TO MR, EEADt The expert photographer who told me that is ¥Mr. Dean

ﬂ;r should say the lens was centered tﬁ usual, more or less 1O

Lo~

RP/MC

of Mr. Hall in Hunter Street one 0f the oldest:
photographers in - Sydney. He took that photograph Exhibit |
oD% He took all the photographs of the cadavery that I
have shown, with The exeeption of that one (indicating).
That one was taken by the Police. Mr. Dean took this
photograph Exhibit "O00" which is shown on Ehhlbit " . and
carefully moved his camera to a distanee where the rays
would be more or less parallel to discount any difference
in focus in the lens., Te took special precaution to move
the camera so that the focal length of the lens would not
nake any differenee,'the rays being practically parallel,

L profeee to‘heve enough knowledge of photography to be
able to tell-yeu something about the position of the camera

when that photograph of Philomena Morgan was taﬂen. T

the centre of the face. That was taken as a portrait end
the lens would be more or less in that position; The lens
will be centered more or less on the centre.of the face,

If the lens were down below there would be a different tilt

to the face. In my opinion, the lens in thig case has

'been centered on eomevhere about the centre of the face.

That is what I think; I am not an expert in anything.

I agree alllenses of cameras vary very much with regard to
the ameﬁnt of correcfien for spherical aberration or
distortion; some ere better corrected than others. I
agree that that mekes a very great difference to the
photographe that cameras produce. Nad there been any
distortion in these. plctu“es T could not have Uut them
toge ther. It shows the lenses must have been practlcelly
eimilar lenses. -Asked whether cameras used in studios

for taking portreits aim to obtain gsoft lines, I say it

depends*whet,fhey'want; sometimes a soft lens is used and
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some times a hard lens. 1 agree 1if a man were going to
take a photograph of Philomena Morgan he would try to zet
soft effects, but that photograph of Philomena Morgan has
come through many vicigsitudes and so it is very soft.

Iﬁ is not from the original negative, to start with, T

have never seen the original negative, and nobody else has,

ag far as I am aware, I have never seen the original

negative., I would very much like to. I went to the
studio of Howard Harris, I there saw Mr., Wiley. I
cannot say that I there saw a lady named Betty Sybil
Howlison, I did see a lady., I do not know her name.
I made two trips to Howard Harris's, 1f T remenmber rightly.
Cn the first oceasion he did certain things; on the second
oceasion he was not able to 4o certain things., When 1

was there I certainly did not see the negative of that
photograph, and the gentleman remarked "I do not know what
hag happened, but they are gone, all four of them". I say
T did not examine the negatives of the photographs of

Philomena Morgan at the studio of Howard Harris when I went

CEthm*>€)

there; : I should have had great pleasure in examining it.
I have never been able to find that negative or the three
companion negatives. The four seem to have disappeared,

The camera that took this photograph Exhibit "00" of the

X |
4¢2P‘ body had about a ﬁive ineh lens, as far as I can remembex,’

which is more or less like a studio camera, I do not
know anything about what amount of correction there was
for spherical aberration, but it was a good lens and he
made an allowance for a very slight difference_in thé
focussing of’the two. I have not the glightest idea what
size stop was used in the taking of thePhotogfaphExhibit
"O00" of the deceased. That had to be arranged according
to the lighting in tha.room,iwhich'was goodi -~ Asked

whether I agree the -depth of focus is very important and
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that 1f you have got a different focus in the two cameras

by the gize of stop used you will get entirely different
results in the same subject, I say you will get different
results inasmuch as‘yeu: nose will be in focus 1n one case
and your ears out, and in the other your fears will be in
focus and your nose out, I agree that if camera lenses
are not corrected_te the same degree for astigmatism you
will get aberattion and quite different results, -If you
are going to magnify two photographs ehd thereafter

compare them, in order for thet;oompafison'to-be of any

_- _ r
“ value at all Idonotknowwhﬂgz;r it is essential that

the camera ehoulﬁ:havebeen in each case the eame distance
from the sﬁhject'before'you enlarge them, thet is when the
picture was takem, T do kmow this, that if it is a fact
‘that that is neeessafy, then the coeditienS-neceesary for
thatmusihaveappliedhere because they coincide, = Asked
whethertheie*is'anything to show thereJis the same degree
of megnificatiqn iﬁthosetwoyhotographs of Philomena
HOrgah and the photdéraph.of the corpse, I gsay  that ‘

photograph'wes broughteup to: scale with the other. It

there'wae_enyfaberretion such as you have been discussing,
not a single pokht in any of those photographs would have
colncided. They dqQeoincide so your theoretieal ebjections
disappear. I did not say that because they coincided
they must be one an@ the -same person. I said "of those
photographsg", If it is suggested it fodlows from'thet |
that if I photographed a billiard ball and enlarged it tTo
double its size, then photographed a white marble &and
brought it up o the size of the double billiard ball, I
'woule then put them one en top of the other and say "There
you -are, they are the same", I say that is not. a very good

