TAKEN AND

RP/EC/16,

GILBERT JAVHES HAILSALL, on his oath saith:

My name is Gilbert James Halgall and I am a
Detective-Sergeant of Police stationed at Russell Street,
Melbourne. I have been present in Court this morning and
heard the whole of the evidence given by Detective
Sub-Inspector Davis, I was not present all the tTime
in Howlong Road., I d4id not hear the whole of that
conversation., I was present with him here in Telbourne all
the time, I have heard his evidence relating to the
incidents in Melbourne. Hig evidence is true and correct,

There is nothing I can usefully add.

(SIGNED) G.J. HALSAIL,

SWORN BEFORE ME AT MELBOURNE THIS 28th DAY OF MARCH, 1944,

tessssssssseToesnssoe

COROTER,

HALSALLS,




PAKEN AND SWORN BEFORE ME AT MELBOURNE THIS 28th DAY OF MARCHZ 1944,

RP/EC/17.,

ALEXANTDER JOHN WHITE, on his oath saith:

My name is Alexander John White and I am a
Detective stationed at Prahran. I have been in Court
this morning ané heard the whole of the evidence of
Detective Sub-Inspector Dbavis. I was present with
Inspector Davig during all the incidents that were
degsceribed by him. I have heard his evidenece. IT 1s

true and correct. There is nothing I can usefully add.

(SIG‘EED) Al J. T;THIE]:‘EQ
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JOHN JANES MORGAN, on his oath saith:

My name 1s John James lMorgan and I am Couneil
employee 1n tThe employ of the Drommoyne Council and I
reside at 2560 Lyons Road, Five Dock, Sydney. Iﬁ‘about
1908 whilst I was living in Johannesgburg, South Africa,
I met a woman named Anna Brittz. She was a lady of Dutech
parentage. After meetingiMrs; Brittz we came to New
South Wales, Mrs. Britt:7%h§n married at a church 4n
Botany Rbad,'Waterloo. At that time my wife, Irs. Brittz,
had a Qaughter named Johanna., $She is the lady who is
now known as lMrs. Routledge. She was the daughter of my

wife. In about 1910 the girl known as Johanna was keepling
company with a man named Sydney Tiplady. His people kept
a grocer's shop in Elswick Street, Leichardt. Some time
after she commenced to keep company with Sydney Tiplady
she gave birth to a female child in Leichardt. I would

not like to say what year that was. After the birth of

'the child she returned to my home with the child and

lived with me and my wife with that child for some years.
Shortly after the birth of the child I believe there was
an agreement drawn up between Johanna and this man Tipla®y

as regards the obligations of maintaining that child,
but I never saw the agreement, From that ¥ ime onwards
that ehild was known as Phil, I never heard a suxmame
given to her. About the beginning of 1913 my wife and I
removed our home to the corner of treat North Road and

Lyons Road West, Five Doek. This child, who was known as

Phil, continued to live with me and my wife for some time

there. Sometimes her mother would come along and take her

away and she might be away for 3 or 4 months at a time.

My step-daughter Johanna then'married a man named

De Pere. My step-daughter vigited my home from time to
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time until the year 1929, Up till that period of 1929
I gaw the ehild Phil from time to time. The last.time I
gaw that ehild I should say she would be about 14 oxr 10,
I saw her on several oceasions at that time, but I could
not say the date I saw her last. She lived in my home a
good deal. I have not seen the child for some years.
This morning when the Court adjourned 1 inspected the body
of the deceased lying at the City Morgue. I should swear,
and I know that girl better than anybody not excluding her
mother, and I should swear that that body in there is not
the "Pyjama Girl"™, I will swear that she 1s not Phil, thaf
. ig that she 1is nc;t iny step-daughter's child thaf I have
been referring to as Phil, |
70 MR. BARRY: My step-daughter is Mrs. Routledge. I have seen her
aboutv fhe Court here today. I have seen that body be fore
today. When you ask me "Have you ever seen that body
vpefore", that is a funny question, I have never seen that
body before. In 1956 I went to the University of Sydney
and saw a body whieh was there preserved. In September
19%6 T was shown some photographs at the Five Dock Police
Carroll
4337 gtation by Detectives Haxwix and Thompson. I gaid to

Deteetives Carroll and Thompson that I thought those

photographs were photographs of Philomena Morgean. The
following day I was taken by Detective Wilks to view the
body of a girl atv the University. I expressed the belief

then that that was the body of Philomena Morgamn. I did

not say to Mr. Wilks that it was the body of the "Pyjama

Girl"™, When I had seen the body Wilks asked me what I
thought, I said, "It is a dead ring of her™, that 1is
a dead ring of my step-grandchild, of Philomena Morgan.

e gaid, ™fould you say that it 1s her", I said, "No,

T would not say it was her, It 1s & big order to say

T do not say that the body that I saw
MORGAN
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this morning is in my belief not the body that I saw in
1936 at the Sydney University. I swore a moment ago
that I had never seen that body before. I withdraw that.
I agree I was not bustled into the answer I gave when 1
gsaid that I had not seen the body that is now at the Morgue
before. -'What I meant was that the body I saw at the
University ladoked quite @ifferent from that body I saw
this morning. It is on my inspection of the body as it
now looks that I say it is not Philomena Morgan. I do
not feel that the differences between the body that 1 saw
this morning and the body that I saw in 1956 are so great
that it gives rise to a doubt in my mind that that bogty
seen this morning is the same body as I saw in 19356, I
put it down that I have made a misgtake., In 1956 I made

a mistake in thinking the body was the body of Anne

Philomena MNorgan. Thigs statement produced bears my

. signature. The statement reads:

L _'__‘\—1 -,
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” Five Dock Police Station.
11th March, 1937,

"John James Morgan,

states. I am a Council employee in
the employ of the Drummoyne Council and I reside at
250 Lyons Road, Five Dock, About 1908 whilst I was
in Johannesburg, South Africa I met a woman named Anna
Brittz, she was of Dutch parentage, some time afier
meeting her we came on the same boat the"Wilcannia™
to New South Wales. Some little time after we
arrived in New South Wales I married her in a Church
near the Cauliflower Hotel, Botany Road, Waterloo.
After we were married we settled in Five Dock and 1
sent money to South Africa and brought my then wifes
three children two boys and a girl named Johanna

