when I last saw it, We had ehlfted g0 many

it ‘was gone. I

agree it 1% aald three moves are worse than a fire., It'is.

a long time ago and one does not keep old photographe.

As to how I came to get thege snaps, Linda gave tnem to me o

I had a couple of them in different positions, As tO

whether either'tf them was identical in_peeitien with that

sngp, one wae the s8ame poeltlen - gide face, As to my

suggeeting that I ever had & snap which was identical

-with thateaxhibit except that the exhibit is enlarged,

<¥ dle 88Y it was aimilar to it. 1T oould not say it was

exactly the one off this. I have not the least idea where

I have not gseen it for some tlme. Linda

h me at all T had gseen

the snap 18,

Patt was not very friendly wit

her quite often, 1 had seen her more that five times,

'Ae-to whether'it was ten tinmes,

1 saw her frequently,_ ometlmee. As to whether 1 saw her

twenty tlmee in all my acquaintance,_ I expect

as many as
I eould not eay whether it would be as many as

‘As to when-I. had a feelxng

- / have.
thirty,. 1 never counted them,

Linda Platt I never had & feeling

the Pyjama glrl was
L. KING.

I could not say theltimee;




about it, If I were eteed ﬁhen'my huebend said "You know,
I have & naety feeling the Pyjama girl may ‘be Linda Platt“

' 1 would say he said thet somewhere about 1938 when he v1ewed
the body the flret tlme.; 3 & do not think he eald anythlng Ebkut
it preV1ouely.- My ho&bend and I .did not discuss the identity
of the pyjama girl as pOBBlblY being Linda Platt before 1938
except that, when the: photographe came out first in the police
station, we looked at them,. That is all,  As to my then
feeling it wag a photograph of Llnda Platt I did not feel
I had an 1dea it mlght becauee no one had heerd of ner. One
could not compare the photographe 1n the police gtation very

well with the. photograph I had, If it were eugeeeted 1 dld

not eeﬂ'ln the photographe £ & eew in 193%4 and thereafter

any T esemblance to Linda Platt, I would say I never went into
it so very heavily 1ike that. I had a look et-the photogrephe
that were available to'me at the police etaiion. They '

were stuck op on thebffice, ¢y agree, they were in the office =
on the wall, the wording of ihe document being that assisyance
was re;eired to identify the person, Looking ?2 thoee

zﬂ?‘bhotogrephe, as to whether 1 felt there wae-a/eemblanoe
between the face aepicted and Llnda Platt whom I had known,

well, Linda Platt was not. miseing and 1 never went into 1%t

like that. I did not feel there was any reeeﬂblence. 1

do not think I had any onvereetion with my hueband I think:
Miss Orawford and I hed a convereetlon, that is all, We just
looked at them, that is all, ‘and did not eay anything. We
just thought whether 1% wae her. As to my_telling you &
moment agd that 3 tnought Mre Crewford and I said something '
about it, I never said enytning about Miee crawford, only

that I knew her, I oan hear myself as 1 give evldenoe

When I went to oolice heedquartere, I knew my husband had

already been eome tlme ago.' My husband and : went in together
4o the police headquertere. Mre Dunn wae not W1th us but

she was there. When I got ﬁo police headquarters, those 1

knew were Mrs Bland, Miss crawford, Miss Cole that was, and

s L.KING.
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my husband, and the:elwere quite a lobbf others that I Kknew,
I knew 1 was being taken there for the purpose of seeing
whether the body of the pyjama girl was that of Linda Agostinil
or Linda Platt. I was not aware that Agodstini had been
larrestedand was in custody. That was never discussed with
me; I was out when they came for me, . As to whether, when
I went along, I was aware that my husband was of the opinion
it waeLindaAgoatini, I heard him say he thoﬁght it was, He
told me that in 1938. 1 pay a great deal of respect To ny
husband s views, ' '

TC0 MR, READ: The body I have seen in Melbourne is the -same Dbody.

*

. - _, | . (8igned) LILIAN KING.

TAKEN AND SWORN BEFORE ME AT MELBOURNE THIS 24th DAY OF VMARCH 1944.

& il-,.r"fl:-ltt . " e o 0 "N
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GERTRUDE. GRAWFORD on her oath sa1th-

B

t )

My name is Gertruda Grawford and I amn %he manageress

residing at No. 25 Flat “Havilah Flats", 9 Darlinghuret Road,

Kings Oross., I knew a gixl named Linda Platt very well,

I flrst met her in 1926 or 1927 T have been in Couwr t and

heard Mrs Dunn's decoription of her early history. I knew

_iher earlier than Mrs Dunn as far as I know, I remember that

, she came to realde at SSa Darlinghurst.Road a: fortnight

- M/ECL.
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'after she arrlved in Sydney from New Zealand, . She told me

"-she had come f rom England +0 New Zealand and from New Zealand

to Sydnev, In those daye she was a8 very nice girl. 8he
Beemed a girl with some education, very vivacious, and full
of vitality. She wag very smart in appearance, In
Australia, herlfirst employment was as an usherette at Hoyt's
Theatre then at +heicorner of George and Central streets,

