mouth to dissolve certain portvions, or loosen the filling

on the edges, When that took place, and the antagonising
tooth struck the surface, it would be quite easy to dislodge
it. By that, T mean the contact of the oral fluides in the
early stages of the seiting, before it had time to set
properly, Qnce itfhas set properly, as to whether ﬁhe acid
condition of the mouth will cause it to come out, I/ﬁzi bome
porcelains fillings in the mouth for 15 or 20 yeéars and

they are almost-as good now as the day they were put in,

As to whether it is my opinion that a porcelain filling which
Nas been properly and successfully inserted in the mouth, is
not likely to be caused to come Qut of its fitment by any
acld condition of the mouth, I would say %he answer to that
is, had the filling been properly inserted and properly
insulated for 24 to 48 hours, there would be no possibility
of the oral fluids of the mouth or any acids taken through
toe mouth, such as tea drinking dislodging 1t or dissolving
it. Listening to a further passage of Mr,Q!'Brien's evidence,
concerning the possible effect of formalin on fillings, my
answer vo thBt is the same - if it did not happen with one,

why should it happen with the othery

l {0 THE CORCNER; I have spoken of an inclusion lacuna. As to whether

ot

=
&

that appears_on t he photograph Exhibit 20; +the tooth in this

insfance is migsing, There 1s anotner tooth moving into the

space., " Qf course, :it is verf hard for me to determlna from

which side that photo has been taken, It would depend on
light and shade, Lt would depand_mostly on the way the light

and shade was thrown, I hear you read portlon of the evid-

D
3
C)
D

given by Dr,Magnus on page 66 - "As to whetler I looked
at the photograph produced (Exhibit 20) and see if I cannot
8seée that very lacuna on thiat tooth, that tooth is'missing-"

I agree with that. ‘I hear you read a further portion "There
appears to be a shadow in that area; but I honestly could not
suggest that it was 8 g&p slmilar to this," I think he is

referrig to the llﬁht and shade when that photograph wag taken,

,ﬁ | 2 e BELL,




On the othel eiee there is a gap not guite so bi In-fhe
takine O* The photograph there is eomethlng on the oaV1ty the
same as Lieu ‘B not quzte 80 ereat I also hear yOou. read

i MAs to whether it beare eny resemblance in my view to the
,1n01L810n lacuna tnat ig shown on the cast (Exhlblt WANY T

do' not anlk this is a lateral tooth I think I an talklng'
about a. cuspid tooth on the pgotograph " j It ig very hard to.
telkl here. It .does not show enoucn of the. tooth to determine
whefher that is 2 Qanine yOOth. There 1g non snf flclent to.
show that, It would be qulte pose elble s one notices she |
anmle ef -the 1eft upper lateral 1n01sor tnere ig & shada start;-.

ing f m bne-glngival-margln, There is a8 distrnct angle from

the..ging iv margin down towards the 1lip line and-itfie quite ?
I 'Poseible:thgg the.shadewe'are Lhe ceﬁeeofthis,not'because
there -1s no .tooth there, but, evid ently from the lighﬁ going
aCIroESs the'mOuth- I'hearyou‘read.?urthef from tﬁe'evidence |
given by Dz, Magnue "Asked whether allyou.can.get me to agree'
4o is tuat 1n‘the pnotograph uhere is a 81m113r 1merese1en to |
‘What I seg on the lateral ineieor 1n the cast, I eay yee." I
He epeeure to eay the aepreeq1on in tne tOOth*“&S'uhOWH‘ln that
photograph- covre8ponde W1th that model ool Ae_te Whethtr the'w

lat rel incisor ig mi eslng 1r the ohotograph I cannod say

.=that _ Thg angle of uherteeth may'be caused t“’emgh 1;ght.”
and: shaee from & phoﬁographic p01nt of view ' Photograﬁhe ere--
very deceetive. If it,lsjthere 1t may be. the same one-as. is-
on the model _ | '

Mn. RE4D~ Looe:ne at Dhotograph Exhiblt 20 ag to whether I gaid to
ﬂie Worehle that what appeure to be, that gap en'the left '
‘_'hand gide: of t“t_‘p ez’ Jaw is effecued bv,*ne ebadé I 8aid
it Wae qulte Deeelble it Wduld be: effeeted oy'Lne shadt.
In othel words it is a shadow being thrown from uhe 1eft to the
rlght of the photograeh As t0 whether tne liﬁhf ig. on the |
right hand side, thrOW1ng the ehadow to tne left I noticeﬂ

°on tue right uq_“T'nortlon of the faoe the ¢19ht eeeme greater '

then on the left. Taking the whole photegraph ae to whether |
M EOL. o e : ."'.~,_;_' _ ‘f_  | - *lBELL

C ok i o
| ﬁ g :




it 1e mv 0p1n10n that the 11ght in that photograeh 18 on the

rlphi or. on .ue 1eft hané 51ce of the~face, the 1icht epoears

to ore LLOT tee left hand. - s ide of the fao here._g

."TO.MR BAﬁRY' 1f I were aexea Whetner I was able to say; 1OJKlng at

thut ohouograph that tqe 1eft up er eteral incisor hda been

“removea, I'wnald say no, I would not say that 1t h&u been

ltaken ouu. | Loeklng at. the pnotograph you hand me, I reoowniee

that ae an enlargement of the mouth of Philomena Morpan.

