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may have referred -to it in the otfher proceedings. It may
be in the Probate proceedings or it may be in the second
application. I fancy 1t is in the PTobate application.,
You may taeke it for granted that it wag the knowledge fhat
gall-stones were found in the cadaver that led me to ask
Mrs. Routledge did her daughter ever have any bilious
attacks. ~ The answer I_gdt'was that she used to have .

bilious attacks and she had & yellow appearance at times.,

It was rather stronger than tﬁat; The mother_had-toget

up on one. occasion and call a doctor who diagnosed

-appendicitis, whlch.he*would and she put a aotawate“ bag

ol
over %‘a}{aé:d e"-“mcf?oult‘l not say that bilious attacks and

“'a-yellow appearance are perfectly common with most children.

On the other hand, the con@ition that the mother deseceribed
is a coﬁdition that oouldeasiiy.be a prélude to or even -
associated with gall-stomes. = You will find that they are
very rare indeed in aﬁyone -under s They have beén found
b psdwwadioh anita s Sh I A% suggested that the
condition described by the mother could be equally

consistent with the bilious attacks that children get, 1L

say T understood'she'was between 16 and 17 then. When she

nsed torget'this_c&re from her mother she was living with
her mother. In this photograph she was about 16 or 17,

T understood she was'living with her mother then., I do
not know 1f Mrs. Rouﬁledge-told me her daughter was living
with her in 1928; T cannot put words into Mrs. Routledge's
mouth. I would not swear 1o that, I recollect fairly
well it was not until I saw a cdny of the autopsy report

that I ’new that the cadaver had ever had gall-gtones and

|
|

T am fal“lj certain that that 1nf0“1atlon came to me |

after the Probate actlon and then I asked the mother “Did ‘
your daughter ever have any such illness at all". I
apparently did not see_the autoPsy;report until after the_
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5th November, 1942, I had asked for it but never been
allowed to see it. When I was working with the Police I
did not first of all ask -to see thé aqupsy report. you
do not understand the isolated harmony I was working in,

I was given access to no papers of any kind, I have said

that after the Probate action I did see the autopsy report.

T cannot swear whether I-did or d4id not in 1940 see the
autopsy report made-oﬁ the deceased or a cOpy thereof.
I cannot answer that guestion Yeé or No. Iy answer is,
I do not know, I do not kﬁowlwhether in-1940 I had seen
.a copy of the autopsy repbft. I ask: whe ther 1940'was after
the Probate proceedings. (At thig stage Mr.. Read stated
that in the Letters of Administration proceedings the date
on one affidavit was 5th November, 1942). I do not know
whether in 1940 I saw the original antopsy report made on
the body of the deceased Or a eopy thereof. T have told
vou that repeatedly. I can:tell you that T uged it when-
- I found it, and I could not have used it before 1T was
found. 1 told you 1 did not gee a copy of the autopsy
repbrt when T was working with the Police on this mattexr,
I-Was not working with the Police at the Time, That 1is
the fallacy of your cross-eXxaminatlon. I am nof associated
with the police. I severed my connection with the Police
long befére this., T ha&e told you_repeatedly that T do
not know whether I saw a 6opy of the autopsy report in the
vear 1940; I have told you that I did not inow of that
fact of gall-stones until I saw the copy and I am of the
impression that it was afger the Probate actlon. Bat I
aid not see it at the C.I.B. I was not there im 1940,
T will modify slightly my statement that I Waé nbt with
the C.I;B. in 1940, I was with the C.I.B. until I went
avay with Detective—Sergeant Thompson. Affter going aﬁay

L -_
with Detective-Sergeant Thompson and interviewing
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Mr, Mackay I severed my connection with the C.I.B., but

in the period I"waéiat the C.I.B. I never saw anything.,

My first interview with the Chief Commissioner of Police .
when T started my diagnosis in this métterfwas somewhere
about the oth Februarﬁ, 1940, Wy- last maéting'with the
Chief Commiséignér and those associated with him was on the

19+th March, 1940, © During those fTive weeks while¢d I was

seeking a diagnosis it 4id not oceur to me to ask "Will

vou - please showmé_the autopsy report of whail was found in
the body"™. I had asked@ in one of my reports and newver got
: I was interested to know what was found in the post-
mortem examination. T requested that information in my
second report, I think, to the C,I.B. where T note ecertain
other things about'the gorpse., No papers or information
was furnished me regarding this crime at the ¢.I.B. at any
time, nor did I request'it, as a matter of fact, exeept 1in
that letter regarding the protocol of the autopsy. Asked
whether it is still my belief that I did not see a copy of -
the pogst-mortem. reéport until ;fter I swore those two
affidavits in support of my application for Letters of
Administration, I say it is not my belief, it 1s my
absolute eertainty that until I saw a copy of the autopsy
report up at the office of the Ministex of Jugstice I never
lcnew what had happened at alls It is a deliberate
misrepresentation to gay that I pursued my diagnosis from
Februaxy 1940 until December 1942 without ever even seelng
what the post-mortem report was on this body. It is not
correct to put it that way. T -have said repeatedly that
at +the CiIl.B. I had no knowledge of the autopsy report,

In one of my reports, the second one, I think, 1 gstated
that T would be glad to know what the autopsy report
contained for another purpose altogether. Later on after
T had left the C.I.B. I had the Prqgbate action and T think
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affer that at the O0ffice of the Minister for Justice in
Syfney I was allowéd to see the autopsy report and I noted

instantly the only pathological condition in fhe.autOpsy

was gall-stones. T look at the four photographs Exhibits

16, 17, 18 and 19, of Linda Agostini. Your note which
rgads "The width of the face of the cadaver is quite
different to the width of the facece shown in Exhibits 16,

17, 18 and 19" 1is accurate. In my opinion, the width of
the eadaver's face would not tally with the width of thils
person’'s. I did not mace any measurement of the face of
the cadaver. One @oes not measure a rounded surface |
compared with photographs, Asked if I.d4id not me asure the .

r

width of the face of the cadaver how # can‘possibly say

“that the width of the faece of the cadaver is quite

different from thefwidth of fhe face in thése photographs
Eihibits 165k, lé and 19, I say you have a photegraph

in front of . you, cbmp&re it to this photograph and give
this to one of your eﬁpertsto bring it up to the same
seale and I think you will find this is a wider face,
Asked what scientific basis I have for asserting that the
face of the cadaver is a different width to the Tace shown
in thege photographs, I say -my opinion is that that face
is wider. That is purely an opinion. I base nmy

opinion just from looking.at proportions. T base 1T on
my observation of the photograph by my eye. T said on
Wonday, dealing with Exhibii "YX", in substance that the
faces wére.identical in length and this was proved because
of the length of the line drawn from the end of the hair-
line to the end of the chin, T would modify "identical".
I perhaps have used that word rather too positively. I

would say that the measurementis are approximately identical,

be aause one could mot say "identical™; it is a wrong word.