Brittz to N.S. Wales. Before they arrived in
TORGAN .,




"M.3. Wales we had shifted to MacCauley Street,
Leichhardt and they took up their residence there with
us.,

About 1910 the girl Johanna was keeping company
with a man named Sidney Tiplady whose people kept a
grocers shop in Elswick Street, Leichhardt. Some
time after she began to keep company with Tiplady she
gave birth to a female child at a home somewhere in
Leichhardt, She returned to my home after her

confinement with the ehild. Some time afer she

returned home to my place an agreement was arrived at

between Tiplady and Johanna and he paid her a lump sum
to free him of further obligations. The child was
named Philomena Morgan and I do not know whether her
birth was registered or not, Some time near the end
of 1912 or the beginning of 1913 we removed to the
corner of Greath North and Lyons Road West, Five Dock,
where the girl grew up until she was about 11l or 12
years of age when she left with her mother who had

become married to a man named De Pierre, but she

frequently vigited my home from then on till 1929,
that year was the last that I saw the girl. In
September, 1936 I was shown some photos at the Five
Dock Police Station by Detectives Carroll and Thompson
and I thought that those photos were photos of
Philomena Morgan, The following day I met Detective
Wilks at the Detective Office, Sydney, and I went with
him to the Sydney University where I viewed a body of
a girl and in my opinion that is the body of the girl
Philomena Morgan., I bagse that opinion on the fact
that from the time that she was a few weeks old tTo the
time that she was about 19 years of age I was as a
father to her and not only supplied her with money but
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"her mother also. A thing that was particularly
noticeable about the girl was her large hands, the
girl was definitely of slim build, but well formed and
had small breasts, her hair was between an auburh and
a brown, and her age were she alive would now be
definitely 26 or 27 yrs. .

(Signed) J.J. MORGAN,

Witness

Walter W, Thompson,"
REEIBIT HG"  “  iiennids Statement of J.J. Morgan.

When I made that statement I believed it to be true.

I made it to the police in the course of their investi-
cations to establish the identity of the "Pyjama Girl",

I said this morning that I never heard a surname given to
the girl. I come to say in my statement that she was
known as Philamena Morgan because she was called that, but
I never heard her called that name, It is very easy, as
a matter of faect, to give anybody a name, Thé girl was
given the name of Philomena Morgan. To tell you the
truth, I never heard her called Philomena began. I

never heard her called that in ordinary life, If it is

succested to me that I heard the girl during the time she
lived with me always referred to as Phil Morgan, I say 1
did not. I state in my statement that the child was
named Phllomena Morgan. I do not know who gave her the
name of Philomena Morgan. I resent the idea that she
should be known as Philomena Morgan, I did resent the
publicity which is attached to this case in connection with
Philomena Morgan, and I still do. If it is suggested it
is a matter of perturbation to me personally that my
name, Morgan, should be associated with the "Pyjama Girl"
case, I say I came into it voluntarily. I do not like

. being rdferred to as the grandfather of the child and it is
MORGAN
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not true that I am her grandfather. It hurts me to be
referred to as the girl Philomena Morgan's grandfather,

I also feel perturbed that my name of Morgan should be
given publicity in this somewhat distasteful case. If it
1s suggested that in 1937 I had no doubt that the girl

was then known as Philomena Morgan, I say that is wrong.
She was referred to as the "Pyjama Girl", If it is
suggested that in 1957 I had no doubt that during the
life-time of Philomena Morgan she was known as Philomena
lMorgan, I say that is not correct. I cannot say that I

knew she was known asgs Philomena lMorgan, ohe was never

referred to by her surnamé; she was always called Phil
ags far as I can remember, I swear that every word I am
saying I think I am telling the truth. I can swear that
during my association with the girl from the time of her
birth until she was 19 I never knew her to be called
Philomena Morgan. I cannot say how I came to say in the
statement that she was named Philomena Morgan, unless
people put it down themselves. With regard to the

statement "The child was named Philomena Morgan and I do

not know whether her birth was registered or not"™, in the
face of that I say I 4id not know any surname that the girl
was known by. I Think sghe went to school when she was
living with me. As far as I knew, she was known as Phil.
I never went to school with her, I 4did not see her report
cards. I do not know whether she went to church, She
played with children about the locality. Ags far as I know,
she was Jjust Phil to them, She lived in my house and

my name was lMorgan, I still say she wasgs not known to me
ags Phil Morgan. Asked by what name she was referred to

in the community, I say I only heard her referred to as
Phil, I never saw any letters written to her, I know

L~ Mre Griffith. I learned that Mr. Griffith had seen the
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body and had identified it as Philomena Morgan. I do

not think I discussed with Mr. Griffith that I had also
seen the body and had identified it as Philomena Morgan,

I did not tell Mr. CGriffith that the body at the University
was the dead spit. I gaid "the dead ring". I d4id not
tell Mr, Griffith that the body I had seen at the University
wag the dead ring of Philomena Morgan., I told him it was
the dead ring of Phil, Of course he knew who Phil was.

T could not say if Griffith knew my step-granddaughter as
Philomena Morgan. I do not think CGriffith told me that

he identified the body at the University as the body of

Philomena Morgan. I gay that Griffith said to me "I
identified the body at the University as the body of Phil",
He might have said Morgan. When I made this statement to
the police in 1937 I was not bustled or bullied or coerced.,
With regard to the passage in the statement "where I
viewed the body of a girl and in my opinion that is the
body of the girl Philomena lMorgan"™, I do not know how

that name Philomena Morgan comes into the statement.