illustration, because you are dealing with a circle 1n

v one case and 1f they coincide there is nothing the matter ‘
RE/1C 450, PALMER-BENBOW, ’
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with your apparatus, with the oﬁtical p:opertios in. your
camera. . If they do not colincide, there issomething the
matter with your apparatus.  That has not occurred in
this cases I cannot imagine a billiard ball being
photographed andeniarged to doudble its size, My
imagination reels, I have no coneeption what it would look
like, That is a perfeotly serious answer, I have no
idea what a sphorloal bllliard ball would look like after

it hasg been th“ough those manipulatlons. | I;prosume"one

oan'v1aualizo photographing a bl‘liard ball and enlarging
it, but I have not-the_slightest_ldea'what'would happen %o

the enlargemont.' I would want to know what the camera
was, where 1t¢ 1is foéuésod and so .on. Assuming we have
got all those things, all the photographic conditions are
right, and@ the enlargements of. the marhle and the billiard

ball coineide, I think I will let my_counsél angwer the

question.whether“we-then find that the billiard ball is the
merble in life, The example of the enlargement of the
white marble and the billiard ball is farcical because

N (.,&
there is no analogy botween a simple o;oeo—oi—maoo; 8l ..

¢, and faces, one of the photographs of which 1g as nearly as
possible to tho life size of that face, measﬁred on the
cadaver itself, Ge ting back to the marble and the
billiard ball, asked whethef I see anything wrong about

a marble and a billiard ball being brought to the same
sort of enlargment provided they procisely agree, 1 agfee
that two circles brought to the same size precisely agree.
That is two cirecles with nothing within them, That is a

false analogy.

TO THE CORONER: I do not disputo'that can be done, but it is not

analogous with this ease, Anybody can take a-circle and

e bring it up to any other cilrcle.
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TO MR, READ: With regard to the two faces on which I drew all

RP/ MC

the lines in Exhibit "XX", I explain the sequence of what
I did in thisg way: the one of the cadaver is put right up
to the life size of the cadaver; the one of Anne Philomena

Morgan is pul up to the same scale very very carefully,

matched under the enlarger, and that is then considered

the scale, I agree that means the plotograph of Philomena
Morgan was brought up by enlargement to the same size as
the photograph of the faece of the cadaver. It is not
brought up like the analogy of the marble and the billiard
ball., A face 1is roughly triangular, the base on the
forehead and the apex dowvn here (indicating), and there are

many points to coincide. If there was any aberration or

distortion which would prevent them coming to scale, you
would see 1t at once, Because they coinecide you can take
all your theoretical objections and forget them, Agked
whether I say this photograph is an accurate photograph

of the heal@, I say these are reducections for tThe sake of
convenience., They are all reduced at the same time,

I will explain the way these four pictures come about.

The four originals were pinned up on a wall, I have in
my box here the plate of these four originals. Then that
was printed later. They are individual prints. They:
are not a continuous strip for the reason that we found
that to take the paper and put the picture on it and then
shove it along and take another it was almost hopeless to
cet the exposures all the same, so we had to do them
individualiy, but aetually I have the film with all those
faces in a row,. The lines have already been done on the
original. If I remember rightly, the lines vere drawn on
the original pieture of the cadaver itself becauée the
points are so easily seen, the picture 1is so sharp. When

T was speaking of the various lines that I drew on the

ab-
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photographic representation of the cadaver I was speaking

of that one on Exhibit “XX“, on a life size picture, not on

_these small ones., The life size pictures have been put

on the wall and photographed, and from those negatives these
were made. Yésterday for'the sake of COnveniencé L was

desoribing to His Worship from this photograph a éompafison 3
of lines, naming them here énd here and so on, but fhe ‘ |
originalsg are on the table there. : Rather, that-is'a CODYy

of my original.

TO THE CORONER: This photograph is the size I worked on. Thig is:

@

up to the cadaver life size. This happens to be é

photograph brought up to size again.

TO0 MR, READ: Asked what photograph I drew my lines on, I say these

RP/MC

riginals of mine were handed in to the Probate Court.