There is no such thing sceientifically as "identically".

i |
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That is my considered opinion, that scientifiecally there

éj;iy are no such things as identical km®#im objects; they are

/

only approximate., T say that there is nothing in this
universe that man has been able to measure to an absolute
agecuracy. T say these faces are approximaiely identical
in length and I come to that conclusion because of the line
which is marked Nos 1 on each of the ftwo photographs.

I do not altogether agree that I measured that line at the
top end by placing the end of the line on each face at the
end of the hair-line, If it 1s suggested I agreed a
moment ago that I said "This is proved because of the
lenzth of the line drawn from the end of the hair-line", 1
gsay the end of the hair<line is tied in on tThese plclures

a 1ittle more definitely than that, That 1s aﬁatomically.
I can tell you in my own way the anatomical point that
fixes the end of the hair-line on the body of the deceased.
There is a horizontal line from the eye, there is the
hair-line (indicating). As vou see it in the photograph,
one notes it is not accurate. Over here it is further up.
T must find some point that is reasonably accurate, so 1
take to the hair-line here, then I go across hexre and go

on the same horizontal plane to the hair-line, - Thatl 1is

approximately the same height above the transverse line

through the eye as the other one. That glves me a
reasonable point of approximation. If it is suggested what

I am really doing is measuring from the ‘chin to the end ol
the eve line plus an equal distance in each case, 1 say 1

= N

measure from the end of the ce¢hin up past The eye 10 a
point further on to get as long a span as possible on the
gide of the face. T do0 not measure from the point of the
chin to the =m® common eye-=line because I can get a longer
line still by going up higher. Asked what is the value
of going up to an imaginary point and calling 1t the end

j

/
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of the heair-line, I Qraw attention to the faet that it is

not an imaginary,point now. In Philomena Morgan's photo-
graph I have taken it to the hair-line, which is obvious,

and I have taken it approximately we on the side of the

cadaver's head and it i® not the hair-line in a sense at all,

but it is still fhe hair-line of the cadaver's head and it
gives me more scope to look at this square sided head and
algo gives me an approximate length from there to the c¢hin
which I wanted to determine, I did not say that this line
here on the photograph of Philomena Morgan was the end of
her hair-line; I said that i1s where the photograph shows
hey hair, and it 18 no use goiﬁg up beyond 1it. It shows
her hair both above and below it, but that is the end of
the hair-line as vigible in the picture. As counsel has
explaine@, the top end of line one is not the end of her
hair-line anatomieally. That is only the hair-line of the

pieture. I cannot go up beyond it, I have never said

that it was the end of her anatomical hair-line. It is

an accurate summary of my evidence yesterday to say T

pointed out_hOW'important this line number one was because
the line drawn from the end of the hair-line to the point
of the chin eorresponds in both phoilographs. When I

mention™hair-line™ I am mentioning the point that one can
see the hair 8s traced in a picture. ];t igs obviously not
her anatomieal hair-<line and I did not 1lntend 1tT. On the
other hand, I do want as much of the foreheald of Phlilomena
Morgan as possible O compare with as much as possible of

the firgt picture of the corpse as I can use. But I can

'only use as much of that forehead of the corpse aS'will

extend from a fixed point somewhere in the neighbourhood

of Anne Philomena Worgan's eye and the othereye, othérwise
there would be a discerepancy in the length of the two lines,
L wish To determine approximately what is the length of the
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face on the longest line I can get {hrough the side of the
face to the chin, . The importance of this line number -one
is this, that that early photograph of the cadaver happens
to be taken before any autopsy was done, and the line of
the head is very distinct, and it is the one photograph .
which really gives an opportunity to compare over a falrly
large span the length of the two faces. -Having done it
I f£find that in the originals - not in These which are
stretcped and theliné can be. shortened or iengthened -
I f£find that those two faces from that fixed point which is
fixed by the line going horizontally thrbugh the eye: are

approximately the same length, The kind of thing I am

objecting tTo isg your suggestion that it would be as much

uge if I had drawn a line from the bottom of the chin on
cach face and said@ "We will @raw them up here until They
are equal length ‘and say 'That is the.end of the hair-line
and therefore they ere the same faces'". I ghould never
be guilty of such an extraordinarily haphazard method of

doing things.

T0 THE CORONER: A line drawn in-that way would be guife useless.

TO MR,

READ : You are welcome to tfy and prove your contention that
his self<=invented@ method of drawing lines on photographs
is worthless. I .do not agree that when I have examined
my own evidence as regards the value of line No. 1 it is
useless. I claim those lines are distorted. Line No. 2
purports to be a line drewn from the edge of the face, the
line of the face, to the edge of the line of the nose,
subject to thé limitations of vision and drafismanship.
It is approximately correct. Asked if I can show you
anything on the photograph of the deceased that indicates
a line of the nose to wheré I have drawn it, I say only the
shadow that is thrown in that p;cture and the shadows throvwn

in the other. That measurement is very approximate, I am

g _
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not congidering it dead accurate. What it comes To 1s

~that I am Qrawing 1t to a shadow which T think would

probably be the.line of the nose, but it does serve To show
that- that face is approximatelj the same w1dth at that
point as the othexr, That is provided that the shadow
there happens to be the line of tThe nose. I have not said
that I place, and I do not place a great deal of “ellance
on line Ho. D T said it was a line that corresponded
appx oxlmately,'with a reasonable degree of accuracy, after
making allowance for all The errors of photography,
dfaftsmanship, vigion and so on, and more especially paper
shrinkage. . Line NWo. & Qoes not purport to be drawn from
the line of the nose to the edge of the llne of the cheek,
That line is determined through a small background of
swelling where the hand 1s pressing, and to me it 1is

aporox imately the curve of the cheek at that point. Asked

| | an -
if T have made allowance for the ansi-gstigmatic lens as

used in both photographs, I say the lens makes no difference

in this respeet, that these pictures are drawn originally
and they have been reduced. There is some distortion in
the reduction and there is also some distortion in putiing
them together again. In the orijginal drawings that line
ig placed across, the line is the same length as the other_
line and it does indicate thogse faces at that point are
more or less the same length. On the face of the corpse
the line does not go to the edge of the face. The line
coes to what I consider to be the edge of the Tace.