'Sydnéy; During that perlod I saw Lipda Platt all day

_praotlcallyxmhen we were home together. She had & room next
door to mine. I saw & great deaybf her, A8 to whether

Linda later ch&nged her occupation from an usherette, she

1lost her Dositlon at Hbyt's and 1 do nov remember her
doing anything after_that. I do remember her being a hair-
dresser on the Aorangi." 8he had been taught hairdressing
.1n'a place in Pit®T Street.  She took a position as hair
dresser-on the S;é.Aorangi. 1 remcmber some 1ittle time

'after-Miss Platt came-td_Darlinghurst Road, Mr,Agostini

- came to live at 88a parlinghurst Road, As to whether Linda

Platt met him there we were all introduced to Mr,Agostini
by the landlady. He ard Linda Platt. becane frienﬁly.
After some time, Linda Platt and Mr.Agostini moved 1o
"Tranby Oroft", Darlinghurst Road, Kings (ross, Shortly
after'that, Linda Platt went home to England, Mr.Agostini
wanted to marry her and she gaid she wanted to geg her -
mother'previously,-sofhe let her go to‘England first,

ghe informed me she went to England,  Later, when she
returned, she said she had been to England and seen her
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eother, I cannot teil you the exact date when she returned
to Sydney, I Went to meet her When-ehe returned to Suydney
and Mr,Agostini was there alee; 'I cannot remember whay year
that was,.: % remember 1t was the game year that they got
married, I know when they got married, They were married

in April 1929, I think, althoughf I could not be quite sure

» o cabout .that,. It would be 1929ter“1930 to the beet.of my '
knowledge, Befere they got marrled on her return frem England
they then lived at “Sen Jeee" No.15 Kellett Street Kings
Groee. That ie where Mr Agoetlni wae living at tne time of
her return from England. It was some short time after her
return from Englehd‘thetethey married, ' After they left "San

Jose" they rggﬁinei?teilivef in William Street in afflat,

Whilst they were livingthere together I went to see them very
often, ‘
(Mr.Readintimetedhe_eeeired to record that there'Was a.:.;
oonvereation at that stage which, in his opinion, should
- not be tendered at thie partlcular time., )
At that period when they were living at the flat in Willlam
gstreety; Sydney, as to whether I heard any argumente between
Mz, and-Mrs.Agoetini,'I‘would not xpay argumente, they had

little differences, and that was all I obeerved.- After leaving

William street, they Weht*to’a flat in'Hughee Street' I do
'“t now know whether prior to that, they went to Orwell Street,
or Hughes Street ok - would be accurate to say, after 1eaV1ng
Willlam Street they meved to a flat in either Orwell etreet
or Hughee street, I remember them leaving gydney for Melbourne. :
I wag there on t he Saturday night previous .to their leaving,
That was about 1933, as near as I can remember, I said "Good-
bye" to both of them, and I have not seen Her alivé sim e that !
~tame, WDuring that long period ofrmy acquaintance with Linda L
Platt ”and.later Linda Agoetini- we were very, very friendlf;
I inspected a body that was lying in a fommlin bath at the
8ydney Unlver81ty. That wae in 1935, At that time the ®ody
eae in . a formalin bath, The hair was wet. A8 to whether I

was eble‘te express any opinion at that time as to whose body

. 7as, I spoke to the menWho Were in charge, and they asked
w/mon. IS TR T CRAWFORD,
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me if I could egy it wae or was not, - I said “No, I would
not say it was and I gtill would not say it was not o Her .
| bust was one tnlng that etopped me from eaylng th&t Her
buet Wa.s smaller 1n death than in life.' I had eeen hér"
naked many tlmes.  My view was her breasts in death were
smaller than 1 reoalled them in life, T i not ever
notice, .in 11fet1me, anythlng &bout her ears. ¥ had never
gseen 1t but ehe had - often paeeed the remark about it Shef
often passed a rem&rk to me about her eare.i Sometimes she
would come in fooling and Bay "Look where the plg bit me.
QOne. day, someone was there and. eaid "What doyou.mean about

the pig, W - g8he said "When 1 was & b&by, they put me on the

lawn and a monkey came down and bit me on tee eare.” I

had never seen 1% durlng her lifetime, She had very big
hands and large feet. As to the_length of her lege in
comparison with her body, she had long legs ¥ she had a long
body and was short from the waist downwards. After I had .
geen the body &% theérdney Univereity, i was working at a
bookstall on Circular'Qpay, GYdhey. Jome time while 1 was

there I saw Mr.Agostini d had a conversation with himg s i s

I could not tell you the date, but I think it was about 1938

As accurately as. 1 ean remember it, that convereatlon was

that he Just arrived from”Melbourne and he came to see me, ! i

- and when I 88w him.I Jjust B&ld ‘Hello, Tony, how are you. KR
He said "I am well, Grawford L ok salid “Where is Llnda” '
he said "Is she not W1th you, I came to aek you.“' I said