As to wnether it ds QOBSiﬁle that that tooth.next to the

left cenural ingisor is the' 1eft leterel 1ncrsor .I COuld not

'aeterm1ne thet beoauee - ae the Dhoto ehows here there is not
L room for a. full teoth 1% ig qulte DOSSlble the tooth is

| movrng up into 0031t10n for tre eruntlon of the canine.

. Thé tooth on the cadaver whlch bears uhe inclusron lacuna
'hle bhe 1eft upper 1eteral 1ncieor._ As 10O whether L sec on

that puotograph as Dr, Megnae did a depree 1on W“le is

recoenlsable as an 1nclusion 1acuna on the 1eft uoeer 1etere1
in01sor apparently it wduld be. where I 1nd10ate - but that
ig very hard forime 10 detelmlne._ As to vhether there ig &

shadow on. that tooth Whlch resembles the place wher~ the

--_llnclu31on lacuna is enown on the tooth in the caet I should

'_eay, epperently, 1t ig where g 1neloate.. That 1e 11 ofclock

ju&t as 1t 1e in th e caet in my oolnion. As to whether 1t 18 ‘

“poeeible in my epinion, that thle tooth vlsible in photo-.

grdphs Exhlblt 33, as the tooth flrst on ‘the left of the |

1eft ccntlel 1n¢1sar i the left 1ateral inaisor, as ‘it snowe
on tre mnatagxap enlargement it s quite p0351b1e for o R i« 36

be a 1ert ateral

..EAEIBIT "H",;;....;...;..Enlargement ot Dhotograph

ok mouth of Phllamena Morgan.

(At thls ete”e Lr,Barry tendered ag an exhlblt an enlargee 1

ment 6f the phOoogreph Exhlblt 20. )

rt’_;.; EIeIT "J".,.;;..;;Q? Enlarrement of photograph

Exhibit 20.
.1 examine the two cagts, Exhibit "A" and Exhibft-le;
to Whether that is 8 caet of the mouth of course, one ig"®

BELL




not quite S0 good-a cast as tho other.o 'As to_m? boing guite . -
9&t15fled thut that oastls & cast of th ﬁodfh3ofifhéJcorpée;.
I should say Exh1b1t AN wag a bad mmpr9851on of the oame

ouo360u'of EzhlbithE

H o e EXHIBIT'“K"i;F.L;.L... (For 1dentiflcatlon) (Photograph of '
3 ' e | . i, RES cas® said to be of the mouth of'tho.
deceased, | SR ,

._\_é s

Looking at Exhublt "K" as to whether that 13'3 photograoh
of a .8 mllar caot to the one I bear in my hand' margﬂd Exhlblt "A“
S apoearg to . me there is &, great fac Blmlle but there is a
mlsﬁing oortlon here where, aooarently, the iﬁpr8951on has been,
_mado; The teeth 100ﬂ practlcally the game qlze but the j&rwad A
edges on the ﬂmaﬁttix orolusal surfaoes do not ohow on tnis |

-

model, As to whether tle ohotograol Wthﬂ I have in my-hané

1s a ohoto@raph of a oast of tho four front teeth in tLo

cadaver, it doea not appear absolutely colrect W1th 4“he-:' cadaver

T e L (R T MR R e Tl e {dentification) (Same as Bx.K
: | 4 only a darker prlnt Lt

Looking at the-photograoh.YOu now oroouce one-aeems &ffac—
slmllo of the' other,_only one is darker th&n the other
_Loo—k:s.nF at, the photograph y04 now proouce that 15 also a pnoto? 

'gfaph of-a oast-,simllar to Exhibit "A"' purportlnw 50 be £

"clcast of tlo:four front teeth of the deceqsed i I ahoald gay
uhis wWas a. phOuograph of thav oaqt There is a oortlnn of’ uhe

| ooclusal mesio surfaoe of the left 1&tof&l m1391ng That is.;

a. fault 1n the castlng

?2....;;... EXHT IT "N"' .;;; Photograpn of cast of four front1
| Char b o teeth of deceaseo. | |

'-I seP'ohotovr ohs Exhibito “K" and "L" I see the way the.. ,

llght has ¢ﬁllon on the left upoor 1atoralﬁ¢nclsor.- T&klng

tho enlurwomenti (Exhlblt "H") and assisted by those ohoto?rcphs"
of the cast. (Ex“1bits K and L) as to whether I have anythlng _
‘10 oayaboact?o shadow that has fallen on tho 1eft sloe of tho
uooer teoth, Lloroulo qay that Exhlblt K was photograph of tne
cast of that mouth but .OWIE” £ 0 ;nexperlenoe, of oaot;na.tth” ’
modol t aas booomo faulty and dlstortedo! Looﬂlnz at the ;T

photovr aph you.now produoe that is a photograpn of tho mouth

/
Rl RPN e 0l ey 3 SRR AL A T R e 3 2 ';}A';f 7~v’h'“.'-
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EXIIBT ""’:‘“ St SR e DRt .pho tograph.of mouth of the boady.

