TO MR. BARRY: T gave evidence at the inquest at Albury in 1938.
I remember saying there that all the abdomingl organs
excepting the gall bladder, which ocontained stones, were

found to be normal. Thet is true and correct. - I also

said that the deceased was not pregnant and in my opinion
she had not born children. That is true and sorrect.

I also £ald I examined her vagina and uterus and I found
no evidence of any septicaemia or recent abortion. That
is true and correct. The body that I was asked to examine
had small firm breasts.

TO MR. FAZIO: I think that I held my post mortem examination on the

. €nd of September; it was not the first daye

TO MR. RTAD: It was on the next day to the lst that I made the post
mortem examinations

TO MR, FAZIO: If was on the 2nd of September that I conducted my
post mortem examination. I had made some sort of super-
fiocial examingtion on the 18t of September at about ll.0'clock
in the morninge. It was from what I saw on the 1lst of
September that decides me in saying that death must have
cescurred more than 24 hours prior to the lst of September; it

was from the first examination. That is the superficiasl onee.

I conducted the post mortem examingtion on the 2nd of

Sep tember. I did not €£ind *Exx the bullet at that time.

I think T found the bullet on the 4th of September. T
conduc ted my Xeray examinstion on the 4th of September. It
was fhen that the presence of a bullet or some substance

was ¥Fevealed 1n the necks £s to how long after it was that

I made my operation to extract the bullet from the neck, as

I recall 1t 1t wes the 8ame days As to whether when giving
evidence at the previous inquest I merely said at a subsequent
dissection and as to what my recollection is, it was on the
gsame day, subsequently on the same day. I agree that in
answer to Mre. Read I said to ocsause the injuries to the head

v there would have to be a heavy blow on the heads It is correot
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that from my point of view as an exXpert i1t would not mat ter
whe ther the body was the moving body brought into force
against{ something else or whether it was something else
moving brought into force against the heade A8 to
whether the injuries to the head could have been csused by
a body having been flung from a height of approximately

15 feet to the ground and the head coming into contaat

with some obstacle of a comparatbvely sharp nature, it
depends on the shape of the obstaclee. A8 to whe ther the
the wound on the forehead could have been caused by some
obstacle which had some narrow surface with either a pointed

edge or an edge somewhat wider than a point, I say yes, I

should think that could be sos

TO MR. RTAD: Asked to suppose a man of medium build was standing
on a step, the base of which was 11 feet two inches in a
vertical direction from the floor level, and was holding
a body in his arms and esked whether if that body fell from
his arms and the head struok a flat iron or a flower pot
that would cguse any of the injuries Y saw on the skull
of the deceased, I say 1t oould cause some of thems T

think it could cause the wound in the forehead; I would

say the wound in the forehead could be caused by falling on
a flat iron from that heights A8 %o whether it could

be caused by falling on a flower pot, it depends on what the
flower pot 1s made of. Supprosigg the body hed been déad for
approximately 10 hours and then the injury took place I do
not think that would make eny difference to the condition
of the braine Supposing thet a person had been dead for
approximateky 10 hours at the time the body was drépped

in the way that has been described I would expeat to find

a certain amount of bleeding from the brain = not very much.
48 to whe thér there was anything to indicate to me frommy
eXxagmination of the skull whether there had or had not been
~mueh bleeding from the protruding portion of the brain over

the left eye, there was not an sbnormal amount of bleeding =
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Y will put 1t that way.

TO0 TI™ CORONTR:? Tt is correect that in my opinion the bullet wound did
not sause death. Tn my opinion the one injury on the lef%
gside of the forehead and the multiple wounds caused death.
That is, the multiple wounds on the left side of the head,
and the injury on the left side of the Horehead. There
was no damage to the brain from those multiple wounds. As
to there being any bruising around the eyes, 1 have no
record of thate

TO MR. RTAD: A8 to whether the injury over the left eye could have

been caused by the body being*dead for 10 hours and then

striking some object, I say that that injury ftook place; 1
am not referring to this hypothetissl body you were talking
about falling that distance. I consi der the cause of
death was the result of those wounds, the big forehead wouud,
and those other woundse In my opinion those
injuries were the cause of death.

TO MR, TFASIO: T extracted a bullet from the neock of the womane
Asked to suppose that a bullet had entered the women's Tfage
and lodged in the neck and that the impression gained by

a layvmen was that she was dead, and that 10 hours after or

thersabouts the body then being carried was flung oOr

dropped for a distance of at least 14 or 15 feet on 1o some
sharp object and asked &f the injuries teo the head that

T saw on the woman could have been caused in that way, I

say VesSe I am bearing in mind the question that lMr. Read
asked me about the blcocod coming from the brain and so on,

and T still adhere that it could have been caused in that waye
That would have caused death.