Barlier in my statement I say "In September 1956 1 was

shown some photos by Carroll and Thompson and I thought
that those photos were photos of Philomena Morgan'”. I do
not know how I come to state that name "Philomena Morgan",
T never knew that the birth of that child was registered
and that shE'Was registered as Philomena MNorgan. I heard
that this morning. Mr. Read told me that this morning.
That made me resentful, that the child should be
regigstered in the name of Morgan. If it is suggested 1
did in faet last see the child in 1929, I say I cannot
remember the dates. I would not say she was nineteen
when I last saw her. I wag shown a photograph of
Philomena Morgan similar to that (Exhibit No.20). I do

v not know that I wrote on that photograph that it was a
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photograph of Philomena lorgan, but that she did not have
that kind of a gap in her teeth. I do not remember
signing a photograph like that. I do not remember
Probate proceedings in the Court in Sydney in which
application was made to have Philomena lMorgan presumed
dead. I remember being approached by Dr. Benbow who
showed me a photograph similar to that. I would say this
is a photograph of Philomena lMorgan, If it is suggested
that I told Dr. Benbow that a photograph similar to that
was a photograph of Philomena lorgan with the exception

of the discrepancy in the teeth, I say I said nothing about
the teeth, If Dr., Benbow says I wrote on the photograph
that she had no such tooth misgsing, I am prepared to
contradiet him, I agree that that photograph Exhibit No.
20 of my step-granddaughter Phil commonly known now as
Philomena Morgan is a photograph very much like her as

she was at about sixteen. As I remember her at the age
of sixteen, I could not say whether she had or had not a
gap in her teeth. When Phil wag about sixteen years of
age I do not remember her as having a gap in her teeth.

T never remember seeing a gap in Phil's teeth like that.,

I rememberiDr; Palmer Benbow coming to see me about four
years ago, but I could not say what date. I might have
t0ld him I was well acquainted with the girl Philomena
who was my step-daughter's dauvughter, I do not remember
telling him that., If he says I'did, I say I 4o not
remember telling him, I do not think it is unlikely

that I told him that. Benbow did come to see me about
Phil, As a fact I wag well acguainted with Phil, The re
was no reason why I should not tell him.I'was7well
acquainted with Phil, T might have told him that Phil

lived at my home as a child with her mother. It was true

that Phil had lived at my home as a child with her mother,
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I might have told him that I was very fond of Phil.

I cannot say that it is true, but I might have said it.

I do not remember saying it., It is a faet that I was fond
of Phil, I told him that after Phil ceased to reside at
my home Phil erQuently'visited me at intervals, It was

a fact that Phil frequently visited me. If it 1is

suggested she vigited me frequently up to about 1929, I
gay I cannot fiﬁ any dates. She would not be 18 or 19
when she vigited me. I would not like to gay that she was
18 when she last vigited me. I would not like to say she
was 18 the last time I saw her, She might have been 17
or she might have been 16, She would be more than 14,

In 1929 I got married to my present wife. It was a long
time before that marriasge that there ceased to be any
close association between Phil and me. I should say 4 or
O years before that. That means I d4id not see her after
19235, She would be 14 in 1925, I should say she would
be more than 14 the last time I saw her. If 1t 1is
suggested that from the time she was a few weeks old until
the time sghe wasg about 19 years of age I was as a father

to her, and if it mixx is suggested that is in what I

A

signed, I say she would not be 19. Looking at my
statement, I see thatl passage. If T have said it there,
I do not know, but I would not have thought the last time
I saw her she was 19, What I have said in the statement
must be true. I am trying to tell the truth. I had no
motive to tell lies then. When I made that statement I
must have believed everything in it was true. Believing
that it was true, I then expressed the opinion that the
body which I had seen at the University was the body of
Phil, I said it wags the dead ring of her and I signed a
statement in which I said "I am of opinion", but when the
police at the time asked me if it was her I said I would not
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swear that it was her, that it was a big order. I signed
the statement after I left the University. When I signed
that statement I meant to tell the truth, and what was in
the statement was to the best of my belief true; it must
have been. I signed that statement to help the police,
believing the statements in it were true. I do not
remember in 1940 telling Dr. Benbow that I had in September
1956 at the request of the police gone to the University
of Sydney where I looked at the body of a girl known as
the "Pyjama Girl". It is no use asking me what I said to
Dr. Benbow in 1940; 1it is such a long time ago and I have
got no memory. I cannot remember what I talked to
Dr. Benbow about in 1940, It must have been about the
"Py jama Girl"™ case. I think I then told him that 1 had
Seen the body of the "Pyjama Girl" at the Sydney University.
I mast have told him that, I did not tell him that I had
pogitively identified that body as that of Phil. I might
have told him that the body at the University was the dead
ring of Phil, That represented my belief in 1940, I @o
not remember telling Dr. Benbow that one of the points
about the body I noticed was the large hands. If he says
I 4did tell him that, I won't contradict him. I'might have
told him, I might have t0ld him that I noticed as a
point about the body the small breasts. I might have told
him that I noticed her slim but well-formed figure, £
might have told him that I noticed the colour of her halr,
I do not remember telling him that the vietim whose body 1
saw appeared to be of the same age as Phil would have been
in 1934, I might have told him that,

TO MR, READ: T have been agked a lot of gquestions about a previous
view of the body and things that I told Dr. Benbow. When

I saw the body in 1956 or 1937 the body was then in the
o

Sydney University. It was in a formalin liguid bath.
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The body was pulled up out of the bath for me To inspect,
It was upon the inspection of that body that I made certain
statements to Dr. Benbow. I had never until this morning
gseen the body dry and in the condition in which it now 1is,

Having seen that body at this Morgue I have no doubt about

the body: I am sure that the body that I saw this morning
is not Phil.

(SIGNED) J. J. MORGAN,

TAKEN AND SWORN BEFORE ME AT MELBOURNE THIS 28th DAY OF MARCH, 1944,
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COROHER.
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LEQNARD BELL, on nle oath Baith-

TO MR, MONAHANSZ y neme 1e Leonard Bell and I am a dental surgeon

M/

1)
-

praotiSIno &t 108 Great Nozxth Rd, Flve Dook New South
- Walee, I reside at *'he s&me addreee. I have been praot:é ing
_at that address for 26 yeare,_ £ romeber in the ye ar 1923
a girl oamo to llve in thet oletraot W1th a pereonel frlend
of mv famlly, a Mrs: Corrie.i The girl who oame to me oﬁme
fin the name of Philomena Morgan. | She was residing. with
 the Corriels roughly about 12 to 15 monthe, in. tne firet |
instance., Inthe early part of 1923 she wae'brooght to me
' by‘Mr ¢ Corrie gs & patient eufierlng from bad toothache,
The .girl at that tlme eppeared to me,- a8 a dentist, to be
round about 1170z, 18 At ‘the requeet of Mrs Corrle T4
examined the patient known to me aS'Philomena Morgen.
"~ The result of the examinatlon Wae that the rleht upper o=year