There is swelling behind it., This head is being
supported by a hend. There is a certain amount of
pressure., To my:eye 1 gsee what T teke to be a slight
bulge or swelling. T also, to my eye, see the curve of
the cheek coming down and I have put that external line

where with the limits of my vision I; think the edge of the

R
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cheek comes. That is all one can do. The net result

is not that I am guessing how much of that face is pushed
out by the pressure of the hand holding the cheek; I am
not doing so much guessing. I am having a close look at
that line and where I have the external edge is in my
opinion where the true line of the cheek comes. Asked
to state any anatomical faect or scientific fact I have Ifor
making the statement that I think that is the outline
where the edge of the face would be, I say anatomically
to my eye that is the cheek of the girl. Scientifically,
as close obgervation as I can possibly make and a
reasonable deduction and the implementation of it, and that
is scientifie, Asked to state the ecommencing and ending
points of line NNo. 4, I say they are a millimetre
approximately off the centre of the teeth which they are
supposed To go fo, and@ the same digstance off the cheek
where it was not supposed to go to. That line was not
correctly etched in over the pencil. That is not so on
both photographs. In the one of Anne Philomena Morgan
that line is correcetly to the centre of the teeth and To
o cheek. _ s S

the edge of the wring. You will find that line has been
an error of draftsmanship which lopped off a fraction of

a millimetre. In desceribing that line the day before
vesterday I said "This is a line drawn to the mid-line

of the teeth™ and I also drew His'ﬁorship's attention to

the very thing I am telling you .now.

(PAGE 464 TOLLOWS)
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I look at line 4 oh the photograph of Philomena Morgan on
Exhibit XX. The As to whether the right hand end of that
line onds at the midline of the teeth of Philomena Morgan,

the right hand end comes right to. the centré line of the
teeth,  You will find those lines practically the game length,
Looking at Exhibit XX'&gain, all of those lines on those four
photographs radi&té'dut from a central point., As to whether 1
suggest that the ‘central point on the photo NN, and the

photo 00; of exhibit XX is the same point, I consider it is
as near as it wads possible to determine. They are.distorted
in this picture, These centres are not 2ctually in the same
place, They are peculiar to each subject because there is a
slight dlfference in-the anclie of rotatlon If the sabgects
were in exactly the same position, both canted ard inclination,
we. could have exactly the same centre, but they are not,

I have found, as near as possible, the plane on Which the
rocking and rotation takes place, Then, I have taken the
centre of each face on that plane arid that is the centre

that the lines are run from and that centre is peculiar to-
each fgce. I1f I were asked whether I really thought those
lines had any value for comparison unless I started the lines
from toe  same anatomibal point, I would say the prégmatic
test is the answer,  If the line-were drawn the same length_
and tne same angle and reached aouroxlmately the same

anatomical p01n'l:s, 1 would be smoorrect, gut here they do, ek,

As to whether i would agree if 1 toock & transparency of the
lines I have drawn on Philomena Morgan, 1 could take that

over on to any face ahd put ‘the centralpoint doﬂn somewhere
and make the lines end .on the cdoe ‘of the face, I wauld say

He compartsoﬂ Pace
that is just why 1-%13 1ntwoauoed because you. cannot, None

; of these lines will flt tnat face but taey do £it each other,
ZEXJKEKIX I agree exnlblt 6e 1s 81mply a reproductlon of tnt lines

' drawn on the face of Philomena Morgdn. I have imposed

that transparencyon'thefaéeof the corpse.' 1t does mot.

agree, not perfeCtly for ‘he ressons I told you, It is an

-’
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accurate representation of the lineé arawn on Philomena!'s
face., When they are superimposed, the 1lines do agree with'

a fair degree of accuraey, although not below, This Goes not
agree Too well with this, There are some iines that are slightly
‘?ofT;andthera are gome you can pﬁt'straight. There are these

lines that I would & y coincided fairly well and there are "other

" lines thst do not coineide so well, That can be explained

because of the ﬁremendous:difficulty of thege pictures shrihking.
If it were suggested the 1engthfofthe lines I have drawn on
Philomens Morgan's face do not agref in fact with “the length
of the lines or: tne;nngle of- tu( llnes drawn on tde faoe of tnw.
budy, 1 would say that is not o 1n the orlglnals In my
re-examlnatlon, Counseél has a preparatlon which I made last

spight, The photos you nanﬂ me are- ‘the orlglnals which we ‘had

in the Prob&te application,

G g £ N SUERETG "Pnotographs marked &, B, 0,D.

YU W e e

on anplication for LﬂtuETB of
Administration,

These are the originals aﬁd’are as accurate'as'possible.. %/

it were sugaestEd it would@ be sworn 3a trSnsparency wes the -
4 |

only way one gcould Judge the accuracy of any geometrlcal %

cors*ructlon 11ke that I would say 1t would have been

| *_-fexoeptlonally easy for me to have made the flrst line, taken

M/ECL,

| a transparency ana trensferxea the 11nes holus bolug to the

other Olcture and they: would have coverea the an&tomfoal &rea.
1 did not do that 1 drew them all lndeoendently. These are
the photographs thdt were put in in oonnectlon with the frobate

aotlon.' The Haper may have shrunk and ‘you mlgﬂt stlll have .

trouble, If it were suggeeted if T wes going to ‘invent a

:new methoa of identu;ylng bodlea by dreW1ng lines én photos__-

of faOEB I would have to have some pr601sion in 1t I Would

say I agree and I exnlalned that dE%TEt of preclsion nas been

. -acquirea herm- - all tnat is auffloient a worﬁlng~gxeclslan._'