UPON RWSUMING ¢

TO TH® CORONTR?: T indicate where the entrance of the bullet was,
~and where it was discovered. T tried to trace the aourse

/ of the bullet, but I could not find the traock. I do not
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know whys; we searched and had a look for the bullet and
could not find it on the first examinatione I still thought
there must be a bullet there. The object of my X=ray
examination was to see if the bullet was in some soft part
we had not openede I déscovered that in the X-ray
photogrephs It was not possible then %o discover the
course of the bullet. I endeavoured to do it at that

S tage. 48 to saying that the bullet wound was not the
fatal wound or dié not cause death, the other injuries
were the major injuries which I considered were the sauae
of death. I am not able tc say whether the bullet wound

may have been the first or second series of wounds. I am

unable to say whether the bullet wound was before the head
injurys T am not able to say whether the bullet wound was
inflicted before or after death. My reasson for saying that
the bullet wound was not the cause of death was that the
extensive head injuries with the injury to the brain were

so severe thait I took it that was the cause of deaths T
agree that follows that the head injuries were inflicted

be fore deathe T cannot say why I came to the aeonclusion

that the head injuries were inflicted before deathe A8 to

my reason for eoming to that sonclusion, only be their
presence; the presence of the wounds and the head injuries.
I know where the bullet entered and where it lodged. I am
’ able to form an opinion as to the track it tooke. It could
not have entered the hbrain because there was no damage to the
brain such as a ¥ullet would make , no tracke In its

track through to the back of the head it would go through
the base of the brein = the base of the skull. It would
actually go through the base of the skull. It was embedded
in the muscle, embedded outside the skull in the musales

It could have injured something at the base of the brain

LracK was
whioch might have teen vital. I teke 1t that the [through

;ﬂ@i‘

e the base of the skull, and that it was deflected down into the

ar
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muscle.I am able to express an opinion as to whether or

not it wounld ocause unconsciousness; T think it would
definitely cause wnconsclousness. The injury to the
forehead is the fatal wound to whiech I have referred. The
sign that made me decide that was the csuse of death was
the damage to the brain itseélfy, as well as the fractures of
the skull. T agree I do not know of any particular regson
why the bullet should not have caused death.

TO MR. FAZIO: T cannot say with certainty as to whether it was the
bullet whish caused the death, or the other injuries. 1In
my opinion, the extensive nature of the injuries %o the
brein was suoh that il my opinion it was the injuries rather
than the bullet wound whioch caused the deathe I cannot
say with absolute certaintye It 1s correot that rigor
mor tis usually begins somewhere about four hours after death.
AS to whether it continues up to about Hour deys after death,
it varies. T think that would be abou¥ right, that it
gontinues for abhout four days after deathe It is a faot
that extensive heat applied brings on a condition similar
to rigor mortise.

TO MR. RTAD: In answer to the Coroner I s=id that the bullet wound
may have caused death because it may have caused an injury
to the base of the brain. T examined the base of the brain.

T0 THT CORONT™R: T think I said it may have passed through the base
of the brain and then be deflected and gone out through
the base of the skull.

TO MR. RTAD: There is a vital part there that the bullet could have
a ffected in its course; there are very important arteries

damage to any
,sz- in the base of the skull. I did not #ind any/important
arteries in the base of the skulle

TO THW CORONTR: T agree that the bullet may go through important
arteries and csuse deaths If the bullet went through
some very important arteries death would occur very slowly =

probably within 24 hourse. It would be a slow processe

5/
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She would be uuoonsoious all that time. IT anyone desoribed

bﬂbf" the brecsts of the deceased as pendulous XExX I would say

that would be wrong.

T0 MR. BARRY: I agree that they were small firm breasts, and that

that exhludes any idea that they were drooping or pendulous

breasts.

TO TE™ CORONTR: The burning would not have any effect in that regard.

(Signed) 1..3. Woods.

TAKTH AND SWORN BTWFORE MT AT MPLBOURNT THIS 24th. DAY OF IARCH, 1944,
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MARGAR™T MGGRATH on her oath ssith:

My full name is Margaret MeGrath, and I am g nurse
residing at 2 Tivoli street, Mosman, New South Wales. Some
vears prior to 1935 I was employed as a nurse on the Steamship
Aorangil, travelling between Australia and Americae I knew
a girl who was employed on that boat by the name of Linda
Platte She was employed on the bocat in the capacity of ¢
hairdresser. T became acguainted with he rg. I knew her

fairly welle T am not quite sure for how many trips we

were together on the Aorangi, it was elther two or three.
During those trips I saw ner every day. A fter Miss Plett
left the ship I remained at my duties on the ship as a

nurse. On one oocasion after she left the vessel she called
gnd visited me. She came down to the ship. I then wvisited
her in a flat in which she was then living. That was
gomewhere in william street, Suydney, up over a motor car shope.
When I visited her at William street she told me she was
marrieds She told me her name. It was Agostini. Later,

I visited Mr. and Mrs. Agostini at Noe. 4 Flat, Rybrook, Hughes
8treet, Pogt's Point, 8ydney, one Sgturday. I saw Mre. and
Mrs. pagostinie T see UMy, Agostini in Court todaye As fto
when T came to Melbourne, I left Sydney on Tuesday nighte. T
then viewed the body of the deceased at this lMorgue. That
was Wednesday afternoons I viewed the body at the Morgue
heree Having viewed that bedy I say it is definitely Linds
Platte.