Il you say you are trying to pin me down to show you a

photograph on which I drew these lines which I say have

coincided, I say you are tryiﬁg to pin me down on material
which I made a long time ago, which was exhibited in the.
Supreme Court in the Probate Divigion and later on in the
certiorari action, and the pictures in the certiorari action
were these pictures here which are reductions from the
riginal pictures turned in to the Probate Division. x

have not an unlimited supply of material,. The material T

had to draw the lines I was describing yesterday on the

photograph was a ruler, protractor, pen and ink. The lines

cr
=
R

drawn on this picture in Exhibit "XX"™ are photographie lines.

from
Agked/what material I drew any lines, as distinet from

photographice lines, on The photographs contained in Exhibit

"XM", I say the only thingl had was my brains. It is my
idea and I 4id it. I did not copy it from any other
document with the exfeptiion that you are looking at
reproductions of the.originals, with the exception of certain
lines that I have added in ink when that went into the
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certiorari action end'thet later on appeared in a periodical
with those lines.,i That periodiecal was "Pix",. "I'wes
sufficiently interested in the Pix pictures to see if the
lines agreed. They were quite distorted because it is =
rotary press and'the.peper is pulled all over the place,
That is the reaeon-for the distortion in Pix, = If it is
suggested that if you put e transparency over the lines in

Pix hardly any of the lines agree, I say it depends on the

particular copy yvou are looking at;: they all differ very
much, I obseryed that "Pix"™ is very poor paper, it pulls
to pileces easily, and I do not expect any of those to be

accurate, especially the ones on the outside because they
are pulled very hard., = For the sake of convenience it was
done up like this, This very thing Mr, Read talks about,
spherical aberration, comes into the plcture in enlarging

theése pictures, and it was very difficult to get the lines

all the same length when doing it that way, but my

originalg, of which these are police copies and the
originals are 1in the Probate Court, were done most carefully
and individually.  Yesterday I described with precision

how the various lines on the two faces are coincidental,
with the proviso that there were certain sou:ees of error
whieh I detalled. This transparency profuced is an
accurate transparency of the lines shown on photograph ™A™

of BExhibit "XX"W, IT Tits with great accuracy on the other

piciture.

EXHIBIT NO, 62 60 Trangparency of lines marked on face of

- RP/MC

Philomena Morgan, Exhibit "XX",.
I have now put This tTransparency as nearly as possible over
the photograph marked "HH" of the body, and the linesg above
coinecide. As 1 explained to His Worship, they are tThe same
angle above the base line. I explained that the lines

below were not the same angle. I -also explained that you

have to do these faces in section because of the different

e

454, PALMER-BENBOW .




angle of the tTilt and the different degree of rotation.

When I said a moment ago that the lines coincide, I meant

that the lines I am using agree. You cannot just slap
| them'dbwn one on top of the other. I have explained why‘

you. cannot. I do not ag“ee that for my evi idence as |
regards these lines to have the slichtest value for
identification there must be mathematlcal accu*acy. £ |
gave the “easoné for that., I said yesterday 1t'was a

| % well known axiom that nature never reproduces two faces

| M- of the same designman/:aindlvidual of the specws. o § dld

. not say that if you.found one 31mila* line of maasurement‘-
in . two faces it'would-be.remarkable. I said anybody can;
put ‘anything up to scale on one 1ine. - I3id not say .

that three similar linss on'a.face'would be impossible,

You might get a few similar lines on different faces. You

mightgeteven‘fhree or four similar lines; it is unusual,
but if they are up to scale correctly you will find i)
discrepancy if they ére different faoes. Tf $t ’is |
suggested that for my lines to be of the slightest walue
one maist have precise accuracy,'I say you canndt get
precise acocuracy in this case because of various factors
and T enumerated those factors. If it is suggested that
for the purpose ofthis‘being any use as a tegst of.
1dent1flcatlon you must have accuracy in the length of the
lines on the two faces, I gsay that approximate accuracy of
a sufficient number of lines is sufficient when you Know
causes which make tThe 1ines approximately accurate, and I
am speaking of a véryslightﬁéviation from what you would
call aceuracys. : 4 superimpose this t“anspa“ency*on the '

A ¥24S of the ocorpse. ' These limes designating the orbit

are all in apposition, as they ought to be. (Witness

pinned transpareney on to Exhibit). I have now super-=
imposed the transparency. I have superimposed it with one
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midline on top of the other. | There is a little difference
on the end due to thepapeipossibly, or faulty draftéman-
ship. The lines agree when you look atithem'prOPerly,_
but notthe'waj youy(Mr¢ Read) are lOoking'at them now,
We have not transpogsed the lines off that face.on'to the
lines.of thié:faée. ‘ I mentioned quité a long time ago
that.yoﬁ‘just cquld not do that by putting a face on top
of the other with lines because there 1is a difference in '
tilt and in rotation. I mentioned also that the basis

was not to_make 1ines'which.eoincide, but to make lines of

(w)—equal length which zr® reached the sm anatomical

structures and they are taken frOm a common centre so as to
negative the tilt and the rotation. 5 can'show’you lines"
which do agree. This line here coincides (indicating).