"No, I have not seen Linda since she left for Melbourne M

e . = I g W

He said "Will you ‘come and have dinner with me. I eald

"Yyes,.” and 1 had dinner with Tony that nlght.- I went to:"  |
fiinner with himkto 8 small flat that he had t&ken.r Thaﬁ '
flat was either at Orwell or Hughee Street. We talked '

about Linda Looking areund ‘the flat "1 did not see anything

at all belonging to Linda He eaid that Linda7had gone

away and she had been three monthe in Adelaide deing hairdreas-
_ing &nd_had come back.' He also told me that he had been.to_
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Adelaide and Western.Auat:alia and told me about various
things that had heppened; - Asked whether he gaid anything
| &bout'why she left him in Melbourne, or why they'parted; he
told me Linda had been haring drink and he had objected.to it
and the company she wae keeping. Practically t he general
convereatlon that nlght was more OT less telklng ebout
Linda and the thlnge that had happened = what we had done.- |
As towhether 1 can remember anythlng else, whether ne eaid
anything about her friends, or aseociatee, he dld not mentlon
' any namee._ He said he ‘did not like them he dld not approve

of tnem Ae far as 1 remember, he dld not eey anything -

else, 5 5 geve me & letter he had from Linda's mother in

England where she had mentloned my name. and aeked if ‘he would

ask me to write to her mother.  He showed me & letter he had

from Linda‘s mother, 1 replied to that letiter, but she never
- answered my letter,. During that.converattien.that night he

did not say anything about where he thought Linda would

co, As 1o whether Iﬁremember'anythlng elee that was said

about Llnda, in regard to m ything, the whole convereatlon

that night wee in regarde to Linda and 1 juat cannot remember

everything. ~As towhether there was anything said about -

the girl who had_bepn found at Albury, 1 told Tony thatl

had been to seec & glrl at the University 'and he aeked
‘what I thought. 1 told him there was & lot for and against.
He said he wonld'go and see it the folloW1ng day, which he
did, =% saw him again after that, ‘He cam® to see me at
the Quay after he had been, I said “What do you think,
Tony".w He said "Oh, no, definltely not. I said "It is
Linda'e nand and.Lindals feet“, becauee ghe had big feet, .
Tony eaid “Linda hadesmell hands," But Linda had 1arge
hands becauee I remembar them SO well ‘After that I very
often saw Mr.Agoetinl. Every tlme I met him We ueed to
speak about Linda. - Tony was Very fond of'ﬁra Agostlni

and she was of him, too, On the 4th March of .this year,
I went to pollce headquertere at Sydney and I there saw the
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body of the deceased. When I saw the body on tha‘/eccasion
it wes not in a.formalin bath, It was lying on a stretoher,
or glab, at the polwce headquartere. Having viewed that
body, I ea? that it ie Linda Agostlni I have, *Eatfthe
mortuary of this morgue, aleo eeen the body of the deceaeed

I say that is the same. body. -1 have seen the hair on the

body. Looklng at “the hamr (Exhlblt No.9) I say it is simllar'

but Linda used to tlnt her halr wh;ch made it fairer

TO MR, FAZIO*- As far as: 1 could*eee Agostini seemed to be very fond
of his wife and she appeared to be very fond of him, Aa to
whether, in my presence, 'ehe ever exhibited any elgne of

jealousy of him, eometimee,.when Teny was dressing and going

out, she would gsay "He is going out to see his other girl,”
and the same TLHing applied to her, when she was dreessed she
would say "I am goihg out to see my Poy." I'euppese that was

to encourage effectlon on the ‘part of the other. It wase

no surprigse to me when he told me in 1938 that he had objected !

to her drinking., I had seen gome evidence of her drlnklng in
Sydney. - As 1o whether it is cerrect to eay drinking, not
in moderation, Linda was alwaye a lady. Llnda never got

to  the stage when she never knew whet she was doing. Some-

tlmee ahe took & conelde!able amount ' I Baid that they had

littlr dlfferenoee. Some of thoee were over nis oomplaints S5

. of her drinking,. . o
TQ MR, BARRY When 1 saw ﬁhebody'ofthe deceased in March of this
yeer, it was lylng on a elab covered 1o the chin,' The
- face had been titivated up end the lips rouged I could not
say the face wWas powdered but it was ooveredAW1th make=up;

11t had been made up. The faoe'w&e not the only thing

1 1nspedted ok inepected her hande. The face and hands were

the only things I 1nspected on tﬂe 4th Mareh Ae to whether
I knew 1 was being taken to identify the body ae the body

of Linda Agostini, I wae taken to view the bo@w. I do' not
know that I wae_aware at that time that the theory wae '

e CRAWFORD.
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entertained favoureble‘thet;ihl it was Lihde.Agostini. As to
my being aware that up to that stage, there were some indi—

was
catbons that the idea 1t wae Linda Agoetini WEXE finding favowr

Wltﬂ e poliey they were trylng te trace and see if anyone
could verlfy the body. When I was at police headquartere, and _

‘before 1 saw the body, o aaw Mrs, Klng, Serg.King and Mre.