TO MR, MONAHAN: A8 to when I was first interviewed 1n regard to this

¥
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case, I would not be sure of dates, When I saw that it was

Linda Platt about a fortnight ago I rang up the C.I.B. and told

them that I had a photograph of that young ladye After 1
read what appeared in the Press since the 4th of Marach I

volunteered to %EE view the body; I told them that 1f I

could give them any help I woulde 48 to whether the body at
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that time had already left Sydney, I know nothing ebout it in
Sydney. T was first interviewed by any member of the New
Jouth Wales'Police.Forae gfter it apneared in the paper;

I oould not tell you dates. Tt was this monthe It was

nqt last week; a fortnight ago last Monday 11 was in the
paper. As to whether las lMonday wae the 20th and a fort-
night earlier than that would have been the 6th, I suppose
that is it. A4s to_there being any doubt about it, it was

a fortnight ago last Monday it was in the Sydney paper. -
am not sure of dates, but that is 1t As to when I was first
interviewed by any member of the New South Wales Police Force,
I did not interview them until the Wednesday following. I
do not know the date, 1 know the day. It was last Wednesday
fortnight. A8 to that being the 8th, I could work that oute.
I saw two detectives; T could not tell you thelr namese.

I have no ideas T do not think they are here in lMelbourne.
T have not seen eilther of them herea The interview may have
lasted for half an hour. T am not still employed in the
same waye T live permanently in Sydney nowe A8 to when

T first saw any ploture of the Pyjama Girl, I was not
interested in the Pyjama Girl; 1 do not know. T have no
idea whatsoevers T remember hearing of what was called

"the Pyjama Girl Case” years ago. A8 to whether I never

saw the pioctures, I never looked at thems I never saw

them. A8 to whether I saw them in s paper, not to know

them again, noes That is a fair answer. I am 8 nursee.

T was a nurse then. As to whether I will not swear that

T never saw pictures publd&shed in the newspaper, they were

in the newspaper, but I was not interested. I would not

be bothered looking at thems It is correct that they did
not have the slightest significance to me at that time. I
have not dreamt that the Pyjama Girl might be Linda Platte

It same as a complete surprise and a terrible shock o me.
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As a result of what I read on the 6th of Varch I did not

believe without ever seeing the body that it must be Linda.
on the lMonday
48 to whether 1 knew/that Agostink had been arrested, not until

I saw 1t in the papers« As to that being on the Monday
preceding the Wednesday when I went along an€ volunteered my
help, it wae in the paper on Monday nights I read the papere
I read that Agostini had been arrestedse AsHed whether at
that time T had anything at all to suggest to my mind it must
be Linda Platt beyond the fact of his arrest, I say none
whatsoevers There was no request made in the peper which
I read for any help or assistance from people to be forthoom-
ing; I volunteered to give it. Then I read that, T had a
photograph of Miss Platt, and I thought it might be valuable,
and I rang them up and offered to give it to them. They
were noi asking for photographs in the Press. The Press
announced that usherettes from a Syvdney theatre had been
taken to view the body; 1t sz2id so in the papers I did not
form any belief in my own mind from the two facts, that

- usherettes had been taken to see the body plus the fact
that Agostini had been arrested , that it must be Linda; I
wanted to ser for mysel fe As 10 whether I swear that the
fact that usherettes had been taken to view the body and
that Agostini had been arrested did not suggest it to my
mind, T know nothing about the usherettes or anything elses
As to whether I knew they had been taken to see the body,
they had nothing to do with me; I knew nothing sabout thems
T knew that they had been taken $o see the body As to
knewing that Agostini had been srrested and charged with the
murder, it had nothing to do with me; the information T gave
wasivhat I wanted to give. I took her to see a doctor in
Vancouvers That 1s all I have to saye. I Xnow nothing about
anybody elses AsSked 1f T swear now that as a result of
reading those two statements, the fact that waherettes had been

tvaken to view the body and Agostini had been arrested and

MoGRATH.
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charged with murder it did not engender in my mind any
belief one way or the other, I say definitely no. I read
in the newspaper account that Mrs. Agostini had formerly
worked at that theatre« 4A8ked whether the three factis,
that Mrs. agostinl had worked with those usherettes, that
those usherettes had been taken to see the body, and that
Agostini had been arrested and ocherged with murder did not
engender any belief in my mind one way or the other, I say
none whatsocever till I saw the body. I do not know the
names of the two detectives who interviewed me. They
intwoduced themselves as they came in, but I Just did not
cateh their names. I did not bother at the oonelusion of
the interviews to check up the names of those two whom T