.permanent molar and tne LAgNT lower 6-year permanent molar

wére in. such a bad_etate of decay that I advised the removal

of both, On the left lower jaw, the f=year permanent
molar was in & bad etate of decay and aleo had an epoees

at the apex. - Tae tecth I advised to be removed were the right

/[D upper G-year permanent mofal‘ -~ that 1is called the first

permanent molar —uand.the right lower 6-vear permanent molar,

After exemlnatlon on_ the left gide, I found the left lower

f=year oermanent'molar was in a state of advanced decay
and nl:o ethlolted ‘at the apices abcess conaitiol, I

advised.the procedure of extraotlon of the u)per right

permanent and the lower E=year permanent molars. which-1 did

on that vieit, I then adV1eed the draining of the 1on lef?t

lower pelmenent 6-year molar owing to aboeee oondltlons

which oould-nOtbe extracted without danger to the patient

I then advised Mrs Qorrie that 1 ehoqld drain the‘apex of

the_uooth.ano.toen extract ' About 14 days. after thﬂt

procedure 3 found it neceeeary then 10 ¢ “xtraot t 16 lower

left b~year molar, as there was then no eV1denoe of an abcess

Sk adv1eed the extractlon ,f the molars on the
_-BELL.
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right side ‘to whloh I have referred. ' On the firet vieit
I extracted the uoper ‘and lowex E=year oermanent molare on
the right. Durlng the time of her re91denoe in the orstrlot

she atteﬁded a4 my eurgery for treatment round about six or

. péeven times, That was epread over 14 daye.- In the oouree or,.

my examrnatlon after extraotlon of the 6=year nermanent
molarﬁ 1 notﬁ:ed thet the meeio oooluaal cusp was showing

eV1oenoe of eruptlon tbrough the gum tissue which wae, perhapm;

due to ohe fact that I had already extracted the b-year molar.

I saw this girk 80 many times in eomany days ag & patlent

\1{! G'FFMQ
Apart from: ‘bnat 1§ Just knew her as Philomena organ‘an

resided oractically W1th Mre Corrie of Klnge Road, Five Dock,
IR = R A recogn;eefrhe photograph in my hand, BExhibit 20;

it ig¢ a photoRraph of:Philomena Morgan who was brought to me
by Mrs uorrle in 1923 That is the gitld, & would sey that
was a very falr resemblance In ‘tiae ohotograph Exhibit 29

1 notlced that the 1eft 1ateral incigso® is mlselng > oennot
understand that that tooth shoald be missing beoause on L] I l”
preeentet101 to me ag: a patient by Mre Coz r1e he r mouth
was rogular in lormation, all the anterior teath from.oentral
to Canine had erupted ano presenteo themselves pfrfeotly.
They wers a rather sood, thick, solid clase of teeth for a
healt Hy'elrl Apart from that migsing left lateral 1nolsor,-'_
the photograph in all other ways resembles the girl, The |
face resembles the girl -I knew in 1923 as Phllomena Morgen ;
As' to #hat Vuhlu be 1ikely to be. the effect on the. 1ower- ;
lefv oorn'on"of her jaw . in the region:of the molare of the

abcess at the apioee of the left 6—year lower molar after .

" the lnfeoblon of the apioee of any permanent teeth there ie_

| usuelly A decided &beorptlon of the alveolar cgelng,_brouﬁut

about oy *‘ preeenoe of pueé in the area of the apices OFf

the tooth,” - Looklng at tne model “in the reoion of the left

*7lomer molars, I obeerved behlno the extraotlon of the eeoond |

1eft lower bicueprd the*e i8 a dletlnot abeorptlon of bone -

BELL;
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that-*' 3 ridge’ 1y1ng 1ower than the - original ridge of an
‘ordinary healihy tooth ' I Woula say the extraction of a
bicusoid Would indlcate to a profesq1onal m&n that there |
musg have been a decided absorntion at the apex of the 6—year
permanent 1ower 1eft molar mengﬁo an.abcessed condlunon,b81ng»_'
preeent I 3T ig & true model of the deceased L should say '
118 conﬁlstent wieh the statewpnt I n&ve dlread} maaa in
reference to. Lhe: absorption-of the alveolar caslng ow1ng to
 tHe aboess-in that area Looh Ing %t the Uther sidc of that
model, I see The molar that lu nearest to the bicuﬁpid.booth. %
In my view,’ that w;et be a s&cond ﬁmlﬂr because it is '
_nalcatlve in this particalar cage, due 1o the extraCuiOn of

the first G-year oermaneﬁt molar and the absorptlon thet

has taken place, The an ble of the mesio occlusql cusp on
fhis particular uooth has v&red ana 1ost con51derable 82thU1~.
ation‘with iteantegoﬁising tooth 1n'tue 1ower jaw, Thét
1nteinretq in my mlnd,-or the mind dftheordinaryiayman,’§>
that there must have béen an extractlon 01 the b=year mdiar-.
to give .the absorption Of the t uooth tnat peculiar pos¢tlon.
‘ﬁﬂg Had tae 12—year m01ar'b9033’extracted in pleference to the
f=year molar, “then ta*s teoth: WOulQ bave slanted back 1nto

the area of the 1¢—year molar that has been extrao,Pa.'

