are certain post mortem changee which take place and 1

observed "This girl has been turned upside down and carried

some distance because there is a greater degree of those

changes in her head and neck than anywhere else, in my

opinion."

TO MR: READY As to whether there 1is any condition on the body ab

the present time that would support my theory, the body

at the present time, has been completely altered in &ppearamce

by meke-=up. As tO that affecting the post mortem condition

I found, %k 1 do nqt know, I have no reeponslblllty for the

body as it seems at present. As to whether there is any

change in that post mortem condition of the body as 1 saw

it in the formalin as compared with its present oondition;

it in formalin, t0O

ion. I do not recognise any of the appearancea 1 gaw

in the body at the time, from the point of view you alec ask-

- 0f couraei I know it is the same body. 1 have

ing.

formed no conclusion since i+ has becn painted and made up.

I saw the body when L came downj the lips were rouged.&nd

the face was painted. As 10O whether I saw it at all las®t

week,'l have rather lost count of time, 1 do not know.

1f I were asked whether 1

I saw 1t when I first came here.

" had seen the body gsince the powder and painc had been

removed from the face, 1 would ack 1f that had been done

when Bell and 1 B&W it .

TO THE CORONERS I do not remember whether that had'been done.

I have not seen_the body yet without traces of powder and

paint. |
T0 MR - READ:. When I saw the body, it was ‘made up When 1 1;st

aaw. the body it may not have been made up 8O muoh but 1

do not consider that the powder and palnt have been

completely removed because i have a distinct reeallection

of noticing 1i%. Whether it is that way or not at present

I do.not know. T.will have o look &t it if it is so desired.
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If it were suzgested I had told the Courd many things that
happened in the last five vears ard if I were asked to say
whether or not I saw that body during last week I would say
I do not know and I do not care; the Court records should

show that. I do not carry these things in my giind. I do.

not know whether it was last weck-or not that I saw the body.

That is not a test of my memory, because 1 never'attampt to
remember something of no importance. Asitb it being of no
importance to know whether or not the paint and powder are
still on t he face; that is a different story. I told you
the paint aﬁd the pgwder were still'present, the lips were
still rouged, when I saw her last week, but I do not think
in the same degree. Asked whether the laSt time I saw the
vody it had paint Rn& pbwder on it to auéh an extent that

I could sec it, I would say, the lips, Yyes, I saw remains
of powder on the face ﬁnd general make—up, generally around
the face, the colour. That is my recollection. I hear you
read paragraph 8 of Exhibit 58.  That was pure supposition,
quite wrong. I think I know how the clothing got to the

lagoon, that was purely a supposition. These were supposit-

ions to be investi—gated; they were investigated, and turned

down afterwards. I hear you read "The oil on the sack

is definitely not crenk case oil ancd its nature has still
to be determined." It did not smell like petrol, petrol
would not smell five years after; it smelt like kerosene.
As 1o what I meant in paragraph 9 of Exlibit 58 when I said
W,. .... oil used on farms, perhaps as & dressing", it was

L

not just one oil, it was mixed with something else, and that

Lorre

led to that impression. The report I am writingjreads that

it ie an impression of some of us, meaning some of the C.1.B.

who were country men. I put Gown the cumulative result
of our discuseion, not just my own thoughts. 1l agree one

thing by hlcz 1 was aF

pres at that stage of my inquiries

38 ‘0f the instrument that had been used to

e

cause the injuries to the skull, I postulated it would have

A0)
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to be a very powerful man to cause those inguries. I

agree, having made that repart 1 then decided there wag &
nigeer in the woodpile. As to whether I'wished to go and
try and find the nigger, I think that is the final report.

5 B o o R e Report by Dr.Benbow dated
5th December 1939.

-1 think exhibit 59 is the last report I made. I hear

vou read "The first specific link namely soap on the floor,
which under the microscope later, appeared to be identical
with fragmehts of soap on the bgg in which the victim was
found." I thought that was dorrect at the time and I am not
sure whether it is correct or not from subseguent investi-
gation, I thought the soap I found on the floor would
match with the soap on the bag. I was not-ﬁble to get g

report direct about that soap. I did get a report from the

| that time
Government Analyst in New South Wales. I agree he did, av
day "The soap differs in context entirely". I-think

this first specific link ﬁust be written down as failing.

If I were asked whether I would expect to find on the flooT

of & country hut sny traces of 808p that had becn there for

some six years, I would say yes, if you knew this particular

shack. It has & cement floor and it would be perfectly

~possible to sorape.from that floor debris that has been

there for years and years. I think the seap appeared to be
of some value. Oonsidering it had already been thrashed out,
I dic not consider it necesgsary, in this report, to say

my other report about the butt of the revolver was quite
'wrong. This report, Exhibit 59, scraps all the antecedent
reports. I hear you read further "Having been in Sydney

for some days and finding that Det.Serg.McRae's discoveries

;ﬁ?’ seemed to negative the zshi® scientific findings, and being
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absolutely positive of the correctness of these, another
trip to Albury was made to find, if possible, the nigger
in the woodpile, as will be seen later, this nigger emerges

»

and the fact that he was concealed, deliberately Ifrom

Det.Serg.McRae; is another link in the hain." That 1is
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Aﬂdkguite correct. 1 do not think you wo uld carg(me T 20 1nto.
the matter concerning the identify of the nigger in the wood-
pile. It was agreed that certain things would not be said.
You undorstand "Nigeer in the woodpile" is just an expression.
The person_whose'name you write down is not the person I
mean. I write down the name of the person whom I mean.
(Witness wrote Qn paper &nd handed same TO Mr Read ). I then

went down to see Lucy Collins again. As to the date of my

first visit to hﬁcy Collins, this visit t0O Albury would be the

ﬁ\/w visit/Il had; I never saWw her wefore. This report

@

10

T0

| Exhbbit 59, was written on t he 5th December 1939, and the
end December wés the date of my_interview with Lucy Collibs.
1 have written it down and you may look it up if I am wrong.

THE CORONER: The first visit to Albury, at which I met Lucy Collinms,
was on the 2nd December. That happens 1o be g day on which
I zot results. ..I game baek to Sydney and 1 got further
information. This report'was written after that.