B H 4B & . & 4w 9'Ww

DLLCT

o Looking at *“ﬁ-who graph?vou rnow -produce, I see what. has been

o
L.-u

one . there; 17 'see uhat a puutOﬁ“““h of the c¢caet of the teeth

. p

+hag beeniplaced within ‘tHe mcuth af the enlarged photograph of

Ann- Philomena }org an.

T e Vb i EtHI:IT'”U".;i-..};..- Compoeite ohotograph of a ocast 3
i S Lo “:x7 placed in the muhth of ‘the enlarged - .

photo*rap“ of Annr 1lomc““-ﬂor an,

4% 8
0
-

As to whether that assigis. me to form any opinion et whct=
or.not there is & 1eft lateral incisor pgissing from flie: moudh G
of Philomena Morgan in tae photog A aph’ Lleb t 20, I should 8ay,

wcoording to tHEis photograph, tue cast - -hag:been 9130&; 1080

q
Cat

mouth of -Philomena ‘and the cagt appear:d to be a. fac<simile.ol

r_q-.

that .« Owing teo dhe . fanliy workmanship, the cast jas mot gone

S ot PRI B RIS Rt S S LSy s U0 R e s Wy e e s 3 .
Zdown to the vLotfonm of the.mouldii . 1-8e€ youmave 3 pair: of.

09

callipere. As to whether they are any use tu me in enablin

me- 1o Mmeasure points, téxing the *nclu91on lacuna in tip

1obobrajn and comparlnw tuw-measarb;cgtg of - Lhe tEﬁti of the
model, I w111 do it 1£F Dosaibly can, . It<dis nov joagible__
béC&uﬂﬁ LhatiS‘anenigrwéd scale,- ' '

TO MR READ;: Exnibit VAL is Whatlhevf Feon referring to as faulty
and < cistorted, ”‘i:s&id-this+wa$ not agoodcaét; Ae to why the

cast ig faulty, it ‘hag not been taken’ GO w“ectly by -en. expert.

It=is di sto“ted oecauae i1 hag not been. taken correctly.. -We

would call 1t clstorted prq@.Ouf'pﬁinﬁ of view,
T0- MR, BARRY: = There-is ﬁét pecesgarily any sinistér imblication'in 1
_the_word "distﬁftedﬂiﬁ' -
' (81ened) LECNARD BELL.
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BENJAMIN GRIFFITHS, on his oath saith:

My name is Benjamin Griffiths and I an a
storeman residing at Rallway Avenue, Blackheath, New
South Wales. In about 1926 after my marriage to my wife
I went to live with Mr. John Morgan, the witness who
cave evidence yesterday. At that time he was living at
the corner of Great North Road and Lyons Road West,

Five Dock, At that time in 1926 during my stay there

was living in the house my wife and Mr. Morgan and myself,
The three of us were living in that house. I continued to
live with MMr, Morgan until somewhere in August 1929,

That date of 1926 may not be correct, It is possible 1T

was early in 1927 that I went to live with Mr. Morgan,
Whilst my wife and I were living in that house with

r, Morgan 1 saw a.gxnni.ﬂnnix girl come to that house who

A wes called Phil or Pugkiw Phyllis. I could not say how

many times exactly whe same there whilst I was living there,

but she made periodical visits., She mostly came of a
week-end. I think she would be a little older than 1O,

T think she would be about 16 when I first saw her, 1 am

not too clear what I knew her as, after whatl I heard

vesterday, but I belleve I knew her at Phyllis lorgan Or

Phyllis Routledge. she was commonly addressed as Phil,
T think I saw Mrs, Routledge at Mr. Morgan's home between

1927 and 1929{ I know I did. . I would not be positive

whether she came with her daughter., My recollection is

that on mahy times the girl came without the mother and

at other times the mother without the girl., Mr, lNorgan is

naturally very fond of any childrédn and particularly fond

of Phil, Since I left Ir. forgan's home in 1929 I have

not seen Phil that I can recollect. At that time she

would be just about on 18 yvears of age. On the 19th

GRIFFITHS.
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January 1957 some detectives at Five Doek Police Station
showed me a photograph. I had Jjust come back from a trip
away on Christmas holidays and I was approached in TFive
Dock Park bg Detectives Carroll and Thompson, They
showed me a photo and asked me did I know who it was., At
first I think T was a bit doubtful and either Carroll or
Thompson asked me did I ever live with Jaeck Morgan. When
- They said that I said, "Yes, that is the little girl we
used to call Phil", After we had a talk they invited me
to go to Five Dock Police Station and showed me what I
believe to be the official photos of the "Pyjama Girl",

They asked me would I care to express an opinion as to

which one, if any, resembled Phyllis., I think I selected

the eentre photographs I do not think Exhibit E is the
Police Circular I was shown. A document similar to the
" one produced was shown to me and I said I thought I
recognised the centre face there as being a likeness to
Phyllis Morgan.
EXHTIBIT NOe45..0++.000s.Crime Cirecular dated 6/9/34.,
| I gaid that I believed the centre one of those photographs

was very mich like Phyllis Morgen as I knew her, I went

to the Sydney University to see the body. The body was
in a liquid bath. I viewed that body. I think that body

was Philomena Morgan's, Since I came to 'felbourne,

vesterday afternoon éfter the adjournment of the Court

T inspected the body of the deceased lying at this'Morgue,

and I believe that is the same body as I saw in Sydney in
the formalin bath, I thought the body that was in the

formalin bath was the body of the girl I knew as Phil.