Hogever, in thle cage, it pxoves concluslvely the f-vear
/4H} molar must have bmon extrac+ed.first because ni aa gigtinct

leaning towards the dlstal side of tne bucco occlusal

second bicuspid shows that there must have been an extractlon
of the flrst permﬂnent 6—year molar As proof of that

'I put lL uo you the third molar - or“ as We bOWbtlmes oall
it, the W1sdomutooth - has come uOWH sllgntly towaraa the
displmcementofthe 6~year permanent molar. In case that
_the E~year mélar was still St&nding and tne 12 year molar,
ifor 1nstance,_we Will gay, had been extr&cted tnen the

space that vould occur wouid be that the 6th year molar W3 ulu
~lean dlstally towards tle Wisdom tooth and the wisdom,tooth
wouldfalso 1ean¢mesially tOW¢rds the dlstal elde of the
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. Bays, 1n Llnda Agostini he put a porcelain fllllng in the_

the medio oocnluaal gt agree he sald he put a porcelaini

.f111ﬂng i8 found in. the body that i's preqent here at the

6—yea1 pérmapent molar, I know Dr.Magnus. . If 1 were told

'that Dr Magnus had bxpreogpd the view, for res .gons Fhwt

piealeu to nlm thaﬁ that tooth tO'wnlcn you are referllng

was & flret and not a Beuont molar ana if I were ashed whether

that would aljer my opinlon, I would 8ay, no._' Ty have proved‘

GOHCluBlV81V before you tbls ‘afternoon. In reaalng Dr.Hagnus's-

evidence 1 understand hlS statement is that bhlS tooth'was the

6—year molar ana_the 12~year molar had bemn extracted : 1~

proved conolusively, flom my poin» of vlew that had tnﬂ 12-

‘year molar been extracted wny did the 6-year molar veer “

towards. the ebaoe'I‘inaicate and 1ose 1ts rbticulation unon
the anuagonlslng tooth of tﬂL 1ower 3aw A dlelnCt angle
now -ghowg it iIs on. that tooth. Whereav 1t bhould remain up—
righﬁ, it veers dhstally If .1 were told Dr Magnus had glven

two utner reasons, &nd clwrified thcm.by saylng if the same

. propoesivion were put to 100 men, o0 mlr:TB)ay one thing and

40 anOUner 1 wouldlsay i read that part of hls evidenca._

1

The bifurcatlon of the 11nguo occluaal and the mesio

'Locclusal to Wulcﬂ he referred do not shake my opinlon:in.

any way at - & 8 I have not;cea bifurcatlons even in bicuspid
teeth, alqo c-yeax malars “and alsaevzdence in 12-year '
molars, and even a third molar, That does not in any way

shake ﬂy vlsm that what I am looking ﬁt is a 12—year molar.-

e T saw a 12—year molar beglnnlng to erupt in Phllomena when

I wes treating hef. . After extraction of the 6—year T
gaw an impinging of "the 12—year molar through the gum
tissue .: Gomlng to tHe next tooth in the model the: upoer
right secona bicuapld uooth 1 have scanned the evldence :

of Mr O'Brﬂen and Dr‘Magnus. ' I appreclate that Lr O'Brlen '

mesial gide of her upper IlEht bicuspid tooth in the region |

of where that drlll mark appears in that modél That is

filling in-the mouth of Linaa.Agostlnl in 1930, Yo such'

LL




mérgaE.L‘mlth the_bermiss*on (o5 Hls NOrship, I have thls:-f'?-
f;;I“_dmorning removed that tooth fromrthe body.“ I have subjected M;
x it to microscoplc ex@minatlan tnis mornlng, w*th the ald of =
Dr Benbdw fwho 10&ned me his m10r0300pe.,_ As a.result of my
”!exarlnaiﬂon ¢ would say there lS nothlngﬁo Warrant Lne e
i ”ifst&tement uh&t that oavity in t1at natural tooth has ever held
'a porcelaln filllng.. In my examlnatLon I CDuld see 1o burr
ﬂ ma.rks thau would. be necassary to mame aeEp %% Es for uh.e

retentlon of. a porcelain fllllng _In the case of a porcelaznn,'

g vz ander—
ydz}“ fwlllng, Lnotead of cement xmcute are used I can ser no

| Sors
M_ev:.dence of any burr mgrks indicating any: c:u‘bs. - On the

exahlnatlon of the teetn thie mnrnlné, I found‘no BV1denoe of

_ burr marke or CthEl marks to lndlU&te tnat there had'been
5 made any retentive caVity for thie 1nsertlon Qf . prccelain
.'fllling = would be very hard to say. whetner that tooth
\"”has ever had - 8 porcelain fllllng. | From.Wy QbBeIV&thn,;‘
._carlot say that" there haa‘been onu aﬁe L cannot say there
'has not beén one' There 1s no eV1uence, ab tne present tlme,_V';j

‘4-fﬂhat *Aere ias bepn one There is notalng tO'Warrant the:
| j’ﬁx were hald tne view

; .]

had- bepn Dut that uhe faot of tne -1‘1

féelain:s¢ tEatfhe_

tatement that there has been one

belng submerved in a

formalln bath may have 1oosened

i
}\H;;
filllnp' droj med ou’s in some a.co/ -Aa .11\:"'3-? dur...ng the 13.8‘5

"'ten'“earsI‘would Bay formaldé“" 

‘. :

oﬁ fermalln as We inow

._1

it, has no dissolving propertlesa n_ Lbfrat r more of qi
A\ &QQen a sdeGct mere

__than soxten 11:. The,,,,,proof o*’ ‘th na.ﬂ in the extirpatlon

_'bf t 9 oulp wheze 1t is ﬁecessary -b #111 these canals,‘most

fmummiger,‘and preaervative, and w-l

. l
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 } root fillings contaan formaldehyde for tne purpose of
mummificatlon of‘the &pices ef the teeth _ Formaldehyde 19

'_commonly uaeu 1n dantal Burgery 1n root fillings,,on tne feot~

faﬁfing txat 1t 18 not a-dissolvent of any klnd[‘. .I have read

.the pO?ulOﬁ of Dr.Magnus's eV1dence'where he exprease@'the

view tnat what 19 unw_apnarent t0. the naked aye may’be

That is used as an insulator - elther
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tnat or anotner comnound -The idea of. the inBu1atidn-iB'i "

so tnat the mechanlcal aouion of a parcelaln fllling Wi 11

_.nOu irritate or desfrcy the pulp which at that tlme woald

wtnls morninﬁ and I fOuna that where it ap3b¢red uo’be

.:'Sandlac varn;sh An my opinion theuaction of formgldehyde on

the &oft pulp or dentine whlch was visible 1n t‘e cavity at
the ;Lnﬁ of examinatlon was caused by fhe, action of formalln
_on the dentine, “which' dries and hardens anu,dafter belng

1n thb atmosphere for omﬁ time, re Ehows a shiny gurface

ow1ng to. the rapld-&bsorptlon of atmospherlc condltlons.h

If 1 were asgked whether I could mlstéke the condltion,*aé”'