had been speaking. I gave them a detalled description

of Linda as I remembered here. I had the photograph in

my hand at the timee. As to where the photo is now, I gave
it to the policeman who came out to my places 1t 1s a

full length photograph = i1t is only a small one = with a bag
under her arm, and her hands in front of herd. It is kind
of side face. ¥or the last 10 ye:rs the photo had bheen

in an old box trunk of mine. I had seen 1t very ofteny
golng through the box, and I have often said to myself "I
wonder where that lass 1s now," It is & snapshote It was
not teken on board ships T am not quite sure of where it was
taken, but it was not taken on board ship. I definitely
think T ocould desoribe Linda Platt without having found that
photos I had it there to help me when I was giving the
police my description of her. As to & desaription of her
and asked about what weight she was, I say that weights vary,
but I should say round about the eight and a half stone mark:
just about-medium height, abour five feet four. As to
whether she mey lave been a little taller than that, she was

not nearly as tall as I am. I am five feet seven and a half

v
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five feet four, not taller. 3he was just of slight build.
T would not sayfshe was big built by any means. She was
rather a slim type of girls She was well coyered. There
was nothing big about EmExm her features bar her hands. I agree
thet the only thing I ocan recall that was & bit outsize were
her hands, and her feet; they were large feet for her size.

T heard what Miss Crawford said that she had bigger feei than
she, and that she takes size five. T would agree that she
took size fivg yves. As to whether Miss Crawford said

thaet Linda Platt had bigger feet than she, and that she (Misa
Crgwford) takes size five, T say that just d;pends; T was

in Teneouver when she was looking for shoes and she could not
get a suitable pair of shoes. I do not mean that they did not
have & big enough pair for her; I mean that hey feet were an
awkward size, they were not in proportion. It is a fair
stateent that my belief is that Es®s her feet were much

bigger than normel - feet and hands. She had fair hair,

and her tecth, as far as I could see, were & perfeci set of
natural teethy and she had brown eyese They were not blue,
they were defini tely brown. There is nothing further with
regard to her appearance. T never noticed anything peculiar
about the shape of her earse She never told me anything

about monkeys or pigs, or about any accidents she had ever

‘had. As to whether her hair was natural or toushed up, 1t

was touched up, it was fair. The heir produced (™xhibit 9)
1s the oolouf of her hair. That is as I knew 1t, touched up.
T never saw the solour of her hair when it had grown out.

I could not say that touching up is something which has fto

be done veriodically. T never saw her natural hair. i
remember quite well that she did it round her ears in a sort
of surl. T noticed on the cadaver the ocurl that had been
draped around the ears. It is exactly like Linda; 1t 1s
definitely like her. When I saw that curl it looked to me

to be some thing that had been done rec%&ly. I agree that




it looks as if it has been done up and has had & permanent
wave or something. I saw the body for fthe first time 1n
Melbourne. I did not see any other part of it than the
face and the hands« I sew the handse

T0 MR, RTAD: T said that I took Miss Platt to a doctor 1in Vancouver.
That was 1in 1931 or l93%s Her ailment on that occasion was
yellow Jaundice. On that oocasion it was yellow jaundice.
As to knowing that she was subject to Jjaundice, you could

See 1it.

(Signed) Margaret MoGrathe

. TAKTN AND SWORN BTRORT MW AT MTLBOURNT THIS 24th DAY OF MARCH, 1944.
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GTORGT™ K™MPF® on his oath saith:

My full name is George Kempfe, and I am & seation
manager at pavid Jones Ltd. in llarlborough sireet, Surry
Hills., David Jones is a manufasturer of elothing « ladies
garments. I reside at Bellevue Gardens, Bellevue Hills,
Dydney.s I knew a girl names Linda Platt very welle I first
met her, I think, in 1988. A% that time she was residing
in 88-4 Darlinghurst road, Kings Cross. For a period of
four or five years I saw her frequently. A8 to whether on
one occasion she told me she was going somewhere, I missed her
for a while, and I knew she had been abroads She had been
t0 T™ngland, and she had been for s couple of trips to
Americas, She told me herself where she had been. She
t0ld me that shehad been to "ngland, but that was laters
During the period before she went to "ngland I saw her
frequentlys By frequently I mean that at one period T
might have seen her twice or three times a week, and at
Other times there might have been g lapse of a couple of
weeks. She told me she had married. I have met her
husbande As to whether I ever visitégd them when they-were
living together as man and wife, I do not reasollect seeling
them together, but I visited the places When I visited their
pPlace they were living in Xillett Streety; and either Hughes
or Orwell streete. That is in Kings Cross. I knew that

. Mf, and Mrs. Agostinl had left Sydney to come to Melbourne.