MR READ: I hear you read "The following story was obtained
from Mrs.Colline; =~ that & girl Nellie O!Callagher (in
connection with this name the "Ncllie! and the "Q" are
definite and positive but the spelling of "gallagher" may be
wronz Wwithin several variations of this particular type of
Irish name, this isntt of great importance and can easily be
verified and the true spelling of the name establishedm}
What is of great importance is that Mrs Collins, definitely
and positively, stated that Nellie came Irom Horsham, in
Victoria, that she ran away from home, that she was assoCi-
2ted with & man who is nowdsupposed to be dead, that she
stayed with her , Mrs Collinef, for three days at the shack
during August 1934. Incidentally, Mrs Collins continuously
and with emphasis référred to the shack as the "Death house"
snd the "Dead house", this was obviously firmly fixed in her
mind. Mrs Collins then gave a description of thise girl
"Nellie" which exactly tallies with that of the Pyjama
gird, with the added information that Nellie.was a very good
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horsewoman, wore rubber boots and usually rode a white
horse. Certain ﬁhyaical peculiarities of the victim are
now abﬁndantly explained ae the result of horee riding,
also gigns of wear on the rubber boots which had already
been decided as probably caused by riding. The query as
to what became of the white horse produced no results with
regard to the horse, but the answer "I tell you she's dead!’
Mrg Colline many times referred to Nellie as being dead and
then gave me the following story."  What you have read 1s
correct. I see Mrs Collins in Court. The person who is

- gtanding up is the person to whom I am referring as LucCy

Collins;} theﬁp erson who, I say, told me all these things.

. mlf it-were suggested, in this report, I then go on %o BER"

say I have fixed the identity quite clearly as Ncollie
OtCallaghezr®, I wouid gay + do not do anything of the

sort. I merely report what Mrs Collins told me and 1 am
omitting to say that Mrs Colline might possibly have told

me the truth when she gave a differeht version. I thought
she was lying but she was telling the truth, and "ellie
OfCallagher was not thekgirl, I caused inquiries to be

made immediately to see whether Mrs Collins was telling tne
truth when she said Nellie OftCallagher was aldve, or whether

Mrs.Collins was giving me a composite picture. It had to

be investigated, it was investigated and they found she told
the truth. It was not tﬁe Pyjama girl. This report was
gualified verbally by gerg.McRae who went away to Iind out
whether therec was any truth in what Lucy Colline was saying
or whether it wag a composite picture which would ultimately
show it was the pyjama girl. I hear you read "My own
opinion and abgolute conviction 1is that the woman was present
at the tragedy, knew all the particulars and told me the
truth." That is correct; I had in mind the facts of the
tragedy but not necessarily of Nellie OtCallagh®r being the
py jama girl. She alW&ya told me she did not know who t he

pyjame girl was.  As far as the tfagedy wes concerned, I

if8. not have to hear a word from Lucy Collips; I alweady
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xnew it. As far as the 1dentity Wa.s eoneefnee, Mrs .
Collins told me “in the very beginning "I never Knew who
g he wee; I called- her gweet Nell"? .Then, she brought in
'Nellle O!Callagher and I thought that was prdbab1y~the girl,
She said ‘it was not and I turned in this report to have 1t
' 1nveet1gated " In the course of conversgtion, Mrs.Collins
repeated it wae not the girl. 1 near you reed agaln “My

own opinion and absolute conviction is that tne woman was

prégent at the tr&gedy"- . and 1 say that is correot
I hear wou redd ".,...... knew all the particulars and told
me the truth", and I eay "of the tragedy". As to why 1l

did not put that L am not used to making reeorte, eepeclally

to the Police Department. Det.Serg. McRae asked me to put

it down on paper and this 1is a very ameteur report. 1 hear
vou read "It has to be remembered thaet drink and deterior=
atlon hayve made her & subject unfit for any ordinary investi-
cetion, however, her signature written under the dllfioult |
conditioﬁ of lying down and with no eupport foi'a gmall note
book because of its clearneee, flrmneee and leglblllty
proves that sne was comoletely compas mentis" . That 'is
correct. When Mr .McRae wae in Albury with me, hlS function

was to get me into_Qpinnls ghack., Another function Was to

investigate %heﬁpeople_who.had been in ‘Quinn's shack and
various other peopk . Lucy Collins'wae'one}whom he :
investigated. When.I asked him what he had found fTom

Lucy Collins, McRae had found mothlng Apparently, he did

not get within V151t1ng distance of Lucy Collins, neitner

did Const.Kelly. Lucy Colling does nov welcome gsome

vigsitors. 1 got there because 1 did not belong to the

came fraternity.. As to hew ghe knew 1 did not belong to the
same fraternity, perhaps I seewmed & little different,

I do not know. Lucy Collins did nov repulse me, although

the firet“time she wag not particularly welcom&ng.*'he to

her condition. of sobriety-on'that occasion, I would say

Lucy Gollins ie a woman and 18 oreeent in Gourt and 1

“would. ask whether 1t is necessary to nave her J:eeent B ¢ T ‘
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Qourt while 1 eay'thie. S8he is very defenceless. She was
perfectly soher when she made the etatement about which 1
'made this report. Lucy Collins has been sober whenever 1l
have finiehed & conversation with her. As to whether she
has been sober when I have started, I have waited, OUn the
day I took these particulars, Lucy Collins was guite sober,
1 took her food once or twice; she was living under very
strange conditions. I took alcohol on one occasion — when

Det.Serg.Thompson was with us, we took her a z&k small bottle

of beer, which made her eick. When 1 went on other occasions .

by myself, 1 do_net think 1 took alcehel, although 1 might
have as a doctor, e I do not think people are more liable
to tell the truth when they have had elcohol. I recognise
“Lucy Collins waeqin a condition which it was & pity to see.
I donot gean she is necessarily a confirmed inebriate. I
agree in my report I eaid "Before she can be a useful Court
W1tneee, however, she will have to be handled most carefully
and thoroughly rehabilitated, she will have to be guarded
and looked after and she will have -to be gradually weaned
away from drink."'.Exactly that thing has been done. There
she is in Court,looking better than 1 ever saw her in ner
life = & state of affairs I did my best to achieve. I am
not placing any relianoe on this woean. I said I knew the
facts of the ciimebefure I met her. 1 knew all of the

essential facte of the crime before I met Mrs.Collins. I

have said distinctly that, having identified the name on the

towel, I went to the Electral Roll and that took me straight
to the Quinn'e'ehack. What I found at the Quinn's shack '
and what I feund on the pyjema girl led_me to the belief
that was undoubtedly the place where it occurred. I found

the instrument whth which t he injuries were infliocted.