1 sew 1t for traces of Sanarac varnlsn, 3 WQU ld say it _;;%-

7wou1a'be qvite p0351ble to mlstake tue condutlon now fpf 

Sandrac varnish because the action of the éormalin on uhe

denulne has glven 1t that 11ght glgs oy glow Which is
ev1aent aitel +he agmlnlstration of . Gandrao varniah belng ~._-

drieu 1nto a caV1ty to. act aa an insulator. 3 atlll speaklng:

'of the samu tooth as to Whether there is anythlng in my

examlnatlon which qwows thﬂt the cavlty Whlcﬁ is 1n'th.tooth;.
j;:emovea this morrlng is not a natural caVLtY Wthh WAL 7_

l’?umdPrJOan some decay-at tne tlmt of tnw'person's death

'I would say lu is qulue posslble thet is 8 n&tural aavlty
and OWIHg 10 attritlon b % : there_ had beﬁn a fllling, or Lhe
ant&gonlsan tooth coming 1nto occluaion Wltﬁ the correepand-

_1ng uuap below the. cavity cqlld be extended by attrition.;

'?However to. me, 1t appeareu move 11k¢ & natardl cavity.f.

Lookln .at’ the lpft 1nteral 1nGlBOI, in tne boay I examlned

:"I made a.. note Mok it tﬂe canditlon of thpt tooth On tne flrst'fl
i'day 1 emqmlne hé body, on Monday'@ornﬁng, I obaerved

7a mlsﬂlng nnrtlon of the mesio ocClusal postlon of the

;1elt up)br 1ate*al tooth | P0881b1y, some years aﬂo,a'€~;r

.,chlp-may have takgn Dlace but 1n my ODlBlOn slnoe uhan |

hag

a cortaln amount, of er0810n.may hane takpn Dlaoc duL ing

E"I"‘

1nte§ga_, It wab'not very clear;Lo me that eroﬂlon ﬂaa

.r‘

BELI.I . g

'ffbb allve in t=e booth b 53 examlned that under thﬁ mlcroscope_J;f"



v o ) 11':..‘."' j e ! { .I

taken plaee “or eowe tlme becauee there wae a eertain
.'iamourt of dustlng pewﬁer over the eroded area ; It oeuld

begin Wltﬂ'tde ehipping ef ube enamel and - lt ceulu begin

#1

T

"
.

W1tk a naturel eroelen owinb to ahe ccelueal eurfaceaof the |
“loner anterior portlone_etrlﬁing the teeth re ularly, I lave
'reaa tbe eV1dence of‘Dr Magnue oencerning thet havine been |
}a ohlp, whloh he ultimately eald muet have oueurrea‘w;thln
ia permdd of one month before deauh sl muet d1eagree Wluh him

?*ther “Invmy Opinion that chlp has te&en 3130 sewe number

’;of year bezexe death 'becauee the eroaed eurfece of thj:

- footh would, in my opinlon teke a number o; yeare. 1 dleaeree_jl

 '*~w1th ur‘Mavnue B view that thatlchip had even hapeened elnce j'
ne 24fh February. On thie eamc tooth the’ 1eft 1ateral :
-1ncisor there ie que evidence of uhe*ex;steﬂce of wha*ie‘l_
known in the prOieEGluT e; an 1ncluq;an 1aouna= In the
oo“pee'_I noticed an incluelonewh eh repreeente the eye
_at 11 olelook If one wele 10uking fer 1t one Would not
lhave Wu04 trOubTe in flndlng 1t Apart frem what we have
'beon a...scussmg a.boet teeth nd thw PR gr“h of ﬁhllomena_
.f-Morgan I have an independent recollectloﬁ of teie 11tble glr
at’ the ulme I Wae . treatlng her, © NO“lQ deacrlbe uer ag a.
very flne 1ook1ngéir1 :‘. She had brown halr,lblue yee,
and an . omoid uype of face ' I woula eav qhe wQula be 2 veey
”ooé 1oor1ng 121 'I haﬂe eeen t:e'hody Wdlcﬂ 1shth;eue}ect
;metee af u“1e 1nqueet After obeervatlon of tﬂe‘uoay, viewing
;the,face as 1L wae My aety and practice %6 do’ from all anglee,
';from the angle whﬁch 9 viewed: 1. in-the morgue it preeenbed
xeto e ne face of Phllamena Worgan who was preeented to me . :
"oy Ere.GOLrie in 1923. i Ae regerdeﬁeaat rnulusion lacuna
Lae to whetner I had to requlre furtner *ib;t te be put on 1n |
the mortuary, pb I ald &Sﬁ for better llght te be pui en =
becaub@'i‘ﬁanted to obeerve oertéin o her thinge abeat the '_"f?
face. I haee no douot abeut 1r mgeelf from;the evmdenee I pi

1fhaVﬁ g¥>3ﬂ, I feel there ie no dedbt that 13 t e ﬁlrl presentedJ

Whagis A O N G R e ‘ 
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to m@ as Philomena Morg&n‘by mms Cur“lé, ¢n laajr

TU JR‘REgD,;‘ When' his child came t0 seP me 1n 1923, 1t LB 13rd to

- T

“f a viviu despriotlan,'wag b:twe n 4‘3" &ﬁd 4’6"”“ AS tO Whether

ember"how tallshe WG ld be 'I‘“hoélé say she would 1“e

| _round.abou+ 4J L%, Sae seemed to be tﬁat tall. < If I wereff!

"'askeu.to oncentrate en HOW tall She ?33 o woald say one
18 secing 30 OF 40 patlent& day To*the beb“ ”f my
_fbellef _ Ae helght-of bhe'Cﬁlld OF whom = have been giving

,isae h&@ piatgxﬁxxaxplat pl&lts Ur a’ plalt, heT nafr at tbat

: ;'4 b

'"_*j;tlm waa 1003& andflying 36?053 th e eara ;”JIt h&d been cut

9fsix days a.week

= : -

- ' e

' =
l - L

T ? v, &

;;}wg k ever a1nce thﬂn Jorf anu en I have a &lstlnﬁt

= -
i S
H I’ ‘--‘;.

i"fﬁff”;} witb wnlch I can refresh my memory ae to what teeth ware

-"-'rouna abou he 1ength ~1:o he neck I have a very di‘étmct

'ggrecqilpctlun Df thati that Heffhaxr was_cut abéut to-uhe

’1ength.of‘ﬁcr neck ”{ do: not remﬂmber a+bqw on her halr.ﬁ
Ia;ehemoer'her hair-was_p&rted'back ﬂnd drawn aoross thq
b&ck, ¢cross the,ears and down tﬂe neck On the average

% aeﬂ about 20 o; 25 patlents a day, perhaps 30 I work

I have becb pr@ctislng oontlnuously, at

i

11111

1east ﬂlnBE 1923 sxnae I saw tﬁla chlld;- (ijection by
Hhrﬁmurytf

s have bﬁen seexng'pa$ients“at aboat the rata of 180 aéT*jfli.