“fAs to Whether I mean sufflclent for wy own OurPOBe F B e o A

“F'and ask iou whether you aporeclate the fact as far as &n&tomy -

is concernea, lt is hard to flnd g, p01nt to measure from,
o |

qu"llh“;--
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You are perfeotly coxreet in suggesting there are not as
many lines on thoee as there are on exihibits QU an d PP
When "Pix" was done, 1 thought "I will ocutline ‘the outlxbe
of the ¢heek " and I did that, I rems Mber you showed me the
‘model of the teeth, Exhibit 12 yesterday. When you.asked me.
whether I could say that was & first molar or not, I explained
that 1 was not a dentist but I thought it was & second molar,
I agree, as a foundation Tor mak§ng that statement 1 quoted
Morrie on anatomy. He said "They are so mach alike that they
can be described together.“ ‘Asked to show you any paeeage-
in Morris on Anatomy that eaye anytnlng like that, I say I
am quoting from my own CODY. If 1 am glven time I Wlll flnd
those particular pagee-whichjl brought down for the purpose
of gshowing Counsel It is an old copy of Morrie.' I would ¢
agree that Morris on. Anatomy 1e a well known standara.werk
:-on anatomy. I remember belng agsked by my Counsel regardlng
'tne eeoond upper rlght blcuepld 1 agree L was aekea whether x
I, in the company or 1n tlie presence of Ur, Bell nad 1nspected
the cavity in that toeth to gee wnether there was any uneer—
cud. 1 ehoule gay from the examlnatlon we made I would have
geen gny undercut 1f it had buen there, It was- 8 very geod
view-ln this tooth © T a8es my small mloreecope set up on a
stahd and & special lamp, Thet-wae when My, Bell was looking
/d}?‘lnto t he tooth, He nad a very. beautiful binocular Ixasxu
vision with the 1ight ehlnlng 1nto it. MlcrOBGOpes are of |
two. sorte, binocular and monocular, It is very much better
| W1th.binoou1ar, becauseﬁone has perspective and depth
It is a very wvaluable instrument for the purpose. This
is & p&lr of Zelss opera glasses W1td the epecial lene
attached to the objectives (produced), » I have a standg
and it is neceeeary to clip these 1n the stand the tooth
was Jamred in. a match box 80 tne end” was stlcklng up.
With this attdohed anﬁ Wlth dlrect illumlnatlon from a very

gmall 1amp, a very epecleli; ptically ground 1amp,‘1t was
f50351b1e taiook inte.that caV1ty ana that magniflcatlon 3

o S well -
41?7‘ epebled.one to eeel&n.all eprectlons As tO'wnether that 13

“L. e _ : __;f
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the instrument with which Mr.Bell made the eiamination, he

geenms to have found it adeqaate- A8 TO whether 1 made an

examlnatlon of the chlty in that blouepld with that binocu=-
lar mIGTOSCOpe, I had a look largely from lntereet but I

am not really qualified to express an opinlon, except that 1
saw no underoutting, I could see that., Asked to put the two
transparencies, ExhibitePPand NN together and show Whether
they agree, .1 sy that is e1u1b1t N}, Anne Philomena Morgan
and tnle is exhlbit PP the cadaver, ae near as possible when
it was pickéd up. “The obgeot is to eee this stralght llne of
the face In that poeltion' I ehoalo S8y the llne of the
edge of the face correeeonde very aocurately. The chins
correspond very accurately, too, At that tlme the cadaver
had comparatively. llutle swelling to wnat oceurred later,

I was 1nforted that the cadaver commenced.to-éo to pieces

an the third or fourth day. Tney had: ao-fermalln ane_lt

was kept on' ice. I say there is no differenee in the round
of the chlr, to spegk of ' There is the chiﬁ of Anna Philo-
mena Morgan and there ig the enln of “the cadaver they are:
appromimately the same, When 1 superlmpoeeﬁ.one on the other

the lines of the chins. are aeproximately correct. Tnere 18

-the angle I 1nulcate f If 1 were aeked to put -them together

with the llne of the face correepondlng I would ask if 1.

might use,  in oon;unctlon with these traneparen01ee a pnoto#

graph which sometimes ehows a llt 1e better.,. I do ‘not

suggegt that the ears of Philomena Morgan in any way Ccorres-

‘pond with the ear of the-cadEQEr; I would not: expect it.

Keeping this commonhline;'l do not suggest that the mouths
or the lipse eorreepond.in these piotaree; eertainly-not;
Asked to tell you anything else that correepends, ngay it is

only for the line d0wn the edge of the: face.

S BXHIBIT 64 ..... (for identlflcation) Transparency cf

-
et

CL

Mlas A

If I were aeked to tranepoee tne transpareney of Philomensa
‘and

'MQEgan on tbe traneparenoy of Mlee x bx g tkiug the faoelln
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to correspond, I would say they do mot correspond. They

are two totally different types of faces; tney are not
001n01oental at all At- the oresent'timei that face line

is not corresponding precisely with the f{ce Line’ . of Phllomena
Morgan. None of it is corresponding, . It comee in 11ke this
and goes out'(indicating) and this is a perfectly straight
line, They are quite different, It is 1np0881b1e to put T hem
on and to'ehow it is impossible I will have-io put ubem Slde—:lf
‘waye (MI Head demonstrated to His ﬂorenlp) There is the |
-edge of" rhllomene Moroan'e head, about onemeighth of an inch
beyond thle 1mpreeelon. 3 In the traneparenclee, there 18

“that depreea1on, but in thHis there is none, it ie ante 5

straight line, This . is not a etrelght line but it has been
arranged eo oloeely that unleeﬂ one looks very oalefully
one will not gee the edge stloklng out. That is not the eame
contour as thle. You muet look at it tne way 1 indicate,
Asked to ehow you &nywnere where those edgee aiffer, Ifeay
they do not ooinclde with the: strelght llne at all, Asked
to 1mpoee those two treneperenciee together again, down tne
faceline as aocurately ag I can do it I say I just dleagree‘
W1th.the experts and I am afrald‘we wlll have to leave 1t '

at that Ae to the ears of liss X end Phllomena Morgan,

“they are not in- appoaition elther They can be moved around;v
and got in'poeition.' I do not know whether she is @ llving
subJect OT no%, AS to wnetner_I can aee eny other polnte'

where tnoee two traneparenoles ccéncide, thege are not done -

;o gcale, although they may be the same glrl They oould be

he same glrl but, they are not oone to eoale It rs

W e
poesible that 1g a plcture of Anna Pnllomena Morgen, taken
5 _

at some tlme ¢ LE I were aeeured that was a photo of B

11V1nc person, taken only a day ok two ago I would &ay it _
is not to eoale If I were. told a soientific photographer
would swear 1t was tdken to the same ecale and with tne eame |