I am not referring fo the triangle; the difference in the
£ilt of the two faces makes that triangle quite different.
The lines pointinglin_the direotionffrom.eleven'to ten
ofclock do coinecide. Asked whe ther i agree that the'lines
going to one o'elock are nowhere near alike, I say they
will not coineide. ~ They are not meant to coineide,

There 1is something else about that triangle. Because of
the difference of the tilt of the head that triangle will
not ecoincide, but it does put the eye in its proper place.
IT 1T 1s suggested the line does not agree, I say I want
one of my other pietures which shows thoSe two angles

)

worked out, and 11t 1s robbing Peter to pay Paul on one side

and the opposite on the other side. Mr. Read is trying

to superimpose a transparency which ceannot be done and was

never meant to be done, I cannot answer yes or no to the
question of whe ther ﬁhen I was describing yesterday the
colncidence between the lines on the face of1Philomena
forgan and the lines on the face of Exhibit "00" I was
endeavouring to create the impression that those two faces

s
éZZ}"
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common centre spemrrd™ the basefand they negative to a great

were the same on account of the coincidence of the lines,
I especially remarked to His Worship that the lines above
the base lline are _the' same angle and they are the same
length, - That being so, if we had known that Mr. Read
wanted to make_the transparency, I would have made one for
him and would have shown that those lines coincided; T
also remariced@ to Your Worship that the lines below the
base line were not the same angle, I also explained*why;
and I also explgineﬁ that "they were ?aluable'?s d%&iégﬁtingf -‘

| TRy | ; 2
the game anatomical points becausethey'swungﬁfroma

extent any.efror-of position. I have not brushed you
tmr; Read)aside‘vérylightly; thaf is‘a‘very careful
éxplanation.  .Asked'whefher until today T héve ever
considered making a transparency of the lines that T drew
on the: original phmfograéhofPhilomena‘Mbrgan, I say I
have never bothered about transparencies of lines. The
transparencies on those are transparencies of features and
not of lines. WMy emswex is No, I have not. I diq not
require that assistance. I worked it out for myself, foxr .
what 1t is worth, If it is suggested it is not worth
much, when one sees it like that, I say those lines are
absolutely accurate, but not the way you are manipulating
them, You are manipulating them by drawing all the lines
of that face, putting them on & transparency and putting
them on the face of the cadaver and pointing to all the_
lines which do not coinceide, which 1 could have told you
be fore you did 1it, because_I to0ld His Woxrship the otheﬁ
day that they did not, that tThey are different angles.

The value of these linesg is this, that when you understand
how they are made, why they are made, the anzles they are
made, the conditions of rotation and inelination of the
fage that have to be fulfilled, even you (Mxr. Read) might
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| m'“ Philomena Morgan on to

RP/MC

be able to understand that if you take the face in sections

they do. agree., I am quite sure that if you superimposed

that transparency of the lines made on the photograph of

¥ anybody's face around

the Court vou will find they will not agree. I1f yvou
suggest that they will f£it perfectly on the first face
that is tésted, my emswer is, tgy it. I point out there

is a special face put in the Exhibit to show whe ther they

wlill agree or not, I plaee tThe transparenqy'on-the test

face, fitting it along the central line of the test face.

I do not say that the midline on the left hand end of the

photograph is accurately superimposed. 'They do not
superimpose as readily as the other. The paper has

obviously'aistortéd since, bdcause they did. It possthis

is impossible to put the'ona gtraight line on the othér;

these pictures have altered altoge ther, These lines ar

now approximately correct. I mentioned the errors of
swelling and shrinking of paper. T would be dumbfounded
if in such a narrow series of lines they coincided now

after the passage of time. They do demonstrate the

anatomical structures and they are the same length.  They |
demonstrate the whole of the orbit. What T see here is |
a girl's orbit with the eye in situ, I see a number of _ 1
lines radiating from a base line, and I see those lines

are joined together in such a way that they pracfiéally
encompass the whole of the area of the orbit. I certainly
do sugegest that the lines in the photograph "00"™ and the
photograph of Phllomena Morgean .correspond in'fheorbit

area, There is a slight error in draftsmanship, perhaps,

in one of those'joining lines. I notice that on the

photograph of Philomena Morgan the centre line is_drawn

well below the ear, and that on the body of the cadaver it

goes right through the ear. If you followed what I told
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His Worship yesterday you would know that is the reason

a certain centre was taken, because there is a difference
and rotation. ae
in the angle of inclination{ To repeat that, I say that ,