May I say that I think that body has changed quite a lot

gsinece then, there 1s disecolouration and to me vesterday 1t

appeared to be a 1ittle plumper than when I gsayw it in

I think you might use the word "disfigured™;

Sydney . |
GRIFFITHS.
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1t seems that there is something different about it., It

is discoloured, When I saw it the flesh was not discoloured.
When I gsaw the body it was in the formalin bath and the ‘
head was lifted out and I was given quite a long time to
study the body. I was not rushed in any'way? I would

say the hair was wet. I doubt if formalin was coming out
of the hole in the skull when I saw the head because I
think Deteotive Carroll asked would I like a better view
and could he raise the head or assist me in any way, and

my recollection is that the fluid was affeceting my eyes,
making them water, and either Thompson or Wilks fold me

I ecould stand back a bit and they went on with the job of

raiging the head so that 1 pould get a better look at 1T,
T believe that the bhody in the morgue here is tThe same
body, but it looks different. The face appears to me To
have gone through some process and i1 is more disfigured
than when I saw it in Sydney in 1937, It is definie®ly

of a much darker colour., Having seen the face of the body
in the Morgue here, I think it is Phyllis's bodly. I doubt®
very mach whether I could specialisé on the face and

mention any particular features. I would say there are

plenty of girls I knew av that time that I ceould not pin=-

point their features.

m0 MR. BARRY: It was put to me that I gaid I saw the body in 1937
a2t the University and I thought 1T was Phyllis Morgan.

Tt ig the fact that I was positive it was Phyllis lMorgan

and I said quite definitely it wags Phyllis Morgan, That

definite identification was made in 1937, I think 1

signed a statement to the Police at Five Doeck to that

effect. This statement produced bears my haniweiting

at the bottom. The statement reads:

Xp/EC/ 3. GRIFFITHS .
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" Five Dock Police Stat ion.
11th Marech, 1957,

"Benjamin Griffiths,

States. I am a Oxy-Weld-'er by
ocoupation and I reside at No.3 Heath Streetm Five
Dock, In 1926 I married and T went with my wife to
John Morgans home at the corner of Great North and
Lyons Roads, Five Dock to live, Whilst resliding
there I met a girl who was introduced to me as
Phyllis Morgan, I understood that girl To be John
Morgans Grand Daughter. I knew her Mother as
Mrs. Routledge. The girlg at the time that I first
met her would be about 16 years of age, she was a
constant visitor to where I was staying for the next
three years, up to 1929, During the period that 1
knew her I took partiecular notice of her as there
were rumours about that she was John Morgans daughter,
and I used to study her to see whether she showed any
likeness to Morgan. The last time that I saw the girl
wonld be about the middle of 1929, On the 19th
January, 1937 I saw Debectives Carroll and Thompson
at the Five Dock Police Station and‘they showed me &
photo which was very like that of ﬁﬁe girl that
T knew as Phyllis Morgan. The same Qay I accompanied

those Deteftives to the Sydney University where I was

shown the body of a girl.l identified that body to

Netectives Carroll and Thompson, definitely as the
body of the girl that I knew as Pidyllis liorgan.

T an still of that same opinion.

(Signed) B.C. GRIFFITHS,

(Witness)s R.R. CARROLL.
Det.Const, 1/C. "

statement of Witness Griffiths made at Five
Dock Police Station.
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I have no doubt whatever as to the correctness of the
identification I made in 1937, I look at photograph
Exhibit No.20. That photograph is very similar to Phyllis's
photograph, but there is a faulty tooth there that I do
not think she had., The photograph is identiecal to Phyllis
Morgan's appearance as I recall it except for that tooth.
1 point out the discrepancy between the appearance
depicted in that photograph and the appearance of Phyllis
Morgan. I am referring to that gap (indicates on
photograph). I believe that photograph was first produced
to me by Detective-Sergeant Bowid at my own home in Five

Doek, AT that time I passed some remark about the tooth,

either that or Detective Bowie drew my attention to them
and I said I was not an expert on teeth and I thought that
would be better left to the Police experts. I believe

in about April 1939 I made a statutory declaration affirming
my identification of the body. In about the year 194l
Doctor Palmer-Benbow called on me and showed me a photograph
gimilar to Exhibit No.20. The discrepancy in the tooth

was not on the photograph Dr. Benbow showed me. I wrote

my name on one photograph, but I believe 1t was the one

that I consider to be the right photograph without the
tooth missing. I do not remember having much discussion

with Mr. Morgan in 1937 about identifyilng the body until
we met at the Five Dock Pblice Station to make the

statements. We were together the night we makde those
statements. I have never heard Mr. Morgan say positively

it was Phil. He has always said 1t was the dead ring of

Phil, but he would never be what you would call conclusive.