focal length I WOuld Bay then the pupilliary dletancee are %

i EQL. 7 it N ERE R b s gty BE:KBO j




- quite different. g look at the left arm on the photo of '
Linda Agostini (EXhlblt 18) BRS¢ that photograpa, I see
three spots in a 1ine on the 1eft arm o have examlned tn#- ;.
body lying dead at thls morgue to see whether there are thre;t_‘
spots on the arm ' There are three apots on the arm.3 They |
.are VETY deflnltely not in ar0081t1on correspondlng W1th tne f;
spo*q ahown on. the portralt of hlnoa Agostlnl.‘ As to whether"'
I will dlffer W1th,exoerts who Wlll say thatﬁthose Bpots |
do agreo that is what experto are for, to differd' As
my basis for saylno those “pots arP not 1n t e same posltlon it

on the photo of Llhda Agostlnl as: they aro on tqe booy

OBJECTION by lr.Fazio, h'7h" (3. Objeotlon upheld

Tnose spots omn Llnoa Agostlnllo arm: are rather 1nterest1ng‘u_
They have moved thelr axis about.: The three photographs '
*mxhlblt 165" 17 and 18- constltute two front v1ewa, wlth L*

: toe shoulder sllghtly further forward 1n LXhlbit 17 than
{n Exhibit 18 and Exhlblt 16 is" 8, s:.de b‘:\.ew with the lady

7

'1ook1ng towards the polnt of her left sho 1der.' DraW1ng
a, 11ne 8.8 carefully as possible throuﬁh the centres of the j o,

spots, I say the llne in EXhlblt 16has & totally alfferent

angle to the line 1n uXﬁiblt 18 anad that has a totally dlffer—

ent angle to the llne in Exhlblt 17 To my eye '*he sooto _

.on one photograph are hlgher on the SﬁOJld@I and 1n a
1fferent 3os1t1on to the other photographs The spota
in Exhibit 16 ap)ﬁar to be very close to- the p01nt of; the
shoulder The 31m113r spots 1n Exhlolt 17 appear to be’
lower from the pOlnt of the shoulder.;  The 81m11ar soots
1in Exhibit 18 also &ppeqr to be lower from the polnt of thé f_'
shoulder. - The soots tnemselvps are uneqhal in.these #m
photographs, somEWhat dlffolent 1n 31ze arrangement ano'l_ ' |
ghape. The axis.isbompletely différent in all three é _;f'7fﬁ

'_ : 8 | T ga . Tt oy
Slmlbi' : R AP e
i

~when the axis ohoold be T @Ee These Spoto_on_Exhlhltr

16 are three spota in line angd. they oorrespond in a sense,J;1

with the three spotS'on' EXnibit 18 ? A olose ex&mlnatlonf
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of thoee epots showe‘they are &ctually ulfferent 1n enape

,end dlfferent 1n slze. -f' I would eay that wlthln very,

T ellght llmate they @re dlfferert 1n elze If you tOlu_

me you were te king about tae threhlepote you point eut; te

me, I WDuld say thoee are tae eeote that are Oon tne oadaver.
The tﬁxzee three spote on the a.rm. ef tue'body ate dlfferent

£0 these, 1ey are more elrculer thdn theee. These aTe: more
eovel and fhey. are not the Sam“ 1n each photograph end trelr
axie is utterly dlfferent whlcn 19 an Optlcal marvel Ae to
it belng'e carloue Tnlng thet there &re tnree ﬁeots in one '-*f
Ilof these pnotegraphe in. the 1dentlca1 poeltlon to be-eeen QB 5

the body lYan at the morgue, thet may be, but I nave not

4 eeen them Theee epote are d*terly 01fferent I have a photo— |

graeh'on whlch theee epote are net shown at all il found thoeeif?

| epote on tae arm Aq to Wnet ol 1neoectc’ thoee eeets on '

-

the arm in tne Jreaepce of Prof Sunderland and Subhlnepecter
_Hobley, I ao not KHOW Pref Sunderlgnd by elghg I oertalnly_
inspected the-eeate and it may. nave been in:the preeence of

Prof., SuneerlanA ano Sdb—Inepector Hobley Ag to waetner I

L Temenmber 115 e 1nepected the nOOtS 15t tnelr presence 1 W&Q

eXamining the ﬂgote, not Proe.Sunderlend 1 have always' f

indid N
had eome ettendant there and I do recollect he h 8 oeen-“'ﬁb'

.'fthere at tlmee, and 1t may: have’been when 1 wae examlnlng he

spotg, Ab to whet T, I have ‘& clear memory of tnlnge further”.
'back  § nave 3 clear memory of talngs that memter- L* dlBCant

anyth;ng elee, I ehoald thlrk T would: regerd as 1mpertant

| tue conversatlon 1 had Wlth Nrs Routleeee at Bomaderyy,

AB to whether L have B clear recollec*ion of eomethlng thet

haaeened four years. ado, not neceesarlly at a11 L agree

I e&lc to her: "My eearch ie over yua gid not hurt your ohild

‘I-q

'It was not neoeesarlly a very tense and dramatlc moment forg

A m us both, but I certan.nly felt it wou.ld igﬂixi tnle lady

M/ECL .

whoee huebend I had been talxlng to meet of the afternoon
and to whom I had explamned T.could at least relleve her__

anxle\y in that reSpect b; proving thh tke mdteri@l 1n my

| e R e T (o) \
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"' .

_poeseselon that 3, certain olaoe was tb

| and toe'motherf Mre Routledge;l did -not reoognlee her llae—_

»

" M/ECL,

in the courntry, and at - laet 1. foun

. “At last, my. eearch ie over M

' nleed,a likeneeb between the photoereoh of Phllomene Morgan - .

g oreret o dEd found the IlEht Houtleoge N8 had been Wit
anJW"*‘gdr e

*'want Mrs., Routledge to njve an idea ehe ig W alklng around

€ scene of the orime

When & Sde “My seeroh 1e over" I meant thls =il o hed been |

looklng for a Routledge I thlnk I ‘scared up every Routledge

a the rlant one ano ean.