Sydney. I did not see them depart from Sydneye Neither

Of them told me thev were leaving. A8 to whether I saw the

body of the decegsed at the Sydney University &ate in 1934 or

early in 1935, I did, on two Occasionse I szw the body at
&5\ the t¥#e Sydney University. 1 am referring to the body at
present in the City Morgue; I think it 1s the body that is
Present here. Then I went to the Jydney University I saw the

-

body of a woman. It was then in a formslin bath. AS to
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saying whose body that was I saw in Sydney, well, I was

doubt ful after seeing her in the formalin bath. It was

not really fair to ask to see the body there in the condition
She was shown to us. She was partly burnt, she was in g
negleocted condition; I rei@ned she was dirty. The body

was filthy, 1t was dripping with formslin, and very hard

to recognize, very hard to be definites I did have a
belief at the time as to who it was. I was of the
impression 1t was the body of Linda Platt at the time, but

1 could not be positive. As to whether T met Agostini in
Darley street, Sydney and had some couversation with him
some time after I had seen the body at the Sydney University,
I have seen lir. Agostini on one occasion in Darley street,
Dydney. That was after I had seen the body at the Sydney
University. There was very little conversation. MY o

Agostinl asked me if I hed seen his wife, and I told him no,

‘ﬁiﬁ-'that I had never seen her or heard of EEEm her for a few

yearss I sald to Mr. Agostini if he wanted any information
to go to the Darlinghurst Police Station, that they might be
able to give him some information. Thet 1s all that was
aaid. I do not think he made any reply to that. On the
4th of March, 1944, I viewed the body at Police Headquarters,
Sydneys I have also viewed that same body in Melbourne.

I think that is the body now lying dead at this Morgue; 1T
am gquite sure of it. When I viewed the body 1n‘Sydney*the
body was then out of the formalin bath and dried, the hair
done, and powder on the face. Itwes in the same condition as
that when I viewed it at the City Morgue, Melbourne. Having
viewed the body on those two ocscasions I say it is the body of

Linda Platte

TO MR. MONAHAN: From 1928 until 1933 I had seen Linda Platt, save

-
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when she was oMt of the eountry, about two or three times
a week. She was then residing somewhere in the Kings Cross

distriots I was then with David Jones. I also lived in
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in Pott's Point, Kings Cross way. I lived in Poft's point
near to Kings Cross. As to the eircumstances of my seeing
her two or three times a week, sometimes they were meetings
in the street, and we had a ocircle of friends. We used fto
meet each other in her place, in WMiss Crawford's place, and in
Mrs. Bland's place. I am also a friewlof Miss Crawford
and of-Mrs. Bland.q I did know Miss Cole. She is not%t
hereas I saw lMiss Cole on the 4th of March at the Sydney
Police Headquarters. I did have a‘pioture of lMiss Platt,
but I cannot trace it. T have Searched for 1t, and 1
cannot trace ite It is only a small piscture. It is @

snapshote It i3 just of her alone. As t0 whe ther it

would have been of some value now in discussing her
appearancey; I cannot frace it; it is of no vaiue because
I cannot trace 1ite. I last saw my piocture of Linda Platt
a few years ago. It might be seven or eight years agos

/[%’\‘ I have looked iIn all the Xkigkkx likely places for ite I

have looked everywhere in my places It is not in my
place today; 1t is not in any box or in any drawer in
the places It 18 not at the office eithers I have not

Seen the ploture that the last witness, Miss MoGrath,

produced to the policee ¥ saw two pioctures on the 4th of
March., I could not tell you_where they came from; they
were in the hands of the polioces One was a full figure,

1 think, and one was partly full figure. I sgw gwo pistures.
That was before I saw the body. A8 to 1t being reasonably
safe to say that looking at those picitures helped me to
remember & girl I had not seen for 1D vears, I did not need
any pictures to remember, none whatsoevers I have a2 good
memory for faces, yesa A8 to whether I had already seen

the pictures that were published by the Police Department
following upon the finding of the Pyjama Girl body when I first
went to see this body, the only pictures I had seen previously

to that were the pictures in the newspaperse Those newspaper

,///f pictqres did notv gtmmediately gonvey anytning to my mind,
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A8 to whether they sonveyed anything to my mind be fore
anbedy started to help me: no-one helped me in the matiers
pgked what I mean by not {mrediately, I say well, after &
little whilee is to whether I mean I kept looking at those
pictures for Some months and then weunt to the University,
the piotures had nothling 10 do with that matters  Asked
whether the pietures thai were published back 1in the year
1934 hade anything to do with engendering in my mind any
belief, I say not at the times AS to my answer a while 8go
being "not immediately", it is the same, not immediately =

T repeat thates &8 to when those plotures first had

any signifiecance for me - before Or after I went to the

University, I went to the University for a purposes As to
whe ther those piatures had any effect on my mind before oOr
after T had first been to the University, the pictures had
nothing to do with me going to the Universitys A8 1O
whether Wmmediately™ means they still had nothing to do
with my belief until after I had been to the University,