Bland I eaw Mre;IcPhereon, who wae formerly Miss cole._
All those’ peeple were known to me ‘as peOple who Knew. Llnda 44

lsanat Agoetini I agree before I. 1neoected the body, belng

_ & pereon of 1ntelligence, I wae aware there was eome 1dea in

the minds of the detectlvee that the'bOQy wag that of Llnda
Agostini, = I inspected ‘the feoe and the hands, and then felt
-certain it was the body of Linca Agostlni. Ae to what there
was then which removed the uncertainty I had felt in 1935,
Linda had not been.feund, we had not seen her, she was not

with Tony, & ffiend.ef'minefhad'been to Englang and called on. =!
Lindats mother in England -and she had not heard from her,: 1
and I had had the buet explained to me and had seen a photograph
of the'body_when it was found, That was a photograph of the
body after removal from the culvert . It was not the photo-
graph Exhiblt F AR fa was a photograph, Exhibit 6.' I would
not gay the breaets ‘there shown are small firm breaete.- g
kasking As to whether there ig anything pendulous about them
they do droop on the left,elde. 'They droop on the left side,
lying down, the 1ower”ohe; That is not the breast on the
photograph ﬁhere'yeur thumb nOW-ie. I indicate where ®&he
breast is (1ndioa+ing on photegraph) Thet 1is fhe right on

the figure but it is left to me as I am looklng at the
plcture, 1 suggest that that right breast is hanging down,
As to whether I would regard that ag a large breast, not
large, but not emall ~Linda Agoetlnl had drooping breaste;

she did not have large breadts. She-dle not have well
deveIOped.breaete. Looking at the nhotegraph you now produce,
I recognise that ag a photograph 1 gave into headguarters,

That is a photograph of Linda Platt, .
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EXHIBIT "B" ........ Photograpn ofihinda Platt'
Looking at the second photograph you produce, 1 recognlse
that. I also supolled that photograph | That 1is also a
photograph of Linda Platt - ;

BXHIBIT MOR 05 aasds Photograph of Linda Platt,
Looking at the breaats on Exhibit "C" I aay they are low
breasts. Libda did not have blg'breasta hut they. are low.
I agree they are not the kind of breasts disclosed in the-
photograph of the corpae. As to whether I agree that |
_photograph Exhlblt "B" 1ndioates penduloue or hanglng breaats,*.
it is very dlffloult to eay under a frock Thio partloular
copy of tne photograph is not as good 3.3 the one 1 handeo in

. to the *ew Soubh Wales polloe.

TO THE CORONER: I handed the originals of those photographo to tne
police, ' .

TQ MR, BARRY# The eXplanation'i got aaout the buat'before March 1944
was that a,poatmortem_had_been done o d, after rigor mortia

- wae

had set in, 1 understand that they alter. - As to when
told that, I had viewed the body four times, gnd 1 cannot

remember which time it'was that I was told, As to whether 1%t
was in 1935 or in 1944, 1in 19351 did not know anything about

the bust and that was the reason why I would not verify that

it was Linda, It was in 1944 that I was told 1 was told
at C.I.B.Headquarters one time when_I went up and saw Det,
Wilks. I could not tell You whother it was 1935, 1936 or
- 193%8, T was todd that the bust was altered after they
had a poot mortem examinanon. That that had altereo the
buet. As to whether they told me this photograph Exhlbit
No.6, was a photograph before the post mortem that is pefore,
Ic can tell that by the buet. The only 1tem of doubt that
I had, after viewing. the body in 1935 was the doubt that
arose about the buot e - agree, at some atage, thereafter,
that doubt was removed by an inatruotlon on physiology
given to me Dby the”polioe. "~ That made known to me that
the body was the body ofLindaAgoatini. ~ From that tlme,
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the tlme of gettlng that 1netructlcn I was certaln it was
Llnd& Agoetinl's body I 1nepected the bcdy between 19355

and the Ath March 1944. I saw the body three more times -
four more times in all, i (e sae it in 1935 and- on the 4th
March 1944,_1 gaw it again, .1 eaw it twice in between at the =~ .
University when in & formalin bath ‘On either cf thcee occas-
ions, I did not expreee a. definlte view that it was the bcdy
of Linda Agoetini It was not on the second oI third occasion
that 1 was 1nfcrmed by the pclice tnat the body had altered

in regard to the buet by reason of the post mortembnd rigor
mortie. As to whether, on the eecond or third cccaelcn; I was

told anything about alteratlcns in the bust being due to the

postmortem eXxamination, I would say 1t was explained to me
previous to the eeccnd fime I saw the body. I saw the body the
second time in 1935, with another friend of mine, I_eae it '
twice in 1935, As to whether the other friend knew it was
Mrs,Agostini, it'wae in a very dark room, The other friend
knew‘mre.Agostlni As to whether, in 1935, she and 1 xas
were unable to say it was Agcetlni we were not definite, on
the gecond occasgion I-eaW-the body in 1935, we were unable 10
gay to the pcllce "That is Linda Agostini's body," The next
time 1 eaw the body, the third time, Was between 1935 and 1978.