1 had already determined which, of the two families 1in Albury,

Was eligible for henoure -~ eligible to be investigated.

1 had aleo determined who were the membersg of that famlly

Th-t was done long before 1 saw Licy Collins. Before 1

tookSerg.MeHae-toAlbury to get me in QWinn's shack, I had
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already found out certain things about certain families.

I had searched an electoral roll If I were asked whether I
found out a family named Quinn, an old respected family,

lived on s farm some miles from here, I would @&sk whether

you wish these names to Dbe méntioned. I did discover there
were two familiee in Albury. ‘I mede a trip to Albury and

I investigated the families and the relationship of ©The

house they lived in, etc. I also found the shack. I investi-
gated the route to the culvert and the relationahip of the
shack to the home farm. I eliminated the other family in the
fbwn for many reasons. Then 1 returned to Sydney and-went-

back to AlburywithDet.%erg.McRae. He put me in the shack

and I discovered I was in the place that I expected would

show signs that it did show, from my previous investigations.
The things I knew before poing to sec Lucy Gdllins concerned

the tragedy, not the detailed deBCription. Lucy‘collihs

merely confirmed what I knew. 1 agree, haviﬁg made the Teport
about lNellie O*Oallagher the police repo;ted,_&bout 11 days lat-—

er;-"Weﬁ have located Ne1lie OtCallagher, she was at the

Albury Common, She is alive and well and just had a baby."
I told you before why I doubted Lucy Collins. 1 thought she
was a liar, the police told me she was & liar, butshe told

me the truth. On that day when Lucy Collins reviewed the

affaire that took nlace in the shack, and I questioned her

about the identity, she told me definitely she never knew

.tho the girl was,., However, because of the reputationlwhich

McRae had passed on to me about Lucy Collins, I persisted in

| questioning her and she'said gshe called the Pyjama girl

"Sweet Nell" -~ she said 9I'called her Nellie.' The associ-

ation of ideae,'perhapé, gtimulated Lucy Collins to bring

~in Kellie Ot0allagher. I listenmed to the stbry, I tThought

it was the Pyjama girl, but it turned out not to be so;
she having said so in the beginning. That is not my explan-

ation, it is a fapt. ‘If it were put to me that we mow leéve

Nellie 0tCallagher, I say certainly, she is out of ‘he
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picture. The only thing is that it shows ¥rs.Collins does
not lie; that is the importance of 1it%.
TO THE CORONER: I.have not yet detectéd ¥rs,Collins in a blatant

lie, and I have checked all her statements.

TC MR. READ: Ag to whether'I gaid to Det.Serg.MacRae, in Sydney,
after I wasg told Nellie OtCallagher was alive and about
"I have becn up to Albdry again, you promlsed me that you
would have Mrs.Collins 1ooked after. I find that has not
been carried oLl L ] remembérsaying that to Det,Serg.lMcRae.
Tmat all betongs to the same reporl.. 1 ha§e not been up

m to Albury again. Thie I‘EPO_L"t gmnn;xintﬁl dated Hth December 19396

goes into 8 or 9 pages. In that report there is a request to

lman

~look 2fter LUCY Collins,  Everything T heve done at the C.I.B.
is made up of these three ‘reports of which this (Exhibit 59)
ig the final one. I had quoted Lucy Collins and I had been

Vg aasat ing; FhaY wihen the C.I.B. authorities in control got

this reoort in front of them they would take certain steps
and there might poaeibly be sone publicity, and Lucy Collins'
safety would be jeopardised I then made the Bt&tement
"She will have to be-gugrded and looked after and will have
to be gradually weaned away from drink." .”I gm convinced I
if this is done she can be 8 W1tness of the most supreme l
importance, on the other hand if thls i8 not done, there
is & very grave daﬁger of one of two things heppening ; (1)
Mental.deterloratlon due to drink untllfshe becomes useless
as & W1tness, (2) she lives in an absolute jungla, the word
may have got around that she has'be“n t2lking, and 1 am
_exceedingly anxlous_that she may have a fatal accident,
cause unknown. I Cdﬁnot lay too much stress on this as
because of the womants habits it would be the most obvious
and easiest thing in the world to arrange. I fecl a gra&t
moral responsibility_fdr her~physica1 safety and must urge
with the greatest insistaﬁce that im¢ediate steps be taken

to safeguard, her. At.thedmoment of writing this 24 hours

or more have elapsed since I first gave, the information to the
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suitcase, I have no knowleédge of what the girl had with her.
As to whether she told.me the girl had a pair of rubber riding
boote, that was part of the picture of}Nellie QiCallagher.

I did not say there were definite signs on the body that the
woman was & horaewoman ghe had strong little lower legse

as & horsewoman could nave, just as the poll@e thought she

had been a dancer. The strong lower legs do not necesaarlly
indicate to me that she had been a horsewommn. She was
sthéletic in build. The police thouﬁht she was 8&dancer.

As toc whether I, looked at her buttooks, there are practically
no buttocks left. As to the signs on the body indicating

she may have been a horsewoman, as I tola you before, just
more or less the generalbuild and strong, little build,

one could surmise that she had been perhaps a horsewolna,
nothing more than that “ 8he was VvVery etrongly built, although 5
very slim. Lucy Gclllns gave me & descrlntion of gome thing
~ that happened to the girl staying with her . She mentioned
how she arrived and she mentloned a Nr. Hallam, who is since
dead. The girl was a stranger to her; she nevér Knew who
she was. She lived in the shack with ner for three days,

¢ seked Luoy Oollins what time it Would be and she said

It would be somewhere between the end and the first of the
month. She later conneoteu it with her ownl birthday. AS
to whether I'placed any reliance on what she “told me, my
own eV1denoe +told me definitely that a certain glrl had
been 1n-that pl&ce and had wound up at the culvert. Lucy
Collins was an excrescence as far as 1 was concerned, a.a
regards the facts of the muraer. I am not the slightest
bit 1ntereated to gsee her in Court. I'am not surprised 10
-8ee her. I am very agreeably surpriaed kn to find they
have done what 1 askea to'be done yearsgs &ago, rehabllitated
her and given her some 11ttle attention and decent care.