"

the base line passes through the ear in one photograph

and below in the other because of the difference in
inclination, that that line is drawn here (indicatifig) and
the centre is taken and the lines are radiating from the
centre in order to minimise any differences broﬁght about
by the difference in angle. The difference in inelination
ig that the cadaver is raised; Philomena is down, the.nose'

goes down and the sar goes up. Because of the. plane

surface, the nose being in fiont and the ear behind, -and the
action of the parallax, the nose goes down and-the ear goes
up. Here the ear comes down and the nose goes up. There
is an imaginary centre that that is taking place on. In
;d}‘ the picture of the cédaver the caigﬁfg 1s raiéed slightly
and the nosge is up slightly and the ear down. In the
pieture of Philomena Morgan the nose is down slishtly and
the ear isiap. One is looking at the ot of the nose
where this action is taking place, and the line is drawn
through the root of the nose because as T expnlained it is

andcl iy vred

a fixed point. 'he axis of the camera is centered in

&%»_

a certain position. A slight error in holding the
cadaver's head in a ceertain pogition due to myself holding
the head has made that‘very slight difference in up and
down inclination. It wag to negative that that T adopted
this methqd. I point out that any difficulty whicech is
created by the centre line being drawn below the ear in the
case of Philomena Morgan-&énd through the ear 1n the case

of the cadaver is overceome by adopting a centre.which
nasses around the two heads as nearly as possible. I do

or : |
not admit that/this theory of mine in regard to lines To

have any value at all you have got to have photographs
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gnwr\~ that are taken ig‘the same rafswanX relative positions,

LN

The same planes and the same axis. With the transparency

tore Featore
you can take izi&re by p e and negative this thing

you are talking agbout. In these linesg here is a most
accurate méasurement. From the centre of that face to
one of tThose tiny nieks in the tooth is to a needle point
accurate with the tiny little shadow here to the centre

of @tﬁ (indicating). I have never read in any

authoritative books where comparisons have been made between ‘
faces by the drawing of lines on photographs of themn. : § l
have Qone this myself. Thig ‘is an entirely new theory

of identifiecation which came from my own brain. T have

never heard of anybody else doing it. This & not done

in the Ruxton case. I have never heard, mediecally or

sclentifically, of lines being drawn on photographs of

faces to draw comparisons, I assume the full responsibility,

AT THIS STAGE THE COURT ADJOURNED UNTIL i
10 a.,m, ON WEDNESDAY, 5th APRIL, 1944, 1
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THOMAS ALETANDER PATMER-BENBOW, Recalled:

TO MR, MONAMAN: I made a plaster cast of the side of the head
of the cadaver, asgigted by Detective=Sérgeant Jardine of
the Cs¢l.B, I produce that cast. The cast 1s of the

rielo - ral
left IPlaaI‘.J.E_'[Ldl tmgo;al rezion,

BINIBIT C.CE" cesssene 2laster cast of left side of head of
caldaver, -

I draw attention to the peculiar bevelled effect upon the
bone itself. That ig the pogition in life of the
parietal bone articulating further down here with the

temporal bone. The temporal bone was completely

shattered. The injury oceurred above the suture line
SO you hare got the good solid bone of the parietal bone
itself, An examination of this shows a typical wound
in bone of a very fast, heavy body moving through the
skull, The entrance is quite clean-cut, but it 1is
bevelled on the inner side. The skull has two tables,

Table

an oufer and inner hayar. and in between you have a

different kind of bone from the?bone lining the interior

of the skull and the dense bone lining the exterior of the

skull, It is more spongy bone in between. The external

bone has been gone through and has left a. clean-cut edge;
but the inner table is bevelled. That is a type of injury
that is rather characteristie. That is not my dietum.,
I remember Detecliivé-Sergeant Jardine saying it was typical
of a fast moving, heavy body going straisht through the
outer tTable and bevelling the inner table. The purpose of
making this cast was %o determine, if possible, whether the
implement which I have exhibited conformed¥with reasonable
accuracy to the contour of the wounéd in the bone. For
that purpose 1 made a small supplementary cast.

EXHIBIT “02“ (Part of) +¢.+o Cast of implement Ex. B2,

L "

It was not a wise matter to ta{e the original implement
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éﬁéﬂ | and apply it.to the skull wish-—Fewee at all. When 1
Tirs? recovered thatl implement I made a rough test for
blood which was very, very positive. This 1s Jjust a
cast for the sakeIOf convenlience, and that is the way it
fits (demonstfating). I point out that this eut is when
the calvarium was detached at the autopsy. This 1is
corrugated slightly because of the ornamental work on the
centre of it; If you look c¢losely at this you will see
somewhat of a hiﬁt of an occasional corrugation where this
went in. ThiS'was strudk*with very great force because
of the shattering of the squamous plate of the temporal
bons. Had it not gone into so0lid bone heré I venturseto
say there would have been nothing left., The ecalvarium:
being detached, it was a very simple matter for a skilled

[@" man like Detective-Sergeant Jardine to make this xextx cast.
T think that is his thumb-mark. I Tthink Detective- .
Sergeant Jardine will recognize his own handiwork, I state
definitely that Detective-Sergeant Jardine made it and T

agsisted him in making ift,

- TO MR, READ: I thoroughly agree that the most accurate way,df

testing whe ther or not the piece of bedstead produced fits
even approximately the fracture in.fhe parietal bone would
~be for tThe pathologists when a post-mortem examiﬁation 1s
conducted hereafter toktry the piece df the iron bedstead
in the hole in tThe bone. This is purely for demonstration
purposes.