I say that the body now appears to me to be plumper Tha it

was, that is more swollen, When I identified the body at

the University in 1937 I had full opportunity to view the

4 T made a close examinatlon of it. With regard to

bOoQY
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the suggestion made to me that the body was fished out of
a formalin vat and so on, I say that did not impair in any
way my opportunity to observe it. I was given every
consideration and I really believe the head portion of the
body was raised above the cloth that was over it, and it
had been out for, say, a couple of minutes before I went
back to the bath to view it. When I viewed it in the first
cage the body was actually in the bath, Then I think one
of the Detectives said it was a very serious thing and I
should teke my time and not rush it. I said then, "that

stuff gets in your eyes a bit". They agreed it affected
your eyes. One of them asked could he raise the head or
eny part of the body out to give me a better view. I said,

"Ves" and sbdod baek from the bath it was in until that

part was over., The body was not removed right out from
the bath, The cloth I spoke of was covering the bath.
To my recollecetion there was a 1id and then a cloth and

ﬁ' then the bath, 1 'believe I rezsitsz realised the seriousness
of the task and I gave the matter full consideration and it
was after that that I came to that conclusion., I believe
that Detective Wilks said that I had spent guite a lot of
time and I ought to know what 1 was talking about and it

was also a very good identification. The child was Kknown

to T as either Phil Morgan or Phil Routledge. She

definitely had a surname. 1 rnew Mrs. Routledge the mother

of Phil Morgen or Routledge.

70 MR. REID: I look at photograph Exhiblt No.20. I say that is a

good likeness of the girl I knew as Phil exeept for that

tooth., I believe that tooth was first discussed by me

with anybody when Detective Bowie came TO get the

This documand produced bears ny

T remember making a <tatement to Detective=

GRIFFITHS.




Inspector Bowie on the 22nd January, 1939. The statement

reads:

" o Heath Street,
| Five Dock, 22nd Jan. 1959,

"Benjamin Charlesgs Griffiths states

I reside at the above address. Some years
ago I wasgs well acquainted with a woman named Oor now
known ag Mrs. Routledge. She was the step daughter of
a man named James John Morgan in whose house I usged to
live., She had a dafighter named Philomena, who was
usually called Phyllis, I knew the daughter well up to

the time she was seventeen or eighteen years of age.

About two years ago I was requested by the police fto
visit the Sydney University and view the dead body of
a woman which body I was informed was that of the
vietim of tie Albury murder. On viewing the body 1
believed it to resemble the girl Philomena, who I

knew at that time was missing. I informed the Pollice
to that effeet. On this date I was shown three Photes
by Detective Inspector Bowie., I recognise those
Photos as being of the girl Philomena. They are vexry

good likenesses of the girl when she was about eighteen

yvears of age. I notice that in the Photo marked (1)
there are very definite spaces between some of the teeth.
I did not take particular notice of the teeth of the
dead woman I saw at the Sydney University. 1 have

no doubt whatever that the Phogos shown me tToday are
those of the girl Philomena.,

(Signed) B.C. GRIFFITHS.

Witness., LIONEL C. BOWIE,
| Det., Insp, 3/c"

BEXHIBIT NO.46..cc¢e0ss3tatement of Witness Griffiths made to
Detective-Inspeator Bowie on 22/1/39,
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That statement was absolutely true., With regard to the
passage "On this date I was shown three photos by

Detective Inspector Bowie", I have no recollection of

being shown the three photos produced, I have a recollectiion
of one of them. When I viewed that body I was told that

the head had been knocked about considerably and 1 was

under the impression that the teeth were fitted in and,

ag that statement says, it was not Philomena's teeth I

was talking about but the teeth in the body. In other

words, the photos were good photographs of Philomena lMorgan,

but on the body I viewed I did not notice any gaps 1in the

teeth.

T0 THE CORONER: I would not be prepared to swear that these two
photographs produced are photographs of Phil, They are
like her in some respects, but in other respects I would

- say they would éefinitely not be her photo,

BXHIBIT NO.47......+sPhotograph (for identification).

In my opinion photograph Exhibit No.47 1is not a photograph
of her,

EXﬁIBIT N0 48, .44 Photograph(for identification).
With regard to Exhibit No.48, I would not commit pyself

one way or the other in regard to this photograph. That
ig probably an assumed pese. I have a cood recollection
of Phil in life. I would say she was more of a whisp of

a girl, rather flat chested. I doubt if I could swear tO
her hair, I doubt if I could tell you the colour of my
own daughter's hair. Her hair would be dark hair, hmt‘not
blaeck but dark hair., I could not say what colour eyes

she had. I have no idea. When T knew her she mostly wore
a beret pulled down over her ears. I gsaid she stayed a
week-end with us. Possibly that week-end would mean a

saturday night to a Sunday. IT she was not wearing a
T GRIFFITHS
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beret all the time, her hair was down over her ears and I
did not see her ears. Photograph No,48 seems tTo show tThe
hair a bit short compared with what she used to wear 1it.
Usually she wore her hair covering her ears, §She was nov
a tall girl, At the age I knew her she would be
approximately the same height as I am, possibly a bit
gsmaller, I think my height is 8 feet 4", but I will not
- swear to it, She was approximately 18 when I knew her.
j‘M’\xI would say thathiéggtis just ordinary for a woman, 1
have explained that I think this body is the same body
but it looks different to me now. I have no doubt that

the body here is that of Philomena Morgan; I have no

doubt whatever.