I said they hsd nothing to do with that matter whatsoevera

T did say "not immediately”, yess A8 1O what I mean by

the word "immediately™, I will explain; they had an

interest to me after 1 viewed the body, because I was of
the impression at the time that the body may have been the
body of Linda Platts The pictures did not mean a thing
until after 1 hgd been to the University the first times
ifter seeing Bhe body at the Universiiy I falled to

reaognize it as any peraon's body; I have given reasons

F

for thate T cduld not identify the body at the
University. The pictures up to then had been of no help
at alle The pictures first had significance for me after
viewing the body. As to whether that was after viewlng

a body which I could not identify, that T was not positive
of. As to the significance of the pictures, well, Jwas

enguiring to find out where Linda Plett wass I made &

o
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report to the New South Wales Police in 19354 That wes

be fore viewing the body. Before viewlng the body khe first
time, and at a time when the plotures did not have the
slightest significance for me 1 reported the loss of my
friend, Linda Plattie T knew she was married. a8 to

what concern it was of mine %o repori o the police about
some married lady whom I had not see for a long time, &
migging friend sometimes does interest onee« As to whether

I did not take it as a personal affront when she got married,
I gould not stop her. T did not try to stop her. I agree

she was allowed to get married, and she was allowed %o gO

where she likede A8 to whether because I could notv see

her sbout at XKings Cross any more I reported fto the police
that emrried lady who wzas formerly a friend of mine was not
about. I had a discuésion with some of my friends before
thate. Some of those who are here; I discussed 1% with
migs Crawford before I went to the Universitys Before I
went to the University the photos had no significance

whe tsoevers A8 to whether I still stieck to the étatement
that T nevertheless reported to the pélice that this lady

was missing and I had discussed it with her aircle of ffiends

T have told the police that we had no irace of her, that none
of us hed seen her and that none of us knew where she was.
It is correct that then I saw the Dbody the first time and
/a\ I oould nof¥ identlfy ite As to wxmghwew whe ther the second
time I sew it was after some ' further contaect with the police,
T had told the police that I was not positive and I would
1ike Miss Crawford to come with me and have another look at
the body, which we did. isgs Crawford and I went to view
the body. The gpproximate date of the second visit was
in 1935, very shortly after the first ftime. I would not
say early in 1935, during 19354 As to whether I have sald
that the first dne was in 1934 or early in 1935, T have said
///, 19354 T did not mention 1934. As to lir. Read's questicn
| to me was 1n 1934 or earlyﬁin 1935, I sald 1930 I remember
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the question I was askede T did not ever tell anybody

that I had been to the University 1n the vear 1934  Asked

whether T say Mr. Read did not ask me that guestion here %0

: day that it was 1934 or early 1935, I say but 1t was 1935
Tf lr. Read said so, I did no#t un derstand 1t. I did not
hear him ask me 1934« As to whether 1 did not tell any
detective or constable in Sydney that 1 went there in 1934,
they knew, they went with me. The first time I went I went
with the polices I agree that was after 1 hed reported that
my merried lady friend was not about in Kings Cross that they
first took me to the University to see the body. I could
not identify her, no. . As to whether I again saw the

body in 1935 and could not identify it, I was not positive.
on that occasion Miss Crawford was with me« As to agreelng

that T could not identify the body, 1 sgid I was not positive.

As to whether I would not say 1V was Linde Platt, I would not¥

gaomuit mugsel L Today I say that it is the body of Linda

Platte T understend that is identifying the bodv. As fto
whether T sdmit that on the oscasion of my gsecond vieit in

1935 T gould not identify the body, I gsaid that I could
not be pogitive. a8 to whether I would not identify the

body, I said that I coulc nov be positive. Asked whetner
at that time T really believed 1t was Linda Platt, 1 say
T was doubtful. Xwkm s to feellyg that the odds favoured

-

either view that it was or was not, I think they favoured

my viewss I had viewse I told you I was not positives
T agree the odds favoured the view I was not positives I
agk what does it mean, being positive. I believed myself

that 1t was Linda Platt, but I would not make a positive

s tatemente T believed that it was the body of Linda Platt.

vt was four or five years afier that T =t her husband.