As 10 my meaning that T recog—ee“

t

ness. to Philomena Mo:gan,,whom 1 hao rover seen, but 1 reoog—',

nised her likeneeﬂ +0'the'oadaver "I agree, 1 eaw 8. likeneee'ljﬁi
between the faoe of Mre Routledge and ;the battered faoe
1y1ng at the morgue-° otoer people hov* eeen thet | I am

quite serious. Tto thlnge prompted me to say "My search

h

the hus ba.nd all the afternoon and I sew & Ellght resemblanoe{

o ¢ agree it was Because of a VETY falnt lleenees that 1 saw

n that fage of the oorpee end the face of Mre.Routledge

together with eno’cher fh‘.\.ng I a.m not wea.kenlng bu.t I o nd:

looking like the oadaver 1% was just an 1mpreeelon from my:

remembrance of tlie oadaver If it were eugeebted i 3 talked

late into toe nlgnt and 1earned everythlng 1 could learn Ebout

y "L&te 1nto the nlght"

Philomena Morgan, I would asgk did I sa

we certainly talked that pnight, During tae conversatlon that &

night I. did not get from lrs Routledge the hletory of her |

daughter S llfe : was not intereeteo in tnoe hletory of the

daugoter'e 1ife. I;aeked'wae there anything peoulier about '

tho daughter'e eare and sne took g oencll and Bketched them 0

Theee thinge. t&ke tlme Hrs Routledge talked Ebout many
-tnlngs I am trylng to.remember tnose tnlnge for you. The

mother talxed to medaboot the lorg sllm back of fier” dauchter i

.r"ll‘

and took me ‘in to see h*r preeent daughtel and descrlbed

Phllomena as: gaV1ng a baok very like th;s youngster and soe 
demonstrated toe long, sllm baok Ae to whetqer, having

seen the long slim back I took meaeurcmente to see if I could

comp&e it, I do: not think I woule und rtake t0 measure a:.
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The answer 1s No.  Ae te wny I
1 wonld not take

Ghlld at abont 10 ofclock

- dld not take:eome meaeuremente that nldht

'meaaurments at any ulme. ‘I nad never meaeured the oadever. i

.I'cannot me asure the cadaver and then meaeure a chlld inf-

I194® who wae ll years of age.I I would not have{had &ny &sslst_f”?

ance from the mOuher 1f I had. oronoeed 35
It 1e imposexble to meke e 5;

I tnlnk she wonld

thmnk 1t & rather etrange thlng

measurement - I (sle’ net kpow of any meeeurement I coald m&ke of

that chlld'e back to compare with tne cadaver.__gti Wwas not

looklna for . & familiﬁf 11kenees The mother samé tne daughtere'

'b&oks were very allke -and. I found thet to*Be eo. “As %0 whethem

"I preferred apnearencee to meaeuremente Uhen & measurement 1e'

When 1t is not ooeeible or" when I

pogsible, I WO nld-prefer 1t

"know nothlng abeut 601ng 1t I oennot de 1t I leave theee

“thinge to profeeeore.- As’ to why I had dlfflculty 1n maklng

-meeeuremente of the bedy, L 15 not heve eny 1nclinat10n to

make‘it- there wae no thought of meklng 1t There wee notnlng

to be galned by ettemptlng 1t After the convereation Wlth

Mre.ﬂnutleage I went 1nto N wra, I 1eft|Meq Rnutledge about

t after talklng about'theee thinge, I etayec
‘took het RS

10 oT 11 thet nlgh

the nlent X Howre, I plckrd ner up next mornlng,

to . the Unlvcrelty and brouvht her home th&t night I:hea;&»T_

& s&w me frequently thereafter

-Mre Rnutledge eey 1n eV1aence eh

,on an average of abeut twlce a week As a medlcal m&n, L Bay

*hlng

at that moment wae in no ehepe to say any’

“Mrs. Rou.tlen ge,
1 havc not found Mre Routledge 'e

She was comﬁkﬁely ezhauete

untruthful in my dealinge W1th rer
As to whetner I heerd eertaln admieclene

b -

&bOut being w1111ng tn commlt
It 1e cerreot to say I nave'not frnnd her

I Was ln Omurt when ehe'.

wee.crees-examined

£
-

verjury, I heard hre Routleege ;

glve eV1dence;
~8he d1 _net tell me the chlldtﬂ age

untruthfu} with me,

1 do not belleve we even mentloned the age-

I do not remember |

aleou851ng the age._fAt th&t moment I ﬁln_not aek Mre

‘Rontledve how old her danehter wae.

A X" did'not 1ntereet

me toﬂcnow how olo. P’ulomene Morgnn wa7 - there e-ggemany thlnge

NIRRT S BONBOW
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| _ ‘whioh Might bé desirable, but not = 1 that;moment, .As~£o
' whethgi at that stege, Or any stage, I:desited to know the ™
:&ge of her child during the course ofinterviews,ldesiredﬁo

.know and 1 thel fot blrth certlficate. .Mrg.goutle&ge_

date

Wwas not altogether clear as t0 the Gge of ‘the bixrth of her .

child, As far as I rem?mber, Mg foutledge informed me that

e 4

ghe did not register.the childy aat the 1“;ormat10n wae glven' ;

V(f;""by'her mother whOIregieterEd,her; and - sne did-not haV6‘tOo=
clear g recollectlon of the age of tne chilad, wéalatefgot_;

‘8 birth certlficate. 8he di not t&&l me where tnechild,ﬁas'
borny 1 knew those things before 1 met the mother.Idenof
obtain a birth certlflcqte beore I met Mrs Routledge. AS to-

how 1 knew when taﬂ child was born ' naa obtained a memo.:

to that effect R B (o not thln{ 1t 1s qulte fair to say from
whom I obts 1ined that 1 ootalned it fium the BLglstrar '
General‘é'office but ‘it 1is not quite falr to say-from wndﬁ;
Iogot it frém tLeﬁﬂeplstrwr Generalfs o*floe a long tlme

before I,saw ﬁrs.Reutledge. It was'bec&ube of tnat that I

4 Wae able uO *1A;_Mr& Routleoge. ' As to the purpose: of asklngi'

‘Mrﬂ.ﬁoutledge the age ofi the Oulld L told you I.ald th,

not tnat’I am aware ‘ang certalnly not at that time. . Thé

-

converdation about the birth bertificate wis & very long

while subsgeguent to mykmeeting with ﬁrs.Routledge.”Intheae..,
first few minutes of ‘meeting Ers.ﬂoutledge,youﬁré tryingﬁb‘
briﬁg in my whole life's history, - I_meén it_seéms a life’
histdry.i'l did not have 0 véry m&ny meetingS'withamrs,