(SIGNED) B.C. GRIFFITHS.

PTAKEN AND SWORN BEFORE ME AT MELBOURNE THIS 29th DAY OF MARCH, 1944.

_—
/W * ﬂ%
e & » "...k\-./“j{‘......
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CORONER.

RP/EC/9. GRIFFITHS.
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MABEL kE- L-STRANGE BLACKET, on her oath saith:

My name is Mabel LtStrange Blacket and I reside
at Wakatu Flats, 102 Burton Street, Darlinghurst. I realise
it has been regquested that I be brought to Melbourne to tell
the Coroner something about this inquest. I never knew Mrs,
Agostini and I have never seen her, As to whether I knew
& girl named Phyllis or Philomena Morgan, I did not know her
by any name, but she came to my office, Inever knew & girl
named Philomena Morgan, or Philgmena with some o®her surnane,
I never knew & girl as Philomena Morgan, who told me her name

was Philomena Morgamn. I had an office in Pitt Street, an

. employment 8gency; I supplied people for work, I advertised
g position for Henty on the 7th August 1934. When I got to
me of fice in the morning, there was a ai%t standing there,

waiting. She was in a very agitated state of mind, as she said
"Are you Miss Blacket?" I said "Yes, but please let me open
my office door first and get in and you can tell me whatever

ig the matter. You are in a terriblg state.%' I opehed the
office and the girl came i, She said "You advertised & job
at Henty. I want to go." I said "But that is a housemaid's

job and you don't look to me like a housemaid,"” She said

"No, I am not a housemaid but I want you to send me 10 that
job," I said "Do you know I am responsible for fares and

I must cover myself and you must tell me who you are and

why you want to go, on account of me being able to cover my
expenses." She said "No, I will tell ymu nothing.%#" I said
"§ell, without a reference or without your name, I c@nnot help
you," I said "Wontt you sit down and tell me what your
trouble is." 8She sat down at my desk and she cried bitterly,
I said "It is no good crying, tell me what is the trouble and
I might be able to help you.," I suppose, realky, that girl
was with me an hour and three-guarters, if not longer, and I
could get nothing out of her, At last,she stood, She walked
to my outer door and said to me "Miss Blacket, you will always

M/ECL. BLACKET,
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regret that you didntt send me.," She never came back

again., I iiii never seen the girl before, I could not get
her confidence at all. Probably, if I had got her confid-
ence, I could have helped her, As to whether it is &
fact she first of all said she wanted a job at Albury,

"She said "I want to get to Albury", She said she wanted to
get to Albury, and I said "The job 1s at Henty.," She sald
"As long as I get near Albury, I wi}l get there; if 1 have
to walk, I will go." She came in and said "You are adver-

tising a job at Henty.," She did not say "Have you any jobs

‘ at Albury," She said she wanted to go to Albury and I tried

to show her that Henty was not Albury, and I did not want

to pay fargs for her to g0 to Henty merely because she
wanted to get to Albury. Going to Henty would help her to
get to Albury. She did not say to me "Have you any jobs

at Albury; 1 see'you are advertising one at Henty." I told
the police she wanted to go to Albury. I do not know whether
she went away. She did not come pack later in the day and
gay "Have any jobs turned up at Albury." I definitely

only had one interview with that girl. On the 7th August
1934 1 advertised the job., That may have been the only

job I advertised for Henty. I do sO many jobs at Henty,

but I cannot remember the hotel at Henty that I used 10

do. This advertisement selated to a hotel at Henty, I

have been carryingon an employment agency for a number of
years., Off and on, I have been inemployment agencies foT

12 or 15 years, I had agite a good connection, partic-
! | cﬁaz'

ularly a couniry clientele. In the course of a oo

agree I see dozZens and dozens of girls., 1 remember this

girl., As to why I say 1934 and as 1o whether I advertised

positions in 1931 and 1932 for Henty, I cannot tell you
tha ; I may have, but this 7th August stays in my mind

because of the sorrow of this girl, The girl did not

coma;back to my office for a second time, It wase 193%4.

BLACKET,




As to how I fix the year, all cuttings in my office have

to be kept. When the Albury murder was first mentioned,

my @ind flew back, I am very observant, and I had an intuition.