As to whether she looked as though eshe needed it, I think
it is very'unfair to say anything in.front of the poor

woman. If it were suggested you wanted{to find out the

&

.
-
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-g8he is glive, "~ £o the best of my recollection I had no

~contact with the 0.1.Bf after this report. If it were

Department and to the best of my knowledge no steps8 have
yet been taken, this won't do, it's far too long. If

Mr. McRae with his mind completely free from every other
duty so that he can QOncentrate on this problem doesn't
leave for Albury tonight I shallifeel s0o anXious that I
will dfive through the anight to Albury myself. I must
comﬁend these few previous statements to your most urgent
consideration for if anything happens to this woman I shall

feel that I have been the cause of it." 1did not go to

Albnay that night. For the first time in history my car
broke down, As far as I remember I did not say to Det.
Serg. licRae "I have been to Albuy and seen Lucy Collins and |

she has now told me the true story." As to whether Det.

Serg., McRee said to me "What do you mean, has she substituted

another woman for Nellie O'Callagher, now that we have found

suggested I then said "She hss now told me the teue story

and the woman that was murdered was a stranger to her, she
came along carrying a suitcasé and a lot of other things,"
I would say_I think.you will find that in this report. 'I do

not think I made any other reports. I am juét locking in this

reporf'for'a deecription of the girl coming; she gave-me_&_
definite description of her arrival and what she was carrying.

As to it being a fact that Lucy Collins said to me "I will

tell you the true story now, the Woman who came here and -
was murdered and wgs a etranger to me", that sounds familiar,
Lucy Collins told me the girl was a stranger butl she never
used the word "murder". IShe was not murdered, she wae only
assaulted in her presence, I‘&gree she said the girl'waé &
stranger and came along carrying &a small'brbwn suitcéase.

ghe gtayed three qays and two nights. Nothing happened on
the fiistnight. 8he s&id she had a small brown'euitoase. |
I would describe exhibit DD &s & small brown suitcase.

As to how many articles I suggest the girl could carry in that
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type of woman upon waom 1 relied for my information, L
would say the infomation that matters only really matiters

because it is independently found out by myself. 1 merely

checked her for that reason, When 1 firset heard the words

. " Philomena Morgan" mentioned 18 something that even 1 cannot

tell . you. If 1t Were suggested 1 had some dates because 1
+o0ld the Court the dates upon which I went %to Albury, 1 wou ld
say I can read those datés on the report. 1 Dave often thougil
to myself “Where did 1 get tne first hint . " It was 1ittle
more thaan'whlsper in the breeze and & name, 1T 1 cannot
remember, I cannod remembe r., 1 have told you 1 gtarted

;g NS on the identity when 1 was flnlshea with the Poliee Depart—.

ment, having had my final debacle with the Commissioner.
I _then = ttempted to find the identity. It was after I had
finished my asaociation with the Police Department that 2
I first heard of Philomena Morgan. When ; severea my asso

ation with the work in oonjunctlon with the Police Depart-

ment must have veen after the vieit to Albury with Det.
serg. Thompson, He'was uelegated by the Commissl Oner to
g0 t o Albury with me and see'wnatever he wanted to se€e: .
I am not quite gure whether it was the 19th Narch 1940, =

when I had e long conversation with the Chief Commissioner,

L d

Myr. McKay. I think I T0OK Mrs'Routledge to the Unlver51ty'
on September 1llth or 12%h, 1941.° 1% I could soeaﬁ to
gerge-ant Rogers he might be able T0O help me in that date.
After that V181t, 1 severed my connection altogether with
the Police Force, B8O that would give you the date. £
(Mr.Rogers sug?ested the Hhth February 1940 as the date.
upon which Dr.Benbow Was introduced to Mr.Thompson DY %
Qonmis sioner of “Police, and the inguiries commenced then.
I agree the final interview was on T he 19th Mareh 1940.
As to whether it would be from the Hth February until‘th?
I9th March that I was ggsociated with tae police 'in connect-

jon with this matter, 1 may add this interview with the

Commissioner was @& one-gided shorthand report and 1 was

never allowed to see it, to check ikfaccuracy.
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As to whether I believe it wos about five weeks, I was

under the impression 1 camé down here to Victoria after
going to Albury with Thompson. He went to Sydney and
arrangements were fo be made to rehabilitate lMrs.Collins,

and they were not done. I severed my connection completely
in lMarch 1940 and it must then have been some months later
when I first heard this whisper in the breeze about Philomensa
Morgan because, fbr'a.while 'I'did not do very much at all,

8 canrot really tell you from.where this whleper in the breeze
came I heard eome-whleper of a Philomena ‘lMorgan. At

tnle stage, 1 oouid'not say where I heard that whisper.

While I was doing this amount of work, I met various people,

newspaper reporters and so on; and had conversations with
more than one at a time, It may nave been at one of'thoee
meetings. - If yeu&ek me to whom I would allocate the credit
(m 1-12—5:.0-&-44.150, of giving nme the information Wthh started me
flret, I am afraid = I could not. I could not suggeat any
particular individual. ©Nobody geﬁe me Mre.antiedge'e
adcdress. I -can tell yoein a general wey howdl fhwnd it out.
I contacted a certain member of the Pollce Force - I know . -~
_now but E did not know when 1 contaoted him, he wae very

sueplcloue of me. . It seems he had & file full of Anne

Philomena Morgan and "he thought I was ahother member &f the
C.I.B.tryingteéet cleeeto-him to get possession of this .
rile. /Tt had happened to him before. He told me nothing
definite, bﬁt, I‘em,afraid,that I was able to surmise
thinge from this conversation. If you suggested i saw the
file,HI would euggeet'yeu are getting a wrong impression.