ﬂ_’* | Routleage certalnly not the numberg mentluned Whlch were

‘

iae AR ' absolately fantaatloal - bl-weekly uullng four years I nave'_
T | known: hexr three andlgépalf years, ;gﬂmy op;nlon? She_W&B.SQ
confused when sghe made ‘thoge statements;”llamnot‘surpriséd_
g he made a mistaké. The opinion thatéhéwas 50 éoﬁfusediis_
based on my opinion as & doctbr_qbserving & patient becoming“:

-

thoroughly exhausted &nd unable to appreciate just what

Counsel,was saying at various times. I hgve not sgen any
witnes%as croscs—-eXgmined pI'E?_Vi_'OLlS.]_-‘y’_ but I have sef:n many
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~feet and they fiftted the feet vefy heautlfully. 28 I mﬂOuld |

- have said Wfoot!, It is obvious o did not fit 1t on the

people reacn. tne verge. of exhaustlon from all sorts of causes,

At that partlcalﬂr moment Mrs ROQtleaue we iy to me, actlng_
in a purelj automatlc fashlon - ghe was vlven permlselon to

legve the Oourt “E @id not say yeoterday tnat I fOund

“pabbit halrs ingide that aack % dld not find any 31gns of

rabbit haizrs on that bag. 1 have a lot of %11des, and when

I 1ookéd on t:e labelajlmlgnt, perhaps see somethlng,;but

I do not think so, I did eay something”&bout hairs being
found on that saCk I think T will find'in my boiﬁof SIides
certain slldes labelled "fromjute bag" - dogtse halr or cat's
h&lr, some anlmalls halr but not rabbit hair. I sald '
gsomething. about rabbit's halr in canJunctlon with somethlng .
else, Ido not think I said anythlng about 1t in regard.'
to that saCk. I agree 1 spoke of a Tabbit nair when.I
curetted the body. . 1 curetted the ear, just what part.Of‘the
n deplh | g S e e

cana%‘of the edl One?Canpct gay, but 1 cﬁretted'tﬁat ear

and after examining: 1l omrtalnly 1uent1flea the rabblt's

~heir, 1 also found a certain amount of wax. At ‘that tlme

the body had been 1mmersed in formalin for about 5 years
and the ears pluggea with COutDn wool, 1t was behlnd that

<hmtton'woolu “I think I f und it 1n‘b‘e rlpht ear, althomzh |

-1 cannot remﬁmber correctly, 1 curetted Doth I did not

makxe any note of mhxah the ear in WﬂlCﬂ'l foand thls I&ublt

halr, becausge that ourrattave was put into & small glass dlsh

and I did not 17 bel from Wth“ ear - 1 did not expect any

_result I agree, I said yesterday "I fltted tqeae ruboer

boote on. to tnoe cadaver's fe&t and the 'y fi+t o4y thm feet very
’beautifully,' I aid not flt the boot on tne right foot of the
caaaver il put it ‘on the left foot; the feet are symetrlcal

I think yvou might believe s Yoy to oe an acoxdental mlstake

waen I said: "I fltted thesge rabber boots on to the cadaVﬁr s

feet ~ one could not do it. It wes & mlstake when I said’
that. It was a long time ago, 1 was aware I hadifittethhe
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u/ECL.

rubber boot on to the foot of the cadaver. Dr, Layton said
it fitted like~a”gloveﬁ, and the other men said 80, 100,
Il 'do not think it 'ig fair to take. tihs attitude_fhat I was '

inacourate. I was inaccurate through an accident, but I am

- not inaccurate in'stating that the ehoe fitted. + I have '

alre?dylexplainediﬁ was an accident, &'pure+€ocident,

wihen I gaid yeéteiday"Ifi'ted them on to the cadaver's feét
and they fi'ted ‘the feet very beautifully. "  Ifittedoné S
shOG-on, but not:the other, I say I fittedtherieft foot -
into that.rubber boot, I'have'nbt"the slightestlidea 4%

whether, at the present time, the left foot ‘ie anything liKE'

its anté-mortem state. I have not bothered looking at the left_
foot, I have.not recently examined .the left foot'ofEthe bddy,

but. I have recently examined the right foot for a different

purpose, I recently examined the right foot forauifferentff.
purpose, but not the left foot.,  As - to Whéthef the  left foof-'
is the foot that'is atill attached, the‘right foot is'ﬁetached.
The left foot is stililattaohed to the: body. I say definitelyf
that I.have not bothered about fhat foot at all; but,I have
examined the rightwfobt. *I wa.s interestéd iﬁ fhe‘right fogt;-"
As to whether the leit foot' appeared to be swollen whEn i

fitted this boot , thefoot was deformed and it was necessary to

wee preaéure_and etrain it somewhat. After'it wae deformed

and pressure had to be used, I was able to o Soshine dor

certain points; it fitted very beautifully.

7

. LUNCHEON' ' ADJOUREMEIT .
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JEANETTE CONSTANCE ROUTLEDGE, Recalled:

'Where I say in my evidenee on page 309
"T looked at the body. I never looked at the. body™ I mean
T did not look at the body as distinet from the head.
I looked only at the face., With reg rd.to the passage
on page 418 "I think I remember that1he sald he might cause
me a great deal of pain and sofrow, but at least ﬁe'would
be able To lifT a shadow of doubt in my mind that I had
not done it", I cannot say there 1s anything in the English

language to explain anything clearer than that, that I had

not committed any crime. That is what I meant to say.
I could not bring myself to say that I had not murdered my
child,

TO MR. BARRY: I never believed that in faet I had done anything
criminal to my child, The doctor told me he could 1ift
the shadow of doubt from my mind that it could be made to
appear by anybody that I had done eanyithing criminal to my
child,

TO MR, NONAHAN: At The Time that I wag in touch with the detectives,

particularly Wilks and McRae, I have already stated that T
was loath to give a correct deécription of my daughter,

I may have supplied to them a photograph of some other
member of my family saying it was Philomena, I remember
being tesgted by them in regard to some other photograph
which they sald was not of Philomena but a young girl of
twelve who turned out to be another girl of my family,

I think it was my sister-in-law. I may at an early stage

ag part of the atltempt to put them off the track have given

them a photograph which was not that of Philomena.
Ultimately I went with Detective Wilks to Howard Harris's
studlo, That was in Janvary, 1947, I think, On that
occasion Detective Wilks had a talk with the sfudio people,

pa




T0O MR,

He asked me to get the copies of the photograph and I had
to introduce him to the girl at the desk as a friend of
mine., She wanted to know what I wanted them for, In