TO MR. MONAHAN : I produce a cast of the corpse's forehead which
ineludes the roughly quadrilateral hole in the corpse's -
forehead., I draw attention to the faet that this implement.
(Exhibit "B2") is a little wider there than it is here
(indicatiﬁg). I draw attention teo the'fact that this is a

Ve quadrilateral hole; There has been destruction of material

here. 'This-material in the cast has a special name which
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respects. 1T you lay these calipers across here across

the tTop you will find there 1s a semi=circular cut here,

aterial
and you can lav the ealipers across in the/middi= and it is

approx1mately accurate, but this mater ial;, I understand,
doeS'diStort slightly. - - There Is another thing to note
here. It is that that pipe is not perfectly eircular.
Neither is this semi-circula: cut here, If that were
continued in a cirele it is not a true round; this is not

a true round, This is glightly hléhe“ in one point than
another, That argues a deeper cut, .Actually some fibres

of the orbicularis muscle, that 1s the mus¢le around the

eye, have been severed. They contract when tThey have Dbeen
severed and that ﬂés'made a larger gap 1n'the skin heYe
because it is somewhat desper. This edge here is high
enough when it €éips to do that. On the other hand, this
edge here has gradually come down aﬁd been almost flush
with the instrument, so that the cut here gradually
dwindleg to a mere sceratch. There are three points to
'compare at the end of that pipej one where the'jagged

end sticks out higher. There-is the deépest éut indthe

-

skin. At that pdint'where it dwindles to a condition of

being much cloger o the head of the ingstrument it becomes
a mere scratch. The pipe itgelf is not a true round but
igs somewhat distorted, and the cut on the skin follows
with very great geeuracy the same dlStOLtlon. There 1is
a fourth point, that the general rectangular or guadri-
lateral shape of that drawn on a plane surface would
~approximate very closely that shape. This instrument 1is
covered with green paint. If we use the expreésion that
it has to some extent written its signature'(there are so
many points of contact on that partiecular wound) then if
we travel around ﬁhé skull directly at right angIGS'we
discover that it has to a great eztent'wrltten its
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I forget now. It has been experimented with to some

extent in the Department. It makes very remarkable casts.
It has one defect, I believe, that it is inelined to
gshrink glightlys Skin is a tough leathery substance; it

tonned.
is actually leetherl' IT it has a so0lid background and an

ingtrument is travelling fast enough it can be punched

through just like a punch in ordinary mechanics would

punch a piece of leather. ‘The wound in the frontal bene
of The cadaver extends right through the bone and did a
great deal of damage in the bone, but the bone held up @

long enough to leave a fairly accurate punched-out entrance

'theough the skin becaﬁse the baeking would stay long enough
before it gave'way; Then the insfrument went right on'into
the bone aﬁd throughit. The bone itself, becense 1t 1s
rather differentifrom_fhe parletel bone' has not held up
with the exact form-of the instrument_or even an approxi=
mation of it, as far as i can determiﬁe,like theparietel
bone has where it is fairly well approximate, = There was

some destructien up above and on the edges of the'eadaﬁer?s

gkin when this was taken, but if one draws the 1mp“int of

this it will be determined that thet could very “eadllj

" have caused that hOlGa-. It is even sllahtly*waisted and . 1t
is slightly b“oader at the. edge. There 1s deetructlon

-~ here (indicating); some of it is artefectual lnasmuch as
the thickneseofthe skin seemed to have been torn in that
coenef and has beehﬁSubsequently deteched for various
reasons,-and I faney that hole'was even more designatory |
of this particular ehape than it is at- present. On the o
top of this instrument there is the remainder of a pipe
sticking up. That has a very sharp edge. That has been
broken off at some Time. It has a very sharp edge. Here

at the end of this wound where this goes through there is a

2 cut in the skin itself. That cut is remarkable in certain
| | |
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signature on the left hand wound of the skull. We also
find that thds green péint has been driven into a hair
and has bashed and split it, and under the mieroscope one
can still see the green reflex of a small piece still.
When I first isolated that at the C.I.B. I had many
officers obgerve its. 1 mounted it very foolishly in
cedar oil and the cedar oil extracted the colour to a great
extenty; as a matter of faet, being very convenient to-
prove it was paint, because that is what cedar oil would
0. 1 already had the experience and I was fﬁQlish
because 1 isolated from the pyjama coaf a small piece of &l:
péint softened by hheoii and I mounted it on a glide in
cedar oil and the colour disappeared very soon, which it
would do in any oil. In my opinion, the injuries to the
skuli.were undoubtedly caused by this instrument. It
means that the injuries in the cadaver's_héad required a
complete right-anglefchange of direction of the same-
ingtrument which made_the'wounds in the forehead and the
wounds in the side of the head. More than one blow was
struck in the Tface. This wound was done, the nose was
broken, the eye was:gouged. Then 1T travels around the
head. There were various abragions on the face, and L

have sbm times wondered, although I have not bothered

épecially, but there is a defect in this cast and it shows

quite well in the form of a little tr&gngular piece . like
that. There was a place on1the faceéf the cadaver that