'?i recollectlon of'ﬁﬁis Ghlla oI 11 or 12 % I de not keab a record

of th f301alf&ppearanaeg of my patientu, only 1n my eye

I wO not kenpra record 1n & beak I do ke“p & reeora an -

a buoa of theiwork I do for my. patients, althoqgh not M.J:«”'
ordinary extractions 'I ma&e no-rﬁcord of the extractlons '

Qn thls chlld. It is not usual uO make a receri’of extract-

._ . i £
= '&‘L J e .

iom ““I uxd not maka &ny recerd of any WOTﬂqﬂﬂ thls-child's

: 1"_,..*_

mouth The only reoord I have 1B tha% ;n my'mlnd._ I arrec

I have.nothing at &11, 1n the'way Of ocumentary ev&dence

- =

ey

....

 'extraou3d ar*what work I dla ';' I have no dbcumentary

______

LLLLL

‘8. cblld‘namﬂd PhlIBmana Lorgan.  I acceptedhno nayment fbx

- uhe ﬁq;k dane uo Philomena Mbrgan. I am’ not uedéndent on'hl;J

I'j ."_ :h .

"Mr Rgadtsrnnoas~examinatlon of td Wxtnase) :"Lﬂff
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| ,Mr,.Routleage on the day When T arrlvea in Melbourne on. tnls

"I did not.meet her by,&ppolntment,_ 1 thlnﬁ Mrs Rputledge

| my memoTy fur everythlng 1 sgree, I am-dependent. on my

.

,'mqmory for everytnlng relatlnE to tﬁls child,.” I, wae first

1_

asked ‘to re ber what work I had mone on tbls little chiid‘s
mouth: abott . two years a.go. Dr Benbcw came to my surgery“ and

I.was very,busy. I had’ never "heard of hlm preV1ou31y. He

came’ 0, my surgery..ZI realise now. that Dr, Benbow was mmﬁlng-qf~

2 searcn and he contacted me tnromgh a- Mr Cranfbrd who1mas

daugﬁter of Mrs Corrle who cared for the child' 1n 1923,

Mrg,Corrie vas & Uersonal frlend of my famlly. of my own

nnowledge 1 Pnow that +h13 child for whom 1 have a recolleotu.f

10n_0f 01ng dental Work, 11ved Wlth a Mrs Gorrle foxr about.
18 mOntns._ The chlld for whom I did work, lived With Mrs.

Corrie +in 1923, I dld ;nob th“n ggther she wae llvlng'W1th

- Mr'Lo_gan. I had no xnowledge of that dt ﬁl;. I naver

heard that uhe chlld about whom I wae sgeaklng 1ived Wlth

Mr.James Mbrgan, of Flve-Dock at that €ime - no% when she .

"was"1ll.oor 12. years gld.: T hage neard ol.mr.Morgan I have

_ae¢ru of Mrs Routledge this ¢hild's mpuher,' I have met

her: " She is in Cowr't now, 1 have met hef.'T I-first met

occasion. © That wae lgat Sunday. oy met her 1atez in the
afternocn, in, I think.Collins Street, al*huaéh I am not too

sure Ofthestreeps;: She was by herself When I met ner.

anticipated we people. Were ‘@oming across. The police were:

to have met- us at the statlcn 'but unforuunately, they dii,
not meet us-and we went 10 Lhe RUSS ell Street staticn
I met Mrs Routledge that a;tcrnoon -That'waS“zhe‘flrst time'

in Melbourne .. T tbou”ht you were referring to the MEIOOurne

§zip. I had met Mre;Routleage back ‘in about 1524 Mrs.
'Rowtludbe game 1o my surgery to thank me for the worm I had
donetfor'ner daughtéf- she if'not oifer any payment. .Hothlng'

wag sald abous paymeﬁt. -I‘uhlnl ghe. left thﬂt.bo drs Oorrie

I have no réeason.to Bay that qte would be trfi g t0 do me

out oii*Lb money, but Mré.Corrie nad the girl left in her




chargeand ' assumed that #rs.Routledge would leave all

the expenses to+Mrs,Corrie, 'In conneétion with the child;
about whom I ‘have. qpoken, I remember uh@ blue eyes.{ 1 think‘
the height was between 4?3“ abd 476". She: had an oval’ type
of'face, the noée was ‘& ﬁ611 shapéd'nose. It was :a medlum
sized'nose 1 wodld not say 1t wes, inclined to be retruse
U remember that quite dlstlnctly. “As to whether, I remember.

PVGIY child 21 years after d01ng free work for them I

| ob,]ect to the use of the phrase "free work.- It was quite

possible for ne to send.an accetnt, I remember. the faoeS 

bf ofher children'I attended 21 vears ago. 'ilfhink 4% & years
afterisecing a child‘ that I cam say, when 5801ng a bouy,
HThat' is< that child« grown up.' That de my;cview, - As to
whether I qulte dlsagree W1th Di, Magnus in connection with the’
fi:Su u0305 left lateral inoisor 1 do dlsa@rec 1n tﬂe'_lme
that*the+l ip hée taken plaoe L menuloned if a chip had
taken olaba, there wag a certaln presence of eroaion 1nd10at;ng
that.the chlp must have been done some years ago on acﬁount

of« the erosion thathagrtaken place since, As to 4he numbe T

of years durinﬁjwhich that erosion has been going on,qulte
ﬁ0881u1y for S8iX or seven years. . As -0 whefher L think
ifa pPrson had & tooth erod1n~ t0 the extent thHat/tooth

-haB erodea that she would seek dental aid, not 1ﬁcessarlly.
Erodiuu teeth do ot ache - not 1o the oxtant that has got

t0. . XIT Nomla not neoeasaflly cause ény lnoonvenlenue becausa
nature recommenaes Wlth a second: g owtu of aentlne ¥l A

had been examlnlng a. mouth and seen that tooth anc 1f the
patlenf wa.s W1111ng, & coulu nave put an inlay ;n 1t ;

Qoming to the ‘seécond upper right bicupid, I also digagree

 wltb Dr . Magnus' in tWo OLStert matters, First _he pPTEsENCE

L

of the varnish and - gecond, “the undercut of tl” cavity.”