As to whe ther I did not hegin by saying where had Linda
got to or how Linda was, Mre Agostini spoke first. He began
by asking me if I had seen his wife about anywheres As to
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whether I did not say "Yes, your Wife is dead, Mr. Agostini.
T believe she is dead", I had no reason to medtion 1it. I
was not going to insinuate anything, or maxm mention anything.
As to whether I did not teke his enguiry as a genunine
enquiry at that time, well, I was slightly suspicious of
what had happenede In those days I was slightly
suspiciouse ft is correct that I said nothing about the
fact that I had been twice and that the sesond time came
away under the belief it was his wife and she was dead, It
is gorreoct that I was not positive. It was part of her
body that stood in my way in allowing me o identify that
body, the size of the breasts mostlys« A8 to knowing in

1ife that she had big pendulous breasts, I would not say

bige T would not say karge either, I would rather say
mediums As to whether they were well #eveloped, I would
rather say mediume. #s to whether they were drooptng, it is
hard to judge when a woman is dressed. @8 to having no
belief that her breasts were drooping or not, I had no reason
to believe elther way. I believed that they were medium

in sizes. When I saw the bodypat the University they looked

rather smalls On the ocacasion of the second visit to the

University when I was accompanied by Miss Crawford the
police were Mr.'W1lkes, Mre. McGrath, and a police consfable
by the name of John Warndrford. A® to whether we were
both reldctant to identify the body because of the breasté
in particular, that was one of the reasonss The both of
vs were there together. 4As to whether we both looked

and we both said "fhat ¥x does not look like her breasts",
you have put that in a different way againe I did no#
gsay what you have just saide. T said that they were small,
and thet was one of the things we did not like; but that
was after lying in a formalin bath for over a years I

am not giving you a scientifio explanations #As to whether

she and I both discussed it at the bath in the presence of

,////' those three police, we said we were doubtful for that
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reasone. Alongside the formalin bath, Miss Crawford and I
both said we were doubtful about it. As to whether we
gave that among other reasons, that was the prineipal reason.
As far as I can recall we did not give any other reasons -
I am sbeaking for myself nowe Asked whe ther my fears

were tempted to be met when they explained to me "Don't

let that ftrouble you, that happens in the course of the
pogt mortem examination", I say no, not exXactly, not as

far as I am concerneds There are many reasons that a
woman's breasts can shrinke &s to whether I am going fo
give my reasons which 1 know myself or reasons which the
police advanced, the police have advanced nothing as far

as T am concernede I am thinking for mysel fe In 1935

at the University I was thinking for myself then, toos

I heard Miss Crwford say this morning that the police
were able to help her by telling her that the post mortem
operation had the effeect of reduoing the size of the brests.
That was not said in my presences As to whether I had some
theory of my own at the University without that much help
from the police, I will explain in my own way. I am not
insisting that this was some private view I d&ntertained.
A8 1o whether I have or have not any private view as

to what might have occcurred to reduce the size of those
breasts, she might have got thinner; she might have taken
drugs for that purpose = there are advertisements in
magazines for those things. 1t 1s possibles As to whether
I thought of those things at the time, I did not give it
much thought at the time. I did not have any of those
things in mind at the time§ none of them at alles The
police did not advance any reasons &8s far as I am concerned.
The position was that when I left the University that day
the breasts precluded me from being positive of the

identification of that body. As to whether I had not
present 1n my mind the other possibilities that I have thought




of sincey that matter was not mentioned. I had not thought
of it thene I had not thought of these other matters I

now have in minde Tt is correct that I went away from the

University that day not having present in my mind any

pogsible explanation for the smallness of those breasts.

T eould not positively identify her. As to what were the

other things, the body was in a bad condition; she was
badly wounded, her hailr was dripping wet with formalin, i
her hands were charred and very wrinkled, her legs were

in a bad condition, and the general appearance of the body

was rather awkward, it was nasty to look at. A4S to whether

T did not like examining it closely, that did not womry me,
but that was the gondition sle was ines Before I went IO
the Universéity I may have Seen an official description of
the body which had been found at Albury; I could not
recollect, 1t is a long time ag®a As to whether the
police showed me the sheet produced when I went to them
M to tell them that my married friend wwxx was missing, she

was a friend of mine when she was single, you are

inginuating. . They did show me the first wwo pictures that

appear on the sheet produced. I did not ever see the
desoription that is printed belowe I did not see it at

any police station. I have never seen it. I have read

the désoription in the newspaper.
TXHIBIT ™" eeese .OFFICIAL DESCRIPTION AND PHOTOS OF DWCTWAST De

Asked to desoribe Ifiss Platt using my individual
recollection and independent of any photos that I saw on
the 4th of this Month, I say she was & petite woman, smart,
s small woman, five feet three inches, perhaps five feet
four in height, about a 34 bust, 28 walst, and probably