I was rather suspicious was made by that. TWhen I was
giving evidence the other day you may remember that [
temporarily postulated a very strong man with such a light
gun battering the,girl's head; a purely tentative '

supposition at the time and quite wrong. I also remarked

that I made a searceh of pistols of that calibre and I was

looking especially at the release catgh on the magazine
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because I felt with such a tremendous battering the cap
of the release cateh would possibly be driven into the
skin. 1 never Tound anything-of that sort. But I am
not -at all certain thai this little piece here has not
left its mark on the gkin. -

EXHIBIT'“DZ“ +eoss Plaster cast of forehead of cadaver.

IO NMR. READ: The evidence I have given this morning leads to a
definite idea on my part that the injuries to the scull of
the deceased have been caused by a piece of an iron
bedstead end not by falling on a flat iron or a Tlower pot.

That would be guite impossible. I-would conQede'it 18 &

very old portion of an iron bedstead. I based my
opinion that uhe body of the deceased was 23 years of age

not upon any facts; it was purely my opihion and general

impression. It was just an opinion; it was not important.

There are meany scientifiec ways of telling the gge of a

bod&, but they were nbf open to me and I was not interested.
1 have not bothered to make any examination of the anatomical
structure to determine the age of this cadaver. T did not
feel it was necessary, becauge it nade no;difference TO me

one way or the other;.7=I_thoﬁght "That girl has been

stated to be.older fhan she looks'™, She looked to me about
B I did nodt neéessarily form that opinion as a doctor,
because that wOuidihave meant secientific work which as a
matter of fact I am‘not competent to undertake. That is
work. for a patholegist.. If it is suggested that a medical
student could determine whether the body is over 25, I say
that depends. It ismuchéasier to determine the age of '
a body when it isbelow_a certain age thanlto_bring it to
any close degree of years when it is past a certain 386 .
I am not competent to answer whether it is easy to determine

whether a body has passed the age of 25 on aceount of

cértain bony st“uctures that JOln up in human beings after
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the age of 25, but I fancy that an éxpert‘will not pin it
down accurately to 23, 1 4o not think an expert wounld
say more than 25. However, I do not know. @oing back
to my student days,_I do not remember some of the bones
of the body that unite at 25 and not before. IT 1s quite
forelign to my ene“al oatlook in medlclne and one does not
turn one's mind to thlngs of tThat sort. I have not in
fact in -this case directed my attention to.any anatomieal
bony structures to dete“mine the correct age of this hody
for the reason it did not 1nterest ma&, - I merely ﬁhoughf |
she looked younger than they had said, That was merely
my 0pinion. It'was Just a'coincidénce that I happened to
guess the correct age of Philomena Morgan, <o years, because
T had never he ard - of Philomena Morgan when I Pfirst saw the
ca&aver; When I sald between 22 and 20, T am quoting
what I said as I walked in the door and had a look at the
cadaver; I said ""She has been rated too olan". Before 1L
new the age of Philomena'Mbrgan I guessed the age
correctly, that 1s between 22 and 23, IT it 1s suggested
it will be proved &demonstration by an anatomist that I
have guessed incorractly and that the body is at least over
20, 1 say 1 am prepared for that; that 1sg their éffair,
but: I would be rather surprised at that.- Still,. I will
look it up, if you do not mind. & remember on Friday
producing the three photographs Exhibits TN, 00" and

of Exbibit ‘XX
PR, A I did not say that those photographs were all 10
life scals. They are not to life scale, I am certaln
it was a mistake 1f I.said anything about these photographs
being to life scale, and I really do not think I sald it,
T 8id not say that these on Exhibit "XX" were to life scale,
If you are referring to the originals of these, the

originals were put to lifg/scale as carefully as it was

./ZE?\ possible to do. They =my may be inaccurate, but they are
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very accurately;put to life scale; that“is fhe cadaver,
because we had it there, The pasqage in my evidence
e "Those th“ee nhotog“aphs and the tx ansparencies from them
are all on the same scale as close as it is 00531ble to.
ma<e - ihem, and that seale is life scale. I want to . ;é
. nodifﬁ ﬁhaf' Anne Phllomena Nbrgan ig an unkann pergan,’ . - .