TO THE CORONER; . That file is a very late &Oqulsitlon and has
nothing to do with my orlginal flndlng of Mrs Routledge.
The man who compiled that'fileltold me-it was not a bit of
good trying'to find that ﬁdman it wouid cost me £10,000
and she was thousands of- mllee away T only went and saw
thie man because E heard of hlm in coﬁnectlon W1th Phllomena:'

Morgan

TO--MR READ:' I eould not definitely piaceanyonégwho mentioned the

!
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name of Philomena Morgan up to the time when I went and had

this conversation with the police officer. .1 ha&:met-

many people at different times. I have even heard Philomena

S Peeple - B

éﬂlﬂorgan's name from other e when I really knew something

about her. At this particular moment, I carnnot place who

suggested the name of Philomensa Morgan to mej It may be

that I am confused with so ﬁany things in my mind, especially

with this scientific work. This is such bgeck history; you

are going back to 1940. If it were suggested you were not
- going back as far as the conversations I had been describing
With_Lucy Collinsi 1 would say the conversation with Lucy

Colling wes quite immaterial. It was my work in the shadk

that was material}_ I heard the whisper in the newépaper
world, I fancy, that’ there was a man named Carroll with

g file and, perﬁaps,Iheard the name Morgan there. At

the time I pickedupfhe hint of "Philomena Morgan" or
"Morgan" I also heard the name Routledge,  The numbére and
numbers and numbers.proutledgea and Morgan whom I looked
.upand whomItriedédtollow up will show you I had a most.
extragrdinary lack ofdefiniteknowledge of ﬁhom.to lobk*for;

a i - : ; | |
I had xme& name "Routledge" and a name "Morgan" and I am

_sure now it caméﬂfrdﬁ'the neﬁép&per world. I am thinking

back. Somewheref, I have contacted it. To the best of my

khowledge, I got it from the newspapers. Asto.whatnewépaper

ever published anything about Mrs.Routledge or Philomena.f

Morgan prior to_the'middle of 1940, it was not a question

of publication. I have not the faintest idea whether any—'

thing was published or not. I remember & certain reporter

~ now it is coming clear to me - who mentioned he had heard |

guite accidentallyéome mention of & girl who might possibly

be the girl. He thought there was nothing in the thing gt '
all, butperhapa:Iqu better1oo£.into it Iwent to his

s>urceofinformationand this person mentionéd that &1

girl known as Philomena Morgsn used to use many names,

ﬁOQtledge, eﬁc. Thafwasthe lead. There was 8 police officer

| SRR e I §E . BENBOW
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who had determined that this girl was the Pyjama oirl and he

had been demoted because of her.  As tO whether, &t this

time, I was trying 10 catablish the identity of the Pyjama cirl,.

eS ~ -
I say No, I had finished with the crime; I had all that 1

could find out of thecrime, 1 was setting out on & campaign

to try and force the hand of the authorities to do the very

investigation that we are having now.. . I thought 3f I could

get the identity of the girl, they would have to take some

action The reason 1 have been persevering so much 18 this -
the actions taken, or not taken, 1in regpect of the most obvious

things pul in f ront of the Police Department led me 1o believe

that in the interests of the publlo I would gimply have to:

stay with this thing as a duty. until Bettled one. way or the

other. I have pureued this inveetlgetlon frog a public 1nteres1

p01nt of view, Wthn is Bubeequent to the first ecientlflc

1nterest which evaporatea long ago. This has been g battle to

obtain recognition.

LUNCHEON ‘ADJCURNMENT .

UPON RESUMINGS:
I agree, before lunch we were discussing when it was that I

firset heard of Ann Philomena Morgan. As to whether I am.able_
to help any more, I think I gave you the reoly before lunch.

You flrst wanted to know the source of the 1nformatlon and I
finally thoaght the newepaper reporter had mentioned something'

about a Morgan and from there I contacted hle source of

informatuon. As to when that wae, it would be somewhere in

the 1940's or getting on towgrds 1940. I do not think I ean

give you anymore than 1 have glready: told you before lunch.

As to whether 1 have made any measurements of the setual body,

rough measurementﬁ wae made at the time the photographs were_

taken. It wae.a.very approximateml meaeurement of the height.

-

i attempted to do that when the Cadaver was 31tt1ng uprlght

in a chair and we were maklng a photograph of the face

A8 toO whether that is the only measurement 1 have gver made

of &ny part of the body of the deceased when I first saw 1t,
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I moted, without a tape measure, that there seemed to be
a little difference in her proportions - differences to one
who is uged to looking at these things. 'If it were suggested
the answer to the guestion was that I had never made any
accurate measurements of any part of the body, I would say,
if by "accurate" you meantery careful measurements, the
answer is No. I have not made a careful measurement of

m that body e'xoept by putting the cadaverﬁlt-ge chair.

I have not}péasuréd the'siﬂe.of the arme or the wrists.
I know that, medically, there are standard measurements for
male and female persons of different height, but I am not

familiar with them; theydo not interest.me in my work.

As to whether_that'interested me when 1 was trYing to fii the
identity, I WQS not.trying to fix thefidentity, I_was not
Pnteres by 1n SHat It did not interest me, in my research
jﬁ this case, to maasﬁfé any ‘part of the body:; I had no
accees to-fhe body in any case. I h&VG_BEGn the body at the
- Sydney Univeraity'many times, - but purely‘in conjunction wifh
the crime. .I_wasfnot'intérested'in ner identity. When 1 ]
say I had no opportunity of measuring the body, I mean I made
no measurements for_the ﬁurpoae of identity. As to what;. |

meant when I said I had no opportunity of‘making measurements

of the body, I had no opportunity to do anything to the body

regarding the.identiiy,'because the body was removed from the

University when L was doing the identity. When I was examin-

' ing the body for the murder, I agree I had an opportunity
of making measurements, but I did not wish to. I have never

done so except bythe eye - automatic. I agree; in my

earlier evidence, I added to the official description "glim
and very néafly built® should have been the wordse? I have
just beeﬁ in to see¢ the corpse and it is still neatly bullt.
It is very neatly built, it has'small ;ounded thighs, a
siim.bodym neatly built -~ size 4 foot. The body has a
éwollen afm. L shoudd say, in my Opinion, the girl'in life

did ‘not have fat arms. I would think the girl had & slim arm

fl"'
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but it is badly swollen, oShe had a very tiny wrist, for

her, in life. Not having bothered my mind sbout the matter,

I woukd Dbe Burprised to know that the average circumference
5f the wrist of a female of 5t2" is 1%34.8 milimetres,

As to my having to do a course of anatomy, that does not

embrace anything of that sort, when one has been practising

L.for some 31 years, I do not attach the slightest imporsance

to knowing what the normal sige wrist of a femgle of that

gize would be, I would not be surprised to know that. the

wrigt of this girl is 160 mums, not after what she has been
through She has & very gmall wrlst in pronortion to her

hand 8ne has . enormous hanos and small wrists in proportlon.