The 7th August, I will always Temember, I recollect that

because I looked up the advertisement, That is how 1 remémber

it was 193%4. The first photograph I saw was exhibit No.7,

which you now hand me, From that photograph, I definitely

recognised the girl who had visited me and wanted to go to

Albury. As to how long it was after the body was found that
‘45}“ I saw that photograph, I should say within & week-:; ten

days. I did not see the¥photo in the paper, The pdlice

brought it to my office, I then told them that was a woman
who had been applying to me, I was taken to the University
to see the body shortly afterwards, - between 5 and 6 weeks
after, When I was taken there, I decided it was definitely
the body of the girl who came to my office, I think Dr,
Benbow came to see me about 1940. He showed me a photograph,
As to whether the photograph you hand me (Exhibit 20) is a
copy of the photograph he showed me, 1t was a photograph
like that. He showed me a photograph like this, but there

was something different. There were no gaps in the teeth

of the girl who came to me, He showed me this photograph
(Ex.20). That is similar to the photograph he showed me,
There is a diffetence betweem that photograph and the girl
I gsaw., There is a difference on the photograph, This

girl who came to see me had good teeth and did not appear
to have a gap a&s appears in Exhibit 20. As to whether

I paid particular attention to her hair, this girl had &
het which g@ame well over her face and what hair I did see

1 would call a, light brown hair, It was not a beret,

This girl who came to me had blue, or blue-grey eyes = mMore
blue. I noticed that, I was with her so long, 1 coul}d take
in every detail of the girl. Asked to describe any other
girl who came to see me that day, no others came in that

M/ECL" : BLACKET.
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distress&d Thie girl had a very nice, full mouth. I would
say she was a pretty girl, & nice girl, I d4id not notice

her ears. The hat came down over her face and the halr was
down to where I indicate., Looking at the photograph (Exhibit
48) I would say her hair was longer than this when I saw
her, I am definitely sure of that, I could not see her ears,
one gide of her hair would come down., As to whether I think
that is a fair side-faced portrait of the girl I saw, 1 would
not say it was a good picture, Asked whether it is her, I
would say she has the same retruse nose, As to whether it
was a retruse nose this girl had, I would not call it a

long nose, I think retrouse means nice, I do not think
Exhibit 47 is a true indication of the girl who came, It is
very hard to say. It is hard because it is 8, very bad photo-
graph, Holding that beside Exhibit 20, and asked to tell

you what differences there are in the two photos, I would say

the eyes are looking down in one, and the eyes are looking

up in the other. That would give & Vvery different contour to
the face. She had her mouth opened in one and shut in the ‘
otger, That makes another different contour. One girl is ‘
fuller in the face tham the other, It would surprise me to
know those photographs were taken on the same day, at the

same time, at the same place, of the same girl, If I had been

shown either of the photographs, (Exhibits 47 and 48) I could

have remembered thé girl from one of those photographe., The
one I remember her by is that side on, bright, smiling face. |
She was not unhappy &8l1l1 the time she was with me, I could give T
a cheery word and say something 1o try and cheer her, You do

not ubderstand two women together, ghe looked like that
serious photograph (Exhibit 47) in her serious moments,

That is not a fair likeness of her, she was prettier thax than
that. Since I have come to Melbourne, I have seen the body

lying dead at the City Morgue. I agree, I think that 1is the

game girl that is represented in photograph Exhibit 20, I

= BLACKET.
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never knew her name, I only saw her on one occasion.

As to whether, from the time I saw it in the formalin.bath

in 1934, I saw any change, it is very discoloured, and.it'is
disfigured, 1 suppose, from being pulled about, but 1 can 8€€
the same contour, and I can still see the width of the eyes,
ghe had big eyes. 1 definitely say that girl is the girl
who came to me, I should say that the corpse lying dead atl
the morgue has large eyes. I am speaking, probably of

19%34. I cannotl see much of the eyes now to give'an opinion,

Jﬂ?‘ I met Mrs,Routledge 1in 83 1941. No one€ brought her %o

M/ECL.,

my office. 1 met her in my office. When she came to me 1

did not know who she was, 1 made an affidavit in support of
an applicéxion for Writ of d0ertiorari directed towards the

Albury Corconer toc Tre—open the inquest. paragraph 13 of
that Affidavit, which you mead, ie correct, except that she
told me what her name was afterwards. Before she told me
what her name was, I recognised the likeness between this
girl who called in 19%4 and the woman who called in 1941,
ghe was grey haired at the time, 7That Was before 1 knew
who she was or whether she had come to look for a job.

I knew that by her manner of speeking and her mannerisms,

I hear you read another paragraph - "Some time after, Dr,
Benbow showed me & hat. I recognised it at once as exactly
similar to the one worn by the young lady who hed come tO
see me as aforesaid, I arral ged it the way she WOI€ it.

I am positive about this hat " that is correct, It was a
fawn hat. There was nothing ynusual about it. 1t was

s felty or furry thing. 1 recognised that hat, brought to
me by x& Dr.Benbew a8 exactly similar to the one€ worn by
the girl seeking the job at Albury. Ae to whether there
is anything else 1 would like to tell His Worship concerning

anything which might assist at this inguiry, I suppose,
1f I was to say I just know it 1is her, would that help?