but Lhe cadave is put-to life scale" is cor rect. iWith

’_“egard to the ﬂ@Xt P&ssage in my ev1dence'whldh “eads
“If the other turns out to be 1dentlcal then of course it
ig life scale“. I . say ‘T think that'woald follow. It

should be ve“y elementa+J. I am not supp031n5, for the

'V purpose of comparison that PhllomanaiMOﬂgan is the
same person -as the photograoh of the cadave“ befo“e I can
draw any of my com@a+lsons.h With regard to the passage
"Anne PhilomenaMOrwan‘isan uﬂknoﬁn person, but the cadaver |
is put to life séaie.-lf the other turng out to be 53
identical then of cdurSE it ié-life scale", I thought
uhat was well exp“esse I said "It is an unknown
quantity™ until I dlsco%i te do-"‘%hls thlng,._. it Ju.st
falls into 11119‘8#:-’21&&0’ fs thing. If it is suggested

that the wholer p01nt is that unless the photograoh of the

cadavexr happens to be Phllomena Morgen it is no use

comparing these two.th;ngs because I cannot say then that

the photogréph‘éf Philomena'Mo:gah is to the same scale,

life scale, 1 say I havercompared'whatinmy mind for the

salke of argument are two unlikes fo discover'whether.they

re unlikes or not, and then I found they are likes. I do
h:gg?~assume that because they are alike this photograph o e S e
| 1r~"1r1:‘i.].t::u:.rx.:ana Morgan is to 1life scale. I do not assume it“is _

to life scale bm I know nothing agbout Phllomena N |

Morgan in comparison with the cadaver%ntil I have finished

my investigations. This ig the way I proceeded: I have

a known quantity, the faece of the gadaver. I bring a
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pnotograph of Philomena Morgan up to the same size Ve ry
accurately, That was done by a professional photographer
and he claims itis#eryaccurate; : The top of the head

isobscuredby-hair._'.Thiswas-put'up on the teeth of the

&4@5) cadaver, ',Asked'hew I cen tell'mhatﬁ'where'thetOp of the .

he ad of Philomena;Mbrgan.is under the_hair in the

photobraph I say it 1s not put'up to the t0p of the hair,

| 1t is put up t0-something you can see, Beceuee of the
*fect thet 1n the phetog“aph of Anne Philomenaimo“gen he r

teeth are show1ng, 1t is very easy to put it up to the

cadaver beeause'with a cast of the cedave*'s teeth and a
photog“uph of the cadeverﬁs teeth, careful measurement < A

Philomena Mbrgan's tee th to the cadaver's'feeth gives one

-the opportunity of:eeeing'Whether'everythiﬁg else comes

approximately or with a good degree of accuracy to secale,

‘and that is what happened. I am not interested in

Philomena Morgan's hair because it is an unknown quantity.
Iy technique was not to take any account of the hair, I

spoke of the end of the hair line in one of my measurements

fonly_beeeuse in the early picture of the cadaver where the

hair is brushed back one is able to see well up the side of
the head and I have used part of the side of the head

there and brought :Lt down to the same pOSl‘thl’l as in
Philomene'MOrgan‘s simply because it would be uselegs to
take a measurement up underneath some thing one cannot see.
Photograph Exhibit -"PP" is not an accurate photographic.
renresentation ef the head of the deceased as T saw it
after T 1ifted lt from the formalin bath at the denej
University. This is the very garliest plceture of the
corpse and it is the most youthful looking picture. This
is the one taken at Albury; I would notv say: there was any

natural parting of the hair shown in this photograph, The

hair is all over the place. T said that the natural
l
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parting of the hair was on the left hand side. I strongly
disagree with the suggestion that from this photograph it
ig apparent that the natural parting of the hair-line of
the deceased 1s - on the right hand side. The way the hair
is I suggest one could not tell anything. I would not

say vou could tell from the piecture where the part 1is,

I actually manipulated her haif and then it fell into a
parting. I certainly say seriously that I do not see
anything in this pieture to indicate that the natural

parting of the hair is on the right? hand side. It 1s

correct that people who suffer from jeundice are liable to

have gall-stones, That is very often a prelude., T do
not remember hearing a witness in this Court say that
Linda Agostini'while travelling to San Francisco had To Dbe
taken to a d@octor at Sam Francisco because she was
suffering froﬁijaundice. I do not think I remember Nurse
MeGrath giving evidence. I think I was away. T went to

Sydney and -came back, I missed the evidence of some of

the people in the morning. I know that a number of small

rall-gstones were present in the body of the deceased.
o

T ecannot say definitely when I first directed lrs.
Routledge's attention to the guestion of whether or not

her danghter used to have bilious attacks with a'yellow_
appearance. I can gay that it was almost certainly
because I had discovered this conditidn‘in the;corpse and :
it was a natu:al Query fér me to asgk the mother quietly -
"Did you have any trouble with yowr daughter at amy age, .
biliousness oranything“,_and the mother gave me a cértain

description. But somebody else did the same thing. I

canno£ tell yvou even approximately when it was I asked
rs. Routledge this guestion about her daughter's bilious
attacks. I haﬁé not the slightest idea what year it*was;
I referred to this féot in the Probate proceedings and I
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