That ig why 1 delcribed her wrists as belng small, because she ,

had big hands. Tney are small in proportion. to her hands -

e  0E tiny ersts. AB to whether I would contr&dlot other experts

who Wlll tell His !brship that she is medium o s toeky

’built and. she is above average in har varlous dimensmons,_
I have no me ans of anW1ng what various experts thlnk i d
think she is neatly‘built_ ‘T acmitted that 1 took the

{ heﬂ?' &
_ 18 qplte

gufficient apaearance in that girl. to say ghe is neatly |

measurements by eye *That ig . .my IEPIGSEIOH.

built and ahe has & large hand and small wr13t~1n.proportion.

1L 1t were eugvested I basée my st&tement on my own observatlon

by eye “and not by measurement I would say, 1 regard it as
quite su f101ent It was not importgnt at the time,

I would described the lobes of tne ears on that body &as
small, witih the left ear more adherent to the cneek tﬁan

the right. The other day T drew atfeption to that in the
photographe,.  The lower portion of the ear 1 indicate 1is

the lobe of the ear.:The lobe of the ear on the body of the
decegsed 'is more att&ched on the lth'side thaﬁ on the

e
right: side, The lcbe on the right side is attached fahrly

closely to the =ide of the face, I have seen “that photo-

graph of Phllemenaﬁuoraan'before (Exhibit 48) ! have looked.
at it. I look at the ear and I s&y that ig a totelly
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false impression of that ear, 1 have not s=en Phidomensa
Morgan in life but I know something of photograpuy.
That is & wrong representation of that ear, I am not imput-

ing anything wrong about it, It is merely because of thne

- over sulevs
way the 1light is shlnlng‘the aul;g&ﬂ in front of the  kobe

Y makes it look detached. It would give the appearance that

the lobe is well detached from the iace,'but-that is wrong.
I do not hold myself out.as an expert in anything; just a
plain man, I have not made any gtudy of fhe action of
formalin on the body of a deceased person-except from a
student!s point of V1ew. Bvery student knows formalin will

_ preserve tissue almost indefinltely. I do not know anything
 — _

about it apart from the preservative aotlon, except that

_apecimens preser fec. ol many years sesm to have faded

glightly under certain condltlons. 3 should not be surprised
to hear that formalin causes acontractionoflthe fissues
of the body; it hardens them, 1If 1 were agked whether 1
know that bodies lose in: weight up to l,5 lb,'per day in
‘death.I would ask vou do you mean when formglin is 1n3ected
or when the whole tlssue 18 pres¢rbed ? As tO‘Whetner 1
‘know that bodles 1ose' up to a,bou_t 1.5 1b, per day before

emerslon &n formalir epaporation Wﬁuld.oauee gome loss, 1

should 1mag1ne that would‘be correct; I ses no reason why
not, - I should not. tq1nk tnat formalin woula distort the
body. I imagine there woaln be gome dlstortlon gradually
in the tissues as they harden and thickenj = some Bllght
-distortion, As to whﬂther I see any siwns of distortion
on this body, I see 8 lot of injuries on thls body and that
_oauseq alstortion. I see no distortion due to the action
of formalir.- Ijsée glight Bhrlnkage 1n-the wrinkling of
the: hands, g1V1ng a washerwoman effect to -the hands.

'I sec a alight shrlnklng in the lobes of the ears, a
.shrinklng of the skin, ;I @28 & great deal of dlstortlon
about the mouth, but that is not due T0O formalin, that is

due“ﬁo injury. - I do not see any othér.signs of distortion
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due to formalin, As to whether 1 notice anything about the:
vreasts which would lead me TO believe there has been
distortion there, only the same alight wrinkling, & ghrinkage
of the skin that ymu.find on the dkin of the hands. ' They
_were gcorched, of course, It is not my opinion that thers
{s s decided swelling of the face due to the action of form-
alin., If I were asked whether it was my congidered opinion

that there was no swelling on +he face of the body as a result

of its EMEEX immersion in formalin, 1 would say not so much

i

the immersion in formalln, 1. should: say tne body has absorbed

‘gome liquid. There is some swelling in the neck and cheek

but I should say that would be on the cadaver beforg it was

. | put in the formalin. There is & photogr&pn smvung that ,
ﬁ)‘ In the pewregion, there is & ocertain amount of ocdema
due to absorption, If it were suggested if there was any
. ewelling of the face all my evidence in regardtb thellines
] Jtdr&wn would go by the board I would say my measurements are
/VL‘ fitaken from p01nts that do not swell, such as the teeth.
I As TO whether I still say there is no 8ign of swelling and
Aﬁb“ Prilstortion on the 31ae anﬁmfdce of that body, I did not say
{ there was no swelling on tne gide of the face-: I said in the
. ﬂ M&rea &nd around the neck there ig a good deal of

qulling. I 1ndlcate on myself where 1t ig, As 10 whether

|1 I found any swelling on the back portion of the cheek I have ;

a | already been asked and 1 gaid the | region.. I call

o4

f that the ic region (1ndlcat1ng) It is just under the

. cheek bone. It may extend tO where you show me 1f 4818
swollen, 'IT. yuu sugﬁested that whwre you were holding your

m hand was nov the __ £ region at all, 1 wgula gay. you have.