I also disagrée w1tq the. VLGW of some Wltnesu tngt ¢ormalin
mey have . an effeot causing porcelain to come. out.ol a tooth
I ‘do not agree with any theory thatJformalin-may have an

BELL
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effebt'on porcelainy; which may cause it 4o shrink, As 10O
+he chemical formula of formalin, 1t 1is formaldehyde, I G0
not know its correct formuia just from memory. I could not
rive you the chemical desoription £ of what formalin ie,

from MEGIE MEeMOIyY. II'know it hes no'dissolving conténts.
As to whether mx' 1 know_that formalin will dissolve lead,

1t may discolve lead, As to why I gaid I knew formalin had

no dissolving “habitse, I meant in rergard to porcelain, ' L'am

Abt sure that it will distolve lead, I do not know whethér-

it.ﬁoes oT 'does not. I-have no belief about that. 1 have
never turned ny ‘mind to that belore. ‘I_knowof no other
nrure:u$sv uhat fcvmalln will. ulSQO1Ve I have only given
the. matter 301ent1¢1c thought in my own: pI ofeeJlan I say'
fdrmalin may ~haye the -effect of g1V1ng the ap nea“ﬂnce 0f 
varnish in the cavity of that uOOth.‘ I didnov notlce the

game thing im Ie ard 0 other teeth. ' There iq no, evidence of

UQ

decay in the:other teeth, As to th e. £i1 st lateral 1q01ror

that has an erosion on it, I did not notice any gign of

varnish oni that. It s not decayed,; I"do not taink
formalin would have a similar effeot om an, eroalnw surface,
Asked TdthLr L wou 1d ggree thau the unStion of Wwhethezx &
tooth was a4 second or thlf“ upper molar was purelj an

académic oneé, I would say 4o you mean: a 12-year molar?

T “loock at the mowld.” 1l say def¢n+te_3 that is a third

4

molag; I-de not ctini {t.-18" & secand. If-1t werxe€ Suggested

whatever 11 wWas, itlwaS‘filled with,amalgam, I would say.

there is.a spot 'indide 1%, (At tn;s stage witness

ohtained a pen.knile and-sqratcheﬁ the aurface of a tooth

on ﬁgc moiel;) It has beenffilled with amalgam, .That'

is the . right upper third molar. The firet upper right

molar that i's now.inothe mould is filled with a gold inlay.
The, second left upper nolar 1ig £ill éd with amalgam, . The
third uppér left . molaxr has one amalgam filling in 1it,

There is no evidence heré that the first right upper bicuspid

hag}teﬁn £i11ed ‘with porcelain, 'Onezccould not tell,

/Aé’}- | | ‘ ' BELL,




| | l . 1 examined thie bo fj: ana I am gatisfied ‘that the first right

UpRer uiC&SOlQPln t*e boay s filled with odrcelain' -II

b lgokea at lowxr jaw of . the deceased wnd I anm S tist [ied

ﬁhat the”secohdlright'lower molar has a gold 1n1ay. A to

Pt 7% my agléting it wdﬁld be a very unusiial ¢o~incldence Ior IwWO

I people . G0 have pre¢1sely ULG same ¢;171ngs 1n their mouﬁhs,
as those porcelain fllllngs, tnoae two rold inlays: and those.
amalgam fiilingsl have,named, it wotld be a8 rare 0CCUrrence,

TD MR+ BARRY & =1 extracted'theupper firat6eyéar permanent'mo}ar;_pn

that cast 4 - |
‘“fhere is no .sign whatever .of that molar that Il extracteq.,

It is not- here,; 1T :18. gone," ,In answer to questiona put Dy
Mr,Read, I ao not intend to retreat in any WY, from the state-

'ment I made to Hl‘ N01sh1p *ndt T extradted tue ¢1rst rlvht

uppef perménent molar. «I% ig not customarynlor me 1o chart
exuvre otlons, not unlesg we.have restoratlon work 10110W1ng on.,
We do not chart ordxnary extlaculons at gally i I. 4o not
chart an extractioneon. a 12-year old ‘ohild unlege: I have
fillings = ﬁnleséithﬂre is restoratioﬁ work to follow, Aé' 
40 vhetﬁﬁr 1 can say whetaer or not it is asual in he ‘
'pIOfESEl- n.to mth caarus of extraotlons where extractlons
only‘'are r“'ione. it Wudld ut ve::c'~Ir wnusual I Unomlc Ehinks

My ¢¢11u1u 10 maﬁe & chart in connectlon with tub extractlons

I.digon" tais partlcular chlld'Wﬂw net, in: any‘Wdy unusual

in my 3ractioe I hear vou read 8 passage Irom Hr. Jac son'
evide nce-oﬁ pa”e l; conce“nlnw tie WOSSLuillty of porcelaln
Llilings oecomzng 1oosened mfﬁar'bein@ in a formalin bath,
1. do . not agree WltL uhat suauement becaus haa uhere becn
two fillings .in, there at.tae time, why was not the first’
mesial bicu pld fllTing aisaolve also?“ 'I'ﬁe&r-you reaﬁlg.
pagsage. lrom M1, OﬁBrlen's eV1dence on page 24 'In ﬁhe'oﬁée-
of & porcelain fill 1ng, 1f 1t is not properly coverea over:
'for48 hours.by elther Sandrac varnlsh oT wax the contact

1

or the oral fluids in tne mouth would in some.way, olsturb

the setuing of the porcelaln, which, eventually, woulﬂ not

- be qufeso hard. ‘ Then it would be qpite oosslble for bhe
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