Y § cannct give it To you any better than that 1 was employed

at the New South Walées Book Stall CO.; at the time, I have
been employed there fcr 23 years, It was some time between
1935 and 1938. It may have been in 1938. If 1 were eeked
whether I could relate it 1n any way to Mr, Ohamberlain and
Munich, I would say I can ask you questions, Aeked to see
1f T can stick to what you are asking about and tell you
whether I can give the date of the third inspetion with
any greater precieicn then three. years, I sAay Iﬁc&nnot,
because 1 cannct even tell you what date ‘Tony arrived in

gydney. I had a ccnvereatlcn with Tony ae a. reeult of whieh

Tony said he would go and see the bcdy, and later he said he

had, The third visit was prior to,Tcny arriving in Sydney.
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It may have been three months or four monthe prior to his

arrival, It may have been more, I cannot remgmbef. The

C.I.B.should have the dates., Aes to whether it was within

a measurable period of three or four months, it may Nate. Bean i
8ix or eight months, I cannot remember; I would not take the
range @8 being between } ahd 8 months, I agree, whatever it1
was, on my third fisit, I was still unable.to tell the police“
that it was Linda Agostini. I =z oannot tell you that year =
when I saw Sergeant King, but I met him on the way to work.

I heard him give evidence yesterday. I noticed that Sergeant

King, when giving evidence yeSterday, gaid he saw"me in 1937'

and -also gaid that at that stage, neither he nor 1 had seen -

the ‘body, but 1 would say'that is incorrect, 'I'heard portion -

of Sergeant King's deposition, on page 56, read to e from.

"As to whether at that time I learned from Miss Crawford"

down to "at least she told me 50." 2 also hear you read portlonif

from "When I was here in 1938" down to 'made a mistake," _If

I were told he finishes that up, after various questions, by

sayimg  that at that stage when he saw me in 1937 1 told him
that I had hot seen tne'body, I would say I did -not tell him
that; in fact, I had seen the body. I hear you read a |
fuefher pdstion of>Serg.King's depogition on page 67'"-“] e

would say she had not been there'when I first met her,” o F

agree, in March 1944, I was able to identify the body positively 

because I had seen a photograph of the body, taken shortly
after its discovery, because I had received.an explanation
about the cffect of an autopsy on the breast§ and viewing the
Ibody agaih. The only facts relating to the bedy, additional

to those which had'been in existence on t he previous three

inepectione, were the explanation about the effect of an autopsy

on t he Breast and the seeing of a photograph._ ‘The explanation
that I had recéived-abouttha autopsy on the breests had
been givén to me on'my'third visit, It was before the third.

visit but not before the second, It was civen to me at the

' ORAWFORD.
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thizrd vieit" I'had notvaeen the photograph before thejthird-
visit, I vould ask His Worehlp whether I must answer the
queetionhae_te-when_I-flret eaw_the.photograph. ‘As to why I
do not want to aneﬁerit“'i saw'the pnotowraph'on the train
coming over here from Sydncy after I had identified it On i .
March 4th A8 to my realising that I have been conveying to
you, at Ieaet the 1mpreselon that the seelng of the photo-
graph of the body,(Exhiblt 6) assieted me in ny. identlfication
on March 4th., I did natlntend to convey that impression,

I saw the'body on‘M&reh 4th and on account of Llhda'beiﬁg
migsing so long end seelng the body under different elroum—

stences I was poeittvely sure it was Linda, If I were asked

to tell you, eeing thatyou oross—exemlned me aa to my

identification on March 4th., what 1n the world my .seeing a
photograph weeks dfter March 4th had to do with an identifi-
cation I made on March 4th., I would say nothing in my mind
as to who 1t was, .If it were sugeested I did not want to

becavse I realised
“say when I saw that photogreph‘what affect it would have

on my testimony, I would say I asked His Worship because I
wanted to know whether it was correct o¥f not. As O whle
did not think it was & PIroper question to ask, I did ndt

know whether 1 ehould*haveeeen it. or not.  As to whether

that is a candid anewer - that 1 did not know whether I should

have seen it or net -?to my knewledge thatpicture was never
published, Ae to my eug?eetiqg it was in my mind that some
police |
M pkkee officer  may have acted improperly in 1ett1ng me see
1 I T net think 803 you prdbably have exhibits that are
not shown to-peeﬁle{"lsdé nOtlwant te answer the*qpeebion
as to"What it was that I thought would have eaueed the show -
ing to me of that photograph to be improper, As to my realis-
- ing perfeotly.well that I have got myself into this position,
1 say I am notfrightened:to cenvey‘anyfhing. I did not
try to conveytofthe-Ceurt that I was aeaiétedin my
identification by Exnibie 6. Asked what I said to Detective
#/ECL, ' ¥4 & _ 'ORAWFCRD.
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Wilks‘after the third interview, when 1 had beeh told of the
breasts, we discussed everythlng about it. He also had the.
teeth and everythlng there at the time ‘on the téole they o
were getting further details about it. As to what 1 sald 1o
Him about it being Linda Agostini, I said 1 thought it was
Linda Agostlni
TO THE CORONER: = As IO what I told Wilka, 1 was uprat the 0,I.B, very
often with Mr, Wilks, and we dlsouﬁsed all kinds of thinge,
.even her moither. and letters, énd all that sort of thing. |
The final decision was that 1 never heard another word from
them. '