changed the pbsition of your L1ingers, now, I did not make

any messurements of thﬂ ‘noge of tiae deceased but 1 did make
neasurements on the photograph, - The mouth is cut on both
sides, Tohe mouth is badly cut on'the'fightside,and the
lef® elde,_top, now The whole bontour of the mouth has

been oestroyed. In my opinion, that does detract from what
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ono would have expected To be the natural pooitionofthoh

lip; in conjunction with the lipstick present, 1t has

altered the mouth oompletely. When I spoke about the smiling
in death that I saw in that corpse 1 was oertainly not_referring
to the body as I see¢ it now, but as I aaﬁ it and photographed
it. It is the'photograph of.the'body that i usea, When 1

took tho:e photographs;, the right hand side of the mouth was
cut. The left hand side was bad; I repaired it myself,

It was" not sewn up with string'by'me. I neatly sewed it up with
fine black cotton. - As to whether it was after that was done
that I saw the smile in death, it wos oﬁ'the other side, not

on "“the gide 1 ‘sewed up. In Exhlblt OO there is a very slight
nick in theoorneflofkthe mouth, The;photograph is 8o clear,
one can see the lips very clearly. The smile that I see

is the smile on the rizht hand side of the cadaver With the
lower 1ip sagvlng oomeWhat The 1ips are of a totally different
contour on-the left side "gmile® may-not bé fhe correct

. expresalon.. X used the word "smile" but 1t ig hardly a good
expression, although it serves. I saw a similarlty in the smlleo
on the body and on the photograph of Phllomena Morg%& to

my eyo it 1is 50. I am quite oonv1noed of that., I can seo-it
from hefe'. It 1 Okﬂ 1dentioal to me from here, engendered by
pua r31sing of-tne uooer'llp and the oofvé"-To me the'smile

on the half mouth ‘of the oorpse and the amlle of Philomena .
Morgan look exactly 31mllar i I am of the opinlon when 1 first
saw that eye of the deoeased looking olosely, I thought 1

saw bloe on. the perlphery, the cornea very: hazy,1very opgque and
VETY difficult to;aee thgough, When 1 first saw it, the Dody
had been in formalin about five'yeare. L believe that it.ﬁas

a blue eye; the eye was not é&sy t0=Seef_ That is my opinion,
kxifx that is all. I 'do not profess fofhé#e any more knowledge
o dentiatry than is DOSSbSS&d by the average dootor I have -
never m@de any Speclal 'stuoy of thﬂ teeth LRIk were
sug”€sted L ventured an onlnlon thﬁt the tooth in alspute wae

a sooond-molar and.not a Ilrst'molar, ITwould_ask when that -

came up, in ewvidence.. Looking:iat the mould of the teeth
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(Exhibit 12) I say this is not an expert opinion, I am not .

d molar for the .. .

s dentist, but that tooth to me is g secon

following reaeons - the tooth rlgﬂt behind it 1s & swall

tooth which is wvery often so in the third molar, 1%

% $eticulates with the second molar down below
orward to meet this second blcuspid in front

It nas defin-

itely curved £
he most famous anatomists in the

it

of it/ I looked ﬁp one of %

world, Morris, tOo sef edwhat he had to say about it and

% was thie ""Tmnfhe firet and the second molar are 80O alike
He descrlbed

that the same'qescrlptlon will do ZforT bOuh "

tnem with one paragraoh for the two, ~There are two teetn here,

g0 if there 18 any expext opinion brouaht to-show that is notv

the eecond mol&r~ it will be 1in conflict W1th Morris, There |

ig no great dLstlnctlon vetween the first and second

ﬂ molars, Tnat moiar would not be curved forward the way

it is had it had the first molar in front of 1t for a long

period of tlme Tne first molar comes down yery much earlier

than_the_second molar and the first mélar would have held’

this back had the firet molar been present, This is curved

forwari;because there was 1o support for it. 1Ihe tnlrd

mo Lar cames betwaﬂn 17 and 21, sometimes €D. The girl gét

her teeth very early, 1 am 1rformed I would say that

i8 8 secona mol&r._ 1 have not notlced whether flrst

molare usually have four cuspe on them, I know notnlng

of the cusps of any of the molars- I am not an expert.

Asked to-have a look and ‘see how many cuspe there are on

those molaps, I 8ay I am not competent o talk about-

odspa oﬁ téetq.‘I do not know what ‘a dentist® calls &

cusp, but,.tomég it is a biting surface that wears away
and has 1o be:filled, I gaid before, I do not profess

to be an expert in photography. 1 am a very ordinary amateur

I agree in order for my theorles to have any foundatlon

.at all; the photographs must be &ccurate photographlc

'. reprﬁsentatlons. 1 do not agree that the. focal lenﬁth

| must be 1dentiogl 1n an'y two photographs one: is going to

compare'~ not if tha a¢stance is sulficlently far away.
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If it were suggested photographlo experts will gsay that

it is absolutely essentlal that the focal length shgll be the
game in any two photeos before thney are compzred for coincidence,
I say the pr.gmatic tests show that is not so. One cannot

have anything more sccurate than the nicks in those teeth,

I know what focal iength is.\ 7 ghall not tell you what it .18
in scientific terms, I shall tell you in amateur terms, in
the case of a lens of a 6" focal length and a lens of a 3
focal length the image of a similar field in the 6" will be
tW1ce the image of the other one - 2 questlon of magnifloatlon.
I will not glve you & definxtlon of fooal 1ength unless I

can give you an accurate one and, at the moment the accurate
definition has escaped my m4nd.  I agree' foca1 length is the
distance from the miﬁdle of the lens system to the plate,

I will not agree Wlth experts who will say that, in order for
any photos to be oompared for the purpose of gettlng coincid=
ence, ‘one must, of-n608981ty, have the twg pictures taken.