T know it is her,

S BLACKET.
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MR, MONAHAN: It is safe to say I have had a life time of
interviewing women, In the course of my business, I see all
sorte and sizes, day in and day out, I have cultivated a
memory for the faces of the women who come to me. It was my
bueiness to do that. They would come under any name, and I
had to remember them, It was my jdb. I had to be sure
before I would recommend & girl to a position, I had to be
sure it was not one who had already let me down, Names were
not so important to me as faces, Over and above faces, I
have ability to recognise and note @letails in matters of
dress, such as hate, We can all go that; some in a catty

and some in a very nice way. I can notice such desak details,

I have also cultivated the habit of remembering the circum-
stances surrounding my different clients, It was the circum-
stances which concerned this girlts visit which made me feel
uneasy as soon as I read of a girl at Albury. This girl was
desperate to get to Albury. For that reason, too,she wanted
& job at Henty to get her that far on her way. That is

what brought me into this case. Looking at the hat you
produce, I think, with some pins, I can put that in the shape
the girl wore it, That resembles the hat the girl was
wearine that day. It was a fawn hat, although thils looks

as though it has been in water, I demonstrate how she wore

it. She had it up on the right hand side and pulled down

on the left. I have a good mental picture of the hat, That

hat appears to resemble the general shape and material of the
hat worn by the girl,

Xx¥....... EXHIBIT "Q"............(For identification)
Womants hat,

M Ae a result of the Albury bt I sent a mesgage and some
police interviewed me, As to the first one of the New South
Wales police who interviewed me, two detectives came to my
house on a Saturday afternoon., I think that murder must

have come out on the placards on the Ssturday. Going home,

1 hadggihunch it was this girl, I thought "I cannot go home
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until I ring the police, even though they may think I am mad,"”
I ran the Darlinghurst Police station and they were inclined

to laugh at me, They said "We have not got any statement
ourselves,." I said "Perhaps I am cugkoo, but 1 do not think
so3; would you mind coming to the house and I woaih.g've you a
statement ,” After a little heshtation, the upshot of it was
that two detectives did come, I cannot remember those two
detectives., I do not think it was Detective Wilks, because he
came into the picture later when he came to mee me about those
photographs. I gave those two detectives & written statement,
It wae along the lines of what I have told His Worship about
this distressed girl who had been in my office, Her visit to
me had only been three weeks before the discovery of the body.
I gave them a detailed statement. That interview at my home
was on a Saturday afternoon., On the following Monday morning,
at the request of the police, I went down to the Criminal
Investigation Branch, I had to give the statement again in &
room.where‘ptenty of typewritters wefe clicking at me, I gave
the statement as I gave previously, That statement is in
Sydney. That was on the Monday., On the Tuesday, at the request
of the¥police, I agaih went to the C,I.B. and interviewed
Superintendent Prior, At that time, he had my written state-
ment I haﬂ made the day before, As to whether he sent for some
detective who was handling this case in those daya he sent for
Det.Serg.McRea., In the presence of licRea, Superintendent Prior
did not read my statement out, he looked at it; he read it
silently, I could see he should not have said it, but he said
"These statemente are identical." Upon thinking, I remember
he said "These describptions are identical," McRae had brought
something into the room with him, I grant he had brought in
the official description of the body. Prior observed to lcRae
"Phese descriptions are identical," Next day, the police

s ent a car for me and took me to the Branch again and gshowed

me a number of photographs., He said they were recent victims,
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1 perused those photographs and I wae asked if I could recog-
nise any of them, I was not able to do so. The girl I saw
was not amongst those photographs. Subsequently to that, they
took me to the University. I do not think that was on the
same day, as far as I remember, They came up in the &fternoon
and got me again to go to the University. I think 1% must
have been the next day., I then saw the same body which I saw
in Melbournebn Monday, I have no doubt concerning whether or
not it was the distressed girl who was trying to get to Albury
on the 7th. I have no doubt it was the same girl shown in
photograph Exhibit 20, at which I have looked,

T0 MR. READ: Looking at the hat, (Exhibit Q) that is the hat I was

the
describing to His Worship as = fawn coloured hat which I

remember this girl wearing that day., As to whether I recognise
from that hat in that condition and in that shape, that it was

a hat which the girl was wearing some years before, this girl
- was wearing a fawn hat. I observed details of clothes and this
fﬁﬁ“ is the samgeigg?e'I told him she wore it up like that, and who
is to prove I am wrong. As to whether that piece of material
is T;ft I saw and as to whether I am able to identify it as the

hat ® girl was wearing, it was a fawn hat and turned up at the

Jﬁ?

gide, I shoudd say it is of the same texture, This hat
looks as though it had been submerged in water, As to why
I think it has been submerged in water, water will make felt
hats mouldy. This hat has little spots all over 1%, 228
gpotted and mouldy, like we get on our clothes, I feel
confident in my own mind that piece of material is the hat
that the girl was wearing who came %o see me about a job at
Heﬁty in 19%34. I am comfident about i%v,

TO MR. BARRY: It is the material I am going by.

TO MR, BEAD: As to whether I said, when I read on the Saturday in
Sydney of the finding of the girlts body in the culvert near
Albury, that I knew at once it was the girl who had been to
see ue, i said I had an intuition at once "That is the girl who

3 BLACKET
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