TO MR, BARRY:® As to whet er the flnal dEClSIGn was that I could not

g,

"OBJECTICON by lr.Reag:

identify the body as thnt of Llnda Agostini, I was not sure,
As to whether |
I understand the use of plain English words - - =

OBJECTION dlsallowed
-3 think 'l do understand the use of plain anliah words, 1
agree 1 was unable 10 1dentify the body as the body of Linda
Agoﬁstini at thattime.n I say Linda Agostini had lnrge
feet — larger than mine, and I take a size D, If I were told

you were 1nstruuted that the gize of the feet on the body |

were a sma11'4, I oould not tell you. anythlng about that,

I dlt.not measure the size of the feet, ‘Mrs.Agoetinl, OR.
Miss Platt, as she was, was not sensitive about her ears'
‘ghe never displayed them to me, I, who was an. intimate friend :
of hers did not see them, she used to refer to both a monkey
aﬁd a pig, I amquite sure of that .. I do not know whether |
she meant that as @& fact I thought she was fooling. She
told me about ner ears, that she had been bltten by a pig,
-and then, at a, later stage, that w hen. she wae young the monkeyi
had come down and bitten her ears, As far as I know, that
wasg only one ear._I de not think the monkey and the pig
had bitten the_same ear . I had no idea whetner ghe meant

it but I-thought she was fooling. As to what caused her to
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speak about her ears at all if I had not seen them, sometimes
one says "Qh, look ﬁt-my hair." -I cannot :say what caused
this subject to beb:oughtup. 1 agree, I claim 1o have seen
her in the nude on"pienty of occasions., I had never seen her
ears exposed oﬁ'thésé occasions, During th-timé'she'and 1
were living 1n close proximity I never saw her washing her
hair in my presence I saw her drylng her hair up on the roof
- On those occaslons her ears were not viarble. .I-do not know '
that she took great oarg to oonceal her ears, I did not take
much notice of thal;This was the subject of these very
~strange jocular remarks., I thought it was: only joking. .If

had never heard previously of any one having his or her ears

bitten by. a monkey.rFI do not know whether the expression,
having your ear bitten, relates'to gomething altogether
Ldifferent in ordinary language; I did not_notice anything
about her toensi la, I did not_notice anything‘ﬁculiar about
the left elbow.  I did not notide anything about the length
of the arms as compared with the rest of the body. If it
were suggested I began to say that Linda Platt had a ghort
'body and long legs, I Would'say kkxx I started to say that
but it was quite a'mistake on my part. I started to say

Linda Platt had long legs and a short body but that was

incorrect, I will agree Linda Plattrs breasts were not
small/, I aid not observe that Linda Platt had been =
vaocinated.- I did n0t make any observation about that at
all, . | I

T0 MR, REAB: Asketho describe the-conditions under which I viewed

. that body on the tnree OCC&BLORB at the Sydney Unlversity,

it was a very dark room and they had to put on & light when
we went din,  The body'waaﬁln a liquid bath and it was llftea
_up for us tb V1ew hhe face and the head,  __It wa.s wet
at the tlme. The—hair vas all wet. sawthebody lying in
the formalin bath before the face was lifted up. I have
told his WOrship the_bOdy wa.s wet, the face was wet and the

hair was wet. There was, at that time, a gapinghound in the

P
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TO MR, BAn1 “As_to whether a statement was made and elgnedkby me

- aver a hole in'bhe!ekull, over the left{ eye., There were no

-~ They are the 01reumstancee under which I viewed the hody on the

'~'wes taken aown 1n wrlting and signed by me, I did not eign

- skull, aver the left eye, 1 agree, altoglther it was a very

‘nauseating gight, When I viewed the body on the 4th March, 1944,

it wae then laid out ina room at Police Headquartere with the

| ha;r dried and combed, There'wqg a piece of eomethlng put

scars, There was face powder on the face, the reetfof the body

.8 covered'w1th a. sheet and it was in & very bright room,

4th March 1944. Hev1ng V1ewed the body on that oocaelon 5

say I an qplte esniinced that it is ‘Linda Agostinl.

in 1935, I do not remember signing any etatement and I do not

remember Whether Mr, McRea or MNr, Wilks took any etatement but

I have an idea there are dates to the effect of my going

‘there, As to my havlng an 1mpreee1nn that whet I had to eay

anything, to my knowledge then, The first time I elgned eny
thing was the 29th February, the Tuesday prior to the e4th 3
March, That was not belore the fourth time I saw the body. ]
I saw the body on the 4th March, 'That was the fourth time = |