with the ‘same focal length, Until I see them, I cannot express
any opinion about what I will say when photoazare proauced

taken by oameras in precisely tne sane posltlon and the sae

' objects takenW1th different fosal 1engtha showing extraoralnary

dlsorepancées. I took noneé-of these photogramhs. 1 dig not
take any photographs of the oorpse- I had an expert photo=
arapher who understood &1l about focal lengths. I do know
approximately what focal 1enﬂth was used in taklnv ;fhe"
povtrait of philomena Morgan (Exhibit 20)s Thls very qﬁestion
was takeﬁ upb?m& expert plhiotogrepaer and he tbok 2, form ol
studio camera to the Univerﬂity; and he said "This will be
‘aporoximately the dame as the lens this was taken with.!
I was employlng this man to do an accurate job - The photo-
* graph at which I am now looking is a portrait of Philomensa
Morgan reproduced on- Exhibit XX, 1 do not agree that I,
_personally, have no knowleage of the circumstances under
which that pnoto-was taken, 1 vislted the studio whers that
-%hotograph was taken, 'As to;wnetner 1 examlned the lens, they
;. R e 4435y BENBOW
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were all very much the same, 1 carnot say 1 examined it in
detail, As to whether I knew if it was fitted with an sRsi—aNc—

gstigmatic lens, there:are no cameras of any importance that

jldr*would not have &xE &nggeetigmatlc lenses. Anginetigmatlo lenses

7

“ which obv1ouely ehows.  It corroeponde in one point and 1%

- M/moL,

‘placed over Jhe top of that I (ofs ] not agree that the left

do vary on dlfferent cameras, There are m any forme of

lenses, some soft, some hard, some more aberrate, some less

huw!ﬂhwm
9tion

S= -
abeerate; a good agzg—stigmetlc lene is corrected for thatiK

This photograph, Exhibit 0Q, was taken with a small studio
camera, Just from.reoolleotlon, I discussed this matter and
the camera thef took that picture with Nés a amall sige
studia camera with a 6“*1ene £%x if I remember rightly,

If you told me you were tnging to get pre01elon to lay a

foundation f01 comparing any measurement on one photograph

with the otner 1 would eay 1t cannot be aberrant if it
coincides, I am not egreelng there wus any great discrepamncy
in the fooal length oetween my operator's camera and the
camera that took_the plcture. I do not agree that before

one. can compare two photographe to eet 001ncidenoe of meaeure_
mente or lines, one muet have tn“ oamerae, taking tne portreit
IW1tn the same focal length* 1f one’ can get far enougn from

the eubgeot oae doee not have to. 1 Bee the traneparenoy

hand eye of the edb;ect preoieely correeponde- it does not
et all, IV does not correspond where I 1rdlcate - The

bridge doee not correepond elther. It is no Eood having
the glass. correepond and everythlng elee conrected with it

Wrong. Tne rlght hand glaee is not now oorreepondlng

pr801eely on the two transparenolee.  There is an edge here

does not in other plaoee. (Wltnees 1nd10ated to His Jorehlp)

You asked me 1f 1t cotmclded precleely, and 1 say it does

not, : At one point it doee. Ae to whether it is very close

« to oorreepondlng,_if you take one p01nt it is exaot

-and it is juet that one point, but 1t 1oeee it for three

- 8 | %
quafters of the other p01nte._ Ae-tOﬁwhether the rest of the -
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- face is entirely out of proportlon everything 1s WIong.

EXHIBIT 60 oty v (for 1dent1ficat10n) e traneparenCies
| , of man's face,

If I were told those were two photoe taken with the same camera
and the same subject in the sane positien, with a different
focal length, I would say it was the same distance, was it not.
Having been told they were different distances, 1 say you have
a 1ene W1th epherlcal aberratlon and you have thzt result,

furth ermore you.woald not be able to make them coincide.

- vie bea.
I BEe thrﬁpnotographe now on the maéiiﬁk Asked To concentrate |

on the feet, I say thewére off, about & m,m, out Tﬂat is &
rough measurement | My hand may have ehaken a bit. I WOuld

euy they are &bOut the eeme <] agree the rest of- the photos |

are not coincidental anywhere, I would llke to know the
distance; that is the most important tThing,
......  BXUIBIT 61......%.... (for identification) 2 photos of
| | RN & £ man ‘in recunbent
~positiong.

This plcture is half complete I muet have a distance W

I were told they could not be taken from the saue length, I .
would say that doee not apply, one is a 6" lens, one is a
3“ lens, one is & wide engle 1ens, and onée is not. I would -

like to gnow the’ dlstance “ I want to know just whtre the

camera was placed whetner 10' from the subject in. eaoh cage.

I have been told the focal 1ength of thes lens is dlfferent
'but I have not had 1t made plain to me that the oamera.was
set in dlfferent posltlon each tlme. Asked whether . g woald
expectyto find that eort‘of reault if the camera was in the
game position, if using e different focal length,Iwould
say yes it can:bedone. There is sush & thing &s an exteneion‘
on a. camersa. which would bai&nce the two.differenoee'in focal
length, IwouldwahttO-seethat done = 1 have seen very :
strange thinge ﬁieh cameraaand'lenses. If you have & 1ong-
extension, you cen eaeily bring the other up.- very etfange'
things can happeh with cameras. As to whether very strange
« rpesults can-  be obtained, ﬁhe'prtgmatic test will show yoﬁ
that. If the megeurements_are correct, t‘ey cannot'beexplaiﬁed |
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away. -Ag to whether 1l agree that the axis of “tne camera

mugt be put in -the same relative position to the plane of

the face if one ig going to compare the two portraits for
coincidence, a oamera'hae a swing back for the purpose of

being able to level up the plane. As to whether there is any-
thing to indicate on those two photos, on exhibit XX that The
cameras were in the same planes when the two photographs were
taken, therc is a distinction which will tell you.: '1f I were
gsked whether there was anything to sho what the &aXis of ;the
camera was Wwhen the: photograph of Philomena Morgan was taken, |
I would say, approxlwate yee. You con ha.veé an apoiozimﬁte
thlng.' I dlstlnetly quoted several sources of error, difference

ofdposition,"out of focal length of lens" I fhink I put in

the effldavlt Full allowance has been made for that, -As to
whether I made allowanoe for the fact that the camersa may have_
been in a different axis in that photo to the otaer, yee,,;
the practical results show it was not, If it were suggeeted
the anewer is I did net_make gllowance, I say I could not have
g0t coinoidence.' Myphotographer did-make allOwanee. He
centred his camera on the cadaver's face where he, with !

expert knowledge thought it wag centred on Phxlomena MOrgan'e

face, I 'should say an expert photographer, looklng at a

photograph, could. tell you what ‘position the axis of the .

camers Was in relatlon to the sdb;ect when it naa taken

% I were aaked Whether I believed so, I wnuld eay I think so.
(Page 448 follows). '
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