I introduced him as a friend who had my authority to go and

get what he wanted; that is all I meant. That photograph
of my sigter-in-law was of my sister-in-law when she was

about twelve years old,

READ I do not think this photograph produced is the one I

am talking about. ihe coat 1s familiar» to me, that is all,
but I cannot see the face. (Witness puts on spectacles).
It looks to me like Philomena. I do not ever remember

handing the police that photograph in my life, I still say

I do not recognize the handwriting on the back of the

photograph,

BXHIBIT NOL 68 . o0 sis Photograph stated by witnegs to be like

.. i

Philomena Morgan.,
I recognize this photograph Exhibit "Y" showing a group.
That is my daughter, my father-in-law, myself, mother-in-law
and hxhyx Bobby. I look at the hats in the two photographs.
As a matter of fact, those two hats belonged to both the
girls when they were Diving in my house at the one time.
My daughter Philomené)had that hat given 1o her from my
sister-in-law from England. When tThis photograph Exhibit
"Y' was teken Philomena was about thirteen or fourteen.
1 remember who took this picture. This snapshot was taken
out at the Heads where you go out to the Gap. Bobby was
about eighteen months then and that is the baby there.

Bobby is now nineteen this month.

(SIGNED) J. C. ROUTLEDGE.

TARKEN AND SWORN BEFORE ME AT MELBOURNE THIS S5th DAY OF APRIL, 1944,

RP/MC
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3 THOMAS ALEXANDER PALMEHHBEHBOW recalled on: hle oath salth

(The w;tnees produoed page 88 of the Becond edltion of -
Morrls on Anatomy, 1898, in wnlch the’ followirp etetement'
apweared "The maxlilary molars the flret and secand :
regemble each other 80 closely that one descrlotlon will )
serve for the  two., ") | Sl

ik remember in my eV1dence—1n-chlef I spoke of examlnlng a8

.'trunk in +he hut of Lucy Golllns, and there flndlrg'a Whlte '
belt, (Exhlblt BB) 5 examlned that tin trunkzit tne hut of
Lucy Collins several'tlmee. 1 Cﬂuldwnot say the exact |
gccasion When I found thle whlte 311k bekt, I could-not'very '
well do that. As to the apuroxlmate date of that T ooula s

tell frof & list I made of visits to Albury. 1 have a note

that in or aboat DeceMber 1939 ! 1ntervlewed Lucy Calllne |
and "Luoy Collins -g8ilk belt and otntr artlclee.“, That

Was in or aboutDeceMberl939. That note is not a, note made
“atsthe time ir'cbnneetion wifh the Oertlolﬁrl/ actlon‘ P
v-Couneel found 1% necessary to try and eet 50me ooherency

ooncernlng Vrrleus vielte AF managed to plece thlnge together 1
from newepapere in whlch I wraaped thlnee up, givrng me datee.:_
1. 8hould say December 1939 would be abeut the correct date. 2

ZExamlning the iron trunk, I should say that is the iron trunk

_I examined &t the hut of Lacy Céllins. ) remember the bottom';
we é out of 1t when I last gaw it, That would seem to me @ :
.be the trenk that was. 1n Lucy Golllns' placefr It wae gradu~
: -ally dlSlntfegratlng, 1t Was glreeey broken qt the bottom and

1 ehould &2y that ig the box I saw. in the bulldlng Nhen
I eaw it the box had afbottor in ‘it but it was dlsintegatlng

gr&aually It was qulte intact but it was on tre ‘earth floor
13 Was restlng on an * earth floor This had'be:m wet through

and various thinge had.amalgamated together W1tn dye off ) A

thlrk a green boek

EXlI“IT 66 ........... _.;' (for 1dent1ficatlon) " Tin box, gl
EXEIBIT 07 o & N K el s r' Bed from ehack of Lucy Colllns.
ERIBOL = A s ¥ e P o i BENBOJ
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As to'the'aopfoximate date that“Iireoonstruoted the bed'~h
dn Qplnn!s shack, I sooolo.ﬁcy roughly about October 1939,
when Det, Sers lMicRae got me:-ini.the shaok 1 remewber re-

oonstruotmsz,iebed in:the shaok By reconstruotlon I

'mean I set 1t 3 o TR I photosraphed the bed. l see that-
bédy 1. can see at g glanoe thct is the bed I reoonstruoted.
I detached the spring mattress from tne orossﬁmembere
Looklng at the large snapehot (Exﬂlblt Y) and &sked %o

- gay whether that is the photozraph from which. f took 8.
photographlo repreeent&tlon of :hllomena Morgan's hend .I

- say that-ls an 1ntermeo1&te ploture ! Thls olotore 1e just
-afn 1ntermed1ate enlargemsnt of a gmall family group., It

ig that hand Wthh ¥ eventuelly reproduoed on portlor of i

IEIﬂlblL "Z" As to whether thexe is enythlng et all on’ thei
hand: in that' Bnapshot which 1rdlostes the ends of the ingers;
_I can eee the ntll on the. foreflnger olearly, the second |
finger, the {thirgd: flnger and, “the little flnser,'Just psrt-

» 35 AR e P the graee; On that photograph I aen see the end
of the fjrefsnger and & nail, It is very blurred but I
think I can see it. . As to whether I can see 8, na11 on that

1and in exhibit MgV I-see: where the rall enould be Oone

holds an enlergoment away and he cansluer I see the endl ofthe”

fingevy, If it were sugsesteo, for,tne oosparlson of these*“
hands to be of sny va1ue mathematical acouraoyas"regsrds |
the me&surement of the lines would be. neoeee&ry,lleould -
say not eltogetder an approximate acouracy ig sufflolent for
tulS. It would be 1mposslble to vet mathematloal aoouraoy.r
'I take the transparenoy you hand me and euperimoose that
transparency on the hands of the oorpee O ths 1ower part of
Exhibit Ags. Iagreethat‘is an aoourate traneparenoy of the )
lines drawn by me on the hands of the oorpee ° Putttnrths_q_

| Ltransp&renoy on tothe hand of Phtlomena Moxganand askeo L4
say whether 1t flts, 1 say it does fit but one must RIEE
move it about for ‘the puraose because the sngls of the wrlst

1e;ast the-same;. Ae t0 its velue 1f 1t has to be moved about,

it 479,
- :
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