I saw it, I signed tne etatement on February 29th before 1

saw the'bedy the fourth time, In the statement I sigred on

the 29th,, I did not say that the body 1 saw at the University

‘was the body of Linda Agostini, I have not a copy of that
statement. The photograph you show me shows the condition

of the body on the 4th March when 1 first identified it as

Linda Agostini, ¥

BXHIBIT PR L o cin s e e Photograph showing condition of the body

TQ MR
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at the time Miss Orawford made her identifi-
cation at the 4th Maroh 1944 at the Sydney I
Police station. ﬁ ¥

BEAD* After hearing my deposition read over to me, 1 wish to .
m&ke an alteration. In the depositionse, I gaid I had signed

a statement .on February 29th. That is not correct, I did

not sign a etatement on February 29th, 'I wish to correct

CRAWFORD,




that,

TO MR, BARRY+  Inwent in to Police headquarters on February <9th anc
gave them information, I made an oral statement, 1 weni in
by request of the police authorities,

TOMR¢ READ? I subseguently signed a statement at the headquarters
on March 4th, I signed a typewritten statement on that date,

(Signed) G, CRAWFORD.

TAKEN AND SWORN BEFORE ME AT UELEOURNE THIS 24th DAY OF MARCH 1944

M/ ECL, CRAWFORD.




L®SLIT™ SAMUTL WOODS on his oath saith:

My full name is Leslie Samuel Woods, and
T am &8 duly qualified medical practitigner pfactising my
profession and residing at Albury. In 1934 1 was practising
in Albury as a medical practitioner. At that time I was
also acting Government Medisal Officer for the Police District
of Albury. I remember Saturday, ghe lst of September, 1934.
At about 9430 a.m. on that day, in consequence of a message
that I received, I proceeded along the Howlong road from

Albury in ocompany with two detectives, I thinke I evegually

arrived at a brick parapet cimlvert on the Albury-Howlong Road.
I do not recall whether I saw somebody else there when I
arrived. I do not think Mr. Griffiths was there when I
arrived. When I got there I saw something in the culwertes

T saw the body of a woman lying in the entrance to the

culvert. The body as I saw it was lying on its side, as

I recall without referring to my notes on the right side,
surled up, and covered with some bagging. A8 far as I recall
the bag was over the head. The legs were Just in the culvert,

in the draine The body appeared to be charred and showed

8igns of exposure to fire. The photograph produced
(wxhibit 1l.) is an accurate photographic representation of the
body as I first saw it on my arrivaly at the oculvert that
mornings that is an accurate versthone I did not examine
the body very olosely before having it rembved. I was eable
t0 see whether the person was dead or note. I say the person
was deads T was not there when the body was removeda
Subsequently that morning, at about ll.o'cloak, I made an
eXternal eXalination of the body of the deceassed at the
Hospital Morgue at Albury. The first thing to do was fo
remove the saaoking or hag. A8 far as I recall I, in fact,
J/:emoved the sackinge. Looking at xhibit 3., I think that

is the bag which was removed from the head of the deceased

GC.BH.
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by me at the'morgue. i fter I removed the bag there was a
piece of towelling around the head. Looking at ™xhibit 4.,

T think that is the towel which was removed from the heads
There was no appearance of the bag having been tied or

fastened aroundthe head that I could see. There was nothing
to show that the towel had been fastened in any way. As I Xax
found the towel on the face it was doubly foldeds As 1t lay
on the face I cannot remember whish portion of the towel was
burnt awaye. There was a sign of alothing of some kind on

the body; there was some clothing on the body, bt it was

difficult to say what i1t was. Looking at Exhibit 5, I think

those are the portions of the material which I found on the

body of the deceased when I exXamined ite I have no
recollection of whether it was the back or the front of the
pyjama coat which was on the bodys I made & pote at the
time. The dogument I hold in my hand contains modified
notes of my évidenae. They are not in my hand writing,
but they are marked and scored by my hand writing. This
igs not the ndte I actually made at the time. It is a
tvpewritten document. T did not say that I could not say

whether they were pyjamasg or not, I did not memtion the word

pyjamas at alle I removed whatever clothing there remained
on the bodye. A8 far as I recall I put that clothing to one
side, and 11t was handed to the police. I cannot remember
whether Constable Kelly was present at that time or not.
There was more than one police officer presente Having
removed the bag, the towel, and the slothing, the body was in
a charred state, and, first of all, in the head there were
multiple woundse The position of the body as it was in the
mortuary was that it was ourled on its right sidee It was
still curled up when it was brought in. The thighs were
bent up to the abdomen. The knees were bent up towards

the abdomens Rigor mortis was still presentes The body

J/*was qul te stiff. T made post mortem notes aty the times

w B
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I say that the body was quite stiff. The photograph