28 hips. That may not be exact; they are my estimates.
She had a very fair good Tnglish complexion; her halr was

fair when I knew her: the eolour of her eyes was very hard

,///ﬂ to define - I would sayg}azel to browngsh. She had large

i :
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but well groomed hands. As 1o whether T did not know
from anything T had read before going to the University
that the body they had there had blue gray eyves, I cannot
reccllect it. As to whether I noticed the ecolour of the
eyes at that time in either 1934 or early 19385, I knew the
girl for approximately five year& I did not take any
particular notice of the coléur of the eves @f the body

at the University, but it would have been very hard to

Judges You are right in saying that the third time I
inspected the body was this month. I did not take any
partioular notise of the colour of the eyes on this

ogeasion, 1t wes not necessarye On the last oecgsion I

was looking at it the face had been artifiocially prepared,

made to look like a human faces The eyebrows were drawn

in; the hair was set. It was mgde to resemble natural

waves or ourls. There was colour on the cheeks; I did

not notice mush solour on the lips. AS to whether I still

did not notice the eyes or the colour of them,I did not

look for the eolour of the eyes, because you could hardly

tell. I have noticed something with regard to Miss Platt's ‘

ears. As fo whether T told that to the police in Sydney

to whom I made my statement, I think I made a statement in 1935
to that effect. I made a stB8tement in 1935 about the ears.
Aéito what I say is in that statement, it is hard to
recollect exacotly what is in the statement, but the statement
1s 8tlll in existences I cannot recollect what I said on
that pointas T descriﬁed lliss Platt as having a fair
®nglish type of complexion. I ocannot recollect seeing
freckles on Linda Platt's face. ¥ sa2id she had a fair good
™nglish ocomplexion. She may have got sun freckles during
the summer, but she never had a freskled face. &S to

whe ther in the mental pioture I carry of her I sannot
visualize any freckless T have never seen her with freckles.

When I saw this body at the University I did not enquire
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what the height wes of the woman whose body I was viewinge.
If vou say that the oireular says "The deceased is now
further desoribed by the University authorities as being
from 228 to 87 years of age, height not more than five feet
one inch, slim of medium build" and so on, I say I suppose
the height of five feet oné would be in her stockings; T
did see her mostly with shoes on, and when I mentioned five
feet three that is with shoes on. When I speak of five
feet thre- or five feet four I am speeking about her height
in shoces. The shoes might have heels of a height of one
and a helf or two inches, I do not knows If you say that
I went up to five feet four inches and that the eicular
shows five feet one inch, I say that was my Judgemente

(Signed) Geo. Kempfes

TAKTN AND SWORN BT™ROR®T Mr AT MRLBOURNT THIS K4th DAY OF MARCH, 1944.

/@4/ va/’i)/

/..I.ii".‘!iiilliill.

~~ CORONTR.

KEMPFT.,




EVERETT RANDALL MAGNUS, pacalled, on his oath saith :

TO MR.

W/ B,

BARRY: T spoke yesterday of the upper left lsteral incisore.

T expressed the view that chip was of recent origin and that

/dg\kif’it hed been done more thaen a month it would ¥FE beme

gigns of discolouration. I said, furthermore, that I did

not think T could possibly he¥e missed it on the 24th February
i{f that irregularity hed been in existence thenhs I agree,

I was quite wrong on both of those matters as far as the chip
is concerned. T certainly did miss it. I have seen the
caest. As to whether I am guite wrong in saying, after meking
an inspection yesterdey for that purpose, that it could not
heve been more than a month old, whet I meant was it could

not have been done more than a month while a perscon had been
living and been in tha mouth, where normal foods were being
eaten, without some signs of staining When I had & look

the second time, I said I thédught it was a chip and I thought
it was new because I could see no signs of stalining. When

T was dealing with the upper right first bicuspid filling,

I was dealing with formelin, but my reason for saying that
chip was fresh was thaet the enasmel was not steained. As to
my expressing an opinion yesterday that the fracture of that
tooth had occurred within a month from yesterdey - that 1t
was not more than a month 0ld - I d4id not say that. I said
it could have occurred a month agoe After hearing the follow-
ing portion of my deposition read:- "If that had been dons for
any length of time, even a month, T ﬁould expect tc see signs '
of @iscolouration there. I can see none. I think it has
heppened Within the lest month", I sgy I do no® think T did

say thete T hed my deposition reed to me end I signed ite

T agein hear you reed portion of my deposition - "If that had
been done for any length of time, even a month, I‘would expect
to ses signs of discolouration there. I could see none. I

think it has heppened within the last monthe" I certainly
[ MAGHNUS , recalled.
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did not mean to say that. I did not make any attempt to
correct that when it was read over to me. I was very anxious
to get away yesterdaye

TO MR. READ: Whet I obviously meant to convey, but I d4id not do it
very clearly at the time, was that, if that tooth had been

{/ﬂfﬁ chipped for a“i%ﬁ% while the person was alive, that T would

s

expect to see signs of discolouration. Food, tea, all the
things one eats, would discolour it to some extent. In a
month, with normael foods, one would see some stalning. I
could see no staining, so what I meant to say was 1t could
have ¥EEx happened approximately a month before the person
died@ but it could have also happened any time subseguent %o

that, even up tc & month ago.

TO MR« BARRY: I agpee, I Was given every opportunity to say averything

T wanted yesterday. T was ill yesterday.

(Signed.) EVEREIT R. MAGNUS.

TARKEN AND SWORN BEFORE ME AT MELBOURNE THIS 24TH DAY OF MARCH, 1944.
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