produced (™xhibit 6) represents fairly the position of

the body as T saw 1t as the &Xx adbury Morgue . The body,
EgEgenerally, showed signs of being exposed to heat. Parts
of the skin were dried and charred and black. That T
concluded was evidence of exposure to fire. A8 %o which
parts were most damaged by fire, the left side of the body
was malinly charred and dry; the skin was dry, and the feet

were charred, and the left side of the back. The body was
deeply burnt in the left side of the back towards the
buttocks. The depth that the buttooks were burnt was almost
down to the bone. The flesh had been destroyed and had been
burnt away, almoat down to the bones The rectum was exposed,
I should think that was as the result of the destruction
of the surrounding fleshs 48 to the extent to which the
lower limbs were burnt, the feet were badly burnt, the

legs were charred and scarrede A8 to g deSoription of
what T discovered on the skull, on the left side of the
8kull there were eight linear wounds running along the left
S8ide of the skull, and on the forehead on the left side
there was a gaping wound about an inch and & half agross,
80 deep that it exposed portion of the brain. About an inach
below the right eye was a small wound. Then there were many
minor abrasions on the skull as well - on the heade The
eight linear wounds wére on the left side of the head over the
temple. wach of those linear wounds was approximately an

inoh and a half long. A8 to whether I felt the bone under-

neath the area of those wounds, the bone was smashed and loose.

Underneath that area the bones were loose and smashed. There
was some blood from those wounds, not very much. The wound
on the left frontal bone did not involve the eYye « It was
above the eyes« That would was about an inch and a half

from side to side - both ways. It was about ean inch and g

l/half'by an ineh and a halfs The bone had twen driven in.
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The brain was exposed through that hole. The wound beneath
the right eye was a small punature wound. I emamined 1t
closely at the time. I was able to form an opinion as to
that wound; af the time I thought it might be 2 bullet wound.
T found a wound on the echeek bone beneath the left eye;

theré was a wound beneath the le ft eve. That was a punciure
wound, but not a very la rggone. The borne was broken., There

were other superfielal wounds on the head in addition to the

ones I have desortbed, there were multiple superficial wounds.
At about 1ll.0%clook on that morning I conducted the more
detailed post mortem examination. I disseocted the skull.

It revealed compéund fracturesy of the skull on the lef¥

side beneath the linear wounds, which I have alreadydesoribed,
on the temple, and in the forehead. The brain was injured
on the frontal lobe. It was brulsed and contused. I do
not recall anything else besides it being bruised and
eontused. A8 to whether bruising indicates any laceration,
it was arushed in the frontal lobe. That is something

more than bruisinge Tt was lacerated and torns There

had been bleeding of the brain at that sitea As to whether

£ have anything else to say about the skull or the brain,

only that the course of the wound under the right eye was
traced @8 far as possible, but no definite track could be

found suggesting a bullet. That was at my first examination.
The heart and lungs appeared to be quite normal, no disease oOr
injury. All the abdominal organs were normal eXxcept the

gall bladder, whioh sontained stones. I found nothing

unusual gbout the rest of her body at all, internallyes a8 far
as T could see from her genital organs she had not born
children. At the time of my examination she was not pregnant.
T did not send any of the stomach content for analysis. At

the time o f my post mortem examination there was nothiqgthat

suggested poisoning, and I smelt nothing that suggested

u/’poisoningt I took no steps to have an analysis of the
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Stomach contents I did not deem it necessarys In my

opinion the body would have been put in the bag be fore
Figor mortis had set ine. As to my reason for saying that,
be fore rigor mortis sets in the body 1s flaccif and slack
and oan be bundled up; when a body was in the position she
was when rigor mortis set in it would be almost impossible
to get her into a bag. four days later, on the 4th
September, 1934, T made an X-ray examination of the head and
neck of the deceasede. That X-ray examination revesled
something that caused me to believe there was a foreign body
X in the neck. As a result of that I made a fuether
examination of the bodys .ﬁé a result of mypexamination I
found something on the left side of the neok; I found a
bullete The bullet produced is similar to the bullet that
I found and removed from the neck of the deceased. I

gould not swear it is the bullet.

PXHIBIT Zleccccccsseee.BULLET TOR IDENTIFICATION.

I think Detective Almond was present at the time of my
examination. I think T handed the bullet to hime At the
time of that examination T did not trace the course of the
bullet from the point of entry right to where I found it.

AS a résult of my examination of the body both before and
after I made my post mortem exambnation T aoneluded that the
cause of death was due to the severe head injumies involving
laceration of the braine As to Xkm what would have to be
used, in my opinion, to cause injuries of thaet nature ----

RTAD: As to what degrees of violence in my opinién would be

e

required to cause injuries to the skull of the nature that
I dbscovered, heavy blowss In my opinion the injuries I

found over the left eye and in the temporsl region could not

have been self inflicted. I can express an opinion as to how

long prior to the 1lst of September that death had oecurred.

Oopinion is that it must have been more than 24 hours - up to

three or four davs.
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